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Distributed Prescribed-Time Convex Optimization:
Cascade Design and Time-Varying Gain Approach

Gewei Zuo, Lijun Zhu, Yujuan Wang and Zhiyong Chen

Abstract—In this paper, we address the distributed prescribed-
time convex optimization (DPTCQO) problem for a class of non-
linear multi-agent systems (MASs) under undirected connected
graph. A cascade design framework is proposed such that the
DPTCO implementation is divided into two parts: distributed
optimal trajectory generator design and local reference trajec-
tory tracking controller design. The DPTCO problem is then
transformed into the prescribed-time stabilization problem of
a cascaded system. Changing Lyapunov function method and
time-varying state transformation method together with the
sufficient conditions are proposed to prove the prescribed-time
stabilization of the cascaded system as well as the uniform
boundedness of internal signals in the closed-loop systems. The
proposed framework is then utilized to solve robust DPTCO
problem for a class of chain-integrator MASs with external
disturbances by constructing a novel variables and exploiting
the property of time-varying gains. The proposed framework
is further utilized to solve the adaptive DPTCO problem for
a class of strict-feedback MASs with parameter uncertainty,
in which backstepping method with prescribed-time dynamic
filter is adopted. The descending power state transformation is
introduced to compensate the growth of increasing rate induced
by the derivative of time-varying gains in recursive steps and
the high-order derivative of local reference trajectory is not
required. Finally, theoretical results are verified by two numerical
examples.

Index Terms—Distributed convex optimization, Stabilization of
cascaded systems, Prescribed-time control, Time-varying gain.

I. INTRODUCTION

The distributed convex optimization (DCO) has attracted
significant attention and brings many applications for multi-
agent systems (MASs), for example, reliable communications
in wireless networks [1]], collision avoidance among multiple
robots [2], economic dispatch in power systems [3]], [4],
distributed optimal power flow [5]], traffic management for
large-scale railway networks [6], traffic metering in urban
street networks [[7]. In a DCO problem, each agent has a local
cost function only known to itself and there is a global cost
function takes the sum of local cost functions. The objective is
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to design distributed controllers with limited local information
such that the output or state of each agent converges to the
optimum of global cost function. The earliest work on DCO
can be tracked back to [8]], and it attracts increasing interests
in the last decade after the pioneer works in [9], [10].

The focus of DCO research is on four aspects: generaliz-
ing the type of cost functions [11]-[16] and systems [17]-
[24], faster convergent rate [23], [25]-[29], and disturbance
rejection [20], [22]], [24]], [30]], [31]. The optimization control
algorithms for time-independent cost function [[11f], time-
varying cost function [12]] and cost function with constraints
[13], [[14] have been proposed. In [15]], [16], the convexity of
local cost function and strong convexity of global cost function
are respectively removed. Some works aim to achieve DCO
for more general systems, such as single-integrator system in
[17], linear system in [18]], [[19]], Euler-Lagrange system in
[20] and strict-feedback system in [21], [22]. Using sliding-
mode control and backstepping method, the DCO controller
can handle systems that are high-order and nonlinear [24].
A common approach to solving the DCO for high-order
systems is the cascade design where the solution to the DCO
problem is divided into two parts. The first one is distributed
optimum seeking, which by utilizing the local information
interaction generates local optimal reference for each agent
that asymptotically converges to the optimal solution of the
global cost function. The second one is to design local tracking
controller to make the output or state asymptotically converge
to the local optimal references.

The convergence rate and the disturbance rejection are two
concerns of DCO. In [23]], [29], the finite-time convergence
of DCO is considered where all agents reach a consensus
within a finite time interval while minimizing the global cost
function. The finite-time DCO for chain integrator MASs with
mismatched disturbances is achieved in [31], while fixed-
time convergence is shown in [25]], [27], [28], where the
finite settling time is independent of initial values. In [26],
the predefined-time DCO is achieved by designing a class
of time-based functions, where the solution converges to a
neighborhood of the optimum within a given time and to the
optimum as time approaches infinity. But it cannot be extended
to handle disturbances and high-order systems.

In this paper, we address the distribute prescribed-time
convex optimization (DPTCO) for high-order nonlinear MASs
with uncertainties for which the solution converges to the
optimum within any prescribed time. The prescribed-time
control is proposed to ensure that the settling time does not
depend on the initial values and control parameters [32], [33]].
The main contribution of this paper is summarized as follows.



First, a DFTCO framework for a class of nonlinear MASs
with disturbances is proposed. By embedding a cascade de-
sign, the DFTCO implementation is divided into two parts,
namely, distributed optimal trajectory generator design and lo-
cal reference trajectory tracking controller design. The DPTCO
problem is then transformed into the prescribed-time stabi-
lization problem of two cascaded subsystems where the first
one is for the error of the distributed estimation towards the
global optimum and the second one is for local tracking errors.
Changing Lyapunov function method and time-varying state
method together with some sufficient conditions are proposed
to prove the prescribed-time stabilization of the cascaded
system as well as the uniform boundedness of internal signals
in the closed-loop system. A specific distributed optimal
trajectory generator is constructed to show that the distributed
estimation errors converges towards zero within a prescribed
time.

Second, under the DPTCO framework, we propose a robust
DPTCO algorithm for a class of nonlinear chain-integrator
MASs with external disturbance. We design a novel variable
and introduce a new time-varying state transformation, which
converts the prescribed-time stabilization problem of local
tracking error and other states unrelated to the output into the
boundedness of the new variable. Different from traditional
sliding-mode control in [34] and the prescribed-time work in
[32], our approach does not need the high-order derivative of
the reference trajectory for tracking. Moreover, our proposed
algorithm is robust for any bounded external disturbances.

Third, we consider adaptive DPTCO for a class of strict-
feedback MASs with parameter uncertainty. We introduce
time-varying state transformation of a descending power to
compensate the growth of increasing rate induced by derivative
of time-varying gains in recursive steps. The backstepping
method with prescribed-time dynamic filter is adopted to avoid
the utilization of high-order derivative of reference trajectory,
and an adaptive law is designed to compensate parameter
uncertainty.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section[II] gives
the notation and problem formulation. Section [lII] presents the
DPTCO framework for a type of nonlinear systems, for which
Section [I[V] elaborates the optimal trajectory generator design.
Given the DPTCO framework and optimal trajectory gener-
ator, robust DPTCO for chain-integrator MASs and adaptive
DPTCO for strict-feedback MASs are considered in Section
respectively. The numerical simulation is conducted in
Section and the paper is concluded in Section

II. NOTATIONS AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

A. Notations

R, R>o and R™ denote the set of real numbers, the set
of non-negative real numbers, and the n-dimensional Eu-
clidean space, respectively. ¢y denotes the initial time, 7" the
prescribed-time scale, and T, := {t : t¢ < ¢t < T + tp} the
corresponding time interval. Define functions z1(s) : R>g —
RZQ, 172(0, S) : RZO X RZO — Rzo, xl(s) = S[xz(C,S)]
means that supgcr_ [71(s)/22(c,s)] < oo for any ¢ < oo.

The symbol 15 € RY (or Oy € RY) denotes an N-
dimensional column vector whose elements are all 1 (or 0). For
a € Koo, (a(s))™! = 1/a(s) for s € R>(/0, while a~!(s)
be the inverse function of a(s) for s € Rx>o.

An undirected graph is denoted as G = (V, ), where V =
{1,--, N} is the node set and £ C V x V is the edge set.
The existence of an edge (¢, j) € £ means that nodes i, j can
communicate with each other. Denote by A = [a;;] € RV*N
the weighted adjacency matrix, where (j,7) € £ & a;; > 0
and a;; = 0 otherwise. A self edge is not allowed, i.e., a; = 0.
The Laplacian matrix £ of graph G is denoted as £ = [I;;] €
RNXN, where l” = Zj\[:l Qjj, lij = —Q4y with ¢ # _] If g is
connected, then the null space of £ is spanned by 1, and all
the other NV — 1 eigenvalues of L are strictly positive.

B. Problem Formulation

Consider the nonlinear MASs
&' = gh (2, y' ul, d (1)),

. . L L 1
y~z — g;(xl’yz7uz7dz(t))7 = V, ( )

where 2! € R”, 4 € R™, u! € R? are system state, output
and control input of ith agent, respectively. d* : [tg,00) +
D C R™ denotes the system’s uncertainties or external
disturbances where D is a compact set belonging to R™¢ and
it is possibly time-varying. g¢ : R" x R™ x R? x D ~ R™,
g; : R XR™ xR x ]D) — Rm are smooth functions of their ar-
guments satisfying g; (0,y*,0,d") = 0 and g;(0,y*,0,d") =0
for any y* € R™ and d' € R"4. The output feedback system
contains various specific types [35], i.e., chain-integrator
system [32f], strict-feedback system [36] and feedforward
system [37]].

