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Abstract

We present multivariable extremum seeking (ES) designs that achieve unbiased convergence to the optimum. Two designs are
introduced: one with exponential unbiased convergence (unbiased extremum seeker, uES) and the other with user-assignable
prescribed-time unbiased convergence (unbiased PT extremum seeker, uPT-ES). In contrast to the conventional ES, which uses
persistent sinusoids and results in steady-state oscillations around the optimum, the exponential uES employs an exponentially
decaying amplitude in the perturbation signal (for achieving convergence) and an exponentially growing demodulation signal
(for making the convergence unbiased). The achievement of unbiased convergence also entails employing an adaptation gain
that is sufficiently large in relation to the decay rate of the perturbation amplitude. Stated concisely, the bias is eliminated by
having the learning process outpace the waning of the perturbation. The other algorithm, uPT-ES, employs prescribed-time
convergent/blow-up functions in place of constant amplitudes of sinusoids, and it also replaces constant-frequency sinusoids
with chirp signals whose frequency grows over time. Among the convergence results in the ES literature, uPT-ES may be the
strongest yet in terms of the convergence rate (prescribed-time) and accuracy (unbiased). To enhance the robustness of uES
to a time-varying optimum, exponential functions are modified to keep oscillations at steady state. Stability analysis of the
designs is based on a state transformation, averaging, local exponential/PT stability of the averaged system, local stability
of the transformed system, and local exponential/PT stability of the original system. For numerical implementation of the
developed ES schemes and comparison with previous ES designs, the problem of source seeking by a two-dimensional velocity-
actuated point mass is considered.

Key words: Extremum seeking, exponential stability, prescribed-time stability, source-seeking problem.

1 Introduction

A brief historical background. Extremum Seeking
(ES), originally invented in 1922 by Maurice LeBlanc, a
French industrialist and inventor [17], gained significant
popularity during the mid-20th century. However, in the
1960s, ES experienced a period of stagnation or slow
growth. It wasn’t until the development of stability proof
in [14] around the year 2000 that the algorithm began
to regain momentum. Since then, the field of ES has
witnessed remarkable theoretical advancements [6], [8],
[19], [20], [27], [33], and has found practical applications
across various domains [9], [25], [41].

1.1 Extremum seeking with time-varying perturbation

Extremum Seeking serves as a valuable method for
discovering optimal solutions in systems that are ex-
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posed to uncertainties acting on their input-output
map, offering an alternative to adaptive control. This
self-optimizing control approach facilitates the explo-
ration of unknown maps by leveraging known key prop-
erties [5, 18, 21]. Thanks to its model-free nature and
convergence guarantees, ES has been a uniquely effec-
tive optimization technique for locating and tracking
the optima of cost functions associated to static and
dynamic systems. The fundamental principle of ES is to
introduce a small perturbation to the system through
an excitation signal, observe the system’s response, es-
timate the gradient by demodulating the output, and
adjust the system’s inputs towards the vicinity of the
optima. Due to the persistent excitation present in the
process, achieving exact convergence to the extremum
cannot be ensured, and instead, steady-state oscilla-
tions around the extremum are commonly observed.
These consistent oscillations, which help reactivate the
search algorithm in response to changes or deviations in
the optimal solution, ensure robustness with respect to
possible drifts of the optima. Indeed, achieving unbiased
convergence is highly challenging when the exploration,
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solely driven by the excitation mechanism, occurs in an
unknown environment. Generally speaking, sustained
oscillations can negatively affect both stable and unsta-
ble systems’ performance in dynamic extremum seeking
in that convergence to the system’s setpoint is not
possible, and at best, limit cycle behavior occurs near
the setpoint [26]. For instance, industrial-mechanical
systems such as bridge and gantry cranes [4, 7, 30] or
cable-payload systems of deep-sea construction ves-
sels [36, 37] face significant challenges in achieving high
precision positioning due to limit cycles caused by pay-
load oscillations. These difficulties results in costly and
time- and energy-consuming manoeuvering to satisfy
high precision objectives.

In addressing the steady-state oscillation problem in
classical ES, a scheme with a decaying perturbation
amplitude is introduced in [34]. By choosing a suffi-
ciently large initial value of the amplitude, convergence
to an arbitrarily small neighborhood of the global ex-
tremum is guaranteed in the presence of local extrema.
This result is followed by [38], which claims exponen-
tial and unbiased convergence to local extremum by
updating the amplitude based on the system output.
However, this claim has later been proven to be in-
correct in [2]. Indeed, as clarified in [2], under certain
conditions, the algorithm of [38] enables convergence to
a point on a manifold that is not necessarily extremum.
In the literature, several non-smooth ES designs have
been proposed to address the issue of biased conver-
gence. In [26], an instance of a non-smooth ES design
is presented with the objective of reducing perturba-
tions as the system approaches zero. Subsequently, the
authors of [32] demonstrate exponential convergence to
zero. In [11], a formula for the design of ES vanishing
at the extremum is provided, unifying and generaliz-
ing previous results [26] and [32]. The asymptotic and
exponential convergence to zero is guaranteed in [11]
under some restrictive assumptions on the cost func-
tion. An interesting extension of the framework in [11]
to dynamic systems can be found in [10]. It is impor-
tant to highlight that all the results in [10], [11], [26],
and [32], are derived assuming that the exact location of
the optimum point is unknown, while the correspond-
ing value of the cost function at the optimum is known.
This restrictive assumption is removed in [3] and [22],
which achieve asymptotic convergence to a neighbor-
hood of the extremum with vanishing oscillation by
updating the amplitude based on the gradient estimate.
In order to reduce convergence bias, [15] introduces fil-
tering techniques and diminishes learning/update gains
while maintaining a constant perturbation amplitude.
The method in [15] is termed “quasi-stochastic approx-
imation” (QSA), wherein stochastic perturbations in
stochastic approximation (SA) are replaced with peri-
odic ones, resembling classical ES. Building on [15], [16]
further develops QSA by introducing state-dependent
probing signals for improved transient performance,
despite not guaranteeing unbiased convergence. An

asymptotic convergence, directly to the optimum, is
achieved in [1] and [31] without requiring the knowledge
of the cost function. In a nutshell, none of the afore-
mentioned results, which are based on classical and Lie
brackets averaging or QSA, achieve exponential and
unbiased convergence directly to unknown extremum.

In the present contribution, we propose a new con-
trol framework termed exponential unbiased extremum
seeker (uES) to ensure exponential and unbiased con-
vergence by finely upgrading the perturbation signals
design of classical averaging-based ES. The proposed
design approach still retains the robustness feature of
classical ES design in the sense that it has the abil-
ity to perform adaptation when the extremum, rather
than being stationary, is subject to a relatively smooth
time-varying drift: steady-state oscillations are often
crucial to preserve the liveliness of the optimization al-
gorithm. Specifically, under the occurrence of drifting
optima, users are provided with flexible design param-
eters to fine-tune the perturbation signal by gradually
decreasing its amplitude as the output approaches the
extremum, which avoids a complete cessation of the
adaptation mechanism and guarantees convergence to
an arbitrarily small neighborhood of the optimum. The
adjustable oscillations mechanism plays a crucial role in
establishing the duality between unbiased convergence
and robustness.

