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Abstract

A novel least-squares model-reference direct adaptive control (LS MRAC) algorithm for multivariable (MIMO)
plants is presented. The controller parameters are directly updated based on the output tracking error. The control
law is crucially modified to reduce the relative degree of the error model to zero. A comprehensive Lyapunov-based
stability analysis as well as a tracking error convergence characterization is provided demonstrating that the LS
MRAC can achieve arbitrarily fast tracking while maintaining satisfactory parameter convergence for quite large
adaptation gains. Simulation results show a significant improvement in tracking performance compared to previous

methods.
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1 Introduction

Model Reference Adaptive Control (MRAC) is one of
the primary approaches in adaptive control. Over the
past decades, extensive research has been conducted on
designing MRAC systems with proven stability and con-
vergence properties Ioannou and Sun [1996]Sastry and
Bodson [1989]Tao [2003]Nguyen [2018].

Two common alternatives for adaptation are the gra-
dient and least-squares (LS) methods. While the for-
mer can be applied for direct or indirect adaptation,
the latter has been used for indirect adaptation Nguyen
[2018]. It is well known that LS can potentially lead to
faster parameter estimation Berghuis et al. [1995]Krstic
[2009]Guler et al. [2016], Fidan et al. [2015]. There-
fore, it would be highly interesting to develop a direct
singularity-free LS adaptive control algorithm, to com-
pute the control law when calculated indirectly from
the identified plant parameters based on the certainty
equivalence principle. An early attempt was made by
Elliott et al. [1985] , but stability and tracking issues re-
mained unresolved Tao [2014]. Direct LS adaptive con-
trol was also proposed by Slotine and Li [1991], depart-
ing from a static error equation (relative degree zero),
but his approach requires output differentiation.

Recently, Zengin et al. [2022] proposed a direct LS-
MRAC scheme for relative degree one SISO plants. Un-
fortunately, the adaptation law requires an unavailable
signal to be implemented, namely the instantaneous pa-
rameter estimation error.

In this paper, we present a solution for designing out-
put feedback direct LS adaptive control for linear time-
invariant (LTT) MIMO plants, considering only plants
with uniform relative degree one.

Besides the uncertainty of K, which is amenable by
SDU factorization Costa et al. [2003], another challenge
is how to avoid the need for output differentiation to
implement the LS adaptation law. Here, we circumvent
this problem with the strategy proposed in Costa [2024,
2020], which consists in introducing a modified control
law derived from Monopoli’s multiplier. As a result, the
output error equation becomes of relative degree zero.
This property is crucial as it leads to an implementable
direct LS adaptive law using output feedback for MIMO
plants.

A novelty of the new adaptive law is that it does not re-
quire normalization (which tend to decrease the equiva-
lent adaptation gain) to ensure stability. We believe
that the proposed LS MRAC, with a comprehensive
Lyapunov-based stability analysis, is the first of its kind
in the literature.

A further important contribution is that a detailed
tracking error convergence analysis is presented showing
that the LS MRAC can be designed to achieve arbitrar-
ily fast tracking while keeping parameter convergence
for quite large adaptation gains under the usual persis-
tency of excitation condition.

This note is organized as follow: In Sec. 2, the problem
formulation and the assumptions made are formulated.
Then the controller parametrization based on SDU fac-
torization of the Control input matrix is described in
(Sec. 2.1). The controller design follows in Sec. 2.3. A
fast converging LS-MRAC is described with its stability
analysis in Sec. 2.4. The remarkable convergence prop-
erties are characterized in Sec. 2.6. Simulation exam-
ples are presented in Sec. 3 to illustrate the significant
improvement in the speed of adaptation compared to
alternative adaptation laws.
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2 Multivariable MRAC

The plant and the reference model are given by!
y(t) = P(s)u(t), P(s)=K,N(s)D"'(s), (1)
Ym(t) = M(s)r, (2)

where P(s) and M(s) are mxm transfer matrices, and
Y, U, Ym, T(t) €ER™. The high frequency gain matrix K,
and the coefficients of the m xm polynomial matrices
D(s) and N(s) are unknown.

