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Jian Liu and Xiaoe Ruan

Department of Applied Mathematics, School of Mathematics and Statistics, Xi'an Jiaotong University, Xi‘an, PR. China

ABSTRACT

This paper constructs a proportional-type networked iterative learning control (NILC) scheme for a class of
discrete-time nonlinear systems with the stochastic data communication delay within one operation dura-
tion and being subject to Bernoulli-type distribution. In the scheme, the communication delayed data is
replaced by successfully captured one at the concurrent sampling moment of the latest iteration. The track-
ing performance of the addressed NILC algorithm is analysed by statistic technique in virtue of mathematical
expectation. The analysis shows that, under certain conditions, the expectation of the tracking error mea-
sured in the form of 1-norm is asymptotically convergent to zero. Numerical experiments are carried out to

illustrate the validity and effectiveness.

1. Introduction

As one of the intelligent control strategies for a system oper-
ating repetitively over a fixed time interval, iterative learn-
ing control (ILC) was firstly proposed in 1984 for a robotic
manipulator to track a given trajectory (Arimoto, Kawamura, &
Miyazaki, 1984). Its schematic structure is to iteratively gener-
ate a sequence of control inputs in a recursive mode by com-
pensating for the control input at the current operation with
its and/or the historical tracking discrepancy to compose an
upgraded control input for the next operation. The aim is to
ensure that the sequential control inputs may drive the system to
successively track a predetermined desired trajectory more and
more precise as the iteration index goes on. Since the ILC algo-
rithmic construction requires only the system tracking informa-
tion rather than the precise system model, the efficacy of track-
ing performance of various ILCs has been acknowledged in the
aspects of theoretical developments and practical applications
over the past three decades (Bristow, Tharayil, & Alleyne, 2006;
Chen, Moore, Yu, & Zhang, 2008; Mi, Lin, & Zhang, 2005). The
concerned issues include ILC strategies handling initial states
shifts or parameter interval uncertainties (Ahn, Moore, & Chen,
2007; Meng, Jia, Du, & Yu, 2010; Park, 2005; Yin, Xu, & Hou,
2010), ILC modes for stochastic, discrete or continuous sys-
tems (Chen, Wen, & Sun, 1997; Chien, 1998; Ouyang, Zhang,
& Gupta, 2006; Ruan, & Bien, 2011; Saab, 2001), ILC algorithms
dealing with operation-varying lengths (Li, Xu, & Huang, 2014;
Seel, Schauer, & Raisch, 2011) as well as ILC schemes involving
time delay (Chen & Zhang, 2010; Ma, Li, & Huang, 2011) and
so on.

With the progressive development of information technol-
ogy, the Internet has been becoming a most popular service
for its efficient convenience and lower cost, by which the
traditional ILC schemes can be real-timely networked. The
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utility of the communication network for executing the
traditional iterative learning control schemes constitutes a net-
worked iterative learning control (NILC) profile. It is evident
that, while implementing the NILC scheme, the sampled big
data needs to be communicated via the Internet with limited
bandwidth and thus the data possibly suffers from not only
packet dropout but also communication delay. This implies that
the dropped and/or delayed data must be properly estimated for
satisfactory tracking performance. Thus the algorithmic con-
struction and the convergence analysis of the NILC scheme
become complicated in treating the data packet dropout or
communication delay as mentioned in Ahn, Moore, and Chen
(2008), Bu and Hou (2011), Bu, Hou, and Yu (2011). Usually,
in the networked control systems, the communication delay
stochastically occurs in two communication channels (Yang,
Wang, Huang, & Gani, 2006). The one is the input communi-
cation channel which transmits the control inputs from the ILC
unit to the executor for stimulating the system, whilst another is
the output channel that communicates the system output to the
ILC unit for composing the control signal of the next operation.
Regarding the Internet communication delay and dropout issue,
up to date, a few of NILCs have been made which mainly focus
on the estimating formulation of the delayed and/or dropped
data. In specific, literature (Liu, Xu, & Wu, 2012) has constructed
a P-type NILC updating rule for a linear time-invariant (LTT)
system by replacing the one-step communication delayed out-
put with the captured one-step ahead at the concurrent iteration
and zeroing the dropped output. Bu, Yu, Hou, and Wang (2013)
have formulated a P-type NILC law for a class of discrete-time
nonlinear system by replacing the delayed data with the latest
one captured at the concurrent iteration for the case when the
one-step data communication delay is stochastic and subject to
Bernoulli-type distribution. The convergence analysis in terms

CONTACT Xiaoe Ruan @ wruanxe@mail xjtu.edu.cn
© 2016 Informa UK Limited, trading as Taylor & Francis Group


http://www.tandfonline.com
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00207721.2016.1165894
mailto:wruanxe@mail.xjtu.edu.cn

Downloaded by [University of California Santa Barbara] at 17:44 26 April 2016

2 J.LIU AND X. RUAN

of expectation presents that the tracking error is asymptotically
upper-bounded but non-zero. This means that it is inspiring to
develop a more effective NILC for nonlinear systems with ran-
dom communication delay for further refinement of tracking
performance.

