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Abstract—This paper introduces a novel approach for achiev-
ing fixed-time tracking consensus control in multiagent systems
(MASs). Departing from the reliance on traditional controllers,
our innovative controller integrates modified tuning and Lya-
punov functions to guarantee stability and convergence. Further-
more, we have implemented an event-triggered strategy aimed at
reducing the frequency of updates, alongside an output-feedback
observer to manage unmeasured states effectively. To address
the challenges posed by unknown functions and algebraic-loop
problems, we opted for radial basis function neural networks
(RBF NNs), chosen for their superior performance. Our method-
ology successfully mitigates Zeno’s behavior and ensures stability
within a narrowly defined set. The efficacy of our proposed
solution is validated through two illustrative simulation examples.

Index Terms—Event-triggered mechanism ,tracking consensus
control, RBF NNs, state observer, backstepping.

I. INTRODUCTION

The consensus control of multiagent systems (MASs), such

as opinion dynamics, sensor networks, and stand-alone supply

systems, have been extensively researched in academia over

a long period due to their variety of applications [1]–[3].

In our work, we mainly research the tracking consensus

control for leader-follower MASs. The practical condition are

more likely to increase the complexity of the signals when

designing the controller for MASs. In [4], radial basis function

neural networks (RBF NNs) have proved to be very useful

in dealing with unknown and complex terms in nonlinear

systems so they are widely used. So we can consider using

RBF NNs to approximate the unknown uncertain terms that

existed in system functions and the derivatives of Lyapunov

functions. In addition, it is difficult to measure all state

variables in practical systems because of the cost of the

measuring equipment. Therefore, Chen and Li [5] designed the

observer-based distributed consensus controllers for second-

order MASs. However, low-order MASs are also inapplicable

to most physical systems. So Zhang et al [6] established

the fuzzy output-feedback observer for high-order MASs to

make sure that the system states can be estimated during

the set finite time. Due to their quicker convergence, and

better robustness for systems, the finite time consensus control-

based MASs are currently in widespread use, such as [7],

[8]. However, the settling time of the finite-time consensus

problem is related to the initial conditions in their works.

For these obstacles, Huang [9] and Wang [10] constructed

adaptive fixed-time tracking control. However, the fixed-time

observer-based control scheme has not been considered widely

in previous studies, which motivates our research.

In past studies, the time-sampling control strategy is used

wildely and the signals are updated over time in the conven-

tional work, such as [6], [9]. However, while this approach

may appear to be energy intensive, it is important to consider

that our focus is on the theoretical framework for reducing

communication frequencies. Therefore, our research about

an event-triggered mechanism was motivated in [11]–[16] to

reduce information transmission based on satisfying system

performance. It is obvious that the event-triggered control has

a better performance than time-triggered for MASs through

the study of [11]. In [12], an adaptive event-triggered output-

feedback controller was designed for a class of uncertain

nonlinear systems. Wang et al [13] constructed a consensus

control strategy of the nonlinear system based on fixed-time

and event-triggered mechanisms. However, the state observer

was not taken into account. Zhou and Wang [16] utilize an

event-triggered mechanism that takes into account unmeasured

states, thereby enhancing the practicality of their control

strategy. Our work focuses on a fixed-time event-triggered

control strategy for MASs and guarantees that the convergence

time is predetermined and independent of the system’s initial
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conditions.

Based on the above discussions, we suggest using a Lya-

punov function, modified tuning functions, RBF NNs, state

observer, and backstepping approach to create a strategy based

on fixed-time and event-triggered participation. Finally, we

make sure that every signal produced by the closed-loop

systems has a uniform global bound. An overview of this

article’s primary contributions is provided below.

1) We developed a state observer to tackle the issue of

unmeasured system states, a challenge often arising from

the prohibitive costs or inherent limitations associated

with measurement equipment.

2) This paper presents an innovative adaptive event-

triggered control strategy for MASs with unobservable

states. This approach effectively minimizes the fre-

quency of controller activations, thereby optimizing the

use of communication resources.

3) The traditional adaptive framework often encounters

difficulties with error variables, challenging the assur-

ance that the derivatives of the Lyapunov function align

with stability criteria within a predetermined timeframe.

To overcome this issue, we have devised a series of

smooth functions specifically designed to secure fixed-

time stability.

The main sections of our article are discussed in the

following. Graph theory, system description, and RBF NNs

will show in Section 2. Section 3 constructs the observer-based

and event-triggered consensus controller. In Sections 4 and 5,

the stability analysis and a practical example are presented.

