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Abstract

This paper develops some extensions to the work of [I] which studied the continuous-time
adaptive output tracking control schemes with the reference output signal generated from an
unknown reference model system. The presented extensions include adaptive control schemes
with reference model system uncertainties for single-input single-output (SISO) discrete-time
systems and multi-input multi-output (MIMO) discrete-time, continuous-time and feedback
linearizable systems as well. To deal with such reference model system uncertainties, the
adaptive controller structures are expanded to include a parametrized estimator of the equiv-
alent reference input signal, to ensure a completely parametrized error system with a known
regressor vector, suitable for stable adaptive controller parameter update law design.
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Introduction

In [I], we considered a linear time-invariant (LTI) system (plant) described by

where z(t) € R", u(t) € R and y(t) € R are the state vector, input and output signals, and
A€ R™™ bhe R"and ¢ € RY™ are unknown constant matrices such that G(s) = c(sI — A)~'b has
relative degree n*. The control objective is to design the input signal u(t) to ensure the closed-loop
system stability and asymptotic output tracking: lim; ,o(y(t) — ym(t)) = 0, where y,,(¢) is the

() = Aw(t) + bu(t), y(t) = cx(t),

output of a stable reference model system:

T (t) = A () + b (), Ym(t) = cmzm(t)
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where z,,(t) € R", u,(t) € R and y,,(t) € R are the reference system state vector, input and
output signals, and A,, € R™", b,, € R" and ¢,, € R'™™ are some constant matrices such that
Gn(s) = cm(sl — A,) 7 'by, has relative degree nf, > n*.

The output tracking problem in [I] was different from the traditional model reference adaptive
control problem in which the reference model system has an input-output system form

Ym(t) = Win(s)[rm](t), (1.3)

where W,,,(s) = #(s) for a chosen stable polynomial P,,(s) of degree n* (as a convenient notation,
Ym(t) = Wi(8)[rm](t) denotes the output y,,,(¢) of a system W,,(s) with input r,,(t)), and r,, () is
a given (available) reference input. Both W,,(s) and r,,(t) are used in a MRAC scheme.

In terms of G,,(s) and uy,(s), we have y,,(t) = Gup(8)[um](t) = Win(s)Prn(8)Gm(s)[um](t), so
that 7,,(t) = Pn(s)Gm(s)[un)(t) which is known and available from wu,,(t) if G.,(s) is known.
The adaptive output tracking problem solved in [I] is for the case when the reference model
system (Ap, by Cm) OF Gro(8) = cpm(sI — Ay,)7tb,, is unknown and the time-derivatives yﬁ,?(t),
i=1,2,...,n* are unknown either (such derivative information is also sufficient for MRAC).

The solutions to such a new MRAC problem, developed in [I], were for SISO continuous-time
LTI systems. In this paper, we extend the results of [I] to SISO discrete-time LTI systems (in
Section 2), to MIMO LTT systems (in Section 3, with a unified presentation for both discrete-time
and continuous-time systems and adaptive control designs), and to MIMO feedback linearizable
nonlinear systems (in Section 4). More details of the compact presentations given in this paper
about such extensions can be found in [2].

2 Discrete-Time Designs for SISO Systems
The problem can be formulated for a SISO discrete-time LTI plant
z(t+ 1) = Ax(t) + bu(t), y(t) = cx(t), (2.1)

where z(t) € R", u(t) € R and y(t) € R are plant state vector, input and output signals, and A €
R™™ b e R" and ¢ € R™™ are unknown, and so is the plant transfer function G(z) = c(2I — A)~'b

which has a known relative degree n* and all its zeros stable.

The control objective is to design a feedback control signal u(t) to ensure closed-loop signal
boundedness and asymptotic y(t) tracking the output y,,(t) of a reference model system

Tm(t + 1) = A2 (t) + bt (t), ym(t) = cmam(t) (2.2)

where u,,(t) € R and y,,(t) € R (and z,,(t) € R") are known, A,, € R™", b,, € R" and ¢,, € R"*"
are unknown constant matrices, and so is the reference system transfer function G,,(z) = ¢, (21 —
A)71b,, which is assumed to have a known relative degree n¥, > n*.
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The main adaptive control design idea is similar to that for the continuous-time case [1], but in
a discrete-time framework: for a chosen stable polynomial P,,(z) of degree n*:

Po(2) = 2% 4 ppe_12™ 4o 4 prz + po, (2.3)
we construct an estimate of the equivalent reference model system input

Tm(t) = P (2) [ym] (1)

=Yn(t + 1) + D1yt + 0" = 1) + -+ D1y (t + 1) + poym (1), (2.4)
such that ym(t) = Gm(2)[um](t) = 55 [rm] (1), that is, 7 (t) = Pr(2) G (2)[um] (t).
If the signals y,,(t + 1), i = 1,2,...,n*, were known, or G,,(s) were known, we could obtain

rm(t) from either 7, (t) = P,(2)[ym] (t) or rm(t) = P,,(2)Gn(2)[um)(t), for adaptive control design.
But, they are unknown in the current control problem, so that r,,(f) needs to be estimated whose

estimate is the estimate of 7,(t) = P, (2)[ym](t) in a parametrized form.

2.1 State Feedback Control Designs

We first consider adaptive state feedback control designs using either the reference model system

signals wu,,(t) and x,,(t) or the signals u,,(t) and y,,(t).

2.1.1 Design with z,,(t) Available

We derive a parametrized nominal state feedback controller structure for (A, b, ¢) and (A, by, )
known, and then develop its adaptive version for (A, b, ¢) and (A, by, ¢n) unknown.

The condition that the reference system (2.2)) with relative degree n’,, implies: ¢, A’ b,, = 0 for
1=0,1,...,n}, 2CmA b, = 0, so that

N e Al (t) fori=0,1,...,n;, — 1
ym(t+17) = { Cm AL 2 (1) + A bun () for i =nk,. (2.5)
Hence, for n* < n’ , we can express r,(t) in ([24]) as
Po(t) = ol 2, (1) + gt (t) (2.6)

for some parameters o; € R™ and s € R, related to the reference system parameters (A,,, by, ¢m)-

Nominal control law. The nominal state feedback control law is

u(t) = kT a(t) + kirn (1)
= l{;fo(t) + k21 T (t) + kg (1), (2.7)

where

ki = ko, Kl = Kjas. (2.8)
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and ki € R" and k3 € R are constant parameters satisfying

c(zl — A — bk oks = W(2) = REL (2.9)
The output of the closed-loop control system is
y(t) = c(2] — A = bki")T10k3 [rn] (1) = Win (2)[rm] (1) = ym (), (2.10)

with the exponentially decaying initial condition effect ignored.
Adaptive control law. The adaptive control law is chosen as
u(t) = kla(t) + ki 2, (t) + kot (), (2.11)
where k1 € R", ko1 € R" and kgy € R are the estimates of £, k3, and k3,.
Error model. With (2.1I1]), the closed-loop system with (2.1) is

z(t+1) = Ax(t) + b(/f’fo(t) + k;lT:cm(t) + k3ot (1))
+b((ky — kD) 2 (t) + (kay — k) T2 (8) 4 (kag — ko) um(1)). (2.12)

