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FIXED-TIME SAFE TRACKING CONTROL OF UNCER-
TAIN HIGH-ORDER NONLINEAR PURE-FEEDBACK SYS-
TEMS VIA UNIFIED TRANSFORMATION FUNCTIONS
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Hu

In this paper, a fixed-time safe control problem is investigated for an uncertain high-order
nonlinear pure-feedback system with state constraints. A new nonlinear transformation func-
tion is firstly proposed to handle both the constrained and unconstrained cases in a unified
way. Further, a radial basis function neural network is constructed to approximate the un-
known dynamics in the system and a fixed-time dynamic surface control (FDSC) technique is
developed to facilitate the fixed-time control design for the uncertain high-order pure-feedback
system. Combined with the proposed unified transformation function and the FDSC technique,
an adaptive fixed-time control strategy is proposed to guarantee the fixed-time tracking. The
proposed fixed-time control strategy can guarantee uniform control structure when addressing
both constrained and unconstrained situations. Numerical examples are presented to demon-
strate the proposed fixed-time tracking control strategy.

Keywords: Fixed-time safe control, Nonlinear pure-feedback systems, State constrains,
Dynamic surface control, Unified transformation function
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1. INTRODUCTION

Convergence rate has been an important performance index of control systems. Finite-
time controls can ensure that the system state reaches the desired equilibrium in finite
time [IH3] and it has become widely employed in many practical scenarios, such as
variable length pendulum swing [4], vehicle tracking [5H7] and finite-time consensus
in dynamic networks [§]. However, the so-called settling time, needed to reach the
equilibrium, is generally dependent on initial states and no finite bound of settling times
is guaranteed for noncompact sets of initial conditions [910]. To overcome this drawback,
the concept of homogeneity in bi-limit was introduced in [9] to provide conditions for
the so-called fixed-time stability, i.e. the existence of a finite bound of the settling time.
Unfortunately, homogeneous approach does not allow to adjust or even estimate the
settling time. To overcome this problem, [I0] introduced a special modification of the
so-called “nested” (terminal) second order sliding mode control algorithm that provided
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fixed-time stability of the origin and allowed to adjust the global settling time of the
closed-loop system. Motivated by [9[10], the fixed-time stability has been widely studied
and applied, see [T0,13l14] as a sample and a source of further literature survey.

In this paper, the so-called pure-feedback systems will be considered. Pure-
feedback systems were introduced and thoroughly studied in [11] along with their more
specific version - the so-called strict feedback system. Alternatively, the terminol-
ogy “triangular form system” was used in the literature, see e.g [I2] and references
within there. Note that, [T1L[12] provided “classical” asymptotical stabilization only,
though [I2] used nonsmooth homogeneous approximation, yet with a positive degree,
unlike the negative degree homogeneity used for finite-time stability.

Up to now, only a few studies were presented for the fixed-time control of pure-
feedback systems having nonaffine connections between cascades, unlike less general
strict-feedback systems where the cascade connection is affine and therefore easier to
handle. In particular, [I3[14] provided the design of the fixed-time controllers for high-
order integrator systems and strict-feedback systems only. At the same time, as correctly
noted already in [I1], many practical systems are commonly modelled as pure-feedback
systems.

Besides the fast convergence rate, safety is also a crucial requirement for control sys-
tems. In recent years, safe controls have attracted much attention with the development
of practical safety-critical systems, such as robotic systems, chemical plants, and au-
tonomous vehicles [I5[I6]. The output or state variables in safety-critical systems are
usually constrained to ensure safeties [I7]. In order to address safe control problems,
barrier Lyapunov function (BLF) methods were commonly applied in the control de-
sign. For example, log-type BLF [I8], tan-type BLF [I9] and log-type integral BLF
(IBLF) [20] methods were proposed to deal with static output/full-state constraints.
Moreover, reference [2I] employed BLF method to tackle a dynamic full-state constraint
problem. However, BLF-based controls often depend on some feasibility conditions [22],
which need extra complex offline calculations and even have no solution due to small
thresholds of output/state constraints. In order to overcome such drawbacks, a nonlinear
transformation function (NTF) technique was developed in [23], which can transform
the original system with state constraints into an unconstrained system. Then, the
boundedness of the transformed system can ensure that the constraints of the original
system were satisfied. Moreover, NTF methods do not need additional feasibility con-
ditions. Therefore, NTF methods have been widely concerned so far. In [24], a new
NTF structure was proposed to solve a tracking control problem for state-constrained
strict-feedback systems.

It is worthy of noting that in some scenarios, control systems have constrained and
unconstrained states, simultaneously. Unfortunately, most of the existing safe control
strategies are just proposed for control systems with state constraints. Reference [25]
introduced a barrier function to tackle this situation, which relied on some complex feasi-
bility conditions. Recently, reference [26] proposed a nonlinear transformation function
to deal with the constrained and unconstrained cases in a unified way. Additionally,
another unified nonlinear transformation function was proposed in [27] for stochastic
systems. However, the safety-critical methods presented in the references mentioned
above can only achieve asymptotic convergence or finite-time convergence. At the same
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time, the existing fixed-time controls established for state constrained systems fail in the
cases with both constrained and unconstrained states. Although reference [28] designed
a unified fixed-time controller for robotic systems with state constraints, it was only
applicable to second-order systems.

