% 33% 4B 5 £ #H 5 x R Vol.33 No.5
20184 S H Control and  Decision May 2018

NEHS: 1001-0920(2018)05-0824-11

TR RITHI ARG RIS | fE A it

AR AN, k2

(1. EEILEF WY B S RENLRR, Bi&RYERK 22904-4743;

2. MRS RY: REEHSE BAEEHEHESSLIE, LI 200240)
O WAL R R GRS A T AR 2 I 2R G AT A — AN ik AR i R, B % F RN £ oA Ak PR R
Lyapunov B8 508 EX. FEl 583 W5 AN S n) B, BB 7 MR e V0 RN 240 SR 42 1) 2R G W 51 3 it 1 Il L) — R 4 7 ik, R
T SCHR R BRI ) SRR T A
KHEIR: AR R RS Mol HUTHEA; Lyapunov B4
FE5ES: TP273 NHERFRRRD: A

DOI: 10.13195/j.kzyjc.2017.1575

Estimation of domain of attraction for linear systems with actuator
saturation

LIN Zong-1i*t, LI Yuan-long?

(1. Department of Electrical and Computer Engineering, University of Virginia, Charlottesville 22904-4743, USA;
2. Key Laboratory of System Control and Information Processing of Ministry of Education of China, Shanghai Jiaotong
University, Shanghai 200240, China)

Abstract: The estimation of the domain of attraction of a linear system subject to actuator saturation is one of the
fundamental problems in nonlinear control. Solving this problem involves the treatment of the saturation function and the
choice of the Lyapunov function. For the two problems, this paper reviews a series of approaches to estimate the domain

of attraction of saturated system, and summarizes results in the literature, including some of our recent results.
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AJ S4B E I, X BRSBTS I R
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& = Ax + Bsat(u), u = Fx. (1)

Hilz € RPHARGWE, u € R NPSHITAE 2,
F e R W B4 25, sat: R™ — R™ WkRRi
R IR R W TFu = [ug, g, -
S e
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HIU 4 AN 4. — > Lyapunov B8 BUK 1 52 & W 4 A
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4 Fx
) Hx
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BRI, DRI 0 £ 8 AR 0™ A 3R O3 VR 1) A 3 RE o “AR
B )RR DX S A B A TN (R DR S L X T R A
NEIR R DL B m = 1, -1 (5) AT i, sat(Fz) €
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Bl 2(a) I T0 5 He(FEX BRI RE D, = 1) %
B 3 BA 52 X sk b 1 oAt A B8, DU 25 B il — AN B A,
B AR B — M 0 DU 3 %, an 1 2(b) Fr . B, by 9
HMEH, € R 1T, =1,2,i=1,2,3,4,f

=7l

(B 2] [0 0] [1 0]

= F + H2 Z,
| for | 0 1] 0 0]
[ fa | [1 0] [0 0]
he ) _ F+ Hsy | 2,
_hggx_ _0 O_ _0 1_
[hiz] [0 0] [1 0]
el F4+ H, | .
h42$ 0 O 0 1

LA, T RN 28 1 B2 45 sat (F) AR THSE 387 L 9, L
A PR A T A8 T I — AN G ST Pl B
Bl AT A 45 07 B T2 AR AN 13 52 381 2 e 4l Bh 6 R 1 24
WL T IR i, o4 H A B RN £ R ) Sk A T
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sat(Fz) € co{ D;Fx + D; H;x : i € I[1,2™]}. (7)

SR RA H, = H,i € I[1,2™], st/
AR INE (T KB AL G RN B RN VE (5). Bk
ML R RN T R IR TR S 5N T T IR 4 B AR
B H, TEAS S50 L R B SR Stk b, K 7
H H AR B, BRAIG T AL BB AN 2 SR R <7 P, A
M 7] 45 31— H AR 57 14 58 /N B AT R R R B (P) W4
ANAR I (1) 78 53 S A1 121:23.261,

EIE3 AEIEEMEMEP ¢ RV WIRF{EME
M H; € R™ "0 € I[1,2™].3 2
He(P(A+BD;F+BD; H;))<0, i € I[1,2"], (8)
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SR E(P) € () L(H:) Wik B(P) RS 0k
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E2 SR X SRR B R R VE AN AT BLAR
H A R B sat(Fo), £33 ¥ 8 G, ] Sk A2
TR VRN bR RO ) B 28 1 bR B, VE A &G SR S ISR
[16,20,28-31].
1.4 Rk

