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Data-Driven Sliding Mode Control for Partially Unknown Nonlinear
Systems

Jianglin Lan', Xianxian Zhao?, and Congcong Sun®

Abstract— This paper introduces a new design method for
data-driven control of nonlinear systems with partially un-
known dynamics and unknown bounded disturbance. Since
it is not possible to achieve exact nonlinearity cancellation in
the presence of unknown disturbance, this paper adapts the
idea of sliding mode control (SMC) to ensure system stability
and robustness without assuming that the nonlinearity goes
to zero faster than the state as in the existing methods. The
SMC consists of a data-dependent robust controller ensuring
the system state trajectory reach and remain on the sliding
surface and a nominal controller solved from a data-dependent
semidefinite program (SDP) ensuring robust stability of the
state trajectory on the sliding surface. Numerical simulation
results demonstrate effectiveness of the proposed data-driven
SMC and its superior in terms of robust stability over the exist-
ing data-driven control that also uses approximate nonlinearity
cancellation.

I. INTRODUCTION

Data-driven control has attracted much research attention
recently, due to its capability in dealing with plants whose
dynamics are poorly known. Data-driven control refers to the
automatic procedure of designing controllers for an unknown
system using data measurements collected from the plant
[1]. Control design from plant data can be realised by the
indirect approach (system identification followed by model-
based control) or the direct method which seeks a control law
compatible with collected data [2]. In this paper, we study
the problem of designing direct data-driven controllers for
nonlinear systems.

There are a vast amount and diverse collection of literature
on data-driven control. For direct methods, notable examples
include adaptive control [3], the virtual reference feedback
tuning method [4], adaptive dynamic programming [5], and
the behavioural theory based method [6]. Interested readers
are referred to [1], [7], [8] for recent surveys. Despite the
rich literature on data-driven control, the design for nonlinear
systems remains as a challenging subject. The main difficulty
is how to provide theoretical guarantees and computationally
tractable algorithms for the control design using a finite
number of data points [1]. The existing data-driven control
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design methods for nonlinear systems adopt data-driven
system representations based on the behavioural theory, set
membership, kernel techniques, the Koopman operator, or
feedback linearisation [9].

In particular, a recent line of research on data-driven
control introduced by [6] has made promising advancements.
This research line adopts system behavioural theory that
allows to represent the plant dynamics by a finite set of
system trajectory and then solves data-dependent semidef-
inite programs (SDP) to obtain suitable controllers. A data-
driven state-feedback control is designed in [6] to ensure
system stabilisation around the equilibrium, by using a Taylor
approximation of the nonlinear systems under the assumption
that the remainder has a bound that increases linearly. [9]
further incorporates the remainder into the controller design
to enable global stabilisation. However, the nonlinear systems
studied in [6], [9] are disturbance-free. Data-driven control
based on polynomial approximation has also been proposed
for continuous-time nonlinear systems [10], [11]. However,
the Taylor or polynomial approximation based methods rely
on the assumption that the reminder term goes to zero faster
than the system state and they only guarantee local stabil-
isation. The recent works [12], [13] has proposed a data-
driven control via (approximate) nonlinearity cancellation to
achieve local stabilisation for nonlinear systems, under the
assumption that the nonlinearity term goes to zero faster than
the system state. The data-driven control in [14] can achieve
global asymptotic stabilisation for a second-order nonlinear
systems without disturbance.

This paper proposes a new data-driven control to ensure
global stabilisation of nonlinear systems with partially un-
known plant dynamics and unknown bounded external dis-
turbance. The main contributions are summarised as follows:

1) We propose a new data-driven control in the form of
sliding mode control (SMC) to ensure global stabili-
sation of nonlinear systems, rather than local stability
achieved by the Taylor or polynomial approximation
methods [6], [10], [11].

2) The nominal control of the proposed SMC adopts the
concept of approximate nonlinearity cancellation with
the controller gain being solved from a data-dependent
SDP. The restrictive assumption that the nonlinearity
term goes to zero faster than the state made in [12],
[13] is not needed in this paper.

3) The robust control of the proposed SMC is data-
dependent and applicable for multi-input multi-output
systems. Data-driven (or model-free adaptive) SMC
has been studied in several works [15]-[17] for single-
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input single-output systems with autoregressive with
exogenous input (ARX) models.

