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Adaptive Output Synchronization for a Class of

Uncertain Nonlinear Multi-Agent Systems over
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Abstract—In this paper, we first study the leader-following
output synchronization problem for a class of uncertain nonlinear
multi-agent systems over jointly connected switching networks.
Our approach integrates the output-based adaptive distributed
observer, the conventional adaptive control technique, and the
output regulation theory. Compared with the existing results,
our control law only relies on the output of the leader instead
of the state of the leader and allows the followers and the leader
to have different orders. Then, we further consider the rejection
of a class of bounded disturbances with unknown bounds. Our
problem includes the state consensus problem as a special case
if the followers and the leader have the same order.

Index Terms—Adaptive synchronization, uncertain nonlinear
systems, jointly connected switching graphs, disturbance rejec-
tion.

I. INTRODUCTION

THE cooperative control for multi-agent systems has been

one of the central control problems for nearly two

decades. The cooperative control problems include consensus

or synchronization, coverage of sensor networks, coordinated

motion of robotic teams, formation flying of air vehicles,

distributed optimization and so on. Fundamental to all these

problems is the consensus problem. Depending on whether

or not a multi-agent system has a leader, the consensus

problem can be divided into two classes: leaderless and leader-

following. The leaderless consensus problem aims to design

a control law for each agent to make the states (or outputs)

of all agents asymptotically synchronize to some trajectory,

while the leader-following consensus problem is to design a

control law for each follower subsystem to enable the states (or

outputs) of all follower subsystems to asymptotically track a

desired trajectory generated by the leader system. Regardless

of the leaderless consensus problem or the leader-following

consensus problem, the control law to be designed must be

distributed in the sense that the control law has to satisfy some

network constraints described by a communication graph.

Early results on the two consensus problems were limited

to linear multi-agent systems. For example, the leaderless

consensus problem was studied in [18], [19], [22], [26], while

the leader-following consensus problem was considered in
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[7]–[9], [17]. Both the leaderless consensus problem and the

leader-following consensus problem were investigated in [11],

[24]. Then, more attention has been paid to the consensus

problem of nonlinear multi-agent systems. For example, in [6],

[13], [23], [29], the consensus problem was studied for several

classes of nonlinear systems satisfying the global Lipschitz or

the global Lipschitz-like condition. In [5], [14], [25], [28], the

leader-following consensus problem was studied via the output

regulation theory and the nonlinear systems considered in [5],

[14], [25], [28] contain both disturbances and norm bounded

uncertainties. Based on the adaptive control technique, the

leader-following consensus problem was studied for first-

order nonlinear multi-agent systems in [4], for second-order

nonlinear multi-agent systems in [5], for multiple uncertain

Euler-Lagrange systems in [1], and for multiple uncertain

rigid spacecraft systems in [27]. In [4], [16], [30], the neural

network method was used to study uncertain nonlinear multi-

agent systems subject to static networks and the designed

control laws made the tracking errors uniformly ultimately

bounded for initial conditions in some prescribed compact

subset. In [12], the leader-following consensus problem for

a class of nonlinear multi-agent systems was studied using

the reinforcement learning based sliding mode control. Nev-

ertheless, in [12], the networks are static and the disturbances

are bounded functions with known bounds. Perhaps, the most

general result on the leader-following consensus problem for

nonlinear systems was given in [15] which has the following

merits. First, the order of each follower subsystem can be

any positive integer and the nonlinearity does not have to

satisfy the global Lipschitz-like condition. Second, the fol-

lower subsystems contain both constant uncertain parameters

and external disturbances and the uncertain parameters can

take any constant value, which excludes the robust control

approaches such as those in [5], [14], [28]. Third, the com-

munication network satisfies the jointly connected condition,

which is a mild condition on the communication network since

it allows the network to be disconnected at any time. Finally,

compared with [4], [16], [30], the result in [15] is global and

the consensus can be achieved exactly.