The objective of the distributed prescribed-time optimal
agreement is, for any prescribe-time 7' > 0, to design a dis-
tributed controller u* such that the agent’s output 3 converges
to the optimum z* of the convex optimization problem

min f(z) = Z?;lfi(Z), (2)

z€R™
where f%(z) is the local scalar cost function for ith agent,
O(1/k) ie.,

lim |y (t) —2*|| =0, i €V, 3)

t—T+to

irrespective of system initial value and any other control
parameters besides 7. Moreover, the state z*, the output y°
and control input u* must be bounded, i.e.,

(" ()", (" (1), (u' (1) < o0

holds for ¢ € V and ¢ € 7,. The optimization problem
can be recasted as the output consensus of agents towards the
optimum of the team cost function, i.e.,

min SN | fi(y'), i €V,
Yy

subject to ' = ¢/,

“4)

where y = [y7, - ,yn]"
In order to solve the prescribed-time optimal agreement, the
function

p(t) =1/(T +1t0 = 1) (5)



is used throughout the paper as the time-varying gain.
The function p(t) increases to infinity as ¢ approaches the
prescribed-time T+t and is commonly used in the prescribed-
time control. For ¢ € 7, one has u € R, := [1/T,00). We
simplify p(t) as u throughout this paper if no confusion occur.
For any a € K, and ¢ € R, define

K (va(p) —exp(f75 ),

where we note k (ta(t)) converges to zero as t — T+t for
any ¢ < 0 and o € K. We study the problem under these
two common assumptions.

Assumption 2.1: The undirected graph G is connected. 1

Assumption 2.2: For each i€ V), the function f? is first-
order differentiable, and f* as well as its gradient Vf? are
only known to ith agent. Moreover, it is p.-strongly convex
and has o.-Lipschitz gradients, i.e., for =,y € R™,

(Vfi(@) = VW) (x =) > pelle =y,
IVfi(z) = VI < ecllz = yll,

where p. and p. are some known positive constants. ]
Under Assumption f is strictly convex as f* is for
i € V. Therefore, if the optimization problem (2 (or problem
([@)) is solvable, the optimum is unique. We need the following
assumption for the optimization problem to be sensible.
Assumption 2.3: The optimal value of cost function (2)),
denoted as f*, is finite and the optimum set Zopt = {z €
R™ | Z _,fY(z) = f*} is nonempty and compact [38]. 1
Some definitions are given as follows and will be used later.
Definition 2.1: A function « : [0,00) — [a,00) is said to
belong to class S, it is strictly increasing and a(0) = a > 0.
1

teTp, (6)

Definition 2.2: A continuous function § : [0,¢) x [0,T) —
[0, 00) is said to belong to class ICLT if, for each fixed s, the
mapping 3(r, s) belongs to class K¢, with respect to r and, for
each fixed r, the mapping [(r, s) is decreasing with respect
to s and satisfies S(r,s) — 0 as s — T. The function 3 is
said to belong class KL if 3 belongs to class KL%, and for
each fixed s, the mapping 3(r, s) belongs to class K, with
respect to r. 1

Definition 2.3: [39] Consider the system x = g(t, x, d(t))
where y € R™ is the state and d(t) : [tg,00) — R™ is the
external input. For any given T' > 0, the y-dynamics is said
to be prescribed-time stable if there exits 5 € L7 such that
for xo € R™ and d € R™, ||x(¢)|| < B(llxoll,t — to) holds
for ¢t € T, where xo = x(to). 1

Definition 2.4: The continuously differentiable function
V(z) : R" — Ryq is called the prescribed-time stable
Lyapunov function for the system @ = f(z, ), if V(x) and
its derivative along the trajectory of the system satisfy, for all
x€R"and t € Tp,

a(fl=])) < V(z) <

a(lz)), V < —a(u)Vv, 7

where o, a, & are K, functions and p is denoted in . a(p)
is called prescribed-time convergent gain. The inequalities in
are simplified as V(z) ~ {a,a,al® = f(z,u)}. The
continuously differentiable function V(z) : R™ — Ry is
called the prescribed-time input-to-state stable (ISS) Lyapunov

function for the system @ = f(x, d, ) with d € R™¢ being the
external input, if V' (x) and its derivative along the trajectory
of the system satisfy, for all x € R™ and ¢ € 7,,,

afllzll) < V(@) < a(jlzll),
V< =a(wV +a(pa(ld])

with o, &, &, 6 € Ko and o € K. &(p), 6(p) and o(||d||)
are called prescribed-time convergent, prescribed-time ISS
gain and (normal) ISS gain, respectively. The inequalities in
are simplified as V(z) ~ {a, &, &, [0,5]|2 = f(z,d,u)}.
When d contains multiple inputs as d = [d}, - - ,dL]"
where d; € R™, the second inequality of becomes
V < —alp)V 4+ 30, Gi(p)oi(||di]]), and the inequalities
are simplified as V(z) ~ {a, &, &, [01,51], -+ , [on, Fn]|E =
f(x,d,pm)}. 1

Remark 2.1: Note that the ISS gain o in a typical ISS-
Lyapunov function belongs to K., and it goes to zero when
the external input d vanishes. In prescribed-time control, we
allow o € K< such that the term does not vanish even when
the external input d vanishes. ]

®)

III. A CASCADE DESIGN APPROACH

The cascade design approach has been used for the dis-
tributed convex optimization problem in [20]], [21]], [24]. Fol-
lowing the cascade design principle, the optimal agreement can
be decomposed into two subproblems, namely the distributed
optimum seeking and local reference trajectory tracking. To
this end, we propose the controller in the general form of

=g (xR, )
¢h=hi(sh ¢ E ), (10)
u'=hl (¢ ¢ E ), i eV, (11)

where " = Yjen;ai;(¢7 — () is the relative information re-
ceived by ith agent from its neighbors and &' = [(2%)", (y*)"]".
(’-dynamics is designed to estimate the optimum z* of the
cost function (2). The state of ¢’ can be decomposed as
¢t = [(@")", (p")"]" where p‘-dynamics can be designed to
adaptively find the gradient of the local cost function V f#(2*).
¢*-dynamics is similar to a PI controller and designed to admit
the equilibrium point (l = (5= (297, (ph(2%))T]" with
some known function pj. ¢* € R™s is the local controller state
used to construct the actual control input u* for the tracking.

A. Coordinate Transformation and Cascaded Error System

For i € V, define the error states

e =w' — 2", e, =p" —pp(27), ' =y — 27,

6; = yi - wia 62 = [(xi)T7 (eé)Ta (gi)T]T .
Note that e’ and e;; are the error from the distributed optimal
value seeking, e’ is the optimal tracking error and e; is the
local tracking error towards the local estimated optimal value
@'. Define the lumped vectors e = [(ef,), (€M) T,
€p = [(611))T7"' 7(657\[)—1 = [(6 ) 7( )T]T and €r =
[(e=)", (€,)"]". Note that ¢’ *[ O @) =0, ()T +

12)



d
> & =g.(c.e.d', u(t))
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Prescribed-time Input-to-State
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Figure 1. [X1,25]" with d =

[(dl)T,

Cascaded system X =

7 (dN)T]T.

[(2")7, (el)T]" + [0, (e%,)"]" and ¢* = ¢* 4 €. . Then closed-
loop system composed of (T), (9), and (TT)) can be casted into
the error dynamics as follows

ér = he (e, 1) (13)
el =g. (el end', ), (14)
e' =[0,1,0]e’ + [I,0]e., (15)
u' = hi (el e, 1), i € V. (16)

where i~L< and g% in — can be derived from the definition
and o .

g;zl,‘(ez,57 67"7 d17 IJ’)
g;(eé7 eT7 dl? /’(’)

hi(el, e, p)

As illustrated in Fig. [T] the error system is in a cascaded form.
With the decomposition of ¢’ in (15), in order to show (3),
it suffices to prove the prescribed-time stability of e,- and
ei-dynamics, i.e., there exist KL% functions f,, 5 such that

ller @)1 < Br(llex (to)l, ¢ = to),
les@1 < Bs(lles o)l ¢ = to),

gt (el ep,d, ) = (17)

1
1eV. .

