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Abstract—In bipartite consensus tracking (BCT) tasks for
nonlinear multiagent systems, stochastic disturbances and ac-
tuator faults are regarded as essential factors that hamper
effective controller formulation and tracking precision improve-
ment. To address these difficulties, we design an improved finite-
time performance function (FTPF) for a fuzzy fault-tolerant
distributed cooperative control scheme to achieve finite-time
robust precision BCT tasks for nonlinear multiagent systems.
The parameter selection range of the improved FTPF is relaxed,
which renders systems to achieve better transient performance.
Benefitting from stochastic Lyapunov stability theory, it is shown
that all signals of systems are semi-global uniformly ultimately
bounded in probability, and bipartite consensus errors can satisfy
the arbitrary precision with probability in the predefined time.
Finally, to verify its effectiveness, the proposed control scheme
is applied to BCT tasks of a group of vehicles, which manifests
anticipated control performance under various uncertainties.

Index Terms—Fuzzy fault-tolerant control, bipartite consensus
tracking, distributed cooperative control, multiagent systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

N the past few years, the research concerning cooperative

control for multiagent systems (MASs) has attracted con-
siderable attention due to its numerous potential applications
in many fields. A sa p rimary r esearch t opic o f cooperative
control, consensus requires some control variables (such as
displacement and velocity) of a group of agents to reach an
agreement. Following this requirement, the works [1]-[4] have
proposed various control schemes to achieve the consensus
of MASs. To name a few, Valcher et al. [1] presented a
consensus control approach for homogeneous MASs with
switching communication topology. According to the Internal
Model Principle, a consensus control scheme for heteroge-
neous MASs suffering from input constraints was proposed in

[2].

A common feature of the above consensus schemes is
that they are designed through interactive cooperation among
agents. In other words, in consensus results [1]-[4], topologies
describing communications among agents exist only with
non-negative edge weights. However, it is undeniable that
antagonistic relations exist in some real-world scenarios. For
instance, in a two-party political system, two parties may be
antagonistic due to disagreements. Inspired by this fact, the
bipartite consensus tracking (BCT) problem was investigated
in works [5]-[9], which demands that all agents agree on
some variables with the same modulus but different signs.
For instance, Wen et al. [5] investigated the distributed BCT
problem for linear MASs with a dynamic leader. In [6],
the BCT problem for second-order MASs was studied, and
the time of bipartite convergence can be predefined. Since
stochastic disturbances are hard to avoid in the practical
environment, numerous BCT results for stochastic MASs were
presented in [10]-[12]. For example, Wu et al. [10] proposed
a finite-time bipartite consensus protocol for stochastic MASs.
The BCT problem for stochastic MASs with input saturation
was investigated in work [11]. However, the above BCT results
were obtained with actuators in normal operation. In fact, this
situation may not be satisfied during systems operation. As
an essential part of systems, actuators may undergo faults
due to electromagnetic interference or air turbulence [13].
Actuator faults may have a detrimental effect on the tracking
performance of MASs. It may even render desired control
objectives challenging to achieve. In such a case, it may be
hard to complete precise BCT tasks by exploiting existing
control methods, especially for MASs subjected to stochastic
disturbances.

As an optimization-based control approach, the prescribed
performance control (PPC) in [14]-[20] has attracted consider-
able attention due to its ability to improve system performance.
For instance, in [14], the tracking error of the considered sys-
tem was constrained within specified boundaries by utilizing
the PPC approach. Of note is that the above results [14]-[20]
primarily focus on the steady-state performance of the system.
Nevertheless, in some practical engineering [21]-[23], such
as in the attitude tracking mission for the rigid spacecraft,
the transient performance of attitude tracking is also critical,
such that the rigid spacecraft can track a predefined attitude
trajectory in a short time. In such a case, the finite-time
performance function (FTPF) has been proposed in [24]-[28]
to improve the convergence time of the conventional PPC
method. To name a few, by designing an exponential FTPF,



Liu et al. [25] investigated the tracking control problem for
non-strict feedback systems with the finite-time prescribed
performance. In [26], a fault-tolerant tracking control strategy
based on the FTPF was proposed for a class of strict feedback
systems. However, it should be emphasized that the parameter
selection range of the FTPF in [25]-[28] is tight, which hinders
the application of FTPF, and it is even challenging to ensure
that the system achieves the desired performance. Therefore,
how to relax the parameter selection range and develop a fuzzy
fault-tolerant distributed cooperative control scheme based on
the FTPF to achieve finite-time robust precision BCT tasks
for stochastic nonlinear MASs, which motivates the current
research.

In this paper, the finite-time robust precision BCT problem
is considered for stochastic nonlinear MASs subjected to
actuator faults. The main contributions are listed as follows:

1) Different from existing finite-time BCT instances [8]-
[10], the prescribed settling time for bipartite consensus
errors is independent of the parameters of controllers and
the initial states of MASs, which allows the settling time
to be directly preset based on tasks requirements.

2) An improved FTPF is designed to program bipartite
consensus errors of MASs. Compared to the existing
results [25]-[28], the parameter selection range of the
designed FTPF is relaxed, which enables systems to
achieve better transient performance.

3) The proposed distributed fault-tolerant control scheme
suppresses the influence of actuator faults and assorted
uncertainties on systems performance while avoiding the
over-parameterization problem in adaptive control meth-
ods, thereby improving the robustness of systems and
reducing the redundancy of controller parameters.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: Section II
presents some preliminary knowledge, including the construc-
tion of the new FTPF. Section III shows the problem formula-
tion for BCT tasks of stochastic MASs suffering from actuator
faults. The designed procedure for the fault-tolerant controller
is presented in Section IV. The stability analysis process is
presented in Section V. Section VI provides simulation results
of BCT tasks for second-order stochastic MASs and a group
of vehicles. Conclusions of this paper can get in Section VIIL

Notations: In this paper, R” and R"™’ represent the n-
dimensional real space and the n x r real matrix space, respec-
tively. 0 denotes a zero matrix with appropriate dimensions.
@ is the empty set. For a real number 1, |¢| denotes its
absolute value. For a vector v, ||v|| denotes its Euclidean norm.
e is the natural constant. sgn(-) is a signum function. tanh(-)
denotes the hyperbolic tangent function. C?> denotes the set
of all functions with continuous second partial derivatives. If
there exists a continuous and strictly increasing function a(x)
that satisfies the conditions @(0) = 0 and x_lgnoo a(x) = +oo,

then the function @(x) is called the K, function.

