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Computation of Maximal Admissible Robust Positive Invariant Sets for
Linear Systems with Parametric and Additive Uncertainties

Anchita Dey* and Shubhendu Bhasin

Abstract— In this paper, we address the problem of comput-
ing the maximal admissible robust positive invariant (MARPI)
set for discrete-time linear time-varying systems with para-
metric uncertainties and additive disturbances. The system
state and input are subjected to hard constraints, and the
system parameters and the exogenous disturbance are assumed
to belong to known convex polytopes. We provide necessary
and sufficient conditions for the existence of the non-empty
MARPI set, and explore relevant features of the set that lead
to an efficient finite-time converging algorithm with a suitable
stopping criterion. The analysis hinges on backward reachable
sets defined using recursively computed halfspaces and the
minimal RPI set. A numerical example is used to validate the
theoretical development.

I. INTRODUCTION

Admissible and/or invariant sets of dynamical systems can
provide valuable insights into their stability and convergence
properties, as well as assist in the design of suitable con-
trollers. A set of initial states is said to be positively invariant
[1], [2] to a given dynamics if the subsequently evolved
states belong to the same set. If this property is achieved
despite the presence of uncertainties in the system model,
then the set is said to be robust positive invariant (RPI). In
most practical applications, the system state, input, output or
their combination is subjected to constraints, thus motivating
the development of maximal constraint admissible sets [3],
the largest possible set of initial states that evolve following
the given dynamics while satisfying the imposed constraints.

Existing literature has extensively dealt with RPI and
maximal admissible sets for both linear and nonlinear sys-
tems, primarily in discrete-time setting. Some interesting
applications include controller design for humanoid robots
and systems in specialized Lie groups, design of control
barrier functions, guaranteeing feasibility in model predic-
tive control (MPC), etc., (see [4]-[9]). One of the earliest
theoretical works [3] details various properties of a maximal
output admissible (MOA) set for an autonomous linear time-
invariant (LTT) system along with an algorithm for computing
the same. A known non-autonomous system is considered in
[3] that transforms to an autonomous system on application
of state feedback control. The concept in [3] is extended
to MOA sets for discrete-time LTI systems with bounded
exogenous disturbance in [10], and to linear time-varying
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(LTV) systems with polytopic uncertainty in the parameters
in [11]. The procedure for construction of MOA sets for
nonlinear systems with exact model knowledge is provided
in [12]-[14], and that for bilinear systems in [15]. The works
in [16] and [17] focus on MOA sets that satisfy output con-
straints with certain probability for time-invariant and time-
varying parametric uncertainties, respectively. A few works
[18]-[22] describe constraint admissible RPI sets for linear
systems with both parametric and additive uncertainties.

In this paper, we deal with the maximal admissible RPI
(MARPI) set for LTV systems with polytopic parametric
uncertainties and polytopic additive disturbances. The LTV
system is transformed to an autonomous system using state
feedback control with a quadratically stabilizing feedback
gain [23], [24]. The system state and input are subjected
to polytopic hard constraints. Unlike the sets introduced and
constructed in [3]-[17] that are positively invariant to known
dynamics, or RPI to either parametric uncertainty or external
disturbances, the proposed MARPI set is invariant to both
parametric and additive uncertainties. This work, inspired
from [10] and [11], seeks to rigorously analyse properties
of the MARPI set that are required to design and implement
a tractable algorithm. Theoretically, the computation of an
MARPI set involves infinite intersections of k-step backward
reachable sets where k varies from zero to infinity [10], [11].
The proposed algorithm is similar in spirit to the standard
method of constructing MOA sets in [3], [10], [11]. How-
ever, the main challenges that this work addresses include
construction of the backward reachable sets, necessary and
sufficient conditions for the MARPI set to be non-empty,
showing that the set is obtainable with finite intersections,
and proving that a stopping criterion exists for the algorithm.

