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Abstract—Synergistic hybrid feedback refers to a collection
of feedback laws that allow for global asymptotic stabilization
of a compact set through the following switching logic: given
a collection of Lyapunov functions that are indexed by a logic
variable, whenever the currently selected Lyapunov function
exceeds the value of another function in the collection by a
given margin, then a switch to the corresponding feedback law
is triggered. This kind of feedback has been under development
over the past decade and it has led to multiple solutions
for global asymptotic stabilization on compact manifolds. The
contributions of this paper include a synergistic controller
design in which the logic variable is not necessarily constant
between jumps, a synergistic hybrid feedback that is able to
tackle the presence of parametric uncertainty, backstepping
of adaptive synergistic hybrid feedbacks, and a demonstration
of the proposed solutions to the problem of global obstacle
avoidance.

Index Terms—Hybrid Systems, Adaptive Control, Robotics,
Uncertain Systems

I. INTRODUCTION
A. Background and Motivation

In this paper, we consider the problem of globally asymp-
totically stabilizing continuous-time plants of the form

Ty :Fp(xp,up,G) (1)

where x;,, € X, denotes the state of the plant, u,, € U, is the
input, and 6 represents the parameters of the plant. To this
end, we propose the following hybrid controller

Xc € Fc(l'p, XC,SCC,’U,C)

Tp, Xe, Le) € C, ue €U,
jcEF‘c(x;mchTc) (pxc C) ‘ ‘

Xj:XC

(p, Xes 2e) € D
,T;’_ S Gc(xpumec) praene

2
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where Y. € X’c and z. € X, represent different components
of the state of the controller, Fc and F, are the flow maps
associated with x. and z., respectively, C' denotes the flow
set, G, defines the update law for jumps of z. and D is the
jump set. The key differences between . and z. is the fact
that x. does not change its value during jumps and also that
the flows of x. depend on a virtual input variable u. € U..
More precisely, the goal in this paper is to design a controller
that globally asymptotically stabilizes a compact set A for
the closed-loop system resulting from the interconnection
between (I) and @) both when the parameter 6 is known,
but also when it is only known to belong to a given compact
set ).

In the presence of topological obstructions, this objective
is not attainable via continuous feedback and, even though
it might be attainable through discontinuous feedback, the
resulting closed-loop system may not be robust to arbitrarily
small noise (cf. [1]] and [2]). To illustrate these limitations
of continuous/discontinuous feedback, let us consider the
problem of globally asymptotically stabilizing the point (1, 0)
for the dynamical system

T = —T2Up, Ty = T1Up,

where z, 1= (71,72) € X :=S' := {x, € R? : |z,,| = 1} is
the state variable and u,, € R denotes the input. In this direc-
tion, let h(z,) = (1 —x1)/2 for each x,, € S'. The gradient-
based feedback law is given by u, = [22 —x1] Vh(xp)
which represents the projection of the gradient of A onto the
tangent space to S* at . It follows from standard Lyapunov
stability arguments that (1,0) is asymptotically stable for
the closed-loop system, but it is not globally asymptotically
stable since = (—1,0) is also an equilibrium point.
It can be argued that the discontinuous feedback law

-1 ifz; = -1
up = /q,p(;cp) =20 ifzy1 =1 3)

— |£—2| otherwise
2

defined for each x, € S! globally asymptotically stabilizes
(1,0) if one considers Carathéodory solutions to the discon-
tinuous closed-loop system because, in this case, (—1,0) is
not an equilibrium point. However, due to the discontinuity
of the feedback law (@), arbitrarily small noise can induce
chattering which is a property that is ellucidated by consider-
ing generalized solutions to discontinuous dynamical systems
such as Krasovskii solutions (cf. [3]). These limitations of
continuous and discontinuous feedbacks constitute the moti-
vation for the development of synergistic hybrid feedback.
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If F, in defining the dynamics of x. is given, then x,.
can become part of the state of and the stated objective
can be attained through the design of a hybrid controller
H.:=(C,F.,D,G,.) with state z. € X, and dynamics

(z,z.) € C
(x,z.) €D

T € Fo(x,2.)
vl € Ge(w, x.)

assigning u := (up, uc) € U := U, x U, via a feedback law
(z,2.) = K(x,20), where z := (z,, xc) € X = &, X X,
is the state of the system to control with dynamics described
by the following differential inclusion

& € Fy(x, xe,u) = Fp(zp, up, 0) x Fc(xp,xc,xc,uc), 5)

where 6 is a constant.

This formulation enables the controller design for systems
whose dynamics depend on the controller state. For example,
given a plant with dynamics &, = f,(xp) + Hp(xp)u, +
W, (z,)0 where f,, H,, W, are functions with the appro-
priate dimensions, suppose that the reference trajectory to
be tracked is denoted by x4 and that it is generated by the
system ©q = fp(xq) + Hp(zq)€q for some signal £q. The
tracking error x := x, — x4 can be taken as the state of
the system (3, in which case we have that Fy(z,z.,u) =
folwat+z)— fp(ra) —Hp(xa)éa+Hp(za+z)u+Wy(zq+x)0
by identifying u, with u and by considering (x4,&q) as
components of the controller variable z.. More practically, x
can be considered to be the part of the state of the closed-loop
system that remains unchanged during jumps.

In this paper, we present two novel synergistic hybrid
controllers for global asymptotic stabilization of a compact
set for a closed-loop system with the plant dynamics in (3).
The first controller design considers that the parameter 6 is
known, while the second controller design considers that 6
is unknown but belongs to a known compact set €.

B. Literature Review

Synergistic hybrid feedback is a hybrid control strategy
that consists of a collection of potential functions that asymp-
totically stabilize a given compact set by gradient descent
feedback. If, for all equilibria that do not lie within the given
compact set, there exists another function in the collection
that has a lower value and does not share the same equilibria,
then it is possible to achieve global asymptotic stabilization
of the given compact set through hysteretic switching (see,
e.g., [4).

Synergistic hybrid feedback came to prominence with the
work [3]] on quaternion-based feedback for global asymptotic
stabilization attitude tracking, thereby solving the attitude
control problem (cf. [S]). The framework of synergistic
hybrid feedback provides not only a solution to the problem
of attitude control but, more importantly, it provides a ro-
bust solution for global asymptotic stabilization on compact
manifolds. The works [6] and [7] leverage the concepts at
the root of synergistic hybrid feedback and use them to
design controllers that are applicable to a broad class of
systems. However, most of the contributions on this class

of hybrid controllers are on the control of robotic systems,
such as pendulum stabilization [8]], vector-based rigid body
stabilization [9], [10], tracking for marine and aerial vehi-
cle [[L1], [12]], and rigid body tracking through rotation matrix
feedback [[13], [[14]]. Within the field of robotics, we single out
the problem of obstacle avoidance, which is also addressed
in this paper.

Obstacle avoidance is an important and longstanding prob-
lem that reflects the need to drive a the state of a system from
one place to another while avoiding obstacles in its way.
Several solutions to this problem have been proposed over
the last few decades as highlighted in [[15]. In particular, it is
possible to find both stochastic [16] as well as deterministic
approaches [[17] to tackle the obstacle avoidance problem.
However, it was shown in [[18] that in a “sphere world,” there
is at least one saddle equilibrium point for each obstacle
within the state space, thus precluding global asymptotic
stabilization of a setpoint by continuous feedback. To address
this limitation, hybrid control solutions to the problem of
obstacle avoidance were proposed in [19], [20], [7]] and [21]].

Though not directly addressed in this paper, the concepts of
synergistic hybrid feedback have also been used for observer
design, optimization and control barrier function design in
in [22f], [23], and [21]], respectively.

C. Contributions

The contributions in this paper are as follows: 1) We
develop a dynamic synergistic hybrid feedback controller for
global asymptotic stabilization of a broad class of dynamical
systems. In particular, we consider that the distinguishing
feature of synergistic hybrid feedback is the switching logic,
thus we depart from earlier works which were limited to
controller variables that were constant during flows; 2) We
provide a modification to the dynamic synergistic controller
that takes into account the presence of parametric uncertainty;
3) We demonstrate how the proposed constructions can be
used to develop an adaptive synergistic controller for the
stabilization of compact sets for affine control systems under
matched uncertainties; 4) We show that the proposed adaptive
controller is amenable to hybrid backstepping; 5) We apply
the proposed controller designs to the problem of global
obstacle avoidance in the presence of parametric uncertainty
and illustrate the behavior of the closed-loop system through
simulations.

The paper is organized as follows: in Section we
present the main assumptions on the plant dynamics. In
Section we provide the conditions under which the
closed-loop system is well-posed. In Section [V-Clwe provide
sufficient conditions for global asymptotic stability of a
compact set for the closed-loop system. In Section [V] we
develop the concept of robust synergistic hybrid feedback. In
Section [V1, we apply the synergistic approach to the devel-
opment of an adaptive synergistic controller for stabilization
of affine control systems subject to matched uncertainties. In
Section [VII, we apply the proposed controller to the problem
of global obstacle avoidance. In Section [VIII we present
some concluding remarks.
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A preliminary version of this paper was presented at the
2019 ACC with a simpler synergistic controller design for
global asymptotic stabilization of control affine systems and
without the full proofs (cf. [24]). The original version of this
paper has been submitted for publication.

II. NOTATION & PRELIMINARIES
A. Topology, Metric Spaces, Functions, and Set-Valued Maps

Given a topological space X, a neighborhood of a set S'is
any open set that contains S. A topological space X is said to
be Hausdorff if, given any pair of distinct points q1,q2 € X,
there exist neighborhoods U; of ¢; and Us of ¢o that do not
intersect. Any metric space is Hausdorff, hence the Euclidean
spaces are Hausdorff. Lemma 4.29 in [29] points out that
any closed subspace of an locally compact Hausdorff space
is itself locally compact Hausdorff. A set is said to be locally
compact if for each point there is a neighborhood which is
precompact, i.e., whose closure is a compact set.

A topology on a set X is a collection 7" of subsets of X,
called open sets, satisfying the following properties: X and ()
are elements of 7'; T' is closed under finite intersections; and
T is closed under arbitrary unions. The subspace topology
of a subset A of X is the collection of subsets of A that are
obtained from the intersection of A with an open set of X.
A subset A of a topological space X that is endowed with
the subspace topology is said to be a subspace of X.

A metric space is a set M together with a metric d. A set
S C M is open in the metric space sense if for each z € S
there exists € > 0 such that the set points y € M satisfying
d(x,y) < € are contained in S. The metric topology on M is
the collection of all subsets of M that are open in the metric
space sense (cf. Exercise 2.1]).