With k3T, (1) + kioum(t) = kirm(t) and y,,(t) = c(z] — A — bkiT) 720k [rn] (1) = W (2)[ra](t) =

Gm(2)[um](t) known, for p* = é and the tracking error e(t) = y(t) — y,n(t) with y(¢) = cz(t), from

(212), we derive the tracking error equation

e(t) = p W (2)[(kr — k)" + (kar — K3y) @i + (a2 — k) um] (1). (2.13)

We introduce the estimation error signal

€(t) = e(t) + p(t)§(1), (2.14)

where p(t) is the estimate of p*, and

E(t) =0T (1)C(t) — Win(2)[07w](t) € R (2.15)
0(t) = [k (1), k5 (1), kas(£)] " € RZ™H! (2.16)
w(t) = [27(t), 2L (), um(t)]" € R*H! (2.17)
C(t) = Wi (2)[w](t) € R, (2.18)

For 6* = [k;T, k3T, k;‘ﬂT € R?>" it can be verified that

e(t) = p"(0(t) — 0°)"C(t) + (p(t) — p")E(L), (2.19)

which is a completely parametrized linear model, in terms of the transformed plant parameters and
reference model system parameters in 6* and their estimates in 6(t).
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Adaptive laws. The adaptive laws for 6(¢) and p(t) are chosen as
sign[k, (et
m?(t)

vE(t)e(t)

m?2(t)

Ot +1) = 0(t) —

plt+1) = p(t) -

where 0 < T' =TT < I |I and 0 < v < 2 are adaptation gains, and

=1+ CT(1)C() + £(1).

This adaptive scheme has the following desired and standard adaptive law properties.

Lemma 2.1 The adaptive laws (Z.20) and (Z21) ensure that §(t) € L=, p(t) € L=, =

O(t+1)—0(t) € L?, and p(t + 1) — p(t) € L2

2.1.2 Design with z,,(t) Unavailable

Consider the reference model system (2.2)):

Tim(t+1) = Az (t) + bt (1), Ym(t) = cnrm(t),

(2.20)

(2.21)

(2.22)

€ L’NL>,

(2.23)

with x,,(f) unavailable. We can use a nominal reduced-order state observer [3, page 553|, [4, page

190], based on the knowledge of y,,(t) and w,,(t), to generate an estimate Z,,(t) of x,,(t) such

that limy oo (2, (t) — 2., (t)) = 0 exponentially. Then, replacing z,,(t) with Z,,(¢), we can express

T(t) = al 2, (t) + aqu,(t) as
P(t) = B wa,, () + B3 wy,. (t) + Booym (t) + oti, (t)
for some 31 € R !, B, € R*! and By € R, where

W (1) = F(2)[um] (1), wy, (1) = F(2)[ym](?),

for a chosen monic stable polynomial A.(z) of degree n — 1.

Nominal control law. The nominal state feedback control law is

u(t) = ki w(t) + kirm(t)
= k" (t) + k3 wa, (t) + k33 wy,, () + Koy () + K3t (1),

where

k3, = k31, ks = kyBa, kyg = kyfa0, k3 = kjas.

>

(2.24)

(2.25)

(2.26)

(2.27)

(2.28)



Adaptive control law. The adaptive state feedback control law is

u(t) = ki (t) + kgywu,, (t) + kagwy,, (t) + kaoYm (t) + Kzt (t)
=07 (t)w(t), (2.29)

where ki, ko1, koa, koo and ks are the estimates of kf, k3,, k35, k3, and k3, and
0(t) = [k7 (1), k3, (1), ko (1), k2o (1), ks ()] € R™™ (2.30)
T
Ym

w(t) =27 (1), wy,, (1), wy,, (8), ym(8), um (1)) € B (2.31)

Error model. With the control law (2.29), the closed-loop tracking error equation for e(t) =
y(t) — ym(t) can be derived as

e(t) = P W (2)[(6 — 0%)7)(1), (2.32)
which has the same form as that in (2ZI3)), where
0" = [kTTv kékfv k;g7 k;07 k;]T < R3TL. (233)

Similarly, based on (2.32]), an estimation error €(t) can be introduced:

€(t) = e(t) + p(t)E(t), (2.34)

where p(t) is the estimate of p*, and
E(t) =07 (1)C(t) — Win(2)[0"w](1) € R (2.35)
C(t) = Wi (2)[w](t) € R*™, (2.36)

and the adaptive laws for 0(¢) and p(t) can be chosen as

D'sign[ky|C (£)e(?)
m?(t)
vE(H)e(t)

p(t+1)=p(t) - REEOR (2.38)

Ot +1) = 0(t) (2.37)

where 0 < T =T7 < “%p‘] and 0 < v < 2, and m(t) = /1 + CT(t)C(t) + €2(t), to ensure the desired

properties similar to that given in Lemma 2.1l

2.2 Output Feedback Control Designs

An output feedback control law can be designed for the discrete-time plant (2.10): z(t+1) = Az(t)+
bu(t), y(t) = cx(t), with the reference model system ([2.2): z,,,(t+1) = A2 (t) + bt (t), ym(t) =
CmTm (1), starting with the traditional output feedback controller structure

U(t) = 9{&)1 (t) —+ ngg(t) + ngy(t) + 6’37’m(t), (239)
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where 7., (t) = P (2)Gn(2)[um](t) = Pp(2)[ym](t) with P,,(2) being a chosen stable polynomial of
degree n* equal to the relative degree of G(2) = c(2I — A)~'b and G,,(2) = (2] — Ay) 71y, whose
relative degree is n*, > n*, 0, € R"!, 0, € R"!, 0y € R and 03 € R, and

) = §0). ealt) = § 0 (2.40)

with a(z) = [1,2,-+-,2" 2|7 and A(z) being a monic stable polynomial of degree n — 1. The
parameters 6, € R" !, 0, € R"™1, 0y € R and 03 € R are the estimates of the constant parameters
0; € R"1 05 € R™Y, 03, € R and 0} = -, which satisfy the polynomial matching equation:

07 a(2)P(2) + (05 a(2) + 9§0A(z))kpZ(z) = A(2)(P(z) — k,05Z(2) Pp(2)), (2.41)

for G(z) = c(zI — A)"'b =k ZEZ) with monic polynomials Z(z) and P(z) of degrees n —n* and n.

