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Numerical Discretization Methods
for the Discounted Linear Quadratic Control Problem

Zhanhao Zhang, Steen Horsholt, John Bagterp Jorgensen

Abstract— This study focuses on the numerical discretiza-
tion methods for the continuous-time discounted linear-
quadratic optimal control problem (LQ-OCP) with time delays.
By assuming piecewise constant inputs, we formulate the
discrete system matrices of the discounted LQ-OCPs into
systems of differential equations. Subsequently, we derive
the discrete-time equivalent of the discounted LQ-OCP by
solving these systems. This paper presents three numerical
methods for solving the proposed differential equations sys-
tems: the fixed-time-step ordinary differential equation (ODE)
method, the step-doubling method, and the matrix exponen-
tial method. Our numerical experiment demonstrates that
all three methods accurately solve the differential equation
systems. Interestingly, the step-doubling method emerges as
the fastest among them while maintaining the same level of
accuracy as the fixed-time-step ODE method.

[. INTRODUCTION

As one of the fundamental problems within opti-
mal control theory, the linear-quadratic optimal control
problem (LQ-OCP) is attractive due to its mathematical
tractability and simplicity. This class of problems has ex-
tensive applications in engineering, economics, and other
fields. However, real-world scenarios often present time
delays, significantly influencing system performance and
robustness [9]. Integrating time delays into LQ-OCPs adds
complexity as control inputs depend on both historical
and current system states. Considering potential risks
and uncertainties in the future, incorporating discounted
cost functions becomes valuable for balancing immedi-
ate gains against long-term losses when devising control
strategies [5]. The continuous nature of these problems,
coupled with the complexities introduced by time delays
and discounted cost functions, can render their imple-
mentation infeasible in real-world scenarios. Therefore,
there arises a necessity for discretization techniques to
facilitate the practical implementation of discounted LQ-
OCPs with time delays.

There is rich research on the solution and discretization
methods of undiscounted optimal control problems [4],
[6], [12], [15], [20]. The discretization of continuous-time
undiscounted LQ-OCPs without time delays has been
explored extensively in the literature [3], [4], [10], [20].
Furthermore, recent studies have introduced numerical
discretization methods for deterministic and stochastic
LQ-OCPs with time delays [22], [23].

On the other hand, the discounted cost approach is
popular when considering trade-offs between the present
and future costs or rewards in control strategies, e.g.,
reinforced learning [21] and risk-sensitive optimal control

problems [14]. The discount factor is a key component
in these problems. In [7], [21], authors have investigated
the influence of various discount factors on the stability
of the discounted optimal control problems for both
linear and nonlinear systems. Besides, the discounted LQ-
OCPs are related to other control algorithms, such as
model predictive control (MPC) [8] and linear-quadratic
Gaussian (LQG) [11], [16]. However, as far as we know,
the existing literature has not explored the optimal control
problems incorporating with both the discounted cost
function and linear time-delay systems. Therefore, in this
paper, we would like to investigate the discretization of
the continuous-time discounted LQ-OCPs subject to time-
delay systems. The key problems that we address in this
paper:

1. Formulation of differential equations systems for the
discretization of discounted LQ-OCPs with and with-
out time delays

2. Numerical methods for solving the resulting systems
of differential equations.

This paper is organized as follows. Section II introduces
the formulation of discounted LQ-OCPs with and with-
out time delays and describes the differential equation
systems for LQ discretization. In Section III, we present
three numerical methods for solving proposed systems of
differential equations. Section IV illustrates a numerical
experiment that tests and compares the three numerical
methods, and the conclusions are given in Section V.

