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Abstract: This paper investigates the linear output regulation problem with both the
exosystem and the plant fully unknown. A data-driven regulator is proposed to achieve
asymptotic regulation and closed-loop stability without performing model identification. The
method constructs a nominal approximate internal model and filters of input and outputs,
thereby yielding a stabilizable cascaded nominal system whose states are available. For this
nominal system, a stabilizing law is derived from an offline dataset that has been acquired from
the plant during experiments, such that the system states exponentially converge to a subspace.
An identifier in discrete-time is, then, implemented to correct the internal model and update
the stabilizing law; as a result, the regulation error can be steered to zero asymptotically under
some persistent excitation conditions.
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1. INTRODUCTION
The output regulation problem aims to design a controller
that enables the system output to track a reference signal
or reject disturbances generated by an autonomous ex-
osystem. A seminal regulator design framework has been
proposed by introducing a certain copy of the exosystem
dynamics to compensate for the effect of exosystem, i.e.,
the internal model principle Francis and Wonham (1975,
1976). In recent decades, such an internal model-based
framework has attracted extensive attention in the con-
trol community, particularly for nonlinear systems ranging
from single-input single-output (SISO) systems Isidori and
Byrnes (1990); Huang and Rugh (1990); Huang (2004),
to multi-input multi-output (MIMO) Wang et al. (2016,
2020a,b) and multi-agent Isidori (2017); Su and Huang
(2011) scenarios.

In the output-regulation problem, a conventional assump-
tion is that the steady-state control input satisfies an
immersion condition Huang (2004), which requires a pri-
ori knowledge of the exogenous dynamics and imposes
structural conditions on the plant. To handle such issue,
Marconi et al. (2007); Marconi and Praly (2008) propose
a Luenberger observer-based design scheme. However, the
design of the corresponding steady-state compensator of
control input turns out non-trivial. Subsequent works then
have been developed by proposing identification-based ap-
proximate/adaptive design schemes Bin et al. (2019). Be-
sides, several other notable adaptive internal model regu-
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lators have also been proposed in Wang and Kellett (2019);
Priscoli et al. (2006); Serrani et al. (2002). These contri-
butions predominantly address minimum-phase systems,
while very few results treat adaptive regulation issues
for non-minimum-phase plants, with the exception of Bin
et al. (2019). In Bin et al. (2019) a general linear plant with
an unknown exosystem is considered, and a discrete-time
identifier is designed to handle internal-model parameter
identification. Nevertheless, how to extend this result to
accommodate uncertainties in the plant itself remains an
open problem.

Recently, data-driven control has emerged as a powerful
paradigm for scenarios in which the plant model is un-
known. Berberich et al. (2021) and Bosso et al. (2025b)
extended these ideas to continuous-time linear systems
and proposed a suite of solutions for the case of unknown
plant models. Building on results in Hu et al. (2025); Bosso
et al. (2025a), this approach has been further developed
for output regulation by designing controllers directly from
data, which has given rise to cascade-based design methods
such as those in Mao et al. (2025a,b). However, in the
most of the foregoing data-driven output-regulation works
the exosystem is assumed known; the more general and
challenging scenario where both the exosystem and the
plant structure are unknown remains open.

To bridge this gap, this paper develops a data-driven
adaptive output regulator for linear systems in which
both the plant dynamics and the exosystem are fully un-
known. A stabilizable nominal cascaded structure is con-
structed from measured input–output data, within which
an adaptive internal model with online parameter updates
is embedded. Building on this structure, a data-driven
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stabilizing law together with an adaptive mechanism is
designed to achieve asymptotic tracking and ensure closed-
loop stability, all without identifying either the plant or the
exosystem model.

Notation. |·| denotes the Euclidean norm and † denotes the
Moore–Penrose pseudoinverse. We use C to represent the
complex plane, and C+ for the closed right half-plane. For
square matrices A and B, the notion A ≺ B (or A ⪯ B)
indicates that (A−B) is negative definite (or semidefinite).
We use Rm×m

≻0 (or Rm×m
⪰0 ) to represent the set of m × m

positive definite (or semidefinite) matrices. σ(A) denotes
the spectrum of the matrix A ∈ Rn×n. When clear from
the context, the arguments of mappings and operators
are omitted. We use ỹ(t) to represent the measured data
corresponding to the true state y(t) at time t. For a vector
Ξ = col(x1, . . . , xm) ∈ Rnm, where xi ∈ Rn, we define
the reshape operator γ(Ξ) := [x1 . . . xm] ∈ Rn×m, i.e.
vec(γ(Ξ)) = Ξ.

