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Minimax Linear Quadratic Gaussian Control of Nonlinear MIM O
System with Time Varying Uncertainties

Obaid Ur Rehman, lan R. Petersen and Baris Fidan

Abstract— In this paper, a robust nonlinear control scheme
is proposed for a nonlinear multi-input multi-output (MIMO )
system subject to bounded time varying uncertainty which
satisfies a certain integral quadratic constraint conditim. The
scheme develops a robust feedback linarization approach vith
uses standard feedback linearization approach to lineariz
the nominal nonlinear dynamics of the uncertain nonlinear
system and linearizes the nonlinear time varying uncertaities
at an arbitrary point using the mean value theorem. This
approach transforms uncertain nonlinear MIMO systems into
an equivalent MIMO linear uncertain system model with
unstructured uncertainty. Finally, a robust minimax linear
quadratic Gaussian (LQG) control design is proposed for the
linearized model. The scheme guarantees the internal stahy

of the closed loop system and provides robust performance.

In order to illustrate the effectiveness of this approach, he
proposed method is applied to a tracking control problem for
an air-breathing hypersonic flight vehicle (AHFV).

. INTRODUCTION

parameters. This definition of the diffeomorphism requires
that the system either satisfies the generalized matching
conditions [1] which are relaxed versions of the matching
condition or allows for additional uncertainty inputs ireth
system.

In order to relax the generalized matching condition and
the strict triangularity requirement, in this paper, we dav
introduced a notion of an uncertain diffeomorphism. This
definition of uncertain diffeomorphism is similar to the
one used in our previous work (see [6]). Furthermore, in
order to deal with the nonlinear uncertain terms which are
subject to time varying uncertainty, here we use a mean
value approach similar to the approach used in [5]. The
uncertain diffeomorphism used in this paper is the function
of system states and uncertain time varying parameters.
Generally, feedback linearization of higher order systems
involves higher order derivatives of the system’s outputs

The general problem of feedback linearization for nonlinP€ng required to be measurable. However, in the real world
ear systems with uncertainty has been typically approach&@Plications, it is not possible to measure or manipulate al
in the literature by imposing some conditions on the un®f the output derivatives (new states) algebraically esigc
certainty description which are known as matching condil the presence of uncertain diffeomorphism. The minimax
tions [1] and the strict triangularity condition [2]. Mettie QG control approach solves this problem by using output
considering mismatched uncertainties also exist, in whicifedback and estimating the unmeasured states in the pres-
uncertainties are decomposed into matched and mismatct¥f€ Of the uncertainties. The main idea in our approach
parts. These methods typically require the mismatched paff {© Suppress the perturbations arising from the nonlinear
not to exceed some maximum allowable bound [3]. IyNcertainties using a minimax LQG controller [7].
an attempt to solve a related issue arising in feedback I the later part of this paper, we apply the p_roposed
linearization, in our previous work [4], [5] we propose ame_thod to 0!95'9” a t_rackmg _controller for_ vglou_ty and
method of robust feedback linearization to feedback lizear altitude tracking of an air-breathing hypersonic flight it
a nonlinear system with uncertainties by representing tHé&HFV) in the presence of input coupling and flexible mode
uncertainties in a realistic way and relaxing the matchin§/T€CtS- In this paper, we solve the AHFV tracking control
condition requirements on the description of the unce{tairPrOblem_ by_ des'gn'”g a robust minimax _LQG_ controller
ties. In this approach, we linearized the nominal part of! combination with the robust feedback linearized model

the system using the feedback linearization approach aR§PPosed in this paper. In the minimax LQG scheme, the
linearized the remaining nonlinear terms with respect thea uncertain s_tates are es_t|mated by_usmg a robust Kalman filte
uncertainty and state to obtain an acceptable linear form fo Th_e main cgntnbutmns of this work as compared to

the uncertainty model at arbitrary operating points. Hoavev previously publlshed _Wor_k [4], [5]. [6] are as follows: )

in order to express the system in a more convenient sef- Feedback linearization of uncertain systems subject to
of coordinates, we have defined a diffeomorphismvhich time varying uncertainty using an uncertain diffeo-

depends on the nominal values (without uncertainty) of the  MOrphism along with anean value approach _
2. Estimation of uncertain states and design of a tracking
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controller using the minimax LQG design method for
the linearized model.

