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Adaptive Output Feedback based on Closed-loop
Reference Models

Travis E. Gibson, Zheng Qu, Anuradha M. Annaswamy and Eugenestsky

Abstract—This note presents the design and analysis of an In addition to these two assumptions, the commonly present
adaptive controller for a class of linear plants in the presece assumption of stable transmission zeros is needed herellas we
of output feedback. This controller makes use of a closedtip  \y;jy these assumptions, an output feedback adaptive dtemtro
reference model as an observer, and guarantees global stityi . . . .
and asymptotic output tracking. is designed that can guaranteg stability and asymptotlkmg .

of the reference output. Unliké [12]. T3], no saturation is
needed, and unlike [8]=[10] asymptotic convergence of the
[. INTRODUCTION tracking error to zero is proved for finite observer gains.

While adaptive control has been studied since the 60’s, tR&eliminary results on the control scheme presented in this
evolution of its use in real systems and the extent to which weork can be found i [14]. An alternate approach using a finea
fully understand its behavior has only been elucidatediwithmatrix inequality was developed in_[15] and is successfully
the last decade. Stability of adaptive control systems car@plied to a hypersonic vehicle model. An analytical apphoa
only in the 70’s, with robustness and extensions to nontinegas developed in [16] to handle a specific class of nonlinear
systems coming in the 80's and 90's, respectivély [I]-[3}incertainties and achieves asymptotic convergence of the
Recent directions in adaptive control pertain to guarahtefacking error to zero with finite observer gains, and is show
transient properties by using a closed-loop architectore fto be applicable for a class of flexible aircraft platforms.
reference modeld [4]=[11]. In this paper, we focus on linear The paper is organized as follows. Section Il states the
Multi Input Multi Output (MIMO) adaptive systems with control problem along with our assumptions. Section Ilv@®
partial state-feedback where we show that such closed-logigbility for SISO and square MIMO systems. Section IV
reference models can lead to a separation principle bagslyzes the use of an optimal observer in the design of the
adaptive controller which is simpler to implement compare¢losed loop reference model as well as a methodology for
to the classical ones inl[1]2[3]. The simplification comea viextending the design to non-square MIMO systems. Section
the use of reference model states in the construction of tdecontains a simulation example based on the longitudinal
regressor, and not the classic approach where the regigsselynamics of an aircraft. Conclusions are presented in @ecti
constructed from filtered plant inputs and outputs. VI.

In general, the separation principle does not exist for Notation: The 2-norm for vectors and the induced 2-norm
nonlinear systems and few authors have analyzed it. Relevior matrices is denoted ai||. The differential operator is
work on the separation principle in adaptive control can tgefined ass = d/dt throughout. For a real matrid, the
found in [12], [13]. The structures presented in1[12],][13hotation A” is the matrix transpose. We ugeto denote the
are very generic, and as such, no global stability results adentity matrix. Big O-notation in terms o’ is presented as
reported in this literature. Also, due to the generic natitie O(v) and unless otherwise stated it is assumed that this holds
results it is a priori assumed (or enforced through a saturat for v positive and sufficiently small. The definition &ftrict
function) that the control input and adaptive update law aRwsitive Real(SPR), theKalman-Yacubovich-Popo(KYP)
globally bounded functions with respect to the plant sta& [ Lemma, and the definition of transmission zero are given in
Assumption 1.2]. No such assumptions are needed in this wakkpendix[A.
and the stability results are global.

The class of MIMO linear plants that we address in this
paper satisfy two main assumptions. The first is that the
_number of outputs is gr_eater than or equal to the number ofrpe class of plants to be addressed in this paper is
inputs, and the second is that the first Markov Parameter has
full column rank. The latter is equivalent to a relative dsgr i = Az + BAu, y=C"z 1)
unity condition in theSingle Input Single Outp8ISO) case.
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wherer € R™ is the reference input and ardis a feedback to be a significant obstacle in determining a stable adaptive
gain that will be designed suitably. The reader is refermed law. In the following, it is shown that these obstacles can be
references [4]H]7],[127] for its motivation. overcome for the specific class of multivariable plants that
The following assumptions are made throughout. satisfy Assumptions 1 throudh 6.
From (1), [2), and[{4), it is easy to show that the state error
e = x — x,,, satisfies the dynamics

é=(Ap + LCT)e+ BAO Tz, + KTr — ©0*Te)

Assumption 1. The productC” B is full rank.