For the NILC construction, it is reminded that the key theme
of the ILC strategy is its learning capability which exhibits that
the learning effect at each instant is mainly from the compensa-
tion for the control input along the iteration axis rather than the
time axis. This implies that the substitution of the delayed data
with the synchronous one captured at the concurrent instant of
the previous iteration possibly owns better learning advantage
over the data received at the latest sampling instant of the cur-
rent iteration. This motivates the paper to investigate a P-type
NILC strategy which replaces the delayed data at the current
operation with the one captured at the corresponding sampling
instant of the previous operation for a class of nonlinear systems
with the stochastic Bernoulli-type data communication delay
within one iteration duration. The learning gain is designed
properly and the tracking performance is derived on behalf of
expectation involving of the probability of the data transmission
success.

The rest of the paper is organised as follows. Some necessary
definitions and properties are given in Section 2. In Section 3,
a proportional-type NILC algorithm is constructed and some
notations are exhibited. Section 4 presents the convergence anal-
ysis and Section 5 displays numerical simulations. Conclusion is
given in Section 6.

2. Preliminaries
In this section, we introduce some necessary definitions and
properties which will be used later.

Definition 2.1. Let x=(x;,...,x,)' €R" and H=

(hij)mxn € R™". Then [|x]|y = Y i, x| denotes the 1-

norm with respect to x and ||H||1=1111@x{22‘;1 |hijl}
<j=n

denotes the induced 1-norm of matrix H. Besides, denote
Ix| = (x1], ..., [x,)) T and [H| = (155D mxn-

Definition 2.2. Let x=(x,...,x,)' €R" and y=
(1s--->y2)| €R" be any two n-dimensional real vectors.
Their partial order relation < is defined as x < y if and only if
xi <y foralli=1,2,...,n.

What follows are basic properties of the above definitions.

(P1) Letx, y,z € R". If [x| < |y| and |y| < |z|, then |x| < |z|.

(P2) Let x e R", y € R™ and H € R"™". If y = Hx, then |y| <
|H|lx].

(P3) Letx,y € R". If |x| < |y|, then ||x||; < |[yl|:-.

(P4) Letx,y,z € R". If z = x + y, then |z] < |x| + |y|.

(P5) Let x, y € R". Then ||x| + [y[lln < lllxIll: + Iyl

(P6) Let Hy, Hy € R™*". If Hy = |Hi|, then [|H,|[; = ||H ||

(P7) Let x,y € R" be stochastic vectors. If |x| < |y|, then
Eflx[} < E{lyl}.

(P8) Let x € R" be a stochastic vector. Then ||E{|x|}||; =

E{]lx]]1}-

3. NILC algorithm and notations
Consider a class of repetitive single-input-single-output (SISO)
nonlinear systems as follows.

xe(t 4+ 1) = fOq(t)) + b()u(t),
Yie(t) = gl (1)) + d(t)ug(t), (1)
x,(0) = xo,

where k denotes the iteration index and ¢ refers to the discrete
sampling variable with t € $=1{0,1,2,..., T — 1}. Mean-
while, xx(t) € R", ui(t) € R and y,(¢) € R are n-dimensional
state, scalar input and output at the kth iteration, respectively.
The nonlinear functions f(z) and g(z) are uniformly globally
Lipschitz with respect to z, i.e. for any z;, z, € R", there exist
positive constants Ky and K,, such that

| fz) = f)], < Kfllz — 2ll;,
|g(z1) — g(22)| < Kellzy — 2.

Here, || f(2) |, refers to 1-norm of the vector function f(z) as
expressed in Definition 2.1 and |g(z)| denotes the absolute value
of a scalar function g(z). Additionally, b(t) is a vector function
of the sampling time variable t € Sand d(t) # 0, (t € S).

Under the assumption that d(t) # 0 for t € S, for a given
desired output y;(t),t € S, there exist such a desired input u; (¢)
and a desired state x,;(¢) that they obey the dynamics of system
(1) as follows.

xa(t+1) = f(xa(®)) +b)ua(t),
ya(t) = glxa(t)) +dt)ua(t), (2)
x4(0) = xo,

wheret € S.