II. PRELIMINARY KNOWLEDGE
A. Graph Theory

A signed digraph 4 = {V,E A} is used to describe
communication relationships among agents, where V =

{v1,v2,...,vn} denotes the set of nodes, E C VxV =
{(Vm,vi) : Vm,v; € V} represents the set of edges, and
A = [am] € RV is the weighted matrix with signed
weights such that a;, # 0 < (v,v) € E and a3, = O,
otherwise. Specifically, the edge (v, v;) means that the i-
th agent can receive information from the m-th agent, and
the m-th agent is said to be a neighbor of the i-th agent. If
the weight a;,, > 0, then there is a cooperative relationship
between agents i and m. Conversely, if the weight a;, < O,
this indicates an antagonistic relationship between agents i
and m. In this paper, suppose that the digraph ¢ has no
self-loops (.e., a; = 0 or (v,v;)) ¢ E,i = 1,...,N).
Lg = D — A denotes the Laplacian matrix of the digraph
¢, where D = diag{=N_ |aim|, ..., EN_,|anm|} denotes the
in-degree matrix. If a particular node v; can connect each node
in the set of nodes V through directed paths, the digraph ¢
contains a spanning tree. The particular node v; is said to be
the root of the spanning tree.

In MASs, the leader unidirectionally transmits informa-
tion to followers. In the communication topology of MASs,
b; represents the weight between the i-th follower and
the leader. Moreover, define the diagonal matrix By =
diag{|bi|, ..., |bn|}, where b; # O if the i-th follower can
communicate directly with the leader. Otherwise, b; = 0. In
this paper, the leader signal and its first derivative are bounded
and they can be received by followers.

Definition 1: [5] The signed digraph ¥ is called structurally
balanced if the set of nodes V can provide a partition {V;, V,}
satisfying conditions VUV, = V and VNV, = &. Moreover,
if nodes v; and v,, exist in the same subset V; or V,, then
a;m > 0. Otherwise, a;, < 0.

Assumption 1: The considered communication topology of
MASSs contains a spanning tree, and the leader is the root of
the spanning tree. Meanwhile, the communication topology is
structurally balanced.

Lemma 1: [11] Under Assumption 1, the matrix (Ly + Bg)
is nonsingular.

Lemma 2: [5] Define a set of diagonal matrices S= {§=
diag(31, 92, ..., Sn), S € {£1}}. If Assumption 1 is valid,
then there exists a matrix § € S such that the matrix SAS
has all nonnegative entries. Moreover, the matrix S gives a
partition, i.e. Vi = {v;|; > 0} and V, = {v;|S; < 0}.

B. Stochastic Stability Theorem

The considered stochastic system is modeled as the follow-
ing Itd-type stochastic differential equation:

dx = f(x)dt + g(x)dw 0))

where the vector x € R" represents the system state, and w €
R" denotes an independent standard Brownian motion. The
functions f(-) : R* — R" and g(-) : R* — R"* satisfy the
local Lipschitz condition with f{0) = 0 and g(0) = 0.

Definition 2: [29] For the system (1), if there exists a
Lyapunov function V(x) € C2, then the infinitesimal generator
L of the function V(x) is defined as

OV(x) lx) + %Tr{G}

LV(x) = P




where G = g7(x )6 V(%) g(x), and Tr{G} represents the trace
of the matrix G.

Lemma 3: [11] It is assumed that there exists a Lyapunov
function V(x) € C? satisfying the following relationships

Hi([lxl) < V(x) < Ha(llx[])
LV(x) < = V(x) + 20

where H;(||x||) and H2(||x||) belong to the K, function. 31
and s are positive constants. Then the stochastic system
(1) is said to be semi-global uniformly ultimately bounded
(SGUUB) in probability. Moreover, the solution of Eq. (1)
satisfies the following condition

EV()] < V((0))e ™" + 22, V>0
7
where x(0) is the initial state, and E(-) represents the mathe-
matical expectation.

C. Finite-Time Performance Function
Definition 3: [30] A function o(¢) is said to be an FTPF if
the function o (z) possesses the following properties

1. o(?) is a smooth function.
2. For Vi > 0, o(¢) satisfies o(¢) > 0 and &(z) <O0.

3. linTl o(t) = 0 > 0, where o is a constant.
t—T,

4. For Vt > T,

Lemma 4: For the given constants ¢ > 1 and gp > 0 > 0,
the following segmentation function is an FTPF.

_ s(1-5%)
J(t) — { (UO 0'00)6 g + 0o,

o(t) = 000, Where T is the settling time.

0<t< Ty
> T,

where T represents the settling time, and it depicts the

convergence rate of the FTPE. Moreover, o, can be arbitrarily

small, and it denotes the ultimate boundary of the FTPF.
Proof: Firstly, we give the dproof of the first property.
Case 1: If ¢t > T,, then 28 — 0 with 7 > 1. There-

dat™
fore, it is easily determined that ‘r",(') are continuous and

lim o) .
T T

Case 2: If0 <t < Ts, then o (¢) = (09 — 000 )e®® + 0o,
where a(t) = ¢(1 — —;— = =7

Taking the first-order derivative of o (¢) with respect to time

t, we can obtain
do(t) da(t)
dt (o0 dt

where 42 — (_‘TS) With the help of the L’Hospital’s rule,

it is not difficult to obtain

ea(t) (2)

— U'oo)

da(t)
lim (o9 — e
t—>T,_( 0= T00) =5 dt
—2
= lim (0¢ — 0o) [ <T } =0. €))

t—T, e —Ts
Based on Case 1, Egs. (2) and (3), it is derived that

lim da_(t) = lim dcr_(t) =0

T+ dt - dt

do(t) -

which indicates that the function =

is differentiable.
Based on Eq. (2), the second-order derivative of o (z) with
respect to time ¢ can be further obtained by

d20'(l) . d2 () PG da(t) 2 at
a7 _(UO_O'OO)|: P ()+<T> e ():|- “)

By applying the L’Hospital’s rule, it yields

is continuous, and o(z)

d*a(t)
lim - e
t—)T:(UO UOO) dt2
-6
= llIIl (O’O _Uoo) |:(t TS) :| =0. (5)
t—Ty e r—Ts

In addition, it can also derived that

2
lim (69 — 0oo) (dOjT5t)> e

t—T;
—4¢T;
= lim (00 — 0oo) [(’_‘f;?_] —0. (6)
t—T, e +Ts

Based on Case 1, and Egs. (4)-(6), one gets

. do(t) do(t)
A ar

which indicates that %ﬁ is continuous, and o (¢) being the
second-order differentiable.