1.2 Prescribed-time extremum seeking

Recent years have seen the emergence of ES paradigms
that exhibit the remarkable capability to converge to
a neighborhood of the extremum within a finite time
interval. These advancements have revolutionized the
traditional ES algorithm by enhancing its capabilities,
leading to significant progress in the areas of finite-time
stability, as explored in [12], and fixed-time stability,
as developed in [23, 24]. The key distinction between
finite-time and fixed-time stability lies in that the con-
vergence time in fixed-time stability is independent of
initial conditions and has a fixed upper bound deter-
mined by the system’s parameters for any initial con-
ditions whereas the convergence time in finite-time sta-
bility is dependent on initial conditions. More demand-
ing than the two previously invoked stability concepts,
the notion of fixed-time stability in user-prescribed time,
referred to as prescribed-time stability, has been more
recently introduced to the control literature by [28] as
the strongest among the existing time-constrained con-
trol design methodologies. Generally speaking, provid-
ing control designers with the ability to pre-assign a ter-
minal time, regardless of initial conditions and system’s
parameters, empowers them with a substantial degree
of control authority over the dynamics of the system.
The implementation of prescribed-time extremum seek-
ing (PT-ES) has been achieved by the authors in [35]
and [40] using chirp signals and growing time-varying
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gains. Specifically, [35] introduces a PT-ES-based source
seeking scheme for unicycles while [40] develops PT-
ES schemes that incorporate compensation techniques
for delay, diffusion partial differential equations (PDEs),
and wave PDEs. The basic principle behind prescribed-
time stability of nonlinear systems in [28], is that, the
system is driven to its equilibrium using monotonically
increasing controller gain functions that blow up at the
final time. Since convergence of states occurs faster than
divergence of gains, the input signal remains bounded.
However, the outputs of PT-ES designs in [35] and [40]
converge to a neighborhood of the extremum while lead-
ing to unbounded control signals. Our contribution de-
velops an unbiased PT-ES (uPT-ES) that converges to
the extremum without bias and ensures boundedness of
control signals.

1.3 Contributions and organization

The contributions of this paper consist of three ES al-
gorithms: (i) exponential uES with vanishing oscilla-
tions and unbiased convergence, (ii) robust exponential
ES with adjustable oscillations, but less accurate con-
vergence, (iii) uPT-ES with vanishing oscillations and
unbiased convergence in prescribed time. The concept
of exponential uES relies on an exponential decay func-
tion that reduces the effect of the perturbation signal
and the use of its multiplicative inverse, which grows
exponentially, to maximize the effect of the demodula-
tion signal multiplied by the high-pass filtered output.
Similar to the prescribed-time stabilization concept pre-
sented in [28], the convergence of the filtered output oc-
curs at a faster rate than the divergence of the inverse
function and the convergence of the perturbation, keep-
ing the controller bounded. For the stability analysis, we
transform the system using the exponentially growing
function and then apply classical averaging and singular
perturbation methods to show the local stability of the
transformed system, which in turn implies the local ex-
ponential stability of the original system as well as expo-
nential convergence of the output to the extremum with
proper choice of gains.We introduce the robust exponen-
tial ES, which is our second algorithm, by modifying the
exponential decay function so that it converges to a small
value arbitrarily defined. Our third and final algorithm,
uPT-ES, replaces the exponential decay function with a
prescribed-time convergent function and employs chirp
signals as perturbation/demodulation signals that grow
in frequency over time and ultimately diverge to infin-
ity at the terminal. The prescribed-time stability of the
closed-loop system is achieved by using a time-dilation
transformation, a state transformation, a classical aver-
aging method, and a time-contraction transformation.

We evaluate our three ES designs numerically by study-
ing the source seeking problem with a two-dimensional
velocity actuated point mass, which has been previously
solved with a traditional ES in [41]. A discovery that

stands as a common ground of the proposed unbiased al-
gorithms is a duality between learning and unbiased con-
vergence: learning must occur at a rate that surpasses the
rate of decay of the waning oscillations.

The conference version of this paper [39] introduces the
exponential uES for static and dynamic maps, which
form Section 2 and 4 of the current paper. This journal
paper builds upon that work and introduces two addi-
tional contributions. Section 3 explores the concept of
uPT-ES while Section 5 focuses on the robust exponen-
tial ES. The subsequent sections of the paper are orga-
nized as follows: Section 6 presents our approaches to
solving the source seeking problem. The numerical re-
sults are presented and analyzed in Section 7. The paper
concludes with Section 8.

2 Exponential Unbiased Extremum Seeker for
Static Maps

We consider the following optimization problem

max
θ∈Rn

h(θ), (1)

where θ ∈ Rn is the input, h ∈ Rn → R is an unknown
smooth function. We make the following assumption re-
garding the unknown static map h(·):

Assumption 1 The function h is C4, and there exists
θ∗ ∈ Rn such that

∂

∂θ
h(θ∗) = 0, (2)

∂2

∂θ2
h(θ∗) = H < 0, H = HT . (3)

Assumption 1 guarantees the existence of a maximum of
the function h(θ) at θ = θ∗. We measure the unknown
function h(θ) in real time as follows

y(t) = h(θ(t)), t ∈ [t0,∞), (4)

in which y ∈ R is the output. Our aim is to design an ES
algorithm using output feedback y(t) in order to achieve
exponential convergence of θ to θ∗ while simultaneously
maximizing the steady state value of y, without requiring
prior knowledge of either θ∗ or the function h(·). Our
exponential uES design for static maps is schematically
illustrated in Fig. 1, whereK is an n×n positive diagonal
matrix, the filter coefficients ωh and ωl are positive real
numbers, the perturbation and demodulation signals are
defined as

S(t) =
[
a1 sin(ω1t) · · · an sin(ωnt)

]T
, (5)

M(t) =
[

2
a1

sin(ω1t) · · · 2
an

sin(ωnt)
]T

, (6)
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h(·)
s

s+ωh

ωl
s+ωl

K
s

yθ

θ̂ Ĝ y − η

S(t)

α̇ = −λα

M(t)

α 1
α

Fig. 1. Exponential uES scheme. The design uses an expo-
nential decay function α to gradually reduce the effect of
the perturbation signal S(t) and its multiplicative inverse 1

α
to gradually increase the effect of the demodulation signal
M(t).

respectively and the exponential decay function α is gov-
erned by

α̇(t) =− λα(t), α(t0) = α0. (7)

The parameters α0, λ are positive real numbers, the am-
plitudes ai are real numbers, ωi/ωj are rational and the
frequencies are chosen such that ωi ̸= ωj and ωi + ωj ̸=
ωk for distinct i, j and k. We select the probing frequen-
cies ωi’s as follows

ωi = ωω′
i, i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, (8)

where ω is a positive constant and and ω′
i is a rational

number. In addition, the parameters should satisfy the
following conditions:

λ <
ωl

2
,
ωh

2
, (9)

K > (ωl − λ)
λ

ωl

(
1

−H

)
> 0. (10)

Note that if K > λ
−2H , stability is achieved for all ad-

missible λ (not exceeding ωl/2). The algorithm can be
used without the low-pass filter, in which case these con-
ditions become, taking the limit ωl → ∞,

λ <
ωh

2
, (11)

K >
λ

−H
> 0. (12)

The interpretation of the conditions is that perturbation
amplitude α and the demodulation amplitude 1/α can
decay and grow, respectively, but not too fast, while the

estimate θ̂ needs to be updated fast enough, for the given
rate of decay/growth of the amplitudes. Learning needs
to outpace the waning of the perturbation.

We summarize closed-loop system depicted in Fig. 1 as

follows

d

dt


θ̃

Ĝ

η̃

α

 =


KĜ

−ωlĜ+ ωl(y − h(θ∗)− η̃) 1
αM(t)

−ωhη̃ + ωh(y − h(θ∗))

−λα

 , (13)

in view of the transformations

θ̃ = θ̂ − θ∗, (14)

η̃ = η − h(θ∗), (15)

where η is governed by

η̇ = −ωhη + ωhy. (16)

The convergence result is stated in the following theo-
rem.

Theorem 1 Consider the feedback system (13) with the
parameters that satisfy (9), (10) under Assumption 1.
There exists ω̄ and for any ω > ω̄ there exists an open ball

B centered at the point (θ̂, Ĝ, η, α) = (θ∗, 0, h(θ∗), 0) =:
Υ such that for any initial condition starting in the ball
B, the system (13) has a unique solution and the solu-
tion converges exponentially to Υ. Furthermore, y(t) ex-
ponentially converges to h(θ∗).