In system (1), when the control input u(t) is iteratively gen-
erated in learning mode and is transmitted through the Internet
to the actuator for the system stimulation, and simultaneously
the system output y,(¢) is transferred via the Internet to the ILC
unit, the mode is regarded as a NILC scheme. The diagram of the
NILC scheme is illustrated in Figure 1, where u (t) is the system
input whilst yx (¢) refers to the system output. For the case when
the output data yy (¢) is transmitted from the sensor to the ILC
unit via output communication channel, it may be delayed due

u,,(t
Ya (I) 55)!\(!) | Iterative H]( )
Learning
j;k ( f) | controller i
ity (1)
% z
E\ %O o) \i
= =
Ye(?) u (1)
Sensor. _ggtem }—:Actuatori

Figure 1. Schematic diagram of NILC.
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to Internet bandwidth limitation. In this scenario, the delayed
data must be estimated for the ILC algorithmic construction.
Let y,(¢) be the estimated output with respect to the system
output yy (t) for the ILC formulation and w1 (t) be the corre-
sponding generated control input for the next operation. When
U4 (¢) is transmitted through input communication channel to
the executor, it is possibly delayed and thus is approximated as
Uy (t) for the system stimulation.
The estimated formulae are given as follows.

(@) =yi@), m () =u(t),

Ye(t) = ar®)ye®) + A —arp(t) ye—r (t), k=2,3, ...,

ur(t) = O urt) + (1 — () ey (t), k=2,3, ...,
(3)

where t € S, ax(t) and wi(t) are stochastic variables subject to
0-1 Bernoulli distributions. Specifically, ax(#) = 1 means that
the data y,(¢) in the current sampling instant ¢ is successfully
captured and then is estimated as is, whilst o (t) = 0 implies
that the transmission of the current data yi(¢) is failed and
thus is estimated by the synchronous system output y_; (¢) at
the previous iteration. Meanwhile, w (t) = 1 represents that the
transmission of the data u(¢) is in success and then is utilised
for system stimulation in a direct manner, whilst wi(t) =0
means that the transmission of the data 1 (¢) is stuck but the
previous-iteration signal u_;(t) is borrowed for the use of
ui(t). Moreover, assume that the test input #;(¢) and output
y1(t) atthe first iteration are available in full. It should be pointed
out that both the captured and the delayed data need to be saved
in a memory for its possible use at the next iteration. This does
not mean that the NILC scheme uses too much memory to save
the data of all operations but extra memory for saving the data
of the latest previous operation.

Assume that the probabilities of successful transmission are
as follows.

Prob{o(t) =1} = ar(t),0 < ax(t) <1, fort € S,k =2,3,...,
Prob{wi(t) = 1} = wr(t),0 < wx(t) <1, fort € S, k=2,3,....

By considering the 0-1 Bernoulli distribution assumption, it
is easy to calculate the expectations of those stochastic variables
as follows.

E{oi(t)} = Prob{ai(t) =1} = ax(t), 0 < ax(t) < 1, for

teSk=23,...,
E{wi(t)} = Prob{wi(t) = 1} = wr(t), 0 < w(t) < 1, for
teS k=273, ....

Here t € S, ax(t) and i (¢) are known constants for the given
iteration index k and time t. E{-} represents the expectation
operator.

Remark 3.1. It is recalled that in Bu et al. (2013) the estimated
formulae are as follows.

Ye(®) = arOye) + (1 — o () ye(t — 1),

3*
ue(t) = o) (t) + (1 — wr () ux(t — 1). &)

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF SYSTEMS SCIENCE . 3

Comparing the estimation formulae (3) with the existing esti-
mation expression (3*), it is observed that the proposed scheme
(3) borrows the corresponding sampled data at the previous iter-
ation rather than that the existing estimation expression (3*)
uses the one-step ahead data at the current iteration. On behalf
of handling the communication delayed data, the proposed esti-
mation scheme (3) may own a wider application scope as it
relaxes the one-step delay to the one-iteration delay.

In general, it is known that the occurrences of the communi-
cation delays at different operations are mutually independent. It
is characterised as the assumptions (I), (II) and (III) as follows.

(I) ox(t) is independent on «;(s) for the case when k # I.

(II) wy () is independent on wj(s) for the case when k # I.
(IIT) wy(t) is independent on o (s) for any k, [, ¢, s.

It is usual that the data transmission quality relies on the
Internet quality. Thus, it is reasonable to assume that the expec-
tations &y (¢) of o (t) and @i (t) of wi(t) are constant in short-
term implementation.

Let ax(t) = & and i (t) = @.

A proportional-type (P-type) NILC algorithm is constructed
as follows.

U1 (1) = ur(t) + T ()dyk (1), 4

where t € S and 8y (t) = y4(t) — yx(¢). In particular, ['(¢) is
assigned as the proportional learning gain.

For the sake of simplifying the statements and the analysis, a
set of denotations are introduced as follows.