Due to the presence of both parametric and additive uncer-
tainties, it is required to consider all possible combinations of
additive disturbance for every possible value of the uncertain
parameters in defining the halfspaces that form the backward
reachable sets. Carrying out theoretical analysis using such
set definitions becomes cumbersome. This is overcome by
strategically defining the halfspaces in a recursive fashion
using the vertices of the parametric uncertainty set, support
functions of the disturbance set and Kronecker product.
Different from [11], the additional challenge in this work is
that of non-existence of the MARPI set due to the presence
of disturbance. It is, therefore, prudent to check the existence
of the MARPI set before attempting to compute it using the
algorithm. We state necessary and sufficient conditions to
check the existence of the non-empty MARPI set. A similar
situation arises in [10] that considers additive disturbance
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only, where the minimal RPI (mRPI) set is used to obtain
the existence condition. Owing to the absence of parametric
uncertainty, the mRPI set in [10] is convex. For the case in
question, where both parametric and additive uncertainties
are considered, the mRPI set is a union of infinite convex
sets, and the union may be non-convex. Consequently, the
results in [10], [11] do not trivially extend to the case of
parametric and additive uncertainties. Constraint admissi-
ble RPI sets for systems with both types of uncertainties
have also been addressed in [18]-[22]. An inclusion-based
mRPI set is constructed in [18] whereas [19]-[22] deal with
MARPI sets. In [19], the theory and computation of maximal
A-contractive set (with 0 < A < 1) is discussed and used
to design a suitable feedback control. For linear systems,
the designed feedback gain in [19] depends on set-induced
Lyapunov function, and is therefore, not fixed for all points in
the contractive set. Contrary to this, we construct the MARPI
set for a given quadratically stabilizing feedback gain without
considering the restrictive property of contraction. In [20],
a Schur stable nominal system along with small admissible
perturbations as feedback that consist of stable, time-varying,
memoryless and possibly nonlinear operators is considered.
The parametric uncertainty is modeled using the operator
assumed to be norm-bounded by one. Chapter 3 in [21]
lays down the theory of computing MARPI sets without
providing a detailed algorithm or other associated conditions
for obtaining the set. In [22], a robust command governor is
designed based on the computation of the MARPI set.

In this paper, we focus on polytopic parametric and
additive uncertainties, and show in detail that the existence
condition of the non-empty MARPI set can be obtained
using the computable convex hull of the mRPI set [18].
Provided the MARPI set is non-empty, we prove that it can
be obtained with finite intersections of the suitably defined
backward reachable sets. Thereafter, we show the existence
of a stopping criterion leading to a tractable algorithm.

Notations and Definitions: || -||, and || - ||~ represent 2
and oo-norms of a vector (or induced 2 and oo-norms of a
matrix), respectively. 0 is the empty set. The Minkowski sum
of two sets P and Q is denoted by P& Q 2 {p+q|pc
P, g € Q}. The set operations P\Q = {p | p€ P, pZ Q} and
VQ £ {Vq|q€Q} where V is a matrix. 0, € R? is the zero
vector, 1, is a vector in R? with each element equal to 1, and
® denotes Kronecker product. I, = {p, p+1, ..., g— 1, ¢}
with integers p and g > p. The convex hull of the set of
elements py, p;, ... is denoted by conv({pi, p2, ...}). For
any p €R, | p| returns the greatest integer less than or equal
to p. The symbol V(i) denotes the i row of a matrix/vector
V. For two vectors p, g € R, p < g or ¢ > p implies p(i) <
q(i) Vi € I}. The support function of the set P evaluated at the
vector q is represented by hp (q) = sup,cp (¢"p) where ‘sup’
denotes supremum. The function {p(V') maps the matrix V €
RS*" to a vector of the support functions of P evaluated at
the transpose of each row of V, i.e.,

&(V)=[he(q]) he(q)) hp (q))]"€R® (1)

where g1, q2, ..., gs € R'" are the s consecutive rows in V.

II. PROBLEM FORMULATION

Consider the following discrete-time LTV system

Xt+1 :A[.Xt “FB[Mt +dt vt S HBQ, (2)
X € X and U € U7 (3)

where x; € R” is the state, u; € R™ is the input, A, € R"*",
B; € R™™ are system parameters, d; € R" is an additive
disturbance and (3) are hard constraints on the system
state and input. We define an augmented parameter y; =
[A, B,} € Rnx(ntm)  The parameter y; and the additive
disturbance d; are unknown but belong to the sets ¥ and D,
respectively. For all the elements in ¥ of the form [A B]
where A € R"*" and B € R"™"™, there exists a common gain
K € R™" gsuch that (A—i—BK) is Schur stable. In other
words, any system z;4 = (A+BK)z, where [A B] €V,
is quadratically stabilizable using the feedback gain K [23],
[24]. The sets X, U, D and ¥ are known convex polytopes,
each containing its respective origin.