Before presenting the proof, we need to emphasize that
the system (13) does not exhibit an equilibrium point in
the conventional sense. Theorem 1 establishes the con-
vergence of the system to a point Υ within the state
space. This point, Υ, is not an asymptotically or expo-
nentially stable equilibrium; rather, it represents a spe-
cific point in the state space towards which the system
converges.

Proof Let us proceed through the proof step by step.

Step 1: State transformation. Consider the following
transformations

θ̃f =
1

α
θ̃, Ĝf =

1

α
Ĝ, η̃f =

1

α2
η̃, (17)

which transform (13) to the following system

d

dt

[
θ̃f Ĝf η̃f α

]T

=


λθ̃f +KĜf

(λ− ωl)Ĝf + ωl

[
ν(θ̃fα+ S(t)α)− η̃fα

2
]

M(t)
α2

(2λ− ωh)η̃f + ωh
1
α2 ν(θ̃fα+ S(t)α)

−λα

 ,

(18)
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where

ν(z) = h(θ∗ + z)− h(θ∗) (19)

with z = θ̃fα+S(t)α in view of θ = θ̂+S(t)α and (14).
From Assumption 1, we get

ν(0) = 0,
∂

∂z
ν(0) = 0,

∂2

∂z2
ν(0) = H < 0. (20)

Step 2: Verification of the feasibility of (18) for
averaging.We rewrite the system (18) in the time scale
τ = ωt as follows

d

dτ

[
θ̃f Ĝf η̃f α

]T

=
1

ω


λθ̃f +KĜf

(λ− ωl)Ĝf + ωl

[
ν(θ̃fα+ S̄(τ)α)− η̃fα

2
]

M̄(τ)
α2

(2λ− ωh)η̃f + ωh
1
α2 ν(θ̃fα+ S̄(τ)α)

−λα

 ,

(21)

where S̄(τ) = S(τ/ω), M̄(τ) = M(τ/ω). Let us write
the system (21) in compact form as

dζf
dτ

= (1/ω)F(τ, ζf ), (22)

where ζf =
[
θ̃f Ĝf η̃f α

]T
. For the application of the

averaging theorem in [13], we need to show that F(τ, ζf )
and its partial derivatives with respect to ζf up to the
second order on compact sets of ζf for all τ ≥ ωt0 are
continuous and bounded. The proof is trivial forF(τ, ζf )

excluding the term ν(αθ̃f + αS̄(τ)) 1
α2 . To complete the

proof, we utilize Taylor’s theorem to write

ν(z) =

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

zizj

∫ 1

0

(1− s)
∂2ν

∂zi∂zj
(sz)ds (23)

in view of (20). By substituting z = αθ̃f + αS̄(τ) into
(23) and multiplying both sides by 1

α2 , we obtain

1

α2
ν(θ̃fα+ S̄(τ)α) =

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

(θ̃fi + ai sin(ω
′
iτ))(θ̃fj + aj

× sin(ω′
jτ))

∫ 1

0

(1− s)
∂2ν

∂zi∂zj

(
sθ̃fα+ sS̄(τ)α

)
ds.

(24)

Next, we apply the mean value theorem to obtain

1

α2
ν(θ̃fα+ S̄(τ)α) =

1

2

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

(θ̃fi + ai sin(ω
′
iτ))(θ̃fj

+ aj sin(ω
′
jτ))

∂2ν

∂zi∂zj

(
sθ̃fα+ sS̄(τ)α

)
(25)

for some s ∈ [0, 1]. By Assumption 1, (25) is continuous

and bounded on compact sets of θ̃f and α. Consider-
ing the C4 property of ν and using the mean value the-
orem, we prove the continuity and boundedness of the
partial derivatives of (24) with respect to θ̃f and α up

to the second order on compact sets of θ̃f and α. There-
fore, F(τ, ζf ) satisfies the continuity and boundedness
assumptions of the averaging theorem in [13].

Step 3: Averaging operation. Let us define the com-
mon period of the probing frequencies as follows

Π = 2π × LCM

{
1

ωi

}
, i ∈ {1, 2 . . . , n}, (26)

where LCM stands for the least common multiple. The
average of the system (21) over the period Π is given by

d

dτ


θ̃af

Ĝa
f

η̃af

αa


T

=
1

ω


λθ̃af +KĜa

f

(λ− ωl)Ĝ
a
f

(2λ− ωh)η̃
a
f

−λαa



+
1

ω


0

ωl
1
Π

∫ Π

0
ν(θ̃afα

a + S̄(σ)αa) M̄(σ)
(αa)2 dσ

ωh
1
Π

∫ Π

0
ν(θ̃afα

a + S̄(σ)αa) 1
(αa)2 dσ

0

 ,

(27)

where θ̃af , Ĝ
a
f , η̃

a
f and αa denote the average versions

of the states θ̃f , Ĝf , η̃f and α, respectively. It follows
from (27) that the average equilibrium denoted as[
θ̃a,ef Ĝa,e

f η̃a,ef αa,e
]T

satisfies

λθ̃a,ef = −KĜa,e
f ,

αa,e = 0,

(ωl − λ)Ĝa,e
f

= lim
αa,e→0

[
ωl

Π

∫ Π

0

ν(θ̃a,ef αa,e + S̄(σ)αa,e)
M̄(σ)

(αa,e)2
dσ

]
,

(ωh − 2λ)η̃a,ef

= lim
αa,e→0

[
ωh

Π

∫ Π

0

ν(θ̃a,ef αa,e + S̄(σ)αa,e)
1

(αa,e)2
dσ

]
.

(28)

By performing a Taylor series approximation of ν in view
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of (20) as follows

ν(z) =
1

2

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

∂2ν

∂zi∂zj
(0)zizj

+
1

3!

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

n∑
k=1

∂3ν

∂zi∂zj∂zk
(0)zizjzk +O(|z|4)

(29)

with z = θ̃a,ef αa,e + S̄(σ)αa,e, we compute

lim
αa,e→0

[
1

Π

∫ Π

0

ν(θ̃a,ef αa,e + S̄(σ)αa,e)
M̄(σ)

(αa,e)2
dσ

]

= lim
αa,e→0

[
1

Π

∫ Π

0

1

2

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

∂2ν

∂zi∂zj
(0)(θ̃a,efi

+ ai sin(ω
′
iσ))

× (θ̃a,efj
+ aj sin(ω

′
jσ))(α

a,e)2
M̄(σ)

(αa,e)2
dσ +

(αa,e)3

(αa,e)2
O(|a|2)

]
,

= Hθ̃a,ef , (30)

and

lim
αa,e→0

[
1

Π

∫ Π

0

ν(θ̃a,ef αa,e + S̄(σ)αa,e)
1

(αa,e)2
dσ

]

=
1

2

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

Hi,j θ̃
a,e
fi

θ̃a,efj
+

1

4

n∑
i=1

Hi,ia
2
i ,

(31)

by L’Hospital’s rule, where Hi,j = ∂2ν
∂zi∂zj

(0) and θ̃a,efi
is

the ith element of θ̃a,ef . Then, we obtain the equilibrium

of the average system (27) as[
θ̃a,ef Ĝa,e

f η̃a,ef αa,e
]T

=
[
01×n 01×n

ωh

4(ωh−2λ)

∑n
i=1 Hi,ia

2
i 0
]T

, (32)

provided that ωl ̸= λ, ωh ̸= 2λ and K ̸= λ(λ −
ωl)ω

−1
l H−1.

