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Finite-Time Adaptive Fuzzy Tracking Control for Nonlinear State
Constrained Pure-Feedback Systems*
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Abstract

This paper investigates the finite-time adaptive fuzzy tracking control problem for a class of
pure-feedback system with full-state constraints. With the help of Mean-Value Theorem, the
pure-feedback nonlinear system is transformed into strictfeedback case. By employing finite-
time-stable like function and state transformation for output tracking error, the output tracking
error converges to a predefined set in a fixed finite interval. To tackle the problem of state
constraints, integral Barrier Lyapunov functions are utilized to guarantee that the state variables
remain within the prescribed constraints with feasibility check. Fuzzy logic systems are utilized
to approximate the unknown nonlinear functions. In addition, all the signals in the closed-loop
system are guaranteed to be semi-global ultimately uniformly bounded. Finally, two simulation
examples are given to show the effectiveness of the proposed control strategy.

Keywords: Adaptive fuzzy control, finite-time control, pure-feedback systems, full state con-
straints.

1 Introduction

In the past decades, the control of nonlinear systems have been paid considerable attention to. [1]
proposed fuzzy adaptive backstepping control for a class of nonlinear systems with uncertain un-
modeled dynamics and disturbance. By introducing a modified Lyapunov function, [2] designed an
singularity-free controller based on NN for high-order strict-feedback nonlinear systems. [3] investi-
gated adaptive neural network control for a class of SISO uncertain nonlinear systems in pure-feedback
with backstepping technique. [4] transformed nonaffine systems into affine systems with the help of
mean theorem. [5] considered the case of immeasurable states, and proposed both fuzzy state feed-
back and observer-based output feedback control design. To overcome the so-called ”explosion of
complexity” problem induced by differentiating virtual control in traditional backstepping design, [0]
first introduced dynamic surface control technique by designing low-pass filters. [7] developed adap-
tive dynamic surface control for a class of pure-feedback nonlinear systems with unknown dead zone
and perturbed uncertainties based on NN. [§]introduced a novel system transformation method that
converts the nonaffine system into an affine system by combining state transformation and low-pass
filter. Considering there exists a class of pure-feedback systems with nondifferentiable functions, [9]
appropriately modeled the nonaffine functions without using mean value theorem. [10] investigated
adaptive fuzzy controller for a class of uncertain SISO nonlinear time-delay systems in strict-feedback
form, which was extended to nonaffine form by [11]. [12], [13] used Pade approximation to tackle input
time delay problem.

Constraints exist in almost all of physical systems. To avoid the performance degradation induced
by violating constraints, effectively handling constraints in control design has been an important re-
search topic practically and theoretically. [14] introduced invariant sets which laid the foundation
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for handling state and input constraints in linear systems. [I5] designed extremum-seeking control
for state-constrained nonlinear systems by using a barrier function. [16] proposed a nonovershooting
output tracking method for SISO strict-feedback nonlinear systems. [I7] first designed barrier Lya-
punov function (BLF) to prevent states from violating the constraints for nonlinear systems in strict
feedback form. [I8] used barrier Lyapunov function to solve partial state constraints problem. [19]
employed a error transformation method to tackle with time-varying output constraints for MIMO
nonlinear systems. [20], [21], [22] investigated adaptive NN control for uncertain nonlinear systems
with full state constraints based on barrier Lyapunov functions, while less adjustable parameters are
used by [22]. By employing nonlinear mapping, [23] transformed state constrained pure-feedback
systems into novel pure-feedback systems without state constraints and designed adaptive NN con-
troller without knowing control gain sign with the help of Nussbaum function. [24] designed adaptive
controller by the combination of BLF and Nussbaum function for state constrained nonlinear sys-
tem with unknown control direction. Furthermore, [25] first introduced integral barrier Lyapunov
function (iBLF) to simplify feasibility check. [26] proposed iBLF-based adaptive control for a class
of affine nonlinear systems.

Most of the appropriately designed adaptive controllers make nonlinear systems satisfy ultimately
uniform stability, thus driven by the need of manipulating systems to achieve prescribed performance
in a finite interval, finite-time control has attracted remarkable attention. [27] as a benchmark work of
finite-time control studied the relationship between Lyapunov function and convergence time, which
paved the way for solving many finite-time control problems of nonlinear systems. [28] obtained
global finite-time stabilization for a class of uncertain nonlinear systems by adding a power inte-
grator algorithm. [29] developed adaptive switching controller according to a novel Lyapunov-based
switching rule for a class of nonlinear systems with multiple unknown control directions and global
finite-time stabilization of the closed-loop systems was guaranteed. [30] proposed a finite-time adap-
tive fuzzy tracking controller based on prescribed performance control and backstepping technique,
which simplified the design process compared to previous works.