B. Prescribed-time Stabilization of Cascaded System

1) Changing Lyapunov Function Method: We propose
three conditions sufficient for prescribed-time stabilization of

the cascaded system (I3)-(T3).
C;: e,-dynamics in admits a prescribed-time Lyapunov
function V;.(e,) : R™Y = Rx such that

VT(GT) ~ {QT,O_ZT, &r|ér = ﬁ{ (€T7M)} (19)

holds;
Cz: ei-dynamics in (14) admits a prescribed-time 1SS
Lyapunov function Vi(el) : R® + Rxq such that

V;(e;) ~ {Qi’ O?i, div [O’i,&i], [U(iiv &Zl]
let = gi(el,ep,d' u)}, i €V
holds for some ad € K¢, and a € Koo
Cs: hC in satisfies
e (e ) || < vl lerll,
for some v € Koo fLé in and iﬂ in satisfy
1BE (e, e )| < A2 [(eD)", THI,
15, (el er, | < vi ()1 [(e2)"s €]l i

(20)

ey

(22)

for some vg, i€ Koo

Note that condltlon C, implies that V, < —a(u)V,.
Invoking comparison lemma leads to V,.(e.(t)) <
Vi(er(to))k(—ar (1)) where k(—a&(p)) is denoted in
(6). Due to V;.(e;) > a,.( ), it gives

lex (@)1 < o' (@ (llen(to) Dr(=ar (1)), (23)

showing that the state of the first subsystem goes to zero
at prescribed-time to + 7' and the first inequality in (I8) is
achieved. In order to investigate how the e,.-dynamics affects
the convergence of e’-dynamics, we introduce the change of
the Lyapunov function for the e’-dynamics as

Wi, ey) = aL(m)V (ey), (24)
with Ui € Koo. Then, the convergence result for the whole

system is given in the following theorem.
Theorem 3.1: Consider the system composed of (I, (9),

(I0) and (II). Suppose the closed-loop system (I3)-(I3)

after the state transformation satisfies conditions Cl Cs. De-
fine functions ¢, (c,s) = a;* (cexp (— [y~ dT)) and
0i(c, ) = (al)~L(v(e)/ (i (s))) with some 've e kg

¢ > 0. Suppose

max{¢(s),7(s), v (1)} = S[1/(er(c,9))] (25

and there exists a K, function o¢ for such that
) < s20i(s)ai(s)/2 26)
max{y{(s), 7, (s)} = S[1/(el(c, 9))], @27
L)) = Slexp(e)ai(s)], (28)
0(5)5,(s) = Slag(s)/or(er(c, 5))] (29)

hold. Then, the problem of the distributed prescribed-time
optimal agreement is solved for any bounded initial condition.

1
Proof: Due to one has Vi(el) < —ai(u)Vi(el) +
ah(p )O’d(”dl”) + G (,u)ai(”eTH). Taking time derivative of

Wi(p,el) in and using yield
i dai H i i ~i i
e < 970 2y oyl

= T
+aa(wog(ld'l) + oy (mar(llexl]))
< —a (W2 + Fg(wag(ld'l]) + 7 (mar(llex ),
where 7;(p) = o ()55 (u) and 7} (n) = o (1)57 (1) Invok-
ing comparison lemma yields

W0 < W (~ 300 )

+ [ e (5 e)as ) ok )l
i(llen(r)dr
(30)

Denote the bound of ||d| as d*. Given (28)) with ¢ = 0, one
has sup,cp, (75(1)/@k(1)) < co. As a result, the second
term on the right-hand of (30) can be calculated as

/ o (if‘;as( ())ds) ()l (7)l)dr

[ o (=5 a5 30



< oild)s (;azm))

[ i

= og(d') sup (a4(p)/7a(w)) &

HERp

ool
<1 — K <—;di(u))> :

where ¢/, = 20%(d") sup,er, (75(1)/a% (1)) is a finite con-
stant. By (23], one has

ler®ll < ;" (@ (lentto) ) exp (= 460 72 (r)dr) )
o (ean(ler(to) ) exp (~ 4 r2a()ar))
= or(ear([lex(to)ll), u(t)), (32)
where € = exp (fg(tO)T 2647«(7')d7'). Similar t0 due to
(29) and (32), the third term on the right-hand of (30) satisfies

/ exp (=3 L (o)) ) 3ok len ()
S/t:eXP (—;fﬁas( (s ))ds) ames)

o, (or(ear(ller(to)]), u(r))) dr
(3/7a80as )
% Ar(p(r ))UKQT(EO‘T(”er(tO)H) p(r )))d( Tdi( (s))ds)

ai(u(r)) fo®

)}

where € = 2sup, e, (72 (1) (0r (eair ([lex (to) 1), 1))/ (1)

is a finite constant. Substituting (3I) into

BO) vields Wi(t) < Wilte)r(—1ai(w) + (e +

e;)ﬁ— k(—3ai(n))) < Wito) + €, + €. Then according
(24), e’ satisfies

<e€

€29

(33)

les @)1l < (@) (35" (les (o) /o3 (1)
= o([les(toll, 1),

where 35(1 (1)) = ob(u(taab(le5 (i)l £ f + ¢ and
(a’)~! denotes the inverse function of al means the
second equation in (I8) is achieved. As a result the DPTCO
is achieved.

Next we prove the boundedness of hé, hi, h%. By ,
@3). @7 and @H. max{rc(n). 7 () V@l < 0.
max{vg( Vi)l < es hold for some ﬁnlte constants
€r, €, and pu € R;,. Since hz hz hl satisfy , these
inequalities imply that ht, hi, hz are bounded for t € 7;,. This

(34)

completes the proof. ]

Remark 3.1: When q,.(s) = ¢,.s2, a@,(s) = ¢.5%, a.(s) =
crs, ay(s) = c,s%, ag(s) = eis?, a4(s) = ¢is™, Gy(p) = s,
oh(s) = s2, &fn(s) = 5%, ol(s) = s? and c(s) = Yi(s) =
Y4 (s) = cys™ with m,n > 1, (25)-(29) in Theorem [3.1] are

satisfied with o%(s) = s™~ ! for m > 2n + 1, ¢t > 2(m —
HT™ 1 ¢, >m+1. 1
Remark 3.2: Different from the asymptotic stabilization
[40] and finite-time stabilization [41]], the prescribed-time
stabilization of a cascaded system does not only require the
prescribed-time stabilization of the autonomous subsystem
(in this case e,-dynamics), but also condition on the effect
of its prescribed-time convergent gain on the e-dynamics.
Suppose the prescribed-time ISS Lyapunov function for ei-
dynamics admits v (s) = ks?, 6i(s) = c18, Gi(s) = cas™
oi(s) = s, oi(s) = s?, where m > 2 is some posmve
integer, the upper and lower bounds of V;.(e,) in condition
C, are o,.(s) 1182, ap(s) = 1282 with 0 < 13 <
12 and ol(s) s. In order to meet the condition (29),

-

Co C 2

e

< m=Lexp (=3 [o7%ar(7)) dT < 0o must

hold, requiring the prescribed-time convergent gain in (T9) to
satisfy a.(s) > 2(m — 1)s. 1
2) Time-varying State Transformation : A common practice
in the literature of prescribed-time control [32], [33] is the
time-varying state transformation technique. When C; is not
feasible, we can seek a time-varying state transformation

e, = hi(e, ), (35)

where h% : R*Tm+™Ms x R, — R® is a differentiable function.
Generally, the mapping from e’ to €’ is nonlinear. The é€’-
dynamics becomes

Li = Bi(NiaeradiaU)
Oh? . h
sz s 2
8Lgc( ers ,u)+8ﬂu,

where we used jt = p?. Due to the nonlinearity of hi(-),
¢! = 0 may not guarantee ¢, = 0. With the time-varying state
transformation, the closed-loop system composed of (I), (9),
and (TI) can be casted into the error dynamics as follows

ér = he (er, 1) s (36)
e =hi(e e, d, pu),icV, (37)
and gi-dynamics and v’ in , can rewritten as
' = hi(E, er, ), (38)
ut = R (E e, 1) (39)

with some functions h% and A, derived from , and
. Similarly, &/ = 0 may not guarantee h! = 0 and h, = 0.
We modify conditions C,, C3 to C'Z, C/3 as follows.

Cj: There exists a time-varying state transformation (35)
such that &%-dynamics in admits a prescribed-time ISS
Lyapunov function V7 (é%) : R® -+ R and

ok, 64, [0

Vi ~ ek Bk
|6 = hi(e e, d' p)}, Vi€V

holds for some 0. € K. and ag € KS. Moreover, the

boundedness of ét implies prescribed-time convergence of el
Cj: hlin (38) and R, in satisfy
1R (€5 ery Il < valllEslr) + Fe(w)llerl,

e : (41)
17, (€6 ey Il < FeCllEGllT) + Fu(wllerll, i € V



for . € B, where i1y = supyer, |50)]. . 3 € K.
and 7;,, V¢ € Koo

Theorem 3.2: Consider the system composed of (I), (9),
(TO) and (TI). Suppose the closed-loop system (I3)), (36) and
after the state transformation satisfies conditions Cj, C;,
C} with

max{y¢(s), 3¢(s), Tu ()} = S[1/(er(c;8)),  (42)

where o,(c, s) is defined in Theorem [3.1} and
&fi(s) = Slexp(c)ak(s)], (43)
55(s) = Slag(s)/ (o7 (er(c, )] (44)

hold. Then, the problem of the distributed prescribed-time
optimal agreement is solved for any bounded initial condition.
1 .

Proof: Due to , one has V(&) < —ak(u)Vi(el) +

g (wat(l|d'])) +at()ok(lles]]). Invoking comparison lemma

yields
Vi(eL(t) < V(e (to))r(—ak(w))

+ [ exp (L u(6)as) ol ) han

to

+ [ e (~[18(0(5)5) 5o ler () D

to

Similar to the deviations in (3I) and (33), by @3) and @4) ,

the bound of f/si satisfies
VIEL(t) < VI(EL(to))m(—as
(& (1 — R~ ().
where

€= sup (53()/a4(1)) o4 < .