The objective is to adaptively track the reference model
by designing the control u so that eg = y(¢) —y,,(t) — 0
asymptotically while all signals of the closed-loop sys-
tem remain bounded (stability).

The following assumptions regarding P(s) are required:
1) the observability index v of P(s) is known;
2) P(s) has relative degree 1;

3) the transmission zeros of P(s) have negative real
parts; (minimum-phase assumption)
m

4) the signs of the leading principal minors {A;}7,
of the matrix K, are known;

5) the reference signal r(t) is piecewise continuous and
uniformly bounded.

Assumption 4) is a counterpart of a similar high-
frequency gain sign assumption made for the SISO LS-
MRAC.

In view of assumption 2), M (s) is chosen as
M(s) = (s] = Ap)™" 3)

where

m
=0

A, = diag{ — ai} a; >0, (4)

The state variable filters are given by

V1,4 GRV_I s (5)
V24 6RV71 s (6)

01, = Avi; + gu;
Ug,; = Ava; + gy
Ufm] ERm(V_l) ,

,U%':m] c Rm(ufl) ,

T _ [T T
v = [U1,1 V1,2
T _[,T T
Uy = [02,1 V3,2

where A is a Hurwitz matrix. The regressor vector is
set as

rT] e RZmv
If P(s) is known, then a control law which achieves
matching between the closed-loop transfer matrix and

M(s), i.e. y = P(s)u™ = M(8)r = ypm, is given by Tao
[2003]

u* = HTTvl + QSTUQ + 05y +05r = 0*Tw, (7)

IThe symbol s stands either as the differential operator or as
the Laplace variable, according the context of time-domain or
frequency-domain.

where 0*7 = [0;7 6037 05 03], 07,05 e Rmr=Dxm,
03 eR™*™ and 0} = Kp_l. The dynamics of the track-
ing error is given by [Tao, 2003, p. 201]

eo = M(s)K, [u—0"w], (8)

u =0T (t)w = 07 (t)vy + 01 (t)vo + O3(t)y + G4 (t)r .
(9)

2.1 SDU factorization

In order to circumvent strong prior limitations about
K, such as its symmetry, the MIMO MRAC algo-
rithm proposed in Costa et al. [2003] relies on a control
parametrization derived from an SDU factorization of
the matrix K,. The following Lemma is central for this
algorithm. It assures the existence of a SDU factoriza-
tion.

Lemma 1. Fvery m x m real matriz K, with nonzero
leading principal minors {A; Y, can be factored as

K, = SDU, (10)

where S is symmetric positive definite, D is diagonal,
and U is unity upper triangular.

Proof. From Costa et al. [2003].

Since all A; are nonzero, there exists a unique factor-
ization Strang [1988],

K,=L,D,Up,, (11)

where L, is unity lower triangular, U, is unity upper
triangular, and

A Ay,
Dp:diag{Al,A?,...,A 1}. (12)
m—
Factoring D,, as
D,=D,D, (13)

where D, is a diagonal matrix with positive entries,
(11) is rewritten as

K, = (LyDy L])D(D™'L,"DU,),

so that (10) is satisfied by

S=L,D L], (14)
U=D"'L,"DU,. (15)
O

Note that while the LDU factorization is unique the
SDU factorization is not since D4 > 0 is arbitrary.

2.2 Control parametrization
Applying the SDU factorization (10), the error equa-
tion (8) is rewritten as
eo = M(5)SDU[u — 0*Tw)]
= M(s)SD [Uu — U*Tw]
=M(s)SD[u—U0Tw— (I —U)ul. (16)
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Note that the matrix (I — U) is strictly upper triangu-
lar. Therefore, the control signal u can be defined as
a function of (I — U)u without given rise to any static
loop since no individual control signal u; would depend
on itself.

