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Abstract

This paper focuses on the construction of differential-cascaded structures for control of nonlinear robot manipulators subjected
to disturbances and unavailability of partial information of the desired trajectory. The proposed differential-cascaded structures
rely on infinite differential series to handle the robustness with respect to time-varying disturbances and the partial knowledge
of the desired trajectories for nonlinear robot manipulators. The long-standing problem of reliable adaptation in the presence
of sustaining disturbances is solved by the proposed forwardstepping control with forwardstepping adaptation, and stacked
reference dynamics yielding adaptive differential-cascaded structures have been proposed to facilitate the forwardstepping
adaptation to both the uncertainty of robot dynamics and that of the frequencies of disturbances. A distinctive point of the
proposed differential-cascaded approach is that the reference dynamics for design and analysis involve high-order quantities,
but via degree-reduction implementation of the reference dynamics, the control typically involves only the low-order quantities,
thus facilitating its applications to control of most physical systems. Our result relies on neither the explicit estimation of
the disturbances or derivative and second derivative of the desired position nor the solutions to linear/nonlinear regulator
equations, and the employed essential element is a differential-cascaded structure governing robot dynamics.
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1 Introduction

The control of nonlinear robot manipulators has a
long and versatile tradition, and numerous controllers
have been proposed in various contexts (see, e.g.,
[29,8,24,20,25,27,21,2,6,18,31,32,39]). In parallel, we
witness the formulation of design and analysis ap-
proaches for general nonlinear systems such as backstep-
ping [16,15], forwarding [30,23], and the immersion and
invariance (I&I) approach [1]. In particular, the control
developed for robot manipulators exhibits implicitly
or explicitly the nature of a design methodology like
backstepping, and this is particularly reflected in the
design of reference velocity and that of reference accel-
eration via a differential operation (see, e.g., [24,6,32]).
This procedure of specifying the reference velocity and
acceleration can also be classified as the conventional
order-reduction approach, which generally yields closed-
loop dynamics that are cascaded; see [1] for some fur-
ther details. Recently, a differential-cascaded approach
(also referred to as forwardstepping) [37,38] has been

⋆ Corresponding author Hanlei Wang.

Email address: hlwang.bice@gmail.com (Hanlei Wang).

formulated; this approach has been demonstrated to
be instrumental as handling time-varying delay (and
switching topology) for networked Lagrangian systems
or teleoperators [34,35,33]. Differing from the tradi-
tional order reduction paradigm [16,1], this differential-
cascaded approach is an order invariance or increment
one, and the resultant closed-loop dynamics are typi-
cally differential-cascaded. Due to the design freedom
permitted by the differential-cascaded paradigm, the
connection between controlled robot dynamics with un-
certainty and linear dynamics, which is a long-standing
intractable problem, has been established in [36].

Trajectory tracking and robustness with respect to dis-
turbances are two important topics of sustaining inter-
est in control systems. In the standard proportional-
integral-derivative (PID) control, the two problems are
inherently accommodated in a unified way, and PID
control, due to its particular structure, enjoys both the
adaptability and robustness. The limitation of PID con-
trol is also well recognized, namely the integral action
can only handle a constant or slowly time-varying dis-
turbance and the PID control can generally handle the
regulation problem or tracking of a slowly time-varying
trajectory. To alleviate this limitation, many approaches
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have been presented with a versatility of features in de-
sign and analysis where the two problems are typically
accommodated in either very different ways or in a uni-
fied way such as using the standard internal model ap-
proach [12,3]. The current internal model approach and
many other approaches based on the estimation of the
disturbances are, however, not very aligned with the
essence of the standard PID control due to either the
constraint of solving a linear/nonlinear regulator equa-
tion or that of the explicit estimation of disturbances;
the structural conciseness and compactness of PID con-
trol also distinguishes it frommost available approaches.
In this sense, the standard sliding control exploiting dis-
continuous signum functions may be considered to be
aligned with PID control except that the sliding control
is subjected to the well-known chattering problem (see,
e.g., [26]); some attempts to alleviate this issue occur
in, e.g., [42,22] at the expense of semi-global stability
and complexity of the developed control. On the other
hand, in the distributed trajectory tracking problem, the
signum-function-based action has been exploited in the
context of linear systems with undirected topology (see,
e.g., [4]) or nonlinear Lagrangian systems with directed
topology (see, e.g., [38]) where the explicit estimation of
the trajectory of the leader is not required. An impor-
tant issue in trajectory tracking for robot manipulators
(and also general nonlinear systems) is that the deriva-
tive and twice derivative of the trajectory are generally
required to realize the asymptotic tracking. While the
availability of the derivative and twice derivative of the
trajectory may not be so challenging in the traditional
factory automation with a trajectory planner, this be-
comes intractable in the case of tracking a moving target
in which case only the measurement of the desired posi-
tion is typically possible. The unavailability of such in-
formation renders the asymptotic tracking to be impos-
sible in the case of a fast time-varying desired trajectory.
The ad hoc solution given in [26, p. 195] in the context
without involving the derivative and second derivative
of the desired trajectory, however, cannot guarantee the
asymptotic tracking.

In this paper, we investigate the design of differential-
cascaded structures for control of nonlinear robot ma-
nipulators, and the tracking of a time-varying trajectory
and robustness with respect to unknown time-varying
disturbances are accommodated. The main element for
solving the two problems in a unified way is a differential-
cascaded design using high-order reference dynamics or
forwardstepping design [37,38], which yields differential-
cascaded structures. The presented approach has some
similarity to the internal model approach in the sense of
not relying on the explicit estimation of the disturbances
or the derivative and twice derivative of the desired tra-
jectory. The distinctive point of our methodology lies
in the construction of differential-cascaded structures to
yield solutions in the sense of the limit of the order or
approximation with a remainder that can be systemat-
ically decreased (due to the use of differential series),

in contrast with the internal model approach that re-
lies on solutions to linear or nonlinear regulator equa-
tions (see, e.g., [12,3,13,41]) and also with the other ap-
proaches based upon disturbance estimation. Our result
provides solutions to the long-standing problem of reli-
able adaptation to uncertainty of the system dynamics
in the presence of sustaining disturbances via the exam-
ple of nonlinear robot manipulators, and the proposed
adaptation is referred to as forwardstepping adaptation,
differing from most adaptation in the literature (e.g.,
[26,11,24,40,19]) that tends to be unreliable or even frag-
ile as encountering disturbances. The weak robustness or
reliability of the conventional adaptive control is recog-
nized to be a fundamental limitation in practical appli-
cations. The presented forwardstepping adaptation, via
exploiting the differential-cascaded structure yielded by
the proposed framework, ensures the reliability of the
system in the presence of disturbances.We also present a
connection between the differential-cascaded framework
and the standard PID control, and via a suitable refor-
mulation, it is demonstrated that the reformulation of
the PID control yields a differential-cascaded structure
with order one.

2 Equations of Motion of Robot Manipulators

The equations of motion of a robot manipulator can be
written as [26,28]

M(q)q̈ + C(q, q̇)q̇ + g(q) = τ + τ∗ (1)

where q ∈ Rn is the joint position, M(q) ∈ Rn×n is the
inertia matrix, C(q, q̇) ∈ Rn×n is the Coriolis and cen-
trifugal matrix, g(q) ∈ Rn is the gravitational torque,
τ ∈ Rn is the joint control torque, and τ∗ ∈ Rn is the
reference torque input (e.g., a disturbance). Three stan-
dard properties associated with the dynamics (1) are
formulated as follows (see, e.g., [26,28]).

Property 1: The inertia matrix M(q) is symmetric and
uniformly positive definite.

Property 2: The Coriolis and centrifugal matrix C(q, q̇)

can be suitably chosen such that Ṁ(q)−2C(q, q̇) is skew-
symmetric.

Property 3: The dynamics (1) depend linearly on a
constant parameter vector ϑ, yielding the result that
M(q)ζ̇ + C(q, q̇)ζ + g(q) = Y (q, q̇, ζ, ζ̇)ϑ where ζ ∈ Rn

is a differentiable vector and Y (q, q̇, ζ, ζ̇) is a regressor
matrix.

3 Forwardstepping Control

3.1 Design and Analysis

Let qd ∈ Rn denote the desired position, and assume
that qd is arbitrary times differentiable and that qd, q̇d,
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and q̈d are bounded. We consider the trajectory tracking
problem of robot manipulators without the knowledge
of q̇d and q̈d and without disturbances (namely τ∗ = 0).
For this purpose, we introduce the following reference
dynamics with order ℓ+ 1

dℓz

dtℓ
= −αℓ

dℓq

dtℓ
− αℓ−1

dℓ−1∆q

dtℓ−1
− · · · − α0∆q (2)

where ∆q = q − qd is the joint position tracking error,
α0, . . . , αℓ are chosen such that wℓ+1 + αℓw

ℓ + · · ·+ α0

with w being the free variable is a Hurwitz polynomial,
and ℓ ≥ 1. The vector z generated by (2) acts as the
reference velocity. Define

s = q̇ − z. (3)

The torque input is specified by the following adaptive
control

τ =−Ks+ Y (q, q̇, z, ż)ϑ̂ (4)

˙̂
ϑ =− ΓY T (q, q̇, z, ż)s (5)

where K and Γ are symmetric positive definite matri-

ces, and ϑ̂ is the estimate of ϑ. The adaptive controller
given as (4) and (5) has the same structure as the stan-
dard one in [24]. We can also apply the other adaptive
approaches (e.g., [36]) to specify the control torque. Due
to the introduction of the ℓ + 1-th-order reference dy-
namics (2), we refer to the presented adaptive control as
forwardstepping adaptive control.

The closed-loop dynamics can be described by a
differential-cascaded system with degree ℓ as







dℓ+1q

dtℓ+1 = −αℓ
dℓq

dtℓ
− αℓ−1

dℓ−1∆q
dtℓ−1 − · · · − α0∆q +

dℓs
dtℓ

M(q)ṡ+ C(q, q̇)s = −Ks+ Y (q, q̇, z, ż)∆ϑ
˙̂
ϑ = −ΓY T (q, q̇, z, ż)s

(6)

where ∆ϑ = ϑ̂− ϑ.

