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FTFZ Ceigenstructure ) 5 o -3h=d v A A= MM ()
el Tatol of 2} 7bx| BAE Fod 83 A = of7t4 M Al mf¥elddolx Ji= Jordan %
F24 ol &5lo] Qa1 . #HrpA FE£Y dAEE 322 14 Jordan £ o7 v} ol 34
2, o] 4417} (continuous—time ) A ~8lo} A& o 9. =,

ZA 7] (linear regulator ) FAlo] 4 otr]x = Ri-

o cﬁ%gqgu&@g:el 55 2eAu Al o J = B UJA), JGD .+ = JAD) (2)
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genprojector ¢ A Abo & HE] Juld gl A (genera- gl ol Fodol A s Al 457k glod f(A)
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pAFZY & AstE A Azrle] obA £ 4bo] A= Mfy) M (3)
9 &&4) Solt). %l%oﬂl.‘: —E—iﬂ]fﬂl?‘éﬂ% k7t o 2 A o], o7 4
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FQAD O 11 f(R= D) fin- D

0 A = fR=22Q)/n, -1

fCr) =
£,

(5)

old R3¥rE

, _(+1, Rel, >0
sign(d,)= {—1. Rel, <0 (6)
s 2ol Holdlm sign( Re D= ,,,[sign(Reld, ),

sign ( Rely ), -~ sign( Rely )} S8 o] A
s(a) 4 sign(A) = Msign( Re D M} (7)

2 sign(4) 7} Ao,
Holl $2)
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A 1 Rei,> 0
sign(l,.)={ 0 Rei;, =0 (8)
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S(A)= M sign(J) M1 (9)
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Sh+1=—;—(8n+85'1), So=A 10
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o] Riccati A4 3] P My o Adidde] &
Astz 2 A7t nxn ool

P=M,; My (16)

2 Folz 2 !
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ool A QU210 wrlA @
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247 F glow webq AP Hol HALERFE

A g5t ofef ot Al et
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A7N Laxs & nxn Aol oA A ze
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F=gsignH)+ [L., ©
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My My O —lixaj War Wy,
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& s
P= My Myt = Fiy Fo™ 2y
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A4 A% ¢ F ek

A Ae) A& sy 5, A @3) ol A AlFFde] &
7t
B B K
A = B = =
0 1j., 1 -2J), 0 -2
00
D=
L0 —IJ
Aol
Fo 0 4 0
H= | !
-1
L 2
2 55 gz E (10) of sl
0.0 0.667 4.667 1.667
signi) 0.333 -0.667 1.667 1.0
0.167 0.0 0.0 - 0.333
0.0 0.333 - 0.667 0.667

s dolAh T o] A (8) = A Joi FE 4
A AR =

1.0 0.667  4.667 1.667
0.333 0.333  1.667 1.0

0.167 0.0 -1.0 —0.333
0.0 0.333 -0.667 -0.333
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( QX nxn semi—positive definite, Re&E m
x m positive definite dd > Al (23 o1 <A
Aol 7tsolm A AdAe] ol 49 HAA o YH e o
% 7o

ult) = — R1BT Px(t) {25
oldj nxn#d PE Riccati P2 ¥HA
Q+ ATP+ PA—PBR'BT P=10 (26)

of dolch. ) Weld, FAHE

_ [ A Q }
= [BR“ BT —AT )
o ol Aelsk ool mAA L o FEel ZAHA
am QAd daA dRoR FEse glon!d
3, 14e) Aok ol PE FI & Ak,

3.3 O|AAIZIAIAE S MEZEHT
A3 o] AbA ZEA B Al

x(k+1) = Ax(k) + Bulk) (28a)

y(k)= Cxl(k) (281b)

(A, B, CE¥nXn,nXm, pxnagogq_;r_ A
= A% (non — singular ) ol A 45AF7t HE
5t zFol Fol A

J= E CxT (i) Quxli) +ulli) Ru(i))  (29)

(Q= \’ = p Xn semi— positive definite D/H\ﬂ
Py, RT; mX m positive definite 3 F){A, Q)
= detectable |3 {A, B} & otg sl 7bs ol ek =
A4 olef A A Ao FA AL

ulk) = — (R+ B"PB)Y"' BTP Ax(k) (30)

2 Folxd, o|= semi—positive definite 4 P
L )29 o4 u Mol akA 7t Riccati u}- A A 9
3 7t At

p=Q+ ATPA— ATPB(R+BTPB)"' B'P A (31)

old] 2n x 2n Hamiltonian ¥4 H 5

e [A-l A'BR'B } 2
= leat AT+Qa'BR'B 8
9} zto| Aostd HY > 231 E= 3494 o] -9}

W&ol 27t n M FES H 9= 4 (@) ¢ Ricca-
fi olSdel P T} Rel Folyeh !V .
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A M, & FlAs e D HO il e

ol Mol Batg 2ol ol AfAE AP
Bz Z10dd 2AZAE S,=(A4-D
(A+D-' 2 59 3,134 f4H A3 & A
AA o]Edd P JARIFF2ZHH