Parametrization of r,,(¢). In the current output tracking control problem, the reference
model system (A,,, by, ¢n) or Gp,(s) is unknown, we cannot directly generate r,,(t) from r,,(t) =
P(2)Gr(2)[um](t) for a traditional adaptive controller. In stead, we use the equivalent expression
rm(t) = P (2)[ym](t) to obtain an estimate of 7,,(t), to be embedded in the control law.

As derived in (Z6]), 7,,,(¢) has the expression
Tr(t) = o T (1) + gty (1) (2.42)

for some parameters a; € R™ and s € R, related to the reference system parameters (A,,, by, ¢m)-

When z,,(t) is not available, using (2.24]), we have

Tm(t) = B?Wum (t) + 5§Wym (t> + 520ym(t) + a2um(t) (2’43)

for some 5 € R"!, B, € R"! and By € R, where
S (8) = F(2) ) (8), iy (8) = F () gl (1), (2.44)
F(z) = X((ZZ)) alz) =[1,z,...,2" Y, (2.45)

for a chosen monic stable polynomial A.(z) of degree n — 1.

2.2.1 Nominal Control Laws

A nominal control law can be designed for x,,(t) available or unavailable, based on the parameters
of the plant and the reference model system, whose structure is used for adaptive control design.

Nominal control law for z,,(t) available. With z,,(¢) available, the nominal control law is

u(t) = 07wy (t) 4 057 wa(t) + O3y (t) + 57 (1)
= 07 w1 (t) + 05" wa(t) + O30y () + O3 (af 2 (1) + gt (1))
= 07w (1) + 05 wa(t) + O30y (t) + 931 T (1) + 035U (1)
= 0T w(t), (2.46)



where

05, = 0oy € R*, 05 = o € R (2.47)
9* = [QTT> 9;T> 9;07 9;?, 9;2]T € R?m (248)
w(t) = [wi (1),63 (), y(t), 25, (1), um ()] € R (2.49)

Such a nominal control law can achieve the desired control objective: all closed-loop system
signals are bounded and limy . (y(t) — ym(t)) = 0 (exponentially).

Nominal control law for z,,(¢) unavailable. When z,,(t) is not available, we use (2.43)) to

construct the control law

u(t) = 07" wi(t) + 05" wa(t) + O30y() + 057 (t)
= 07 wa(t) + 05" wa(t) + O30y(1)
+05(B1 W, (8) + By Wy, (£) + Baoym (t) + ot (1))
= 07 wi(t) + 057 wa(t) + O30y (t)
+9§?Wum (t) + ngym< ) + 033y (t) + 05,um(t)

— Q*TW(t), (250)
where
031 = 0351, O30 = 0382, 033 = 03520, O34 = O3009 (2.51)
0" = [QIT> 9;T> 9;0> 9§{> 9;;, 9§3’ 9§4]T e R (2'52)
w(t) = [wi (£),ws (£), y(t),wn (), wy (), Ym (), um(t)]". (2.53)

2.2.2 Adaptive Control Schemes

Adaptive control laws use the nominal controller structures with parameter estimates.

Adaptive control law for z,,(t) available. Based on the nominal control law (2.4€]), the
adaptive control law is

u(t) = 0% (t)w(t), (2.54)
where w(t) is defined in ([249), and 0(t) is the estimate of 6* defined in (2:4]).

Adaptive control law for z,,(t) unavailable. Based on the nominal control law (2.50), the
adaptive control law is

u(t) = 0% (t)w(t), (2.55)
where w(t) is defined in (253), and 0(t) is the estimate of 6* defined in (2.52)).

Tracking error equation. In both cases, the tracking error e(t) = y(t) — y,,(t) satisfies
e(t) = p"Wu(2)[(0 — 07) w](t), (2.56)
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with different 6, 6* and w(t), which has the same form as (2.13)) or (2.32), and can be used to define
the estimation error for adaptive laws to update 6(¢) and the estimate p(t) of p*.

Adaptive laws. Based on (2.50]), we can similarly define the estimation error

e(t) = e(t) + p(t)§(t), (2.57)

where p(t) is the estimate of p*, and
E(t) = 0" (t)C(t) = Win(2)[07w](t) € R (2.58)
C(t) =W(2)w](t) € R™, (2.59)

and choose the adaptive laws for 0(¢) and p(t) as

Ot +1)=0(t) — m2(0) (2.60)
_ 7 E(t)e(t)
p(t+1) =p(t) - T2 (2.61)
whereO<F:FT<ﬁIandO<7<2, and
m(t) = 1+ ¢T()C(1) + E2(8). (2.62)
Adaptive system properties. The estimation error €(t) satisfies
e(t) = p 0T ()C(t) + AEWR), O(t) = 0(t) — 0", j(t) = p(t) — p. (2.63)
The time-increment of the positive definite function V (0, p) = |p*|607T~10 + =132, is
VOt + 1), p(t + 1)) = V(B(¢), (1))
_ kol CT(OTC(E) +982(1) €(2)
S (2 — 2 (1) ) ) <0. (2.64)

Then, we have the desired adaptive law properties given in Lemma 2.1], based on which we have:

Theorem 2.1 The adaptive controller (2.5]) or (2.53), updated from the adaptive law (2.60)-
(Z61) and applied to the plant (Z1), ensures that all closed-loop system signals are bounded and

limy_, (y(t> - ym(t)> =0.

The results of this theorem also hold for adaptive state feedback control designs developed in
Section 2.1l The proofs of these results can be derived in a similar way to that for a traditional
model reference adaptive control scheme, as the signal terms related to the reference model system
are bounded, and the L? properties of the adaptive laws hold.



3 Unified Designs for MIMO Systems

Consider a multi-input multi-output linear time-invariant plant
t(t) = Az(t) + Bu(t), y(t) = Cx(t), (3.1)

where z(t) € R" and y(t) € RM are the plant state and output vectors, u(t) € R is the input
vector, and (A, B, C') are unknown matrices.

The control objective is to design a feedback control input u(t) to ensure closed-loop system
signal boundedness and asymptotic y(t) tracking the output y,,(t) of a given reference system

Tm(t) = A () + Bt (1), ym(t) = Crixp(t), (3.2)

where x,,(t) € R™ and y,,(t) € RM are the reference system state and output vectors, u,,(t) €
RM is a given input vector, and, unlike the traditional model reference adaptive control problem,
(A, By, Cr) are unknown parameter matrices, so that G,,(s) = Cp,(sI — A,,) "' B,, is unknown.

For adaptive control of a multivariable plant (3.I]) whose transfer matrix is G(s) = C(sI—A)™' B,
its modified interactor matrix &,,(s) |4, page 385] (which is a lower triangular M x M polynomial
matrix such that lim, . &,(s)G(s) = K, is nonsingular and finite, and &,'(s) is a stable rational
matrix) is an important structure information to use, as described in the following assumption:

Assumption (A3.1): The modified interactor matrix &,,(s) of the plant G(s) is known, and, for
the reference model system G, (), limg_,00 & (8)Gin(s) is finite.