Assumption 2. The pair{A,,, CT} is observable.

Assumption 3. The system in[{1) is minimum phaﬂe. ey, =CTe ()
Assumption 4. There exists @* € R"*™ such thatA + The structure of[{7) and the adaptive laws suggest the use of
BAO*T = A, and K* € R™*™ such thatAK*" = I. the following Lyapunov function:

Assumption 5. A is diagonal with positive elements. V =eTPe+Tr(AOTT,10) + Tr(AKTT'K)  (8)

Assumption 6. The uncertain matching parame€t, and the \yhere for now it is assumed thd& = P7 > 0 satisfies the
input uncertainty matrixA have a priori known upper boundsfo|lowing equation

0" = sup||©7|| and X £ sup||A|. ®3) (Ap + LOT)TP + P(A,, + LCT) = —Q
Assumption[]l corresponds to one of the main assumptions PB=CM
mentioned in the introduction, and that is that the ﬁr%here@ — QT > 0. Taking the derivative of[{8) and using
Markov Parameter is nonsingular. The systen{in (1) is squ (@), and[®) it can be shown that
and therefore the other main assumption mentioned in the =~

introduction is implicitly satisfied. The extension to non- V =—e"Qe+ 2" PBAO e (10)
square systems is presented later in the text. AssumptiOIEgt

is necessary as our result requires the use of an obsereer the size of the sign-indefinite term iR Y10) is directly

gain in the r_efergncg model, notice thhen lg)ls,él\_ssumptlgn 3 rgroportional to the parametric uncertaidy, andP andQ are
IS common in a gptlve_systems as the emma does %tcessarily correlated bf(9). In what follows, we will show
hold for plants with a right half plane transmission zero.

how L and M can be chosen such thatfaand @) satisfyin
Assumptiond ¥ and]5 imply that the pdir, B} is con- © fying

. R @) exist and furthermoréim;_, . e, (t) = 0. It will be shown
trollable, and are_suc_h that a matching (_:OHd't'O” Is satisfig, stability for the above adaptivyé(s)ystem can only bergtsu
Such an assumption is cpmmonly m.adelln plants where st ©) > 0 is sufficiently weighted along the C”" direction.
are accessiblé 1], but is introduced in this problem whely on
certain outputs are accessible. One application area vghere
an assumption is routinely satisfied is in the area of aitcraf o
control [10]. Extensions of Assumpti@h 4 to the case when the Stability in the SISO Case
underlying regressor vector is globally Lipschitz are fldes  The choice of L is determined in two steps. First, an
as well [10]. Assumption 5 can be relaxed Aosymmetric observer gairl.; and mixing matrix) are selected so that the
and full rank. Assumptiofil6 facilitates an appropriate ckoi transfer functionV/”C?'(sI — A— L,C")B is Strict Positive
of L. The specifics of the control design are now addresseReal (SPRf Then the full observer gai is defined.

For the plant in[{l) and:[2)_ satisfying the six assumptior'_semma 1. For a SISO fn = 1) system in() satisfying
above, we propose the following adaptive controller: AssumptionE]T33 there exists &n such that

u = @T(t)a:m + KT(t)T 4)
6= —Fg:vmeZM
K= —FkregM

9)

ablishing sign-definiteness df is therefore non-trivial

IIl. STABILITY ANALYSIS

a

CT(sI — A, — L,CT)™1B =
s+

(11)

) wherep > 0 is arbitrary anda = CT' B.

Proof. Given thatC” B is non-zeraC? (sI—A,,,—L,CT)"'B

Ma20TRB 6) is a relative degree one transfer function. In order to see th

’ fact, consider a system in control canonical form, and cdmpu
e, = y—ym andly, T’ are both positive diagonal free desigrthe coefficient fos™”~* in the numerator. By Assumption 2, all
matrices. The matrix\/ is referred to as thenixing matrix zeros of the transfer functiof” (sI — A)~! B are stable, and
throughout. since zeros are invariant under feedbacK(sI — A,,) ' B is

The reason for the choice of the control input (4ninimum phase as well. Assumption 2 implies that the eigen-

is simply becauser is not available for measurement, andialues ofA,, + L,C” can be chosen arbitrarily. Therefore,
the reference model state,, serves as an observer-stateone can place: — 1 of the eigenvalues oft,, + L,CT at
Historically, the use of such an observer has always provéte n — 1 zeros ofC* (sI — A,,)~! B and itsn-th eigenvalue
to be quite difficult, as the non-availability of the stateyes clearly at—p. O

where

1A MIMO system is minimum phase if all of its transmission ze@re in 2M is denoted the mixing matrix, as it mixes the outputs’df (sl — A —
the strict left half of the complex plane. LsCT)B so as to achieve strict positive realness.



