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Abstract

This article studies the control ideas of the optimal backstepping technique, proposing an event-
triggered optimal tracking control scheme for a class of strict-feedback nonlinear systems with non-
affine and nonlinear faults. A simplified identifier-critic-actor framework is employed in the reinforce-
ment learning algorithm to achieve optimal control. The identifier estimates the unknown dynamic
functions, the critic evaluates the system performance, and the actor implements control actions, en-
abling modeling and control of anonymous systems for achieving optimal control performance. In this
paper, a simplified reinforcement learning algorithm is designed by deriving update rules from the
negative gradient of a simple positive function related to the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation, and
it also releases the stringent persistent excitation condition. Then, a fault-tolerant control method
is developed by applying filtered signals for controller design. Additionally, to address communica-
tion resource reduction, an event-triggered mechanism is employed for designing the actual controller.
Finally, the proposed scheme’s feasibility is validated through theoretical analysis and simulation.

Keywords Identifier-critic-actor architecture - optimized backstepping - fault-tolerant control -
event-triggered control - strict-feedback systems

1 Introduction

With the problem of resource scarcity day by day, optimal control has received widespread atten-
tion [IH4]. The implementation of optimal control contributes to the reduction of operational costs,
enhancement of system efficiency, reinforcement of robustness [5], and acceleration of response by mini-
mizing unnecessary energy or material waste. It is well known that nonlinear systems are widely present
in various fields such as engineering [6], physics, and social sciences, so studying the optimal control of
nonlinear systems is meaningful. In the context of optimal control problems for nonlinear dynamical
systems, solving the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation (HJBE) is typically employed to derive the
optimal control strategy [7]. However, due to the inherent nonlinearity and intractability of the HIBE,
obtaining an analytical solution often poses significant challenges, rendering it intractable in numer-
ous cases. Subsequently, Approximate Dynamic Programming (ADP) was introduced [8]. The ADP
method has the capability to solve a wider variety of real-world practical issues, such as autonomous
driving [9], robust control [10], and robot control [I1], greatly expanding the application domains of the
ADP method. Reinforcement learning (RL) (or ADP) is a technique applied to train machine learning
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models to take actions in specific scenarios to maximize expected returns [12]. In recent years, utiliz-
ing the consistent approximation and adaptive capability of neural networks (NNs) [13], NN-based RL
techniques have successfully developed various effective optimal control strategies (such as [14416]). It
should be noted that the adaptive backstepping control methods mentioned in references [14] and [I5]
assume that the system dynamics are known. However, in actual control systems, the dynamics are
often unknown, which limits the application of these schemes. To overcome this limitation, observers
based on NNs or fuzzy logic systems are commonly used to address the issue of unknown dynamics in
nonlinear systems, as indicated in references [17] and [I8]. However, this traditional control scheme will
significantly increase computational complexity. To address this challenge, Wen et al. [19] proposed
a new optimal backstepping technique. The core idea of this approach is to devise the actual control
and all virtual controls as the optimal solutions for the backstepping processes of each subsystem,
thereby optimizing the entire backstepping control system. This technique has been widely applied
and achieved significant research results (such as [20,21]).

The aforementioned results implicitly indicate the use of a time-triggered control strategy. How-
ever, this strategy incurs significant computational and communication resources and struggles to
adapt to dynamically changing environments. For applications requiring higher flexibility, efficiency,
and responsiveness, event-triggered control(ETC) emerges as a superior choice. ETC technology is
a commonly used mode in control systems. It allows for timely response to events occurring in the
system, enabling real-time control. Compared to periodic polling methods, ETC only executes relevant
operations when an event occurs, avoiding unnecessary resource consumption and improving resource
utilization in the system. Therefore, ETC is of significant importance for achieving efficient and re-
liable control strategies and enhancing the performance of automation systems. In recent years, the
field of ETC has witnessed a surge in scholarly interest, with numerous researchers engaging in both
theoretical and applied investigations [22H29]. For instance, reference [22] focuses on state-constrained
inclusive control of nonlinear multi-agent systems using event-triggered inputs. In [23], the author
designs an event-triggered adaptive inclusive control strategy for heterogeneous stochastic nonlinear
multi-agent systems. reference [24] investigates ETC design for heterogeneous multi-agent systems for
collaborative control. In [25], the authors study the influence of bounded disturbances on decentralized
ETC systems. Reference [26] discusses how to describe and analyze communication traffic in nonlinear
ETC systems using abstract methods. It is worth noting that the results reported in references [22]- [29]
are based on the premise of fault-free operating conditions.