For stable output tracking control, we also need the assumption:

Assumption (A3.2): The plant (A, B,C) is stabilizable and detectable, and all zeros of G(s)
are stable.

The above formulation also holds for the discrete-time case, with the symbol s (which denotes
either the time-differentiation operator: s[z|(t) = #(t) or the Laplace transform variable in the
continuous-time case) replaced by the symbol z (which denotes either the time-advance operator:
z[z](t) = xz(t + 1) or the z-transform variable), that is, the discrete-time plant is

z(t+ 1) = Azx(t) + Bu(t), y(t) = Cx(t), (3.3)
and the discrete-time reference model system is

Em(t) = At (t) + Bontim(t), Ya(t) = Couom (2). (3.4)

With a unified symbol D to denote either s or z, we can present a unified development of
adaptive control schemes for both the continuous-time and discrete-time cases.
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3.1 State Feedback Control Laws

We first develop the nominal and adaptive state feedback output tracking control laws using the

reference model systems signals x,,(t) and w,,(t).

3.1.1 Nominal Control Law

With the knowledge of the plant (A, B, C), the nominal state feedback control law is
u(t) = K{Ta(t) + Kirn(t), (3.5)
where the parameter matrices K; € R™M and Kj € RM*M gatisfy

C(DI — A—- BK{")'BK; =¢,1(D), K37 ' = K, (3.6)

m

whose existence is guaranteed [5], and r,,(¢) is such that
Ym(t) = Win(D)[rn](t), Win(D) = &.1(D). (3.7)
From (B2), for G (D) = Cpo(DI — Ap) "' By, we have
Ym(t) = Gu(D)[um|(t) (3.8)

so that 7, (t) = &n(D)Gm(D)[uw](t) and 7,(t) = &n(D)[ym)(t). Since G,,(s) is unknown or the
time-derivatives of y,,(f) are not available, the signal r,,(¢) is not available for implementing the

control law (3.0), and we need to parametrize its uncertainty for estimation.

Recall the operator D which is such that, for a scalar signal w(t), D[w|(t) = w(t) in the
continuous-time case or Dw]|(t) = w(t + 1) in the discrete-time case. Then, under Assumption
(A3.1): limg 00 £ (D) G (D) is finite, from the reference system model ([B.2)), we can express

Tm(t) = Emn(D)[ym](t) = AT 2w (t) + Astum(t), (3.9)

for some parameter matrices A4, € RVM and Ay, € RMM (similar to (242) for the M = 1
case), which depend on the reference system parameters (A,,, By, Cy,) (the matrix As may not be

nonsingular). Hence, we can modify the nominal control law (3.5) as
u(t) = KiTo(t) + Kyrp(t)
= KTa(t) + K3 (AT 2, (t) + Asun(t))
= K" a(t) + K3f w(t) + Koyun(t), (3.10)
where K31 = K3 AT K3, = K3 A,

Such a nominal control law ensures that y(t) = W,,,(D)[rm](t) = ym(t) for the output y,,(¢) of a
given reference model system: D[z,,|(t) = Apnxm(t) + Buum(t), ym(t) = Cram(t).
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3.1.2 Adaptive Control Law

The adaptive controller structure is chosen as
u(t) = K{a(t) + K310m(t) + Kogtn (1), (3.11)

where K;, K91 and Ky, are the estimates of K7, Kj, and K3,.

With the control law (BI1]) applied to the unified form plant:
Diz|(t) = Az(t) + Bu(t), y(t) = Cx(t), (3.12)

for the tracking error e(t) = y(t) — ym(t), we obtain

e(t) = Win(D)K,[(© — 07)Tw](t), (3.13)
where
w(t) = [27(t), 2% (1), ul (1)]" € R M (3.14)
Ot) = [KT (1), K5 (1), K22(t)}T e Rn+M)xM (3.15)
0" = [K;T, K37 ks,] " € RemHMXM, (3.16)

3.2 Output Feedback Control Laws

The output feedback control laws uses either an observer-based controller structure or a plant-model
matching controller structure. We now study their nominal form and adaptive version using the
signals x,,(t) and w,,(t) of the reference model system (B.2)).

3.2.1 Nominal Control Law

The baseline nominal output feedback controller structure is
u(t) = O7wn () + 05 wn(t) + Ou(t) + Or(h) (3.17)

where O} = [07],,...,07,_,]", 05 =[0%,,...,0;5, ], with ©f; €« RM*M i=1,2,j=1,...,v-1,
with either v = n — M or v = v, being the observability index of the plant (B.12), 03, € RM*M
and O3 € RM*M "and

wi(t) = F(D)[u](t), wa(t) = F(D)[y](t), (3.18)
F(D) = %, A(D) = [Isr, DIy, ..., D217, (3.19)

for a chosen monic and stable polynomial A(D) of degree v — 1.
The nominal controller parameters ©7, O3, ©%, and O3 satisfy

O1" A(D)P(D) + (05" A(D) + ©3)A(D)) Z(D)
= AMD)(P(D) = 036m(D)Z(D)), (3.20)
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for a pair of right matrix-fraction polynomial matrices P(D) and Z(D) of G(D) = C(DI— A)~'B:
G(D) = Z(D)P~Y(D). With (3.20), the closed-loop system transfer matrix is W,,(s) = £,1(D).

Using (39), we have
u(t) = 01w (t) + 05 wy(t) + Oy (t) + O5(ATw,, (1) + Aguy, (1))
=07 w) (t) + 05 wy(t) + Okyy(t) + Oz, (1) + Oyt () (3.21)
where 037 = 03AT 037 = 03 A,.

Remark 3.1 In the controller structure (B.I7), either v = n — M (with which the controller struc-
ture is observed-based, from using the reduced-order estimate &(t) of x(t) such that lim; . (Z(t) —
x(t)) =0), or v = v, < n— M being the observability index of the plant (3.12]) (with which the con-
troller structure has the desired plant-model matching property (8.20) which makes the closed-loop

system transfer matrix equal to the reference model system W,,(s) = £, }(D)). O

3.2.2 Adaptive Control Law

We then choose the adaptive control law
u(t) = Ofwi(t) + O3 wa(t) + Oy (t) + 0312 () + Osaum(?) (3.22)
with the estimates O, 4, Oy, O3, and O3, of OF, OF, OF,, ©F, and O3,.

With the control law ([3.22]) applied to the plant (3.12)), we can derive the dynamic equation for
the tracking error e(t) = y(t) — ym(t):

e(t) = W (D)K,[(© — 0" w](t), (3.23)
where
w(t) = [WT (1), Wl (), y7 (1), 2T, (1), ul (8)] (3.24)
O(t) = [67(t), 07, O, O (t), Ozt )]T (3.25)
0" = [@TT> @STa 6307 @§{> @;;2} : (3'26)

This error equation has the same form as that in (B.I3]) for the state feedback control case, for
which a unified adaptive law design can be derived.

