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Optimal Output Consensus of Second-Order Uncertain Nonlinear
Systems on Weight-Unbalanced Directed Networks

Jin Zhang, Lu Liu, Senior Member, IEEE, and Haibo Ji

Abstract—This paper investigates the distributed optimal out-
put consensus problem of second-order uncertain nonlinear
multi-agent systems over weight-unbalanced directed networks.
Under the standard assumption that local cost functions are
strongly convex with globally Lipschitz gradients, a novel dis-
tributed dynamic state feedback controller is developed such
that the outputs of all the agents reach the optimal solution
to minimize the global cost function which is the sum of all
the local cost functions. The controller design is based on
a two-layer strategy, where a distributed optimal coordinator
and a reference-tracking controller are proposed to address
the challenges arising from unbalanced directed networks and
uncertain nonlinear functions respectively. A key feature of the
proposed controller is that the nonlinear functions containing
the uncertainties and disturbances are not required to be globally
Lipschitz. Furthermore, by exploiting adaptive control technique,
no prior knowledge of the uncertainties or disturbances is
required either. Two simulation examples are finally provided
to illustrate the effectiveness of the proposed control scheme.

Index Terms—distributed optimization, nonlinear systems,
adaptive control, weight-unbalanced, directed networks.

I. INTRODUCTION

IN the past decade, the distributed optimization problem
(DOP) has experienced significant advance due to its wide

applications in a broad range of areas, including power sys-
tems, resource allocation and sensor networks, see [1]–[3].
The typical DOP aims at driving all the agents in a distributed
manner towards the optimal solution of a global cost function
which is often defined to be the sum of all the local cost
functions attached to individual agents. Many existing works
on this topic primarily focus on discrete-time cases, see,
for example, [4]–[8] and references therein. More recently,
much effort has been devoted to distributed continuous-time
optimization problems [9]–[17]. A plausible reason is that
many practical systems operate in a continuous-time setting,
such as unmanned vehicles and robots among others [1].

It is worth noting that the conventional DOP in the afore-
mentioned works can be reformulated as a distributed optimal
output consensus (OOC) problem of multi-agent systems with
single integrator agent dynamics. However, several engineer-
ing scenarios in practice could be formulated as the OOC
problem of multi-agent systems with more general agent
dynamics, such as the economic dispatch in power systems
[18], rigid body attitude formation control [19] and source
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seeking in multi-robot systems [20]. Some works have been
reported recently in solving the OOC problem of multi-agent
systems with double integrators agent dynamics [12]–[14] and
high-order linear agent dynamics [15]–[17] over undirected
graphs.

More recently, several works on distributed optimization
of nonlinear multi-agent systems are reported [21]–[27]. The
authors in [21] propose two distributed controllers to solve
the OOC problem for output feedback nonlinear systems over
undirected graphs, while the authors in [22] address the same
problem for the same nonlinear systems but over balanced
directed graphs. It should be pointed out that the nonlinear dy-
namics considered in [21], [22] contain external disturbances,
and an internal model is designed to address this challenge.
Later, based on a two-layer control strategy, the authors in
[23] develop an adaptive controller to deal with the difficulty
resulting from unknown nonlinear dynamics. The developed
controller consists of an optimal coordinator that generates
the optimal solution and a reference-tracking controller that
ensures each agent follows its private optimal coordinator.
However, the proposed controller can only be applied when
the unknown nonlinear dynamics are linearly parameterized,
and thus greatly limits the scope of its application. The authors
in [24] and [25] investigate the distributed optimization prob-
lem and resource allocation problem of multi-agent systems
with second-order nonlinear dynamics respectively, where the
nonlinear functions are unfortunately required to be globally
Lipschitz. The distributed optimization problem of multi-agent
systems with more general nonlinear dynamics in normal form
are considered in [26], [27].

It is noted that the network topologies in the above-
mentioned works are limited to undirected graphs or balanced
digraphs. However, since the information exchange between
agents may be unidirectional due to limited bandwidth, it
is thus of both theoretical and practical significance to con-
sider weight-unbalanced directed networks. In the discrete-
time case, some push-sum and push-pull based strategies
are proposed in [5]–[8] to tackle general directed graphs by
exploiting a row or column stochastic matrix. Inspired by
the graph balancing technique in [28], [29], a distributed
continuous-time control strategy is proposed in [30] by utiliz-
ing the left eigenvector corresponding to the zero eigenvalue
of the Laplacian matrix to tackle weight-unbalanced directed
networks. However, the technique cannot be adopted when the
left eigenvector is not known a priori. Furthermore, to remove
the explicit dependency on the left eigenvector corresponding
to the zero eigenvalue of the Laplacian matrix, the authors in
[31] propose a novel distributed algorithm with its gradient
term being divided by an auxiliary variable. One limitation in
the above works is that only single integrator agent dynamics
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are considered.
This paper considers the OOC problem of multi-agent sys-

tems with second-order nonlinear agent dynamics in the pres-
ence of uncertainties and disturbances over weight-unbalanced
directed networks. Generally, main challenges in solving the
problem arise from uncertain nonlinear dynamics/disturbances
and unbalanced directed graphs. To address these challenges,
we first convert the OOC problem into a reference-tracking
problem by designing a distributed coordinator and then sta-
bilize the obtained augmented system with a state feedback
controller. The contributions of this paper in comparison to
those existing relevant works are summarized as follows.

1) In contrary to undirected or balanced directed graphs con-
sidered in [9]–[11], [25]–[27], this work concentrates on the
more general and also more challenging weight-unbalanced
directed networks. It is shown that the proposed controller is
capable of tackling the imbalance arising from general directed
networks, and thus is expected to be more widely applicable.

2) Compared to integrator-type or linear agent dynamics
considered in [9]–[11], [30]–[32], nonlinear agent dynamics
with uncertainties and external disturbances are studied in this
work. The adaptive control technique is exploited in controller
design for practical cases where no prior knowledge of the
uncertainties is available. In addition, an internal model is
designed for each agent to deal with the external disturbance,
which is not considered in [25]–[27].

3) Different from the existing works [24]–[26] where
nonlinear functions are required to be globally Lipschitz,
this work does not suffer from such a restriction. It is thus
expected that the distributed controller developed in this
paper can be applied more widely in practice.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Some
necessary preliminaries are firstly reviewed in Section II.
The problem formulation and main results of this paper are
then given in Section III and Section IV, respectively. Two
simulation examples are provided in Section V to illustrate
the effectiveness of the proposed controller, and the conclusion
and future challenges are finally given in Section VI.

Notations: R, Rn and RN×N refer to the sets of real
numbers, n-dimensional real vectors and N -dimensional real
square matrices, respectively. 0N and 1N are used to describe
the N -dimensional column vector with all entries equal to
0 and 1, respectively. In represents the identity matrix of
dimension n×n. ‖·‖ denotes the Euclidean norm of vectors or
induced 2-norm of matrices. Ai and Aji represent the i-th row
elements and the (i, j) entry of matrix A, respectively. For ma-
trices A and B, their Kronecker product is denoted as A⊗B.
xT and AT refer to the transpose of vector x and matrix A,
respectively. col (x1, x2, . . . , xn) represents a column vector
with x1, x2, . . . , xn being its elements. diag (x1, x2, . . . , xn)
represents a diagonal matrix with x1, x2, . . . , xn being its
diagonal elements. For a differentiable function f : Rn → R,
∇f denotes its gradient. A continuous function α : [0, a) →
[0,∞) is said to belong to class K if it is strictly increasing
and α(0) = 0. It is said to belong to class K∞ if it belongs
to class K and limr→∞ α(r) =∞.

II. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we present some preliminaries on graph
theory, convex analysis, and perturbed system theory.

A. Graph Theory

A graph is used to represent the information flow between
agents. A weighted directed graph (in short, a digraph) of order
N can be described by a triplet G = (V, E ,A), which consists
of a set V = {1, . . . , N} of nodes, a collection E ⊆ V ×V of
ordered pairs of nodes, called edges, and a weighted adjacency
matrix A. For i, j ∈ V , the ordered pair (j, i) ∈ E denotes an
edge from j to i, which means that the i-th agent can receive
information from the j-th agent, but not vice versa. In this
case, node j is called an in-neighbor of node i, and node i is
called an out-neighbor of node j. The in-degree din(i) and out-
degree dout(i) of agent i are the numbers of its in-neighbors
and out-neighbors, respectively. In a digraph, a directed path is
an ordered sequence of nodes in which any pair of consecutive
nodes is a directed edge. A self-loop is an edge from a node
to itself. Consistent with a common convention, it is assumed
that there is no self-loop in a digraph. A digraph is said to be
strongly connected if for any node, there exists a directed path
from any other node to itself. The weighted adjacency matrix
is denoted as A = [aij ] ∈ RN×N , where aij > 0 if (j, i) ∈ E ,
otherwise aij = 0. Besides, aii = 0 for all i since there is no
self-loop. Moreover, the Laplacian matrix L = [lij ] ∈ RN×N
associated with the digraph G is defined as lii =

∑N
j=1 aij

and lij = −aij for i 6= j. A digraph G is weight balanced
if and only if 1T

NL = 0T
N . One may refer to [33] for more

details on graph theory.