The objective is to find the MARPI set S C X that
satisfies A, x; + B, +d; € S V(xy, [At BJ ,di) ESXP XD
where u; = Kx; € U. The input u; = Kx; transforms the
non-autonomous system in (2) to an autonomous system
with exogenous disturbance. Here, ‘admissible’ refers to the
satisfaction of (3) whereas ‘robustness’ is with respect to the
uncertain parameters A;, By, and the external disturbance d;.

III. REFORMULATION OF THE OBJECTIVE
The polytopes X, U and D can be represented using their
halfspaces, and ¥ using its vertices as follows:
X2 {x|Fxx§fx, F, e R™*" fxeR"»*‘} CR", 4)
UL {u|Fu<f,, F, eR™™ f,eR™} CR", (5
Dé{d|Fdd§fd,FdeR”dX”,fdeR”d}gR”, (6)

w2 cony ({yll, w2, .yl }) cretem )

where the vertex l[/m = [Am B[i]] Vi e I, L is finite, and
Fe, fo, Fu, fus Fa, fa and wl! Vi € T- are known. Using the
feedback gain K, two more polytopic sets are defined below:

So2 {x | For < fo, Fo 2 [FFK} e [ﬂ } CR', ®)

® 2 cony ({q,m, o ¢[L]}) C RX )
with ¢l" 2 (a4 BUK) vielt,

where each element in & is Schur stable since K is a
quadratically stabilizing feedback gain. By definition (8),
the elements of Sy satisfy (3), ie., x € X and Kx € U
Vx € Sy. Therefore, our objective can be modified to finding

the MARPI set S, where S C Sy C X, for the dynamics
x,+1 = (])txt +dt \V/t S HBQ, (10)
Xt € S(), ¢[ 4 (A[‘FB[K) € ® and dl S D7

ie., x € S = x4 € S following (10). Redefining the ob-
jective in the above manner circumvents the harder task of
finding the MARPI set S in X for which KS C U.



IV. CONSTRUCTION OF THE MARPI SET

Consider a set S; = {x | ¢yx +d € So, (¢, d) €
P x D} = {x | FQ(P[OX—FF()d < fo, V((Pto, d) € dx D} =
{x | Rooyx < fo—Fod, V(¢y,, d) € ® x D}. The right-hand
side of the inequality involves subtraction fy — Fpd Vd € D,
from which it can be deduced that the irredundant halfspaces
contributing to the set definition are the ones that correspond
to the worst case disturbance. To reduce computation, instead
of subtracting with all d € D, it is preferable to use the
function {p(-), defined in (1), which is a vector of support
functions (see Notations and Definitions) that capture the
worst effect of the disturbance, and then redefine S; =
{x | Fodryx < fo— CD(F()), Yy, € CD}. By definition, S; is
the set of all states that enter Sp in one time step following
the dynamics in (10). Similarly, we can define sets

Sk £ {x | F0¢tk71¢lk72"'¢lox < f() - CD(FO) - CD(F0¢U<71)
- CD(FO‘Pqu ¢lk72)"' —Cb (F0¢fk71 ¢lk—2"'¢tl) ’
YOy 1> Dy aseens P ed} Vkelf, (11)

where Sy, is the set of all states that enter Sy in k time steps.
Theorem 1: The MARPI set S for (10) is given by

S Sk,
k=0

where each S; is defined in (11). Also, S is convex.

Proof: By definition of S; in (11), if the initial state
Xxo € S, then, following the dynamics in (10), the state
X € Sg. Therefore, the intersection of the sets S; Vk €
I’ yields the set of all possible states xp € Sp such that
X1, X2, X3, ..., limy_,oo x; € Sp following the dynamics in (10).
Further, for any z€ S=S¢yNS; NS, N..., we can write

12)

Z2€ 8o = Fyz < fo,
zZ€8; :>F0(¢IOZ+d) <fo= (P;OZ-I—dE So,
2€8 = Fy (¢, ($z+d)+d) < fo= dyz+d €8y,

7€ lim S = ¢z+d € lim S;_y,
k—ro0 k—o0

where ¢, ¢, € P and d €D, ie, z€S=> ¢ z+d €SN
S1NS;N...=S8. Therefore, S is an admissible RPI set.

If S =Sy, then S is the maximal. If S C S, consider any
element z € Sp\S. Then, 3 at least one k € I such that if
Xo = z, the state x; will leave Sy. This implies that any z €
So\S does not belong to an admissible RPI set, and therefore,
S is the MARPI set.

