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Abstract: This paper proposes a novel approach for designing functional observers for nonlinear systems,
with linear error dynamics and assignable poles. Sufficient conditions for functional observability are first
derived, leading to functional relationships between the Lie derivatives of the output to be estimated and
the ones of the measured output. These are directly used in the proposed design of the functional observer.
The functional observer is defined in differential input-output form, satisfying an appropriate invariance
condition that emerges from the state-space invariance conditions of the literature. A concept of functional
observer index is also proposed, to characterize the lowest feasible order of functional observer with pole
assignment. Two chemical reactor applications are used to illustrate the proposed approach.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Functional observers are useful in many applications where a
function of the states needs to be estimated, and not the entire
state vector. In linear systems, the notion of a functional
observer was first defined in Luenberger’s pioneer work
(Luenberger, 1966 and 1971), where it was proved that it is
feasible to construct a functional observer with number of
states equal to observability index minus one. In recent years,
there has been continued interest in functional observers for
linear systems (Darouach, 2000; Korovin et al., 2008 and
2010; Fernando et al., 2010), the goal being to find the smallest
possible order of the linear functional observer.

Functional observers for nonlinear systems were defined and
formulated in the context of exact linearization (Kravaris,
2016; Kravaris and Venkateswaran, 2021), in the same spirit
as in exact linearization of full-state observers (Andrieu and
Praly, 2006; Kazantzis and Kravaris, 1998; Kazantzis et al.,
2000; Krener and Isidori, 1983; Krener and Respondek, 1985),
and have been applied to fault detection and estimation in
nonlinear  systems  (Venkateswaran et al.,, 2022;
Venkateswaran and Kravaris, 2023 and 2024). In the present
work, a different approach will be followed. Instead of starting
with the requirement of linearity for the error dynamics in
state-space form, the starting point will be functional
observability, and the functional observer will be derived in
input-output form, based on functional relationships between
the Lie derivatives of the measured output and the ones of the
output to be estimated. The proposed approach will lead to
linear error dynamics with assignable poles, for any nonlinear
system that is locally functionally observable.

This paper studies unforced nonlinear systems of the form

dx
@ &
y=H()

z=q(x)

where x€R"is the system state, yeRP is the vector of
measured outputs, zeRis the output to be estimated,
F:R" SR™, H:R" SRP, q:RT >R are sufficiently
smooth nonlinear functions. The objective is to construct a

functional observer which generates an estimate of the output
z, driven by the output measurements Y ji=L--.p.

Section 2 will start with a brief necessary review of local sate
observability and subsequently will define explore key
properties of local functional observability for a system of the
form (1). It will also define a concept of observability index
for nonlinear systems in a way that directly extends
Luenberger’s definition for linear systems. Section 3 will
define functional observer in input-output form, including a
direct comparison with the state-space definition of the
literature (Kravaris, 2016; Kravaris and Venkateswaran,
2021). The invariance condition of the state-space form will
translate to an invariance condition for the input-output form.
Section 4 will introduce a notion of functional observer index,
to specify the lowest feasible order of functional observer.
Sections 5 and 6 will summarize the proposed design approach
for a functional observer with linear error dynamics and
assignable poles, including two chemical reactor applications.
Finally, section 7 will specialize the results to linear systems.

2. LOCAL STATE OBSERVABILITY AND
LOCAL FUNCTIONAL OBSERVABILITY

In this section, local functional observability of nonlinear
systems will be defined in a way that is completely analogous
to state observability (Montanari et al., 2022), and its
properties will be derived in a form that will directly link to
the formulation of the functional observer problem of
subsequent sections. We will start will a brief necessary review
of local state observability, where we will also propose a
notion of observability index for nonlinear systems.