In this paper, we consider a class of perturbed state constrained pure-feedback nonlinear systems
and construct finite-time adaptive fuzzy controller based on backstepping technique. By appropri-
ately processing error transformation inspired by prescribed performance control with the help of
finite-time-stable function, the output tracking error converges to preset arbitrarily small neighbor of
the origin within a finite interval, and avoids violating predefined maximum overshoot. Integral bar-
rier Lyapunov functions are employed to guarantee the states remain within preset constraints. Fuzzy
logic systems are used to online approximate unknown system functions with tunable parameters.
The main contributions of the proposed approach are that

(1)Up to now, few results before considered finite-time tracking control problem for state con-
strained pure-feedback nonlinear systems. Therefore a finite-time adaptive tracking controller is
proposed for uncertain pure-feedback systems with state constraints and external perturbation. In
the case of existing unknown control direction, the controller is redesigned to satisfy sufficient con-
dition of stabilization proposed by [31].

(2)The finite-time-stable function with the similar form to that introduced in [27] is utilized to
facilitate the error transformation. In the controller design, the function and its derivatives are
employed as variables in fuzzy logic systems, thus we prevent them from avoiding singularity by
appropriately investigating the relationship between its derivatives’s singularity and parameters.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section II gives the problem formulation and
preliminaries. The finite-time adaptive fuzzy tracking design process is given in Section III. Section
IV presents Feasibility check. Two simulation examples are presented in Section V to show the
effectiveness of the proposed control scheme. Finally, Section VI concludes this paper.



2 Problem Statement and Preliminaries

Considering the following pure-feedback system with full state constraints

T; = fi(ifi,l‘i+1) + di(t),i =12,...,n—1
B = fr(Zn,u(t)) + dn(t) (1)
y==x1

where z; = [x1, 29, ,xi]T €Ri=1,...,nand x = 11,29, - ,:En]T € R™ are the state vectors of

the system. u(t) € R, y(t) € Rand d;(t) € R,i = 1,...,n are input, output and external disturbances
of the system respectively. And the following inequality holds:|d;(t)| < D;,i = 1,...,n, where Dj is
unknown positive constant. f;(Z;,zi+1),7 = 1,...,n are unknown smooth nonlinear functions, and
yq 18 the desired output signal.

The state variables are required to remain within prescribed constraints, ie. |z;| < ke,i =
1,2,...,n, where k. is preset constant. In this paper, the control object is design an adaptive
finite-time controller such that the output tracking error converges to a prescribed arbitrarily small
neighbour of origin in a preset finite-time interval, the whole states remain within the predefined
constraints and all the signals in the closed-loop system are bounded. To facilitate the controller
design, we have the following basic knowledge.

Lemma 1. For a continuous function ¥(x) : R™ — R which is defined on a compact Q, € R",
there exists a fuzzy logic system W7 S(x) which can be used to approxrimate (x) with the technique
including singleton, center average defuzzification and product inference, satisfying that

U(x) = WTS(x)+e (2)
sup [ih(z) ~ WTS(z)| < & 3)
rEQ,
where W = [wi,wa, ... ,wN]T is the ideal weight vector, € is approrimation error and €* is unknown

constant. S(x) and {(z) are basic functions and Gaussian functions respectively, which can be ex-
pressed as

, (4)

¥(a) = exp (“””‘“) : l”) )

where 1j = [lj1,1)o, ... ,ljn]T is the center vector, n; = [nj1,1;2,. - ,njn]T s the width of Gaussian
function, while n and N are the number of system input and rules of fuzzy logic systems respectively.

Lemma 2. [27] There exists the following finite-time-stable function satisfying

dv (t) _ .
5 = —7[¢ (t)]",t € [0, 400), (6)

where T > 0,0 < k < 1. solve the (@), we have

1

s=1 (PO =r(1=r)t)" te0.n) o
0,t e [T(], —|—OO)

where Ty = %. It’s easy to see that if 9 (0) > 0, then ¥t € [0,Tp),9 (t) > 0,9 (t) < 0. From

(%), we have tlim v (t) =0,Vt > Tp, 9 (t) =0.

—To



Remark 1. Since 9 (t) = 7'( —7(1—kK) t>m,t € [0,Tv), it’s necessary that 0 < k < 1

to avoid the smgulamty of 75‘( ),t — To Similarly, the ith,i = 2,...,n differential of ¥(t) can be
written as

1

90 ( ]:[ (K —j+1 ((19 0)"F —7(1— &) t) = e [0,T) 8)

The 99 s involved in z?he following controller design. To avoid the possible singularity of 99 when
t — Ty, select 1 >k > %

Lemma 3. [31] V () and ¢ () are smooth functions defined on t € [0,tf), and Vt € [0,tf),V (t) > 0.
N (¢) is Nussbaum-type even function. If the following inequality holds

0<V (@) <co+e /tg (z (7)) N (¢) (e Tdr 4 e~ /t (el Tdr, Vit € [0,ty) (9)
0 0

where ¢y and ¢ > 0 are suitable constants, and g (x (7)) is a time-varying parameter, which takes val-
ues in the unknown closed intervals I = [I7,17], with0 ¢ I. Then V (t), ((t) and fg g(x (1)) N (¢){dr
maust be bounded on t € [0,t5).