Lastly, the conclusion is shown in Section 6.

II. PROBLEM DESCRIPTION

A. Graph Theory

The directed graph Ğ = (P,H,O) shows the N followers’

information communication, in which P = {p1, ..., pN} de-

notes the node set, H ⊆ P×P is edge set, O = [oij ] ∈ RN×N

is an adjacent matric. The edge from j to i is indicated by

(pj , pi) ∈ H and oij > 0, or else, oij = 0 and oii = 0.

The set of neighbors is indicated by Mi = {pj|(pj , pi) ∈
H, i 6= j}. The in-degree matrix of Ğ is represented by

T = diag{t1, ..., tN} with ti =
∑

j∈Ni
oij . L = T − O

is the graph Laplacian matrix. In the leader-follower MASs,

The augmented graph is denoted by G∗ = (P ∗, H∗) with

P ∗ = {p0, p1, ..., pN} and H∗ ⊆ P ∗ × P ∗, which contains

all the followers. For a leader p0, the adjacency matrix is

represented by the diagonal matrix C = diag{c1, ..., cN}. As

long as the leader is able to transmit information to follower

i, there exists ci > 0; if not, ci = 0.

B. System Description

We describe the mathematical formulation of the system

followers i as:

ẋi,m =xi,m+1 + fi,m(x̄i,m), 1 ≤ m ≤ n− 1

ẋi,n =ūi + fi,n(x̄i,n), i = 1, 2...N

yi =xi,1 (1)

in which fi,m(·) are unknown smooth nonlinear functions.

x̄i,m = [xi,1, ..., xi,m]T and x̄i,n = [xi,1, ..., xi,n]
T denote the

state variables. yi = xi,1 is system output signal and ūi is the

input. y0 is the output signal of the leader.

C. RBF NNs

RBF NNs are widely used to estimate unknown continuous

functions in the following:

f(Z) = ℵT ℓ(Z) (2)

where Z stands for the input vector, ℓ(Z) =
[ℓ1(Z), ..., ℓm(Z)]T represents the basis vector with neuron

number m and m > 1. ℵ = [ℵ1, ...,ℵm]T is the weights

vector. When estimating the unknown smooth nonlinear

function with RBF NNs, one obtains:

f(Z) = ℵ∗T ℓ(Z) + ψ(Z) (3)

where ψ(Z) is the approximate error, and a is a positive

constant having ‖ ψ(Z) ‖< a . Then the optimal weight matrix

ℵ∗ can be represented as follows:

ℵ∗ = arg min
ℵ∈Rm

{ sup
Z∈ΩZ

|f(Z)− ℵT ℓ(Z)|} (4)

where ℵ∗ = [ℵ∗
1, ...,ℵ

∗
m]T , Rm and ΩZ are compact sets of

ℵ∗, Z . The Gaussian function ℓi(Z) as follows:

ℓi(Z) = exp

[

−(Z − ιi)
T (Z − ιi)

̟2
i

]

, (5)

where ιi = [ιi,1, ..., ιi,m]T represents the centre vector and ̟i

indicates the width of the Gaussian function.

Lemma 1 [17]: For ∀a ∈ R, the inequality is satisfied:

0 ≤| a | −a tanh
(a

λ

)

≤ λτ, ∀λ > 0 (6)

with τ = 0.2785.

Lemma 2 [18]: If there are nonlinear multiagent systems

(1), considering the derivative of Lyapunov function V (ζ),
one obtains:

V̇ (ζ) ≤ −āV ᾰ(ζ) − b̄V β̆(ζ) + c̄ (7)

where ā, b̄ > 0, ᾰ ∈ (0, 1), β̆ > 1, and c̄ < min{(1−p)ā, (1−
p)b̄}(p ∈ (0, 1)). The fixed-time stability for MASs could be

accomplished and the settling time T0 has:

T0 ≤ Tmax =
1

pā(1− ᾰ)
+

1

pb̄(β̆ − 1)
. (8)

Assumption 1 : The leader’s output signal has n-order

continuous derivatives, and they are bounded and smooth.

III. ADAPTIVE CONTROLLER DESIGN

We create a state observer in the following to approximate

the unknown states:
.

x̂i,m =x̂i,m+1 − µi,m(yi − ŷi), 1 ≤ m ≤ n− 1
.

x̂i,n =ūi − µi,n(yi − ŷi), i = 1, 2, ..., N (9)



in which x̂i,m, ŷi are the estimated value of xi,m, yi and µi,m
are the observer gains. The state observer is based on each

follower’s output signals inspired by [6].