Theorem 1: Suppose that the desired position qd satis-

fies the property that dℓqd
dtℓ

= 0 and dℓ+1qd
dtℓ+1 = 0. Then,

the forwardstepping adaptive controller given as (2), (4),
and (5) ensures the convergence of the joint tracking er-
rors, i.e., ∆q → 0 and ∆q̇ → 0 as t→ ∞.

Proof: Following the typical practice (see, e.g., [24,21]),
we consider the Lyapunov-like function candidate V =
(1/2)sTM(q)s+(1/2)∆ϑTΓ−1∆ϑ, and the derivative of
V along the trajectories of the system can be written as
(using Property 2) V̇ = −sTKs ≤ 0. This implies that

s ∈ L2∩L∞ and ϑ̂ ∈ L∞. With dℓqd
dtℓ

= 0 and dℓ+1qd
dtℓ+1 = 0,

the first subsystem of (6) can be rewritten as

dℓ+1∆q

dtℓ+1
= −αℓ

dℓ∆q

dtℓ
− · · · − α0∆q +

dℓs

dtℓ
. (7)

From the standard input-output properties of linear sys-
tems (see, e.g., [9, p. 59]), we have from (7) that ∆q ∈
L2 ∩L∞, ∆q̇ ∈ L2 ∩L∞, and ∆q → 0 as t→ ∞. Hence,
q̇ ∈ L∞. Using the relation s = q̇ − z yields the result
that z ∈ L∞. We can further write (7) as

dℓ∆z

dtℓ
=− αℓ

dℓ−1∆z

dtℓ−1
− · · · − α1∆z − α0∆q

− αℓ
dℓ−1s

dtℓ−1
− · · · − α1s (8)

where ∆z = z − q̇d. The state-space representation for
(8) can be written as







∆q̇ = ∆z + s
...

d
dt
(d
ℓ−2∆z
dtℓ−2 ) = dℓ−1∆z

dtℓ−1

d
dt
(d
ℓ−1∆z
dtℓ−1 ) = −αℓ

dℓ−1∆z
dtℓ−1 − · · · − α1∆z − α0∆q

−αℓ
dℓ−1s
dtℓ−1 − · · · − α1s

(9)

with x = [∆qT ,∆zT , . . . , (dℓ−1∆z/dtℓ−1)T ]T as
the state and with u1 = [sT , 0, . . . , 0,−α1s

T ]T ,
uk = −αkd

k−1s/dtk−1, k = 2, . . . , ℓ as the inputs.
The system (9) with uk = 0, k = 1, . . . , ℓ is exponen-
tially stable since wℓ+1 + αℓw

ℓ + · · · + α0 is a Hurwitz
polynomial. From the input-output properties of ex-
ponentially stable and strictly proper linear systems
[9, p. 59], we have that the part of x due to the input
u1 is bounded. Consider the mapping from uk to ∆ż
and the relative degree of ∆ż with respect to −αks is
ℓ − 1 − (k − 1) = ℓ − k ≥ 0, and thus this mapping is
proper according to the standard linear system theory,
k = 2, . . . , ℓ. Using the standard input-output proper-
ties of linear systems (see [9, p. 59] and [11, p. 82]) yields
the result that the portion of ∆ż due to the input uk is
bounded, k = 2, . . . , ℓ. From the standard superposition
principle for linear systems, we have that ∆ż ∈ L∞,
and hence that ż ∈ L∞. Based on the second subsystem
of (6) and using Property 1, we have that ṡ ∈ L∞, and
hence q̈ ∈ L∞. This implies that ∆q̈ ∈ L∞, and thus ∆q̇
is uniformly continuous. Using Barbalat’s lemma [26],
we have that ∆q̇ → 0 as t→ ∞. �

Remark 1: With the assumption that dκqd/dt
κ, κ =

3, . . . , ℓ−1 are bounded, we can show via a similar proce-
dure as in the proof of Theorem 1 that dκ−1z/dtκ−1 and
dκ∆q/dtκ κ = 3, . . . , ℓ + 1 are bounded. However, this
assumption is not required for ensuring the stability and
convergence of the presented forwardstepping adaptive
controller. In the case that dℓqd/dt

ℓ and dℓ+1qd/dt
ℓ+1

are nonzero and bounded, the convergence of the pre-
sented forwardstepping control cannot be ensured, yet
the tracking errors ∆q and ∆q̇ can still be ensured to be
bounded, which can be demonstrated via similar proce-
dures as in the proof of Theorem 1.
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3.2 Degree-Reduction Implementation

The reference dynamics (2) involve high-order quanti-
ties that are difficult or impossible to be measured, and
following the practice in [36], we use the degree reduc-
tion to obtain an implementation scheme for generating
z and ż that only relies on the quantities q, q̇, and qd (the
derivative and twice derivative of qd are not involved).
Specifically, we write a state-space representation of (2)
as 





ż = ż
...

dℓ−1z
dtℓ−1 = dℓ−1z

dtℓ−1

dℓz
dtℓ

= −αℓ
dℓq

dtℓ
− · · · − α0∆q.

(10)

We apply the degree reduction concerning −αℓd
ℓq/dtℓ

and have that







ż = ż
...

dℓ−2z
dtℓ−2 = dℓ−2z

dtℓ−2

dℓ−1z
dtℓ−1 = (d

ℓ−1z
dtℓ−1 + αℓ

dℓ−1q

dtℓ−1 )− αℓ
dℓ−1q

dtℓ−1

d
dt
(d
ℓ−1z
dtℓ−1 + αℓ

dℓ−1q

dtℓ−1 ) = −αℓ−1
dℓ−1∆q
dtℓ−1 − · · · − α0∆q.

(11)
Then, applying the degree reduction concerning the
terms −αℓd

ℓ−1q/dtℓ−1 and −αℓ−1d
ℓ−1∆q/dtℓ−1 yields







ż = ż
...

dℓ−2z
dtℓ−2 = (d

ℓ−2z
dtℓ−2 + αℓ

dℓ−2q

dtℓ−2 )− αℓ
dℓ−2q

dtℓ−2

d
dt
(d
ℓ−2z
dtℓ−2 + αℓ

dℓ−2q

dtℓ−2 )

= (d
ℓ−1z
dtℓ−1 + αℓ

dℓ−1q

dtℓ−1 + αℓ−1
dℓ−2∆q
dtℓ−2 )

−αℓ−1
dℓ−2∆q
dtℓ−2

d
dt
(d
ℓ−1z
dtℓ−1 + αℓ

dℓ−1q

dtℓ−1 + αℓ−1
dℓ−2∆q
dtℓ−2 )

= −αℓ−2
dℓ−2∆q
dtℓ−2 − · · · − α0∆q.

(12)

With this procedure being continued, we finally have a
degree-reduction scheme given as







d
dt
z = (ż + αℓq̇ − αℓ−1qd)

−αℓq̇ + αℓ−1qd
d
dt
(ż + αℓq̇ − αℓ−1qd)

= (z̈ + αℓq̈ + αℓ−1∆q̇ − αℓ−2qd)

−αℓ−1q̇ + αℓ−2qd
...

d
dt
(d
ℓ−2z
dtℓ−2 + αℓ

dℓ−2q

dtℓ−2 + · · ·+ α3∆q̇ − α2qd)

= (d
ℓ−1z
dtℓ−1 + αℓ

dℓ−1q

dtℓ−1 + αℓ−1
dℓ−2∆q
dtℓ−2 + · · ·

+α2∆q̇ − α1qd)− α2q̇ + α1qd
d
dt
(d
ℓ−1z
dtℓ−1 + αℓ

dℓ−1q

dtℓ−1 + αℓ−1
dℓ−2∆q
dtℓ−2 + · · ·

+α2∆q̇ − α1qd) = −α1q̇ − α0∆q.

(13)

The implementation of the reference dynamics (2) can
thus be conducted only using the quantities q, q̇, and qd.

Remark 2: In the context that the desired velocity q̇d is
additionally available, the reference dynamics (2) can be
redefined as

dℓz

dtℓ
= −αℓ

dℓ∆q

dtℓ
− αℓ−1

dℓ−1∆q

dtℓ−1
− · · · − α0∆q (14)

and a degree-reduction implementation scheme for (14)
can be written as







d
dt
z = (ż + αℓ∆q̇)− αℓ∆q̇

d
dt
(ż + αℓ∆q̇) = (z̈ + αℓ∆q̈ + αℓ−1∆q̇)− αℓ−1∆q̇
...

d
dt
(d
ℓ−2z
dtℓ−2 + αℓ

dℓ−2∆q
dtℓ−2 + · · ·+ α3∆q̇)

= (d
ℓ−1z
dtℓ−1 + αℓ

dℓ−1∆q
dtℓ−1 + αℓ−1

dℓ−2∆q
dtℓ−2 + · · ·+ α2∆q̇)

−α2∆q̇
d
dt
(d
ℓ−1z
dtℓ−1 + αℓ

dℓ−1∆q
dtℓ−1 + αℓ−1

dℓ−2∆q
dtℓ−2 + · · ·+ α2∆q̇)

= −α1∆q̇ − α0∆q.
(15)

For the common case that qd, q̇d, and q̈d are all available,
the reference dynamics can be defined as

dℓz

dtℓ
=
dℓ+1qd
dtℓ+1

− αℓ
dℓ∆q

dtℓ
− αℓ−1

dℓ−1∆q

dtℓ−1
− · · · − α0∆q

(16)
with a degree-reduction implementation scheme being
given as







d
dt
z = (ż − q̈d + αℓ∆q̇) + q̈d − αℓ∆q̇

d
dt
(ż − q̈d + αℓ∆q̇)

= (z̈ −
...
q d + αℓ∆q̈ + αℓ−1∆q̇)− αℓ−1∆q̇

...
d
dt
(d
ℓ−2z
dtℓ−2 − dℓ−1qd

dtℓ−1 + αℓ
dℓ−2∆q
dtℓ−2 + · · ·+ α3∆q̇)

= (d
ℓ−1z
dtℓ−1 − dℓqd

dtℓ
+ αℓ

dℓ−1∆q
dtℓ−1 + · · ·+ α2∆q̇)− α2∆q̇

d
dt
(d
ℓ−1z
dtℓ−1 − dℓqd

dtℓ
+ αℓ

dℓ−1∆q
dtℓ−1 + · · ·+ α2∆q̇)

= −α1∆q̇ − α0∆q.
(17)

This degree-reduction scheme extends the specific exam-
ples in [36] to the general case.

