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Intermittent Redesign of Analog Controllers via the
Youla Parameter

Leonid Mirkin

Abstract—The paper studies digital redesign of linear time-
invariant analog controllers under intermittent sampling. The
sampling pattern is only assumed to be uniformly bounded, bu
otherwise irregular and unknown a priori. The contribution of
the paper is twofold. First, it proposes a constructive algathm
to redesign any analog stabilizing controller so that the ased-
loop stability is preserved. Second, it is shown that when gpied
to (sub) optimal H? and H® controllers, the algorithm produces

Fig. 1. Generic sampled-data controller as the cascade éfarconverter
(sampler)S, a pure discrete-time pak, and a D/A converter (holdH

(sub) optimal sampled-data solutions under any a priori unknown
sampling pattern. The proposed solutions are analytic, cogpu-
tationally simple, implementable, and transparent. Trangparency
pays off in showing the optimality, under a fixed sampling desity,

Second, there have been rapidly growing activities in
systems with intermittent sampling. This is motivated by
networked control systems$1[9] and potential advantages in

employing event-based feedback[8, 10]. Although the tesul
might not study digital redesign explicitly (an exceptian i
[17]), many of them effectively deal with these problems.sOf
special interest for us are approaches that make use ofithe si
ulated analog closed-loop system to generate control Isigna
during intersample intervals of irregular lengths and af the

The term “digital redesign” refers to problems of approxwhole state is measured, adjust an analog state estimatar up
imating analog controllers by sampled-data ones, i.e. casrrival of new samples. This direction is exposed[ih [9]. See
trollers that can be realized as the cascade of a sampler (AllSo [12] for apparently the first appearance of such an idea
converter), a pure discrete element, and a hold (D/A coerertin the control literature and_[13] and the references tmerei
as shown in Fid.]1. This approach has been widely employst its use in human control, although these two references
in designing digital controllers for analog plants, notsteaoffer neither proofs of stability nor performance analyses
because it facilitates the direct use of analog insightsh@é tworth emphasizing that many methods, which use interntitten
design. The reader is referred {d (h. § and [2,Ch. 3 for sampling, augment the original analog controller, so ttet i
expositions of ideas in the field and further references.  discretized version may be more complex. This departura fro

A common digital redesign setup is to assume a reguldie conventional modus operandi reflects the changing &cen
(say, constant) sampling rate, fixed A/D and D/A parts (sagentioned above: more emphasis is placed on the information
the ideal sampler and the zero-order hold, respectively, @change between system components and the form of A/D
in Fig.dl), and choose a discrete-time part that mimics th&d D/A converters is less restrictive.
structure of the analog prototype. But these choices are, torackling systems with intermittent sampling events migt b
some extent, a legacy of technological and methodologiGakhallenge, owing to their time-varying nature and swische
limitations of early computer-controlled systems. Nowgsa petween closed- and open-loop regimes. This is true in han-
with the advent of affordable DSP technology and a trend fling the closed-loop stability and even more so in analyzin
distribute information processing, the accents are clmngi performance. Consequently, results are frequently eitbar

First, the use of traditional A/D and D/A converters mightervative or apply only to simple dynamics. The full access t
no longer be preordained. There may be enough local compie plant state is a recurrent assumption. There appearrto be
tational power to pre-process measurements and postg®0Gfyn-conservative and transparent methods of optimal abntr
control commands. Model-based modifications of control sigesign for general linear problems with general sampling
nal during the intersample, dubbed the generalized holte Watterns. Besides, although the use of unorthodox hold and
exploited in [3] (in fact, an application of a generalizedampling elements has proved useful, their structuresfter o
hold mechanism to the digital redesign problem was alreagjstified only empirically. The apparent qualitative difface
proposed inl[4]), with the philosophy to circumvent limitats  from systems with periodic sampling brought about différen
of linear control. This philosophy was then criticized ir.[5 analysis tools, like continuous-time Lyapunov methods.
Optimal design of generalized sampler and hold, which ate no 56 of the goals of this paper is to demonstrate that concepts
prone to the problems presented|in [5], was pioneeredlin [G], o0ls developed for sampled-data problems with pegiodi
see also[[7]. Lately, there is a renewed interest in thisesibj sampling might still be powerful in addressing stabilitydan

of uniform sampling for both performance measures studied.

Index Terms—Sampled-data systems, intermittent sampling,
Youla-Ku Eera parametrization, H= and H® optimization

|. INTRODUCTION

see e.g.[[8.19] and the references therein.
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performance problems under intermittent sampling. It g
that the ideas of [14], which exploit properties of convenéil
sampled-data systems in thited domain extend to systems
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with intermittent sampling. Specifically, [14] shows thlaeétset is a classical result, well documented in the literatures se
of all causal finite-dimensional sampled-data systemseeor{il6, Ch. 13 and the references therein. The idea also extends
sponds to the set of strictly causal systems in the liftedalom to time-varying systems [1Bec. 9.A. These parametrizations
This result facilitates extracting sampled-data congrslfrom are conventionally expressed in terms of a linear-fraetion
various analog controller parametrizations. By extendimg transformation of a free stable parameter (dubbed Qe *
result to the intermittent sampling setup, the following s parameter”) by some given “generator,” which is a functién o
redesign problems is addressed: a coprime factorization of the plant. When state-spacezaal
1) An approach to digitally redesign given analog stabiligi tions are involved, the central controller, the one coroesiing
controllers is put forward. By embedding such controllet® Q = 0, has commonly the observer-based structure.
into the analog Youla parametrization setup, all stalifizi It is less common to construct a parametrization centered
sampled-data controllers are characterized. This yield$o& some given, “nominal,” stabilizing controller, whichrist
systematic algorithm to construct a stabilizing contmollenecessarily observer based. This possibility was explared
under any, even unknown a priori, sampling pattern. [18,§111-B ] in the case when this nominal stabilizing controller
2) Intermittent redesign methods for analtbg’- and H s stable itself. An insight into how to expand a given coliro
(sub) optimal controllers are proposed. They result in nowas provided in[[I9pp. 546-548 but constructive procedures
conservative optimal designs under no limitation on thand completeness were only discussed for stable plants with
sampling pattern. Performance levels attainable by the the zero nominal controller and for observer-based nominal
sulting sampled-data controllers are transparent funstiocontrollers. | am not aware of other discussions of this ectbj

of sampling times. As a result, it is proved that the uniforri the literature. Still, this kind of parametrization isquéred
sampling is bottH2 andH™>® optimal among all sampling for developments in the next section. Thus, although theltres

patterns of a given density. might not be entirely new, it is proved below.

Remarkably, the offline computational complexity of thecalg ~L€mma 2.1:Let P be an LTI plant having a strictly proper
rithms above is independent of the sampling pattern. Alse, ttrans_fgr functlon._ Assume that it is mternally S'[abll|IZlH?jd an
resulting sampler and hold are justified performance wise. ¥T! f!r_nt_e—dlmensmnal controlleKg. Then_all linear internally
the best of my knowledge, these are the first non-conseevaif@bilizing controllers can be characterizedias: 7i(Jo, Q)
and computationally tractable results for general lingabp for any stable and caus@ and
lems with unrestricted sampling patterns. T Ko '\7'51

The paper is organized as follows. After presenting some Jo = [ M61 —'V'alF’(' _KOP)—1M61] ’ @
preliminary results about the Youla parametrization afiohg N .
in Section]], the class of sampled-data controllers is atxar Where Mo, No, Mo, and Ng are coprime factors oKq over
terized in the lifted domain in Sectidilill. This result issth RH>, such thatKo = Mg™Ng = NoMg™.
used to address the stabilization problem in Sedfidn IV,rwhe ~ Proof: Becauseq is stabilizing, there must exist coprime
a parametrization of all sampled-data stabilizing coferel factorizations of the plan® = Mz"Np = NpM5!, such that
for an arbitrary s.ampling pattern is_ presented (Thedremh 4.2 Mo —No Mp No | _
and some of their properties are discussed. The next section {_MP Np } { Np Mo } =1
is devoted to the performance-based discretizations gitith =
(fVA) and H™ (§VB) senses. Sectiof VI shows how thdndeed, .by [!IBLem. 5.1Q the st:_;lb|I|ty of t_he .closed-loop
proposed approach can be applied to & loop shaping system implies that for any coprime factorizationsRyfthe
method of [I5] and illustrates this procedure by a numericgYSttmsD = MoMp — NoNplanPl = MpMp — NpNp are
example. Concluding remarks are provided in Sedfion VIl ari-Stable, i.e., such thdd, D, D, D" € H>. Thus,MpD™,

-1 /-1y 31K ;
the Appendix contains some more technical proofs. NpD™, D™"Mp, and D™"Np are also coprime factors d?
and they do verify the equality above. It then follows from

