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Abstract— In the adaptive control theory, the dynamic re-
gressor extension and mixing (DREM) procedure has become
widespread as it allows one to describe a variety of adaptive
control problems in unified terms of the parameter estimation
problem of a regression equation with a scalar regressor.
However, when the system/parameterization is affected by per-
turbations, the estimation laws, which are designed on the basis
of such equation, asymptotically provides only biased estimates.
In this paper, based on the bias-eliminated least-squares (BELS)
approach, a modification of the DREM procedure is proposed
that allows one to annihilate perturbations asymptotically and,
consequently, asymptotically obtain unbiased estimates. The
theoretical results are supported with mathematical modelling
and can be used to design adaptive observers and control
systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

Using various parameterization schemes, the problems of
controller and observer design for systems with a priori
unknown parameters can be reduced to the one of online
identification of the regression equation parameters:

z (t) = φ⊤ (t) θ + w (t) , (1)

where z (t) ∈ R and φ (t) ∈ Rn are measurable for all
t ≥ t0 regressand and regressor, respectively, θ ∈ Rn stands
for unknown parameters, w (t) ∈ R denotes a bounded
perturbation.

For example, in [1] the problem of adaptive output-
feedback control of a linear time-invariant nonminimum-
phase dynamic system is reduced to the one of the parameter
identification, and in [2] the problem of state observer design
for the same class of systems is also transformed into the
same problem.

To reduce the regression equation (1) to a set of scalar
regression equations, a dynamic regressor extension and
mixing procedure (DREM) is proposed in [3], which consists
of a dynamic extension step (l > 0 is a filter parameter):

Ẏ (t) = −lY (t) + φ (t) y (t) , Y (t0) = 0n,

Φ̇ (t) = −lΦ (t) + φ (t)φ⊤ (t) , Φ (t0) = 0n×n,
(2a)

and mixing step

Y (t) = adj {Φ (t)}Y (t) . (2b)

Together, equations (2a) and (2b) allow one to transform
the regression equation (1) into a set of scalar ones:

Yi (t) = ∆ (t) θi +Wi (t) , (3)
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where

Y (t) : = adj {Φ (t)}Y (t) , ∆(t) : = det {Φ (t)} ,
W (t) : = adj {Φ (t)}W (t) ,

Y (t) =
[
Y1 (t) . . . Yi−1 (t) . . . Yn (t)

]⊤
,

W (t) =
[
W1 (t) . . . Wi−1 (t) . . . Wn (t)

]⊤
,

Ẇ (t) = −lW (t) + φ (t)w (t) , W (t0) = 0n.

Based on the obtained system (3), each ith unknown
parameter can be identified independently using various
identification laws. The degree of freedom of the procedure
under consideration is the choice of a method to extend the
regressor (2a). For example, instead of (2a), the following
algorithms proposed respectively in [4]–[6] can also be used:

Ẏ (t) = 1
T [φ (t) z (t)− φ (t− T ) z (t− T )] ,

Φ̇ (t) = 1
T

[
φ (t)φ⊤ (t)− φ (t− T )φ⊤ (t− T )

]
,

(4a)

Y (t) =


H1 (s) z (t)
H2 (s) z (t)

...
Hn (s) z (t)

, Φ (t) =


H1 (s)φ (t)
H2 (s)φ (t)

...
Hn (s)φ (t)

, (4b)

Ẏ (t) = −Γφ (t)φ⊤ (t)Y (t) + Γφ (t) z (t) ,
Φ (t) = In − Σ (t) ,

Σ̇ (t) = −Γφ (t)φ⊤ (t) Σ (t) , Σ (t0) = In,

(4c)

where T > 0 is the filtering window length, Hi (s) stands for
an asymptotically stable linear filter (for instance, Hi (s) =
= 1

s+αi
, αi > 0), Γ = Γ⊤ > 0 denotes an adaptive gain.

