arXiv:2504.04870v1 [eess.SY] 7 Apr 2025

Bilinear Data-Driven Min-Max MPC: Designing Rational Controllers
via Sum-of-squares Optimization

Yifan Xie, Julian Berberich, Robin Strisser, Frank Allgower

Abstract— We propose a data-driven min-max model pre-
dictive control (MPC) scheme to control unknown discrete-
time bilinear systems. Based on a sequence of noisy input-
state data, we state a set-membership representation for the
unknown system dynamics. Then, we derive a sum-of-squares
(SOS) program that minimizes an upper bound on the worst-
case cost over all bilinear systems consistent with the data.
As a crucial technical ingredient, the SOS program involves
a rational controller parameterization to improve feasibility
and tractability. We prove that the resulting data-driven MPC
scheme ensures closed-loop stability and constraint satisfaction
for the unknown bilinear system. We demonstrate the practi-
cality of the proposed scheme in a numerical example.

I. INTRODUCTION

Data-driven control leverages available data to control sys-
tems without relying on explicit mathematical models. While
data-driven control is well-established for linear systems,
some methods have also been extended to certain classes
of nonlinear systems [1], [2]. Bilinear systems represent a
special class of nonlinear systems, where the nonlinearity
arises from the product of the states and input [3]. Bilinear
systems can effectively model various real-world dynamics,
e.g., the dynamics of a braking car, neutron kinetics, and
biochemical reactions [3]. Model-based controller design
methods have been proposed for bilinear systems, e.g., based
on model predictive control (MPC) [4], linear matrix inequal-
ities (LMIs) [5] and sum-of-squares (SOS) optimization [6].
However, these approaches require a known mathematical
model of the system.

Data-driven methods for bilinear systems have recently
gained an increasing interest since general nonlinear systems
can be transformed into bilinear control systems via Koop-
man operator theory, and then be controlled via robust or
predictive control methods [7], [8]. Additionally, data-driven
control for bilinear systems has been considered in the setting
where data is affected by stochastic noise [9]. However, these
methods rely on a two-step procedure, i.e., they first use the
collected data to identify the system dynamics by solving
linear regression problems, and then apply robust controller
design approaches to account for possible identification
errors. This indirect data-driven controller design needs to
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account for the error bounds of the system identification
for rigorous design, which can be conservative. Direct data-
driven controller design methods for bilinear systems have
been proposed in [10], [11], however, these papers consider
the setting where the system is not affected by noise.

In the recent literature, direct data-driven frameworks were
proposed for linear time-invariant (LTI) systems via Willems’
Fundamental Lemma [12], [13] and data informativity [14].
This framework is initially developed for LTI systems [15]—
[17], and extended to polynomial systems [18]-[20] and
linear parameter varying systems [21], [22]. Inspired by
the model-based min-max MPC [23], data-driven min-max
MPC scheme has been proposed to consider performance
objectives and constraints for LTT systems using LMIs-based
methods [24]. Existing data-driven control approaches for
polynomial systems address continuous-time systems and,
in particular, they require state derivative measurements,
which are hard to obtain in practice. On the other hand,
data-driven control of polynomial systems in discrete time
remains unexplored in this framework.

In this paper, we consider a specific class of discrete-
time polynomial systems, i.e., bilinear systems, and derive a
controller design method for such systems using no explicit
model knowledge but only noisy data. We formulate an
SOS program that minimizes an upper bound on the bilinear
data-driven min-max MPC cost and derive a corresponding
rational feedback controller. The proposed scheme guaran-
tees that the closed-loop system is robustly stabilized to a
robust positive invariant (RPI) set around the origin and
satisfies the constraints. On a technical level, this paper
extends the results from [24], which consider linear systems,
to bilinear systems. In contrast to existing data-driven control
approaches for polynomial systems, which require derevative
data, the proposed method only relies on discrete input-
state measurements. Further, a numerical example shows the
effectiveness of the proposed method.