The Cartesian Product R® =R x ...R of n copies of the
real line together with scalar multiplication and component-
wise addition of vectors is known as n-dimensional Euclidean
space. The Euclidean metric topology is the one induced by
the metric z — |z| := V& T z. The n-dimensional Euclidean
space has the topology generated by a countable basis of open
balls of the form ¢+ eB := {x € R" : |z — ¢| < €}, where
¢ € R™ and € > 0. More generally, given a set 2 C R”,
we define Q + €B := |J ¢, ¢ + €B. The operators 95 and S
denote the boundary and the closure of a set S, respectively.

Given a function f : R™ — R", the preimage of a set
U C R" through fis f~Y(U) := {x € R™ : f(z) € U}.
Similarly, the image of a set W through f is f(W) :={y €
R™:y = f(z) for some x € W}.

A set-valued map M from S C R™ to the power set of
some Euclidean space R™ is represented by M : S = R™.
The domain of a set-valued map is given by dom M := {x €
R™: M(x) # 0}. Given a subset S of R™, a set-valued map
M : S = R"™ is said to be outer semicontinuous (osc) relative
to S if its graph, given by gph M := {(x,y) € SxR" : y €
M (z)}, is closed relative to S x R™. The set-valued map M
is locally bounded at z € R™ if there exists a neighborhood
U, of x such that M (U,) C R™ is bounded. It is locally
bounded relative to S if the set-valued mapping from R™ to

R™ defined by M (z) for € S and @) for x ¢ S is locally
bounded at each = € S. It is convex-valued if M () is convex
for each z € S.

A set-valued map M : S =2 R™ is upper semicontinuous
(usc) at z if, for each open set V' C R™ that contains M (x),
there exists a neighborhood U of x such that 2’ € U N S
implies M (z') C V. The map M is lower semicontinuous
(Isc) at « if, for each open set V' C R™ satisfying M (x)NV #
(), there exists a neighborhood U of z such that 2’ € UN S
implies M (z') NV # (. The map M is continuous at z if it
is both Isc and usc at . The map M is usc, Isc, continuous
on S if it is usc, Isc, continuous, respectively, at each = € S.

B. Differentiability

The tangent cone to a set S C R™ at a point z € R",
denoted by T,.S, is the set of all vectors w € R™ for which
there exists x; € S, 7, > 0 with x; — z, 7; convergent to 0
from above, and w = lim;_, IT:I

Given a differentiable function F' : R™*"? — RPX4  we

define DF(X) := %(X) for each X € R™*" where
VGC(A) = [eirAT emAT]T for each A € R™*" and

e; € R™ is a vector of zeros, except for the i-th component,
which is 1. If 7' has multiple arguments, say (X,Y) €
R x RFXE, we define Dx F(X,Y) i= s (X,Y)
for each (X,Y) € R™*? x R**‘ If F : R® — R, then
VF(z) :=DF(z)" foreachz € R*. If F : R" x R™ — R,
then V. F(z,y) := D, F(z,y)" for each (z,y) € R" x R™
and V,F(z,y) := D, F(z,y)" for each (z,y) € R™ x R™.
Clarke’s generalized directional derivative of a function
V': R™ — R in the direction v, is defined as follows (c.f.
Eq. (D]: V °(z; ) := limsupy—a YRADVG),
C. Stability of Hybrid Systems >0

A hybrid system H with state space R™ is defined in
and as .
§eFE) ¢eC
£reGE) ¢eD

where £ € R"™ is the state, C C R™ is the flow set,
F: R* = R" is the flow map, D C R" denotes the
jump set, and G : R® == R” denotes the jump map. A
solution £ to H is parametrized by (¢, j), where ¢ denotes
ordinary time and j denotes the jump time, and its domain
domé& C R x N is a hybrid time domain: for each (T, J) €
dom¢, dom& N ([0,7] x {0,1,...J}) can be written in the
form Ujjliol([tj7tj+1], j) for some finite sequence of times

(6)

0=1tg <tg <ty <---<ty, where Ij = [tj;thrl] and the
t;’s define the jump times. A solution £ to a hybrid system
is said to be maximal if it cannot be extended by flowing nor
jumping and complete if its domain is unbounded.

A set S is said to be forward pre-invariant for a hybrid
system (6) if each maximal solution of (€) starting in S
remains in S. It is said to be forward invariant if it is forward
pre-invariant and each maximal solution from S is complete
(see e.g. [28] Chapters 3 and 7]).

The hybrid basic conditions provide a set of sufficient
conditions for well-posedness and they are as follows (cf.
Assumption 6.5]):
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(A1) C and D are closed subsets of R"™;

(A2) F:R™ = R" is osc and locally bounded relative to C,
C C dom F, and F(z) is convex for every z € C;

(A3) G : R™ = R" is osc and locally bounded relative to D,
and D C domG@.

Given a function V': R” — Ry, that is Lipschitz continu-
ous on a neighborhood of C' in @) and u, : R® — Ry, we
say that the growth of V along flows of (&) is bounded by u,
if the following holds:

V&) Su(§) YEel, Ve FENTLC.  (7)
If, for some function u. : R™ — Rzm
V(&) — V(§) < ua(é) vEe D, VEe€G(E), (8)

then we say that the growth of V along jumps of (&) is
bounded by ug. If both and (8) hold, then we say that
the growth of V along solutions to (6) is bounded by u., u4.

A compact set A is said to be stable for (@) if for
every € > 0 there exists 6 > 0 such that every solution
¢ to (@) with [¢(0,0)| , < 9§ satisfies |¢(t,5)], < € for
all (t,7) € dom¢; globally pre-attractive for (@) if every
solution ¢ to (6) is bounded and, if it is complete, then
also limy4j 100 [0(t,5)| 4 = 0; globally pre-asymptotically
stable for (6) if it is both stable and globally pre-attractive.
If every maximal solution to (6) is complete then one may
drop the prefix “pre.”

III. PROBLEM SETUP

Given sets X, &, and U, we consider a dynamical system
with state z € X that is governed by the dynamics () where
x. € X, is a controller variable, v € U is the input, 6 is a
constant parameter that belongs to a compact set {2 and Fy

is a with the following properties.

Assumption 1. Given sets X, X, U, and Fy as in () the

following properties hold:

(S1) Each set X, X, and U is a closed nonempty subset of
some

(S2) The set-valued map Fp is outer semicontinuous, locally
bounded, and convex-valued.

Assumption [(ST)| allows for the use of the analysis tools
for hybrid dynamical systems that are provided in [27] which
consider sets as subspaces of Euclidean spaces with the Eu-
clidean metric topology. Assumptions and are used
to prove that the resulting closed-loop system has nontrivial
solutions and that it satisfies the |hybrid basic conditions]
respectively.

Remark 1. Since the sets X, X. and U/ are closed relative
to their Euclidean ambient spaces, then any of their closed
subsets are also closed in the ambient space and locally
compact Hausdorff (cf. [29, Lemma 4.29]).

In Section[[V] we develop a dynamic synergistic controller
with the objective of globally asymptotically stabilizing a
compact set for the resulting closed-loop system under the
assumption that € is known. In Section [Vl we modify the
dynamic synergistic controller to allow for 8 € () to be
unknown, when €2 is known.

IV. DYNAMIC SYNERGISTIC HYBRID FEEDBACK
A. Controller Design

Dynamic synergistic hybrid feedback (relative to the plant
in Section M) is a hybrid control strategy that renders a
compact set A C X x X, globally asymptotically stable for
the closed-loop system. It is comprised of a feedback law

C))

and of the hybrid dynamics that are described in the sequel.
Given a function

k:domk — U

V:idomV — Ry U {+o0}, (10)

satisfying X< X, C dom V' with dom V open in the Euclidean
space containing X’ X X[l and a set-valued map

D.: Xx X. =2 X, (11)

we define
vy(z,x.) .= min{V(z,g) : g € Dc(z, )}, (12a)
QV(‘ru xc) ‘= arg min{V(x,g) g€ Dc(xu xc)}v (12b)
uv(z, ze) = V(z,z.) — vy(x, x.) (12¢)

for each (z,x.) € X X X., under the following assumption:
(C1) The optimization problem in is feasible for each
(z,z.) € X X X,, i.e., for each (z,z.) € X x X, there
exists g € D.(x,x.) such that V(z, g) < +o0.
Given a set-valued map F defined on X' x X, that satisfies
the following assumption:
(C2) F, is outer semicontinuous, locally bounded, and
convex-valued.

we define the hybrid controller dynamics as follows:

Te € Fo(x,x.) (x,z.) € C (13a)
zr € ov(z, z.) (x,x.) €D (13b)

where
C:={(z,2.) € XX X : pv(zm, ) < 0(z,20)}, (14)

D :={(z,z.) € X X X : py(w,2c) > 6(x,xc)},

and 0 : X X X, — R is a continuous function. The switching
logic in implements the following functionality: if the
solutions to the closed-loop system reach a state (z,x.)
where py(z,z.) is greater than or equal to the predefined
value of é(z, x.), then the variable z. is reset to some point
g € ov(z,z.) and the feedback law changes its value from
k(x,x.) to k(x, g). Since the hybrid controller is derived
from k, V, D., and F., we represent using the 4-tuple

(8, V, D¢, Fp).
The hybrid closed-loop system H =
(C,F.,D,G.) resulting from the interconnection

IThe function V maps values in X’ X X, to the one-point compactification
of Ry . More generally, given a topological space X that is noncompact
locally compact Hausdorff space and an object co not in X, the one point
compactification of X is a topological space X™* with the topology: T' =
{open subsets of X} U{U C X* : X*\U is a compact subset of X}.
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and

()
(2)epatues = (FZ5) e

(15a)
ZZT+ X
(a:ér) € Galw,zc) = (Qv(:c,:cc)>

Remark 2. Notice that if §(x,z.) > 0 for all (z,z.) €
X x X, then it follows from the construction of the hybrid
controller (k, V, D, F.) that V(z, g)—V (z, z.) < 0 for each
(z,2¢) € D and each g € pv(z,z.). In other words, if the
function § is nonnegative for all (z,x.) € X x X, then the
function V does not increase during jumps.

between (k,V,D., F.) is given by

(x,z.) € D.
(15b)

The controller design presented in this section is informed
by many preceding synergistic hybrid feedback controllers.
As mentioned in Section[[=C| we preserve the switching logic
of the synergistic controllers in [28, Chapter 7], in the sense
that controller switching is triggered when the difference
between the current value of 1 and its lowest possible value
exceeds a predefined threshold § > 0. The main difference
between the controller design presented in this paper and
synergistic controllers in the literature is that, here, z. does
not necessarily belong to a finite set. Instead, the flows of z,
are described more generally by a differential inclusion and
we constrain its jumps using a set-valued map D..