4 Forwardstepping Control Using Infinite Dif-
ferential Series

In a general context with the desired trajectory contain-
ing periodical information, the assumption in Theorem
1 can only hold as ℓ → ∞. The disturbance torque τ∗

has similar properties as the desired trajectory, and the
presence of the disturbance renders the use of the typi-
cal adaptation as in the previous section hard to be jus-
tified due to the well-recognized robustness issue (see,
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e.g., [26]). For handling these problems in a unified way,
we introduce what is referred to as infinite differential
series.

4.1 Infinite Differential Series

In the context of forwardstepping control, the (infi-
nite) differential series (in the finite case as in the
previous section, we may refer to it as the sum of a
differential sequence) becomes an important element
for solving many important control problems. Con-
sider a function f(t) that is arbitrary times differen-
tiable and a sequence of numbers α0, . . . , αm∗ . Then,
α0f(t), α1df(t)/dt, . . . , αm∗dm

∗

f(t)/dtm
∗

is referred to
as a differential sequence (with respect to the function
f(t)); asm∗ → ∞, this sequence is referred to as an infi-

nite differential sequence; limm∗
→∞ Σm

∗

k=0αkd
kf(t)/dtk

is referred to as an infinite differential series or dif-
ferential series. Differential sequences and differential
series can be considered as a particular class of general
sequences and series as involving the derivative and
high-order derivatives of a function.

In the traditional calculus, the object of interest is a
function; in control systems, we focus on dynamical sys-
tems or differential equations. In this latter context, we
are interested in differential series in defining the refer-
ence dynamics. For instance, consider an equation of an
infinite differential series given as

∞∑

k=0

αk
dk∆q

dtk
= lim

ℓ→∞

ℓ∑

k=0

αk
dk∆q

dtk
= 0, (18)

and we view it as an equation concerning a series of a
function, its derivative, and its high-order derivatives.
Hence, it can also be referred to as an infinite-order dif-
ferential equation while the left side is referred to as an
infinite differential series defined above.

In the linear time-invariant case, exponentially stable
polynomials or Hurwitz polynomials play an important
role, which yield the following differential equation

ℓ∑

k=0

αk
dk∆q

dtk
= 0 (19)

with α0, . . . , αℓ being chosen such thatαℓw
ℓ+· · ·+α0 is a

Hurwitz polynomial. As ℓ approaches infinity, we obtain
an equation of an infinite differential series (or concisely
a differential series) that is exponentially stable.

4.2 Forwardstepping Control without Adaptation

Using differential series renders it possible to design
forwardstepping control that is convergent without

the need of adaptation. In particular, we consider a
differential-cascaded system yielded by the control (4)
with the adaptation law and feedforward compensation
being removed and the reference dynamics being given
as (16), namely

{
dℓ+1∆q
dtℓ+1 = −αℓ

dℓ∆q
dtℓ

− αℓ−1
dℓ−1∆q
dtℓ−1 − · · · − α0∆q +

dℓs
dtℓ

M(q)q̈ + C(q, q̇)q̇ + g(q) = −Ks+ τ∗.

(20)
The control action around the input of the system can
simply be written as

τ = −K(q̇ − z). (21)

The remainder can be given as Rt = −K−1 dℓ

dtℓ
[M(q)q̈+

C(q, q̇)q̇ + g(q) − τ∗]. To have a new perspective con-
cerning the standard PID control, we introduce another
reference dynamics as

KDż = KD q̈d −KP∆q̇ −KI∆q (22)

whereKD,KP , andKI are the derivative, proportional,
and integral gain matrices (symmetric and positive def-
inite), respectively. With the control torque being given
as

τ = −KD(q̇ − z), (23)

we have a differential-cascaded system as

{
KD∆q̈ = −KP∆q̇ −KI∆q +KDṡ

M(q)q̈ + C(q, q̇)q̇ + g(q)− τ∗ = −KDs.
(24)

We can combine the two subsystems of (24) as

d

dt
[M(q)q̈ + C(q, q̇)q̇ + g(q)− τ∗]

= −KD∆q̈ −KP∆q̇ −KI∆q. (25)

We note that the differentiation of M(q)q̈ + C(q, q̇)q̇ +
g(q) − τ∗ is involved, which is a result due to the
differential-cascaded structure. From (24), the remain-
der can be written as

Rt = −
d

dt
[M(q)q̈ + C(q, q̇)q̇ + g(q)− τ∗] . (26)

The comparison between (20) and (24) shows that the
standard PID control yields a special form of a general
differential-cascaded structure with order ℓ.

Theorem 2: Suppose that the disturbance torque τ∗ and
its derivative of arbitrary order are bounded and that
the remainder

Rt = −K−1 d
ℓ

dtℓ
[M(q)q̈ + C(q, q̇)q̇ + g(q)− τ∗] → 0

(27)
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as ℓ → ∞. Then, the forwardstepping controller given
as (16) and (21) ensures the convergence of the joint
tracking errors, i.e., ∆q → 0 and ∆q̇ → 0 as ℓ→ ∞ and
t→ ∞.

The forwardstepping control without relying on the dy-
namics of robotmanipulators typically requires the gains
to be relatively high or the desired trajectory to be rel-
atively slow. The incorporation of the feedforward con-
trol, as is known, is beneficial for permitting the specifi-
cation of low gains and thus yields strong robustness of
the system. In the case that the parameter ϑ is known,
the control torque given by (4) becomes

τ = −Ks+ Y (q, q̇, z, ż)ϑ, (28)

and the reference dynamics are redefined as

dℓz

dtℓ
=
dℓ+1qd
dtℓ+1

− αℓ
dℓ∆q

dtℓ
− αℓ−1

dℓ−1∆q

dtℓ−1
− · · · − α0∆q

+ Λ
dℓ−1

dtℓ−1
(q̇ − z) (29)

where Λ is a symmetric positive definite matrix. The dy-
namics of the system can be formulated as the following
differential-cascaded system







dℓ+1∆q
dtℓ+1 = −αℓ

dℓ∆q
dtℓ

− αℓ−1
dℓ−1∆q
dtℓ−1 − · · · − α0∆q

+Λ dℓ−1s
dtℓ−1 + dℓs

dtℓ

M(q)ṡ+ C(q, q̇)s = −Ks+ τ∗.

(30)
Via (30), we have that

dℓ+1∆q

dtℓ+1
=− αℓ

dℓ∆q

dtℓ
− αℓ−1

dℓ−1∆q

dtℓ−1
− · · · − α0∆q

+
dℓs

dtℓ
− ΛK−1 d

ℓ−1

dtℓ−1
[M(q)ṡ+ C(q, q̇)s− τ∗]

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Rt

(31)

where Rt is the remainder, mainly due to the nonlinear-
ity ofM(q).

Theorem 3: Suppose that the disturbance torque τ∗ and
its derivative of arbitrary order are bounded and that
the remainder

Rt =
dℓs

dtℓ
− ΛK−1 d

ℓ−1

dtℓ−1
[M(q)ṡ+ C(q, q̇)s− τ∗] → 0

(32)
as ℓ → ∞. Then, the forwardstepping controller given
as (28) and (29) ensures the convergence of the joint
tracking errors as ℓ→ ∞.

In the presence of parametric uncertainty, the feedfor-
ward control action can no longer be precisely exerted,

which yields the consequence that the stability of the
closed-loop dynamics around the input cannot be guar-

anteed. Suppose that ϑ̂ is an a priori estimate of ϑ, and
we consider the following control with the incorporation
of the standard nonlinear damping (see, e.g., [17])

τ =−Ks+ Y (q, q̇, z, ż)ϑ̂

− λDY (q, q̇, z, ż)Y T (q, q̇, z, ż)s (33)

where λD is a positive design constant. The closed-loop
dynamics around the input can be written as

M(q)ṡ+ C(q, q̇)s

=−Ks+ Y (q, q̇, z, ż)∆ϑ

− λDY (q, q̇, z, ż)Y T (q, q̇, z, ż)s+ τ∗, (34)

upon which we have from the typical practice that s ∈
L∞.

Theorem 4: Suppose that the disturbance torque τ∗ and
its derivative of arbitrary order are bounded and that

the remainderRt =
dℓs
dtℓ

−ΛK−1 dℓ−1

dtℓ−1 [M(q)ṡ+C(q, q̇)s−

Y∆ϑ + λDY Y
T s − τ∗] → 0 as ℓ → ∞. Then, the for-

wardstepping controller with nonlinear damping given
as (33) and (29) ensures the convergence of the joint
tracking errors as ℓ→ ∞.