Since the dynamics in (10) is linear, each of the sets S; can
be represented as the intersection of halfspaces as defined in
(11). Consequently, the set S is obtained by the intersection
of infinite halfspaces. Let z1, zo € S. Then, Gz; < g and
Gz < g where the pair (G, g) represents any of the half-
spaces forming S. For any A € [0,1], G(Az1 + (1 —A)zp) =
AGz1+(1=2)Gzp < Ag+ (1 —A)g =g. This is true for all
the halfspaces of S, which proves that S is convex. [ ]

Computing the sets S; as defined in (11) is intractable
since there are infinite halfspaces owing to infinite number

of elements ¢ € ®. The following lemma shows that it is in
fact sufficient to construct S; using only the vertices of &
instead of each individual element in .

Lemma 1: Each set Sy in (11) can be redefined recursively
using the vertices of ® defined in (9) as

Sk:{x|Fkx§fk} VkE]IT, (13)
Fi_19!V
Fi_19?

where F, 2 . € RE () xn (14)
Fi_1¢!

and fi 2 1,@ (i1 — Cp (Fe1)) € REUH) - (15)

Proof: See subsection A in the Appendix. [ ]

Although Lemma 1 enables recursive computation of the
sets Sy, it is still practically impossible to perform the infinite
intersections in (12) for obtaining S. However, (12)-(15) are
useful for gaining insight into some properties of S, based
on which a tractable algorithm is mentioned in Section V.

The subtraction of the support functions in the computa-
tion of each S; may result in S being empty; therefore, we
propose conditions to check the existence of the non-empty
MAREPI set S. To this end, consider

L
D, 2 <U ¢[fJDk1> @D Vkely, and Dy 2 {0,}. (16)
i=1

In the limiting case when k — o in (16), we obtain D., which
is the union of infinite convex sets, and is called the mRPI
set' [18], [25]. The union may be non-convex, and computing
such a set is challenging. For deriving the existence condition
of a non-empty S, we show that it suffices to use the convex
hull of D., given by DY = limy_,., D}°, where

L
€ 2 cony <U ol ;°1> aD Vkely, DP 2D, (17)
i=1

The set D}° can be constructed following the algorithm
developed in [18] using the recursion in (17). In the next
theorem, we establish the necessary and sufficient conditions
for the existence of the non-empty MARPI set.

Theorem 2: For the system given in (10),

(a) the MARPI set S = 0 exists iff the mRPI set Do, C Sy.
(b) Alternatively, let fini, = min, ert fuo(i) € R where foo &
Jfo— Cpeo (Fo). The set S # 0 exists iff fiin > 0.

Proof: (a) By definition, the MARPI set S is required
to be a subset of Sy. If the minimal RPI set Do, € Sy, then
there can not exist any other non-empty admissible RPI set
in Sg. This implies S # @ exists only if De, C Sp.

Further, if D., C Sy, then 3 at least one admissible RPI set
S O D.., guaranteeing the existence of S O S. In other words,
D.. C Sy guarantees that each row entry in f; >0 Vk € I
resulting in non-empty Sy, and since each S; contains the
origin, the set S is non-empty and therefore, S # @ exists.

(b) Let each of the infinite convex sets whose union forms
D.. be denoted by D where j € [. From (a), S # 0 exists

'With xo = {0,} and the bounded uncertainties ¢, and d;, all possible
values of lim; ;. X; € Do and further, D, &D C D, V¢ € .



iff Do CSy < U;'O:OD[j] C Sy < conv (U;":ODU]) C Sy
(since Sp is convex) < conv(Dw.) C Sp < DL C Sy &
Fod < fo ¥d €D < fo — Cpeo(Fy) > Onyiny < froin = 0. W

Next, we show that if S = () exists, then it can be obtained
with finite intersections, unlike (12). To achieve this, define

F2||Fl, $2max|[x|> and Pmax 2 max||o]),. (18)
x€Sy iE]I%

Lemma 2: 1f ¢rax < 1, then 2 I lFD > o
Proof: See subsection B in the Appendix. [ ]
Theorem 3: If the conditions for the existence of S # 0
given in Theorem 2 hold, then 3 a finite integer N > 0 such
that S = § £ NS, i.e., S can be finitely determined.
Proof: We show that 3 a finite integer N > 0 for which
So € S Vk > N, which is sufficient to prove the theorem

statement. Let z € Sg. For some integer k > 0, we can write

Bzl < ||Frzll2 < max  [|Fi 19t 1lz| |5 (from (14))

g1 €IF
< max ||Fop eIl glolz)|,
Vi—15 k=25 -+ VO E]I[l‘
<Fok x (from (18)). (19)