Define the output tracking error z; = z1 — y4, to guarantee the output error converges to the
predefined arbitrarily small neighbor of origin in the prescribed finite-time interval, make error trans-
formation as follows

21 = p(t) W (e(t)) (10)
where e(t) is a transformed error, pu(t) is finite-time-stable function and ¥ (e(t)) € [—1, 1] is a smooth
strictly increasing function satisfying ()hm U (e(t)) = —1 and ()lim U (e(t)) = 1. We select

e(t)——oo e(t)—+oo

U (e(t)) as 2 arctan (e(t)) in this paper. Inspired by Lemma 2, we yield y (¢) as

w2 = ARt e 0,T)
wlt) = { st € [Tty -+00) 0 -

where g, > 0,7 > 0,1 > X > 0 are designed constants. It’s easy to see that u (0) = ur, + 1o, and
Ty = pd/ 7. 11 (t) has the following finite-time-stable features: tliq}l w(t) = pr,, Yt > To, 1 (t) = pr,-
—To

Due to the finite-time featured of u(t), it’s obvious that the output tracking error satisfying |z1| < pr,
when ¢ > Tp. Since p(?,i =1,... n are involved in the following controller design, thus to avoid the
possible singularity of u(i) when t — Tp, select 0 < A < %, where n is the order of the pure-feedback
system.

By Mean Theorem, the system () can be rewritten as

i = fi (%:,0) + gi,vit1+di(t),1 <i<n-—1

Ep = fn (Tn,0) +gnu, ult) + dn(t) (12)
Y=
where g;,, = 0fi(Zi, i41)/0%ix1 |aip1=2, a0d 2, = 1;Ti41. 4,0 = 1,...,n are unknown constants

satisfying 0 < ¢; < 1. Some commonly found assumptions are given as

Assumption 1. For the pure-feedback system (), gi = Ofi(Zi,xit1)/0%it1 ,i = 1,...,n, sat-
isfying 0 < gio < g < ¢gi1,t = 1,...,n, where g;0 and g;1 are unknown constants in the set
Q={zeR": |z;j| <ke,i=1,...,n}.

Assumption 2. The desired output signal yq and its i-th derivative yfj) (t),i =1,...,n are known,
continuous and bounded.



The time derivative of output tracking error z; is

oV (e(t)) .

= pt)V(e)+pu() Pe(t) é(t),

(13)

which can be rewritten as
ety =2(t)+¢(t) %1 (14)

where @ (t) = —% and @ (t) = W. According to transformed system (I7]),

the time derivative of zp is
21 = f1(21,0) + g1, 22+d1 (t) — Ya, (15)
substitute (I5]) into (I4]), we obtain
() =@ () + ¢ t) (fi(21,0) + gr, z2+di (t) — Ya) - (16)
The transformed system (7)) can be further written as

e(t) = @ (t) + ¢ (1) (f1(21,0) + g1, 72 + da (t) — Ya)
&i = fi (Zi,0) + g, Tis1+di(t), 1 <i<n—1 (17)
Tn = fn (jm 0) +gmnu(t) + dn(t)

3 Controller Design

In this section, finite-time adaptive fuzzy control laws will be designed based on the backstepping
technique:
Step 1 : Define the Lyapunov function as V,; = 1/2 e(t)? whose time derivative is

Ver = e(t)® (t) +e(t)p (t) (fi(z1,0) + g1, (22 + 1) +di(t) — 9a) , (18)

where 2o = 9 — a1, and «; is the virtual control. Since fi(x1,0) is unknown smooth function, with
FLSs in Lemma 1, we have

fi(z1,0) = WSy (Z1) + e, (19)

where W is the optimal weight vector, €1 is the approximation error satisfying |e;| < e} and Z; =
z1 € R. Substitute (I9) into (I8]), we have

Ver = e(t)® (t) + e(t)e (t) (W81 (Z1) + €1+ g1, (22 + 1) +di (t) — 9a) - (20)
By Young’s inequality and Cauchy’s inequality, we have

groe(t)* o} WSS N a?

e(t QOWTsl Zl S ”
e 2at 2910 (21)
2 97+ 1\2
t 1
—e(t)pga < D0 )" | (22)
2 2910
2 2.2 2
e(t z
e(t)pgi, 22 < g20e(t)" 9"z + 911 3
2 2920
gioe(t)*®? 1
e(t)® < + o
" 2 2910 (24)
*2 2
ei“+D
e(t)p (e1td) < guoe(t)?¢? + = (25)

2910



where a; is designed positive constant. Define Lyapunov function as follows

910 ;9
V=V, + 20 2
! ! 251 9 ( 6)

where 3 is designed positive constant, ; = 07 — 6, 07 = HW1H2 and 6 is the approximation of o7.
Combined with inequalities (2I))-(25]), the time derivative of (26]) can be written as

Vl :e(t)CD (t) + 6(75)(,0 (t) (WlTSl (Z1) +e1+ 91 (ZQ + Oél) —I—dl(t) — yd) — %élél

gioe(t)?o?||[W1||2ST Sy n g10e(t)* 0% (9a)” n groe(t)*®?