However, little progress has been made since the publication

of [15]. In this paper, we will further tackle the leader-

following output synchronization problem for a class of more

general nonlinear multi-agent systems than the one in [15]

by integrating the recent results of the output-based adaptive

distributed observer, the conventional adaptive control tech-

nique, and the output regulation technique. Comparing with

http://arxiv.org/abs/2411.00455v1


2

the state of the art of the literature such as [12], [15], we

will offer the following new features. First, the leader system

and all of the follower subsystems in [12], [15] must have

the same order while we allow the leader system and various

follower subsystems to have different orders. This feature will

significantly enlarge the class of leader systems. Second, the

control laws in [12], [15] rely on the state of the leader system

while the control law here only needs to know the output of the

leader system. Thus our control law applies to the general case

where the state of the leader system is unavailable. Third, the

disturbances in [15] are generated by a linear exosystem with a

nonlinear output and the exosystem is assumed to be neutrally

stable. In contrast, we will consider a class of disturbances

that can be any bounded time functions with unknown bounds,

which strictly contains the disturbances in [15]. It is also noted

that the disturbances in [12] are bounded functions with known

bounds.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section

II, we present some preliminaries and describe our problem.

In Section III, we solve our problem in the absence of the

disturbances. In Section IV, we further study our problem with

the disturbances being bounded time functions with unknown

bounds. Finally, in Section V, we close the paper with some

concluding remarks. An example can be found in [10].

Notation. For any column vectors ai, i = 1, ..., s, denote

col(a1, ..., as) = [aT1 , ..., a
T
s ]

T . We use σ(t) to denote a

piecewise constant switching signal σ : [0,+∞) → P =
{1, 2, . . . , n0}, where n0 is a positive integer, and P is called

a switching index set. We assume that all switching instants

t0 = 0 < t1 < t2, . . . satisfy ti+1 − ti ≥ τ0 > 0 for some

constant τ0 and all i = 0, 1, 2, · · · , where τ0 is called the dwell

time. A function f : [t0,∞) → R
n is said to be piecewise

continuous if there exists a sequence {tj, j = 0, 1, . . .} with

a dwell time τ > 0 such that f(t) is continuous on each time

interval [tj , tj+1), j = 0, 1, . . .. Let ||f ||∞ = supt≥0 f(t),
which is called the infinity norm of f . f is said to be bounded

if ||f ||∞ is finite.

II. PROBLEM FORMULATION

Consider a class of nonlinear multi-agent systems as fol-

lows:

y
(ri)
i + fT

i (xi, t)θi = ui + di, i = 1, 2, · · · , N (1)

where ri ≥ 1, ui, yi ∈ R, xi = col(yi, ẏi, · · · , y
(ri−1)
i )

are the input, output and the state of the plant, respectively,

fi : Rri × [0,+∞) → R
mi are known functions satisfying

locally Lipschitz condition with respect to xi uniformly in

t and continuous with respect to t, θi ∈ R
mi are unknown

constant parameter vectors, di : [0,+∞) → R are external

disturbances. In addition, there is an exosystem of the follow-

ing form:

v̇0 = Sv0, y0 = Fv0 (2)

where v0 ∈ R
n and y0 ∈ R with S and F two constant

matrices. The output y0 is to be tracked by the outputs yi of all

subsystems of (1) in the presence of the persistent disturbances

di, which can be any piecewise continuous bounded time

functions with the bounds unknown, i.e., |di(t)| ≤ Di for all

t ≥ 0 and some unknown positive numbers Di. When N = 1,

the adaptive stabilization problem of (1) was considered in

[21].

The system (1) and the exosystem (2) together can be

viewed as a multi-agent system of (N + 1) agents with (2)

as the leader and the N subsystems of (1) as N followers.