€ = sup (@x(w)ar(er(ear([ler(to)]]); 1))/ a5(s)) < oo.
The inequality implies that é% is bounded. Since the
boundedness of ¢ implies the prescribed-time convergence of
e’ by condition C}, the second equation in is achieved and
outputs of the agents converge to the optimal solution within
prescribed time. Similar to the proof of Theorem 3.1} by @2),
we have max{~v¢(u), 7:(1), 55 (1) }H|er|| < oo, and then the
boundedness of all signals is guaranteed. This completes the
proof. ]

IV. PRESCRIBED-TIME OPTIMAL SOLUTION SEEKING

In this section, we elaborate the design of ¢*-dynamics. The
two subsystems of (’-dynamics, namely w*- and p’-dynamics,
are designed as,

&' = —aln) (Zjen: (= = =) + V(=) + 1), @6)

5 = ) jene (= ), i €V, @)
where a € K is a differentiable function to be designed.

Let 7 = 1x/V/N € RN and R € RV*(N=1) be such that
"R = 0, R'"R = Iy_;. Therefore, RR" = Iy = Iy —

L1n1Y ‘and [r, R] is an orthogonal matrix. Define Lp =
RLR, L =L®In Lrp = Lrp® Iy, R =R® I, and

7 = r ® I,,. For a connected graph, L is a positive matrix
and \oln_1 < Lr < AnyIn_1 where Ay and Ay are the
second smallest and largest eigenvalues of L, respectively. Let
@ = (@), (@) and p = [(p)",-- , (p¥)". The
dynamics @6) and ([@7) for the group of agents can be written
compactly as

@ =—a(p)lw - a(W)VF(w) —alp)p,  48)
P = a(p)Le, (49)
where VF(w) = [VfY(w!); -+ ; V¥ (w?)]. Note that the

system (48) and @9) is in the form of ().

Proposition 4.1: Consider #8) and (@9) under Assumption
21l 22 and 23] Let z* be the optimal solution to the
optimization problem (2) and thus 1y ® z* be the optimal
solution to the optimization problem (). For initial value of
P (to) satisfies S~ pf(to) = 0, then

w'=1§® 27, (50)
p*=—-VF(1y ®2z") (51
is the solution of
0=—Lw—-VF(w)—-p, 0=~Low. (52)
1
Proof: From , the solution satisfies
w* € span{ly ® v}, p*=—-VF(w") (53)

for any vector v € R™. Since G is undirected and connected,
the Laplacian matrix matrix £ is symmetric and its null space
is spanned by 1y, then 13,£ = 0. By Y.~ p(to) = 0, left
multiplying (@9) by 1%y ® I,,, yields

YLp ) =0 = S0 ) =0 (t) =0, t > to.

Then left multiplying the first equation in by 1y ® Ip,
yields
SLVIiw) =0

For the optimization problem (2), the necessary and sufficient
condition for a point z* to be the unique optimal solution is
V") = Zfilfl(z*) = 0, and thus we have v = z* and
(30). Substituting (50) into the second equation of (53) leads
to (31). [ ]

As introduced in Section [T, we use the coordinate trans-
formation e, = w — 1y ® 2%, ¢, = p+ VF(1y ® 2*) with
ew and e, being the error variables for distributed optimal
value seeking problem. From Proposition 1] (48) and (@9),

e,~-dynamics can be obtained, with e, = [eL, e;]T, as
b = —a(p)(Lew + VF(eq) + €p), (54)
ép = a(p)Leg, GR)

where
VE(ew) = [(VF(=") = V1))
(VN @N) = VN )T
Theorem 4.1: Consider (’-dynamics in and (@#7) under

Assumption 2.1} 2.2] and 23] Define

{ 1 14202 } ¢
€1 = max{ —, ,
)\2 2pc




1 1
cgclmax{l,)\z}Jrl, C*:E7 57)

where p. and g, are given in Assumption If Zf-vzlpi(to) =

0 and
da(s)
ds

holds for s € R, then e,-dynamics satisfies condition Cy
with

< %(3”‘572(@(5))2 (58)

a,(s) = cos?,  ay(s) = c3s?,

Go(s) = 2¢als), ve(s) = max{2in + oo, 1}a(s).
Moreover, the bounds of ¢, and ¢, satisfy

lerll < elllecto)s (~c'a(m),  (©0)

A ) =2 %) G

for some v, Ve € Koo 1
Proof: Let us introduce the state transformations as

TR (3 [F
where @, » € R™ and 3, ¢ € RN=1m_ Ag aresult, the system
composed of (54) and (53) can be rewritten as

¢ = —a(WVF(ex),

= —a()(Lrp + RVF(ez) + ),

6=0, 6=a(n)lnp,

where we used 7'L = 0 and 7'e, = 0. Let the Lyapunov
function candidate be V' (¢, ) = G- (¢ o+ PLR D)+ Lo+
) (¢ + ¢) where Lr = diag{I,,,Lr}. Then the time
derivative of V (¢, ¢) along satisfies

(63)

Ve, 9)
= cia(p) (~¢"Lrp = §7VF(ez) = FRVE(e) )
+a(p) (-9 VE(ex) ~ FRVE (ez) ~ §6

— "¢ — FFVE(en) — qETRTvF(ew)) (64)

where we used ¢'¢p = QET(;B 1+ ¢'¢ and ¢'¢ = 0. Due to
Assumption 2.2 and (62), one has
L EFFVE(en) — FRVE(en) = —eLVF(en)
=Y (@ — ) (VFi(@d) = V()
< —pellesl® = —pellell*.

A few facts are ¢"¢ = 0, —(¢"F" +¢"R")VE (e) < || gl12/4+
o2llell* and =" < [|@l* + [|¢]|*/4. Substituting (65) and
the above inequalities into (64) yields
V(e,9) < —a(p)(erpe + pe — 07)lll®
—a(p)(cire = D][@]* = alw)ol*/2.  (©66)

By and , we have c; Ay > 1 and ¢1p.+p.— 02 > 1/2.
Then, by (66), one has

V(e ) < —a(p)llcollp, ¢][|%/2.

(65)

Note that V (¢, ¢) can be written as a function of e,, i.e.,

Vier) =V(e 9)
=c1(¢'e+ "L 9)/2+ (9 + ) (0 + 0)/2
= 1 (llewl + €51, RIER'Ir, RTep) /2 + llew + plI%/2
As a result,
ealler]® < Vier) < esller|?,

. ) (67)
Vier) < —afp)ller]”/2 < =2¢"a(p)V (er),

where ¢* is given in (57). Thus, the first part of condition Cy
is satisfied. From (54)-(53)), one has

lexll = llh¢ (ery 1) | < e ()llerl, (68)

where v¢(p) = max{2An + o, 1}a(p). Invoking compar-
ison lemma for (67) leads to with ~,.(|le-(to)]]) =

Ves/ealler(to)||- By , one has
alin(—c'a(u) < atulta)s (-5 at)) (@

and then substituting (60) into (68) and utilizing
leads to with v.(|le-(t0)]]) = max{2Ay +
0c, LYa(u(to))yr(|ler(to)]]). This completes the proof. [

Remark 4.1: According to the proof, (38) is used to
guarantee the prescribed-time convergence of é,.. When we
select «(s) = ks with k > 2/c*, a(s) = ksln(s + 2) with
k> 1/(c*In2), or a(s) = kysexp(kes) with k; > 2/c*,
ka >0, v (|le-(to) ) k(—c*a(p)) is a KLT function and the
first inequality in (T8) holds. Since the high-order derivative of
@’ may not exist, the prescribed-time convergence of ¢, will
play a very important role in the design of the local prescribed-
time tracking controller later. ]

V. ROBUST DPTCO FOR CHAIN-INTEGRATOR SYSTEMS

Consider the chain-integrator system with uncertainties as

Tqg=Tg+1, ¢=1,--- ,m—1,
T = u + @(z,d), (70)
Yy =T,
where x = [z],---,2},]" € R™" is the system state with

zq € R, u € R™ control input, y € R™ system output, and
d € D the uncertainties belonging to a compact set D € R™<.
The function ¢ : R™" xD — R is sufficiently smooth and for
each fixed d it is bounded for all z € R™"™ [42]. Since we deal
with the optimal tracking problem for each agent separately,
we omit the superscript i for simplicity when no confusion is
raised. According to [43, Lemma 11.1], the function ¢ satisfies

lp(e, ) < h(lld])(x),

where h € K is an unknown positive function and (zx) is
a known positive function and is bounded for all z € R™".
Note that (70) is in the form of (T).

We follow the framework developed in Section |I1I| to solve
the DPTCO problem. First, define the error as in @, ie.,

€s = [(xl - wi)T (x2)", (xm)T}Ta

(71)



where @' is given in and ¢ is omitted in this section. Due
to (T8) and Theorem A1} it suffices to design controller u such
that the prescribed-time stabilization is achieved for e,.