Lemma 1. [29], [33] Let L be the Laplacian matrix asso-
ciated with a strongly connected directed graph G. Then the
following statements hold.

i) There exists a positive left eigenvector
% = (%1, %2, . . . , %N )

T associated with the zero
eigenvalue of the Laplacian matrix such that %TL = 0T

N

and
∑N
i=1 %i = 1.

ii) Let R = diag (%1, %2, . . . , %N ) and L̄ =
(
RL+LTR

)
/2.

Then L̄ is positive semidefinite, and its eigenvalues can
be ordered as 0 = λ1 < λ2 ≤ λ3 ≤ . . . ≤ λN .

iii) exp(−Lt) is a nonnegative matrix with positive diagonal
entries for all t > 0, and limt→∞ exp(−Lt) = 1N%

T.

B. Convex Analysis

In this subsection, the definitions of Lipschitz continuity and
strong convexity are recalled, please see [34] for more details.

A differentiable function c : Rn → R is said to be $-
strongly convex on Rn if there exists a constant $ > 0 such
that (x−y)T(∇c(x)−∇c(y)) ≥ $‖x−y‖2 for all x, y ∈ Rn.
A function g : Rn → Rn is said to be globally Lipschitz on
Rn if there exists a constant ι > 0 such that ‖g(x)− g(y)‖ ≤
ι‖x− y‖ for all x, y ∈ Rn.

C. Perturbed System Theory

Last but not least, a theory of perturbed system which
facilitates subsequent analysis is recalled in this subsection.
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Lemma 2. Consider the following perturbed system

ẋ = f(t, x) + g(t, x). (1)

Let x = 0 be an exponentially stable equilibrium point of
the nominal system ẋ = f(t, x), where f is continuously
differentiable and its Jacobian matrix [∂f/∂x] is bounded on
Rn. Suppose the perturbation term g(t, x) satisfies g(t, 0) = 0
and ‖g(t, x)‖ ≤ γ(t)‖x‖, where limt→∞ γ(t) = 0. Then,
the origin is an exponentially stable equilibrium point of the
perturbed system (1).

Proof. It can be proved by a simple combination of Corollary
9.1 and Lemma 9.5 in [35].

III. PROBLEM FORMULATION

Consider a heterogeneous multi-agent system composed of
N agents over a weight-unbalanced directed network. The
dynamics of the agents are described by the following second-
order uncertain nonlinear systems,

ẋi1 = xi2,

ẋi2 = fi (xi1, xi2, v, w) + bi(w)ui, (2)
yi = xi1, i = 1, 2, . . . , N,

where xi = col(xi1, xi2) ∈ R2 is the state of the i-th agent,
ui ∈ R and yi ∈ R are its control input and measurement
output, respectively. w ∈W represents an uncertain parameter
vector, with W ⊂ Rnw being an unknown compact set.
v ∈ Rnv is an exogenous signal representing the disturbance
generated by the following uncertain linear exosystem,

v̇ = S(σ)v, (3)

where σ ∈ Rnσ represents an uncertain constant vector
belonging to an unknown compact set S. For i = 1, 2, . . . , N ,
fi and bi are assumed to be sufficiently smooth functions
satisfying fi(0, 0, 0, w) = 0 and bi(w) > 0 for all w ∈W.

Remark 1. Compared with existing works, the nonlinear dy-
namics considered in this work are more general in at least two
aspects. On one hand, unlike [24], [25] where the nonlinear
functions fi’s are required to satisfy the globally Lipschitz
condition, this work does not suffer from such a restriction.
On the other hand, the nonlinear dynamics considered in this
work contain external disturbances generated by an exosystem
(3), which cannot be handled in [24], [25], [27]. It is also
worth pointing out that the exosystem (3) can produce a large
class of external signals, such as sinusoidal, step and ramp
type signals [36].

In addition, it is assumed that each agent i possesses a
local cost function ci(s) : R → R with its local decision
variable s ∈ R. It should be emphasized that the local
cost function ci(·) is only avaliable to agent i. Define the
global cost function and its corresponding optimal solution
as c(s) =

∑N
i=1 ci(s) and s? ∈ R, respectively. To seek the

global minimizer in a distributed manner, the controller design
for each agent is only allowed to make use of information from

its in-neighbors and itself. More specifically, the controller is
expected to take the following form,

ui =κi1
(
∇fi, xi, υj , j ∈ N̄i

)
,

υ̇i =κi2
(
∇fi, xi, υj , j ∈ N̄i

)
,

(4)

where κi1 and κi2 are sufficiently smooth functions vanishing
at the origin, N̄i = Ni ∪ {i} is a set containing the in-
neighbors and itself of agent i, υi ∈ Rniυ is a state of the
dynamic controller with its dimention niυ to be specificed
later.

The objective of this work is to develop a distributed state
feedback controller such that the following defined distributed
optimal output consensus problem for second-order uncer-
tain nonlinear multi-agent systems over weight-unbalanced
directed networks can be solved.

Problem 1. Consider the multi-agent system (2) and the
exosystem (3) under the directed graph G with local cost
functions ci(·)’s, and nonempty compact sets W ⊆ Rnw
and S ⊆ Rnσ , which are not necessarily known. Design a
distributed dynamic state feedback controller of the form (4)
such that, for any constant vector col(w, σ) ∈W×S, the tra-
jectories of the closed-loop system composed of the dynamics
(2) and the distributed controller (4) starting form any initial
state xi(0) = x0 and v(0) = v0 exists and is bounded for all
t ≥ 0, moreover, the outputs yi, i = 1, 2, . . . , N converge to
the optimal value s? which minimizes the global cost function
c(s) =

∑n
i=1 ci(s) as time goes to infinity.

To solve Problem 1, the following standard assumptions are
needed.

Assumption 1. The local cost function ci is continuously
differentiable and $i-strongly convex, and ∇ci is globally
Lipschitz on R with constant ιi.

Remark 2. The strong convexities of local cost functions in
Assumption 1 guarantee the existence and uniqueness of the
optimal solution s? ∈ R. Assumption 1 is standard for solving
the distributed optimization problem, and thus commonly used
in many existing works, for example, [11], [27], [31].

Assumption 2. The directed graph G is strongly connected.

Assumption 3. The exosystem is neutrally stable, i.e., all the
eigenvalues of S(σ) are semi-simple with zero real parts for
all σ ∈ S.

Remark 3. Under Assumption 3, it can be shown that given
any initial condition v(0) ∈ Rnv , the state v(t) of the
exosystem (3) is bounded for all t ≥ 0. Therefore, there exists
a compact set D ⊆ Rnv ×W × S to which d = col(v, w, σ)
belongs for all t ≥ 0. It is worth emphasizing that we only
rely on the compactness of the set D in the follow-up analysis,
and do not need a prior knowledge of its exact bound.

IV. MAIN RESULTS

In this section, a distributed optimal output consensus strat-
egy based on a two-layer structure is developed to solve the
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Agent dynamics (2)ẋi1 = xi2
ẋi2 = fi (xi, v, w) + biui
yi = xi1

Error system (6){
˙̄xi1 = x̄i2 − ẏri
˙̄xi2 = f̄i1 + f̄i2 + bi(ui − u?i )

Augmented system (16)
˙̄xi1 = −γx̄i1 + ϑi − ẏri
˙̃ηi = Miη̃i + f̃i1 − b−1

i Niεi
ϑ̇i = f̃i2 + bi

(
ui−Ψi(σ)ηi

)
+ εi

Optimal coordinator (5)
ẏri = − 1

ξii
∇ci (yri )− β2zi

− β1
∑N
i=1 aij(y

r
i − yrj )

· · ·

Internal model (11)
η̇i = Miηi +Niui

Stabilizer (17){
ui=−kiρi(ϑi)ϑi+Ψ̄iηi

k̇i = ρi (ϑi)ϑ
2
i ,

˙̄Ψi = −ηTi ϑi

Neighbors’ yrj

xi

yri

x̄i

ηi

ϑi

ui

ηi

+

Ψi(σ)ηi

ui

Reference-tracking controller

Fig. 1. Design diagram for distributed optimal output consensus over weight-unbalanced directed networks.

problem by addressing the difficulties resulting from weight-
unbalanced directed graphs and uncertain nonlinear dynamics.
The architecture of the two-layer strategy is depicted in Fig.
1. The upper layer is a distributed optimal coordinator for
each agent, which cooperates with others to generate a local
reference signal yri that eventually converges to the optimal so-
lution, while the lower layer is a reference-tracking controller
for each agent to track its private reference signal yri .

