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This paper proposes balanced model reduction of non-minimum phase plant. The algorithm presented in this

paper is to convert high-order non-minimum phase plant into low-order minimum phase plant using balanced model

reduction. Balanced model reduction requires the error bound that I1ankel singular value produces. This algorithm shows the

tolerance that admits the method of this paper.
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1. A&
LI
Freudenberg & Looze[5], Stein ¥} Athans[8] Toll 28] M=o $
otk 1 % 849l Stein I} Athans & 8] viHL HY &
HEE BUA JdHE Xgsts A9 £33 25l pass factor)s}
#Hx A4 EWUEZR Bestn Hx 93 ZHEQ FHNsT
Zx g 8 E(loop transfer recovery, LTR)Z o}l #2l& A|EQ o
Y, A9 3 A4E wAG 4 F= oxd HEE &7
el g dig ex2 A AF FE  FF(weighted
sensitivity function)®} 713X & @HAA 79 FAVE FiA
A Folok st F9 A 2o Hugict
B =EdAE ojgid ZAEE AR As vHAE AR
ZYEE Aot glof, ate] vAHA A4 EAEE =Y
#] 2} B(model reduction)® ©] &3t Miate] HA H4 EWER
AHA7E WHE Adsna @k nie FTIPE 2L
AAet F o M ool Aoy A" FHo PEI
ARGl FogsteE BAZE AYn At 29 wa 29
A4E 23 Yol AFEHUEd, 2 F Ut B =g
A tFold 78 2@ A i} (balanced model reduction)d ©] & &
2 Aago|h9]. o] WS B zdn A} Zde
9] B o] x-&(infinite norm)Ft2] & (upper bound)E A A€
2e] WSl t¥ Hankel 5 o] gt(Hankel singular value)?] #2
2 A&k Aoj7]l HAL o 2xbe] Fdel day AHE-
24 H%-2A4E BALE £ UA=S AHAsoorg
AF7A AANE 2@ A e 2 AY EAEY 6F

£ W E(non-minimum phase plant)e] AT
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2 H4 ERAE] BAIQNo] of R AL, HollM AF& AA
d OB =PdMe wds 9 EWAEE 7Y 2E AARE

ol g3t AMatel HA 4 EJER olnt WS ALer
R TAHLE g 2 2 FdME ojn 2 ¢Ed 2F
A ¢ 3H(balanced realization)™ 7 ¥ Z¥ A3} wo] dis A
Pk 332 E =N dtd 29 Y Ay Pyoes
HHL A4 SHEE Hao Hi Y4 FHER V=x du
AEE AMASt D, 4 FolAE Aasg ALAYELAEY LQG-
LTR #oi7] 4AE 2o d4¥& T8 BAYT oGz 5
FANe 22 @7 $F A7 WFE AANFez opHoh

2. 29 A zt3}

21 7% ¥y
Gis) = #HA AW (minimal realization) ©]9), G(s) €RH. &1

LA
G(s):FH=c(s/-A)"B+D
clo

' AuERAn AdgsE g4 EEY etk AoitE
(controllability) Grammian ¥} % % 7} %5 (observability) Grammian & P.
0 @ 39, ol ot ¥ Lyapunov A9 #o|ct.
AP+PA'+ BB'=0
QA +AQ+CC=0
P7F %9 @4 dAPEA A @B7t Aoty AF "We
Z¥zd HAoln, Q7 49 3 dAPIYL AE CAHT
#2715 2z "UaFEzd FAlCh AloJst%  Grammian



I #FZ7bE Grammian o} 93 Y ZYPoA] ZIE A
M4 Ee $M2A EHELE dwtzdor HEsH A2 F
Rt =, P Bolgt & Q9 Kolgte] BaP¥E oFo ¢

A7t @275y #AT o BFFE S FEHES
E°l A& F oA, AHAAHA EIE Q.&YPg uAg 9,
oldl dE &Y ARE A& § glov, oo Y@ A= [9)
9 AN & HAAFT Art. welA, EJE F WH AL
Ad st glolA PO 9l 1,5 HAA @ T
B AFES FEH & F A7) A8 PO BORES
g A 2A 8o} dk =F, p=p=r7 HEE ZTAE G
FelFd HAAE Tol 28 ¥ Bransformation)A] 71 =6, o] =
z=Tx o] oJ&] M2 ARAE 2t Fed5 2 24 x 2 A
o] Eee] EHEE ZYUA WMIAE AHolg. oY
2882 7Y ¥ o, dAg 2SS uxe EAEF
AR EAEZ 2A T o) FEF Yol F, ok A%
g AANAN € T2 EAE JHHUFEL A0 A -
2% AEE AFWG vrge 1 FAHo|rt