3.3 Adaptive Laws

The state feedback and output feedback control designs lead to the tracking error equation (B.13])
or (323) which can be written in the form

En(D)[e](t) = K, 0T (t)w(t), O(t) = O(t) — O
= Kp(u(t) — 7 (t)w(t)), u(t) = T ()w(t). (3.27)
Effectively dealing with the uncertainty of K, is a key step in developing a stable adaptive scheme

to update the controller parameter matrix O(¢), more sophisticated than the case of M = 1 when
K, =k, is a scalar. There are different adaptive schemes using different information of K, [4].
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3.3.1 A Basic Design

We first present a basic adaptive scheme, using a gain matrix S, analogous to the sign of k, in the
SISO case of M = 1, specified in the following assumption:

Assumption (A3.3): A matrix S, € RM*M is known such that, for the continuous-time case,
K,S, = (K,S,)T > 0, and for the discrete-time case, 0 < K,S, = (K,S,)T < 21 [4].

For the first equation of (3:27)), we choose a stable and monic polynomial f(D) of degree equal
to the maximum degree of &,,(D), and operate both sides of (321 by k(D) L<. to obtain

= ¥y
&(t) = h(D)&n(D)[e](t) = K,h(D)[O7w](2). (3.28)
We then introduce the auxiliary signals
¢(t) = h(D)[w](?) (3.29)
£(t) = ©7(1)¢(t) — h(D)[©"w]() (3.30)
and define the estimation error

e(t) = e(t) + W(t)&(t), (3.31)

where U(t) is the estimate of ¥* = K,,. It follows from (3.28)-(3.31]) that
e(t) = K,0T()C(t) + T(t)Et), U(t) = U(t) — T~ (3.32)

Adaptive laws. We choose the adaptive laws for O(¢) and W(t):

oT(t) _ Spe(t)CT(t)
OT(t+ 1) — OT(#) } =Tty (3:33)
U(t) _ Te(t)e"(t)
Wt 1) - (1) }_ TR (3:34)

where S, satisfies Assumption (A3.3), I' = T'" > 0 for the continuous-time case and 0 < I' = I'"" < 21
for the discrete-time case, and m(t) = /14 CT(¢)C(t) + ET(1)E().

Stability analysis. Consider the the positive definite function
V =t[0r,07] + tr[¥'T], T, = KIS, ' =TT > 0, (3.35)
we derive, for the continuous-time case, its time-derivative as
V = 2tr[Or,07] + 2tr[ W T 1]
Spe()¢" ()
m?(t)

_ —2tr[<T<t>érpspnj§—2)J ol (1) BT

— 2T (OKY + €7 (1))

Le(t)€" ()
m?(t)
€(t)

m?2(t)

] — 2tr[WIT!

= —2tr[Or, ]

]

<0, (3.36)
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or, for the discrete-time case, its time-increment as

V(Ot+1),¥(t+1)) —V(O(),¥(t))
= tr[O(t + )T,07 (t 4+ 1)] + tr[I7(t + DT U (t + 1))
—tr[O()T,07 ()] — tr[ U7 ()T W (¢t)]

— (" (1) - S Oyrr, @rin - SOy gy, 6o
raf(b(e) - PO Oy e - T D) g
- o SOTOSTOT, OO
_Qtrﬁ(t)eT%tP)—l\if(t)] N tr[ﬁ(t)eT<t>1;54—(1)re<t>€<t>]
20 | O TS, | EHED )
) W) e w)
< —alfngg(t), (3.37)

for 0 < oy <2 — max{Anaz[I'p); Amaz (L]}
Based on this result, we can derive the following properties:

Lemma 3.1 The adaptive laws (3.33)-(3.54) ensure:
(i) ©(t) € L=, U(t) € L™, and and < € L2 N L*;

m(t)

(i) O(t) € L2N L™ and W(t) € L2 N L>® (the continuous-time case); and
(iii) Ot +1) — O(t) € L? and ¥ (t + 1) — U (¢t) € L? (the discrete-time case).

3.3.2 K, Decomposition Based Designs

The knowledge of the plant high frequency gain matrix K, needed for adaptive control design, can
be reduced by using the LDS, LDU and SDU decompositions of K, [4].

The LDS based design can be derived, by reparametrizing the first equation of ([B.27) as
En(D)[e](t) + O5ém(D)[e](t) = DySOT (Hw(1), (3.38)

where K, = LyD,S with L, being a unity lower triangular matrix (D, being a diagonal matrix and
S being a symmetric and positive definite matrix), and O} = L;' — I, has the special structure:

0 0 0 0
05, 0 0 o0
o= | B o0 0 (3:39
6)}<\/[—11 9;4—1M—2 0 0
L 9;41 6)}’<\/[M—2 QXJM—l 0_
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The LDU decomposition of K,: K, = LD,U, with L being a unity lower triangular matrix and
U being a unity upper triangular matrix (and D, being a diagonal matrix), can also be used for an
adaptive design. In this case, the second equation of (8:27)) is reparametrized as

&m(D)e](t) + Ox&m(D)[e](t) = DpU (u(t) — O w(t))

= D, (u(t) — ®tu(t) — U™ w(t)), (3.40)
[0 01y dly 0 Oy ]
0 0 ¢ - oy
where 5 =1-U= | : : : : whose elements ¢;; can be estimated.
00 - 0 yum
0 -« - 0 0

The parameters ©F, D, and ©* (in ©(t) = O(t) — ©*) in B38) can be estimated, using
the sign information of the diagonal elements of D,. The parameters O, ®;, UO*T and D, =
diag{dj, d;,...,d3,;} in (B.40) can be estimated, using the sign information of d;. Such sign infor-
mation depends on the leading principal minors of K, which are assumed to be all non-zero. For
the discrete-time case design, some bound information d9 > |d;| is needed for the adaptive law. For
details of such K, decomposition based adaptive control designs, see [4, pages 448-452].

3.4 Further Extensions

We now present some additional designs of the adaptive control schemes for the reference model

system (3.2) with uncertain (A,,, By, Cp,), and their performance analysis and applications.

3.4.1 Design with z,,(t) Unavailable

When the state vector x,,(t) of the reference system (3.2):
Dzp](t) = Apam(t) + Bnum(t), ym(t) = Crapn(t), (3.41)

is not available, a nominal reduced-order state observer [3| page 272] can be used, based on the
knowledge of y,,(t) € RM and u,,(t) € R, to generate an estimate &,,(t) of z,,(¢) such that
limy o0 (2 (t) — 2 (t)) = 0 exponentially. With such an #,,(t), the term ATx,,(t) in (39) can be
replaced with AT#,,(t) which can be further expressed as
Al 2 (t) = Bl wy,, (t) + By wy,, (t) + Bagym(t), (3.42)
for some constant matrices By, Ba, B, and wy,, (t) = F,(D)[un](t), wy,,(t) = Fun(D)[ym)(t), with
F,.(D) = ﬁ?((g)), An(D) = [Iy, DIy, ..., D" M=1]T for a chosen monic and stable polynomial
Ac(D) of degree n — M — 1.
We then can express 7,(t) in (3.9]) as
Tm(t) = BYw,,,(t) + By w,, (t) + Bagym(t) + Asun(t), (3.43)

which can be combined with the control law ([B.5]) or (8.17) to derive a control law in terms of the
reference model system signals u,,(t) and y,,(t).

