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(A Study on Decentralized Suboptimal Controller
for Large Scale Systems with Low Sensitivity Property)
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Abstract

A local suboptimal controller with low sensitivity property is studied for a case of large
scale systems. More specifically, necessary conditions for the suboptomal gain matrices are
obtained by a parameter optimization technique, from which a design method in the form
of an algorithm is suggested. To show the validity of the result and, in particular, to appreciate
the effect of adding the sensitivity function, a numerical example is included.
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