In what follows, the distributed optimal coordinator for each
agent will be first developed. An associated error system is
then defined such that the Problem 1 can be converted to
a reference-tracking problem. Then by adopting an internal
model to handle the external disturbance in agent dynamics, an
adaptive stabilizer will be proposed to deal with the augmented
system composed of the obtained error system and internal
model.

A. Distributed Optimal Coordinator Design

In this subsection, we design the distributed optimal coordi-
nator to generate the optimal solution for the concerned multi-
agent system over the unbalanced directed network. Then
by embedding the optimal coordinator in the feedback loop,
the optimal output consensus problem under consideration
is converted to a reference-tracking problem, which will be
addressed in the next subsection. Specifically, inspired by [31],
the optimal coordinator is designed for each agent i as follows,

ẏri = − 1

ξii
∇ci (yri )− β1

N∑
i=1

aij
(
yri − yrj

)
− β2zi, (5a)

żi = β1

N∑
i=1

aij
(
yri − yrj

)
, zi(0) = 0, (5b)

ξ̇i = −
N∑
j=1

aij(ξi − ξj), (5c)

where yri ∈ R represents the generated reference signal for
agent i, zi ∈ R and ξi ∈ RN are auxiliary variables, with
ξki being its k-th component and initial value ξi(0) satisfying
ξii(0) = 1, otherwise ξki (0) = 0 for all k 6= i. β1 and β2

are two positive constants to be determined later. The optimal
coordinator for each agent only requires information of its
neighbors and itself, and thus is distributed.

Define ξ = col (ξ1, ξ2, . . . , ξN ). Then the dynamics of ξ can
be written as ξ̇ = − (L ⊗ IN ) ξ. Recall that ξii(0) = 1, and
ξki (0) = 0 for all k 6= i. It then follows from iii) of Lemma 1
that

ξii(t) = [exp (− (L ⊗ IN ) t)](i−1)N+i · ξ(0)

= [exp (− (L ⊗ IN ) t)]
(i−1)N+i
(i−1)N+i · ξ

i
i(0) > 0,

for all t ≥ 0. Therefore, the algorithm (5a) is well de-
fined. Moreover, it can be deduced that limt→∞ ξ(t) =
limt→∞ exp

(
− (L ⊗ IN )t

)
ξ(0) =

(
1N%

T ⊗ IN
)
ξ(0) =

1N ⊗ %, which implies that limt→∞ ξii(t) = %i exponentially.

Remark 4. The design of the optimal coordinator (5) takes
the modified Lagrange structure as proposed in [11], with
the gradient term ∇ci being divided by ξii to address the
imbalance resulting from general directed networks. A similar
approach in [30] is to divide the gradient term by the left
eigenvector % corresponding to the zero eigenvalue of the
Laplacian matrix. However, it is worth noting that the left
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eigenvector % is of global information, which may not be
available in advance. Hence, the utilization of ξii provides
an alternative so that the explicit dependence of the left
eigenvector % can be avoided.

Now, we show that the generated signals yri , i = 1, 2, . . . , N
eventually tend to the optimal value s?, summarized in the
following result.

Theorem 1. Consider the distributed optimal coordinators (5)
under Assumptions 1 and 2. Given zi(0) = 0 and any initial
conditions yri (0) for i = 1, 2, . . . , N , there exist sufficiently
large positive constants β1 and β2 such that the generated
reference signals yri ’s are bounded for all t ≥ 0, and
exponentially converge to the optimal solution s? of the global
cost function.

Proof. The proof is given in Appendix A.

Next, by taking yri as a reference to be tracked by agent
i, the optimal output consensus problem can be converted to
a reference-tracking problem. To this end, an error system
is defined by embedding the optimal coordinator (5) into
the second-order agent dynamics (2). More specifically, let
x?i = col(yri , 0) and introduce the transformation x̄i = xi−x?i ,
where x̄i = col(x̄i1, x̄i2). Then, the dynamics of x̄i1 and x̄i2
can be described as follows,

˙̄xi1 =x̄i2 − ẏri ,
˙̄xi2 =f̄i1 (x̄i1, x̄i2, y

r
i , d) + f̄i2 (yri , s

?, d)

+ bi(w) (ui − u?i (s?, d)) ,

(6)

where d = col(v, w, σ), f̄i1 (x̄i1, x̄i2, y
r
i , d) =

fi (xi1, xi2, v, w) − fi (yri , 0, v, w), f̄i2 (yri , s
?, d) =

fi (yri , 0, v, w) − fi (s?, 0, v, w), u?i (s?, d) =
−fi (s?, 0, v, w) /bi(w). Recalling that bi(w) > 0 for
all w ∈ W, u?i (s?, d) is well-defined. Moreover, it follows
from the smoothness of fi that f̄i1 and f̄i2 are sufficiently
smooth functions satisfyinig f̄i1 (0, 0, yri , d) = 0 for all
yri ∈ R and d ∈ D.

Consider a dynamic controller of the following form for the
error system (6),

ui =κ̄i1
(
x̄i, ῡj , j ∈ N̄i

)
,

˙̄υi =κ̄i2
(
x̄i, ῡj , j ∈ N̄i

)
,

(7)

where κ̄i1 and κ̄i2 are sufficiently smooth functions vanishing
at the origin, N̄i = Ni∪{i} is defined to be the same as that in
(4), and ῡi ∈ Rniῡ is the state of the dynamic controller with
its dimention niῡ to be specificed later. Now we are ready to
present the following reference-tracking problem.

Problem 2. Given the error system (6), the optimal coordina-
tor (5), and nonempty compact sets W ⊆ Rnw and S ⊆ Rnσ ,
which are not necessarily known, design a distributed dynamic
feedback controller of the form (7) such that, for any constant
vector col(w, σ) ∈ W × S, the trajectories of the closed-
loop system composed of the error system (6), the optimal
coordinator (5) and the dynamic controller (7) is bounded for
all t ≥ 0, and the error states x̄i’s tend to the origin as time
goes to infinity.

The following lemma shows that the optimal output con-
sensus Problem 1 is solved as long as the reference-tracking
Problem 2 is solved.

Lemma 3. Suppose that Assumptions 1-3 hold and there exists
a smooth dynamic controller of the form (7) that solves the
Problem 2 for the error system (6). Then, Problem 1 can be
solved by a distributed dynamic controller composed of (5)
and (7).

Proof. By the triangle inequality, one has |yi − s?| ≤ |yi −
yri |+ |yri − s?|. It follows from Theorem 1 that yri is bounded
for all t ≥ 0 and limt→∞ yri = s?. By the definition of x̄i,
one obtains that limt→∞ yi = yri as long as Problem 2 is
solved. Therefore, one can conclude that limt→∞ yi = s?,
and Problem 1 is thus solved.

B. Reference-Tracking Controller Design

In this subsection, a novel dynamic state feedback controller
is developed to solve the reference-tracking Problem 2. The
design of the reference-tracking controller can be accom-
plished by the following four steps.

Step 1. The error system (6) is transformed into a new
system of relative degree one. To this end, define ϑi = x̄i2 +
γx̄i1, where γ > 1 is a constant to be specified later. Then the
dynamics of ϑi can be described as follows,

ϑ̇i =f̂i (x̄i1, ϑi, y
r
i , d) + f̄i2 (yri , s

?, d)

+ bi(w) (ui − u?i (s?, d))− γẏri ,

where f̂i(x̄i1, ϑi, yri , d) = f̄i1(x̄i1, x̄i2, y
r
i , d) +γ(−γx̄i1 +ϑi)

is smooth and satisfies f̂i (0, 0, yri , d) = 0 for all yri ∈ R and
d ∈ D.

It can be seen that to prove that both x̄i1 and x̄i2 asymp-
totically converge to the origin, it is sufficient to show that
(x̄i1, ϑi) = (0, 0) is an asymptotically stable equilibrium point
of the following system of relative degree one,

˙̄xi1 =− γx̄i1 + ϑi − ẏri ,
ϑ̇i =f̂i (x̄i1, ϑi, y

r
i , d) + f̄i2 (yri , s

?, d)

+ bi(w) (ui − u?i (s?, d))− γẏri .
(8)

Step 2. An internal model is designed such that the feed-
forward variable u?i (s?, d) can be asymptotically reproduced.
Due to the presence of uncertain parameter d, the feed-forward
term u?i (s?, d) in (8) is unavailable for feedback. To tackle this
challenge, we need an additional standard assumption [21],
[36].

Assumption 4. The functions u?i (s?, d) = u?i (s?, v, w, σ),
i = 1, 2, . . . , N are polynomials in v with coefficients depend-
ing on s?, w and σ.