2. PROBLEM FORMULATION & PRELIMINARY

2.1 Problem Formulation

Consider the SISO linear time-invariant (LTI) system
given by

ẋ = Ax+Bu, y = Cx, (1)

where x ∈ Rn is the state, u ∈ R is the control input, y ∈ R
is the measured output. The matrix triplet (A,B,C) ∈
Rn×n × Rn × R1×n is unknown except the dimension
n ∈ N+, and satisfies the following.

Assumption 1. The pair (A,B) is controllable, and the
pair (C,A) is observable.

In this paper, we are interested in the output regulation
problem, where we design a controller such that the output
y asymptotically converges to the reference output yr ∈ R
that is generated by an exogenous system

ẇ = Sw, yr = Crw, (2)

with w ∈ Rd the exogenous system state. The pair (Cr, S)
is unknown in the controller synthesis but assumed to be
observable. Additionally, the eigenvalues of S are distinct
on the imaginary axis, thus w being bounded over time.

We further impose the following assumptions.

Assumption 2. There exists a known compact set E ⊂ Rd

such that for any θ := col(θ1, . . . , θd) ∈ E , there holds

rank

[
A− λIn B

C 0

]
= n+ 1

for all roots λ of the characteristic polynomial p(λ, θ) =
λd + θdλ

d−1 . . . + θ2λ + θ1. Moreover, the characteristic
polynomial of S is p(λ, θ⋆) for some (unknown) θ⋆ ∈ E .
Assumption 3. The initial condition w(0) guarantees that
w(t) lies within a known compact set W ⊂ Rd for all t ≥ 0.

In this paper, we are interested in the following problem.

Problem 1. Suppose that the input-output dataset

S⋆ := {ũ(t), ỹ(t)}[0,t⋆]
has been collected from the plant (1) during a prior
experiment of duration t⋆ > 0, where ũ(·) and ỹ(·) denote
the recorded input and output trajectories over [0, t⋆].

The objective is to design a controller that leverages the
offline dataset S⋆, together with the online measurements
(u, y, yr) obtained from systems (1)-(2). The matrices
(A,B,C, S,Cr) are assumed to be unknown, except for
the state dimension n and the exosystem order d. The
controller needs to ensure that all closed-loop states are
bounded and that the tracking error e := y − yr satisfies

lim
t→∞

e(t) = 0. (3)

Remark 4. An intuitive approach to achieve the desired
regulation objective relies on transforming (2) into an
observable canonical form and identifying the matrix S
from yr. However, when yr is not directly available, e.g.,
in multi-agent scenarios where (2) serves as the leader and
most followers do not have access to yr, such a method
becomes infeasible. The approach proposed here avoids
explicit identification of S and is therefore particularly well
suited for multi-agent scenarios.

2.2 Preliminaries

For output regulation, we adopt the “approximate” inter-
nal model

η̇ = Φ(θ)η +Ge, (4)

with matrices

Φ :=


0 1
...

. . .
0 1

−θ1 −θ2 . . . −θd

 ∈ Rd×d, G =


0
...
0
1

 ∈ Rd (5)

where Φ is parameterized by a vector θ ∈ E . If the
exosystem matrix S is known, one can set θ = θ⋆ such
that S has the same characteristic polynomial as p(λ, θ⋆).
When the system matrices (A,B,C) are also known, this
problem is fully addressed by the internal model principle
Francis and Wonham (1976).

For the case where the system (1) is unknown but the
exosystem matrix S is available, a data-driven control
method was recently proposed in Bosso et al. (2025a).
In contrast, Problem 1 deals with an unknown matrix S,
which represents a more practical yet more challenging
scenario. Before presenting our approach, we briefly recall
the key results from Bosso et al. (2025a), in which a linear
filter is constructed for the input u and the output y, i.e.

ζ̇y = Fζy + Ly, ζ̇u = Fζu + Lu. (6)

Here, we select a Hurwitz matrix F ∈ Rn×n with distinct
eigenvalues λ1, . . . , λn and a vector L ∈ Rn such that
(F,L) is controllable. It has shown the following.