Based on the above analysm it can deduce that dt,(’) =
(z_-T,)JT and (%) = (t—_TS)’F’ where 4, and ¥, are
constants, and 3 < 7 < n 1. Therefore, 0}

d T
as a polynomial of t T )m with m > 0.
Through the above analys1s, it can be obtained

o(t) —t
[_e___] __m lim (I—Ts)<r !
(t—Tom Ts 1517 | e FE

(m—1) .
(m+1) H ( )
(sT;)tm=1)

=0

t—T;

can be denoted

lim
t—T;

=(-1)

t—T, |e = Ts

1
lim [ ’_‘i} =0. (7)
According to Case 1 and (7), it follows that
lim [‘{r"ft)] — lim {dr"f(t)] -0
i1 | df T | df

d"o(1)
ar™

which means that
differentiable.
At last, by taking 7 = n, it yields

. d'o(t)] _
Uﬁ[ ar }‘O'

is continuous, and o(z) is 7-times

It should notice that

im [d"a(t)] ~ lim [d"a(t)] _0

t—T, ar tﬁT:F dar’
which indicates that 22 is continuous, and o () is n-times

differentiable.



The above analysis can conclude that the function o(¢)
satisfies the first property. Furthermore, it is not difficult
to verify that o(f) satisfies other properties. According to
Definition 3, o(¢) is an FTPE.

This completes the proof. ]

Remark 1: In [25]-[28], the parameter selection range of
the FTPF is tight, which hampers the application of FTPF,
and it is even hard to guarantee that MASs achieve the desired
performance. Compared to the existing results [25]-[28], the
parameter selection range of the improved FTPF is relaxed,
which renders systems to achieve better transient performance.

D. Fuzzy Logic System

The fuzzy logic system (FLS) has excellent approximation
ability to the unknown nonlinear function. The conventional
fuzzy rules are as follows:

R': If x; is Fj, ..., and x, is F}, then yp is W".

Specifically, x = [x1, ..., x,|7 and y, are input and output of
the FLS, respectively. F; and W* are fuzzy sets with member-
ship functions ¢r: (x;) and ¢w~(x;), where j = 1,2,...,n and
t=1,2,...,P. Based on the results in [31]-[39], the output
yp of the FLS can be written as

P _ n
D=1V I:szl d’F; (xj)]
YF (x - P n
S0 [T 0 ()]
where ¥ = max,_egr{¢w. (Vr)}. The fuzzy basis function can
be represented by

®

H,"l=1 P (x7) .
S0 [T 5 G6)]

Denote 6 = [y}, %, ..., 507 = [61,0a,...,0p|T and ®(x) =
[@1(x), @2(x), ..., ®p(x)]7. Eq. (8) can be further written as

yr(x) = 67®(x).

D,(x) =

Lemma 5: [40] If r(x) is a continuous function defined on
a compact set §),, then there exists an FLS §7®(x) satisfying
the following relationship

sup |r(x) — 9T<I>(x)| <e¢
xE€EN,

where ¢, is any positive constant.

III. PROBLEM FORMULATION
In this paper, the i-th follower is modeled as

dxij = (xiger) +f;(%y)) dt + g;(%y)dw

M
dxi,, = <Z linwin + fin, (xini)> dt + i, (Xin, )dw  (9)
h=1

1<i<N,

¥ = Xa, 1<j<n—1

where xj; = [x,-l,x,-z, ey X ig]T(f =1,2,...,n;) and y; € R
represent the state variables and output of the i-th follower,
respectively. f,,(-) : R® — R and g;,(-) : R® — R'" denote
unknown nonlinear functions satisfying the local Lipschitz
condition. f;,(0) = 0 and g;,(0) = 0. /;; € R is an unknown

coefficient. wjy, denotes the output of the A-th actuator of the
i-th follower. M represents the number of the actuator. w is an
independent r-dimensional standard Brownian motion, which
is defined on a complete probability space (2, Z, {Z}>0,
P). Q) stands for a sample space. . denotes a 5-filed. {Z}i>0
represents a filtration, and P is a probability measure. In the
subsequent derivation, for simplicity, functions f,(X;) and
8:(Xi¢) concerning states variables X;; will be denoted by f;,
and g;,, respectively.
The actuator fault model is described by

{wih(t) = Pinttin(t) + Vin, t € [th,, 1)

(10
PinVine =0, ¢=12.3,...

where py, € [0,1] and vy, are unknown constants. u;(f) is
the input of the A-th actuator of the i-th follower. ¢ indicates
the ¢-th actuator fault. #,, and £;;,, represent the moments when
the fault occurs and ends, respectively. Eq. (10) involves the
following three situations:

o If pjp, = 1 and vy, = 0, then actuators work normally.

o For unknown constants P, and pj,, if 0 < P, < pin, <
pin. < 1 and vy, = 0, then actuators undergo the partial
loss of control effectiveness (PLOE).

e If pj, = 0 and v, # O, then actuators occur the total
loss of effectiveness (TLOE).

Control Objectives: This paper aims at developing an FTPF-
based control scheme for stochastic MASs to complete the
following control objectives:

(a) All signals of MASs are SGUUB in probability.
(b) Bipartite consensus errors satisfy the arbitrary precision
with probability in the predefined settling time.

Other assumptions and lemmas need to be provided to
guarantee that control objectives are achieved.

Assumption 2: Only up to M — 1 actuators are allowed to
work in the TLOE mode.

Assumption 3: For the dynamics model of the i-th follower,
the signs of I, (h=1,2,...,M) are known.

Lemma 6: [11] (Young’s inequality): For VP € R", VQ €
R", the following relationship holds

e 1
PO < Pl + — |0
C1 CrE?
whereq>1,cz>1,e>0,andé+é:1,
Lemma 7: [41] For any given variable =, one has
52
0<|El- ——=<¥

T VERR T

where ) is a positive constant.