O =[@)",0,...,0]" R,
=[N, (1),
=[O, ()T, (g (T —1)T]" € R,
= (0. ye(D). ...y (T = D] € R,

= [7a(0). ya (D), ..., ya(T = D] € R",
=WH®#HU ..... u(T —1)]" € R,
ug = [ug(0), ug(1), ..., uqs(T — D] € R",

o = [(Fo))", ﬂmﬂ») (e —1)'] e R,
fo) = [(fexa@))",
(¢
(¢

(T —1)"]" e R,

T T nT
(Fexa@) oo (foa(T = 1) ] € RT,
o gGa(T —1)]" e R,
o gGa(T—1))]" e R,

(xx(0)) , g (xx(1))
(x4(0)) , g (xa(1)),

g(xx) =

g(xq) =

Thus, the dynamic description (1) is rewritten as follows.

= Af(xg) + ABuy + x°, )
Yk = §(xx) + Duy.
Likewise, the dynamics (2) is reformulated as follows.
x4 = Af(xq) + ABug + x°, ©)
ya = g§(xq) + Duy,

where

0 0 .
A= (In(Tl)xn(Tl) 0) e R with Lr—1)wn(r—1)

= diag (1,1,...,1) ¢ RMT=1>n(T=1
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bO) 0 --- 0
0 bl)--- 0

B = ) ) ' ) ER"TXT,
0 0 ---b(T-1)
do)y 0 --- 0
0 d(1)--- 0

D=| . . . e R™T,
0 0 ---d(T-1)

In addition, set

i = [@(0), (1), ..., #(T —1)]" € RT,

Je = [7e(0). Jk (D). ..., (T = 1] € R,

Ay = diag (2 (0), ..., (T — 1)) € R™*T,
Qi = diag (wx(0), ..., (T — 1)) € R™*T,
A = diag (@, ...,a) e 7T,

Q = diag (&, ..., ) € RT*T,

I = diag (T'(0), ['(1),..., (T — 1)) e R™*T.

Hence the expression (3) is compacted as follows.

Y1 =)1, U = uy,

k=AM + T = A ye-1,k=2,3,..., (7)
up = Qi+ (I — Q) thp1, k=2,3,...,
where I is an identity matrix with appropriate dimension.
The P-type NILC algorithm (4) is compacted as
Uk = ty + T8y, (8)

where 8Vx = y4 — Y.

4. Convergence analysis

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that a real nonnegative series {e,}2,
satisfies

enss < Prenta + P2eus1 + p3en, (n € N¥), ©))

where N* is the set of positive integers, p; > 0 (i = 1, 2, 3) and
0 = p1 + p2 + p3 < 1. Then we have

max {€,45, ents, €3} < p Max {€,12, €nt1s €}, (Vﬂ € N*) )

(10)

egk_H§pkmax{e1,ez,e3},(VkeN*,i: 1,2,3), (11)
and

lim e, = 0. (12)

n— 00
Proof. By (9), we obtain
ent3 < pmax{e,i2, €nt1, €n},

ents < pMax{e, o, €ns1, €},

€nts =< £ max {en+2a €nt1, en} . (13)

This implies that (10) is true.
By recursive formula (10), it is easy to check that (11) is true.
From (11), it follows

lim e, = 0. (14)
n—o0
This completes the proof. O

Theorem 4.1. Assume that the proposed updating NILC law
(4) with estimation formulation (3) is applied to the nonlinear
system (1). Then the expectation of tracking error E{]|8yll;}
asymptotically converges to zero along the iteration axis if
the following conditions (C1) p = p; + p2 + p3 < 1 and (C2)
Ky < 1 are satisfied. Here

__KlABI,
pr = E{Il = D AD[H + 1T ao———=

’

Ky
P2 =Tl [a(l —w)+ (1 —-a)o] P,
_ _ Kl ABIl,
p3=THAd-a)(1—-)®, ®=————+|D|,.
1-K;

Proof: The formulae (7) and (8) give rise to

gy =tk + T (ya — i)
e+ T (ya — [Awye + T — A)ye-1])

=t + D A8y + T (I — Ag) 8yx—1, (15)
where Syx = yi — Y.
Notice that
ya = g(xa) + Dua, (16)
and
vk = g(xx) + Duy. (17)

Equations (16) and (17) lead to

Syx = [g(xa) — g(x) | + D [ug — we] . (18)
Furthermore, considering formula (7) reduces

ug — up = Qubu + (I — Q) Sty (19)

where Sty = uy — uy.
Substituting (19) into the right-hand side of (18), we have

Syk = [g(xa) — g(xi) | + DS + D (I — Q) ity (20)
Substituting (20) into (15) yields

s = e+ DAk ([g(xa) — g(xk) | + DSt + D (I — ) Siig—1)
+ T I — Ap)([g(xa) — g(xk—1)] 4+ DQ_181ik_,
+ DI — Q4-1)8tx—2)
=ty + D A D8y + T Arg(xa) — gloxi)]
+ T — Ap)gxa) — glxk—1)]
+T[ADUT — Q) + (I — Ap) D21 1811
F T = A)DU — Qy)Siig_s. 1)
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By (21) and 8ux = uy — 1y, it follows that