The largest element in Fiz is ||Fxz||- which is upper bounded
by F¢k,. % Also, note that by definition, fini, < min; f; (i)

Vk 0o . LK (ng+ny,) =k = i N

€ Iy, where i € I A F@g X < fiin for some k,

then z € S, implying Sg C S;. To investigate if 3 a finite k

satisfying F¢X % < fiin, consider the two cases given below.
(@) When Gmax < 1, FOEL & < fnin = k > Do (D)

In Pmax

which is finite since fu, is finite and Sy is a polytope. Let
N2 {W . From Lemma 2, we know that N > 0.
Therefore, 3 a finite N such that S¢ C S; Vk > N, and
S = Mi_oSk = Ni_ySk = S. Note that owing to the finite
number of intersections, the set S =S is a polytope.

(b) When @max > 1, In@max > 0 due to which FoX & <
Jin 7 k > W However, since K is quadratically
stabilizing, 3 a Lyapunov function V;(x;) = x] Px; for the dy-
namics x;1 = ¢x; V¢ € . Let (-) represent a transformed
setup obtained using P, i.e., the transformed state x/ = P'/%x,
and sets S} = P'/2Sy, D/ = P!/?D and @' = P!/2®P~!/2 re-
sulting in ¢}, = max, eIt ||P'/2¢l1lp=1/2||, < 1. Now, similar

to the proof in (a), 3 a finite N’ and a set §' = ﬂN oS, =S8,
the MARPI set in the transformed setup. Since S’ can be
finitely determined, 3 a finite N in the original setup such
that the set S = P~!/28/ can also be finitely determined. M

Using Theorem 3, an implementable approach for com-
puting S would be to perform the N intersections by find-
ing the sets Sy Vk € I)). The brute-force method to carry
this out is to obtain F* £ [F] F] Fy]" and f* £
fo A fv]T, with the intersection given by S =
{x| F*x < f*}. However, even with a finite N, the number
of rows in Fj and f; grow exponentially with k (see (14),
(15)), resulting in high computational burden.

Also, note that a finite N is used in Theorem 3 for the
sake of proving that S is obtainable with finite intersections.
It may be possible to obtain the set S with less than N number

of intersections since the proof of Theorem 3 is performed
using a conservative upper bound of the elements of F;z and
a conservative lower bound of the elements of fj. Instead
of using F* and f*, motivated by [11], we propose a more
elegant and less computationally burdensome algorithm for
computing the set S.

V. TRACTABLE METHOD TO COMPUTE THE MARPI SET

In this section, we present a tractable algorithm for com-
puting the MARPI set without knowing the value of N. We
begin by developing a stopping criterion for performing the
finite set intersections.

Theorem 4: Suppose the conditions for the existence of
S # 0 given in Theorem 2 are satisfied. Let S £ N;_,S;.
where r € ]IN The set SC S, iff S=S8.

Proof:  Using the definitions of S in (11) and S,
we know that S C S; implies all elements of S enter
So after one time step evolution following the dynam-
ics in (10), , ¢,SeD C Sy Vg, € . Also, SC S,
= (j),l(j),OS@q),lD@D CSo= ¢, (¢,SeD) @D C Sy =
¢,OSG§D C Sy (by definition of S;). Similarly, S C S, =
G Oty Oy (‘PIOS@D) O DD..O¢_ DODC
So = (P,OS@DCS, 1 V(j),, o O 23000 ¢r, € ®. To summa-
rize, S = j_oSk => 9S&D C N Sk V¢ € .