IV. FAULT-TOLERANT CONTROLLER DESIGN
A. Error Transformation

To achieve the control objective (b), the error transforma-
tion mechanism in [42] is adopted. Before giving the error
transformation mechanism, the bipartite consensus error z;; is
defined as

N
2t = Y il (i — sgn(@m)y,) + [Bil (v; — sen(Br)y,) (11)
m=1



where y, denotes the leader signal.
The error transformation mechanism is given as

z = o(ue), [z(0)] € (0,0(0))

where pi(e};) = 2 arctan(e];), and e} is the transformed error.
Based on Eq. (12) and the fourth property of the FTPF, for
Vt > Ts, one gets

(12

—Ooo < 2Zi1 < 0o (13)

which indicates that the bipartite consensus error z;; can
converge to a predefined region in a finite time 7. In the
subsequent coordinate transformations, e}; will replace z;; to
participate in the construction of the controller.

By taking the differential of Eqs. (11) and (12), one obtains

N oule}
dza = plei)do(s) + o0 28 g
€il
N
= (qi(xiZ +f) — Z Qim(Xm2 + fon1) — bi)"r)dt
m=1
N
+ (081 — Y Ging ) d (14)
m=1
. N
with g; = 3, |@im| + [Bi-
Furthermore, it follows that
N
del = &i( (v +fa) = Y @im(ne +Fy) — b, — B, )t
m=1
N
+ 6080 = Y aingm ) d as)
m=1
w(1+e;’)

where 3; = 2 arctan(e};)5(t), and & = P 7i0)

Remark 2: It is necessary to ensure that bipartite consensus
error z; satisfies inequality (13) to achieve control objective
(b). Therefore, the error transformation mechanism (12) is
introduced to guarantee that inequality (13) holds. The mecha-
nism (12) means that z;; — +0 if and only if e} — oo, for
vVt > T,. Consequently, as long as e} is bounded, inequality
(13) can be guaranteed to be true, thus ensuring that control
objective (b) can be achieved.

B. Fault-Tolerant Controller Design

Before the design of the fault-tolerant controller, the coor-
dinate transformations are provided as

G = e?]
Gin = Xin, —
where a;‘(h_]) is the output of the first-order command filter

with respect to the virtual controller o;(s—1). and
ai(r—1) satisfy the following relationship

(16)

Ot;k(h_l), h=2,3,...n,-

Xn-1)
Ti(ﬁ—l)d;'k(h—n + O‘;k(h—l) = Qi(h-1)

where 7_1) is a positive designed parameter, and initial
values of aj;, ;) and q;—1) satisfy a;f(h_l)(O) = ai(r-1)(0).

Step 1: Choose the following Lyapunov function

1 1
Vi =-Ch+ —6?
1= g4t g,
where C,l = (i1—1 is a compensated error, and 61 =06 @
©i 2 max; <, < {[|01]13, |6a2]|*} is an unknown constant, and
©; is the estimated value of ©;. §; is a positive designed

parameter. To compensate the filtering error o, — a;, the
compensation signal 7;; is designed as
ni1 = — (ka + 1)ma + &g;(afy — cin) + &igimia
An&ig;sgn(mit) a17)

where k;; and )\;; are positive designed parameters. Based on
Eqgs. (15)-(17), the infinitesimal generator of V;; is given as

N
LVi =G [ﬁi(qi(fiz + i +fu) = D Gim(Ema +fo) — by,
m=1

2
— ; arctan(e; )& ( )) (ki + V)ma + /\i1€iqisgn(77i1)]
+3GEANT - 166, as)

where (p = Go — T2, and A = g,8,y — Y ) Gim&pm1-

Note that f;; and f,,; are unknown functions in Eq. (18).
For the sake of subsequent derivation, we sum all terms that
contain f;; and f,,;. The result of the sum is denoted by %],
and the expression for % is given as

N
Fi =fadi — Z Bim (Xm2 + font)-
m=1
To approximate unknown functions .%; and A;A7, FLSs
67, ®i11(Xi11) and 9,12{),12( i12) are utilized, respectlvely For
any positive constants €}, and €];,, one obtains

Zih =00, (Xin) + €11 (Xin)

NAT = 0], ®i10(Xin2) + €i12(Xin2)
where X1 = [Xit, ¥m1, %m2)” and Xiz = [xii, xm]” (m # i).
€11(Xin1) and €;15(X;12) are approximation errors, and they

satisfy €11(Xin1) < €, and €12(Xin2) < €,, respectively.
Based on Lemma 6, it follows that

G&T 41151[9111 i1 (Xin1) + €11 (Xin)]
35 1
< 111 4 01 @l 3 +—
< §|| MEHEME 2t

4
35?12 24 €n
" 4 i +45?12
4
3511 1
2L ed 0| a3 + =
45111
4
ll
45?12

where ¢€;;; and g;), are positive designed parameters. Similar
to inequality (19), the following inequality holds

3
3 CREINAT = SCRE2 [07,@i2(Xin2) + €i12(Xin2)]



3edis =4 44 2 2
< —Cnfi [[6ir2] (| Pirz || = +

deds
35, i
=G+
114
5i13 74 o4 24
< —4 Cﬂfi 9i||<1>i12|| 4e 2

113
3¢t
ey

where ;13 and €;14 are positive designed parameters. By using
Lemma 6, it is not difficult to derive

3e2 -
+ =G+ (20)

Mg, G &sgn(ni) < 4153 lq’ . 1)
By substituting inequalities (19)-(21) to (18), one gets
=3 = . 2 N
LViy <G [fi (f]i(Ciz +air) — by, — = arctan(e,-l)a(t)
4
ki +1 3. 4 €]
+ 1£ nil) + _Ci1£i3 1Cll§ ©; ||‘1>111||3
35 3e? €;
112 Czl&a 4 i3 113 611546 ||q)l12||2 _+_ 14 él ]
2 Mgt 1 e, 3 3¢,
- —ei@i + HL 4+ 1 121
di 4 4e ?11 46:}12 451'213 451'214
Then, the virtual controller a;; can be designed as
a+1 1 . 2 .
ap =— I§+ Gi+— (biyr +- arctan(ef; )& (t)

_38

2
32, o
’“C,1§3@ ||‘1>:11||3 - ‘;13 &0 ®ua|?