Sy = (I — TADS) 8ti — T Ag [g(xa) — g(x)]
—T (I — Ap) [gxa) — gla-1) ]
— T [AD (I — Q) + (I — Ag) DQe—1] 8114
—T'(I— A) D (I — Quy) Sl (22)

By Definition 2.2 and the properties (P1), (P2) and (P4), we
have

8ks1| < I — T ArDS2 81| + T ARDT — Q)
+ (I = A) D1 18111 |
+ [ Akllg(xa) — g(xi)l
+ T = Axllg(xa) — glxx—1)]
+ TN — AklIDIT — 21118tk (23)

Notice that the stochastic variable |[I — I" A DS2| is indepen-
denton [8ukl|, | AxD(I — ) + (I — Ax)DS2%_;| is independent
on |8u_1], |Ax| is independent on [g(x;) — g(xx)| as well as
|I — Ag| is independent on |g(x;) — g(xk—1)| and |I — Ag| is
independent on |8u_,|. Calculating the expectation on both
sides of (23) and taking the property (P7) into consideration give
rise to

E{[8iks1|} < E{IT — T AkDQu|} E {| 1| }
+ [TIE (| A} E {|g(xa) — g(x) |}
+ IT| (E {|Axl} IDI E{IT — Q%)
+E{|I — Atl} IDIE {|%-1|DE { |8t |}
+ [T E{II= Ak} E {]g(xa) — gCu1)|}
+ [T E{II = Ak} IDIE (]I — @11} E {|8tix—2]} -
(24)

Computing 1-norm on both sides of (24) and con-
sidering the properties (P3), (P5) and (P6) as well as
the facts that ||E{|I — Akl}|li =1 —&, [|E{|]Ak|}|1 =& and
|E{|I — Q2|}l; = 1 — @ achieve

|E {{8diea|H], = 1E Q1 = T ADLel L [[E {[87 ],
+allT Iy | E {leGa) — gGao[}],
+IT @1 - @)+ (1 —a)d)
< DI [[E { |8 [}],
+ Tl (1 — @)1 — @)D, ||E {|sik—]|} ],
+ T (1 — @) [ E{g(xa)
— gCo—D [} (25)

From that ||E{|g(xs) — g(xi) [} = E{llg(xa) — gCxi) Il }
and the function g is Lipschitz continuous, we get

|E{JgGa) — g |}, < KeE {llxa — xll 1)
= KllE {lxg —xi}lh. (26)

Substituting (26) into (25) results in

[E{l8aini[}], < NEGT = CADQul L |E {[s}],

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF SYSTEMS SCIENCE . 5

+ @[T [ IIE {1xa — I},

+ Tl (@(1—&)+1—a)d) [|DIl, || E {|stk-1]} ],
+IT N, (1 = @)@ — @)Dl | E {|sik—2]|} |,

+ KTl (1 = &) E {4 — X1 [} (27)

By making use of (5), (6) and (19), we reach

xq—xx = A[f(xa) — f)] + AB [ug — wi]
= A[f(xa) — f(xx)] + ABQStix + AB (I — Q) Sigy.
(28)

By the above equality (28), Definition 2.2 and taking proper-
ties (P1), (P2) as well as (P4) into account, we obtain

lxa — xil < |Al|f(xa) = fCa)| + [AB||92%] |Sik]
+ |ABI I — | [8ti—1] . (29)

Taking expectation on both sides of (29) and considering
the independence of the stochastic variable |€2| on |Suy| and
|I — Q| on |8t | yield

E{lxg — x|} < 1AL E {|f(xa) = fGxo)|} + [ABI E {1S%l)}
x E {|8|} + |AB| E{|I — |} E {|8t—1]} -
(30)

Taking 1-norm on both sides of (30) and benefiting from
properties (P3), (P5) and (P6) as well as the expressions
IE{IQk}I1 = @, [IE{Il — 2[}1 =1—® and [|All; =1, we
get

IE {Ix4 — xkl}l;

< |E{|fea) = fe)|}], + @IABI,

x | E{[sil}], + (0 — @) 4Bl |E {|si[}],. GD)
Considering the fact that |E{|f(xs) — fCa)|H =

E{ll f(xa) — f(x©)ll;} and the function f is Lipschitz con-
tinuous, we have

IE{|fxa) = e}, < KAIE {lxa — i}l (32)
Substituting (32) into (31) yields

IE {1xg — xil}ly < KfIE {Ixg — xil}ly + @l ABI|, || E {| 85|}
+ (1 = @IABIL || E {[sdx [}, (33)
From condition (C2) and (33), it achieves

