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Summary

The fundamental problem of stabilizing a general non-affine continuous-time nonlin-
ear system is investigated via piecewise affine linear models (PALMs) in this paper. A
novel integral sliding-mode parallel control (ISMPC) approach is developed, where
an uncertain piecewise affine system (PWA) is constructed to model a non-affine
continuous-time nonlinear system equivalently on a compact region containing the
origin. A piecewise sliding-mode parallel controller is designed to globally stabi-
lize the PALM and, consequently, to semi-globally stabilize the original nonlinear
system. The proposed scheme enjoys three favorable features: i) some restrictions
on the system input channel are eliminated, thus the developed method is more re-
laxed compared with the published approaches; ii) it is convenient to be used to

deal with both matched and unmatched uncertainties of the system; and (iii) the pro-
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Email: gaoging@buaa.edu.cn posed piecewise parallel controller generates smooth control signals even around the

boundaries between different subspaces, which makes the developed control strat-
egy more implementable and reliable. Moreover, we provide discussions about the
universality analysis of the developed control strategy for two kinds of typical non-
linear systems. Simulation results from two numerical examples further demonstrate

the performance of the developed control approach.
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1 | INTRODUCTION
PALMs possess the convenience of control design and simplicity of structure, which have resulted in its extensive employment
in analysis and control of diverse industrial systems with nonlinearity!-23. By dividing the premise state space into a series of
adjacent subspaces, PALMs model a nonlinear system equivalently by an affine linear system with norm-bounded uncertainties
that can be made small enough via appropriate design in each subspace®. Based on the powerful linear system theory and a
quadratic Lyapunov function, this comparatively simple framework promotes systematic analysis and controller synthesis for
nonlinear systems significantly and fruitful research in this field have been published in the past decades>%7:8:2,

As another research frontier in the robust control theory, sliding-mode control (SMC)? has drawn growing research interests
and has been used in many industrial applications!12.13, The SMC strategy holds various favorable characteristics, like unique
robustness against disturbances and uncertainties, distinguished transient performance and fast response. The core idea of the

OAbbreviations: PALMs, piecewise affine linear models; ISMPC, integral sliding-mode parallel control; PWA, piecewise affine system; LMIs, linear matrix
inequalities; GAS/GES, globally asymptotically/exponentially stabilizable.
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SMC approach is to construct the closed-loop control system such that the system trajectories are first driven onto a well-designed
linear sliding surface covering the equilibrium, and are forced to maintain on the surface with preferred convergent characteristic
towards the equilibrium 14131817 The special dynamics the closed-loop control system behaves while its trajectories are moving
on the sliding surface is called the sliding motion. An alternative approach is the integral sliding-mode control (ISMC) scheme
where an integral form sliding surface is used instead of a linear one. Different from the common SMC scheme, in the ISMC
approach, the system trajectories maintain on the sliding surface during the whole time intervall®. Consequently, the reaching
phase can be removed from the dynamics w.r.t. the controlled system, which demonstrates stronger robustness of the ISMC
approach than the SMC approach12:20:21.22.23

By now, there have been few published results on ISMC design for PALMs. Considering the equivalence between a T-S
fuzzy system and an uncertain PALM24, a convenient extension might be made such that the fuzzy ISMC strategy in2 can
be applied to PALMs. However, the fuzzy ISMC strategy in2 suffers from a restrictive assumption that each submodel of the
fuzzy system must hold an identical constant input matrix, thus it is confronted with significant conservativeness when being
applied to general nonlinear systems. Various attempts have been made to weaken or remove this restrictive assumption26:27:28,
The approach in2° replaced this assumption by a less conservative assumption in SMC design for fuzzy systems. A piecewise
ISMC approach allowing different local input matrices can be found in2? where the region of interest was split into a series of
subspaces and unique integral sliding surface was constructed w.r.t. all subspaces. However, the high complexity of the approach
in2 obstructs its wide implementation in practice.

Compared with the T-S fuzzy model based approach in3?, a PALM models a general nonlinear system using linearization
method3!, which yields fewer plant rules in general and thus less conservative controller design. Nevertheless, the affine terms
appearing in the local models of the PALM, on the other hand, lead to more complicated analysis and synthesis. Moreover, the
commonly used piecewise static feedback controllers for PALMs3? suffer from abrupt changes around the boundaries between
different subspaces due to the switching behaviors of the systems. How to avoid this undesired chattering phenomenon needs
further investigation.

In this paper, motivated by the previous fuzzy-model-based result in3C, an appropriate ISMC design for general non-affine
continuous-time nonlinear systems through PALMs is developed to eliminate the restriction on system matrices and to avoid the
chatter phenomenon around boundaries between subregions. Specifically, a PALM is constructed on a compact region to express
a controlled nonlinear system first and then an ISMPC method is proposed for global asymptotic stabilization of the PALM
and, consequently, for ensuring the semi-global asymptotic stability of the original general nonlinear system. In particular, the
constructed integral type sliding surface function depends on the system state and control signal. Compared with the commonly
designed static state feedback controller2%2728 the ISMPC strategy utilizes a new parallel control law and, in each partition of
the whole system space, the resultant sliding-mode controller has a dynamical parallel compensator form. The corresponding
control gains are obtained by calculating a series of linear matrix inequalities (LMIs) with the aid of a common quadratic
Lyapunov function. This ISMPC strategy holds three favorable features:

(i) Different input matrices w.r.t. the PALMs are allowed, thus the ISMPC scheme is applicable for general non-affine nonlinear
systems;

(ii) The uncertainties arising during the approximation procedure, either “matched” or “unmatched”, are eliminated in the
control channel w.r.t. the resultant controlled system, which introduces stronger robustness; and

(iii) The proposed piecewise sliding-mode parallel controller admits a time-integral form of solution and naturally generates
smooth control signals, even around the boundaries of the partitioned subspaces where the controller gains switch abruptly. This
helps reduce chattering phenomenon and makes the control law more implementable and reliable in real applications.

The universality discussion w.r.t. the developed ISMPC scheme in this paper is another key contribution. The key concern is
that, for any given stabilizable general nonlinear system with a smooth system function, can one always construct a piecewise
integral sliding surface and a corresponding piecewise integral sliding-mode parallel controller such that the resultant closed-
loop control system behaves a stable sliding motion since initially? This universality characteristic of the proposed ISMPC
strategy is analyzed for two classes of typical continuous-time nonlinear systems, i.e., globally asymptotically/exponentially
stabilizable (GAS/GES) nonlinear systems, respectively. It is believed that these discussions may provide confidence in applying
the developed approach to wider industrial practice.

The rest of this paper is structured as: Section [2] formulates the PLAM and problems. In Section 3] an ISMPC strategy is
developed to globally robustly stabilize a PALM and, correspondingly, to semi-globally stabilize the corresponding original
nonlinear system on the predefined system space, then, the universality discussion of the developed ISMPC scheme for GAS/GES
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non-affine nonlinear systems are presented respectively. The numerical simulation is implemented in Sectiond] Conclusion lies
in Section[3]

Notations: The notation * in a matrix expresses the entries induced by matrix symmetry. Given a vector or a matrix Q, then
OT and ||Q|| denote its transpose and induced norm respectively, and Q > 0 indicates a matrix Q is positive definite. Let
a : [0,a) — [0, o0) be a continuous function, then a belongs to the class &, if @ (0) = 0 and it is strictly increasing; a belongs
to the class K, if a = oo as t — oo and it belongs to the class K.

