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Unified Predefined-time Stability Conditions of Nonlinear
Systems with Lyapunov Analysis

Bing Xiao, Haichao Zhang, Shijie Zhao, and Lu Cao

Abstract: This brief gives a set of unified Lyapunov stability
conditions to guarantee the predefined-time/finite-time stability of a
dynamical systems. The derived Lyapunov theorem for autonomous
systems establishes equivalence with existing theorems on predefined-
time/finite-time stability. The findings proposed herein develop a
nonsingular sliding mode control framework for an Euler-Lagrange
system to analyze its stability, and its upper bound for the settling
time can be arbitrarily determined a priori through predefined time
constant.

Introduction: As we known, the convergence rate constitutes a
key metric for evaluating system control performance. The finite-time
control method was introduced to attain rapid stability [1], thereby
addressing limitations inherent in asymptotically stable control sys-
tems characterized by infinite convergence time. Its convergence time
is contingent upon the system’s initial states, resulting in a variable
settling time corresponding to different initial states, and becomes
indeterminate. The fixed-time control method came about to make
the upper bound on the convergence time less conservative [2], [3].
It severs the dependence of settling time on the system’s initial
states. However, it involves a complex function with multiple control
gains to characterize the convergent time upper bound, making it
challenging to arbitrarily select a convergence time through the tuning
of control gains. To this end, the predefined-time control technique
with the settling time determined by only a parameter was discussed
in [4]-[7]. This approach has greater flexibility in determining the
settling time than finite-time and fixed-time control methodologies.

Lyapunov theory, an effective instrument for analyzing the stability
of control systems, is often combined with sliding mode control,
backstepping control, and adding power integrator technique to design
controllers to ensure the closed-loop control system’s finite-time
[8], fixed-time [9], [10], and predefined-time stability [11], [12].
Particularly, the sliding mode controller is usually closed-loop in
the control system to obtain predefined-time stability [12]-[14]. As
detailed in [15]-[17], some specific instantiations of the predefined-
time controller were formulated to achieve the control requirements of
second-order systems featuring uncertainties, but challenges related to
singularity were encountered. To overcome this mentioned drawback,
the alternative nonsingular predefined-time sliding mode controllers
were presented in [12], [14], [18]. The aforementioned controllers,
designed using different Lyapunov-based theorems, are applied to
many systems and exhibit predefined-time stability properties. In fact,
by analyzing them, a unified Lyapunov theorem that covers existing
Lyapunov theorems can be derived and ensures autonomous systems’s
predefined-time stability equally.

This brief advances unified sufficient conditions for the predefined-
time/finite-time stability of autonomous systems using Lyapunov the-
ory. The main contributions are stated as follows: a unified Lyapunov
theorem is proposed to guarantee a class of dynamic systems to
exhibit predefined-time stability. It serves to consolidate and unify the
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previous contributions of Lyapunov-based predefined-time stability
theorems for autonomous systems in the literature [5], [6], [13], [18],
[19]. Particularly, not like the results in [6], which found that the
predefined-time Lyapunov theorem could only be developed on the
basis of a K function. The results presented in this brief relax this
constraint, and an arbitrary strictly monotonically bounded increasing
or decreasing function can be allowed. Moreover, if the selected func-
tion is a strictly monotonically unbounded increasing or decreasing
function, the predefined-time stability conclusion will degenerate into
a finite-time stable solution. Hence, the finite-time stable corollary is
derived, and it can cover the existing Lyapunov finite-time stability
theorems in [20]—[22]. The proposed unified Lyapunov theorem is
also employed in the design of a suite of nonsingular sliding mode
controllers for Euler-Lagrange system, ensuring its predefined-time
stability. Subsequently, the efficacy of the aforementioned properties
is substantiated by Monte Carlo simulation examples. It provides
a comprehensive exposition of the proposed controller’s behavior,
specifically focusing on settling time illustration.

Notation: Throughout the article, the following notation are used.
R is a set of real numbers. For x € ", x| denotes its transpose,
x = 9X denotes the time derivative of . For a scalar function
h(x) : ®" — R, e™®) represents a standard exponential function
with a natural constant e as the base; |h(x)| denotes the absolute
value h(x). A function P(x) : [0,00) — [0, a) is said to be a class
Ko function, if it is strictly increasing with P(0) = 0.