16



3.4.2 Partial-State Feedback Control Designs

In [6], a partial-state feedback adaptive control scheme is developed for MIMO systems to achieve
output tracking, using an available partial-state vector yo(t) = Cox(t) € R™ with (A, Cy) observable
and rank[Cy| = ng, to build an observer-based control law. In [I], a partial-state feedback adaptive

control scheme with uncertain reference model system parameters is developed for SISO systems.

For a MIMO plant, the baseline nominal partial-state feedback controller structure [6] is

u(t) = 07 wi(t) + 05 wa(t) + Oyo(t) + O3rm(t), (3.44)
where ©F € RM(—no)xM gt ¢ Rro(n=no)xM O3, € RM*m0 and ©% € RM*M  and
w1 (t) = AD) A(D) (3.45)

with A\(D) = [Ing, DIng, ..., D" 1|7 and Ag(D) = [Lng, Dlng, ..., D""'L, |7, and A(D)

being a monic stable polynomial of degree n — nyg.

In our control problem, r,,(t) = &,(D)[ym|(t) is not available and we reparametrize it. With
the parametrization scheme B9): 7, (t) = & (D) [ym(t) = ATz, () + Asu,,(t), we express

O3 m(t) = O3(AT 2 (£) + Astiyn (1)) 2 O3 2 (£) + Oyt (t), (3.46)
to form the nominal control law (which uses z,,(t) and u,,(t)):
u(t) = 07 wi(t) + O3 ws(t) + O%oyo(t) + O3] T (t) + Oyt (t), (3.47)
whose adaptive version is
u(t) = O7wi(t) + Ozwa(t) + O20yo(t) + 517 () + Ozt (t), (3.48)

with the estimates O, 2, Oy, O3; and O3, of OF, OF, O3, ©F, and ©3,.

With the parametrization scheme (3:43) (using the observer-based estimate Z,(t) of x,,(t)):
rm(t) = Biw,,, (t) + B3 wy,, (t) + Baoym(t) + Asu, (t), we express

O37m(t) = O5(BY wa,, (t) + By wy, (t) + Baoym () + Azt (1))
£ 037w, (1) + O3 w,,. (1) + O%ym(t) + O%yunl(t), (3.49)
to form the nominal control law (which uses y,,(t) and wu,,(t)):
u(t) = O wi(t) + O3 ws(t) + O3y0(t) + O34 wa, (t) + O wy,, (t) + O35ym (1) + O34um(t), (3.50)
whose adaptive version is
u(t) = O7wi(t) + O3wa(t) + Oy (t) + O3,Wu,, (1) + O3pwy,, (1) + Ossym (t) + Ozaum(t),  (3.51)
with the estimates O, Oq, Og, O3, O32, O33 and O3y of OF, O3, OF,, OF,, O%,, O3 and O3,.

With these adaptive control laws, the tracking error equations can be derived and the estimation
error signals can be defined to design the adaptive laws to update the controller parameters.
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3.4.3 Design for Continuous-Time Relative-Degree-One Systems

A continuous-time relative-degree-one system is
x(t) = Az(t) + Bu(t), y(t) = Cx(t), (3.52)

with the modified interactor matrix &,,(s) = sI + P, for Py = diag{ay, as,...,apn} > 0.

In this case, the state feedback tracking error equation (B.13) and the output feedback tracking
error equation (B.23)) have the form

é(t) = Age(t) + K,(© — 05 (H)w(t), (3.53)

where Ay = —Fy = diag{—ay, —as, ..., —ay} with a; > 0, = 1,2,... M, that is, Ay is a stable
matrix. In this case, a Lyapunov design of the adaptive law for ©(¢) can be derived, and the
closed-loop system stability and tracking performance can be analyzed in a straightforward way.

Adaptive law. We choose the adaptive law
O7(t) = —ST Pe(t)w™ (t), (3.54)

where P = PT > 0 satisfying PAy + ATP = —Q for Q = QT > 0 chosen, and S, € RM*M is such
that My = K 1S = MT > 0 (the knowledge of S needs to be assumed for such an adaptive law,
which may be relaxed using an LDU decomposition of K, 4, page 375]).

Stability analysis. Consider the positive definite function
V =el'Pe+tr[OM'07], 6 =0 — 0, (3.55)
and derived its time-derivative as

V = 2T (t)P(Age(t) + K,0Tw(t)) — 2tr[O M1 ST Pe(t)w? (t))]
eT()Qe(t) 4 2T (1) K0T (H)w(t)) — 2wT ()OM ST Pe(t)

T(t)Qe(t), (3.56)
Hence, e(t) € L? for e(t) = y(t) — ym(t), and e(t) and O(t) = O(t) — ©* are bounded, and so are
y(t) and ©(t). It can be further shown that u(t) is bounded, and lim; ., e(t) = 0.

e

3.4.4 Asymptotic Tracking Performance

The control objective is to ensure closed-loop signal boundedness and asymptotic output tracking:
limy o (y(t) — ym(t)) = 0, without the knowledge of the equivalent reference system input r,,(t) =
Em(D)G (D) [um)(t) as Gy(D) is unknown for the reference model system (3.2) or (3:41]), which
can be achieved by the control laws (B.11]) and (3.22)).
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The control scheme with ([B.II) has the terms K2 x,,(t) + Kau,,(t) replacing Kor,,(t) in a
standard adaptive state feedback control scheme [4]. Similarly, the scheme with ([3.22]) has the
terms OF x,,(t) + Ospu,,(t) replacing O3r,(t) in an adaptive output feedback control scheme [4].
Since these terms are all bounded, the closed-loop system signal boundedness is ensured. Then, the
L? properties in Lemma 3.1l ensure the L? property of the tracking error e(t) = y(t) — y,,(t) and
the asymptotic convergence property of e(t).

3.4.5 Applications

The developed new adaptive control technique ensures that the output y(t) of the plant: D[z](t) =
Az(t)+Bu(t), y(t) = Cx(t), tracks the output y,,(t) of the reference system: D|x,,](t) = Apxm(t)+
B (t), ym(t) = Cpzp(t) (with known y,,(t) and u,,(t), and possibly x,,(t)) whose parameters
(A, B, Cp) are unknown, while in the traditional model reference control framework, the reference
model system ¥y, (s) = W, (D)[r,)(t) is assumed to be completely known.