In the sequel, we introduce the assumptions on the con-
troller that allow for the global asymptotic stabilization of a
compact subset of the state space.

B. Basic Properties of the Closed-Loop System

In this section, we provide some conditions on (@), (IQ)
and which ensure that the closed-loop system (I3)
satisfies the hybrid basic conditions of [27, Assumption 6.5]
and that [maximall solutions to (I3) are complete. To this end,
we introduce the following definitions.

Definition 1. Given a compact subset A of X x &, &, V,
D, and F,. we say that the hybrid controller (x,V, D., F.) is

a synergistic candidate relative to A for (3 if and
hold and:

(C3) V is continuous, positive definite relative to AE and
V=1([0,¢]) is compact for each ¢ € R y;

(C4) The set-valued map D, is outer semicontinuous, lower
semicontinuous, and locally bounded;

(C5) The function k is continuous and

{(z,2.) € X x X : V(z,2.) < +00} C dom K.

Given a synergistic candidate relative to A, the prop-
erty guarantees that sublevel sets of V' are compact
and the properties [(C3)] and [(C4)] guarantee that the synergy
gap function uy in is continuous and that gy is outer
semicontinuous, as proved in the next result.

2A function V : X X X, — R>0 is positive definite relative to A C
XX X if V(z,ze) =0 < (z,zc) € A.

Lemma 1. Given a compact subset A of X x XA,
if (k,V,D.,F.) is a synergistic candidate relative to A
for @, then the following hold:
1) The function vy in is continuous;
2) The set-valued map oy in is outer semicontinuous
and ov(x,x.) is compact for each (x,x.) € X X X,
3) The function py in is continuous.

Proof. Tt follows from that D, is outer semicontinuous,
hence D.(x,x.) is closed for each (z,z.) € X x X.. Since
D, is also assumed to be locally bounded in we have
that D.(z,x.) is compact for each (z,z.) € X x AX.. In
addition, the outer semicontinuity and local boundedness
of D, imply that D, is upper semicontinuous (cf. [27,
Lemma 5.15]). Since D, is assumed to be lower semicontinu-
ous in[(C4)] we have that D, is continuous. Since V'is contin-
uous by assumption [(C3)} it follows from [30, Theorem 9.14]
that vy is continuous and that gy is compact-valued and
upper semicontinuous. Since &’ is locally compact Hausdorff
(cf. Remark [1), it follows from [29] Proposition 4.27] that
each point (z,z.) € X x X, has a precompact neighborhood
U,. Since py is compact-valued and upper semicontinuous, it
follows from [30, Proposition 9.7] that gy(U,) is compact.
It follows from the fact that oy(U,) is a subset of a the
compact set Qv(U_w) that oy is locally bounded. Since oy
is compact-valued it is, in particular, closed-valued, hence
it follows from [27, Lemma 5.15] that gy is outer semi-
continuous. It follows from that vy (x, z.) < +oo for
each (z,z.) € X X X, hence the function py is continuous
because it is the composition of continuous functions. [

The hybrid basic conditions in [27, Assumption 6.5] are
very important to the synthesis of hybrid controllers, because
they guarantee that the resulting hybrid closed-loop systems
are endowed with nominal robustness to a wide range of
perturbations/sensor noise and, in particular, they enable
the application of invariance principles for hybrid systems
(cf. [27, Chapter 8]). In the following result, we show that
these conditions follow directly from the regularity of (12d)
and (I2) that was proved in Lemma [l

Corollary 1. Suppose that Assumption [I] holds. Given a
compact subset A of X x X, if (k,V, D, F..) is a synergistic
candidate relative to A for @), then the hybrid closed-loop
system (13) satisfies [[AT)} [[A2)] and[(A3)]

Proof. Let h(xz,xz.) = py(z,z.) — d(z,z.) for each
(x,x.) € X x X.. Since J is assumed to be continuous and
wy is continuous under the given assumptions (cf. Lemmal[T),
it follows that h is a continuous function. Continuity of h
implies that the flow and jump sets are closed, because they
can be written as the preimage of closed sets through h,
as follows: C' = h™!((—o0,0]) and D = h~1([0, +00]),
respectively (cf. [29, Lemma 2.7]).

It follows from the construction of the hybrid con-
troller (k,V,D., F.) that F(z,z.) is defined for each
(x,z.) € C. From the continuity of x in and the
assumption that Fy is outer semicontinuous, locally bounded
and convex-valued (cf. [(S2)), it follows that Fi; in (I3)
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is outer semicontinuous and locally bounded relative to C
and Fi(xz,z.) is convex for each (x,z.) € C. The outer
semicontinuity and local boundedness of G; in (I3) relative
to D follows from Lemma [Il O

C. Global Asymptotic Stability of A

In this section, we present further assumptions on the
hybrid controller (k,V,D., F.) that allow for the global
asymptotic stabilization of a compact set A for (I3).

Definition 2. Given a compact subset A of X' x X, we say
that a synergistic candidate relative to A for (3) with data
(k,V, D, F.), is synergistic relative to A for (3 if:

(C6) The function V is Lipschitz continuous on a neighbor-
hood of C' and the growth of V along flows of (13) is
bounded by u. with

ue(z,2.) <0 V(z,x.) € X X Xy

(C7) The largest weakly invariant subset of

x € FQ(CE, Le, Ii(l’,l’c))

16
Ze € Fe(x, x.) (16)

in uz'(0), denoted by ¥, is such that
0y = inf{uy(z, z.) : (z,2.) € W\A} >0. (17)

If one considers V as a Lyapunov function candidate, then
Assumption implies that V'is nonincreasing along flows
to the closed-loop system (13), implying that there exists a
choice of § which renders A stable for (I3).

Lemma 2. Suppose that Assumption [Il holds. Given a com-
pact subset A of Xx X, if (k,V, D, F..) is a synergistic can-
didate relative to A for @) satisfying [(C6)| and §(x,x.) > 0
for each (v,z.) € X x X, then each sublevel set of V is
[forward pre-invariand for Q. If, for each (z,x.) € C\D,
(VC) there exists a neighborhood U of (x,xz.) such that
Fa(€)NTeC #0, for every Ec UNC

then each maximal solution to (13) is complete and, conse-
quently, each sublevel set of V is forward invariant.

Proof. Tt follows from the discussion in Remark [2] that the
growth of V along jumps of is bounded by ug with

—6(x, z¢)

—00

if (z,z.) € D

18
otherwise (18)

Ud((E, :Ec) S {
for each (z,z.) € X x X,. Together with assumption [(C6)|
it follows that the growth of V along solutions to is
bounded by u.,uq satisfying

e(x,2.) <0, wg(z,z:) <0 (19)

for each (x,x.) € X x X.. It follows that each solution ¢
to with initial condition ¢ satisfies V(¢ (¢, j)) < V(&) for
all (t,7) € dom ¢, hence each sublevel set of V is forward
pre-invariant for (13).

It follows from Corollary [l that (I3) satisfies the hybrid
basic conditions, hence we can use [27, Proposition 6.10]

to prove the completeness of each maximal solution to (I3).
Since C U D = X x X, then there are no solutions to (13)
starting outside the union between the jump and flow sets.
It follows from that (VC) in [27, Proposition 6.10]
is satisfied, hence each maximal solution to (I3) either
“blows up,” leaves C'U D in finite time or is complete (cf.
conditions (a),(b) and (c) of [27, Proposition 6.10]). Since
Go(D) € C U D, no solution can leave C' U D after a
jump (hence, condition (c) in [27, Proposition 6.10] does
not occur). Since each sublevel set of V is compact and
forward pre-invariant, then solutions to (I3) do not “blow
up” (condition (b) in [27, Proposition 6.10] does not occur).
It follows that each maximal solution to (I3) is complete. [

Lemma 3. Suppose that Assumption [Il holds. Given a com-
pact subset A of X x X,, if (k,V,D., F.) is a synergistic
candidate relative to A for @) that satisfies [(C6)| and
d(z,zc) > 0 for each (x,x.) € X x X, then the set A
is stable for (19).

Proof. Since X x X. C domV, it follows that py(z,z.)
is defined for all (z,z.) € X x X_; hence, for any given
continuous function § : X x X, — R, at least one of
the following conditions holds: 1) py(z,z.) > 6(x, z.);
2) py(z, zc) < d(z,z.). It follows from that CUD =
X x X, C dom V. Since dom V is also assumed to be open
in the Euclidean space containing X x X, it follows that
dom V' contains a neighborhood of A N (C'UD UG(D)).
Positive definiteness of V' with respect to .4 and continuity
of V follows from[(C3)] From assumption[(C6)|and from (I8),
it follows that V is locally Lipschitz on a neighborhood of
C and that the bounds [28] Eqgs.(3.18), (3.19)] are satisfied.
Since A is compact and the hybrid basic conditions are
satisfied (cf. Corollary [I), it follows from [28] Theorem 3.19]
that A is stable for (3). O

Assumption guarantees that there exists ¢ satisfying
(D1) 6(x,x.) > 0 for each (z,x.) € X x A
(D2) 6(x,x.) < py(z,x.) for each (z,z.) € U\ A with ¥

defined in

We say that ¢ is positive if it satisfies [[DI)] and that a hybrid
controller (x,V, D, F.) is synergistic relative to A for (3)
with synergy gap exceeding ¢ if it is synergistic relative to
A for (B) and satisfies When both conditions
and are satisfied, all the points in the largest weakly
invariant subset of (I6) in ug *(0) that are not in A lie in
the jump set of (I3), allowing us to prove that A is globally
asymptotically stable for the closed-loop system (I3).

Theorem 1. Suppose that Assumption [Il holds. Given a
compact subset A of X x X, and a positive function
§: Xx X, = R, if (k,V,Dg,F,) is synergistic relative
to A for (B) with synergy gap exceeding J, then the set
A is globally pre-asymptotically stable for (3. If, for
each (z,xz.) € C\D, is satisfied, then A is globally
asymptotically stable for (13).

Proof. Stability of A is proved in Lemma [B] and complete-
ness of solutions is demonstrated in Lemma [2I The global
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pre-asymptotic stability of A for (I3) follows from pre-
attractivity of A for (I3)), which is demonstrated next through
an application of [27, Theorem 8.2].

