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Distributed Optimal Output Consensus of Uncertain Nonlinear Multi-Agent Systems
over Unbalanced Directed Networks via Output Feedback

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

Abstract—In this note, a novel observer-based output feedback control
approach is proposed to address the distributed optimal output consensus
problem of uncertain nonlinear multi-agent systems in the normal
form over unbalanced directed graphs. The main challenges of the
concerned problem lie in unbalanced directed graphs and nonlinearities
of multi-agent systems with their agent states not available for feedback
control. Based on a two-layer controller structure, a distributed optimal
coordinator is first designed to convert the considered problem into
a reference-tracking problem. Then a decentralized output feedback
controller is developed to stabilize the resulting augmented system. A
high-gain observer is exploited in controller design to estimate the
agent states in the presence of uncertainties and disturbances so that
the proposed controller relies only on agent outputs. The semi-global
convergence of the agent outputs toward the optimal solution that
minimizes the sum of all local cost functions is proved under standard
assumptions. A key feature of the obtained results is that the nonlinear
agents under consideration are only required to be locally Lipschitz and
possess globally asymptotically stable and locally exponentially stable
zero dynamics.

Index Terms—Distributed optimization, nonlinear systems, output
feedback, high-gain observer, directed networks.

I. INTRODUCTION

N the past decade, distributed optimization has made remarkable

advancement and is widely applied in a broad range of fields,
such as machine learning, power systems and so on [1], [2]. Dis-
tributed optimization aims at achieving an optimal consensus, which
minimizes the sum of all local cost functions attached to individual
agents, in a distributed manner. A considerable volume of works
on solving distributed optimization problems have been reported, in
both discrete-time [3]-[5] and continuous-time settings [6], [7]. Many
engineering tasks can be formulated as a distributed optimal output
consensus (DOOC) problem of multi-agent systems with general
agent dynamics, such as economic dispatch in power systems [8]
and source seeking in multi-robot systems [9]. So far, much effort
has been devoted to the DOOC problem of multi-agent systems with
double integrators agent dynamics [10] and high-order linear agent
dynamics [11], [12].

More recently, DOOC problems of more general multi-agent
systems with nonlinear agent dynamics have been investigated [13]-
[17]. The DOOC problem of multi-agent systems with nonlinear
agent dynamics in output feedback form over undirected networks
is addressed in [13]. Later, the authors in [14] develop an adaptive
controller to tackle the difficulty brought by unknown nonlinear
agent dynamics though still over undirected networks. It is worth
noting that the controller developed in [14] is based on a two-
layer framework, which consists of an optimal coordinator generating
the optimal solution and a decentralized output feedback controller
driving each agent to track its individual optimal coordinator. Then,
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in our preliminary work [15], the two-layer framework is extended
to solve the DOOC problem of disturbed second-order nonlinear
systems but over unbalanced directed networks. The DOOC problem
of more general nonlinear multi-agent systems in the normal form
over undirected or balanced directed networks are addressed in [16],
[17], where the inverse dynamics of agents are unfortunately required
to be input-to-state stable (ISS). Moreover, the controllers developed
in [16], [17] are based on agent state feedback, which may not be
always available for many practical multi-agent systems.

It is of both theoretical and practical significance to study unbal-
anced directed graphs as the information exchange between agents
may be unidirectional due to limited bandwidth or other constraints.
Inspired by the graph balancing technique in [18], a distributed
continuous-time control strategy is proposed in [19], where the left
eigenvector corresponding to the zero eigenvalue of the Laplacian
matrix is utilized to tackle weight-unbalanced directed networks.
However, this technique cannot be adopted when the left eigenvector
is not known a priori. To remove the explicit dependency on the left
eigenvector corresponding to the zero eigenvalue of the Laplacian
matrix, the authors in [20] propose a novel distributed algorithm with
its gradient term being divided by an auxiliary variable. Nevertheless,
one common limitation of the above-mentioned works is that only
single integrator agent dynamics are considered.

Motivated by the above observation, this note investigates the
DOOC problem of uncertain nonlinear multi-agent systems with non-
linear agent dynamics in the normal form over unbalanced directed
networks via output feedback. To address main challenges brought
by unbalanced directed graphs and uncertain nonlinear dynamics, the
concerned DOOC problem is first converted to a reference-tracking
problem by designing a distributed optimal coordinator, and the
resulting augmented system is then stabilized by an observer-based
output feedback controller. The main contributions of this work are
summarized as follows.

1) In contrast to linear agent dynamics or nonlinear agent dynamics
in output feedback form considered in [12]-[15], [19]-[21], the
nonlinear agent dynamics in the normal form are more general and
include the above-mentioned agent dynamics as special cases [22].
Furthermore, in virtue of a high-gain observer, only agent outputs are
needed for controller design in this note, which greatly enhances its
applicability in practice.

2) Unlike the works [6], [7], [13], [14], [16], [17] that study undi-
rected or balanced directed graphs, this work considers more general
and also more challenging weight-unbalanced directed networks. It is
shown that the proposed controller is able to deal with the imbalance
resulting from general directed networks and drive the agent outputs
to the optimal solution.

3) Compared with the existing works [16], [17], where the inverse
dynamics of agents are assumed to be ISS, this work only requires
the zero dynamics of agents to be globally asymptotically stable
and locally exponentially stable. It is shown by semi-global stability
analysis that the convergence can be achieved via a linear controller
instead of a nonlinear one even under this less stringent assumption.
It is worth pointing out that a linear controller is advantageous in
both theoretical design and practical implementation, and thus has
significant engineering implications.



The rest of this note is organized as follows. Some preliminaries
and the problem formulation are given in Section II. The main results
of this note and a simulation example are provided in Section III and
Section 1V, respectively. The conclusion and future works are stated
in Section V.

Notations: || - || denotes the Euclidean norm of vectors or induced
2-norm of matrices. T and AT refer to the transpose of vector x
and matrix A, respectively. col (z1, x2, ..., =, ) represents a column
vector with 1, x2, ..., x, being its elements. diag (z1, T2, ..., Tn)
represents a diagonal matrix with x1,x2,...,z, being its diagonal
elements. For a differentiable function f : R" — R, Vf denotes
its gradient. Q% 2 {x = col(x1,...,2,) € R™ : |2;] < R,i =
1,...,n} and 2.(V(x)) £ {z € R" : V(x) < ¢} are compact sets,
where V' : R" — R is a positive definite function.