Now, following the same analy31s if SCS,,, then S @
D CS, V¢ € ® implying ¢S @D C oSy =S V¢ € .
Using (PS@D cS V¢ € ®, we can write Vk € 7 ,,

G 0SOPy 0, DD ... D¢, DOD
=0, .0 (9, S®&D)D ¢, ,...0,DD.. ¢, DESD
oy 0, SO .0, DD... D¢, DOD
=0, .0, (0,S®&D)D ¢, ,...0,DD.. ¢, DESD
C..=¢, (¢, ,SeD)aDC ¢, SeDCSCS, (21

(20)

1mp1y1ng SCS; Vke I, since in k steps the elements of
S enter So (see (20) and (21)). Therefore, S C S, implies
= MNk=o Sk = Ni=o Sk =S (since SCS; Vkel o)

AISO S=S=S= SﬁSrHﬁS,Hﬁ éSCSkaE]IrJrI,
which completes the proof. [ ]

To compute S, initialize a set S =Sy. Define the precursor
set of S as Pre( )*{x|¢ x+d eS8, V(i,d) €It xD}.
Clearly, Pre (S) Pre (So) = S,. At iteration 1, update S «
SNPre (S). The updated S is the maximal set of all states
in S that stay in Sy after one time step evolution following
(10). Now, Pre (S) C'S,. Updating S in the 2" iteration as
S+ SnPre(S) gives the maximal set of all states in Sy that
stay in Sy after one as well as two time steps evolution. For
the newly obtained set S, we have, Pre (S) CSs.

In general, the Pre (S) C S where S is obtained at iteration
k — 1. The recursive process of reassigning S+ SnPre (S)
is continued until § C Pre (S) The set S obtained when the
condition S C Pre (S) is satisfied yields the MARPI set S as
proved in the following corollary.

Corollary 1: 1f § C Pre (S), then S =S.

Proof: Denote the set S obtained at iteration N by S( N)-

By construction, S ﬂk oSk If S(N) C Pre (S( )) then



S({V) CSy1 (since Pre (S(N)) C SN+1)- Therefore, S(N) =
ﬂivzo S; and S(N) C Sy, - This is similar to the statement of
Theorem 4, thus, yielding S(N) =S, the MARPI set. ]

The steps to implement this process of updating S are
given in Algorithm 1. This technique also involves repeated
intersections. However, it uses the Pre(-) operation that
computes only the one-step backward reachable set at each
iterative step, thus, reducing the amount of computation. In
fact, the computational burden can be further reduced by
running a simple linear programming (LP) problem (see (22)
in Algorithm 1) that takes into account only the irredundant
halfspaces of the intersection at each iteration.

Remark 1: The value of r or N is not required in Algo-
rithm 1. Step 3 computes the halfspaces of the precursor set
whereas the intersection is performed in Steps 4 to 9. Due to
the maximization in (22), a y< 0= az < B Vz € {x| Fx <
£}, and hence, that (o, B) pair is not considered since it
forms a redundant halfspace in the intersection.

Remark 2: Instead of (or in addition to) the state and
input constraints in (3), it is possible to have output con-
straints. Let the output be y, = Cx; + Du,, where y, € R?,
C € R and D € R with known C and D. If the
invariant set has to satisfy only the output constraint y, €
Y2 {y|Fy<fy, e Rv, f, e R™}, then Algorithm 1
can be used with Fy = F,(C+ DK) and fy = f,, and the
resulting set S is the MOARPI s(et. In presence of both output
F,(C+DK) alfy

FK ]andfo—{f}
Remark 3: In MPC, the terminal set is typically used to

and input constraints, Fy = {

Algorithm 1 Computing the MARPI set S

Input: F and fy (defined in (8)), ¢V Vj € T§ (defined in
(9)) and D (defined in (6)).

Qutput: S
1. F2F and fAéfO.
2: repeat
Foll
o | N
. B2 L AiEL® (f—(F)), po = number
Foll

of rows in F' and P1 £ number of rows in Fj.
: fori=1to p; do
5: Solve the following LP problem to find 7.

yém%x (az—B) subjectto Fz<f, (22)
ZER™

where a £ £ (i) and B £ £, (i).

6: if y>0 t[len .
7: F [i} and f(— [g]
8: end if

9: end for

10: until number of rows in £ = py.
1: S&2 x| Fx<f}

s {ePSeD

ESo MBS

p— f——

-100 0 100 -100 0 100
State, @1 State, x (1
(a) (b)

Fig. 1. Here x = [x(;) x2)|". (a) The sets S(,-) converge to the MARPI set
S in 2 iterations. No new halfspaces are added in the 3" jteration. (b) The
invariance property of S is verified since ¢[I]S@D CcSVje ]I?.

establish recursive feasibility and stability [8], [26], [27]. To
reduce the prediction horizon length and consequently, the
computational burden in robust MPC, it is desired that the
set is MARPI. An algorithm for generating such a terminal
set is mentioned in [26, Appendix A.1] for systems with both
additive and parametric uncertainties. However, the algorithm
depends on the choice of a basic polytope (Xy in [26]) for
robust tubes [28] and may result in a subset of the actual
MARPI set. A better approach may be to first find the
MAREPI set, and then use it as the terminal set as well as the
basic polytope for generating the tubes.