Many practical systems, particularly those in industrial domains, exhibit the characteristics of
non-affine and nonlinear faults. These fault systems often encounter various challenges, such as sensor
failures and actuator faults. Therefore, it is of paramount importance to develop a fault-tolerant control
(FTC) scheme that possesses both effective fault tolerance capabilities and enhances system availability
and cost-effectiveness. Recently, there have been numerous outstanding FT'C solutions developed in the
literature [30H35]. For example, reference [30] addresses the problem of FTC for attitude stabilization
under multiple disturbances. Shen et al. achieve integral sliding mode FTC for spacecraft attitude
stability in reference [31]. Although significant progress has been made in dealing with actuator faults
in the aforementioned research, to the best of the authors’ knowledge, there is limited literature on
the event-triggered optimal FTC problem for strict-feedback nonlinear systems(SFNSs) with unknown
dynamic functions. Addressing this issue requires tackling the following three challenging problems: 1)
How to develop an optimal tracking control scheme for SFNSs under unknown dynamics, non-affine
nonlinear faults, and acceptable complexity? 2) How can resource-saving strategies be introduced into
control systems to effectively improve resource utilization efficiency? 3) How can we ensure that the
controller achieves satisfactory tracking performance while operating under the FTC strategy and
event-triggered mechanism? These challenges motivate our research in this area.

In conclusion, a fresh optimal FTC scheme is put forward based on an identifier-critic-actor archi-
tecture and RL for unknown dynamic SFNSs. The summary article makes three main contributions,
which are as follows: 1) The offered optimal control is remarkably simplified, as a simple positive func-
tion associated with the HJBE is utilized to calculate the negative gradient, which in turn determines
the updating rate of RL. Moreover, constructing an identifier-critic-actor architecture provides a com-
prehensive and effective control solution. Therefore, the simplified structure and extensive applicability
of this algorithm make it easier to execute and promote. Note that the past approaches mainly trained
RL models by gradient descent on the square of HIBE, however, this algorithm is very complex and
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tricky and requires persistent excitation. These defects limit the application and scalability of the ap-
proach. Therefore, simplifying the optimal control approach becomes more meaningful. 2) In modern
control systems, non-affine nonlinear faults are widely present, which may lead to a decrease in system
performance or even system failure. The use of an approach based on Butterworth low-pass filters and
neural network approximation in practical controller design to develop adaptive tracking FTC laws for
systems can effectively enhance system fault tolerance and stability, thus compensating for the adverse
effects of non-affine nonlinear faults. 3) By incorporating an event-triggered mechanism, the update
rate of the practical controller is further adjusted to improve the efficiency of communication resource
utilization. Designing an event-triggered optimal controller for a SFNS under unknown dynamics and
non-affine nonlinear faults is a challenge that has not been addressed in published works. It is worth
noting that although Pang et al. [22] considered ETC, the system omitted non-affine nonlinear faults.

2 Preliminaries
2.1 Problem Formulation

Consider the following system:

j?iil‘i+1+fi(i‘i) 1=1,...,n—1
Tn =u+ fn (Tn) +0o (@t —To)Nz,u) n>2
y:ml (1)

where Z; = [z1,.. .,xi]T € R? is the state vector and z; € R is the system output. Besides, u € R
and f; (Z;) € R represent the control input and the unknown smooth nonlinear function, respectively.
A(x,u) is an unknown disturbance caused by a fault, and o (¢t — Tp) represents a time curve of a fault
occurring at an unspecified time Ty, expressed as

0, t <Ti
o(t—"To) = {1 _emot=To) 4> TZ
where o > 0 signifies the rate at which the unknown fault progresses.

Remark 1: In fact, nonlinear systems are prevalent in practical engineering applications, and the
majority of them exhibit non-affine nonlinear faults, such as electromechanical systems, continuous
flow pendulum systems, and one-link manipulator system. They can all be modeled as system (1).

Here is a definition of admissible control. For more detailed information on the field of optimal
control, please refer to references [1920].