II. PRELIMINARIES AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

In this section, we present some preliminaries on graph theory and
convex analysis, and then formulate the problem under consideration.

A. Graph Theory

A directed graph, a digraph in short, can be described by a triplet
G = (V,€&,A), which is composed of a set V = {1,...,N} of
nodes, a collection £ C V x V of ordered pairs of nodes, called
edges, and an adjacency matrix A. For i,5 € V), the ordered pair
(4,7) € & denotes an edge from j to %, in this case, node j is called
an in-neighbor of node . N; denotes the set containing all the in-
neighbors of agent . 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. A digraph is said to be strongly
connected if, for any node, there exists a directed path from any other
node to itself. The adjacency matrix A = [a;;] € RV XY is defined
as a;; > 01if (j,7) € &€, otherwise a;; = 0. Besides, a;; = 0 for all 4
since there is no self-loop. Moreover, the associated Laplacian matrix
L = [l;;] € RY*Y is defined as l;; = Zj.vzl aij, and l;; = —a,;; for
i # j. A digraph G is weight balanced if and only if 1x£ = 0%.
One may refer to [23] for more details on graph theory.

B. Convex Analysis

A differentiable function ¢ : R™ — R is said to be w-strongly
convex on R™ if there exists a constant w > 0 such that (z —
y)" (Ve(z) — Ve(y)) > @z — y||? for all z,y € R™. A function
g : R™ — R" is said to be globally Lipschitz on R™ if there exists a
constant [ > 0 such that ||g(z) —g(y)|| < l||jz—y]| for all z,y € R™.
One may refer to [24] for more details.

C. Problem Formulation

Consider a multi-agent system composed of N agents over a
weight-unbalanced directed network. The dynamics of each agent
are in the normal form described as follows,

Zi =fio (zi, mir, v, W),
jjikzxi(k+1), k= 1,2,...71,,‘ —1,
ii"i :fil (Zi7 Ti, U, ’UJ) + bi(w)ui7
Yi =51, iZl,Q,...,N,
where col(z;,x;) is the state with z;, € R"™ and z; =
col(xi1, Ti2, ..., Tin;) € R™, u; € R and y; € R are the control
input and measurement output, respectively. w € R™™ represents the
parametric uncertainty. v € R™" is an exogenous signal representing
the disturbance generated by an autonomous exosystem,

v = Sv, 2)

1

where S € R™*™ Fori=1,2,...,N, it is assumed that f;o, fi1
and b; are sufficiently smooth functions satisfying f;0(0,0,0,w) = 0,
£i1(0,0,0,w) = 0, and b;(w) > 0 for all w € R™.

Remark 1. The DOOC problem of multi-agent systems with nonlin-
ear agent dynamics in the normal form over undirected or balanced
directed networks has been investigated in [16], [17]. However, the
following significant differences should be noted. Firstly, this note
considers the same DOOC problem of uncertain nonlinear multi-
agent systems with nonlinear agent dynamics in the same normal
form but over unbalanced directed networks. Secondly, the inverse
dynamics of agents are assumed to be ISS in [16], [17], while
this work only requires the zero dynamics of agents to be globally
asymptotically stable as well as locally exponentially stable. Thirdly,
the nonlinear functions in [16] are required to be globally Lipschitz,
while it is not required in this work. Fourthly, external disturbances
generated by the exosystem (2) are considered in this work, while
they are not considered in [16], [17]. It is also worth pointing out
that the exosystem (2) can produce a large class of external signals,
such as sinusoidal, step and ramp type signals.

In addition, it is assumed that each agent ¢ is assigned with an
individual local cost function ¢;(s) : R — R with its decision
variable s € R. It should be noted that the local cost function
¢;(+) is only accessable to agent 4. Define the global cost function
and its corresponding optimal solution as c(s) = Zfil c¢i(s) and
s* € R, respectively. To seek the optimal solution in a distributed
manner, the controller design for each agent is only allowed to exploit
avaliable information from its in-neighbors and itself. Specifically, the
controller is expected to take the following form,

wi = kit (Vi yi,vi), i =ka(Vfiy,v,5 €Ni),  (3)
where k41 and ko are functions vanishing at the origin, N; = N; U
{4} is a set containing the in-neighbors of agent ¢ and itself, v; €
R™ is a state of the dynamic controller with its dimention n.,
to be specified later. Let x. = col(z1,z1,v1,...,2N,TN,vN) and
Ne = Zi\;(nz@' + n; + ny,). Then the following problem can be
formulated.

Problem 1. Consider the multi-agent system (1) and the exosystem
(2) under the directed graph G with local cost functions ¢;(-),i =
1,2,..., N. Given any constant R > 0 and any nonempty compact
set Vo x W C R™*™ containing the origin, design a distributed
dynamic output feedback controller of the form (3) such that, for any
initial zc(0) € Q' and col(v(0),w) € Vo x W, the trajectories of
the closed-loop system consisting of (1) and (3) exist and are bounded
for all t > 0, moreover, all the outputs y;,1 =1,2,..., N converge
to the optimal value s* that minimizes the global cost function c(s) =
> ci(s) as time goes to infinity.

The following assumptions are needed for solving Problem 1.

Assumption 1. For i = 1,2,..., N, the local cost function c;
is continuously differentiable and w;-strongly convex, and Vc¢; is
globally Lipschitz on R with constant ;.

Assumption 2. The directed graph G is strongly connected.

Remark 2. Under Assumption 1, the existence and uniqueness of
the optimal solution s* € R can be guaranteed. Under Assumption
2, one is able to obtain a weight-balanced digraph by virtue of the
graph balancing technique as in [18], [23]. Assumptions 1 and 2 are
commonly used in solving the distributed optimization problem over
directed graphs, see, for example [7], [20].

Assumption 3. For i = 1,2,..., N, there exists a sufficiently
smooth function zi (s,v,w) with z;(0,0,w) = 0 such that, for any



c R™*™ gnd s € R,
9z7 (s, v, w)
v
Assumption 4. The exosystem is neutrally stable, i.e., all the eigen-
values of S are semi-simple with zero real parts.

col(v, w)

Sv = fio(z] (s,v,w), s,v,w).