Now, we are ready to design an internal model to generate
the feed-forward term u?i (s?, d). More specifically, under
Assumptions 3 and 4, there exist integers si, i = 1, 2, . . . , N
such that for all col(w, σ) ∈W× S, one has

dsiu?i (s?, d)

dtsi
=`i1(σ)u?i (s?, d) + `i2(σ)

du?i (s?, d)

dt

+ · · ·+ `isi(σ)
d(si−1)u?i (s?, d)

dt(si−1)
,
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where `i1(σ), `i2(σ), . . . `isi(σ), i = 1, 2, . . . , N are scalars
such that the roots of the polynomials Pσi (v) = vsi−`i1(σ)−
`i2(σ)v − · · · − `isi(σ)vsi−1 are distinct with zero real parts
for all σ ∈ S. Let

Φi(σ)=


0 1 · · · 0
...

...
. . .

...
0 0 · · · 1

`i1(σ) `i2(σ) · · · `isi(σ)

, Γi =


1
0
...
0


T

. (9)

It then can be verified that (Γi,Φi(σ)) , i = 1, 2, . . . , N
are observable for all σ ∈ S. Let τi (s?, d) =

col
(
u?i (s?, d) ,

du?i (s?,d)
dt , . . . ,

d(si−1)u?i (s?,d)

dt(si−1)

)
. One thus has

τ̇i (s?, d) = Φi(σ)τi (s?, d) , u?i (s?, d) = Γiτi (s?, d) . (10)

Let (Mi, Ni) , i = 1, 2, . . . , N be any controllable pairs,
where Mi ∈ Rsi×si is a Hurwitz matrix, and Ni ∈ Rsi×1 is a
column vector. Then the following internal model is proposed,

η̇i = Miηi +Niui, i = 1, 2, . . . , N. (11)

Since for all σ ∈ S, the spectra of Φi(σ) and Mi are disjoint,
there exists a nonsingular matrix Ti(σ) satisfying the Sylvester
equation,

Ti(σ)Φi(σ)−MiTi(σ) = NiΓi. (12)

Let θi (s?, d) = Ti(σ)τi (s?, d) and η̃i = ηi − θi (s?, d) −
b−1
i (w)Niϑi. By using (10) and (12), one can deduce that

˙̃ηi=Miη̃i+b
−1
i (w)MiNiϑi−b−1

i (w)Niϑ̇i+Ni
(
ui−u?i(s?, d)

)
=Miη̃i + f̃i1 (x̄i1, ϑi, y

r
i , d)−b−1

i (w)Ni
(
f̄i2−γẏri

)
, (13)

where f̃i1 (x̄i1, ϑi, y
r
i , d) = −b−1

i (w)Nif̂i (x̄i1, ϑi, y
r
i , d) +

b−1
i (w)MiNiϑi is smooth and satisfies f̃i1 (0, 0, yri , d) = 0

for all yri ∈ R and d ∈ D. Meanwhile, by referring to (10),
one has u?i (s?, d) = Γiτi (s?, d) = ΓiT

−1
i (σ)θi (s?, d) ,

Ψi(σ)θi (s?, d). It then follows that

bi(w)u?i (s?, d) = bi(w)Ψi(σ)θi (s?, d)

=− bi(w)Ψi(σ)η̃i + bi(w)Ψi(σ)ηi −Ψi(σ)Niϑi. (14)

Thus, by using (8) and (14), one obtains that

ϑ̇i =f̂i (x̄i1, ϑi, y
r
i , d) + bi(w)Ψi(σ)η̃i − bi(w)Ψi(σ)ηi

+ Ψi(σ)Niϑi + bi(w)ui + f̄i2 (yri , s
?, d)− γẏri

,f̃i2 (x̄i1, η̃i, ϑi, y
r
i , d) + f̄i2 (yri , s

?, d)

− bi(w)Ψi(σ)ηi + bi(w)ui − γẏri , (15)

where f̃i2 (x̄i1, η̃i, ϑi, y
r
i , d) = f̂i (x̄i1, ϑi, y

r
i , d) +

bi(w)Ψi(σ)η̃i + Ψi(σ)Niϑi is a smooth function satisfying
f̃i2 (0, 0, 0, yri , d) = 0 for all yri ∈ R and d ∈ D.

Let εi (yri , ẏ
r
i , s

?, d) = f̄i2 (yri , s
?, d)−γẏri . Then by noting

the equation (13) resulting from the internal model (11), we
can obtain the following augmented error system,

˙̄xi1 =− γx̄i1 + ϑi − ẏri ,
˙̃ηi =Miη̃i + f̃i1 − b−1

i (w)Niεi,

ϑ̇i =f̃i2 + bi(w)
(
ui −Ψi(σ)ηi

)
+ εi.

(16)

Step 3. A result on the ISS property of x̄i1- and η̃i-
subsystems of (16) is presented. Denote χi = col(x̄i1, η̃i). The
following lemma describes the ISS property on χi-subsystem.

Lemma 4. Consider χi-subsystem of (16). There exists a
continuously differentiable function Vi1(χi) such that, for all
yri ∈ R and d ∈ D, the following inequalities are satisfied,

αiχ(‖χi‖) ≤Vi1(χi) ≤ αiχ(‖χi‖),
V̇i1 ≤− χ2

i + γiϑφ̂iϑ (ϑi)ϑ
2
i

+ γirφ̂ir (ẏri ) |ẏri |
2

+ γiε|εi|2,

for some known smooth functions αiχ, αiχ ∈ K∞, φ̂iϑ, φ̂ir >
1, and unknown constants γiϑ, γir, γiε > 1.

Proof. The proof is given in Appendix B.

Step 4. An adaptive stabilizer for the augmented system
(16) is developed. More specifically, the decentralized adaptive
stabilizer ui of agent i is proposed as follows,

ui = −kiρi (ϑi)ϑi + Ψ̄iηi,

k̇i = ρi (ϑi)ϑ
2
i ,

˙̄Ψi = −ηT
i ϑi,

(17)

where ρi ≥ 1 is a smooth function to be specified later. Then
the closed-loop system composed of the augmented system
(16) and the adaptive stabilizer (17) is given as follows,

˙̄xi1 =− γx̄i1 + ϑi − ẏri ,
˙̃ηi =Miη̃i + f̃i1 − b−1

i (w)Niεi,

ϑ̇i =f̃i2+bi
(
Ψ̄i−Ψi(σ)

)
ηi−bikiρi (ϑi)ϑi + εi,

k̇i =ρi (ϑi)ϑ
2
i ,

˙̄Ψi = −ηT
i ϑi.

(18)

By noting Lemma 4 and applying the changing supply
function technique to χi-subsystem, given any smooth func-
tion ∆iχ(χi) > 0, there exists a continuously differentiable
function V̄i1(χi) such that, along the trajectories of (16), one
has

α0
iχ(‖χi‖) ≤ V̄i1(χi) ≤ α0

iχ(‖χi‖),
˙̄Vi1 ≤−∆iχ(χi)χ

2
i + γ0

iϑφ̂
0
iϑ (ϑi)ϑ

2
i

+ γ0
irφ̂

0
ir (ẏri ) |ẏri |

2
+ γ0

iε|εi|2,

for some known smooth functions α0
iχ, α

0
iχ ∈ K∞, φ̂0

iϑ, φ̂
0
ir >

1 and unknown constants γ0
iϑ, γ

0
ir, γ

0
iε > 1.

Define k̃i = ki − k0 and Ψ̃i = Ψ̄i − Ψi(σ) with k0 to
be specified later. Consider the following Lyapunov function
candidate,

Vi2(x̄i1, η̃, ϑi, k̃i, Ψ̃i)= V̄i1 +
1

2
ϑ2
i +

1

2
bik̃

2
i +

1

2
bi‖Ψ̃i‖2. (19)

The derivative of Vi2 along the trajectories of dynamics (18)
can be described as follows,

V̇i2 = ˙̄Vi1 + ϑiϑ̇i + bi (ki − k0) k̇i + bi
˙̄Ψ
(
Ψ̄i −Ψi(σ)

)T
= ˙̄Vi1 + ϑif̃i2 − bik0ρi (ϑi)ϑ

2
i + ϑiεi

≤−∆iχ(χi)χ
2
i + γ0

iϑφ̂
0
iϑ (ϑi)ϑ

2
i + γ0

irφ̂
0
ir (ẏri ) |ẏri |

2

+ γ0
iε|εi|2 + ϑif̃i2 − bik0ρi (ϑi)ϑ

2
i + ϑiεi. (20)

Note that f̃i2 (x̄i1, η̃i, ϑi, y
r
i , d) is sufficiently smooth and

satisfies f̃i2 (0, 0, 0, yri , d) = 0. By Lemma 11.1 in [37], there
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exist known smooth functions φ̂iχ, φ̂iϑ > 1 and unknown
constant γ̂i1 > 1 such that, for all yri ∈ R and d ∈ D, the
following inequality is satisfied,∥∥f̃i2∥∥2 ≤ γ̂i1