1 3 112 %_ii 3
Sag - Tingel Fhgg) @

By substltutmg the v1rtual controller a;; to LV}, the following
inequality holds
LV < G&9:iCa —

(ki + 1) + @ (A — ) + Tq

36
where A;; = H

A,]‘L *1 3 12
= +T+“+T++.
deiny 4, i12 4eis 4ei14

Step 2: Construct the following Lyapunov function

; 1
Vo =Va + ZC,%
where (; = (i — np- To eliminate the filtering error oy — qun,
the second compensation signal 7, is designed as
N = — (ko + 1)na + (af — ai2) — &gma
+ i3 — Ai2sgn(ni2) (23)

where kj; and A\, are positive designed parameters.
Similar to Eq. (18), the infinitesimal generator of V; can
be calculated as

_ _ 1~ 2
LVy < (&aln — ©:,(A; T6;)+7Txh

5
+G (@3 + ap +fi — &y + (ko + )iz + Sig,ma

(ka + 1) +

d;
che! 1| + 20l [ @iall?, and T,

3.
+ Aasgn(ia)) + 5Chgngh- @4)
Note that unknown nonlinear functions f, and g,gl exist
in inequality (24). Similar to inequalities (19) and (20), we
can obtain

4 "

G < Zg0i 1@t + e+ gy 4 B

i2/i2 = 2™~ [ 4 4
4 4‘51'21 4 €22

where €51 and €;5, are positive designed parameters, and €},
is any given positive constant. Moreover, we have

*2
36i22

2
4eiy

3 32, -
+ =2+
4e%, 4

30 o7 < 3¢t 4 0.1 ®. |12
562808 < = il @iz || +
where €53 and €;4 are positive designed parameters, and €},
is any given positive constant. By using Lemma 6, it is not
difficult to derive

Czllezgﬂ < Cll 4-4 §4q Cl2

~3 by § )\:12
CpAisgn(ni) < sz

According to the above results, inequality (24) can be further
rewritten as
LV;y < + G) (An —

33
4764 CIZ )+T 1

4
+& <C:3 +ap + '21 C;ze |®i21 || 3 + '22 Clz

+ —'2292@ ||‘I’;22||2 + '24 —=n — oy + &igma
+ (k2 + D)mp + Z»+1 + €hi >
2 N2 + G2
4 defyy  dehy  ded,
3¢ | Ab
L =, 25
4—4654-+ 1 (25)

Based on inequality (25), the virtual controller a;; can be
constructed as

4
. % 351'321 e 4
ap = —(kp + 1) + &, — —Ci2@'||‘l’rz1|| 3

B 3e2 3e2

123 C12® ” (13122 ||2 122 Cl 124 Cl

- Zfiz —&igimin — 4—45? 4?@2- (26)

By substituting Eq. (26) to inequality (25), it obtains

LVy < C12C13 Zku él) +Ta

7=1

Cl2+6@(A

4
383 4 34
where Ap = Ay + =72 II‘I’121||32 45‘23 Chl| @iz |?, a
*4
3
Tn=Tn+44+’”+—T+em+4
Step o (2 < 0 < n;): Choose the Lyapunov function as

1-
Vio = Vi o— —Ct
(o—1) + 4(10



where Cio = (o — Mio. Similar to Eq. (23), to eliminate the
filtering error o, — a;,, the o-th compensation signal 7;, is
designed as
Mo =—(k+1) B+ (cf, — ctio)
+ Nio+1) — Niosgn( B)

where k;, and );, are positive designed parameters.
The infinitesimal generator of Vj, satisfies

— Ni(o—1)

EVio S Eii; |:§i(o+1) + (677 +.ﬁ'o - L(o 1) + ( 1) (1)
+ 71:'(0—1) + )\,-osgn( ”h‘a)}"‘ EC_.iZOgiogiT(; + éz?’(o—l)c_io

1 =~ X
- Zku o~ Glo-n + 5 50 [Ai(o—l) - 6,} + Tio-1)

where f;, and g;,g7, are unknown nonlinear functions. Similar
to the relationships (19) and (20), we directly present the
processing result as follows

4

~ 3 1 3¢ e

Cl?: io < l01 4 6 I|®101 || + mZ Cz €iol
4 4 :101 ’ 4e :102

where €;,1 and €4, are positive designed parameters. €};; is any
given positive constant. Meanwhile, the following 1nequa11ty
can be obtained

3 36,04
4¢ 2

€03

*2
36102

2
4e w4
where €;,3 and €;o4 are positive designed parameters, and €},

is any given positive constant. By using Lemma 6, we have

3 32,
zgi%)giogig < T?,Ci‘:)ei“q)ioZ”Z Cm

_ _ _ 33 _
Gto—1yGio < Gilo—y + 4—45‘;

3 ~4 ’\:}o
Czo)‘wsgn("ho) = Zbio + 4

Based on the above inequalities, LV;, further satisfies the
following inequality

36:02

4
— 355 — 4
cvms@(c,-(a+n+ai,,+ wlc,-oe-||<1>,-ol||s+ G

103 Cwe ||(I)w2||2 + Cw -
33 _
+ Mio—1) + (kio + 1)mio + FCia)

Gio-1) t 3 Cw

44

lOl

e 3 32 N4 L
4 iol + + io2 4 Jo k: 4
46102 45103 46:'204 4 _7—;1 b

+ Eéz [Ai(o—l) o é'} + Ti(o_l)'

According to inequality (27), the virtual controller a;, can be
constructed as

27

4
. 36,-3,, = A 4
o =—( ki+1) Go+o_y) — —ICioei”‘I’iolH3

3¢ 3e2
102 Clo 104 Cto

3e2,. _ .
5"’3 GioOi| Pioa||* —

3_ 33

Cw_ 44410 Ni(o—1)- (28)

By substituting Eq. (28) to inequality (27), it gets

= d _ _ 1~ 2
LVis < G ior1) — Zki] b — G + 56"( Ni—©)+ T

=1

39; 36;
where A, = A (0—1) + laml Cxa”q)toln3 lswa 4||<D102||2

andT,o—T,(u 1)+Er+ '°1+T+ +

Step n;: In this section, the fault-tolerant conwroller u;,
will be constructed. For subsequent stability analysis of the
controller, the compensation signal 7;,, is defined as

( kli + l) Bin; - )\inisgn( '”l;)
where k;,, and )\, are positive designed parameters.

Based on Assumption 2, it is not difficult to conclude
mf Zh 1 lnlpine > min{|lalp, ..., lmlp,, } > 0.