In [3], [6], [7], it is demonstrated that, when w (t) ≡ 0,
the gradient-based identification law designed on the basis of
equation (3) has a relaxed parametric convergence condition
and improved transient quality compared to the gradient
or least squares based laws designed using equation (1).
In [3], [6]–[13], various implementations of the DREM
procedure have been proposed, which differ from each other
mainly by the filters (e.g., (2a), (4a), (4b) or (4c), etc.)
used for the regressor extension and/or the identification
algorithms applied to estimate the ith unknown parameter.
The extension scheme defines the properties of the regressor
∆(t) and the perturbations Wi (t). For example, scheme (4c)
strictly relaxes the regressor persistent excitation condition,
which is required to ensure exponential convergence of the
unknown parameter estimates [6]. Also, in [6], the identi-
fiability conditions of the regression equation (3) parame-
ters are investigated for the perturbation-free case. In [14],
it is proved that the regressor φ (t) excitation propagates
to the scalar regressor ∆(t) when (2a) is used for the
extension step. In [15], a similar property is shown for
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the scheme (4b). In [16], it is proved that the gradient-
based identification law derived using equation (3) ensures
asymptotical convergence to the unknown parameters if
∆ /∈ L2 and ∆Wi ∈ L1. In [11], [12], boundedness of θ̃ (t)
was shown for Wi ∈ L2, and various estimation laws with
finite time convergence and improved accuracy are developed
for perturbed regressions. In [17], an identification law is pro-
posed which, in contrast to [3], [6]–[16], ensures asymptotic
identification of the unknown parameters when the averaging

conditions (Wi ∈ L∞ and
t∫

t0

∆−1 (s)Wi (s) ds < ∞) are

met. In [18], different discrete laws, which provide improved
accuracy of unknown parameter estimation in case of pertur-
bations, are compared. In [19], [20], a new nonlinear filter is
proposed, which ensures an arbitrary reduction of the steady-
state parametric error under a certain regressor/perturbation
ratio and independence of the regressor from the pertur-
bation. In [21], based on the DREM procedure and the
method of instrumental variables, an algorithm to identify
the parameters of linear systems affected by external pertur-
bations is developed that guarantees asymptotic convergence
of the parametric error to zero. Unfortunately this approach
is applicable only to estimate the linear system parameters.

The main and general drawback of [3], [6]–[21] is that
the parametric convergence conditions are formalized in
terms of properties of the perturbation W (t) from the scalar
regression equation (3). However, these conditions may never
be met due to the features of the mixing procedure and the
dynamic operators used at the extension step. For example,
the averaging condition from [17] is not satisfied for all
i = 1, n, if the regressor φ (t) elements are correlated with
the perturbation w (t) and among themselves. In this case,
only biased estimates can be obtained asymptotically using
the set of scalar regression equations (3). In this study, based
on the bias-eliminated least-squares (BELS) approach [22],
[23] previously applied for offline identification problems, a
modified DREM procedure is proposed. In comparison with
existing approaches [3], [6]–[21], i) the obtained estimates
converge to arbitrary neighborhood of ideal parameters if at
least one element of the regressor φi (t) is independent from
the perturbation w (t), ii) the main conditions of convergence
are formalized in terms of the perturbation and regressor of
the original regression equation (1).

II. PROBLEM STATEMENT

The regression equation (1) is considered. The aim is to
design an online estimation law, which, using the measurable
signals φ (τ) , z (τ) t0 ≤ τ ≤ t, ensures that the following
conditions hold:

lim
t→∞

∥∥∥θ̃ (t)∥∥∥ ≤ ε (T ) , lim
T→∞

ε (T ) = 0, (5)

where T > 0 is some parameter of the identification
algorithm, and ε: R+ 7→ R+.

III. MAIN RESULT

In this section, a modified version of the DREM procedure
[3], [7] is designed on the basis of the BELS approach

[22], [23] previously applied for the discrete time and off-
line identification. The convergence conditions of the new
identifier will be obtained in terms of the regression equation
(1), and the goal (5) will be achieved.

To introduce the proposed estimator we make some simple
transformations of the linear regression equation (1). First of
all, the linear dynamic filter H (s) = α

s+α , α > 0 is applied
to the left- and right-hand sides of equation (1):

zf (t) = φ⊤
f (t) θ + wf (t) , (6)

where

zf (t) : = H (s) z (t) , φf (t) : = H (s)φ (t) ,
wf (t) : = H (s)w (t) .