Step 4: Stability analysis. The Jacobian of the aver-
age system (27) at the equilibrium (32) is given by

Ja
f

=
1

ω


λIn×n K 0n×1 0n×1

ωlH (λ− ωl)In×n 0n×1
ωl

Π

∫ Π

0

∂
(

νM̄
(αa)2

)
∂αa dσ

01×n 01×n (2λ− ωh)
ωh

Π

∫ Π

0

∂
(

ν
(αa)2

)
∂αa dσ

01×n 01×n 0 −λ

 .

(33)

Note that Ja
f is block-upper-triangular and Hurwitz pro-

vided that (9) and (10) are satisfied. This proves the
local exponential stability of the average system (27).
Then, based on the averaging theorem [13], we show
that there exists ω̄ and for any ω > ω̄, the system
(21) has a unique exponentially stable periodic solution

(θ̃Πf (τ), Ĝ
Π
f (τ), η̃

Π
f (τ), α

Π(τ)) of period Π and this solu-
tion satisfies∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣


θ̃Πf (τ)

ĜΠ
f (τ)

η̃Πf (τ)−
ωh

4(ωh−2λ)

∑n
i=1 Hi,ia

2
i

αΠ(τ)



∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤ O

(
1

ω

)
. (34)

In other words, all solutions (θ̃f (τ), Ĝf (τ), η̃f (τ), α(τ))
exponentially converge to an O (1/ω)-neighborhood of
the origin. The signal α(τ), in particular, exponentially
converges to zero. Noting this fact and recalling the
transformations (17), we can deduce that the system (13)

with states θ̃(t), Ĝ(t), η̃(t) has a unique solution and is
exponentially stable at the origin. In particular, based
on (17), both θ̃(t) and Ĝ(t) exhibit exponential conver-
gence to zero at a rate of λ, while η̃(t) converges to zero
exponentially with a rate of 2λ.

Step 5: Convergence to extremum. Considering the
results in Step 4 and recalling from (17) and Fig. 1 that

θ(t) = α(t)θ̃f (t) + θ∗ + α(t)S(t), (35)

we conclude the exponential convergence of θ(t) to θ∗

at the rate of λ. Taking into account the boundedness
of θ̃f (t) for all t ≥ t0, we deduce from (19) and (25) the
exponential convergence of y(t) = h(θ(t)) to h(θ∗) at the
rate of 2λ. This completes the proof of Theorem 1. ■

According to Theorem 1, the initial value of the decaying
function α(t) should be sufficiently close to zero, which
limits the range of possible values for α0 in (7). This can
also be interpreted as the requirement for the amplitudes
to be small enough in traditional extremum-seeking ap-
proaches.

3 Unbiased Prescribed-Time Extremum Seeker
for Static Maps

In this section, our aim is to design an ES algorithm for
static maps, which guarantees the unbiased convergence
of θ to θ∗ within a terminal time T , where the time
T is prescribed by user a priori. Our uPT-ES design is
schematically illustrated in Fig. 2. Different from the

6



h(·)
η̇ = (−ωhη + ωhy)µ

q

˙̂
G = (−ωlĜ+ ωlΓ)µ

q˙̂
θ = KµqĜ

yθ

θ̂ Ĝ

yh

S(µ)

Γ

α̇ = −λµqα

M(µ)

α 1
α

yh = y − η

Fig. 2. uPT-ES scheme. The design modifies the exponential uES in Fig. 1 by incorporating µq, with q ≥ 1, into all system
dynamics and using hyperbolic chirps in the perturbation and demodulation signals.

exponentially convergent α-dynamics (7), we define a
prescribed-time convergent α-dynamics as follows

α̇(t) =− λµq(t− t0)α(t), α(t0) = α0 (36)

with q ≥ 1 and the following smooth function

µ(t− t0) =
T

T + t0 − t
, t ∈ [t0, t0 + T ). (37)

The solution of (36) is given by

α(t) = α(t0)e
−λ
∫ t

t0
µq(σ−t0)dσ

=

{
α0µ

−λT (t− t0), if q = 1,

α0e
− λT

q−1 (µ
q−1(t−t0)−1), if q > 1

(38)

with the property that α(T ) = 0. Note that the growth
of the µ-signal in the second condition of (38) increases
as q is increased beyond 1, resulting in a faster decay of
the α-signal.

We summarize closed-loop system depicted in Fig. 2 as
follows

d

dt


θ̃

Ĝ

η̃

α

 =


KµqĜ

−ωlµ
qĜ+ ωlµ

q(y − h(θ∗)− η̃) 1
αM(µ)

−ωhµ
q η̃ + ωhµ

q(y − h(θ∗))

−λµqα

 ,

(39)

in view of the transformations (14), (15) where η is gov-
erned by

η̇ = (−ωhη + ωhy)µ
q. (40)

We define the following dilation and contraction trans-

formations

τ̌ =

{
t0 + T ln(µ), if q = 1,

t0 + T
(

µq−1−1
q−1

)
, if q > 1,

(41)

t =


t0 + T

(
1− e−

τ̌−t0
T

)
, if q = 1,

t0 + T

(
1−

(
T

T+(q−1)(τ̌−t0)

) 1
q−1

)
, if q > 1,

(42)

for τ̌ ∈ [t0,∞), t ∈ [t0, t0 + T ). To achieve PT conver-
gence to the extremum, we replace the sinusoids with
“chirpy” perturbation and demodulation signals whose
frequency grows rather than being constant:

S(µ)

=



[
a1 sin(ω1(t0 + T ln(µ)) · · ·

· · · an sin(ωn(t0 + T ln(µ))
]T

, if q = 1,[
a1 sin

(
ω1

(
t0 + T µq−1−1

q−1

))
· · ·

· · · an sin
(
ωn

(
t0 + T µq−1−1

q−1

)) ]T
, if q > 1,

(43)

M(µ)

=



[
2
a1

sin(ω1(t0 + T ln(µ)) · · ·

· · · 2
an

sin(ωn(t0 + T ln(µ))
]T

, if q = 1,[
2
a1

sin
(
ω1

(
t0 + T µq−1−1

q−1

))
· · ·

· · · 2
an

sin
(
ωn

(
t0 + T µq−1−1

q−1

)) ]T
, if q > 1.

(44)

The convergence result is stated in the following theo-
rem.

Theorem 2 Consider the feedback system (39) with the
parameters that satisfy (9), (10) under Assumption 1.
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There exists ω̄ and for any ω > ω̄ there exists an open ball

B centered at the point (θ̂, Ĝ, η, α) = (θ∗, 0, h(θ∗), 0) =:
Υ such that for any initial condition starting in the ball
B, the system (39) has a unique solution and the solution
converges to Υ in prescribed time T . Furthermore, y(t)
converges to h(θ∗) in prescribed time T .

Proof

Step 0: Time dilation from t to τ̌ . Considering (41),
(42) along with

dτ̌

dt
= µq(t− t0), (45)

we can write the system (39) in the dilated τ̌ -domain

d

dτ̌


θ̃

Ĝ

η̃

α

 =


KĜ

−ωlĜ+ ωl(y − h(θ∗)− η̃) 1
αM(τ̌)

−ωhη̃ + ωh(y − h(θ∗))

−λα

 ,

(46)

with the following perturbation/demodulation signals

S(τ̌) =
[
a1 sin(ω1τ̌) · · · an sin(ωnτ̌)

]T
, (47)

M(τ̌) =
[

2
a1

sin(ω1τ̌) · · · 2
an

sin(ωnτ̌)
]T

. (48)

Note that the system (46) with (47), (48) is in the sim-
ilar form to (13) with (5), (6), except that the dilated
time τ̌ is used instead of t. The utilization of this tempo-
ral transformation technique facilitates the application
of the averaging theorem because the frequency of per-
turbation/demodulation signals becomes constant in τ̌ -
domain. The remainder of the proof can be completed
similarly to the proof of Theorem 1 by following steps
from 1 to 5 and performing time contraction from τ̌ to
t. ■

4 Exponential Unbiased Extremum Seeker for
Dynamic Systems

In this section, we extend our results in Section 2 to
dynamic systems. For this, we consider a general multi-
input single-output nonlinear model

ẋ = f(x, u), (49)

y = h(x), (50)

where x ∈ Rm is the state, u ∈ Rn is the input, y ∈ R is
the output and the unknown functions f : Rm × Rn →

Rm and h : Rm → R are smooth. Suppose there is a
smooth control law

u = ϕ(x, θ) (51)

parametrized by a vector parameter θ ∈ Rn. The closed-
loop system

ẋ = f(x, ϕ(x, θ)) (52)

then has equilibria parameterized by θ. We make the
following assumptions about the closed-loop system:

Assumption 2 There exists a smooth function l : Rn →
Rm such that f(x, ϕ(x, θ)) = 0 if and only if x = l(θ).

