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Backstepping Design Embedded With Time-Varying
Command Filters

Hefu Ye, and Yongduan Song*, Fellow, IEEE

Abstract—If embedded with command filter properly, the
implementation of backstepping design could be dramatically
simplified. In this paper, we introduce a command filter with
time-varying gain and integrate it with backstepping design,
resulting in a new set of backstepping control algorithms with
low complexity even for high-order strict-feedback systems.
Furthermore, with the aid of “softening” sign function based
compensator, zero-error output tracking is ensured while at
the same time maintaining prescribed transient performance.
Numerical simulation is carried out to verify the effectiveness
and benefits of the proposed method.

Index Terms—Nonlinear systems, time-varying command fil-
ters, backstepping

I. INTRODUCTION

ACKSTEPPING technique has been a dominant and pop-

ular control design approach for strict-feedback systems
during the past decades [1]], yet it is noted that the resultant
control algorithms from backstepping design are complicated,
making it nontrivial for programming and implementation.
This is particularly true when system order increases, because
at each step of design, the time derivatives of virtual control
signals «; (i = 1,--- ,n — 1) are required in the next step,
thereby w(t) requires the first-order time derivative of a;,_1,
which requires the second-order time derivative of «,,_2, and
so on, rendering the analytical computation of the repetitive
derivative of the virtual control quite involved. Several efforts,
such as dynamic surface control (DSC) [2]-[S], command
filtered backstepping [6], [7]], and neural networks/fuzzy logic
systems approximation [20]—[23] have been made in alleviat-
ing such complexity.

Dynamic surface control uses a first-order filter to get the
differential estimation of virtual control signals without the
need for complex analytic computation, making it simpler to
implement. The estimation errors accumulate as the system
order increases, which inevitably affects the control perfor-
mance. Command filtered backstepping method addresses this
issue by introducing a compensator to reduce the estimation er-
ror generated by DSC. Also, the rigorous analysis of the effect
of the command filter on closed-loop stability is provided in
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[6]]. Those methods have been applied to spacecraft rendezvous
and docking system [8], dynamic positioning system of ships
[9l], multi-input multi-output constrained nonlinear system [[10]
and many other practical systems.

Recently, a fraction dynamic surface is introduced in [[12] to
achieve a finite-time differential estimation. The work by [L1]
originally reports a finite-time command filtered backstepping
technology by exploiting the finite-time differentiator [13] to
ensure that the tracking error converges into a residual set
within finite-time, motivating several other results [14], [15].
In addition, neural networks (NN) and fuzzy logic systems
(FLS), as effective tools for approximating unknown nonlinear
functions, are also often used in backstepping design to elimi-
nate repeated derivations of the virtual control laws. However,
asymptotic stability as ensured by the classical backstepping
method is no longer achieved with those methods, although
they are algebraically simple. Hence, solving this “dilemma”
is the major motivation of this paper.

Different from [11], where the fractional power feedback
based filter and controller are used to achieve practical finite
time convergence, in this paper, we exploit a time-varying
feedback approach to obtain practical prescribed-time con-
vergence. Actually, it poses significant technical challenges
when dealing with time-varying filter, time-varying compen-
sator, and time-varying controller synchronously. On one hand,
how to introduce the bounded time-varying feedback gain
into the design process of filter, compensator and controller
synchronously is an unattempted task. On the other hand, how
to ensure that the tracking error can asymptotically converge to
zero after the prescribed-time is a meaningful but challenging
problem. Most existing works (see [10], [[L1]], [14]-[16]) can
only ensure that the closed-loop signal is ultimately uniformly
bounded, rather than asymptotically stable. The main contri-
butions of this paper are summarized as follows:

o By integrating command filter with time-varying gains
into backstepping technique, the complex algebraic calcu-
lations hidden in classical backstepping design is avoided.

o The filtering errors is reduced by constructing a time-
varying error compensation mechanism, and the closed-
loop dynamics of the compensator is guaranteed to be
asymptotically stable.