<e(t)e (t) g, 00 +

2a? 2 2
2 9.2 2 2 2 2
2 9, geoe(t) w2y g1 1 aj e +D7 g
+ groe(t) p” + + + — 4+ + ——991 27
®) 2 2920 910 2910 2910 B1 27)

Design the virtual control and the adaptation parameter as

_ Kie(t)  bOie()pSTS1 e(bedr e(t)®?
: e(t)>p2S8T'S .
61 = % — Pro1bh (29)
1

where ¢ = (yd)2, K; > 0 and o, are designed constants. It’s easy to see e(t)paigi, < e(t)eaigio.
Substituting (28)) and (29)) into ([27)) obtains

Vi <e(t)pgi, <_ Kie(t) bie(t)pST St e(t)pdr e(t)p e(t)<I>2>

%) 2a% 2 2¢
910e(0) 22| Wi[2STS1 | g10e)*0*(§a)° | qroe(t)’®%  gope(t) 23
+ 2 + + +
242 2 2 2
2 2 *2 2 2aT
2 9 911 1 ai | e’ + D} g0 [ Pie() e Si S N
+ groe(t) p” + —— + — =0 | ————H—— — o1t
() 2920  g10 2910 2910 B 2a?
2 9 ;2
gooe(t z 07
< — Kigoe(t)® + % 100175 + I' (30)
h T g11 6’1‘2—1— 9 *2
where 11 = 2920 + E + 25]10 + 24910
Step 2 : The time derivative of zo is
Z9 = fg(ig, 0) + g21,3 — 01 + dg(t) (31)

To guarantee the state variable remains within the preset constraint, define the integral Barrier
Lyapunov function as

22 k2
Vig = / L — (32)
0 ki —(0c+a)

substitute (31)) into the time derivative of V2, we obtain

aV, OWVaa .
2 4 WV

VZ2 82’2 8041 @
kc =2 T . Vs .
= L (l2.0) 4 gas — ) + G

V22
80[1

= k.o (W2T52 (Z2) + €2 + gauy (23 + ) — dn + da(t)) + an (33)



k2,2 . . . _
where k.o = ﬁ, z3 = w3 — g and e is virtual control. In accordance with Lemma 1, fo(Z2,0) =
C

WSy (Z3) + €2, where Wy is the optimal weight vector and ey is approximation error, satisfying
‘62’ < E;. Zy = [a:l,ajg]T € R2
Considering part of ([33])

8‘@2@ = 1z kié_/l k?Z dr
e VA R A (R
. < kZ koo | (kea + 22 4+ a1) (ke2 — 041))
=q122 | 73— 3 In
k% —x5 220 (k2 — 22 — 1) (kea + 1)

— Q1291 (34)

ke (kc2t2z2401)(kea—a1) . : _ k% : _ ; ;
55 N = —a) (FeaFan) - Since Zl;go PL =z 2z, p1is well-defined in the neighbor of

29 = 0, in the set |ay| < keo. Substituting (34]) into ([B3) yields

where p; =

Vio = koo (W3 S (Z2) + €2 + go, (23 + a2) +da(t)) — d122p1 (35)

where & = 2%;; (WES1(Z1) + &1+ g, za + di(t) + 2;“; Yd + 2;-“; Ja + aalu + a‘“u + 8a19 Define
05 = max {HW1H2, HW2H2}, by Young’s inequality and Cauchy’s inequality, the following mequahtles

are obtained

g20 k€2 9; SgSQ a%

koW Sy (Z9) < 36
2Wy S2 (Z2) < 203 5020 (36)
g30k23 | g5
k < z 37
220921523 > 2 + 2930 ( )
*2 2
e+ D
kuo (g2 + do) < gookZy + % (38)
920
2
2 2% || Dax
dor . 9202’2/7192 o151 (Zl)H a’
—z 'wTs + 39
1 WIS (2 2 T (39)
Jay 2
Oay 9207503 (Bm x2> 94
_ it} < 40
2015 Il T2 9 + 2420 (40)
Doy of O \? et D?
— —_— dy) < — - 41
2201 8961 (e1+d1) < 92023 <P1 e + om0 (41)
2
0 1
—22p1 Z al OH gngplz ( (]H ) +— (42)
oy 920
) 202~ [ 0 o
_ A1 plt < 92023 P1 g G+ 43
#2P1 Z a (.7 - 2 =0 (8“(.7) * g20 ( )
) 920Z§P%<@é1)2 1
Qg 4 61
—z —0 < + 44
201 20, ! 9 220 (44)
where ao > 0 is a designed constant.
Design the following Lyapunov function
Ve = Vit Vio + 32185, (45)

203



where (o is designed positive constant, 0y = 05 — ég, and 05 is the approximation of #3. The time
derivative of (@3] is

VQ = Vl + k.o (W2TSQ (Zg) + &2+ 924 (23 + 042) +d2(t)) — d129p1 — %égég (46)
Design the virtual control as

e(t) 2?2y (k2 — 1} 05 H,
— Kyzy — c - 4
az 222 5 ) P2 202 (47)

where ¢ and Hs are functions of the signals from the first two subsystems, which can be expressed

as
1
_ 227 (Oon ke, — a3 220} don (1) ke, — a3
P2kt 5 <a> < &, )+ Z(aww” &,

2
+ 22p7 ~ (o (+1) ke — @3 T 2002 dan ke — @3
2 L aymyd k2, 201\ Oy K2,

J= d
2
zopy [ Oaq ; kZy — x5
= =0 —e 2 48
() (557) o
ooy 2 k2, — 22
Hy =k253 8o + 2003 || 551 (Z1)]| | ~25—2 (49)
8 1 kc2
Design the adaptation law as
2 ko H- ~
0o = % — Booabs (50)
a3

where o9 > 0 is designed constant. It’s easy to see that k,2g9,,0 < k.2g202. Substituting (B])-(@4),