(BA 1) F013 FJE Gy 9 AoI7Hs/@%7Hs Grammian
PQE TET

(&4 2)PQ & THHE K &l(eigenvector decomposition)at o]

g 7 FICL

A=diag( 4 . 4,.....4,)
(@A 3)P=TPT'=Z, Q. =T)'or'=2
L =diag(o,.0,,.... c,) rl=
(24 4 79 2¥s}

AL B [raT"| T8
o 25 [E]

PO=T'AT,

0,20, 2..20,20 °] Fo{ ZWEQ Hankel 5o|ztold,
o #E°] JHRUFEY Aoy/aAZis WM FaxE
vetdch, gebA, o] gEel o8 wd XAFE Fysid,

ol & HA Bt

22 7Y 2Y Ay

Gis) € AH, ©l3,
A Az B
G(s)=|A Ay|B,
C Gl D

7t 2% 483 Hol A3, Grammian & I =diag(X,,Z,)
L, =diagl{o .o;...., o, ),
L,=diag(o,, .0,,..... c,)

0,20,2...20,

o2 AAsta, AARE g O go] Gy & ¢ o,

G,(S)=[A| Bl]
cl D

S 7y AEs oln, HIHo=Z A7 P(asymptotically stable)
EdEoT7. 8, £ 2L eie g e 4E
Q& gk oh[3].
lets)-G.(s), <2lori+ oz +. b 0,)

0,>>0,,0 A% ALY 2@ Gme Gi o v 4,29
FEol A WA gerhr ZE Az PP 2 A4
g e EAEQ I3 il ol &R u, ERAME
H ALY EIES BdAG P& 2PN 29

Zhe ZEHEAE A7) Ha o] M-S ol &

AL A3EACY AL YRAERS By
A 2

73 HE3%E Grammian POB P=0Q=Z HES 39 ¢
g £ Aojrted ok 28 £ AR FEE 2
A 2Ye #F7 st ¥R T E T MEE FHEAF
z=Tx & A= Zlojtt. olu] PO & invariantset ©] ofuth

EAAY dHE 2 vHLAZPEWUE o HHE o &
o] HAAPEWUER ZAZ @k o o 2 Aojsssn
2 A5 E AR5 S AAS O, oo ¥ Hankel o]
gho] Ae Abdel HAs Folof @rk ofd di¥ guEE
& A7 Aol Moore o 7% HEZ Y &Fd 6]
& Al 19 At

el 1 e go] Fola ZAEZ 1 dia

A A Asl B

G(s)= AZI AZZ AZS BZ
1 Ae A B
¢, ¢ G

G(s) eAH, °l3, A 2A3%e 79 4828 FHojJxn, 1

W Grammian I = diag(Z,,%,.Z,)
L, =diaglao,.o;,..., o). L,=dag(o,,..... o).
L, =diag(o, ..., g,)

23 AR, Ay Ay ol HEEE FHETEo] EOAT
AAE BN, A4 EWE G (s)e HA29Y

ZdEoln, GoT g FUTH LA BT
G (s)= B’].

A A 5,
AF[ASI A;]' 5’=[53J' ¢-la &l

293, G (s)k 79 243 sojglon, AaHes 47
@ EAEolt. Qo EAEse o & Ug Ay ge
Hag e,

oH
o

Q‘Jh
V)
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fo(s)-6,¢s), s 2vrace(z.) ge AAYT. Jo HAAYEUEL AANRY 2L

29 G(s)o) W3 dol de Aol o8 BeH e e,m{i‘f_’]
D,
G'(s)& A& F AL, o
A A A B e kA
G = A A Al B (2Al4) "ell & Hgse B ERELS] 2AE AL
A Ay A B ||G(s)—G,(s)|| < 20
C, ¢ G io “
20, < 2to/
ARHo 2 G(s) 2 EHEcEE
"G(s G s =0 i
" 4. 2o 49 2 1
o] ¥,
“G”(s)—G,(s)lLs 2trace(L,) Aord g olgsta, HlHA Q4 TAEE H: AP

zaeg 2l A3 Al F LQGLTR ¥xelss H&3d

am

o] 4Y3stn], olE Moore oA st & WY o 2(6) FHHE

2 At metA, Axe Has Bt #4 2de odgn goo, vy ¥
le(s)-G, (s), < 2trace(z,) A@sE Ads 4]
ol:, E¥ Gyt TH HHgoln, Hi A8 Hodo
7 - -16.68 52.52 -10.32 -4.35 -1.95 -2.99
' . |-52.52 -53.51 33.75 12.90 6.21 -3.12
x=|-10.32 -33.75 -110.86 -274.10 -26.87 {x+|-0.94