With respect to the plant (1), the exosystem (2), and a given

switching signal σ(t), we can define a time-varying graph

Ḡσ(t) = (V̄ , Ēσ(t))
1 with V̄ = {0, 1, . . . , N} and Ēσ(t) ⊆ V̄×V̄

for all t ≥ 0, where the node 0 is associated with the

leader system (2) and the node i, i = 1, . . . , N , is associated

with the ith subsystem of system (1). For i = 1, . . . , N ,

j = 0, 1, . . . , N , and i 6= j, (j, i) ∈ Ēσ(t) if and only if ui can

use the information of the jth agent for control at time instant

t. Let N̄i(t) = {j, (j, i) ∈ Ēσ(t)} denote the neighbor set of

agent i at time t. Let Gσ(t) = (V , Eσ(t)) be the subgraph of

Ḡσ(t), where V = {1, · · · , N} and Eσ(t) ⊆ V × V is obtained

from Ēσ(t) by removing all edges between the node 0 and the

nodes in V .

Define an adaptive distributed dynamic compensator as

follows:

v̇i = Sivi + Li

∑

j∈N̄i(t)

F (vj − vi) , (3a)

Ṡi = µ1

∑

j∈N̄i(t)

(Sj − Si) , (3b)

L̇i = µ2

∑

j∈N̄i(t)

(Lj − Li) , i = 1, . . . , N (3c)

where, for i = 1, · · · , N , vi ∈ R
n, Si ∈ R

n×n, Li ∈ R
n,

S0 = S, µ1, µ2 > 0 are design parameters, and L0 ∈ R
n is a

constant matrix such that the following system:

˙̄v =
(

IN ⊗ S −Hσ(t) ⊗ (L0F )
)

v̄ (4)

is exponentially stable, where the matrix Hσ(t) ∈ R
N×N

is obtained from the Laplace matrix L̄σ(t) of Ḡσ(t) by re-

moving the first row and the first column. If there exist

L0 ∈ R
n, µ1 > 0, µ2 > 0 such that, for any initial conditions

vi(0), Si(0), Li(0), i = 1, . . . , N and v0(0), the solution of

systems (2) and (3) exists for all t ≥ 0 and satisfies

lim
t→∞

(vi(t)− v0(t)) = 0,

lim
t→∞

(Si(t)− S) = 0,

lim
t→∞

(Li(t)− L0) = 0, i = 1, . . . , N

(5)

then, (3) is called the adaptive distributed observer for (2) over

the graph Ḡσ(t) and L0 is called the observer gain matrix.

The problem of whether or not (3) is the adaptive distributed

observer for (2) over the graph Ḡσ(t) has been extensively

studied in the literature. To summarize the main result from

[2], let us first list the following assumptions:

Assumption 1. The matrix S is marginally stable.

Assumption 2. The pair (F, S) is detectable.

Assumption 3. There exists a subsequence {ik} of {i : i =
0, 1, 2, . . .} with tik+1

− tik < ν for some positive ν such that

1See Chapter 1 of [2] for a summary of graph.
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the union graph Ḡ([tik , tik+1
)) contains a spanning tree with

the node 0 as the root.

Assumption 4. Gσ(t) is undirected for any t ≥ 0.

Remark 1. Assumption 1 means none of the eigenvalues of

the matrix S has positive real part and those eigenvalues of

S with zero real parts are semi-simple. Assumption 2 loses

no generality. Assumption 3 is called the jointly connected

condition [17], [24]. It is a mild condition on the switching

graph Ḡσ(t) as it allows the graph to be disconnected at every

time instant. From Theorem 3.4 of [2], under Assumptions 1-

4, there exists L0 ∈ R
n such that (4) is exponentially stable.

For the special case of Assumption 1 where S is neutrally

stable, that is, all the eigenvalues of the matrix S have zero

real parts and are semi-simple, there exists a symmetric and

positive definite matrix R such that

RS + STR = 0. (6)

For this case, the matrix L0 = µ0RF
T with µ0 > 0 is such

that (4) is exponentially stable.

The following result is a rephrasing of Theorem 4.7 of [2]:

Lemma 1. Consider systems (2) and (3). Under Assump-

tions 1-4, for any µ1, µ2 > 0, and any initial conditions

vi(0), Si(0), Li(0), i = 1, . . . , N , and v0(0), the solution of

systems (2) and (3) exist for all t ≥ 0 and achieves (5)

exponentially.

