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1. A&

Structured singular value (SSV)+= robust stability
¢} robust performance® vi-¢- ARsA 77 Al
FREEAT} (Doyle, 1982: Safonov, 1982). ©] ddidez
oA 2ol A @ BAol| FReIeHA AMEE L U
A ole] TEE o] 290, loop failure tolerance,
decentralized integral controllability (Campo and
Morari, 1994), D-stability (Lee and Edgar, 2001)
2ol SSV7I AFEE 2L 9ltt. SSVE| F8Ado] Al nlek
o) #At g2 A7} JYATHFan et al., 1991 Packard
and Pandey, 1993). Z12\} o} gke} Alghe wlj-¢- ofz] -
NP-hard®] Ao #3=en (Braatz et al., 1994),
A Bk Wi Oigk SSVe] A+ U3k LAPEAUR
ARgE Fatke Al niariAl Q1 Aeg g oh(Fu,

%ko

1997). o e BAle] a7)e] Axtege] AFHonm Z7}
e AL Sfuise BAlel =717k ARW Ae] A

o BrbsaAg & 3 E3t SSVELE 2H= global search
o] d3stE Gaston and Safonov (1988) 2 Newlin
and Young (1997)d% A-88 uf FAle] 27|17} AXH
At AZE gkl EAE dEskA] Kot feol AT
Z B3 W Mot 2 BAlGT g SSVE
Axto] 7¥ssitt, webA] o] Albite] EAIE sidsl] e
F2 o] glof gt}

AA) ssvel 3 et gk tlalell o] A9 upper bound<k
lower bound® F& A 4Fsla o]-84H} (Young et al.,
1992). Upper bounds= robust stability®] &&#a710]
H | Jower boundi ELZ7io] HT} (22 instability
FEZ0] "), F A o] ME s

B35y W] th3t SSVe] upper boundE Al A
FA7F gl ol A= AA ghell 77hE- o] FolA
glon] MasER=a] (LMI, Linear Matrix Inequality)
el o3k AP E FolA gt} v WheEE B
Wy 32 A5 B3 A7) UA FHE V)&
2] upper bound 47} lower bound?]-& "%
& Aoz AHEEAT (Hayes et al., 2001).
SSV Al4tol NP-hardgl Ae| ¥&|zx|e &4 =277}

Howl Hee %S dod AEE & + AL ol

2
N

a7 &

A5 B2 W] tiake] T el positivity &0
S5AENA 9] EAE FE3| Fe Who] AltEo] glom
(Dainson and Lewin, 1998), optimization ¥*H<& ©|&
e B0l A7 x At (Hayes et al., 2001). =3t
B2t Mo 8o =8SVel upper bound ¢ lower
bound & Al4lske WHES o|-83k= global optimization
uhi ol 3¢l branch and boundH o2 A& SSVike
Aetaizl st EE AdEe] gt} (Newlin and
Young, 1997).

EATe A2 B3 B8 dgd diE SsV A
2708k ole] F&a A4 $l3kglobal optimization
wel 88 7hed e Attt

2. Structured Singular Value for Mixed

Uncertainties
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el BAE 7l=str] #sl W] Solg ¥ ET FYY
o B4 FE Mo vl
M*= complex conjugate transpose
oi(M) = & 3719 singular value (01(M): the
largest singular value of M)
Ai(M) = Hermitian 9] ifAA 7719 eigenvalue
M>0(M 20)=positive definite(semi-definite)
Ik=k x k &9 34
Ov=k x k 4 a4
O A B 728 Ushle 2oz o] IF
of ¥gtEE BHFANE uEgich

1

e:{blockdiag(éflkl,~“,5;Ik,,,’AC )} (M

m+1
6] = arealnumber, i =1,2,---m

C J— . -
AGit = Kme1 X km+1 block diagonal 44 ¥,
m+l

Yk =n, k;20

i=1

9ol BaradA A O o) th-g-alEscaling FEL
D= {block diag (D1 yoo ,Dm,DmH)} 2)

Di= ki x ki nonsingular ¥4 &%, Di=Di*)0,
i=1,2, .... m

Dm+1 = Km+1 % Km+1 nonsingualr 44 34,
Dm+1 = Dm+1™0 and Dana1A’m+1°=Am+1Dm+1
a8l

G= {block diag(G, 5 GO )} (3)

