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Robust Peak-to-peak Control of the Linear System

Sam-Sun Ma, Seung-Soo Hong. Jin-Hoon Kim
KEPRI, KRISS, Chungbuk National Univ.

Abstract - In this paper, we consider the
problem of robust peak-to-peak controller
design of linear system. The goal is to design a
controller which minimizes the maximum peak
value of the measured output subjects to the
peak bounded disturbance. The control is
obtained by checking the feasibility of the
derived matrix inequalities. Finally, we shows
the usefulness of our result comparing to He

and H, control by an example.
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