[ 7) and (B0O) into Q) yields

oo g30k32s goo3Hoko 5 e*? 4 D?
Vo <Vi + 2273 4 =+ gooksa02 + kaagaoas + + - L
2 2a3 2920 2920
2 2 P 2
a e+ D ~ (k.oH A
+@+ 2 22 0y —92092<2222—0’292>
2920 2920 2930 2a;
2 9.2 52
- 930k‘ 23 g20€(t) ¢z 0
=Vi + % — Kak.222920 — % - 9200252 +1T' (51)
*2 2 *2
where T’y = 29% + 512;;01)1 + g;(l) + 2;% + 622;;01)2 + 2gg2310 + 92002 . Substituting ([B0) into (51)) yields
. ggok2 z 92 52
Va < —Kigoe(t)” — Kakzozagoo + % 92002? ~ 910015 +I'1 + 19 (52)

Step i :(i =3, - ,n — 1) The time derivative of z; is
Zi = fi(Zi,0) + giy;Tiy1 — dim1+d; () (53)

where z; = x; — a;_1 and «a;_1 is virtual control. Define the integral Barrier Lyapunov function as

Zi k2'
V. = / i 4o, (54)
0 k2- — (O’ + ai_l)



substitute (54)) into the time derivative of V,;, we obtain

- oV . oV .
V= ; i
zi 821 zi + 8@2 1047, 1
k2.2 ) oV .
:k2 ; (fz(xzy ) + Gir; Tit1 — ai—l+di(t)) + aa'ml Qi1
ct ) )
T . asz .
=k (Wi Si (Zi) + &i + i, (zig1 + o) — dim1+d5(t)) + Do, (55)
i
2
where k,; = klgl ) Zir1 = Tjy1 — «; and «y is virtual control. In accordance with Lemma 1,
fi(z;,0) = WZTS ( i) + €i, where W; is the optimal weight vector and ¢; is approximation error,
satisfying |e;| < ef. Z; = [z1,22,. .. ,:Ei]T € R*.
Considering part of (53l])
oV . ) /
1z dr 56
8ai_1042 1 =012 <k2 _$ kzl TZZ+C¥Z 1) ( )
k2 cz (kcz+zz+az 1) (k —Oéi—l)>
=0,_1%; — —1In 57
e (kr?, —2? 2z (ke — 2z — i) (kei + 1) (57)
k2612 .
:ﬁ — QG-1Zipi-1 (58)
ci Vi
where p;_1 = k (keitzitai—1)(kei—ai—1) q: : k2,

2o N e ) e 1) Since zlilglo Pi—l—ﬁ, p; is well-defined in the neighbor

of z; = 0, when |a;_1| < k¢;. Substituting (58] into (55]) yields
Vai = ki (WS (Z5) + € + g, (21 + o) + di(t)) — dim12ipi1 (59)

. a Dy . oy 1) Oa;
where d;_1 = | 1 il (W TS, (Z;) +¢j + gji;Tjr1 + dj > z aaml (]+ + Z Bj:(ﬁl pl+)
]:

+ E 60” 19 Define 6} = max{HW1||2, |Wall?, ..., W2 }, by Young’s inequality and Cauchy’s
mequahty, the following inequalities are obtained

giok’2 H*STS a2

kWS (Z) < “2; + 29?0 (60)
Z' A
Glir1y0k2 22 2
kziGin; zit1 < (ZH)OQ aml 29(921 ) (61)
i+1)0
o &2+ D}
kui(ei +di) < gioks; + T (62)
KA
i1
o giz? ,o 804 1 1 <
—Zipi-1 Z — 1gﬂﬂig+1 < =l Z 4 + % > g (63)
Ly ? j=1
i1
N Oda_q d;) < 804@ 1 2 \ *2 D2 64
—ZiPi—1 Z 5] + ) gzOZ Pz 1 Z Z + ( )
= al‘j 29 0 =
o 2 )
— di1 () _ g0 pz 1N |[ Qi1 G i
Epi1 ) Gy Z G) Y o0 (65)
=0 94 9y gio
i1 i1 .
s Z 0ai1 (1) o 9i0% Pic Z Ociy (" 1 (66)
iPi-1 < oD 2 || 0 290
j= j=
i—1 9 9 i-1 12
Oai—1; _ 9i0%; Pi_y O i—1
—Zipi-1 Z —0; < —0; : (67)
=1 OGJ 2 j=1 89] 2gz0



where a; > 0 is a designed constant.