This paper is structured as follows. Section [II] introduces
the considered bilinear systems and the MPC problem setup.
In Section we derive a set-membership characterization
for bilinear systems using the available data and propose
the bilinear data-driven min-max MPC scheme. Then, we
prove closed-loop robust stability and constraint satisfaction.
In Section we illustrate the effectiveness of the proposed
controller design method with a numerical example. Finally,
we conclude the paper in Section [V]

Notations: The set of natural numbers is denoted by N.
The set of integers from a to b is denoted by I, ;). For
a symmetric matrix P, we write P > 0 or P > 0 if P is



positive definite or positive semi-definite, respectively, where
negative (semi-)definite matrices are defined analogously. For
matrices A and B of compatible dimensions, we abbreviate
ABAT to AB [*] " The minimal eigenvalue of the matrix
P is denoted by Apin(P). We denote by Rz, d] the set
of all polynomials in the variable z € R™ with degree
d, ie, p(x) = > cnn ja|<a Sa®® With multi-index o =

[al ... ozn] € N, real coefficients s, € R, monomials
=z .. 20, ol =a1+...+a,. The set of all m xn
matrices with elements in R[x, d] is denoted by R[z, d]™*".
A matrix S € R[z,2d]™*™ is an SOS matrix in x if it can
be decomposed as S = T'' T for some T € R[z,d]™ ™ and
we write it as S € SOS[xz, 2d]". A matrix S € Rz, 2d]"*"
is strictly SOS if (S — €I,,) € SOS|z, 2d]"™ for some ¢ > 0
and we write it as S € SOS, [z, 2d]™.

II. PROBLEM SETUP

We consider discrete-time bilinear systems

Tep1 = Aszy + Z(Bs,z'ﬂ?t + bs i) Uit + we, (D
i—1

where x;, € R" is the state, u; ; is the ith element of the input
up € R™, wy € R™ is the process noise. We assume that the
system matrices A, € R"*™ and B;; € R"*", b,; € R"
for all ¢ € 1|y ,,) are unknown. The system dynamics (T can
be written equivalently as

Ter1 = Ay + Boug + Bs(ut ® ) + wy, 2
where B, = [bs,1 bs,m| and B, =
[Bs.1 Bg,m]. We assume that the noise w; satisfies

the following assumption.

Assumption 1: For all ¢t € N, the noise w; € R" satisfies
lwelle < 1 for a known matrix G > 0.

Although the system matrices A, By, By are unknown,
we have a sequence of input-state measurements (U, X) of
length T" generated from the system (2), which we arrange
in matrices

U:[ug u%il},X:[xg x‘jiLl x‘ji«] 3)

The sequence of noise w,‘f for all ¢ € Ijp ) is unknown,
but satisfies Assumption

In this paper, our goal is to design a data-driven control
law that robustly stabilizes the unknown system (2) such
that the closed-loop input and state satisfy the constraints.
To quantify the performance of the controller, we define a
quadratic stage cost function £(u, x) = ||lul|% + [|=||g,, where
R,Q > 0. For the controller design, we consider the input
and state constraints ||u¢||s, <1, |lx¢lls, < 1,Vt € N, where
Sy > 0,5z = 0. Ellipsoidal constraints are commonly used
for LMI-based min-max MPC [23] and are well-suited to the
considered setting, which includes an ellipsoidal bound on
the noise.

ITII. BILINEAR DATA-DRIVEN MIN-MAX MPC USING
SOS OPTIMIZATION

We first characterize the set of system matrices that are
consistent with the input-state data and Assumption || in
In Section we formulate an SOS program
to minimize an upper bound on the bilinear data-driven
min-max MPC problem and to derive a rational controller.
We prove that the resulting closed-loop system is robustly
stabilized and satisfies the constraints in Section

A. Data-Driven System Characterization

The set of system matrices (A, B, B) consistent with the
data (3) and the bound on the noise in Assumption [I] is
defined as ¥ = {(A, B, B) : (A, B,B) € %;,¥i € [jp 1},
where

P :{(A,B,B) :

In th~e following lemma, we characterize the set of
(A, B, B) consistent with the data (3).