Lemma 5. Let Assumption 1 hold. There exist matrices
(Π1, H1) and (Π2, H2) ∈ Rn×n × R1×n satisfying

Π1F = (A−Π1LC)Π1, H1 = CΠ1,

Π2F = (A−Π1LC)Π2, Π2L = B, H2 = CΠ2,
(7)

where [Π1 Π2] has full row rank. Additionally, for matrices

A =

[
F + LH1 LH2

0 F

]
, B =

[
0
L

]
, C = [H1 H2] , (8)

we can then establish the following properties.

P1: The pair (A,B) is stabilizable, and (C,A) detectable;
P2: For any θ ∈ E , there holds

rank

[
A− λI2n B

C 0

]
= 2n+ 1, ∀λ ∈ σ(Φ(θ)). (9)



An important observation from the above lemma is that
the system (7), together with the output

y = H1ζy +H2ζu,

is a non-minimal realization of (1). To be precise,

x(0) = Π1ζy(0) + Π2ζu(0) ⇒ x(t) = Π1ζy(t) + Π2ζu(t), ∀t.
When implementing the filter (7), although the initial
conditions (ζy(0), ζu(0)) cannot be properly selected, it is
evident that the transverse coordinate

ρ := x−Π1ζy −Π2ζu
is exponentially stable. Its dynamics are given by

ρ̇ = (A−Π1LC)ρ,

where (A − Π1LC) is, similar to F , Hurwitz. That being
said, the plant (1) can be exactly represented by the dy-
namics of (ζy, ζu, ρ) in order to overcome the unavailability
of the signal x(t). As a consequence, we translate Prob-
lem 1 into the output regulation of the cascaded system
composed of the filter (6), the internal model, and the
exogenous system (2).

3. THE REGULATOR STRUCTURE

In this section, we propose our approach that is inde-
pendent of the unknown signal w, consisting of a post-
processing internal model, an online parameter identifier
for θ⋆, and a filter. The internal model guarantees that the
regulation error e converges to zero; the identifier updates
the inexact parameter θ using the discrete mechanism in
Bin et al. (2019); and the filter estimates the unknown
states x, thus providing reliable data for controller com-
putation.

3.1 Nominal Approximate Internal Model

Instead of using (4), we consider the following internal
model

η̇y = Φ(θ)ηy +Gy, (10)

which is, indeed, a nominal formulation independent of the
exogenous signal w. Together with the filter (6) and the
algebraic relation in Lemma 5, the dynamics of (ηy, x) can
be represented by the non-minimal realization
η̇y
ζ̇y
ζ̇u
ρ̇

 =

Φ(θ) GH1 GH2 GC
0 F + LH1 LH2 LC
0 0 F 0
0 0 0 A−Π1LC


ηyζyζu
ρ

+
00L
0

u.

(11)
The above system satisfies the following.

Lemma 6. With Assumptions 1-2, the system (11) is sta-
bilizable for any θ ∈ E .

Proof. In terms of the structure of the system matrix,
the state ρ is within the uncontrollable subsystem. Since
the matrix (A − Π1LC) is Hurwitz, the stabilizability of
equivalent to the one of the point pair([

Φ(θ) GC
0 A

]
,

[
0
B

])
with (A,B, C) defined in (8). Applying the PBH test, this
is equivalent to for any θ ∈ E ,

rank

[
Φ(θ)− λId GC 0

0 A− λI2n B

]
= d+ 2n, ∀λ ∈ C+.

(12)

To facilitate the analysis, we transform the column of
matrix (12) corresponding to Φ(θ) by right-multiplying
a lower triangular Toeplitz matrix TΦright

= [λi−j ]di,j=1,

with λi−j = 0 for i < j. As a result, the condition (12) is
equivalent to for all λ ∈ C+

rank

[Id−1 0
0 −p(λ, θ)

]
0
C

0
0

0 A− λI2n B

 = d+ 2n, (13)

where the definition of G in (5) is used.

For λ ∈ C+ \ σ(Φ(θ)), we have p(λ, θ) ̸= 0. Then
matrix (13) is full-row rank if and only if there holds
rank [A− λI2n B] = 2n . This is true by recalling the
Property P1 that the pair (A,B) is stabilizable. For λ ∈
σ(Φ(θ)), matrix (13) is full-row rank if and only if there
holds the non-resonance condition (9). □

From the above, there exists a linear feedback that expo-
nentially stabilizes system (11). For convenience, we write

ζoi := col(ζy, ζu).