Definition 1 [19] : Let ©(t) = f(x) + g(x)u(z) be a nonlinear system, the control protocol u(z) of
the nonlinear system is said to be admissible on the set W, which is denoted by u(x) € ¥ (W), if u(z)
is continous with «(0) = 0, and stabilizes the nonlinear system on W, and makes the infinite horizon
value function J(z) = [ c¢(x(s), u(z))ds finite.

Optimal Control: The optimal control objective of the system #(t) = f(z) 4+ g(z)u(z) is to find an
admissible control that minimizes the performance index function J(z) in order to achieve optimal
system performance.

Lemma 1 [20] : If, for a given function V, its derivative V meets V < —aV + m, where a > 0 and
m > 0, thus, the ensuing inequality is valid:

Ve v+ 2 (1 - e““) . (2)

Assumption 1 [21] : An unknown non-negative function h(x,u) lives, fulfilling the following in-
equality: ~
[ fn (Zn) + 0t —To) Mz, u)| < h(z,u). (3)

Control Objective: This paper proposes an optimal FTC strategy based on the optimal backstepping
control technique for a kind of SFNSs with non-affine nonlinear faults. Additionally, an event-triggered
procedure is engineered to further minimize the utilization of resources. As a result, all error signals
are ensured to be semiglobally uniformly ultimately bounded (SGUUB), possess excellent tracking
performance, and avoid Zeno behavior.



4 Ling Wang et al.

3 Main Results

The focus of this section lies in the introduction of an adaptive optimal tracking control algorithm
that utilizes the identifier-actor-critic structure.

3.1 Event-Triggered Optimal Backstepping Control

Before proceeding, given below are the state coordinate transformations:

e1 =11 — Yr (4)

ei=Ti—Qi_q1, 1=2,...,n (5)

where &;_; represents the optimal virtual control will be designed in step i — 1 and y, denotes the
provided reference signal.
Step 1 : Combining (1) and (4), the time derivative of e; is

é1 =x2 + f1 (1) — Yr- (6)

Construct the performance index function as

Ji(e1) = min (/too o1 (er(s), ar (1) ds)

al €V (W)

- (7)
- /t a1 (e1(s), af (er)) ds,

where ¢1 (e1, 1) = €2 + o2 denotes the cost function, af and W represent the optimal virtual control
and a compact set containing origin, respectively.

Considering z2 £ af (e1), we can obtain the HIBE by calculating the temporal derivatives of the
optimal performance function, resulting in the following form:

« dJT (e . dJi (e _ .
Hy <61,a1,%) =ef +ai’ + % X (z2 + f1(Z1) — 9r) ®)

=0.

aHl =0, we have

By resolving 3
ot = 71d=]1* (61)

= . 9
1= "5 o (9)
To achieve the expected outcome, the term %yffl) is decomposed as
dJi (e _ _
% =2p1er + 21 (71) + J7 (T1, 1), (10)
1

where p; > 0 is a design constant, and J{ (Z1,e1) € R is a continuous function defined as J{ (Z1,e1) =

*2p1€1 — 2f1 (:131) + dJ (El) .
The substitution of (10) into (9) yields the subsequent expression

* - 1.0,
aq :7p1617f1 (1‘1)7§J? (1‘1,61). (11)

Given the capability of NNs to approximate any continuous function, we can approximate the
unknown continuous functions fi (#1) and J{ (Z1,e1) as

fi(@1) = 8§35 By, (21) + wy, (71) (12)
I (Z1,e1) = §51 By, (31, €1) + wy, (T1,€1) (13)

where §7 and §5, represent the ideal weights, Ey, and E;, are denoted as the basis function vectors
and the NN approximation errors are represented by wy, and wy, .
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Substituting (12) and (13) into (10) and (11), one has

. 1 1. _ , _
ap == prer — pwi - §§J1TEJ1 (#1,e1) — §5 Ey, (71) (14)
dJi (e X _ . _
W) aprer o + 557 By, (B1,e0) + 257 By, (31) (15)
1

where w1 = 2wy, +wy,.

Utilizing the optimal virtual controller directly is not feasible due to the unknown ideal weight vec-
tors §3‘c1 and §7 , Therefore, an identifier-critic-actor structure is employed based on NN approximation
algorithms to achieve the desired results.