The choice ofL; in Lemmdl results in a relative degree on&iven thatp > p* > 0, 2M pMT -~ MAS*TQ10*AMT > 0
transfer function with a single pole not canceling the zeroby (I4) and Qs is posititve definite by design. By Schur
This systegn however need not be SPRuasay be negative; complement,Q(p) is positive definite. Thereford’ < 0
however;—p is SPR and thus the following Corollary holds.and thuse,,e,©, K € L. Furthermore, given thal/ is

Corollary 1. If L, is chosen as if[l) and M selected as in positive definitee, € £,. Using Barbalat Lemma it follows

(), the SISO transfer functioh/” CT (sI — A,,, — L.CT)"'B thatlim; - oo e, (t) = 0. .

is SPR. Therefore, there exiss= PT > 0 andQ, = QT > Remark 1. Theorem 1 implies that a controller as [d (4) with

0 such that the state replaced by the observer state will guarantee
(A + LsCTYTP + P(Ap + L,CT) = —Q, stability, thereby illustrating that the separation pite based

PB—CM (12) adaptive control design can be satisfactorily deployed. It
- : should be noted however that two key parameterand M
Lemma 2. ChoosingL = L, — pBM™ whereL, is defined had to be suitably chosen. [ = L, then stability is not
in Lemmalll andp > 0 is arbitrary, the transfer function guaranteed. That is, simply satisfying an SPR condition is
MTCT(sI — A,, — LCT)~'B is SPR and satisfies: not sufficient for stability to hold. It is imperative thap
T T be chosen as if_(13), i.e. be sufficiently positive along the
(Am +LCT) P+ P(Any + LC7) = —Q (13) output directionC’C” so as to contend with the sign indefinite
Q2Q,+2pCMMTCT term 2¢7 PBA©*Te in V. The result does not require that
where P and Q, are defined in{I2) and M is defined in(B). L, be chosen so that perfect pole zero cancellation occurs
in Lemmal3, all that is necessary is that the phase lag of
Proof. Starting with the first equation in_(1L2) and adding>” (jwI—A,,—L,C")~! B never exceeds 90 degrees. Finally,

the term—p (PBM™*C" + CM B™ P) on both sides of the it should be noted that any finite > p* ensures stability.
inequality results in the following equality

(A + LCTYT'P 4+ P(A,, + LOT) = o
TOT + OMBTP Stability in the MIMO case follows the same set of steps as
- Qs —p(PBM + ) in the SISO case. First, al, and M are defined such that the
Using the second equality in_([12) the above equality singslifi transfer functionV/” C7T (sI — A,,, — LsC") B is SPR. Then_

B. Stability in the MIMO Case

to (I3) O is defined such that the underlying adaptive system is stable
. o The following Lemmas mirror the results from Corolldry 1
Theorem 1. The closed-loop adaptive system specified@y and Lemmd.D.

@), @) and (B), satisfying assumptions 1 [d 6, wiith as in
Lemmal[R,M chosen as in(@), and p > p* has globally Lemma 3. For the MIMO system iifl)) satisfying Assumptions
bounded solutions withim; ., e, (t) = 0 with [IH3 with M chosen as in@) there always exists af, such
2g+2 that MTCT (s — A,,, — LsCT)~1B is SPR.

