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Pole Preservation under Perturbation

Hyoung Joong Kim - Gi Taek Kim

ABSTRACT

Abstract-Consider a problem to keep half of the poles unchanged when some of the coef-
ficients of stable characteristic polynomials are perturbed. A procedure was proposed® for
the problem. However, the pole assignment procedure has not been addressed. A simple al-
gorithm for the procedure is proposed in this paper.
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