Remark 3. Assumption 3 is commonly used in solving the coopera-
tive output regulation problem of multi-agent systems with nonlinear
agent dynamics in the normal form [25], [26]. Under Assumption 4,
given any compact set Vo, it can be shown that for any v(0) € Vo,
the trajectory v(t) of the exosystem (2) remains in some compact set
V for all t > 0.

III. MAIN RESULTS

In this section, based on a two-layer controller structure, a dis-
tributed output feedback controller is developed to solve Problem 1.
In the upper layer, the concerned DOOC problem is first converted
to a reference-tracking problem by designing a distributed optimal
coordinator for each agent, which cooperates with others to generate
a local reference signal that eventually converges to the optimal
solution. Then in the lower layer, by virtue of an internal model
for handling the external disturbance and a high-gain observer for
estimating the agent states, a decentralized output feedback stabilizer
is proposed to address the augmented system composed of the
resulting error system and the internal model.

A. Distributed Optimal Coordinator Design

In this subsection, the distributed optimal coordinator is designed to
generate the optimal solution for the concerned multi-agent system
over the unbalanced directed network. Then the proposed optimal
coordinator is embedded into the feedback loop to convert the DOOC
problem to a reference-tracking problem, which will be addressed in
the next subsection. Specifically, inspired by [15], [20], the optimal
coordinator for each agent i is designed as follows,

y:: f§Vc, yl — Q1 Zau Yi — y] - a2<i’

C))
Ci = 1 Za” i - y] C’L(O) = 0’
51.:_2% —&), i=1,2...,N, J G

where o and g are two positive constants, y; € R represents
the generated reference signal for agent 4, ¢; € R and & € RY are
auxiliary variables, with £F being the k-th component of &; and initial
value &;(0) satisfying ££(0) = 1, otherwise £7(0) = 0 for all k # 1.
With these choices, it is shown in [15] that £!(¢) > 0 for all ¢ > 0,
which means that the algorithm (4) is well defined.

It should be emphasized that, under Assumption 2, it can be proved
that im0 5; = r;, where r; represents the i-th component of
the left eigenvector r corresponding to the zero eigenvalue of the
Laplacian matrix [15]. Note that the optimal coordinator of each agent
only requires information from its neighbors and itself, and thus is
distributed.

Remark 4. Based on the graph balancing technique developed in
[18], [23], a distributed optimization algorithm similar to the optimal
coordinator (4), but with its gradient term being divided by the i-
th component of the left eigenvector r corresponding to the zero
eigenvalue of the Laplacian matrix, is proposed in [19]. However; it is
worth noting that the left eigenvector is a kind of global information,
and thus may not be known a priori. Instead, the gradient term Vc¢;
in (4) is divided by &L, which is generated by the autonomous system

(5) and provides an alternative so that the explicit dependence on
the left eigenvector can be removed.

The following theorem shows that the distributed optimal coordi-
nator (4) and (5) is capable of generating the optimal solution s*.
Due to space limitations, its proof is omitted here. One may refer to
Theorem 1 in our preliminary work [15] for details.

Theorem 1. Consider the distributed optimal coordinator (4) and
(5) under Assumptions 1 and 2. Given (;(0) = 0 and any initial
conditions y;i (0) for i = 1,2,..., N, there exist sufficiently large
positive constants o1 and a2 such that the generated reference
signals y;,i = 1,2,...,N are bounded for all t > 0, and
exponentially converge to the optimal solution s* that minimizes the
global cost function.

In what follows, Problem 1 will be converted to a reference-
tracking problem by taking y; as a reference to be tracked by agent i.
To this end, define =} = col(y;j,0n,—1). Let Z; = z; — 27 (s*, v, w)
and T, = x; —x;. Then, the dynamics of z; and %, can be described
as follows,

Z =fio (2, T, 41, v, w) + fio (uF, 8™, v,w)
T =Tiz — Ui,
Tik =Tiet1), k=2,3,...ns — 1, (6)
Tin, =fi1 (zi, Ti, Yi v, W) + fi2 (yi,s",v,w)
+ bi(w) (wi — uj (s%,v,w)),
where
=fio (Zi + 2], Ti1 + yi , v, W)
— fio (Z:7y:7/uaw)7
=fio (2, yi,v,w) — fio (27, 5™, v,w),
=fi1 (Zi + 20, % + T}, v,w)
= fa (2,27, 0,w),
=fi1 (27,9i,0,v,w) — fir (27, 5",0,v,w),
=— fi1 (2§,5%,0,v,w) /b;(w).
Recalling that b;(w) > 0 for all w € W, uj (s*,v,w) is well-
defined. Moreover, it follows from the smoothness of fix, k = 0,1
that fi, k = 0,1 are sufficiently smooth functions satisfyinig
fir (0,0,y7,v,w) = 0 for all y; € R and col(v,w) € V x W.
Due to the presence of uncertain parameter w, the feed-forward term

u; (s*,v,w) in (6) is unavailable. To tackle this challenge, we need
an additional standard assumption [27].

fTiO (Ziyjilzy'ravﬂﬂ)

fz‘o (yﬂsﬂuw)

fir (Zi, %4, 97, v, w)

ﬁ? (y:7 5*7 v, ’U))
* [ *
U; (S ,’U,’LU)

Assumption 5. For i = 1,2,..., N, uj (s*,v,w) is a polynomial
in v with coefficients depending on s* and w.
Now, we are ready to design an internal model to generate the feed-

forward term uj (s*, v, w). Specifically, under Assumptions 4 and 5,
there exist integers s;,2 = 1,2,..., N such that for all w € W,

d%iuy(s*,v, dul (s*,v,
one has w = laul (8%, v,w) _;,_gﬂ% NI
A= yx (5%, ,
is'i#’ where 4;1,0i2,.. . bis;, @ = 1,2,..., N are
scalars such that the roots of the polynomials P;(c) = 0% — €;1 —

Ligo — -+ — £;5,0° 1 are distinct with zero real parts. Define
T
P — Ou,—x1 | L1 I — 1
! Lix EZ O¢s;—1yx1 |

Let 7;(s*,v,w) = col (uf, duj/dt,. .., d(s'i_nuf/dt(si_l)). One
thus has 7, = ®;7,u; = I'i7i. Let (MI,NZ) i =1,2,...,N be
any controllable pairs, where M; € R®*®¢ is a Hurwitz matrix, and
N; € R¥*! is a column vector. Then the following internal model
is proposed,

i = Mini + Niu;, 1=1,2,...,N. @)