Design the following Lyapunov function

where 3; is designed positive constant, 6; = 0r

derivative of (G8)) is

Vi = Vie1 + ki (W'Si (Z) + €5 + gir, (zig1 + i) +di(t))

Design the virtual control as

Q; = _Kizi —

gi0 ;2
‘/73 = ‘/73— 21 97,7
1+ Ve + 25 (68)
— éi, and 6; is the approximation of ¢7. The time
— Qi—1Zipi-1 — @éiéi (69)
Bi
K2z fk2 g2 0.H:
2(i—1) ci . €5 — i — i 22 (70)
Kz, 2a;

where ¢; and H; are functions of the signals from the first ¢ subsystems, which can be expressed as

_ Oay_1 2 k‘2 Ooy_q 2 g2 g2
(bi :kzz + 2 Zj xj-i—l < k,’2 + Zzpz 1 Z 8;_7 Clkz ’
]:1 ct
2 i1l 2 19 P 2 _ 2
+ 20 Z Qi1 (]+1) <kci — z) Zsz 1 Z' Qi1 Measy <k’ci — $z>
2 = 8y(]) k2 M(] k?l
Zip7y kg [P 14 ? k2 — 2
+— —0; <7 : 71
2 ; 90, J k2 (71)
day_1 k2 — a2
21 x S] (Zj) <T3ZZ (72)
Design the adaptation law as
A Bik.i H;
i = 22222 Bzaz 7 (73)
where o; > 0 is designed constant. It’s easy to see that k,;gi,,; < kzigiocoy. Substituting (60)-(67),
([0) and (73)) into ([E9) yields
o 9(i+1)0k27] 007 Hik; a2
Vp <Vioy 4 SO Tl | JOEE gk + kaigioo + 7921 P—
2 296410 2960
1< 2 o 4z -1 - (ki H; X
2— o < + D: > Zgﬂ g0 92091 <T¢22 - Uiei
y g(i+l)0kzizi2+1 gi(]kg(i_l)z? 52
=Vio1+ 5 Kikizigio — T T 900y + 1 (74)
here T; = 93 a? . 2 1 D2 L o s 0;? Sj
where T 29¢+1)0 T 2910 + 2910 ; + J + 29_1'0]; 95 + 2gi0 T gio0i=5. Since
giok?,,_,,72 i—1 i1 g2 il
Vi1 < % — Kigioe(t)” — Z Kik:jzig0 — Z gjoo’j?] + Z L (75)
j=2 j=1 j=1
substituting (75)) into (74) yields
2,2 i i ;2 i
. 9+ 1)0kz%; 0;
Vi < % — Kigoe(t)” — Z Kjkzjzjg50 — Z gjOO'j?] + Z L (76)
j=2 j=1 j=1
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Step n : The time derivative of z, is
Zn = fn(jm 0) + Ini, b — Q1 + dn(t) (77)

where z, = , — a1 and a,,_1 is virtual control. And f,(Z,,0) = WIS, (Z,) + €, by Lemma 1,
where W,I' is the optimal weight vector and ¢, is approximation error satisfying |e,| < &f. Define
the integral Barrier Lyapunov function as

= O'kz 9n0 ;2
Vi =Vu_1+ / e do + =—6% 78
' o k2, — (0’ + ap 1)2 /Bn ( )
where 8, > 0 is defined constant, 6, = 0y — 0,, and 6, is the approximation of 6. Define 6} as
0 = max{”Wle, |Wal?,.. ., |]Wn|]2} Similar to the first n — 1 steps, system input u is designed
as
k2 K2, — 0, H
z(n— 1) niln
= —K,z, — n — 79
=t - S (B ) o, 0 ™

where a,, is positive designed constant, ¢, and H,, are the functions of all signals of the closed-loop
system, which can be expressed as
2 K%, — a2 n Z dan_1\” k2, — a2
z
TR, W1 oz, k2

2 kgn - ‘T%L
k2,

qb _kzn +

dan—1 pUth
alu(J

2 n—l . 2 2
ann—l aan 1 A' kcn - xn
i Z 26, ( = (%0
8an 1

——5;(Z;)

zZn

2 2 2
kcn_:pn
(") 51

kgnzn _ ken (kcn‘i‘zn""anfl)(kcn_anfl)
Where kzn - k2 —-'E2’ pTL L= 2zn 1H (kcn_zn_anfl)(kcn‘i’anfl)’

Ty

pn—1 is well-defined in the neighbor of
zp = 0 when ]an 1\ < kep,.-
Design the adaptation parameter as

X BnkonH, ~
0, = %%n — Bnonbtn, (82)
similar to the construction and analysis process of the first n — 1 steps, substituting (79) and (82])
into the time derivative of (78] yields

V < Klgloe ZK k‘zjz]g]g Zgjoaj 9 + ZF], (83)
where T';, a5 + o Zn: 24 D?) + 2 nz—:l Al 4 g0 % Since I oke, do <
= 29n0 ' 2gn0 = J J 2gn0 = 91T 2gne T In00n g 0 k2, —(04a;_1)* " —
2,2
E]Z%g,z = 2,...,n in the interval |(o + ai_1)| < ki, (B3) can be rewritten as

Vn S —Klglge(t)Q — Z Kjgj(]vzj — Zgjoaj?] + Z Fj. (84)



Define C' = min{2K1g10, Ki+19(i+1)0, 20i8i, 200 80,7 = 1,...,n — 1}, ([84) can be expressed as
Vo < —CV, + D, (85)

n
where D = ) I';. Integrating (85]) yields
j=1

Vi (1) < <V(0) _ g) e g < V(0)eC* + g (86)
thus, it’s obvious that all signals of the closed-loop system are semi-global ultimately uniformly
bounded. When |z; (0)| < ke, |iz1| < keiyi = 2,...,n, Vj is bounded. since V,(t) is bounded,
Vit >0, |x;| < keiyt =2,...,n. Define Ay is the bound of desired output signal y,, select appropriate
parameters of pu(t) to guarantee Ag + p(0) < ke1, which makes sure V¢ > 0, |z1| < k1. Therefore,
the whole state variables remain within the predefined constraints.