As is observed and also well known, the nonlinear damp-
ing action belongs to the high-gain feedback, and hence
the robustness of the closed-loop dynamics relies closely
on the magnitude of λD, yielding the result that λD is
typically expected to be relatively low. To alleviate this
issue, we introduce the following dynamics (extending
the standard passive filter [2,14])

ξ̇ + λξ = λY T (q, q̇, z, ż)s (35)

where λ is a positive design constant. The torque control
is specified as

τ = −Ks+ Y (q, q̇, z, ż)ϑ̂− λDY (q, q̇, z, ż)ξ, (36)

and the closed-loop dynamics around the input become

M(q)ṡ+ C(q, q̇)s =−Ks+ Y (q, q̇, z, ż)∆ϑ

− λDY (q, q̇, z, ż)ξ + τ∗. (37)

We now analyze the input-output properties of the sys-
tem with ∆ϑ as the input and with s and ξ as the out-
put, which differs from the typical context using non-
linear damping where such input-output properties are
formulated (see, e.g., [17]). We consider the function

V =
1

2
sTM(q)s+

λD
2λ

ξT ξ (38)
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and using Property 2 and the standard result concerning
basic inequalities, we have that

V̇ =− sTKs− λDξ
T ξ + [(1/λ)ξ̇ + ξ]T∆ϑ+ sT τ∗

≤− (1/2)sTKs− (λD/2)ξ
T ξ + (1/λ)ξ̇T∆ϑ

+ (1/2)τ∗TK−1τ∗ + [1/(2λD)]∆ϑ
T∆ϑ. (39)

Integrating (39) and using the standard integral by parts
yields

V (t)− V (0)

≤− (1/2)

∫ t

0

sTKsdσ − (λD/2)

∫ t

0

ξT ξdσ

+ (1/λ)[ξT∆ϑ− ξT (0)∆ϑ(0)]

− (1/λ)

∫ t

0

ξT
˙̂
ϑdσ + (1/2)

∫ t

0

τ∗TK−1τ∗dσ

+ [1/(2λD)]

∫ t

0

∆ϑT∆ϑdσ (40)

and via the application of the standard basic inequalities,
we can further have that

V (t)− V (0)

≤− (1/2)

∫ t

0

sTKsdσ − (λD/4)

∫ t

0

ξT ξdσ

+ [λD/(4λ)]ξ
T ξ + [1/(λλD)]∆ϑ

T∆ϑ

− (1/λ)ξT (0)∆ϑ(0) + [1/(λ2λD)]

∫ t

0

˙̂
ϑT

˙̂
ϑdσ

+ (1/2)

∫ t

0

τ∗TK−1τ∗dσ

+ [1/(2λD)]

∫ t

0

∆ϑT∆ϑdσ. (41)

Hence, we have from (38) and (41) that

V ∗ ≤− (1/2)

∫ t

0

sTKsdσ − (λD/4)

∫ t

0

ξT ξdσ

+ [1/(2λD)]

∫ t

0

∆ϑT∆ϑdσ

+ (1/2)

∫ t

0

τ∗TK−1τ∗dσ + c∗ (42)

where V ∗ = (1/2)sTM(q)s + [λD/(4λ)]ξ
T ξ, and

c∗ = V (0) − (1/λ)ξT (0)∆ϑ(0) + [1/(λλD)]∆ϑ
T∆ϑ +

+[1/(λ2λD)]
∫ t

0

˙̂
ϑT

˙̂
ϑdσ. In the case that ϑ̂ ∈ L∞ and

˙̂
ϑ ∈ L2, c

∗ ∈ L∞. Let

γ∗ = min{λmin{K}/λmax{M(q)}, λ} (43)

where λmax{·} and λmin{·} denote the maximum and
minimum eigenvalues of a matrix, respectively. Then, we

have an integral inequality from (42) as

V ∗ ≤ −γ∗
∫ t

0

[V ∗(σ) + h∗(σ)]dσ + c∗ (44)

with h∗ = −[1/(2γ∗λD)]∆ϑ
T∆ϑ−[1/(2γ∗)]τ∗TK−1τ∗ ∈

L∞, and the above inequality can further be written as

V ∗ + h∗ ≤ −γ∗
∫ t

0

[V ∗(σ) + h∗(σ)]dσ + c∗ + h∗, (45)

which directly yields the result that V ∗ + h∗ ∈ L∞ via
the standard practice. Due to the result that h∗ ∈ L∞,
we have that V ∗ ∈ L∞, and hence s ∈ L∞ and ξ ∈ L∞.

In the case that ϑ̂ ∈ L∞ and
˙̂
ϑ ∈ L∞, it can be shown

with a similar procedure that the same conclusion holds.

Theorem 5: Suppose that the disturbance torque τ∗ and
its derivative of arbitrary order are bounded and that

the remainderRt =
dℓs
dtℓ

−ΛK−1 dℓ−1

dtℓ−1 [M(q)ṡ+C(q, q̇)s−
Y∆ϑ+ λDY ξ − τ∗] → 0 as ℓ → ∞. Then, the forward-
stepping controller given as (35), (36), and (29) ensures
the convergence of the joint tracking errors as ℓ→ ∞.

Remark 3: The formulation of PID control in a
differential-cascaded context, differing from the typical
perspective (e.g., the perspective of linear systems with
respect to the integral of the error), highlights the con-
nection between the structure of the reformulated PID
control and the general differential-cascaded frame-
work. The closed-loop dynamics under PID control, via
reformulation, can be classified as a most basic form
of differential-cascaded structures, namely a first-order
differential-cascaded structure. It is well recognized that
PID control is confined to accommodating constant or
slowly time-varying disturbances or desired trajectories
and is typically rigorously analyzed in the context of
linear time-invariant systems; the rigorous analysis of
PID control for nonlinear systems such as robot manip-
ulators generally relies on the model of the system and
involves a relatively complicated condition for ensur-
ing the stability (see, e.g., [5]). The formulated general
differential-cascaded approach here provides a construc-
tive way to handle highly time-varying disturbances and
desired trajectories while the condition for rigorously
guaranteeing the stability is quite moderate, without
involving the uncertain physical parameters of robot
manipulators, as is shown in Theorem 4 and Theorem 5.

4.3 Forwardstepping Control with Forwardstepping
Adaptation

The standard adaptation in the presence of disturbances
becomes fragile due to the robustness issue, which yields
the challenging implementation of adaptive control in
practical applications. Here, we present new adaptation
via exploiting symmetry of the differential-cascaded
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structure, referred to as forwardstepping adaptation.
The differential-cascaded structure yields the result that
both the order of the target dynamics and that of the
closed-loop dynamics around the input are increased
and that the elements of target dynamics and those of
the closed-loop dynamics around the input can be trans-
ferred across the differential-cascaded interconnection.

We consider the same torque control as that given as

(35) and (36) with the adaptation law for ϑ̂ unspecified.
This yields







dℓ+1∆q
dtℓ+1 = −αℓ

dℓ∆q
dtℓ

− αℓ−1
dℓ−1∆q
dtℓ−1 − · · · − α0∆q

+Λ dℓ−1s
dtℓ−1 + dℓs

dtℓ

M(q)ṡ+ C(q, q̇)s = −Ks+ Y (q, q̇, z, ż)∆ϑ

−λDY (q, q̇, z, ż)ξ + τ∗,
(46)

upon which we have that

dℓ+1∆q

dtℓ+1
=− αℓ

dℓ∆q

dtℓ
− αℓ−1

dℓ−1∆q

dtℓ−1
− · · · − α0∆q

+ Λ(pIn +K)−1 d
ℓ−1

dtℓ−1
[Y (q, q̇, z, ż)∆ϑ] +Rt

(47)

where p denotes the Laplace variable, In is the n × n
identity matrix, and Rt is the remainder at the target
dynamics given as

Rt =
dℓs

dtℓ
− Λ(pIn +K)−1 d

ℓ−1

dtℓ−1
[M(q)ṡ− ṡ+ C(q, q̇)s

+ λDY ξ − τ∗]. (48)

Equation (47) can be rewritten as

∆q̈ + α∗

1∆q̇ + α∗

0∆q =
pℓ+1 + α∗

1p
ℓ + α∗

0p
ℓ−1

pℓ+1 + αℓpℓ + · · ·+ α0

× Λ(pIn +K)−1[Y (q, q̇, z, ż)∆ϑ]

+
p2 + α∗

1p+ α∗

0

pℓ+1 + αℓpℓ + · · ·+ α0
Rt

(49)

where α∗

0 and α∗

1 are positive design constants, and
without considering the remainder, the mapping from
Y (q, q̇, z, ż)∆ϑ to ∆q̈ + α∗

1∆q̇ + α∗

0∆q is a stable linear
system with relative degree one. Let W be defined as

W =
pℓ+1 + α∗

1p
ℓ + α∗

0p
ℓ−1

pℓ+1 + αℓpℓ + · · ·+ α0
Λ(pIn +K)−1

︸ ︷︷ ︸

G(p)

Y (q, q̇, z, ż).

(50)
Due to the fact that G(p) is not strictly positive real
as ℓ > 1 (which can be evaluated from [26]), we follow
the error augmentation approach in [26] to develop an

adaptation law for ϑ̂. In particular, define a vector

h = [G(p)Y (q, q̇, z, ż)]ϑ̂−G(p)[Y (q, q̇, z, ż)ϑ̂] (51)

and exploiting the fact that

[G(p)Y (q, q̇, z, ż)]ϑ−G(p)[Y (q, q̇, z, ż)ϑ] = 0, (52)

we have that

h = [G(p)Y (q, q̇, z, ż)]∆ϑ−G(p)[Y (q, q̇, z, ż)∆ϑ]. (53)

We then have the dynamics concerning ∆q̈ + α∗

1∆q̇ +
α∗

0∆q + h as (without considering the remainder)

∆q̈ + α∗

1∆q̇ + α∗

0∆q + h =W∆ϑ. (54)

The standard practice as in [26] indicates the following
adaptation law

˙̂
ϑ = −ΓWT (∆q̈ + α∗

1∆q̇ + α∗

0∆q + h), (55)

yet this only ensures that ∆q̈ + α∗

1∆q̇ + α∗

0∆q + h ∈

L2 (and ϑ̂ ∈ L∞) rather than ∆q ∈ L2. One possible
solution is to redefine the reference dynamics (29) with
qd being replaced with q∗d as

dℓz

dtℓ
=
dℓ+1q∗d
dtℓ+1

− αℓ
dℓ∆q∗

dtℓ
− αℓ−1

dℓ−1∆q∗

dtℓ−1

− · · · − α0∆q
∗ + Λ

dℓ−1

dtℓ−1
(q̇ − z) (56)

where ∆q∗ = q−q∗d and q
∗

d is specified to be governed by

q̈∗d + α∗

1 q̇
∗

d + α∗

0q
∗

d − h

= q̈d + α∗

1q̇d + α∗

0qd − λ∗DWWT (∆q̇ + α∗∆q) (57)

such that with α∗

0 = α∗2 and α∗

1 = 2α∗

d

dt
(∆q̇ + α∗∆q) =− α∗(∆q̇ + α∗∆q)

− λ∗DWWT (∆q̇ + α∗∆q)

+W∆ϑ (58)

where α∗ and λ∗D are positive design constants. The
adaptation law is given as

˙̂
ϑ = −ΓWT (∆q̇ + α∗∆q). (59)

The regressor matrix W , ∆q, and ∆q̇, due to the high-
order differential-cascaded structure, are no longer
strongly influenced by the disturbance τ∗. In addition,
the dynamics (58) with the adaptation law (59) are
compatible with the input-output properties of the sys-
tem under the controller (35) and (36), yielding the
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stability of the combined design. To implement the
forwardstepping adaptive control, via degree-reduction
implementation, we only need to calculate h.