Problem Statement: Consider the following autonomous system

& = f(z;u) (C))

where € R" is the system state and u € PR stands for the control
input. xo is the system initial state. The origin & = O is the unique
equilibrium of system (). f : ®R™ x R™ — R"™ denotes a smooth
vector field function. The objective is to give a unified Lyapunov
stability theorem to guarantee the predefined-time stability of the
system (I). Further, with the application of this theorem, design a
nonsingular sliding mode control framework to guarantee an Euler-
Lagrange system’s predefined-time stability.

Motivating example A predefined-time stable system is designed
as & = —#e V~Px with the Lyapunov function V' = 2232
0 < p <1, and Tc > O being the predefined time constant. Taking
the time derivative of V' satisfies d—‘t/ = —p; VTP <0, Vz #
0. Inturtrvely, the system is asymptotically stable, due to the fact
eV’ >0 always holds. Then, we compute its convergence time. The
time derivative of V' is rewritten as dw(v) , where (V) =
2—e~V" is a bounded increasing functron with L/}( ) € [1,2). Unlike
literature [6]], the strict constraint of the function (V) € [0, 1)
being a Ky function is required. Therefore, (V') will decrease to
the minimum ¥7 = 1 from its arbitrary initial value (Vo) < 2.
Then, integrating both sides di)(V) = — 2 7o dt yields fg’&)) 1dy =
— fOT % dt, and simplifying it, one obtams T (W (Vo) —yr)Te <
T.. It is proved that T' > T is valid for any ¢(Vp) decreases to the
minimum of (V). The Lyapunov candidate V" also converges to zero
simultaneously. The selected V' is radially unbounded. For any initial
system state xo, it can converge to the equilibrium when 7" > T¢.

Main Results: Summarizing from the above motivating example,
let the Lyapunov function V' be the independent variable of the strictly
monotonically increasing bounded function ¥(V), ie., (Vo) < b
with b € R. Utilizing the characteristics of the monotonic function
(V) forces V to decay to zero along with the (V') function
decreasing to its minimum. Therefore, we can establish an equivalent
relationship between the system’s stability and the decreasing char-
acteristic of function ¥ (V'), and further reflect the system’s settling
time through the decay time of function (V). Inspired by this, we
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conclude unified sufficient Lyapunov conditions that aim to ensure a

class of dynamic systems exhibits predefined-time stability.
Theorem 1: For the system (I, there is a function (V) with

V being a positive, radically unbounded function, and the following

three sufficient conditions are satisfied:

(i) Vx € R", 1/1( )e[a b), ¥(0) = a with a € R and b € R;

(ii) Vo € R", d(vp) >0with0<p<l;

(iii) V& # 0, ‘fi‘t/ < - bdw“ VT;p with T, > 0.

Then, the system (0 is lg/redeﬁned—time stable, and its upper bound
of the convergence time is 7e.

Proof: Recalling the system (I) and the candidate Lyapunov
selected as V = §a: x, if the designed control input can make the
closed-loop system such that the sufficient condition (iii) in Theorem
1. The straightforward result that the system’s origin is Lyapunov
asymptotic stable can be obtained. Next, taking the time derivative

of 1 and invoking the sufficient condition (iii) yields

dy _ dypdV _ dy dV _ b-a
dve)ydt = T.

p—1

= 2

dt  dV dt @
From (@), it means the function (V') will stabilize at its minimum
Yr = ¥(0) = a from arbitrary initial value o = (Vo) < b.
Therefore, the selected V' also decreases to zero simultaneously.
Then, calculate the convergence time of (V') from the initial value

1o to its minimum 7. Integrating both sides dy < — b*“dt with
respect to time, one has f Y dy < — fOT b= adt As a consequence,
the inequality T° < (Yo if)TC = wob aa)T‘: < T holds. Hence,

(V') decreases from an arbitrary initial value o to its minimum
1 when T' > T.. Through the introduction of the function 1 (V), as
it undergoes a decrease from its initial value to the minimum within
the predefined time 7%, its independent variable V' synchronously
converges to the origin. Consequently, the state of system (I), starting
from any arbitrary initial state x(, exhibits convergence towards the
equilibrium state @ = 0 when T > T¢.