2 | SYSTEM DESCRIPTION AND PRELIMINARIES

This paper will principally concentrate on the following general non-affine continuous-time nonlinear system defined on a
compact region X X U C R" X R™:
x(@)=f(x@®,u) ey

where x := [x|, ...,xn]T €X,u:=|u, ...,um]T € U. The following assumption is necessary:

Assumption 1.

1). X X U contains the origin.

2). The system function f is continuously differentiable on X X U and has the origin as its equilibrium.

In view of the universal approximation capability of PALMs#, the following PALM can be constructed to express the
controlled system in () equivalently on X x U

forx(C X, =X, xU,i€qp:={0,1,2,..,1}
X (1) = (A;+ AA(D) x (1) + (B; + AB,(1)) u (1) + C; + AC,(1) )
where

Cp = 4Cy(1) = 0. [|AC,[| < . [[AA0). AByD)] | < &, I[AA;0). AB;(]I| S €. € D 1= {1.2,....1}, 3)

x(t) = [xT @) ,u’ (t)]T, the norm-bounds of the approximation error € fo €15 and €, can be made arbitrarily small?, X, and U,
are the partitions of X and U, respectively, X; = X; X U, are the adjacent partitions of X X U, I + 1 denotes the number of
partitions, and X, o contains the origin.

Note that the partitions w.r.t. the PALM in (@) are inherently polyhedral regions on the compact region. To outer approximate
the polyhedral regions 7;, an ellipsoid F; is used. Assume that the matrices Q; and f; can be designed to satisfy

P, CFpFi={&llQx+ f <1}. )
Suppose the polyhedral regions P, are slabs, which are appropriately described as
P, = {x|a,.1 <0'x<o,}, )
whereo; € R, 0, € R, and §; € R™!, Then each region can be precisely illustrated as a degenerate ellipsoid in (@) with
207 o, +o;
0, = Ji=—— : (6)
0, — 0 0, — 0,
Based on (), the state X (#) within an ellipsoid region F; satisfies
T
X (1 To, O'f, X (1
so]'[efe, off |[30] ¢ -
1 *  fifi—1 1

It is noted that the PALM in @) approximates a smooth nonlinear system via linearization at multi-operating points in both the
system state space and the control space3!. However, some prior knowledge of the system behavior, which is often very difficult
to obtain for complicated systems, is essential in this modeling process. One can refer to2* for an approach to identifying these
operating points via clustering algorithms. With the linearization points determined, the system space can be partitioned into a
series of slab subspaces in (&), each one of which envelops an operating point!, and can be formulated as in (7).

By regarding the approximation errors arising during the modeling procedure as norm-bounded uncertainty terms, one can
conclude that an ISMC scheme robustly stabilizing the PALM in @) can stabilize the original nonlinear system in () simulta-
neously. Considering the equivalence between a T-S fuzzy system and an uncertain PALM2*, one may extend the fuzzy ISMC



4 | Chunyang Zhang ET AL

2627.28 are useful only when the nonlinear system in (I) has a con-

approach in2%27-28 to our case. However, the approaches in
stant and linear input channel. This motivates us to develop a new ISMC scheme that stabilizes the general non-affine nonlinear

system in (I)) based on its corresponding PALM in (@) and to remove these restrictions.

3 | INTEGRAL SLIDING-MODE PARALLEL CONTROL

A new ISMPC strategy will be presented in this section to robustly stabilize the PALM in (@) and, correspondingly, to stabilize
the nonlinear system in (IJ).

3.1 | An Integral Sliding-Mode Parallel Controller

Considering the PALM in (@), or equivalently (), we propose a novel piecewise integral sliding surface as

forx) C X, i€q
s () =S, [x (1) — x(0)] — / S, (A;x () + Bu(s)+ C,)ds

0
t

+S, [u(t) —u(0)] - / S, (Fx(s)+ Gu(s)+ D;)ds, 8)
0
where S, € R™" and S, € R"™" represent the sliding surface matrices to be designed and S,, is required to be nonsingular.
The matrices F; € R"™", G, € R™™ and D, € R™! will be determined later and here we set D, = 0.

The following theorem provides an appropriate design of the sliding-mode control law to guarantee that the integral sliding
surface in (8)) can be maintained from the beginning of evolution.

Theorem 1. For the PALM in @), or correspondingly, the controlled nonlinear system in (), by insulting a piecewise sliding-
mode parallel controller as

forx(C X, i€q
i) =Fx@®)+Gu@®) + D, — (v +a +v; (1)) S, 'sgn (s (1)) )
with u (0) = 0,
ay = 0,a; = £, 15,0y 1) = &, IS [x" @) .u” @) .0; @) = € NS M [xT @) .u” @] 1) € @ (10)

where F; and G, are defined in @D, y > 0is a scalar, the norm-bounds of the approximation error & for €7 and € < denote in (@),
then the piecewise integral sliding surface in (8) is reached and maintained since initially in potential.

Remark 1. Notice that the equivalence between the PALM in (@) and the continuous-time nonlinear system in (I is ensured
only within X x U. Put another way, the closed-loop control system consisting of (I) and (@), which is named the practical
closed-loop control system in this paper, behaves the sliding motion since initially only when its trajectories keep moving within
X X U during the time interval of interest. This is, however, often not the case in practice even for a stable closed-loop control
system. When the initial states are very close to the boundary of X X U, the system trajectories are highly possible to move out
X X U. In this case, the PALM in @) and the piecewise integral sliding surface in (8)) are both undefined, thus the developed
ISMPC approach no longer works. Therefore, it is stated that by using the proposed approach, the ideal sliding mode can be
only realized “in potential". This will be illustrated by Fig.[3lin the simulation section. Practically, designing a compact region
where the PLAM is constructed big enough can improve this situation.