The rest of this paper is structured as follows: Section
[ describes the control problem, Section [l presents the
proposed data-driven SMC control, Section reports the
simulation results, and Section [V] draws the conclusions.

II. PROBLEM DESCRIPTION

Consider the discrete-time nonlinear control system
x(k+1) = Ayz(k) + A,Q(x(k)) + Bu(k) + Dw(k), (1)

where z(k) € R"™ is the state, u(k) € R™ is the control
input, and w(k) € R™ is the disturbance. Q(x(k)) € R™s
contains only the nonlinear functions of (k). The matrix A,
and A, are constant but unknown for control design, while
the matrices B and D are assumed to be known.

By defining Z(x(k)) = [z(k)T, Q(z(k))"]", the system
can be compactly represented as

z(k +1) = AZ(z(k)) + Bu(k) + Dw(k), 2)

with the unknown matrix A = [A4,, A4,].

Due to the existence of nonlinearity, disturbance, and
unknown system matrix A, this paper aims to design a data-
driven sliding mode control (SMC) to robustly stabilise the
system by collecting the measurable data sequences of z(k)
and u(k).

Considering the physical limits of real-life control sys-
tems, the system state (k) and nonlinear function Q(z)
are assumed to be bounded. The disturbance w(k) is also
assumed to be bounded as in Assumption

Assumption 2.1: |w| < x 1, for some known ¢ > 0.

III. DATA-DRIVEN SLIDING MODE CONTROL
A. Overall Control Structure
The sliding surface is designed as
s(k) = Nz (k) 3)

where s € R™. The constant matrix N € R™*"= with m <
n, 18 chosen such that NB has full row rank m and its
pseudo-inverse (N B) exists.

The controller u(k) is designed as

u(k) = un(k) + up(k), 4)

with a nominal controller w,, (k) and a robust controller u,. (k)
in the forms of

un(k) = KZ(x(k)),
ur(k) = (NB)' [ F(x(k)) + (1 — q)o(k)s(k)
— e(k)sign(s(k))], )

where F'(z(k)) is a function of 2(k) to be determined later.
The scalar constant ¢ is chosen such that 0 < ¢ < 1. ¢(k)
and (k) are m x m diagonal matrices whose main diagonals
¢ii(k) and @, ;(k) are designed as
2
¢ii(k) =

e—O’Si(kZ) + eO’Si(kZ) ’

wii(k) = pilsi(k)|,  (6)

with ¢ € [1,m], o > 0, and 0 < p; < 0.5. It can be seen that
the parameter ¢; ;(k) satisfies 0 < ¢;,;(k) < 1. sign(-) is a
sign function defined as sign(z) = 1 if z > 0; sign(z) = —1
if z < 0; sign(z) =0if z=0.

B. Reachability and Convergence of Sliding Surface

This section shows that the proposed controller in (@)
ensures that system state trajectory reach the sliding surface
s(k) = 0 and remain on it. The analysis uses Lemma
recalled below.

Lemma 3.1: [18] For the discrete-time SMC, the sliding
surface is reachable and convergent if and only if the
following two inequalities hold:

(si(k+1) — s;(k)) - sign(s;(k)) <0, i€ [l,m] (7a)
(si(k+ 1)+ s;(k)) - sign(s;(k)) >0, i € [1,m]. (7b)
Theorem shows the reachability and convergence of
the sliding surface.
Theorem 3.1: If the nominal controller u, (k) and the
matrix F'(xz(k)) are designed to satisfy:

NAZ(z(k)) + NBK Z(x(k)) = AZ(z(k)) + NDd(k),
(8a)

F(a(k)) = AZ(x(k)), (8b)

where A is a constant matrix dependent on the nominal
controller gain K and d(k) is a lumped disturbance related
to the disturbance w(k) and Z(x(k)), then the system state
trajectory enters and remains in a neighbourhood around the
proposed sliding surface s(k) = 0 defined by

Q= {s(k) | [si(k)| < 2fi,i € [1,m]}, )

with a constant f; dependent on the user-given matrix N.
Proof: 1t follows from (@) that

s(k+1) = NAZ(z(k)) + NBu(k) + NDw(k). (10)
By using (8), s(k + 1) becomes
s(k+1)

= AZ(x(k)) + NDd(k) — F(x(

— e(k)sign(s(k)) + NDw(k)

= (1 - q)o(k)s(k) — e(k)sign(s(k)) + N Dd(k),
where d(k) = d(k) + w(k).