The unknown U is incorporated in the parametrization
by introducing the parameter vector ©* via the identity

o TQ=U60"w+ (I —U)u, (17)
where
o =[of" o5 - o], (1)
OF = diag{Q] }/" |, (19)
and
QF = [T ug uz ... up),
OF = wT s U],
errﬂzfl [WT um]’
Qf = [w]. (20)

Each vector ©FT concatenates the i-th row of the matrix
UO*T and also the non zero entries of the i-th row of
(I —=U). The error equation (16) has thus been brought
to the form

eo = M(s)SD[u—QTe]. (21)

Note that this parametrization introduces m(m — 1)/2
additional adaptive parameters.

A special parametrization of the matrix D is proposed
in Lemma 2 below. This result will be useful to conclude
the stability of the MIMO extension of the LS-MRAC
algorithm developed in the next in terms of the unique
LDU factorization.

Lemma 2. For any A = diag{ — ai}iil, a; >0, and

any m x m unity lower triangular matriz Ly, there is a
positive constant d* such that

2Q = —(AST'+5714) >0
with S =L,D, LT and

Dy = diag{1, &%, &%, ---, &7V}, vd, > d.

and for L} = D;l/QLpDi/2 we have

lim L, =1.

dy—00
There exists d* > 0 such that
LyLYA+ AL LY <0, Vdi>d,

and, as a result, @ > 0.
(see Appendix A for a proof)

2.3 Design procedure

The control law is chosen as
u=L(s)[ET6] =nTe +E"0, (22)

where
L(s)=(s+ 441, (23)

with £y > 0 and I €eR™*™ and
=T = L7 1(s)Q". (24)

Applying the control (22), the error equation (21) be-
comes

eo = M(s)L(s)SD [ET6 — 2T 07|
= M(s)L(s)SD [ETO], (25)

where © = © — ©*. Now, introduce the decomposition

M(s)L(s) = diag{ s+t }m

s+ a;J)i=1

= diag{ " +1}
S+ a; i=1

=AM (s)+ 1,

where
A= diag{os}; |, o=l —a;.
Then, the error equation becomes
eo = (AM(s) + I)SD[ETO]
= AM(s)SD[E"©] + SD[ETO].  (26)
For simplicity, let us denote
v=D[E"O]. (27)

Then, defining the error state vector e € RY, we can
write the following non—minimal state space realization
of (26)

é=Ace+ B.Sv, (28)
eo = ACqe + Sv, (29)

where M(s) = Ce.(sI — A.) !B, and {A,, B.,C,.} sat-
isfies the MKY Lemma (appropriate for nonminimal
state-space realizations):

ATP + PP A. = —2Q', (30)
P'B.=CT, (31)
with P/ = P’ > 0 and Q' = QT > 0. The total order

of the system comprising the plant (1) and filters (5)-(6)
and (24) is N =n+4mv —m — 1.

Remark 1. Note that we need to filter only 1 to form

—
=.
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Tracking error | eg =y — yYm
SV filters 01,5 = Avis + gu, (5)
Ugi = Ava i + gyi (6)
ol = [vly vig V]
v =[v3y 3y ot V3]
WT = [of yT o +7]
OF = [wT wipr - U (20)
0 = diag{Q]}" (19)
E-filter E=—lZ=+Q (24)
lh=a, a;=a, Yie[l,m]
Control u=0T0 +=T0 (22)
Update laws © = —y RE sign(D) eg
?=-REETR
R(0) = diag{R;(0)},"
R;(0) = RI'(0)>0
R;(0) eRN:ixN:

Table 1: MIMO LS-MRAC algorithm.

2.4 Fast converging LS-MRAC

This section emphasizes a particular variant of the
above proposed LS-MRAC characterized by a reference
model given by a scaled identity matrix:

Ay = —al . (32)

In this case (A = 0), defining the error state vector
e€RY we have the following non-minimal state space
realization of (26)

é=Ace+ B.Sv, (33)
eg = Sv. (34)
Obviously, the state e is not observable from the track-

ing error ey but remains important to consider for over-
all stability analysis. Equivalently, one has

¢ = A.e + Beeg, (35)
eo = Sv. (36)
Consider the time varying positive definite function
2V1(0,t) = 7D R7L(t) O, (37)
where the covariance matrix is given by
R(t) = diag{R;(t)}
R;i(0) = R;(0)" >0,

m
i=1"