The observer error is ei,m = xi,m − x̂i,m for 1 ≤ i ≤
N, 1 ≤ m ≤ n.

And then

ėi = χiēi + fi(x̄i,n) (10)

where ēi = [ei,1, ..., ei,n]
T , χi = χ0 + MiP, χ0 =

[

0 Īn−1

0 0

]

,Mi = [µi,1, ..., µi,n]
T , P = [1, 0, ..., 0],

and fi(x̄i,n) = [fi(xi,1), ..., fi(xi,n)]
T .

Choose Mi such that χi = χ0 +MiP becomes a Hurwitz

matrix. For any ℜ > 0, there exists a matrix Hi = HT
i > 0

that satisfies:

χTi Hi +Hiχi = −ℜĪ (11)

where Ī is unit matrix.

We employ RBF NNs to solve the uncertainty and com-

plexity of the uncertain nonlinear function, which yields:

fi(x̄i,n) = θTi S̆i(x̄i,n) + ψi(x̄i,n) (12)

where ψi(x̄i,n) represents the approximate error satisfying a

given precision level ǫi ≥ ‖ψi(x̄i,n)‖.

with

θi =diag [θi,1, ..., θi,n]

S̆i(x̄i,n) =[S̆i,1(xi,1), ..., S̆i,n(x̄i,n)]
T

ψi(x̄i,n) =[ψi,1(xi,1), ..., ψi,n(x̄i,n)]
T

ǫi =
√

ǫ2i,1 + ...+ ǫ2i,n.

Then, we have:

ėi = χiei + θTi S̆i(x̄i,n) + ψi(x̄i,n). (13)

We will select the Lyapunov function Vi,e to analyze the

stability and convergence of (13):

Vi,e = eTi Υiei (14)

in which Υi is a symmetric positive matrix and we define it

at once. According to (13) and (14), one obtains:

V̇i,e = eTi (Υiχi + χTi Υi)ei + 2eTi Υi

[

θTi S̆i(x̄i,n) + ψi(x̄i,n)
]

.

(15)

Select ηi = max {‖θi‖ , ‖θi,k‖} with ‖θi‖ ≤ ηi .According

to Young’s equality and 0 < S̆Ti S̆i < 1. We have:

2eTi Υi

[

θTi S̆i(x̄i,n) + ψi(x̄i,n)
]

≤ 2 ‖ ei ‖
2 + ‖ Υi ‖

2 ηi+ ‖ Υi ‖
2 ǫi. (16)

Combining (15) and (16), it has

V̇i,e ≤ eTi (Υiχi + χTi Υi + 2Ī)ei + q0 (17)

with q0 =‖ Υi ‖
2 ηi+ ‖ Υi ‖

2 ǫi.
According (11) and (17), we know that the observer error

satisfies V̇ (e) ≤ −ăV α(e) + b̆ if ℜi > 2 . In which ă, b̆ are

positive constants so that error is bounded ultimately.

A. Control Design

According to [9], we will introduce a class of smooth

functions before the backstepping design.

sgi,m(γi,m) =

{

γi,m
|γi,m| , |γi,m| ≥ κi,m

γi,m
(κ2

i,m−γ2
i,m)+|γi,m|

, |γi,m| < κi,m
(18)

fi,m =

{

1, |γi,m| ≥ κi,m

0, |γi,m| < κi,m
. (19)

where κi,m is a positive constant.

Combining (18) and (19), we have

sgi,m(γi,m)× fi,m =

{

γi,m
|γi,m| , |γi,m| ≥ κi,m

0, |γi,m| < κi,m
. (20)

Remark 1: An improved switched tuning function is

proposed to avoid the potential singularity of the MASs.

Comparing the controlled MASs in [9], we know that the

chattering issue can be avoided by introducing sat function.

Now we will start the controller design as follows.