The paper is organized as follows. Sectloh Il describes
the class of nonlinear systems and uncertainties considere
in the paper. A complete derivation of the robust feedback
linearization of the uncertain system is presented in Sec-
tion [l In Section[1M, the minimax LQG control design
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method is presented for the feedback linearized system witbr the sake of brevity):
linearized uncertainty. For the case study using an uricerta 1 _ )

. . . Y, =L 0(”1)+LAf(VZ)7
nonlinear model of the AHFV, the uncertainty modeling and y§ = L% (vi) + L4 ;(vi)

. . . . . i 0 ’

control design methods with tracking simulation results ar :
presented in SectidnlV. Conclusions are presented in ectio m
\Val} yit =LY (vi) + kX_JI Lot ™M L vi)lun + LYy (1)

+ 3 L HEag (vi)]ug.
k=1

(©)

II. SYSTEM DEFINITION

Here, we consider an uncertain multi-input multi-output!n order to write the system in a form suitable for feedback
nonlinear system having same number of inputs and outpUt@earization, we write the'!" derivative of each output as

and which is subject to time varying uncertaintft): follows:
Yt
#(t) = f@(®).p(0) + 3_ o). pOyun®). { ] et
k=1 Ym'"
yi(t) = vi(z(t)), i=1,2,---,m LTAlf(lq)+k§1LrAlg;1[LAf(l/1)]uk
wherez(t) € R™, u(t) = [uj....un]’ € R™ andy(t) = + : . @
[y1...ym])T € R™. The nonlinear functionsf (z(t), p(t)), LZ"}(vm)+k§L2”;;1[LM(um)}uk

and gx(z(t), p(t)) and v;(x(t),p(t)) for i = 1,--- ,m are
infinitely differentiable (or differentiable to a sufficigp  where,

large degree) functions of their arguments. Als@) € R? ol po) = (L5 (1) - L7 (o))
Q is a vector of unknown parameters or disturbances which ' fo fo

r1—1 rqi—1
takes values in the sé2 C RP. The subscript indiceg igmifé*l(m) Eg’"oéfé—l(yl)
and i indicate kth and ith elements of the corresponding . (2, po) = oo ) o amo gy (2)
vectors respectively. The full state vectoft) is assumed ; :
to be available for measurement and the uncertainty in the Lo Ly (wm) oo Loy Ly ™ (vm)

system satisfies an integral quadratic constraint comditio gng the Lie derivative of the functions with respect to
(IQC) (see [7]). Itis assumed that the uncertain functicars c the vector fieldsf and g, are given by

be written asf (x(t), p(t)) = f(z(t),po) + Af(x(t), p(t)) ovi(z) o Bvi(x)
andg(z(t),p(t)) = g(=(t), po) + Ag(z(t), p(t)) wherepy is Liv == byvi = La(Ly (@), Loy (1) = =5, = an-

the nominal value of the parameter. In addition, the un@erta The nominal feedback linearizing control law
functionsA f (z(t), p(t)) andAg(x(t), p(t)) are smooth and » »

contain all the uncertainties in the system, including dis- u = —g«(x,po) " fu(x,p0) + g« (2, p0) v (5)
turbances and uncertain nonlinear terms. Furthermoree thepartially linearizes the input-output map (4) in the presen
exist an isolated equilibrium point which is not affected byof uncertainties as follows:

the vectorp(t); i.e. f(0) = 0, and Af(0,p(t)) = 0 and vy AW (z, 4, po, Ap(t))
system has full relative degree with respect to the regdlate YT = i . ©)
output. R : ’

p Um AW,;;{" (377 u, po, Ap(t))