The following represents the NNs for the identifier, critic, and actor used for approximating unknown
dynamic functions, assessing control performance, and effectuating control actions:

fi (z1) =85, By, (31) (16)
dJi (e a _ A _
%1) =2p1e1 + 287, By, (%1) + 8¢, B, (T1,€1) (17)
1

Ak o _ 1 o _

a1 =—prer — 85, By, (71) — §§§1EJ1 (T1, 1) (18)
h ;o= dJ; (e1) ~ k . . . . dJ; (e1) * .

where f1 (Z1), 4 and &7 are the identifier output, the estimation of ———= and afj, respectively.

The weights of the identifier, critic, and actor NNs are represented by §fl, §c,, and §q,, respectively.

In the identifier-critic-actor model, the updating rules for weight vectors §fl, §017 §a1 are designed as

8, =ID (Ef1 (Z1)er — 71§f1) (19)
§C1 :7801EJ1 (jlael)E‘?l (531,61) §C1 (20)
§a1 = - EJ1 (jlael)E?fwl (531,61) X (Eal (§a1 - gcl) +5C1§01) (21)

where I1; is a positive-definite matrix and 1, €¢,, €q,, p1 are all design parameters, which are selected
to satisfy v1 > 0, €4, > %, €ay > Ec¢y > &%, p1 > 3.

Remark 2: The RL update rules outlined above are derived from the negative gradient of a straight-
forward, positively correlated function associated with the HIBE. The following details will be provided

on how to derive the relevant parameters §., and §q, .
Substituting (17) and (18) into (8), the HJBE is obtained as

Ak djf (e1) 2 aT - Lap = ?
Hy | e1,an, Tder | T4 + | pren + 87, By, (T1) + §§a1EJ1 (Z1,e1)
+ (2/7161 + 267, By, (21) + 8¢, By, (21, 61)) (22)
. 1. B '
< (er + (@) = FR g (20) = J38 B, (o) i )

The Bellman residual =7 is defined as follows

e dJf . dJF

=H; (el,di dJclle(lel)> ’

n

(23)

Relying on the previous analysis, it can be concluded that the expected value of the optimized

. N . - Ak dJS
solution & satisfies =1 — 0. If Hy (el,a’{, %

can be equivalently expressed as the following equation:

) = 0 holds and there exists a unique solution, it

~x dJF(e1)
Ot (61;;1 ) 275,55, (B — ) =0. (24)
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To ensure that the derived RL update rate satisfies (24), we construct the positive function as

. o NT /. .
follows: K1 = (§a1 — §Cl) (§a1 — §Cl)' It is evident from (24) that K; = 0 holds. From ggﬁ =
ay

0K,

=2 (§a1 — §cl), we can obtain

9%,
s = 6{(1 X §Cl + af{l X §111
dt 987 08,
| ea 0Ky o 0K, (25)
T2 @Eh (Z1,e1) B, (T1,€1) @
<0.

Equation (25) indicates that using the update rates (20) and (21) ensures the validity of K71 — 0.

Remark 3: To illustrate the algorithm’s simplification, a comparison with the approach outlined
in [19] is presented below.

The critic and actor in [I9] both employ updated rules of the form presented below

A Ec & . 1, o

8, = — mwl (wf§cl - (P% - 1) et +2p1e1 (f1 (z1) — 9r) + Z§aTl EJ1E£§a1)
1

A 1 o €e ~ ~

8a; :§EJ1€1 —ea, B EJ §ay + mEhE;ﬁalw%cl

where €., > 0,eq, > 0,w1 = Ej, (f1 (1) — prei— %gZIEJI — yr). Upon comparing with (20) and
(21), it becomes evident that the proposed optimized control is algorithmically simpler. Furthermore,
achieving w1 # 0 also requires effective training of adaptive parameters. Therefore, the requirement for
persistence excitation, i.e., n1ln, < wiwd < ¢1Im, where 71>0 and (1>0 are constants, is essential.
Therefore, it can be concluded that the optimized control proposed in this paper releases the condition
of persistent excitation.