State observability is defined as local injectivity of the map
X > Y(t) =Ho®p(t;xy), where Pg(t;X;) denotes the flow of

F(x), ie. the solution of c(jj—X:F(X) under the initial
condition X(0) =X -

Definition 1 (Hermann and Krener, 1977; Vidyasagar, 1978):

Let X be an open subset of R". 4 nonlinear system of the
Jorm (1) will be called state-observable on X if for every
X1, X2 € X,

Ho®p(t;x1) =H-DE(tx) = X1=X2 ()

Consequences of the definition:

Because
d' i : :
—i[Hj o DE(t; XO)JJ = LIFHJ'(XO), i=0,1,2,--, j=1---,p
ot t=0
for all Xg, the injectivity condition (2) of the definition will be
satisfied if it can be established that

LeH;(x))=LgH;(x,) for all i=0,1,2,-+, j=1-+,p

3)

The above says that if a countable number of Lie derivatives
being equal at X; and X, implies that X; = X, , then the system

is state-observable. If this property can be established for a
finite subset of these Lie derivatives, e.g. up to order (m—1),

LeH; (%)= LgH;(x,) for all i=0,1,---,m-1, j=1-,p

= X=Xy

“

it will still establish the inference (2) of the definition.

Remark 1: When F(x) and H(x) are real analytic, He®g(t; Xg)

is also real analytic and it is amenable to a local Lie series
expansion (Grébner, 1967):

g t
HjO(I)F(t;XO)=ZI‘IFHj(XO)ﬁ’ .]=17"'7p (5)

i=0

Therefore, He @ (t;X1) =HeDE(t;X2) is equivalent to all
coefficients of the power series being equal, i.e.
L',:HJ-(Xl): L',:HJ-(XZ), i=0L2,---, j=1---,p,

hence inference (3) is also necessary.

Definition 2: The list of functions:
O H(x) :{LIFHJ'(X)’ =012, j:1,...,p}

will be called the observability set of system (1). The list of
0F’H]m(x)={L'FHj(x), i=01-,m-1, j=1,.-.,p}
will be called the observability set of order (m —1) of system

(1.

functions

The notation of Definition 2 will be used throughout this
section. Proposition 1 provides sufficient conditions for local
state observability; see also Hermann and Krener (1977) and
Vidyasagar (1978) that give them in slightly different form.

Proposition 1: (i) System (1) will be locally state-observable if
there exists a positive integer m such that the Jacobian matrix

that consists of the gradients of the elements of ﬂF,H,m x),

i.e. its rows are 0 (LiFHj(x)), i=01---m-1 j=1---p. has

ox
rank n.

(i1) System (1) will be locally state-observable if there exists a
positive  integer m  such  that the  mapping

xeR" 0F,H,m (x) eRP™ possesses a local left inverse

X=¢ LiFHj(x), i=01---,m-1 j=1---,p|, with ¢ being a

continuously differentiable mapping from a subset of RP™M 40
]R n
(iii) The above sufficient conditions are equivalent.

Proof:

-- Condition (i) = n of Lil:H j(X) form a locally invertible
function fromR" to R" = Condition (i1)

-- Condition (ii) = inference (4) holds = system is locally
state observable.

-- Condition (ii) = Jacobian matrix of Z¢ 1y m (X) is locally

a left invertible matrix = Condition (i) O

The following definition provides a direct nonlinear extension
of the notion of observability index of a linear system.

Definition 3: Suppose that system (1) satisfies the sufficient
condition of state observability of Proposition 1, for some
positive integer m. The smallest positive integer m for which it
can be satisfied will be called observability index of system (1)

and will be denoted by N, .

As an immediate consequence of the definition, the state
vector x may be locally represented as a function of

Hi(), LeHj(%), ... , LE7H(¥), j=1--p:

X=(p(Hj(X), LeH;(x), ... , L 7H; (), j=1,---,p) (6)

with @ from a subset of RP"0t0 RM .

For unobservable systems, it is well known (see e.g.
Vidyasagar, 1978, Theorem 97) that they may be transformed
into to a series of an observable system followed by an
unobservable system, through an appropriate local coordinate
Xob

change x :{
Xunob

} =T(x), in the form



dt

dX unob
dt

y=H(Xop)
In this case, it is possible to define observability index fig for

= Fob (Xob)

= Funob (Xob-Xunob) ()

the observable part of the system and obtain a local
representation of the observable part of the state vector as

. ~ (™ o Y fo—1ry /o .
Xob:(P(Hj(xob)’Lﬁoij(Xob)l"‘!L?:Zb Hj(Xob), J=1,"‘,p)
®)

hence as a function of
H;(¥), LeH;(X), ..., LFPH;(%), j=1---,p.