It follows from Lemmas [3] and 2] that each maximal solu-
tion to (I3) is precompact and the growth of V along solutions
to (I3) is bounded by wu.,uq satisfying (I9). Therefore, it
follows from [27, Theorem 8.2] that every complete solution
approaches the largest weakly invariant set

V=) 0 (s (0) U (ug ! (0) N Galug' (0)))

for some r in the image of V. From (I8) and the assump-
tion it follows that u;'(0) = @, hence @20) can be
rewritten as

(20)

V=) Nug1(0). (1)

It follows from [(C7)| [[D2)] and the definition of D in
that the largest weakly invariant subset of (I3) in does

not include points that are not in .4 and, consequently, A
is globally pre-attractive for (I3). Global asymptotic stability
of A for follows from global pre-asymptotic stability
if each maximal solution to is complete, which is
guaranteed by Lemma 2] under assumption O

Note that, if there exists an accumulation point of ¥\A
in A, then 4, in is equal to 0. Therefore, the topology
of ¥ and A may preclude global asymptotic stabilization of
A for since is not met. Conversely, if one is able
to show that §; > 0, then U\ A does not have accumulation
points in .A. With additional conditions on §, we are able to
show that there exists a neighborhood of A contained in C.

Proposition 1. Given a compact subset A of X x X, if
the hybrid controller (k,V, D., F.) is synergistic relative to
A and § = inf{d(x,x.) : (v,2.) € X x X} satisfies

d € (0,61), where 61 is given in [[C7)} then there exists a
neighborhood of A that is contained in C.

Proof. Selecting € € (0,5), we have that u;,'((—¢,¢€)) is
open because iy is continuous (cf. Lemma [I), contains A
because j1/(A) = 0 and it is a subset of C because € < § <
§(z,z.) for each (z,z.) € X X X,. O

Remark 3. Note that, if the hybrid controller (k,V, D., F.)
is synergistic relative to A for (B, then § can be chosen as
a constant A € R as long as A € (0,61). In this case, the
conditions of Proposition [[ hold, thus the fact that ¢ is state-
dependent does not constrain the global asymptotic stability
results and it provides more flexibility to the design of the
hybrid controller.

V. ROBUST SYNERGISTIC HYBRID FEEDBACK

In this section, we propose a new kind of synergistic hybrid
controller that, unlike the controller of Section is able
to handle the case where 6 is unknown, but belongs to a
known compact set €. In this direction, let & := {Ap}gecn
denote a collection of compact subsets of X x &, and let
¥ := {Vp}geq denote a collection of functions satisfying the
following assumption:

(C8) Given a compact set 2 and a collection ¥ := {Vy}gecq
of functions Vp : domVy — Ry, U {+oc0} satisfying
X x X. C domVj for each # € Q, we assume that

(x,2¢,0) = V(x,2.,0) := Vp(x, x.) (22)

is continuous.

Remark 4. Note that 2 might be uncountable, thus the
collections o/ := {Ag}ocq and ¥ := {Vp}geq are not
necessarily finite nor countable.

Using the previous definitions, we propose the following
hybrid controller:

Ze € Fe(z, x.)
af € Gelx, xc)

(z,z.) € Cq
(x,:cc) S DQ

(23a)
(23b)

where

Cq = {(x,:cc) € X x X, :minpy, (z,2.) < 5(117,%)}

0en
Dq = {(x,:cc) eEXx X, : gniguve (z,zc) > 0(x, x¢)
€
(24)

with § : X x X, — R continuous, and

IopelgﬂVe(xvxC) = renelg {Vg(l‘,l‘c) - I/Ve(xvxC)}
min  V(z,g,60
gEDC(LE,LEC) ( g )}

= min {V(:v, X, 0) —
6€Q

for each (z,z.) € X x X,, in accordance with the defini-
tions (12d), (12a) and @2), and G, : X x X, = X satisfies
the following assumptions:

(C9) The set-valued map G, is outer semicontinuous and
locally bounded;

(C10) For each 0 € 2, we assume that

VG(‘TVTC) - VG(%Q) > rerleigﬂVe(xvxC) (25)

for each (x,z.) € Dq and each g € G¢(x, z.)

Remark 5. Under assumption |[(C10), we guarantee by con-
struction that

Vo(z,x.) — Vo(z,g) > 6(x, zc)

for each (z,z.) € Dgq and each g € G.(z,z.), which
implies that the function Vj does not increase during jumps
if §(x,z.) > 0 for all (z,z.) € X x X, (cf. Remark [2).

Note that the jump map of the hybrid controller is
constructed from the data V and D, as shown in (I12B). On the
other hand, the jump map G. in is left undefined for the
sake of generality. It is possible to construct G, in from
the data ¥ and D., but this requires additional assumptions,
as shown in the following remark. Owing to the fact that
is derived from «, ¥, D., F., and G, we refer to (23)) using
the 5-tuple (x, ¥, D, Fe, G.).
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Remark 6. Suppose that 2 is compact and convex and that
D, in ([ is convex and compact for each (z,z.) € X x X,.
Given ¥ := {Vp}ocq, suppose that G. defined as

G.(z,z.) == arg max
geDc(wch)

min Wz, ze,0) — V(x,9,0)}

V(z,z.) € XX X, (26)

is outer semicontinuous with V{(z, z., ) = Vp(x, x.) for each
(z,z0,0) € X x X, x Q. Furthermore, suppose that, for
each (z,z.) € X x X, the function h(g,0) := Vg(x,x.) —
Vg(z,g) is continuous, quasi-concave as a function of g,
and quasi-convex as a function of o0 Then, it follows
from [31, Theorem 3.4] that the min and max operations
in maxyep, (z,2,) Mingeq h(g, #) commute, yielding

in h(g,0) = mi h(g,0
J P, BER (0. 0) =iy g 1o-6)
(27)
= 1 V s Le) — i V 5 .
pip {toao = g Voo
It follows from @D and (129 that

Maxgep, (z,2.) Mingen h(g, 0) mingeq pv, (=, zc).
We conclude that, for each § € , the following holds
Vo(z,x.) — Vo(x,g9) > mingeq pv, (z,2.), for each
(z,x.) € X x X, and each ¢ belonging to (26), hence
condition (23)) is verified.

The following definition extends the notion of a synergistic
controller in order to address the case where 6 € 2 is not
known.

Definition 3. Given a compact set {2, a continuous func-
tion § : X x X, — R, a collection of compact subsets
o = {Ap}ocq of X x X, and a collection of continuous
functions ¥ := {Vp}geq, we say that the hybrid con-
troller (x, ¥, D, F.,G.) is synergistic relative 1o < for (3)
with robustness margin € if [(C8)] [(C9) [(C10) hold, and
if, for each 6 € (, the hybrid controller (x, Vy, D, F.) is
synergistic relative to Ay for ().

The assumption that the hybrid con-
troller (k,¥, D¢, Fe,G.) is synergistic relative to
for (3) with robustness margin Q ensures that the hybrid
closed-loop system

() € ez = (Mgt e

(28a)
+

satisfies the hybrid basic conditions as proved next.

(z,zc) € Do
(28b)

Lemma 4. Suppose that Assumption [I| holds. Given a
compact set ) and a collection of compact subsets of =
{Agtoca of X x X. if (k,¥,D., F.,G.) is synergistic

3A function (z,y) — h(z,y) on X x Y is quasi-concave as a function
of z if the set {x € X : h(z,y) > c} is convex for each y € Y and
each ¢ € R. The function h is quasi-convex as a function of y if the set
{y € X : h(z,y) < c} is convex for each z € X and each ¢ € R.

relative to o for Q) with robustness margin €, then the

hybrid closed-loop system 28) satisfies[(AT)] [[A2)} and [(A3)}

Proof. The continuity of py, (for a fixed 8 € Q) is es-
tablished in Lemma [ It follows from the continuity of
(@, ¢, 0) — V(z,x0,0) = Vo(z,2.) that is assumed in [(C8)]
compactness of 2 and from [30, Theorem 9.14] that the
function

(z,2.) = g£8+u@(x,xc) (29)
is continuous on X' x X,.. It follows from the continuity of (29)
and of § that Cq and Dq are closed, because they are the
preimage of the closed sets (—oo,0] and [0, +00], respec-
tively. It follows from Assumption [Il [(C2)] and [(C5)| that
the flow map Fp, is outer semicontinuous, locally bounded
and convex-valued. It follows from that Gq is outer
semicontinuous, and locally bounded relative to Dq,. O

In the sequel, we demonstrate that, for each 6 € (),
the set Ay € </ is globally asymptotically stable under
appropriate assumptions on §. The next result asserts forward
pre-invariance of sublevel sets of Vj € ¥ for the closed-loop
system (28) when ¢ is a continuous and nonnegative function.

Lemma 5. Suppose that Assumption [l holds. Given a
compact set 2 and a collection of compact subsets <7 :=
{Aotoca of X x X, if (k,¥,D.,F.,G.) is synergistic
relative to o for Q) with robustness margin Q and if
§(z,xzc) > 0 for each (z,x.) € XXX, then, for each 6 € (,
each sublevel set of Vy is forward pre-invariant for 28). If.
for each (z,z.) € Co\Dq,

(VC’) there exists a neighborhood U of (x,x.) such that

Fcl(f) n TgCQ #(, for every £ € UNCq

then each maximal solution to @28) is complete and, conse-
quently, each sublevel set of Vy is forward invariant for 28).

Proof. As explained in Remark [3 it follows from
and 24) that Vy(z,z.) — Vo(z,g9) > 6(z,z.) for each
g € Ge(x,z.) and each (z,z.) € Dgq. Hence, the growth
of Vp during jumps of (28) is bounded by

. {—5(96, Z.)

for each (z,z.) € X x X,.. Since (k,¥,D., F.,G.) is
synergistic relative to &/ for (3) with robustness margin
Q, it follows that (k,Vp, D, F.) is synergistic relative to
Ag for (@) and, due to this assumption, the remainder of
the proof follows closely that of Lemma [2l From Assump-
tion it follows that the growth of Vp along solutions
to (28) is bounded by u. g, uq,0, With ucg(z,2.) < 0 and
ugo(x, ) < 0 for each (z,z.) € X x X.. This implies that
sublevel sets of Vp are forward pre-invariant for (28). The
completeness of solutions under follows closely the
proof in Lemma [ thus it is omitted here. O

if (z,2.) € Dq

. (30)
otherwise

ud,H(I; Ic)

Let Wy denote the largest weakly invariant subset of

(%,2.) € Fo(z, ) (z,z.) € u;;(O)
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where u. g is the upper bound on the growth of Vj during
flows of (28) as defined in Given a function ¢ : X X
X. — R and a hybrid controller (x,¥; D.., F,,G.) that is
synergistic relative to o/ for (3) with robustness margin €2,
we say that it has synergy gap exceeding ¢ if, for each 6 € )
and each (z,z.) € Up\Ap, 6(x, ) < pv, (x, xc).