However, although the signals (ηy, ζoi) are available for
controller design—whether model-based or data-driven—the
signal ρ is not accessible. To this end, similarly to Bosso
et al. (2025a), we perform a change of coordinate

(ηy, ζoi, ρ) 7→ (ηy, ζoi, Tρρ)

with the nonsingular matrix Tρ ∈ Rn×n satisfying ΛF =
Tρ(A− Π1LC)T−1

ρ and ΛF := diag(λ1, . . . , λn). It always
exists since (A−Π1LC) is similar to F , equivalently to ΛF ,
and d

dt (Tρρ) = ΛF (Tρρ). Therefore, we use the following
dynamics

χ̇ = ΛFχ, χ(0) = 1n, (14)

and there exists a matrixMρ ∈ R1×n such that Cρ = Mρχ.
The stabilizable plant (11) can be rewritten as η̇yζ̇oi

χ̇

 =


Φ(θ) GC GMρ

0 A
[
LMρ

0

]
0 0 ΛF

[ηyζoi
χ

]
+

[
0
B
0

]
u. (15)

This system is also stabilizable, but all the signals
(ηy, ζoi, χ), along with their time derivatives, are available
in both online and offline contexts.

3.2 Post-processing Data

For the continuous-time signals in the dataset S⋆, we
sample their values at times t0, . . . , tk and define the data
matrices accordingly

Y := [ỹ(t0) . . . ỹ(tk)] , U := [ũ(t0) . . . ũ(tk)] .

Now we post-process the dataset S⋆. To be precise, we
simulate the filters (6) and (14) and the nominal internal
model (10) by injecting ũ(·) and ỹ(·) over [0, t⋆]. Accord-
ingly, we obtain the “post-processed” dataset

Sθ
p := {η̃θy(t), ζ̃oi(t), χ̃(t)}[0,t⋆].

Note that we add the superscript (·)θ to indicate that the
post-processed signal ηy is dependent on the parameter θ
in the nominal internal model.

Similarly, we sample the dataset Sθ
p and obtain the follow-

ing data matrices:



Zθ
η,+ :=

[
˙̃ηθy(t0) . . . ˙̃ηθy(tk)

]
, Zθ

η :=
[
η̃θy(t0) . . . η̃θy(tk)

]
,

Zζoi,+ :=
[
˙̃
ζoi(t0) . . .

˙̃
ζoi(tk)

]
, Zζoi :=

[
ζ̃oi(t0) . . . ζ̃oi(tk)

]
,

X := [χ̃(t0) . . . χ̃(tk)] .

Note that the superscript in the matrices Zθ
η,+ and Zθ

η
is included to emphasize their dependence on θ in the
internal model.

Obviously, for a fixed θ, the above matrices satisfy

Zθ
+ = Aθ

cZ
θ + BcU +DMρX, (16)

with Zθ
+ = col(Zθ

η,+, Zζoi,+), Z
θ = col(Zθ

η , Zζoi), where

Aθ
c :=

[
Φ(θ) GC
0 A

]
, Bc =

[
0
B

]
, D =

[
G
L
0n

]
.

Note that the matrices (H1, H2,Mρ) are unknown. We
make the important observation that the matrices (Zζoi , X)
do not rely on the parameter θ, and thus we impose the
following excitation condition on the post-processed data.

Assumption 7. For the sampling instances {t0, . . . , tk}, the
post-processed dataset satisfies the excitation condition

rank

[
Zζoi
X

]
= 3n.

Lemma 8. Let Assumptions 1, 2 and 7 hold. Then, there

exists P ∈ R(2n+d)×(2n+d)
≻0 such that[
Âθ⊤P + P Âθ +Q PBc

B⊤
c P R

]
⪯ 0, (17)

for some Q ∈ R(2n+d)×(2n+d)
⪰0 and R ∈ R>0, where

Âθ = Aθ
n +

(
Zθ
+ −Aθ

nZ
θ − BcU

) [Zζoi
X

]† [
I2n

0d×2n

]
[02n 1] ,

Aθ
n = diag(Φ(θ), I2 ⊗ F ).

The dynamic output-feedback (6), (10), (14), and

u = Kθ

[
ηy
ζoi

]
(18)

with Kθ = R−1B⊤
c P globally exponentially stabilize the

system (11) at the origin.

We have the following.