AT A A L R AN R 5 v, B L~
345 H T W ORIER B (P) WS 4E A28 M 1 78 43 261,
W~ e B 3T A& ER E(P) $ ]
VE R o6 R 58 (1) 1 — AN 5 8k . 72 B
A B 5 A v R e SEROM R PR 2 B K U AR A
AFMEER. N T B — AN RE K BIMAER, 7 A DL
IR U A8 A28 PE 2 A R L R B A 1)L 1 o 7 22
— M EMER E(P) K/ANKIERAE, 4 Xr € RPAERH
SR TR A S A R, RN IR S %
LT HR—EL o, ilaXr = {az : 2 € Xg}. &
R F—NES SR aXr C SHalK EE
SRR, AR 2 MAARTEIRI S H L W X =
co{z1, 29, ,an}, Wz, € R p € I[1, N]. %5l
H, 9N = 1L, Xp = {z} B, — N BRH o BIRE
G SHE 2 J7 A ER KM, iR FAREUR, 7T LLdE
i B KW HL o RS B R IR G s . DUE B2
8], KH S AR A 1) R 3

max . C)
P>0.H

st.a) aXp C BE(P);
b) He(P(A + BD;F + BD; H)) <0,
i€ I[1,2m];
¢) E(P) C L(H).
TSR R AR A ) R, 7 K AR A R A
a) F ¢) e Ak o AT U T SR R AN 55 502k F. TR

kM) ST

1 T
0?2 Pz, <1, & | P | >0, peI[l,N].
Tp p!
LIRS M o) FMM T
1 hP!

hP'hT <1, & l
*

L 1 >0, €I[1,m],

Forb by NFERE H 5 54T, AN, 29 b) T B
He(AP™' + BD,FP™' + BD; HP™') <0,
HepieI1,2m. 4y=1/a?,Q=P ', Z=HP™,
WA Ak T R (9) TT AR AN O T B 2k g BE AN 4 5K

xR %33%
(Linear matrix inequality, LMI) J& = [ AfE A4 [r] 12251
g 7 1o
s.t. a) ; o >0, 1€elIll,p];
!

b) He(AQ + BD;FQ + BD; Z) < 0,
i€ I[1,2m];

o) L} 21 >0, jeI[1,m].
Hop 2z NHERE Z B3 54T ek, AT DUARE 2 3 1 A
€ P 34 1 5 2 (10) AR AL I 28 PR B AN 5 XL Ak 7]
T, SR AE L) B RS AR AN AL R
1.5 HEMRE

51 FEREAHE THSHMBEMLA RS R%

(1):
A:lo 2]732[1.4 3]7
304 0 —0.7

—0.4698 —0.0770
[—0.8318 0.7640]'

HEEIRSHE X = {2}, Hde, =0 1]7.
I3 SR AR DL SE FE 1 ~ E BE 3 o W ER Ui 45 AN AR 1 464
LR IALAR ] L 15 2

AR = 7,773 9,

[ 0.0201 —0.0038]
| -0.0038 0.0165 |

SR IX
Popt -

alEhe = 81039,

plesne _ | 00184 —0.0034]
o -0.0034 0.0152 |

afotne — 88249,

Bt
Popt -

0.0157 —0.0026
—0.0026 0.0128 1 '

M cxopy FBUELA, ) P BACHE R Y L 3R i b R 1
FNL R AT AT R AT A AERRER, A SR LR R
IR, I T R X A . A, D T S
b bk 3 Fh i SR 7E 1 3 eh o 1 3/ B R,
H T O R R TR I B U ER (S 20) BRK, IX
BB AL G AR i (L) I A X 4% A
(3L 2R), R TR L3RR IR AR AR BN 2 5 TR A
B /NIRRT

Gy — 75 TH, i AR B RS (1) SR )
G WP 3 R AT R e P . R R A T
RIRTRAL 3 Bl AL B AN 2 3 T5 35 o A < T B/, (B
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3 BRARWAEREMHE

FEFE T YR Lyapunov B 2015 2 W 51 84k vF B
BRG] EHOS AR RUR ZE R, T — 7 M
Lyapunov BRI 0% A FE 1518 3R 15 5 R B9 51 3k fil 1.