Functional observability refers to the situation where a specific
functional can be reconstructed from the measurement signal
y, without requiring that the entire state vector x can be
reconstructed.  In analogy to the definition of state
observability, functional observability will be defined as
distinguishability of a given functional z =(q(x) from the

measurement signal y(t) : two different z cannot correspond

to the same y(f).

Definition 4 (Montanari et al., 2022): Let X < R" be an open
set. A nonlinear system of the form (1) will be called
functionally observable on X if for every pair of initial states

X1, Xo € X,
Ho®p(tx1) =H-®F(tx2) = alxq) =a(xz) ©

Consequences of the definition:

Because
i .

i[Hjoch(t;xo)]] =LEH(Xp), 1=0,1,2,-+, j=L1--,p

dt t=0

for all Xg, inference (9) of the definition will be satisfied if it
can be established that

LeH; (%)= LgH;(x,) for all i=0,1,2,--, j=1-+,p
= q(x) =4q(x;)

(10)

The above says that if a countable number of Lie derivatives
being equal at X; and X, implies that q(X;) =q(X,), then the

system is functionally observable. If this property can be
established for a finite subset of these Lie derivatives, e.g. up
to order (m—1),

LeH;(xy) = LgH;(x,) for all i =0,1,---,m-1, j=1,
= q(X)=4a(xy)

...’p (11)

it will still establish the inference (9) of the definition.

Remark 2: Definition 4 and its consequences provide a direct
extension of the notion of state observability of Definition 1,
where in place of the entire state vector x, a specific functional

of x 1is observable. Every state-observable system is
functionally observable for any functional of x.

Proposition 2: System (1) is locally functionally observable if
there exists a positive integer m such that q(x) can be locally
represented as a function of elements the observability set

0F,H,m(x): i.e.
900 =v(LEHj(0, i=0L--m-Lj=1p| (12

with y being a mapping from a subset of RPMto R.
The

q(x):\y(LiFHj(x), i=0,0,-,m-1, j:L---,p) is equivalent to

Proof: existence of a representation

inference (11), which implies local functional observability. [

Proposition 3: Suppose that system (1) satisfies the sufficient
condition of functional observability of Proposition 2, with Y

being smooth. Then:

(i) All Lie derivatives of g(x) can be locally represented as
functions of elements of the observability set & 1y (x) :
a0 = vk LEHj09, =04+ k+m-1 j=L-p), k=012,

(13)
with yi, k=0,12,--- being smooth mappings from a subset

of RPMto R.
(if) The Jacobian matrix y,:]Hlm(x), that consists of the

gradients of the elements of &p 1y m(x), i.e. its rows are

0 (i . 4
&(LFHJ-(X)), i=021---m-1 j=1-.--,p, has the property

that
% ()
Rank| ox =Rank[ & j.m (X) ] (14)
yF,H,m (X)
Proof:

(i) Representation (13) is proved by induction. From (12), it
holds for k = 0. Assuming (13) holds for some keN, applying
the Lie derivative operator L on both sides, we conclude that
LkFJrlq (X)is a

function of the Lie derivatives

LiFHJ—(X),j:l,---,p,uptoorderi:k+m.

(i) From (12), it follows that

q o (u i=01--m-1 j=l--
&(x)espan{&(LFHj(x)), i=021--,m-1 j=1 ,p},

hence the result. O

Remark 3: If system (1) satisfies the sufficient condition of
state observability of Proposition 1 and has observability index

n,, any functional q(X) can be represented as a function of
Lie derivatives of H(x) up to order n -1, i.e. representation

(12) holds for m=n,. If a system is not state-observable and



has been decomposed into observable and unobservable parts
according to (7), it will be functionally observable if q(x) can
be expressed as a function of the observable part of the state
vector Xgp . In this case, if the observable part of the system

has observability index i, q(x) will be representable as a

function of Lie derivatives of H up to order i, 1.