Notation: The sets of non-negative integers and reals af¢7 sec. 9.4 that all internally stabilizing controllers can be
denoted ag* andR*, respectively. The transpose of a mat”’barametrized asNp + MpQ)(Mo + NpQ)~L. The equivalence
M is denoted aM’ and, for square matrices;(M) andp(M)  petween this form and(1) follows by [16em. 10.] and the
stand for the trace and the spectral radlusl\_bf]i(CIJ,Q_) fact thatP(l —KoP)X = NpMo. Finally, asP(cc) = 0, the (2, 2)
and Fu(®, Q) read as the lower f':lnd upper linear-fractiona,p_pjock ofJg(s) is strictly proper and the LFT ii{1) is well
transformations of) by ®, respectively, see [1&h. 14. posed for every caus@ by [20, Thm. 4.1. 0
By [16, Lem. 10.4(c) the transformatiorQ — K defined by

Il. PRELIMINARIES @) is invertible, withQ = }‘U(J51, K), where

This section revises the Youla parametrization and thadjft

technique, which are required for technical developmemts i Jal — [ ~ P~ ~|V|0—PNO ] ’ @)
the paper. Although both subjects are well-studied in the Mo —NoP —No(Mo —PNo)
literature, both require some less documented twists. and is well posed for any causil again by [[20;Thm. 4.1.

Remark 2.1 (connection with [L8])The parametrization
A. Youla parametrization with prespecified central conémol of Lemma[Z.1 can be rewritten as

Parametrizations of all stabilizing controllers for a giveT| K=F Ko I o
plant, known as the Youla, or Youla-KuCera, parametrizegi — Y o e



whereQ = Mg*QMgL. If Kq is stable, bottVlp and Mg are
bi-stable and can thus be absorbed into @aparameter. The
parametrization then reduces to the case discussed]inYé@s8].
unstable poles ofMg! and My?, which are unstable poles of
Ko, extend admissibl@'s to a class of unstable systemsv

A state-space realization of the generator of all stabijzi
controllers in Lemm&2]1]y, can also be derived. To this endFig. 2. Lifting transformation with nonuniform time axis figon
bring in stabilizable and detectable realizations

P(s) = [ é %J } and Kg(s) = [ Ao go ] (3) Can be equivalently cast as a sequence of functfis}icz
Yy Co| Do such thatf[i] : [0, h;) — R" is defined according to

lifting
—_—s,

any pick anyFg andLg such thatAg + BogFg and Ag + LoCo f[i1(6) = £(t; +0), ieZ,0e[0,h)
are Hurwitz. Coprime factors dfy can then be constructed
as in [16,Thm. 5.9, which eventually yields whereh; := ti+1—t is the length of theth interval. The discrete
_ sequence/f[i]} is said to be thdifting of the analog signal
Ao 0 0 Bo Lo f(t) with respect to the-axis partition by{t;}. See Fid.P for
0 A BoCy 0 o a visualization of this transformation.
Jo(s) = 0 BuCp A+BuDoCy| O By (4) Any continuous-time system can then be lifted by lifting its
C O 0 ‘ Do | input and output signals, resulting in a discrete-time esyst
L Fo Fo -y I 0 with infinite-dimensional input/output spaces. To be sfieci
0 0 consider a causal controll&r: y — u described by the kernel
= + { 0 39 ] representation .
u(t) = / k(t, T)y(r)dr (5)
with stable 0

for an associated distributiok(t, 7) (impulse response) such

that k(t,7) = O whenevert < 7. The impulse response may
Ja($) := | BuCo A+BuDoCy | By be visualizing as shown in Fig-3[a), where the unshaded area

Fo <y | 0 represents zero values. Relatign (5) can be rewritten in the
The state dimension afy in @) is in general higher than lifted domain as

that of Kg. For instance, consider the static feedback case, i h [

Ko(s) = Do for someDg such that the matrid + BuDoCy is  t[i](6) = ) / k(i + 0,1 + o)ljl(o)do = (Z Ki y[j]) 0

Hurwitz. Then j=0 /0 j=0

Ag BoCy Lo

A+ BuDOCy| 0 By This relation describes a discrete linear system, dendfe it
Jo(s) = 0 Do I |, @) whose kernel (impulse respongs) at eachi, j is an integral
-Gy I 0 operator mapping functions on [f) to functions on [Ofy).
which is dynamic. In the observer-based case, wheyg) = [N terms of the kernel in Fig. 3(a), this transformation may

—F(sl-A—ByF—LCy)~L for someF andL such thatA+ByF be viev_ved as merely chopping th]eqnd T-axes into pieces
andA+LC, are Hurwitz, the dimension a, is not increased. according toftj}. The result, shown in Fifj. 3(p), can then be
It can be verified that the choic& = Cy andLq = —By result thought of as a form of system matrix as in §&c. 4.1.

then inJa= 0 and the parametrization with The “diagonal” element; of a lifted .impulse response
are called itsfeedthrough partsAt eachi € Z* they are

A+BJF +LCy|-L By integral operators on [®y) representing the direct connection
Jo(s) = F o 11, @") betweeny[i] and d[i]. Given a lifted systenK, by its static
—Cy I 0 part we understand the lifted system, whose kerneKijsj,

as in [16,Thm. 12.8. For a generaKo, we may aim at picking wheredj is the Kronecker delta. At eadlthis static part acts
admissibleFy and Lo for which the order ofla is minimal. @S Uli] = K;[i], which corresponds to the diagonal system

B. Lifting technique 0 T 0 i o 0o i o

(=1
(=1

0

The idea of lifting is to convert analog signals to discrete :
sequences of functions operating over finite time intervals i
Although mostly used to deal with systems with a constant \
sampling rate, see [£h.1Q and the references therein,
extensions of the technique to time-varying rates is défest
at least at the level required in this paper.

Consider a sequence of time instand#égicz+ such that
0=ty <ty <ty <---. Then any analog signl: R* — RM Fig. 3. Impulse responses of causal controllers

K. Ky,

in o o iz
N Kizi] Kizii\ Kizii\
[ S o -

(a) In the time domain  (b) In the lifted domain (c) The static part oK



Ot bt LT otz 3 ¢ J non-uniform sampling and without the finite dimensionality

assumption abouk, formalizes this observation:

2 Theorem 3.1:LetK be a linear system in the lifted domain

f NI with respect to the time axes partition iy }. K is the lifting

& of a causal sampled-data system as in[Big. 1 with the sampling
ts . instances(t;} iff K is strictly causal, i.eK;j = 0, Vi € Z*.

\ Proof: Follows by lifting (8). O

The strict causality is a more convenient system-theoretic
Fig. 4. Impulse responses of causal sampled-data comgolle notion to handle in various controller design approachas th
constraint[(B). This is the reason to introduce lifting.

(a) In the time domain (b) In the lifted domain

matrix depicted in Fidg.3(f). The following result, which is
straightforward to verify, will be required in the sequel: ) ] )
Lemma 2.2:Let G be an LTI system with the state-space Consider an LTI planP. Without loss of generality, assume
realization @ B, C, D) and letG be its lifting with respect to that |t_s trf';\_nsfer functiofP(s) |s_str|ctly proper (this simplifies
the time axis partition by{t; }. Then the static part of is the €Chnicalities but can be easily relaxed, [Lesq). Let

lifting of the continuous-time system s ¢ verifying a causal LTI controlleKy internally stabiliz8 P and {t; }icz+
’ be a sequence of time instances such that
X(t) = AX(t) + BC(t),  x(t) =0

IV. STABILITY -PRESERVINGREDESIGN

forallt ¢ Rt andi € Z*. The problem studied in this section is to approxim&g

by a linear causal sampled-data controller with the sargplin
instanceqt;}, so that the closed-loop stability is preserved. By
causal we understand a sampled-data controller as if]Fig. 1,

The redesign approach of this paper hinges on convertiwgereS produces discrete signayfi] at eacht; on the basis
analog controllers to sampled-data ones cémstrainingthe of measurementsg(t) for t < t;, K is causal, and{ shapes
former. The first step to this end is to understand how tbe control signali(t) in t € [tj,tj+1) on the basis of discrete
characterize causal sampled-data controllers of the farm signalst[j] for j < i. We assume hereafter that the sampling
Fig.M among linear operators mapping the measurement sigingtancest; are not known a priory, but the length of the
y into the control signal. intersample interval; :=tj+1 —t;j is uniformly bounded.