As a direct consequence of Lemma 1, we have the following

result.

Corollary 1. For any k ≥ 0,

lim
t→∞

(FSk
i vi − y

(k)
0 ) = 0 (7)

exponentially.

Proof: Since Sivi − Sv0 = Si(vi − v0) + (Si − S)v0, and v0
and Si are bounded, noting y0 = Fv0 and using (5) gives (7)

for k = 1. For k > 1, first note that

(Sk
i − Sk)

= Sk−1
i (Si − S) + Sk−2

i (Si − S)S + · · ·

+ Si(Si − S)Sk−2 + (Si − S)Sk−1.

Since Si are bounded, and lim
t→∞

(Si − S) = 0 exponentially,

we have lim
t→∞

(Sk
i − Sk) = 0 exponentially. Also,

(Sk
i vi − Skv0) = (Sk

i vi − Sk
i v0 + Sk

i v0 − Skv0)

= Sk
i (vi − v0) + (Sk

i − Sk)v0.
(8)

Since v0 and Si are bounded, noting y
(k)
0 = FSkv0 and

lim
t→∞

(Sk
i −Sk) = 0 exponentially, and using (5) and (8) show

that (7) holds for k > 1. �

Remark 2. Two special cases of Lemma 1 are worth men-

tioning. First, y0 = v0, that is, the state of the leader system

is available. In this case, (3) reduces to the following form:

v̇i = Sivi + µv

∑

j∈N̄i(t)

(vj − vi) , (9a)

Ṡi = µ1

∑

j∈N̄i(t)

(Sj − Si) , i = 1, . . . , N (9b)

where µv > 0. For this special case, Assumption 1 can

be weakened to that none of the eigenvalues of S have

positive real parts, Assumption 2 is satisfied automatically,

and Assumption 4 is not needed (see Remark 4.4 of [2]). Such

a special case was considered in [15]. Second, the graph is

static. In this case, Assumption 3 reduces to that the graph

contains a spanning tree with the node 0 as the root, and

Assumptions 1 and 4 are not needed (see Theorem 4.8 of

[2]). Even for this special case, the problem has not been

considered.

To formulate our problem, let us first describe our control

law as follows:

ui = hi(xi, ζi)

ζ̇i = li(xi, ζi, xj , ζj , j ∈ N̄i(t)), i = 1, · · · , N
(10)

where hi and li are some nonlinear functions.

A control law of the form (10) is called a distributed control

law since ui only depends on the information of its neighbors

and itself. Our problem is described as follows.

Problem 1. Given the multi-agent system composed of (1)

and (2), bounded piecewise continuous disturbances di(t), and

a switching graph Ḡσ(t), design a control law of the form

(10), such that, for any initial states xi(0), ζi(0) and v0(0),
the solution of the closed-loop system exists for all t ≥ 0,

and satisfies limt→∞(y
(k)
i (t) − y

(k)
0 (t)) = 0, i = 1, · · · , N ,

k = 0, · · · , ri − 1.

Remark 3. A similar problem was considered in [15]. How-

ever, the follower system considered in [15] is a special case

of (1) where r1 = · · · = rN = r for some r > 0 and

the leader system considered in [15] is also a special case

of (2) where n = r and y0 = v0. In the special case

where r1 = · · · = rN = n = r, our control law actually

achieves the leader-following state consensus. It is also noted

that the disturbances in [15] are a function of trigonometric

polynomials and are thus bounded. In contrast, the class of

disturbances here strictly contains the disturbances in [15] as

a subclass. It will be seen later that the class of disturbances

will be treated differently from the approach in [15].

III. ADAPTIVE OUTPUT SYNCHRONIZATION

In this section, we consider the case without disturbances.