II. FORMULATION OF THE PROBLEMS
A. Discounted linear-quadratic optimal control problem

Consider the following LQ-OCP with a discounted cost
function

10+T

min_ cpzf lc(Z(n)dt (1a)

X,U,2,2 fo

s.t. x(ty) = Xo, (1b)
u(t) = ug, L <t<itis, keN, (1c)
xX(t)=Acx(t)+Beu(t), to<t<ty+T, 1d)
zZ(t)=Ccx(t)+ Dcu(t), tp<t<ty+T, (le)
z(t) = zg, r<t<tp, keN, (1f
z2(1) = z(1) — z(1), hh<t<ty+T, (1g)

with the stage cost function

1 1
I.(Z(1) = Ee—*“ IW,Z(0)115 = Ee_’” (2(0'Qcz(0), (@
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where x € R™*! and u € R™>! are the state and input.
zeR"™*! and ze R™*! are the output and its reference.
The discount factor u € R* is a positive constant and the
weight matrix Q. = W,W, is semi-positive definite.

Note that the above problem is in continuous-time with
decision variables x(t),u(t),z(t), and Z(t). The control
horizon T = NTs with sampling time Ts; and N € Z*, and
A =0,1,...,N—1. We assume piecewise constant input
and output target, u(f) = ux and z(f) = Zx for tx <t < tg41.
The corresponding discrete-time equivalent of (1) is

min ¢= Y I(xk, ug) (3a)
o ke
S.L. Xo = Xo, (3b)
Xp41 = AXp+Buy, keN, (3¢c)
with the stage costs
1 , qk
X X ~=,[x
Lo ue) = = |5 Qe | ¥ [+(Myz0) | % | +or, ke, @
2 | Uk U Uk

where the quadratic and linear term matrices are Qy =
e M Q and M = e M. The constant term py is

e Mk (] — e~ HTs) ,

78]
Pk = —f e Mz Qczrdt = 2} Qczg. (5)

2 t 2[1
Proposition 1 (Discretization of discounted LQ-OCPs) The
system of differential equations

A(t) = A:A(1), A0) =1, (6a)
B(t) = A(t)B,, B(0) =0, (6b)
Hy () = Heg Hg (1), Hg(0) = Iy, (6¢)
Hp (1) = Hem Hp (1), Hp(0) = Iy, (6d)
Q)= Hy(0)'QcHy(1),  Q(0)=0, (6e)
M(1) = Hp (1) M, M(0) =0, (6f)

where I, is an identity matrix with size ny, = ny + n,, and

A:; Be
0 o

Mc =- [Cc Dc],Qc;

H =

] ) ch =H;- glxu’ Hep = He — plyy, (6g)

Q_CZ_MC[CC Dc], (6h)

may be used to compute the discrete-time system matrices
(A= A(Ty), B=B(Ts), Q= Q(Ty), M = M(Ty)) of discounted
LQ-OCPs without time delays.

Proof: We can compute discrete-time state space
matrices by A(f) = edel B(p) = fOIA(s)Bcds. The solution
of the state space model thus can be defined as

A() B(®)

rn= 0 1

] =ef! z(t)=[Cc DT

X

uk]' @
Moreover, as e #! is a scalar and e H! = e_%’,e_%t, we
obtain the following expressing by replacing z(#) with (7)
in I.(2(1))

Hy()=T(ne 2" = efea, H,(1) =T (e ™ =efon!, (8a)
t t

Q(t) = f e HseHes' Qetles ds = f e’ Qeet’ea’ds,  (8b)
0 0

t t
M(t)=f e_’“eH“s’Mcds=f eHems' N1 ds. (8¢c)
0 0

Remark 1 Note that when the discount factor |1 becomes
a diagonal matrix 4 = diag(ui,z,...,kn,) for 1:(Z(1) =
0.52(1)'(e~#'Q.) z(1), the corresponding system of differen-
tial equations (6) becomes

A(t) = ACA(D), A(0) =1, (9a)
B(t) = A(1)B,, B(0) =0, (9b)
Hy(0) = Hy()H, - 0.5.4( Hy (1), Hg(0)=[C. Dc|, (9c)
Hy (1) = Hp()He — M Hp (1),  Hpm(0)=[C: D¢], (9d)
Q1) = Hy(1) QcHy (1), Q(0) =0, 9e)
M(t) = —Hp (1) Qe, M(0) =0, 9D

where Hy = e™%3%![C, D.lef! and H,, = e "5 H,.