To construct subsequent Lyapunov function V,,,, unknown
constants g; and 1; are defined as

Thin; = — = Ni(ni—1)

L’

Y 1
= gg; \Lin| pine, i = P

M
¥; = sup Z Zin|Ving -

>0 1=
The Lyapunov function is selected as

Qi .o 32
—19
ot
where U; and I'; are positive design parameters, and (i, =
Cin; — Min; 1S @ compensated error.
Similar to Eq. (24), the infinitesimal generator of Vi,
satisfies the following relationship

1-
Vi, = Vign—1) + ZC;,,-

ni—1

Z ki]g_l% - C_;1(":'—1) + Ti("i—l)

J=1

1.
+ ggi(a}('(m—l) -

EVim S é_-,':;(ni_l)gim -

A 3.

ei) + ECint,-gin,‘gl?;li
B M

+ G, ( Z Lin(pinctin + Vine) + fin, —

h=1
+ ( i + l) W+ Ni(ni—1) + )‘m.sgn( ﬂl) )

d?("i—l)
2 — L 9, 29)
\I’.

where f, and g, gi,,i are unknown functions. Similar to the
relationships (19) and (20), one has

4 4

_ 3l 1 3el 5 - e
Cofin < —32G0 01| ina |15 + + G+ 4
iy in, 4 in; 4 ;‘nl 4 n, 4 l4n2

where €, and €;,2 are positive designed parameters. €, is
any given positive constant. At the same time, we have

3 3€ins ~ 3
5 Cin8inin, S Cin Ol Pina [* + 4s%ni3
3e2 , 3e;2
+ gy | 2o
4 ' 4e m4



where 6,,,,3 and €;,4 are positive designed parameters. The
scalar €}, , is a positive constant. By Lemma 6, one gets

_ _ _ 33 _
Ciz'(n,-—l)cim < C?(n,——l) + _C:ll,

C_t?;t,-)‘inisgn(nini) < Em, +— 44 )‘fn,

By substituting the above inequalities to (29), one has

ni—1

EVm, S Z ktjcl] + 6 (Ai(ni—l) - él) + Ti(m—l)

1=1

M
+ G ( Z linpincttin + Y lintin, + s —
h=1 h=1

4
3

3e; 15 4 352.3
— = (i Oi|| Pim1 || 3 i
2 0+ 2

Cin,Oi| Pin2

4
3e3 32, _ 33 _ _
+ ini2 Cin,» + %Agini + 47Cin,- + Cin,» -

IS
Qjn;—1)

i . X 1-:
+ (kin, + 1)7in, + ﬁi(n,-—l)) - %%‘@i - Fﬂﬂ%
) 1

33 1 6*41 3 3 6*22
+ 2 /\:1" + in; + in; (30)
44 ' 4€m 1 4E?n 2 4Elzn 3 4e zzn,

where #; is an intermediate control variable described by

s 4
_ m,-l T A 4 3531‘2 =
u; = ( m, )Cm, Cin,-(_)i||(I)in,'1||3 + 4l Cin,-

3€in,-3 T A 2 35?".4 = =
+ TCin,-@i”‘I’imzH + 7 i + 4—4Cm,-
3

— G + Tim_1) + 0 tanh (6—) 31)

and ¢; is a positive designed parameter. By substituting Eq.
(31) to inequality (30), one gets

LVip, < — Zklj G + 6 - é') + Tin—1)

= = 33
+ Ci3n,~ Z Linpin win + C,~3,,,.u, + =

h=1 447
- b Lo (5 - 1., tanh (52))
‘I’i i Fi i i iSin; €
G 1
+ 0,11 - Gt h("")) —
|G| anh (-3 + =
*4 *2
€m 1 3 3€m2
i 1. 32
* 46:‘712 4Em3 4Em, ( )
The variable A, satisfies
(51 3 36,'52 _
l - Al n;— tn, (pm —m,3 4 (I)in- 2-
n; ( i 1) + 4 lﬂ.” 11” 4 lml 12”
The fault-tolerant controller u;, is designed as
~3 952 2
uip, = sgn(lip) Qin,;,  Qiny = — = l:'; ; : = (33)
Cm (pt ul m i5

where €5 is a positive designed parameter. The adaptive laws
are constructed as

A

6; = Ain, — 5,6
A 3 SN
¥; = [,C3, tanh (—) 9 (34)
€i
= Cm u — 1991

where &;, T'; and ¥; are positive designed parameters. By
Lemma 7, it is not hard to derive

Cm, Z llhplhl,ulh = Z |lzh|chL

76 22— 2
in; Pi Ui

2252
C"l,(pl ul + Em5

<_ Oi 16n¢12 12
in; 92712”12 + sinis
< 0iEins — 0iCy, Pilhi. (35)

Based on the fact that 0 < |N| — Ntanh(%) < 0.2785¢ and
relationships (33)-(35), inequality (32) can be rewritten as

I A 7 Lis s
m < — Y kylh 4+ =60 + =—@ipi + =90
LV, < ; JC’J+5,~®® + T, <p<,01+Fiz9
3 1 € 3
T_ _ ___A4 n;
Pl e e, e,
3er2,
+ E' + 0.27850;@; + 0i€ins (36)
ini4

where ¢ is a positive constant, and the variable X € R. By
Lemma 6, it is not difficult to get

| PR T; T
9,0, < — =292 + —Lg?
1,00 S —op, % op v
8i = ~ §i =2 0
26,6, < -8 + -0
o; - 26 l+26i@l

‘I’. ~ A Qi\i"i ~2 Qi‘i’i 2
e < 2T 5. =il
RS T A * 2y,

Then inequality (36) can be rewritten as

n; _ 6_ _ o \IJ
CV,',,.<— ki 4__l 2 ! 1”2__192 Tln
o ;J'ﬂ 25,0 " 2w, an, it
36;.?2

where Tin, = Titni—1) +3 44 )‘m, + _“_ + P_ + + 4et +

0.27859:p; + 0i€ins + 297 + 5 @2 + 9@ @2

Remark 3: In the des1gn of the fault-tolerant controller, we
adopt two FLSs to deal with unknown nonlinear dynamics
in drift and diffusion terms, respectively. Generally speaking,
the number of adaptive laws increases as the order of the
agent increases, which will lead to the over-parameterization
problem. Inspired by [42], a less parameter estimation ap-
proach is adopted, which makes the number of adaptive
laws independent of the order of the system. Therefore, this
approach avoids the problem of over-parameterization and
reduces the computational burden in results [43] and [44].