Theorem 2. Suppose that Assumption [Il holds. Given a
compact set §, a positive function § : X X X, — R, and
a collection of compact subsets o := {Agp}tocq of X x X,
if (k,?,D., Fe.,G.) is synergistic relative to < for ) with
robustness margin ) and synergy gap exceeding 6, then, for
each 0 € Q, the set Ay is globally pre-asymptotically stable
for @8). If, for each (z,z.) € Cq\Dag, is satisfied,
then Ay is globally asymptotically stable for 28).

Proof. For each § < €, it follows from that each
sublevel set of V} is compact and, since it is also forward pre-
invariant as shown in Lemma [5] we have that each solution
to (28) is bounded. In addition, it follows from the proof
of Lemma [3 that the growth of Vj along jumps of 28) is
bounded by (30) and, since §(x,z.) > 0 by assumption, it
follows from [27, Theorem 8.2] that each complete solution
to (28) approaches the largest weakly invariant subset of
v, (r) ﬂu;; (0) for some r in the image of Vp, which is to
say that each complete solution to 28) approaches ¥y N Cq,.
Since each point (z,z.) € Uy\.Ap belongs to Do\Cq by
Assumption [(C7)} it follows that each complete solution
to (28) converges to Ay, which concludes the proof of global
pre-attractivity of Ay for 28). The proof of stability of Ay
for (I3) follows closely the proof of Lemma[3l We conclude
that Ay is globally pre-asymptotically stable for (28). Global
asymptotic stability of Ay for (28] under assumption
follows directly from global pre-asymptotic stability and
completeness of solutions, as shown in Lemma [3 O

In the next section, we apply the proposed controller to
the design of adaptive synergistic feedback control laws for
a class of affine systems with matched uncertainties.

VI. ADAPTIVE BACKSTEPPING OF SYNERGISTIC HYBRID
FEEDBACK FOR AFFINE CONTROL SYSTEMS

A. Nominal Synergistic Hybrid Feedback

In this section, we apply the controller design of Section [V]
to the problem of global asymptotic stabilization of a compact
set A C X x X, for a control affine system subject to
parametric uncertainty, where X and X, denote the spaces
of the state and controller variables, respectively. In this
direction, let Fyp in (3) be given by

Fo(z,ze,u) := f(x,xe) + H(z, 20 )u + W(z,z:)0  (31)

for each (z,x.,u) € X x X, x U, where u denotes an input

variable subject to the constraint u € U, and
0cQ:={0cR |0 <)} (32)

represents the parametric uncertainty of the model whose
norm is assumed to be bounded by a known parameter

6o € R.,. The controller design in this section is applicable
under the assumption of matched uncertainties stated next.

Assumption 2. There exists a continuously differentiable
function W such that W(z,z.) = H(z,z.)W(x,x.) for
each (z,z.) € X X X,.

In addition, we assume that we are given a synergistic
hybrid controller for the nominal (unperturbed) system as
defined next.

Definition 4. Given a compact set A C X x X, and a
continuous function § : X x X, — R, the hybrid con-
troller (o, Vo, D¢, Fe.) is said to be nominally synergistic
relative to A for (BI) with synergy gap exceeding ¢ if it
is synergistic relative to A for

&= Fy(z,xc,u) :i= f(x,xe) + H(z, 2:)u (33)

with synergy gap exceeding J, and Vj is continuously differ-
entiable on {(z,z.) € X x X, : Vy(z,x.) < +00.}.

The dynamical system (33) is obtained from by
considering that there are no perturbations, i.e., § = 0. It
follows from Theorem [I] that 4 is globally asymptotically
stable for the closed-loop system # in (13) resulting from the
interconnection of (33)) and a nominally synergistic controller
relative to A for (BI) when 6 = 0. In the next section, we
present variations of the nominal synergistic controller so as
to deal with nonzero disturbances.

B. Adaptive Synergistic Hybrid Feedback

In this section, we modify the nominal synergistic con-
troller given in Section [VI-Al to globally asymptotically
stabilize

Arg = Ax {0}

for the closed-loop system when ¢ in (31) is nonzerod In
this direction, let § € R’ denote an estimate of the parameter
0 that is generated via

(34)

6 = Ty Proj(W (2, 2.) VaVo(z, 20),0), (35

where 'y € R is a positive definite matrix and Proj :
Rf x R — R’ is given by

o n if p(é) <0orV p(é)—rn <0
Proj(n,0) := (I p(O)V p(d)V p(éf)
p— B Py

vV p(6)TV p(d) otherwise
) (36)
for each (n,0) € R x RY,
- 070 — 02
9 = 70 7
p(6) €2 + 2eby (37)

for each 0 € R¢, with € > 0 and 6y > 0 given in (32), and
W as in (3I). The function Proj in (36) has the following
properties (cf. [33]):
(P1) Proj is Lipschitz continuous;

4As the controller design exploits ideas in the literature of adaptive control,

we refer the reader to [32] for an overview of adaptive controller design and
backstepping under the influence of model uncertainty.
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(P2) Each solution t — 0(t) to 6 = T'y Proj(n(t), ), from
6 € Q-+B with input ¢ — 1(t) satisfies rge  C Q+€B;

(P3) Given 6 € Q, (6 —0)T Proj(n,d) > (6 —0) Ty for each
(n,0) € R x RY;

with ¢ > 0 as in (@Z). Given a hybrid con-

troller (ko, Vo, D, F.) that is nominally synergistic relative

to A for (BI) with synergy gap exceeding &, and the controller

variable z. 1 = (., é) € X1 := X. x (2 +eB), we define

— A~

k1(z, ze1) = Koz, zc) — W(z, z.)0 (38a)
1 . .
Vie(z,ze1) = Volz, ze) + 5(9 —0)Tr7H0 —6) (38b)
De1(w,2e1) = De(z, 1) X (2 + €B) (38¢)
- Fe(z,z.)
Fo(@,2e1) = I, Proj(W(x,xc)TVon(:v,xc),é)
(38d)

for each (x,x.1) € X x X1, where W comes from
Assumption The hybrid closed-loop system resulting
from the interconnection between (3I)) and the hybrid con-
troller (k1, Vi,9, Dc.1, Fe 1), 18 given by

(i?,:tcﬁl) S Fcl,l(I;Ic,l) (IE,IECJ) (S Cl (39&)
(er,le) € Ger1(m, 1) (x,2c1) € Dq (39b)
where
Cri={(w,2c1) € XX X1 pv, (2, 001) < 0(x,20) }
Dy = {(2,mc1) € X X Xe1: pv, (T, 001) > 0(2,20) }
and
o FG(I;I67K’1(I;IC,1))
Fcz)l(x?xal) T |: Fc,l(xv-rc,l)

V(z,zc1) € Cy
(40a)

Gcl’l(x,xc,l) = |: V(l‘,l‘c)l) S Dl.

xT
QVLQ (xv xc,l)

(40b)

where, for each (z,2.1) € X x X1,
Vvy e (.’L‘,.’L‘c)l) = (‘Ta ‘TC) (41a)
Ovig (‘Tv‘rc,l) = 0V (I,IC) X {9} (41b)

1 L .
Hvy e (‘Tv‘rc,l) = Uy (IE,IEC) + 5(9 - G)Trl 1(9 - 9) (41c)

are directly computed from (12a), (1ZB) and (12d), respec-
tively.

Remark 7. For the hybrid controller (x1, Vi g, D1, Fe 1),
the functions (@I) are not realizable, because juy, , and
ov;, in @I) depend on the unknown constant 6. This
dependence will be removed when we show that there
exists Ge 1 X x X;1 =3 A1 such that the hybrid
controller (x1, %1, De, Fe1,Gen) with ¥ := {Vip}oecq
is synergistic relative to @ = {Ajg}eeq for BI) with
robustness margin ).

To design @23), we start by showing that the hybrid
controller (k1, V1,9, Dc 1, Fe.1) 18 synergistic relative to Aj ¢

for (3T).

Proposition 2. Suppose that the sets X, X., U, and the set-
valued map Fy in B1) satisfy Assumption[l) and that Assump-
tion 2l holds. Given 0 € ), a compact set A C X x X, and a
hybrid controller (ko, Vo, D¢, Fe.) that is nominally synergis-
tic relative to A for 31D, the controller (1, V1,9, Dc1, Fe1)
given in (B8) is a synergistic candidate relative to Aj g

for (3.

Proof. The optimization problems in (I2) are feasible for
each x € X, because they are feasible for V;, hence is
satisfied.

Since Vi corresponds to the sum of Vp with (0 —
0)TT'7(0 — §)/2 and both terms are continuous, it follows
that V; ¢ is continuous. Since V| is positive definite with
respect to A and 6 — (0 —0)TI'71 (0 —6) is positive definite
relative to 0, it follows that V; g is positive definite relative
to Ajg. It follows from the assumption that Vj ([0, c])
is compact for each ¢ > 0 and radial unboundedness of
0 — (0 —0)TT7H0 — 6) relative to 6 that V; ([0, ¢]) is
compact for each ¢ > 0, thus proving that V; 4 satisfies [C3)}

From (38c), we have that D, ;(z,z.1) is the Cartesian
product between D.(x,7.) and Q + €B for each (z,z.) €
X x X,. Since D, satisfies [([C4)| by assumption, we have that
D, also satisfies Since ko satisfies then x; also
satisfies O

Proposition 3. Suppose that the sets X, X., U, and the set-
valued map Fy in B1) satisfy Assumption[l) and that Assump-
tion 2 holds. Given 0 € , a compact set A C X x X, and a
hybrid controller (ko, Vo, D¢, Fe.) that is nominally synergis-
tic relative to A for (31), the controller (k1,Vi g9, Den, Fe1)
given in (B8) satisfies

Proof. Tt follows from (38b), (40d) and [(P3)] that, for each
(X, 1) € X x Xeq and each fo 1 € Fu1(x,ze 1)

fe
— (60— é)TW(x, ZCC)vaVb(LL', Z.)