o In the absence of NN and FLS, a low algebraic com-
plexity controller is developed for strict-feedback-like
systems that is able to achieve zero-error tracking, while
maintaining prescribed tracking performance.
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II. PROBLEM FORMULATION

Consider the following strict-feedback-like systems [17]

& = gi(z, t)xig1 + fi(w,t), i=1,---
En = gn(z,)u+ fulz,)

,n—1

1)

where © = [x1,x2, - ,xn]T € R™ is the state vector, and
u is the control input. It is assumed that the controllability
of (1) can be guaranteed by reasonable {g;}? ; and {f;}7,.
The control objective is to construct a control law u such that
all the closed-loop signals are bounded and the tracking error
z1 = x1 — x4 converges into a disc region in prescribed-time
T and ultimately converges to zero as t — +o0.

In the subsequent development, the following commonly
used assumptions are needed:

Assumption 1: [6] [11] The desired trajectory x4 and its
derivative &, are known, bounded and continuous.

Assumption 2: [6] [11] For ¢ = 1,--- ,n, the time-varying
scalar function f;(z,t) and f;(z,t) are known, bounded and
continuous.

Assumption 3: [6] [11] For ¢« = 1,--- ,n, the virtual/actual
control gain ¢;(z,t) and ¢;(x,t) are continuous, known,
bounded and away from zero.

Remark 1: System belongs to a broader category of
strict-feedback system in the mathematical sense, because
the virtual/actual control gains {g;}? ; and system functions
{fi}_, can involve the “later” states. Assumption 3 ensures
controllability and uniform relative degree. In some existing
works studying strict-feedback or strict-feedback-like systems
(e.g., [17]], [18] and some references therein), for: = 1,--- ,n,
the functions g; and f; are assumed to satisfy f;,g; € C"~1,
which is more stringent than Assumptions 2-3 for n > 2.

Lemma 1: [18] Given any positive smooth function o(t) :
[0, +00) — RT, the following inequality holds

2

V2 + 02

Lemma 2: [19] Consider the time-varying function po(t) =
(T/(T —t))"*™ on [0,T), with positive integers m,n. If a
continuously differentiable function V' : [0,T) — [0, +0o0)
satisfies V' < —kyuo(t)V + pod?(t) for positive constant k and
bounded function d(t), then we have V' is bounded for [0, 7).
And if d(t) =0, then lim;_,» V = 0.

In order to defined such time-varying function as in Lemma
2 on [0,+00), we reconstruct a bounded function pu(t)
[0,4+00) — [1, 1), as follows

|s| — <o, VseR. )

T+e

t) = TJrsft’
uy={ 7

0<t<T

t>T 3)

where 0 < e < T and i £ 1+ T'/e.

Corollary 1: Consider the continuous and bounded function
u(t) as defined in (3). If a continuously differentiable function
V(t): [0, +00) — [0, +00) satisfies

V< —kut)V, 0<t<T “)

and

V < —kaV +fo(t), t>T (5)

for positive constant k, and the function o(t) satisfying
limy 54 00 fot o(t)dr < & < +o0o with & being a positive
constant, then we have that V(¢) is bounded and converges
to an adjustable set = {V (£)|V (t) < e *T+T*/IV(0)} as
t — T and finally converges to zero as t — +o0.

Proof: If 0 <t < T, according to Lemma [2| we know that
V € L]0, T). When t — T, by solving the equation @), we
obtain

V(t) < e HTHT/9y(0). (6)

Thus the trajectory of V'(¢) converges to the set Q as t — T.
For ¢t > T, integrating the both sides of (@) on [T, ), we have
t t

V) <V(T) - kﬂ/ V(r)dr + ﬂ/ o(r)dr  (7)
T T
which implies that V' (¢) is bounded, and
¢ ™ s
/ Viryar < Y LB g ®)
T k k

From the analysis before, it follows that V(¢) is uni-
formly continuous and that lim;_, | f; V(7)dr exists, thus
lim; 4 V(t) = 0 by Barbalat’s Lemma, which completes
the proof. |

ITI. MAIN RESULTS
A. Time-varying command filter

A new command filter with a time-varying gain is designed
as

it = p(t) (s — 64), a;(0) = o(0), i=1,---,n (9

where (t) is defined in @), and d; > 0 is a constant, o is
the virtual control, which is used as the input of the filter, and
&; is the output of the filter.