As far as we know, fixed-time control of pure-feedback nonlinear systems with both
constrained and unconstrained states has not been studied and suffers from the fol-
lowing two difficulties: construction of nonlinear transformation functions and design
of fixed-time controllers. Motivated by the above discussions, this paper attempts to
study the fixed-time control of uncertain high-order pure-feedback nonlinear systems
with or without state constraints. To overcome the first difficulty, we construct a unified
nonlinear transformation function to handle both constrained and unconstrained cases.
For the second difficulty, we develop a new fixed-time dynamic surface control (FDSC)
technique to facilitate fixed-time control design and reduce computational complexity.

In view of the previous exposition, the contributions of this paper are as follows:

1) A unified nonlinear transformation function is proposed to transform the original
constrained system into an unconstrained one. The proposed nonlinear transformation
can ensure that an unconstrained system is a special case of the constrained system.
At the same time, the safe fixed-time control problem of the constrained system can be
transformed to a fixed-time control problem of an unconstrained system.

2) A new FDSC technique is developed to facilitate fixed-time control design for
the high-order pure-feedback nonlinear system. In contrast to dynamic surface control
(DCS) technique proposed in [29], the new FDSC technique developed in this paper not
only reduces computational cost, but also achieves fixed-time convergence. Compared to
the DSC technique proposed in [30], the new FDSC technique can simplify the fixed-time
convergence analysis.

3) Based on the proposed unified nonlinear transformation function and FDSC tech-
nique, an adaptive neural network based fixed-time control strategy is proposed for the
high-order pure-feedback nonlinear system with unknown dynamics. Thus, the proposed
control strategy, in addition to handling the constrained and unconstrained cases in a
unified way, even ensures practical fixed-time tracking for uncertain systems.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2] presents some preliminaries
and problem formulation. In Section Bl the construction of a unified nonlinear trans-
formation function and the design of an adaptive fixed-time control strategy are given.
Simultaneously, practical fixed-time convergence is analyzed for the closed-loop system
under the proposed control strategy. Simulation examples are given to validate the pro-
posed fixed-time safe control strategy in Sectiondl Conclusions are presented in Section

2. PRELIMINARIES AND PROBLEM FORMULATION
2.1. Preliminaries

Throughout the paper, the following dynamical system having the equilibrium at the
origin will be considered

&= f(t,x), f(t,0)=0,2 € DCR", (1)
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where the right hand side f(¢t,z) : Ry x D — R”™ satisfies the assumptions for the
existence of the solution in the Fillipov’s sense [31]. More specifically, f(¢, x) is piecewise
continuous with respect to ¢ > 0 for any fixed x € D and for any fixed ¢ > 0 it
is continuous with respect to x € D except some smooth submanifolds of D where
it is discontinous and has a finite collection of limit points when x approaches that
discontinuity manifold. Here, D is a domain (open simply connected subset) in R™
containing its origin. Further, denote by x(¢, z¢) the solution of (1) such that x(tg, z¢) =
o, where ty > 0 is the initial time. Unless stated otherwise, in the sequel o = 0 and
D =R".

Definition 2.1. [I0] The origin of system (1) is said to be globally finite-time stable on
R™, if it is globally asymptotically stable and Vzy € R™ there exists a positive constant
T(xo) such that x(t,z9) = 0,Vt > T(zg). The function T(zg) : R™ — R, is further
referred to as the settling function.

Definition 2.2. [I0] The origin of system (IJ) is said to be fixed-time stable if it is
globally finite-time stable and the settling time function T'(z¢) is globally bounded on
R" i.e., AT maz > 0: T(20) < Tz, Vo € R™.

Definition 2.3. The origin of system (I is said to be practically fixed-time stable on
R™, if it is stable and Ve > 0 there exists a positive constant Ty,q.(€) such that Vag € R™
there exists T'(zo), Tmaz(€) > T(x0) > 0 and V¢ > T'(z0) it holds that ||z(t,z0)| < e.
The function T'(z) is further referred as the practical settling time.

Lemma 2.4. [28] The system () is practically fixed-time stable if V§ > 0 there exist
a positive definite function V(¢,2) and parameters ky > 0, ko > 0,0 <y < 1, 8 > 1,
and 0 < 6 < 1 such that

Vs(t,z) < —k1Vs(t, )Y — ko Vs (t, 2)” + 6.
Furthermore, there exists a settling time 71" such that

6 1 d 1
klo) ’(@)ﬂ}’

when ¢t > T', and the upper bound of the settling time 7T is given by:

1 1
TSm0  Ba-00G -1

The following Lemmas are straightforward and were used e.g. in [32].