In real pure-feedback nonlinear systems, the sign of 0f(Z,,u)/0u is unknown. To solve this
problem, we relax Assumption 1, i.e., 0 < gno < |gn| < gn1. Inspired by Lemma 4, we redesign the
system input with unknown control direction as

K2 1y (K2, — a2 b, H
. z(n—1)*n en — Tp niln
u=N(C) (ann =+ 5 ( W2 > + ¢n+ﬂ (87)
. k:g ik k. 0 H
¢ = Kpkonzy + —0=Y + N L (88)

2 2a2
where N (¢) is Nussbaum-type even function, i.e., N (¢)=e¢" cos ((7/2)¢), and ¢, Hp, 0, have the
same expression as (80)-(82]) do. Redesign V,, as

Zn k2 1 -
Vo=Voo1+ / e 5do + —02 (89)
o k2, —(0c+an_1)

similar to the nth step, after inequality scaling, substituting (87)) and (88)) into the time derivative
of (B9) yields

n—1
Vn < - Klgloe(t)2 - Z KjgjoVy + (N (C) gnup +1) ¢ = KpVip,
j=2
n—1 52 52 n
—Zgjoajé—anin—i—ZFj (90)
j=1 j=1

Define 7 = min{2K1g10, Ki+19(i+1)0, 2058j, Kn,i = 1,...,n — 2,5 =1,...,n}, [@0) can be expressed
as

Viy < (N (C) gnu,, + 1) ¢ — Vi + p, (91)

n
where p = Y I';. Integrating (QI]) yields
j=1

t
Vi (t) <V, (0) + / "7 (N (¢) gna + 1) Cdr + % (92)
0

With the aid of Lemma 4, V,,(t) and ((¢) are bounded.

Allin all, if |z; (0)| < kei, |ai—1| < keiyi = 2,...,n, Vp is bounded. Thus from (86) and ([©2), V;,(¢)
is bounded, Vt > 0, |z;| < ket = 2,...,n. All the signals of the closed-loop system are semi-global
ultimately uniformly bounded. Select appropriate parameters of u(t) to guarantee Ag + p(0) <
k.1, which makes sure Vt > 0, |x1| < k.. Therefore, the output tracking error converges to the
preset arbitrarily small bound p7, within the prescribed finite-time interval Tp without overshooting
predefined maximum, and the whole state variables remain within the preset constraints.

1



4 Feasibility Check

The above derivation and analysis process of integral Barrier Lyapunov functions assumes k. >
loi_1],3 = 2,...,n in the set Q = {z, € R",5q € R : |z| < /2V (1), |lyal < Ao, |yg)| < A; i =
1,...,n}. It’s necessary to take feasibility check as a priori. Define a set of controller parameters to be
optimized as k = [K7, ..., Kn_l]T, which are related to bounds of virtual controls and the convergent
rate of the closed-loop system. Thus, we need to check if there exists a solution k = [K7, ... ,Kn_l]T
for the following static semi-infinite nonlinear constrained problem

n—1
N = K; 93
Kl,---H,II?jE1>O (I{) ; J ( )
subject to
ki > sup |ai—1(k)],i=2,....n (94)
(vagd)eﬂ

5 Simulation Illustration

In this section, two numerical examples are provided as follows to demonstrate the effectiveness of
proposed control method.
FEzample 1: Considering the pure-feedback nonlinear system with full state constraints

1 =011 + 220 + dl(t)
g = 0.1z129 — 0221 + (14 27) u (t) + da(t) (95)
y=1a1

where x1,x9 are state variables, u and y are input and output of the system, respectively. dy(t) =
0.5cos (t),da = 0.5cos (10t), and the desired output signal y; = 2cos(t). The state variables are
constrained by |z1| < 3.2, |x2| < 8.