Firstly, we introduce the error vector of the i agent as

follows:

γi,1 =
∑

j∈N

Γij(yi − yj) + ti(yi − y0)

γi,m =x̂i,m − αi,m−1. (21)

Step 1: Based on backstepping technique, the Lyapunov

function Vi,1 is selected in the following:

Vi,1 =
1

2
(|γi,1| − κi,1)

2fi,1 +
1

2ri,1
ϕ̃Ti,1ϕ̃i,1, (22)

where ri,1, ϕi,1 are positive constant. We can obtain the

derivative of γi,1 by (21): γ̇i,1 = sixi,2 + sifi,1(xi,1) −
∑

j∈N Γij [xj,2 + fj,1(xj,1)]− tiẏ0 with si =
∑

j∈N Γij + ti.
According to (22) and the derivative of γi,1:

V̇i,1 = Ai,1[siαi,1 + siei,2 + siγi,2 + Fi,1(Zi,1)]−
1

ri,1
ϕ̃Ti,1

˙̂ϕi,1,

(23)

where Ai,1 = (|γi,1| − κi,1)sgi,1(γi,1)fi,1, and F (Zi,1) =
sifi,1(xi,1)−

∑

j∈N Γij [xj,2 + fj,1(xj,1)]− tiẏ0 with Zi,1 =

[xi,1, xj,1, xj,2, y0, ẏ0]
T

.

Remark 2: F (Zi,1) cannot be applied in the control

scheme, so WT
i,1Ξi,1(Zi,1) is used to approximate the unknown

nonlinear terms F (Zi,1). For ∆i,1 > 0, positive constant

ϕi,1 = max{‖ Wi,1 ‖,∆i,1} and ϕ̂i,1 is estimation value

of ϕi,1 whose error can be described as ϕ̃i,1 = ϕi,1 − ϕ̂i,1.

F (Zi,1) can be represented through RBF NNs:

F (Zi,1) =W
T
i,1Ξi,1(Zi,1) + Λi,1(Zi,1)

|Λi,1(Zi,1)| ≤∆i,1 (24)

where Λi,1(Zi,1) denotes the approximate error.

Combining Lemma 1 and (24), we get

Ai,1Fi,1(Zi,1) ≤Ai,1[
∥

∥WT
i,1

∥

∥ ‖Ξi,1‖+∆i,1]

≤Ai,1ϕi,1gi,1tanh(
Ai,1gi,1
m̄

) + m̄ςϕi,1 (25)



where ϕi,1 = max {‖Wi,1‖ ,∆i,1}, m̄ > 0 and gi,1 = 1 +
‖Ξi,1‖.

According to Young’s inequality, we have

Ai,1siei,2 ≤eTi ei +
1

4
(|γi,1| − κi,1)

2sg2i,1(γi,1)f
2
i,1s

2
i . (26)

Based on (23)-(26), we proposed the virtual control scheme

and the parameter adaptive law in the following:

αi,1 = −
1

si
[ai,1(|γi,1| − κi,1)

2p−1sgi,1(γi,1) + bi,1 |γi,1|

−κi,1)
2q−1sgi,1(γi,1) +

1

4
Ai,1s

2
i + ϕ̂Ti,1gi,1tanh(

Ai,1gi,1
m̄

)

+
1

2
(|γi,1| − κi,1)sgi,1(γi,1)si + (κi,2 + 1)sgi,1(γi,1)si],

(27)

˙̂ϕi,1 =ri,1Ai,1gi,1tanh(
Ai,1gi,1
m̄

)− ρi,1ϕ̂i,1, (28)

where ai,1, bi,1 and ρi,1 are both designed positive parameters.

Invoking (24)-(28) into (23), and one obtains:

V̇i,1 ≤ −ai,1(|γi,1| − κi,1)
2pfi,1 − bi,1(|γi,1| − κi,1)

2qfi,1

−
1

2
si(|γi,1| − κi,1)

2fi,1 + eTi ei +
ρi,1
ri,1

ϕ̃Ti,1ϕ̂i,1

+m̄ςϕi,1 + si(|γi,1| − κi,1)fi,1[|γi,1| − (κi,1 + 1)].
(29)

Step m: The Lyapunov function Vi,m is selected as:

Vi,m =
1

2
(|γi,m| − κi,m)2fi,m +

1

2ri,1
ϕ̃Ti,mϕ̃i,m + Vi,m−1.

(30)

Take the derivative of Vi,m:

V̇i,m = Ai,mγ̇i,m −
1

ri,m
ϕ̃Ti,m

˙̂ϕi,m − V̇i,m−1, (31)

where Ai,m = (|γi,m| − κi,m)sgi,m(γi,m)fi,m and γ̇i,m =
γi,m+1 + αi,m + µi,m(yi − ŷi)− α̇i,m−1 , then we obtain:

V̇i,m =Ai,m[γi,m+1 + αi,m + µi,m(yi − ŷi)− α̇i,m−1]