As in the above analysis, the selection of ¥ (V) is a key to obtaining
Theorem 1 and achieving predefined-time stability. Moreover, the
existing Lyapunov predefined-time stability theorems, as documented
in the literature [13], [15], [19], can be regarded as a particular case
of Theorem 1. Several examples are given in the following:

Example 1: A candidate regulator function (V) = b — e~ V"
is selected with b € R, a > 0, and 0 < p < 1. The fact (V) €
[b—1, b) always holds, it means b—a = 1. Differentiating (V') with
respect to V7, one has di)(V)/dVP = ae™ V" . Thus, the sufficient
condition (iii) becomes

dV b—

o< DT aVIyIp g £ 3)

0szC
using Theorem 1, the system is predefined-time stable with 7" < T%.
When select a = 1, formula @) reduces to 4% < — p%revp vi-e,
V& # 0. Hence, this specific case covers the result in [15].

Example 2: A particular selection of (V) = arcsin(tanh(V7?))
is given with 0 < p < 1. One has ¥(V) € [0,5) and b —a =
Z. Differentiating (V') with respect to V? yields dy(V)/dV? =

v/1 — tanh(V?). The sufficient condition (iii) is given as

dV _b-a _

TS Ton cosh(VP)V'™P Vo £ 0 )
on the basis of Theorem 1, the system is stable within predefined time
Te. The inequality {@) is rewritten as 4 < — 52 cosh(V?)V' ™7,
Va # 0. It is identical to the results of [19].

Example 3: Select a regulator function ¢ (V') = arctan( gV” )
with a > 0, 8> 0, and 0 < p < 1. One concludes ¥ (V) € [0, §),
ie, b —a = 7Z. Differentiating (V") with respect to V? yields

diyp(V)/dVP = /aB/(a + BV?P). Thus, the sufficient condition
(iii) then becomes

dv b—a 1— 1+
— < - (aV'7? VITPY VW 0 5
- < mec(a +8 ), YV # (%)

using Theorem 1, its system state converges to origin when 7" > T¢.
If « = 1 and 8 = 1, the inequality (3) reduces to VvV <
— 5 (V7P + V'*P) which is equivalent to Theorem 1 of [13].
Example 4: To achieve predefined-time stability of an autonomous
system in [6], the inequality (V) < —mw”(‘/) needs to be

satisfied. It derives the settling time function T = T, (¢)(V5))* P <
T.. It requires a strict constraint that the function (V) € [0, 1)
is a K1 function. This brief breaks this constraint; only an arbitrary
increasing function (V') € [a, b) is needed, increasing the selection
flexibility of (V). As a result, the unified Lyapunov Theorem 1 is
derived to ensure an autonomous system’s predefined-time stability
and covers the results in [0].

These predefined-time stable examples are covered by Theorem 1
with a specific bounded monotonically increasing function ¥ (V). In
fact, if 1(V) is a bounded monotonically decreasing function, we can
also derive a Lyapunov-based predefined-time corollary as follows:

Corollary 1: For the system (I, there is a function (V') with
V being a positive, radically unbounded function, and the following
three sufficient conditions are satisfied:

(i) Vx € ®", 1/1(V) (a,b], ¥(0) = b with @ € R and b € R;

(ii) Ve € K", d(vp) <0 w1t1h 0<p<l;
(iii) V& # 0, - < VPTc

Then, the system ([ﬂ) 1s predeﬁned—time stable, and the upper bound
of the convergence time is 7.

Proof: Considering the system (1) and the function ¢ (V) with
V = %me. If the designed control input makes the closed-
loop system meet the sufficient condition (iii) in Corollary 1, one
directly derives that the system’s origin is asymptotically stable.
Then, taking the time derivative of (V) and invoking sufficient
condition (iii) yields ¢ > 2=, it means that 1/(V') will stabilize
at its maximum ¥r = (0 ) = b from arbitrary initial value
Yo = ¥ (Vo) > a. Therefore, the selected V also decreases to
zero simultaneously. Then, calculate the convergence time of (V)
from its initial value o to its maximum 7. Integrating both sides
dy > b’—“dt one has fg;T 1dy > fOT b"‘dt As a consequence
it holds: T < - w"bwT)Tc (b Iﬁf;)TC < Te. Hence, ¥(V') from
arbitrary initial value o to the maximum 7, whose convergent
time such that 7' < T.. When the function ¢ (V") increases from the
initial value to the maximum value within predefined time 7, its
independent variable V' also converges synchronously to the origin.
Therefore, the arbitrary initial state o of system (1) will converge
to the equilibrium & = 0 when 17" > T..