An important role in the reasonings below is played by the
fac_t that the sampler qnd hold in F|_E].1 are_n(_)t fixe(_j (an'&i_ Solution in the lifted domain
neither are the dimensions of the discrete sigryaénd 0).
What should then be understood by a sampled-data confollerBy Lemmal2.1,Ko generates the whole family of linear
The picture appears to be easier to grasp via causality of ff@bilizing controllersK = Fi(Jo, Q) for a givenJo, which
mappingy — u. Indeed, the very presence of the samplint§ @n augmentation dfp, and arbitrary stable and caus@l
operation inside the controller should imply that betwega t Clearly, any stabilizing sampled-data controller mustohgl
subsequent sampling instaneelsas no new information aboutt0 this family. It is therefore pertinent to understand, wha
y, no matter what A/D and D/A converters are used. In othéPnditions should be imposed o@ to produce sampled-
words, u(t) for all t € (t,t.;) may be based oy(r) for data Fi(Jg, Q). The latter question, in turn, is convenient to
7 < t; only. Any controller satisfying this causality constrain@ddress in the lifted domain, where a handy characterizatio
will be regarded as an admissible orie.terms of the kernel ©f sampled-data controller exists, see Theofem 3.1.

IIl. WHEN IS A CONTROLLER SAMPLED-DATA ?

representatior{5), admissibility then requires that _n thq IifEed domaivn, the 5:ontroller parametrization reads
K = F(Jp, Q), whereJy and Q are the Iiftedv versions ody
k(t,7) = 0 wheneverr > max tj. (6) andQ, respectively, with an arbitrary stabf@ such that its

feedthrough term®; are causal. This LFT is then always well
This yields a staircase, instead of triangle, constraintten posed. Theoreri 3.1 says tHétis the lifting of a sampled-
impulse response, as shown in [fig. #(a). data system iff its feedthrough ternkg = 0 for all i € Z*.
Constraint[(6) might not be convenient to incorporate intohe feedthrough terms d¢ depend only on those ok and
design procedures though, especially if the employed @mpro Q (because of their causality), i.K; = Fi(Jo;i, Qi) for every
does not use the impulse response directly. The constraintThen, by [I6L.em. 10.4(c), Q;i = fu(j5jli'Rii)- Hence, for
however, is substantially simplified if translated to thiéeli everyi we have that
domain associated witlit;}. The stairs in Fid.4(®) fit then
into the partition of the time axis, resulting in the system Ki =0 <= Qi =Qoji =[0I | J5i [?] _
matrix in Fig[4(b). This suggests thdil (6) translates to the
lifted domain asstrict causality i.e. the constraint that the " _ _
The stability of a linear syster® is understood throughout the paper as

fGEdt.hrOUgh parts are Zero. The following result, WhiCh_ MaY poundedness as an operatd(R*) — L2(R*). In most cases the results
be viewed as an extension of [Tm. 1] to systems with remain unchanged if2(R*) is replaced with P(R*) for anyp > 1.



This condition completely determines the feedthrough germ  Proof: The state-space realization dgl is obtained by

of Q and does not affect the rest of it, which is handy. [16, Lem. 3.19. Using Lemmd&ZR, we then end up Wit :
Two straightforward, yet nevertheless important, observa— ijg as the lifting of

tions are in order here. FII’SQO i defined above is causal,

because so is the continuous-time systﬂ-g‘ﬁ Second, the *Q(t) =AJ XQ(t) —By1e(t),  xq(t) =0 (8)
static lifted systenmQsta Whose impulse response operators no(t) = Cy12%q(t) — Doe(t)
Octat {Qo i i j=i whereAJ := Ay —Bj1Cj2 —Bj2Cy1 + Bj2DoCoo,
Statjj = .
0 otherwise By12:=Bj1—BsDp and Cjp2:=Cy;1—DoCs2. (9)

is stable, as it is the lifting of an LTI system whose statetes
at everyt; with uniformly boundeE ti+1—ti. Consequently, any
adm|53|bIeQ can be presented @; Qstat+ Qsd for a strictly
causuaIQSd, which is thus the lifting of a sampled-data system, X3(t) = Agxy(t) + Bypy(t) + Byo (n(t) + nQ(t))
andQ is stable iffQgq is stable. u(t) = Cy1x3(t) + Doy(t) + n(t) + no(t)

The discussion above can be summarized as follows: €(t) = Copxa(t) + y(t)

Lemma 4.1:All causal stabilizing sampled-data controllers 927 Y

Denoting byn the output ofQgq and bye the second output
of Jg, the dynamics ofly read

in the lifted domain can be parametrized as (the second input ofg is the sum of the outputs d@stat and
. oL . Qsd)- Combining this realization witH 8), eliminating,, and

Ksd = Fi (Jo. Qstat * Qsd) carrying out a state transformation yiel@$ (7) with= x; and

Xa = X3 + XQ. O]

for an arbitrary strictly causal stabtésd, Whereéstat is the

o The signalus in pre-processof (Ta) may be thought of as
static part of the (2,2) sub-block Jf™. gnatis I pre-p (ra) may g

an emulation of the output of the analog controkgy;, which
equalsCj1x3+Dgy. The pre-processor resembles then the state
B. Solution in the continuous-time domain observer forJy. The only difference is that the calculated

Although treating the problem in the lifted domain is simpl@UIPUL, Us, is now compared with the actual control signal,
conceptually, it does not result in a transparent solutar  Y:_Produced by another system, via the sampling operation

next step is thus to “peel off” the lifted-domain result o

Lemmal[Z.l, i.e. to transform it back the time domain, where The central controller, the one witQsy = 0 (andn = 0),
the structure of the resulting controllers is clear. can be presented in the form shown in Eig. 1. To describe its

To this end. let components, introduce the matrix functions
{An(@) A12(9)]
Jo(s) = : 0 Ax(9)
- exp({ A;—BpCi1 ByCi2 } 9>
(concrete expressions of the parameters of this realizatio 0 A;—B1Ca2

terms of realizations o and Ky are given by [(#)). The

following theorem, which is a sampled-data version of the

Youla-Kucera parametrization with unrestricted samged

hold, is then the main result of this section: A12(0) = / A11(0 = 0)By2C12A25(0)dor (10)
Theorem 4.2:All causal stabilizing sampled-data con-

trollers can be characterized as the interconnection of t

sensor side “pre-processor”

with Aq1(0) = eAB2C)f A, (9) = ABnCr)f  and

htg/ Van Loan’s formulae, see e.g/ [22m. 10.5.]). Then:

Corollary 4.3: The “central” controller of Theorein 4.2 can
be implemented as the sampled-data controller in[Fig. 1 with
Xs(t) = Agxs(t) + Byay(t) + Byz (u(t) — us(t)), (7a) the generalized sampler (A/D convert&) y — y

= + “nost- ” hy
whereus = Cj1xs + Doy, and the “post-processor Jli +1] = /0 dMBeCa)h-0)B ) vt + 0)dlo, (11a)

Xa(t) = (A1 —Bj1Ca2)Xa(t) + Bazn(t) (7b) B
u(t) = (Cy3 — DoCp)Xalt) + 1(t) (7c) the discrete-time controllef :y — 0
at the actuation side, connected via their sampled states as ufi + 1] = (Aqa(hy) + Aga(hi))afi] + yli + 1], (11b)
Xa(ti) = xs(t;) (7d) and the generalized hold (D/A converté): 0 — u
and the signah = Qg¢(CyoXs + ), WhereQsq is an arbitrary u(t + ) = Cyqp e BuC)lq[j], (11c)

causal and stable sampled-data system. .
P y whereBj;5 and Cjq5 are defined byl (9).
2The uniform boundedness is actually required only if the2{Zub-block Proof: Rewrite [74) as

of Jy ~1in unstable. If this system is stable, which happen®i§ itself stable
(cf. 42)) the result holds for anyt; }. *s(t) = (Ay —B32Ci1)xs(t) + By12y(t) + Byou(t),



so that In the intermittent sampling case, this controller stroetwas
hy proposed in[[111], although with no stability proof. Appatign
Xs(ti+1) = Aza(hi)xs(ti) +/ Aqa(hi o) the first proof of the closed-loop stability under this scleem
0 was offered in[[2l]. In the constarij case, earlier proofs
exist. If presented in formC(11), this is exactly the optimal

Now, (IT2), the fact thati(tj + o) = Cy12A22(0)%s(t), which controller configuration of [[7Thm.5.]. The even earlier

x (By1zy(ti + o) + Byou(ti + o)) do.

follows from [78) withy = 0, and ield that result of [6,Thm.3.] is also essentially the same system,
() ) g D)y sans the absorption @stat into Jg. See also[[9Ch. J for an
Xs(ti+1) = (A112(h) + Aqo(hi))xs(ti) + Y[i +1]. analysis of the same controller under the constant sampling