P=Fy Fi;"! _(34)
9 o] AL 4 glosl* F.oE 3. 1449 ol
oy ool

4 Eigenprojectore] A% 5§

4,1 Eigenprojector2] Hia
nxndld A A A#HERS ZESHE  eigenp-
rojector & w3t 7to] Aeldtat.
(1) P*(9F eigenprojector) : §d A2l ol A
22 A afAd e FAb
(2) P~ (& eigenprojector) : & Al &9 A
£H2 sizl mfRA FA
(3) P° (o eigenprojector) : & Ael 99 I
FAol 2 FAb
(4) P! (3 eigenprojector) 8 d A% &5 F
74l Ao T4t

_1

o] eigenprojector 5% # 4 Acl F3H 77 3
ol 227 (subspace) & 4& F Ao F.

A*= AP" = P*A

A" = AP = P A

A = AP = P°4

Al = AP = PTA

A° = Euig odddo|Aal PO = 1A &X
eigenprojector 8 mFAE 1 &% Dolxjalk =&
Webs A9 2% 2eE 4A & F s =3
o} ecigenprojector £ &3 #e 4L H2

3ot
(P.1) Eigenprojector 2l & w9 ol o},
Z, pT+pP +P+pP =]
(P.2) Eigenprojector £ 43 Az geth
Z, ppr=pP =0 F
(P.3) Eigenprojector &2
%, p*p*=pP%, PP =
o]2o) AL ANPGRS E ol &5hd AA

*Soel nHAE H4E ol FEIA s AL
KX Q ;]

of 7)ol @ T 4
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oAk o9 nxa @A A9 YA RTE

Slay= p*- p- 39
2 9 Aolo} ope] AFL A7 Aol AW (P. D)
o (P.3) o 2sf

§a) = Pt P 136
2 Deh, weby Pro} Pk 2 st ol F
& % 9ok,
pr=(924) + S(a))/2 (39
P o= (@2(,4) - @M)]/ 2 (38
P.1) 3 4 (30 93
POt pi= [—prop=]-8%a)  (3)

7b dojzlek A4l o] AZ Feil
A B A+ AT=A (P + P) = A(I—Qz(A))
(40)
2 59 A'=0< AL Ak 4,9 Axe &

F AT ZF7HE A 2E 4 7 U ut} 4]
(P.2) ., (P.3) F 4 (39 24
A, DA+ 4= A+ A2 (P'+P)?
:A+A2([—/S\2(A)) {41)
7} 5o 4, & AF, Bags 9 0G| W
~HE S 7}7&] B3 BE s EAG wfA
Li=jw, £ —wlroz HalAd AT fFA e ®

= =
#jol M@om 2 wrel A= of ol Abahdel 4

adlz JA "ok 221982, 3 eigenprojector P!
= 484 /7%°| T3l 3l o,
Pl ="5(4) - 'S 4) (42)
waba, A (36 2 42 ol & whEW P &
=]—-pPr—p-p= [ -S4
S+ Siay )
o2 Fg 4 3tk o] A eigenprojector P° = positi-

ve semi—definite P22 pAFZ3 vl A2 Gin-
gular) 3§ i} Adutedsde] (generalized inverse )

& F3hed o189 4 ek

4.2, viMA YA Artdg@del Al

nxn 9 A9 0gl ZFA 0°0] opd  LFA
E FHete] gAshe
A=M diagQys =+ Ay 05 =00 04 2p 0 00 2)
M-t (44)

9} 7o] s)m (olw 2zbo] 42l Jordan HHel &l

oz g, Ael dweddgel A*e
A*= M diag (A7's =, W' 0, =, 0, 277,
-, A M (45

(86)

2 ualslch o] A* = Penrose %) o] ofa
72 AL 25 aEgch

(1) AA*A=A

(2) A* AA* = A*

(3) (A*AT A% A

(4) ( AA¥YT = A4*

gt PO 7} AB) o A 9} zle) Fel Hb sHA4 s}

I axndd A E

AsB A+ P 6)
2 A9y 439 rank = nol d Aol F,

rank{A) + rankP® = n {47
utela, A9 dfide RS PO o fwel
= A9 2747 3] W Fo

A= (A+ PO = A*+ pO 48

A* = A" - pO (49)
2 el Fo

4.3 Positive semi-definite 3 H2| PHZZ

Positive definite 3199 9] pAFZS T35t &
Al & Hoskins 2} Walton ® Soll 9ja] wo] of%
ol o vt dlodo] AAlolofok stz Al o] glolet
o7l P° B o|&3sle] wr dublq) wilL 4
M8tz gkt

nxn d9 AZF 25217 0d £ 9 & posi-
tive semi —definite 2 3t3 A, & Ao pAlFHE,
__,71:
A= A (50)
gla Fab, AAHAY p Al FLE F35t= Newton
o} o 2] &2 Hoskins & Walton ¢ ol 2]3|

