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Supplement to “Regression Filtration with Resetting to Provide
Exponential Convergence of MRAC for Plants with Jump Change of
Unknown Parameters” in IEEE-TAC

Anton Glushchenko, Memner, IEEE, Vladislav Petrov, and Konstantin Lastochkin

Abstract

This article is supplementary material for the technical note "Regression Filtration with Resetting to Provide Exponential Convergence
of MRAC for Plants with Jump Change of Unknown Parameters” in IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control by the same authors. It gives
proofs of the lemmas, propositions and theorems, presents some additional simulation results and is being referred in appropriate places
in the note.

|. PROOF OF LEMMA 1 IN THE MANUSCRIPT
Lemma 1. Let k > 0 be sufficiently large, then the filtered value Ay (t) € R™ of uncertainty A (t) is evaluated as follows:
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Proof. The equation (10) in the manuscript is substituted into the solution of the first equation of (11) in the manuscript to obtain:
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The solutions of the second equation of (11) in the manuscript and the first equation of (12) in the manuscript are written as:
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Then the equation (S2) is rewritten as:
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Let an axillary equation be introduced:
pra (t) = Apepey (1) — Buggr (t) -
Then the filtered parameter uncertainty A ¢ (t) € R™ of the plant can be found on the basis of (S4) and (S5):
Ap () =BT (ug (t) — pra(t) =
=Bt (ek(”i)w (6) = Apepe ¥t e (65) + Be ™Mt ) uggr (61) + Apepes (8) +
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Considering the initial conditions from (11) and (12) in the manuscript, the equation (S6) is rewritten as

Ay (t)= BT Be*’“fte’”@T (1) ® (z (1)) dr :e*ktftekTeT(T)@(a:(r))dT.
6t &

(87)
As the commutativity property with respect to oT (t) does not hold for the integral in (S7), then the right-hand side of (S7) is added and
subtracted with ©T (¢) D (x(1)):

t
Af(t) = ot (1) O (z (1)) + ekt /e
+

t

T (1)@ (x (1) dr — 0T (1) @ (2 (1))
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e(t)
The error € is represented in the state space
x (1) = —kx( )+@T( ) (w(t)) x( ) = Om.
Taking into consideration (4), (12) in the manuscript and (S9), the error ¢ is differentiated
€(t) =x(t) - () o (z(t) —OF (1) by (2 (1) =
= —kx(t) +©" (t) (@(®)-0T () ey (z(t) - 0" (1) [~ k‘ Op (z (1) + @ (z ()] = (S10)
=k [X(t) -0t () @y (x(1)| — O (1) Pf (« ( )) = —ke (t) = O (t) @y (x (1) = —ke (1) = 2076 (¢ —t;) s (x (1))
J
According to the properties of the delta-function, the solution of (S10) is written as
e(t) = eik(tit?)e(tf) et f ’”ZOT(S( ;)@ (x (7)) dr =
. oo (S11)
=) ) e M OTh (1 1) @5 (o (1)),
J

As € (t+) = Om, then the following piecewise definition is obtained on the basis of (S11)
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J
or, if we consider the definition of tff, then
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Whence it follows that, if & > 0 is chosen to be sufficiently large, then the equation € (¢) = o (@T ) @p (x( ))) holds almost everywhere
As a result, the equation (S8) is rewritten without e ()

As(t) =0T (1) B ((1)).

(S14)
t
Then pi¢ (t) is calculated using the measurable signals only, i.e. without knowledge about é,.. s (t). The value of [ e"é,..¢ () dr from
6
(S2) is found using the integration by parts
t kT, _ kT
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= ekteref (t) — ekt Cref (tff) —k [ epef (1) e*Tdr.
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The obtained solution is substituted into the equation to calculate y1f (t), and the first equation in (S3) is also considered

py () = () pr (655) + epey (£) — e )6Tef (1) — e {t erey (r) T dr = (S16)
tr
k() (g (65) = erep (6F) + kep (85)) + epey (t) — ke (t)
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The equation (S16) is substituted into the definition of Ay (t) from (S6), as well as the equation (S5) and the initial conditions from
(10)-(12) in the manuscript:

Ay (t) =BT (g (t) - /Lfd())

f
t—tf
= BT ( ( ) (:u’f (t;!») — €ref ( ) + ]Cef (t;f)) + e'ref k@f (t) - Arefef (t) + Buadf (t)> = (S17)
+
= 1 (ereg (6= ke (0= ¢ eruy (6) = Apeges 0+ Buaay )
The combination of (S14) and (S17) completes the proof of Lemma 1. O

[I. PROOF OF LEMMA 2 IN THE MANUSCRIPT

Lemma 2. Ler | > 0 be sufficiently large, then the mixed regression is obtained as follows:
Y (t) = adj {o ()} y () = det {@ (1)} Ipxp© = w (t) ©. (S18)

Proof. The equation (13) in the manuscript is substituted into the solution of the first equation from (14) in the manuscript:

(=) ey i e T it o r T
y(t)=e y (tr ) +e { ey (z (1)) <I>f (z(r)O©(T)dr =€ { ey (z (1)) <I>f (x(1))O© (1)dT. (S19)
ty iy

As the commutativity property with respect to oT (t) does not hold for the integral in (S7), then the right-hand side of (S19) is added
and subtracted with ¢ (¢) © (¢):

t
y(t) =)0 t) +e " / T (x (1) (x(1)O (1) dT — (1) O ().

o (S20)
€1(t)
The error €1 (t) is represented in the state space:
Q@) =x1 (- e®OW), e (1) =0, s
X1 () = —lx1 (8) + @5 ( (8) 2F (¢ (£) © (1), x1 (tF) = Om.
Taking into consideration (4), (12) in the manuscript and (S21), the error €3 () is differentiated:
at)=x1(t) =)0 t) )0 )=~ (t) + 25 (z (1) ©f (x(1))© (1) + lp (£) © (¢) -

—Pf (2 (1) Df (@(1) O (1) = (1) O (1) = —ler (1) — (1) O (t) = — len (1) — 9 (£) 2036 (¢ — 1), (522)
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According to the properties of the delta-function, the solution of (S22) is written as:

t
e (t) = e_l(t_ti) €1 (tﬂ') +e [ "o (1) > 06 (1 —tj)dr = e_l(t_tj> €1 (tﬂ') —it Z i (t (t;) 05h (t —tj). (S23)
tF J

As €1 (t;" ) = Om, then the following piecewise definition is obtained on the basis of (S23):

Om, Vt € [t ;)
e (t) = “Ze“w( )0 (t—t;), vt >1; - (S24)

or, if we consider the definition of ¢, then:

Om, Vt € [tk; tj)
ci(t) =9 e S e (t;) 0k (t —t;), YVt € [tjs trr1) - (S25)
J

Whence it follows that, if { > 0 is chosen to be sufficiently large, then the equation €1 (t) = o (¢ (t) © (¢)) holds almost everywhere. As
a result, the equation (S20) is rewritten without ¢ (¢):

y(t) =)0 (). (S26)

The equation (S26) is multiplied by adj {¢ (¢)} and the following property is applied: VA € R™"*"adj {A} A = det {A} Inxn. As a
result, the equation (S18) is obtained, which completes the proof of Lemma 2.
O



1. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 3 IN THE MANUSCRIPT

Proposition 3. If w (t) € FE over the interval [t;; tc], then
1) Vt >t Q(t) € Loo, Q(t) >0;
2) Vt > te Q(t) >0, Qg < Q(t) <Qus-

Proof. To prove the first point of the proposition the upper bound of the regressor €2 (¢) is obtained from (17) in the manuscript:

t t t t
Q)= [exp |- [ odny w? ()dr <é [exp | — [ odr | dr < g:QUB,
G\ o\ 527)
8 = esssup |w? (t)‘ .
t>tg
According to Definition 2 in the manuscript, if w (t) € FE, then w (t) € Loo and 6 < co. So, Vt > t;f Q(t) € Loo. In accordance with
(16) in the manuscript 2 () > 0, then © (t) > 0 V¢ > t,7. The first point of the proposition is proved.
To prove the second point of the proposition, following Definition 1 in the manuscript, the condition of the finite excitation of the regressor
w (t) over the interval [t;1; tc] is written:

te
[ w2 (r)dr > a. (S28)
6
Then Vt > t. the following holds:
t
[ w? (r)dr > 0. (S29)
te

t
As exp | — f odry | > 0, so the fact that (S29) holds results in (S30) holds too.
o

r

t t
Q)= [exp | — [ odr | w? (1)dr >0, Vt > te. (S30)
te o

For further proof of the proposition, the left-hand side of the inequality (S27) is rewritten so as to divide the whole time axis into two
intervals:

te t t t
Q)= [exp|— [odn |W?(r)dr+ [exp | — [ odr | w? (1) dr. (S31)
& tF te tr

According to w (t) € Lo, (S27) and owing to € (t) > 0, the first integral in (S31) is bounded from above:

te t
Q@)= [exp | — [ odn w? (r)dr < Q(te) =QLB, (S32)
& th

Then, owing to (S27) and (S32), Vt > t. the following inequality holds for the regressor €2 (¢):
Qrp <Q(t) <Qus, (833)

The second point of the proposition is proved. O

IV. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4 IN THE MANUSCRIPT

Proposition 4. If w (t) € FE over the interval [t?L ; te], then Xt > t;} the adaptation gain To (t) is bounded so that the following inequality
holds: I'gnin < T'o (t) < T'2max-

Proof. The following equality is used to prove Proposition 4:

_ dry () - dDs(t
41— 4 [r2 L (1) Ty (t)] —To (1) T2 4yt () 20—, (S34)
The law to adjust I'y (¢) from (18) in the manuscript is substituted into (S34). The obtained differential equation is solved Vt > tr
t
F2_1 (t) = F2_1 (tff) e Mt Ao f e~ M(t-m) 02 () dr. (S35)
tf

According to the proof of Proposition 3, if w () € FE over the interval [tff i te], then V¢ > t. the estimate of  (¢) (S33) holds. As a
result, using the mean-value theorem, V¢ > t;7 the upper bound of ry ! (t) is written as:

t
Iyt <03t () + 29 p [ e M dr = max {r;l ), ,\2,\1—19%3} : (S36)
tF
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Then the lower bound of I'y 1 (t) is to be obtained. As the first summand of (S35) is strictly decreasing /¢ > ¢,7, while the second one,
owing to the properties of the function 2 (¢) proved in Proposition 3, is increasing V¢ > t;}, then the minimum of their sum (S35) is at the
point, in which the sum of their derivatives is zero when ¢ < oo. Then V¢ > t; the following lower bound holds:

—1 —1 (4 —AT Teatr ) Towtr—7) 002 —1 (;4) —AT
r, " (t) =215 (tr ) e extr | o f e extr =)0 (1) dT > T'5 (tr ) e ewtr (S37)
o

T

where Tegztr < 00 is an a priori unknown time instant, when the absolute values of the derivatives of summands of (S37) are equal.
Combining (S36) and (S37) and transforming the I';’ 1 (t) inequalities into I'y (¢) ones, the following is obtained:

min {15 (£1), a™0p3 } <o (1) < T (1) Mentr, 38)

2 min I'2 max

as was to be proved.

V. PROOF OF THEOREM 1 IN THE MANUSCRIPT
Theorem 1. If t; < ;' and ® (z) € FE, then the augmented error & (t) is exponentially stable (& (t) € GES).

Proof. When t; < t,7, then, according to Assumption 1 in the manuscript, V¢ > tt h (t — tj) = 0. As a result, V¢ > ¢, the following

equality holds:
© =09 + > 0jh (t —t;) = O + O1. (S39)
J

Considering (S39) and (15) in the manuscript, the equation (17) in the manuscript is rewritten as Y (¢t) = O£ (¢), and the derivative (20)
in the manuscript V¢ > &, is also rewritten as:

V(€)= —el 1 Qepey — 2tr (éTrl—ler?é) , (S40)

In accordance with the results of Proposition 3 proof, Vt > te 0 < Q5 < Q(t). Then V¢ > t. the upper bound of the derivative (S40)
takes the form:

- 112 . )
V() < =Amin (@) [leresl|” = 2Amin (T77) Pamin®} 5 6|, = — 2@ by () = 2000 (T77) Tomin2E e (541)

Having solved this inequality and applied the comparison lemma [S1], V¢ > te the following equation is obtained.
Am —Kmin (t—te) :
el < /3t € (te)1l 42
Kmin = )‘M min {)‘min (Q) 3 7]} .