Remark 4: An alternative way of defining functional
observability could be via the requirement that two different
time functions q(x(t)) cannot correspond to the same
measurement signal y(t), as follows:

Definition 4': Let X < R" be an open set. A nonlinear system
of the form (1) will be called functionally observable on X if

for every  pair of X1, Xo € X,
Ho®p(txg) =Ho@F(tx2) = qo®p(txg) =q°PF(tx2)

initial  states

If one adopts the above alternative definition, the
representation (12) of q(x) with y smooth will be a sufficient
condition for functional observability and the rank property
(14) will still hold.

3. FUNCTIONAL OBSERVER IN INPUT-OUTPUT FORM

A functional observer is defined in state-space form (Kravaris,
2016; Kravaris and Venkateswaran, 2021) as follows:

Definition 5: Given a dynamic system of the form (1), the
system

%€ _
a &Y (15)
2=0(5y)

where  G:R"xRP 5RY, 0:R"xRP >R (v<n) is
called a functional observer for (1), if in the series connection

N y TN

the overall dynamics

dx
i ~Fe (16)
i o(&,H(x))

possesses an invariant manifold &="T (X) with the property
that q(x) = o(7 (x),H(x)).

The requirement of invariant manifold of (16) translates to
oT
E(X)F(X) =o(T (x),H(x))

Note that, differentiating the output of (15) up to v times, it
is possible to eliminate the states & and represent the
functional observer in differential input-output form as

d'2 ,d2 d'2 dy  dvly oY

_:95 2, — e, —— a4y e 3/, y (17)
dt¥ dt v~ dt"

’dtv71 1y1 dt ’

with ¢ being a mapping from a subset of RV+(*DPto R .

In this work, we will propose a functional observer design
method that will lead to an observer equation directly in the
form (17). However, before we proceed with the design, we
need to specify the required invariance properties of a
functional observer in the form (17). Intuitively, we expect that
the output of (17) and its time derivatives up to order v-1
should be able to accurately track the functional q(X) and its

Lie derivatives up to order v—1, if correctly initialized:

ks ks
d"z d"z
~O=LEaxO) = M) =Lkax(®), k=01-v-1
dt dt
: (18)
In what follows, we will see how these invariance properties
emerge from the state-space definition of the functional

observer. In a serial connection of system (17) following
system (1), the overall system is described by

dx

—=F(x
o (x)
2% _ o
dt
A
dt
2% _ o 5o v :
T:ﬁ(z 2 ,Hj(x),L,:Hj(x),--~,L,:Hj(x),1:1,---,p)
7=320
(19)
System (19) will possess an invariant manifold
5(1) [ i
z a(x)
2@ Lea(x)
=T(x)=| :
209 Lt a(x)
A | LCrq(x) |

if and onl_y if thej function ¢ satisfies
LEa(9) = (00, L) .., LE (),
Hj 00, LeH; (), LE ™00, LEH; 00, J=1-+-,p)

Also notice that 2 =2® =q(x) on the invariant manifold.

The foregoing considerations lead to the following definition
of functional observer in input-output form:

Definition 6: A dynamic system described by a v-th order
differential equation of the form

d'z 5 02
= 2,— -

dat’ dt

dV—lyj dVyJ
Tt dtY

I T
’dt\/*l' N dt !