To present our distributed control law, let

pri = FSri−1
i vi−β1i(y

(ri−2)
i −FSri−2

i vi)−· · ·

− β(ri−2)i(ẏi−FSivi)− β(ri−1)i(yi−Fvi)
(11)
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where β1i, · · · , β(ri−1)i are some positive constants such that

the polynomials λri−1+β1iλ
ri−2+· · ·+β(ri−2)iλ+β(ri−1)i =

0 are stable. Let

si = y
(ri−1)
i − pri. (12)

Now we propose our control law as follows:

ui = fT
i (xi, t)θ̂i − kisi + ṗri

˙̃
θi = −Λ−1

i fi(xi, t)si

v̇i = Sivi + Li

∑

j∈N̄i(t)

F (vj − vi)

Ṡi = µ1

∑

j∈N̄i(t)

(Sj − Si)

L̇i = µ2

∑

j∈N̄i(t)

(Lj − Li) , i = 1, . . . , N

(13)

where ki are positive constants, θ̂i are the estimates of θi,

θ̃i = θ̂i − θi, and Λi ∈ R
mi×mi are symmetric and positive

definite matrices.

Substituting the control law (13) to the plant gives the

closed-loop system with di = 0 as follows:

ẋli = x(l+1)i, l = 1, · · · , ri − 1

ẋrii = fT
i (xi, t)θ̃i − kisi + ṗri

˙̃
θi = −Λ−1

i fi(xi, t)si

v̇i = Sivi + Li

∑

j∈N̄i(t)

F (vj − vi)

Ṡi = µ1

∑

j∈N̄i(t)

(Sj − Si)

L̇i = µ2

∑

j∈N̄i(t)

(Lj − Li) , i = 1, . . . , N

(14)

Before presenting our main result, let us first establish the

following result:

Lemma 2. Let ei = yi − y0. Then (11) and (12) imply

e
(ri−1)
i + β1ie

(ri−2)
i +· · ·+ βi(ri−2)ėi+ β(ri−1)iei = ūi (15)

where

ūi = −(y
(ri−1)
0 −FSri−1

i vi)− β1i(y
(ri−2)
0 −FSri−2

i vi)

−· · · − β(ri−2)i(ẏ0−FSivi)− β(ri−1)i(y0−Fvi) + si
(16)

and

ṗri = FSri
i vi−β1i(y

(ri−1)
i − FSri−1

i vi)−· · ·−

β(ri−2)i(y
(2)
i − FS2

i vi)− β(ri−1)i(ẏi − FSivi)

+

ri−1
∑

k=0

βkiFe(ri−1−k)i

(17)

where β0i = 1, e0i = evi, and, for k ≥ 1,

eki = kSk−1
i eSi

vi + Sk
i evi

evi = Li

∑

j∈N̄i(t)

F (vj − vi)

eSi
= µ1

∑

j∈N̄i(t)

(Sj − Si).

(18)

Proof: For any k ≥ 0,

y
(k)
i − FSk

i vi

= y
(k)
i − y

(k)
0 + y

(k)
0 − FSk

i vi

= e
(k)
i + y

(k)
0 − FSk

i vi.

(19)

Thus, from (11), we have

pri = FSri−1
i vi−β1i(y

(ri−2)
i −FSri−2

i vi)−· · ·

− β(ri−2)i(ẏi−FSivi)− β(ri−1)i(yi−Fvi)

=FSri−1
i vi−β1ie

(ri−2)
i −· · · − β(ri−2)iėi− β(ri−1)iei

−β1i(y
(ri−2)
0 −FSri−2

i vi)

−· · · − β(ri−2)i(ẏ0−FSivi)− β(ri−1)i(y0−Fvi)

(20)

Using (12) and noting y
(ri−1)
i − FSri−1

i vi = e
(ri−1)
i +

(y
(ri−1)
0 −FSri−1

i vi) gives (15).

Next, for any k ≥ 1,

d(Sk
i vi)

dt
= kSk−1

i Ṡivi + Sk
i v̇i

= kSk−1
i eSi

vi + Sk
i (Sivi + evi)

= Sk+1
i vi + kSk−1

i eSi
vi + Sk

i evi

= Sk+1
i vi + eki.