Lemma 1: Suppose Assumption [I|hold. The set X is equal
to

wi =l — s~ Bul— B(ud © 2?) }

holds for some w{ satisfying ||wé||g <1

(1A B BM@@)[I1 A B B] o,
(A,B,B):  Yr(z)=(r0(x),...,7r_1(x)),
7; € SOS[z, 2], 0 € N,i € Ijg p_y;

e

where M (7(x)) :ZiT;Ol 7;(x)N; and

-
I af, I xfy
No- |0 - d Gtollo —a¢
PTlo —ud 0 —Ifl0 —ud
0 —(ul®xd) 0 —(ulxxd)

Proof: To characterize the set J; using data, we replace
wd by ., — Azd — Bud — B(ud @ zf) in |[wl|¢ < 1. It
is then straightforward to show that the set ¥; is equal to

{(A,B,B): I ABB|N,[I AB B]Tzo}, (5)
Similar to [16] and using the characterization of the set X;
in (B), the set 3 is equal to (@). |
B. Bilinear Data-driven Min-Max MPC Scheme

At time ¢, given input-state data (3) and an initial state
xz; € R, the bilinear data-driven min-max MPC optimiza-
tion problem is formulated as

> fan(t), Tk (t))

J5(z¢) =min  max (62)
a(t) (A,B,B)ex —o

st Tpy1(t)=AZ(t)+Big(t)+B(ag () @7 (1)), (6b)

To(t) = x4, (6¢)

|z (t)||s, <1,Y(A,B,B) € %,k €N, (6d)

lag ()]s, <1,Vk e N. (6e)

In problem (), the optimization variable @(t) is a sequence
of predicted inputs. The predicted state is initialized as
Zo(t) = =4 in and the nominal system dynamics (6b)



minimize

v
v>0,HeR™* ™ LeR[x,2a—1]"*" deSOS 4 [z,2a],7€R[z,2a]T

"1 -

(8a)

S.t. " %:| > O,T(l') = (T()($)7...,TT,1($)),TZ‘ S SOS[CE,20[],V2 EH[07T,1], (8b)
i 0
A@)(H =20 0 e Hd() .
|: 0 0:| L(Ingl’(% . c SOS[I’, 2a]4n+2m+mn’ (80)
[0 Hd(z) L(z)" (L(x)®z)T"] d(x)H O(x)"
I 0 (z)  yd(@)I
[ x X T
) sof ) s

without the process noise @y (t) is used for state prediction.
The objective of problem (6)) is to minimize the worst-case
infinite-horizon stage costs over all system matrices in 2.
Moreover, input and state constraints are imposed in (6d)-
for any (A, B, B) € ©.

To effectively solve the problem (6) and obtain a tractable
solution, we restrict our attention to a rational state-feedback
control law. According to [6], an unstable discrete-time
bilinear system can be globally stabilized by a rational
control law if and only if the degrees of the polynomial
in the numerator and the polynomial in the denominator are
the same. Therefore, we specifically focus on designing a
rational control law [25]

u(z) = iy K (2)z, (N
where d € SOS [z,2a] and K € Rz, 2a — 1]™*™.

In the following, we formulate an SOS program to find
a rational state-feedback control law (7) that minimizes
an upper bound on the optimal cost of (6). Given the
state x; € R", the input-state data @), and a constant
¢ > Amin(Q), we formulate the SOS program (8), where
d(z) = [Aﬁlﬁfl@) with M{Mp = R, MJ Mg = Q.
The optimal solution of (§) given the current state z; is
denoted by ~;,, Hy,, Ly, ,dy, , 7. The corresponding opti-
mal rational state-feedback controller is defined as u*(x;) =
%@)K; (zi)zy with K3, (z¢) = L%, () (Hz,) " and we
consider the Lyapunov function V(z;) = ||a:t||2; with
Py =, ()7 t

In the following theorem, we prove that the problem (8a)-
minimizes an upper bound on the optimal cost of the
problem (6a)-(6c).

Theorem 1: Suppose that Assumption [I] holds and let a
state x; € R™ and a constant ¢ > Apin(Q) be given. If
there exist « € N, H € R"*" L € Rlz,2a — 1]™*",
d € SOSy[z,2a],7 € R[z,20a]T,v > 0 such that the
constraints in (8B)-(8c) hold, then the optimal cost of (6a)-
is guaranteed to be upper bounded by ~.