The selection of 1) in Theorem 1 and Corollary 1 is key to ensure

predefined-time stability. Some examples are listed in Table [}

TABLE I
SOME EXAMPLES OF CANDIDATE FUNCTION
Number  Functions
1 Y= 0<p<1,¢>0k>0
2 1 =mtanh (nVP),0<p<1,n>0,m>0
3 p=qg+e V' 0<p<l,a>0g>0
— n
4 Y=L 0<p<la>0m>0n>0
5 Y= 0<p< L k>0




Moreover, if the function (V') does not meet the condition (i) of
Theorem 1, i.e., (V) € [a, +00) is a strictly monotonically increas-
ing unbounded function, the conclusion of Theorem 1 degenerates
into finite-time stability. Its settling time can also be computed. Now,

. L . . . 1
differentiating (V') and invoking the condition 4 < ——1— VPTCP
ey

with T, > 0 and 0 < p < 1, one has %(tv) < —+. Therefore, ¢ (V)
will decrease to the minimum 7 = a from the initial value (Vo).
Integrating it on both sides yields ffT 1dy < — fo 1C dt. Then,
one has T' < (¢Y(Vo) —a)Te. It is proved that for any ¢ (Vp), it
decreases to the minimum of (V') when T' > (¢(Vo) — a) Te. The
Lyapunov candidate V' also converges to zero simultaneously. The
selected V' is radially unbounded. For any initial system state zo, it
can converge to the equilibrium z = 0 when T > (¢(Vo) — a) Te.
Therefore, we can summarize the following finite-time stability
corollaries on the basis of Theorem 1 and Corollary 1.

Corollary 2: For the system (1), there is a function (V) with
V being a positive, radically unbounded function, and the following
three sufficient conditions are satisfied:

(i) Yz € R", 1/)( ) € [a, +00), ¥(0) = a with a € R;

(il) Vo € R", d(w,) >0with0<p<l;
.
(i) Voo # 0, 47 < ——4— o with T, > 0.
d(

Then, the system () is ﬁnltz‘/ time stable, and the upper bound of the
convergence time is (¢(Vo) — a) T.

Corollary 3: For the system (1), there is a function (V) with
V' being a positive, radically unbounded function, and the following
three sufficient conditions are satisfied:

(i) Yz € R", 1/)(V) € (—o0,al, ¥(0) = a with a € R;
(ii) Vx € R", d(vp) <0with0<p<1;
(i) V& # 0, ¥ < w VP With T, > 0.

avp)

[ T— pTe
Then, the system () is ﬁnlte-time stable, and the upper bound of the
convergence time is (a — ¥(Vo)) T
Predefined-time controller design: Consider the following Euler-
Lagrange system

e ©)
&2 = f(x1,22) + g1, T2)u + W

where = [x1 xg]T € R? is the available state vector; g(z1,22) #
0 and f(x1,x2) are known nonlinear functions; w is the disturbances
and system uncertainties. It satisfies |w| < k, with k being a known
positive scalar. u € R is the control input, which will be designed to
guarantee the state trajectory of system (6) is predefined-time stable.

Choose a function 1 € [a, b) satisfies the sufficient conditions (i)
and (ii) of Theorem 1, and define V7 = —:c1 For the system (@), a
class of nonsingular sliding mode surfaces is designed as

(b—a)Vid
s=@g+ ——2 1~
2T ™
P _{ Hyiz, V771 Vi>mno
Hizi(kiVi + k2VE), Vi <o

with 0 < p1 < 2. ¢ > 1, mo > 0, and Hy = 1/%481) Ty is the
1

predefined time constant. k1 = 21y ' 77179 and ko = —ny 2 P11

are selected to meet the continuity of s. Differentiating s yields

(b— a)(<i>V1q + q(wqul)
2p1T1

§=1o2 + ®)
where & can be computed by mathematical operations form (7).
Specifically, the fractional order term that is prone to generating
singular values appears in the term Hiz; Vi P79 It can be observed
that when Vi > no, even if it appears, ® will not exhibit singularity.