Theorem 6: Suppose that the disturbance torque τ∗ and
its derivative of arbitrary order are bounded and that

the remainder Rt =
dℓs
dtℓ

− Λ(pIn +K)−1 dℓ−1

dtℓ−1 [M(q)ṡ −
ṡ + C(q, q̇)s + λDY ξ − τ∗] → 0 as ℓ → ∞. Then, the
forwardstepping adaptive controller given as (35), (36),
(59), and (56) with q∗d governed by (57) ensures the con-
vergence of the joint tracking errors as ℓ→ ∞.

Proof: The dynamics of the system can be described by
the following differential-cascaded system







dℓ+1∆q∗

dtℓ+1 = −αℓ
dℓ∆q∗

dtℓ
− αℓ−1

dℓ−1∆q∗

dtℓ−1 − · · ·

−α0∆q
∗ + Λ dℓ−1s

dtℓ−1 + dℓs
dtℓ

M(q)ṡ+ C(q, q̇)s = −Ks+ Y (q, q̇, z, ż)∆ϑ

−λDY (q, q̇, z, ż)ξ + τ∗

˙̂
ϑ = −ΓWT (∆q̇ + α∗∆q),

(60)

upon which we have that

∆q̈∗ + α∗

1∆q̇
∗ + α∗

0∆q
∗ + h =W∆ϑ+G∗(p)Rt (61)

with G∗(p) =
p2+α∗

1p+α
∗

0

pℓ+1+αℓpℓ+···+α0
, and further that

d

dt
(∆q̇ + α∗∆q) =− α∗(∆q̇ + α∗∆q)

− λ∗DWWT (∆q̇ + α∗∆q)

+W∆ϑ+G∗(p)Rt. (62)

Since Rt → 0 as ℓ→ ∞, we have

d

dt
(∆q̇ + α∗∆q) =− α∗(∆q̇ + α∗∆q)

− λ∗DWWT (∆q̇ + α∗∆q)

+W∆ϑ. (63)

As in the standard practice, we consider the Lyapunov-
like function candidate V = (1/2)(∆q̇ + α∗∆q)T (∆q̇ +
α∗∆q) + (1/2)∆ϑTΓ−1∆ϑ, and the derivative of V
along the trajectories of (63) and (59) can be formulated

as V̇ = −α∗(∆q̇ + α∗∆q)T (∆q̇ + α∗∆q) − λ∗D(∆q̇ +
α∗∆q)TWWT (∆q̇ + α∗∆q) ≤ 0. This implies that

∆q̇ + α∗∆q ∈ L2 ∩ L∞, ϑ̂ ∈ L∞, and
˙̂
ϑ ∈ L2. From

the result that ∆q̇ + α∗∆q ∈ L2 ∩ L∞ and using the
input-output properties of exponentially stable and
strictly proper linear systems [9, p. 59], we have that
∆q ∈ L2 ∩ L∞, ∆q̇ ∈ L2 ∩ L∞, and ∆q → 0 as t → ∞.
Hence, q ∈ L∞ and q̇ ∈ L∞. From the input-output
properties of the second subsystem of (60) with ∆ϑ as
the input and s and ξ as the output which are shown in
Sec. 4.2, we have that s ∈ L∞ and ξ ∈ L∞. This im-
plies that z = q̇ − s ∈ L∞ and further that ż is integral

bounded. From (50) and using the input-output proper-
ties of exponentially stable linear systems (see, e.g., [9,
p. 59] and [34]), we have that W is bounded due to the
fact that Y (q, q̇, z, ż) can be considered to be the sum of
a bounded quantity and an integral-bounded quantity.

Y (q, q̇, z, ż)ϑ̂ can be written as the sum of bounded,
integral-bounded, and square-integrable variables, and
using the input-output properties of exponentially sta-
ble and strictly proper linear systems in [9, p. 59] and

[34] yields the result that G(p)[Y (q, q̇, z, ż)ϑ̂] ∈ L∞.
Therefore, h ∈ L∞, and from (57), we have that
q∗d ∈ L∞, q̇∗d ∈ L∞, and q̈∗d ∈ L∞ based on the input-
output properties of exponentially stable linear systems
[9, p. 59]. Then, we have from (56) that ż ∈ L∞ and
further that q̈ ∈ L∞ using similar procedures as in the
proof of Theorem 1. This implies that ∆q̈ ∈ L∞ and
further that ∆q̇ is uniformly continuous. The applica-
tion of Barbalat’s lemma [26] yields the conclusion that
∆q̇ → 0 as t→ ∞. �

Remark 4: For a desired trajectory or disturbance torque
containing periodical information with the frequencies
being higher than one [for instance, sin(2t)], the remain-
der Rt no longer converges to zero. However, the first
subsystem of (60) contains an inherent time scaling ef-
fect, and using a design constant κ > 1, we have that

κ
dℓ+1∆q∗

d(κt)ℓ+1
=− αℓ

dℓ∆q∗

d(κt)ℓ
−
αℓ−1

κ

dℓ−1∆q∗

d(κt)ℓ−1
− · · · −

α0

κℓ
∆q∗

+
Λ(pIn +K)−1

κ

dℓ−1

d(κt)ℓ−1
[Y (q, q̇, z, ż)∆ϑ]

+
Rt
κℓ
. (64)

If we specify κ to be such that κ > ωmax with ωmax

denoting the maximum frequency, then the remainder
Rt/κ

ℓ → 0 as ℓ → ∞, and at the same time, we expect
that the gain α0/κ

ℓ (which approximately quantifies
the performance at the steady state) does not converge
to zero as ℓ → ∞. Hence, the time scale κ is mainly
determined by α0. For ensuring the asymptotic stabil-
ity of the reformulated polynomial, α0, . . . , αℓ can be
chosen such that wℓ+1 + (αℓ/κ)w

ℓ + [αℓ−1/κ
2]wℓ−1 +

· · · + α0/κ
ℓ+1 is a Hurwitz polynomial. On the other

hand, if we specify α0, . . . , αℓ such that the polynomial
wℓ+1 + αℓw

ℓ + · · · + α0 is a critically-damped stable
one, the time-scaling effect no longer depends on the re-
definition of α0, . . . , αℓ. In fact, in the critically-damped
case, α0 = αℓ+1, . . . , αℓ = (ℓ + 1)α with α being a
specified constant a priori, and with the time-scaling
κ, α0/(κ

ℓ+1), . . . , αℓ/κ still yield a critically-damped
polynomial with the a priori specified constant α being
changed to α/κ. The consequence due to the presence of
high-frequency information is that the speed of conver-
gence becomes slow and the performance is decreased.
In addition, the forwardstepping adaptive control in
Sec. 3 can be directly modified to yield reliable adapta-
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tion in the presence of sustaining disturbances, namely
using (35), (36), and (59) to define the control torque.

Remark 5: The presence of a remainder is the result of
guaranteeing both the adaptability and robustness of
robot manipulators, which are typically considered to
be conflicting in the literature (see, e.g., [11,26]). This
is mainly due to the constraint of the application of the
conventional order-reduction paradigm in which case it
is hard or even impossible to simultaneously achieve the
two objectives. Using an order-increment paradigmwith
infinite differential series, this long-standing problem be-
comes tractable with the adaptation and robustness be-
ing accommodated in a separate way. Even in the case
of a constant unknown inertia or inertia matrix (for in-
stance, forwardstepping adaptive control of a point mass
with disturbances), it may still not be possible to com-
pletely remove the remainder.

5 Forwardstepping Control with Stacked Refer-
ence Dynamics

The introduction of a single reference dynamic system
(reference dynamics) exhibits limited capability of han-
dling large-frequency part of the disturbance or desired
trajectory. To accommodate this problem efficiently
(for instance, with a low-order differential-cascaded
structure), we specify multiple reference dynamics in a
stacked way, and the large-frequency signal is compen-
sated via specifying an adaptive differential-cascaded
structure. Intuitively, for a periodical signal sin(ωt) with
ω being the frequency, it satisfies the standard equa-
tion d2 sin(ωt)/dt2 + ω2 sin(ωt) = 0, and this equation
can be exploited for the design of differential-cascaded
structures.