Let K = [k1, -+ ,km_1]" € R™1 such that
_ 0m—2 Im—2
A= [ T Ty ] 72
is Hurwitz, L; = j — 1 for j =2,--- ,m, K = [K",1]" and
P(p) is
D () = diag {1, (aa (1)) "+ (au(@) "} 73)

where o, € K, is a first-order differentiable function to
be designed. Since the system (70) is nonlinear and has the
relative degree greater than one and the reference trajectory
w' does not have the higher-order derivatives, the traditional
sliding-mode based tracking control cannot be applied [34].
Instead, we construct a new variable S as

§ =k H(K'D(u) @ In)es
=k K @ L)+ kT (0 () P e — @' (74)
with
r1 = [z}, (ap(p) "F2ah, - (e () Fm=ral, )" (75)

Then, we define the time-varying state transformation as

& = as ()3, (76)

with a first-order differentiable g € Ko to be designed. By
doing so, we introduce the time-varying state transformation
from e, to €, as

€o = kit as () (K" @ (i) ® In)es, (77)
which coincides with the procedure in Section [ITI}
Define functions
B(s) = ki '(au(s) ", (78)

(SS(S) _ da (9) 2

By (70). (74

as(s) ™" and 6, (s) = 92052 (a,(s))
. s-dynamics can be expressed as
és = s () (5 + 63(”)5) ‘
= as()(B(p)(u+ ¢(z,d) + m(z)) — @' + 6:(p)3), (79)

where 7(z) = ay(p)*™ K™% — Ly (p)x,, and

i = [ra: 00 () ™22 (3 — Lo ()aa):

(e (1) 75 (@ — Lo 180(10)Tm 1) | -

Since A is Hurwitz, there exist positive matrices P, ) such
that P(A® I,,) + (A" ® I,,) P = —Q. Define two constants

U1 = Amiﬂ(Q))‘;lax< )7 V2 = 2Tn’)‘max( ))\mlln(P) (81)
Then, we propose the following design criteria (DC) for /Co

functions o (s) in (74) and a,(s) in such that the time-
varying state transformation (77) and the €,-dynamics satisfy
C} in Section [[II-B2]

DCy: a,(s) satisfies

da () < U c*

s S 21}2372 (agz(s))® and  au(s) < U—la(s)

(80)

(82)

where vy, vy are given in and c* is given in (57);
DC;: a,(s) is chosen as
dT)

Lemma 5.1: Consider the system (70), w-dynamics in
46) and p’-dynamics in with time-varying state trans-
formation (77). If conditions in Theorem @] and two design
criteria DC{-DC; hold, then the bound of e, satisfies

as(s) = (az(s))™ exp ( Jom™ (83)

lesll < ExlElirn (— s o) (34)
for some K¢, function €5 and [|€s||7 = sup,er. [[Es(¢)[|. W

Given in the appendix, the proof of Lemma [5.1] implies
that when €5 is bounded for ¢t € 7T,, the prescribed-time
convergence of e, is achieved. Therefore, it suffices to design
the controller u in (79) such that the closed-loop system for
€, admits a prescribed-time ISS Lyapunov function as in (40)
and €, is bounded for ¢ € 7,. Then, we design the controller
U as

u=—(v+ V2 (x ) + D)sign(kq)és — m(x)
— (B(w) " "6s()3 (85)
with v > 0, and function ¢ defined in (71).
For simplicity, we define
ap(s) = as(s)|B(s)|,  an(s) = as(s)|B(s)|™!, (86

where B(s) is given in (78], and a,(s) is introduced in (76).
Note that o, and & are Ko, functions.

Lemma 5.2: C0n51der the system (70) with the controller
, w'-dynamics in (46) and p’-dynamics in @ with time-
Varymg state transformatlon (77). If conditions in Theorem
Fljl and two design criteria DC;-DC; hold, then és-dynamics
satisfies condition C’Z. Moreover, it admits the prescribed-
time ISS Lyapunov function in the form of @0) (omitting
superscript i) with

az(s) =asz(s) = /2, az(s) =2vap(s),
og(s) = h*(s),  F4(s) = cw(s)/4, (87)
or(s) =%, Gr(s) = an(s)(vc(s))* /4,

where ¢ (s) = max{2An + o, 1}a(s). And the controller u
satisfies Cj with
Tu(s) = ez(az(s))™

Fs(s) = €] + &b, (88)

for some finite constants €/, €} and 5. 1

Applying Theorem [3.2} F.1] and Lemma [5.1] [5.2] we obtain
the following results.

Theorem 5.1: Consider the system composed of {@6), [@7),
(70), and (83). If conditions in Theorem [@.I] and two design
criteria. DC;-DC; hold, the DPTCO problem for the chain
integrator MASs (70) is solved. ]



VI. ADAPTIVE DPTCO FOR STRICT FEEDBACK SYSTEMS

Consider m-order strict feedback multi-agent systems with
parameter uncertainty as follows

i‘l = T2,
Ty =Tgr1+ 0pe(xy), q=2,---,m—1,
Fa q+1 ©q(Tq), 4 (89)
T = U+ 00 (Tm),
Yy =T,
where x = [2],---,27.]" € R™" is the system state with

zq € R", y € R" is output and u € R is control input. § € R
is an unknown constant and ¢4 (z,) : R™ — R™ is a known
function with ¢4(0) = 0 for ¢ = 2,--- , m. For simplicity, we
omit the superscript © when no confusion is raised.

Assumption 6.1: [44] For ¢ = 2,--- ,m, ¢q is first-order
differentiable and locally Lipschitz function. ]

Remark 6.1: Under Assumption due to ¢,(0) = 0, by
the mean value theorem, there exists continuous matrix-valued
function 1,4 (z4) : R™ — R™*” such that

= Pg(T¢)2q;

where 1,(z,) and its first derivative with respect to ¢ are
continuous and bounded. Without losing generality, we assume
g ()I] < g |G| < 4By hold for z, € R", where
1, and 1), are some positive finite constants. ]

Following the procedure in Section [T, we define the error
states according to (I2) as

€s — |:(.’L‘1 —
where w® is given in (46) and
s=1[0,&I"
is the controller state where 6 € R is the estimator of unknown
parameter 0 and & = [€5,,--- &0 ,]" € R™™7D s the
dynamic filter variable to be designed.

To facilitate the stability analysis and simplify the deriva-
tion, we introduce the coordinate transformation as

q(q) 90)

T T
wl) ,.’L’;,"- 7xInaCT:| B (91)

1=z —w', & =—crae(p),
Tq =14 _qua~ &q fgqf —&g—1, ) 92)
§q = —cqae()Tq — Opq(zq) — vgae(1)Ey,

q P 27 “ .. m

where ¢, for ¢ = 1,--- ,m is to be determined, a¢ € K to
be designed, & = [£],---&;,|" is the virtual controller and &, ¢
and #-dynamics are designed as

éqf:Uqug( )( €Qf+§q 1) q=2,---,m,
H—T—aag(u)e

(93)
(94)

with v, for ¢ =2,--- ,m and o > 0 to be determined, and

= (ag(u))*™

We further introduce the time-varying state transformation

for (O1) as

T = 23;27}1, Ty Typg(zq)- (95)

é —[wT Tér
s = s ,

where w = [WI,--- W] n =[5, 0" 0 =60 —0 with

Wq:(QE(M))Lq jq7 q:17 , M,
Ly ¢ _
nq:(af(ﬂ)) gqa q_27 , M,

where Ly =m+1+4+1—-¢qwithl >0, ¢ =1,---m. By doing
so, we in fact introduce the time-varying state transformation
from ey to €4 as

w = (P1(p) @ In)Ases,

(96)

n= ((I)2(:u) oY In)(A2es - A3§(68))’ 97
0=6—Age,
with  @i(n) = diag{(ac(u)™, -, (ag(p)"n ),
Po(p) = diag{(ag(p)™, -, (ae(p )) ’"} Ay =

[n(m 1) n(m 1)><n]

)]

As a result, the ¢;-dynamics can be expressed as és =
hs(€s,e.,u,0, ). We propose the design criterion for K
functions a(s) and cg(s).

[On(WL—l)X(nm-‘,-l)v In(m—l)L A3 =
A4 = [lenma 1701><n(m—1)] and

Al = |:Inm;0nm><17 < O}xn(mfl)
n(m—1)

DC¢: ag(s) satisfies
d“ji %) < s ag(s)? and ag(s) < 0*2‘225) (98)

for s € R>o, where where ¢* is denoted in (57).

Lemma 6.1: Consider the system (89), ’-dynamics in (46)
and p‘-dynamics in with time-varying state transformation
(©7). If conditions in Theorem [4.I] and the design criterion
DC:; hold, then the bound of e, satisfies

lesll < e<(llesllr)(ae(m) ™

for some K¢ function £¢ and ||&s||7 = SUpeT, lles@®)]. 1

The proof of Lemma [6.1] is given in the appendix. It
implies that when € is bounded for ¢ € 7,, the prescribed-
time convergence of e, is achieved. Then, the controller w is
designed as

99)

u=&m (100)

where &, is designed in (92).

Theorem 6.1: Consider the system (89) with the controller
(100), ww’-dynamics in and pi-dynamics in (47) with
time-varying state transformation (97) under Assumption [6.1]
Suppose conditions in Theorem [@.1] and the design criterion
DC; hold. Then, there always exists a set of parameters c, for
g=1,---,m, v, for ¢ =2,--- ,m and h such that Q(h) is
an invariant set where Q(h) = {é, € R¥™"+1=n||& |2 < h?}
and the DPTCO problem for strict-feedback MASs (89) is
solved. ]

VII. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we show two numerical examples to illus-
trate the theoretical results.