Remark 2. The designed sliding-mode parallel control law in (9) is in form of a dynamical parallel compensator, which distin-
guishes the proposed scheme from the published feasible solutions in2%27:28, One can observe an important advantage of this
ISMPC strategy is that it can be applied to the PALM in (@) without requiring that each local model holds an identical input
channel, while in this general case, the methods in2%27:28 cannot be directly used.
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Proof: The Lyapunov function candidate of the piecewise integral sliding surface in (8] can be constructed to be
A =sT ()s@). an

For the sake of simplicity, the case that X (f) C X,,i € @ is considered exclusively in this proof. This proof can be extended
to the case that X(r) C X, similarly.
Then, from (8) and (3)), we have

$(1) =S x (1) = S, (Ax )+ Bu(®) +C;) + S,u(t) - S, (Fx () + Gu (1) + D;)

=S, [AA; ) x (1) + AB; () u(t) + AC; ()] — (r + ; + v, (1)) sgn (s (1)) . (12)
Substituting (II)) into (I2) yields
A =2s" (1)) =25" @) {S, [4A; )x @)+ AB; () u (1) + AC; ()] = (v + &; +v; (1)) sgn (s (1)) } . (13)

Since we have
257 (1) S, [AA; () x (1) + AB; (1) u (t) + AC; (1))
L2 s ONl || S, || |44, @) x (1) + AB; (1) u (1) + AC; (1)||
L2 s OIS, || (|A4; (1) x (1) + AB; () u@)|| + ||AC; 1)]|)
<2 Us OIS (e |15 0. @) +,)

=2, s OIS, | [¥" @™ O] || +2¢ s 1|, (14)

and
2(r+a+0,0) IsON <257 @) (r + & + 0, () sgn (s (1)) , (15)

then
A1) <26 ls OIS @, u” O] 11+ 28, lls OIS =2 (7 + e, +0,®) lls . (16)

Combining (I0)-(16), one can conclude that

AW < =2lls Oll = =27 VA ®), (17)
which implies that in finite time, s (f) can converge to zero. Since initially s (0) = 0 and, consequently, the piecewise integral
sliding surface in (8) is maintained subsequently. |

Remark 3. In this paper, we only consider the nominal general nonlinear systems as in (1). Nevertheless, practical nonlinear
plants often face issues such as input saturation, undirectional input constraints, dead-zone, and unmodeled dynamics. There
have been several control strategies in the literature addressing these issues, such as those in27:28333435 \where neural networks
or robust integral terms are included in the control law. It is worth pointing out that (i) sliding-mode control design under control
constraints has been a tough research topic and more efforts must be made to solve this problem; (ii) the proposed approach in
this paper still works when the dead-zone function can be described by a smooth function, and the unmodeled dynamics have
norm-bounds as in (3); and (iii) the existing approaches, like those inZZ and2® cannot be extended to our case in (1)) because the
control input gain cannot be represented by a constant matrix. However, it would be an interesting research topic to investigate
the constraint control design problem by integrating the ideas in333*32 and the proposed ISMPC approach.

Denote 4, = [4,,B,],C, = [CT, DT]|" K, = [F,G,] .8 = [S..S,]| . Ry = [I, On] "+ Ro = [Ons I] " -
Then, one has a more compact form of (8) as
forx( C X, i€q
1
s(f) = S_'{)'c(t) - x(0)— / [(R/A; + R,K;) % (v) + C] dr} =0. (18)
0
In the literature, the PWA
forx( C X, i€q
x (1) = (RA; + R,K;) x(1) + G, (19)
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is usually named the “nominal closed-loop control system". One observes that the integral sliding surface variable s (¢) in (I8))
is in fact the real time difference between the trajectories of the practical closed-loop control system defined in Remark [Tl and
those of (I9), multiplying by a weight matrix .S. This represents the core idea of the proposed ISMPC approach, i.e., to achieve
a sliding motion that is as close to (I9) as possible. In other words, one can design (I9) according to desired control criteria to
force the practical closed-loop control system to behave desirable control performance.
The following lemma provides a constructive procedure for designing (19):

Lemma 1. 32 Given a series of matrices D,,i € ® of (I9), which is generated by Algorithm 1, the PWA in (I9) is asymptotically
stable, if the following LMIs are feasible w.r.t. a set of scalars 4; > 0, a matrix W € RmmX(mn) > () and matrices H; €
Rmx(mtn) J € @, and furthermore, the control gains are given as K ;=H jW_l:

R AW + RyHy+ (R AW + R,H,)" <0,
Q- 3,C,CT WO — AC, /T
* /11' (1 - fifiT)
where Q, = Ry A,W + R,H, + (R,A,W + R,H,)" and Q, and f, are defined in (@).

<0, (20)

Proof. Lemma[Il derives directly from Lemma 4.1 in32 and the proof is omitted here.

The detailed design procedure to calculate the control matrices K; and D, in (T9) is summarized as follows:
Algorithm 1 (Sample Method32):

Step 1: Choose a grid for the domain of the vector [Dl D, - D,] and sample its value at N points.

Step 2: Solve Lemmal(I] for each point in the grid. If a feasible solution is given, stop;

Step 3: Increase the sampling density of the grid and return to Step 1.

3.2 | The Sliding Motion

How to obtain the sliding surface matrix S through stability analysis of the sliding motion will be further shown in this
subsection. For the sliding motion w.r.t. (§)), two conditions must be fulfilled simultaneously:

s (1) =0,
$(1) =S x (1) = S, (Ax (1) + Bu () +C;) + S,u(t) - S, (Fx )+ Gu (1) + D;) =0. 1)
Since S, is nonsingular, (1)) yields
forx(C X,,i€ g
i ()= Fx(@)+ Gu@) + D, — S7'S, [4A; (1) x (1) + AB; () u(t) + AC, (1)] , (22)

which is usually named the equivalent sliding-mode control law. The corresponding sliding motion is then referred to the
dynamical system consisting of (2) and 22):

forx() C X, i@

x(1) =A,x(t) + Bu(t) + C, + AA, (t) x(t) + AB, () u(t) + AC, (t)
{ i(t) =Fx(t) + Gu(t) + D; = ;'S [AA; (1) x(1) + AB; (1) u(r) + AC; (1)] @3)
or equivalently
forx( C X, i€q
x(t)= (RA; + RK, + (R, — RS 'S, ) AA, () x (1) + C; + (R, — R, S 'S, ) AC, (1). (24)

One has the following theorem:

Theorem 2. The asymptotic stability of the sliding motion in (24)) can be ensured, when the LMIs in 23) are feasible w.r.t.
a series of positive scalars #y, ; ,7; ,#; ,i € @ and a matrix P € Rmtmxmtm) (. Additionally, the integral sliding surface
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matrix is .S = R;P:

Ao+ o€ Ty PR, PR,
* RTPR, —nl, 0 <0,
* * —RIPR,
A + ni1£§1m+n - 1,07 0 PR, PR, PC; —n, O] f, PR,

* R PR, —n; I, 0 0 0
* * RTPR, —n, I, 0 0 <0,i € P,
* * * rl"zeé — i (ftTfl - 1) 0
* * * * —3RIPR,

where A, = P (R A, + R,K,) + (RA, + R,K,)" P,i € o.
Proof: The following Lyapunov function is used for stability analysis:
V(x@)=x" () Px(1).
Along the trajectories of the sliding motion in (24), the derivative of (26)) can be obtained as
VE@®) =xT @) Px@) +x (@) Px ()

(25)

(26)

=57 (1) {P (RiA; + RoK,) + (R A, + RyK,)" P + 44T (1) (PR, - PR,ST'S,)" + (PR, — PR,S™'S,) 44, (1 }5c(t)

+x" (1) PC; + C] Px (1) + " (t) PR AC, (t) + AC] (1) R] Px (1) — X" (t) PR,S, ' S, AC; (1) - (x" (1) PR,S;' S, AC, (t))T )