(
φ̂iχ (χi)χ

2
i + φ̂iϑ (ϑi)ϑ

2
i

)
. (21)

Meanwhile, the following two inequalities hold,

ϑif̃i2 ≤
γ̂i1
4
ϑ2
i +

1

γ̂i1
‖f̃i2‖2, (22)

ϑiεi ≤
1

4
ϑ2
i + |εi|2. (23)

Then substituting (21)-(23) into (20) yields

V̇i2 ≤−
(
∆iχ(χi)− φ̂iχ (χi)

)
χ2
i −

(
bik0ρi (ϑi)

− γ0
iϑφ̂

0
iϑ (ϑi)− φ̂iϑ (ϑi)−

γ̂i1 + 1

4

)
ϑ2
i

+ γ0
irφ̂

0
ir (ẏri ) |ẏri |

2
+
(
γ0
iε + 1

)
|εi|2. (24)

Furthermore, since fi is assumed to be sufficiently smooth,
it follows from Lemma 3.2 in [35] that fi (·, ·, v, w) is locally
Lipschitz on R2 × Rnv × Rnw . Thus, with the result that yri
is bounded established in Theorem 1, there exist a smooth
function li(·) and a constant l̃i such that∣∣f̄i2 (yri , s

?, d)
∣∣ =
∣∣fi (yri , 0, v, w)− fi (s?, 0, v, w)

∣∣
≤li
(
|ỹri |+ |s?|

)∣∣yri − s?∣∣
≤l̃i
∣∣yri − s?∣∣ = l̃i|ỹri |. (25)

Therefore, by using (25), one has

|εi (yri , ẏ
r
i , s

?, d) |2 =|f̄i2 (yri , s
?, d)− γẏri |2

≤2
∣∣f̄i2 (yri , s

?, d)
∣∣2 + 2γ2

∣∣ẏri ∣∣2
≤2l̃2i |ỹri |2 + 2γ2|ẏri |2. (26)

Then, substituting (26) into (24) leads to

V̇i2 ≤−
(
∆iχ(χi)−φ̂iχ(χi)

)
χ2
i −
(
bik0ρi (ϑi)−

γ̂i1 + 1

4

− γ0
iϑφ̂

0
iϑ (ϑi)− φ̂iϑ (ϑi)

)
ϑ2
i + 2l̃2i

(
γ0
iε + 1

)
|ỹri |2

+
(
γ0
irφ̂

0
ir (ẏri ) + 2γ2(γ0

iε + 1)
)
|ẏri |

2
. (27)

Let ∆iχ(χi) ≥ φ̂iχ (χi) + 1, k0 ≥ b−1
i

(
γ0
iϑ + γ̂i1+1

4 + 1
)

+ 1,
ρi
(
ϑi
)
≥ max

{
φ̂0
iϑ (ϑi) , φ̂iϑ (ϑi)

}
+1, γ̃ir ≥ 2l̃2i

(
γ0
iε+1

)
+1

and γ̂ir ≥ γ0
irφ̂

0
ir (ẏri ) + 2γ2

(
γ0
iε + 1

)
. Finally, (27) can be

rewritten as follows,

V̇i2 ≤− χ2
i − ϑ2

i + γ̃ir|ỹri |2 + γ̂ir |ẏri |
2
. (28)

Now we are ready to present the main result of this paper
as follows.

Theorem 2. Under Assumptions 1–4, the optimal output
consensus Problem 1 for the second-order uncertain nonlinear
system (2) over a weight-unbalanced directed network is
solved by the following distributed dynamic state feedback
controller,

ui = −kiρi (ϑi)ϑi + Ψ̄iηi,

k̇i = ρi (ϑi)ϑ
2
i ,

˙̄Ψi = −ηT
i ϑi,

}
(29a)

η̇i = Miηi +Niui,
}

(29b)

ẏri = − 1

ξii
∇ci (yri )− β1

N∑
i=1

aij
(
yri − yrj

)
− β2zi,

żi = β1

N∑
i=1

aij
(
yri − yrj

)
, zi(0) = 0,

ξ̇i = −
N∑
j=1

aij(ξi − ξj),


(29c)

where ρi(·) ≥ 1 is chosen to be the same as in (27), ϑi =
xi2 + γ(xi1 − yri ) with γ ≥ 3

2 as in (56), the pair (Mi, Ni)
is selected as in (11), and β1, β2 > 0 are sufficiently large
constants satisfying (52).

Proof. By Lemma 3 and the controller design procedure, it is
sufficient to prove that the distributed dynamic controller (29a)
and (29b) solves Problem 2, that is, stabilizes the augmented
system composed of the error system (6) and the optimal
coordinator (29c). By substituting the distributed dynamic
controller (29) into the agent dynamics (2), one is able to
obtain the following closed-loop system,

˙̄xi1 =− γx̄i1 + ϑi − ẏri ,
˙̃ηi =Miη̃i + f̃i1 − b−1

i (w)Niεi,

ϑ̇i =f̃i2+bi
(
Ψ̄i−Ψi(σ)

)
ηi−bikiρi (ϑi)ϑi + εi,

k̇i =ρi (ϑi)ϑ
2
i ,

˙̄Ψi = −ηT
i ϑi,

 (30a)

ẏri =− 1

ξii
∇ci (yri )− β1

N∑
i=1

aij
(
yri − yrj

)
− β2zi,

żi =β1

N∑
i=1

aij
(
yri − yrj

)
, zi(0) = 0,

ξ̇i =−
N∑
j=1

aij(ξi − ξj).


(30b)

We are now ready to prove the asymptotical stability of
the closed-loop system (30) at (x̄i1, ϑi) = (0, 0). To this end,
reconsider the Lyapunov function candidate Vi2 in (19). Note
that the subsystem (30a) is the same as (18). By referring to
(28), one thus has

V̇i2|(30) = V̇i2|(18) ≤−χ2
i − ϑ2

i + γ̃ir|ỹri |2 + γ̂ir |ẏri |
2
. (31)

It is shown in the proof of Theorem 1 that the origin
(ỹr, z̃) = (0, 0) is an exponentially stable equilibrium point of
the system (5). By applying Theorem 4.14 in [35], there exists
a Lyapunov function V̄0(ỹr, z̃) that satisfies the following
inequalities

c̄1
(
‖ỹr‖2 + ‖z̃‖2

)
≤V̄0 ≤ c̄2

(
‖ỹr‖2 + ‖z̃‖2

)
, (32)

˙̄V0|(5) ≤− c̄3
(
‖ỹr‖2 + ‖z̃‖2

)
, (33)

for some positive constants c̄1, c̄2 and c̄3. Similarly, since (30b)
coincides with (5), by adopting the same Lyapunov function
candidate V̄0(ỹr, z̃), one has

˙̄V0|(30) = ˙̄V0|(5) ≤ −c̄3
(
‖ỹr‖2 + ‖z̃‖2

)
. (34)

Now, consider the Lyapunov function candidate V =∑N
i=1 Vi2 + µV̄0, where µ > 0 is a constant to be deter-

mined later. Note that χ = col(χ1, χ2, . . . , χN ) and ϑ =



8

col(ϑ1, ϑ2, . . . , ϑN ). By combining (31) and (34), the deriva-
tive of V along the trajectories of the closed-loop system (30)
satisfies

V̇ ≤−χ2 − ϑ2 +

N∑
i=1

γ̃ir|ỹri |2 +

N∑
i=1

γ̂ir |ẏri |
2

− µc̄3
(
‖ỹr‖2 + ‖z̃‖2

)
. (35)

Under Assumption 1, it is worth noting that the function
∇c̃ (yr)−∇c̃ (ȳr) is Lipschitz with respect to ỹr = yr − ȳr.
Thus, it follows from (41a) and (45a) that ẏr is Lipschitz in
col(ỹr, z̃). Thus, there exists a constant µ1 > 0 such that

N∑
i=1

γ̂ir |ẏri |
2 ≤ γ̂r‖ẏr‖2 ≤ µ1c̄3

(
‖ỹr‖2 + ‖z̃‖2

)
, (36)

where γ̂r = max
{
γ̂ir, i = 1, 2, . . . , N

}
. Meanwhile, it holds

that
N∑
i=1

γ̃ir|ỹri |2 ≤ γ̃r‖ỹr‖2 ≤ γ̃r
(
‖ỹr‖2 + ‖z̃‖2

)
, (37)

where γ̃r = max
{
γ̃ir, i = 1, 2, . . . , N

}
. Let µ ≥ µ1 + γ̃r

c̄3
.

Then, substituting (36) and (37) into (35) yields

V̇ ≤− χ2 − ϑ2.