Example 7.1: (Robust DPTCO for Euler-Lagrange MASs)

Consider the Euler-Lagrange MASs as follows

s
Ty =2,



dy =M (a7)" " (u' = C'(a, 2h)zh — G'(27)),
yi :xia 1= 17 a67

where 2%, 25 € R? with 28 = [2i,,2%,]", b = [28,, 25,]",
and
Aoty = [ 05 2costata) 05+ 0 o)
1) = i 1 i i i )
| 03+ O5cos(z]y) 0;
Ci(zt, zi) = [ =03 sin(af,)xs, _2% Sin(ﬂz)x&
122 ] 0 0% sin(z%5)xh, ’
M pi i i i i
i gcos(xty) + Ogcos(xty +x
Giaiy=| % (211) + 06 (11 + 212) } 7

059 cos(wyy + 5)

where 0% = 7, 05 = 0.96, 05 = 1.2, 0% = 5.96, 0 = 2,
0 = 1.2 are unknown parameters for i = 1,---,6, and
g = 9.8. Note that the system is in the form of the chain-
integrator systems in (70) and satisfies (7I) due to the struc-
tural property of Euler-Lagrange systems. The communication
topology among agents is given in Figure[2]

Figure 2. The information exchange topology

The six robots are located in a thermal radiation field, and
the relationship between the intensity of thermal radiation P,
temperature T, and distance d can be roughly expressed as
T

T

where d* denotes the two-dimensional coordinates of the
heat source. Suppose each robot is capable of measuring
the gradient information of the heat source with respect to
distance. The objective is to design controller u’ such that the
six robots approach the heat source in a formation, and reduce
the total displacement of the six robots from their original
location. Thus, the global objective function is designed as

min 30 edlly’ — a2 + Yl — v (to) 1%,

subject to ' — 3/ = w' — W,
where w!' = [1,0]", w? = [1/2,V/3/2]", w? = [-1/2,V/3/2]",
wt = [-1,0]", w® = [-1/2,—V3/2]", w® = [1/2,—V/3/2]"
represent the formation shape, and ¢{ and (5 are objective
weights.

By defining §° = ' — w’, the optimization problem
is transformed into
min S04 15 + @' = d7 P+ X005+ ' -y ()],
subject to 7' =77,

(101)

102)
which is consistent with (@). For the optimization problem

(102), we design (-dynamics as in the form of , such
that @’ converges to the optimal solution within prescribed
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Figure 3. The trajectories of e, (t) and é,(t)

7
T

Figure 4. Trajectories of positions z% of the six robots for 0 < ¢ <
T, where o and A denote the initial and final position, (O denotes
the equipotential lines of P.

time. Then, the reference trajectory for each robot dynamics
is changed as
wh =w' +w'.

Replacing w’ in Section with "', we can design the
controller following the procedures in Section [V] to solve
the optimization problem (TOT). Let the initial condition to

be zi(to) = [L,1]", 2i(to) = [2,2]", zi{(to) = [3,3]",
i(to) = [=2,=3]", 23 (to) = -2, -2]", 2§(to) = [-3, =3]",
zy(to) = [L 1], @'(to) = [L1]", p'(te) = [0,0]" for
i = 1,---,6. The initial time ty is set as ty = 0, and

the prescribed-time scale 7" = 1s. The parameters and gain
functions are chosen as ¢ = 6, | = 2, k1 = 2, a(u) = 10y,
ay(n) = p, as(u) = exp(p). The weight coefficients ¢
and (% for cost function are chosen as (i = 0.5 and
tb = 0.1 for i = 1,--- ,6. The coordinate of heat source is
set as d* = [0,0]".

The simulation results are shown in Figure. [3] and ] In
Figure. 3| e,.(t) and é,.(t) converge to zero within 7', and thus
the validity of the optimal trajectory generator designed in
Section [IV] is verified. In Figure. ] the six robots approach
the heat source in formation within the prescribed time.

Example 7.2: (Adaptive DPTCO for strict-feedback MASs)
Consider the strict-feedback MASs in the presence of param-
eter uncertainties as follows

i = @b, @ = o+ 0'ah,

Ty =u"+0'z; y' =27, i=1,--,6,
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Figure 5. The trajectories of tracking error between each agent’s
output and optimal solution
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Figure 6. The trajectories of 0 (t), |lz3(t)|], [|=3(t)]-
where ' € R, zi,zb, 2% € R% 0 = [0',--- 6% =

[1,2,—1,3,—2,—3]. The communication topology among
agents is shown in Figure. 2| and the local cost function of
each agent is

fl(z) =exp ((2 - Zle)TPi(Z - 232))
+ (2= 20)'Q"(z — 2iy) + ',

where Zdl = [ dis e ,Zgl] = 12><67 Zd2 = [ 2’22] =
0.52x6, @' = [0.5,—-0.2;-0.2,0.3], Q% = [0 1,0;0,0.1],
Q> = [01,0;0,0.2], Q* = [04010106]
Q> = 10.1,0;0,0.5, Q° = 1[0.2,-0.1;—0.1,0.2],

Pt = [0.1,0,0,0.1], P? = 10.1,0;0,0.2), P* =
[0.2,0;0,0.1], P* = [0.2,0;0,0.3], P° = [0.4,0.1;0.1,0.6],
PS5 =10.1,0.2;0.2,0.5], § = [6%,--- ,65] = 16. Using Global
Optimization Toolbox in MATLAB, the optimal solution z*
is

= [0.7263,0.7183]".

which is used for verification only. The parameters are chosen
as cll = 10, cl2 = 10, Cé = 10, U% = 15, Ué = 20, o' =

10,3 =1,---,6, 1 = 1. ap) = 10p3/2, ce(p) = p/?. The
initial values are x}(to) = [1, O] 23 (to) = [2, —1]", 23(tp) =
[3, =2]", xi(to) = [-1,3]", «} = [=2,1]", af(to) = [-3,2]",
x4 (to) = [1,1]%, a:3(t0) = [1,1]", 0*(to) = 1,i = 1,---,6,

and w(tg), p(to) are the same as that in Example 1.

The simulation results are shown in Figure. [5] and [¢] In
Figure. [3] the tracking error between each agent’s output
and optimal solution is bounded and achieves prescribed-time
convergence towards zero. For simplicity, we only provide
the trajectories of 6'(t), ||L(¢)|, |3 (¢)| in Figure. |6} These
trajectories show that we achieve prescribed-time convergence
towards zero for ' (t), ||zL(t)|], [|=3(t)].

VIII. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose a novel DPTCO algorithm for
a class of high-order nonlinear MASs. A DPTCO framework

is first constructed embedding the cascade design such that
the DPTCO problem is divided into optimal solution seeking
for thewhole system and reference trajectory tracking prob-
lem for each agent. The DPTCO framework is then utilized
to solve DPTCO problem for chain integrator MASs and
strict-feedback MASs. The prescribed-time convergence lies
in the time-varying gains which increase to infinity as time
approaches the prescribed time. When solving the tracking
problem for the two specific MASs, high-order derivative of
reference trajectory is not required. It would be very interesting
to further consider the DPTCO where the local cost functions
subject to bound, equality, and inequality constraints.
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APPENDIX
Proof of Lemma For a,(s) in (83), one has

(1) = e ()™ exp (5 [ 720 (r)ar )
= ()™ () exp (5[ 2au(r)ar) .
By (76), for t € 7, one has
1311 < (as(u) ™" llesllr )

<es(lésllr)(aa(p) "k (_70@(#)) '

5 (103)

Note that €,(s) = exp (—%fg(t0)7’2a$(7')d7> s belongs to
Koo, since exp (—”71 g(to)T_QOzz(T)dT) is a finite constant.
Define

fl=r -V e, (104)
where b’ = [1,---,0]" € R™~! and 7, is defined in . Note

that . { (@M (p) @ I,) 7 } 7

Tm
where ® () is given in (73). Taking time derivative of 7; and
using (80) yield
1= g (n)(A @ L)+ 0, () (A® L)
+a(Wk(b®3) -V ew',

(105)

(106)

where b =[0,---,1]" € R™~1, A is denoted in , and
a=] 0 O .
Om—2 dlag {_LQa T _Lm—2}

Let the Lyapunov function candidate for 7;-dynamics be
V,.(71) = 7} P7y. Then, its time derivative along (106) is

Vi(F1) = = aw(u)7 Q1 + 262 ()71 (A" @ 1) PPy



+ 2k10, () P(b @ 3) — 27 P(V @ %) (107)

Due to (6I), (T03) and Young’s inequality, the terms on the
right-hand side of equality (107) satisfy —o, (@) 1Q7 <