: N rate and parametric plant uncertainty.
The result fOIIOWS_ by mtroqlucmg[|] = Xs(ti). i - Curiously, the redesigned static controllerl(12) is a sgeci
Controller [I1) is well suited to networked implementation.,ca of the redesigned observer-based contr@l@r (13grund
Sampler [TTa) requires uninterrupted access to the mehsq_re: BuDo and F = D,C,. Consequently, the use of static

outputy and should be implemented on the sensor side. HQl§yq|lers offers no advantage over observer-basedaiters
(L16) generates a complex waveform analog control signaliy terms of simplicity for the proposed redesign procedure.
so it should be implemented on the actuator side. The exehang

of information between these parts, done Via {11b), may be ) ) .

intermittent. It can be carried out either opportunisticathen D+ Complexity reduction via €

network resources are available, or when menacing demi@tio The freedom in the choice d@sq can be used to reduce
from predicted behavior are detected. In any case, the radmithe complexity of the controller of Theordm#.2. Consider, f
closed-loop system remains stable for any uniformly bodndexample, the followingQsq : Y — CjoXs — 7:

sequence of sampling intervafs; }. « (f) = ¢ £) = B (V(t) — Croxe(t
The control signali generated by[{7) is typically discontin- % (0 ~ Ankn(®): % (1) = By(y() = Cooxs(ti)) (14)
uous because of jumps i att =tj, cf. (Zd). A workaround n(t) = Cpx(t)

is to parametrize the set of analog stabilizing controliers which is the cascade of the ideal sampler and a generalized
the formK = Fp 7(Jo, Q) for some low-pas$p. This can be hold as in [IIk), just with different parameters. Systén) (14
don~e by factoringo = FipKo an~d then applying Lemnia2.1is stable for anyh,, B,, andC,,, because it resets at every
to Ko and the augmented plaf = PFy,. In this case only With this choice, the actuation-side dynamics](7b)-(7edre
Fi(Jo, Q) is redesigned, so that the actual control signal is a it A1—B11Ciw B1C t
filtered version of[(7c). This factorization is sometimesaatp [ )faEt; } = { ) 031 32 JAZW K } { ;((agt; }
of the design method, see Sectlod VI for an example. K (t)"
u(t) = [ C31—DoCy2 Cy | [ Xa }

Xn (t)

_ _ with the following effect of [7h) on them:
To illustrate the structure of the controller derived abhove

C. Special cases

consider in this subsection some special cases. It is agsume [ Xa(;) ] = [ ! ] Xs(tj) + { 0 ] y(t;).
throughout that the plant is given in terms of its state-spac X (i) —B,Ca2 By
realization [(B). If C, = Cj1 —DoCyp, thenu depends only orka := Xa +

1) Static K: Let Ko(s) = Do for aDg such that the matrix x, . If then A, = A defined after[(8B), the signah becomes
A+ BuDoCy is Hurwitz. ThenJo(s) is given by @ and [7) independent Ok, (can be seen by a similarity transformation).
can be rewritten as As a result, we end up with essentially unchanged actuaidr-e

%(t) = Axs(t) + Buu(t) B Do(y(t) Cox (t)) (12a) equations (just withy = 0) and with the new interconnection
S - u —bu —yAs
Xa(t) = Axa(t) + Buu(t),  Xa(tj) = Xs(t;) (12b) Xa(ti) = (I =B, Cy2)xs(ti) + Byy(ti). (d)

u(t) = DoCyXa(t) +n(t) (12¢) in place of [78l). We may then seek fBy, that renders some
modes of [Za), which are the eigenvalues Af— Bj»Cj1,
unobservable through-B;, Cj,. Unobservable dynamics may
then be safely canceled, reducing the ordei of (7a).
A possible procedure for carrying out such a reduction is as
follows. Assume w.l.o.g. that;, has full row rank. LeV, be
a matrix such thatm V5 is (A;—Bj,Cjq)-invariant andCj, Vo
is left invertible. PickB;, as any solution 0B, Cj,V2 = Vs. In
%s(t) = Axg(t) + Buu(t) — L (y(t) — Cyxs(t) ), (13a) this caselm V; = ker(l —B,Cyp), which implies thafim V5 is
the unobservable subspace of the-B,Cj2, Ay — B32Cj1).
which is again an observer, arld(7)4(7d) read Hence, all modes ofA; — B3pCj;|ImV, are unobservable
ol N throughl — B, Cj, and can thus be canceled. The maximal
Xa(t) = Axa(t) + Buu(D), - Xa(ti) = xs(ti) (13b) o duction is Z\ttained if there is an admissiMe such that
u(t) = Fxa(t) +n(t). (13c) CjoVs is square.

The sensor-side parf,_(12a), is the standard full-ordeemies
of the plant state with the gaih = ByDg. The actuator-side
part, (12b)-{{12c), mimics then the dynamics of the closep|
system under the analog control law= Dqy + 7.

2) Observer-based K In this case the generator of all
stabilizing controllers)), is given by [#). Hence, [7k) reads



A. H2 performance

Let Ko be the HZ-optimal controller for the problem in
Fig[5(a) and{t} be a sequence of sampling instances. The
problem studied below is to find the optimal sampled-data con
troller, of the form depicted in Fig] 1, for the same geneedi
plant.

The HZ norm of a linear system can be roughly viewed as
Fig. 5. Standard problems the L2(R*)-norm of its impulse response. In the LTI case, it

is sufficient to consider the response to the impulse applied
t = 0, which leads to the conventional definitidn [p69§.

The choice ofB,, is particularly simple in the static state-The response of time-varying systems to impulses applied
feedback case, which corresponds [fal (12) with= | and at different time instances might differ. A way to generaliz
Do = F for someF such thatA + ByF is Hurwitz. With the the notion of theH? norm to such systems is via averaging.
choiceB,, =1, equation[(7h) readska(t;) = x(t;), which renders Namely, letG be a linear system described 1Y (5). Then we
observer[(12a) redundant. This yields the control law may define (see e.d. [24] dr [2%.1.9) its HZ norm as

(a) Analog controller (b) Sampled-data controller

T roo
Ut = FEA BRI, vt € [t t0) 63 := tim 1 [ [ gt nlEddr,  s)
—00 0 Jr

which effectively reproduces the algorithm 6f [22] (seeoalswhere||-|| denotes the Frobenius matrix norm. This quantity
[9, Ch. §) and [23] (the latter also adds the effect of a piecanay also be thought of as the average output variance if the
wise constant disturbance estimate to the genermgted input is a zero mean white noise process. In gendral, (15) is
a semi-norm, although in some special cases, like periodic
systems, it is a norm. It reduces to the standard definition if
V. PERFORMANCE GUARANTEEING REDESIGN G is time invariant.
i i .. The main result of this sub-section is formulated below:
The procedure of Sectign]V produces a family of stabilizing Theorem 5.1:Let the analogH? problem associated with
sampled-data controllers from a given analog contrédterOf system in Fig-5(R) be well posed afdand L be the

this family one would naturally prefer a controller that 162 516 feedback and filter gains associated with this proble
to Kg, in whatever sense. Th!s section studies S|tuathns Wh?ﬂen the optimaH2 performance attainable by sampled-data
the closeness betwefy and its sampled-data approximation,qroljers for a given sequence of sampling instanggsis
is measured in terms of the attained closed-loop performanc

To this end, the setup is extended to the so-called “standard T Loh phr -
problem” of the form depicted in Fif.5{a). The performance  {t} =70+ ,l_lfgo t Z/o /0 |FeML |2 dtar,
of this system is quantified by a norm, eithéf or H>, of 1=0
the closed-loop systenizy = Fi(G,Ko) from w to z Itis  \here~, is the optimalH? performance attainable by analog
assumed thao guarantees certain performance level and th@ntrollers. TheH? performance attained by the sampled-data

goal is to find a sampled-data controller that can deliver @ntroller given by[(IB) with) = Qsd(y-CyXs) is then|| Tzw||3 =
comparable performance level for the setup in [Fig]5(b). ﬁt + HQsdH%-

Remark 5.1 (viewpoint)The problems addressed in this *" proof: See Appendix. 0

section might also be viewed as merely the design of Note that the optimal sampled-data controller is not unique
(sub)optimal sampled-data controllers for intermitteatns Because[{T5) is a semi-norm, there are nongypsuch that
pling. But op_tin_1a|ity might make little eng_ineering SeNSE P ||Qgqll2 = 0. Any suchQsqy produces an optimal controller.

se. Rather, it is a powerful to_ol to design “good”_qnalog An intriguing question is under what sampling pattétr}
controllers. For that reason, solving the very same Op&Iion  the attainable performance is minimal. Of course, this tioies
problem for a sampled-data controller is treated here asla tghgkes sense only if the “average” sampling period is fixed.