Subtracting (6) from (1), it is obtained:

z̃ (t) = ϕ⊤ (t)Θ + f (t) , (7)

where

z̃ (t) : = z (t)− zf (t) ,

ϕ (t) : =
[
φ⊤ (t) φ⊤

f (t)
]⊤

,

f (t) : = w (t)− wf (t) , Θ: =

[
θ
−θ

]
.

In the next step equation (7) is extended via (4a):

Ẏ (t) = 1
T [ϕ (t) z̃ (t)− ϕ (t− T ) z̃ (t− T )] ,

Φ̇ (t) = 1
T

[
ϕ (t)ϕ⊤ (t)− ϕ (t− T )ϕ⊤ (t− T )

]
,

Y (t0) = 02n, Φ (t0) = 02n×2n.

(8)

Owing to the implication

x (t) = 1
T

t∫
max{t0, t−T}

x (s) ds

⇕
ẋ (t) = 1

T [x (t)− x (t− T )] , x (t0) = 0,

the signals Y (t) and Φ (t) meet the following relation:

Y (t) = Φ (t)Θ +W (t) , (9)

where

Ẇ (t) = 1
T [ϕ (t) f (t)− ϕ (t− T ) f (t− T )] , W (t0) = 02n.

Disturbance term in (9) always admits the decomposition:

W (t) : = L1L⊤
1 W (t)+L2L⊤

2 W (t) , (10)

where L1 ∈ R2n×2m and L2 ∈ R2n×(2n−2m) such that:

L⊤
1 L1 = I2m×2m, L⊤

2 L2 = I(2n−2m)×(2n−2m),
L1L⊤

1 + L2L⊤
2 = I2n×2n,

and 2 (n−m) is the number of elements of the vector ϕ (t),
for which the independence condition holds:

lim
T→∞

1
T

t∫
max{t0, t−T}

ϕi (s) f (s) ds = 0, ∀t ≥ t0. (11)

For example, condition (11) is met for ϕi (t) =
= sin (ω1t+ c1) and f (t) = sin (ω2t+ c2) iff ω1 ̸= ω2.



Multiplication (9) by adj {Φ (t)} and substitution of (10)
yields:

Y (t) = ∆ (t)Θ +W1 (t) +W2 (t) , (12)

where

Y (t) : = adj {Φ (t)}Y (t) , ∆(t) : = det {Φ (t)} ,
W1 (t) : = adj {Φ (t)}L1L⊤

1 W (t) ,
W2 (t) : = adj {Φ (t)}L2L⊤

2 W (t) .

Further two different situations are considered for the
simplicity of presentation.

Case 1) n − m = n, i.e., from the point of view of the
harmonic analysis, the disturbance spectrum has no common
frequencies with the regressor one, and therefore, it holds that
W1 (t) ≡ 0 and L2L⊤

2 = I2n. In this case, the estimation
law that satisfies the goal (5) can be designed on the basis
of the regression equation (12) using the results of [17]:

θ̂ (t) = κ̂ (t)L0Y (t) ,
˙̂κ (t) = −γ∆(t) (∆ (t) κ̂ (t)− 1)− ∆̇ (t) κ̂2 (t) ,

∆̇ (t) = tr
(
adj {Φ (t)} Φ̇ (t)

)
,

κ̂ (t0) = κ̂0, ∆(t0) = 0,

(13)

where L0 =
[
In×n 0n×n

]
and γ > 0.

The properties of the law (13) are described in the follow-
ing theorem.

Theorem 1. Suppose that φ (t) , w (t) are bounded and
assume that:
C1) there exist (possibly do not unique) T ≥ Tf > 0 and

α ≥ α > 0 such that for all t ≥ Tf it holds that

0 < αI2n ≤ 1
T

t∫
max{t0, t−T}

ϕ (s)ϕ⊤ (s) ds ≤ αI2n, (14)

C2) the equality (11) holds for all i = 1, . . . , 2n,
C3) γ > 0 is chosen so that there exists η > 0 such that

γ∆3 (t)+∆ (t) ∆̇ (t) κ̂ (t)+∆̇ (t)≥η∆(t) > 0 ∀t ≥ Tf .