−
1

ri,m
ϕ̃Ti,m

˙̂ϕi,m − V̇i,m−1 (32)

where α̇i,m−1 =
∂αi,m−1

∂xi,1
(ei,2 + x̂i,2 + fi,1(xi,1)) +

∑

j∈N
∂αi,m−1

∂x̂j,1
(ej,2+x̂j,2+fj,1(xj,1))+

∑m−1
q=1

∂αi,m−1

∂ϕ̂i,q

˙̂ϕi,q+
∑m−1

q=0
∂αi,m−1

∂y
(q)
0

yq+1
0 +

∑m−1
q=2

∑

j∈N
∂αi,m−1

∂x̂j,q
(x̂j,q+1 +

µj,q(yi − ŷi)), and Fi,m(∇i,m) = −[
∂αi,m−1

∂xi,1
(x̂i,2 +

fi,1(xi,1)) +
∑

j∈N
∂αi,m−1

∂x̂j,1
(x̂j,2 + fj,1(xj,1)) +

∑m−1
q=1

∂αi,1

∂ϕ̂i,q

˙̂ϕi,q +
∑m−1

q=0
∂αi,m−1

∂y
(q)
0

yq+1
0 +

∑m
q=2

∑

j∈N
∂αi,m−1

∂x̂j,q
x̂j,q+1 + A2

i,m[µ2
i,m + (

∂αi,m−1

∂xi,1
)2 +

(
∑

j∈N
∂αi,m−1

∂x̂j,1
)2 + (

∑m
q=2

∑

j∈N
∂αi,m−1

∂x̂j,q
µj,q)

2].
According to (31) and the derivation of αi,m−1, one obtains:

V̇i,m =Ai,m[γi,m+1 + αi,m + Fi,m(Zi,m)]−
1

ri,m
ϕ̃Ti,m

˙̂ϕi,m

−V̇i,m−1 (33)

We employing RBF NNs to estimate Fi,m(Zi,m) as follows:

F (Zi,m) =WT
i,mΞi,m(Zi,m) + Λi,m(Zi,m)

|Λi,m(Zi,m)| ≤∆i,m. (34)

According to Lemma 1, we get:

Ai,mFi,m(Zi,m) ≤Ai,m[
∥

∥WT
i,m

∥

∥ ‖Ξi,m‖+∆i,m]

≤Ai,mϕi,mgi,mtanh(
Ai,mgi,m

m̄
) + m̄ςϕi,m

(35)

where ϕi,m = max {‖Wi,m‖ ,∆i,m} and gi,m = 1+ ‖Ξi,m‖.

Then we propose the virtual control scheme and the param-

eter adaptive law:

αi,m = −[ai,m(|γi,m| − κi,m)2p−1sgi,m(γi,m)

+bi,m |γi,m| − κi,m)2q−1sgi,m(γi,m)

+ϕ̂Ti,mgi,mtanh(
Ai,mgi,m

m̄
)

+(|γi,m| − κi,m)sgi,m(γi,m)

+(κi,m+1 + 1)sgi,m(γi,m)] (36)

˙̂ϕi,m =ri,mAi,mgi,mtanh(
Ai,mgi,m

m̄
)− ρi,mϕ̂i,m. (37)

Combining (34)-(37) into (33), one obtains:

Vi,m ≤ −

m
∑

k=1

ai,k(|γi,k| − κi,k)
2pfi,k

−

m
∑

k=1

bi,k(|γi,k| − κi,k)
2qfi,k +meTi ei

+

m
∑

k=1

ρi,k
ri,k

ϕ̃Ti,kϕ̂i,k +

m
∑

k=1

m̄ςϕi,k

−[|γi,m+1| − (κi,m+1 + 1)](|γi,m| − κi,m)fi,m + ~i,m

(38)

where ~i,m = − 1
2 (|γi,m−1| − κi,m−1)

2fi,m−1 + (|γi,m−1| −
κi,m−1)fi,m−1[|γi,m| − (κi,m + 1)]− 1

2 (|γi,m| − κi,m)2fi,m.

It is apparent that we get ~i,m < 0.

Step n: The last updated scheme of the agent and the

controller are designed in this step. Construct the Lyapunov

function Vi,n as

Vi,n =
1

2
(|γi,n| − κi,n)

2fi,n +
1

2ri,n
ϕ̃Ti,nϕ̃i,n + Vi,n−1.