Theorem 9. Let Kθ be such that the state feedback law
(18) globally exponentially stabilizes system (11) at the
origin, and consider the filter (6) and

η̇e = Φ(θ)ηe +Ge

ζ̇r = Fζr + Lyr.
(19)

Then, the subspace

M = {ηe, ζu, ζy, ζr, w : col(ηe, ζy − ζr, ζu) = Ψw} (20)

is globally exponentially stable (GES) 1 for any θ ∈ E ,
for the system (19), where Ψ = col(Ψηe ,Ψζy−ζr ,Ψζu) ∈
R(d+2n)×d and obtaining

Ψηei
S = Ψηe(i+1)

, i = 1, . . . , d− 1,

Ψηed
S = −θ1Ψηe1 − θ2Ψηe2 ...− θdΨηed

+ CΨx − Cr,
(21)

where Ψx = H1Ψζy−ζr +H2Ψζu + CΨϵ.

1 This is in the sense of global exponential stability with respect to
a closed invariant set; see, for example, (Lin et al., 1996, Def. 2).

Proof. The proof can be found in Appendices.

Remark 10. Theorem 9 shows that the feedback gain Kθ,
computed offline from the nominal system (11) indepen-
dently of the exogenous signal w and using the prior
datasets S⋆ and Sθ

p , can exponentially stabilize the sub-
space M in (20). Note that when θ = θ⋆, Problem 1 can
be fully solved. Therefore, the next section investigates the
online identification of θ in the exogenous system.

Remark 11. To relax the excitation condition in Assump-
tion 7, one may adopt the idea in Mao et al. (2025a)
by observing that (11) satisfies the cascaded structure.
Moreover, one may also adopt a direct data-driven method
by identifying the unknown H1, H2 in (11) and then com-
puting a stabilizing gain Kθ.

3.3 Identifier

As discussed above, due to the unknown nature of S, the
exact value of θ cannot be determined at the initial stage
of the system. A natural idea is to generate a regression
model of the unknown parameter θ⋆ in the form

β(t) = ϕ(θ⋆, α(t)),

and then identify the parameter online. Unfortunately, we
cannot obtain a linear regressor in our context, but it can
be represented as a linear regressor with some perturbation
terms. Here, we adopt the discrete-time identifier in Bin
et al. (2019).

The identifier state is defined as ξ = (R, v) ∈ Z := Rd×d×
Rd, which evolves at jumps according to

R+ = µR+ γ(α)γ(α)⊤

v+ = µv + γ(α)β

θ+ ∈ pE(R
†v),

where µ ∈ (0, 1) is a forgetting factor, pE(·) projects onto
a compact admissible set E , and the reshape operator γ(·)
has been defined in Section 1 (Notation). Here, we select
the variables (α, β) as

α = ηe, β = θ⊤ηe + e. (22)

The identifier yields the prediction β̂(θ, α) = θ⊤α with

prediction error ε(θ, α, β) = β − β̂(θ, α) and cost

Jα,β(t, j)(θ) =

j−1∑
i=0

µ j−i−1∥ε(θ, α(ti, i), β(ti, i))∥2.

For (t, j) ∈ T , t denotes the continuous time and j rep-
resents the jump iteration index of the discrete identifier.
We define tj = supt∈R(t, j) ∈ T , and the construction
based on errors ε and J is intended to identify the optimal
linear model that characterizes the relationship between
the inputs α and β. The finite data summaries

R⋆(t, j) =

j−1∑
i=0

µ j−i−1γ(α(ti, i))γ(α(ti, i))⊤

v⋆(t, j) =

j−1∑
i=0

µ j−i−1γ(α(ti, i))β(ti, i),

characterize minimizers of Jα,β via R⋆θ = v⋆ when R⋆ is
nonsingular. We provide the necessary clarification of the
following property established in Bin et al. (2019).



(i) the recursion for ξ = (R, v) is (robustly) asymptot-
ically stable, under a standard (J, ε)-persistency-of-
excitation condition on ηe, i.e., for µ ∈ (0, 1) and
some ϵ > 0

min σ

(
j−1∑
i=0

µj−i−1γ
(
ηe(t

i, i)
)
γ
(
ηe(t

i, i)
)⊤) ≥ ϵ.

By selecting (22), the identifier is interconnected with the
proposed internal model such that the identifier updates θ
using the measurable signal ηe and the regulation error e.
According to (Bin et al., 2019, Prop. 1), the convergence
of the identification algorithm can be guaranteed.