Define a stacked reference dynamic system as

dℓz

dtℓ
=
dℓ+1q∗d
dtℓ+1

− αℓ
dℓ∆q∗

dtℓ
− αℓ−1

dℓ−1∆q∗

dtℓ−1

− · · · − α0∆q
∗ + Λ

dℓ−1

dtℓ−1
(q̇ − z) (65)

χ̈ =ż + θ̂(q − χ) (66)

where θ̂ is the estimate of θ with θ denoting the square
of the unknown frequency. Define

ψ =q − χ (67)

χ̇∗ =χ̇− α∗ψ (68)

s∗ =q̇ − χ̇∗ (69)

where α∗ is a positive design constant. The control
torque is specified to be similar to the previous result,
namely

τ = −Ks∗+Y (q, q̇, χ̇∗, χ̈∗)ϑ̂−λDY (q, q̇, χ̇∗, χ̈∗)ξ (70)

with ξ being generated by the dynamics

ξ̇ + λξ = λY T (q, q̇, χ̇∗, χ̈∗)s∗. (71)

The dynamics of the system can now be described by a
stacked differential-cascaded system as







dℓ+1∆q∗

dtℓ+1 = −αℓ
dℓ∆q∗

dtℓ
− αℓ−1

dℓ−1∆q∗

dtℓ−1 − · · · − α0∆q
∗

+Λ dℓ−1s
dtℓ−1 + dℓs

dtℓ

ṡ = ∆θψ + θψ + ψ̈

ψ̇ = −α∗ψ + s∗

M(q)ṡ∗ + C(q, q̇)s∗ = −Ks∗ + Y (q, q̇, χ̇∗, χ̈∗)∆ϑ

−λDY (q, q̇, χ̇∗, χ̈∗)ξ + τ∗

(72)

where ∆θ = θ̂− θ. Via the first two subsystems of (72),
we have that

dℓ+1∆q∗

dtℓ+1
=− αℓ

dℓ∆q∗

dtℓ
− αℓ−1

dℓ−1∆q∗

dtℓ−1
− · · · − α0∆q

∗

+ Λ
dℓ−2

dtℓ−2
(∆θψ) +

dℓ−1

dtℓ−1
(∆θψ)

+ θ

[

Λ
dℓ−2

dtℓ−2
ψ +

dℓ−1

dtℓ−1
ψ

]

+ Λ
dℓ

dtℓ
ψ +

dℓ+1

dtℓ+1
ψ (73)

and with the combination of (73) and the lower two sub-
systems of (72), we have

dℓ+1∆q∗

dtℓ+1
=− αℓ

dℓ∆q∗

dtℓ
− αℓ−1

dℓ−1∆q∗

dtℓ−1
− · · · − α0∆q

∗

+ Λ
dℓ−2

dtℓ−2
(∆θψ) +

dℓ−1

dtℓ−1
(∆θψ)

+ θ(p+ α∗)−1 d
ℓ−2

dtℓ−2

{

ṡ∗ − Λ(pIn +K)−1

× [M(q)ṡ∗ − ṡ∗ + C(q, q̇)s∗ − Y∆ϑ

+ λDY ξ − τ∗]
}

+ (p+ α∗)−1 d
ℓ

dtℓ

{

ṡ∗

− Λ(pIn +K)−1[M(q)ṡ∗ − ṡ∗

+ C(q, q̇)s∗ − Y∆ϑ+ λDY ξ − τ∗]
}

. (74)

We can further write (74) as

dℓ+1∆q∗

dtℓ+1
=− αℓ

dℓ∆q∗

dtℓ
− αℓ−1

dℓ−1∆q∗

dtℓ−1
− · · · − α0∆q

∗

+ Λ
dℓ−2

dtℓ−2
(∆θψ) +

dℓ−1

dtℓ−1
(∆θψ)

+ (p+ α∗)−1Λ(pIn +K)−1

[

θ
dℓ−2

dtℓ−2
(Y∆ϑ)

+
dℓ

dtℓ
(Y∆ϑ)

]

+Rt (75)
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with

Rt =(p+ α∗)−1θ
dℓ−2

dtℓ−2

{

ṡ∗ − Λ(pIn +K)−1[M(q)ṡ∗

− ṡ∗ + C(q, q̇)s∗ + λDY ξ − τ∗]
}

+ (p+ α∗)−1 d
ℓ

dtℓ

{

ṡ∗ − Λ(pIn +K)−1[M(q)ṡ∗

− ṡ∗ + C(q, q̇)s∗ + λDY ξ − τ∗]
}

. (76)

Equation (75) can be rewritten as

∆q̈∗ + α∗

1∆q̇
∗ + α∗

0∆q
∗

=G1(p)(ψ∆θ) + θG2(p)(Y∆ϑ)

+G3(p)(Y∆ϑ) +G∗(p)Rt (77)

where

G1(p) =G
∗(p)(pℓ−1In + pℓ−2Λ) (78)

G2(p) =G
∗(p)(p+ α∗)−1pℓ−2Λ(pIn +K)−1 (79)

G3(p) =G
∗(p)(p+ α∗)−1pℓΛ(pIn +K)−1. (80)

Following the previous practice, we define

h =[G1(p)ψ]θ̂ −G1(p)(ψθ̂)

+ θ̂{[G2(p)Y ]ϑ̂−G2(p)(Y ϑ̂)}

+ [G3(p)Y ]ϑ̂−G3(p)(Y ϑ̂) (81)

and with the result

[G1(p)ψ]θ −G1(p)(ψθ) = 0 (82)

[G2(p)Y ]ϑ−G2(p)(Y ϑ) = 0 (83)

[G3(p)Y ]ϑ−G3(p)(Y ϑ) = 0, (84)

we have that

h =[G1(p)ψ]∆θ −G1(p)(ψ∆θ)

+ θ̂{[G2(p)Y ]∆ϑ−G2(p)(Y∆ϑ)}

+ [G3(p)Y ]∆ϑ−G3(p)(Y∆ϑ). (85)

Using (85), we can rewrite (77) as

∆q̈∗ + α∗

1∆q̇
∗ + α∗

0∆q
∗ + h =W1∆θ +W ∗∆ϑ+R∗

t

(86)

where W1 = G1(p)ψ, W
∗ =

{
θ̂[G2(p)Y ] + G3(p)Y

}
,

and R∗

t = −∆θG2(p)(Y∆ϑ) + G∗(p)Rt is the remain-
der which incorporates the nonlinearly parametric term.
Define q∗d using the dynamics

q̈∗d + α∗

1q̇
∗

d + α∗

0q
∗

d − h =q̈d + α∗

1q̇d + α∗

0qd

− λ∗DW
∗W ∗T (∆q̇ + α∗∆q)

(87)

and we have that

d

dt
(∆q̇ + α∗∆q) =− α∗(∆q̇ + α∗∆q)

− λ∗DW
∗W ∗T (∆q̇ + α∗∆q)

+W1∆θ +W ∗∆ϑ+R∗

t . (88)

The adaptation laws for θ̂ and ϑ̂ are given as

˙̂
θ =− γWT

1 (∆q̇ + α∗∆q) (89)

˙̂
ϑ =− ΓW ∗T (∆q̇ + α∗∆q) (90)

where γ is a positive design constant.

Theorem 7: Suppose that the disturbance torque τ∗ and
its derivative of arbitrary order are bounded and that the
remainderR∗

t → 0 as ℓ→ ∞. Then, the forwardstepping
adaptive controller given as (65), (66), (70), (71), (89),
and (90) ensures the convergence of the joint tracking
errors as ℓ→ ∞.

The proof of Theorem 7 can be conducted via following
similar practice as previously performed.

Remark 6: To handle the case with a disturbance con-
taining signals with two large unknown frequencies
ω1 and ω2, we can consider the following differential-
cascaded system







dℓ+1∆q∗

dtℓ+1 = −αℓ
dℓ∆q∗

dtℓ
− αℓ−1

dℓ−1∆q∗

dtℓ−1 − · · · − α0∆q
∗

+Λ dℓ−1s
dtℓ−1 + dℓs

dtℓ...
s = θ̂1ψ + θ̂2ψ̈ + d4

dt4
ψ

ψ̇ = −α∗ψ + s∗

M(q)ṡ∗ + C(q, q̇)s∗ = −Ks∗ + Y (q, q̇, χ̇∗, χ̈∗)∆ϑ

−λDY (q, q̇, χ̇∗, χ̈∗)ξ + τ∗

(91)

where θ̂1 and θ̂2 are the estimates of θ1 = ω2
1ω

2
2 and

θ2 = ω2
1 + ω2

2 , respectively. This shows that in the case
of two unknown frequencies, the adaptation needs to be
conducted with respect to a group of parameters that
are nonlinear functions of the squares of the frequencies,
differing from that of one unknown frequency. The case
with multiple large unknown frequencies can be accom-
modated using similar procedures.

Remark 7:Wehere encounter the nonlinear parametriza-
tion problem as handling the uncertainty of robot dy-
namics and frequency uncertainty of the disturbance
due to their intertwining nature. This problem is solved
via neglecting the high-order terms with respect to the
uncertainty, similar to the use of the standard Taylor
polynomials to approximate functions. The nonlinear
parametrization problem associated with the unknown
frequencies of the disturbance is well recognized in the
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context of the standard internal model approach (see,
e.g., [7,19]).

To resolve the approximate issue of the previous solu-
tion, we develop another stacked differential-cascaded
structure that is based upon the idea that the effect of the
disturbances and that of the parametric uncertainty of
the dynamics may be separated in certain sense. Specifi-
cally, for the case of two unknown frequencies, we define
a stacked reference dynamic system as

χ̈1 =q̈∗d − α∗∗

1 ∆q̇∗ − α∗∗

0 ∆q∗ (92)

d4χ2

dt4
=
d4χ1

dt4
− α∗

3

...
ψ1 − α∗

2ψ̈1 − α∗

1ψ̇1 − α∗

0ψ1

+H∗−1(p){[H∗(p)(q − χ2)]θ̂1}

+H∗−1(p){[H∗(p)(q̈ − χ̈2)]θ̂2} (93)

dℓz

dtℓ
=
dℓ+1χ2

dtℓ+1
− αℓ

dℓψ2

dtℓ
− αℓ−1

dℓ−1ψ2

dtℓ−1

− · · · − α0ψ2 + Λ
dℓ−1

dtℓ−1
(q̇ − z) (94)

where α∗∗

0 and α∗∗

1 are positive design constants,

ψ1 =q − χ1 (95)

ψ2 =q − χ2, (96)

and H∗(p) =
p2+κ∗

1p+κ
∗

0

p4+α∗

3
p3+α∗

2
p2+α∗

1
p+α∗

0

with κ∗0 and κ∗1 be-

ing positive design constants and α∗

0, α
∗

1, α
∗

2, α
∗

3 being
chosen such that w4 + α∗

3w
3 + α∗

2w
2 + α∗

1w + α∗

0 is a
Hurwitz polynomial. This yields the following stacked
differential-cascaded system







∆q̈∗ = −α∗∗

1 ∆q̇∗ − α∗∗

0 ∆q∗ + ψ̈1

d4

dt4
ψ1 = −α∗

3

...
ψ1 − α∗

2ψ̈1 − α∗

1ψ̇1 − α∗

0ψ1

+H∗−1(p){[H∗(p)ψ2]∆θ1}

+H∗−1(p){[H∗(p)ψ̈2]∆θ2}

+θ1ψ2 + θ2ψ̈2 +
d4

dt4
ψ2

dℓ+1ψ2

dtℓ+1 = −αℓ
dℓψ2

dtℓ
− αℓ−1

dℓ−1ψ2

dtℓ−1 − · · ·

−α0ψ2 + Λ dℓ−1s
dtℓ−1 + dℓs

dtℓ

M(q)ṡ+ C(q, q̇)s = −Ks+ Y (q, q̇, z, ż)∆ϑ

−λDY (q, q̇, z, ż)ξ + τ∗

(97)

where ∆θi = θ̂i−θi, i = 1, 2. The distinctive property of
this differential-cascaded structure as comparedwith the
previous one is that the state generated by the closed-
loop dynamics around the input first passes through a
high-order differential-cascaded structure (with order ℓ),
and then two differential-cascaded structures with order
zero (namely standard cascaded structures). This ren-
ders it possible to handle the uncertainty of the frequen-
cies and that of the robot dynamics in a separate way.