An immediate application is adaptive control of a follower system with unknown parameters to
follow a leader system also with unknown parameters.

The adaptive control technique, developed for the leader-follower control problem (with the
reference model system with unknown parameters being the leader), can be generalized for adaptive
control of multi-agent systems whose leader system parameters are unknown, in addition to the
uncertainties of the follower agent systems. It is meaningful to consider the parameter uncertainties
of the leader agent for an adaptive multi-agent control problem.

4 Adaptive Feedback Linearization Control

Consider a nonlinear plant of the form

i(t)

Z 0: fi(x) + Z gi(2)u(t) = F(2)0* + G(z)u

h_(x) = [hi(2), ha(z), ..., hy(2)]" € RM, (4.1)

Y

with 0* = [07,605,...,0;]7 € R unknown, and F(x) = [fi(x), fo(x),..., fi(z)] € R and G(z) =
[g1(2), g2(), ..., g ()] € RM known, and assume that the plant has a vector relative degree
diag{p1, p2, ..., pam} and stable zero dynamics [7].

The control objective is to design a feedback control signal u(t) € RM for (@), to ensure the
control system signal boundedness and asymptotic tracking of a bounded reference output signal
ym(t) € RM by the plant output y(t).

In a traditional adaptive feedback linearization control system [8], [9], [10], [T1], the reference
output signal y,,(t) is a given signal whose certain orders of time-derivatives are assumed to be
bounded and known. In out study, y,,(t) is the output of a reference model system (a leader

system) whose parameters are unknown.
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4.1 Feedback Linearization Parametrization

We first give a review of the standard feedback linearization parametrization procedure.

Letting £(s) = diag{s”, s, ..., s"} and following the standard feedback linearization proce-
dure [§], we can derive the plant expression

E()[yl(t) = b(z) + A(z)u(t), (4.2)
for some parametrizable b(x) € R" and A(x) € R*M being nonsingular.

With A(z) and b(z) being the estimates (to be parametrized) of A(x) and b(z), we choose the

adaptive linearizing control law

= (A(2)) "' (v — b(a)). (4.3)

A~

Then, we have A(z)u = v — b(z), and
b(z) + A(z)u
= A(z)u — A(x)u + v + b(z) — b(z), (4.4)
which leads the plant expression (4.2) to
£(s)[y)(t) = A(z)u — A(z)u + b(z) — b(z) +v. (4.5)

For &,,(s) = diag{di(s),da(s),...,dn(s)} with d;(s) = s + ajs” 1+ -+ @ip,—15 + iy, stable,
i=1,2,---, M, and v = [v1, vy, ...,vy]", we choose

(p2) (i=1) _ ppi—1p . W _ [1h (2 e 16

= Yi’ + i1 (Yo ST hi() e g1 (Y — LRi(2)) 4 g (Ymi — vi),  (4.6)

—

as the adaptive control law, where L]pf_lhi(at) = L;f'_lhi(a:), ce L@) = L}hi(z) are parametrized
by the estimates of 6} in the plant (A1), and ¥, (t), ¢ = 1,2,..., M, are the components of the
reference output vector signal ¥, (t) = [Yim1(t), Yma(t), - - -, Ymar(t)]T € RM which and whose time-
derivatives of certain orders as shown in ([.6]) are assumed to be bounded and known.

Recall the Lie Derivatives defined as Lkh; = Ly(LE 1) = 20 f [0h, = by, L, Lih; =

agxh g; [7]. Using the control law (£0) in (£4), for e = y(t) — ym(t) = [e1,e9,...,en]T with

€; = Yi — Ymi, We obtain the error equation
B (Pl)

+apel” 1)+~-~+0z1p161

(p2) _I_ o e(pQ 1) _I_ . + a2p262

(pM)—l—Oz ol — 1)_‘_‘

€nm Tt OMpr EM
an (Y = L8 (@) + -+ a1 — Leha())
-1 -1 . - =
n an (yy? ) — L2 hy(x)) + st agp,—1(P2 — Lyha(z)) ’ (A7)

—

ann (i ™ = L9 o (2)) 4 - Qa1 (90 — Lyhae (@) |

20



where ™ = Ly hi(x), .. Y = Lih;(x) are parametrized by the parameters in 6*, b(z) =
b(z) — b(z) and A(z) = A(z) — A(x).

Parametrizing b(z) = 017w, and b(z) = ©Tw; for some known vector w; and unknown parameter
matrix ©% and its estimate O, A(z)u(t) = O3 w, and A(x)u(t) = ©Fw, for some known vector w,

and unknown parameter matrix O3 and its estimate O, we express
b(z) = O0Tw, ©, =07 — 6, (4.8)

Similarly, we can express the last term in (A7) as (:)gwg for some known vector ws and O3 =
O; — O3 with some unknown parameter matrix O3 and its estimate ©3. Then, denoting ©* =
@7 07 077, 0 =[07,07,0I17, 6 =0* — 0 and w = [WT,w], Wl we rewrite [@7) as

(p1—1)

e’ 4 agpel + a6
egm) + ozmeg”_l) + - agp,en
eg\ZM) + aMleS\ZM_l) + o aarpy e
= 0Tw, +6%w, 4+ 6Fw; = 6%w. (4.10)

Thus, we have expressed the adaptive control error system as

En(8)[e](t) = (07 — O(t)) w(t). (4.11)

Based on such an error system, adaptive laws can be developed to update the parameter estimate
O(t) to implement the adaptive control scheme with the control laws (4.3]) and (4.6]), under the stable
zero dynamics condition of the plant (4.1]), using the knowledge of the certain orders of derivatives
of ym(t), that is, &,.(s)[ym](t), which is however not available in our adaptive control problem.

4.2 Leader-Follower Tracking Error Equation

Now we develop the standard adaptive feedback linearization control design, with an expanded
parametrization, for the adaptive leader-follower tracking problem: the output y(t) of the plant
(@1) (the follower) with unknown parameters is expected to track the output y,,(¢) of a leader
system (a reference model system) with unknown parameters.

Reference system. Assume that y,,(t) is the output of a reference model system:

Ty = fm(xm> + gm(x>um
Ym = him(Tm), (4.12)

with the vector relative degree no less than diag{pi, p2, ..., pa} of the follower system (.T), that
is, for &(s) = diag{s”, s”,...,s"M} it holds that

E(8)[yml(t) = bro (@) + A (T ) (t), (4.13)
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for some bo(z) € R* and A,,(x) € RM*M (which may be singular), and

En(8)[Ym) () = bin(m) + A (@ )um(t), (4.14)
for some b,,(x) € R", where &,,(s) = diag{d(s), da(s),...,dp(s)} with d;(s) = sP + a7 1+ -+
Qip,—15 + iy, stable, ¢ =1,2,--- M.