Assumption 3 For each θ ∈ Rn, the equilibrium x =
l(θ) of the system (52) is locally exponentially stable uni-
formly in θ.

Assumption 4 The function h◦ l is C4, and there exists
θ∗ ∈ Rn such that

∂

∂θ
(h ◦ l)(θ∗) = 0, (53)

∂2

∂θ2
(h ◦ l)(θ∗) = H < 0, H = HT . (54)

We aim to design a controller u to drive the output y
directly to its optimum h ◦ l(θ∗) exponentially without
any steady-state oscillation and without the need for
knowledge of θ∗, h, or l.

The perturbation and demodulation signals are defined
by (5) and (6), respectively, and α is governed by (7).
The probing frequencies ωi’s, the filter coefficients ωh

and ωl, gain K and parameter λ are selected as follows

ωi = ωω′
i = O(ω), i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, (55)

ωh = ωωH = ωδω′
H = O(ωδ), (56)

ωl = ωωL = ωδω′
L = O(ωδ), (57)

K = ωK ′ = ωδK ′′ = O(ωδ), (58)

λ = ωλ′ = ωδλ′′ = O(ωδ), (59)

where ω and δ are small positive constants, ω′
i is a ratio-

nal number, ω′
H , ω′

L and λ′′ are O(1) positive constants,
K ′′ is a n × n diagonal matrix with O(1) positive el-
ements. In addition, the parameters should satisfy (9)
and (10).
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We summarize the closed-loop system as follows

d

dt



x

θ̃

Ĝ

η̃

α


=



f(x, ϕ(x, θ∗ + θ̃ + S(t)))

KĜ

−ωlĜ+ ωl(y − h ◦ l(θ∗)− η̃) 1
αM(t)

−ωhη̃ + ωh(y − h ◦ l(θ∗))
−λα


.

(60)

The convergence result is stated in the following theo-
rem.

Theorem 3 Consider the feedback system (60) under
Assumptions 2–4. There exists ω̄ > 0 and for any ω ∈
(0, ω̄) there exists δ̄ > 0 such that for the given ω and
δ ∈ (0, δ̄) there exists an open ball B centered at the point

(x, θ̂, Ĝ, η) = (l(θ∗), θ∗, 0, h ◦ l(θ∗)) =: Υ such that for
any initial condition starting in the ball B, the system
(60) has a unique solution and the solution converges ex-
ponentially to Υ. Furthermore, y(t) exponentially con-
verges to h ◦ l(θ∗).

Proof Let us proceed through the proof step by step.

Step 1: Time-scale separation. We rewrite the sys-
tem (60) in the time scale τ = ωt as

ω
dx

dτ
= f(x, ϕ(x, θ∗ + θ̃ + S̄(τ)α)), (61)

d

dτ


θ̃

Ĝ

η̃

α

 = δ


K ′′Ĝ

−ω′
LĜ+ ω′

L(y − h ◦ l(θ∗)− η̃) 1
αM̄(τ)

−ω′
H η̃ + ω′

H(y − h ◦ l(θ∗))
−λ′′α

 ,

(62)

where S̄(τ) = S(τ/ω), M̄(τ) = M(τ/ω).

Step 2: State transformation. Consider the following
transformations

θ̃f =
1

α
θ̃, Ĝf =

1

α
Ĝ, η̃f =

1

α2
η̃, (63)

which transform (61), (62) to the following system

ω
dx

dτ
= f(x, ϕ(x, θ∗ + θ̃fα+ S̄(τ)α)), (64)

dζf
dτ

= δE(τ, x, ζf ), (65)

where ζf =
[
θ̃f Ĝf η̃f α

]T
and

E(τ, x, ζf )

=


λ′′θ̃f +K ′′Ĝf

(λ′′ − ω′
L)Ĝf + ω′

L(y − h ◦ l(θ∗)− η̃fα
2) 1

α2 M̄(τ)

(2λ′′ − ω′
H)η̃f + ω′

H
1
α2 (y − h ◦ l(θ∗))

−λ′′α

 .

(66)

Step 3: Averaging analysis for reduced system.
We first freeze x in (64) at its equilibrium value x =

L(τ, ζf ) = l(θ∗ + θ̃fα + S̄(τ)α), substitute it into (65)
and then get the reduced system

dζf,r
dτ

= δE(τ, L(τ, ζf,r), ζf,r), (67)

where ζf,r =
[
θ̃f,r Ĝf,r η̃f,r α

]T
,

E(τ, L(τ, ζf,r), ζf,r)

=


λ′′θ̃f,r +K ′′Ĝf,r

(λ′′ − ω′
L)Ĝf,r + ω′

L(ν(θ̃f,rα+ S̄(τ)α)− η̃f,rα
2) M̄(τ)

α2

(2λ′′ − ω′
H)η̃f,r + ω′

H
1
α2 ν(θ̃f,rα+ S̄(τ)α)

−λ′′α


(68)

and

ν(z) = h ◦ l(z + θ∗)− h ◦ l(θ∗) (69)

with z = θ̃f,rα+ S̄(τ)α. From Assumption 4, we get

ν(0) = 0,
∂

∂z
ν(0) = 0,

∂2

∂z2
ν(0) = H < 0. (70)

Note that the reduced system (67) has the same struc-
ture as (21) except the different constant parameters.
Therefore, we can perform averaging analysis and sta-
bility analysis in Step 3 and 4 of the proof of Theorem 1,
respectively, for the reduced system (67). Then, we con-
clude that there exists δ such that for all δ ∈ (0, δ̄), the
system (67) has a unique exponentially stable periodic

solution ζΠf,r(τ) =
[
θ̃Πf,r(τ) ĜΠ

f,r(τ) η̃Πf,r(τ) αΠ(τ)
]T

such that

dζΠf,r(τ)

dτ
= δE(τ, L(τ, ζΠf,r(τ)), ζ

Π
f,r(τ)). (71)

Step 4: Singular perturbation analysis. To convert
the system (64) and (65) into the standard singular per-
turbation form, we shift the states ζf and x using the
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transformations ζ̃f = ζf − ζΠf,r(τ) and x̃ = x − L(τ, ζf )
such that

dζ̃f
dτ

= δẼ(τ, x̃, ζ̃f ), (72)

ω
dx̃

dτ
= F̃ (τ, x̃, ζ̃f ), (73)

where

Ẽ(τ, x̃, ζ̃f ) = E(τ, x̃+ L(τ, ζ̃f + ζΠf,r(τ)), ζ̃f + ζΠf,r(τ))

− E(τ, L(τ, ζΠf,r(τ)), ζ
Π
f,r(τ)), (74)

F̃ (τ, x̃, ζ̃f ) = f
(
x̃+ L(τ, ζ̃f + ζΠf,r(τ)),

ϕ
(
x̃+ L(τ, ζ̃f + ζΠf,r(τ)),

θ∗ + ζ̃f1α+ ζΠf1,r(τ)α+ S̄(τ)α
))

, (75)

where ζ̃f1 = θ̃f − θ̃Πf,r(τ) and ζΠf1,r(τ) = θ̃Πf,r(τ). Note
that x̃ = 0 is the quasi-steady state. By substituting
the quasi-steady state into (72), we obtain the following
reduced model

dζ̃f,r
dτ

= δẼ(τ, 0, ζ̃f,r), (76)

which has an equilibrium at the origin ζ̃f,r = 0.We prove
in Step 3 that this equilibrium is exponentially stable.