(21)

Differentiating (11) and using (21) gives

ṗri = F (Sri
i vi + e(ri−1)i)

−β1i(y
(ri−1)
i − FSri−1

i vi − Fe(ri−2)i)

−· · · − β(ri−2)i(y
(2)
i − FS2

i vi − Fe1i)

− β(ri−1)i(ẏi − FSivi − Fe0i)

(22)

which is the same as (17).

�

Remark 4. It is interesting to note that ṗri are independent

of y
(k)
0 for k = 0, 1, . . ., and thus can be used in the control

law (13).

Let ξ1i = ei, ξ2i = ėi, · · · , ξ(ri−1)i = e
(ri−2)
i , and ξi =

col(ξ1i, · · · , ξ(ri−1)i). Then, (15) can be put into the following

state space form:

ξ̇i = Aiξi +Biūi (23)

where

Ai =











0 1 · · · 0
...

...
. . .

...

0 0 · · · 1
−β(ri−1)i −β(ri−2)i · · · −β1i











, Bi =











0
...

0
1











.

Before stating our result, we need one more assumption as

follows:

Assumption 5. ||fi(xi, t)|| ≤ φi(xi) for some globally defined

functions φi(xi).

Assumption 5 is mild since any time invariant function of

xi satisfies Assumption 5.

We now state the following result:
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Theorem 1. Under Assumptions 1-5, the leader-following

output synchronization problem for the multi-agent system

composed of (1) and (2) is solvable by the control law (13).

Proof:

Let

V =
1

2

N
∑

i=1

(s2i + θ̃Ti Λiθ̃i). (24)

Then, along the solution of (14), we have, noting (27),

V̇ =

N
∑

i=1

(siṡi + θ̃Ti Λi
˙̃
θi)

=

N
∑

i=1

(

si(f
T
i (xi, t)θ̃i − kisi) + θ̃Ti Λi

˙̃
θi

)

= −
N
∑

i=1

kis
2
i . (25)

Thus, for i = 1, · · · , N , si and θ̃i are bounded over

[0,∞). Since V (t) is lower bounded by 0, limt→∞ V (t) has

a finite limit. We will further resort to the Barbalat’s Lemma

to conclude limt→∞ V̇ (t) = 0. For this purpose, we need to

show

V̈ =−
N
∑

i=1

2kisiṡi (26)

is bounded. Note that (15) can be put into the form (23).

From (16), ūi is bounded since si, Si and vi are bounded.

Since Ai are all Hurwitz, both ξi and ξ̇i are bounded, which

imply e
(ri−1)
i , e

(ri−2)
i · · · , ei are all bounded, and hence xi are

bounded since y
(ri−1)
0 , y

(ri−2)
0 · · · , y0 are. By Assumption 5,

fi(xi, t) are bounded since xi are. Differentiating (12) and

using the first equation of the control law (13) gives

ṡi = y
(ri)
i − ṗri

= ui − fT
i (xi, t)θi − ṗri

= fT
i (xi, t)θ̃i − kisi.

(27)

which implies ṡi are also bounded. Since si and ṡi are both

bounded, it follows from (26) that V̈ is bounded over [0,∞).
Thus, by the Barbalat’s Lemma,

lim
t→∞

V̇ (t) = 0,

and hence limt→∞ si(t) = 0 for i = 1, · · · , N . By Corollary 1

and the fact that limt→∞ si(t) = 0, we have limt→∞ ūi(t) =
0 for i = 1, · · · , N . Since Ai are Hurwitz, from (23), we

have limt→∞ ξi(t) = 0 and limt→∞ ξ̇i(t) = 0, which imply

limt→∞ e
(k)
i (t) = 0 for k = 0, . . . , ri − 1 and i = 1, . . . , N .

�

By Remark 2, for the special case where the graph is static,

we have the following corollary of Theorem 1.

Corollary 2. Under Assumptions 1, 2, 5 and the assumption

that the graph is static and contains a spanning tree with the

node 0 as the root, the leader-following output synchronization

problem for the multi-agent system composed of (1) and (2)

is solvable by the control law (13).