X =lp-DX, +AXY ") /p. X, =1
X, — X, 1<e 51
Fold ot Aol 0 m{A 7 9low o] dxel s
& FAH oot

a2ed), o]¥EA 0 ILRAE zbe g Ao Qlut
°gq]-tri‘§_‘:
AN N
S(4) = P (52)
7} 5]o] ol& H¥ o eigenprojector =
P =] -pP"= -84 (53)

2" 74 PO A% 22 afdetE 2t
RbA9 0 ZFA HAlel + 19 mFAL A
Al 0o] ohd {2 A 3
ubeba A+ PO o] 3G e} 1)

A up 2fA = A9 0 TRA Aalel + 1ol 5
D2 AAdddel Ao o4,
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Ay = A+ P° (54)
2 Fom A, & AxddE
T8 4 ok zElu, Ap o pAFZAE A9
0 =& iAol POl :HA 10| Eo YoE=
ol & (Au)l/’ of P’ & Fsld eigenprojector &
Aol o8 AlA shEdtct F,
= (Ap) V? pP* (55)
b A4k dlold AY ZHXE A,=0,
Az2=0,13= 3258 2 2,= 10.741 oj o},
20 -10 1.0 -1.0
-1.0 4.0 3.0 -3.0
1.0 30 4.0 —-4.0
—-1.0 —-30 —-4.0 4.0

A=

p=05 & A&sd e=10° Y JuPFARS
E 7dlgle] dojgon ol E P At F,
06 —-04 02 -02
Bl poo| 04 08 02 -0.2
02 02 04 -04
-02 -02 -04 04

ool A Wl s A9 SAFE AV =
€=10"% 2 Y& o Tigkl o} el PR
o},
0.761942—-0.492761 0.269181—0.269181
AVE={—0.492761 0.835145 0.360339-0.360384
0.269181 0.360384 0.629565—0.629565
- 0.269181—0.360384~ 0.629565 0.629565

B A&

55 P ol dAoR ¥ F Y PARE
¥4 zoam A2l AT Aojolel 8
A% 24 Shch oF $§ F A¥re A4
oo neuezss FAY S Adss dI¥E
Baol Aelol A & glom wekd o] WHSe
2N S FER A2 deiAA AE Fek B
o2 ¥ 4 gt

HIEH

1) J. D. Roberts, Linear model reduction and solu-
tion of the algebraic Riccati equation by use of
the sign function, CUED/B-Control/TR13, Re-
port, Cambridge University, 1971, also published
in Int. J. Control, Vol. 32, pp. 677-687, 1980

2) E. D. Denman, and A. N. Beavers, “The matrix

(87)

Blol &) p A FTE

sign function and computations in systems,”
Appl. Math. & Comput., Vol. 2, pp. 63-94
1976
3) E. D. Denman and J. Leyva-Ramos, “Spectral
decomposition of a matrix using the generalized
sign matrix”, Appl. Math. & Compt., Vol. 8, pp.
237-251, 1981
4) F. Attarzadeh, “Relative stability test for conti-
nuous and sampled-data control systems using
the generalized sign matrix,” IEE Proc. D, Con-
trol Theory & Appl., 129(5), pp. 189-192, 1982
5) L. S. Shieh, Y. T. Tsay and R. E. Yates, “Some
properties of matrix sign functions derived from
continued fractions,” IEE Proc. Pt. D Vol. 130,
No. 3, pp. 111-118, 1983
6) W. D. Hoskins and D. J. Walton, “A faster, more
stable method for computing the pth roots of
positive definite matrices,” Linear Algebra & A-
ppl., Vol. 26, pp. 139-163, 1979
7) L. A. Balzer, “Accelerated convergence of the
matrix sign function method of solving Lyapu-
nov, Riccati and other matrix equations”, Int. J.
Control, Vol. 32, pp. 1057-1078, 1980
8) K. Martensson, “On the matrix Riccati equation,”
Inf. Sci. Vol. 3 pp. 17-49, 1971
9) J. E. Potter, “Matrix quadratic solutions”, SIAM
J. Appl. Math. Vol. 14, pp. 496-591, 1966
10) A. N. Beavers and E. D. Denman, “A new solu-
tion method for quadratic matrix equations,” Ma-
th. Biosci., Vol. 20, pp. 135-143, 1974
11) D. E. Kirk, Introduction to Optimal Control Theo-
ry, Prentice-Hall, Englewood Cliffs, N. J., 1970,
p. 217
12) J. J. O’ Donnell, “Asymptotic solution of the
matrix Riccati equation and optimal control”,
Proc. 4th Ann. Allerton Conf. on Circuit and Sys-
tem Theory, Urbana, Ili., Oct. 1966
13) B. C. Kuo, Digital Control System, Holt, Rine-
hart and Winston, New York, 1980, pp. 622-626
14) S. Barnett and C. Storey, “Some applications of
the Lyapunov matrix equation”, J. Inst. Math.
Appl., Vol. 4, pp. 33-42, 1968
15) R. Penrose, “A generalized inverse of a matnx”,
Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc., Vol. 51, pp. 406-
413, 1955