) j:]-l"'vp

(20)
with ¢ from RV*(V*DP o R is a functional observer for
system (1) if it satisfies



Lra(x) = 95(q(x), LEd(X),..., LE q(x),
H;00, LEH (), -+, LETH (%), LEH; (%), j:]_l...’p)
(21)

In the presence of initialization errors, additional stability
requirements will need to be imposed so that the estimation
error asymptotically converges to zero:

lim [2(t) —q(x(t)) ]=0.
t—owo
In this direction, it is convenient to seek for a functional

observer with linear dynamics. In Kravaris and Venkateswaran
(2021), a functional observer was sought in the form

dg

= =Ac+P

ot &+93(y) 22)
Z=w(Cty)

and the stability requirement was satisfied by selecting A to be

Hurwitz. Here, we will postulate a linear functional observer
of the form

dz  dV'2 dz .
dtv+(11F+"'+(Xv_la+(XvZ

dt g dtY

:T y]’ ,j:l’...’p

with T from RODP o R. For this case, invariance
condition (21) of Definition 6 takes the form

FA(X) + L () + -+ oy g Leq(x) + oyl(x) (24)
= T'(H; (%), LeH; (), -+, LF*H; ()), LEH (%), §=1-++,p)

As long as this condition is satisfied, in the serial connection
of system (1) followed by system (23), it will hold that

d'z  d' 'z a2z .
dtv+(11F+"'+(Xv_la+(lVZ

~(LEA0) + 0L q(0) -+ Leq(x)+ ayq(x)) = 0
or
V(s v—1 /24
d'(2 —vq(x)) oy d (zv—_lq(x))
dt dt
d (2 -q (X))
v-1 dt

+...

+a +ay (2-q(x))=0

Therefore, the error will asymptotically converge to zero if and
only if all the roots of the polynomial

X+ otlkvf1 +---+a,_ A +a, have negative real parts.

4. FUNCTIONAL OBERVER INDEX

From the discussion of the previous section, it is clear that a
linear functional observer of order v is feasible if we can match
a linear combination of the Lie derivatives of the functional up
to order v with a function of the Lie derivatives of the
measurement up to the same order v.

If it so happens that system (1) is state-observable with
observability index ng , from (6) it follows that q(x) and its Lie

derivatives up to order n, —1, can be expressed as functions of
H;j(x) and its Lie derivatives up to the same ordern, —1:

1 .
L5a00 = vy (M09, LEH 00, - LEPMH00, j=1-+-,p),
k=01-,n,—1
(25)
Under these circumstances, a functional observer in input-
output form in the sense of Definition 6 can be easily built. For

example, if we follow the linear template of equation (23), the
defining condition (24) will be satisfied for v=n, -1 and

=y, +aqyy g+ +0,_qy; + 0o

The same approach can be followed for any functionally
observable system such that the observable part of the system

has observability index fi,, since a representation of the form

(25) will still be valid. Also, it is important to note that a
condition of the form (25) could be satisfied for some v less

than ngy —1, in which case the same construction is applicable
and it will lead to a functional observer of lower order.

The foregoing considerations motivate the concept of functional
observer index:

Definition 7: Consider the nonlinear system (1) and suppose that

there exist a positive integer v, open sets X cR". o cr(VDP
and functions vy :¥ >R, k=0,1,---,v, such that

L4000 = i (H}00,LEH 00, LEH ), J=1,p ), k=01, v ¥x e x

(26)
The smallest integer v for which the above holds, is called
functional observer index for the nonlinear system (1).

Immediate consequences of the definition:

a) If a system of the form (1) satisfies condition (26) of
Definition 7 for some positive integer v, it is functionally
observable.

b) Suppose that system (1) satisfies the sufficient condition of
state observability of Proposition 1 and has observability

index n,. Then it possesses a functional observer index v, and

it holds that v<n, -1.

c) Suppose that system (1) has been decomposed into
observable and unobservable parts in the form (7) and that the
observable part satisfies the sufficient condition of Proposition

1 and has observability index fi,. Then it possesses a

functional observer index v, and it holds that v <, -1.