- 22Amin(Qs)’ Proof. An algorithm for the existence and selection of such

_ _ o ) . an L, is given in [18]. O
where \ and 6* are a priori known bounds defined ).
Remark 2. In order to apply the results froni [18], the

) 7 . / > 1'% MIMO system of interest must be 1) minimum phase and 2)
solution to [I2) and satisfieS (13). Taking the time ders&atif ;773 must be symmetric positive definite. By Assump-

@) along the system trajectorieg (7), and using theimglat @, 07(sI — A)~'B is minimum phase, and therefore
in (12), {I3), and[{), the following holds: CT(sI—A,,)"'B is minimum phase as well. Also, given that
V=—e"(Q+20CMMTCT)e — 2T PBAO* e M i§ fuIII rank, rt]he transmis;ion zero;wﬁf;fﬂfé,;l—;lmf)llelzge

~ ~ equivalent to the transmission zero sI—A,,) B,
+ 2€TPBA(?TI’” * 2Tr([§@TIm65M) (15) sge Lemma&_10 in Appendix]A. Therefore, (conditior3 1 of this
+2¢" PBAK 7 4+ 2Tr(AK re M) remark is satisfied. We now move on to condition 2.
Using the fact thaPB = C'M from (I2) and the fact the Trace BY AssumptiorLJIC™ B is full rank, and by the definition of
operator is invariant under cyclic permutations the indigua A in @) it follows that A" C*' B = BY CM > 0, which is a

*

P (14)

Proof. We choose the lyapunov candiddié (8) whérés the

in (I5) can be rewritten as necessary condition f(_1MC’T(sI_ - Am)*lB_to be SPR, see
. e . - T Corollary[3 in AppendiXZA. A similar explicit constructiorf o
V=—e(Q+ 2P~CMM C" e - %6 CMA®™ e an L, such thatM*C?(sI — A,, — L,CT)~1B is SPR can
+2¢"CMAO" z,, — 2¢] MAOT 2, (16) be found in [19].
+2e"CMAK Ty — 2T MAK r Lemma 4. ChoosingL = L, — pBMT where L, is defined

. T . . in LemmalB andp > 0 is arbitrary, the transfer function
Using the fact thak, = C" ¢, the 2nd and 3rd lines in the MTCT(sI — A, — LCT)~1B is SPR and satisfies:

above equation equal zero. Therefofe] (16) can be writtenas
V = —ETQ(p)€ where (Am + LCT)TP + P(Ay, + LCT) = —-Q
_ [2pMMT  MAO*T e [e Q2Q,+2pCMMTCT (17)
Av) =g amT O, el PB=CM



where P = PT > 0 and Q, = QT > 0 are independent of for all fixed v. We are particularly interested in the limiting
and M is defined in(G). solution whenv tends to zero. The Riccati equation [n](19) is
. . very similar to those studied in the LTR literature, with one
Proof. This follows the same steps as in the proof of Lemma L . .
: very significant difference. In LTR methods the state weigt
2 O o= : -
matrix is independent ofr where as in our applicatio®,
Theorem 2. The closed-loop adaptive system specifie@@y tends to infinity for smalb.
(2), @ and (@), satisfying assumptions 1 [d 6, with as in
Lemmal#,M chosen as in@), and p > p* has globally
bounded solutions withim;_, . e, (t) = 0 wherep* is defined

Lemma 5. If Assumptions 1 through 5 are satisfied then
lim, 0 vP, = 0, lim, 0 P, = Py where0 < P} = Py < oo,

in (Id). and the following asymptotic relation holds
Proof. This follows the same steps as in the proof of Theorem P, = Py+ P+ O(v°). (21)
@

Furthermore, there exists a unitary matri¥ € R™*™ such

IV. EXTENSIONS that

In the previous section a method was presented for choosing P,C' = BW”\/R,, and PyB = CRO’WW (22)
Lin (@) andM in @) so that the overall adaptive system is R
stable andim;_,« e(t) = 0. For the SISO and MIMO caseswhere P, = P; ' and W = (UV)T with BTCRSI/2 =
the proposed method, thus far, is a two step process. FIFSEV. Finally, the inverseP, £ P, ! is well defined in limit
a feedback gain and mixing matrix are chosen such thatohsmallv and
specific transfer function is SPR. Then, the feedback gain in
the first step is augmented with an additional feedback tdrm o
sufficient magnitude along the directid/” so that stability
of the underlying adaptive system can be guaranteed.