of redesigning a chosen analog controk&y. V' Another assumption that should be made in this respectis tha

Throughout this section, we assume that the sampling pattern is periodic. Otherwise, an altermatib
any finite number of sampling instancgshas no effect on

G = Gald Gzu(d | _ =10 b Mt} Thus, assume that there is Bnsuch thathj.n = hj for

(5= [Gyw(s) Gyu(s)] T o all'i € Z* and that
w N-1
1 tN
and that the standard assumptiohs] [L&84 are satisfied hay := N z(;hi N (16)
1=

(including the normalization®, Dzy = | and DywD{y, = 1). _

The solution procedure is again to start with a parametazat is fixed. In this case

now of all suboptimal analog controllers, and then seek for a R

“least harmful”’Q-parameter for which the resulting controller V2=l —— Z |FeML|2 ditdr
. {ti} Nhav F

is a sampled-data one. j=0 /0 /O



(and, as a matter of fact, the optin@lq = 0 is unique now). this design would make no practical sense. Another poggibil

The optimal sampling pattern is then given as follows: something betwee (I15) and LQR, would be to consider
Proposition 5.2:1f Ko # 0, the unique optimal sampling -
pattern for a fixedhay in (I6) and anyN € Z* \ {0} is the P e 2
uniform sampling, i.ehj = hyy for all i € Z*. IGlI2 = ,1_1520 i ; § l9Ct, )] dt.
J:

Proof: First, Ko(s) = —F(sl —=A-ByF —LC)7IL = 0 iff
F(sl-A)"'L = 0, which is readily verified via the Kalman Consider what happens with this choice when the sampling
canonical decomposition [L&hm. 3.1Q. Hence, the condition pattern is 2-periodic. In that case,
of the proposition guarantees thBE*L # 0 in any finite
e el = o8+ 5( [ IFALZa [ R 2
Let us start with the case & = 2. Sampling periods can ! '2"2~=707 51 |/ F 0 F
then be parametrized &g = h—¢ andh; = h+¢ for § € [-h, h]

and the optimal performance is so that
s 5 (h+8)+2(h=0) d|[Tzull3 _ [[FeMMOL 12— | FeAM)L )2
Ty =0 oh - ds 2 '
where Similarly to the proof of Propositioh 5.2, this function edsi
(h) := n h_THFeAtL”Z dtd zero aty = 0. But this might neither be the only such point nor
T o Jo FOET the point of the local minimum, depending on the parameters.

For example, assume that the system is 1-orde/\j.E, andL
are scalars. In this case, the sign of the derivative of thienap
dyi(h+0) [0 A2 performance equalsign(e™® — e”9). Thus, if the system is
a5 / IFeTLFdt, unstable A > 0), the uniform sampling is still the best option.
But if the system is stabléd(< 0), the uniform sampling is the

It can be verified, using the Leibniz integral rule, that

so that o2 hes worst scenario and the best option is to alternate shortarg |
Tty 1 [FeL||2 dt sampling intervals. IA = 0, the sampling pattern is irrelevant.
b 2hJhs F If G has higher order dynamics, the optimal sampling pattern

has the same sign d@sand is zero iff§ = 0. This proves the Might be more complicated. v

statement of the Proposition. Remark 5.3 (realization vs. processhnother way to as-

Now consider the case ®f > 2. If not all h; are equal, we Sign the sampling pattern is to use event-based mechanisms
can always find g > 1 such thatj_; 7 hj. The replacement [8,[10]. Some results of this kind analyze tHé performance.
of tj with (tj+1 +tj_1)/2 then decreases;(hji_1) + v1(h;) and For example, the Lebesgue sampling strategy of [27] (see als
affects no othery(h;). Hence, there always a pattern yielding8, Sec. 3) may result in a significant relaxation of the average
a better performance. This procedure fails to reduge only ~sampling rate (by a factor of 3 in the case whére De =0
if all hj = hay, which completes the proof. 1 andB, = C, = 1). The cause of this improvement may lie
Propositio 5.2, which establishes that the uniform samgpliin the ability of event-based sampling to make use of the
is advantageous, appears to disagree with some earlidisresinformation about the effect of jparticular realizationof w on
This aspect is clarified in the following two remarks. the system, rather than treatimgas arandom procesdt may
Remark 5.2 (alternative choices of thé Horm): A vari- be interesting in this respect to investigate the posgjlidi use
able sampling rate scheme to improve the LQR performani®® signalQstafy—Cyxs), with Qstatas in [20), as the basis for
in sampled-data systems was proposed[id [26]. It is bas@¢ent generation. This would be qualitatively differerdnfr
on the rate of change of the optimal analog control sign@kisting event generation mechanisms as it involves losspa
and is optimal for 1-order systems. The problem studidttering of the estimation error. This element may be useful
in [26] is different from that studied here though. First, ith avoiding Zeno behaviof [10] and may lead to performance-
assumes the zero-order hold and the ideal sampler. Thigugtified switching, see the example §RT-El v
different, and more restrictive, from the setup with freddho
and sampler. Second, and most importantly, the performance
measure considered in[26] is different. The LQR optimizati B. H> performance
effectively minimizes the energy of the response to the isgu  Unlike the H2 case, theH> performance measure admits
applied att = 0 only. In other words, it does not involvea clean and unambiguous generalization to time-varying sys
averaging. As follows from the proof of Theordm15.1, if thisems, as th¢2(R+) induced norm. Denote byopt > O the
philosophy were used in thel? design for the system in optimal H> performance attainable for the standard problem

Fig.[5(@), the optimal performance would be associated with Fif.5(a) by an analog controller. Kgtbe
ho the centraly-suboptimal controller for @ > ~opt. This Ko
I Tzwll3 = 73 +/ [FEML2 dt. generates the whole family of-suboptimal controllers. The
0

guestion asked below is under what conditions on the seguenc
The obvious choice is them — 0, which recovers the analogof sampling instancest;} this family contains a sampled-data
performance irrespective of the other sampling instanBas. controller of the form depicted in Figl 1.



To formulate the result, we need the Riccati equations
XA+ A'X + ChC, + v 2XByB, X —F'F = 0,
AY + YA +ByBl, + v 2YC,C,Y —LL' =0,

where F := —B(X - D},C; and L := —YC — ByDy,. The
solutionsX andY are called stabilizing if the matrice&: :=
A+ y?ByB) X + BF and AL = A++72YC,C, + LCy are
Hurwitz. It is known [16,Thm. 16.4 that v > ~opt iff the
stabilizing solutions exist and are such tiat- 0, Y > 0, and
p(YX) < 42. We then have:

Theorem 5.3:Let v > ~opt. Then there is ay-suboptimal

Proposition 5.4:Let h., be the least upper bound foy that
satisfy the solvability condition of Theorelm 5.3 for a given
Then the periodic sampling with the sampling pertedhas
the slowest average sampling rate among all sampling patter
for which theH®® performance level ofy is attainable.

VI. EXAMPLE: DESIGN VIA H® LOOP SHAPING

This section considers a numerical example, whose purpose
is twofold: to illustrate the proposed approach and to shew i
application to theH°° loop shaping method of McFarlane and

sampled-data controller for a given sequence of samplifgover [15], which requires some light adjustments.

instances{t;} iff there exists a solution to the differential

Riccati equation
P(t) = AP(t) + P(t)A
+BuBl, + 7 2PHCICP(1),

such thatp(P(t)X) < ~2, Vt € [0, hj] and everyi € Z*. If the
condition holds, ay-suboptimal sampled-data controller is

P(0) = Y

%s() = ALxs(t) —Ly(t) + (Bu + 7 2YGDu(),  (17a)
%a(t) = AEXa(t),  Xa(ti) = (1 =7 2YX) " xs(t) (17b)

u(t) = Fxa(t). (17c)
Proof: See Appendix. O

Remark 5.4 (closed-loop stability)fhe stability of the

A. Intermittent redesign for PP loop shaping

The H* loop shaping is a design procedure that uses the
classical loop shaping guidelines for choosing weights and
casts the phase shaping around the crossover, the “far frem t
critical point” requirement in the classical control, asobust
stability problem. Each iteration of this method consists o
two steps. First, weighting functio, andW; are chosen to
shape the magnitude (singular valuesPgfsn = WoPW. This
step is technically simple and aims at shaping loop gains in
the low- and high-frequency ranges. Second, a special tobus
stability problem is solved foP,si to render the closed-loop
system stable and as far from the stability margin as passibl

closed-loop system under the control ldwl(17) is guarantekfie choice of the robustness setup in this step is meaningful

only if the condition of Theoreri 5.3 holds for dl]. This is

It is the robustness to unstructureétf® uncertainties in the

in contrast to theH? case, where the controller is stabilizing’ormalized coprime factors dmsp. Although normally not
even if it does not guarantee a required performance level. related to the plant physics, this problem has two important

Remark 5.5 (generating disturbancedit terms of X5 :=
(I =v2YX)"1xs the sensor-side dynamics in_(17a) read

Xs(t) = AXs(t) + Bty (t) + Buul(t)
—L(y(t) — CyXs(t) — Dywils (1)),
where L = (I —72YX)7IL and W, := v 2B X% This is
the H® estimator for the analog control signal= Fx in

the presence of the “worst-case” disturbamce= 7‘28\’NXx,
wherex is the state ofG, see[[16Sec. 16.8 In other words,

advantages: its solution is non-iterative and it equallygiees
all four closed-loop frequency responses (se€ §1%.1).
The latter means that cancellations of stable lightly daimpe
poles/zeros are not encouraged, in contrast to some other
optimization-based settings, like the weighted/mixedssen
tivity. If a satisfactory loopPmsiKg is reached with some
choice of Wy andW; by anH® (sub) optimal controlleK,
the resulting controller for the original plant s = W, KgW.