In particular, we have from (97) that

dℓ+1ψ2

dtℓ+1
=− αℓ

dℓψ2

dtℓ
− αℓ−1

dℓ−1ψ2

dtℓ−1
− · · · − α0ψ2

+ Λ(pIn +K)−1 d
ℓ−1

dtℓ−1
[Y (q, q̇, z, ż)∆ϑ] +Rt

(98)

where Rt is the remainder given as Rt =
dℓs
dtℓ

− Λ(pIn +

K)−1 dℓ−1

dtℓ−1 [M(q)ṡ− ṡ+C(q, q̇)s+λDY ξ−τ
∗]. From the

first two subsystems of (97) and (98), we have

∆q̈∗ =− α∗∗

1 ∆q̇∗ − α∗∗

0 ∆q∗

+G∗

1(p)H
∗−1(p)[θ̂1H

∗(p)G∗

2(p)

× Λ(pIn +K)−1(Y∆ϑ)

+ θ̂2p
2H∗(p)G∗

2(p)Λ(pIn +K)−1(Y∆ϑ)

+ p4H∗(p)G∗

2(p)Λ(pIn +K)−1(Y∆ϑ)] +R∗

t

(99)

where

G∗

1(p) =
p2

p4 + α∗

3p
3 + α∗

2p
2 + α∗

1p+ α∗

0

(100)

G∗

2(p) =
pℓ−1

pℓ+1 + αℓpℓ + · · ·+ α0
(101)

R∗

t =G
∗

1(p)H
∗−1(p)[θ̂1H

∗(p)G∗∗

2 (p)Rt]

+G∗

1(p)H
∗−1(p)[θ̂2p

2H∗(p)G∗∗

2 (p)Rt]

+G∗

1(p)H
∗−1(p)[p4H∗(p)G∗∗

2 (p)Rt] (102)

with G∗∗

2 (p) = 1
pℓ+1+αℓpℓ+···+α0

. Similar to the practice

as previously conducted, we define

h =
{
G∗

1(p)H
∗−1(p)[θ̂1H

∗(p)G∗

2(p)Λ(pIn +K)−1Y

+ θ̂2p
2H∗(p)G∗

2(p)Λ(pIn +K)−1Y

+ p4H∗(p)G∗

2(p)Λ(pIn +K)−1Y ]
}
ϑ̂

−G∗

1(p)H
∗−1(p)[θ̂1H

∗(p)G∗

2(p)Λ(pIn +K)−1(Y ϑ̂)

+ θ̂2p
2H∗(p)G∗

2(p)Λ(pIn +K)−1(Y ϑ̂)

+ p4H∗(p)G∗

2(p)Λ(pIn +K)−1(Y ϑ̂)]. (103)

and we have from (99) that

∆q̈∗ =− α∗∗

1 ∆q̇∗ − α∗∗

0 ∆q∗ − h

+W ∗∆ϑ+R∗

t (104)

where

W ∗ =G∗

1(p)H
∗−1(p)[θ̂1H

∗(p)G∗

2(p)Λ(pIn +K)−1Y

+ θ̂2p
2H∗(p)G∗

2(p)Λ(pIn +K)−1Y

+ p4H∗(p)G∗

2(p)Λ(pIn +K)−1Y ]. (105)
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To facilitate the design of the adaptation law for ϑ̂, we
specify α∗∗

1 = 2α∗∗ and α∗∗

0 = α∗∗2 with α∗∗ being a
positive design constant, and this yields

∆q̈∗ =− 2α∗∗∆q̇∗ − α∗∗2∆q∗ − h

+W ∗∆ϑ+R∗

t . (106)

Define q∗d via the following dynamics

q̈∗d + 2α∗∗q̇∗d + α∗∗2q∗d − h

=q̈d + 2α∗∗q̇d + α∗∗2qd

− λ∗DW
∗W ∗T (∆q̇ + α∗∗∆q), (107)

and we have that

∆q̈ =− 2α∗∗∆q̇ − α∗∗2∆q − λ∗DW
∗W ∗T (∆q̇ + α∗∗∆q)

+W ∗∆ϑ+R∗

t . (108)

The adaptation law for ϑ̂ is given as

˙̂
ϑ = −ΓW ∗T (∆q̇ + α∗∗∆q). (109)

For designing the adaptation laws for θ̂1 and θ̂2, we
rewrite the second subsystem of (97) as

ψ̈1 =− κ∗1ψ̇1 − κ∗0ψ1 + [H∗(p)ψ2]∆θ1 + [H∗(p)ψ̈2]∆θ2

+H∗(p)
(

θ1ψ2 + θ2ψ̈2 +
d4

dt4
ψ2

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Rψ1

(110)

whereRψ1
is the remainder. Choosing κ∗0 and κ

∗

1 as κ
∗

0 =
κ∗2 and κ∗1 = 2κ∗, respectively with κ∗ being a positive
design constant, we further have that

d

dt
(ψ̇1 + κ∗ψ1) =− κ∗(ψ̇1 + κ∗ψ1)

+W1∆θ1 +W2∆θ2 +Rψ1
(111)

where W1 = H∗(p)ψ2 and W2 = H∗(p)ψ̈2. The adapta-

tion laws for θ̂1 and θ̂2 are specified as

˙̂
θ1 = −γ1W

T
1 (ψ̇1 + κ∗ψ1) (112)

˙̂
θ2 = −γ2W

T
2 (ψ̇1 + κ∗ψ1) (113)

where γ1 and γ2 are positive design constants.

Theorem 8: Suppose that the disturbance torque τ∗ and
its derivative of arbitrary order are bounded and that the
remainderR∗

t → 0 as ℓ→ ∞ andRψ1
exponentially con-

verges to zero. Then, the forwardstepping adaptive con-
troller given as (92), (93), (94), (35), (36), (109), (112),
and (113) ensures the convergence of the joint tracking
errors as ℓ→ ∞.

The proof of Theorem 8 can be completed with similar
procedures as in the previous practice.

In the general case involving a disturbance τ∗ with n∗

unknown frequencies denoted by ωi, i = 1, . . . , n∗, we
have the following differential equation

n∗

∏

i=1

(
d2

dt2
+ ω2

i

)

τ∗ = 0. (114)

This equation can be parameterized with respect to pa-
rameters θi, i = 1, . . . , n∗, which are functions of ω2

i ,
i = 1, . . . , n∗. For instance, in the case that n∗ = 3, we
have that

θ1 =ω2
1ω

2
2ω

2
3

θ2 =ω2
1ω

2
2 + ω2

1ω
2
3 + ω2

2ω
2
3

θ3 =ω2
1 + ω2

2 + ω2
3 (115)

which can be considered to be an extension of the stan-
dard binomial expansion, namely the expansion of the
product of nonidentical binomial polynomials. Then,
equation (114) can be expanded as

θ1τ
∗ + θ2

d2τ∗

dt2
+ θ3

d4τ∗

dt4
+
d6τ∗

dt6
= 0. (116)

In the general case, the expansion of (114) yields

θ1τ
∗+θ2

d2τ∗

dt2
+· · ·+θn∗

d2n
∗

−2τ∗

dt2n∗
−2

+
d2n

∗

τ∗

dt2n∗
= 0, (117)

which involves the same number of unknown parameters
as that of the frequencies and is the basis for designing
the adaptive differential-cascaded structures to attenu-
ate a disturbance with n∗ unknown frequencies. We de-
fine a stacked reference dynamic system as

χ̈1 =q̈∗d − α∗∗

1 ∆q̇∗ − α∗∗

0 ∆q∗ (118)

d2n
∗

χ2

dt2n∗
=
d2n

∗

χ1

dt2n∗
− α∗

2n∗
−1

d2n
∗

−1ψ1

dt2n∗
−1

− α∗

2n∗
−2

d2n
∗

−2ψ1

dt2n∗
−2

− · · · − α∗

0ψ1

+H∗−1(p){[H∗(p)(q − χ2)]θ̂1}

+H∗−1(p){[H∗(p)(q̈ − χ̈2)]θ̂2}+ · · ·

+H∗−1(p)

{[

H∗(p)
d2n

∗

−2(q − χ2)

dt2n∗
−2

]

θ̂n∗

}

(119)

dℓz

dtℓ
=
dℓ+1χ2

dtℓ+1
− αℓ

dℓψ2

dtℓ
− αℓ−1

dℓ−1ψ2

dtℓ−1

− · · · − α0ψ2 + Λ
dℓ−1

dtℓ−1
(q̇ − z) (120)
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with H∗(p) being defined as