R;(0) e RN XN,

Note that [D|R~'=R~'|D|. Using the fact that R'=
—R7'RR™!, then

. ~ . 1~ . ~
Vv, =0TDR'e - 5@T|1D>u~z—1RR—1@. (38)

In view of the above equation, we choose the update
laws for © and R given in Table 1. Since = is block

diagonal, then ZZ7 is also block diagonal. Hence, for

R(0) block diagonal, R and R result block diagonal and
also R~1 = Z=T. Thus, the derivative (38) becomes

) . .1- .
Vi =0T DR + 5@TUD\EET o (39)
which, upon setting the update law
© = — R sign(D)Zey
= —v RE sign(D)eg (40)

is reduced using (27) to
. 1
Vi = =o' (yDSD — 5|D|) v <0 (41)

for sufficiently large v > 0. Note that DSD > 0. From
(41), we get

. 1
V,=— UTD(’)/S — §|D71|)D’U < —vTQqu,  (42)

for some appropriate Q4 > 0. Next, we take into ac-
count the error dynamic equation (33) by introducing
the positive definite function of e

eTP.e

2 )
such that AT P.+P.A. = —Q. < 0, for some P., Q. > 0,
which exist since A, is Hurwitz. Then, consider the

Lyapunov function for the adaptive system (33), (34),
and (40)

Vy = - (43)

V =eVa(e) + Vi (6O, 1), (44)
which has time-derivative given by

. —eQ. eP.B.S e
V:[eT ’UT] [ 0 D(’}/S%Dll)D:| |:U:| ,

(45)

which is negative definite in [eT ’UT] if € is small
enough and + is sufficiently large so that

1
D(S—%|D_1|)D2Q4>O. (46)

Such condition can be simply expressed in terms of the
original LDU decomposition of K, as in the general
case. This can be concluded from the Dy parameteri-
zation S = L, D, LT" and from the fact that L, (13,A)
is close to the identity for large dy. Indeed, (46) holds
if

1 1
T —1 -1
or, equivalently
1
T —1
LiL} > oD, (48)

Since L can be chosen arbitrarily close to the identity,
the following theorem can be proved.
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Theorem 1. For the closed-loop system consisting
of the plant (1), reference model (2-32), and the
MIMO LS-MRAC algorithm summarized in Table
1, where lg = a, if

1
v > imax(\d A7), ie[lm], (49)

where {dp, }i*, are the diagonal elements of ma-
triz Dy, then (a) all system signals are globally
uniformly bounded and e(t),eo(t), OTE(t) € Ly N
Lo and tend to 0 as t — oo; (b) if R(0) >
cyI for some constant ¢ > 0, then the norms
leoll3, 1013 le — enl3 are of order O(y72), where
ep, 18 the homogeneous exponentially decaying solu-
tion of the linear subsystem (33).

Proof. From (45) (49) V < 0. Than we conclude that
V' is bounded.

To show the boundedness of e(t), ©(t) we must take into
account that V; (as a function of ©) is time-varying
due to the term R™1(t). To this end, note that since

R(0) = RT(0) > 0, then from the R update law
R™Y(t) ==2=",
which by integrating gives

R't)=RY0)+J(t) >0, t>0, (50)

where J(t) = [ E(r)ET (7)dr. From (44) and (50),

V(e,0) =eVa(e) + OTDIR1(0)6 + 6T |D|J(1)6.

Since all the terms in the above sum are nonnegative,
they must bounded. Consequently, e, ©, © € L.
Since V is bounded from above by a negative definite
quadratic form of e, v, then e, v €& Ls.

Considering the Q structure in (20), we easily con-
clude subsequently from (Q,, € L) that (u,, € L)
= (Qn-1€ L) = (Um-1E€Lx) = ... = (U2 € L)
= (2 EEOO) = (u1 € L) This allows us to conclude

that Q, =, =€ L, and u € L. Therefore, all system

signals are globally uniformly bounded.
Moreover, since e, oT=¢ LoN Ly and é, %éTE €L
then, from Barbalat Lemma [Tao, 2003, p. 81], it follows

that lim; oo e = 0 and lim;_, . OT= = 0.