Va(t,w) < min{ (

Lemma 2.5. [32] For arbitrary constants x1 > 0, x1 > x2, and p > 1, it holds:
(x1 — 22)P > ab — af.
Lemma 2.6. [32] For arbitrary constants p > 0, 21 > 0, and x5 > 0, it holds:

1 1 1
al(zg —x1) < m(zz'@ _ ;C1+p).
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Lemma 2.7. [32] For arbitrary constants x; € R and p > 0, it holds:

n n
(Z |lz;|)P < max(n?~1, 1) Z | |P.
i=1 i=1

Radial basis function neural networks are widely employed to approximate the un-
known continuous nonlinear functions in the fields of adaptive control and machine
learning. A linearly parameterized model can be used to approximate an unknown
continuous function F'(z) € R as follows:

F(z) =W'S(z) +e(x), = € R, (2)

where W € R¥ is the weight vector of a radial basis function neural network and

S(z) = [S1(x), ..., Sn(z)]T € RY is the basis function vector. More specifically,

(:v - Ti)T(,T - Ti)
o a—

where ¥; € R, 7; € R™ are the so-called width and the so-called center of the basis
function, respectively. Finally, ¢ € R is the estimation error.

Si(x) = exp[ — i=1,..,N, (3)

Assumption 2.8. In the linearly parameterized model @), |[W|| < W, |e| < &1, where
W and €7 are unknown positive constants. In the sequel, denote w = max{W, e }.

2.2. Problem formulation

Consider the following pure-feedback system [12]:

T; = fi(jiaxi-i-l);i =1,...n—1

Yy =1x,
where x = [z1,...,2,]T € R" is the state; #; denotes [r1,...,2;]T € RY; y € R is the

scalar output; u € R is the the scalar control input and f;(-) (i =1,...,n) are unknown
continuous nonlinear functions. The system is required to satisfy the following state
constraints:

— hzl(t) < IZ?l(t) < hig(t), i=1,...,n, (5)

where the time-varying bounds h;;(¢) and h;o(t) are strictly positive functions.

Assumption 2.9. The functions hi; (t), hio(t) and their derivatives are uniformly bounded
on ]R+ .

Assumption 2.10. The initial states satisfy —h;1(0) < 2;(0) < hi2(0) for i =1, ..., n.

Assumption 2.11. f;(Z;,x;41) (i =1,...,n — 1) and f,(Z,,u) are continuously differ-
entiable for all z € R™.
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Assumption 2.12. Let g,(Z,,u) := W. It holds that g = < gn(-) < 7,, where g ,
g,, are unknown positive constants.

Further, assume that the reference output y4 is given to be followed by the output of
the nonlinear system (4).

Assumption 2.13. The reference output y,4(t) satisfies the constraint (@), i.e., —h11(t) <
ya(t) < hi2(t). Moreover, the reference output y4(t), its first and its second derivatives
are uniformly bounded on R .

The aim of this paper is to design a practical fixed-time controller for the system ()
providing the given reference output tracking, that is,

where T, ( are some positive constants and at the same time the designed controller
guarantees that the state constraints (Bl) are not violated at any time.

3. MAIN RESULTS

This section is divided into two parts. Subsection Bl introduces a unified nonlinear
transformation function to transform the original constrained system (@) to a new un-
constrained system. Subsection gives the practical fixed-time controller to achieve
the previously formulated tracking goal.

3.1. Unified nonlinear transformation function

Consider the system (@) and the constraint (B). A unified nonlinear transformation
function is proposed as follows:

hi1(t) + hi2(t) In

&ilt) = 1 T (t) —

hi1 (f) +x; (t) (6)

(t)

The nonlinear transformation (@) has the following property. For any ¢ > 0 it holds:

(i) lim &i(t) = —o0;

Ii(t)‘)fhil(t)
il lim i(t) = +o0;
(i) | i &) (7)
(@) oim S =ilt)
The properties (i) and (i) can be easily obtained. When h;;(¢t) = h;2(t) — 400, by
straightforward computations, we can also verify that the property (iii) holds.
According to the properties (1) and (2), one can obtain that if &;(¢) is bounded,
then the condition —h,1(t) < x;(t) < hi2(t) holds for any —h;1(0) < z;(0) < hi2(0).
Therefore, in order to ensure that the constraints are not violated, just ensure that &;(t)
is bounded. For the property (3), h;1(t) = hi2(t) = +00 means that there is no state
constraint and thus &;(t) = z;(¢). Consequently, the proposed transformation (B]) can
deal with the cases with and without state constraints in a unified manner.
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Remark 3.1. The transformation function is different from the existing transformation
functions [23}24], which can only deal with the case with state constraints. Actually,
the proposed transformation function (B) can be applied to systems in the following
situations: 1) All states are constrained; 2) All states are not constrained; 3) Some
states are constrained and the others are not constrained. Therefore, the proposed NTF
([6)) can deal with the constrained and unconstrained states in a unified way and facilitate
the design of a unified structured controller.