Since the spectra of ®; and M; are disjoint, there exists a nonsingu-
lar matrix 75 satisfying the Sylvester equation 1;®; — M;T; = N;I';.
Let 7; = n; — Timi (s*,v,w) and @; = u; — T T 'n;. One then has
ni = (Ml + NiFinl) 7:+N;u;. Thus, we can obtain the following
augmented error system,

éi :ﬁo (Ehﬂi»y:ﬂ):w) + in (y:,s*,v,w),
t%i :Azjz + Bl |:f11 (zz‘»i‘i»yLMW) + f_.iQ (y:>S*>U>w)

+ by ()T 7 + by (w)a,-] — B, ®)
i = (M; + NiTW T ) 73 + Nitis,
Yi =Ti1,
where
_ Onifl [nifl L Onifl L 1
Al_|: 0 O;I‘u,—l :|’BZ_|: 1 :|’El_|:0ni*1 :|

In what follows, we will develop a distributed dynamic output
feedback controller of the following form to stabilize the augmented
error system (8) semi-globally,

i = Bs (Rir(Zi,00)), 0 = Riz(yi, 05,5 € Ni), ©
with 85(-) being a saturation function defined as follows,
r if |r| < 6,
s(r) = ol
sgn(r)d if |r| >4,

where § > 0 is a constant to be designed, %1 and ;2 are sufficiently
smooth functions vanishing at the origin, N; = Aj; U {i} is defined
to be the same as that in (3), and ©; € R™% is the state of the
dynamic controller with its dimention ng, to be specificed later. Let
Z. = col(z1,Z1,71,01,91,C1,- -, 2N, TN, TN, ON, Y, () and
ne = SN, (ns; +ni+s;+ns, +2). The reference-tracking problem
is defined as follows.

Problem 2. Consider the augmented error system (8) and the optimal
coordinator (4). Under Assumptions 1-4, given any constant R > 0
and any nonempty compact set V. x W C R™ ™ containing the
origin, design a distributed dynamic output feedback controller of the
form (9) such that, for any Z.(0) € Q%“ and col(v,w) € Vx W,
the trajectories of the closed-loop system composed of (4), (8) and
(9) starting from Z.(0) are bounded for all t > 0, and the output
errors i, t = 1,2,..., N tend to zero as time goes to infinity.

The following lemma shows that Problem 1 is solved as long as
Problem 2 is solved.

Lemma 1. Under Assumptions 1-4, if the reference-tracking Problem
2 is solved by a dynamic output feedback controller of the form (9),
then the Problem 1 can be solved by a distributed dynamic controller
composed of (4), (7) and (9).

Proof. As stated in Remark 3, given any compact set Vo C R"v,
there exists a compact set V. C R™ such that v(t) € V for all ¢ > 0.
By comparing the definitions of z. and Z., given any R > 0 and
z:(0) € QY there exists R > 0 such that Z.(0) € Q. Note that
Problem 2 is solved means that the trajectory T.(t) of the closed-
loop system starting from Z.(0) € Q%c is bounded for all ¢ > 0, and
the output errors 4;,7 = 1,2,..., N converge to zero. Thus, on the
one hand, by similar arguments as in [25], for any z.(0) € Q% and
col(v,w) € VX W, z.(t) can be shown to be bounded for all £ > 0.
On the other hand, one obtains that lim¢_, o y; = y; . It follows from
Theorem 1 that y; is bounded for all ¢ > 0 and lim;— oo y; = s™.
Therefore, by the triangle inequality |y; —s*| < |y —yi |+ |yi —s™|,
one can conclude that lim;_, o y; = s*. In summary, Problem 1 is
solved as long as Problem 2 is solved. O

B. Reference-Tracking Controller Design

In this subsection, we focus on developing an output feedback con-
troller to solve the reference-tracking Problem 2 for the augmented
error system (8). At first, we transfer (8) to a new system of relative
degree one. To this end, define

jik:g?fl, k:I,...,ni—l,
Oi =Zin; + 9Vin; ) Fi(ni—1) + -+ " Y Fa,
il = — by ' (w) Nids,
where g > 0 is a constant to be determined later, and the coefficients
Yik,k = 1,2,...,n; — 1 are chosen such that the polynomials

AT 4 'Yi(n,-—l))\ni72 + oo+ YieA + vir,t = 1,2,..., N are
all Hurwitz. Then, one can obtain that

Ea =giis — U1,
Tik =gFihi1y, Kk =2,3,...,m; — 2,
Ti(n;—1) :g%z = 9Vi(ni—1)Ti(n;—1) — -+ — gyidit,
;i Zfil (Ziy Ziay Pis i, g, 0, W) + bi(w)FiTi_lﬁi
+ 0T Ny + b (w) s + i (), 97, 8%, v,w)
where
fir (Zi, &ia, 94,97, g, 0,w) = fir (Zi,iﬂ,gin, N L T
B — g™ (Yigny—1)Ri(ni—1) + -+ + Virdin) ’yfvvvw)
+ 9Yi(ni—1) <19¢ = 9" (Ving—1)®i(ng—1) + -+ yirdin) )
+ 9" (Vitni—2)Bi(ni—1) + -+ + vizdiz + yindiz)

& (yf 95, 8% v,w) = fiz (yF, %50, w) — gt D]

Let &io = col (&1, &2, ... Li(n;—1)). Then the augmented error
system (8) can be rewritten as follows,

Zi =fio (2o, %ia, yl v, w) + fio (yF 8™, v, w)

Tia =gAciFia + Bei(g)¥i — Eivi,
i =M + fil (Zi, Tia, Vi, Ui » G, V, W) — b;l(w)szi,
d; Zﬁz (Ziy Zias Niy Vi, Yi 5 g, v, w) + b (w); + €5,

(10)

0, 2 | In; 2 }
—Yi1 | =Yz —Yi(ni-1)
Oni—Q

1
Bei(g) = [ 1/gn7~,72 } , Ei= [ 0n, 1 ]7
fio (Zis Bia, 41,0, w) = fio (%0, Bar, 47, v, 0)
fir (2o, 210, 90,97, g, v, w) = b (w) MiN; 0,
— b N(W)Ni fir (%, #ias 0, 47, 9,0, 0),
Fio (Ziy Bia, 110, 0i,yF g, 0,w) = fir (B, Bia, 0, 07, 9,0, W)
+ by (w)T Ty 7 + DT N
Now we are ready to design the decentralized output feedback

controller #; for the augmented system (10) under the following
assumption.