Then the estimation law (13) ensures that the limits (5)
hold.

Proof of theorem 1 is postponed to Appendix.

If the condition C2 is violated, then, using proof of
theorem 1, it is obvious that the estimation law (13) asymp-
totically provides only biased estimates. To overcome this
drawback, the second case is considered.

Case 2) 1 ≤ n − m < n, i.e., the spectrum of at
least one of the elements of the regressor has no common
frequencies with the disturbance spectrum. To obtain the
unbiased parameter estimates for this case, following [22],
[23], the perturbation L1L⊤

1 W (t) will be expressed from the
regression equation (12) and subtracted from equation (9).

Owing to the definition of the vector Θ, for all n ≥ m ≥ 1
there exists and is known an annihilator H⊤ ∈ R2m×2n of
full column rank such that

H⊤Θ = 0. (15)

Considering (15), the multiplication of (12) firstly by H⊤

and then by adj
{
H⊤adj {Φ (t)}L1

}
yields:

N (t) = M (t)L⊤
1 W (t)+

+adj
{
H⊤adj {Φ (t)}L1

}
H⊤W2 (t) ,

(16)

where

N (t) : = adj
{
H⊤adj {Φ (t)}L1

}
H⊤Y (t) ,

M (t) : = det
{
H⊤adj {Φ (t)}L1

}
.

Now we are in position to annihilate the part of pertur-
bation term in (9) via simple substitution. For that purpose,
equation (9) is multiplied by M (t), and L1N (t) is sub-
tracted from the obtained result to write:

λ (t) = Ω (t)Θ+

+
[
M (t)L2 − L1adj

{
H⊤adj {Φ (t)}L1

}
×

×H⊤adj {Φ (t)}L2

]
L⊤
2 W (t) ,

(17)

where
λ (t) : = M (t)Y (t)− L1N (t) ,
Ω (t) : = M (t) Φ (t) .

To obtain the regression equation with a regressor, which
derivative is directly measurable, we use the following simple
filtration (k > 0):

Ω̇f (t) = −kΩf (t) + kΩ (t) , Ωf (t0) = 02n×2n,

λ̇f (t) = −kλf (t) + kλ (t) , λf (t0) = 02n,
(18)

Then to convert (17) into a set of separate scalar regression
equations, the signal λf (t) is multiplied by adj {Ωf}:

Λ (t) = ω (t)Θ + d (t) , (19)

where

Λ (t) : = adj {Ωf}λf (t) ,
ω (t) : = det {Ωf} ,
d (t) : = adj {Ωf} k

s+k {[M (t)L2−
−L1adj

{
H⊤adj {Φ (t)}L1

}
H⊤adj {Φ (t)}L2

]
L⊤
2 W (t)

}
.

The following estimation law is introduced on the basis
of the regression equation (19):

θ̂ (t) = κ̂ (t)L0Λ (t) ,
˙̂κ (t) = −γω (t) (ω (t) κ̂ (t)− 1)− ω̇ (t) κ̂2 (t) ,

ω̇ (t) = tr
(
adj {Ωf (t)} Ω̇f (t)

)
,

κ̂ (t0) = κ̂0, ω (t0) = 0,

(20)

where γ > 0 stands for an adaptive gain.
The conditions, under which the stated goal (5) is achieved

when the law (20) is applied, are described in the following
theorem.

Theorem 2. Suppose that φ (t) , w (t) are bounded and
assume that:
C1) there exist (possibly do not unique) T ≥ Tf > 0 and

α ≥ α > 0 such that for all t ≥ Tf the inequality (14)
holds,

C2) the equality (11) holds for 2 (n−m) ≥ 2 elements of
ϕ (t),



C3) the eliminators L1 ∈ R2n×2m, L2 ∈ R2n×(2n−2m) are
exactly known and such that there exist (possibly do
not unique) T ≥ Tf > 0 and β ≥ β > 0 such that for
all t ≥ Tf it holds that:

0<β≤

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣det
H⊤adj

 1
T

t∫
max{t0, t−T}

ϕ (s)ϕ⊤ (s) ds

L1


∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ β,

C4) γ > 0 is chosen so that there exists η > 0 such that

γω3 (t)+ω (t) ω̇ (t) κ̂ (t)+ω̇ (t) ≥ ηω (t) > 0 ∀t ≥ Tf .