The next step in the singular perturbation analysis is
to examine the boundary layer model in the time scale
t = τ/ω as follows

dxb

dt
= F̃ (τ, xb, ζ̃f ),

= f(xb + l(θ), ϕ(xb + l(θ), θ)). (77)

Recalling f(l(θ), ϕ(l(θ), θ)) ≡ 0, we deduce that xb ≡ 0
is an equilibrium of (77). According to Assumption 2,
this equilibrium is locally exponentially stable uniformly
in θ.

By combining exponential stability of the reduced model
(76) with the exponential stability of the boundary layer

model (77), and noting that Ẽ(τ, 0, 0) = 0, F̃ (τ, 0, 0) =

0, we conclude from Theorem 11.4 of [13] that ζ̃f → 0
and x̃ → 0, i.e., ζf → ζΠf,r and x → l(θ) = L(τ, ζf )
exponentially as τ → ∞.

Step 5: Convergence to extremum. Note that
θ̃f (τ) → θ̃Πf (τ) and α → 0 exponentially. It follows then

that θ(τ) = θ∗ + θ̃f (τ)α + S̄(τ)α → θ∗ exponentially

and l(θ) = l(θ∗ + θ̃fα + S̄(τ)α) → l(θ∗) exponentially.
Consequently, y = h(x) exponentially converges to
h ◦ l(θ∗). ■

5 Robust Exponential Extremum Seeker

An important aspect of our design depicted in Fig. 1 is
that the multiplicative inverse of the function α expe-
riences exponential growth, while the high-pass filtered
signal y−η decays to zero at a much faster rate, resulting
in a bounded signal. However, in practical implementa-
tions, the boundedness of the resulting signal may not be
guaranteed due to various factors such as measurement
noise which prevents the complete convergence of y − η
to zero, and numerical inaccuracies that may arise from
the multiplication of large and small values. The afore-
mentioned limitation is not specific to our design but ap-
plies to any given prescribed-time stabilization scheme
available in the literature [28], [29]. Furthermore, there
may be instances where the extremum point changes
over time, rather than being stationary, in which case
the traditional extremum seeking design is capable of
tracking it. To overcome these challenges and enhance
the robustness of our design, we propose a modified α-
signal that exponentially converges to an arbitrarily de-
fined small positive number β rather than exponential
decay function (7). In this case, our design offers a con-
vergence to the neighborhood of the extremum with ad-
justable steady state oscillations. The new α-signal is
governed by the following dynamics

α̇(t) =− λα(t) + λβ, α(t0) = α0. (78)

Remark 1 Our new design may seem to boil down to
the traditional ES in [14]. However, an ES design that
employs a constant, small α(t) ≡ β for all t ≥ t0 in Fig-

ure 1 results in an initial rapid growth of θ̂. Our design,
with adjustable oscillations, addresses this issue. A fur-
ther discussion is provided in Section 7.

By relaxing the C4 condition in Assumption 1, we make
the following assumption:

Assumption 5 There exists θ∗ ∈ Rn such that

∂

∂θ
h(θ∗) = 0, (79)

∂2

∂θ2
h(θ∗) = H < 0, H = HT . (80)

We summarize the closed-loop system depicted in Fig. 1
with the modified α-dynamics (78) as follows

d

dt


θ̃

Ĝ

η̃

α

 =


KĜ

−ωlĜ+ ωl(y − h(θ∗)− η̃) 1
αM(t)

−ωhη̃ + ωh(y − h(θ∗))

−λα+ λβ

 . (81)

We present the following result for static maps, which
can be easily extended to dynamic systems.
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Theorem 4 Consider the feedback system (81) under
Assumption 5. There exist ω̄, ā > 0 such that for all
ω > ω̄ and β|a| ∈ (0, ā) there exists an open ball B
centered at the point (θ̂, Ĝ, η, α) = (θ∗, 0, h(θ∗), β) =: Υ
such that for any initial condition starting in the ball B,
the system (81) has a unique solution and the solution
converges exponentially to an O(βδ+β|a|)-neighborhood
of Υ. Furthermore, y(t) exponentially converges to an
O(β2δ2 + β2|a|2)-neighborhood of h(θ∗).

The proof of this result is given in Appendix A.

6 Source Seeking by a Velocity-Actuated Point
Mass

In this section, we investigate the problem of source lo-
calization using an autonomous vehicle modeled as a
point mass in a two-dimensional plane

ẋ1 = vx1 , ẋ2 = vx2 , (82)

in which the vehicle’s position is represented by the vec-

tor
[
x1 x2

]T
and its velocity is controlled by inputs

vx1 and vx2 . The objective of this problem is to guide
the vehicle towards the static source of a scalar signal
in an environment where the vehicle’s position data is
not available. The only information provided to the ve-
hicle at its current location is the strength of the sig-
nal, which is assumed to decrease as the distance from
the source increases. Our specific goal is to detect the
source while continuously measuring the source signal,
ultimately bringing the vehicle to a complete stop at the
exact location of the source. We give a block diagram in
Fig. 3, in which we can apply our exponential uES and
uPT-ES designs by using their corresponding µ and α
functions.

For simplicity, but without loss of generality, we assume
that the nonlinear map is quadratic with diagonal Hes-
sian matrix, i.e.,

h(x1, x2) = h∗ − qx1(x1 − x∗
1)

2 − qx2(x2 − x∗
2)

2, (83)

where (x∗
1, x

∗
2) is the unknownmaximizer, h∗ = h(x∗

1, x
∗
2)

is the unknown maximum, and qx1
, qx2

are some un-
known positive constants.

Before presenting our results, let us first introduce the
new coordinates

x̃1 = x1 − x∗
1 − α sin(ωotµ), (84)

x̃2 = x2 − x∗
2 + α cos(ωotµ), (85)

η̃ = η − h(x∗
1, x

∗
2), (86)

where the signal η is defined in (16). For exponential
stability, we can choose µ ≡ 1 and α as in (7) for all

h(·) y

αωo cos(ωotµ)
kx1
α sin(ωotµ)αλ sin(ωotµ)

αωo sin(ωotµ)
kx2
α cos(ωotµ)αλ cos(ωotµ)

η̇ = ωh(y − η)µ2
1
s

1
s

µ2

µ2

x2

x1

vx2

vx1

yh

Vehicle Dynamics

yh = y − η

Fig. 3. The developed ES scheme for velocity-actu-
ated point mass. For exponential convergence, choose
µ ≡ 1, α = α0e

−λt ∀t ∈ [0,∞) and for prescribed-time con-

vergence, choose µ = T
T−t

, α = α0e
λT(1− T

T−t ) ∀t ∈ [0, T )
with α0, λ > 0.

t ∈ [0,∞). For prescribed-time stability, we can choose
µ and α as in (37), (38), respectively, for all t ∈ [0, T ).
Then, we summarize the system in Fig. 3 as follows

d

dt


x̃1

x̃2

η̃

α

 =


+kx1

µ2 sin(ωotµ)(y − h∗ − η̃)(1/α)

−kx2µ
2 cos(ωotµ)(y − h∗ − η̃)(1/α)

−ωhµ
2η̃ + ωhµ

2(y − h∗)

−λµ2α


(87)

with the parameters chosen as

ωh > 2λ, kxi
> λ/qxi

, i = 1, 2. (88)

An extension of the exponential uES result in Theorem
1 as well as the uPT-ES result in Theorem 2 to the
system (87) can be easily done. For convenience, we give
the uPT-ES result for this source seeking problem below
without a proof.