The differential equations described in Remark 1 allow us
to solve the discrete system matrices using standard ODE
methods such as Euler and Runge-Kutta methods. In this
paper, we only consider the case e #! as a scalar.

B. Discounted linear-quadratic optimal control problem
with time delays

Consider the following discounted LQ-OCP subject to a
time-delay system

to+T
min ¢ = 1.(Z()dt (10a)
X, U,z2,2 to
s.t.  x(tpy) = Xo, (10b)
u(t) = uy, tr < t<tiy, keN, (10c)
x(t)=Acx(t) +Beu(t—1),t6<t<ty+ 1T, (10d)
z2()=Cex(t)+Deu(t—1),fp<t<ty+1T, (10e)

Z(1) =z,
Z(t) =z(1) - z(1),

<t<try, ke N, (100
(10g)

where 7 € Rj is the time delay. The stage cost function
1:(Z(1)) is identical to (2). Note that when considering the
MIMO system with multiple time delays and the system
dynamic equations (10d) and (10e) become

h<t<ty+T,

Xij(8) = Acijxij(8) + Bejjuj (£ —7ij), (11a)

zjj(8) = Ce,ijXij(£) + Dejuj(t—7jj). (11b)

u=lup;uz;...,up,l, Xx=I[x11;%215...5Xn,n,0, (11C)
ny

z=z1;225...;2n,], (11d)

2i = Z Zij
j=1

where Acijs Beijs Ceijy De,ij and Tij for i =1,2,...,n;
and j=1,2,...,n, are parameters of the [i, j] SISO system
describing the dynamics from the j input to the i‘"
output.

Based on [22], the discrete-time equivalent of (11) is

=Xk+1 = =X =
- N —N— ——
Xf+1 A By X By
--------- = | el Lk L ReR )y (12a)
Uo,k+1 0 Ix Uo, k Ip
-é -p



where U, = [Uk—m) Uk—m+1,---» Uk—1] is the historical in-
put vector. /i =max{m;;} 1ndlcates the maximum integer
time delay constant with =2 = = m;j — v;j, where m;; € Z
and 0 < v;; <1 are 1nteger and fractional time delay
constants.

The discrete-time system matrices of (12) are

C_] = diag(cc,lj! CC,Zjv---;CC,flzj)’ for ] =12,...,ny, (13a)
nu .

Dei=) DeijejEn”,, fori=1,2,...,n,. (13b)
j=1

CC:[ClyCZy---)Cnu]y DO:[DI;DZ;"';Dnz]y (13¢)

By = Bo(;,1:end — ny),
Doy =Dy(;,1: end —ny),

By = Bo(:,mny, : end), (13d)
Dy =D, (:, mny : end), (13e)

o I ... 0 0
In=1|- = " -, Ig=|"], (131
0o 0 .. I 0
0o 0 ... 0 1
and the matrices A and B, = By + B, are
Ac=diag(Ac11, Acots- s Acneny), AWM =€, (14a)
V= diag(vllr ‘/217---! Vl’lzl’lu)! ‘/l] = Ivij! (14b)
mii
Bic = [Bica1; Bicoii-- -3 Bienany | Bieij = Beej E Yy, (140)
m,~+1
Bac = [Bac11;Bac21; -3 Beonun, ) vBocij=BeejEz"
(14d)

T Ts
B = f !B dt, By=V f eVt (By. — Byo)dt, (14e)
0 0

where e; = [0,...,1,.. ]andEerl [0,...,1,...,0] for p=
1,2,...,m+1 are the un1t vector and matrix for selecting
the j* historical input from the augmented input vector
Uy = U k; ux] such that u; x_ri1)+p = ejEf;Hllk .