Proof: We apply the Schur complement to yd(z) in
diz)H ®(x)"

the matrix { B(z) () I} in (8c) and obtain (9). Then

applying the Schur complement to the right lower block in
@), we obtain that (T0) and d(z)H — ﬁ@(x)ﬂ@(x) =0
for all x € R™. Recall the QMI in (4). Pre- and post-
multiplying (I0) with [I A B B] and its transpose,
respectively, and using the S-procedure on the resulting
inequality imply

1 A B B|S[I A B B]' (11
for all (A, B, B) € ¥. Expanding (TT) yields equivalently
(I2). Applying the Schur complement twice to (12), we
obtain (T3) and

=0

H—-2I+0. (14)

Multiplying (13) from left and right by |, /%H 1 we
obtain (T3). Let P = vH !, K(z) = L(z)H ' and Il(z) =
A+ B i K (2)+B( 505 K (x) ®x). Since (L(z)@z)H ™ =
(L(z)H Y @ 2 = K(z) ® z, (T3) implies
(z) "(P~'=11) " 'I(2)— P+ Q+ gk K (2) " RK (2) 0,
(16)
where we use the definition of ®(z) to deduce it. Using the
Woodbury matrix identity [26], we have (P! — 11)~1 =
P — P(P —cI)~!'P. Thus, (T6) is equivalent to

(x) [P — P(P —cl)"'P]lI(z) — P
+Q+ d(i)fK(x)TRK(l”) =<0. (17)
Using the same arguments as in [24, equations (15)-(17)],

(T4) is equivalent to P — ¢I < 0. Using the Schur comple-
ment, and P — cI < 0 imply

[(z) "PIL(z)~P+Q+ gy K (2) '"RK (z) T(z)" P

=< 0.
PII(x) P—cl =0

. (18)
This implies for all (A4, B, B) € X, we have

I(z)" PTI(z) — P+ Q + ﬁK(m)TRK(x) =<0. (19
Multiplying (T9) from the left and the right by # and =,

respectively, we obtain
lz 1B = ll2llE < —t(u, z). (20)

for all z € R™ and all (A, B, B) € ¥ with z, = II(z)x and
u = ﬁK(m)x, where we use (K (z) ® z)r = K (z)r ® z.



d(z)(H — 2I) 0 Hd(z)
0 o] ~M(@) L(z) € SO8|z, 2a)3n+mHmn, )
L(z)®
[0 d@)H L(z)" (L@)@2)"] d@)H — 555®() @(z)
d(x)(H — 21) 0
Hd(z) Hd(z) "
0 —| L(z) | (d@)H~555®(@) @) | Ll — M(r(z)) = 0 (10)
Lz)®x Lz)®x
S

d(z)(H - 11) - [AHd(2)+BL(z)+B(L(z) @x)](d(z) H- —5®(x) " (2)) " [AHd(z)+BL(z}+B(L(z)@x)] " = 0 (12)
[AHd(z) + BL(x) + B(L(z) ® )] " (d(z)(H — 21))"'[+] - d(2)H + 55 ®(z) ®(x) < 0 (13)
[A+B g L(@)H '+ Bty (L(z) @ o) H 'y (H= 21 7' —yH ' + gopp H ' ®(2) " ®(@)H ' <0 (15)

Using and the same reasoning as in [24, equation (21)-
(24)], which also applies to bilinear systems, we conclude
that ~y is an upper bound on the optimal cost of (6). [ ]

The SOS program (8)) is linear in the decision variables 7,
H, L and 7 when the variable d is fixed. The parameter d can
be pre-selected as a tuning parameter, which allows () to
be solved using convex optimization techniques. An iterative
procedure can be used to iteratively update d and other
decision variables. The choice of c influences the closed-loop
performance. Both excessively small or too large values of ¢
can lead to poor closed-loop performance. Besides, a smaller
value of ¢ results in a smaller RPI set, but also leads to a
smaller feasible region. A detailed discussion on selecting
an appropriate c to achieve better closed-loop behavior can
be found in [24, Remark 3].

The SOS program is solved in a receding-horizon
manner, see Algorithm 1. To ensure convexity of (8), we
fix d throughout the algorithm, but we note that d can be
adapted online to improve performance. In Algorithm 1, we
define K = K%, ,P = P’ ,d=d, where t — 1 is the
last time step when 77, . > m We will later
show in Theorem [2| that the closed-loop system converges
to the RPI set Egpr = {x € R™ : ||:10H§5 < Wimn(@}
for any initial state inside the region of attraction (ROA)
Eroa = {z € R" : |z|p; < 7;,}. When the state is

outside the RPI set, i.e., v, > m, we implement
the first computed input, measure the state at the next time
step, and resolve the problem (8). When the state is inside
the RPI set, we stop solving the problem (8) and directly

apply the input u; = =1~ K (x;)x; from this time onward.

d(zy)

Remark 1: When removing the first constraint in (3b) as
well as the constraints (8d), the SOS program (B) yields
a robust linear quadratic regulator for bilinear systems.
In contrast to existing results for continuous-time systems
[19], [20], the proposed approach only requires input-state
measurements but no derivative data.