Assumption 6. Foreachi=1,2,..., N, there exists a continuously
differentiable function Vo : R"*i — R such that, for all y; € R and
col(v,w) € V x W, along the trajectories of the zero dynamics
zi = fio(2:,0,y] ,v,w), the following inequality is satisfied,
WVio 7 ,_ - _
782'0 Fio(2:, 0,47, v, w) < —aio |2,
where a;o > 0 is a known constant.

an

Remark 5. According to Theorem 4.10 in [22], the inequality (11)
implies that the zero dynamics of agents are globally asymptotically
stable as well as locally exponentially stable, which is less stringent



than the assumption that the inverse dynamics of agents are ISS in
[16], [17]. In particular, the locally exponential stability is needed to
drive all trajectories to the origin instead of its neighborhood [28].
By choosing sufficiently large control gains, it is shown by semi-
global stability analysis that col(Z;, T;1) can still be guaranteed to
remain in a compact set under such a relaxed assumption.

1) High-Gain Observer Design: Due to the uncertainties in agent
dynamics (1), it is more challenging to estimate the agent states since
no perfect knowledge of the nonlinear functions f;1,7 =1,2,..., N
can be utilized for designing an observer. Fortunately, the high gain
observer is robust to a certain level of uncertainties and can still work
in this case. Specifically, a distributed high-gain observer is proposed
for each agent as follows,

Ti1 Zi2 hein,
: - 2
Zi2 Ti3 h Ci(n;—1)
= + (yi — Zar), (12)
~ ~ .1
ZTi(n;—1) Zin; h"™i ™ cia
Tin, 0 h™ici

where Z;x, k = 1,2,...,n, are the estimations of the agent states,
cik,k =1,2,...,n; are cofficients such that the polynomials A" +
cmi)\”i_l + -+ oA+ 1,1 =1,2,..., N are all Hurwitz, and
h > 0 is a sufficiently large constant to be determined later.

2) Decentralized Output Feedback Stabilizer Design: With the
proposed distributed high-gain observer (12), the decentralized output
feedback stabilizer for the augmented system (10) is developed as
follows, B

;= —f5(KV:), 13)
where K and ¢ are positive constants to be designed later, 9 =
Tin, + 9Vitni—1) iy -1+ 9" PviaFio+ g™ yan (B — yi),
with Z;,, k = 1,2,...,n; being generated by the high-gain observer
(12) and y; being generated by the optimal coordinator (4).

Remark 6. The high-gain observer is exploited owing to its robust-
ness in estimating the agent states in the presence of uncertainties.
However, it may also exhibit an impulsive-like behavior known as the
peaking phenomenon, which may even interact with nonlinearities
leading to a finite escape time. Hence, the saturation function Bs(-)
is utilized in (13) to aviod the peaking phenomenon and to ensure
the control input in a compact set of interest.

The solvability of Problem 2 is summarized as follows.

Theorem 2. Under Assumption 6, given any arbitrarily large con-
stant R > 0, there exist sufficiently large positive constants g, K, §
and h depending on R such that the equilibrium point of the closed-
loop system consisting of (4), (10), (12) and (13) is uniformly locally
asymptotically stable with its region of attraction containing Q"RC,
where n. = Zf\;l (nz; + 2n; + s; + 2). In other words, the semi-
global reference-tracking Problem 2 is solvable.

Before giving the proof of Theorem 2, some coordinate transfor-
mations are introduced to redescribe the resulting closed-loop system.
Let §; = y; —y; and C) = (¢; — (i, where col(y7, ;) is generated by
(4) with col(gj, QTZ) being its corresponding equilibrium point. Define
X; = col Zi, a}ia,f)i, '191'7 g}f, 51 Letejx = hniik (Ilk — SEZ}C) s k=
1,2,...,n; and e; = col(€;1,€52,...,€in,). It follows that Z; =
x; — H; 'e;, where H; = diag (R, h™> ... h,1). One then
has ’l§1 = 191 — Eiz(h)ei = EilXi — Eiz(h)ei, where

Ei = [le(nzi+si+ni71)v 1301X2] )

n;—1
g v g
Ei?(h):|: .

n;—

2%‘2 9Vi(n;—1) 1
(TECREAE h , 10

Thus, it can be obtained from (12) and (13) that

U; = — 55 (KE“X»; — KEiQ(h)e¢)7 (14)
é; =hFE;3e; + EMX,', (15)
where
—Cini 1 0 0
_Ci(ni—l) 0 1 0
Ba=| i o i|. ae
—Ci2 0 0 . 1

—Ci1 0 O 0 O
and Ej4 is given in (17). Thus, the closed-loop system composed of
(4), (10), (12) and (13) can be described by the closed-loop system
composed of (4), (10), (14) and (15). Let e = col (e1, e2,...,en)
and X = col (X1, X2,...,Xn). Then, we can obtain the following
two crucial lemmas, whose proofs are given in Appendices.

Lemma 2. Under Assumption 6, given any arbitrarily large R > 0,
there exist positive constants g, K and c that depend on R, and
a continuously differentiable positive definite function Wx (+), such
that the following equation is satisfied,

QF € 2. (Wx(X)), (18)
where n. = Zi\; (nz; +ni + si + 2). Moreover, given any € >
0, for all X € Qcyc (WX(X)) and all col(v,w) € V x W, the
derivative of Wx () along the trajectories of the closed-loop system
composed of (4), (10) and the following decentralized state feedback

controller,

u; = — K, (19)

satisfies (X < PRt
Wx (X)] 4y 4 10y 41y < —allXIF,

where a > 0 is a constant to be determined later.

(20)

Lemma 3. There exists a continuously differentiable positive definite
Sunction We(e) such that, for all col(v,w) € V x W, the derivative
of We(e) along the trajectories of (15) satisfies

. h Q .
Wel©) iy < — 5 lell® + 21X12,

where o > 0 is a constant independent of h.