IV. DISTURBANCE REJECTION

In this section, we further consider the disturbance rejection

problem. Instead of (13), we modify the control law to the

following form:

ui = fT
i (xi, t)θ̂i − sgn(si)D̂i − kisi + ṗri

˙̃
θi = −Λ−1

i fi(xi, t)si
˙̃
Di = sgn(si)si

v̇i = Sivi + Li

∑

j∈N̄i(t)

F (vj − vi)

Ṡi = µ1

∑

j∈N̄i(t)

(Sj − Si)

L̇i = µ2

∑

j∈N̄i(t)

(Lj − Li) , i = 1, . . . , N

(28)

where D̂i are the estimates of the upper bounds Di of di,

D̃i = D̂i −Di, and, for any scalar x, the function sgn(·) is

defined as follows:

sgn(x) =











1, x > 0

0, x = 0

−1, x < 0.

(29)

Under the control law (28), the closed-loop system can be

put as follows:

ṡi = fT
i (xi, t)θ̃i + di − sgn(si)D̂i − kisi

˙̃
θi = −Λ−1

i fi(xi, t)si
˙̃
Di = sgn(si)si

v̇i = Sivi + Li

∑

j∈N̄i(t)

F (vj − vi)

Ṡi = µ1

∑

j∈N̄i(t)

(Sj − Si)

L̇i = µ2

∑

j∈N̄i(t)

(Lj − Li) , i = 1, . . . , N.

(30)

It is noted that the right hand side of the closed-loop system

(30) is discontinuous in si. Thus, the solution of the closed-

loop system (30) must be defined in the Filipov sense [3],

[20]. Put the first three equations of the closed-loop system

(30) to the following compact form:

ẋc = fc(xc, t). (31)

where xc = col(s1, · · · , sN , θ̃1, · · · , θ̃N , D̃1, · · · , D̃N). Then,

the Filipov solution of (31) satisfies, for almost all t ≥ 0,

ẋc ∈ K[fc](xc, t) (32)

where K[fc](xc, t) is the Filipov set of fc(xc, t) [3], [20]. It is

known that, for any scalar x, the Filipov set of sgn(x) denoted

by K[sgn](x) is as follows [20]:

K[sgn](x) =











1, x > 0

[−1, 1], x = 0

−1, x < 0.

(33)
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Thus

xK[sgn](x) = |x|. (34)

We have the following result:

Theorem 2. Under Assumptions 1-5, the leader-following

output synchronization with disturbance rejection problem for

the multi-agent system composed of (1) and (2) is solvable by

the distributed control law (28).

Proof: Let

V =
1

2

N
∑

i=1

(s2i + θ̃Ti Λiθ̃i + D̃2
i ) (35)

whose gradient is

∂V = [s1, · · · , sN , θ̃
T
1 Λ1, · · · , θ̃

T
NΛN , D̃1, · · · , D̃N ].

By Theorem 2.2 of [20], V̇ exists almost everywhere (a.e.),

and V̇ ∈a.e. ˙̃
V , where

˙̃
V =

⋂

ψK[f ](xc, t)
ψ ∈ ∂V

=
N
∑

i=1

(siṡi + θ̃Ti Λi
˙̃
θi + D̃i

˙̃
Di)

=
N
∑

i=1

(

si(f
T
i (xi, t)θ̃i + di −K[sgn](si)D̂i − kisi)

− θ̃Ti fi(xi, t)si + D̃iK[sgn](si)si

)

=
N
∑

i=1

(

sidi − siK[sgn](si)Di − kis
2
i

)

. (36)

Using (34) in (36) gives

˙̃
V =

N
∑

i=1

(sidi − |si|Di − kis
2
i ). (37)

Thus,
˙̃
V = V̇ . Noting (sidi − |si|Di) ≤ 0 gives

V̇ ≤ −
N
∑

i=1

kis
2
i . (38)

Thus, limt→∞ V (t) exists and is finite. Hence, for i =
1, · · · , N , si, θ̃i, and D̃i are bounded over [0,∞). Let

W (t) =

∫ t

0

N
∑

i=1

kis
2
i (τ)dτ.