2 Lyapunov R {15 HX
2.1 R Lyapunov iK%

YRR BB AT 29 SRR T2 B T, SRy bt [X 2% A
LR IRV AT F TR IR Lyapunov iR 80F R S
1R IF T) S B e — A B 1 — IR ek B, AT 3 —
15 215 YK Lyapunov B8 £ (1) e 18] 5 500 F1 i 28
P B AN A5 R . i T 2%, R R AH S AR AL 7]
1, 15 B B A AU 4 AN A Rk, DAVE S i AN 2 o 4% |
RGN G kT

TR E SR M oA IX R — A I ) 38 SR AR AR AL i)
AT B B RS A AN R R AN R I K ? H R4
HH s RS i AN AR ER 1Y) 5 L.

EX1 idp.:=sup{p: E(P,p) WAL},
BRE(P, pe) =i KW ALK,

4R Bk e AL RAESE D) X T AE—
x € E°(P,p.) \ {0} V(z) < 0;2) fEEHEE ) €
OE(P, p.) 813V (xo) = 0. Hd: E°(P,p.) = {z :
2T Pz < p.},0E(P,p.) = {x: 2Pz = p.}.

X T U N IR 2 3 I R 40 (1), sat(Fz) €
co{Fz, Hz},x € L(H), ™ H 288 R B . 45
SET AL He(P(A + BF)) < 0 IEE MR P, AR ¥ & B
2 F L R 4 F He(P(A + BH)) < 0ORIE(P,p) C
L(H) KGR E(P, p) WA AR, 9T R —A
ST RER IS i AN AR, S T A A ) 7

max p. (11)
HeRan

st.a) (A+ BH)'P+ P(A+ BH) <0;
b) pHP™'HT < 1.

0 p* AR R (11) B AR . TSk [32-331 2
22U B T 20 (1) H A S 2SR AR A R AR ER ISR A
PRI ELXAT,H p* = pe.

2 BTG T S HO AR AN 2 R g
il R4 (1):

T

_Jos —0.8] B ﬂ e l1.2231] |
0.8 0.6 4 ~2.2486
2.4628 —1.5372
4p - l 628 —1.537 1.*@%%@5@

~1.5372 1.3307
(10), \T 13 p* = 1.4686. A T WUk HEK E(P, p*)
ST B KWL AE AR IGER, WG I ERIL T OE (P, p*) 4 —
X Lyapunov B V (z) = 2T Pz I 8] 2402 T K4
W B 4 R AR 0 R OR OE (P, p*) b I FFE.

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
4 SBEWMHIAROE(P,p*) KV (x)(f512)

IR,V (2) FEOE(P, p*) LI KA A0, B AEAE
zo € OE(P,p*)flif3 V(o) = 0.k, HACHEER
E(P, p*) NEKIARAERER, B p* = p...

StF 24N RGN S, R RER AR A AV 1 78
ISR EAR — SE R EEI). KGR AR AR 1)

. 12
BN 12

s.t.a) He(P(A+ BD,F + BD; H)) <0,
i€ I[1,2m];
b) ph; P~'h} <1, j € I[1,m].
10 p* ARAL TR (12) PR SR A A
13 FEWTRESH:

|06 —0.8  |0.8828 —0.1455
108 06| |0.2842 —0.0896]

26921 —9.1511
—0.9778 —18.2487| "

0.2773 —0.3815

4p =
—0.3815 7.8606

1@‘2%@%4{ 7] il

(12), AT f3 p* = 0.0342. W5 h R LLPIR, V(2) 72
OE(P, p*) EW s KAE/NT 0, RV R p* # pe.

5 SBWEKIAROE(P, p*), 0E(P,0.0448) IV (2)(f513)



830 # % 5

xR ¥33%

HRE T NPT RS

514
_ {06 —08 B 2 1 |
0.8 0.6 4 0
_ |1.2231 —2.2486
~0.5402 9.1254 |
44628 —3.0372] . .
AP = R AR AL TA)
—3.0372 3.3307

(12), T 13 p* = 0.7258. 54613 RFEMI &,V (z) #£
OE(P, p*) LB KM% T 0, K 6 Fow, Bl p* = p.