GH% Gyt 27 MALAMEAE, ALAFEAE|D], A 4.35 12.90 27410 -28.12 -145.87| | 0.39
~1.95 -6.21 -26.87 145.88 -7.11 -0.18

g1e T2 b Bagd dHe YATIE dHEseln

G, < tolerance 7} Hl¥, HANFEAERY RANAGHE FY
@ 7127t A Folth. a8y, g,,,> tolerance 7t HAE, HA
QRBAEE MAY shov AFE Aldlor T Aolek, gepy,  AVHS Grammian 3t #5705 Grammin & o183 Honke

y=[—2.99 3.12 -0.94 -0.39 —0.18])(

olerance & MASE AT sue Faw A @ 4 oy, SolE&E TIHA BEd 2o

6, =0.2683,0, = 0.0908. 03 = 0.0040, g, = 0.0026. 0 = 0.0022
olo] wi® HAH &2 AAFAE FaAoH, ol OB o > o

2 3
AFHojof  EAolrtt B =EojME Hamkel Solgt& 73

9jo] ZAute] wmel 5 WA Hankel 5013k Al WA Hankel &
o] o}]2 X T tolerance & VAT T &L BHLALSIHE

olgtol Atolol A tolerance & 39,
2 HAYAEZJER 29 A3 = HAo|th 5 =0.01
tof — Y

ZAs) B 23 o WA st 23d JER ddEus

@A D 729 43828 989 Grammian & TF.
& aolfjo] trexn e Hay g AU

G
o4
= -16.68 52.52 -10.32 -1.95 -2.99
. ;,_ -52.52 -53.51 33.75 6.21 vt -3.12
o, -10.32 -33.75 -~110.86 -26.87 -0.94
-1.95 -6.21 -26.87 -7.11 -0.18

(#A2) 6,<«<a,, B, o <lo<a, ° HE w0l & ¥
y=[~2.99 3.12 -0.94 —0.18]x
A

(243) o, ¥H o, 7NA sAFede FHAFEE st
Ak AASAAN Ay 2de GAH XA, BIALT B

4 B o (k<ismdl B3HE gAwMII AAY Ag 06 S AMRAL, wAY FA] AAAT AT B F AT
“G - G,ﬂ., =0.0027 < 0.0052 = 25,,, <0.002 = 20,

od Aol 917} 3954.9, -22+j314, -22-§314, -62 9| A] -8057.1, -177.5, -

G-=[A‘f 3_,.] a2 1& AR 2o LQG-LTR ¢n g HEsod, AF
Tlero = Ag gas ZE $4E dshd Aolnh AAl Aoi7) A
o e, olge QAE Fou AragEdEe Aan O RINE G AwzA @A [o-G] o e o
4 5 A= AR BLE glhk<isn)ol Agse AT g = IPEAAYTR Q-3 AEE 2@ AL ok v

=
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Fig.1. closed-loop transfer and sensitivity function of reduced model

5. A&

B =2dMe HHLAGEIEE =Y A=g AL
g AR A A BB e o] §3kE
2 Aas WwHg uHLAYEREA HEstd HAARE
WEZ AR} @ £ A& BUvh Yo EHESY i
7 5 &t Az Axs%E HLASEIEE HA EH
Ex 7AAsted Aol7] AAE € F Atk o o HELH 2%
o139 AT EAH& e Ao7|& HAAsor & Aol

HAAZEWAEE AasE + AT HHLQZIEIEY
Aol A 7743 Hankel Solghst BAHE 44 LA
A AHETN & EHE] AYrHd FHHAHA A
& BAE F=3A R =¥, 2y EIES AAH E
RES I JHY AA dFE &5 = oo U
GAT Fg3] sepd Aoltk o]EL FoE AL AT Hol
of & BAE dopgr)

o E =F& @3 #A% A A4 HAFE A74H](921-0800-
028-2) AYoz FYHPon o] ZAI=EHU o}
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