The robust stability problem solved in the second step is an
H®° optimization problem, whose attainable performance level

controller [IT) generates the disturbance under the voaist- may serve as a success indicafor! [@6¢. 6.4 This renders
scenario for its analog prototype. This is different frone ththe redesign problem ¢f/-Blwell suited for this method. We
strategy proposed in_[23], where the sampled-data coatrolhctually only need to redesidfy, the addition of the weights,
uses a piecewise-constant disturbance that “explainsfate which are in the series connection wiky, does not change

deviation of the measured state from the calculated one.

the sampled-data nature of the controller. Indeed, theeseri

Some more observations are in order. The solvability condif causal and strictly causal systems in the lifted domain is

tion of Theoreni 513 holds for every > ~opt providedsup; h;

is sufficiently small. Asy — oo, controller [I¥) recovers

always strictly causal, see [1%5.3] for details.
Assume thaPpysH(s) = C(sl—A)~1B. The optimal attainable

the H2-optimal controller of Theoreri B.1. If transformed taanalog performance for thel™ problem solved during the
the form of CorollaryC4.B, controllef(17) coincides witheth |oop shaping iterations iSopt = v/ + p(YX), whereX > 0 and

H®° controller in [7,Thm. 5.3, modulo replacing the samplingy > 0 are the stabilizing solutions to the Riccati equations (in
instancesh with arbitrarytj. The worst-case performance isact, H2 Riccati equations)

determined by the longest sampling interval, which is non-

obvious for time-varying sampled-data systems in general.
Apropos of the worst-case sampling, the following result,

whose proof is straightforward, may be thought of aski®
counterpart of Propositidn 3.2:

A'X+XA+C'C-XBBX =0,
AY+YA +BB -YCCY=0.

The parametrization of alj-suboptimal solutions can then be
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parametrized [15Thm. 4.14 as F(J,, Q), where S o
A-BBX-Z,YCC|Z,YC Z,B 0!\/ ‘
Jy(9 = —B'X 0o | 18) .l ooy Y Y Y
-C | 0 0216 55.635 ’ 10 t

. . . a) Pendulum angle (dashed curve represents the opendsppnse
and Q is any linear system whoseZ(R*)-induced norm @ gl € . pendopprise)

QI < v72-1. HereZ, = (1 -7 =772yt > | is =
well defined for everyy > ~opt. The following corollary of :0/\/\\/\/J\/\
Theoren{ 5B can then be formulated: o

Corollary 6.1: Let v > /I +p(YX). Then there is ay- 0216 55,635 o 1
suboptimal sampled-data controller for a given sequence of  (b) Control input for the pendulum loop (corrections to tederence)

sampling instanceqt;} iff there exists a solution to the
differential Riccati equation

Fig. 6. Responses to a square wave, an#lgglesigned fory = 3.703

S50 = (A _ I
P(t) = (A-YCC)P(t) + P(t)(Al c CY? behind this choice will be clarified later on), which prodsice
+BB + P(C'CP(t), PO)=Y  the central analog controller

12
such thatp(P()X) < 42 —1, vt € [0,h;] and everyi € Z*. Ko(S) = W(S) 12.5346+ 18.85)6+ 1.839)6+ 0.2895)
If this condition holds, a sampled-data controller guazairtg ($+1.91s+ 1.514)§ + 37.26+ 547.4)
the same robustness level as that uridgis The response of the resulted closed-loop system to a square

%6(t) = Axs(t) + Bu(t) + YC (y(t) — Cxs(t)) (19a) Wwave load disturbance with a magnituded68.5 and a period
(1) = A +B N _ ' 19b of 10sec, is shown in Fifl 6 by solid blue lines. Dampening
%a(t) = Axa(t) + BU(D),  Xa(ti) = Zyxs(ti) (190) properties the designed feedback are apparent from congpari

u(t) = —-B'Xxa(t). (19¢)  the closed-loop output response to that of the open-loat pla
Proof: Follows by the same steps as the proof of ThecS(—jashe<j Img n F'@))' ) .
rem[53. To redesigrKg, consider first how the condition of Corol-

Curiously,Z, in (I98) is the only parameter of the controIIellarWlB:I on{ti} debpeno(Ij on thﬁ rolr:jusfcne_:ts)ls IeweICzaIi_IcuIating q
that depends ony. It may be of interest to investigate the'"® 'east upper bound on the admissible sampling period at
possibility to adjuse., on-line. eachy > ~opt, we end up with the plot in Fif] 7. Expectably,

14
B. Dampening a pendulum 5804

Consider the problem of controlling a pendulum, which is jjjj
mounted on a cart driven by a DC motor. The system has one 5 s G sup e
input (the motor voltage) and two regulated outputs (the car
position and the pendulum angle). Assume that the controllgg. 7. Attainabley as a function of the largest sampling interval
comprises two loops. An internal servo loop, which is given
and implemented as a 1DOF unity-feedback system, contrtie requiredsup; h; for 4's close toyopt is quite close to zero,
the cart position. Our goal is to design the external loogctvh which leaves little room for investigating properties ofein
aims at dampening pendulum oscillations during commamdittent sampling. It therefore makes sense to consideetarg
response of the cart. The external loop measures the panduty The value chosen in the designi&f is at the point where
angle and modifies the reference signal to the inner loogs Thive slope of the curve in Figl 7 is zero (so minimal damage for
way, the reference signal for the cart is treated as the lotiee increase of;j). The maximal admissible sampling period

disturbance against which the external loop acts. in this case is 0.635, which is rather slow from the classical
Let the transfer function from the servo reference signal sampled-data control viewpoint, as the corresponding Myqu
the pendulum angle be frequency of almost 5rad/sec is comparable with the largest
loop crossover of 7.75rad/sec, see also the transientgil@ Fi
428 ; > .
P(s) = Having the bound for admissible sampling rates and com-

(s+18)( +0.05+23) plete freedom in choosing the sampling pattern within this
It has a pair of lightly damped poles at= —0.01+ j4.796, bound, let us dream up the following strategy for the choice
so the control goal is to dampen them by feedback. To thi$t;. Consider the signal = Qstafy—Cxs), WhereQstatis given
end, we design an analog controller via tHe&° loop shaping by (23), adopted tal, in (18). This signal is reset at every

procedure. The choice sampling instancg. As the norm of thiQstat determines the
5 H> performance, we may use thé-norm ofn as a basis for
Wi(s) = g and Wy(s) =1 event generation. To this end, &tbe the solution of

yields a satisfactory loop with lowyopt = 1.7213. Consider

0
/(4. . —
then the design withy = 3.703 ~ 2.15X0pt (the rationale /0 1 (6 + On(ti + et = 0.028
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S to the treatment of the constant sampling rate[in [28]. This

OK/ way both stabilization anéi? optimization problems can be
solved, thus justifying the predictor-based structureppsed

) in [13] without a proof. This approach will not work in

the H> case though. Another alternation that seems to be

immediate is to apply the ideas of this paper to the formaifati

proposed in[[9Ch. 4, where the analog loop is closed not only

instantaneously, but rather during some short time interva

A more laborious extension would be to come up with a
3 o ; theoretically justified event generation mechanism.

