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Abstract— This paper presents the design of an extremum
seeking controller based on sliding modes and cyclic search
for real-time optimization of non-linear multivariable dynamic
systems. These systems have arbitrary relative degree, compen-
sated by the technique of time-scaling. The resulting approach
guarantees global convergence of the system output to a small
neighborhood of the optimum point. To corroborate with
the theoretical results, numerical simulations are presented
considering a system with two inputs and one output, which
rapidly converges to the optimal parameters of the objective
function.

Keywords – Extremum Seeking; Sliding-mode Control; Mul-
tivariable Dynamic Systems; Cyclic Search; Time-scaling.

I. INTRODUCTION

Extremum seeking control is a form of adaptive control
whose objective is to find input from a control system that
maximizes or minimizes its output in real-time [5]. Since
its emergence in 1922, it has already been applied to ABS
brakes, mobile robots, vehicles and even particle accelerators
[29]. Recently, the scope of its applications has been ex-
panded, such as ESC analysis in the presence of delays [19],
implemented in neuromuscular stimulation problems [24],
non-cooperative games [23], [22], [21], biological reactors
[25], [15] and traffic control for urban mobility [33].

Most of the publications in extemum seeking control con-
centrates on single-input-single-ouput (SISO) systems [34],
[26], [17], [27], [18], [16]. However, many of the real-life
problems and applications that require optimization involve
multivariable systems [5]. Therefore, in recent years, several
techniques of multivariable control systems were proposed
[8], [32], [30].

In general, there are several methodologies available to
perform extremum seeking control. One of the most rec-
ognized approaches is based on periodic excitation signals
or dithers [11]. Another strategy involves extremum seeking
control through monitoring functions and sliding modes [1],
[13], where the monitoring function is used to address the
lack of knowledge of the control direction.
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Recently, a multivariable extremum seeking control based
on periodic switching function and sliding modes was pro-
posed in [28], in which the concept of cyclic search was
introduced. Basically, this approach reduces a multivariable
problem in scalar sub-problems. In [2], we expand this
formulation to consider the monitoring function for static
objective function [3] and dynamic linear systems [13],
respectively.

In this paper, we propose a multivariable extremum seek-
ing controller based on periodic switching function [9] and
sliding modes for dynamic maps with arbitrary relative
degrees, which for simplicity are considered stable linear
dynamic systems in cascade with a nonlinear map. The rela-
tive degree is mitigated through time-scaling [14], which also
allows the analysis and design of controllers by extremum
seeking regardless of the order or relative degree of the model
and exact knowledge of its parameters [13].

II. PROBLEM STATEMENT

Consider the following uncertain linear subsystem with
arbitrary relative degree n∗:

v̇ = u, (1)
ẋ = Ax+Bv, (2)
z = Cx (3)

in cascade to the static system

y = h(z), (4)

where u ∈ Rm is the control input, x ∈ Rn is the state
vector, z ∈ Rn is the unmeasured output of the subsystem
(1)-(3) and y ∈ R is the measured output (4).

The integrator in (1) is used to obtain a virtual control
signal v ∈ Rn, which increases the relative degree of the
system [12], i.e., n ≥ n∗−1 instead of n > n∗. The increase
in the relative degree causes the high-frequency switching to
be retained only in the control signal u, while the virtual
control v that triggers the plant is totally continuous, which
allows attenuating the chattering [31] in the closed-loop
system.

The matrices A ∈ Rn×n, BnRn×m, C ∈ Rn×n are
uncertain, the subsystem of order n and consequent relative
degree is assumed unknown. In order to ensure the existence
and uniqueness of solutions, it is assumed that the uncertain
nonlinear map h : Rn → R to be optimized (maximized or
minimized) is locally Lipschitz continuous and sufficiently
smooth. It is also assumed that the initial instant is t = 0 s.
For each solution of (1)-(4), there is a maximum time interval
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of definition given by [0, tM ), where tM can be finite or
infinite.

A. Control objective

The control objective is to design a control law u through
output feedback that takes the system to the extremum point
of the objective function y = h(z) in (4), without losing
generality and starting from any initial conditions, keeping
it as close as possible to this point. The objective function is
assumed to have only a maximum, denoted by y∗ = h(z∗).
This challenge can be conceived under the extremum seeking
of a control system, where y represents the output of the
objective function, and v is interpreted as the output of an
integrator, whose input is determined by a u vector of control
signals to be designed.