Using @), (@), and differentiating & = [¢1, ..., &, yields:

51 = [ ($1+1;51+1)+§z+1]+w17 = 7"'7”717
fn = on[Fn(Tn) + gnu] + Pn,

where
0% _ (har(£) + hao(1))
T 0wy (b () + 2i(t) (haa(t) — 24(D))
i = hii(t) + hia(t) ( hi(t) — hia(t) ) hia (t) + haa (t) 1 P (@) + zi?)

Fi(i”i+1a§i+1) = fl("f’ta "E’H’l) - §i+1a 1= 15 sy T — 17
Fn(jn) = fn(jn)a
and fn(i'n) = fn(jnao)

Obviously, the original system () with the state constraint (@) is transformed to an
unconstrained system (). The constraints on the state 2 can be guaranteed by ensuring
the boundedness of the variable £. In sequel, based on the transformed system (8], we
need to design a fixed-time controller to not only ensure that the state constraints are
not violated, but also realize the practical fixed-time output tracking.

3.2. Control design and convergence analysis

According to the unified nonlinear transformation function (@) and Assumption 13| a
nonlinear transformation function is given for the reference output y4 as follows:

hi1(t) + hia(t)

€a(t) = 1 [In(hi1 (t) + ya) — In(hi2(t) — ya)]- (9)
Define an error system as follows:
{Cl =& — &, | (10)
Cizgi_aifa 122,...,TL,

where ;¢ is a dynamic variable designed by the following fixed-time dynamic surface
control (FDSC) technique:

)\104”0 = (Oéifl — Oéif)h —+ (Oéifl — Oéif)rz —+ A1 — Oéif, 7, = 2, ey N, (11)

where 1 = 2, ry = %, and m < n, p > ¢ are positive odd constants, \; is a positive

n’

constant, and «o;_1, i = 2, ..., n, are the virtual controllers to be designed latter.
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Remark 3.2. Obviously, the equilibrium of (IIJ) is c;—1, this means that the a;¢ con-
verges to the a;_; at the steady state. Thus, a;f in (II)) can be regarded as an estimation
of a;—1, and its derivative & is an estimation of é;_;. Therefore, the FDSC technique
(II) is used to generate the derivative ¢y to replace é;—1 appearing in the backstepping
design process of the controller, so there is no need to calculate the derivative of the
virtual controller «;_1, which can reduce the computational complexity. In contrast to
the DSC in [29], the FDSC () not only reduces computational cost, but also has the
characteristic of fixed-time convergence. Moreover, compared with the DSC technique
in [30], the FDSC technique (IIl) has additional term a;_1 — a;r, which obviously leads
to faster estimation speed and facilitate to the fixed-time convergence of the system.

According to the error system (I0) and backstepping-like design method, we design
the controller u as follows:

2 &2 ¢
U= — pn(pndn,uiCn - wncn - nf >0

¥ ¥ (12)
Pn-16a-16n  km o kna
Pn Pn ©®n
an = puopaCl — On1@)! — 0n2d)?, (13)

where p,, 0,1, and 0,2 are positive constants, pu, is a positive variable defined in con-
troller design process. The design process of the controller u is shown in Appendix
Al

Under the controller (I2)), the main control results are shown in Theorem B3]

Theorem 3.3. Consider the uncertain high-order pure-feedback system () with the
state constraints given by (). Under the Assumptions[Z8 [ZTT] the proposed controller
(@) can achieve the following objectives:

(1) The closed-loop system is practically fixed-time stable.
(2) The output tracking error e = y — y,4 is bounded in fixed time.
(3) The state constraints are satisfied all the time.

Proof. See the Appendix [Bl

4. SIMULATION EXAMPLE

In this section, two examples are presented to demonstrate the proposed fixed-time safe
control strategy. Example [L1] verifies the effectiveness of the fixed-time control strategy
for the system with full state constraints. Example shows that the proposed control
strategy can still work for the system with partial state constraints.

Example 4.1. Counsider the following pure-feedback nonlinear system:
T =2 —l—l‘g—f—l‘%,

&9 = x122 + u + 0.1sin(u), (14)

Yy=2=xi.
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The state constraint functions are given by hi1(t) = 0.5 + 0.3sin(t), h12(t) = 0.6 —
0.2sin(t), ha1(t) = 0.5+ 0.2cos(t), and hea(t) = 0.5 + 0.2 cos(t). The reference output
is given by yq = 0.1sin(0.5¢).

The initial states are given as x(0) = [0.2, —0.2]7. The parameters in the controller
(@) are selected as follows: kll = k12 = le = k22 = 2, 011 = 02, g12 = 05, 0921 = 03,
092 = 0.4, p1 = pa = 0.0005, A\ = 0.1, 71 = 97/99, and ro = 99/97. The parameters
of the neural network approximation of Fj(X;) are choosen as follows: ¢; = 3, 7, =
[~7i:,0,7:)7 (i = 1,...,5). The parameters of the neural network approximation of
F»(X5) are choosen as follows: v; = 3, 7, = [~7i,7i)? (i = 1,...,5). Here, 7;; are
selected as 1,2, 3,4 and 5, respectively.