21

Based on Lemmas 2 and 3, the proof of Theorem 2 is presented
as follows.

Proof of Theorem 2. For any arbitrarily large R > 0, g and K are
chosen to be the same as those in Lemma 2. For any arbitrarily small
€ > 0, the bound ¢ of the saturation function is chosen as

s=r (| max | (BaXd+ g e (1Ba())). @2
i=1,...,N
Now, we are ready to prove that the trajectory of col(X (), e(t)) start-
ing from any col(X (0), e(0)) € Q' will asymptotically converge to
the origin by choosing sufficiently large h. To this end, consider the
positive definite Lyapunov function W (X, e) = Wx(X) + We(e),
where Wix(-) and We(-) are defined to be the same as those
in Lemmas 2 and 3, respectively. The rest of the proof can be
accomplished in the following two steps.

Step 1. Show that the trajectory of col(X(t),e(t)) enters the
compact set 2.+.(W (X, e)) in a finite time 7. By substituting the
saturated output feedback controller (14) into (10), one obtains that

Vi = fio — bi(w) KO + i + bi(w) (@ + KV;). (23)
Note that 4¢;65:7is(g) > 1, where g6, ;7 and ¢;s(g) are chosen as
the same as those in the proof of Lemma 2. Then the derivative

of Vis3(9:)/(4sissizsis(g)) along the trajectories of (23) can be
described as follows,

Via(9:) < Vi (fio—bi(w)KY;+e;) + |bi(w)19i(ﬁi +K19i)|.

4¢i65i75is(9) — 4si65i7sis(9)




O(n;—1)x(n;-1)

O(nifl)xnzi
[yi1, iz, - - -

E’i4 = n;—1

lenzi —g

77i(ni—1)]

O(n;—1)x2
O1x2

O(nifl)xsi O(nifl)xl

O1xs; 1 4n

Reconsider Wx (X) in Lemma 2. Its derivative along the trajec-
tories of the closed-loop system composed of (4), (10) and (14) can
be described as follows,

Wx (X)|@)+@0)+1a) <WX( ) @+0)+(19)

+|Zb

On the one hand, it can be obtalned from (14) that u, is upper
bounded by 4, which is independent of h. Consequently, for all
X € cie(Wx(X)) and all col(v,w) € V x W, one has
!Zf\;l bi(w)di(w; + K;)| < 61, where 61 > 0 is a constant
independent of h. By using (20), one further deduces that

Wx (X)ly+ao+ay < —al| X|* +61 < 6.
Meanwhile, it follows from (18) that Wx (X (0)) € 2. (Wx (X
Qcte (Wx(X)). Thus, by using (25) and letting T =
t € [0, 7], we have

Wx (X (1) < Wx (X(0)) + 61t < ¢+ % (26)

In other words, it is shown in (26) that || X (¢)]| is upper bounded for
all t € [0, T, with its bound independent of h.

On the other hand, it can be shown from the closed-loop system
composed of (4), (10) and (14) that g|| X||?> < 2, where 62 > 0
is a constant independent of h. Thus, by referrlng to (21), one has

‘(lg) — 2h>\W + Where )‘ = 'L— {Amm( 7,3) 1}
By the comparison lemma [22], it follows that We(e(t)) <
exp{— Lt} We(e(0)) + 2282, for all ¢ € [0, 7). Let hy = /2292,
Then, for all t € [0,T1], choosing h > hi leads to

We(e(t)) < exp{— g5t} We(e(0) + 1

By recalling e;; = h™ 9 (x;; — &i;), it can be proved that
We(e(0)) is bounded by a polynomial of h. One then has
hnr1 exp{— T}We( (0)) = 0. Thus, there exists a positive

constant hy such that, for all b > ha, exp{—2£T}We(e(0)) < <.
By using (26) and (27), one can obtain that W(X(T) e(T)) < c+e.
In other words, the trajectory of col(X (t),e(t)) enters the compact
set 2.+(W(X,e)) within the time 7.

Step 2. Show that the trajectory of col(X(t),e(t)) remains in
the compact set 2.4 (Wx (X)) x 2.2 (We(e)), and asymptotically
converges to the origin as time goes to infinity. It can be observered
from (27) that exp{—Zt}W.(e(0)) is decreasing as time goes
to infinity. Thus, by choosmg any h > max{hi,ha}, we have
Wel(e(t)) < €/2 for all ¢ > T, that is, e(t) remains in the compact
set 275 (We(e)) for all ¢ > T. Note that ||Ei2(h)|| < || Ei2(1)]
for all A > 1. It then follows from (22) that |u;| < ¢, which
implies that the saturation function will not trigger. As a consequence,
the decentralized output feedback controller and the function in
the resulting closed-loop system are smooth. Thus, it follows from
Lemma 7.8 in [27] that, for all h > 1, all col(v,w) € V x W
and all col(X, €) € Qcye (Wx (X)) X £2¢/2 (We(e)), the following
inequalities are satisfied,

Zb

(T + K3)|. (24)

(25)

) €

ﬁ , for all

27

(s + K0:)| <3 X|1% +cdallel”, (28

oll X|1* <6s]| X ||* + dellel|”, 29)
where ¢ and d&;,l = 3,4,5,6 are some positive constants inde-
pendent of h. Then by substituting (28) and (29) into (24) and

(21) respectively, for all col(v,w) € V x W and all col(X,e) €
Reye Wx (X)) x £2¢/2 (We(e)), the derivative of W (X, e) along
the trajectories of the closed-loop system consisting of (4), (10), (14)

and (15) can be described as follows.

W(Xe) < —(a— 2 = ) IXI" = (5 = cda = ) lell”
Choose ¢ > 2 and hs > max{ afi% 2(¢04 + d6), 1} successively.
Then, for all h > ,@132}(3{}% 1}, one can obtain that

W (X, €)|(a)+10)+(14)+(15) < —aH(X7 eI, (30)

where ¢ = min{a — 53 — ‘5—', 2 — G0y — }

Note that QC+E(W(X e)) C .QC+€ (WX( )) X 2/ (We(e)). It
can be concluded that, once the trajectory of col(X(t),e(t)) enters
Qete (W(X,e)), it remains in the compact set 2c1 (Wx (X)) x
2./ (We(e)). In addition, it is shown in (30) that the trajectory
of col(X (t),e(t)) converges to the origin as time goes to infinity.
Therefore, it is proved that the equilibrium point of the closed-
loop system is semi-globally asymptotically stable, with its region
of attraction containing Q_%C. O

Based on Lemma 1 and Theorem 2, the main result of this work
is summaried as follows.