(a) Pendulum angle

o u@)

—0.506

(b) Control input for the pendulum loop (corrections to teéerence)

) ) ) ) ) APPENDIX
Fig. 8. Responses to a square wave, intermittent redesidfy ¢lue lines:

event-based sampling, marked as xteis ticks; red lines: uniform sampling A. Proof of Theorerh 511

ith th density; dashed lines: | tyoll . . .
with the same density; gray dashed lines: analog contjoller We start with the following technical result:

Lemma A.1:Let Jg be given by[) with F andL as in the
nStatement of Theorerii($.1). Consider the family of corgrsl|
Fi(Jp, Q) for a causal linea® such that||Q||» < cc. Then

2_.2 2
[Tzwll2 =6 + QI
which is easy to implement. In other words, the COmrom?/\r/here is the optimalH2 performance attainable by contin
samples either as the? norm of n reaches 0.025 or after 0 P P y

0.635sec if the norm does not reach this level by then. uous-time controllers. . .
. . . . R Proof: The closed-loop map for the considered family of
Simulation results with this controller are presented i[Bi

by blue lines. The resulted sampling instances are markeqggtroliers is [IBThm. 12.16 Taw =Ty + ToQTs, where

and consider the following sampling generation mechanis

hi = min{ 6;, 0.635},

the x-axis ticks. Intuitively, the sampling rate increases dgri A -ByF | By By
the transients and decreases as the steady state is re@cleed. Ti(s) To(s)| _ | O AL | B O
can see that the output response is quite close to the respons Ta(s) O -

CF —DzF| O Dz
under the analogy (dashed gray line in Fif.8(a)). This is 0 Cy |Dyw O
noteworthy, taking into account that the average samphr\}ﬂth Hurwitz Ar := A+ BuF andA := A+LC,, B, := By +

period herehyy = 0.216, is still rather slow (the correspondin - 5 L
Nyquist frequency, 14.5rad/sec, exceeds the Iargestmressq'DyW’ andCr := C; + DayF. Moreover,Ty € H7 Ty is inner

of the analog loop only by a factor of 2). For the sake (J]E Thm. 13.32 and Ty is co-inner [16,Thm. 13.33

comparison, the red lines in Fid.8 present responses unde’?low’ (I3) defines a (degenerate) Hilbert space with the

periodic sampling withh; = 0.216,Vi. Note that the control mner product

signals u(t) are continuous functions under both sampling .1 T oo ,

strategies. This is because the discontinuous signal geer (G1,G2)2 = A T/O T tr(g2(t, )ga(t, 7)) dtdr,
by (I9¢) is then filtered by the low-pad%;. A larger pole

2 - ; . -
excess inWi(s) would result in a differentiable(t). so that||G||5 = (G, G),. If Gis a causal LTI system, its adjoint

with respect to the inner product abo@®,, is the anti-causal
LTI system, whose transfer function equas({s)]’, exactly

as in the case of the conventiortéf space. We then have:
The paper has studied the problem of digital redesign of

VII. CONCLUDING REMARKS

2 _
analog controllers under intermittent, possibly unknown a  lITzwll2 = (T1+T2QTa, Ty + T2QT3)2
priori, sampling. The main idea, borrowed from[14], is t@us = || Tall3 + | T2QTs]|3 + 2Re(T2QT3, Ta)2
the characterization of causal sampled-data controlerhea —

§ = Tull3 + QI3 + 2Re(Q V)2

set of all strictly causal systems in the lifted domain toast
sampled-data controllers from Youla-like parametrizasi@of whereV := T;Tng and the facts thaT;Tz =1 andTng =1
satisfactory analog controllers. The resulting contrsllare were used. It can be verified, via straightforward statespa
always stabilizing and, if optimal control parametrizaso manipulations, thaV is anti-causal, with
are considered, performance guaranteeing. As a byproduct AL _ALXY—XAY| XL
of the proposed approach, tt¢? and H> problems under F F /
intermittent sampling have been solved. In both cases the V(e = 0 A S|
: . : B/ -DLCY |0

(sub) optimal control laws are explicit and readily comlga u zu~z
It has also been proved that the uniform sampling is optimahere X > 0 andY > 0 are the stabilizing solutions of
among all sampling patterns with a given sampling densitythe state-feedback and filtering Riccati equations, resgiye

Some extensions of the results put forward in this pap&his implies that the responses & and Q to the same
should be immediate. For example, adding a single loop delaypulse have disjoint supports. Therefo(®, V), = 0, which
can be addressed via the loop shifting approach, similadpmpletes the proof (withg = || T1/|2)- O
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By Lemmal4.1, the controller of the fornf(Jp,Q) is @ whereAX := A, —Z,(ByF +LCy) = A+72(ByB|,X +Z,YFF),
sampled-data one if) = Qstat+ Qsq for a givenQstat and any and any stable causal sampled-d@tg. The existence of an
stable sampled-da@sg. Remember that the lifting dDstatis  admissibleQ is then equivalent to the existence of a causal
static and the lifting ofQgq is strictly proper. Therefore, the sampled-data syster®sq such that||Qstat + Qsgl| < 7. To
impulse responses dsiat and Qgq are non-overlapping for address the latter, the following result is required:

any admissibleQsg, which, in turn, implies that Lemma A.2:||Qstatt Qsdl| > ||Qstad| for all causal sampled-
data systemfgq.
2 2 _ 2 2 S . y
1QI12 = [ Qstar+ Qsall2 = | Qstatl2 + || Qsall2 Proof: In the lifted domain,Qstat is static andQsg is
Thus, the optimal performance is attained with @@ysuch Strictly causal. Hence, the responsesQafat and Qsq to any
that Q — Qstat is in the kernel of semi-norni (1L5). input € such that[i] = O for all i Zj for some givenj € Z

Compute now|Qstaf|3. By (8), Qstat can be described by are non-overlapping (zerdd 7 j andVi < j, respectively).
As a result, in the time domain we have that for afty with

XQ(t) = AXg(t) + Le(t), xo(ti) =0 (20) support in fi, ti+1),
o) = Po(d | (@stat* Qsddell3 = [ Qstarl3 + | Q3 > [ Qstae 3
Its impulse response igstalt, ) = FEATILE (1), where

tj is the smallest element dt;} such thatj > 7 and 5 )(t)
is the characteristic function of the interval, p). Then

where||-||» stands for the.?(R*) signal norm. The result then
follows by observing that the worst-case input fQgtat has
support in fj, ti+1) for somei, which, in turn, is a consequence

o1 ftgeo 5 of the fact thatQstat resets at each (by Lemma2ZR). [
1Qstat|2 = Il_lgg t lastadt, 7)]| dtdr It follows from Lemma[A2 that an admissibl@ exists iff
1 JO Jr .
1Lt oo |Qsta| < v (s we can always pidsq = 0). The norm bound
= lim = Z/ / || gsta(, T)”gdth can then be verified by the following res_ult:
i—oo i i=0 /4 T Lemma A.3:Let vy > vopt and Qstat be given by[(2R). Then

1 | Qstad] < ~ iff the conditions of the Theorem hold.
1 e Proof: It is readily seen thaltQstaf] < 7 iff the L2[0, hy)-
= lim = FAT |12 dtdr, y stat| < ¥ 2N
v J_Z(; /tJ /T | I dtdr induced norm ofFy(J35(s), 0) = F(sI-AX)~'Z, L is less thany
) ) ) for all i € Z*. But theL?[0, h)-induced norm of an LTI system
from which the expression for the achievable performange 3 monotonically increasing function of Hence, we only

follows by straightforward integration variable change. need to check the norm for the maxinigl
~ Finally, the optimal control law is in forni(13) becausg |t is known [30,Lem. 2.9 that theL.2[0, h)-induced norm of
is observer based. u ]-“U(J;l, 0) is less thany iff the differential Riccati equation
- — AX X/ 1—1 -2 /
B. Proof of Theorerh 513 RO = Ay RO+ RO ) + Z,LLZ, + 9 ROFFR(O
In addition to the notation introduced prior to the formulaith R(0) = 0 has a bounded solution in the whole interval
tion of the Theorem, define [0,h]. This Riccati equation, in turn, is associated with the

- 5 B 5 Hamiltonian matrix [30L.em. 2.3
Bu:=Bu+7"YCDzu  Cy = Cy+7  DywByX, ~(AX)  —F'F
. . Hr = .
andZ, := (I —y~2YX)~L. It is known [16,Thm. 16.9 that if R {Z,,LL’Z,’Y AZ }
v > Yopt, all v-suboptimal LTI controllers can be characterizeﬂ can be shown[[31Eqn. (14] that

as F(J-, Q) for .
2L 7.6 “[Z X B X
Ms)z[AFiiZSL Z"F”} & {YZY N HP[YZY it
-y

(21)