To show that the sliding surface is reachable, we need

to prove the two conditions in Lemma Since the two

conditions automatically hold when s;(k) = 0, in the proof

below s;(k) # 0 is assumed.
It follows from @) - (@) and (I0) that

(si(k +1) = si(k)) - sign(si(k))
= [(1 = q)¢i.i(K)si(k) — pii(k)sign(si(k)) + fi
— si(k)] - sign(s;(k))
(1 = @)ii(k) — pi = 1si(k)| + fi - sign(si(k))
—dlsi(k)| = pilsi(k)| + fi - sign(si(k))
= alsi(k)| = pilsi (k)] + fi,

k) + (1= q)¢(k)s(k)

(1)

IAINA

12)



where f; is the i-th element of the vector NDd(k) and it
is assumed to be bounded by |f;| < f;. Since ¢ > 0, by
designing p; > 0, then when |s;(k)| > f;/pi, the inequality
(si(k + 1) — s;(k)) - sign(s;(k)) < 0 holds. Hence, it
follows from Lemma [3.] that the state trajectory can reach
a neighborhood of the sliding surface that is defined by
O = {s(k) | |si(k)| < fi/pi,i € [1,m]}.
It can also be derived from (@) - (@) and (I0) that

(si(k +1) + s:(k)) - sign(si(k))

(1 = q)¢ii(k)si(k) — @i.i(k)sign(s;(k)) + fi
+ si(k)] - sign(si(k))
(1 = q)ii(k)]si(k)| + (1 — pi)lsi(k)| + fi - sign(si(k))
(1= q)ii(K)[si(k)| + (1 = p)lsi(k)| = fi- (13)

By designing p; < 1, once the state trajectory exits the set
Q4, it holds that —f; > —p;|s;(k)|. Applying this relation
to (I3) yields

(si(k+ 1)+ s;(k)) - sign(s; (k))
> (1= q)pii(k)|si(k)] + (1 —2p;)]si (k)|

Since (1 — ¢)¢ii(k) > 0, by designing p; < 0.5, the
inequality (s;(k + 1) + s;(k)) - sign(s;(k)) > 0 holds. This
indicates that the system state trajectory will converge into
the neighborhood €.

Summing up, by designing p; satisfies 0 < p; < 0.5, the
state trajectory can reach and remain in the neighborhood of
the sliding surface defined by 2. Since 1/p; > 2, this set
can be represented more precisely as Q := {s(k) | |s:(k)| <
2f;,i € [1,m]}. |

The satisfaction of condition in (8a) is to be shown
in Proposition 3.1] in Section [II=C Since the constant f;
depends on the user-chosen matrix IV, the size of the set (2
is adjustable by choosing the value of N. This means that
the set {2 can be made arbitrarily small.

According to Theorem [3.1] the equivalent control that
keeps the system trajectory x(k) remain in the small neigh-
bourhood of the sliding surface s(k) = 0 and being stable is
derived as

(AVARLYS

(14)

Ueq = —(NB)[NAZ(2(k)) + NDw(k)] + un (k). (15)

Substituting (13) into @) gives the state dynamics on the
sliding surface as follows:

z(k+1)=

where ® = I,,, — B(NB)'N.

The nominal controller u, (k) = KZ(z(k)) should be
designed to ensure robust stability of the closed-loop system
(16). However, since the matrix A is unknown, the controller
gain K will be computed using a data-driven method de-
scribed in the next section.