V(x)

6 SEEWMIKABROE(P, p ) IV (z)(f5)4)

X F AN F 2 N A 2 R 3 ] R4 (1), 18T
KA ) R (12), 4 B W] 45 21 e KW 4 AN B R,
A HINASRE. X EwE RA AU R (12) 1A
iR A2 G BRI 2 A B, A e A 21 B R WL A AN AR A
BR.OSCHR B4V 4R T — B 2k A, IR T X Lt
B %A 06 A2 I, BRI B2 (P, p) i S8 R B K WS 4
ANEREER, BI p* = p,.. 7E45] 3 A7) 4 v, 451] 4 v i e R
iR & SCHIR [34] 32t () B I 2 A, T 91 3 R0 2. =
B TR [34] T ) 5 f KL i AN AR R ER 1) T R AT A AE
J B AE N i 45 2, 207 VR C 48 2 B TR H 2tk
o0 AN 25 R SR AR e RS i AN AR R g 2 ) 46 2R

2P 1] R (12) ) 5 DO A R A2 STHR [34) 45
HE %) B 0 25 A B, B Ko A SR AR A KR i A A A
BR, SCHR [35-36] #2 t 1 — M T AR ETH S SR g 7
O TR R 2R N2 R H R4 (1), B
753 21 H g KU 4 ANk, &5 B IC -7 1. X T4 3,
A FAREOH FE TS 2 p. = 0.0448. B S EIE 1
E(P,0.044 8) 72 st KWt A2 fEK.

2.2 [@f Lyapunov iR

"I Lyapunov pF R 18 55 YR )z s v H T
PRI 2 SR 1] 28 46 1) Rl M 2 i R A ol 2 it 4R
1M, 7€ & 48 0 i 5 256 1 72 1, 48 H = IX Lyapunov
bR A S AFAEAR KO < 1. an P 5 B, 26 T =K
Lyapunov BR £ W 5] 3854l 7 55 3 92 (10 W 51 48 2 (8]
TEAERBCR I ZE 80, 9 T FEAK B — I Lyapunov B8 27
KBRS E, FE AR T 2 FhdE — K Lyapunov i

%, HH ™ A Lyapunov i % (Convex hull Lyapunov
function)™" i1 T B AT R4 HORFME T 46 %2 R VE. 45 7€
— I IEEHEQ; € R, j e I[1,J. AT = {’y -

J
(1,72, ]t € RT 2y 20, Z'—}/j = 1}. KN
j=1

Lyapunov B #E SN
J -1
Ve(z) = min (;—1 VJQ]) x. (13)

EAR, Ve (z) B ZIRF XKL BNV, (ax) = o?V,(z). 4
J =18Q1 = Q2 = -+ = Q; M, V.(z) ¥iB1k
N R Lyapunov B H V () = 27 Q7 w. 1Ak, V.(2)
e i OB 2L AT ). 8 X V() B — KPR N
Ly, (1) = {z € R" : Vi(z) < 1}. B8 MR E(Q;)
CLy(1),HfA

Ly, (1) = co{ E(Q; ") : j € I[1,J]} =
J
{Z%’%’ ca; e B(QyY), v e F},

R Hﬂ*?ﬂﬂ‘ﬁﬁﬁE(Q;l) HEPI AR T V(o) BI7K

FAE Ly, (1). ik x € 0Ly, NOE(Q; ). WA
2TQ7 N (Qr — Q))Q; 'w <0, ke I[1,J).

X —REPELE ™ 6L Lyapunov bR H0H W 51 384 113 72

rp ik 38 21 AR B8, A Lyapunov 8 28 At M 5

WL 3CHR [37,39-401].

WIHR A G AR R TE R BB AN 2 5, A
R E # 4.

EIBAP8 5 B 2 s R 48 (), an i
ﬁ?‘f%ﬁﬁiéﬁﬂ'g S RmX”ﬂEHEIEﬁ*,]?%ZEﬂ”k,Z S
IN,2m], 5,k € I[1, J), W 2

He((A + B(D;F + D7 H;))Q;) <

J
> Bi(@r— Q). i € I[1,2™), j € I[1,J]; (14)
k=1

huQ;h, <1, 1€ I[1,m], j € I[1,J]. (15)
Forb by NFERE Hy B S LAT. MIKP4E Ly, (1) =204
ANAZ.