——
I1l. ROBUST FEEDBACK LINEARIZATION Nominal part Uncertainty part

In this section a robust feedback linearized method is used Where AW/ (x, po, Ap(t)) = Ls(vi) +
to linearize using a technique developed in our previous. L
work; see [4], [5]. We decompose the systéiin (1) into nomina} > Ly, “[Ls(vi)luk, Y« = [yit...ytm]T,  and
and uncertain parts as follows: k=1

v = [v1....u,,]T is the new control input vector. Furthermore,
we define an uncertainty vectas; which represents the

#(6) = fo(=(®), po) + ,;gw(w(ﬂwmk(t) uncertainty in each derivative of th&" regulated output as

Nominal part [ AWZI (l’, U, Po, Ap(t))
i 2 2
S, p(0) + 3 Agi((8), p(O)un (D), P AW po, apey = | 2T @ re A2(0)
k—1 ) ) )
Uncertain part L AWZ'M (l’, u, Po, Ap(t))
yi(t) = vi(z(t)), 1=1,2,---,m. - LAf'(Vi)
2
The nominal nonlinearities in the equationl (1) can be Lajwi)
canceled using a standard feedback linearization approach = : 7
58]. Let u? assHme thlati E)r i=1, 2,h~ . .L"més the relat|¥e H o
egree of each regulated output, the Lie derivative of eac i (L, ri=Lr ()
outputv;, r; number of times, for each subsystem can be I Li5(ve) +,§1 Ligy [Lg(vi)lus

written as follows (we drop the argumerfrom the functions 7



and writey; for i =1,2,--- ,m as given below. where x;, and v; denote the lower bounds ang;, and
u; denote the upper bounds on the new states and inputs

53 0 AW? Ei Z ﬁ&AgE ;; respectwely_. For t.h|§ purpose, the Jacoblanwzﬁf)() s
= . |+ . (8) found by differentiating it with respect toq¢ andv at an
'” :, - arbitrary operating point;; = [x ¢ p(¢)] fori =1,2,--- ,m
Yi vi AW; (x’“’pO’Ap(t)) andj =1,2,---,r; where,y, o € B, andj(t) € Q. Since
Let us define an uncertain diffeomorphism for each partiallwe assumes” (0,0, p(t)) = 0, x(0) = 0, and v(0) = 0;
linearized system i {8) for=1,--- ,m as given below: ng)(-) can be written as follows:
i = T‘ x t)) = i ;
v ) ) @ wCerap) =l Pie) v Mp0]T. (14)
L Jvi—vie vimye wioooy And then AW (-) can be written as
Using the dn‘feomorphlsnﬂg) and systef (8) we obtain the
- X
following: ATF() = @ X 7 (15)
X = Ax + Bv + AW (x, v, po, Ap(1)), (10) Ap(t)
where x(t) = [a(t), -, xm(®)]T € R, o) = Wwhere, )
[”1, vg vyt € R™ is the new control input vector, (c1ry)
AW (x,v,p(t) = [AWL(),AWa(), - AW,]" is :
a transformed version oAW (x,u,p(t)) and AW;(-) = o= Wi (car,)
0,0, <+, w))T fori=1,2, .-, m. Also, _
Al e 0 Bl . 0 w/(mrm)-(cmrm)
A=1 ool B=or e Also, the bound oMW (-) can be obtained as follows:
0 ... A, 0 ... B,
= P ,=1,2,--- . 16
In order to obtain a fully linearized form foi_(lL0), here, p= miX” loi=12-m (16)

we use a similar approach as used in [5]. In this work, w
perform the linearization oAW (y,v,p) using the gener-
alized mean value theorem [9], [10] such that no highex  Linearized model with an Unstructured Uncertainty Rep-
order uncertain terms exist after the linearization precesiesentation

Since in this scheme an uncertain diffeomorphism is used,
therefore this scheme provides a bound which would be Ies
conservative than the bound obtained in [5].