(39)

Differentiating Vi,n shows that:

V̇i,n = Ai,nγ̇i,m −
1

ri,n
ϕ̃Ti,n

˙̂ϕi,n − V̇i,n−1 (40)

where γ̇i,n = ui+µi,n(yi− ŷi)− α̇i,n−1 and Ai,n = (|γi,n|−
κi,n)sgi,n(γi,n)fi,n, then one obtains:

V̇i,n = Ai,n[ui + Fi,n(Zi,n)]−
1

ri,n
ϕ̃Ti,n

˙̂ϕi,n − V̇i,n−1. (41)



Similar to the RBF NNs that we discussed in step m, one

gets:

F (Zi,n) =W
T
i,nΞi,n(Zi,n) + Λi,n(Zi,n)

|Λi,n(Zi,n)| ≤∆i,n. (42)

Remark 3: In [20], ”explosion of complexity” was

eliminated with the proposal of the command filter but

they need to compensate for the signal due to the errors.
∑n−1

q=0
ψαi,n−1

ψy
(q)
0

yq+1
0 is directly approximately by NNs to re-

solve the issue in our article. Therefore, we can avoid con-

structing and compensating error systems in [9], [20].

B. Event-triggered Controller

The event-triggered tracking consensus controller is con-

structed in the following:

wi(t) = αi,n − ξitanh(
Ai,nξi
εi

). (43)

Invoking the same consideration with Step m, and αi,n
is denoted as αi,n = −[ai,n(|γi,n| − κi,n)

2p−1sgi,n(γi,n) +
bi,n(|γi,n|−κi,n)

2q−1sgi,n(γi,n)+
1
2 (|γi,n|−κi,n)sgi,n(γi,n)+

ϕ̂Ti,ngi,ntanh(
Ai,ngi,n

m̄
)]. The adaptive law is considered:

˙̂ϕi,n = ri,nAi,ngi,ntanh(
Ai,ngi,n

m̄
)− ρi,nϕ̂i,n.

And the triggering event is constructed in the following:

ūi(t) =wi(tγ), ∀t ∈ [tγ , tγ+1) (44)

tγ+1 =inf
{

t ∈ RN ||φ̆i(t) ≥ ξ∗i

}

, t1 = 0 (45)

where εi, ξi , ξ∗i and ξi > ξ∗i are designed constant.

φ̆i(t) = wi(t) − ūi(t) is the event’s measurement error.

The system will respond when event meets certain condi-

tions. When (45) is triggered, the time will be labeled as

tγ and ūi(tγ+1) will update the controller. During the time

t ∈ [tγ , tγ+1), the system signal keeps a constant. wi(tγ).
Therefore, the continuous time-varying parameter φ̆∗i (t) fulfill:

φ̆∗i (tγ) = 0 and φ̆∗i (tγ+1) = ±1 with | φ̆∗i (t) |≤ 1. We get

wi(t) = ūi(t) + φ̆i(t)ξ
∗
i .

In light of Lemma 1, we get:

−φ̆∗i (t)ξ
∗
i Ai,n − ξiAi,nξitanh(

Ai,nξi
εi

) ≤ 0.2875εi (46)

Differentiating Vi,n based on (39)-(46), we get:

V̇i,n ≤
n
∑

k=1

{−ai,k(|γi,k| − κi,‘1k)
2pfi,k +

ρi,k
ri,k

ϕ̃Ti,kϕ̂i,k

−bi,k(|γi,k| − κi,k)
2qfi,k + m̄ςϕi,k}+ neTi ei + 0.2875εi + ~i,n

(47)

where ~i,n is similar to step m and ~i,n < 0.

Remark 4: In this paper, we have designed the adaptive

controllers in (27), and (36) and the control update schemes

in (28), and (37) to achieve the stability of Lyapunov in fixed

time. In addition, in order to save resources, we also consider

event triggering and design an adaptive controller in (43) based

on conditional triggering so that the controller is triggered

when (45) is satisfied.

IV. STABLITY ANALYSIS

We constructed state observers and established event-

triggered tracking consensus controllers based on the previous

discussion. Now we summarize the acquired results as follows.

Assumption 2 : There exists the symmetric matrix Υi >
0 and χi satisfying Υiχi + χTi Υi + (Θi + (2 + n))I < 0.

Theorem: For MASs(1) and event-triggered controller(43), we

can get

1) The system’s closed-loop signals must be bounded com-

pletely.

2) The tracking consensus errors from the followers’ output

signal to the leader’s reference signal can approach a

region in a fixed-time T0, namely,

limt→T0 |γi,1| ≤ κi,1. And the system error signals ϕ̃i,m
and γi,m are ultimately bounded.