H∗(p) =
p2 + κ∗1p+ κ∗0

p2n∗ + α∗

2n∗
−1p

2n∗
−1 + · · ·+ α∗

0

, (121)

and θ̂i the estimate of θi, i = 1, . . . , n∗. The adaptation

laws for θ̂i, i = 1, . . . , n∗ can be specified in a similar
way as above, and in particular

˙̂
θi = −γiW

T
i (ψ̇1 + κ∗ψ1) (122)

where Wi = H∗(p)d
2i−2ψ2

dt2i−2 and γi is a positive design
constant. The vector h and the matrixW ∗ are redefined
as

h =
{
G∗

1(p)H
∗−1(p)[Σn

∗

i=1θ̂ip
2i−2H∗(p)G∗

2(p)

× Λ(pIn +K)−1Y + p2n
∗

H∗(p)G∗

2(p)

× Λ(pIn +K)−1Y ]
}
ϑ̂−G∗

1(p)H
∗−1(p)

× [Σn
∗

i=1θ̂ip
2i−2H∗(p)G∗

2(p)Λ(pIn +K)−1(Y ϑ̂)

+ p2n
∗

H∗(p)G∗

2(p)Λ(pIn +K)−1(Y ϑ̂)] (123)

W ∗ =G∗

1(p)H
∗−1(p)[Σn

∗

i=1θ̂ip
2i−2H∗(p)G∗

2(p)

× Λ(pIn +K)−1Y + p2n
∗

H∗(p)G∗

2(p)

× Λ(pIn +K)−1Y ] (124)

with G∗

1(p) =
p2

p2n
∗+α∗

2n∗
−1
p2n

∗
−1+···+α∗

0

.

Theorem 9: Suppose that the disturbance torque τ∗ and
its derivative of arbitrary order are bounded and that the

remainderR∗

t = G∗

1(p)H
∗−1(p)[Σn

∗

i=1θ̂ip
2i−2H∗(p)G∗∗

2 (p)Rt+

p2n
∗

H∗(p)G∗∗

2 (p)Rt] → 0 as ℓ → ∞ and Rψ1
=

H∗(p)(θ1ψ2 + θ2ψ̈2 + · · ·+ d2n
∗

dt2n
∗ ψ2) exponentially con-

verges to zero. Then, the forwardstepping adaptive
controller given as (118), (119), (120), (35), (36), (109),
and (122) withH∗(p), h, andW ∗ being defined as (121),
(123), and (124), respectively ensures the convergence
of the joint tracking errors as ℓ→ ∞.

The proof of Theorem 9 can be directly completed with
similar procedures as previously conducted.

Remark 8: The implementation of the reference dy-
namics (93) and (119) can be conducted using degree
reduction without involving the measurement of high-
order quantities such as q̈. As compared with the case
not involving adaptation to the unknown frequencies
of the disturbances, the complexity of the implemen-
tation here would be prominently increased since it
involves the numerical integration of many dynamical
systems. The benefit with adaptive differential-cascaded
interconnection is asymptotic compensation of the pe-
riodical part of the disturbance using a finite-order
differential-cascaded structure while the employment of

the previous differential-cascaded interconnection needs
to involve an infinite differential series with potentially
high gains (see Remark 4).

Remark 9: The differential equations (114) and (117) de-
scribe the properties of the disturbance τ∗ with n∗ fre-
quencies using minimal unknown parameters, which co-
incide with the result in [10] in the context of the internal
model methodology. The internal model approach in the
literature (e.g., [40]) typically relies on the parametriza-
tion of the control input or part of the control input
as in [10] and the solutions to linear/nonlinear regula-
tor equations. Such constraints render the adaptation of
the internal model approach with respect to the uncer-
tain dynamics and unknown disturbances intertwined,
yielding the consequence that the adaptation tends to
be unreliable and even fragile, similar to the standard
adaptive control (e.g., [11,26]) as confronting sustain-
ing disturbances. Our result provides a reliable solution
to this long-standing problem via exploiting differential-
cascaded structures and properties of the sum of differ-
ential sequences with a remainder. This reliability is en-
sured by suitably separating the adaptation to the un-
certainty of the system dynamics and that to the distur-
bance using differential-cascaded structures. The adap-
tation to the unknown frequencies in the desired trajec-
tories can be implemented using an adaptive differential-
cascaded structure in a similar way, based upon the dif-
ferential equation (117) with τ∗ being replaced with the
desired position qd, and degree-reduction implementa-
tion of the reference dynamics similar to that in Sec. 3.

Remark 10: Our result demonstrates a class of differen-
tial and integral operations concerning an object that
is referred to as a differential function (which involves a
function and its derivatives; for instance, Hurwitz poly-
nomials concerning the tracking error ∆q are differen-
tial functions with respect to ∆q), differing from the
standard calculus that concerns functions; in addition,
the operations are conducted along controlled dynamics
around the input. We refer to this class of operations as
cascaded calculus (of differential functions along a dif-
ferential equation). The order of a differential function
can be defined in a similar way as that of the standard
differential equation. For example, ∆q̇+α∆q is a differ-
ential function (with respect to the function ∆q), and
its order is one. The standard function can be consid-
ered as a differential function with order zero. A Hurwitz
polynomial with respect to ∆q with degree m∗ yields a
differential function with order m∗ or the sum of a dif-
ferential sequence.

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we have established a differential-cascaded
framework for control of robot manipulators subjected
to time-varying disturbances and time-varying desired
trajectories. Adaptation in the presence of sustaining
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disturbances is a long-standing challenging problem for
several decades, and to the best of our knowledge, the
reliable solution has not yet been systematically devel-
oped. One contribution of our result is to provide a re-
liable solution to this problem, which relies on the ex-
ploitation of high-order differential-cascaded structures
for low-order robotmanipulators involving infinite-order
reference dynamics or infinite differential series. We also
accommodate the trajectory tracking of robot manip-
ulators with partial knowledge of the desired trajec-
tory (e.g., only the desired position is available) via ex-
ploiting differential-cascaded structures. As indicated in
[38], the differential-cascaded approach is a constructive
one with the interconnection or cascade component in-
volving the derivative or high-order derivatives of the
states of the system, differing from the conventional cas-
caded approach (which can also be considered to be a
differential-cascaded approach with degree zero). Our
study here demonstrates the effective application of the
differential-cascaded paradigm to solving long-standing
problems of sustaining interest in systems and control
via the standard example of nonlinear robot manipu-
lators. We also witness the application of a systematic
tool for handling nonlinearity, uncertainty, and robust-
ness issue in control systems, namely the nonlinear con-
trol problem is transformed to the one concerning a dif-
ferential equation involving the sum of a high-order dif-
ferential sequence with a remainder.

In our present study, we have observed a class of math-
ematical operations concerning differential functions,
the application of which has also been witnessed in
[34,35,37,33,38], and the most prominent example may
be the one involving the introduction of stacked refer-
ence dynamics. This class of differential and integral
operations is referred to as cascaded calculus (of differ-
ential functions along a differential equation), in con-
trast to the standard calculus that involves functions;
in the context of control, we can refer to this class of op-
erations as cascaded calculus along controlled dynamics
around the input. As is well known, one significant
mathematical object due to the introduction of calculus
is a differential equation, which plays an important role
in describing the evolution of many physical systems
with or without an external input. The application of
cascaded calculus or cascaded calculus of differential
functions along a differential equation yields a struc-
ture governing dynamical systems that is referred to
as a differential-cascaded structure [38]; constructing
differential-cascaded structures for dynamical systems
demonstrates its instrumental role in providing solu-
tions to many important control problems.

References

[1] A. Astolfi and R. Ortega. Immersion and invariance:
A new tool for stabilization and adaptive control of
nonlinear systems. IEEE Transactions on Automatic

Control, 48(4):590–606, Apr. 2003.

[2] H. Berghuis and H. Nijmeijer. Global regulation of robots
using only position measurements. Systems & Control

Letters, 21(4):289–293, Oct. 1993.

[3] C. I. Byrnes and A. Isidori. Output regulation for nonlinear
systems: An overview. International Journal of Robust and

Nonlinear Control, 10(5):323–337, Apr. 2000.

[4] Y. Cao and W. Ren. Distributed coordinated tracking with
reduced interaction via a variable structure approach. IEEE

Transactions on Automatic Control, 57(1):33–48, Jan. 2012.

[5] C. C. Cheah, S. Kawamura, S. Arimoto, and K. Lee.
PID control of robotic manipulator with uncertain Jacobian
matrix. In Proceedings of the IEEE International Conference

on Robotics and Automation, Detroit, Michigan, USA, 1999.

[6] C. C. Cheah, C. Liu, and J.-J. E. Slotine. Adaptive tracking
control for robots with unknown kinematic and dynamic
properties. The International Journal of Robotics Research,
25(3):283–296, Mar. 2006.

[7] Z. Chen and J. Huang. An adaptive regulation problem and
its application to spacecraft systems. In Proceedings of the

IEEE Conference on Decision and Control, pages 4631–4636,
New Orleans, LA, USA, 2007.

[8] J. J. Craig, P. Hsu, and S. S. Sastry. Adaptive control
of mechanical manipulators. The International Journal of

Robotics Research, 6(2):16–28, Jun. 1987.

[9] C. A. Desoer and M. Vidyasagar. Feedback Systems: Input-

Output Properties. Academic Press, New York, 1975.

[10] J. Huang. Remarks on the robust output regulation problem
for nonlinear systems. IEEE Transactions on Automatic

Control, 46(12):2028–2031, Dec. 2001.

[11] P. A. Ioannou and J. Sun. Robust Adaptive Control. Prentice-
Hall, Upper Saddle River, NJ, 1996.

[12] A. Isidori and C. I. Byrnes. Output regulation of nonlinear
systems. IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control,
35(2):131–140, Feb. 1990.

[13] B. Jayawardhana and G. Weiss. Tracking and disturbance
rejection for fully actuated mechanical systems. Automatica,
44(11):2863–2868, Nov. 2008.

[14] R. Kelly. A simple set-point robot controller by using only
position measurements. In IFAC World Congress, pages 527–
530, Sydney, Australia, 1993.
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