5. FUNCTIONAL OBSERVER DESIGN WITH
ASSIGNABLE ERROR DYNAMICS

The derivations of the previous sections immediately lead to
the following Proposition, which is the main result of the
present paper:

Proposition 4: Consider the nonlinear system (1) and suppose

that there exist a positive integer v, opensets X < R". o <

ROVDP and functions v Y->R, k=01, v, such that
LKq(x) =i [Hj(X), LEH (). LEH{(X), j=Lp], k=01v Wxex
(26)

Also, let A +a1kv‘] +:-+a,_;A+a, beagiven polynomial

whose roots all have negative real parts.
Then the dynamic system

dV2+alﬁ+ d2+a
dt’ Lt St g T
oy iy
N dt ! dtv—l ! dat¥ ! v
where
T=y, +agy, g+ +0oy ¥+ (27)

is a functional observer for system (1), and has the property
that the estimation error [ 2(t) —q(x(t)) | converges

asymptotically to zero, following

dV(z—q(x)) dv (2 q(x))
dt” A dt¥~ 1 (28)
d(z-
+av_1w+av(i—q(x)):

dt
Some comments:

a) The derived design equations lead to a v-th order functional
observer, for any positive v that can satisfy (26). However,
from the point of view of ease of implementation, it is
desirable to have the observer order as low as possible.
Consequently, in practical applications, v is expected to be
chosen to be the functional observer index.

b) Because the polynomial A’ + (xl)»"fl +oto,_Atoy,

whose roots govern the error dynamics (28) may be arbitrarily
picked, this means that the design enables assignment of the
rate of decay of the error.

¢) The derived observer is in differential input-output form,
following a v-th order differential equation that relates the
input (measurement signal) to the output (estimate). The input-
output description is proper in the sense that the order of input
derivatives does not exceed the order of output derivatives.
Consequently, the observer can be appropriately discretized in
a causal form and simulated. However, in is only in special
types of nonlinear functions wg,y;, -+, y, that a state-space

representation of the form (22) will be possible (see specific
examples in the applications section that follows).

The conclusion from this section is that local functional
observability enables the design of a functional observer with
assignable error dynamics.

6. CHEMICAL REACTOR APPLICATIONS
6.1 Isothermal batch chemical reactor

Consider an isothermal batch reactor where consecutive
irreversible chemical reactions A — B — C — D take place.
The first and third reactions have first order kinetics, whereas
the second reaction has second-order kinetics. The reactor
dynamics can be modelled through standard component mass
balances for species A, B, C, assuming constant reactor
volume, as follows:

dc

FR

dc

d_f = @1CA - KZCZB
dc

d_tc = &2025 - '€3CC

where ca, Cg . Cc are the concentrations of species A, B, C in
the reactor and £,,k,,k; are the reaction rate constants. The

second sate is measured, whereas the first state needs to be
estimated:

y=Cg
Z= CA
From the second equation, we can calculate

z=Cp = K[dCB e J &( @zy]

whereas from the first equation,
dz dc dc
o= df=—a1A——( O+ Ryt j Py’

So, itis possible to express the unmeasured output and its time
derivative in terms of the measured output and its derivative.
This means that the functional observer index is v = 1. The
corresponding functions v, and vy, are given by:

dy

“’°( dtj al(dt @Zyj
d d

\Vl(y’ di/] ( y +Roy j

and the resulting functional observer is as follows (here we have
set a; =—\, where A is the eigenvalue of the error dynamics):

dz dy
——Az=—|1+
dt [ Kl] ( @J&Zy

The above observer is in input-output form. Alternatively, it
may be represented in state space form as follows:

dé =2E- (1+%j(ky+k2y2)
1

A
T P
o (+&1]y



6.2 Nonisothermal continuous chemical reactor

Consider a non-isothermal Continuous Stirred Tank Reactor
(CSTR) where an irreversible exothermic chemical reaction
A — B with first order kinetics takes place. The reactor is
cooled through a cooling jacket. The reactor dynamics can be
modelled through standard component mass balances and
energy balances, assuming constant volume and constant
thermophysical properties, as follows:

dcy, F

NTEREY] (CAin —Ca)—R(6)CA

o F (-AH), UA

— = (0;, - 0)+—R£(0)Cp — 0-0
v On 700+ RO — o (0-0)
D50, -0+ 0-0)

dt Vv, \ i pJCpJVJ

where ca is the concentration of species A in the reacting
mixture, 6 and 0; are the temperatures of the reacting mixture

and the jacket fluid respectively; these are the system states.
E

The function £(0) = koe_'T6 is the Arrhenius correlation that

expresses the reaction rate constant as a function of
temperature. The rest of the symbols represent constant
parameters: cain is the feed concentration of species A, F and
F; are the feed and coolant flowrates respectively, V and V; are
the reactor volume and cooling jacket volume respectively,
(-AH)r is the heat of reaction, p,c, and pj, Cpy are the

densities and heat capacities of the reactor contents and
cooling fluid respectively, U and A are the overall heat transfer
coefficient and heat transfer area respectively.