Then, for all t ≥ 0,

W (t) ≤ −

∫ t

0

V̇ (τ)dτ = −V (t) + V (0).

Since V (t) is lower bounded, limt→∞W (t) has a finite limit.

Similar to the proof of Theorem 1, we will resort to the

Barbalat’s Lemma again. For this purpose, we need to show

Ẅ =

N
∑

i=1

2kisiṡi (39)

is bounded. Consider (23) again. From (16), ūi is

bounded since si, Si and vi are bounded. Since Ai are

all Hurwitz, both ξi and ξ̇i are bounded, which imply

e
(ri−1)
i , e

(ri−2)
i · · · , ei are all bounded, and hence xi are

bounded since y
(ri−1)
0 , y

(ri−2)
0 · · · , y0 are. By Assumption 5,

fi(xi, t) are bounded since xi are. Also, di are bounded by

assumption. From the first equation of (30), we have

siṡi = sif
T
i (xi, t)θ̃i + sidi − sisgn(si)D̂i − kis

2
i ,

which implies Ẅ is also bounded. However, since di and

hence Ẅ may be discontinuous at infinitely many time in-

stances, we cannot invoke the Barbalat’s Lemma. Neverthe-

less, we have shown that W (t) satisfies the following three

conditions:

1) limt→∞W (t) exists;

2) W (t) is twice differentiable on each time interval

[tj , tj+1) satisfying tj+1 − tj ≥ τ > 0;

3) Ẅi(t) is bounded over [0,∞) in the sense that there exists

a finite positive constant K such that

sup
tj≤t≤tj+1,j=0,1,2,···

|Ẅi(t)| ≤ K. (40)

Thus, by the generalized Barbalat’s Lemma as can be found in

Corollary 2.5 of [2] to conclude limt→∞ Ẇ (t) = 0, and hence

limt→∞ si(t) = 0 for i = 1, · · · , N . By Corollary 1 and the

fact that limt→∞ si(t) = 0, we have limt→∞ ūi(t) = 0 for

i = 1, · · · , N . From (23), we have limt→∞ ξi(t) = 0 and

limt→∞ ξ̇i(t) = 0, which implies limt→∞ e
(k)
i (t) = 0 for

k = 0, . . . , ri − 1 and i = 1, . . . , N . �

By Remark 2, for the special case where the graph is static,

we have the following corollary of Theorem 2.

Corollary 3. Under Assumptions 1, 2, 5, and the assumption

that the graph is static and contains a spanning tree with the

node 0 as the root, the leader-following output synchronization

with disturbance rejection problem for the multi-agent system

composed of (1) and (2) is solvable by the distributed control

law (28).

Remark 5. If di are discontinuous at only finitely many

time instances, then it suffices to invoke Barbalat’s lemma to

conclude the proof.

Remark 6. Compared with [12], [15], this paper offers the

following new features. First, the leader system and all of the

follower subsystems in [12], [15] must have the same order

while we allow the leader system and various follower sub-

systems to have different orders. This feature will significantly

enlarge the class of leader systems. Second, the control laws

in [12], [15] rely on the state of the leader system while

the control law here only needs to know the output of the

leader system. Thus our control law applies to the general case

where the state of the leader system is unavailable. Third, the

disturbances in [15] are generated by a neutrally stable linear

exosystem with a nonlinear output while our disturbance can

be any bounded function.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have studied the leader-following output

synchronization problem for a class of higher-order nonlin-



7

ear multi-agent systems subject to both constant parameter

uncertainties and external disturbances over jointly connected

switching networks. The class of disturbances includes any

bounded piecewise continuous time function with unknown

bounds. We have solved our problem by integrating the output-

based adaptive distributed observer, the conventional adaptive

control technique, and the adaptive disturbance rejection tech-

nique. Our problem includes the state consensus problem as

a special case if the followers and the leader have the same

order. The disturbances considered in this paper satisfy the

matching condition.
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