It is also clear that v € LN L, . Indeed, V; is bounded
by its initial value since Vi < 0. Moreover, by integrat-
ing both extreme sides of (42), ||v||3 = O(y~2). Note
that V3(0) = O(y~1) by the R(0) assumption in (b).
Since in (33) A, is Hurwitz and eq is given by (34),
then property (b) holds. O

2.5 Summary of the MIMO LS-MRAC
Table 1 summarizes the MIMO LS-MRAC algorithm.

Remark 2. The control law (22) can be written as

u=0TQ —~el sign(D)ZTRE,

which shows a feedback term of the tracking error eq.
This seems related to the proposed algorithm fast track-
ing error convergence.

2.5.1 The M-MRAC

The M-MRAC algorithm described in Costa [2020] is a
particular case of the LS-MRAC. It is easily obtained
by using a constant adaptation gain I' setting

R=0,
R(0) =y~ "diag{I;}]", ,
[, =T7 >0, T;eRN*Ni,

The M-MRAC reduces to the MRAC with gradient
adaptive law applied to a relative degree zero output er-
ror equation. Thus, Remark 2 applies in this case and a
fast convergence of the tracking error results. However,
as illustrated in Section 3, the parametric convergence
can be very slow.

The foregoing LS-MRAC stability analysis can be easily
extended to the M-MRAC case by just setting R = 0.
In this case, inequality (46) becomes simply vS > 0,
i.e., it suffices that v be positive, for stability of the
M-MRAC.

2.6 Convergence analysis

First, let us present the following lemmas.

Lemma 3. Given the inequality
Vi(t) < —yef(t), (51)

where V1 (t) > 0 V¢, e1(t) is continuous, and v > 0. For
any given € > 0, such that

el(t) > %, Vit € [to,to + A, (52)

then, if V1(0) = coy™ 1, the time interval A, must sat-
isfy,

Ac <colen) 2. (53)

Proof. Suppose that initially e$(tq) > 2. By continu-
ity, (52) follows for some A, > 0. Then, from (51) we

have

0 < Vi(t) < VA(0) — 4. (54)

and thus,
A. <ecole) 2. (55)
O

The following result relates Lo-norm and L.,-norm of
uniformly Lipschitz-continuous functions.

Lemma 4. Let f(t) be uniformly continuous with Lip-
schitz constant K. Then, for any positive &

IF @5 =2 = [ f (Bl < (3Ke)2. (56)
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Proof. Given the Lipschitz constant K, we have | f(t)| >
|f(to)|— K (t—to), Vt, to. Let tym = |f(to)|/ K +to be the
time when the right-hand-side of the latter inequality is
zero. Then,

e=|fI3 > / (1 (to)] - K (& — 1))t

= —(If(to)| = K(t = t0))* /3Ky = |f(to)’/3K.

(57)

Since, this holds for any ¢y,
F()] < (3Ke)'/?, v, (58)
This proves the Lemma. O

Now we can prove the convergence theorem.

Theorem 2 (Convergence Characterization).
In the LS-MRAC system of Theorem 1, if the
R(0) > ¢~1I for some constant ¢ > 0 the track-
ing error converges to an arbitrarily small resid-
ual value € within a time of order O(y~1), then
will remain norm-bounded by a constant of order
O(y~Y2) and wultimately converge to zero.

Proof. From (34) we have
éo = S = D[ETO + E76). (59)

Since 2,270, R, R are all uniformly bounded, from (40)
we can write, for some constant ¢; > 0

6] < velleollos - (60)
Then, from (59), the Lipschitz constant satisfies
K < vealleolloo,

for some co > 0 and large enough .
From (41) and (37), noting that R(0) > ¢~y 1

lleoll3 < e3/(7)%,

Now, from Lemma 4, one has

des > 0.