y, =6
Y, =6,
whereas the first state needs to be estimated: z=Cp

The second and third states are measured:

From the 2" equation,

pcpv$ ~Fpc, (6;, —0)+ UA(0-0,)
C =
A (~AH)g V£,(6)

then from the 1% equation,

dc F F
d_? =v P —(VJFK(@)jCA
do
F _pch&—chp(ein—9)+UA(6—9J) F B
v Ain (~AH), V V£ (6)

So, itis possible to express the unmeasured output and its time
derivative in terms of the measured outputs and their
derivatives. This means that the functional observer index is
v = 1. The corresponding functions vy, and v, are given by:

1 do Fpc,(6;, —0)—UA(6-6;)

W(yd_yj: P, 1 db_
"(dt)” (Ca £(0) dt (~AH)g V£(6)

) e e
)T T Camg A\ VE®) ) de

chp(ein—e)—UA(e—GJ)( F J F
+ +1|+—Chp;
(-AH)x V Vk(6) v oo

and the resulting functional observer follows the equation
(here we have set a; =—A , where A is the eigenvalue of the

error dynamics):

E+ A
a_ z=- P |V +1 g9
dt (-AH)g | k(8) dt

F
Fpc, (6, —0)—UA®0-0,)| v, T*
+ pCp( in ) ( 1) \V/ 114 cp,
(-AH)R V R(0) Voo

The above observer is in input-output form. Alternatively, it
may be represented in state space form as follows:

0
&g Lo L[ £
dt (A |- Vg RO
£+k
+FpCp(9in_e)_UA(e_eJ) V + +_CA.
(-AH)R V R(6) v
0
5og_ P 9+[E+XJJ‘£
(-AH)q \Y . R(C)

7. FUNCTIONAL OBSERVER DESIGN FOR
LINEAR SYSTEMS

The design method developed in the previous sections can
now be specialized to linear systems. Consider

L Fx

dt

y = Hx (29)
Z=0x

with F, H, g being nxn, pxn, 1xn matrices respectively,

where y is the measured output and z is the functional to be
estimated.
Suppose that for some ve N,

Q. OF, -, GF*™, GF espan{H HjF.. HiF" j=1--.p]

i.e. thereisa (v+1)xp(v+1) matrix M such that

q H

F HF

o =M|
qFV*l HFV*l
| gFY | | HFY |

Let A + alxv’l +---+a,_A+a, beagiven polynomial

whose roots all have negative real parts.
Then



gFY +0c1qFV_1+~-+ocv_1qF+ ayq
H
HF
=[oy oy_q --aq M|
HFVL
| HFY

and defining [B, B, By Bol=[oy otyg - ay M,
we can write

gFY + aquV_l +-+a,_qF+o,q
= BoHFY +B,HF' ' +...4+ B, HF+p,H
Thus, the system

2z d''z dz .
dtV +(11F+"'+(XV_IE+(XVZ (30)
dVy dV—ly dy
P P T g B

is a functional observer of order v in input-output form, whose
error dynamics are governed by the roots of the polynomial

b +(>117C’_1 +--+a,_A+a,. The observer’s input-output
description (30) can be converted in state-space form:

dg
—=A;+B
q o etBY
2=CE&+Dy
with (C, A) in observer canonical form, as follows:
_O 0--0 —ay 1 I Bv_avBO 1
1 O O —OLV,1 B\/—l_a’\/flﬁo
A=10 10 —a,,| B=B,p—-0,,B
100 1 -a | | Bi—aiBo
C:[O 0--0 1 ] D=,

8. CONCLUSIONS

This paper has developed a novel approach for designing
functional observers with linear error dynamics and pole
placement. Design is based on local functional observability
analysis, utilizing relationships between the Lie derivatives of
the output to be estimated and the measured output. The
method is illustrated through chemical reactor applications.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
Financial support from the National Science Foundation
through the grant CBET-2133810 is gratefully acknowledged.