When Vi < 1o, there is no singularity, and the system’s state will
asymptotically converge to the origin.
For system (B)), the control variable u is designed as
(b—a)(®Vy +qPVi"")
2p1Th

V, Pt — ksign(s) — f(x1, xz))

u =971(50171’2)( -

_ (b—a)Hss
2T2p1

©)

with Hs =1/ dﬁ‘l/—(p‘?) and Vo = %52 being a Lyapunov function. 7%
is the convergence time of reaching phase predefined by user.
Theorem 2: The system (@) closed-loop the controller (9) will reach
the sliding mode surface (Z) within predefined time 7%, and the states
z1 and x2 converge to a small region around zero along the surface
within a predefined-time stable 7' = 11 + T5.
Proof: Differentiating V> and inserting (8) and @) yields

. b—a)Hss_ . _
Vo =s(f(e1,2) + glan, m2)u+ w - b a)fosy, ")
2T5p1 (10)
_ b—a 1—py
2H, Topr 2

from (I0), Vo will converge to zero within predefined time 7% on the
basis of Theorem 1. The ideal sliding mode motion is established
simultaneously. Once s reaches zero, the designed sliding surface
@@ such that s = 0. Then, one has zo = g}lﬁ}l VP, when
[z1] > \/% Takmg the time derivative of Vi, one can obtain
V1 = o Hy V L. Using Theorem 1, x1 and z2 will converge to
origin along the sliding manifold within predefined time 77. When
|z1| < +/2m0 will approach zero along the general sliding manifold.
One has zo = 2p T 2L (k1 Vi + ko V2 ). The second phase of s in ()
is asymptotically stable. The predefined-time convergence of state
@1, Le., imy, (7, 47y [21] < /210 is achieved, and the singularity
problem of predefined-time sliding control can be circumvented.
Simulation examples: To validate the predefined-time stability of
the system (6) closed-loop with the controller (9), the Monte Carlo
simulations with 500 dispersed scenarios are conducted. For simu-
lation purposes, let f(z1,22) = =i + 21 sin(x2) and g(z1,22) =
(1 + x2)? + 1; the bounded external disturbance is supposed to
be w = 0.1sin(t). The initial conditions of z1 and z2 satisfy

x1(0) € [-1200, 1200] and z2(0) € [—100, 100].
Lo X10° TfT,:JrTfls 44 7,70.5s
22
3 = g8
22
1. H Y/ Y S T R |
0 0.5 1.0 1.5 0 025 050 0.75 1.00
Time(Sec) Time(Sec)
(a) Behavior of x1 (b) Behavior of s
Fig. 1. Convergence behavior of sliding surface s and state =1 in the Monte

Carlo simulations with an increasing function 1 (v) = b/(a 4+ e~*"').

On the one hand, in sliding surface (@), we select a monotonically
increasing function 11 (v) = b/(a+e ") with 0 < p1 < 1,

a>0,a>0,and b > 0. One can obtain that ¢, (v) € [(#N .
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(a) Behavior of x1 (b) Behavior of s

Fig. 2. Convergence behavior of sliding surface s and state 1 in the Monte
Carlo simulations with a decreasing function ¢ (v) = a + e~

Therefore, one has Hi = %(a—‘—e*avlpl )26“‘/1pl and H, = & (a+
ECh )2eav2p " The control input (9), guaranteeing predefined-time
stability, has been tested by Monte Carlo simulations with the design
choices a = 1, b = 3, a = 1, and p; = 0.051. The predefined time
constants are 71 = 0.5 and T> = 0.5. Fig.[[ldisplays the convergence
behavior of the sliding surface and the system state. It illustrates that
the system state converges to the origin within the predefined time
Ts =T1 +Ts = 1s.

On the other hand, in sliding surface (@), we select a monotonically
decreasing function ¢ (1) = @ + e~ with 0 < p1 < 1, @ > 0,
and @ > 0. One can obtain that ¢1(v) € (a,a + 1]. Therefore,
one has H; = —éeavlpl and Hs = —ée‘w?p . The control input
@), ensuring predefined-time stability, has been checked by Monte
Carlo simulations with the control gains & = 1 and p; = 0.05.
The given time constants are 77 = 0.5 and 7> = 0.5. Fig. [2] plots
the convergence performance of sliding surface and system state. One
can see the system state converges to the origin within the predefined
time Ts =11 + 1> = 1s.

Conclusion: This brief has presented the sufficient conditions for
predefined-time/finite-time stability of autonomous systems within
the framework of Lyapunov theory. The developed Lyapunov-
based results allow us to establish equivalence with existing
Lyapunov-based theorems in predefined-time/finite-time stability for
autonomous systems. On this basis, a nonsingular sliding mode
control method is provided to analyze the predefined-time stability of
an Euler-Lagrange system. The effectiveness and superiority of the
proposed control approaches have been verified through the numerical
simulation results.
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