Then the estimation law (20) ensures that the limits (5)
hold.

Proof of theorem 2 is given in Appendix.

The obtained estimation law (20), unlike (13), guarantees
that the goal (5) can be achieved so long as at least one
element of the regressor φ (t) satisfies the condition (11).
Requirement C1 is the condition of identifiability of the
parameters Θ in the perturbation-free case. Requirements C2
and C3 are the conditions of identifiability of the perturbation
L⊤
1 W (t), restriction C4 is necessary to satisfy convergence

κ̂ (t) → ω−1 (t) as t → ∞.
The main difficulty of the law (20) implementation is

the need to know the elimination matrices L1 ∈ R2n×2m,
L2 ∈ R2n×(2n−2m). However, using some a priori infor-
mation about the parameterization (1), it is always possible
to construct afromentioned matrices if the condition C2 is
satisfied. For example, if the signals z (t) and φ⊤ (t) are
obtained via parameterization of a linear dynamical system
[1], [2] (Λ (s) denotes a monic Hurwitz polynomial of order
ny):

z (t) = sny

Λ(s)y (t) ,

φ (t) =
[
−

λ⊤
ny−1(s)

Λ(s) y (t)
λ⊤
ny−1(s)

Λ(s) u (t)

]⊤
,

λ⊤
ny−1 (s) =

[
sny−1 · · · s 1

]
,

(21)

and the input signal u (t) does not depend from the
output one y (t), then the matrices L1 ∈ R2n×2m,
L2 ∈ R2n×(2n−2m) are defined as follows (n = 2ny):

L1 =

 Iny×ny
02ny×ny

0ny×ny Iny×ny

02ny×ny 0ny×ny

, L2 =

 0ny×ny
02ny×ny

Iny×ny 0ny×ny

02ny×ny Iny×ny

.
The requirement that u(t) is independent from y(t) is not

restrictive and simply indicates that the proposed identifica-
tion algorithm is applicable to the identification in a closed-
loop (the input signal is then interpreted as a reference one).

Remark 1. It should be specially noted, that, in some
simple cases, there exists a ”good choice” of parameter T ,
which ensures disturbance annihilation without T → ∞. For
example, if ϕi (t) = 1, f (t) = sin (ωt) and T = 2π

ω then

1
T

t∫
max{t0, t−T}

ϕi (s) f (s) ds = 0, ∀t ≥ T.

One possible scope of future research is to obtain rules on
how to choose T for general cases.

IV. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

The following system has been considered as an example:

ẋ (t) =
[
x (t) u (t)

][θ1
θ2

]
+ δ (t) , x (t0) = x0,

y (t) = x (t)+v (t) ,
(22)

where θ1 < 0.
The control signal u (t) and disturbances δ (t) , v (t) were

chosen as follows:
u (t) = 10sin (0.2πt) , δ (t) = 5sin

(
0.6πt+ π

4

)
,

v (t) = 0.7 + sin
(
24πt+ π

8

)
.

(23)

In such case equation (1) was defined as:

z (t) : = s
s+α0

y (t) ,

φ⊤ (t) : =
[

1
s+α0

y (t) 1
s+α0

u (t)
]
,

w (t) : = s
s+α0

v (t) + 1
s+α0

δ (t)− θ1
1

s+α0
v (t) .

(24)

As the control signal u (t) did not depend from the
disturbances δ (t) , v (t), then the conditions C2 and C3 from
theorem 2 were satisfied, and the elimination and annihilator
matrices were chosen as:

H⊤ =

[
1 0 1 0
0 1 0 1

]
, L1 =


1 0
0 0
0 1
0 0

.
The parameters of the system (22), filters (6), (8), (18),

(24) and estimation law (20) were picked as:

α0 = α = k = 10, T = 25, γ = 10112. (25)

The high value of γ could be explained by the fact that
ω (t) ∈

(
10−57, 10−55

)
for all t ≥ 25 .