The bound in[(T6) is obtained by over boundi@).

'In @5), ¢y is chosen such that it gives the maximum
Aduced matrlx norm or®. Once these bounds are obtained,
Theorem 1:[10] Let w(j) R" —s R be differentiable on W€ €an write [(ID) in a suitable MIMO stochastic uncertain
R" with & Lioschitz continuous rad|em7w(3) Then for system form so that the minimax LQG control approach [7]
venv and F(’ 0) in R”, there is acg Y (0)) with can be utilized to design a tracking controller. We define,
?e [0X1] Su>éh et XTHX—X Gt = A BO[Cix(t) + Div(t)] € R™, and W(t) =
b [¢(t) wdT € R™™, where¢ = (i(t) + Wy, anddy is
@ (x) — @ (x(0))) = Vo (¢;).(x — x(0)). (11) @ disturbance input corresponding fp(t). Also w; is a
In order to extend Theoref 1 to the casedof R™ —s R™  Unity covariance noise input. We write linearized model as

we can write follows:
_ _ _ ((t) = Ax(t) + Bio(t) + BoW (t);
() = D(x(0)) = @'(0)-(x = X(0)); N
= C1Xx 1U(1);
wherew’ is the Jacobian of the functiom(x) andc is a - =
. . . = D ;
point on the straight line betweepandx(0) which may be g(t) = Cax(®) + DaW (1);
different for different rows ofw’(c) [10]. We may estimate where,
the norm ofw () — w(x(0)) as follows: B 0 - 5 0
_ _ _ Bi=B,By=| BhE; 0|, C1 = ~
000~ oD = [/ - x|, O BT LE 0] RN
< ||’ - : =
The Lipschitz constant may be estimated by.ax.||@’(c)|| C B1Cy, Dy = B Dy and JA]| < 1. Note thatA ()
1 = 1 1 1
where, || - || represents the Euclidean norm. sm >< m which satlsflés the following stochastic uncertainty
We can apply the result of Theordm 1 to the nonlmea@onstramt condition.
uncertain part of((110). Let us define a hyper rectangle / /oc
E[ JalF<E [ |z (18)

%:{[f];ﬁf’“f’“}, (13)

v < v <0 where||.|| indicates the Euclidean norm..



IV. MINIMAX LQG DESIGN where,y € R" is the state of the controller and

The model developed in above section uses an uncertain K = —G;"'(Bf Xo + Y1);
diffeomorphism T(:c,p(t)) Whigh is gnknown and hence- Be=(I -7 "YooXoo) (Yo OF + B, DI)T ™Y,
any contrql system design using this model must contains Ac= A+ BiK — B.Cs + 7~ “(Bs — B.D3)BY X
a robust filter which able to estimates the uncertain states.
Therefore, in this section we propose a minimax LQG design
approach which uses a robust Kalman filter to estimates the
elements ofl'(z, p(t)) and guarantees the stability and robust
performance of the closed loop system. Here we present a .
summary of the minimax LQG design procedure. Interestefy- Vehicle Model

readers are referred to [7] for more details on results and In this section, we consider the same example as consid-
related proofs. ered in our previous work [5], [6]. The nonlinear model for

The minimax LQG control problem [7] involves finding the longitudinal dynamics of an AHFV is presented in [12]:
a controller which minimizes the maximum value of the v o Teosa—D

V. AIR-BREATHING HYPERSONIC FLIGHT VEHICLE
EXAMPLE

L+ Tsina _gcosy

following cost function: = m —gsiny, Y=/ v
T h=Vsiny, a=Q—+%, Q= M,,/ Ly, 26
J = lim %E / (x()T Rx(t) + v()"Go(t))dt,  (19) siny, @=Q=% Q= M/l 20
T—o0 0 TLZ = 72<mwm,znz - wgn,ini + Niy 1= 17 27 3

where & > 0 and G > 0. The maximum value of the  Apyroximations to the forces and moments occurring in
cost is taken over all uncertainties satisfying the undeta hege equations are given as follows:
constraint[(IB). If we define a variable '