Algorithm 1 Adaptive Data-Driven Output Regulation

Require: Initial parameter θ0, δ, dataset S⋆ for t ∈ [0, τ ],
sample number N ≥ 1, sampling interval τs = τ/N .
% θi:updated parameter after the i-th jump;

% {Sai

bi
}Ni=0 := {(ai, bi)| for i = 0, 1, . . . , N};

1: Use S⋆, (6), and (14) to generate ζ̃(t), χ̃:

χ̃(t) = exp(−ΛF t)1n,

ζ̃y(t) =

∫ t

0

exp[F (t− τ)]Lỹ(τ) dτ,

ζ̃u(t) =

∫ t

0

exp[F (t− τ)]Lũ(τ) dτ, t ∈ [0, t⋆].

Ensure: Boundedness and tracking error e → 0.
2: for i = 0 to NI do
3: Initialization: η̃θie (0) = 0 ∈ Rd, ζ̃θi(0) = 0 ∈ R2n,

χ̃θi(0) = 1n, ΛF = diag(λ1, . . . , λn).
4: Initial offline data of θi: Run the internal model

(10), i.e.

η̃θiy (t) =

∫ t

0

exp[Φ(θi)(t− τ)]Gỹ(τ) dτ, t ∈ [0, t⋆].

Sampling to compute the post-processed data Sθi
p .

5: Compute Stabilizing Gain Kθi : Solve the LMI[
Âθi⊤P + P Âθi +Q PBc

B⊤
c P R

]
⪯0, P = P⊤≻0, R>0,

then Kθi =
[
Kθi

ζy
Kθi

ζu
Kθi

ηe

]
= R−1B⊤

c P .

6: Adaptive Iteration:
7: Apply (Kθi , θi) to (19);
8: Execute (19) for duration T2 to obtain (ηe, e); up-

date θi+1 using the discrete identifier.
9: if |θi+1 − θi| < δ then

10: Set Nend := i; break
11: end if
12: end for
13: return {Sθi

ei }
Nend
i=0 to generate the image.

4. MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we present our main results on the data-
driven state-feedback controller for output regulation. By
integrating the datasets S⋆ and Sθ

p , the post-processed
internal model, the system tracking filter, and the discrete
parameter identifier, we construct the output regulator as
follows:


τ̇ = 1

(Ṙ, v̇) = (0d×d, 0d)

θ̇ = 0

Eqs. (19), (6), τ ∈ [0, T1 + T 2]

τ+ = 0

η+e = ηe

ζ+ = ζ (ζ := col(ζy − ζr, ζu))

θ+ ∈ pE(R
†v)

R+ = µR+ γ(ηe)γ(ηe)
⊤

v+ = µv + γ(ηe)
(
θ⊤ηe + e

)
, τ ∈ max[T 2, T 2],

(23)

with the regulator output

u = Kθ

[
ηe
ζ

]
,

where T1 denotes the data sampling period of the nominal
system, T 2 represents the lower bound of the steady state
convergence time of the actual system, meaning that when
T2 ≥ T 2 the actual system can be guaranteed to have
reached steady state, and T 2 is chosen as the upper bound
of the convergence time, with the system output given by
(18). After each jump, the updated parameter θ and the
recorded dataset S⋆ are used to compute the new post-
processed dataset Sθ

p and the corresponding Kθ.

For the above proposed regulator, we have the following
convergence result.

Theorem 12. Let Assumptions 1–3 and 7 hold for the
given plant, the exogeneous system, and the sampling
times t0, . . . , tk. Then, there exists T ⋆

1 > 0 such that
for T 2 ≥ T ⋆

1 , all states in the closed-loop that are
interconnected by (1), (2) and (23) are bounded. Moreover,
suppose that ηe is (J, ϵ)-PE for some J ∈ N and ϵ > 0, and
then there exists T ⋆

2 ≥ T ⋆
1 such that for any T 2 ≥ T ⋆

2 the
convergence property in (3) holds.