_NABIly
IE (s = by < &y — [ E {[3d ],

lABIl;
1— Kf

+(1-a) [E{lsar]}],- 34)

Furthermore, substituting (34) into (27) leads to

|E{l8n |}, = IE AT = CADQL [ E {loa} ],
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+ 71, —a)@ — @)D, ||E {[siu—]|}
+IT, (@1 — @) 4+ (1 —a@)d) D,
x | E{I8ix—1 1}l + &KIITIl;

_ |IAB]| -
(o IE s,

- IAB]| ~
e A STy
_.( - IIABI|| ~
+Kg||r||1<1—a>(w1_K;||E{|5uk—1|}||1

lABIl; .
12 E (a1, )

= <||E {lI — T AxDQx|}Iy

+(1—-w)

__KgllAB|
+IThao—"— =

S (e,
+HITIl, @(1=@)+(1—&)@) | E {[8ikk1 [},
HITIl (1= @) (1 — &) P E {[sir-]} ],

= oo E{[8a[} ], + p2|[E {81 [},
+ 03| E {87142}

1’

Kl |AB||
where ® = i‘l_—Kf‘ + ||D||;.

Then, according to condition (Cl) in Theorem 4.1 and
Lemma 4.1, the recursive relation (35) leads to

tim [ (o]}, = 0. 36

From (20), Definition 2.2, and the properties (P1), (P2) and
(P4), it follows

|87e| < [g(xa) — gxi)| + IDI Qi [ikk| + DI (I = ) |8k |

(37)

Taking the expectation on both sides of (37) and taking the

independence of the stochastic variables into consideration, we
find

E{|8yc|} < E{|g(xa) — g(xi)|} + IDI E{|Qu} E {|i| }
+ DI E{IT — Q|} E {|87x-1]} - (38)

Taking 1-norm on both sides of (38) and taking
I{IT — Qi =1 — o, [E{|S2%]}1 =@ and (26) into con-
sideration, it induces

[ {ayel M, < KellE tlxa —xclbl + @NDI £ {[87]} ],

+ (1= ) DIy |[E {[8iak-1 |} - (39)

Substituting (34) into (39) produces

_ [IAB]| .
I {on 11, = (2 (o,

AB -
R AL

+&| DI, || E {|87|}]|, + (1 — @) DI,
x | E{[8i [},

(35)

= 0@ |E {[sil}[, + (1 — &) @[[E{|sii [},

(40)
Hence, by (36) and (40), it follows
tim [ {[ayel}], =0, ()
that is,
tim £ {[aye],} = o )

This completes the proof. [

Remark 4.1. From Lemma 4.1 and the inequality (35), it is seen
that

E{[8awni],} < o max {E {[5i],}. E{|oi],}. E{|oas],}}
(Vke N*,i=1,2,3)

and

max {E {|8ikus |}, B {[[8inral }, E{[[80ss],}}
< pmax{E |8}, E {8 [} E{ ]33]}
(Vn e N¥).
The above relationship among the expectations of the sys-
tem control errors conveys that E{||8uk],} is 3-iteration-wise-

monotonously convergent. Meanwhile, there hold the following
estimation formulae.

E{[8ysa |} < 2 @ max {E |3 |} . B { |5} . E {3}
E{[[8ysesa| | = p*® max [E{ |50 ||} B { |5k} B { |30}
E{|6ysal,} < p®max (E{ o], ). E{|si|,} . E {|s],}} -

Remark 4.2. As the proposed NILC scheme (4) adopts the esti-
mation formulation (3) which replaces the delayed data by the
captured data at the concurrent sampling instant of the previous
iteration, the influence of the random communication delay on
the tracking performance may be completely swept away. This
benefits from the time point-point mapping of NILC mecha-
nism. But, for the scheme in Bu et al. (2013) which approximates
the delayed data by its latest reached data at the concurrent iter-
ation, the influence of the random communication delay may
not be wiped away completely. Further, it is observed that in the
case when the communication delay vanishes, the proposed iter-
ative learning process is strictly monotonically convergent in the
sense of 1-norm, that is to say, ||8ukll; = ZtT;OI lug(t) — ur(t)|
converges monotonically to zero.

Remark 4.3. It should be pointed out that the convergent con-
dition (C1) does not always hold for any successful transmission
probability. In other words, (C1) is the constraints on successful
transmission probability.

Remark 4.4. It is noticed that condition (C2) Ky < 1 is suffi-
cient to guarantee the convergence. This does not mean that the
condition is necessary though some NILC schemes are effective.
In authors” simulation experience, the proposed NILC may be
effective for some systems where condition (C2) does not hold.
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This implies that condition (C2) for guaranteeing the conver-
gence is rigorous. It is inspiring to seek a weaker condition to
ensure the convergence.