T B, B — A QKR AE AH HL ST 1R 4l B A B
Hj. %J = 18#&Q1 = Q; = -+ = Q. B4
IBA e B 2. O T RIS R AT R R IR 51 Al o, 74
TR ARA i) R
(16)

max Q.
Q;>0,Z;, Bijr 20, pp; >0

T
1 ax,

J >0, peI[1,N];
ary Y ppQ;

j=1

s.t. a)
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b) He((A + BD;F)Q, + BD; Z;) <

J
Zﬂzgk(@k - Q])7 (XS I[L 2m]7
k=1

T
2 Qj
J

d) Y =1, peI[1,N].

j=1
Hrra) SN THREOE KM aXr € Ly, (1),Xgr =
co{z, : pEI[1, N}, 2y NHBE Z; = H;Q; KIZE 14T

SO R (10) AN [F], LA 1] R (16) J 3 T Xk
P55 B A~ 45 3 (Bilinear matrix inequality, BMI) [,
N HEL R AT a) A b) v 8 A7 AR 0 IE 78 H6 BRI R S bR
IR, AR AL 7] (16) A & — AN M AR Ak ) L —
Bk B, BMIALAL 0] 75 (1) 4 =) fe AR AR MEAS 3. — A
TR T SR IR IR T 925 A A — AN IR AR LM
SR il BMI ji] . 0 S2AR AL T 783 (16), SCHR [38] S it 1
— i & T path-following!*!! [P IE AV, ZkE R E L
DAAIE A, I 75 (10) 1) 5 A0 A 0 0 B S X R 4
QR B IR B 22 5 B iR AR SR () B 44 (R m] LUAR IR 1%
REE R I AR = TR A 2.

U SR R S 2 Y L R TR A AL BRI AN 2 o, A
W ERS, AE T 2 R R B .

TE IR SO SRR RN ) AR I R 4o (1), W R
AR Hy; € R fAE bR =4 By, i €
I[1,2™), 4, k € I[1, J],i# 2

He((A+ B(D;F + D; Hy5))Q;) <

1 .
¢) l Zﬂ] >0, Lelll,m], jeI[l,J];

J
D Bik(Qe = Qy), i € I[1,2™], j € I[1,J]; (17)
k=1

hijQihly <1, 1€ 1I[1,m], j € I[1,J]. (18)
Hort by NHERE Hy (E8 UAT. WIZKSF4R Ly, (1) 2 Y4
AT,

97 WAIE ™ A Lyapunov B8 507 W 51 48 4% 11 05 T
(AR, 4TS AR 1 R (1) R B8 9. S U IR 255 1)
Ha = [0 UTHAJT = 2, RMAHRA AL A 8,
CIEGEILINSZE S

o BLyapunov SN _ g go7 7

Qi Lyapunons fE5EN L _ 80.1160 15.3911
! 15.3911 101.6478]

)

Qlﬂl@,Lyapunov+ﬂ7§Elﬂlﬂ o 782320 201708
2 20.1708 98.8530

aﬁ"l@Lyapunov+E§(i£H'1@ — 10541 6,

WhE Al et RAEH R A Bt -
QB Liapunons 21 _ 89.2195 15.5048
' 15.5048 113.9083]
1" Lyapunov+ ik ™) _

2

87.4854 22.0836
22.0836 110.026 5] '
Mo BB 45 R, 78 B 5 AT 3RAT ORI 5] A
i BN SN T e 2 A B RE. 55— 7 1H, A
Lyapunov B £ 15 21| ] o 33 Eb I Lyapunov % #(15 2|
K, 3X 3% B 78 W% 5| 385045 11 77 T ™ A Lyapunov B8 41
Et 7K Lyapunov eR 2UH A B /NP IR 51 12
b A5 21 19 ™ A Lyapunov pR UK P4 22T &
791 (B AT AMK R EE T IR Lyapunov of £ 2 3
1 € B2 8 3 3 AL T ™ A Lyapunov R U E B4
BB 5). B s R 26 S X A FT ™ A Lyapunov
BR E AL G2 ™ AL R TR VR4S B I 5| 8 T, A R R
24 P A X 35 0 2 45 FH ™ B Lyapunov 2R 50FT S50 2 Y
RIS B G385 T, P 3 AR 5 | Ak v
A& 1 TSR A IR Lyapunov B8 3075 21 (1. @44, 5
T1™ 8 Lyapunov R 251 W51 80 TH B2 EE R =i
Lyapunov pR $045 21| (1) K, 5430 31 S IR 5] 35K
15