Furthermore, the same problem can be redefined as a
trajectory tracking problem, in which the control direction
is unknown [20].

B. Analysis by Singular Perturbation

In [4], the multivariable extremum seeking control was
designed via sliding modes, periodic switching function and
cyclic search for optimization problems in real-time, but for
static maps. Here it is intended to show that the results
obtained can be extended to dynamic maps.

To ensure this generalization, initially consider a simple
integrator system with a nonlinear static map

v̇ = u , (5)
y = h(v) , (6)

which can be effectively controlled using extremum seeking
control via periodic switching function.

By considering singular perturbation method [10], it can
be shown that extremum seeking control via periodic switch-
ing and cyclic search [4] is robust to fast unmodeled dynam-
ics such that the disturbed system (5)-(6) can be rewritten in
sensor block form [10, p. 50]:

v̇ = u , (7)
ηẋ = Ax+Bv , (8)
y = h(Cx) , (9)

satisfying the inequality

|y − y∗| ≤ O(
√
η + ε) , (10)

where η > 0 is a constant sufficiently small. The demon-
stration of (10) follows the same steps as in [6], [7], [4],
considering y∗ as a setpoint.

C. Redesign of the controller via time-scaling

Using a suitable time-scale [13]

dt

dτ
= η , (11)

one can rewrite the system (7)–(9) as

v′ = ηu (12)
x′ = Ax+Bv , (13)
z = Cx , (14)
y = h(z) , (15)

where v′ := dv
dτ e x′ := dx

dτ .
This means that ∃η∗ > 0 such that de control input u can

be scaled in (12) to control the original system (2)–(4) in a
different time-scale dilated by t = ητ , ∀η ∈ (0, η∗].

The practical meaning is that, since the periodic switching
function-based extremum seeking control, initially proposed
for systems of relative degree one, is robust to unmodeled
dynamics that are stable and fast when (η → 0) then it can be
effective to control dynamics systems of any relative degree
as long as they are properly staggered. As a predictable
consequence, the cost to consider is that the closed loop
response slows down as η → 0.

As mentioned earlier, only the output is considered mea-
surable, while the linear output of the subsystem z and
the state x are not available for feedback. To achieve the
expected results, it is necessary to assume and delimit some
hypotheses presented below, considering the controlled plant
(1)-(4), or equivalently (12)-(15):

(H1) (About the uncertainties): All uncertain plant pa-
rameters belong to a compact set Ω.

(H2) (Differentiability of h): The nonlinear function h :
Rn → R is locally Lipschitz continuous in x and sufficiently
smooth, i.e., h is continuously differentiable over all domain
Rn.

(H3) (About the linear subsystem): the matrix A in (2)
must have its eigenvalues in the left-half plane, i.e., it must
be stable.

(H4) (Unique maximum in h(z)): It is assumed that there is
z∗ ∈ Rn such that y∗ = h(z∗) is the only maximum of h(z),
where the gradient and hessian matrices satisfy, respectively:

∂h

∂z

∣∣∣∣
z=z∗

= 0 and
∂2h

∂z2

∣∣∣∣
z=z∗

< 0,

where z ∈ Rn.
(H5) (Radial unboundedness of h): Assume that the

function h : Rn → R is radially unbounded in Rn. This
guaranties that if |y| is bounded, then ∥x∥ must be bounded.

Hypothesis H1 is fundamental and crucial in nonlinear
systems. Hypotheses H2, H3 and H5 are required to ensure
no finite-time escape in the closed-loop system, while hy-
pothesis H4 demonstrates maximum properties of a nonlinear
function, being vital in optimization problems.

III. MULTIVARIABLE EXTREMUM SEEKING CONTROLLER
VIA PERIODIC SWITCHING FUNCTION

Figure 1 represents the diagram of the proposed mul-
tivariable extremum seeking control scheme, which uses
sliding modes and output feedback with a periodic switching
function and cyclic search.



Fig. 1. Multivariable extremum seeking control via periodic switching
function and cyclic search for dynamic maps.

The control law is given by

u(t)=ρ(t)σ(t)sgn
(
sin

[π
ε
s(t)

])
, (16)

such that

s(t) = e(t) + λ

∫ t

0

sgn(e(τ))dτ (17)

where σ(t) is the cyclic search function and ρ(t) is the
modulation function, both functions to be defined in sections
III-A and III-C, respectively, and λ, ε > 0 are appropriate
constants.

