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THE CHOOSING AND ANALYS1S OF WEIGHTING MATHIX
IN OFTIMAL CONTROL DESIGN.

Chang--Sun Hwangk, Chung-Tek Kime
(Pusan Univ.%, RISTo)

Abstract - Optimizing transient response for
both tracking reference signals and disturb-
ance rejection is determined by the poles and
zeros of the transfer function. ‘Thus, optim-
al pole assignment and how should weighting
matrix for the performance index be chosen is
very important to achieve optimum transient
response. This paper focus its attention on
the choosing and analysis of weighting matrix
for optimum pole assignment. Optimum pole a-
ssignment is defined for linear time-invariant
continuous systems.
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