The discrete equivalent of the discounted LQ-OCP with
time delays (10) has the same expressions as the non-
delay case introduced in (3) and (4), except that the system

parameters become %, A, B, C, D.

Proposition 2 (Discretization of discounted LQ-OCPs with
time delays) The system of differential equations

A(t) = AA(D), A(0) = (15a)
Ay(t) = VAA, (D), Ay(0) =1, (15b)
By (1) = A()B, Bi(0)=0, (15¢)
By (1) = Ay(0) By, B,(0)=0, (15d)
Hy(8) = HegHg (1), Hg(0) = I, (15e)
Hp () = He Hm (1), Hp(0) = I, (15)
Q) =T4(0)QcLq(t), QO =0, (15g)
M) =T, () M, M(0) =0, (15h)

where Iy, = diag(Iyy, Ixy, Ixy) is an identity matrix and
Heq = Ho= 51, Hom = He= il Boe = V(Boc = Bic), (162)
E1 = Uxu Lo —Lel,  E2 = Uew Lows L] (16b)
T(t)=E1Hp(DE2,  Mc=-[Cc Do|Qc,  (16c)
[4(1) = E1Hg()Ey, Qc=—-M:[Cc D], (16d)

may be used to compute (A = A(Ts), By = B1(Ts) + B2(T),
Q = Q(Ty), M = M(Ts)) of discounted LQ-OCPs with time
delays.

Proof: In [22], the solution of the time-delay state
space (11) are defined as

A(f)  Bo(2)

z(t) = [Cc 0 I

D,|T(D) ZZZ T(1) = ., an

where A(f) = e4<! and B,(f) = Bi(f) + B2(t) are described
in (14). In this case, we cannot directly express I'(f) as a
matrix exponential like the non-delay case introduced in
Proposition 1 since B, consists of B;(f) and B, (f). How-
ever, we can decompose it into the linear combination of
A, Ay, B; and B as

Hy (1) Hy (1) (1)

_[A0 BO], (40 Bm]_[An 0]
r(”‘[ o I ]+[ o I ] [ 0 I] (18)

= oflict § pHact _ pHsct

=E1H()E>,
with H, = diag (H¢, Hac, Hz3¢) and

A. B VA. B VA. 0

HIC—[ ¢ IC] HZL‘ [ OC SC]JH3C= OC 0]’

where H(f) = eflc!
eHeet for k=1,2,3. )
u . .
Consequently, as e #! = ¢~ 7 e77 is a scalar, we will get

= diag (H: (1), H2(1), H3(1)) and Hy(1) =

=

(20a)
(20b)

Hy (1) = eMea?,

Hy (1) = e,

Ty(f) =
Im(0) =

r(r)e‘f’—ElHq(t)Ez,
T(e ™ = EyHy()Es,

t t
Q= f e T(9)' QL (s)ds = f T4(5)'QcT4(s)ds, (200)
0 0

t t
M(t) = f e ST (s) M.ds = f T, (8) M.ds. (20d)
0 0

Remark 2 Note that the differential equations introduced
in (6) and (15) are identical when time delays are {r;;} =0,
and the time delay constants become m =0 and V = 0. This
corresponding to By, = B¢, Bo. = 0 and Hy. = Hs; = 0. The
expressions introduced in Proposition 2 become

t
Ap(t) =1, Bo(t)zf A(s)B.ds, (21a)
0
H(t) = efe?, T(t) = By H(DE, = efe!| 21b)
H(f) = -5t - = plHic= 5t
() =H(e 2!, Ty(t)=E Hy()Ey =2 (21¢)
Hp(t) = H(t)e ™, Tp(t) = Ey Hp(t)Ep = e1e™ M (21d)

where By, Iy and T ,,, have the same expressions as the non-
delay discrete system matrices B, H; and H,, introduced
in (6b) and (8a).