PAZ(x(k)) + Bun(k) + @Dw(k),  (16)

C. Data-Driven Nominal Controller Design

To design the data-driven nominal controller, we first
derive a data-based representation of the system (2)) using

collected data. A total number of 7' samples of data are
collected and the collected samples satisfy

z(t+1) = AZ(z(t))+Bu(t)+Duw(t), t € [0,T—1]. (17)

These samples are grouped into the data sequences:

Up=[u(0),u(1), .., u(T —1)] € R™*T, (18a)
Xo=[2(0),2(1),...,2(T = 1)] € R™*T, (18b)
X1=[z(1),2(2),...,a(T)] € R"*7, (18¢)
Zo=[2(2(0)), (x(l))v---,Z(x(T— 1))]eR™=*T. (18d)
Furthermore, let the sequence of unknown disturbance be
Wo = [w(0),w(1),...,w(T —1)] € R™*T, (19)

By using (I8) and (19), we take inspiration from [12,
Lemma 2] and derive a data-based representation of the

system (I6) in Lemma 3.2
Lemma 3.2: If there exist matrices K € R™«*"= and G €

RT>7= satisfying
K1 (U
= z]e
then the system (I6) with the nominal controller u, (k) =
K Z(xz(k)) has the closed-loop dynamics
z(k +1) = Az(k) + EQ(x(k)) + ®Dw(k), 1)

where A = ((I)Xl + BUy— ‘I)DWO)GL E = (‘I)Xl + BUy—
(I)DWO)GQ, and G = [Gl GQ]

Proof: Substituting u, (k) =
using (20) yields

a(k+1) =B @A][

(20)

KZ(z(k)) into (I6) and

Iﬂ Z(x(k)) + ®Dw(k)
— [B 04 [ ]GZ( (k) + ®Duw(k)
= (DAZy + BUY)GZ(x(k)) + ®Dw(k). (22)

Since the data sequences Up, Xo, X1, Zo and Dg satisfy
(D, the relation X; = AZy + BUy + DW, holds and

OX,=DAZy + BUy + ®PDWy = ®AZy + ®DWy. (23)

This results in ®AZy = ®X; — DDW,. Applying it to 22)
and partitioning G as G = [G; G3], where G; € RT*"=
and Gy € RT*(n=—n2) yields

z(k+1) = (2X; — ©DW, + BUy)GZ(2(k)) + ®Dw(k)
= (®X, — ®DW, + BU,)[G1 Gs { Qﬁ’(‘z))}
+ ®Dw(k)
= Az(k) + EQ(z(k)) + ®Dw(k), (24)
where A = (®X; + BUy — ®DWy)G; and E = (®X; +

BUy — ®DWy)Go. ]

Since the data-based system model 2I) reliant on the
unknown disturbance w(k) and sequence Wy, a further
discussion on the bounds of W}, is recalled from [12, Lemma
4] and provided in Lemmas 3.3



Lemma 3.3: Under Assumption 21} Wy € W := {W €
R™*T | WWT < AAT}, with A = §VTI,,. Given
any matrices M € R™*T and N € R™*7 and scalar
€ > 0, it holds that MW TN + NTWM =< e !MMT +
ENTAATN, VIV € W.

The proposed data-driven nominal control design is stated
in Theorem 3.2

Theorem 3.2: Under Assumption 211 the system (6] is
robustly stable by applying the nominal controller u,, (k) =
KZ(x(k)) with

(25)

Inzfnz

—1
K= Uoly Go] [[ O]

if the following problem with the decision variables P &
R7exne Y € RT*"e Gy € RT*("==72) and ~ is feasible:

min
P,Y,G2,’y
subject to: P > 0, v > 0, (26a)
ZoY — [ P ] , (26b)
O(nzfnz)xnz
0, X(Nz—ng)
ZoGo = ’”I =) | (26¢)
((I)Xl + BUQ)GQ =0, (26d)
[P0 P (®X,Y+BUY)" 0 YT 0 ]
*x I, O 0 DT o o
* ok oyl 0 0 O 0
* ok * 1i1€1P 0 0 ®DA
* ok * * éP 0 0
*  x * * *x edr 0
[ * * * * ok =y,
> 0, (26¢e)

where D = ®D, ® = I,,, — B(NB)'N, and €;,¢5 > 0 are
arbitrary scalars given by the user.

Proof: Suppose the SDP (26) is feasible. Let G; =
Y P~!. The two constraints (26B) and (26d) together yield

Zo|G1 Go] = I, 27)
Combining @27) with @3) gives
K U

The satisfaction of (28) allows the use of Lemma and
leads to the data-based closed-loop dynamics (Z1). By further
using the equality constraint (26d), 1)) becomes

z(k +1) = Az(k) + Dw(k) (29)

where D = ®D and w(k) = w(k) — WoG2Q(x(k)). The
next step is to prove that (26€) ensures robust stability of the
dynamics (29).