Let M be a positive definite matrix satisfying M = \/F Then, it follows from the fact § = RZTP that
— PR,S;'S A4, (1) - (PR,ST'S A, ()"
== PR, (RIPR,)™ RIMMR,AA, (1)~ (PR, (RLPR,)™ RIM MR, A4, (t))T
<PR, (R'PR,)” REMMR, (RYPR,)™ RUP + AA” (1) RT M MR, AA, (1)
=PR, (RYPR,)™ RUP + AA” (1) R" PR, A4, (1)
and
— %7 (1) PRyS;' S AC, () — (X7 (1) PR, S, AC, (1))"
= =7 (1) PRy (RTPR,) ™' RIMMR,AC, () — (57 () PRy (RIPR,) ™ RTM MR, C, (z))T
<x" () PR, (RTPR,)" RFMMR, (R} PR,)™" RYPx (1) + ACT (t) R" M M R, AC, (1)
=x" (1) PR, (RZTPRZ)‘1 R} Px (1) + AC] (1) RT PR, AC; (1)
Then, combining (28) and (29), we can obtain
VEae) <z @) { A, + PRAA, () + (PR AA, (1))" + AATRT PR, AA, +2PR, (RTPR,)” RTP }x )
+x" (1) PC; + C Px (t) + AC| (t) R{ PR AC; (1) + X" (t) PR, AC; (1) + AC] (1) RT Px (1).
It follows from @Q) that V (% (1)) < 0 if
T (1) {2PR2 (RTPR,)™ RTP+ A, + AAT (t) RT PR, AA, (1) +PR, A&, (t) + (PR, A4, (1)" }x )
+AC! (1) RT PR AC; (1) + X" (1) PC; + CT Px (1) + X" (1) PR AC; (1) + AC] (1) R] Px () < 0.

Besides, (3I)) is equivalent to

T —
% (1) A;+1II, PR, PR, PC, % (1)
AA; (1) X (1) x RIPR, 0 0 [| 44, () x () <
AC; (1) * * RI'PR, 0 AC; (1) ’

1 * * * 0 1

27)

(28)

(29)

(30)

€19

(32)



8 | Chunyang Zhang ET AL

where IT, = 2PR, (RT PR,) ™' RTP.
Furthermore, the norm-bound of approximation errors defined in (3) satisfies

T
x (1) —21,.. 000 x (1)

_ f m+n _
AA; () X (1) *x I, 00| 44, () x(®) 33)
AC, (1) *x %00 AC (1) |
1 * * % 0 1
and -
x(1) 00 0 O x (1)
AA, O | |* 0 0 O 44, () x(D)
<0.
AC, (1) *x * —€21, 0 AC, () | 0 (34
1 * % %1 1
T
For the partitions X;, i € @, by defining & (1) = [)‘CT () (44; () x (z))T ACT 1] , (@ is rewritten as
0o, 00 0OFf,
00 0
& @ ¢ <0. (35

* %0 0
*  x ox fTfi—1

By applying Lemma 2] in Appendix.[Aland combining the LMIs in (32)-(33), one can conclude that (32)) is fulfilled if there
exists a series of positive scalars #;;, #;,, ;3,1 € @ such that

A+ Iy + nilngW -n,07 0, PR, PR, PC, -1, 0! f;
* RTPR, —n. I 0 0
1 <0. 36
* * R PR, —n, 1, 0 (36)
* * * mer—m, (f1fi=1)

Based on the Schur’s complement in3¢, the LMIs in (38)) are proved to be equivalent to those in (23). One can obtain that the
derivative of V' (% (1)) is strictly negative if the LMIs in Theorem[2]can hold simultaneously. Therefore, the sliding motion (24)
is asymptotically stable if the LMIs in (23) can be fulfilled. [ |

It’s worth noting that the sliding surface matrix S, in (8) is required to be nonsingular because its inverse is essential in
constructing the sliding mode controller in (@). By designing § = R! P, one has S, = R} PR, with R, = [Omx", Im] " One can
then conclude that .S, is positive definite and thus invertible since P is positive definite.

Remark 4. The common quadratic Lyapunov function used as in (26)) tends to be conservative, especially when dealing with
more complicated nonlinear systems. In order to achieve less conservative control synthesis, the more relaxing piecewise/fuzzy
Lyapunov functions in37:3832 could be potentially employed. However, preliminary research along this direction has shown that
the control design would tend to be extreme complex in practice22.

Corollary 1. If the conditions in Theorem [2] are fulfilled simultaneously, the practical closed-loop control system consisting
of (1) and (9) behaves a semi-globally asymptotically stable sliding motion since initially.

Proof: Corollary [Ilcan be concluded based on the fact that only within X x U, the PALM in (2) is equivalent to the original
nonlinear system in (). The proof will be thus omitted here.

A systematic algorithm for implementing the ISMPC approach concerning the nonlinear systems in (I) can be summarized
as follows:
Algorithm 2: For any controlled nonlinear system in (), a piecewise sliding-mode parallel controller in (@) can be constructed
such that a semi-globally asymptotically stable sliding motion can be achieved since initially, by conducting the subsequent
procedure:

Step 1: To obtain the PALM via the linearization approach of the controlled nonlinear system X X U.

Step 2: To obtain the control matrices K; = [F,, G,] and D; via Algorithm 1.

Step 3: To obtain the sliding surface matrix .S based on Theorem 21

Step 4: To choose a suitable parameter y > 0 to ensure that the system trajectories move within X X U. In case Algorithm 2
can not return a feasible solution, raise the amount of partitions / and repeat the loop until / exceeds the pre-chosen threshold.



Chunyang Zhang ET AL | 9

Remark 5. The computational complexity of Algorithm 2 consists of implementing Algorithm 1 and solving the LMIs 23).

Following the result®?, given the maximum amount of sampled points in the grid M, the complexity of Algorithm 1 could

be calculated as O (M Iin3 ); similarity, the complexity of solving the LMIs 23) is O (l n3 ) Therefore, the computational
complexity of Algorithm 2 is @ (M Iin3 )

3.3 | Universality Discussion

In Subsections 3.1] and 3.2] we have developed an ISMPC scheme to stabilize a general nonlinear system as in (I)) through
PALMs. It is shown that the scheme works if a series of LMIs is fulfilled simultaneously. Therefore, the universality of such a
scheme is questionable, which motivates the study in the remaining of this section. To be specific, we will answer the subsequent
question: for any given stabilizable nonlinear system in (), can one always design a piecewise sliding-mode parallel controller
as in (9) such that the resultant closed-loop control system behaves a stable sliding motion since initially?

In the remaining of this paper, we say that a general non-affine continuous-time nonlinear system in () is GAS/GES, if there
exists a control law in the form of & (t) = g (x (¢), u (¢)) such that

x(@) = f(x@®,u)

u(t) =g (x(0),u()
is globally asymptotically/exponentially stable. For brevity, we rewrite (37) as
XM =F&@®) =R f(x®,u®)+ Ryg (x(1),u(?) (38)

where R, and R, are defined in Section 3.I]below (I7).
The subsequent two theorems (Theorems[3]and ) summarize the main results of this subsection.