For comparison purposes, the gradient descent law based
on (3) was also implemented:

˙̂
θ (t) = −γ∆∆(t)

(
∆(t) θ̂ (t)− Y (t)

)
, (26)

as well as the one with the averaging, which was proposed
in [17]:

˙̂
θi (t) = − 1

t+F0

(
θ̂i (t)− ϑi (t)

)
,

ϑi (t) = κ̂ (t)Yi (t) ,
˙̂κ (t) = −γκ∆(t) (∆ (t) κ̂ (t)− 1)− ∆̇ (t) κ̂2 (t) ,

∆̇ (t) = tr
(
adj {Φ (t)} Φ̇ (t)

)
,

θ̂i (t0) = θ̂0i, κ̂ (t0) = κ̂0, ∆(t0) = 0,

(27)

where ∆(t) and Y (t) were obtained with the help of (2a)
+ (2b) with l = 1.

To demonstrate the awareness of estimators to track the
system parameters change, the unknown parameters were set
as follows:

θ =


[
−1
1

]
, if t ≤ 150,[

−0.75
0.5

]
, if t ≥ 150.

The parameters of the laws (20), (26), (27) were set as:

γκ = 104, γ∆ = 102, F0 = 0.01. (28)



Figure 1 depicts the behavior of the system (22) output in
both disturbance-free case and the one when the perturbation
was defined as in (23).

Fig. 1. Behavior of y (t) when δ (t) , v (t) : = 0 and δ (t) , v (t) : = (23).

Figure 1 illustrates that the chosen perturbations (23)
noticeably affected the measured output of the system.

Figure 2a shows the behavior of the unknown parameter
estimates when the laws (20), (26), (27) were applied. Figure
2b presents a comparison of θ̂ (t) transients for (20) using
different values of the parameter T .

Fig. 2. Behavior of a) θ̂ (t) for (20), (26), (27) and b) θ̂ (t) for (20) using
different T values.

The obtained transients of estimates θ̂ (t) allow one to
make the following conclusions. The parametric error θ̃ (t)
using (26), (27) remained a bounded value and did not
converge to zero even at t → ∞. The proposed law
(20) provided asymptotic convergence of the error θ̃ (t) to
an arbitrarily small neighborhood of zero defined by the
parameter T .

V. CONCLUSION

The dynamic regressor extension and mixing (DREM)
procedure [3], [7] allows one to reduce most problems
of adaptive control theory to the identification problem
of parameters of a regression equation with a scalar re-
gressor. However, in case of perturbations in the sys-
tem/parameterization, in general, only biased estimates can
be obtained asymptotically from this equation. In this study,
based on the bias-eliminated least-squares (BELS) approach
[22], [23], a modification of the DREM procedure is pro-
posed to ensure asymptotic convergence of the parametric
error to an arbitrarily small neighborhood of zero defined
by the arbitrary parameter T . To ensure convergence of
the obtained estimates, independence of at least one known
element of the regressor from the perturbation (C2) and the
fulfillment of the conditions (C1 and C3), similar to the well-
known requirement of the regressor persistent excitation, are
required.

The scope of further research is to apply the proposed
estimation law to the problems of design of adaptive ob-
servers and composite adaptive control systems. Moreover,
it also includes an investigation of the possibility to relax the
conditions C1 and C3.

APPENDIX

Proof of Theorem 1. The regressor ∆(t) is defined as
follows:

∆(t) = det

 1
T

t∫
max{t0, t−T}

ϕ (s)ϕ⊤ (s) ds

 , (A1)

then, owing to the property (14) and continuity of the
regressor ∆(t), for all t ∈ [t0, Tf ) the following conditions
are considered to be met:

∆(t)∆−1 (t) = 0, ∆̇ (t) = 0. (A2)

For all t ≥ Tf as C1 is met, we have

∆(t) ≥ α2n > 0 (A3)

and, consequently, the following error is well defined:

κ̃ (t) = κ̂ (t)−∆−1 (t) ,

which is differentiated with respect to time and, owing to

∆(t)∆−1 (t) = 1 ⇔ ∆̇ (t)∆−1 (t) + ∆ (t) d∆−1(t)
dt = 0,

⇕
d∆−1(t)

dt = −∆̇ (t)∆−2 (t) ,



it is obtained:

˙̃κ = −γ∆(∆κ̂− 1)− ∆̇κ̂2 + ∆̇∆−2 =

= −γ∆2κ̃− ∆̇
(
κ̂+∆−1

)
κ̃ =

= −
(
γ∆2 + ∆̇κ̂+ ∆̇∆−1

)
κ̃,

(A4)

where ∆̇ (t) obeys Jacobi’s formula:

∆̇ (t) = tr
(
adj {Φ (t)} Φ̇ (t)

)
, ∆(t0) = 0.

The quadratic form V (t) = 1
2 κ̃

2 (t) is introduced, which
derivative is written as:

V̇ (t) = −2
(
γ∆2 (t) + ∆̇ (t) κ̂ (t) + ∆̇ (t)∆−1 (t)

)
V (t) ,

from which, when γ∆3 (t) + ∆ (t) ∆̇ (t) κ̂ (t) + ∆̇ (t) ≥
η∆(t) > 0 ∀t ≥ Tf , then for all t ≥ Tf there exists the
following upper bound:

|κ̃ (t)| ≤ e−η(t−Tf ) |κ̃ (t0)| . (A5)

For all t ≥ Tf θ̂ (t) is rewritten in the following form:

θ̂ (t) = κ̂ (t)L0Y (t)±∆−1 (t)L0Y (t) =
= ∆−1 (t)L0Y (t) + κ̃ (t)L0Y (t) =
= θ +∆−1 (t)L0W2 (t) + κ̃ (t)L0Y (t) =
= θ +∆−1 (t)L0adj {Φ (t)}L2L⊤

2 W (t) + κ̃ (t)L0Y (t) =
= θ + L0Φ

−1 (t)W (t) + κ̃ (t)L0Y (t) .
(A6)

When C1 is met, for all t ≥ Tf it holds that

Φ−1 (t) =

 1
T

t∫
t−T

ϕ (s)ϕ⊤ (s) ds

−1

≥ α−1I2n, (A7)

and consequently, from (A6) we have the following upper
bound of the error θ̃ (t):∥∥∥θ̃ (t)∥∥∥≤∥∥Φ−1 (t)

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥ 1
T

t∫
t−T

ϕ (s) f (s) ds

∥∥∥∥∥+|κ̃ (t)| ∥Y (t)∥

≤ α−1

∥∥∥∥∥ 1
T

t∫
t−T

ϕ (s) f (s) ds

∥∥∥∥∥+ e−η(t−Tf ) |κ̃ (t0)| ∥Y (t)∥ ,

from which, as ∥Y (t)∥ is bounded, for bounded φ (t) , w (t)
it is obtained:

lim
t→∞

∥∥∥θ̃ (t)∥∥∥ ≤ α−1

∥∥∥∥∥ lim
t→∞

1
T

t∫
t−T

ϕ (s) f (s) ds

∥∥∥∥∥ : = ε (T ) ,

lim
T→∞

ε (T ) = α−1

∥∥∥∥∥ lim
t→∞

lim
T→∞

1
T

t∫
t−T

ϕ (s) f (s) ds

∥∥∥∥∥ = 0,

which was to be proved.

Proof of theorem 2. The regressor ω (t) is defined as:

ω (t)=det
{

k
s+k

{
det

{
H⊤adj {Φ (t)}L1

}
Φ (t)

}}
,

Φ (t) = 1
T

t∫
max{t0, t−T}

ϕ (s)ϕ⊤ (s) ds,
(A8)

then, owing to the property (14) and continuity of the
regressor ∆(t), for all t ∈ [t0, Tf ) the following conditions
are considered to be met:

ω (t)ω−1 (t) = 0, ω̇ (t) = 0. (A9)

For all t ≥ Tf as C1 and C3 are met, we have

αI2n ≥ Φ (t) ≥ αI2n > 0,

β ≥
∣∣det{H⊤adj {Φ (t)}L1

}∣∣ ≥ β > 0
(A10)

and, consequently, there exists T f ≥ Tf such that(
αβ

)2n ≥ |ω (t)| ≥
(
αβ

)2n
> 0, ∀t ≥ T f . (A11)