Considering the order of the system is 2, which means we should select 0 < A\ < 1/2 to avoid
singularity of controllers, we select A = 0.3. To guarantee u(0) + Ag < kc1, the other parameters of
pu(t) are chosen as pr, = 0.05, g = 1,7 = 1. Thus Ty = p)/ = 3.33s, 0 + Ag = 3.05 < k1 and

. 11311?}3 w(t) = 0.05,Vt > 3.33s, u(t) = 0.05, which infers V¢ > 3.33s, output tracking error z; < 0.05.
—3.098

The controllers and adaptation laws are given as follows

_ Kie(t)  01e(t)pS1(Z)TS1(Z1)  e(t)p(da)? e(t)?

o= H10 - - LI _ - L (96)
B e(t)2<,02z2 k:§2 — :17% 0y Hy

u = —KQZQ — 9 ké - @2 - 2&% (97)

: )%20%81(21)781(Z R

b1 = Pret)’ 21(2 ) 5il%) Pro1bh (98)

ay
A ko H- R
Oy = % — Ba0o202 (99)
as

where ¢9, Hy have the same expressions as (48)) and (#9) do. Z; = 21 € R, Zy = [ml,xQ]T e R2.
With feasibility check, the parameters of the controllers can be chosen through optimization function
fmincon.m in Matlab as K1 = 6.4, Ko = 3.2,81 = B2 = 5,01 = 02 = 5. The initial conditions are
selected as x1(0) = 2.5, 25(0) = 0.1,0; = 6 = 0.2.

The simulation results are shown in Figs. [[Hol Fig. dldepicts the curves of output tracking error 21,
which converges to predefined set in finite-time interval. Fig. Bl shows the trajectory of transformed
output tracking error e. The state variables x1,xo are bounded in the predefined intervals k. and
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Figure 2: Curve of transformed output tracking error e.
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ke respectively in Fig. Bl Fig. @ shows the curves of adaptation parameters of two subsystems. Fig.
shows the trajectories of virtual control a; and system input w.
Ezxample 2: Considering the inverted pendulum system with full state constraints

T, = T9 + dl(t)

. milz2 cos(wq) sin(zq) cos(zq)
. gsm(:(:1)—27— me
dry = e ey - do () (100)
I é_mcosQ(acl) 1 g_MCOSQ(ﬂcl)
3 m-—+me 3 m-—+me
y=1a

where x1, 9 are the angle of the pendulum and the angular velocity, respectively, v and y denote input
and output of the system, respectively, gravity coefficient g = 9.8m/s?, m = 0.1kg and m. = lkg
represent the mass of a pole and the mass of a cart, respectively, and [ = 0.5m stand for the half length
of a pole. yg = sin(t) denotes the desired output signal. di(t) = 0.05cos(t),d2(t) = 0.05cos(10¢).
The state variables z1, zo are constrained by |z;| < 1.2rad, |z2| < 3.5rad/s. The order of the system
is 2, to avoid singularity of controllers, we select A = 0.3, the other parameters of p(t) are chosen as
pr, = 0.01, 1o = 1,7 = 1 to guarantee p(0) + Ag < ke Thus Ty = py /A7 = 3.33s, 40+ Ag = 3.01 <
ke1 and t_l)ignggsu(t) = 0.01,Vt > 3.33s, u(t) = 0.01, which infers V¢ > 3.33s, output tracking error

z1 < 0.01rad. Since the sign of go, i.e., fo(Z2,u) is unknown, the controllers and adaptation laws are
given as follows

Kie(t) Oie(t)pSi(Z20)7S1(Z1)  e()e(ya)’ e(t)®*
= - - - —e(t)p — 101
)22 (k2 — 23 0o H.
u=N(C)| Ka22 + el) ¢z (oo 5 ) 4y = (102)
2 k2, 2a3;
. )22k, k2, — 22 ko0, H
C: szz2z2 I 6( ) ' 222 c2 5 Ty + ]{722¢2 + Lf (103)
2 k2, 2a;
; 20281 (Z1)T81(Z A
6 — Bre(t) ¢ 2122 1)"51(Z1) — Byov6y (104)
1
X ko H-: ~
92 = L222 — 520292 (105)
2a3
where N (¢) = e¢” cos(n/2 ()., Hy have the same expressions as @8) and @J) do. Z; = z; €
R, Zy = [:El,:EQ]T € R%2. With feasibility check, the parameters of the controllers can be chosen

through optimization function fmincon.m in Matlab as K1 = 5.8, Ko = 10,81 = 62 = 5,01 = 03 = 5.
The initial conditions are selected as z1(0) = 0.01rad,z2(0) = 0.1rad/s,0; = 6, = 0.2, ¢(0) = 0.8.

The simulation results are shown in Figs. [GBHIIl Fig. [6l depicts the curves of output tracking
error z1, which converges to predefined set in finite-time interval. Fig. [0 shows the trajectory
of transformed output tracking error e. The state variables z1,x2 are bounded in the predefined
intervals k.1 and ke respectively in Fig. 8 Fig. [0 shows the curves of adaptation parameters of two
subsystems. Fig. shows the curve of (. Fig. [I1] shows the trajectories of virtual control «; and
system input .

6 Conclusion

This paper studies the finite-time adaptive fuzzy tracking control problem for a class of pure-feedback
nonlinear systems with full state constraint. The fuzzy logic systems are utilized to approximate
unknown smooth functions. Carefully designed finite-time-stable like function is constructed to
guarantee the output tracking error converges to the predefined set in the arbitrary finite interval.
Integral Barrier Lyapunov functions are employed to deal with state constraints. Considering the sign
of system input may be unknown, we redesign the system input with aid of Nussbaum-type function.
By stability analysis, all the signals of the closed-loop system are semi-global ultimately uniformly
bounded. Two simulation illustrations are performed to verify effectiveness of the developed method.
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