(37

Theorem 3. For a GES nonlinear system in (), one can always design a piecewise sliding-mode parallel controller as in (@) such
that the resultant closed-loop control system behaves a semi-globally exponentially stable sliding motion from the beginning of
evolution.

Proof. See Appendix.

Before proceeding with the more general case, a preliminary result from the Lyapunov converse theorem in#! is presented.

Suppose the nonlinear system in (@8) is globally asymptotically stable, then along the trajectories of (38)), there exist two
functions a; (-) and a, (-) belonging to the class K, a function a; () belonging to the class K, a scalar 4 > 0, and a Lyapunov
function V' (x) satisfying

o (171D < V (®) < ay (1% (39)
aV (x
af’”F(fc) < —a5 (%) (40)
X
oV (x
Il afx) l<h 41
X

where F (%) is defined in (38).

Theorem 4. For a GAS nonlinear system in (I)), one can always design a piecewise sliding-mode parallel controller as in (3)) such
that the resultant closed-loop control system behaves a semi-globally asymptotically stable sliding motion from the beginning
of evolution, if for the function a; (-) defined in (40), the condition

. =0 o5 _
nf @y (151D > plIEl +a, (17]) (42)
holds for a K function a, () and a scalar p > 0.

Proof. See Appendix.[Cl

Remark 6. As shown in Appendix. [Bl and Appendix.[Cl the construction of the piecewise sliding-mode parallel control law
depends on the norm-bounds of the uncertainties. Therefore, for a given GES nonlinear system or a GAS nonlinear system
satisfying the condition in (42)), one can always design a corresponding parallel control law to stabilize the original system in (I)
by decreasing the norm-bounds of uncertainties until the LMIs in Theorem 2] are fulfilled. This fact brings us great confidence
in applying the easy-checking control design approach in Theorem[2lto industrial practice.
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4 | SIMULATION STUDIES

Two different types of numerical examples are given to demonstrate the effectiveness and advantages of the developed ISMPC
approach.

4.1 | Nonlinear Chua’s Circuit

The famous Chua’s circuit has the following dynamical equation??:

dx;, x,—x

1
G =T r o eln)-
dX2 XI_X2
—_— — X
2 dt R 3
dx;

=X, — U
dt 2 d

where x; and x, are the voltages across the capacitors C; and C,, respectively, x; is the current passing the inductor, u is the
control current used to stabilize the nonlinear circuit and v, is the voltage loss Ryx; or the external disturbance. The nonlinear
function g (xl) describes the nonlinearity of the resistor is given by

g(xl) =ax1+cx?,a<0,c>0.

Here we use the approximation model built in#3, where the system parameters and subspaces can be referred to, for the
control design. Note that the dynamical equation of the Chua’s circuit could be reformulated as x () = f(x (t)) + Bu (t), where
1 1

o g | TGE @ -
— WX S — ==
f(x(l))—[—Tl OO] + CR CR 1 x(t)andB_[ c 00] .
0 1+ 0
In practice, it is very difficult to calculate the approximation error bounds precisely. In this experiment, following the approach
as in3, the norm-bounds of uncertainties are determined by

{ [|.fGx () = Agx (0] } 1 { |[Ax )+ C; = f(x @) }
€, =max , €7 = = max ,
0 llx @)l 2 llx ()]

€ =1max||Al.x(t)+C,-—f(x(t))”,i:{1,2} (43)

€72

at a series of vertex points, which could be sampled uniformly or randomly, within the operating region (xl, X5, x3) e[-5,5]x
[-5,5] X [-5, 5], which yields £r, = 0.007, Ep = 0.003, and €, = 0.005 by numerically calculating (43) on these sampled
vertex points. It is noticed that only finite points could be implemented. However, one could sample more vertex points within
the operating region to enhance the precision of the obtained norm-bounds of uncertainties.

Based on Algorithm 2, one can obtain the controller matrices and the integral sliding surface matrix as

K, = [6.0518 49.6777 20.8074 —2.5596| , K| = [6.1412 49.5742 20.8064 —2.5411],
K, = [5.7869 48.5033 20.3217 —2.5140|, D, = —D, = 0.200,
S =[-0.3318 —4.8582 —1.6437 0.4322] .

In particular, the PALM of the Chua’s circuit possesses an identical constant input matrix in each subspace. It can be observed
that the Chua’s circuit behaves desirable control performance.
In order to avoid singular problem and reduce chattering phenomenon, sgn (s (¢)) in (@) is replaced by its approximation
function:
s (1)

s DIl + 6
with 6 = 0.001.

This simulation sets [4 01 O] as the initial state x (0). The voltages across the capacitors C,; and C, are shown in Fig.[I(a),
respectively, and the currents in the circuit are presented in Fig. [I{b). One can observe that the control input is pretty smooth
during the simulation time.

It is also observed from Fig. [I{c) that the integral sliding surface can be reached and maintained since the time ¢ = 0.59s,
which is prior to the time when the system trajectories converge to zero (which is about 7 = 25s according to Fig. [[{a) and
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& 0.2 : : -
g
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= 0.15 :
=
—
& 0.1 |
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(c) The integral sliding-mode function

Figure 1 The simulation results

Fig.[[(b). This coincides with the theoretical analysis in this paper that the controlled system should enter the sliding mode first
and then behave stable sliding motion. Note that theoretically, the practical closed-loop control system should enter and keep the
sliding mode from the beginning of this simulation. The approximation signum function utilized in the constructed controller
in (@) results in this deviation from the ideal sliding mode. Note that the approximation signum function is used to avoid critical
chattering phenomenon during the sliding motion. Better approximation can be achieved if the positive constant 6 is chosen to
be smaller, which yields better control performance (closer to the ideal case). However, more evident chattering phenomenon
would be caused as a result, which is undesirable in practice. How to determine the value of 6 is a tradeoff in practice and

depends on specific applications.
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4.2 | Inverted Pendulum
Stabilization of the inverted pendulum is always used to demonstrate the advantages and effectiveness of various control methods.
The inverted pendulum system in3? is chosen. The inverted pendulum has the following dynamics:
Xy (1) = x5 (1)
gsin (xl) - amlx% sin (le) /2 —acos (xl) u(t)

41/3 — aml cos? (x,)

X, (1) =

where x, is the angle of pendulum from the vertical, x, denotes the angular velocity, and u(?) is the input signal. g = 9.8m/s?
is called as the gravity constant, M = 4.0kg is the mass of the cart, the mass and length of the pendulum is m = 2.0kg and

pr— 3 — l
I = 0.5m respectively, a = gy

X X U is selected as —%, %] X [-3,3] x [-300, 300]. To obtain the corresponding PLAM of the inverted pendulum by

linearization around the operating points (0;0; 0), (ig; 0; 0) and (i?—:; 0; 0). And the subspaces are selected as

Po={sl-Z<n <) ={sf<x <22} p= {122 <n < 2},
3 3 12 12 2

One obtains

_ 0 1 0 - 0 1 0 o 0 1 o0
0 [19.6000 0 —0.6667] T [4.7040 0 —0.2667] TrT [1.5955 0 —0.1585] ’