Remark 2: Different from most filter based design methods
that exploit a constant high-gain (see, [3[], [7], [10], [15] and
some references therein), we revisit the classical first-order
filter by a bounded time-varying filter gain in (9). Note that
(&; — o) represents the unachieved portion of the virtual
control in ¢-th channel, it will be used as input signals of
the compensator as shown in the sequel. On the contrary, the
filter errors (the unachieved portions) caused by the first-order
filter are not considered in DSC method, which sacrifices the
desired control performance.

B. Time-varying error compensator

To proceed, we use the compensated signal {¢;}7; to
attenuate the effect of the filter error (&; — ;). Then, a new
error compensator, combining bounded time-varying gain and
“softening” sign function, is designed as

S A __ha
§1— kipli + g1(61 — 1) + 912 NG

G = —kipGi + gi(d — i) + giCina

_gi—1<i—l_7/éga_+‘2a i=2---,n—-1

F = _ __lnGa
<n kn:u'é-n gn—lgn—l \/m
with {¢;(0)}, = 0 and {o;(t)}, > 0, which satisfying
limy ;o0 [y 0i(T)dT < G; < +oo where G; is a positive
constant, e.g., 0;, = e ‘and ¢ =1 > fooo o(t)dt.

(10)
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C. Time-varying feedback based controller

As other existing works do, we first define the following
coordinate transformation

Zi=x;— 01, 1=1,--n

Y

and &y = x4. We then define the compensated tracking error
signals as

:Zl_<i7i:17"'7n' (12)

Remark 3: It is worth noting that each signal (; is a filtered
version of (&; —«;) and {s;}!, are the compensated tracking
errors because they are obtamed by eliminating the filter
unachieved portion of the corresponding virtual control. These
auxiliary signals are used to design the final actual control
input u, where the compensating signals are introduced to
counteract the impact of the filter errors, allowing the filter
output &; to approximate the filter input «;.

Then, we construct the virtual/actual control signals as

a1 =

2|

—kipz g — f — —Rk& S1
( wat S m B RS T Ve
o = % (—kmzi + &ic1 — fi — gi—1zi—1

LiGi i —
_ NG — \/s;+o?) =2, ,n (13)
u = g% (_knﬂzn + Olénfl — fn — gn—12n—1

1nCn Sn

G \/s%w;a)

where {k;}_, are positive design parameters and u, {z;}7 4,
{&;}"= are defined in the previous subsection. Note that
the controller is quite different from the previous controller
as mentioned in [6] and hence we describe the relationship
between various signals in a new figure (as shown in Fig. 1),
which describes the construction process of the control input
u(t) by using the measurable states {x;(¢)}?, and the output
signals of the time-varying filter and compensator.

Fig. 1.
approach.

Block diagram of the proposed command filtered backstepping

Remark 4: The filter input involves the virtual controller
output, the outputs of the filter and the virtual controller
are injected into the compensator dynamics via a subtraction
calculation, meanwhile, the outputs of the compensator and
the filter are injected into the controller via the “softening”
sign function, thereby forming an interconnected closed-loop
system. The expressions of (@), (I0) and (I3) show the
specific structure of the filter, compensator and controller,
while revealing how to deploy the time-varying feedback
signal reasonably. Note that we here do not consider the
system in the presence of unmodeled dynamics and parameter

uncertainties. The reason for this is that we intend to present
a plain scheme that precisely and concisely shows the spirit
of the interconnected filter/compensator/controller structural
design, instead of exploiting robust scaling to the uncertainties
or employing adaptive laws to estimate unknown parameters.
This, however, does not mean that the proposed method is not
compatible with such robust and/or adaptive schemes.