—v10, () Ve, 20 ()7 (A" @ I,)Pr1 < w30, (u)Vp,
2hsa (7 P(b © ) < V, + va(ea(es )Pl —vnna ().
and —27TP(V ® &) < V, + vsk(—c*a(u)), where vy
and is given in , v3 = 2(m — 3)Amax(P)Aoi (P),
U4 = Armin (P) X (P JIa|* (s (u(to)) >,
vs = /\Eun( )N s (P) (e (|ler (to)[))* and we used

bl = ||| = 1 as well as ||| < ||é,||. Therefore, by (82)
and the above inequalities, the bound of V. can be expressed
as

‘/r(fl) < (_Ulaz(:u’) + US(SE(:U’) + 2)‘/;“(7:1)

+ (@a(es(18]17)) + vs)(—viaw(u). (108)

A few facts are

exp (f 5 ( )ds)

—o (J % sl as)

—exp (nfa s )

= o ((t) (o (u(r)) 7, ¥r <1, (109)
and

(s (1)) (= () < (@alulto)™  (110)

due to (82). By (I09) and (TI0), invoking comparison lemma

for (T0B) yields,
Vi(t) < m(—v10 (1) (%) " exp (2(t — t0)) Vi (t0)

+ (vales([1es]l7))? + vs)r(—vrs (1)) (e (1))
- b exp (—2(1 — to))

x exp (2(t — to)) /to - (ct (u(7))) 75

< Amax(P) |71 (to) |* + vaT (es (||| 7)) + vsT)

x exp(2T)k (f%ax(p)) .

where we simply replace V.(71(t)), V,(71(tg)) with Vi.(t),
V,.(to). Therefore, utilizing the property (3, |z:|)7 <
S |zi|P for x; € R where i = 1,---,n, 0 < p <1
the bound of 7; satisfies

U1

711l < 5lelirn (—Faa(u) |

where ¢ € K& is €¢(s) = exp(T)A,, : (P)[(v4T)2eq(s) +

min

A (P) |71 (o)l + (v5T)#] with e, (s) denoted in (103). By
@), (109), and (ITT),
(@~ (1) @ L) |

< e (s lr) (aa(w)™ ke (~ e ()

< cect(lellr) (calplto) " 1 (= T hou(n) . (112)
e (o)) )

where €, = max{1, (a(u(to))) 7?, -, («
By (74) and (ITI), the bound of z,, satisfies

< [ (e ()= 130+ (cva ()"

(111)

[l

< |k |58(Hé8||T)(am(ﬂ(t0)))_l

1 (a (u(t)) ™ 5 (— (i)
< (Jales (12 ) a plto))

HIE I @ u(to)) ) (o))

Summarizing (I12)), (I13) and (103)), the bound of e satlsﬁes
(84) with 22 (s) € K2, being £¢(s) = . (s) (0 (plto))m +
[k1les(s) (aa (p(t0))) T+ K| (cw (u(to))) ™. This completes
the proof. ]
Proof of Lemma 5.2} Let the Lyapunov function candidate
for é,-dynamics in (79) be

(113)

1

Vs(és) = iéTés. (114)

S

According to Theorem o' satisfies |0f] < ||| <
el < el with ~¢(s) denoted in (59). Uti-
lizing (7I), (83), (86) and Young’s inequality, we have
oy () Bl (e, d) < (1) (2 (@)]|2]12+ B[]} /4) and
eras ()@ < ap(p)lEsll” + 6w (1) (v¢ (1) lev]? /4. Then the
time-derivative of V;(és) along é,-dynamics with the
controller (83) is

Vs(és) = &5 (1) (B(1) (u + ¢(x,d) + 1) — &' + 05(1)3)
—(v+ (@) + Dag(p) |61 — Egas ()’
+ ésas(u)B(p)e(z, d)
< —vap()és)? + an () (h(]|d]]))? /4
+ (1) (v (1)) ller | /4. (115)
By (I14) and (T13), the closed-loop system of é, admit a
prescribed-time ISS Lyapunov function in the form of (20)
with the prescribed-time convergent gain, prescribed-time ISS
gain and ISS gain given as in (§7).
What is left is to prove that control input u in (83) satisfies
@T). By (106) and (ITT)
el < BN (e ()™ (AT + (AT
FalIS1 + e (wller)

< &1+ ealésllr 4+ e3(aw ()™ e, (116)
where €1, €5 and 3 are some finite constants. And
B~ ()8 ()3
mu v -
< il (3 + G ) (s (" (=0 0) ]
< e4llés|lT (117)

for some finite constant 4. Since ¥ (x) is bounded for z €
R™", one has —(v+1?(x)+1)sign(k1)és < e5]|és||7 for some

positive finite constant 5. Therefore, by (I16) and (IT7), the
controller u in satisfies (1) with 7,(s) and 7, in by
letting £} = &1, ey, = g9+ 4+ &5 and e = £3. This complete
the proof. ]
Proof of Theorem [5.1 In order to invoke Theorem [3.2} we
must check the condition #3) and (@4). Due to Lemma [5.2]
7;(s) = ap(s)/4. Therefore,

i(s)/(exp(c)as(s))]

sup [& = (8vexp(c)) ™! < oo,

SERZO



which means (@3) is satisfied. By Theorem 1] and (82)), one
has

1

(2¢/c1)? exp (—c fOT o )
= (2¢/c1) % ex ( Ulfo )
where ¢, ¢ and ¢* are denoted in (56), (57). Therefore,

sup [57(s)/(as(s) (o7 (er(c, 5))) )]

Qr(cas)

s€R>q
= sup [e(aq(s))* exp (—2v1 [o7 20 ()d7)]
SGRZO
<e,
where ¢ = ckivi(2\y + gc) /(4veq (e*)?) and we used

m/vy < 1, which means satisfied. By Theorem

és is bounded. In Theorem L we have proved v¢(s) =
Slor(c, s)]. And

sup [Fu/(0r(c,5)) 7]
s€ER>o

= sup 53(20/01)%( =(8)™
5€R>0

< eh(2¢/cr)?.

exp (—v1 [o7 20, (7)dT)

By Lemma [5.2] and [5.1] all conditions in Theorem [3.2] are
satisfied. Invoking Theorem [3.2] completes the proof. [
Proof of Lemma [6.1; Due to (92)), one has

$1——ﬁUz J?
T2 Ta+ &+ &
eS = . = - .
x@/ fmf+§m‘+€m71
0 0
L & L &r i
By (96), one has
1Zq]l < llesll(ag() e, g=1,---,m, (118)
€]l < Nesllr(ae(u) e, g=2,---,m,
where we used [Zq]l < H{H(Off(u))’Lq, ||€qﬂ <
il (e (p)) ™", lwll < lles] < llésll7 and [In]] < fle]| <
the bounds of 51 and &o¢ satlsfy 1€l g

l|és]|7- Due to (©2),
mll@llﬂ%(u))’
c1) €l (e ()~

and [légll < ll&] + Gl < (1

2. As a result, the bound of xo satlsﬁes

2| < (12| + €21l + €1l

< (2+ er)|Esll7 (e () 2. (119)
By Assumption one has [|fpa(ws)l| < [Q]de]aa] <

Va([lés]lr + |9|)||332|| where we used 0] < |0] + |0 and
|6] < ||és||7. Then, the bound of & and &3 satisfy

162l < (2 + 9al0](2 + ¢1) + va) || || 7 (ce ()~
+1a(2 4 c1)[|Eal|F (e () 52,

€371l < (c2 + 210(2 + 1) + vg + D)[és]l7 (e (1) "
+ 2 (2+ ) e 5 (e (1)~

Similarly, we can derive that

24|l < eaq(llEs]l7) (ce (1))
€Il < eeq(lleslir)(ae(u) =", =3,
€071l < eeq(l1Eslr) (e () ™"
where €4, €¢q and €¢, are some Ko, functions.
By (©0), (96), @ and (T20), 7 in (O3) satisfies
7| < 37 allws [l (ae (1)) B s [l || < ex(llés ).
where €; € Koo. Define the Lyapunov function candidate for

f- -dynamics as U = 1 02 Its time-derivative along f- -dynamics
is

_Lq

7q:37"'7m7

(120)

7m7

% q:47"'am7

(121)

U < (20— Dae(W)U + (ae() " (e (18,72 (122)
Let Us = (ag(p))?U and
o=3+0")/2 (123)

with any ¢’ > 0. By (122) and , Us < —0'ag(u)Us +
Lae (1) (e-(||és]l7))?. Invoking comparison lemma, one has