0 0 0
€= [0] G=-6G= [8.6533] G =-G= [12.3638] ‘

Notice that the dynamics equation of the inverted pendulum can be expressed as an affine nonlinear form by x () = f(x (t))+
g sinx;—amlx} sin(2x,)/2

g(x .(t)?u (t), where f(x'(t)) = T iameon and g(x (1)) = Wr—amicot o '
Similarly, the approximation error bounds are difficult to be obtained precisely. Thus, in this experiment, based on the method
in3Y, the norm-bounds of uncertainties are calculated as

~ [ Aox (1) = f(x )| B L[[Ax @) +C - fx @)
£ —max{ Ol ,||g(x(t))—BO||},sf —max{z O ,||g(x(t))—B,-||},
1

= L max |40+ € - Fx ()] i € 11.2.3.4)

—acos X,

(44)

at a series of vertex points within the operating region (xl s xz) S [—% %] X[—=3, 3]. One can calculate that £, = 0.02, £r= 0.01,
and £, = 0.35 through the numerical calculation of (@4 on these chosen vertex points.
Base on Algorithm 2, one can obtain the controller matrices and the sliding surface matrix as follows:

[D1|D3] B [3.00|—3.00]
~ [5.00]-5.00

K, = [46381.5662 13843.0990 —437.2131]
K, = K; = [13997.0179 4213.0535 —133.2537]
K, = K, = [8287.5168 1620.6117 —51.5002]

§ = [-0.1269 —0.0501 0.00066] .

26,27,28

It is noted that the constructed PALM has different input matrices in each partition. Therefore, the method in cannot

be extended to our case trivially.
Similarly, the function sgn (s (¢)) is approximated by the function
s (1)
IIs ()|l +0.020°
In the simulation, we set x (0) as [82° 0 0]. Fig.[2(a) and Fig.[2(b) show the inverted pendulum trajectories. One can observe
that both x (7) and u (¢) are moving within the chosen compact region and behave the asymptotic stable sliding motion. In view of
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Figure 2 The numerical experiment

highly nonlinearities w.r.t. the inverted pendulum, a large control input is required to restrict system dynamics on the proposed
integral sliding manifold and stabilize nonlinear system behaviors.

It is also observed from Fig. Plc) that the sliding mode is achieved prior to ¢t = 0.63s while the system trajectories converge
to the origin after t = 3s. That is, the controlled inverted pendulum enters the sliding mode before the system trajectories are
stabilized to the origin and behaves the ideal system dynamics afterwards.

It can be observed from the numerical results and Fig.2{(d) that the inverted pendulum trajectories converge to the equilibrium
with satisfied performance and no obvious chattering phenomenon appears. Note that the considered system plant has no constant
input matrices. The successful application shown in the numerical results demonstrates the advantages of the developed ISMPC
scheme.

In order to demonstrate the statement we made in Remark [T] that the sliding mode can be only achieved “in potential”, we
further consider the case that the system trajectories are initially placed at [88° 0 O], which is very close to the boundary of
the region of interest, and the control design results are shown in Fig. Bl One could observe that the system trajectories move
out X X U and the ideal stable sliding motion defined in this paper cannot be realized. This is because outside X X U, the
approximation PALM in @) and the piecewise integral sliding surface in (§)) are both undefined.

One can also observe from the simulation results of the two examples that first, the developed stabilization strategy is im-
plementable to both nonlinear systems in () with different input matrices or identical input channel; and second, the proposed
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State xy(t)
State z;(t)

X0
0 YO
Z1.53589

YO
0 Z1.53589
o

-3 -0 State xa(t)

Control input u(t)/200 Integral sliding variable s(t)

(a) The inverted pendulum trajectories move out X X U (b) The integral sliding surface is not maintained

Figure 3 An undefined case

ISMPC generates smooth control signals even around the boundary between different subspaces, while the closed-loop control
system behaves stable sliding motion.

S | CONCLUSIONS

A new ISMPC scheme has been proposed to stabilize the general continuous-time non-affine nonlinear systems through PALMs.
The proposed control strategy removes a restrictive assumption that is required in relevant research and shows significant con-
venience in coping with general nonlinear systems by constructing a piecewise integral sliding surface and a corresponding
piecewise sliding-mode parallel controller. Moreover, results on the universality of the proposed ISMPC scheme have been pro-
vided, which further demonstrates its usefulness. Future research topics include conservatism reduction, universality analysis
of different types of controllers and practical applications of the developed method.
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APPENDIX

A A USEFUL LEMMA

Lemma 2 (S-procedure 36), Given some symmetric matrices Sy, ..., S, . € R"™" the following conditions on .S, ..., S, p er Soé >
0, for V&€ # 0.
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éTS,-é‘ > 0, fori =1, ..., g, are fulfilled when there exists a series of scalars 7; > 0, ..., T, 2 0, such that

Sy — ifisi > 0.

i=1

B PROOF OF THEOREM 3

For a GES nonlinear system in (), a globally exponentially stable system as in (37) or (38) can be constructed. In view of
the universal approximation capability of the PALM#, for any positive scalars & 7+ €+ €, and €;, one can build the following
approximation system w.r.t. 37) on X x U:

)'c(t)=f(x,u)=f(x,u)+ef(x,u)+£g(x,u) B1)
u() =g (x,u)=g0x,u)+ e, (x,u)+¢; (x,u)
such that
T
lle, Ge,w)ll < /] [xT,uT]TII
llen G wll < ell[xT,u"] 7l (B2)
lleg (e, )l < &
lle; (x,w)ll < g
where f (x,u) and g (x, u) are defined in (37).
In particular, for the partition X 0> We have max {e 1€ h} =0.
The system in (BI)) is rewritten as
0= FER@) = FERO)+E,X0)+£, (%0, (B3)

where
Faa)=[fen’ gexu’]
£, x0) = e, w6, 0] - (B4)
E,(x(1) = [eg e,u)’, g (x, u)T] ’
Then, the piecewise integral sliding surface is designed as
t
s(t) = S x(1) — x(0) — / F(x(0)d6 ¢y =0, (BS)
0
while the piecewise sliding-mode parallel controller is constructed as
forx( C X, i€q
() =& @) = (r +a +v,1) S sgn(s (1) (B6)

It can be concluded from the procedure of Theorem [Tl that (B3) is reached and maintained from the beginning of evolution
and the resultant sliding motion is

) =FE0)- (R —RS'S ) e, (x(0),u®) — (R, — RS 'S,) £, (x (1), u(1)). (B7)

It follows from the Lyapunov converse theorem in#! that, along the trajectories of (38), there exist a Lyapunov function V' (%)
and four positive scalars b, b,, b3, and b, satisfying

bilIxII* < V (%) < bylIx]I? (B8)
aV (x
D F @ < byl (B9)
X
aV (x
I af )l < byl (B10)
X

where F (%) is defined in (38).
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On the other hand, the derivative of V (%) along the trajectories of (B3) satisfies

oo IV (x () 4
VEm) = PR ———F ()
WV (x(®) . WV (x® - o
=TF (x(®)+ x| (£ @) +&,(x 1)
— by IX N> + bymax {e,,, } IXOI* + bymax {e,. &} X D). (B11)
Case i: For the trajectories that move within the partition X o- one has that max {e o ,} 0. It then follows from (BIT) that
V(% (1) < —(bs — bymax {e, &, DIX O] (B12)
by choosing the appropriate approximation error bounds € , and ¢, such that
b
max {ef,eh} <3, (B13)
4

Case ii: For trajectories that move within the partitions X,,i € ®, one can conclude that the norm || %(#)|| is lower bounded.
Given a scalar 0 < 4 < 1/2, one can always choose the approximation error bounds €,, ¢;, € ;, and €, such that

by by,
max {e,. ¢} < Ab—i min]|% (1)]| < zb—jnx(t)u (B14)

and
max {6 8,} <(1—/1)_ (B15)
I b4’

which means b; — b, max {sf,eh} — Aby > 0.