In this section, the method is extended to two differe
cases. In the first case, we apply this method to an LQG/L
approach proposed i [L0] and show that asymptotic stbilit
can be derived thereby e>_<tending the results[of [10]. In tth(O)P,,a:(o) ~ uin /oo 2T (1)Quz(7) + uT () Ryu(r) dr
second case, the method is extended to non-square plants. 0

P, = Py+ Piv+ O(1?). (23)

A full proof of this result is omitted to save space. The
following two facts, 1)lim,_,o vP, = 0, and 2)lim,_,o P, =
where0 < PI = Py < ~ follow by analyzing the integral

in the same spirit as was done [n[20]. In order to apply the
A. MIMO LQG/LTR results from [[20] the system must be observable (Assump-
The authors in[[10] suggested using an LQG approatibn 2), controllable (Assumptions 4 and 5), minimum phase
for the selections ofl. and M, motivated by the fact the (Assumption 3), and”” B must be full rank (Assumption
underlying observer (which coincides with the closed-loop). For a detailed analysis of the asymptotic expansions
reference model as shown il (2)) readily permits the use Bf = Py + Piv + O(v2) and P, = By 4+ Piv + O(v?) see
such an approach and makes the design more in line with {6, §13.3, Theorem 13.2, Corollary 13.1].

classical optimal control approach. The update law for the adaptive parameters is then given as
In [10] the proposed method is only shown to be stable ) 1/

for finite L, where as in this section it is show that in fact © =—Tozme, Ry "W (24)

lim;_,~ e(t) = 0. Furthermore, we note that the prescribed de- K= FkregRal/QW

gree of stability as suggested [n [10, Equation 14.26] thhou
the selection ofj is in fact not needed. The analysis belowvherelV is defined just below[(22).
shows that stability is guaranteed due to sufficient weighti

of the underlying matrix along theCC?" direction. @), @ and (22), satisfying assumptions 1 to 6, wifhas in

Let L in @) be chosen a§ [10] (I8), and v sufficiently small has globally bounded solutions
L=L,%-PCR,". (18)  with lim;_, o €, (t) = 0.

Theorem 3. The closed-loop adaptive system specifieddy

where P, is the solution to the Riccati Equation Proof. Consider the Lyapunov candidafé = T Poe +
_ Tr(AOTT,'0)+Tr(AKTT, ' K). Taking the derivative along
T _ 1~T _ 6 ] - k R
PoAy + AmPy = B,CR,7CT P, +Qu =0 (19) the system trajectories and substitution of the update laws
whereQo = Q' > 0in R* and Ry = Rl > 0 in R™ and (24) results in
v >0, with Q, = Qo+ (1+2) BBT and R, = %5 R.
Note that [[IP) can also be represented as

ATP,+ P,A, = —CR;*CT - Q, (20)

whereAd, = A,, + L,CT, P, = P, andQ, = P,Q,P,.
Given that our system is observable apdind 12 are symmet- The first step in the analysis of the above expression is to
ric and positive definite, the Riccati equation has a sofuflp  replace the elementd? P, and Py A4, with bounds in terms

v+l 1% :eTASPOe +eTPyAje — 2¢" PyBAO* e
+2¢" ByBAO  z,,, + 2TH(AO 2T Ry W) (25)

+2¢" By BAK r + 2Te(AK Tre] R V2W).



of AZP,, and P, A, . First note that the following expansionsfollows do to the fact that the Lyapunov candidate suitably

hold in the limit of smallv includes the “fast dynamics” along thg error dynamics. This
ATB, = ATPy + vAT P, + O(v) fact is iI_Iustrated in EZD) with the ternj?R;.lCT appearing
- . ~ on the right hand, which when expanded in terms dbkes
PA, = BoA, +vPiA, + O(v), the form 22 C Ry ' C7. By directly comparingt2C Ry ' CT

where we have simply expanded the tefin Expanding4, 0 the Ferm2pCMMTCT_ on the right hand side o{(13),
aSAm_PVCRO—lCTU_-i-l the above relation simplifies to thelncreasingp and decreasing have the same affect on the
following asymptotic relation as approaches 0, underlying Lyapunov equations. Thus, stability is guasadt
. . . so long aw is sufficiently large or equivalently; sufficiently
ATP, = ATPy — CR;*CTP, P, 4+ O(v)

small.
D D D -1 ~T
B A, = BAy — PLE,CRy C7 +0(v) Remark 4. The stability analysis of this method was first
Substitution of [ZB) for the expressiomﬁpo and P, 4, in presented in[[10]. This remark illustrates why the stapilit

(26)

(@5) results in the following inequality analysis presented i _[10] resulted #@ft) converging to a
. o . o o compact set for finite. Consider the Lyapunov candidate from
V<e' A Pye+e’ PyAje —2¢” BhBAO™ e [10, (14.43)] repeated here in

+ eTCRalCTPVple + eTplPVCRalCTe + O(l/)eTe
+2¢"PyBAO 1, + 2Tr(AéTxme5R51/2W)
+2¢" PyBAK Ty + 2Tr(AK T rel RS VW),

V =e"Pe+Tr(AOTT10) + Tr(AKTT'K).