Step i (i = 2,...,n-1) : Similarly, according to (1) and (5), we can obtain

éi = Tip1 + fi (Ti) — &7 (26)

The performance function can be described as

Ji(e) = min </t°° ci (ex(s), (ei))ds)

a;, V(W)

o (27)
/t Ci (ei(s),a;‘ (e:)) ds,

where ¢ (e;, ;) = €2 + o2 denotes the cost function, and o represents the optimal virtual control.
Considering z;+1 2 af (e;), the HIBE can be yielded as follows

* sz* €4 * sz* € * _ 2ok
H; (ez‘,ai, %) = + i’ + % X (Oéi (es) + fi (z4) — Oéi—l) (28)
=0.
Then «j can be acquired through resolving % =0 as
. 1dJ; (e:)
et I ST 2
o 2 de, (29)
.. dJ’(e;) .
Similar to step 1, the term —Z—= is decomposed as
dJ,L* e; _ _
% = 2piei + 2 (Ts) + J7 (s, €3) (30)
where p; > 0, and JZQ (Zi, ei) is a continuous function, which can be yielded as JZQ (Zi,ei) = —2pie; —

2fi (fz) + Wé—e(iei).
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By substituting (30) into (29), we have
_ 1 o, _
= —piei — fi (zi) — 5Ji’ (i, ). (31)

Similarly, we can obtain the following NNs for the identifier, critic, and actor:

fi (@) =87, By, (1) (32)
dJ; (e; . .
% =2piei + 287, Ey, (%i) + §2, By, (%1, €:) (33)
Ak a — 1, _
& = — pies — §5, By, (%) — §§£EJ1- (T, e:) (34)

where f; (z;), S ZHO]
The weights of the identifier, critic, and actor NNs are represented by § fis §Ci7 and §ai, respectively.

The rules for updating these weights are formulated as

and «], respectively.

, and & are the identifier output, the estimation of

7, =T, (Efi (Ti) ei — %@fi) (35)
o, = — 20 By, (@1,e0) EY, (1 e1) e, (36)
§ai = EJ{, (5313 61‘) E‘{ (jlﬁ 61‘) (5111 (§a1 - g&) + Ecigci) (37)

where II; is a positive-definite matrix and ~;, €¢,, €q,, pi are all design parameters, which are chosen
to satisfy v; > 0, €4, > %, €a; > E¢y > 52&7 pi > 3.
Step n : Combining equation (1) and (5), we have

bn = U+ fn (Zn,u) + o (t —To) Mz, u) — &l _q. (38)

Let u* denote the optimal control. Then the performance function can be expressed as

Ji(en) = min </t°° e (en(s), 1 (en)) ds)

ue¥(W)

v (39)

where ¢, (en,u) = €2 + u? denotes the cost function.
Combining equation (38), the HIJBE is defined as

H. (€n7u*7 dee(en)) 2 Ly 4 W#(en) x (u* + fo (&n,u) — &gy +o(t — To)/\(x,u))

—0. (40)

From 2in — 0, one has

ou*
" 1dJy; (en)
v 2  den (41)
The term % is decomposed as
d *
% = 2pnen +2fn (fna u) + Jv? (jm en) s (42)
where p, > 0, and J,? (Zn, en) is a continuous function, which can be yielded as JS (Tn,en) = —2pnen—

_ dJ*(en
2fn (Tn,u) + %.

Substituting (42) into (41), one obtains

u" = —ppen — fn (T, u) — (mn, en) - (43)
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Smiliar to (12) and (13), we can approximate the unknown continuous functions fy (Z») and
J9 (Zn,en) as

fo (@n,w) = 87, By, (¥n,u) + wy, (¥n) (44)

Tn (Zn,en) = 85, B, (Zn,en) +wy, (Zn,en) (45)

where §’]‘cn and §% are the ideal weights, Ey, and E;, are denoted as the basis function vectors, and

the NN approximation errors are represented by wy, and wy, .
In the same manner, as before, we can derive the following NNs for the identifier, critic, and actor:

f (@nyu) =87, By, (Zn,u) (46)
dJ; (en a _ a _
L) pnen + 28, B, @) + 55, B, @nven) (a7)
n
N 2 _ 1, _
i =~ pren = §7, By, (#n,u) = 582, By, (n, en) (48)
P df*(en) . . . . . dJ*(en) "
where fn, (Tn,u), —4—">, and 4" are the identifier output, the estimation of —=="> and u*, re-

spectively. The weights of the identifier, critic, and actor NNs are represented by §fn, §cn, and §an:
respectively. The rules for updating these weights are devised as

852 =M (B, (@, 0) €n = by, ) (19)
few = = 2eu B, By en) S, (Tnsen) b, (50)
o, = = By, @nsen) BT, (@nen) X (20, (8, — e ) + 20,8, (51)

where II,, is a positive-definite matrix and ~n, €¢,, €a,, Pn are all design parameters, which satisfy
Yn >0, €q,, > %, €a, > Ec, > E“T", pn > 3.