By submitting (BI4) and (BI13) into (BI1)), we have

V (X(1) < =bslIx ()I* + (bymax {e,, €, } + Abs) X D)I>. (B16)
From (BI4)-(BI6), one has that along the trajectories of (BI) moving within X;,i € @,
V(2 (0) < -bllx 0 (B17)
where
b=b;— (bymax {£/,,} +c34) > 0. (B18)

Therefore, the semi-global exponential stability of (B3) is concluded based on the Lyapunov stability theory and the results

in (B12) and (B17).
We are now ready to analyze the stability of (B7) that can be treated as a perturbation system of (B3). By following the similar
procedure of (BS)—(BI8) and based on the subsequent facts:

(R, = RyS;'S,) e, (x (@), u) < (14 IRSHINIS) e, 1% @, (B19)
(R, — RyS; 'S, ) e, (x (1), u@)l < (1 + IRSTHINIS) €, (B20)
max {¢, } < ,1% min||x (7)|| <,1b—||>z(t)||, (B21)

4 4

the semi-global exponential stability of (B7) is guaranteed, by appropriately designing the approximation error bounds & 72Ens Ego
and ¢; such that

by
(1+1IR,S, SIS, ||)€f + max {8f, g} [1 - (2+1IR,S, SIS, 1) ] b (B22)
4
where :
0<i< N )
24 IRS IS
by and b, are defined in and (BIQ) respectively. [
C PROOF OF THEOREM 4

By using the piecewise sliding-mode parallel controller in (B6)), we have shown in Appendix [Blthat the piecewise integral sliding
surface in (B3) can be reached and maintained from the beginning of evolution. So now our main goal is to show that, for a
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GAS nonlinear system in (), its corresponding sliding motion in (B7) will be controlled to behave the semi-global asymptotic
stability. This can be done with the aid of V' (X (¢)) defined in (39)-(1).
The derivative of V (X (1)) defined in (39)-(1) along the trajectories of (B3) satisfies

. oV
V=" o)

_ WF(X ) + w (&, G0) + &, (1)

< —a5(Ix (@) + hmax {sf,eh} [ (O] + A max {eg, l} (C23)
Case i: For the trajectories that move within the partition X,), one has
V(&) < —a5(IX O + plIZON < —ay(IX )1 (C24)

if @2)) holds and the norm-bounds of the approximation error & 1 and €, satisfy
p
max &, &, < —. C25
{e/-en} A (C25)
Case ii: For trajectories that move within the partitions X,,i € @, the norm || x(¢)|| is lower bounded.
Given a scalar 0 < y < 1/2, one can always choose the approximation error bounds Egr €1 Efs and ¢, such that

max {e,.e,} < minll% O < u2 %0 (C26)
and
max {e,,¢,} < (I - /4)%, (C27)
which means
hmax {e,&,} + up < p. (C28)

By submitting (C26)- (C28)) into (C23), one has

V(@) < —a; (IXOI) + (hmax {e,,&,} + up) IX @)
< —a5(IX DI + plIXO)|
< —ay(Ix @), (C29)

if @2) holds. The semi-global asymptotic stability of (BI)) is then concluded by following from both (C24) and (C29).
The sliding motion in ( can be treated as a perturbation system of (B3)). Similar with the procedure of (C23)-(C29), by
choosing the norm-bounds of the approximation error €, £, €,, and ¢; such that

(L+1IRS,NS, ) e +max {ep, e, ) < [1= (24 1RSI ] (C30)

h’

where
1

2+ IRSH IS
p and h are defined in (1) and (@2), respectively, one can conclude that the (B7) is semi-globally asymptotically stable. [l

O<u<

References

1. Johansson MKI. Piecewise Linear Control Systems: A Computational Approach. Springer . 2003.

2. Kersting S, Buss M. Direct and indirect model reference adaptive control for multivariable piecewise affine systems. IEEE
Transactions on Automatic Control 2017; 62(11): 5634-5649.

3. LiP,LamJ, Kwok KW, Lu R. Stability and stabilization of periodic piecewise linear systems: A matrix polynomial approach.
Automatica 2018; 94: 1-8.

4. Julian P, Jordan M, Desages A. Canonical piecewise-linear approximation of smooth functions. IEEE Transactions on
Circuits and Systems I: Fundamental Theory and Applications 1998; 45(5): 567-571.



18

| Chunyang Zhang ET AL

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

Qiu J, Feng G, Gao H. Approaches to robust # static output feedback control of discrete-time piecewise-affine systems
with norm-bounded uncertainties. International Journal of Robust and Nonlinear Control 2011; 21(7): 790-814.

Zhang L, Ning Z, Zheng WX. Observer-based control for piecewise-affine systems with both input and output quantization.
IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control 2016; 62(11): 5858-5865.

. WeiY, Yu H, Karimi HR, Joo YH. New approach to fixed-order output-feedback control for piecewise-affine systems. /EEE

Transactions on Circuits and Systems I: Regular Papers 2018; 65(9): 2961-29609.

Desimini R, Prandini M. Robust constrained control of piecewise affine systems through set-based reachability computa-
tions. International Journal of Robust and Nonlinear Control 2020; 30(15): 5989-6020.

Xu N, Zhu Y, Chen X, Su CY. Passivity-based adaptive fault-tolerant control for continuous-time Markov jump PWA
systems with actuator faults. International Journal of Robust and Nonlinear Control 2022; 32(4): 2300-2312.

Utkin V. Variable structure systems with sliding modes. IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control 1977; 22(2): 212-222.

Razmi H, Afshinfar S. Neural network-based adaptive sliding mode control design for position and attitude control of a
quadrotor UAV. Aerospace Science and Technology 2019; 91: 12-27.

Wang Y, Feng Y, Zhang X, Liang J. A new reaching law for antidisturbance sliding-mode control of PMSM speed regulation
system. IEEE Transactions on Power Electronics 2019; 35(4): 4117-4126.

Wang S, Tao L, Chen Q, Na J, Ren X. USDE-based sliding mode control for servo mechanisms with unknown system
dynamics. IEEE/ASME Transactions on Mechatronics 2020; 25(2): 1056-1066.