The reference tracking error e(t) is defined by

e(t) = y(t)− ym(t) , (18)

where ym > 0 is a monotonically increasing ramp as a
function of time, generated through the following reference
trajectory

ẏm = p, ym(0) = p0 , (19)

where p > 0 is design constant. To avoid an unlimited
reference signal, ym(t) can be saturated in the controller by
an upper bound of y∗, without affecting its performance.

The modulation function ρ(t) will be designed so that y(t)
can track the ramp ym(t), ∀t, until the directional or global
extremum point is reached. Thus, y is oriented to reach the
neighborhood of the directional or global maximum y∗ =
h(x∗) and to remain close to the ideal value. For this, a new
modulation function ρ(t) is suggested, such that the sliding
mode ṡ = 0 occurs in finite time on one of the surfaces
s = kε, for some k integer.

From (17), one has

ṡ = ė+ λ sgn(e) = 0. (20)

Thus, it is ensured that the error e tends to zero, that is,
y = h(z) tracks ym (and consequently, y must approach
the directional or global extremum y∗) while y remains
outside the neighborhood of y∗, where the high-frequency
gain is non-zero. In contrast, once y approaches y∗, the
high-frequency gain approaches zero, which results in loss
of controllability. This way, tracking of ym is stopped.
However, the neighborhood of the extremum point is reached
as desired. The control strategy ensures that y remains close

to y∗, ∀t. Results and demonstrations of the scalar case can
be found in [20].

A. Design of the cyclic directional search

The cyclic directional search is designed as in [3], [28],
so that the change of the search direction takes place
periodically. Let σ(t) be a periodic function with period
Ts. Let the interval T = [Tl, Tu) represent the interval
of one cycle so that, Ts = Tu − Tl and let the set of
initial instants of each directional search be denoted as
τ1, τ2, · · · , τn. Let ∆τi = [τi, τi+1),∀i = 1, ..., n, be the
n directional search sub-intervals within each cycle. Let the
orthonormal basis be denoted by a1, a2, · · · , an ∈ Rn, so
that aTi = [0, · · · 0, 1, 0, · · · 0], with the unit element at the
ith position of the vector. Thus, the cyclic search direction
in (16) can be defined as follows:

σ(t) = ai, ∀t ∈ ∆τi, ∀i = 1, ..., n. (21)

For simplicity, we choose equal duration Ts/n for each
sub-interval ∆τi. During the ith sub-interval, the controller
will search in the ith direction before switching to the
next direction in the next sub-interval ([28]). That is, the
multivariable cyclic controller works as a scalar controller in
each sub-interval ∆τi.

Since the search is cyclic with period Ts, to each cycle
is attributed an index κ = 1, 2, . . . ,∞. For the κth cycle,
a directional extremum can occur for each ith search di-
rection within the cycle. Such extremum is denoted y∗(κ) =
h(x∗

i (κ)), where x∗
i (κ) ∈ Rn is an extremum point along the

ith search direction of the κth cycle. When the system ap-
proaches the global extremum or some directional extremum,
the controllability is “lost” in the sense that the control gains
become too low to ensure the desired output tracking by
sliding mode. Thus, the following concepts and hypothesis
are introduced.

(H6) (Low controllability regions D∆ and D(κ)∆i
):

Let D∆ := {x : ∥x − x∗∥ < ∆/2} and, for each i-th
directional search κ-th cycle, indexed by κi, D(κi)∆i

:= {x :
∥xi(κi) − x∗

i (κi)∥ < ∆i/2, xj(κi) = constant, j ̸= i}.
Such regions will be referred to as ∆-vicinity, for simplicity.

Then, assume that there exists a positive function Lh(·),
bounded away from zero, such that, for any given s.s.
constants ∆ > 0 and ∆i > 0,

0 < kp ≤ Lh(∆) ≤
∥∥∥∥∂h∂x

∥∥∥∥ , ∀x /∈ D∆, and

0 < kpi ≤ Lh(∆iJ) ≤
∣∣∣∣ ∂h∂xi

∣∣∣∣ , ∀xi /∈ D(κ)∆iJ
.