Proof. The stability problem of equations (6) and (19) in
system (23) can be addressed by Theorem 8. Considering
the existence of the discrete-time identifier, it is neces-
sary to perform a preliminary analysis using Lyapunov
inequalities for both continuous-time intervals (i.e., flow
processes) and discrete jumps. By analyzing the identifi-
cation error and the dynamics described by (21), stability
can be determined in the jump instants and the minimum
iteration time. Additionally, key inequality equations for
the boundedness of the identifier states can be derived.
Through the (J, ϵ)-persistency of excitation condition and
the Cayley-Hamilton theorem under the true value con-
dition in equation (21), we can extract key information
regarding the steady-state regulation error being zero
in Problem 1. The guarantee of asymptotic stability is
obtained by integrating the Lyapunov inequalities, both
continuous and discrete, that hold for the states of the
internal model, identifier, and filter. By combining (Bin
et al., 2019, Lemma 5) under the noise-free analysis, we
can conclude that limt→∞ e(t) = 0. The detailed proof can
be found in (Bin et al., 2019, Proof of Theorem 1). Since
this paper considers the simplified case without noise, the
specific proof details are not repeated here.

Remark 13. The overall algorithm is given in Algorithm
1, whose cascaded structure is illustrated in Fig. 1. Note



that if the adaptation parameter θ is equal to their values
in θ⋆ and a stabilizing feedback gain Kθ is known, the
proposed approach becomes the standard one for model-
based output regulation. From this point onward, the
convergence is exponential.

Plant
ẇ = Sw

yr = Crw

Int. Model

& Filters

Identifier

e
Recorded
data S⋆

Data
Post-process

θ

Data-driven
Unit

Kθ

Kθ
θ

e
yr y

(ηe, ζ)

u

Fig. 1. Block diagram of the closed-loop system structure.

5. NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS

In this section, we present numerical simulations to vali-
date the effectiveness of the proposed approach.

We consider a linear system (1) with the matrices

A =

[
1 1 1
−1 0 1
1 1 0

]
, B =

[
0
1
2

]
, C = [−1 1 0] .

The reference is generated by the exosystem with S =
[0,−2; 2, 0] and w(0) = 12. and the regulated output
coefficient is set as the column vector Cr = −[2, 50/π2].
The simulation runs for t⋆ = 10 s with a sampling
period τs = 0.1 s. The initial state x(0) is randomly
sampled component-wise from the interval [−1, 1]; the
initial conditions ϵ(0), ηe(0) and ζ(0) are set to zero. The
excitation input used for data collection in S⋆ is ũ(t) =∑4

k=1 k sin(kω1t), ω1 = 5 rad/s. The filter parameters
are chosen as ΛF = −diag(1, 2, 3), L = col(1, 2, 3). The
internal model is implemented according to (6) with initial
parameter estimate θ0 = col(1,−1) and G = col(0, 1).

For the identifier, we set µ = 0.9. At each iteration, Φ(θ)
is reconstructed and a new stabilizing gain Kθ is obtained.
This process is repeated for NI = 70 iterations. The
collected data satisfy Assumption 7. After a number of it-
eration, the parameter θ stopped at col(−4, 0) and Kθ70 =
−[1.561 1.012 0.348 1.175 − 1.826 0.714 0.336 1.167]. We
show the simulation results in Fig. 2 for this configuration.

6. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have developed a data-driven regulator
that achieves asymptotic regulation with unknown linear
plant and exosystem dynamics. The nominal system con-
structed from offline data has been shown to overcome the
infeasibility issues caused by the unmeasurable exosystem
states, enabling the data-driven computation of stabiliz-
ing feedback gain. Moreover, the discrete-time parameter
identifier effectively handles the iterative adaptation of the
internal-model parameters associated with the unknown

exosystem matrix, and the overall scheme has been proven
to guarantee stability and asymptotic convergence of the
regulation error. Future work will extend this framework
to leader–follower multi-agent networks to achieve output
synchronization when only a subset of agents has access to
the exosystem output. It is also interest to extend the pro-
posed approach to MIMO systems using Kreisselmeier’s
adaptive filter Gao et al. (2025); Kreisselmeier (1979),
as well as to nonlinear systems through the Kazantzis–
Kravaris–Luenberger (KKL) observer Andrieu and Praly
(2006).

Appendix A. THE PROOF OF LEMMA 8

Proof. For the data-based system equation (16), we sep-
arate the known part from the unknown part, leading to

Zθ
+ =

[
Φ(θ) 0
0 I2 ⊗ F

]
Zθ +

[
0
B

]
U +D [C Mρ]

[
Zζoi
X

]
.