Taking the time derivative along the system trajectories

(27) V= eTQl,e — eTC'R;lcTe +2¢7P,BAO* e
= ~ = —1/2
Substitution of [2D) in to the first line above, and using the +2¢" P,BAOT zy, + 2TH(AO €] R W)
fact that Py B = C'R, "/*W for the expressions in the bottom +2¢" P, BAK r + 2Tr(AK Trel R, Y2W)
two lines, which can be simplified to
. T~ 1% + 1 T >—1 T . ~ ~
V<—-e Que— €y Ry ey +0(v)e'e V<-— eTQ,,e — eTCR,leTe + QeTPVBAG*Te
+eT"CRy'CT P, Pre+ " P P,CRy'CTe + OW)llelll|zm]l + OW)|lell]I7|
—2¢7CRyPWAO e asv — 0. Note thatz,, is a function ofe. Therefore, it is

difficult to boundz,,, before the boundedness ofs obtained.
Furthermore, the presence oft) on the righthand side will
always perturty away from0 for all finite v. In Theoreni B we
overcame this issue by selecting a slightly different Lyapu
function, P, was replaced by the limiting solution df,. It
+ e;FRglCTPl,Ple + TP P,CRy e, would appear to be a rather benign change to the Lyapunov
9T R e, candidate. This change however allows us to go from stebilit
Y0 ’ to the model following error converging to zero.
ExpandingP, in the second line above

Using the fact that, = CTe andv + 1 > 1, the following
inequality holds forv sufficiently small

. ~ 1
V<—elQe— ;egRo_ley +O0(v)ele

B. Extension to Non-square Systems
Consider dynamics of the following form

i = Az + BiAu, y=0CTz (30)

. ~ 1
V<—elQue— ;egRaley + O(V)eTe
+ el RyICT Py Pre + ¢T PP, CRy e, (28)
— 27 Ry PW e e,
R ~ L1 wherez € R", u € R™, y € R? andp > m. By € R"*™
Let Po & —Ry'CTPy P + R, /“WO*T, then the above and C' € R™*? are known.A € R™*™ and A € R™*™ are

inequality can be simplified a8 < —£7Q(v)E + O(v)e’e  unknown. To address the non-square aspect Assumption 1 is
where replaced with the following:

iRs' Po e
Qv) = [Vpé QJ andé = Lﬂ : (29)  Assumption 7. RankK () = p and RankCT By) = m.

Note that Po is independent  of v and Again, the goal is to design a controller such thdt)
lim, 0 Q, > PyQoPy > 0. Thus for v sufficiently small follows the reference model:

1p—1 A—1pT ; it i

Ry — PeQ, ' P5 > 0. ThereforeQ(v) is positive definite S Bir— L AT 31
and forv sufficiently smallQ(v) — O(v)I > 0 as well, where Tm = AmTm + D11 = Ley, Ym = O Tm (31)
I is the identity matrix. Thus the adaptive system is boundechere C7 (s — A,,)~!B; represents the ideal behavior re-
for sufficiently smallv. As before, it follows that, € £, sponding to a command

and by Barbalat Lemmaim, o ¢y(t) = 0. Lemma 6. For a non-square system in the form ¢f](30)

Remark 3. The same discussion for the SISO and MIMGnd [31) that satisfies Assumptions 2, 3, and 7, there ex-
cases is valid for the LQG/LTR based selectionofStability ists a B, € R"*(~™) such that the “squared-up” system



CT(sI — A,,)~'B is minimum phase, an@” B is full rank, rate in radians per second, and pitch angle in radians. The
where control input consists of, = [T §]T, the throttle position
B = [Bl BQ]. (32) percentage and elevator p(:)rsition in degrees. The measured
Proof. The reader is referred t6 [R1] for further details.CI outputs arey, = [V g h] whereh is he|ght measured
in feet. We note that two of the states for this example are
We now consider the squared-up plgM,,, B,CT} and not available for measurement, the angle of attack and the
state the lemmas corresponding to Lenitha 3 and Leflima 4itch angle. The pitch angle is never directly measurabteign