Algorithm 1 Data-driven min-max MPC scheme.

Require: U, X, Q,R,S;, Sy, ¢, G, d

At time ¢ = 0, measure state xg

Solve the problem (8) for a given dj, = d
Apply the input u; = WKL (z¢)xy

Set t =t + 1, measure state x;
Solve the SOS problem () for a given d}, = d
2

if ’Y;:t > /\min(ngmin(G) then
Apply the input u; = WK; (z¢)xy

R A i e

C

—
—_

else if W;t <5 then
Apply the inp_ut Up = d(;)
t

Sett=t+1, measure state x;, go back to 6
Set K = K* P=P .,d=d
LK (x)x,
Set ¢ =t + 1, measure state x;, go back to 12
end if

C. Closed-loop Guarantees

In the following theorem, we prove that problem is
recursively feasible and the resulting closed-loop system is
robustly stabilized to an RPI set for any (A4,B,B) € X.
Further, we show that the input and state constraints are
satisfied for the closed-loop trajectory.

Theorem 2: Suppose Assumption [I|holds. If the SpS pro-
gram (8] is feasible at time ¢ = 0 and v > S (o) bW () B
then

i) the optimization problem (8) is feasible for any states

z; € Eroa \ErPIS

ii) the set Egrpr is robustly stabilized for the closed-
loop system resulting from Algorithm 1 with any
(A,B,B) €%

iii) the closed-loop trajectory resulting from Algorithm 1
with any (A, B, B) € ¥ satisfies the constraints, i.e.,
llutlls, < 1,||l@t|ls, <1 forall t €N.

Proof: Parts of the proof are analogous to the proof in

[24, Theorem 2], so we only state the parts different from

[24]. The proof is composed of two parts. Part I proves the



recursive feasibility of the problem (8) and robust stability
of the closed-loop system. Part II proves that the input and
state constraints are satisfied for the closed-loop system.
Part I: Assuming problem (8) is feasible at time ¢,
the inequality (T8) holds for dj,, Py, K} and for any
(A, B, B) € X forall z € R™. Pre- and post multlplymg (18)
by [mt Wy ] and its transpose, respectively, the inequality

[IT*(x4)xs + wt]TP* [I* (z4) 2 + wi] — af P oy <
~2{ (Q+ & (L T K, (@) TRK (20)x + cw wy (21)

with IT* (x) = A+Bw@ﬂW()+Bw@ﬁKﬂ)®Mhdm
for all z; € R",w; € R", and (A, B, B) € X. Further, by
explomng that wt satisfies Assumption |1, we have w, w; <

Joelg s < . Since (K, () @)z, = (K, (20))®

xp and @1 = I (24) 2 + wy, @I) yields
- ||$t||fm

< — Ty (Q+ a, )2

||33t+1||%>*
z. (@) 'RK, (@e))ze+ 5550

- thHQ + Amm(g)-
(22)

From here on, recursive feasibility and stability can be shown
analogously to [24, Theorem 2].

Part II: We first assume that the state 2y € Eroa \ErpI-
Using the Schur complement, the second SOS condition in

yields

L(z)" S, L(z) = 0. (23)

Multiplying both sides of with |\ /55 )H , we obtain

1P d(z)Q K(z)'S,K(z) = 0. (24)
Using 24) and 1 — 'y = 0 yields
d(x)? u o _—
{ 0 J [ 0 7} = 0. (25