So, according to Definition 2 in the manuscript, £ (t) € GES, which proves the theorem.

V1. PROOF OF THEOREM 2 IN THE MANUSCRIPT

Theorem 2. Ift; € (ti; te) and ® (z) € FE, then the augmented error & (t) is exponentially ultimately bounded (€ (t) € EUB) with the
ultimate bound R.

Proof. When t; € (t;" ; te), the equations (17) in the manuscript is written as:

- ft odry tj — ft odry t - ft odr
Q)= [e oﬂ(T)dT:/e 6t w2(7—)d7-+/e o () dr;
Bt tF tj
t o . 2 (S43)
i — [ odn t — [ odn
TH)=[e uf w(T)Y(T)dT+/e tr w(T)Y (7)d7;
& tj
T, To
In this case, the uncertainty parameters, according to (4) in the manuscript, are defined as:
O, Vt € [t ;)
o 60+Z¢9jh(t—tj), vzt (5440

J

O1



Taking into account the definition of the parameter error in (8) in the manuscript, the equations (S43) and (S44) are combined to obtain
the regression Vt > t;:

T(0)= (1) +2(1)00+ 2 (101 =)0 + 2101 =21 (6() -1 +6 (1) +Q (01, (549

where Q9 (t) is the unmeasurable regressor, ©1 is the vector of the unknown parameters.
Then, considering the equation (S45), the derivative (20) in the manuscript V¢ > ¢; is written as:

V(€)= —€l;Qepey — 2tr (éTrl—leQ (Qé - 9191)) . (S46)

As t; € (tf; te), then Q1 (t) € FE and, using the equation (S40), Q1 (t) takes it maximum value at time instant #;:

tj
Q ()= [ e 7w (1)dr < Q1 (t;) = Uus. (S47)
tF

Considering (S47) and (S33), the upper bound of the derivative (S46) for V¢ > te is obtained as:

V(€) < —Amin (Q) [|eres | 47 {— H@HjE + mn‘1\|91IIFHéHF}

(548)
m = 2Amax (Fl_l) Iy maxglUBQUB

Applying the method of completing the square to the expression in brackets in the equation (S48) and using the inequality
—a?+ab< —%aQ + %bQ, the following is obtained:

. 2 ~ 12 ~1\2 9
V(&) € =Muin (Q) [leres || = 0.50|8]| +0.5n(mn ") 1011F < 0.5kminV () +e.

(S49)
g
Having solved this inequality and applied the comparison lemma, V¢ > t. the following is obtained:
e ()] < /3L e0-5rmin(t=te) ¢ (te) | + 22 ke (850)

min

So, according to Definition 3 in the manuscript, £ (¢) € EUB with the ultimate bound R = 1/2A1;11K'71 €, which proves the theorem. [

VIl. PROOF OF THEOREM 3 IN THE MANUSCRIPT
Theorem 3. If t; > te and ® (x) € FE, then the augmented error & (t) is exponentially ultimately bounded (£ (t) € EUB) with ultimate
bound R;.

Proof. As ® (z) € FE over the interval [tﬂ' ; te], then, when t; > te, ® () ¢ FE. So, according to Proposition 1 and 2 in the manuscript,
w(t) ¢ FE. In this case, following Definition 1 in the manuscript, there exist no such ts > t; T > 0 and a > 0, that the following

inequality holds:
ts+T
W2 (r)dr > a (S51)
ts

The inequality (S51) does not hold only ifw (t) = 0Vt > ts >t;. So Q2 (t) =0 in (S43), and V¢ > t; the regression (S45) is rewritten as:
T() =20 (6t)-01+6() ($52)

Considering (S52), Vt > t; the derivative (20) in the manuscript is as follows:

V(€)= —erTeer,.ef — 2tr (éTFle?QQ (é - 91)) < ~Amin (Q) ”eTefH2 +n [_ HéHi * 7727]_1”61”FH6HF] ’ (S53)
m2 = 2hmax (T71) DomaxQf