From the continuity, assumption (H1), Lh(∆) and Lh(∆iJ)
tend to zero as ∆ and ∆iJ tend to zero. Note that the
∆’s can be chosen arbitrarily small if Lh is allowed to be
correspondingly small, due to Assumption (H1). However,
smaller Lh will demand higher control gain. For simplicity,
one can choose ∆ = ∆i.

It is convenient to relate the parameter ∆ or ∆i with the
small parameter ε so that ||x − x∗|| <

√
ε in D∆ and |x −



x∗
i (κi)| ≤

√
ε in the i-th directional domain D(κi)∆i

, as a
consequence of the equation (9) [4], for static map, η = 0.

In what follows, we drop the periodic search cycle index
κ to avoid clutter, by considering the analysis takes place
within a generic cycle.

B. The singular case η = 0

In this case, the differential equation (8) is replaced by the
algebraic equation x = −A−1Bv and, from (7) and (9), the
first derivative of the output y with respect to time is given
by

ẏ =
∂h

∂z

T

u (22)

where the high frequency gain is given by the gradient vector,
i.e.,

kp(z) := [kp1
· · · kpn

] , e kpi
(z) :=

∂h

∂zi
CA−1B.

(23)

As in [20], the signs associated with the elements kpi :=
∂h
∂zi

of kp can be interpreted as control directions. Hypothesis
H6 allows the consideration of a non-linear control system
with state-dependent high-frequency gain, which changes
signal around the optimum point continuously.

From (23) and hypothesis H6, kp (∀z /∈ D∆), and kpi

(∀z /∈ D∆κi
) satisfy

0 < kp ≤ ∥kp∥ , |kpi | ; (24)

where the lower bound kp ≤ Lh|CA−1B| is a constant,
considering all permissible uncertainties in h(.), A, B e C.

C. Design of the modulation function for η = 0

From (12), (18) and (19), the time derivative of the sliding
manifold s(t) (hiding t) one has:

ṡ =

n∑
i=1

∂h

∂xi
ui − p+ λ sign(e) , (25)

and for the i-th search direction,

ṡ = kpi
(x)(ui + ds) , (26)

where

ds := (kpi
(x))−1 (−p+ λ sgn(e)) . (27)

Suppose we start at t = τi, that is, at the beginning of the i-
th search direction, we have controllability error, with kpi

≥
Lh(∆i), to be considered as controllability condition (see
(H6)). Considering ds as a disturbance, it can be increased
in absolute value by:

d̄s := L−1
h (p+ λ) ≥ |ds| . (28)

which allows us to define the modulation function ρ as being

ρ = d̄s + γ, (29)

with γ > 0 being an arbitrarily small positive constant. This
approach relies on the results obtained and published in [4].

D. Modulation function design for η ̸= 0

For η ̸= 0 in (8), the time scaling in (11) allows the
original plant to be considered (1)–(4), on a different time-
scale, controlled by the controller (16) properly scaled by
ηu in (12). In the sense to incorporate it, the modulation
function must be redesigned to satisfy

ρ ≥ η[|ds|+ γ] (30)

instead of (29).
Analyzing the singular perturbation method presented in

Section II-B, if (16) were used again, a limiting upper bound
for the tracking error e(t) could be obtained directly, for η
sufficiently small.

Proposition 1: Consider the systems (1)–(4), search di-
rection (21), reference trajectory (19) and control law (16).
Outside the regions D∆ and D∆i

, if the modulation function
ρ in (16) is designed as

ρ :=
η

Lh
[p+ λ] + ηγ , (31)

satisfying (30), while z /∈ D∆i , one has: (a) the sliding mode
s = kε is reached in regardless of the control and search
direction, and (b) there is no escape in finite time (tM →
+∞).

Proof: Considering the singular perturbation argument
and time scaling (11), which shows that the systems (7)-
(9) (12)-(15) are equivalent for η sufficiently small, so the
demonstration for the original plant (1)-(4) follows the same
steps as those presented in the proof in [4, Proposition 1],
for the case of relative degree one.

Remark 1: Considering that the project is carried out con-
sidering a slow time-scale ηt, it is natural that the reference
trajectory parameter p is rescaled appropriately, i.e., ηp.

E. Global Convergence

In this result, it is demonstrated that the multivariable
controller based on sliding modes and output feedback drives
z towards the region D∆, where the unknown maximizer
z∗ is located, as defined in (H6). However, this does not
guarantee that z(t) stays around D∆, ∀t. Nevertheless, it
is possible to generate oscillations around y∗ of the order
O(

√
η + ε).