Proof: The whole Lyapunov function V can be discussed

in the following:

V =

N
∑

i=1

n
∑

k=1

Vi,k +

N
∑

i=1

Vi,e. (48)

Take the derivative of V :

V̇ ≤

N
∑

i=1

{eTi (Υiχi + χTi Υi + (Θi + 2)I)ei

−

n
∑

k=1

ai,k(|γi,k| − κi,k)
2pfi,k −

n
∑

k=1

bi,k(|γi,k| − κi,k)
2qfi,k

+

n
∑

k=1

ρi,k
ri,k

ϕ̃Ti,kϕ̂i,k +

n
∑

k=1

m̄ςϕi,k + 0.2875εi + q0} (49)

where we define ̟i = ([Θi − (2 + n)]/[λ̄max(Υi)]) with

λ̄max(Υi) being the maximum eigenvalue of Υi.
Combining (49), Lemma 1 in [19] and Young’s inequality,

we get

V̇ ≤

N
∑

i=1

n
∑

k=1

{−
c1
2
(|γi,k| − κi,k)

2pfi,k −
c2
2
(|γi,k| − κi,k)

2qfi,k}

+

N
∑

i=1

c3{− ‖ei‖
2
− ‖ei‖

2p
− ‖ei‖

2q
+ ‖ei‖

2p
+ c3 ‖ei‖

2q
}

+

N
∑

i=1

n
∑

k=1

c4{−(
1

2ri,k
ϕ̃2
i,k)− (

1

2ri,k
ϕ̃2
i,k)

p − (
1

2ri,k
ϕ̃2
i,k)

q

+(
1

2ri,k
ϕ̃2
i,k)

p + (
1

2ri,k
ϕ̃2
i,k)

q}+ Π̆ (50)

where Π̆ =
∑N

i=1(
∑n

k=1 m̄ςϕi,k + 0.2875εi + q0), c1 =
2ai,k, c2 = 2bi,k, c3 = ̟i, c4 = 2ρi,k. To satisfy the tracking

control performance and make the systems convergence, the

parameters’ values should be selected carefully, and rules

ought to be followed: ai,k > 0, bi,k > 0, ̟i > 0, ri,k >
0, ρi,k > 0.

Finally, we get

V̇ ≤ −β1V
p − β2V

q + c

N
∑

i=1

‖ei‖
2p

+ c(

N
∑

i=1

n
∑

k=1

1

2ri,k
ϕ̃2
i,k)

p +Π∗



where c = min{2pc1, 2
qc2, c3, c4},β1 = cN1−p, β2 =

c,Π∗ = Π̆ + 2c(1 − q)q
q

1−q . Then, ei, ϕ̃i,k with |ei| ≤
θ1, |ϕ̃i,k| ≤ θ2 are positive unknown constants, we have

V̇ ≤ −β1V
p − β2V

q + Π̄ (51)

where Π̄ = c
∑N
i=1 ‖θ1‖

2p
+ c(

∑N
i=1

∑n
k=1

1
2ri,k

θ22)
p +Π∗.

Based on Lemma 1 in [19], we get that every signal of

MASs (1) can approach the compact set. Additionally, we have

‖yi − y0‖ ≤ 2( Π̄
(1−℧)β1

), which shows that the error between

followers and the output signal are bounded.

Then, we construct a newly specified error variable in order

to demonstrate that the system can guarantee that each tracking

consensus error could converge to a predetermined interval

asymptotically.

γi = (|γi,1| − κi,1)
pfi,1. (52)

Invoking Lemma 1 in [19] and (52), we have V̇ < 0.

And the derivation of γi is denoted by γ̇i = p(|γi,1| −
κi,1)

p−1sgi,1(γi,1)fi,1γ̇i, which satisfies γ̇i is bounded. We

can get:
∫∞

0 γ2i dt ≤
1
ai,1

Vi,n(0).
Owing to Barbalat’s lemma as well as the convergence of

γ̇i, we get limt→T0 |γi| = 0. So limt→T0 |γi,1| ≤ κi,1 . From

(44), we can obtain:ẇi(t) = α̇i,n −
ξiAi,n

′

cosh2(
Ai,nξi

εi
)
.

According to [20], we get

dφ̆i(t)

dt
=

d(φ̆i(t)× φ̆i(t))
1
2

dt
= sign(φ̆i(t)

˙̆
φi(t)) ≤ |ẇi(t)| .