Pre- and post-multiplying (23) with [z" 1] and its trans-

pose, respectively, we obtain

™ ol s
(26)

for all x € R". Since dj,, Kj,, vy,, Py, is the optimal
solution of (8, the inequality holds for d = dj,
K = K}, v =,,, P = Py, This implies for any state
x satisfying

the inequality

mT[ e 4 T S5, ) ﬂ HEL

Thus, we have max||d* (I)K* (z)z]|g, < 1, where & =

Tt
{z € R" : [|lz||p;, < ’Yxt} According to the arguments in

[24, Theorem 2], for any state x; € &; and for any w; satisfy-
ing Assumption [1} the state z;1 = II*(2;)x; +w, lies inside
the set & at the next time step for any (A, B, B) € X. Thus,
the input constraint is satisfied for u; = WK’:‘ ()4
The remaining parts of the proof regarding input and state
constraint satisfaction for states within the RPI set follow the
same reasoning as in [24, Theorem 2]. [ |

Remark 2: Theorem [2] shows that the closed- loop system
converges to the RPI set Erpr for any (A, B B) IS 1f
the SOS program () is feasible at time ¢ = 0 and Vro

pw—— Q -~ . Besides, the closed-loop system resultmg
from lgorlthm 1 satisfies the input and state constraints.
Compared with [24], this work extends the theoretical results
of data-driven min-max MPC scheme from LTI systems to
bilinear systems.

IV. SIMULATION

In this section, we illustrate the proposed data-driven
rational controller design scheme with a numerical example.
We consider a zone temperature process used for building
control [27] with the system dynamics

Tip1 =z + TV, e (To — 2¢) + wr, (27)

where x; is the zone temperature and wu; is the air volume
flow rate. In the simulation, we choose the parameters as
V, = 2,17y = —1,T, = 1 such that the system matrices
are given as A; = 1, B; = 70.5,33 = —0.5. We assume
that the system matrices are unknown, but a sequence of
input-state trajectory of length 7" = 100 is available, and the
process noise w; satisfies Assumption [1| with G = 1 x 10°.

In the bilinear data-driven min-max MPC problem, the
weighting matrices of the stage cost are setto Q = R = 0.01.
The initial state is chosen as zg = —0.1. The user-defined
parameter c is chosen as 5, the denominator d is chosen
as 0.01 + (1 + )% with a = 2. To analyze the effect
of different constraint matrices, we implement the proposed
bilinear data-driven min-max MPC scheme for different
values S, € {500, 1000, 1500,5000} and keep S, = 100
fixed. Fig. (1| presents the input and state trajectories of the
closed-loop system resulting from the proposed bilinear data-
driven min-max MPC scheme. The input and state constraints
are satisfied for all four closed-loop trajectories. However,
with larger values of Sy, the resulting input becomes more
restricted and the closed-loop state trajectory converges
slower to the RPI set. We emphasize that the input always
remains above the constraint bound. This is because the
constraint reformulation in (8d), which use the S-procedure,
makes the reformulated constraints more conservative.

We now choose the denominator d as before but with
varying values of «. The matrices for the input and state
constraints are chosen as S, = 500 and S, = 100. Other
parameters such as the weighting matrix are kept unchanged.
Fig. ] illustrates the closed-loop cost and computation time
of the proposed scheme for different values of a. As «
increases, the closed-loop cost decreases, but the compu-
tation time increases. When a = 1, the SOS program
is infeasible. This is because a larger o leads to a larger



— 8, =100, S, = 500
S, = 100, S, = 1000

— 8, =100, S, = 1500

— 8, =100, S, = 5000

closed-loop state

— S, =100, S, = 500
S, = 100, S, = 1000
— 8, =100, S, = 1500
004f — 8, =100, S, = 5000

60 80 100

-0.02

closed-loop input

Fig. 1: Closed-loop state and input trajectories of the pro-
posed bilinear data-driven min-max MPC scheme with dif-
ferent input constraints.

x 10

closed-loop cost
compulation time (s)

Fig. 2: Closed-loop cost and computation time with different
values of a.

feasible region for controller design but also increases the
computational complexity.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we proposed a bilinear data-driven min-max
MPC scheme for unknown discrete-time bilinear systems
using noisy input-state data. We reformulated the bilinear
data-driven min-max MPC problem as an SOS program and
proposed a receding-horizon algorithm that repeatedly solves
the SOS program and derives a rational controller. The result-
ing closed-loop system is proven to be robustly stabilized to
an RPI set and satisfy input and state constraints. Simulation
results demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed scheme.
In the future, we plan to extend this scheme to other classes
of nonlinear systems such as, e.g., more general polynomial
systems.
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