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Hee Controller of seeker scan-loop is designed using LSDP proposed by McFarlane. The per-
formance and robustness of He controller are analyzed using robustness theorems by
Lehtomaki and compared with those of the LQG/LTR controller. Especially, structured singu-
lar value #-test of Doyle is used to evaluate robust performance of seeker scan-loop. It is
demonstrated that secker scan-loop by Hee controller is very robust to model uncertainties
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