15
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Fig. 1. The trajectories of the state x1 and the reference output yq.
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Fig. 2. The trajectory of the state xz.

Fig. [ illustrates the trajectories of the state x; and the desired output y4. In Fig.
[0, we can see that state x; can track the reference output y4 at about 7' = 5s under the
proposed safe controller [43). Moreover, the state z; satisfies the given constraint all
the time. Fig. Plillustrates the trajectory of the state x5. From Fig. 2 we can see that
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T9 is always within the constraint. Fig. Blshows the trajectory of the tracking error and
demonstrates that the output tracking error is bounded in fixed time, that is, |e] < 0.05
for t > 5s. Moreover, the control input « is shown in Fig. @

15

n |
05! ]
o~

-0.5¢ 1

error

ar 1

-1.5 I I I
0

20 T

10r

_20 Il Il
0 5 10 15 20

t(s)

Fig. 4. The trajectory of controller w.

Example 4.2. For the pure-feedback nonlinear system (Id]), we assume that the state
x1 is constrained by hq1(t) = 0.5 4 0.3sin(t) and hi2(t) = 0.6 — 0.2sin(t), while the
state x2 has no constraint, that is ho1(t) = haa(t) = +00. The initial state is given by
2(0) = [0.2, —0.3]T. Set ki1 = 2, k1o = 1, ko1 = ko = 2. Other parameters are similar
with those in Example [£11

The trajectories of the states x1 and xo are shown in Fig. Eland Fig. [Bl respectively.
From Fig. Bl and Fig. Bl it can be found that x; and x5 are bounded while z; does not
violate its constraint all the time. Moreover, the output tracking error |e| < 0.05 for
t > 4.3s, which is illustrated in Fig. [ Fig. B shows the response of the controller w.
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Fig. 5. The trajectories of the state x1 and the reference output yg.
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Fig. 6. The trajectory of the state xz.

ig. 7. The trajectory of the output racking error e.

11
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Fig. 8. The trajectory of the control input wu.

The above simulation results show that the proposed fixed-time safe controller can
deal with the output tracking problem for the uncertain pure-feedback nonlinear system
with and without state constraints while keeping one control structure.

5. CONCLUSIONS

This paper has solved the fixed-time output tracking problem for uncertain high-order
pure-feedback systems with and without state constraints in a unified way. A non-
linear transformation function method has been proposed to deal with the cases with
and without state constraints. With the help of the unified nonlinear transformation,
the fixed-time safe control problem has been transformed to just a fixed-time control
problem. At the same time, a fixed-time dynamic surface control technique has been de-
veloped to facilitate the fixed-time controller design. Thus, an adaptive neural network
based fixed-time control strategy has been proposed for the uncertain pure-feedback
nonlinear system. Theoretical results have shown that the fixed-time convergence of the
output tracking error can be achieved and all the state constraints can always be sat-
isfied under the proposed control strategy. Moreover, the effectiveness of the proposed
control strategy has been validated by numerical simulations.
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APPENDIX
A. DESIGN PROCESS OF THE CONTROLLER U
In this subsection, we present the design process of the controller u by backstepping-
like design method. First, define
Yi = QG — OG—1, i=2,...,n, (15)

where «;r is generated by the FDSC technique in (II]), o;—1 is the virtual controller
designed latter. Next, we design the virtual controller c;—; at the (¢ — 1)th step, and
the controller u at the nth step.

Step 1: Differentiating (; yields:

(= o1[F1 (21, 2, &) + 2] + 11 — & (16)

According to (I0) and (), it follows that & = (o + y2 + a1. Then, we have

G = @1[Fi(ar,22,8) + G +y2 + o] + 1 — &a. (17)

Using the neural network based approximation @l), Fy(z1,22,&) = F1(X1) can be
approximated as follows:

Fi(X1) = WES(X1) 4+ e1(Xy), (18)

where X| = [11,22,&]T, Wi € RY and S(X;) € RY are the ideal weight vector and
basis function vector respectively, and e1(X;) is the estimation error. According to
Assumption 2.8, we have ||[Wy|| < Wi, |e1] < e11, where W and ;7 are unknown
positive constants.

Let w; = max{Wj,¢e11}, then one has

Fi(X1) <wipr(Xq),

where p1 (X1) = ||S(X1)|] + 1.
Next, the virtual controller o is designed as follows:

R d
ap = — P1a1501lt%<1 —1C1 + 5— - ﬂ
(101 ©1 (19)
kir . k12 .,
- e -,
¥1 ©1

where k11, k12, and p; are positive constants, 11 and ro are defined in (). Let a; be
the estimation of a; = w?, which is determined by the following adaptive law:

A 2 2,2 AT AT
ar = p1p1piCy — ondyt — o12a,°, (20)

where 011 and 015 are positive constants.
According to Young’s inequality, we have the following inequalities:

1
010 Fy < [p1Grwip | < prwieipit + 1oy (21)