Similarly to (S49), applying the method of completing the square to the expression in brackets in the equation (S53) and using the
inequality —a®>+ab< —%aQ + %bQ, the following is obtained:

V(©) < ~Auin (@) lerer|* ~ 0506+ 0.5n(nan 1) 01113 <

(S54)
€1
< 0.56minV (&) +&1.
Having solved this inequality and applied the comparison lemma, Vt > t; we have:
_ (t—t, 2 -1 -
e @I < /3Le=0Fmmin(=4) e (¢))[|* + 22m" wen. (555)

So, according to Definition 3 in the manuscript, £ (t) € EUB with the ultimate bound Ry = 4 [oamt m;ilnsl, which proves the theorem. [J]
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Fig. S2. Transient response of (a) functions A¢ (t) and ®T (t) @ (x (t)) , (b) disturbance e (¢), (c) functions ||y (t)|| and || (t) © (2)]|,
(d) disturbance ||e1 (t)]|.

VIIl. MOST PREFERABLE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN ¢; AND t;,

The piecewise-constant reference signal r (¢) is used as an indicator of the time instant to reset the filters (11), (12), (14), (17) in
the manuscript, which allows one to avoid superpositional integral-based mixing and ensure that only data of the current uncertainty (3)
parameters are used in the adaptive law (18). So, the proposed adaptive control system provides the best possible performance when the
following conditions hold for ¢; and ¢:

. dt € [tj; tj+1) s
Vi, keN { boas — b < tip1 —t; (S56)

In other words, the conditions (S56) require to change the reference signal value more often than the uncertainty switches its parameters.
If (S56) holds, then the number of intervals, in the course of which the error exponentially converges to zero, is maximized. Hence, the best
quality of the reference trajectories (5) tracking is provided. If (S56) is not met, then, as proved in Theorems 2 and 3, the proposed closed-loop
adaptive control system signals remain bounded, but the quality of the reference trajectories tracking reduces because the augmented error
converges not to zero, but to a set with the bound R or R;. Fig. S1 demonstrates the interrelations between t; and t, which satisfy the
conditions (S56).

Since in practice it is often impossible to ensure that (S56) is met, the problem to develop an algorithm to detect the uncertainty parameters
(3) change and reset filters (11), (12), (14), (17) after such successful detection is actual (some preliminary results in this sense can be found
in [S2]).

IX. EXTENDED SIMULATION RESULT

The extended results of the numerical experiments are, firstly, to validate the conclusions made in Lemmas 1 and 2 with respect to
disturbances € (t) and €; (¢), and secondly, to demonstrate what influence the parameters | and k have on the transients quality of the
augmented error.

Fig. S2 shows the transients of (a) functions A (t) and oT (1) @y (x(t)) , (b) disturbance € (t), (c) functions ||y (¢)|| and || (¢) © (¢)]],
(d) disturbance ||e1 (2)]].

The obtained results prove the conclusions, which are made about the disturbances € (¢) and € (¢): the piecewise definitions (S12) and
(S24) hold, € (t) and €1 (¢) converge exponentially to zero with the respective rate of [ and k, which sufficiently large values ensure that
e(t)=o (eT )@ (x (t))) and €1 (£) = 0 (¢ (£) © () hold almost everywhere.

Fig. S3 shows the transients of the augmented error £ (¢) norm for different values of the parameters [ and k. The values of other parameters
of the developed adaptive control system were the same for all experiments.
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Fig. S3. Transient Response of ||& (t)]].

Transients of ||£ (¢)|| demonstrate that the values of [ and k affect the quality of transients over the time ranges [4; 8], [17;24], but not
the exponential convergence of ||§ (¢)|| to zero over the intervals [0;4], [8;16].

Thus, when the values of [ and k are large, then the disturbances € (t) and €1 (¢) decay quite fast, and the developed adaptive system
provides the lowest value of the steady-state augmented error £ (¢). However, in this case, significant peaks of & (¢) may occur in the course
of transients of the adjustable parameters 6 (t). Therefore, according to the transients shown in Fig. S3, as far as the transients quality of
the error £ (t) is concerned, the best choice of the filter parameters (11), (12), and (14) is when the condition k >> [ is met.
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