Remark 5: Based on the above analysis, there is a positive

constant δ satisfying |ẇi(t)| ≤ δ. Invoking (44) and (45), we

get limt→tβ+1
φi(t) = ξ∗i and φi(t) = 0. Additionally, t∗ ≥

(
ξ∗i
δ
) must be satisfied as the lowest limit of the inter-execution

intervals for ∀t ∈ [tβ , tβ+1), so the Zeno behavior could be

removed successfully.

Combining (51) and Lemma 2, the MASs are fixed-time

stable, and the setting time is denoted in the following:

T0 =
1

ηβ1(1− p)
+

1

ηβ2(q − 1)
(53)

where Π̄ < min (1− η)β1, (1− η)β2, (η ∈ (0, 1)) and it can

be decided in advance.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

Example: Through the simulation, we could show how

effective our anticipated method is; We study the MASs with

followers 1-4 and the leader 0. The communication digraph

for MASs G∗ is denoted:

A =









0 0 0 0
1 0 0 1
1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0









, L =









0 0 0 0
−1 1 0 −1
−1 0 1 0
0 −1 0 0









Additionally, D = diag{1, 0, 0, 1}.

Each follower’s states information is described

ẋi,1 =xi,2 +
xi,1

1 + x2i,2

ẋi,2 =ūi + ŏisin(xi,1 − xi,2)e
−(x2

i,1+x
4
i,2), i = 1, 2, 3, 4

with ŏ1 = ŏ2 = ŏ3 = ŏ4 = 0.15. The leader’s signal is

y0 = 3 sin(2t). By the event-triggered controller and update

rules we designed, we can ensure that each agent follows the

leader in a fixed time. NNs have 16 nodes with centers in

the range of [-0.5,0.5] in simulation example. The remaining

parameters are defined in Table I.

TABLE I: PARAMETERS OF CONTROL SCHEME.

x0(0) = 0 x1,1(0) = 0.2 x1,2(0) = 0.3 x2,1(0) = 0.2
x2,2(0) = 0.3 x3,1(0) = 0.2 x3,2(0) = 0.5 x4,1(0) = 0.3
x4,2(0) = 0.2 x̂1,1(0) = 0.2 x̂1,2(0) = 0.3 x̂2,1(0) = 0.2
x̂2,2(0) = 0.3 x̂3,1(0) = 0.2 x̂3,2(0) = 0.5 x̂4,1(0) = 0.3
x̂4,2(0) = 0.2 ϕ̂1(0) = 0.1 ϕ̂2(0) = 0.1 ϕ̂3(0) = 0.1
ϕ̂4(0) = 0.1 a1,1 = 15 a2,1 = 15 a3,1 = 15
a4,1 = 15 a1,2 = 2 a2,2 = 2 a3,2 = 2
a4,2 = 2 b1,1 = 35 b2,1 = 35 b3,1 = 35
b4,1 = 35 b1,2 = 5 b2,2 = 5 b3,2 = 5
b4,2 = 5 si = 10 ri,1 = 1 ri,2 = 1
κi,1 = 0.6 κi,2 = 0.8 p = 2 q = 0.5
ξ1 = 5.5 ξ2 = 4.5 ξ3 = 4.5 ξ4 = 5
ξ∗
1
= 5 ξ∗

2
= 4 ξ∗

3
= 4 ξ∗

4
= 4.5

ε1 = 25 ε2 = 25 ε3 = 25 ε4 = 25
µi,1 = −15 µi,2 = −80 ρi,1 = 1 ρi,2 = 1
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Fig. 1: Tracking Curves.

Figure 1, 2, and 3 state the simulation results. The output

curves are shown in figure1. Figure 2 denotes the 4 fol-

lower states and the observer state respectively. It apparently

bounded. Figure 3 Shows the triggering time. Apparently, the

controller is not triggered all the time to save the communica-

tions resources. Each follower’s triggering numbers are 738,

943, 750, and 872, respectively. Figure 1-3 show all the signals

are bounded.

VI. CONCLUSION

The event-triggered observer-based fixed-time consensus

problem for uncertain nonlinear MASs is examined in our

work. We use fixed-time control laws to ensure efficient

convergence and independence from initial values, and a

state observer to approximate unknown states. An adap-

tive event-triggered consensus control strategy is designed
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Fig. 2: States xi,1 and estimated values x̂i,1, i = 1, 2, 3, 4.
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Fig. 3: Triggering event.

to save resources and prevent Zeno behavior. RBF NNs are

used to handle complex functions, ensuring stability in fixed

time. Simulation results demonstrate the effectiveness of our

method. In addition, our future research will focus on the

consideration of physically more complex models, applied for

real complex systems, in order to improve the practicality of

control methods.
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