Lemma 7. For the MIMO system if30) satisfying Assump- always reconstructed from the pitch rate through someifiljer

tionsC2,3 and 7 with\ chosen as ir@) with B as defined process. The angle of attack however is usually available
in (]32), there exists an, such that MTCT (sl — A,, — for direct measurement in most classes of aircraft. Thege ar

TN—1 1o ¢ several classes of vehicles however where this informasion
L,C*) ‘B is SPR. T ) e .
hard to obtain directly: weapons, munitions, small airgraf
Lemma 8. ChoosingL = L — pBMT where L, is defined hypersonic vehicles, and very flexible aircraft, just to Bam
in LemmalB andp > 0 is arbitrary, the transfer function a few.
MTCT(sI — A,, — LCT)~1B is SPR and satisfies: In this example we intend to control the altitude of the
TNT T aircraft, and for this reason an integral error is augmeiaed
(Am + LCT) P + P(Ap + LCT) = =@ the plant. The extended state plant is thus defined as
Q2Q,+2pCMMTCT (33)

&= Ax + Byu+ B.r and y:C’T:E

PB=CM
where P = PT > 0 and Q, = QT > 0 are independent of wherey. = h, r is the desired altitude,
and M is defined in(@). = Tp _ |4 0w By = By
f(y—?") ’ Cz O1x1 O1x2

We should note that thB matrix above corresponds to addi- -
tional p—m inputs which are fictitious. The following corollary g — [ 0151 } . 0T = {C 03Xl} . y= { Yp }
helps in determining controllers that are implementable. —lixa Oixa  Tix1 J(y=—1)

Corollary 2. ChoosingLl = L, — pBMT whereL, is defined ~ 1he reference system is defined as

in Lemmaly andp > 0 is arbitrary, the transfer function ;. =~ — 4 2+ B.r—L,(y —yn) and ym =CTa,,
MECT(sI — A,, — LCT)~!'B; is SPR andM; is defined o . )

by the partiton) = [M, M,] which satisfiesP[B, B,] = WhereA,, = A,om + B1Kf, with K, = —Rp B, Pr the

C[M; M. solution to the algebraic Riccati equation
Accordingly, we propose the following adaptive law: Al PR+ PrAnom — PRBRy'B"Pr+Qr =0
6= —ngmeZMl and
- ; (34) A 0
K=-T TM — p,nom 4x1
kTe, My Anom . N E

The following theorem shows that the overall system

globally stable andim e(t) = 0 the closed-loop reference model gain is defined as in
t—00 — U

(I8) where we have squared up the input matrix through the
Theorem 4. The closed-loop adaptive system specified laytificial selection of a matrix3; and definedB = [B; Bs]
(30), (37), (@) and (34), satisfying assumptions 2 to 7, with so thatC” B is square, full rank, and'”' (sI — A,,)"'B is
chosen as ir32), L as in Lemmal8) chosen as in Equation minimum phase. The control input for the linear and adaptive
(), with M; defined in CorollanfR, angh > p* has globally LQG controller is defined as

bounded solutions withm;_, . e, (t) = 0, wherep* is defined
t— u( ) P = Kgxm _|_@Txm

as S )
* = A" || Ma | ) 35) Wwhere the update law for the adaptive parameters is defined
P = (35)
2Amzn(Qs))\mln (MM ) as
Proof: The proof follows as in that of Theorelnh 1. 0= —Fxme;fMl,

with M the firstm colums of Ry '/*W whereW is defined

_ . just below [22) . The LQR controller is defined as
For the simulation study we compare the performance of

a combined linear and adaptive LQG controller to an LQR U= Kgx-

controllgr, which is full states acc_essib!e by definitiorheT All simulation and design parameters are given in Appendix
uncertain system to be controlled is defined as Bl Note that the free design parametérhas zero for the
i, = Apz, + Byu and y, = CyTx,, last entry, this is due to the fact that for_ an uncertainty in
. ‘ A, feedback from the integral error state is not needed for a
wherezx, = [V a q 9} is the state vector for the plantmatching condition to exist. The simulation results are now
consisting of: velocity in ft/s, angle of attack in radiapgich presented.