Fig. 2. Output trajectories of agents in Numerical Example.

V. STABILITY ANALYSIS
Theorem 1: For stochastic nonlinear MASs (9) with virtual
controllers (22) and (28), the fault-tolerant controller (33)
and adaptive laws (34), if Assumptions 1-3 and the condition
|zi1(0)] € (0,0(0)) are satisfied, then control objectives (a)
and (b) can be achieved.
Proof: Firstly, to prove that the compensation signal 7, is
bounded, the following Lyapunov function is considered
n; 2
U
=3
J=1
Then, it obtains
Vi = —(kn + 1)y + &ig;(afy — ain)ma
+ &igminmiz — Ain&iqi ||
= (ki + D)y + (0 — i)z — &gz
+ Niniz — Ai2|miz|
— (kin, + 1), = Thin— 1) i — i | M- 37
According to the results in [45], the filter error satisfies the
condition that ||a}, — a;|| < o, in a finite time with a known

constant ¢;,. Then, Eq. (37) can be rewritten

n; n; n;

Vin < - Z(kig + 1)’71'2; + Ziygiy|niy| - Z[J)‘i1|77iy|
=1 =1 =1

where [} = &q;, and [, = 1 with j = 2,3, ..., n;. By selecting
appropriate parameters so that o;, and );, satisfy the condition
that o, < ), it gets

Vm < - Z(kij + 1)771'2]

s=1

The FTPF boundary in this paper

o 5 10 15 20 25

Fig. 3. Bipartite consensus errors z;; under the constraint of the FTPF in this
paper.

21— The FTPF boun

o 5 10 15 20 25

Fig. 4. Bipartite consensus errors z;; under the constraint of the FTPF in
[25]-[28].

which indicates that the compensation signal 7, can exponen-
tially converge to O.
Construct the following Lyapunov function

N
V=23 V.
i=1

Then, one obtains

N n; N T, T
= =1 TS T 2, ar ! '
(38)

where ¢ = min{4k;, ;, ¥;,I';}, b= XN T;,. From Eq. (38)
and Lemma 3, it gets

< —cV+b>b

E(V) <V(0)e™* + IE)' (39)
According to the definition of Lyapunov function V, inequality
(39) indicates that signals f,-], (:),-, ¢; and 1§,~ are all SGUUB in
probability. Based on the convergence of compensation signal
ni; and the relationship (;, = (;, + s, it can be obtained
that the signal ¢, is also SGUUB in probability. Furthermore,
by considering the error transformation mechanism (12), the
coordinate transformations (16), virtual control laws (22) and
(28), and the fault-tolerant controller (33), we can get that
all signals of agents are SGUUB in probability. The control
objective (a) is achieved.

In addition, based on Eq. (12) and the fourth property of
FTPF, it follows that

zi1 = oscpi(e]y), Vt2> T
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Fig. 5. The curves of actuator inputs and outputs of the first follower.

sol ‘_‘

. r?@-mjgﬁw

B
Time(Sec)

Elvw

et

Time(Scc)

Fig. 6. The curves of actuator inputs and outputs of the second follower.

which indicates that the relationship |z;;| < o holds. Then,
for Vt > Ty, we can further yield E(||z;|]) < 0o, which
implies the control objective (b) is satisfied.

Moreover, define bipartite tracking errors & = y;, — Sy,
with i = 1,2,..., N, and vectors & = [¢;,...,&y]" and z =
[z11, - - - ,le]T. Based on Lemma 1 and the fact that z = (Ly +
By )é, we have

(40)

o h(L + By)

where h(Lg + By ) represents the minimum singular value of
the matrix (Ly + By ). Based on inequality (40) and the fact
|zi1| < 0oo, the following relationship holds

E(||z])) 0o VN
(Ly +By) = Nh(Ly + Bg)’

E(||e V> T, (41)

Due to the fact that o, can be arbitrarily small, inequality (41)
indicates that the tracking error can also satisfy the arbitrary
tracking precision with probability in the predefined settling
time. The proof is completed. |

VI. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, to verify its effectiveness, the proposed
control scheme is applied to BCT tasks of second-order
stochastic MASs and a group of vehicles, respectively.

Numerical Example: Consider MASs consisting of four fol-
lowers (agents 1-4) and a leader (agent 0). The communication
topology of MASs is denotes as Fig. 1. Based on Fig. 1, we
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Fig. 7. The curves of actuator inputs and outputs of the third follower.
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Fig. 8. The curves of actuator inputs and outputs of the fourth follower.

can obtain that A(Ly + By) = 1. Let y, = ¥ sin(¥) denote
the leader signal. The i-th follower is modeled as

dxii = (xpp + 0.2x;1)dt + 0.2 sin(6x;; )dw
2
dxp = (Z Lipwin + 0.2)Ci1x,'2)dl +0.2 Sin(6x,~1x,~2)dw
h=1
Yi = Xit, 12172734
The i-th follower suffers from the following actuator faults
Wil(t) = Vi1, re [SL,S(L + 1))
w,-z(t) = p,-zLu,-z(t), L= 1, 3, .
where 151, = 1 and p;, = 0.5. Eq. (42) indicates that the first
actuator operates in TLOE every 5 seconds, and the second
actuator operates in PLOE every 5 seconds.
The designed parameters of o(r) are selected as oy = 1.05,

0 = 0.05, ¢ = 4 and T, = 0.8. The first fuzzy mem-
> \2
bership functions are chosen as ¢f(x;) = e 3=X)" with

(42)

L = 1,2,...,7, where Xl = —1.5, )v(z = —1, )23 = —0.5,
Xa = 0, xs = 05, x¢ = 1, x7 = 1.5. The second fuzzy
membership functions are chosen as ¢}, (x;) = e~05(i—%.)”
with ¢ = 1,2,...,7, where X1 = -2, X2 = —1.5, X3 = -0.5,

Xa = 0, xs = 0.5, x¢ = 1.5, x7 = 2. The initial states
are set as x11(0) = 0.1, le(O) = —0.1, 2(31(0) = 0.2,
x41(0) = 0.3 and x,(0) = 0, ©;(0) = 1, 9;(0) = 1 and
%i(0) = 1. The designed parameters of the controller are set
as kijy = kyy = ki =k =4, k31 = kg1 = k3p = ko = 12,
In = 1, lp = 2, em = €m1 = 0'5, g2 = g2 = 0.1,
Ei13 = €p3 = 05 Eil4 = Epga = 01 T = 0.0125,
)\,1 —)\,2—001 6,—01 6,25—01 6 —4 6 —05,
[i=41,=04,V,=5 ¥, =0.2.