To conserve communication resources, combining equation (48), the controller u(t) is designed based
on an event-triggered approach as the following forms:

Ut)=—-(1+8) (utanh( . )+<tanh( nC))

u(t) =U (tk) ,Vt € [tk,tk+1) (52)

this results in the trigger condition being expressed as

lu®) = U#)] < Blu(t)| + 0 (53)
t = {izj-la |u(t) - U(t)| Z B|u(t)L?;ee (54)

where0 < <1, >0, (> % and v >0 aredesigned constants. The update of the event

trigger time t (k: € Z+) is contingent upon the fulfillment of the trigger condition. When inequality
(53) is satisfied, the actual control input w = U (tx41) is updated.

3.2 Stability Analysis

A theoretical conclusion is derived in this section by applying the relevant conditions of 3.1 and
employing the Lyapunov stability analysis method.

We define the corresponding error as §., = §., — §2,(2=f,c,a) fori=1,...,n

Step 1 : We choose the following Lyapunov candidate function:

1 1z 1z 17z 1ap ~
Vi =gel + 5850 §p, + 580, 8e, + 5808 (55)
2 2 2 2
Letting ez = x2 — &7, then (6) can be transformed into

é1 =047 +e2+ f1(T1) — Yr- (56)
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From equations (12), (18)-(21), and (56), we get

. - 1. ) - -
Vi 161(*0161 —§7.Ep, — §§§1EJ1 +e2—yr +wf1) +§F (Ehel *71§f1)

) A ) ) ) ) (57)
— o8B BT ey — S0 B B, % (20, (8o — 6o ) + b )
By applying Young’s inequality, it yields
15,19
ewy Sgeit+ gwi
1 1
ejez Sie% + 56%
. 1 1.
—e1yr Sief + §y72~
1 . 1 /4 2 1
—seibe By, <7 (8LE5) + ¢t (58)
& rs  _(Eay —Ee)) (5T 2 (ea, —&c))
(ar = ee0) 50, B B ey < S (5, ) 4 Enm ) (5, ) (59)
Based on the fact that §., = §., — §%,(z = f,c,a), one can have
5T 4 lar o lora 1w ox
§f1§fl :§§f1§f1 + §§f1§fl - §§f1 §f1 (60)
- . 1/~ 2 1 /. 2 1, 2
S En Bl =5 (30Es) +5 (80E0) -5 (857Bs) (61)
- . 1/~ 2 1 /. 2 1, 2
5o B B3 S =5 (800 ) + 5 (80.80) = 5 (557 B (62)
Therefore, the following expression can be derived as:
. 2 V1T & E01 2 Ecy (aT 2 1 2
Vis—(p—2)er— 58580 — (§C1EJ1) -y (§a1EJ1) + M+ Ses, (63)

where My = (3 + 51) (§57Es,)” + 267785, + 592 + S0k

ax n

The x77°%: and X%" are defined as the maximum and minimum eigenvalues of IT; ! and E E};,
respectively, resulting i in the following fact

~§R8 < e BRI
XH—l
(T Es) < B (64)
~(B5) < B0,
From all the conclusions deduced above, we get

Vi <—(p—2)ef - 2Xmax o 00 0 8 g — —5XE 8o B — X B By By + M1+ —e2 (65)
mex

Step i (1 = 2,...,n-1) : Below is the design of the Lyapunov candidate function
Vi = ZVJ St SR g+ 580 e+ 50 b (66)

where V; = %e? + %g% H;lgfj + §§CT7 §cj + %gfy §aj denotes the Lyapunov function of the ith subsystem.
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Based on (26), and (35)-(37), we get

i—1

) ) - 1. ., - .