Theorem 1: Consider the system (1)–(4), control law
(16)–(17), reference trajectory (19) and modulation function
(31). Assume that hypotheses (H1)− (H6) are satisfied,
then: (i) the region D∆ in (H4) is globally attractive,
achieved in finite time and (ii) for Lh sufficiently small,
oscillations around the maximum value y∗ of y can be made
in the order O(

√
η+ε). Since the ym signal can be saturated

at (19), all closed-loop signals remain uniformly bounded.
Proof: Similar to the demonstration of Proposition 1,

the demonstration of this theorem follows the steps presented
in the proof in [4, Theorem 1], for the case of relative degree
one, combined with the demonstration in [6], [7].



IV. ILLUSTRATIVE EXAMPLE

To illustrate, let us take as an example a plant with an
unknown objective function, in series with a linear dynamic
system described by

v̇ = u , (32)

ẋ =

[
0 1
−4 −2

]
x+

[
1 0
0 1

]
v , (33)

z =

[
1 0
0 1

]
x , (34)

and output function

y = h(z) = 2− (z21 + z22 − 2ϵz1z2) (35)

The static function (35) consists of the particular repre-
sentation of functions of the type

y = h(z) = y∗ +
1

2
(z − z∗)TH(z − z∗) (36)

where

H =

[
2 2ϵ
2ϵ 2

]
< 0

is the negative defined Hessian matrix.
Note that the desired parameters of the objective function

(35) are z∗ = (0, 0) and y∗ = 2, for 0 < ϵ < 1, a condition
for h(z) has a maximum point. Note that the objective
function is convex and based on (36).

The control law (16)–(17) can be applied with the mod-
ulation function defined in (29). The following simulation
parameters were chosen: p = 1, p0 = 0, Lh = 0.1 λ = 4
ε = 0.02, γ = 0.1 η = 0.01 and Ts = 5s. For τ = 0.1s we
have t = 10s according to (11).

Figure 2 illustrates the result of the proposed multivariable
extremum seeking control scheme that converges to the
neighborhood of the optimal point z∗ = (0, 0) and y∗ = 2,
starting from the initial condition z(0) = (−2, 4). On the
other hand, Figure 3 shows the phase portrait for the initial
condition z0 = (−2, 4) and respective convergence to the
equilibrium point, corroborating the illustration in Figure 2.

The switching of control signals u1 and u2 is illustrated
in Figure 4. These signals have gain defined by the modu-
lation function (29). Furthermore, high-frequency switching
is notorious, which could cause the unwanted phenomenon
called “chattering”. However, the system (2)–(3) receives the
filtered control signals z. In the same figure you can observe
the behavior of the cyclic search function (σ1 and σ2), where
the last two staggered search periods are highlighted, with
the appropriate scaling. It is important to observe alternation
in the activation in each half cycle.

Figure 5 illustrates the representation of the objective
function in three-dimensional space, indicating the output
trajectories for two different initial conditions, z0 = (−2, 4)
in black and z0 = (0, 5) in blue. Notably, both converge to
y∗ = 2.

0 2 4 6 8 10

-10
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0

(a
)

0 2 4 6 8 10
-2

0

2

4

(b
)

Fig. 2. Vector parameters z converge to (0, 0) starting from the initial
condition z(0) = (−2, 4) and plant output converges to y∗ = 2.
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Fig. 3. Phase portrait shows the convergence to the equilibrium point
marked with a red asterisk), starting from the initial condition z0 = (−2, 4).
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Fig. 4. (a) control signals u1 and (b) the cyclical search direction σ1 and
σ2, with period Ts = 5s scaled by η = 0.01.
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Fig. 5. Output trajectories going to the optimal point y∗ = 2, from two
initial conditions z0 = (−2, 4) and z0 = (0, 5).

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, a multivariable extremum seeking control
strategy based on a periodic switching function and cyclic
search for linear dynamic maps with arbitrary relative degree
was presented. Relative degree is mitigated through temporal
scaling. A convex and non-linear objective function was
considered. The resulting approach guarantees global conver-
gence of the system output to a small neighborhood of the
extremum using only output feedback. Through simulation, it
was possible to demonstrate the performance of the proposed
real-time extremum seeking control system.
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