Proposition 1: The conclusion that the compensated signal
(; converges to zero as ¢ tends to infinity holds for any bounded
virtual control inputs satisfying ||&; — ;|| < 7; with 7; being
positive constant.

Proof: Choosing a positive definite function Vy =
Z?:l ¢?/2 as a Lyapunov function candidate, whose time
derivative on [0,7) can be obtained by (10),

. i I C
Vo = — km(? * + gz<z Qy — z) (14)
0 12::1 < /C2 ) Z
By using Lemma 1] one can obtain
. n n—1
Vo < =Y (kin¢? — Lo — 1G) + > gil¢ilmi
i=1 1=1
n n—1
<= (k¢ —lioi) = > 1Gli—gim)  (19)
i=1 i=1
<

- Z kipC? + Z lios
i—1 i—1

where [; is chosen such as [; > g;7;. From Corollary [I} we
have that {¢;}?_, will converge to zero as t — +o0. |

Now, we are in the position to state the main result.

Theorem 1: Consider system (1) under the coordinate trans-
formation (II) and the compensated tracking errors (12). If
we design the command filter, compensator and the controller
as in (@), (I0) and (I3). Then, all closed-loop signals are
bounded over the entire time domain, and the tracking error z;
converges into a computable residual set €2, in prescribed-time
T and ultimately decays to zero.

Proof: Step 1: Choose the Lyapunov function candidate as
Vi = 0.5s2, then

— Cl) =s1(21 — &aq — Cl)
=5 (g1(22 + 1)+ f1i — Za— Cl)

=51 (gla1 +giz2+g1(61 — o) + fr — Tqa — C1)

Vi=s161 =s1(%1

(16)

According to Lemma 2 and inserting ¢1 and oy as defined in

(10 and into (16), yields

2
. 51
V1 = — kLUJS% — \/? + gi15182
9 a7
S — kllusl — |81| + 01 + gi15152

— k1pst + 01 + gisis2.

Step k: (k =2,--- ,n—1) Choose the Lyapunov function for
the i-th subsystem candidate as V;, = Zi:ll Vi —I—O.SSi, whose
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time derivative is

k—1 k—1
V=Y Vitsiée = Vi+su(ér—C)
i=1 i=1
k—1
. . 18
= Z Vi — siCk + spgrag+ (1%
i=1

Sk (kak-i-l + g (6 — ar) + fr — ﬁk) .

According to the definitions of oy, and ék, we have
L& , &
Vi = —kips; — ————=| + gk SkSk+1. (19)

Step n: Consider the Lyapunov function candidate as V,, =
Z?;ll V; 4 0.5s2. Similar to the treatment as shown in (I6)-
(ID), according to the definition of s,,, we have, for V¢ € [0, T)

n—1 n—1 2
v% = v@ + n‘n = _‘ki ? - ____ﬁi____
; o ; < He ,/s§+ag> (20)
+ gn—1Sn—158n + STL(ZTL - Cn)
It follows from (10}, and that
- Cn) = Sn(gnu + fn — Ollnfl — én)

= Sn [(_kn,ulzn + O;(nfl - fn —gn—12n—-1

Sn(«én

- - n — &n-1
VZ+o2 Veitod 1)
T KfiGn + gn1Gur
n n n—16n— T
EET
2 SgL
= —knpsn — gn—-1Sn—18n — m

Substituting @1)) into 20) yields

) < KV, (22)

n 2
. I
V, = T . —
2 < IR
where K = 2 min{ky, - - , ky}. In fact, according to Lemma
1, V,, can also be expressed as, for t > T'

Vo <
7

where T's = Y7 | 0;. From 22)), and Corollary [II we
have that V,,, as well as {s;}?_,, converge to the set