Theorem 3. Under Assumptions 1-6, given any R > 0 and any
compact set Vo x W C R™ 1™ there exist sufficiently large g, K,
8 and h that depend on R such that, for any z.(0) € Q' and any
col(v(0),w) € Vo x W, the optimal output consensus Problem 1 is

solved by the following distributed output feedback controller,

wi = —Bs (K0:) + TT; i, (31)
1 = Myn: + Nyug, 1=1,2,...,N, (32)
where 9; = Zin; + 9Yi(n;—1)Ti(n;—1) + ++ + G T 2o +
g™ i (&1 — yb), with T,k = 1,2,...,n; being generated by

the distributed high-gain observer (12) and y; being generated by
the distributed optimal coordinator (4).

Remark 7. Due to the utilization of the saturated output feedback
controller (31), the selection of the initial agent conditions is re-
stricted in a positively invariant compact subset of the attraction
region. Hence, only a semi-global stability of the resulting closed-loop
system can be achieved by the proposed controller. It is worth noting
that the controller (31) is designed by saturating the linear state
feedback controller (19). Compared with the nonlinear controller
developed in [17], a linear controller has many advantages in both
theoretical design and practical implementation.

IV. AN EXAMPLE

In this section, an example is provided to illustrate the effectiveness
of the proposed distributed output feedback controller. Consider a
group of five agents with their dynamics described by the following
uncertain nonlinear systems [26],

Zi1 = pinzi + i1 + Aw1 sin(01),
Ti1 = Ti2

Tig = PiaZilTi1Ti2 + Pisiz + Awa cos(0t) + bi(w)us,

Yi = Ti1, i:l,Q,
and
Til = Ti2,
Tiz = 43,



0G0

Fig. 1. Weight-unbalanced directed network.

T3 = Pir@is + Piotiz + Pisxhy + Aws sin(0t) + b (w)us,
Yi = Ti1, i:3,4,5,

where A1 sin(0t), Az cos(0t) and Az sin(0t) are external dis-
turbances, with A,r = pi(w)A, k = 1,2,3 being the uncertain
amplitudes and 0 being the angular frequency. For i = 1,...,5, it is
assumed that ;5 (w) = 1+0.1k, k = 1,2, 3. Note that sin(0t) = v1
and cos(6t) = w2, where v = col(vi,v2) is generated by the ex-
osystem (2) with S = [0, 6; —0, 0]. Thus, Assumption 4 is satisfied.
In addition, for ¢ = 1,...,5, it is assumed that p; = (pi1, iz, Pis)
satisfies p; = p; +w;, where p; = (Pi1, Pi2, Di3) denotes the nominal
value of p;, w; = (ws1,wi2, ws3) € W denotes the uncertainty.
Moreover, it can be verified that z; (s, v, w) in Assumption 3 can be
chosen as 27 (s, v, w) = ’;“l‘i;’; v — peAHz v+ P25 §=1,2.
It is worth pointing out that the nonlinear functlons in the agent
dynamics are not globally Lipschitz.

The unbalanced directed communication network among the agents
is described in Fig. 1. It can be verified that the directed graph
is strongly connected. For ¢ = 1,...,5, suppose that each agent
i is assigned with a local cost function ¢;(s) = $(s — i + 1)%
Then, all local cost functions are strongly convex, and the global
minimizer is s* = 2. Therefore, Assumptions 1 and 2 are satisfied.
It can be calculated that u} (s*,v,w) = —b;(w) " Ayuavs for
i = 1,2, and u} (s*,v,w) = —bi(w) " (piss*® + Awsv1) for
i = 3,4,5. Thus, Assumption 5 is also satisfied. Specifically, one

dzuf(s*,v,w) 2
can deduce that ——y—+ = —0

3714* S* v, w u S v, w
% HQw for i = 3,4,5. Thus, by Theorem

3, the optimal output consensus problem for the concerned nonlinear
multi-system is solvable.

uy (8%, v,w) for i = 1,2, and

In the simulation, choose A = 10 and 6 = 0.8. Let p;1 = pi2 =
Pis = 4, and w; = (w;1, w;2, w;3) be randomly generated such that
pi1,t =1,...,5 are negative. Let M; = [0,1; —2, 3], N; = [0;1]
fori=1,2,and M; = [-3,-7,—5; 1,0,0; 0, 1,0], N; = [1, 0; 0]
for i = 3,4, 5. The other initial conditions are randomly chosen. Then
apply the distributed output feedback controller (31) with K = 4 X
10* and A = 100. The simulation result is presented in Fig. 2. It can
be observered from Fig. 2 that all the agent outputs y;,¢ =1,...,5
eventually converge to the optimal solution s* = 2.

V. CONCLUSION

In this note, the distributed optimal output consensus problem of
uncertain nonlinear multi-agent systems in the normal form over
unbalanced directed networks is solved by a novel distributed output
feedback controller. Based on a two-layer controller structure, the
concerned problem is first converted to a reference-tracking problem
by developing a distributed optimal coordinator, and the obtained
augmented system is then stabilized by a high-gain observer based
output feedback controller. It is proved that all the agent outputs
converge to the optimal solution of the sum of local cost functions
semi-globally. The effectiveness of the control scheme is illustrated
by a simulation example. Applying the proposed distributed controller
to practical systems, such as multi-robot systems and power systems,
will be considered in our future research.