/o L~ gSCr(a,de,dc, A1, ATs), (27)

_ X

U= { a2y } ; (20) D = GSCp(a,be, b0, At1, AT2), (28)
Myy ~ 27T + qSECAI(a75ey567AleAT2)7 (29)

the cost function[(19) can be written as follows:
. ) T , T = q(¢Cr,¢(a, AT, M) + Cr(a, AT1, Mo, Ad)],  (30)
J= Tlﬂnoo(ﬁ)E/o IMw"de. (21) Ni ~ GOx, [, 6c, 60, Ar1, Am], i=1,2,3.  (31)

The minimax optimal controller problem can now be solvedThe coefficients obtained by fitting curves corresponding to
by solving a scaled risk-sensitive control problem [7] whic these quantities are given as follows; here, we remove the
cr?rrespontljstotgal scalﬁfﬂoo control péOblerB; S_ . s(ee)[ 1]. I(n fL)mCtlon arguments for the sake of brevity:

this control problem the system is describe 17 20 o 5 5 Ar Ar

Iand the tcont,roll?rgls to t()jethco?stru%te%i su%h tr}%mmietclosed@ = Cfa+Cpde + Cpde + Cp T Amy + Cp 2 Amy + CF,

oop system is stable and the transfer function 0 Cut = C% - C%5, + COcb + CATI Ary + CO72 Amy + OO,

U satisfies theH,, norm bound|LTWg,(jw)|J < 1Vw. The M MaA 5 M Mo n e o

scaled risk-sensitive control problem considered hemall  Cp = ™2™ (a + Am)? + C5TA™ (@ + Amy) + O 82

a tractable solution in terms of the following pair &f s 2.0 s s s

type algebraic Riccati equations. +Cpde +Cpd; + Cpdc + Cp “ade + O “ade

ST 0
o5 +CY,
(A — BaDIT 'C2)Yoo + Yoo (A — B,DTT ' 02)7 T om +Ch

M2 _ A MZ2
Yo (CTT ' Co — 77 R,)Yee + Bo(I — DIT'Do)BTY —0, (22) Crp =CFga+ C;#)oo aM? + C;@TlaAﬂ +Cr g MZ?
2
and OBy an R an + O,
—2
Xoo(A = BiGIYT) + (A - B1G YT X0 Cr = CitdAg + Ca+ Cp> MZ2 + CAT Ary +CY,
— Xeo(B1G B = 77 BBy ) Xoo + (R = T-G'YT) =0, (23)  C, = CR,a+ O 0c + O 6c + CNT AT + CRT2 Ay + CF,
(32)

where,

wheren = [ny ny ns)T, andE; € R'*3 are vectors which
describe the linear relationshipr; = E;n for j = 1,2 [12].
The solutions to both of the algebraic Riccati equation$he terms)M., andg are defined as follows:

are required to satisfy the condition§, > 0, X, > 0,

R, 2 R+7C[C1, G.2G+7DI D1, ~. 2+C{D:, Y,2DDT.

I —7YXo > 0and R, — I7G;IT, > 0. In order vV (33)
to solve the minimax LQG control problem, the parameter 1= 5 T My
7 > 0 is chosen to minimize the cost boundf) defined

The nonlinear equations of motion in {26) havestates (in

by the vectorz) in which there are five rigid body states; i.e.,
W, 2 tr[(rYCT + BoDT)(DyDI) ™ velocity V, altitudeh, angle of attacky, flight path angley,

T o and pitch ratey and there are three vibrational modes which
X(TC2Y + D2 By )X(I =Y X)™ +7YR:].  (24)  gre represented by generalized modal coordinateshere