Liu Z, Karimi HR, Yu J. Passivity-based robust sliding mode synthesis for uncertain delayed stochastic systems via state
observer. Automatica 2020; 111: 108596.

Wei Y, Karimi HR. Dynamic sliding mode control for nonlinear parameter-varying systems. International Journal of Robust
and Nonlinear Control 2021; 31(17): 8408-8419.

Zhang J, Shi D, Xia Y. Design of sliding mode output feedback controllers via dynamic sliding surface. Automatica 2021;
124: 109310.

Zhang J, Wu ZG, Xia Y. Finite-time composite disturbance rejection control for discrete-time Markovian jump systems.
IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control 2022; 67(12): 6866-6872.

Utkin V, Shi J. Integral sliding mode in systems operating under uncertainty conditions. In: the 35th IEEE Conference on
Decision and Control. IEEE. ; 1996; Kobe, Japan: 4591-4596.

Gao Q, Liu L, Feng G, Wang Y. Universal fuzzy integral sliding-mode controllers for stochastic nonlinear systems. /[EEE
Transactions on Cybernetics 2014; 44(12): 2658-2669.

Pan Y, Yang C, Pan L, Yu H. Integral sliding mode control: Performance, modification, and improvement. I[EEE Transactions
on Industrial Informatics 2017; 14(7): 3087-3096.

Gao Y, Liu J, Sun G, Liu M, Wu L. Fault deviation estimation and integral sliding mode control design for Lipschitz
nonlinear systems. Systems & Control Letters 2019; 123: 8—15.

Li J, Zhai D. A descriptor regular form-based approach to observer-based integral sliding mode controller design.
International Journal of Robust and Nonlinear Control 2021; 31(11): 5134-5148.

Zhang C, Gong D, Gao Q, Chen W, Wang J. A fuzzy integral sliding-mode parallel control approach for nonlinear descriptor
systems. Information Sciences 2022; 615: 491-503.

Cao SG, Rees NW, Feng G. Analysis and design for a class of complex control systems part I: Fuzzy modelling and
identification. Automatica 1997; 33(6): 1017-1028.



Chunyang Zhang ET AL | 19

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.
42.

43.

Ho DW, Niu Y. Robust fuzzy design for nonlinear uncertain stochastic systems via sliding-mode control. IEEE Transactions
on Fuzzy Systems 2007; 15(3): 350-358.

Rubagotti M, Estrada A, Castafios F, Ferrara A, Fridman L. Integral sliding mode control for nonlinear systems with matched
and unmatched perturbations. IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control 2011; 56(11): 2699-2704.

LiH, YuJ, Hilton C, Liu H. Adaptive sliding-mode control for nonlinear active suspension vehicle systems using T—S fuzzy
approach. IEEE Transactions on Industrial Electronics 2013; 60(8): 3328-3338.

Jiang B, Karimi HR, Kao Y, Gao C. A novel robust fuzzy integral sliding mode control for nonlinear semi-Markovian jump
T-S fuzzy systems. IEEE Transactions on Fuzzy Systems 2018; 26(6): 3594-3604.

Xi Z, Feng G, Hesketh T. Piecewise integral sliding-mode control for T-S fuzzy systems. IEEE Transactions on Fuzzy
Systems 2010; 19(1): 65-74.

Gao Q, Liu L, Feng G, Wang Y, Qiu J. Universal fuzzy integral sliding-mode controllers based on T-S fuzzy models. IEEE
Transactions on Fuzzy Systems 2013; 22(2): 350-362.

Teixeira M, Zak S. Stabilizing controller design for uncertain nonlinear systems using fuzzy models. I[EEE Transactions on
Fuzzy Systems 1999; 7(2): 133-142.

Rodrigues L, Boyd S. Piecewise-affine state feedback for piecewise-affine slab systems using convex optimization. Systems
& Control Letters 2005; 54(9): 835-853.

Tong S, Wang T, Li Y, Zhang H. Adaptive neural network output feedback control for stochastic nonlinear systems with
unknown dead-zone and unmodeled dynamics. IEEE Transactions on Cybernetics 2013; 44(6): 910-921.

Wen S, Chen MZ, Zeng Z, Huang T, Li C. Adaptive neural-fuzzy sliding-mode fault-tolerant control for uncertain nonlinear
systems. IEEE Transactions on Systems, Man, and Cybernetics: Systems 2017; 47(8): 2268-2278.

Yang D, Li T, Xie X, Zhang H. Event-triggered integral sliding-mode control for nonlinear constrained-input systems with
disturbances via adaptive dynamic programming. IEEE Transactions on Systems, Man, and Cybernetics: Systems 2020;
50(11): 4086-4096.

Boyd S, El Ghaoui L, Feron E, Balakrishnan V. Linear Matrix Inequalities in System and Control Theory. Philadelphia,
PA, USA: SIAM . 1994.

Zhang C, Hu J, Qiu J, Chen Q. Event-triggered nonsynchronized 7, filtering for discrete-time T—S fuzzy systems based
on piecewise Lyapunov functions. IEEE Transactions on Systems, Man, and Cybernetics: Systems 2017; 47(8): 2330-2341.

Wang M, Qiu J, Feng G. A novel piecewise affine filtering design for T-S fuzzy affine systems using past output
measurements. [EEE Transactions on Cybernetics 2020; 50(4): 1509-1518.

Farbood M, Shasadeghi M, Niknam T, Safarinejadian B. Fuzzy Lyapunov-based model predictive sliding-mode control of
nonlinear systems: An ellipsoid recursive feasibility approach. IEEE Transactions on Fuzzy Systems 2022; 30(6): 1929-
1938.

Wang KY, So AMC, Chang TH, Ma WK, Chi CY. Outage constrained robust transmit optimization for multiuser MISO
downlinks: Tractable approximations by conic optimization. IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing 2014; 62(21): 5690—
5705.

Khalil HK, Grizzle JW. Nonlinear Systems. Des Moines, IA, USA: Prentice Hall . 2002.
Chua L, Deng A. Canonical piecewise-linear modeling. IEEE Transactions on Circuits and Systems 1986; 33(5): 511-525.

Zhang T, Feng G. Output tracking of piecewise-linear systems via error feedback regulator with application to syn-
chronization of nonlinear Chua’s circuit. IEEE Transactions on Circuits and Systems I: Regular Papers 2007; 54(8):
1852-1863.



	An Integral Sliding-Mode Parallel Control Approach for General Nonlinear Systems via Piecewise Affine Linear Models
	Abstract
	1 Introduction
	2 System Description and Preliminaries
	3 Integral Sliding-Mode Parallel Control
	3.1 An Integral Sliding-Mode Parallel Controller
	3.2 The Sliding Motion
	3.3 Universality Discussion

	4 Simulation Studies
	4.1 Nonlinear Chua’s Circuit
	4.2 Inverted Pendulum

	5 Conclusions
	Appendix
	A A useful Lemma
	B Proof of Theorem 3
	C Proof of Theorem 4
	References