REFERENCES

Andrieu, V. and Praly, L. (2006). On the existence of a
Kazantzis-Kravaris/ Luenberger observer, SIAM J.
Control and Optimization, Vol. 45, 432-456.

Darouach, M. (2000). Existence and design of functional
observers for linear systems, IEEE Trans. Automat.
Contr., Vol. 45, No.5, 940-943.

Fernando, T.L., Trinh, H.M., and Jennings, L. (2010).
Functional observability and the design of minimum order
linear functional observers, IEEE Trans. Automat. Contr.,
Vol. 55, No.5, 1268-1273.

Fogler, H.S. (1992). Elements of Chemical
Engineering, Prentice Hall, Englewood Cliffs.

Grobner, W. (1967). Die Lie-Reihen und ihre Anwendungen,
VEB Deutscher Verlag der Wissenschaften, Berlin.

Hermann, R. and Krener, A.J. (1977). Nonlinear
Controllability and Observability, IEEE Trans. Automat.
Contr., Vol. 22, 728-740.

Kazantzis, N. and Kravaris, C. (1998). Nonlinear observer
design using Lyapunov's auxiliary theorem, Systems &
Control Letters, Vol. 34, 241-247.

Kazantzis, N., Kravaris, C., and Wright, R.A. (2000).
Nonlinear observer design for process monitoring, Ind.
Eng. Chem. Res., Vol. 39, 408-419.

Korovin, S.K., Medvedev, I.S., and Fomichev, V.V. (2008).
Minimum dimension of a functional observer with a given
convergence rate, Doklady Mathematics, Vol. 78, No.3,
940-943.

Korovin, S.K., Medvedev, |.S., and Fomichev, V.V. (2010).
Minimum-order functional observers, Computational
Mathematics and Modeling, Vol. 21, No.3, 275-296.

Kravaris, C. (2016). Functional Observers for Nonlinear
Systems, IFAC-PapersOnLine, Vol. 49-18, 505-510.

Kravaris, C. and Venkateswaran, S. (2021). Systems & Control
Letters, Vol. 157, 105021.

Krener, A.J. and Isidori, A. (1983). Linearization by output
injection and nonlinear observers, Systems & Control
Letters, 3, 47-52.

Krener, A.J. and Respondek, W. (1985). Nonlinear observers
with linearizable error dynamics, SIAM J. Control and
Optimization, Vol. 23, 197-216.

Luenberger, D.G. (1966). Observers for multivariable
systems, IEEE Trans. Automat. Contr., Vol. AC-11, No.2,
190-197.

Luenberger, D.G. (1971). An introduction to observers, IEEE
Trans. Automat. Contr., Vol. AC-16, No.6, 596-602.
Montanari, A.N., Freitas, L., Proverbio, D. and Gongalves, J.
(2022).  Functional observability and subspace
reconstruction in nonlinear systems, Physical Review

Research, Vol.4, 043195.

Venkateswaran, S., Liu, Q., Wilhite, B.A., and Kravaris, C.
(2022). Design of linear residual generators for fault
detection and isolation in nonlinear systems. International
Journal of Control, Vol. 95, No. 3, 804-820.

Venkateswaran, S. and Kravaris, C. (2023). Design of linear
unknown input observers for sensor fault estimation in
nonlinear systems, Automatica, VVol. 155, 111152.

Venkateswaran, S. and Kravaris, C. (2024). Disturbance
decoupled functional observers for fault estimation in
nonlinear systems. In Proceedings 2024 American
Control Conference, Toronto, Canada, 1518-1524.

Vidyasagar, M. (1978). Nonlinear Systems Analysis, Prentice
Hall, Englewood Cliffs.

Reaction