N; is a generalized force. There are four inputs (in the vector
u) and they are the diffuser-area-ratlq, the throttle setting

or fuel equivalence rati@, the elevator deflectiorvf), and

’ the canard deflectioh.. For tracking control purposes we
KX, (25) simplify the model is such a way that the scheme developed

The minimax LQG controllef{ (s) has the following form:

X = AcX + B
v =



in Sectior Il can be used and the simplified model closelforce and moment approximations described previously and
approximates the real model (see also, [13], [14]). Noté thg given as follows:

the effect of structural flexibility is entering into the sgm

(28) through the forebody turn angle and aftbody vertex s M2 M2

angle, Ar; andAr; of the vehicle respectively. Inthe process p=[C7  Cy; Cr,~ Crz AC, ACs ACr

of simplification, firstly, we remove all the flexible states T 9

n; for j = 1,2 from the CFM and consider the effect of ACu  ACrg]” R (37)
flexibility in the model by considering\r; () and Ay (z)

as uncertain parameters. We simplify the forces and momehihe model of the AHFV can be written in the forig (2) as

coefficients as follows: follows:
Cro = Cfpa+ Col= aMPa + Cp's M2 + C4., ) 2 )
+ ACT,¢($,U), ‘T(t) = f(‘r7p0) + ng(LPO)uk + Af(map)
Cr =Cfa+CY+ AC(u), k=1
e :
Car = Cirar+ (O3 — Chi ()b + Ol + Ak (), + D Agi(w, p)us;
L k=1
Cp = C5 27 (0)” + 54 (a) + O + ACa(z, u), yi(t) = vi(z,p), i=1,2 (38)

= ChiA T M 2 S+ ACr(z,u), (34 _
COr = CptAat Orat Op =Mo" + Or + A0r(z,u), (34) where, Af(z,p) and Agy(z,p) are the uncertainty terms
where ACq(:), ACi(-), ACr (), ACr4(-) and ACx(-) rep- appearing in the corresponding functions. The controlorect
resent the uncertainties in their corresponding functiong and output vectoy are defined as
Furthermore, in order to obtain full relative degree for the
purpose of feedback linearization, we dynamically extend T T T T
the system by introducing second order actuator dynamics % = [ur, us]™ = [0c, dc]” y = [y1,y2]” = [V, h]".

(adding two more states and ¢) into the fuel equivalence

ratio input as follows: We assume thai(t) € 2, where{2 is a compact convex set
) ) that represents the admissible range of variatiop(of such
b= —2(wnd — w2 + W3 de. (35) thatpg lies in its interior. In this study, a maximum variation

of 10% of the Qominal values has been considered. Thus,
After this extension, the sum of the elements of vectof? = {P(t) € R | [0.9pj0| < |pi(t)| < [1.1pio| for i =

relative degree will be equal to the order of the system 1,---,9}. Itis worth mentioning the fact that there are no
ncertainty terms exists itf, andh, we can write linearized

i.e.n = 7 and thus satisfying one of the conditions for exac Put—output map for the original model [26) usirig (6) as
foll

feedback linearization [8]. OWS:
B. Robust Feedback Linearization of the Simplified Model 14 0 AO_,
Vv 0 1%
The model obtained through the above simplification is v 01 AV (z,u,p)
still difficult to feedback linearize due to the presence of ho|=]0 |+ 0 (39)
uncertainties in the system. We approach this problem by h 8 LAk
using the technique developed in Secfioh IIl. The outputs to 1?4 s AA}I@{;”[?’;?))

be regulated are selected as the velokitgnd the altitudé:

using two inputs, elevator deflectian and fuel equivalence Corresponding uncertain diffeomorphisms for each system
ratio ¢.. Sinced. is a function ofé.; i.e related to. via an  as in [9) which maps the new vectafsand respectively
interconnect gain, we do not consider it as a separate inpts. the original vector: can be written as follows:
Furthermore, we fix the diffuser area ratiy; to be unity.