This indicates that the origin is an asymptotically stable
equilibrium point of the closed-loop system (30a). Therefore,
the reference-tracking problem, that is, Problem 2 for the error
system (6) is solved. One concludes that the optimal output
consensus problem for the second-order uncertain nonlinear
multi-agent system (2) over a weight-unbalanced directed
network, that is, Problem 1, is solved. The proof is thus
completed.

Remark 5. The distributed dynamic state feedback controller
(29) consists of three components, namely, the distributed
optimal coordinator (29c), the internal model (29b) and the
decentralized adaptive controller (29a).

Remark 6. It is worth pointing out that the controllers
developed in [24]–[26] take linear combination of information
between neighbors with constant control gains. Thus, the
nonlinear functions considered in the above-mentioned works
are required to be globally Lipschitz so that the positive terms
resulting from the nonlinear functions can be dominated by
choosing sufficiently large control gains. On the contrary,
the controller (29) proposed in this work is of a nonlinear
form, which is able to deal with functional coefficients of
positive terms. Therefore, by utilizing Lemma 11.1 in [37],
the restrictive globally Lipschitz conditions on nonlinear agent
dynamics can be avoided.

In what follows, we study the conditions under which the
estimated parameter vectors Ψ̄i(t), i = 1, 2, . . . , N converge
to the theoretical parameter vectors Ψi(σ). Under Assumption
4, it is shown in [38] that there exists an integer si such that,
along all the trajectories v(t) and all col(w, σ) ∈W× S,

u?i (s
?, v, w, σ) =

si∑
l=1

Cil (s
?, v0, w, σ) ejω̂ilt, (38)

1 2 3 4 5

Fig. 2. Weight-unbalanced directed network.

where j =
√
−1, ω̂i1, ω̂i2, . . . , ω̂isi are distinct and deter-

mined by the eigenvalues of S(σ), and Cil (s?, v0, w, σ) ∈ C
are not identically zero for all col (v0, w, σ). We have the
following result.

Theorem 3. Under Assumptions 1-5, suppose that the internal
model (11) is of minimal order, and none of Cil (s?, v0, w, σ)
is identically zero for all v(t) and all col(w, σ) ∈W×S. Then
under the distributed controller (29), one has limt→∞ Ψ̄i(t) =
Ψi(σ), i = 1, 2, . . . , N .

Proof. The proof follows similar arguments as those in the
proof of Theorem 2 in [39], and is thus omitted.

V. ILLUSTRATIVE EXAMPLES

In this section, two simulation examples are provided to
illustrate the effectiveness of the proposed distributed adaptive
controller.

A. Example 1

Consider a collection of five agents whose dynamics are
described by the following second-order uncertain nonlinear
systems,

ẋi1 =xi2,

ẋi2 =−xi1xi2+µi1(w)xi2
(
1−x2

i1

)
+bi(w)ui+Aw sin(σt),

yi=xi1, i = 1, 2, . . . , 5,
(39)

where Aw sin(σt) is an external disturbance with Aw =
µi2(w)A being its uncertain amplitude and σ being its
angular frequency. It can be verified that Aw sin(σt) =
Awv1 with v being generated by the exosystem (3) with

S(σ) =
[ 0 σ
−σ 0

]
. Thus, it is known that Assump-

tion 3 is satisfied. Assume that the uncertain coefficients
µi =

(
µi1(w), µi2(w), bi(w)

)
satisfy µi = µ̄i + wi, where

µ̄i = (µ̄i1, µ̄i2, b̄i) denotes the nominal value of µi, wi =
(wi1, wi2, wi3) ∈ W denotes the uncertainty with W being
an unknown compact set. It is worth pointing out that the
nonlinear function on the right hand side of (39) is not required
to be globally Lipschitz.

The unbalanced directed communication topology among
agents is described in Fig. 2. It can be verified that the directed
graph is strongly connected. For i = 1, 2, . . . , 5, suppose that
each agent i possesses a local cost function ci(s) = 0.1(s−i)2.
It can be verified that all local cost functions are strongly
convex, and the global minimizer is s? = 3. Therefore,
Assumptions 1 and 2 are fulfilled.

For i = 1, 2, . . . , 5, it is calculated that u?i (s?, d) =
−bi(w)−1Awv1. Thus, Assumption 4 is also satisfied. By
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applying Theorem 2, the optimal output consensus problem
for uncertain system (39) over the unbalanced directed network
depicted in Fig. 2 is solvable. To proceed, it can be deduced
that d2u?i (s?,d)

dt2 = −σ2u?i (s?, d). It then follows from (9)

that Φi(σ) =
[ 0 1
−σ2 0

]
, Γi = [ 1 0 ]. Let (Mi, Ni),

i = 1, 2, . . . , 5 be any controllable pairs of the form Mi =[ 0 1
−ω1 −ω2

]
, Ni = [ 0 1 ]T, where ω1, ω2 > 0 are two

constants to be specified later. With these choices, it is noted
that the internal model (11) is of minimal order. By solving
the Sylvester equation (12), one further obtains that

T−1(σ) =

[
ω1 − σ2 ω2

−ω2σ
2 ω1 − σ2

]
,

Ψi(σ) =ΓiT
−1(σ) =

[
ω1 − σ2 ω2

]
.

In the simulation, set A = 10 and σ = 0.8. For
i = 1, 2, . . . , 5, let µ̄i1 = µ̄i2 = i, b̄i = 1, and wi =
(wi1, wi2, wi3) be randomly generated such that µi1 and bi
are positive. Besides, choose ω1 = 2 and ω2 = 3. Then,
it can be calculated that Ψi|σ=0.8 = [1.36, 3]. The other
initial conditions are randomly chosen. Then applying the
proposed distributed adaptive controller (29) to the second-
order uncertain nonlinear systems (39), with ρi(ϑi) = ϑ4

i + 1
and ϑi = 2(xi1−yri )+xi2. The simulation results are presented
in Fig. 3.

Fig. 3(a) and (b) present the convergence performances of
agent outputs yi and corresponding states xi2, i = 1, 2, . . . , 5,
respectively. It is observed from Fig. 3(a) that the outputs of
all the agents eventually approach the optimal value s? = 3.
Meanwhile, it can be observed from Fig. 3(b) that the trajecto-
ries of agent states xi2, i = 1, 2, . . . , 5 converge to the origin.
The convergence performances of the adaptive gain vectors
Ψ̄i are presented in 3(c). It is seen that Ψ̄i1 and Ψ̄i2 tend to
1.36 and 3 respectively, which is consistent with the theoretical
result in Theorem 3.

B. Example 2

Consider a more practical scenario where the dynamics
of agent i, i = 1, 2, . . . , 5, are of the uncertain nonlinear
damping-spring type [40], [41],

miÿi + κi1yi + κi2y
3
i + µi1ẏi + µi2ẏ

3
i + di(v, w) = ui, (40)

where yi represents the position of agent i, ẏi represents its
velocity, ui is its control, di(v, w) = Awv2(1 − v2

1) is the
external disturbance with v being generated by the exosystem

(3) with S(σ) =
[ 0 1
−1 0

]
and Aw being an uncertain

constant. mi denotes the uncertain mass, κi1, κi2 are uncertain
spring constants, and µi1, µi2 are uncertain damping constants.

Let xi1 = yi and xi2 = ẏi. Then (40) can be rewritten in the
form of (2) with fi(xi1, xi2, v, w) = −m−1

i

(
κi1xi1 +κi2x

3
i1 +

µi1xi2 + µi2x
3
i2 + di(v, w)

)
and bi(w) = −m−1

i . Reconsider
the unbalanced directed communication topology depicted in
Fig. 2. In this example, we consider more general local cost
functions as follows,

f1 = 0.25e−0.2s + 0.5e0.5s, f2 = 0.5(s− 2)2 + e0.1s,

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
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3.1

Fig. 3. Convergence performances of the second-order uncertain nonlinear
systems (39) under the distributed dynamic controller (29). (a) Trajectories of
agent outputs yi’s; (b) Trajectories of agent states xi2’s; (c) Trajectories of
adaptive gain vectors Ψ̄i = [Ψ̄i1, Ψ̄i2]’s.

f3 = 0.2s ln(1 + s2) + s2, f4 = 0.4
s√

1 + s2
+ 0.5s2,

f5 = 0.6s2(ln(s2 + 0.5) + 1) + 0.3s2/
√
s2 + 5.

It can be verified that all local cost functions are strongly
convex. Therefore, Assumptions 1 and 2 are satisfied. It is
calculated that the global solution takes an approximate value
s? = 0.267.