So, taking into consideration (A11), the following error is
well defined for all t ≥ T f :

κ̃ (t) = κ̂ (t)− ω−1 (t) ,

which is differentiated with respect to time and owing to

ω (t)ω−1 (t) = 1 ⇔ ω̇ (t)ω−1 (t) + ω (t) dω−1(t)
dt = 0

⇕
dω−1(t)

dt = −ω̇ (t)ω−2 (t) ,

it is obtained:
˙̃κ = −γω (ωκ̂− 1)− ω̇κ̂2 + ω̇ω−2 =
= −γω2κ̃− ω̇

(
κ̂+ ω−1

)
κ̃ =

= −
(
γω2 + ω̇κ̂+ ω̇ω−1

)
κ̃.

(A12)

The quadratic form V (t) = 1
2 κ̃

2 (t) is introduced, which
derivative is written as:

V̇ (t) = −2
(
γω2 (t) + ω̇ (t) κ̂ (t) + ω̇ (t)ω−1 (t)

)
V (t) ,

from which, when γω3 (t) + ω (t) ω̇ (t) κ̂ (t) + ω̇ (t) ≥
ηω (t) > 0 ∀t ≥ T f , then for all t ≥ T f there exists the
following upper bound:

|κ̃ (t)| ≤ e−η(t−T f) |κ̃ (t0)| . (A13)

For all t ≥ T f θ̂ (t) is rewritten in the following form:

θ̂ (t) = κ̂ (t)L0Λ (t)± ω−1 (t)L0Λ (t) =

= ω−1 (t)L0Λ (t) + κ̃ (t)L0Λ (t) =

= θ + ω−1 (t)L0adj {Ωf} k
s+k {[M (t)L2−

−L1adj
{
H⊤adj {Φ (t)}L1

}
H⊤adj {Φ (t)}L2

]
×

×L⊤
2 W (t)

}
+ κ̃ (t)L0Λ (t) .

(A14)

When C1 and C3 are met, then, according to (A10), for
all t ≥ T f it holds that:

0 <
∣∣ω−1 (t)

∣∣ ≤ (
αβ

)−2n
, adj {Ωf} ≤

(
αβ

)2n−1
I2n,

and consequently, from (A14) we have the following upper
bound of the error θ̃ (t):∥∥∥θ̃ (t)∥∥∥ ⩽

(
αβ

)−2n(
αβ

)2n−1
∥∥∥ k
s+k {[M (t)L2−

−L1adj
{
H⊤adj {Φ (t)}L1

}
H⊤adj {Φ (t)}L2

]
×

×L⊤
2 W (t)

}∥∥+ e−η(t−T f) |κ̃ (t0)| ∥Λ (t)∥ .

(A15)



When C2 is met, then, following (11), it holds that:

lim
T→∞

L⊤
2 W (t)= lim

T→∞
1
T L

⊤
2

t∫
max{t0, t−T}

ϕ (s) f (s) ds = 0

from which, as Λ (t) and M (t)L2 −
L1adj

{
H⊤adj {Φ (t)}L1

}
H⊤adj {Φ (t)}L2 are bounded,

for bounded φ (t) , w (t) and any T > 0 there exists c > 0
such that:

lim
t→∞

∥∥∥θ̃ (t)∥∥∥ ⩽
(
αβ

)−2n(
αβ

)2n−1
∥∥∥ k
s+k {[M (t)L2−

−L1adj
{
H⊤adj {Φ (t)}L1

}
H⊤adj {Φ (t)}L2

]
L⊤
2 W (t)

}∥∥ ⩽

⩽ c
∥∥∥ lim
t→∞

k
s+k

{
L⊤
2 W (t)

}∥∥∥ : = ε (T ) ,

lim
T→∞

ε (T ) = c
∥∥∥ lim
t→∞

lim
T→∞

k
s+k

{
L⊤
2 W (t)

}∥∥∥ =

= c
∥∥∥ lim
t→∞

k
s+k

{
lim

T→∞
L⊤
2 W (t)

}∥∥∥ = 0,

which was to be proved.
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