This manipulation results in @-input and2-output square E=Ti(z,p(t), Vo), n=Ta(z,p(t),he), (40)
system. The new simplified model consists of seven rigid
states and two additional integral states as follows: where,

Ti(w,p(t),Ve) = [ [y (V(r)=Voydr V-V V V],

T
’ To(e,p(®),he) = [ Ji (h(r) —he)dr h—he b B G |,

e=[Vi V. hf h v a ¢ ¢ Q] (36)
where,

and V. and h,. are the desired command values for the
velocity and altitude respectively. Also,

Vi= [ v -vaar = [ o) = hojar

. x = T(x,p(t), Ve, he), (41)
and V. and h. are the desired command values for the
velocity and altitude respectively. The uncertain par@met where  — (6 & & & m m o om n %
vector p € RY includes the vehicle inertial parameters,gng T(z,p(t), Ve, he) = [ Tilz,p(t),Ve) Ta(w,p(t), he) ]

coupling terms and the coefficients which appear in th&nd finally we can rewrite[(39) using the method given in



SectiorII] as follows:

Aw1(>27 ﬁ7p(t))

tracking controller for an air-breathing hypersonic flight
- vehicle model with input coupling and flexible effects. The

2 8 8 approach involves the linearization of a simplified curve
& 0 o0 fitted model using a robust feedback linearization method
S I T Awl(x(’)”’p(t)) N 4z @s the first step. In the second step, a velocity and altitude
z; 8 0 tracking controller is synthesized using the minimax LQG
73 0 8 control design method. Simulation results with a large fligh

I Zi ] v2 L Aws (%, 5, p(t)) envelope simulation is also presented to demonstrate the ef

0 fectiveness of the scheme. The results show that the prdpose
0 method works very well under parameter uncertainties and
0 give satisfactory results. Further, investigation of theults

reveals that the minimax LQG based controller works well

* 8 v (43) with parameter variations of up td0% of their nominal
0 values for which it is designed.
0

L AQI)Q(}Z, ﬁ7p(t)) -

Furthermore, we can rewrite_(42) in the general fofml (17) This research was supported by the Australian Research
Council.

where,

(1]
(2]

(3]

SO OO OO+ OO
OO DD OO OO OO
OO OO OO OO
S OO OO O OO
SO R OO OO oo
O OO OO o oo

Sy

I
[sNeNeNeoNel ol Nl
_ O OO OO o oo

(4

©C O coocoocococoococoo

H
(@]
S %

Cy

OO cocoococoocoo RO

000 O
000 10xp|°
[5]

—_

0xp 0

1
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
X
0 10x p

Dl B2 = [01 X B 06]7

)

JIA®)] < 1 and x(t) € R? is the state vectory(t)
[v1 vo]T € R? is the new control input vector ang(t)
A[Cix(t) + D1v(t)] € R? is the uncertainty output. It is
worth noting that the states, &2, &3, n3, 74, 715 Can either (7
be measured or constructed with the available hardware on
board the aircraft. (8]
Finally, we design a minimax LQG controller as describedg
in Sectior IV for AHFV velocity and altitude tracking contro
problem. The simulation result of the proposed controlleit0l
with the original CFM (without simplification) in the pres-
ence of time varying uncertainty is shown in Hig. 1. In thd11]
simulation certain velocity and altitude trajectories daeen
chosen to demonstrate the effectiveness of the approash. I{ ]
observed that the velocity and altitude tracking is actdeve
while control input and other states remain bounded.

(6]

[13]
VI. CONCLUSION

A robust nonlinear control scheme for an uncertain nonlin-
ear system with time varying uncertainty is presented usir{ﬂg4
robust feedback linearization and minimax linear quadrati
Gaussian (LQG) methods. In the proposed method, a lin-
earized uncertainty model is derived for the corresponding
uncertain nonlinear system which is followed by a minimax
LQG controller. The applicability of the scheme to a real
world application is demonstrated by designing a robust
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Fig. 1: Velocity and altitude reference tracking responss&ag the mean value approach.
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