VVLQ({E, xc,l)chl,l SVVQ(IE, :EC)T [FG (,T, Te, K1 (,T, xc,l)):|

where f. € F.(x,x.) is the component of f ; that deter-
mines the dynamics of z., i.e., 2. = f.. Replacing (GI)

and (38a) in (VI-B), we obtain

V(@ 201) T fux < VVi(w,20) T {F()(In;()(lu))}

Vo Vo(z, )T (—H (2, 2) Wz, 20)0 + W (x, 2.)0)
—(0—0)"W(x,z.) VVi(x,z.)

’ (X1)
for each (z,x.1) € X x X, 1 with F, given in (33). Hence,

it follows from Assumption 2] that

VVie(®, we1) " faa < VVe(z,2c)" FO(I’IC’;O(I’IC»

for each (z,2z.1) € X x X, 1. From the assumption that the
hybrid controller (13) with data (g, Vo, D, F) is synergistic
relative to A for (33), we have that VVi g(z,2.1) " fa1 <0
for each (x,2.1) € X x X, 1 and each fo 1 € Fua(z,Tc1),
which proves O

10
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Since the hybrid controller (r1,Vig,Dc1,Fe1) satis-
fies we have that V; ¢ is nonincreasing along solutions

to the closed-loop system (39), but satisfying requires
further assumptions on the data, as shown next.

Proposition 4. Suppose that the sets X, X. U, and the
set-valued map Fy in BI) satisfy Assumption [} and that
Assumption2 holds. Given 0 € ), a compact set A C Xx X,
and a hybrid controller (ko, Vo, D., F.) that is nominally
synergistic relative to A for (1) with synergy gap exceeding
0, let U denote the largest weakly invariant subset of

( )

on (z,7.) € & = {(z,2.) € XX Xo: VVo(2,20) fuio=0
for some fao € Fuo(w,z.)} and let V19 denote the
largest weakly invariant subset of

FO(Ia L, K’O(Ia IC))
Fe(z, xc)

(j:7 xc) S Fcl,O(:Eu xc)

(&, &c,1) € Fer1(x, 2e,1) (@, 1) € &

with & = {(x,2.1) € X X X1 : VVlyg(:c,:ccﬁl)chlﬁl =
0 forsome fog1 € Fai(x,xc1)}. If the projection of
Uy 9\ A1,9 onto X x X, is a subset of U\ A, i.e.,é

Taxx,(U1,0\A1,9) C U\ A,

then the hybrid controller (k1, V1,0, D1, F..1) in 38) is syn-
ergistic relative to A; g for (31) with synergy gap exceeding
0.

Proof. 1t follows from the definition of py, , in @Id) that
Wy, o (z,2c1) is the sum of gy, (z,2.) with a quadratic
nonnegative term, hence

(42)

Hvy e (‘Taxc,l) > 1A% (CL‘,.’L‘C) (43)

for each (x,x.1) € Uy,9\ A1, and, consequently, we have
that

0o ==inf{pv, ,(x, zc,0) : (@,201) € U1 0\ A10}
>inf {pv, (2, 2c) @ (2, 261) € P10\ A1,0}-

The fact that (z,2.1) € U0\ A1, implies
(z,2¢) € maxx,(Vig\Aig) together with (@)
allow us to derive the following inequality: &> >
inf {pv, (2, zc) : (,2c) € Taxx, (P1,0\A1,0)}. It follows
from @2) that 0o > inf{uy (z,2.) : (v,2.) € ¥\A}
which is greater than zero by the assumption that the
controller (kg, Vo, D¢, ) is synergistic relative to A
for (33) with synergy gap exceeding §. In addition, we
have that py, ,(z,2c1) > py(z,2.) > O(x,z.) for
each (x,x.1) € ¥\ A1g, which proves that the hybrid
controller (r1, Vi g, Dc1, Fe.1) in (38) is synergistic relative
to Ay ¢ for (3I) with synergy gap exceeding . |

(44)

In the next result, we complete the construction of the
robust synergistic controller (23) from the data of a nominally

SGiven a subset S of X := X; X Xo, the projection of S onto X7
is represented by wx, (S) := {x1 € X1 : (x1,22) € S for some z2 €
X2}, Similarly, the projection of S onto X2 is denoted by 7x, (S) :=
{z2 € Xo: (x1,22) € S for some z1 € X1}.
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synergistic controller (kg, Vo, D, F.), by designing a set-
valued map G.; : & x X1 == & that is outer semicon-
tinuous, locally bounded and satisfies (23).

Proposition 5. Suppose that the sets X, X., U, and the
set-valued map Fy in B1) satisfy Assumption [} and that
Assumption 2l holds. Given Q in 32), a compact set A C
X x X., and a hybrid controller (ko,Vy, D., F.) that is
nominally synergistic relative to A for (1) with synergy
gap exceeding 6, <4 = {Ai1p}tocq with A1 in (B4,
1 = {Vig}oeq with Vi g in (38D, then the hybrid con-
troller (K1, %1, D, Fe1,Ge1) where

Gen (@, 01) = ovy (z,20) x G(0)

for each (z,x.1) € X x X1, and

(45)

G(0) := arg max min (0 —0) ' I7L(0 —6)
geaics 0€2

—(0—9)'T7'(0—9)

for each 0 € Q + €B, is synergistic relative to <7y for (31)
with robustness margin ) and synergy gap exceeding 6.

Proof. In Proposition ] we demonstrate that the hybrid
controller (k1, V1,9, Dc.1, Fe.1) is synergistic relative to A ¢
as required by Definition Bl It remains to be shown that
the hybrid controller (k1, %4, Dc1, Fe1,Ge,1) satisfies as-
sumptions [(C8)] [(C9) and [(CI0)} To prove [(C8), one must
show that X x X.; C domVjg. From the definition of
Vi, in (38B), we have that domV;p = domVp x (2 +
eB). It follows from the assumption that the hybrid con-
troller (xo, Vo, D¢, Fi.) is nominally synergistic relative to A
for (1)) that X' x X. C dom Vj, hence X' x X1 C dom Vi g.
The function (x,2.1,0) — Vi(z,2.1,0) = Vig(x, 1)
is continuous because it results from the composition of
continuous functions, hence holds.

To prove[(C9)| and [[CI0), one must show that G ; is outer
semicontinuous, locally bounded and that it satisfies (23).
Since G, 1(x,xc1) is the Cartesian product of gy, (x, zc)
and G() for each (z,2.1) € X x X., and gy, is outer
semicontinuous and locally bounded as proved in Lemma [I]
to demonstrate that is satisfied it only remains to be
shown that G is outer semicontinuous and locally bounded.
Let h(g,0) == (0 —0)TT*(0—60)—(0—g)"T7 (6 —g) for
each (g,0) € (Q+eB) x €. Since h results from the compo-
sition of continuous functions it is also continuous. It follows
from the compactness of €2 and from [30, Theorem 9.14] that

h(g) :==min{h(g,0): 0 €Q} VgeQ+eB  (46)

is continuous. Since D, ; is continuous and compact-valued,
it follows from the continuity of (46) and [30, Theorem 9.14]
that & is compact-valued and upper semicontinuous. The
remainder of the proof of outer semicontinuity and local
boundedness of G follows closely that of Lemma [ thus
it will be omitted.

The fact that G satisfies 3) follows from the obser-
vations in Remark [G by noticing that € and Q + B are
convex and compact spaces and the function h, which can be
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rewritten as h(g,0) = 207
for each (g, 0) €
of g and quasi-convex as a function of 6.

Yg—0)—g Ty 'g+07T"0
(Q+€B) x €, is quasi-concave as a function
O

The hybrid closed-loop system resulting from the intercon-
nection between (k1, %1, D¢1, Fen,Ge1) and (BI) is given
by:

(47a)
(47b)

(x.aic,l) S Fcl,l('r7'rc,1)
(LTJF,IIl) € Ga(z,zc1)

(x,xc1) € Can
(x,2c1) € Do

where

min gy, o (2, 2e1) < 0(x, zc)

Cai = {(x,xc,l) ceXx X1
0eQ

Dq,; = {(m,xc,l) €EXXXen: renigzlpvl o (X men) > 5(93,1‘0)}
u ,

and
T

|:Gc,1 (x7 Le,1

Global asymptotic stability of 4 o for @7) follows from
the application of Theorem [2| and it is summarized in the
next corollary.

Go1(x,xc1) = )} V(z,zc1) € Doi1. (48)

Corollary 2. Suppose that the sets X, X., U, and the
set-valued map Fy in BI) satisfy Assumption [I} and that
Assumption 2 holds. Given Q in B2), a positive function
0: X x X, — R, a compact set A C X x X, and a hybrid
controller (ko, Vo, D, F..) that is nominally synergistic rel-
ative to A for 1) with synergy gap exceeding 9§, for each
0 € Q, the set Ay g is globally asymptotically stable for @7).

Proof. 1t follows from (@3) that min{suy, ,(z,zc1) : 6 €
0} > py(x,x.) for each (z,7.1) € P10\ A1p. Since
wvy (z,2.) > 6(x,x.) for each (x,x.1) € 19\ A1 as
shown in the proof of Propositiond] and § satisfies the
conditions of Theorem [2| apply and we are able to conclude
that A, ¢ is globally asymptotically stable for @7). O

C. Backstepping

Given a nominally synergistic controller (ko, Vo, D, F),
we extend the dynamics of the controller in Section [VI-B| to
include the input w as a controller statef§

i’c,2 S Fc,2(x7xc,2)
A
I’y Proj(v(x, xc,2),0)
ful(z, Ic,2) + Dy, (’fl(xvxc,l))fc

i fe € Fe(z, x.)

49
with 2.9 = (zc1,u) € Ao = X x (24 eB) x R™,
T'y € R™*™ positive definite, k, > 0,

.
v(z, Te2) = W(x,z.)' VaiVol(z,zc)
T Tp-1
—W(x,z.) Dy(k1(z,2c1)) Ty (u—ri(z,2c1)) (50)
6 Alternatively, one may consider v as a plant state rather than a controller
state, in which case u would remain constant during jumps. We have

included w as a controller variable because it is an approach less often
found in the literature.
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for each (z,z.2) € X X X, 2, and

f (LL' Te,2 )': _W(‘T ‘Tc)l—‘l PYOJ( (‘T Te,2 ) )

— ku(u— k1(2,201)) = ToH (2, 2c) ' Va Vo (2, )
+ D, (K1 (:v,:val))F(:v,:vc,u,é)

(5D
which is defined for each (z,x.2) € A x X, 2 assuming that
ko is continuously differentiable and that F(:c,xc,u,é) =
F4(z,zc,u) denotes the dynamics (31) with 6 is equal to the
estimated value .