_1*15 -10 -5 )(c) 5 10 15
E7 ETFTARGZERWRSIEMAT (D)
3 A —FHEZEA T RRBAREZ
i H 11 2 A 24 Lyapunov B8 1 /& i K Lyapunov pf £
(Max quadratic Lyapunov function)8!, 52 X~
Vinax (7) = max{z" Pjz : j € I[1,J]},
Hob Py IE SRR RE. AP {2 0 Viax(@) < 13K
JAWEER E(P;) A2 4, SCIR [39) C&IEA T V() 5
Vinax () Z 18] (R SLHE 1%, 4 F 5% K Lyapunov U fili 1t
R R 24 R 1) 2R S 51 3R A S 5 R L SR [38].
2.3 )X Lyapunov BB 3
44, Lyapunov B8 30U % K Lyapunov bR 5025 2 &
A Lyapunov bR 02 15 T AN+ 2 O R E0m i AN [F)
TRHAEGRE, N “—7 2] “27 LT X
Lyapunov BRI £ 1) $h &, T3R5 1 58 R I W 51 3804k
it
73 b —Fh X X Lyapunov B8 3 & I 5] A
T A RE R a0, SCER (18142 1 — MO
IR Lyapunov B %{ (Saturation-dependent Lyapunov
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function), 1 i 11 A RECK & T4~ F IR &
T B8 SRR [42-43] 4 ML AT (BE X)) B8 A AR 43 T
F| — IR Lyapunov B 20 4, #J i, T Lure-Postnikov 7

Lyapunov p& %7, B
Vi(z) = 2T Pr + Z j:j dz(o)w;do.
=1

Horr:dz(u) = u—sat(u) RRFEX BREL, w; > 0. FE
FIFEIX bR B R G LT, V() TSR HL S Ak

' P O x
dz(u) 0w ldz(u)],
Hw = diag{wy,ws, - ,w,}. HHEX#HY
Je i B AH T 2 3 AR 1) 75 Bt — IX Lyapunov R £

(Piecewise quadratic Lyapunov function)!"!, [!

T

VL(:E) = |:

T

dz(u)

T
P P

Vp (.T) = PT P
2 3

dz(u)} ’

P1 P2 = Pc R(n+m)><(n+m) %IEI'—E"%E

HerpERE ,
5 Ps

Bl 3 5 T AN (B X)) R B RS R P i (A0 B IX R £
R 288 J DX 2% AR UOTL PR R R ) S FD R 1] 5 5y 0127
S5 BN 2 Vp () 1975 80 3 b, W] BLAS 21 fR <7 % B
/N S AR A P A, K T SRS SR AR 51 sty o

SR, 43 BE — ¥R Lyapunov pR £ A7 2R 47 1F ) 5F
P, T dz(u) 2 R GERESHI R R T I 1 R G0IR
Bre RV HIES = 27 dz' (u)]" € R b
IR P A T AEAS R A3 (). PR, I RE PR IE E
PEORALE Vp () £ R AR X3 _E Y IE, S AFAE DR AT 1
F. T BRARIZ AR B DR T 4, AT R P B8 X o ) JR)
Ji X 2% A

dz" (u)So(u — dz(u) — Hof) >0, u = Fz,

¥ FE 24y Bt — UK Lyapunov BRI 144451 ]

Va(z) = Vp(z) + 2dz" (u)S(u — dz(u) — Hoé) =
T P1 * —

< Z Py —He(So(I + Hpp)) ¢

rae.

Horp: So MAEB XA I ERRE, |Hoé|| < 1.Hy €
Rmx(ntm). = — P} + So(F — Hp1),Hyy € R™*",
Hyy € R™ ™, [Hoy Hoz] = Hp.

5 Vp(2) AFRIPIAZE, Ve (2) 78 G AEIEE B 6L T
B REAE JR) BT AR 2 DX A ORF5 15 . T i s A2
| Ho|| < 1HIHEZ o, P I IE & M AR 3 i X 2% 14 0]
TR Ve (z) > 0 BH M G AN R 1EEVE; 2 Hy =
O, 47

P *
" | P4 SoF Py -2,
AR, M S KGR AR T 70 KT, G AN 2 1 8 7.
5E X Ve (x) KP4
Ee(P,So, Ho) =
{reR": Vg(z) <1, [[Ho&llo < 1}

IKNV-2E Eq (P, So, Ho) BIWAE A VS E T T
SEFL6 L.