5. Numerical simulations
Consider the following nonlinear system

{xk(t +1) = Lsin (x(t)) + uk(£),
Yi(t) = ¢ cos (xx(t)) + u(t).

The operation time interval is set as S = {0, 1, 2, ..., 60},
the initial state is set as x;x(0) = 0 and the desired trajectory
is given as y,(t) = cos ’3[—5), t € S. The control profile of the
beginning iteration is u;(t) = 0 for t € S. The learning gain
of the NILC scheme (4) is restricted to I € (0, 1]. In addi-
tion, it is easy to compute that the maximal absolute values of
the derivatives of functions ésin(x) and écos(x) are é. This
implies that Ky = K, = é which guarantees that the conver-
gent condition (C2) holds. Notice that B = D = I, which implies
IBlli = |ID|l; = 1, the convergent factor in Theorem 4.1is p =
P+t pp3=1-2Iaw— %] and the convergent factor in
Buetal. (2013)is p = 1 — 'kw. By definition, the tracking error
is [|8ykll = Zfio lya(t) — yx(t)|. For numerical simulation, we
evaluate the expectation of the tracking errors as the average of
tracking errors expressed as ﬁ Z}i‘{ (Zfio lya(t) — y;;(t)l) for
the NILC scheme to be executed for 100 runs, where y; (¢) is the
system output at the kth iteration of the ith run and the terminol-
ogy ‘one run’ means that the proposed NILC algorithm (4) with
(3) or (4) with (3*) is executed till a perfect tracking is achieved.
For the purpose of simplifying the comparative statements of the
simulation results performed by the developed scheme in this
paper with that done in Bu et al. (2013) , the following context
abbreviates the NILC scheme (4) with the proposed estimation
formula (3) as scheme I, whilst the scheme (4) with the existing
formula (3*) is abbreviated as scheme II.

5.1 Comparative tracking performance of scheme | with
schemell

Casel. Setl' =1 a=w=1

The case means that the probabilities of the communication
delays are zero. It is testified that both the convergent conditions
(C1) p= % < 1 in Theorem 4.1 and p = % <1 in Bu et al.
(2013) hold. The tendencies of the tracking errors |5y, driven
by the NILC schemes I and II along the iteration axis are shown
in Figure 2, where the solid curve refers to the tracking error
driven by scheme I whilst the dashed curve stands for the track-
ing error driven by scheme II. Figure 3 displays the system out-
puts driven by schemes I and II at the sixth iteration, where the
circle-solid curve is the desired trajectory, the solid one presents
the system output driven by scheme I and the dashed one refers
to the system output driven by scheme II. From Figures 2 and 3,
it is seen that both schemes I and II are equivalently efficient.

Case2. SetI'=1,a=a=0.9.

The case represents that the probabilities of the random com-
munication delays are 0.1. It is testified that the convergent
conditions p = 0.86 < 1and p = 0.73 < 1 are guaranteed. The

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF SYSTEMS SCIENCE . 7

40,
| ——scheme |
I'\ == -=scheme II
_ 30| 1
o 0.2
b}
o 0.15
£ 20 \
S \_1 0.1
a 10 \ 0.05 -
\ 95 20 25 30 35 a0
0 — : i
0 10 20 30 40

Iteration number

Figure 2. Tracking errors with null communication delay probabilities.
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|
o
wn

1
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Figure 3. System outputs at the sixth iteration with null communication delay
probabilities.
40

——scheme |
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30}

Tracking error
(]
o
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Iteration number

Figure 4. Tracking errors with 0.1 communication delay probabilities.

tracking errors driven by schemes I and II are shown in Figure 4,
where the solid curve stands for the tracking error driven by
scheme I whilst the dashed curve refers to the tracking error
driven by scheme II, which exhibits that the tracking error pro-
duced by scheme I is convergent to zero whilst the tracking error
made by scheme II is bounded but non-zero as the iteration goes
on.
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Figure 5. System outputs at the sixth iteration with 0.1 communication delay
probabilities
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Figure 6. Tracking errors with 0.2 communication delay probabilities.

The system outputs driven by the two schemes at the sixth
iteration are displayed in Figure 5, where the circle-solid curve
is the desired output, the solid one refers to the system output
driven by scheme I and the dashed one stands for the system out-
put driven by scheme II, from which it is seen that both schemes
track the desired trajectory well and scheme I performs slightly
better.

Case 3. SetI' = %,07 =w=0.8.