Consider the Lyapunov function V (k) = z(k) " P~ 1z (k).
According to the Bounded Real Lemma [19], @9) is Ho
robust asymptotically stable if there exists a positive definite
matrix P € R™*"= and a scalar « > 0 such that

V(k4+1)=V(k)+~yta(k) "z(k)—~yw (k) "w(k) < 0. (30)

Applying @9) to (30) and rearranging the inequality gives
w(k)T (ATP'A— P 4+ 47, ) m(k)
+w(k)"(D"P7'D — 41,,,))w(k) + z(k) T AT P~ Dw(k)
+@(k)" DT Pt Az(k) < 0. (31
For any given scalar €; > 0, the following inequality holds:
z(k)" AT P Dw(k) + w(k) DT P~ Ax(k)

< e lta(k)" AT P Az (k) + eqw(k) DT P Dw(k).
Then a sufficient condition for (3I)) is given as

(k)" [+ YATP T Az(k) — P71+ 471, | 2(k)

+w(k) (D" P'D —~I,, )w(k) < 0. (32)

Define £(k) = [z(k) ", w(k) "] ". The closed-loop dynam-
ics (29) are robustly stable if

£(k) TTIE(K) < 0, (33)

where TT = diag(IT; 1,1l22), I ; = (1 4+ ¢, )ATP 1A —
P! + ’yiljnz and H272 = 61DTP71D — "yInw

An equivalent condition to (33) is given as —IT > 0.
Applying Schur complement [19] to it yields

Pt o 1, AT 0

x ~l,, O 0 DT

* *x vl 0 0| >0 (34)
* * * 1251 P 0

* * * * Lp

€1
Substituting A = (®X; + BUy — ®DW,)G; into (34),
multiplying both its sides with diag(P, I, 1,1, 1), using G1 =
Y P~1, and then after some rearrangement, we can have that

Q—MWSN-NTWM" =0, (35)

P 0 P (X1Y + BUOY)T 0

x ~I,, 0O 0 DT
with Q= | % * Y, 0 0 |,

* * * 1251 P 0

* * * * 1lp

MT = [Y7 OTana OTX’n,m7 OTX’n,m7 OTXnm]u

N= [Onw XMy Onw XMy 5 Onw XMy ((I)D)Ta Onw an] .
By using Lemma [3.3] a sufficient condition to (33) is

Q- 'MM"T — eNTAATN -0, (36)

for any given scalar ez > 0.

Further applying Schur complement to (36) gives (26g).
Therefore, the satisfaction of (26¢) leads to that of (30) and
thus ensuring the robustly asymptotic stability of (29). m

A condition ensuring feasibility of the SDP (28)) is that Zg
has full row rank [12]. This condition is necessary to have
(6b) and 26d), i.e. 27), fulfilled and it can be viewed as a
condition on the richness of the data.

The reachability and convergence of the sliding surface
shown in Theorem [3.1] relies on the condition (8a). It is
proved below that the proposed data-drive nominal control
design ensures satisfaction of this condition.



Proposition 3.1: The proposed data-drive nominal control
design in Theorem ensures that the condition (8a) is
satisfied with

A=NX,G, dk)=-WoGZ(x). (37)
Proof: By using 22) and (24) with the satisfaction of
the equality ([26d), one can get
D AZ(z(k)) + Bun(k) = (92X, + BUy)Gyx(k)

— ODWLGZ(x(k)).  (38)

The term ®AZ(x(k)) + Bu,, can also be re-arranged as

®AZ(x(k)) + Bun(k)
= AZ(2(k)) + (2I — ®)Bu, (k) — B(NB)'Z
K

= [(2] - ®)B 4] [ L

} Z(z(k)) — B(NB)'=

=[(21 — ®)B A [gg] GZ(x(k)) — BINB)'E

(
(2] — ®)BUy + AZy)|GZ(2(k)) — B(NB)T
(I — ®)BUy + X1 — DWy]GZ(x(k)) — B(NB)'=
(I — ®)BUy + X1]GZ(x(k)) — DWoGZ(x(k))
— B(NB)'z,
where = = NAZ(z(k)) + NBK Z(xz(k)).
Combining (38) and (B9) gives
B(NB)'=
= [(I — ®)BUy + X1]GZ(x(k)) — DWoGZ(x(k))
— [(®X, + BUy)Ghz(k) — ®DWoGZ(x(k))]
= [(I — ®)BUy + X1]GZ(x(k)) — (®X; + BUp)G1x(k)
+ (=1 + ®)DWGZ(x(k))
= AZ(2(k)) + (= + @) DWoGZ(x(k)),

(1]

(39)

(40)

where A = [(~®BU, + (I — ®)X,)Gy, (I — ®)BU, +
Xl)Gg].