Remark 4: The proposed theory is trivially extendable for
a time-varying K = K; € K that is common for all elements
in W at time ¢ (or a parameter-dependent K = K(y;) € K),
where K is a known polytope, provided the resulting set ® >
Ar+BK, vV [At BJ € ¥ and VK € K, is a convex polytope
with each element being Schur stable and @nax < 1.

VI. SIMULATION RESULT

Consider the 2" order LTV system: x, 4| = A;X; + Bu, +d,
with x;, d; € R?, u; € R, [|x[eo < 100, ||ty |0 < 100, ||dy|]oo <
2and [A, B] €W =conv ({1//[1], i, 111[3]})2 v e I3,

Figure 1 is obtained with a quadratically stabilizing feed-
back gain K = [~0.1112 —4.8498]. The sets S at each
iterative step converging to the set S are shown in Fig. 1(a).
The algorithm converges in 3 iterations and the set S can
be represented using only 10 irredundant halfspaces. In Fig.
1(b), we see that ¢/)/S@®D C S Vj € I} which verifies the
robust positive invariance property of S.

VII. CONCLUSION

The paper extends the results of [10], [11] to MARPI set
for state and input constrained discrete-time LTV systems
having both polytopic parametric and additive uncertainties.
A verifiable necessary and sufficient condition for the exis-
tence of the non-empty MARPI set is obtained using the
convex hull of the mRPI set. The MARPI set, if exists,
is shown to be computable in finite time using a suitable

s [06 2 -1 P 09 211 25
yi = S YT =
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stopping criterion leading to a tractable algorithm with
possible applications in robust MPC, safe controller design
using control barrier functions, etc. Future work will consider
finding MARPI sets for systems with nonconvex polyhedral
constraints [29], and also enlarging the domain of attraction
for MPC by computing precursor sets which need not be
invariant [30].

APPENDIX
A. Proof of Lemma 1

Let Sy £ {x | Fix< fl} = {x | F()(me < fo— C])(F()), Vi e
]111‘} Since S; is defined V¢ € @, we have S| C S;. Next,
assume S; Z Si. Then, 3 a z € S;\S; that satisfies F()(P[i]Z <
fo— ¢p(Fy) Vi € I, However, each ¢ € ® can be rep-
resented as the convex hull of the vertices of @, i.e.,
I €0,1) fori=1,2,...,L such that ¢ =Y~ , A1l and
YL Al = 1. This allows us to write Y2, A/ (Foq)[i]z) <

Y AT (fo— tp(Fo)) = Fo9z < fo— ¢p(Fo) = z € Sy. This
contradicts our assumption. Therefore, S; C S; implying
S; = S;. Continuing similarly, it can be shown that S; £
{x| Fx < fi} = {x| Bo19lx < fioy — Gp(Fn), Vie I} =
Sy Vk € I, which concludes the proof.

The definition of Fj in (14) is easy to follow. For com-
prehending f; in (15), we explain the construction of fi
and f». In Sy, we have fy — {p(Fy) that needs be repeated
L times for L vertices, and so, f1 = 1. ® (fo — {p (Fy)).
For S,, we need fy — {p(Fo) — Cp(Fo¢y,) corresponding to
each Fodr, ¢y V¢, ¢, € P. Considering the vertex-based
definition, we require L? times repetition of fy — {p(Fp),
and L times repetition of {p Fo(j)m Vie ]111‘ to obtain f, =

1p® (fo—8p(Fo) — (1@ (F)) =1, (fi — Cp(F1)).
Following similar steps yields definition (15) of f; Vk € I7.

B. Proof of Lemma 2

Let So £ {zeR" | ||z]|» < minl.drlz,x+nu fo(i)/F} and S.. &
{zeR" | ||z]|]2 £ fmin/F}- Since frin < minieﬂrlzx+n,, fo(i), us-
ing (8) and (18), we can write Sg 2 So D S.. which guarantees
that 3 x € Sy that satisfies [|x||2 > finin/F= %> fuin/F =
In finin —In(FX) < 0 = (In finin —In(F%)) /InPmax > 0 (-
In grax < 0 for Pmax < 1).
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