Given the compact set {2 of possible (unknown) values
of 6 in (32), a compact set A C X x X, and a nominal
synergistic controller (ko, Vg, D, F..) relative to A for (31))
with synergy gap exceeding J, the main goal of this section
is to design a controller of the form (23) that is synergistic
relative to <% := { Az ¢ }ocq for (BI) with robustness margin
) and synergy gap exceeding J, where

Ag g ={(x,2c2) € X X Xep: (x,2,1) € Arg,

u=kK1(x,2c1)}

(52)

In this direction, we define the Lyapunov function

Voo(z,xc2) = Vio(z,2c1)

(33)

+ %(u - m(x,xc_rl))TFgl(u — Rki(z, e 1))

for each (z,z.2) € X x X2 and the set-valued map

DC,Q('I7'IC,2) = {(gc,lvgu) € XC,Q “9c,1 € Dc,l(xaxc,l)a
Gu = K1(z,9c,1)} (54)

for each (z,x.2) € X X X, 2. The choice u = k1(z,gc1)
in (34) may seem peculiar, but it turns out that this value
minimizes (33) with respect to u, hence it is suitable for the
jump logic.

From the interconnection between (3I) and the hybrid
controller (k2, V2.9, D¢ 2, Fe,2) with k2(x, 2. 2) = u for each
(2, xc,2) € XXX, 2, we obtain the hybrid closed-loop system

(#,8c2) € Fua(r,2e2) (w,2c2) € Co
={(x,we2) € XX Xept pvy 4 (2, 202) < 6(x,20)}
(55a)
(zt, jz) € Gao(x,xe2) (x,202) € Do

={(x,we2) € X X Xept pivy 4 (T, 202) > 6(x,2)}
(55b)

where

FQ(I,ZZ?C,’LL)

Foip(@, %e,2) = {Fﬂ(ﬂ? Te,2)

] V(l‘,l‘c)g) (S CQ (563)

X
'rv'rc,Q)

Gc[)g(x,xc)g) = |:QV ( :| V(l‘,l‘c)g) S DQ. (56b)
2,0
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(12

for

and (120,
the hybrid

Note that, from the definitions
we have the following identities
controller (k2, Va,9, D¢ 2, Fe 2):

OV (%%,2) = {(gc,l,gu) € Xe2:ge1 € QVLQ(%%J)»

gu = k1(2,ge1)}
1) -1 2
1A% ($,$C,2) = KV ($,$C,1) + 5 ‘F2 2 (u - K1($,$c,1))

for each (z,z.2) € X Xcgﬂ; hence, similarly to (39), the
closed-loop system (33)) is impossible to implement due to
dependence on ¢ in Ca, Do, and G 2, but, similarly to the
controller of Section this dependence will be removed
with the design of a hybrid controller that is synergistic
relative to 2% := { Az ¢ }geq for (3I) with robustness margin
Q (cf. Remark [7)).

We are able to prove the following result using arguments
similar to those of Proposition [l

Proposition 6. Suppose that the sets X, X., U, and the set-
valued map Fy in B1) satisfy Assumption[l) and that Assump-
tion2 holds. Given 0 € Q, a compact set A C X x X,, and a
hybrid controller (ko, Vo, D, F..) that is nominally synergis-
tic relative to A for (B1) with synergy gap exceeding 6, if (42)
is satisfied then the hybrid controller (k2,Va,9,Dc 2, F2)
is synergistic relative to Asg for BI) with synergy gap
exceeding 6.

Proof. Similarly to the proof of Proposition [ it is possible
to show that properties [(CL) [(C3)] and [(C3)| follow directly
from the fact that Aj ¢ is compact and from the assumption
that (ko, Vo, D¢, F) is synergistic relative to A for (33).
It follows from the continuity of D.; and ki that D,
is continuous. That D. > is compact-valued follows from
compactness of D.; and continuity of i, hence is
satisfied. It remains to be shown that properties[(C6)|and [[C7)]
also hold. It follows from (33) and (36a) that

Fo(x, . u)

v‘/Q,(?(m7‘TC,2)TfCl,2 - v‘/()<'r7'rc)—r |: f

—(0—0)" Proj(v(z, z.2),0)

+ (U — K1 (Jw 575(:71))TF271 (fu (T mc,?) (Xz)
Fo(x,ze,u)
_D(Kl(l)al’c?l)) fe N )
I'y Proj(v(x, xc2),0)

for each (z,2.2) € XX X, 2 and each fe o € Fyyo(z, xc2),
where V5 ¢ is continuously differentiable and f, € Fi.(z, z.)
is the component of f.; o that describes the dynamics of x..

7Since I's € R™*™ is assumed to be positive definite, F2
is unique (cf. [34] Section 8.5]).

exists and
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Replacing (3I) in (X2)), we obtain

Fy(x,z0,u)

VVZ,Q(:L)a:L)C?‘Z)chl?‘Z - VVvU(CE-,CE(,:)T |: f

|

— (60— H)T Proj(v(z, xc2), é)
— ku(u — K1 (2,261)) T3 (u — K1 (2, 201))
— (u—k1(2,201))  H(z,20) " Vi Vo, 2.
— (= k(@ 201)) T3 Dy (k1 (0, 2e1) )W (2, 2.) (0 — 6).
(X3)
It follows from [[P3)] and (X3) that
VVap(z,200)" fa2 < VVo(w,2.)" {F(’(m’}fc’“)}

— (0 —0)Tv(z,202)

_ku(u_/‘”l( )) (u_/‘vl(‘L Le, 1))
— (u— ki(x, z, 1))TH(1 z) Vi Vol(z, z.)
— (= k(@ 201)) "D Dy (k1 (2, 2e1) )W (2, 2) (0 — 6).
(X4)
Replacing 30) in (X4), we obtain
VVao(@,e2) " far2 < VVo(z,xc)" [Fe(w}f“u)}
—(0—0)"W(x,2.) VoV (x, ) (X5)

— ku(u— k1 (z,201)) T3 (u— K1z, 201))

— (u — K1 (x, :13(4._1))TH(.7:7 IC)TVI‘/()(.’B, Ze).
The control affine structure of allows us to derive the
following inequality from (XS):

v‘/2,0<m7mc.2)-r,f<:l.2

S v%(m.’mc)—r Fg(:}?,:}?w K’l('rwrc.l))

fe
— (0= 0)"W(x,2.) " Vo Volx, zc)

— ky(u — /il(x,;v(%l))—rl‘;l(u — k(T Te1))-

(X6)

Note that it was proved in Proposition [3 that

v‘/(](l’7 IC)T<FH (.737 Te, l{l(m7 Ic,l)) - LV(T/ .73(3)(9 - é))
< VVo(z, JJC)TF()<.’1?,.’BC7 ko(x, z.)),
(X7)
thus, from the assumption that (kg, Vo, D,, F.) is synergistic
relative to A for (33), we have that

VVao(2,2c2)" fa2 < VVo(2,20) " Folx, 3, o (7, 2¢))
—ku(u— k1 (2,201)) T3 (u — k1 (z,201)) <0 (57)

for each (z,2.2) € X x X2 satisfying V3 o(z, 2c2) < +00
and each foo € Fga(z,202), hence property [(C6) is
satisfied. Let ¥ ¢4 denote the largest weakly invariant subset
of

(ii, ijc,2) S Fcl,2(x7 xc,Z) (58)

with & = {(z,7c2) € X X Xeo: VVa (2, 2c2) fu2 =0
for some fei 2 IS Fao2(x,xzc2)}.  To  verify
that (Ko, Va9, D¢, Fe2) is synergistic relative to Asg
for @9), we need to check that g := inf{pv, ,(z, 2 2) :

(z,zc) € &
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(2, 2c2) € U9\ Az} > 0. It follows from (37) that ¥ g C
{(w,2c2) € X X Xt (w,201) € Wip,u = K1(2,201)}
where U1 ¢ is defined in Proposition @ It follows from (32))
that

0y > inf{py, , (2, 7c2) : (x,7c1) € U10\ A1,
u=r1(z, 1)}

= inf{IUJVLe (ZC,ZCCJ) : (ZC,ZCCJ) € \Ijlﬁ\Alﬁ}
which we have shown in Proposition 4 to satisfy 0o >
0, under assumption @2). In addition, sy, ,(z,zc2)
v, o (T, 2e1) > pvy (2, 2c) > 6(x, 2) for each (z,1.2) €
W5 9\ Asz,9, hence the hybrid controller (K2, V2,0, Dc.2, Fe.2)
is synergistic relative to Ay for (3I) with synergy gap
exceeding 9. O

(59)

To finalize the design of a robust synergistic controller, we
provide the construction of the jump map G, in the next
proposition.

Proposition 7. Suppose that the sets X, X., U, and the set-
valued map Fy in B1) satisfy Assumption[l) and that Assump-
tion 2 holds. Given Q in (32), a compact set A C X x X,
and a hybrid controller (rko,Vy, D., F.) that is nominally
synergistic relative to A for 1) with synergy gap exceeding
6, oty = {Az0}ocq with Az g in B2), V5 := {Va,6}ecq with
Va,0 in (33), the hybrid controller (K2, ¥, D2, Fe2,Gc2)
where

Gc,2(xa Ic,2) = {(gc,lagu) € DC,Q(I) Ic,2) :

gc,l S Gc,l(xvxc,l)} (60)

for each (x,x.2) € X X X2 is synergistic relative to </
for 1D with robustness margin Q2 and synergy gap exceeding
J.