16 C. GUO, J. HU, J. HAO, S. CELIKOVSKY, AND X. HU

e1G1y2 < 91¢ + %2’ (22)
where p; is defined in (3.
Then, we construct a Lyapunov function as follows:
1
= —Cl + ‘11 + 2y2a (23)

where dl =a] — dl.
Calculating the derivative of V7 and employing the virtual controller (I3]), and in-
equalities (2II), 22)), we have

/ y
Vi <praipipiCE + 016G — kGl T — koGt 4+ 22

4
1 s .
+ E + a1a1 + Y2y2
1
y2 (24)
=pra1piiCE + o1CiGe — kT = kol + 1

1 - .
+ P a101 + Y292
P1

Using the adaptive law (20)), we have
P ~ 2 2.2 s < oy
—a101 = —p1anpi ¢y + o1a1ayt + 01261077,

Since &1 = a1 — dl, thus 0'11(3,1&71‘1 and 0'12&1&71‘2 can be written as Ull(ih (0,1 — &1) and
012a7% (a1 — 1), respectively. By analyzing the adaptive law (20)), it can be verified that
for any given initial value a1 (0) > 0, one has a;(t) > 0 if a;(t) > 0. It is noted that oy,
and o5 are positive constants. If a;(t) < 0, then a, () will decrease until a;(t) = 0 at
a certain time t4. Due to the fact that py@?u3¢? > 0, it can be found that a,(t) > 0
when a;(t) = 0. Therefore, a1(¢t) > 0 after ¢ > t4. Thus, if we choose an initial value
a1(0) > 0, then we have a;(t) > 0.
According to Lemma 2.6l we have

AT] ~ AT ~
ollallal = ouall(al — al)

1 A1
<o 1 T1( 1+T1 - a1+rl)
1, i
=011 1 + " (0,1+T1 — [a1 — a1]1+”).

When a4 (t) > 0, we have a;(t) > a1(t). From Lemma 2.5 we have

1
AT ~ 14+r 1+7r ~14r
011a1101§0111+r (a7™ a7 —a;™)
2011 1 o11 ox it (25)
+r1 ~
1 a;

:1—|—T1 1+7r
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Similarly, we also have

iy~
o12a1*a1 < T+ m™

Thus we have

011 .2xn

20'12 a1+r2 B

012 . 2x 12
147 L

G 12 g2
1 1 —+ ro
2011 14r, , 2012 141y
1 + T1 1 + 1 + T2 al
— pranpiui (.

From equations (II]) and (&), we have

2
%erw'z
I SRR DR SRS S
1 +y2[ Ao yz )\2y2 )\2y2 041]
2
9_27_ 1+r17i 1+r27i 2
)\2|y2| )\2|y2| )\2y2 Y22

4

2 2

Y3 1 147 1 147 1 o 9 2
< 22 1 _ 2 _ g2
<3 Y| |y | A2y2+ LT

_ 1 14+r 1 1472 1 1 2 2

- A2|y2| A2|y2| (AQ 2)y2 +V2
1 147y 1 1+7‘2

S5 ) T - W)

for 0 < A2 < 2, where VQ:d1:6“1¢1+6“1301+6“1¢ + Qa1 4, +a”‘1u +6°‘1§

96 dp1 o D G
Then, applying the inequalities ([28) and 7)) to 24]) yields:
Vi <p1G1G — kn(C%)l+2 F k(D) EE
e
- -0 A
where Ay = {7y *" + P20t +0f + o
Step i (i=2,...,n-1): Differentiating (; results in:
G = il Fy(Zig1, Lig1) + &ivr] + s — duy.
Since & = § + y; + «;—1, thus éi can be rewritten as follows:
i = @ilFi(Tit1, &iv1) + Ci1 + Yigr + ] + i — cuy.

17

(27)
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According to the neural network approximation (@), we approximate F;(Z;t1,&i+1)
as follows:

Fi(X;) = WIS(X;) + e:(X), (31)
where X; = [Zi41,&1]7, Wi € RN, S(X;) € RY, £;(X;) € R. From Assumption 2.8 it
follows that ||W;|| < Wi, |e;| < &1, where W; and ¢;; are unknown positive constants.
Define w; = max{W;, ;1 }, then the following inequality holds:

Fi(X;) < wipi(X5), (32)

where 11;(X;) = ||S(X3)|] + 1.
Design the ith virtual controller «; as follows:

: b |
a; = — pilipip; G — i — j + 2
3

~ — ka¢!
Pi (33)

— ki — %71@71,
®

%

where k;1, ki2, and p; are positive constants, r; and r are defined in ([I]). a, is employed
to estimate a; = w? and determined by the following adaptive law:

A 2 22 AT AT
ai = pigi Ui G, — oGyt — 0i20;”, (34)

where ;1 and ;9 are positive constants.
Using the Young’s inequation, the following inequalities can be obtained:

1
@iGiFy < |piGiwips| < piwi of pi ¢l + v

2 l (35)
QiCivit1 < Q¢+ %1,
where p; is defined in ([B3]).
Next, we construct the Lyapunov function V; as follows:
Lo 1o 1,
Vi = EQ T 58 T 5t (36)

where a; = a; — a;.
Using the virtual controller o; [B3)), the adaptive law ([B4)), and inequalities (B5), and
calculating the derivative of V;, we have

Vi <piaip? 12 + 0iCiCiv1 — 0i1Gim1G — k¢

2
Y; IS .
— koG + 2 +Gi0; + Yir1¥it1

4 A (37)
<Gt — ©; ) R N G T SR s
_(PZCZCH-I @z—lCz—lCz leZ 12@
2
+ Yitr + + 03184, + 042G;47% + Yip1it1-

4 4pi



Fixed-time tracking control of systems with state constraints

19

For the adaptive law ([B4)), it follows that a;(t) > 0, V¢ > 0 for a positive initial value
@;(0). Thus a; > a; when @;(0) > 0. According to Lemma 2.5 and Lemma [2.6] we have

ATy~ AT ~
0;1Q; Gy = 0410, (ai — ai)

1 1
< o altm —gtn
= U4l 1+ ( i i )
1 1
_ +r1 ~ 11+7r1
= 0; a: — la; — a;
ATy, @ e alm) (38)
14+r 1+7r ~14r
§0i11+r1(ai a7 —a)
_ 200 14 __Oil G2
14+r ° 14+r ° '
Similarly, we also have
o~ 20,0 1 Ojo  _oxitr2
Oin;a; < ﬁ T — ﬁai 2 (39)

Furthermore, from the definitions of y; in (I5) and the dynamic variable c;; in (),
we have )

1
= "y gy — s
)\iyz )\iyl )\iyl Ty

Yi
where v; = ¢&;_1. Then we have

y-2 1
Zr + Yir1¥ir1

1
= v <|yi+1|1+r1 + lyisr |72 + yi2+1)
T

9'2 1
+ ZL — Yi+1Vi+1 (40)
40
1
< — Vi1 1+ry Yit1 1+7r2
Ai+1| 1+ | >\'L+1| 1+ |
1 1
Nt i)yfﬂ + Vi
7
1 147y 1 147y
S__—(yzzﬂ) 2 __—(yi2+1) 2 +Vi2+1
Aerl >\1+1

when 0 < /\i+1 < 2.
Applying the inequalities(38)-[@0) to ([B1), we have

. 14+ry 14ry
Vi <0iCiCiv1 — 0im1Gim1G — k()T — ko (D)2
T g2yt - T2 g2y
1+m (7) 147 K (41)
1

9 147 1 9 147y

- i 2 =W T+ Ay,
>\i+1 (y +1) Ai«}»l (y +1)




20 C. GUO, J. HU, J. HAO, S. CELIKOVSKY, AND X. HU

a1 o 1
where A; = 2% gl T 4 2902 g 1472 4 v+ %.

14r1 2 14+7rs 2 i
Step n: In this step, a fixed-time safe controller will be given. Differentiating ¢,
yields: .
Cn = (Pn[Fn(jn) + gnu] +n — C.Ynf- (42)

It is noted that F,,(Z,) can be approximated by:
Fo(z,) = WES(.CE”) +en(Tn) < wntin(Tn),

where ||W, || < W, len] < en1, wp, = max{W,,e,1}, and W,,, £,1 are unknown positive
constants. According to Young’s inequality, we have the following inequalities:
1

4png,’

OnCnlhn < annwiwi:uicz +

1
bnln < g, U3+ —,
9
1
. . < .9 .9 L
Cnanf ~ gnanfcn + 49 )

—n

where p, > 0, g, > 0 is the lower bound of g,,. Define a,, = w2, then we have

Cn(n = PnCnFn + OnCngnt + Cuibn — Culing

1 .
—— g,V + g, b
4png

-—n

< g, PrnantinCr +

1
+ o+ San(ngnu-
29

-n

It is time to design the controller u as follows:

2 &2 ¢
U= — pn@naniCn - % - ﬂ

o on (43)
_ ©2_ 1 _1ln _ @Ch _ @Crz
Pn Pn " Pn "

where a,, is the estimation of a, and determined by the following adaptive law:
én = pn@iﬂ%@% - Jnld:zl - Un?d:zza (44)

and 0,1, 0,2 are positive constants.
When we choose a,(0) > 0, we have a,, > 0. Then, according to Assumption 212
we have

Onlngntt
= —nPnPrtnpinCh — gnaCr — gnoi ;Co
- 9n9072z—1§721—1<31 — gnkn1 711+T1 — gnkn2 711+T2

< —gnpn@idnﬂiéﬁ - gnwiéﬁ - Qnaiféﬁ

_ gnsﬁi_ﬁi—léﬁ — gnknlé‘};ﬂ“l _ gnkn2c71l+rz.
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Substituting the above inequality to Cnén yields:

nCn < g, Pnin@ainGs — g, kn1 Gyt — g kna(it
1

+ .
4pngn 2271

- gns&iqCﬁqCﬁ +

Now we construct a Lyapunov function V,, as follows:

1
~a2.
2 n

—_

Vn: _g,%‘i’

[\)

Using the inequality ([@3]) and the adaptive law ([@4]), we have

V, <— gnknlé}lfh - ann2@1z+m - gn(pifl@%fl@%
+ ! + !
4pngn 2Qn

~ AT ~ AT
— gnonlananl — gnonganan2

1+ 14ry
S_annl(@%) 2 _anw(éﬁ) =9, o GG
g I @y g I @)t A
9 Ty () g"l-i—rg( n) T A A
— g 20m1,1 2002 1
where A,, =y, 117}1 altm +g, 11@ alt’ + 4png + 5
Define
V=WVi+..,V,
Using the inequalities 28]), (1), and {7), we have
n
-y
i=1
n—1 . n—1 1t
Liry o
< 721@1(@2) 2 *Zkﬂ( 12)
i=1 i=1
n—1 —1 -
T2

g GpTnd oy 9,902 oo
- a - a
" 1+7r " 147y "

- gn(pi—1<721,1@21 + spﬂ—lgn—lgn + Z Az

=1

It is noted that
2 2 2 1
<Pn71<n71<n S gn¢n71Cn71§n + 4g )

Zn

147

— 1 m =~ 1 Liry
=D oW T S ) T g k()

147rg

2

21

(47)
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then we have

+71 147
V<—Zk11(i2) 2 _Zkz2(z)T2
=1 =1

B 1.5 1+2r1 B 15 147 B I 1+2r1
S RO -3 L g bl
1479 g On1 147y g On2 1479
_ kn 2 n ~2\—— _ <Zn ~2
gn 2( n) 1+r (an 2 1 + 7y (an) 2
+A,
_ 1 n
where A = Ty +> A
B. PROOF OF THEOREM 1
Proof. Define
— 1+7mg . 01 g on1 1
Hy =272 ki; knv—v_n N E 49
! i:f,?ﬂ_l{ 19y, nl 14+r " 14+m )\i} (49)
— 1+7ro . g2 g On2 1
Hp=2"2 ki; kna—a_n s N o 50
2 i:l{?ﬂq{ 219, 1n2 1+7ry" 1+1r9 )\i} (50)

where parameters k;1, k;o are gains given in virtual controllers and should be positive.
Jn, 0i1, Oi2, and A; are positive constants. ry = %, ro = %, and m < n, p > q are

positive odd constants.

From the inequality (48]), we have
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Furthermore, according to Lemma 2.7 we have:

147y

) n n—1 — Lo
V§a§3032>a§:@7%m2j
=1 =1
1—ry 1472
— EQ (2 2 Vn 2 > +A

—_ 1try 1-r3 1-rg 147y
<-ZV72 -3 :2<n 2 V2 >+A

(51)

147y _ 147ro

<-—=Vz —=V:2 +A,

where Z5 = (3n) S,

Finally, from Lemma [2.4] there exists a settling time T such that

VS’R:min{(Eﬁle)ﬁ,(%)ﬁ};

—2

when t > T, where

and 0 < 0 < 1 is a constant.

Therefore, the closed-loop system (8)) is practically fixed-time stable. Since V € Lo,
then all the states of the closed-loop system are bounded, that is, (; € Lo, @; € Loo,
and y; € Loo.

Furthermore, it is noted that V' < R when ¢ > T, thus we have |(1] < V2R when
t > T. Recalling the transformation functions (@) and (@) and applying the mean value
theorem, there exists a constant f such that

. hll(t) + hlg(t) 264
o1 = yal = 2 tanh (hu(t) ¥ hu(t))
ha1(t) + hia(t) 28q
- 2 tanh <h11(f) + hlz(t)) ‘
:hu(t) + hia(t) 1 y 2(&1 — &a) }
2 cosh2(€) ~ hi1(t) + hia(t)
hll(t) + hlg(t) 2
= 2 <l a6l
=[&1 — &l

=(1,

< 2 2 . .
where £ € (hu(t)fhlg(t)’ hll(t)f-d}hz(t))' Thus the output tracking error satisfies |e| =

|1 — yal <|¢1] < V2R when t > T, which means that the tracking error is bounded in
fixed time.
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Finally, we verify that all the state constraints are satisfied all the time. According
to Assumption 2.13] we know that &y is bounded. It is noted that {; € Lo, thus (3 is
also bounded. Therefore, {1 = (3 + &4 is bounded, which implies that —hy;(t) < z1(¢t) <
hi2(t) is satisfied when —h;1(0) < 21(0) < h12(0). Additionally, according to the fact
that yo € Lo, ooy = Y2 + o is bounded, and ¢»y is bounded. Then, the boundedness
of (2 and apy¢ ensures that {&; = (2 + aoy is bounded, which implies that the constraint
—ho1(t) < z2(t) < hoo(t) is satisfied when —ha1(0) < x2(0) < ho2(0). Using similar
analysis, it can be shown that all the state constraints are satisfied all the time.

The proof is thus complete.
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