0, = {Si |Sz| < e—K(T-l—T?/e)Vn(O)}

as t — T and finally converge to zero as ¢ — +oo. In order
to figure out the convergence properties of (; at t = T, we
recalling (I3) to get that

(—kiﬁsf +o0; — |81|) < —-K1puV, + 1T,
1

(23)

n

(24)

Vo < —KoVo + T (25)

where Ko = 2(1 + T/¢)min{ky,---,k,} and Ty =
Yo 1;oi(0). Integrating both sides of on [0,t) yields
Vo(t) < e B0tV (0)+ (1 — e 50f) Tg/ K. It is easy to verify
that V(t) converges to the set

Qe = e TV (0) + (1 — e FoT) Ty / Ko (26)

as t — T. Applying Proposition [I] and recalling the fact z; =
$i+CGi, zi =x;—d&;—1 fori =1,--- ,n, we know that {z; }7_;
converge to the set 0, = ¢ + ), as t — T. Since we have
proven that lim;, ;o {; = 0 and limy_, 1 o s; = 0, therefore
lim; 4+ o 2; = 0 can be obtained, establishing the same for the
tracking error z; = x1 — z4. Furthermore, it is not difficult to
verify that all closed-loop signals are continuous and bounded
over the entire time domain. |

Remark 5: 1t should be mentioned that the proposed scheme
has the advantages over DSC and command filtered backstep-
ping method [2]-[15]. First, a time-varying error compensation
mechanism is introduced to reduce the errors caused by the
filter, which, can guarantee that the error compensation signals
are practical prescribed-time stable, reducing the influence of
errors timely. Second, different from the UUB or practical
finite-time stability achieved in the aforementioned works, the
proposed method guarantees that the tracking error converges
to a residual set within prescribed-time and ultimately con-
verges to zero, a favorable feature in practice.

IV. SIMULATIONS

Consider a electromechanical system [11] and rewrite its

standard model as the following strict-feedback form:

.I"l = T2

Tg = X3 — % sin(xy1) — %xg

T3 =u— ]\K/Z‘r? — %,Tg

Yy=2x1.
For simulation, the initial conditions are chosen as
[21(0); 22(0); 5(0)] = [0.5;0.5;0.5], the system parameters
are chosen as M = 0.064, N = 3.12, B = 0.02, K,, =
0.9, H =5, L = 15, and the reference signal is chosen as
xq = 0.5sin(t) 4+ 0.5sin(0.5¢). In addition, we set the control
parameters as [l1; l2; 3] = [0.1;0.4; 20], [k1; k2; k3] = [8;1;1],
€ = 05, 51 = 52 = 001, T = 25, and O'l(t) = O'Q(t) =
o3(t) = 5e =001 Fig. 1 shows that the tracking process under
the proposed method, and Fig. 2 shows that the inputs and
outputs of the prescribed-time command filter and the control
input u. Fig. 3 shows the trajectories of the compensator
signals (; and s;. For comparison, we exploit the controllers
proposed in [6]] and [[11], the trajectories of the tracking error
under different controllers are shown in Fig. 4. These results
verify the effectiveness of the proposed method and it can be
clearly seen that the control performance is improved on the
basis of existing methods.

27)

z4(t)

(1),

Fig. 2. Trajectories of the tracking process.
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Fig. 4. Trajectories of the compensator signals {¢;(t)}3_; and the compen-
sated tracking errors {s;(t)}3_,.
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z1(t) in this paper
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Fig. 5. Trajectories of the tracking error z1 under different methods.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work we propose a new method of using command
filter to simplicity the implementation of the well known
backstepping design technique. By using the bounded time-
varying scaling, we establish the accelerated filter dynamics,
and with proper compensation, we show that the compensator
errors converge to zero ultimately and the closed-loop system
is asymptotically stable with prescribed performance, open-
ing a new venue for developing backstepping based control
algorithms with low-complexity as the issue of “differential
explosion” is completely circumvented. Future work includes
extending this approach to high-order nonlinear systems with
model uncertainties and external disturbances.
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