ITII. NUMERICAL METHODS OF LQ DISCRETIZATION

This section introduces numerical methods for solving
proposed systems of differential equations.



A. Fixed-time-step ordinary differential equation method

Consider an s-stage ODE method with the number of
integration steps N € Z* and the time step 6t = % Note
that ai; and b; for i =1,2,...,s and j=1,2,...,s are the
Butcher tableau’s parameters of the ODE method. We have

A1 = AAg, ke, (22a)
By k41 = B1 i+ 01 A By, ke, (22b)
Apis1 = Ny Ayk, ke N, (22¢)
By k+1 = Bok + ©2 A, Bac, ke N, (22d)
Hg i1 =QqHg ks ke, (22e)
Hypke1 = QmH ko ke, (22f)
Mpy1 = My + EyH,, M, ke, (22g)
Q1= Qx + E3Hy  QcHg kB2, ke N,  (22h)
where
Bic=6tB1;, M= 5ti b Q) By M, (22i)
i=1
Boc=6tBy:, O = 5t_zsl biQ’q,iE{ QcE1Qq;. (22
iz

The coefficients A, Ay, 01, B2, Qp; and Qg are func-
tions of the Butcher tableau’s parameters. They can be
computed as

S
Api=Ac+06t) ajjAxj=AiAy, (23a)
j=1
s . ~
Biki=Bi1k+6tY aijBikj=B1k+01;AcBi, (23b)
j=1
s .
Apki=Ayr+6t Z ai,j Ay k,j=MNviAp ik (23¢)
j=1
s . ~
Bogi=Bor+6t) ai,jBok,j = Bo g+ 02 Ay Bac, (23d)
j=1
s .
Hpy i = Hm,k+6tz ai,jHmk,j = Qm,i Hm ks (23e)
j=1
s .
Hq,k,i = Hq,k +0t Z ai,qu,k,j = Qq,in,k: (230)
j=1
and
S S
A=I+6tY biAcA;, Ay=1+6t) biVAA,; (24a)
i=1 i=1
S S
©1=) biA;, Qm=Iy+6tY biHemQp,i, (24b)
i=1 i=1

S S
©2=) biAy, Qq=1In+6t) biHcqQqi, (240)
i=1 i=1
where A;, Ayi, ©1,i, Oz, Qi and Qg ; are coefficients of
stage variables Ak,i» Avk,i> B1,k,i» B2k,i» Hm ki and Hq,k,i-
Consequently, we can obtain A(Ts) = An, Bo(Ts) =
By n+Baon, Q(Ts) = Qn, M(Ts) = My with constant coeffi-
cients A, Ay, 01, 02, Q) and Q, when using fixed-time-
step ODE methods. Algorithm 1 presents the fixed-time-
step ODE method for the discretization of the discounted
LQ-OCPs with time delays.

Algorithm 1 Fixed-time-step ODE method
Input: (A;, B¢, Ce, D¢, 7, Qq, Ts, N)
Output: (A, By, Q, M)

Compute the step size 0t = %

Compute system matrices (Byc,Bac,Mc,Qc,Heg,Hem) us-
ing (16)

Set initial states (k=0, Ay =1, Ayx =1, B1x =0, B =0,
Hpx=1In, Hgx=1In, Qx=0, My =0)

Compute stage variable coefficients (A;, A, ;, ©1,;, Oy ;,
Qi and Qg ;) using (23)

Compute constant coefficients (A, Ay, 01, B2, Q,, and
Qgq) using (24)

while k< N do

Use (22) to update (Ag, By i, Ap, i, B2,k Him ko Hg ke Qi M)

Set k—k+1
end while
Set (A= Ak, Bo= B+ Bk, Q=Qk, M= M)