I 0 where

Ho = | A —7CIC
and an arbit_rg\ry L/TIQ € H*® such that||Qllc < v, where P BwB|, A
?gnfr_oliz:i SV thlgwg'\nmzc‘;ﬁg';p’; fgitgy@)?egalzsé ;hli Jceg)t alis the Hamiltonian matrix associated wiR{t). As a result,
- ] 0 - Y .
The parametrization above extends to time-varying colen®l R(t) = (I =y 2P)X)L(P(t) —Y)Ziy,
as well. Namely, the set of all-suboptimal linear causal con- . ) - _ )
trollers is 7i(J,, Q), whereQ is an arbitrary bounded causalS© that it is bounded iftlet(I —7™*P(0)X) # 0. It is readily
operator orL2(R*) such that its induced norfiQ|| < ~, see S€€N thaPy(t) := P(t) satisfies the Lyapunov equation
the arguments i [29]. Pa(t) = Ap(t)Py(t) + Pg()Ab(t), Pg(0)=LL' >0
- P\ d =
By Lemma[4.1L, a controller of the for;(J,, Q) is in the oy ) _
sampled-data form iff) = Qstai+ Qsq for a Qstay verifying ~ WhereAp := A+, 7PC,C,. Hence P(t) > O for all t andP(t) is
_ y non-decreasing. We also know th&P(0)X) < v2 whenever
XQ(t) = A7 XQ(t) + ZyLe(t), xq(t) =0 (22) 7 > Jopt. Thus, the boundedness&ft) in [0, h is equivalent
n(t) = Fxq(t) to p(P(t)X) < 72 at eacht in this interval. 0
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To complete the proof of the Theorem, we only need @3] J. Lunze and D. Lehmann, “A state-feedback approachvémtebased
show that controllef(17) is a particular case[Gf (7J4f= J,. ”
This can be verified by direct substitution using the fact the{ ]

which can be verified via some lengthly algebra.

Ay ~Z,BiF =Z,A Z Y,

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

[25]

[26]

[27]

I am indebted to Igor Gindin and Miriam Zacksenhouse for
drawing my attention to the problem via [13].

(1]
(2]
(3]

(4

(5]

(6]

(7]

(8]

El
[20]

(11]

[12]

(23]

[14]

[15]

[16]
[17]

(18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

REFERENCES

K. J. Astrom and B. WittenmarkComputer-Controlled Systems: Theory
and Design 3rd ed. Englewood Cliffs, NJ: Prentice-Hall, 1997.

T. Chen and B. A. FrancisQptimal Sampled-Data Control Systems
London: Springer-Verlag, 1995.

P. T. Kabamba, “Control of linear systems using geneeali sampled-
data hold functions,IEEE Trans. Automat. Contrplol. 32, no. 9, pp.
772-783, 1987.

R. A. Yackel, B. C. Kuo, and G. Singh, “Digital redesign @fntinuous
systems by matching of states at multiple sampling peridsistomatica
vol. 10, no. 1, pp. 105-111, 1974.

A. Feuer and G. C. Goodwin, “Generalized sample hold fionc
Frequency domain analysis of robustness, sensitivity atersample
difficulties,” IEEE Trans. Automat. Controlol. 39, no. 5, pp. 1042—
1045, 1994.

G. Tadmor, H*> optimal sampled-data control in continuous-time
systems,”Int. J. Contro| vol. 56, no. 1, pp. 99-141, 1992.

L. Mirkin, H. Rotstein, and Z. J. Palmor,H2 and H> design of
sampled-data systems using lifting. Part I: General fraonkwand
solutions,” SIAM J. Control Optim.vol. 38, no. 1, pp. 175-196, 1999.
K. J. Astrom, “Event based control,” idnalysis and Design of Nonlin-
ear Control System#\. Astolfi and L. Marconi, Eds. Berlin: Springer-
Verlag, 2008, pp. 127-147.

E. Garcia, P. J. Antsaklis, and L. A. Montestrugi#ndel-Based Control
of Networked Systems Boston: Birkhauser, 2014.

W. P. M. H. Heemels, K. H. Johansson, and P. Tabuada, riknduction
to event-triggered and self-triggered control,”fmoc. 51st IEEE Conf.
Decision and ContrglMaui, HW, 2012, pp. 3270-3285.

P. J. Gawthrop and L. Wang, “Intermittent redesign ohtemious
controllers,”Int. J. Contro| vol. 83, pp. 1581-1594, 2010.

B. Friedland and W. Grossman, “On controlling continedgime pro-
cesses with data on occurrence of discrete eventsPrat. 4th IEEE
Conf. Control ApplicationsAlbany, NY, 1995, pp. 736-741.

P. Gawthrop, I. Loram, M. Lakie, and H. Gollee, “Intettent control:
a computational theory of human controBlol. Cybern, vol. 104, pp.
31-51, 2011.

L. Mirkin and H. Rotstein, “On the characterization cdnspled-data
controllers in the lifted domain,Syst. Control Lett.vol. 29, no. 5, pp.
269-277, 1997.

D. McFarlane and K. GloveiRobust Controller Design Using Normal-
ized Coprime Factor Plant Descriptionser. Lecture Notes in Control
and Inform. Sci. Berlin: Springer-Verlag, 1990, vol. 138.

K. Zhou, J. C. Doyle, and K. GlovefRRobust and Optimal Control
Englewood Cliffs, NJ: Prentice-Hall, 1995.

A. Feintuch and R. Saek§ystem Theory: A Hilbert Space Approach
New York: Academic Press, 1982.

G. Zames, “Feedback and optimal sensitivity: Modelerehce trans-
formations, multiplicative seminorms, and approximateemses,”|EEE
Trans. Automat. Controlvol. 26, no. 2, pp. 301-320, 1981.

S. Boyd, C. Barratt, and S. Norman, “Linear controllesin: Limits
of performance via convex optimizationProc. IEEE vol. 78, no. 3,
pp. 529-574, 1990.

J. C. Willems,The Analysis of Feedback SystemsCambridge, MA:
The MIT Press, 1971.

D. Lehmann and J. Lunze, “Event-based output-feedbamitrol,” in
Proc. 19th IEEE Mediterranean Conf. on Control and Autommti
Corfu, Greece, 2011, pp. 982-987.

L. A. Montestrugue and P. J. Antsaklis, “Stability of de-based
networked control systems with time-varying transmisdiores,” [IEEE
Trans. Automat. Controlvol. 49, no. 9, pp. 1562-1572, 2004.

(28]

[29]

(30]

(31]

control,” Automatica vol. 46, no. 1, pp. 211-215, 2010.

V. lonescu and M. Weiss, “Thé?-control problem for time-varying
discrete systemsSyst. Control Letf.vol. 18, pp. 371-381, 1992.

A. Ichikawa and H. Katayamalinear Time Varying Systems and
Sampled-data Systemser. Lecture Notes in Control and Inform. Sci.
Berlin: Springer-Verlag, 2001, vol. 265.

E. Bini and G. M. Buttazzo, “The optimal sampling pattefor linear
control systems,IEEE Trans. Automat. Contrplol. 59, no. 1, pp. 78—
90, 2014.

K. J. Astrom and B. Bernhardsson, “Systems with Lebesgue samgpli
in Directions in Mathematical Systems Theory and Optiminatier.
Lecture Notes in Control and Inform. Sci., A. Rantzer and.@yrnes,
Eds. London: Springer-Verlag, 2003, vol. 286, pp. 1-13.

L. Mirkin, T. Shima, and G. Tadmor, “Sampled-dd#£ optimization of
systems with I/O delays via analog loop shiftingZEE Trans. Automat.
Control, vol. 59, no. 3, pp. 787-791, 2014.

G. Tadmor, “Worst case design in the time domain: The imam
principle and the standarH® problem,” Math. Control, Signals and
Systemsvol. 3, pp. 301-324, 1990.

G. Gu, J. Chen, and O. Toker, “Computationf[0, h] induced norms,”
in Proc. 35th IEEE Conf. Decision and Contrédobe, Japan, 1996, pp.
4046-4051.

L. Mirkin, “On the extraction of dead-time controllerand estima-
tors from delay-free parametrizationdEEE Trans. Automat. Contrpl
vol. 48, no. 4, pp. 543-553, 2003.



	I Introduction
	II Preliminaries
	II-A Youla parametrization with prespecified central controller
	II-B Lifting technique

	III When is a Controller Sampled-Data?
	IV Stability-Preserving Redesign
	IV-A Solution in the lifted domain
	IV-B Solution in the continuous-time domain
	IV-C Special cases
	IV-C1 Static K0
	IV-C2 Observer-based K0

	IV-D Complexity reduction via Qsd

	V Performance-Guaranteeing Redesign
	V-A H2 performance
	V-B H performance

	VI Example: Design via H Loop Shaping
	VI-A Intermittent redesign for H loop shaping
	VI-B Dampening a pendulum

	VII Concluding Remarks
	Appendix
	A Proof of Theorem ??
	B Proof of Theorem ??

	References