Theorem 5 Consider the feedback system (87) with the
parameters that satisfy (88) and with the nonlinear map
of the form (83). There exists ω̄o and for any ωo >
ω̄o, there exists an open ball B centered at the point
(x1, x2, η, α) = (x∗

1, x
∗
2, h

∗, 0) =: Υ such that for any ini-
tial condition starting in the ball B, the system (87) has
a unique solution and the solution converges to Υ in pre-
scribed time T . Hence, y(t) converges to h(x∗

1, x
∗
2) in pre-

scribed time T . Furthermore, the velocity inputs remain
bounded over [0, T ).

The main contribution of the developed uPT-ES tech-
nique in Fig. 3 is that we achieve to drive the vehicle di-
rectly to the source h∗ by keeping the velocities vx1

, vx2
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boundedwhereas the PT-ES technique in [40] (which can
be suitably modified to fit the structure shown in Fig-
ure 3 with λ = 0, α ≡ α0 and µ-function (37)) achieves
the convergence of the vehicle to a small neighborhood
the source with the velocities growing unbounded. The
boundedness of the velocities vx1

, vx2
in our design fol-

lows from the fact that the signal y−η converges to zero
in prescribed time proportionally to α as well as the fact
that the square of the blow-up function µ is multiplied
by the function α which decays to zero faster, resulting
in boundedness and convergence of the velocities to zero,
i.e.,

lim
t→T

(
α(t)µ(t)2

)
= lim

t→T

(
α0

T 2

(T − t)2
eλT(1−

T
T−t )

)
= 0.

(89)

7 Application to Source Seeking Problem

We consider the application of the developed ES tech-
niques to the problem of source seeking by a velocity-
actuated point mass as defined in Section 6. The veloc-
ity of the vehicle in Fig. 3 is controlled by the following
ES controllers with appropriate µ and α functions:

• Controller 1. Nominal ES with µ ≡ 1, α ≡ α0, (i.e.,
λ = 0). This design boils down to Fig. 1 in [41], in
which the vehicle asymptotically converges to a neigh-
borhood of the source and shows steady-state oscilla-
tions around it.

• Controller 2. Exponential uES with µ ≡ 1, α-
function dynamics (7). This design is a modified
version of Fig. 1.

• Controller 3. Robust Exponential ES with µ ≡ 1,
α-function dynamics (78) and additional terms
λβ sin(ωot) in vx1 as well as −λβ cos(ωot) in vx2 . This
design is a modified version of Fig. 1 with α-dynamics
(78).

• Controller 4. uPT-ES with µ-function (37), α-
function (38). This design is a modified version of
Fig. 2 with q = 2.

We now present the results of four numerical simulations
to demonstrate the performance of Controllers 1-4 for
the source-seeking problem. The real-time measurement
is defined as y(t) = h(x1(t), x2(t)), where the function
h(·) is described in (83) and its parameters are chosen
as (x∗

1, x
∗
2) = (−1,−1), h∗ = 1, qx1 = 1, qx2 = 0.5.

Controller 1 and 2. The first simulation compares the
performance of the nominal ES and exponential uES for
a static source. The parameters in Fig. 3 are selected
as ωh = 1, kx1

= kx2
= 0.1, λ = 0.045 and ωo = 5.

The comparison between the nominal ES and exponen-
tial uES is shown in Fig. 4. The exponential uES exhibits
exponential convergence to the source at (−1,−1) with
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Fig. 4. Static source seeking by an autonomous vehicle (82).
The nominal ES with low amplitude α0 approaches the
source more closely but requires high initial velocity, leading
to initial deviation from the source. The exponential uES
(13), with its exponentially decaying amplitude, avoids this
issue.
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Fig. 5. Time-varying source seeking by an autonomous vehi-
cle (82). The trajectory of the source is illustrated by yellow
circles at 10 second intervals. The robust exponential design
(81) successfully tracks the source, owing to its amplitude
that decays but does not vanish, while exponential design
(13) fails to track.

circular trajectories and exponentially decaying ampli-
tude. On the other hand, the nominal ES with constant
amplitude asymptotically converges to the vicinity of
the source and shows steady-state oscillation around it.
The nominal design with α0 = 0.06 converges closer to
the source than the one with α0 = 0.3, but it initially
moves away from the source due to its high initial ve-
locity. Low initial velocity and perfect convergence are
achieved through our design.
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Fig. 6. Static source seeking for t ∈ [0, 30) in seconds. (a)
Both designs follow the same trajectory, but the exponen-
tial uES (13) falls behind the uPT-ES (39). (b) The velocity
inputs of the uPT-ES (39) exhibit more rapid changes com-
pared to those of the exponential uES (13).

Controller 2 and 3. The second simulation examines
the case of a time-varying source. The source is modeled
as

x∗
1(t) = 1− e−0.0003(t−70)2 , (90)

x∗
2(t) = − tanh(0.03(t− 70)). (91)

Note that the Gaussian function in (90) and the hyper-
bolic tangent function in (91) can be referred to as satu-
rating activation functions. The performance of the ex-
ponential uES and the robust exponential ES for track-
ing the time-varying source is shown in Fig. 5. The pa-
rameters are set as β = 0.02, kx1

= 0.2, kx2
= 0.3 with
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Fig. 7. Static source seeking for t ∈ [0, 30) in seconds. (a)
The convergence of our uPT-ES (39) is compared with the
one of delay-free PT-ES in [40], which is implemented on the
2D vehicle illustrated in Fig. 3 by choosing λ = 0, α ≡ α0,
and µ as in (37). (b) The velocity inputs in our design are
kept bounded, while the inputs in [40] grow unbounded.

α0, ωh, ωo being the same as the first simulation. The ro-
bust design demonstrates robustness to non-stationary
sources with adjustable amplitude, while the exponen-
tial uES fails to achieve convergence.

Controller 2 and 4. The third simulation considers the
static source problem and implements both the exponen-
tial uES design and uPT-ES design for comparison. The
final time is set to T = 30s, and the rest of the param-
eters are chosen as in the first simulation. As shown in
Fig. 6a, both designs track the same trajectory, but the
exponential uES cannot reach the source in prescribed
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time. This is because the uPT-ES design performs more
rapid velocity changes, resulting in bounded but high
acceleration in the vehicle, as seen in Fig. 6b.

Controller 4 and [40]. In our four and final simula-
tion, we illustrate the difference between these two dif-
ferent prescribed-time ES designs. The delay-free de-
sign in [40] can be implemented into Fig. 3 by choosing
λ = 0, α ≡ α0, and µ as in (37). The final time is set to
T = 30s, and the rest of the parameters are the same
as in the first simulation. The PT-ES in [40] basically
improves the convergence of the nominal ES as demon-
strated in Fig. 7a. However, we can see in Fig. 7b that this
comes with the cost of velocities growing unbounded.
Our design, on the other hand, achieves unbiased con-
vergence in prescribed time with bounded velocities.

8 Conclusion

In this paper, we address the issue of steady-state os-
cillations in classical ES. We develop accelerated ES al-
gorithms that not only eliminate the steady-state oscil-
lations, but also achieves unbiased convergence to the
extremum exponentially and in prescribed time by em-
ploying proper time-varying functions in the perturba-
tion and demodulation stage of the ES loop. For tracking
non-stationary optima, we introduce a robust ES scheme
with user-adjustable oscillations that gradually decrease
but remains non-zero. We evaluate the performance of
our ES algorithms on a source-seeking problem. With
bounded velocity inputs, our uPT-ES design accurately
locates the source, while the delay-free PT-ES algorithm
in [40] converges to a neighborhood of the source with
unbounded input growth. In our future works, exten-
sion of our classical averaging-based ES results to the ES
based on Lie-bracket approximation will be developed.
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A Proof of Theorem 4

Let us proceed through the proof step by step.