Vi = E Vi + e (*piei —§1.Ey, — §§QTEJ +eit1 — G +Wf,;> + &7, (Efiei - ’Yi§fi)
j=1 (67)

- EczggEJlE:{gCi - §Z:EJ1E:£ (Eai (gai - gcz) + Ecigci) .

The ;%1 and x" are defined as the maximum and minimum eigenvalues of II; Land E JiEg;,
i i

respectively. Similar to steps (58)-(62), we can calculate the following expression:
i—1
Vi <V = (pi = 3) €} — gt 65,01 1B —

2 m.
J=1 XHz‘ !

Ee;
2

Ee;
2

mingT & mingT & 1
XE) §e.8e — 5 XE) §a, 8o, + Mi+ Seli1, (68)

a; c; * 2 i % * Ak
where M; = (- + 554) (857 Bu.)” + 38587 + 56721 + 3wj,.
Step n : Considering the Lyapunov candidate function as

n—1
1o lep gz ler 5 ler 5
Vo = ij Vit gen + 580,000 Br, + 580.8e, + 380, 8an (69)

By calculating the time derivative of V;, along (38), (49)-(51), one can obtain
n—1 B B B

Vn = Z VYJ + §}1n (Efne" - Vngfn) - Ecngz:’nE‘]nE?I—j”§cn - §Z"EJHE?I:L (Ean (§an - §Cn) + Ecn§cn)
j=1

+en (u + fn (Tn,w) + o (t — To) Mz, u) — &2_1) .
(70)
By employing Young’s inequality and Assumption 1, it yields

en (fn @nstt) + o (t — To) Mz, ) < len] [z, u)| < %eiiﬂ(x,u) + % < enh(w,u) + (71)

DO =

Clearly, where h(z,u) = 2e,h*(z,u) denotes an unknown smooth function. Therefore, h(z,u) can

be approximated as
h (%Uf | §}T) = 8% Ej, (@n,ug) +wp, (@n,ug), (72)
uys is defined as the filtered signal, given by
ur = Hp(e)u = u, (73)

where Hp (e) represents Butterworth low-pass filer.

Remark 4: According to [36], it is known that using equation (16) directly in controller design can
lead to algebraic loop issues. To address potential algebraic loop issues, it is a practical approach to
utilize the filtered signal u; considering the low-pass characteristics commonly found in most actuators.

Based on (53) and (54), it is possible to design time-varying parameter |u;| < 1, ¢ = 1,2 such that
U(t) = u(t) + Burau(t) + p26, leading to

U(t) 120

u(t):1+u1,871+,ulﬂ. (74)

Since |ui| < 1,4 = 1,2, we can conclude

exU(t) < enU(t)7 120 < ‘ 0 ‘ ' (75)
T4 = 148 1+mB = |1-P
Based on (52) and (75), one has
enu(t) < —lend| + |en| || — ent tanh (@> + |en||¢| — en¢ tanh <%>
v v
(76)

— len| [€] + e

0
1-38|"
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Defined that x’;1 and X%‘_i]n represent the maximum and minimum eigenvalues of 1T, * and E;, E};,

respectively. According to |en|—e, tanh (<2) < Av, A = 0.2785 and ¢ > %, (38), (72), (73), similarly
we get

n—1

. . €c, mingT & €cp, min T & n —1c

Vo 32V (on =36kt M~ S S — S ERBE e — e e B (7D
Jj=1 ;o fn

* 2 * * A x .
where M, = (%% + %) (85 E,)" + 28378}, + 34521 + 2wi, + 2+ 2Av. Since all terms of
M;, + = 1,...,n are bounded, M; can be bounded by a constant m;, i.e. M; < m;. Let a; =
min {2 (pi = 3), o scixré‘ifl}, then we can rewrite (77) as follows
-1 J4

Vi <3 (—a;Vy +my). (78)
j=1

Theorem 1: Considering the nonlinear system (1), the optimal controllers (18), (34), (48), the up-
dating laws of the identifier, critic, actor NNs (19), (35), (49), (20), (36), (50), (21), (37), and (51),
along with the event-triggered controller described by (52). Under Assumption 1, if the design param-
eters are properly chosen, the following theoretical conclusions can be derived: all error signals are
SGUUB, furthermore, the system exhibits good tracking performance, and Zeno behavior is avoided.