The simulation results of the numerical example are present-
ed in Figs. 2-8. Based on Lemma 2 and Fig. 1, we can obtain
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Fig. 10. Output trajectories of agents in Practical Example.

the bipartition of nodes V; = {1,3,4} and V, = {2}, which
means that agents 1, 3, 4 can track the leader signal and agent
2 can track the leader signal in an antisymmetric direction. The
results in Fig. 2 verify this inference. Subsequently, in Fig. 3,
we give curves for the bipartite consensus errors z;; under the
constraint of the FTPF in this paper. From Fig. 3, it can be
concluded that E (||z;1]]) < 0.05 (V¢ > 0.8). Based on inequal-
ity (41), we can further obtain that E (||é]|) < 0.1 (V¢ > 0.8).
Fig. 4 shows curves for the bipartite consensus errors z;; under
the constraint of the FTPF in [25]-[28]. By comparing Fig. 3
and Fig. 4, we can see that the FTPF in this paper improves
the transient performance of MASs under the same conditions.
Finally, Figs. 5-8 show the curves for the actuator inputs and
outputs, and it can be seen that the first and second actuators
suffer TLOE and PLOE every 5 seconds, respectively. From
the above simulation results, it can be concluded that agents
suffering from stochastic disturbances and actuator faults can
still complete robust precision BCT tasks in a predefined
settling time.

Practical Example: 1In this example, a group of vehicles
[46] travelling on a firm horizontal surface are studied to
further illustrate the effectiveness of the proposed control
scheme. The communication relationships among vehicles are
described in Fig. 9. Based on Fig. 9, we can calculate that
Ih(Ly 4+ By) = 2. Suppose that the trajectory of the leading
vehicle is y, = 0.8sin(s). The i-th following vehicle is
modeled as

2
miq,‘+ﬁimig+wiq,‘zzwiha i= 17273747
h=1

(43)

where ¢; and g; represent the velocity and acceleration of
the following vehicle, respectively. m; denotes the mass of

11
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Fig. 11. Bipartite consensus errors z;; under the constraint of the FTPF in
this paper.
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Fig. 12. Bipartite consensus errors z;; under the constraint of the FTPF in
[25]-[28].

the vehicle. x; is the kinetic friction coefficient. g is the
acceleration of gravity. w;q; is a viscous friction with an
unknown constant zo. Assume that w; = w; + S;W,, where
w; and S; are constants, and W, is a standard white noise
process. Define state variables x;; = ¢;, x» = ¢, then Eq. (43)
can be rewritten as

dxjy = xpdt
2
1 ;i S;
dxp = (Z — Wiy — —Xp — Hié’) dt + —dw
e i m; m;
Y = Xil

where m; = 0.5 kg, g = 10 m/s?, x; = 0.02, &; = 0.5,
S = 0.1, and wy, (h = 1,2) are the same as Eq. (42).

The designed parameters of o(r) are selected as oy = 1.05,
000 = 0.05,¢ = 6 and T; = 1.5. Based on inequality (41), with
the help of the FTPF, the inequality E (||||) < 0.05 (V¢ > 1.5)
holds, which indicates that the tracking precision of vehicles
is set as £0.05 meter.

The fuzzy membership functions are the same as the
numerical example. The initial states of vehicles are set as
)CH(O) = 01, X21 (0) = 70.1, )C31(0) = 03, )C41(0) = 0.2 and
x2(0) = 0. The initial values of adaptive laws are chosen
as ©;(0) = 1, ;(0) = 1 and ¢;(0) = 1. The designed
parameters are set as ki = kp = 5, e = €p1 = 0.5,
g = €2 = 0.1, €13 = €3 = 0.5, gjy = g = 0.1,
T = 0014, Ail = )\iz = 001, € = 02, Eps = 02, (5,’ = 1,
5,' =04,1;=1, f,‘ =04,¥,=1, ‘i/,' =0.8.

The simulation results of the practical example are presented
in Figs. 10-16. The bipartite tracking trajectories of vehicles
are shown in Fig. 10. Under the constraint of the FTPF in this



Fig. 13. The curves of actuator inputs and outputs of the first follower.

Fig. 14. The curves of actuator inputs and outputs of the second follower.

paper, bipartite consensus errors z;; are presented in Fig. 11.
Fig. 12 shows curves for bipartite consensus errors z;; under
the constraint of the FTPF in [25]-[28]. From Fig. 11 and
Fig. 12, it can be concluded that E(|z;]) < 0.05 (V¢ >
1.5). Based on inequality (41), we can further obtain that
E(]lé|l) < 0.05 (V¢ > 1.5). By comparing Fig. 11 and Fig.
12, it is not hard to conclude that the FTPF in this paper
improves the transient performance of vehicles systems under
identical conditions. Finally, Figs. 13-16 show the curves of
the actuator inputs and outputs, and it can be seen that the first
and second actuators suffer TLOE and PLOE every 5 seconds,
respectively. Based on Figs. 10-16, we can conclude that all
vehicles subject to stochastic disturbances and actuator faults
achieve finite-time robust precision BCT tasks.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

The presented paper has investigated finite-time robust pre-
cision BCT tasks for stochastic nonlinear MASs with actuator
faults. An optimization-based FTPF has been proposed to
improve the transient performance of MASs. Based on the
FTPF, a fuzzy fault-tolerant distributed cooperative control
scheme has been developed to ensure that all agents with
various uncertainties complete robust precision BCT tasks in
the predefined settling time. In addition, the less parameter
estimation approach has been employed to avoid the over-
parameterization problem in the controller design. Finally,
the effectiveness of the proposed scheme has been verified
in simulations, and the anticipated performance has been
achieved in BCT tasks for a group of vehicles suffering from
various uncertainties. For further extensions, we will continue
to investigate how to achieve robust precision BCT tasks for
MASs with unmeasurable states.
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Fig. 15. The curves of actuator inputs and outputs of the third follower.
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Fig. 16. The curves of actuator inputs and outputs of the fourth follower.
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