1/3

leolloo < (3yezlleollos)) ™ ll€oll2
< (3’702||€0Hoo|)1/3c4’7_1/37 (61)
Now, solving (61) we get
leolloo < c5y™2. (62)

Moreover, using Lemma 4, after a time interval of at
most A., the tracking error reaches the residual error
given by (62). O

Remark 3 (The case of a general diagonal A,, (4)).
The convergence properties of the general case was ver-
ified to be similar to the particular case analysed above.
A full analysis seems possible but possibly more involved

and is not pursued here. However, note that tracking a
more general model reference can be achieved with the
particular model of Theorem 1. Indeed, it sufficient to
filter the reference signal with a simple first order filter
given by

3 Simulation results

To illustrate the improvement introduced by the pre-
sented MIMO algorithms two plants are considered Hsu
et al. [2001]. The first example corresponds to the sim-
plest possible 2120 adaptive control problem that ap-
pears in visual servoing with an uncalibrated camera.
The system is described by

1 1

P(s) = diag{M,M}KP, (63)
| coso sin ¢

Ky = [hsingb hcosqﬁ} ’ (64)
2

M(s) = diag{m,m}, (65)

where the only unknown parameters are ¢ and h. The
simulation results are obtained with ¢ = 1 and h = 0.5.
The corresponding matching parameter for this system
is 037 =[0.54 —1.68 0], ©37 =[0.84 1.08], [|©*|| =
2.34.

The second example is a 2120 plant of third order. The
simulations are performed with

- 1 s+3 2s
P(5)52_1{—23—4 s—l—B}’ (66)
. 2
M(s) = dg{+1+2} (67)

This plant has poles at s = {1,1, —1}, transmission zero
at s = —1.8, and
1 2
e lh 7.

and state-space realization

10 0 1
A,=10 1 0|;B,=1]1 0
00 —1 1

This case requires 17 parameters to be adapted, that is,
0, e Rg, and Q9 € R8.

Plant (63) is considered for simulations 1 to 3

yp(0 =01 1", yu(0)=[0 0,
r(t) = [1 +10sin(5t) — 1+ 5sin(3t)]7.

All initial conditions not mentioned are zero.
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Simulation 1. For comparison, Fig. 1 shows the sim-
ulation results of the plant (63) with the MIMO MRAC
algorithm of Costa et al. [2003]. The following gain is
set:

'=101.

The large transient tracking error shown in Fig. 1 would
hardly be acceptable in practice. Increasing the gain I'
in this algorithm does not help.

Figure 1: Simulation result of the first order plant (63)
with the MIMO MRAC algorithm.

Simulation 2. Figure 2 shows the simulation results
of the plant (63) with the MIMO M-MRAC algorithm
summarized in Table 1 and Section 2.5.1. The following
data are used:
lbhy=3, I'=5001.

The tracking error transient and the control mismatch
are remarkably improved. Here we can verify the effect
of a large adaptation gain I'; as pointed out in Remarks
2 and 4. Large I' reduces the tracking error and the

control mismatch, but also reduces the convergence rate
of the parameter (due to small ep).

15

"
llell

1

a)

0.5

o 1 2 3 4 5 & 7 8 9 10
Figure 2: Simulation result of the first order plant (63)
with the MIMO M-MRAC algorithm.

Simulation 3. Figure 3 shows the simulation results
of the plant (63) with the MIMO LS-MRAC algorithm
summarized in Table 1. The following data are used:

lh=3, y=50, R(0)=201.

Note the fast and smooth convergence of the parameter
even when employing large gains.

1.5

:
]
1
a)
0.5
\
N SR | L
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
2 T
™~ =
Ip=—— 61
ofﬁ — 6
~ 6y
b) 2f Ou
(T)ZZ
.4}{ 4
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Figure 3: Simulation result of the first order plant (63)
with the MIMO LS-MRAC algorithm.

The next simulations refer to the 3rd order plant (66).

Simulation 4. Figures 4 to 8 show the simulation re-
sults of the plant (66) with the MIMO LS-MRAC algo-
rithm. This is a case with 17 parameters where

v=2, =2, A=-21I, g=1, Ay=-2I,
r(t) = [1 + 10sign(sin(5t)) — 1+ 5sign(sin(3t))]" .
All initial conditions not mentioned are zero.