In the simulation, let
(
mi, κi1, κi2, µi1, µi2

)
= (1+0.1i, 2+

0.2i, 3− 0.1i, 4− 0.2i, 5− 0.3i), i = 1, 2, . . . , 5, Aw = 100.
Note that u?i (s

?, d) = −
(
κi1s

?+κi2s
?3+Awv2(1−v2

1)
)
. Thus,

Assumptions 3 and 4 are fulfilled. Choose the controllable
pairs (Mi, Ni), i = 1, 2, . . . , 5 as follows

Mi =

[
0 I3
−10 −18,−15,−6

]
, Ni = [0, 0, 0, 1]T.

Similarily, by Theorem 2, the distributed controller is of the
form (29) with ρi(ϑi) = ϑ4

i + 1 and ϑi = 2(xi1 − yri ) + xi2.
Set zi(0) = 0, while the other initial conditions are randomly
chosen. The simulation results are presented in Fig. 4.

It is observed from Fig. 4(a) that yi − s?, i = 1, 2, . . . , 5
converge to the origin. In other words, the trajectories of agent
outputs yi, i = 1, 2, . . . , 5 eventualy reach the optimal solution
s? = 0.267. It can be observered from Fig. 4(b) that all the
states xi2, i = 1, 2, . . . , 5 tend to the origin before 50s. There-
fore, it is shown that the distributed adaptive controller (29)
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Fig. 4. Convergence performances of the uncertain nonlinear damping-spring
system (40) under the distributed dynamic controller (29). (a) Trajectories of
agent outputs yi’s; (b) Trajectories of agent states xi2’s.
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Fig. 5. Convergence performances of the uncertain nonlinear damping-spring
system (40) under the distributed dynamic controller (29) without an internal
model. (a) Trajectories of agent outputs yi’s; (b) Trajectories of agent states
xi2’s.

can be applied to (40) to solve the distributed optimal output
consensus problem over the unbalanced directed network.

The convergence performances in Fig. 4 show that the
designed controller with an internal model (11) is effective in
dealing with exogenous disturbances in agent dynamics. As
a comparison, the convergence performances of the uncertain
nonlinear damping-spring system (40) under the distributed
dynamic controller (29) without an internal model is illustrated
in Fig. 5. It is observed from Fig. 5 that the distributed dynamic
controller without an internal model can guarantee the agent
outputs converge to the neighborhood of the optimal solution
with a bounded error but cannot reach the exact value.

VI. CONCLUSION

This paper develops a new distributed adaptive controller
to deal with the distributed optimal output consensus prob-
lem for second-order uncertain nonlinear multi-agent systems
over unbalanced directed networks. The controller is designed
based on a two-layer strategy and does not need any prior
information of the dynamics uncertainties. It is shown that the
proposed controller is able to steer all the agent outputs to the
optimal solution which minimizes the global cost function.
Two simulation examples are also provided to illustrate the
effectiveness of the control scheme. Future work will concen-
trate on the distributed optimal output consensus problem over
unbalanced directed networks for more general agent systems
with only output information.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF THEOREM 1

Define yr = col(yr1, y
r
2, . . . , y

r
N ), z = col(z1, z2, . . . , zN ),

Ξ−1 = diag( 1
ξ1
1
, 1
ξ2
2
, . . . , 1

ξNN
), R−1 = diag( 1

%1
, 1
%2
, . . . , 1

%N
)

and ∇c̃(yr)=col
(
∇c1(yr1),∇c2(yr2), . . . ,∇cN (yrN )

)
. Note

that ξii , i = 1, 2, . . . , N are shown to be positive. It follows that
the matrix Ξ−1 is well defined. Then, the optimal coordinator
(5) can be rewritten in the following compact form,

ẏr =− Ξ−1∇c̃ (yr)− β1Lyr − β2z, (41a)
ż =β1Lyr, z(0) = 0, (41b)

ξ̇ =− Lξ. (41c)

To facilitate the analysis, define Y = col(yr, z). Then the
dynamics of Y can be rewritten as

Ẏ = ϕ(Y ) + ψ(Y ), (42)

where ϕ(Y ) and ψ(Y ) are respectively defined as follows,

ϕ(Y ) =

{
−R−1∇c̃ (yr)− β1Lyr − β2z,

β1Lyr, z(0) = 0,
(43)

ψ(Y ) =

{
(R−1 − Ξ−1)∇c̃ (yr) ,

0.
(44)

The rest of the proof can be accomplished by the following
two steps.

Step 1. Establish the exponential stability of system Ẏ =
ϕ(Y ). Let Ȳ = col(ȳr, z̄) denote the equilibrium point of
system Ẏ = ϕ(Y ). In what follows, we first reveal the
relationship between ȳr and the optimal solution s?. Note that
the dynamics of Ȳ satisfy

0 =−R−1∇c̃(ȳr)− β1Lȳr − β2z̄, (45a)
0 =β1Lȳr. (45b)

It follows from (45b) that the vector ȳr resides in the null-
space of L. Therefore, it can be claimed that ȳr = 1N⊗ς holds
for some vector ς ∈ R. Then pre-multiplying both sides of
(41b) by %T yields %Tż = 0, which implies that %Tz̄ = 0 under
the assumption z(0) = 0. Then, pre-multiplying both sides of
(45a) by %T results in 1T

N∇c̃(ȳr) = 0. Together with ȳr =

1N ⊗ ς , one has
∑N
i=1∇ci(ς) = 0. Note that the optimality

condition is
∑N
i=1∇ci(s?) = 0. One then has ȳr = 1N ⊗ s?.
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It is thus proved that ȳri is the same as the optimal solution
s? of the global cost function.

Now we are ready to show that the equilibrium point Ȳ =
col(ȳr, z̄) of system Ẏ = ϕ(Y ) is exponentically stable. To
facilitate the analysis, introduce the coordinate transformations
ỹr = yr − ȳr and z̃ = z − z̄. Then the dynamics of ỹr and z̃
are given as follows,

˙̃yr =−R−1∆c (ỹr)− β1Lỹr − β2z̃, (46a)
˙̃z =β1Lỹr, (46b)

where ∆c (ỹr) = ∇c̃ (ỹr + ȳr) − ∇c̃ (ȳr). Accordingly, the
equilibrium point of the dynamics (46) is transferred to the
origin. As a consequence, to show the exponential stability of
the equilibrium point Ȳ , it is sufficient to prove that the origin
is an exponentially stable equilibrium point of the dynamics
(46).

To this end, consider the Lyapunov function candidate
V0 (ỹr, z̃) = 1

2 ỹ
rTRỹr + 1

2 (ỹr + z̃)
T
R (ỹr + z̃). Then the

derivative of V0 along the trajectories of dynamics (46) satis-
fies

V̇0 =− 2ỹrT∆c (ỹr)− β1ỹ
rTRLỹr − 2β2ỹ

rTRz̃

− z̃T∆c (ỹr)− β2z̃
TRz̃. (47)

Let $ = min($1, $2, . . . , $N ) be the smallest strongly
convex coefficient of the cost functions ci’s, ῑ =
max(ι1, ι2, . . . , ιN ) be the largest Lipschitz coefficient of the
gradients ∇ci’s, and % = min(%1, %2, . . . , %N ) be the smallest
component of the left eigenvector %. Under Assumption 1, one
has ỹrT∆c (ỹr) ≥ $ ‖ỹr‖2 and ‖∆c (ỹr)‖ ≤ ῑ ‖ỹr‖. Thus,
the following inequality is satisfied,

−z̃T∆c (ỹr) ≤ 1

4δ
‖∆c (ỹr) ‖2 + δ‖z̃‖2 ≤ ῑ2

4δ
‖ỹr‖2 + δ‖z̃‖2,

where δ is any positive constant. Moreover, it follows from
Lemma 1 that ỹrTRLỹr = ỹrTL̄ỹr and z̃TRz̃ ≥ %‖z̃‖2.
With these results, (47) can be rewritten as follows,

V̇0 ≤−
(

2$ − ῑ2

4δ

)
‖ỹr‖2 − (β2%− δ)‖z̃‖2

− β1ỹ
rTL̄ỹr − 2β2ỹ

rTRz̃. (48)

It then follows from ii) of Lemma 1 that there exist orthog-
onal vectors 1N and ζi, i = 2, 3, . . . , N , such that L̄1N = 0
and L̄ζi = λiζi. Define the matrix Φ = (1N , ζ2, ζ3, . . . , ζN ) ∈
RN×N . Let θ = col (θ1, θ2, . . . , θN ) ∈ RN with constants
θ1 = 1T

N ỹ
r and θi = ζT

i ỹ
r, i = 2, 3, . . . , N . It then can be

verified that ỹr = Φθ. Therefore, one can further deduce that

ỹrT L̄ỹr = tr
(
θTΦTL̄Φθ

)
= tr

(
ΦTL̄ΦθθT

)
=

N∑
i=2

ζT
i L̄ζiθT

i θi =

N∑
i=2

λiζ
T
i ζiθ

T
i θi

≥ λ2

N∑
i=2

θT
i θi = λ2‖ν‖2, (49)

where ν = col(θ2, θ3, . . . , θN ). Similarly, one has

ỹrTRz̃ = z̃TRỹr = z̃TRΦθ

= z̃TR1Nθ1 + z̃TRΨ, (50)

where Ψ =
∑N
i=2 ζiθi. Since ζi, i = 2, 3, . . . , N are orthogo-

nal vectors, it then can be obtained that ‖Ψ‖2 = ‖ν‖2. Note
that z̃TR1N = %Tz̃ = 0. It then follows from (50) and %i < 1,
i = 1, 2, . . . , N that for any positive constant δ,

−2β2ỹ
rTRz̃ ≤ β2

2

δ
‖Ψ‖2 + δ‖z̃‖2

=
β2

2

δ
‖ν‖2 + δ‖z̃‖2. (51)

Substituting (49) and (51) into (48) leads to

V̇0 ≤−
(

2$ − ῑ2

4δ

)
‖ỹr‖2 −

(
β2%− 2δ

)
‖z̃‖2

−
(
β1λ2 −

β2
2

δ

)
‖ν‖2.