V. SIMULATION STUDY



Figure 1 contains the trajectories of the state space for th < 40
adaptive controller (black), linear controller (gray)farnce = 20
modelz,, (black dotted), and reference command height (gray <
dashed). The reference command in height was chosen to bei
filtered step, as can be seen by the gray dashed line. The plac
when controlled only by the full state linear optimal cotigo 40,
is unable to maintain stability as can be seen by the divgrgin
trajectories. The reference model trajectories are orgiblyi
different from the plant state trajectories under adaptiv@rol Fig. 2. Control inputs from the adaptive controller, thietpercentage
in the angle of attack subplot and the pitch angle subpléfashed) and elevator position (solid).
the two states which are not measurable. Figure 2 contains
the control input trajectories for the adaptive controkerd ir
Figure 3 contains the adaptive control parameters. Thexe ar
two points to take away form the simulation example. First, —
the adaptive output feedback controller is able to stabiliz !
the system while the full state accessible linear contrafie

-20

-2 1

not. Second, the state trajectories, control input, angtada 0 50 100 150
parameters exhibit smooth trajectories. This smooth Hehav t [s]

is rigorously justified in[[4] for a simpler class of closeabp

reference models. Fig. 3. Adaptive Parameters.
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APPENDIXA 0 0
THE SPRCONDITION, KYP LEMMA AND TRANSMISSION :1 0 0 0
ZEROS
This section contains relevant definitions for linear syste 0 —250 0 250

that were assumed to be familiar to the reader. They have been . — [O ~250 0 250]
included for completeness. We begin with two definitions of N
positive realness. The KYP Lemma is then introduced. The Ap = Apnom + By -2 15 2 -2
section closes with a few rank conditions related to transfe 7 L5 =22 1
matrices. The linear control design parameters:
Definition 1 ( [Il, [22]). An n x n matrix Z(s) of complex Qr=diag([1 1 .1 0 .1))
variables is Positive Reaif Rp =diag[1 10])

1) Z(s) is analytic when Res) > 0 (Re = real part) . _
2) Z*(s) = Z(s*) when Rés) > 0 (* denotes complex WhereK}, = —Ry' B, Pg with P the solution to the control

conjugation) Riccati equation.

3) ZT(s*) + Z(s) is positive semidefinite for Re) > 0. The adaptive control design
Definition 2. An n x n matrix Z(s) of complex variables Qo = I(n+q)x(n+q)
is Strictly Positive Rea(SPR) if Z(s — €) is positive real for Ro = I(piq)x(p+a)
somee > 0 I=diag[l 1 1 1 0])

Throughout the remainder of this section the following v =0.01
transfer matrix is referred to 0

Z(s) = CT(sI — A)"'B. (36)
By =

Lemma 9 (Kalman Yakubovich Popov (KYP)[]1, Lemma
2.5]). A Z(s) as defined if38) that is minimal is SPR iff there
existsP = PT >0andQ = QT >0st. ATP+ PA=—-Q
and PB = C.

Corollary 3. If B € R™*™, m < n is rankm and Z(s) is
SPR, therCTB = (CTB)T > 0.

Proof. Given thatPB = C, it also follows thatBT P = CT
and thusBT PB = CT B is symmetric, rankn and positive.
(I

Definition 3. For Z(s) as defined in[{36) that is minimal and
square, theransmission zeroare the zeros of the polynomial
P(s) = det(sI— A) det[CT (s — A)~! B] [23, Theorem 1.19].

Lemma 10. For G € R™>*™ and full rank, the location of the
transmission zeros for a squa#(s) in ([36) are equivalent to
the location of the transmission zeros @Y (s).

= O W o
O W oo

Proof. If sop € C is a transmission zero, thedet(sol —
A)det[GCT (soI — A)~*B] = 0, and recalling the prod-
uct rule for determinatesdet[GC” (sl — A)™'B] =
det(G) det[CT(sol — A)7'B]. G is full rank and thus
det(G) # 0. Therefore,sy is a solution todet(sol —
A)det[CT (sol — A)~1B] = 0 as well. O



	I Introduction
	II Control Problem
	III Stability Analysis
	III-A Stability in the SISO Case
	III-B Stability in the MIMO Case

	IV Extensions
	IV-A MIMO LQG/LTR
	IV-B Extension to Non-square Systems

	V Simulation Study
	VI Conclusions
	References
	Appendix A: The SPR condition, KYP Lemma and Transmission Zeros
	Appendix B: Parameters for Section V