3.1 On Parametric Convergence

Since A, is Hurwitz, the state error asymptotically
tends to a small £y signal. This implies that the re-
gressor £(t) is asymptotically persistently exciting (PE)
if the reference signal is rich and O(y~!) is sufficiently
small. Consequently, the parameters converge to the
matching values with the regressor approaching the
model regressor &,,. Thus, the parametric adaptation
inherits the favorable convergence properties for the
least-squares (LS) identification of the linear regression
problem (8) with £ = &,,. This is illustrated in Fig. 3b.

Figures 6 and 7 illustrate the transient behavior for very
large initial conditions in the plant state. In Fig. 6, a
rather large residual error persists. A possible expla-
nation is that the transient excursion of some adaptive
parameters is quite large, causing the residual error to
remain significant for a longer period. This is predicted
by Lemma 4, as the Lipschitz constant K becomes large
during the transient phase, and the PE property of the
reference regressor may be weakened. This poor tran-
sient and steady-state residual can be easily avoided by
introducing a switched o-modification Ioannou and Sun
[1996] to reduce the initial transient of the adaptive pa-
rameters. Consequently, the residual error almost van-
ishes, as shown in Fig. 7.
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Figure 4: Simulation result of the third order plant
(66) with the MIMO LS-MRAC algorithm, z,(0) =
[0.65 1 —0.377, R(0) = 1.
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Figure 5: As in Fig. 4, with larger R(0)=10. Note that
the transient is faster and with smaller error, as ex-
pected.

Remark 4. A similar tracking behavior as in Figs. 4 or
5 occurs with the M-MRAC' during the initial transient
in Fig.2 showing a fast tracking error convergence to
a small residual set. However, the parametric adapta-
tion will follow the gradient identification process rather
than the faster LS identification process. In contrast to
Fig. 3, Figure 2 shows that the tracking is precise but
parameter convergence is far from being reached.

4 Conclusion

A direct least-squares adaptive model reference control
(LS-MRAC) is proposed for MIMO systems with uni-
form relative degree one, accompanied by a comprehen-
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Figure 6: As in Fig. 4, with large initial conditions,
z,(0) = [0.65 100 — 0.37)7, v = 10, R(0) = 20.
Large residual errors result due to large transients in
the adaptive parameters. The subpicture displays the
residual set around the reference trajectory consisting
of a poligonal Lissajoux pattern (in red).
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Figure 7: As in Fig. 6, with large initial conditions but
with switched o-modification (0 to 10). Small residual
errors result due to reduced transients in the adaptive
parameters.
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Figure 8: Parameter convergence (#;) for the case of
Figure7. Similar behavior occurs with 65.

sive Lyapunov-based stability analysis and convergence
characterization. To the best of our knowledge, this
represents the first such solution in the adaptive con-
trol literature. The MIMO LS-MRAC achieves, in ideal
conditions, arbitrarily fast tracking error convergence
while maintaining parameter convergence for quite large
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adaptation gains. Simulations are presented to illus-
trate the significant improvement in both tracking and
parameter convergence behavior. LS-adaptation with
covariance reset and forgetting factor for increased ro-
bustness are promising topics for future research. The
extension of the algorithm to the case of general relative
degree is a significant and challenging open problem.

A Appendix A: Proof of Lemma 2
. . . 1/2 11/2
Proof. Using the factorization D = D+/ D+/ , we
have with (14)
2Q = —S'DY*(LyLTA+ AL, LT)DY?S", (68)

where Ly = D;l/QLpDi/Z. Denoting L, = (I;5), i,j =
1,...m, we get

1 0 0 0 - 0
14
=L 1 0 0 - 0
noo
% 32 1 0 e 0
2 dy
L=l o s
BB dy
éml émZ Em3 £m4
dm—l dm—2 dm—S d77L—4 1
LY+ + + + J

which clearly shows that
lim Ly =1.

d+—>00

This means that for a sufficiently large dy, LyL% is
diagonal dominant. Consequently, there exists d* > 0
such that

LiLYA+ AL LT <0, Vdy>d*,
and, as a result, @ > 0. O
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