_Ug(f) < w(—0'ag())Us(to) + 547 (- (1&s17)), then 6 sat-

6 < (aelnlto))l0to)] +
< <5l ) (e ()

for IS K¢, . Therefore, @ Igp leads ;o @ ]
et i =

Proof of  Theorem
do—13 (Whwg +mi1mgy1). We use the backstepping

technique to prove
Vi < = Sim&ae ()l I? = X5 Opsrae () i |
+ ag(p)lwirl?/2 + 055 o7 + ae (1) X5,
+ (g ()| /2 (124)
holds for s = 1,--- ,m — 1, where ¢;, U;41 are some positive
finite constants, 7; is denoted in @I) and 7; will be defined

later.
Step 1: The derivative of wjw; is

widn = w (ag(u)™ (w2 — &' + L10¢(1)d1)
=] (ag(u) ™ (&1 + 52+ o — &' + Lide(w)in)

where d¢(p) = ‘Mdfip(bm;ﬂ(ag(u))’l and we used 7o =

Ty + & and &y = & + o

equality and (98), we have wj (ag(u))Ll

Ly ~
Lyog(p)wi|? wi (as(u)) tiy < gag(p)(fwn]® +
T 1

llea[) wi (o (i )& < Fag(u)([lwnl* + [na|?) and
T % 1 1 L)

wi (ag(p)™ @' < gag(u)llwrl® + 5(ag(w))? 2+ |12

Let ¢; = ¢+ Ly + 3 with any & > 3o, where o is denoted in

(123). Substituting &; in (92) and the above inequalities into

wiw; yields

widn < = crag(p)llw|® + ag () (w2l + In2]*) /2

+ (g ()| |12/2. (125)

Let vy = Uy + Lo + po + 5 with 0y >
large po. The term 737, satisfies

(20)"% ex(sll7) ) (e (1)~

By Young’s in-
Liag(p)a <

30 and p sufficiently

nbii = n3(Lade()ns + (e ()" &)



< —(U2 + 1/2)ae () [mo]? + ag(p)m,  (126)

where
L s
m1 = | (ae(p)) ™ &1/ (2p2).

Note that 51 exists for ¢t € 7, and can be expressed as

€1 = —c18¢(p)
Consider the Lyapunov_ function candidate as
2 (Jlw]|® + [Im2]|?). By (125) and (126), V; satisfies

Vi < —crag(p)will? — D2ae () |12]| + g (1) w21 /2
+ (g ()2 | + g () /2. (128)

Step q: Suppose (]@P holds for i = ¢ — 1. Let Cq =Cq+
Ly + 2 with any ¢, > 50. Substituting &, in ) into wywy
y1elds

(127)

ag(p)@y — croag(p) (e — ).
Vi =

witg = wy (ag(1)™ (g1 + &g + & + vgae(1)ég
+ 0pq(zq) + Lede (1) Zq)
< — (e + 1/2) g () e |12 + O,
T (@) (gl + s )2

Let VUg+1 = ’Dq+1 + Lq+1 + Pq+1 + % with T}q+1 > %0’ and
pq+1 sufficiently large. Then, 7, 17441 satisfies

— (Vg1 +1/2) e (1) Mg ]1* + e () g, (130)

(129)

77¢T;+177q+1 <

where

g = || (e (1)) +2 €11/ (20441)- (131)

By Assumption éq can be expressed as
: dag(p) 5. -
§q=— cq(iS)Uqu - anﬁ(ﬂ)x 9"/’(1( q)Zq

- éwq(mq)qu —0 -V da () M2f~

di Tqg — Vg du q
— v (- (132)
Note that V:]' = V-1 —1—% (w;wq + 77;+177q+1). By ,
and 1) V; can be expressed as
Vo < =9 iae () |lwjl? = X0, 05410 (1) Ing 41
+ag(p)llwg /2 + 035 _oms + ag(W)X)_i7;
+ (ag(p)*= 1’12 /2.

Thus, the claim (T24) holds for i = 1, - -1
Step m: Let Lyapunov function candldate be Vin = Vo1 +

2 (wh, wm~+6?). Substituting li and 6 in into V;, yields

Vin < = ag(n) )25 lws 12 —as(u)ZT] Oj1llmg+1ll?
+oag()00 + ag ()]
+ (g ()= || /2 (133)
where we used (93).
For a given &h > 0, define Q(h) =

{é, e R¥mnH1=n |l || < h?}. Within Q(h), one has
lesll < A, llwjll < hy [lnjll < h and |6] < h. Let
constants ¢; for j = 1,--- ,m and v; for j = 2,--- ,m be

defined in the proof of Lemma [6.I} Define constant vectors

Ej = [01,-~-,Cj]T forj = 1,"'
j=2,---,m and

,m, ’L~}j = [U27~-~ ,’Uj]T for

Cs,j = [6}:0j41,0,0,h]" (134)

for j = 2,--- ,m. Following the proof of Lemma[6.1] one has
1711 < ex(h) (o ()75, (135)
2]l < ea(ex, h)(ae (1)) "2, (136)
gl < €q(Eq—1, -1, M) (0 (1) ™4, g =3,--+ ;m, (137)
€1]] < &, h)(ae () =", (138)
HEQH < €q(~ 1’U(1—17h’ 9)(045(/”)711(1’ q=2,---,m,
(139)
€211 < E2¢(C1, h)(ae () "2, (140)
[€asll < Eqf(Eq—1,0g—1, b, ) (ag(n)) ", ¢ =3, ,m,
(141)
101 < ©(6, 0, 1) (ag() ", (142)

with some functions ¢, for ¢ = 1,---,m, &, & for ¢ =
2,---,m and ©. From Theorem [.1] one has

']l < lléxll < ve(w)llerl] (143)

Wlth WC( ) = (2AN +0c)a(p). According to- and
), &1 satisfies ||§1|| < ci(er(h) +62(C1,h))(a5(u)) Ls 4
01045( )vc(p)|ler]]. Thus, 71 in (127) satisfies

w2 S0 SO (0 ()25 o) P P, 144)

where =1(Gs1) = cIh*(3 + c1)? and &,1(¢s1) =

2(2\n + 0c)?. According to (136), (137), - (140)

and Remark 6.1} the terms on the right hand side of
& in satisfy —co 5(”) 28y < coh(ag(p)F

o (.

—C2a£(ﬂ)932 < cafes + |9|1/J2€2Oé£( (o)) +1izh)(04£(/~t))
—0ps(2) s < (e (h) + 0O)Pres(ag(p) "
—9¢2($2) Ly < Otales + ag(u(to))|0v2e2)(cx g( w) "

adwz 7«2( ))1‘2 < @1#262(0%(”?)—&’ vy d%(u 5 S

Uzh(ag(u)) Li and —vsae(p)és (a f(#) Lavih +
vace () ||&1]|, where e, is given in (121). As a result, upon
utilizing the above inequalities and (T44), 7 in (I31) satisfies

Ho(Cs,2 er2(Cs,2

m < 2202) | en2Ca) (o (yate )2 e, 2, (145)
P3 P3

where ¢, o is denoted in (134]), =2(és2) and €,2(Cs2) are

independent of wvs. Similarly, by utilizing (I33)-(142), (144)
and (T43), step by step, it can be derived that

Zi(Gs,)  er(Cs, .
;< 21Cni) | EniCod) (o )28 (a()2 e, 2 (146)
Pj+1 Pj+1

for j = 3,---,m — 1, where Z;(és;) and &, (¢, ;) are
independent of v; 1. By (T43),
(e ()22 |02 /2 < & (e ()2 (a(p))?|len |

(147)
for some 0 < £, < co. Note that

1 m . ~ 1
Y = 2 (Zi:lw}wi + 2 5= + 92) = 56265.



Using (144), (145), (146). and (

satisfies

Vi < — i () Vi + aé(ﬂ)(092/2 + Z] 1 “J/pj"rl)
+ (e ()2 (ap)? e |, (148)

where L1 = mln{2cl, .

147), the bound of V,, in ( .

s 2Cpm, 209, ++ , 20,0} and 19 =

1 57“,] (€s)/Pjt1- .
By in Theorem 4.1/ and (98)), the bound of V;,, in

(T43) becomes

Vin < —t10g()Vin + e () (06%/2+ 37525 /pj41)

tag()ez (r(ler(to) alin(to))” (ag(u(to))*™ . (149)
Let us choose any o satisfies li and ¢; > %(f for j =

1.+ ,m, 0j41 > 3o for j=1,---,m — 1. As a result, the
parameter ¢,, is fixed and it is always possible to find an h
such that

a0?/(2t1) < h?/8. (150)

Since Z; is independent of vjq for j =1,--- ,m — 1, it is
independent of p; 1. For any given h, it is always possible to
choose sufficiently large po, - - -, p,,, such that

m—1—=
S (pjean) < K28,

Then, Uy, is fixed. For any bounded initial condition e, (tg)
and u(tp), it is always possible to find an h such that

(12/11) (v (ller (20) 1)) (((t0)))? (e (1a(t0)))*> < b /4.
By , and the upper inequality, one has h?/2 >
€4 + €, where

éa=06%/(201) + X7 5/ (pyaan),

& = (t2/t1) (vl (t0)[))? (@(iu(to)))” (e (p(t0)))*" .
When V,,,(és(tp)) < h?/2, invoking comparison lemma for
(T49) yields

Vin(€s(t))

< R(—n1ag(p) Vi (Es(to)) + (€a + &) (1 — m(—nae(p)))

< 12/2 + wl—ag() (Vi G (b)) — B2/2) < H2/2,

which implies (h) is an invariant set. It shows €, is bounded
which implies that lim;_,;, 17 es = 0 by in Lemmal@
Similar to the proof of Theorem [32] we can prove that

DPTCO problem is solved. ]

(151)
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