Since NB(NB)" = I,,, and N® = 0, multiplying both
sides of (@Q0) from the left by N yields

NAZ(x(k)) + NBK Z(z(k)) = AZ(z) + NDd(k), (41)
where A = NA = [NX1G1, (NBUy + NX1)Gs| and

d(k) = —WoGZ(x). By applying the equality @6d), A is
equivalent to A = NX;G. ]

IV. SIMULATION EVALUATION

Effectiveness of the proposed data-driven SMC is evalu-
ated using an inverted pendulum system

I (]C + 1) = l‘l(k) + tsl'g(k),

eo(k+ 1) = <1 _ %) 2o (k) + %g sin(z: (k)

)+ tow(k),

me?
where z; is the angular displacement, o is the angular
velocity, u is the applied torque, and w(k) is a disturbance
uniformly distributed in [0, d]. ts is the sampling time,

Existing method | |
Proposed method
0 5 10 15 20
10 T
0
Il
8
-10
-20 '
0 5 10 15 20
0 ‘
= -100
-200 [
0 5 10 15 20
Time (s)

Fig. 1: Performance comparison for disturbance level § =
0.01.

m is the mass of pendulum, ¢ is the distance from pivot
to centre of mass of the pendulum, p is the rotational
friction coefficient, and g is the gravitational constant. The
parameters used in the simulation are t; = 0.1 s, m = 1,
¢=1,g=98and p=0.01.

The same inverted pendulum system is used in [12]
to evaluate their data-driven controller with approximate
nonlinearity cancellation. To demonstrate advantages of the
proposed data-driven SMC, the existing method in [12] (i.e.,
the SDP problem in Eq. (56)) is re-implemented for compar-
ison. The data for the existing method and proposed method
is collected by applying the pendulum an input uniformly
distributed in [—0.5,0.5] and with initial states within the
same interval. The SDP problems of both methods are solved
using the toolbox YALMIP [20] with the solver MOSEK
[21] in Matlab. For the proposed method, the parameters are
selected as N = [1, 1], e = 1.06, e = 1.02, ¢ = 0.1,
o = 0.1, and p; = 0.5. For the existing method, the same
parameters in Example 6 of [12] are used.

The performance of the existing method and the pro-
posed method is compared considered different levels of
disturbances (indicated by the value of §). The existing
method [12] is feasible up to § = 0.11. This observation
coincides with the findings in [12]. Noticeably, experiments
demonstrated that the proposed method remains feasible up
to 6 ~ 0.5. The comparative results for the disturbance levels
d = 0.01 and § = 0.11 are depicted in Fig. [l and Fig. 2l
respectively. It can be seen that the proposed method achieves
faster system stabilisation under both levels of disturbances.
The obtained controller gain in the existing method is unable
to steer the pendulum to the origin = (0,0) when § = 0.11.
Experiments showed that the proposed method can steer the
pendulum to the origin up to § ~ 0.5.

V. CONCLUSION

This paper presents a data-driven SMC to stabilise multi-
input multi-output nonlinear systems with partially unknown
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Fig. 2: Performance comparison for disturbance level § =
0.11.

dynamics and external disturbance. The control design lever-
ages the concept of approximate nonlinearity cancellation,
with both the nominal and robust controllers being data-
dependent. Compared to the existing data-driven methods,
the proposed design is advantageous in terms of achieving
robust global stabilisation without requiring that the non-
linearity term goes to zero faster than the state. Simulation
results show that compared to the existing method, the
proposed design achieves better system stabilisation with
robustness to a much higher level of disturbance. Future re-
search will consider data-driven SMC for nonlinear systems
with noisy data and applying the proposed design to mixed
traffic systems.
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