Then, successively choose the constants δ, β2 and β1 such that
the following inequalities are satisfied,

2$ − ῑ2

4δ
> 0, β2%− 2δ > 0, β1λ2 −

β2
2

δ
> 0. (52)

One thus has

V̇0 ≤ −µ0

(
‖ỹr‖2 + ‖z̃‖2

)
, (53)

where µ0 = min
{

2$ − ῑ2

4δ , β2% − 2δ, 1
}

. It is noted that

V0(ỹr, z̃) can be rewritten as V0 =

(
ỹr

z̃

)T

F

(
ỹr

z̃

)
with F =

1

2

(
2 1
1 1

)
⊗ R. Let ε denote the maximum

eigenvalue of F . One then has V0 ≤ ε
(
‖ỹr‖2 +‖z̃‖2

)
. Thus,

(53) can be rewritten as V̇0 ≤ −µ0

ε V0. It can be concluded
that the origin is an exponentially stable equilibrium point of
the dynamics (46). This indicates that the equilibrium point
(ȳr, z̄) of system Ẏ = ϕ(Y ) is exponentially stable.

Step 2. Establish the exponential stability of system Ẏ =
ϕ(Y ) + ψ(Y ). To this end, we rewrite the perturbation term
ψ(Y ) as ψ(Y ) = ψ1(Y ) + ψ2(t), where

ψ1(Y ) =

{
(R−1 − Ξ−1)

(
∇c̃(yr)−∇c̃(ȳr)

)
,

0,
(54)

ψ2(t) =

{
(R−1 − Ξ−1)∇c̃(ȳr),
0.

(55)

Note that the perturbation term ψ1(Y ) satisfies ψ1(Ȳ ) = 0
and ψ1(Y ) ≤ σ1(t)‖Y − Ȳ ‖ with σ1(t) = ῑmaxi |%−1

i −
(ξii(t))

−1|. Since it is proved that limt→∞ ξii(t) = %i expo-
nentially, one has limt→∞ σ1(t) = 0 exponentially. Then it
follows from Lemma 2 that the equilibrium point Ȳ of the
perturbed system Ẏ = ϕ(Y ) + ψ1(Y ) is exponentially stable.

Furthermore, since ∇c̃ is globally Lipschitz by Assumption
1, we learn that Ẏ = ϕ(Y ) + ψ1(Y ) + ψ2(t) is globally
Lipschitz in Y . The boundness of ∇c̃(ȳr) suggests that ψ2(t)
is bounded. Then it follows from Lemma 4.6 in [35] that the
system Ẏ = ϕ(Y ) + ψ1(Y ) + ψ2(t) is input-to-state stable
(ISS). Note also that limt→∞ ψ2(t) = 0 exponentially. It
can be shown that Y exponentially converges to Ȳ by the
property of ISS given in [35]. Therefore, we obtain that yr

exponentially converges to ȳr = 1N ⊗ s∗, with s∗ being the
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optimal solution to minimize the global cost function. The
proof of Theorem 1 is thus completed.

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF LEMMA 4

First, choose the positive definite function Vix̄ = x̄2
i1. Then

the derivative of Vix̄ along the trajectories of dynamics (16)
is given as follows,

V̇ix̄ =2x̄i1 ˙̄xi1 = −2γx̄2
i1 + 2x̄i1ϑi − 2x̄i1ẏ

r
i

≤− 2(γ − 1)x̄2
i1 + ϑ2

i +
∣∣ẏri ∣∣2. (56)

Letting γ ≥ 3
2 yields

V̇ix̄ ≤ −x̄2
i1 + ϑ2

i +
∣∣ẏri ∣∣2.

Then by applying the changing supply function technique in
[42], given any smooth function ∆ix̄(x̄i1) > 0, there exists a
continuously differentiable function V̄ix̄(x̄i1) such that, along
the trajectories of (16), the following inequalities are satisfied,

αix̄(‖x̄i1‖) ≤ V̄ix̄(x̄i1) ≤ αix̄(‖x̄i1‖), (57)
˙̄Vix̄ ≤ −∆ix̄(x̄i1)x̄2

i1 + φiϑ (ϑi)ϑ
2
i + φir (ẏri )

∣∣ẏri ∣∣2, (58)

for some known smooth functions αix̄, αix̄ ∈ K∞ and
φiϑ, φir > 1.

Second, since Mi is Hurwitz, there exists a unique positive
definite matrix Pi satisfying PiMi + MT

i Pi = −I . Consider
the positive definite function Viη̃ = 2η̃T

i Piη̃i. Its derivative
along the trajectories of (16) is given as

V̇iη̃ =− 2 ‖η̃i‖2 + 4η̃T
i Pif̃i1 − 4b−1

i η̃T
i PiNiεi

≤− ‖η̃i‖2 + 8 ‖Pi‖2
∥∥f̃i1∥∥2

+8b−2
i ‖PiNi‖

2 ‖εi‖2. (59)

Note that f̃i1 (x̄i1, ϑi, y
r
i , d) is sufficiently smooth and sat-

isfies f̃i1 (0, 0, yri , d) = 0. By Lemma 11.1 in [37], there exist
known smooth functions φ̄ix̄, φ̄iϑ > 1 and unknown constant
γ̄i1 > 1 such that, for all yri ∈ R and d ∈ D, the following
inequality holds,∥∥f̃i1∥∥2 ≤ γ̄i1

(
φ̄ix̄ (x̄i1) x̄2

i1 + φ̄iϑ (ϑi)ϑ
2
i

)
.

Therefore, (59) can be rewritten as follows,

V̇iη̃ ≤− ‖η̃i‖2 + 8γ̄i1 ‖Pi‖2 φ̄ix̄ (x̄i1) x̄2
i1

+ 8γ̄i1 ‖Pi‖2 φ̄iϑ (ϑi)ϑ
2
i + 8b−2

i ‖PiNi‖
2 ‖εi‖2. (60)

Last, consider the positive definite function Vi1(χi) =
~iV̄ix̄(x̄i1) + Viη̃(ηi), where ~i is a positive constant to be
determined later. Then there exist known smooth functions
αiχ, αiχ ∈ K∞ such that αiχ(‖χi‖) ≤ Vi1(χi) ≤ αiχ(‖χi‖)
is satisfied. Moreover, by combining (58) and (60), the deriva-
tive of Vi1 along the trajectories of dynamics (16) satisfies

V̇i1 ≤−
(
~i∆ix̄ (x̄i1)− 8γ̄i1 ‖Pi‖2 φ̄ix̄ (x̄i1)

)
x̄2
i1 − ‖η̃i‖

2

+
(
~iφiϑ (ϑi) + 8γ̄i1 ‖Pi‖2 φ̄iϑ (ϑi)

)
ϑ2
i

+ ~iφir (ẏri ) |ẏri |
2

+ 8b−2
i ‖PiNi‖

2 |εi|2. (61)

Let ~i ≥ 8γ̄i1 ‖Pi‖2 + 1, ∆ix̄ (x̄i1) ≥ φ̄ix̄ (x̄i1) + 1, γiϑ ≥
~i + 8γ̄i1 ‖Pi‖2, φ̂iϑ (ϑi) ≥ φiϑ (ϑi) + φ̄iϑ (ϑi), γir ≥ ~i + 1,

φ̂ir (ẏri ) ≥ φir (ẏri ), γiε ≥ 8b−2
i ‖PiNi‖

2
+ 1. Then (61) can

be rewritten as

V̇i1 ≤− χ2
i + γiϑφ̂iϑ (ϑi)ϑ

2
i + γirφ̂ir (ẏri ) |ẏri |

2
+ γiε|εi|2.

The proof of Lemma 4 is thus completed.
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