Proof. In Proposition [0l we demonstrate that the hybrid
controller (kg, V2 g, D 2, Fe2) is synergistic relative to Az g
with synergy gap exceeding § as required by Definition [l
The proof that is satisfied follows closely the proof of
Proposition 3] hence it is omitted here. The outer semicon-
tinuity and local boundedness of G, follows from outer
semicontinuity and local boundedness of G, in addition
to the continuity of ki, thus [(C9)| is verified. For each
(,2c2) € X X X, 2 and for each g. o € X, we have that

Va,o(x, 2c2) — Vao(z, ge,2)

. 61)
> - .
2 min Vao(x,xe2) — Va,0(2, ge,2)

From (60), it follows that g.o = (gc1,9u) With gc1
belonging to @3) and g, = k1(z,g.1). Replacing (33)
in (6I) and plugging in the aforementioned values of g. 1
and g,,, we have that

Va,o(x, 2o2) — Vao(T, ge,2)

> in V; -Wi
% g Bl B Vo e) = Vao 2 ge)
1 _
+ 5(” — k1@, 201)) T3 (u = k1 (2, 3c,1))

in V& -V
gc’zegj’%yxc’z)g@g 20(x, xc2) — Vao(T, ge,2)
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for each (z,z.2) € X x X.2 and each g2 := (ge1,9u) €
Geo(w, . 2). Since the max and min operators in (62)
commute as shown in the proof of Proposition 3] it follows
that

‘/279(‘%'7‘%'0,2) - %,9(‘T7gc,2) > reneig/‘Vz,e(‘rv ‘TC72)

for each (7, z.2) € X x X2 and each gc2 := (gc,1,9u) €
Ge (7,2 2), thus verifying [[CT0) O

The hybrid closed-loop system resulting from the intercon-
nection between (ka2, %2, D¢ 2, Fr 2, Ge2) and BI) is given
by:

(z,2c,2) € Cap
(x,2c2) € Doy

(63a)
(63b)

(i.7 j':c,2) S FCl,?(x7 1’0)2)
(‘T-’_v xj:r,2) € GQ,Q(‘% x0,2)

where

Co,2 = {(w,xc,g) EXX X0 gréislzluvm (z,2c2) < (5(30,96,;)}

|

Dq = {($7£L‘572) €EXx X0 rgrgg vy (2, 2) > 0(x, )

and

X

GQ)2($,$C72) = |:G 2( )] V(CL‘,.’L‘C)Q) (S DQ72.

T, Tc2

The global asymptotic stability of As g for (63) follows
from Theorem [2] and it is stated in the next corollary for
the sake of completeness. The proof is omitted because it is
identical to the proof of Corollary

Corollary 3. Suppose that the sets X, X., U, and the
set-valued map Fy in (B1) satisfy Assumption [} and that
Assumption 2] holds. Given Q in 32), a positive function
0: XX X.— R, a compact set A C X x X., and a hybrid
controller (ko, Vo, D, F..) that is nominally synergistic rel-
ative to A for (B1) with synergy gap exceeding 9§, for each
0 € Q, the set Az g is globally asymptotically stable for (63).

In the next section, we apply the controllers proposed in
Sections and [VI-=( to global asymptotic stabilization of
a setpoint for a two-dimensional system in the presence of
an obstacle.

VII. SYNERGISTIC HYBRID FEEDBACK FOR ROBUST
GLOBAL OBSTACLE AVOIDANCE

To demonstrate the applicability of the synergistic adaptive
controller of Section [VIl we consider the problem of globally
asymptotically stabilizing the origin for a vehicle moving on
a plane with an obstacle N := zp + rB with zp € R? and
r > 0 such that the origin is not contained in A/. We consider
that the evolution in time of the position z € R\ of the

vehicle is described by
F=u+0 (64)

where v € R? is the input and § € R? is an unknown
constant. We have shown in [[7, Section IV] that 9(z) :=

1
(62) [log(|z — 20| — 1) ﬁ} is a diffeomorphism between
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R2\N and R x S!, hence global asymptotic stabilization
of the origin for is equivalent to the global asymptotic
stabilization of (0). for

& =D~ (x))u + DYy~ (2))0.

with z € X := R x S'. Before moving to the controller
design, we show that Assumption ll] is verified for the
particular problem at hand.

Proposition 8. The sets X :== R x S, X, :={-1,1}, U :=
R? and the set-valued map

Fo(x, e, u) := DY(H(2))u + Dby (z))0

defined for each (z,xz.,u) € X x X, X U satisfies Assump-
tion [l and
(%) The intersection between Fy(x,x.,u) and the tan-

gent space to X at (x,x.,u) is nonempty for each
(,zc,u) € X x X X U.

Proof. To check that the condition holds, note that the
sets X, X. and U are closed subsets of R3, R and R2,
respectively. It follows from the fact that v is a diffeomor-
phism between R?\N and R x S! that Di(¢p~1(x)) is an
isomorphism between the tangent space to R*\ N at ¢~ (x)
and the tangent space to R x S at x for each z € X
(cf. [29, Proposition 3.6]), thus is verified. Since 1) is
a diffeomorphism it also follows that z +— D (yp~1(z))
is continuous, thus Fjy is also continuous and single-valued,
hence it verifies |(S2) [l

(65)

(66)

Remark 8. The condition [(x)|is pivotal in the verification of
the conditions and for this particular example,
which, in turn, allows us to check the completeness of max-
imal solutions as shown in Theorems [T and 2 respectively.

The controller design of Section [VI] requires the existence
of a hybrid controller of the form (kg, Vp, D., F.) that is
nominally synergistic relative to

A:={(z,q) e X x X, : x = ¢(0)}.

for (66), thus we start by showing that the controller provided
in [7, Section IV] satisfies the requirements In
this direction, let the controller variable . in (31)) be a logic
variable ¢ which is either 1 or —1 and whose values does
not change during flows, i.e., z. = ¢ € X, := {—1,1} and
G = F.(z,q) := 0 for all (x,q) € X x X, which veri-
fies Following the controller design of [7, Section IV],
let ¢4(z) = [71 1fq?x3]T for each = := (z1,22,23) €
Uy = {x € X¥X: quz # 1} with ¢ € X, := {-1,1}.
Furthermore, we define

5 194(2) ~ 6O ifz e,
+00

for each (z,q9) € X x A,. Defining D.(x,q) = X, for
each (x,q) € X x X, and noting that {(Uy, ¢¢) }4ex, covers
R x S' we have that the optimization problem in (I2) is
feasible, hence assumption is verified. Since each chart
bq : Uy — R? is a diffeomorphism, ¢g(z) = ¢4 (1(0)) if

(67)

Vo(z,q) == (68)

otherwise
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and only if = (0), hence V in (68) is positive definite
relative to (67). Moreover, V; is continuous and V; ' ([0, c])
is compact for each ¢ € R, thus [(C3)| is verified. Since
D, is constant and equal ‘to the finite set X, for each
(z,z.) € X x X., we have that D, is outer semicontinuous,
lower semicontinuous and locally bounded, hence [(C4) is
verified. Condition [(C3)] is verified for

ro(e,q) = — (D (2))) | Dy(@)T (¢q(x) — 34 (4(0)))

for each (z,q) € domko = {(z,q) € Xx X, : z € Uy}. The
previous arguments allow us to make the following assertion.

Proposition 9. Given A in (&7), the hybrid con-
troller (ko, Vo, D¢, F¢) is a synergistic candidate relative to

A in (&2 for (63).

Even though (68) is continuous, it is not Lipschitz contin-
uous everywhere, hence the proof that [(C6)| holds might not
be immediately obvious. From and using the fact that
D (z,q) := X, := {—1,1} for each (z,q) € X x X, we
have that py, (x, q) = max{0, Vo(x, q) — Vo (z, —q)} for each
(z,q) € X x X, and, in particular, we have that uy, (x,q) =
+oo for each (x,q) ¢ U,, hence, for any function ¢, it
follows that each (x,q) € X' x X, satisfying (x,q) € U, does
not belong to C. Since U, is open relative to X := R x S?
for each ¢ € X, {(z,q) € X x X, : x € X\U,} and C are
disjoint closed sets, and there exists a neighborhood of C
where V) is Lipschitz continuous. The generalized derivative
of V) at (x,q) is the direction F¢;o(x,q) is given by

Vo' (z,q; Fao(z, q) =
— DY@ (@) T Doy () T (dg(x) — S (O], (69

for each (z,q) € C, where F o is the flow map for
the closed-loop system resulting from the interconnection
between (xg, Vo, De, F.) and (@3) with 6 = 0 (cf. (). It
follows from that the growth of V{, along the flows of
the closed-loop system is upper bounded by 0, hence [(C6)|
is verified. It follows from the fact that ¢ and {¢g}4ex,
are diffeomorphisms that Assumption is satisfied with
U = A (cf. [7]), thus the following holds.

Proposition 10. Given A in (61) and a continuous function
§ : X x X, = R, the hybrid controller (ko, Vo, De, F¢)
is nominally synergistic relative to A in (&1) for (©3) with
synergy gap exceeding 9.

An additional property of the kind of synergistic feedback
presented above is that any function § satisfies since
U\ A = (). Therefore, any choice of ¢ satisfying yields
global asymptotic stability for the hybrid closed-loop system
as proved in Theorem [lI Since Assumption [2 is satisfied,
we meet all the requirements for the controller design of
Section[V1] thus it is only a matter of applying the procedures
described therein to obtain an adaptive synergistic hybrid
feedback controller that is able to deal with parametric
uncertainty. In the next section, we present some numerical
results that illustrate the behaviour of the closed-loop system.
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Fig. 1. Trajectories ¢ + 2(t) of (6d) for the closed-loop system with

parameters given in Section [VI[-A]

A. Simulation Results

In this section, we present simulation results of the closed-
loop system resulting from the interconnection between (63)
and the hybrid controllers that are presented in Section [VI]
considering that there is an obstacle N 2o + rB with
Z0 = [1 O}T and » = 0.5. Furthermore, we consider that

0=[v2/2 V2/2] " and that the controller parameters are
ku = 1, Fl :PQ :I2, € = 1, 6‘0 = 1, and 6(,@,(]) =1 for
each (z,q) € X x X.. For this particular choice of I';, we
have that

A if ‘é‘ < 6,
G(h) =

otherwise

for each § € Q + €B, which is outer semicontinuous and
locally bounded.

Figure [0 represents the traJTectory of the vehicle starting
from rest at z(0) [2 0] for each of the controllers
presented in Section [VIl It can be verified both through
Figure [1] as well as Figure 2] that the trajectories before and
after backstepping are comparable, since the evolution of
the distance of the vehicle to the desired setpoint is fairly
similar in both cases. The bottom half of Figure [2] depicts
the evolution of the estimation error, which has a smaller
settling time for the closed-loop system with the controller
of Section [VI=( than the controller of Section for this
particular simulation. To find out more about the simulation
and its implementation, you may explore the source code at
https://github.com/pcasau/synergistic.
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the years, depending on the particular dynamical system
being studied. The unifying framework for synergistic hybrid
feedback that we presented in this paper captures the most
salient features of existing synergistic hybrid feedbacks in
order to help others distinguish between the particular and the
general in different instances of synergistic hybrid feedback
across the literature. In addition, we provided a controller
design that starts from an existing synergistic controller
and modified it in order to yield an adaptive controller
that is able to compensate for the presence of bounded
matched uncertainties in affine control systems. Furthermore,
we demonstrated that the proposed controller is amenable to
backstepping and can be applied to the problem of global
obstacle avoidance.
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