Then, the unknown matrix C can be estimated using
measurable data and known matrices. From Assumption
7, the following holds,

H = DC =
(
Zθ
+ −Aθ

nZ
θ − BcU

) [Zζoi
X

]† [
I2n

0d×2n

]
.

Hence, we define Âθ = Aθ
n +H [02d 1] , so that the matrix

Aθ
c can be expressed as Âθ, and is now treated as a known

matrix. From Lemma 6, it follows that the pair (Aθ
c ,Bc) is

stabilizable for any fixed θ.

We now establish closed-loop stability. It is ensured if there
exist matrices P ≻ 0 and Q ≻ 0 of proper dimensions and
a scalar R > 0 such that Âθ⊤P + P Âθ − PBcR

−1B⊤
c P +

Q ⪯ 0, with a stabilizing feedback gain Kθ = R−1B⊤
c P .

Applying the Schur complement directly leads to (17) and

Âθ − BcK
θ is Hurwitz.

Appendix B. THE PROOF OF THEOREM 9

Proof. To facilitate the proof, we define

ζe := ζy − ζr.

Its dynamics is given by ζ̇e = Fζe + Le. Define the
transverse coordinate

ρe := x−Π1ζe −Π2ζu,

whose dynamics is ρ̇e = (A − Π1LC)ρe + Π1LCrw. Now,
the overall dynamics is
ẇ
ρ̇e
η̇e
ζ̇e
ζ̇u

 =


S 0 0 0 0

Π1LCr A−Π1LC 0 0 0
−GCr GC Φ(θ) GH1 GH2

−LCr LC 0 F + LH1 LH2

0 0 LKθ
ηe

LKθ
ζe F + LKθ

ζu



w
ρe
ηe
ζe
ζu

.
Note that all the sequel analysis is conduct for a fixed θ.
Given the Poisson stability of system S and the Hurwitz
property of the (2, 2)-block above, the steady state of the
overall system can be represented as a linear combination
of w, i.e.

lim
t→∞

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
ρe(t)ηe(t)
ζe(t)
ζu(t)

−

Ψρe

Ψηe

Ψζe
Ψζu

w(t)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ = 0 (exp.), (B.1)



Fig. 2. The first figure shows the the regulation error e; the second illustrates the convergence of the parameter θ.

in which Ψρe
,Ψηe

,Ψζe and Ψζu are solutions of the
Sylvester equation

Ψρe
S = (A−Π1LC)Ψρe

+Π1LCr,

Ψηe
S = Φ(θ)Ψηe

+GH1Ψζe +GH2Ψζu +GCΨρe
−GCr,

ΨζeS = (F + LH1)Ψζe + LH2Ψζu + LCΨρe
− LCr,

ΨζuS = LKθ
ηe
Ψηe

+ LKθ
ζeΨζe + (F + LKθ

ζu)Ψζu .
(B.2)

We perform the change of coordinate (ρe, ηe, ζe, ζu) 7→
x := (ρe − Ψρe

w, ηe − Ψηe
w, ζe − Ψζew, ζu − Ψζuw), and

we have

ẋ =

A−Π1LC 0 0 0
GC Φ(θ) GH1 GH2

LC 0 F + LH1 LH2

0 LKθ
ηe

LKθ
ζe F + LKθ

ζu

x. (B.3)

Considering that (B.3) satisfies the stabilizability con-
dition in Lemma 6 and that Lemma 8 guarantees the
solvability of Kθ, a system matrix in (B.3) can be made
Hurwitz. Consequently, the exponential convergence prop-
erty of (B.1) follows. If we partition conformally Ψηe :=
col(Ψηe1 , . . . ,Ψηed

), then (B.2) becomes (21), where CΨx−
Cr = H1Ψζe + H2Ψζu + CΨρe − Cr. By substituting the
first d− 1 equations into the last equation and noting the
transformation relation Ψx = Ψρe+Π1ζe+Π2ζu, we obtain
Ψηed

S = −θ1Ψηe1 − θ2Ψηe2 ...− θdΨηed
+CΨx −Cr, which

yields the desired identity and completes the proof.

REFERENCES

Andrieu, V. and Praly, L. (2006). On the existence of
a Kazantzis–Kravaris/Luenberger observer. SIAM J.
Control Optim., 45(2), 432–456.

Berberich, J., Wildhagen, S., Hertneck, M., and Allgöwer,
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