Step 1: State transformation. Consider the following
transformations

θ̃f =
1

α
θ̃, Ĝf =

1

α
Ĝ, η̃f =

1

α2
η̃, (A.1)

which transform (81) to the following system

d

dt

[
θ̃f Ĝf η̃f α

]T

=


λθ̃f − λβ

α θ̃f +KĜf

(λ− ωl − λβ
α )Ĝf + ωl

[
ν(θ̃fα+ S(t)α)− η̃fα

2
]

M(t)
α2

(2λ− ωh − 2λβ
α )η̃f + ωh

1
α2 ν(θ̃fα+ S(t)α)

−λα+ λβ

 ,

(A.2)

where ν is as defined in (19) and satisfies (20).

Step 2: Averaging operation. We rewrite the system
(A.2) in the time scale τ = ωt as follows

d

dτ

[
θ̃f Ĝf η̃f α

]T

=
1

ω


λθ̃f − λβ

α θ̃f +KĜf

(λ− ωl − λβ
α )Ĝf + ωl

[
ν(θ̃fα+ S̄(τ)α)− η̃fα

2
]

M̄(τ)
α2

(2λ− ωh − 2λβ
α )η̃f + ωh

1
α2 ν(θ̃fα+ S̄(τ)α)

−λα+ λβ

 .

(A.3)

where S̄(τ) = S(τ/ω), M̄(τ) = M(τ/ω). The average
of the system (A.3) over the period Π defined in (26) is
given by

d

dτ


θ̃af

Ĝa
f

η̃af

αa

 =
1

ω


(λ− λ β

αa )θ̃
a
f +KĜa

f

(λ− ωl − λ β
αa )Ĝ

a
f

(2λ− ωh − 2λ β
αa )η̃

a
f

−λαa + λβ



+
1

ω


0

ωl
1
Π

∫ Π

0
ν(θ̃afα

a + S̄(σ)αa) M̄(σ)
(αa)2 dσ

ωh
1
Π

∫ Π

0
ν(θ̃afα

a + S̄(σ)αa) 1
(αa)2 dσ

0

 .

(A.4)

It follows from (A.4) that the average equilibrium de-

noted as
[
θ̃a,ef Ĝa,e

f η̃a,ef αa,e
]T

satisfies

αa,e = β, (A.5)

Ĝa,e
f = 0, (A.6)

ωl

Π

∫ Π

0

ν(θ̃a,ef β + S̄(σ)β)
M̄(σ)

β2
dσ = 0, (A.7)

1

Π

∫ Π

0

ν(θ̃a,ef β + S̄(σ)β)
1

β2
dσ = η̃a,ef . (A.8)

Let us postulate the ith element θ̃a,efi
of θ̃a,ef in the fol-
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lowing form

θ̃a,efi
=

n∑
j=1

bijaj + β

n∑
j=1

n∑
k≥j

cij,kajak +O(β2|a3|),

(A.9)

where bij and cij,k are real numbers, substitute (A.9) into

(A.7), perform a Taylor series expansion of ν as in (29)
and equate the like powers of aj . Then, we obtain bij = 0

∀i, j ∈ {1, 2 . . . , n}, cij,k = 0 ∀i, j, k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n} such
that j ̸= k as well as



c1j,j
...

ci−1
j,j

cij,j

ci+1
j,j

...

cnj,j


= −H−1



1
4

∂3ν
∂z1∂z2

j

(0)

...

1
4

∂3ν
∂zj−1∂z2

j

(0)

1
8
∂3ν
∂z3

j

(0)

1
4

∂3ν
∂z2

j
∂zj+1

(0)

...

1
4

∂3ν
∂z2

j
∂zn

(0)


. (A.10)

Following the same methodology, we compute η̃a,ef in

view (29), (A.8), (A.9). Then, we find the equilibrium of
the average system (A.4) as follows

θ̃a,efi
= β

n∑
j=1

cij,ja
2
j +O(β2|a|3), (A.11)

η̃a,ef =
1

4

n∑
i=1

Hi,ia
2
i +O(β2|a|4) (A.12)

together with (A.5) and (A.6).

Step 3: Stability analysis. The Jacobian of the aver-
age system (A.4) at equilibrium is given by

Ja
f

=
1

ω



0n×n K 0n×1 0n×1

ωl

Π

∫ Π

0

∂
(

νM̄
(αa)2

)
∂θ̃f

dσ −ωlIn×n 0n×1
ωl

Π

∫ Π

0

∂
(

νM̄
(αa)2

)
∂αa dσ

ωh

Π

∫ Π

0

∂
(

ν
(αa)2

)
∂θ̃f

dσ 01×n −ωh
ωh

Π

∫ Π

0

∂
(

ν
(αa)2

)
∂αa dσ

01×n 01×n 0 −λ


.

(A.13)

Considering the structure of (A.13), we get that it is

Hurwitz if and only if the following inequality is satisfied

ωl

Π

(∫ Π

0

M̄(σ)

(αa,e)2
∂

∂θ̃f
ν(θ̃a,ef αa,e + S̄(σ)αa,e)dσ

)
< 0.

(A.14)

By performing a Taylor expansion of ν as in (29), we get
that (A.14) is equal to ωlH+[O(β|a|)]n×n. Let us define

A =

[
0n×n K

ωlH + [O(β|a|)]n×n −ωlIn×n

]
, (A.15)

which corresponds to 2n × 2n submatrix in the upper
left corner of (A.13). Then, we compute

det(λAI2n×2n − (1/ω)A) = det
(
(λ2

A + ωl(1/ω)λA)In×n

− ωl(1/ω
2)KH

+ [O(β(1/ω2)|a|)]n×n

)
,

(A.16)

which, in view of H < 0, proves that Ja
f is Hurwitz

for sufficiently small β|a|. Then, based on the averag-
ing theorem [13], we show that there exist ω̄, ā > 0
such that for all ω > ω̄ and β|a| ∈ (0, ā), the sys-
tem has a unique exponentially stable periodic solution
(θ̃Πf (τ), µ

Π
f (τ), η̃

Π
f (τ), α

Π(τ)) of period Π and this solu-
tion satisfies∣∣∣∣∣∣θ̃Πfi(τ)− β

n∑
j=1

cij,ja
2
j

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ O(1/ω + β2|a|3), (A.17)∣∣∣ĜΠ
f (τ)

∣∣∣ ≤ O(1/ω), (A.18)∣∣∣∣∣η̃Πf (τ)− 1

4

n∑
i=1

Hi,ia
2
i

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ O(1/ω + β2|a|4), (A.19)∣∣αΠ(τ)− β
∣∣ ≤ O(1/ω). (A.20)

In other words, all solutions (θ̃f (τ), Ĝf (τ), η̃f (τ), α(τ))
exponentially converge to a small neighborhood of the
origin. The signal θ̃f (τ), in particular, converges to an
O(1/ω + β|a|2)-neighborhood of the origin.

Step 4: Convergence to extremum. Considering the
results in Step 3 and recalling from (A.1) and Fig. 1 with
the modified α-dynamics (78) that

θ(t) = α(t)θ̃f (t) + θ∗ + α(t)S(t), (A.21)

we conclude the exponential convergence of θ(t) to an
O(β/ω+β|a|)-neighborhood of θ∗. Hence, performing a
Taylor series expansion of ν as in (29) and noting (A.21),
we conclude the convergence of the output y(t) to an
O((β/ω)2+β2|a|2)-neighborhood of h(θ∗) and complete
the proof of Theorem 4. ■
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