To design the adaptive control schemes, we make the following assumption:

Assumption (A4.1): the reference system (leader system) signals wu,,(t), z,,(t) and y,,(t) are
known and bounded but the dynamic functions f,,(+), gm(:) and h,,(-) are unknown.

Our objective is to design an adaptive control law wu(t) for the follower system (1), to ensure
that all system signals are bounded, and lim; o (y(t) — ym(t)) = 0, without the information of
Em(8)[ym](t) (except that y,,(t) is available and &,,(s) is chosen).

The control law (4.6) can be written as

v(t) = &m(8)[ym](t) — 0y(), (4.15)
where ~ . - _
OéllL?_lhl(iU) + -+ Oélpl_lL}chl(iU) + A1p1Y1

—
—

. 0421[/5)02_1]12($) + - O‘Zpg—lL}hZ(x) + Qigp, Y2

Uy(z) = (4.16)

—_— —

L OéMlL?M_th(ZL’) —+ o+ OéMpM_lL}hM(l’) + aMpMyM ]

Since the parameters of the dynamic functions f,,(+), g.(-) and h,,(+) are unknown, the functions
b () and A, (x,,) in (L14) are also unknown, and so is &, ($)[ym] (%), so that the control law (4.15)
cannot be implemented.

Estimation of &,,(5)[y,](t). From (£I4]), denoting and parametrizing
P (t) = En(8)[Ym) () = b (€n) + A (T ) () = O o, (4.17)

for some unknown parameter matrix O, and some known vector signal w,,(t), we introduce the
estimate of r,,(t) as

P (t) = &n(8)[ym)(t) = @ﬁwma (4.18)
where O, is the estimate of ©F . We modify the control law (4I5]) as

—

V(t) = & (8)[Ym] () — 0y(x) = Opwm — 0y (2), (4.19)

which, with O, = Or, — O,,, can be expressed as

v(t) = —OF w, + 011w, — 0,(x)
— Tt + ()] (1) — B, (). (4:20)
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Similar to (£.7)-(£I0), it follows from (£.5]) and (£20) that

eY’l) + allegpl_l) + - Fage

eépz) + agleépz_l) + 4 agpen

(par—1)

eg\f[M)—i—onleM + o+ Quppy M
= 0Tw, 4+ 6%w, + 6Tw; — 6L w,, = 67w, (4.21)
where
O=0"-0 (4.22)
o' =[oef,05,065,0.]" (4.23)
o = [, o3 e, o (4.24)
w=[wl Wl Wl —wi* (4.25)
The tracking error equation (4.21]) has the same form as (£.IT]):
Em(s)[e](t) = (07 — O()) w(t), (4.26)

based on which, a stable adaptive scheme can be designed, using the knowledge of the measured
e(t) = y(t) — ym(t) and w(t) and the chosen &,,(s) formed based on the vector relative degree

diag{p1, pa, - .., pu} of the plant (AT).

4.3 Adaptive Law
We rewrite (4.20]) as
e(t) = Wi ()[O7w](1), O(t) = O — O(1), (4.27)

where W,,(s) = &-1(s) = diag{w:(s), wa(s), ..., wr(s)} with w;(s) = d;*(s) stable for the chosen
Em(s) = diag{di(s),da(s),...,dn(s)}. Letting 0;(t) = 6* — 6;(t) be the ith column of O(t) =
O* —0O(t),i=1,2,..., M, we express the ith component of e(t) = [e1(t), ex(t), ..., en(t)]T as

ei(t) = wi(s)[0Fw](t), i =1,2,..., M. (4.28)

Fori=1,2,..., M, introducing the auxiliary signals
&(t) = wi(s)[0] wl(t) — 07 (1)Gi(t) (4.29)
Gi(t) = wi(s)[w](t), (4.30)

we define the estimation error signals
ei(t) = ei(t) + &(1), (4.31)
and, with (Z28)-(@30), obtain € (t) = 67 (t)¢(t).
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This error equation motivates the choice of the adaptive law for 6;(t):

; Lidi(t)ei(t)
0i(t) = —5—~—, 4.32
() = = (132
where I'; = I'7 > 0, and
m;(t) = /1 + ¢F(t)G(¢). (4.33)
For the positive definite function V; = %717 16;, we have its time-derivative

: 0T Gi(t)es(t 2(t

o 0G0 e 30
mi(t) mi(t)

from which we can derive the desired properties:

(i) 6;(t), 6;(t) and <2 are bounded; and

m; (t)

(i) = € L2, and §,(t) € L?, for i =1,2,..., M.

These properties are crucial for the closed-loop system signal boundedness and asymptotic track-
ing performance: lim; . (y(t) — ym(t)) = 0, which can be established using the analysis procedure
for a standard adaptive feedback linearization control scheme [8], [9], [10], [L1].

5 Concluding Remarks

In this paper, we have studied the extensions of the solution in [I] for the new model reference

adaptive control problem in which the parameters of the reference model system are unknown.

If a dynamic system (plant) has a vector relative degree diag{pi, o, ..., pa}, its output y(t),
with £(s) = diag{s”*, s”?,..., s’} can be expressed as

E(s)[yl(t) = bx) + Az)u(t), (5.35)

where b(z) € RM and A(x) € RM*M being nonsingular.

For the linear system case, £(s) or £(z) can be generalized as a lower triangular polynomial
matrix £(D) (called the system interator matrix), and b(z) = K;7z(t) and A(z) = K, for some
constant matrices K§ € R™M and K, € RM*M _for (5.30) with {D). For the nonlinear system case
in the literature, the concept of £(s) has not been generalized to a nondiagonal matrix. The modified
interactor matrix &,,(s) is &, (s) = diag{d;(s),da(s), ..., dp(s)} with d;(s) = 8P + ;8”771 + -+ +
Qip—1S + iy, stable (1 = 1,2,---, M) (for the linear system case, &,(s) or &,(z) can be a lower
triangular polynomial matrix) such that £,1(s) (£,'(2)) is stable.

With &,,(s), the plant output y(t) satisfies
Em(8)[y](t) = b(z) + bi(z) + A(z)u(?), (5.36)
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for an additional vector by(z) € RM (by(x) = Kilx(t) for the linear case). If the output ¥,,(t) of
the reference model system with the state vector z,,(t) and input vector u,,(t) satisfies

Sm(s)[ym](t) = bm(:l?m) + Am(xm)UM(t)a (5'37)

then, the results of this paper, as the extensions of that in [I], are applicable as the solutions to the

output tracking problems with unknown reference model system parameters.

For the linear continuous-time or discrete-time system case, we have

Em(D)[yl(t) = (Kg + Kgy) "o (t) + Kpu(t), (5.38)

which indicates that the solution K7 to B.86) is K77 = —K ' (K§ 4+ K§)".
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