FI6W FEWM AL R H RS (1), 45 € I
SEHEFEP € RMmx(ndm) g BUAELE X 40 BR 40
S;,7 € 1[0,3](So > 0, S1 > 0) MIFEFELH Hoy, Hyp €
R™ " Hyy, Hyp € R™™ JH 2

(ZHJ+%+%)<0 (19)

7=0
1 hj
*x P
WKF¥4E Eq (P, So, Ho) /& 24t (1) 1 — AU 4 A A2
S Hor by NIEREH, = [Hj Hyo)(5 = 0,1) M55k
(FER <)
Wy = [0 I, 0]TSo[F — Hyy — I, — Hoo] X
A+BF —-B 0
[ 0 0 Im]
U =0 L, So[F — Hyn — I, — Hoo 0],
A+BF —B 0
0 0 Im]
[0 I, 0]"S[F — Hi1 —I,, — Hys 0],
= [0 I,]TSy[F(A+ BF) —FB —1,],
Z3=1[0 I, 0]"S3[F(A+ BF) — FB —1I,)].
(21)
%S0 = Om, Vo () KB N V(). AHRHE, H
= 0,0 = 0f1Y, = 0, BLi 2 6 %A (19) AN
QO) TR Ve (x) K FE{zx € R" : Vp(z) < 1}
W45 AN AR
R 52 BE 6 FH /K “F4E Eq (P, So, Ho) HIWL 4R A2
PES A, kA3 R AT BE K A /KA A N 5] 3 i o,
ey G R A A i) R

>0, 7=0,1, k € I[1,m)], (20)

[1]

0 — [In+m O]TP

lE)I] [1]

min =tr(G); 22
P>07H01H1730752,53>0,S4>S5,7 ( )7 22)

s.t. a) A%E(19),

b) A%E(20).

IR A i S BMI i) e, W] 225 SCHR [19] 1) 77 1%,
S T T B AR NS B0 SRR SRR, 15 204K i)
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R A & thfe 2 RIzH R G 09R 5] B AE T 833

(22) I — N IRAR AR
TNTHATYER DA 1 R R 2 B i) R G o). SR
A I R (22), AT 453 21
0.0084 —0.0011 —0.0012 —0.0063
—0.0011 0.0089 —0.0004 0.0045
—0.0012 —0.0004 0.0001 0.0001
—0.0063 0.0045 0.0001 —0.0133

RFEE A8 {-0.0157, —0.000 1, 0.007 7, 0.012 1}.

BAR, GIEARIEE . KA BL KP4 E (P, So, Ho)
2 T 8, anAh = S B (F N T A IR R 2 T
X Lyapunov PRI e #E 1. 82, w3 T
43 B¢ X Lyapunov FR . ¥ & 84 43 Bt — {X Lyapunov
BRI 3T VE). A 2 AR 2 B s ) X380 R A B IR
Lyapunov & 15 21 (1) W 51 3804k v, B A0 3 A4~ X 35
#& IR Lyapunov BR L[ 45 5. IR, B2 T4 e Y 43

Bt — Ik Lyapunov 2R £ 5 38l 1 f oK.
15

B8 ETARESZENRSEM&AT(2)

E4 FIHPY RS BL K Lyapunov pR 201
£ Lyapunov B8 015 21 W 51 804k v13 B 2K F =k
Lyapunov B8 277 1. 7241 1 71, 5 & 43 2 10 0% 51 38045
THIE KT EE. RERAHE I RRPY RSB
Ik Lyapunov i # — % 1. T "4 £ Lyapunov & %1, {H
B0 B ARAL ir) @ T H B RN T e A B AR
UGER A, BT 75 BoR R 2m + TR MR R A S,

J
FHTERMI (2 + 3 jCI, ) MRS R,
j=1

3 4 #®

AL T HURI 29 5 1) 22 b b B 7 9 AN [R] 1)
Lyapunov R %1, &85 1 e ATHE MR 29 4% i) 2 4
S 38k TR )R IX L 4b 38 7 1 AT Lyapunov BR %X
By 1 FH PR 240 SR 4 1) 38 G ) e AR MR AT
OB o3 280 6 M 8 BT A, A ST A 1 U
CLPE R B il 7K 1400 | v T AT #8147 S IR 5 J8iAdi v
TS 2R H.
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