TABLE I
NUMERICAL EXPRESSIONS OF THE STEP-DOUBLING METHOD

Numerical expression  Step-doubling function

A(N) AN AGHAdG)
N-1 . _ -
By Y A Bo(3) 1+ Ac))
i=0
Hp(N) Q) I}rm(%)ﬁmg\%’)
Hq(N) Qg’ Hq(j)Hq(j)
B N-1 ’ - ~
s Y (o) MO 1+ A (3')
) Nol . ; ~
o) (@f) Qc(0]) o+, Yy e ag(S)

B. Step-doubling method

Consider the fixed-time-step ODE method with the
integration step N =2/ for j € Z* and the step size §¢ = %,
the matrices

A(N) =AY, AQ) =A, (25a)
N-1 _

Bo(N)= ) A, B =1, (25b)
i=0

Hp(N) = Q) Hn(1)=Qp, (25

Hy(N) = Q] A0 =0, (250

B N-1 N B

M =Y (), M) = Ly, (25€)
i=0

B N-1 N . B B

Am =Y (Qf) ac(@f),  Qw=q, (25)
i=0

can be used to compute (A, By, M, Q)

Bo(Ts) =0pB,(N) By, (26a)
Q(Ty) = E,Q(N)Ea, (26b)

A(Ts) = AN)(1: g, 1: ny),
M(Ty) = EyM(N) M.,
where A = diag(A,Ay), O, = [01,02], Boe = [Big; Bacl are

constant. The coefficients A, 01, Ay, ©2, Qm, Qq, M, and
Q. are introduced in (22) and (24).



Algorithm 2 Step-doubling method
Input: (AC) BC! CCrDCrTr QCr TSrj)
Output: (A, By, Q, M)

Compute the number of the integration step N =2/
Compute the step size 6t = %
Compute system matrices (Bic,Bzc,Me,Qc,Heq,Hem) us-
ing (16)
Compute stage variable coefficients (A;, A, ;, ©1,;, Oy ;,
Qi and Qg ;) using (23)
Compute constant coefficients (A, Ay, ©1, O2, Q,, and
Qgq) using (24)
Set initial states (i =1,A(i) = A, Bo(i) = I, Hp(i) = Qm,
Hy(i) = Qq, M(i) = L, Q) = Qo)
while i < j do
Update (M(i), Q(i)) using equations from Table I
Update (A(i), B,(i),Hp(i), Hy(i)) using equations
from Table I
Seti—i+1
end while
Use (26) to compute (A, By, Q, M)

In [1], [2], [13], a scaling and squaring algorithm is
introduced for solving the matrix exponential problem.
For A(t) = e, they use the gth step’s result A(561) as the
initial state to compute the double step’s result A(ndt) =
A(561)A(561) and repeat it until ndt = Ts. We can use
the same idea to compute matrices introduced in (25),
and it leads to the step-doubling method. Define f(n) for
f €A Bo, Hpy, Hy, M, Q], the step-doubling expression for
computing f(n) can be written as

N N
f—f@ —>f(4)—>...—>f(z)—'f(3)—'f(N), (27a)
where

Q) =f(2)f(2), ne [2,4,...,ﬁ,N1. (27b)
2 2 2

Table I describes the step-doubling expressions for (A,

Bo, Hy, Hy,, M, Q). The step-doubling method takes

only j steps to get the same result as the fixed-time-step

ODE method with N =2/ integration steps. Algorithm 2

describes the step-doubling method for the discretization

of the discounted LQ-OCPs.

C. Matrix exponential method

Based on the formulas described in [17]-[19], we can
obtain (A, By, M, Q) by solving the following matrix
exponential problems

D111 D112 ([—Héq E{QcEl] )
! ’ =ex tl, 28a
0 O] TPl o Heq (282)
I ®p] ([0 I
[0 Qz,zz] - eXp([O Hém] t)’ (28b)
O3 =exp (H;1), (28c)

and the elements are

@112 = Hy(— t),j;tHq(s),EiQ_cElHq(s)dS, (28d)
@120 = Hy (1) = eHea’, (28e)
D212 =f0[Hm(S)dS, (280
®3 = H(¢) = diag(Hi (1), H2(1), H3(1)), (28g)

where the matrices He, Heq, Hem, Qe Hgy, Hm, Hi, Ha
and Hj are introduced in Proposition 2.
Set t=Ts, we can compute (A, By, M, Q) as

A=T(1:ny1:ny),
M = E; @512 M,

B, =T(1:nyny,+1:end),
Q= Ey @ 5, ®1 12>,

(29a)
(29b)

where I' = E1(D3E2.