The case tells that the probabilities of the random commu-
nication delays are 0.2. By simple computing, it is easy to ver-
ify that the convergent conditions p = 2 < land g = 2 <1
are ensured. The tracking errors driven by the two schemes are
depicted in Figure 6, where the solid curve is the tracking error
driven by scheme I whilst the dashed curve refers to tracking
error driven by scheme II. Analogously, Figure 6 shows that the
tracking error of scheme I vanishes whilst that of scheme II lies
at a nonzero level as the iteration increases. Figure 7 shows the
system outputs driven by the two schemes at the sixth iteration,
where the circle-solid curve is the desired output, the solid curve
stands for the system output driven by scheme I and the dashed
one presents the system output driven by scheme II. It is worth
to observe from Figure 7 that scheme I tracks the desired trajec-
tory closer than the done by scheme II.

1 ot .
R —e—desired output 2
0.5| ‘ —scheme |
e ! -~ -scheme Il
"ﬁ A}
g J
5 0O 1
O ’
§
%-0.5 %
P ’
) 2
_1

10 20 30 40 50 60
Time

I
on

Figure 7. System outputs at the sixth iteration with 0.2 communication delay
probabilities.
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Figure 8. 100-run averages of the tracking errors with 0.1 communication delay
probabilities.
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Figure 9. 100-run averages of the tracking errors with 0.2 communication delay
probabilities.

Figure 8 exhibits the 100-run average of tracking errors
driven by schemes I and II with 0.1 communication delay prob-
abilities and Figure 9 shows the 100-run average of the track-
ing errors driven by the two schemes with communication delay
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Figure 10. 100-run average of the tracking error with I' = 1and different communication delay probabilities.

probabilities being 0.2, where the solid curve refers to the aver-
age of tracking errors driven by scheme I whilst the dashed one
stands for the average of tracking errors driven by scheme IL

It is observed from Figures 4, 6, 8 and 9 that the tracking
errors driven by scheme I converge to zero whilst the tracking
errors driven by scheme II remain in a nonzero level as the iter-
ation evolves. This means that scheme I owns a better tracking
performance compared with scheme II.

5.2 Tracking performance of scheme I with diverse
communication delay probabilities

Casel.SetI'=l,a=w=1L,a=w=09and & = o = 0.8.

It is testified that the convergent conditions in Theorem 4.1
of those three groups of probabilities are p = 0.2, p = 0.58 and
p = 0.92.In Figure 10, the solid curve is the average of tracking
error of the scheme with zero communication delay probabili-
ties, whilst the dashed and circle-solid ones mark the average of
tracking errors with communication delay probabilities 0.1 and
0.2, respectively, which shows that scheme I with larger delay
probabilities renders bigger tracking error.

-
o

w
(=]

—
o

Average tracking error
el
o

0 10 20 30 40
Iteration number

Case2. Setl'=la=w=1,a=d=09anda = =038.

Itis calculated that the convergent conditions in Theorem 4.1
are p =1, p = 0.86 and p = 2. Figure 11 depicts the aver-
age of tracking errors stimulated by scheme I with communica-
tion delay probabilities being 0, 0.1 and 0.2, which presents that
the scheme with larger delay probabilities performs with smaller
tracking error after the third iteration.

Case 3. SetI'=05,a=wv=1,a=w=09andad =w =
0.8.

It is computed that the convergent conditions in Theorem
4.1 are p = 0.6, p = 0.79 and p = 0.96. Figure 12 shows the
average tracking errors driven by the proposed NILC scheme
I with communication delay probabilities being 0, 0.1 and 0.2.
It is observed from Figure 12 that the average of tracking error
of scheme I with larger communication delay probabilities 0.2 is
still larger than that of the scheme with delay probabilities nullity
and 0.1, but the error of the scheme with the probabilities 0.1 is
smaller than the one with nullity probabilities after the 10th iter-
ation. This implies that the scheme with relatively larger delay
probabilities may incur either larger or smaller tracking error.

0.15
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==~a=w=10.9
——a=w=0.8

2 5.4

t.é 0.1

o

°

7}

g

&0.05'
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Figure 11. 100-run average of the tracking error with I" = 1/3 and different communication delay probabilities.
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Figure 12. 100-run average of the tracking error with I" = 0.5 and different communication delay probabilities.

Overall, from Figures 10-12 we may not assert that for a cho-
sen learning gain the scheme with larger communication delay
probabilities delivers larger tracking error.

6. Conclusion

In this paper, a P-type NILC scheme for a class of nonlinear sys-
tems with Bernoulli-type communication delay is constructed.
By means of evaluating expectation of the tracking error in the
sense of 1-norm, the convergence is analysed for the general
circumstance. The influence of the communication delay can
eventually be wiped off and perfect tracking performance can be
achieved. The analysis conveys that, under appropriate assump-
tions with respect to the systems dynamics and the learning gain,
the tracking error is asymptotically convergent to zero. However,
itis still a challenging to investigate the tracking performance of
the NILC scheme for MIMO systems.
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