Proof: Let a = min{a1,az2,...,an} and m = > ; m;, then (78) can become the following one:

Vi < —aVp + m. (79)

Applying Lemma 1 to (79) yields
Vi < eV, (0) + % (1 - e*at) . (80)

Thus, one can draw the conclusion that all error signals §fi, §ai,§ci and e; are SGUUB.
In order to demonstrate the avoidance of Zeno behavior, we design the following function:

dlu(t) — U(t)| = sign (U (tx) — U(t)) d (U (tx) — U(t))

< U ()| (81

By (64), it can be inferred that dU (¢) is bounded, therefore |dU (t)| can be bounded by a positive
constant §, that is |dU(t)] < J. Then it can be derived w(tx) — U (tx) = 0 and lims sy, (u(t)—
U(t)) = B |u(trs1)|+6 > 0, then tyy1 —t, > ¢. Therefore, the conclusion can be drawn to avoid Zeno
behavior.

4 Simulation

To demonstrate the feasibility of the proposed strategy, numerical simulations are conducted as follows

1 = x2 + f1 (Z1)
To =u+ fo (i‘z) +0’(t7T0) /\(x,u) (82)
yr = sin(t)

where f1 (Z1) = z1sin(z1) and f2 (T2) = zacos(z1). Besides, the initial values are selected as ;(0) = 0,
§£,(0) = §,(0) = §4,(0) = 0.3(¢ = 1,2). Additionally, the parameters are selected as: II; = 15,
IIo =20, v; = 3, ¢, = 15, €4, = 18, p1 =40, p2 =50, 8 = 0.2, ( = 3, v = 0.2, § = 4; Furthermore,
the Butterworth low-pass filer and a time curve of a fault are selected as Hy (e) = 1/(e* + 1.141le+ 1),
Az, u) = 4(z122 + sin(u)) + 2, respectively. The definition of a fault function is as follows

0, t<10
1— e—QO(t—IO)’ t Z 10

O'(tTQ){
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The simulation results are shown in Figures 1-5. Fig. 1 shows the trajectories of 1 and y,, indicating
good tracking performance. Fig. 2 displays the trajectories of the control input signal and the tracking
error e; can converge to zero is confirmed. From Fig. 3, the boundedness of the NN weights for the
identifier, critic, and actor are demonstrated. Fig. 4 displays the cost functions c; (e1, a1) and ¢2 (e2, u)
of two backstepping steps. Fig. 5 represents the triggering intervals AT = ty41 —t. The control update
time intervals for the event-triggered controller in this article are always larger than a time step of
0.001, effectively avoiding the occurrence of Zeno behavior. The overall triggering times are 740.

To validate the optimization performance of the proposed control method, we employed the general
backstepping algorithm as described in reference [37]. The comparative results are depicted in Figs.
6 and 7. As illustrated in Fig. 6, both approaches exhibit equivalent tracking performance; however,
a comparison of their cost functions can be observed from Fig. 7. Through an analysis of Figs. 6 and
7, we draw a direct conclusion: under identical tracking performance conditions, the proposed control
scheme demonstrates lower cost.

0 5 10 15 20
Time(s)

Fig. 1: Trajectories of x1 and y,

T T
0.05 e[
of

| | 0

|
0.05 o2 :
[

sz

0.1 | 0, 500, 1000, i i i i i i 1

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

Time(s)

it

o WHWWWWWWMMHWMW%W mmuq |
" 12 13 14 15

150 6 9 10 16|

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
Time(s)

Fig. 2: The tracking error e; and the actual control signal w



Title Suppressed Due to Excessive Length

13

Event Trigger Interval
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Fig. 3: ||§f1||7 ||§C1||7 ||§a1|| of the first step

10
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5 Conclusion

This article proposes an event-triggered optimal tracking control scheme for a class of SFNSs with non-
affine and nonlinear faults, utilizing a simplified identifier-critic-actor structure of the RL algorithm
to achieve optimal control performance. The proposed simplified RL algorithm relaxes the persistent
excitation condition and is designed by deriving update rules from the negative gradient of a simple
positive function related to the HJBE. A FTC method is developed by applying filtered signals for
controller design, and an event-triggered mechanism is adopted to reduce communication resource
consumption and avoid Zeno behavior. Finally, the theoretical analysis and simulation results demon-
strate the feasibility and effectiveness of the proposed scheme.
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