IV. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we will test and compare the proposed
three numerical methods.

Consider a MIMO input-output model Z(s) = G(s)U(s)
with the following transfer functions

1 e~ 0-1s —2(2s+1) e~ 16s
— 1.55+1)(3s+1 3.4s+1
G(s) = | Aost@s*h, o 2.4 —09s|- (0
2.35+1 (1.75+1)(0.9s+1)

We can convert the above transfer functions into the state
space models introduced in (11). The state space matrices
are in observable canonical form.

Consider the discounted LQ-OCP described in (10).
The weight matrix Q. = diag(1.0,2.0), the discount factor
u=0.2, the control horizon T =20 [s] and the sampling
time Ts =1 [s]. We use the symbolic toolbox in Matlab to
compute the discrete system matrices (A, By, Q, M) with
their analytic expressions described in Proposition 2. The
results are used as the true solution for comparing the
results from proposed numerical methods.

Fig. 1 describes the error and CPU time of the fixed-
time-step ODE and the step-doubling method. We notice
that the step-doubling method (dot plots) has the same
error as the fixed-time-step ODE method (line plots) with
the same discretization scheme. All tested methods have
the correct convergence order (indicated by dashed lines).
The CPU time of the two methods is indicated in the bar
plots. We observe that the CPU time of the fixed-time-step
ODE method increases as the integration step or the stage
number increases. The step-doubling method’s CPU time
is stable at around 1.8 [ms].

TABLE II
CPU TIME AND ERROR OF THE SCENARIO USING CLASSIC RK4 WITH N = 210

Unit  Matrix Exp. ODE Method  Step-doubling
e(A) [-] 3.34-10716 9.12-10° 14 9.12-10° 14
e(Bo) [l 5.56-10717 8.33-10712 8.33-10712
e(M) [-] 5.10-10716 6.88-10"14 6.88-10714
e(Q) [-] 8.10-10716 25510713 25510713
CPU Time [ms] 44.1 60.3 1.96




Error A(T) Fixed-time-step ODE method CPU time
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Fig. 1. The error and CPU time of the fixed-time-step ODE method

and the step-doubling method with different discretization schemes. The
error is e(i) = |li(Ts) —i(N)lloo for i € [A,Bo,M,Q], where i(Ts) is the
result from the Matlab’s symbolic toolbox.

Table II describes the error and CPU time of all three
methods when using the classic RK4 with j = 10 and
N =2J (not for the matrix exponential). The matrix ex-
ponential method obtains the most precise result among
all methods, while the other two methods have the same
error. The fixed-time-step ODE method is the slowest,
followed by the matrix exponential method. They spend
60.3 [ms] and 44.1 [ms], respectively. The step-doubling
method is the fastest and only takes 1.96 [ms].

V. CONCLUSIONS

This paper discussed the discretization of discounted
LQ-OCPs with and without time delays. In the Proposi-
tions, the discrete system matrices of the discounted LQ-
OCPs are described as systems of differential equations.
Then, we introduced three numerical methods for solving
the proposed systems of differential equations. All three
numerical methods are tested and compared in the nu-
merical experiment. Our results indicate that

1. All three methods can solve the proposed differential
equations, and the matrix exponential method is the
most precise.

2. The step-doubling method is significantly faster than
the other two methods, keeping the same accuracy
level as the fixed-time-step ODE method.
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