8
Y
6 Y2 | 4
Ys
_4 Ya| |
> Ys
2
0 N
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
time/s
Fig. 2. Trajectories of the agent outputs y;,¢ =1,...,5.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF LEMMA 2

Note that A and M, are Hurwitz. Then, there exist positive
definite matrices P;; and P;» such that ACTiPil + Pi1Ac < —1In, -1,
and MZTPiQ + P2 M; < —I,,. It is shown in Theorem 1 that
(yf, (i) generated by (4) converges to its equilibrium (77, (;) ex-
ponentially. Thus, by applying Theorem 4.14 in [22], there exists
a positive definite Lyapunov function V; (47, ;) such that \7i|<4) <
—Gio( gz + H&HQ) for a constant ;0 > 0, where i = y; — y;
and é:z = Cl — EZ

Consider the following positive definite functions, Vi1 (£i0) =
&1, PirZia, Viz (1) = 07 Piafli, Vis (95) = 297, Then for any R >
0, there exists ¢; > 0 such that an ¥nptided C (Vio (21)) x
Qe (Vir (#ia)) X 2c, (Vi (7)) x e, (Vi (95)) x e, Vil G))-
Let ¢ = (4 + p) ZT:J C;, where p is a positive constant to be
determined. Note that fio (Z;, Zia, yi , v, w) — fio (2:,0,yi,v,w) is
sufficiently smooth and vanishes at #;, = 0, and dVio (Z;) /0% is
continuously differentiable with 9Vjo(0)/0z; = 0. Then, by Lemma
2 in [25], for all z; € Qere Vio (2)s 2ia € Pete (Vir (£ia))s
yi € Qeye(Vi(@,¢i)). and all col(v,w) € V x W, the following
inequalities are satisfied,

HaVio(Z’)/aziH < i1z, (33)
Hf.zo (Z‘,fia,y{,%w) 7];1'0 (27:507y’1(‘7/U7w)H §§i2 ||3A7'La||, (34)
oo (475", w0) || < s 11 (9)

for some constants ¢;; > 1,1 = 1,2, 3. Therefore, the derivatives of
Vie(-),k = 0,1,2,3 along the trajectories of (10) can be described
as follows,
. 2 2
Vio(Zi) < — #4222 ’ 4 %H@aHQ
Vit (#ia) < = (9 — 2| &ial® + 1 Pur|*97 + IIPuH 197 1%,
Via (1) < = 3117”4+ 4l Pz fir |I” + 41| Piobi " (w) Ny | [les |,
Via(9:) < — (bi(w) K — 1)97 + 3| fiall* + 5 eil|*.

By recalling the definitions of f;1(-) and fiz(-), it follows from
Lemma 7.8 in [27] that, for all col(v,w) € V x W,

A Pia fir ()P <sialg) (par () 1212
+ piz (Zia) | Eiall® + pis (9:) 97),
1,z N
§||fz'2(')||2 <<is(9) (pia (2:) || 2]
+ pis (#ia) |Ziall> + pis (95) 97) + sis |17:])°
for some smooth functions ¢;(-) > 1,1 = 4,5, pa(-) > 1,k =
1,2,...,6, and a positive constant ¢, > 1. Thus, for all z; €

Derte (V (2)), #ia € Reve (Vi1 (£ia)), and all col(v, w) € Vx W,
one has

max {p“ (Zz)"’ f%(zz)7 pi2 (xm)+ ﬂw(zm)} < aq‘,(;:f'i77

4si6 4si6

C'quzS H H

(36)



where ¢;7 > 1 is a constant. Furthermore, by letting ¢s(g) =
max{sia(g),sis(g9)}, we have

1P| 4 £22L00) y £i00) < g, (37)

for all ¥; € Q4(C+€)§i6§i7§i8(g) (‘/;5(191)) and all col(v,w) € Vx W,
where ¢;9 > 1 is a constant.

Consider the Lyapunov function candidate
Zi‘vzl Wz (Xl), where Wz (Xl) = ‘/;O(Zi) + ‘/il(iiia) +
Vie(:)/(sirsis(9))  +  Vis(%:)/(4sissirsis(g)) +  wVi(@i,G).
Since <i7sis(g) > 1 and 4giesivsis(g) > 1, it follows from
Xi € Qe (Vi(2) x 0 (Valiia) x 0 (Valii))
2z, (Vis(9:)) x 2, (Vi (yz,Q)) that X € Q. (Wx(X)), ie.,
equation (18) is satisfied.

In addition, it is noted that X € Qe (Wx(X )) implies z; €
-QCJre (}/20(21)) Tia € Qc+6( ll(xw)) yz € Qc+6( (yL7CZ)) and
Vi € Qu(cteyeigeireis(o) (Via(Us)). Therefore, inequalities (33)—(37)
are still satisfied for all X € Qcic(Wx(X)). Moreover, it can be
obtained that

(4ub;1<w)Pt2Niu2

si7sis(g)

Wx(X) =

+ 8%6%;%'8(9)) il
HIPulP 19717 < sinoll @17 + il 117,

for some constants ¢; > 1,1 = 10,11. Thus, for all X €
Qctre Wx (X)) and all col(v, w) € V x W, the derivative of W;(-)
along the trajectories of the closed-loop system composed of (4), (10)
and (19) can be described as follows,

ST =
Wi(Zi,l’iaynh'lghyiaCi)|<4)+(10)+<19>
2 2
Gl (92— i — o) ol
2 (w)K—1 2
- (4€L6S17€18( ) §g)’l9
) -
P0G

it can be proved that g; is Lipschitz in

s |

1 ~
T 4sirsig(9) 172

+ Ginol|F 1I* + sina I 11* — psio (117
Under Assumption 1,

col(9i, Z:) by using similar arguments as those in [17]. One thus

has i1 [[97 11> < pa (15712 + 11Gil1?). where pa > 0 is a constant.

Then, by successively choosing g > ma {2 + q’lg““ +
i=1,2,.

Gt K > ,_max {m( + 4§z6§z7§i8 )Sio }, w>

Si10tH1 _ a; 9 ﬁ _
gy B and e =i U 072 =R
bi(w)K—1 ) ) )

ER 4<z7§18(9>7 4%6%7(1’8(9) N 99’ peio = H = g“O}’ one can
obtain that W; ( |(# 10y (19) S @ | X:]|?. This indicates that
inequality (20) is satisfied, and the proof is thus completed. O

APPENDIX B

PROOF OF LEMMA 3
Under appropriate choices of cix,k = 1,2,...,n,, matrix E;3
defined in (16) is Hurwitz. Thus, there exists a positive definite matrix
P;3 such that E5 Pis+PisEi3 < —1I,,. Consider the positive definite
function We(e) = -~ | el P;se;. Then, for all col(v, w) € V x W,
its derivative along the trajectories of (15) can be deduced as follows,

N .
E (| Pra Bal|* [ X

We(e 15) E”elu
Let o = {2||P13Ez4|| }. Then the inequality (21) is
satisfied, and the proof is thus completed. O
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