Gi= k; x k;j nonsingular B4 348, G=G",
i=1,2, ..., m
7} do g AlgHET}

Al 1 (Doyle, 1982): n x n FW3iE M3} B244
A3 @ tiste] SSV fo(M) & T3 Zo] FojHn
"ok det (IFAM) =07F H&E A7F gled Fo(M) =0, 1

YA o

HoM)=1/ min {ol(A) :det(I-MA) = 0} )

o] Aol W& SSVE robust stability 2 o AR
314 71< cH(Fan et al., 1991). &y o|A 9| A 3kg}
At ¢ e B2 Age] A5E b B4 oole

w5 ot

SSVe] upper bound< robust stability?] F#3:710]
Hc}. ©] upper boundAl4tE AET peDoll widie,
det(I-AM) =det(I-DAMD ™) =det (I-ADMD ) & €%
- Jo), whEbA

#(M) < inf oy(DMD™) &)

o} upper bounde A4 52 EA4 B4 Ao #A
Slo] Agdnt aseg St A BEA ¥
thaled= ThA conservativedith BE4 Wrl Aol
A& nAshe ANHAE upper bound?F T 22 AE0]
Akdo] eAtH(Doyle, 1985; Fan et al., 1991).
o | i Lo M D2M . (GM - M* G a 2D
HeMS inf ({néno{rx.(M D?M + (GM —~ M*G) - 2D )go}
GeG (6)
Se g5d Ao=

o (M) < inf —jo)| <t
o8

DMD™!
o

o0, [(I + Gz)’O'S(

(7

SSVe} lower bound+ robust stability®] E8x=71S
v}, EigenvalueAl4toll AH8-El= power iteration®
TAke WhHol ARtE o] glof AMgE I Ut (Young et
al., 1992).

3. AL vy

3.1. AFYPARL 52 (Linear Matrix Inequality)
21(5) ¢} (6)2] S3Vel upper boundE AXtels EAE
AYPAR-GA BAZ vl 4 Qlv), AP RS2 24
= AT gL A7t Zd=olinterior point Y& X%
Bl $egt 42314 vhol Absle] gl (Vandenberghe
and Balakrishnan, 1996). MATLABS] %% Toolbox
N SeVAILTe o] MFPARSA WS o] falm v}

3.2. Branch and Bound®¥

AEzares o g g3Vl upper boundZ A4k
3laL power iteration S ©|&3l4 lower boundE A4t
& = 91t} Newlin and Young (1997)& ¢} & ol &
3l= global optimization#e] dHibranch and bound
HE A 83t FYst SSVE Akt WS ARt
gy Aol wEtd e v ) vl $ el Ay A9
F#Eo] AP ] oF= AL B 4 ) ol 28] AT

upper bound®Hower bound®] 2% WjFEoz Rt}
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4. N Z§ Structured Singular Value®l] &3t 4]

Eag 9 de B84 Mgt EASE SSVE upper

2=
bound$} lower bound® © AW3HA 78 4 A= Al
28 45 Aozt

n x n B4 g8 M 3 Ac 00 tidle], 888 [-DM o]
singulard] 73} Thg A& W& Fol ofd A% W}
vi F vy 71 EARE AL Aot
(I-AM] (vi +jva) = [I-(Re(A) +jIM(A)) (Re(M)

+iIm(M)) I (v +jv2) =0 (8)

2 Aoz g dE 4 JHQiu et al., 1994).
- Re(A) —Im(A)Re(M) —Im(M)||lv, —v, _o
Im(A) Re(A) ||[Im(M) ReM) ||[v, v, | = (9)

y =

Re(A) — Im(A)‘ pri

Im(A)  Re(A) (10)
. R A;H =1 Ain
:blockdlag[él'lm,~~~,6|'“Inm,IIEEAC ; R::(N ))]
& 93 o7ld n&
B Re(M) —Im(M)| |
> |Im(M)  Re(M) (11)

€ 73t BEEE scaling FHET F o)

D2 = {block diag(D1 DDy )}

(12)
Di= 2ki x 2k; nonsingular ¥4% &3, Di=D*)0,
i=1.2, ..., m
Dm+1= a 2km+1%2km+1 nonsingular E44 ¥,
m+1=Dm+1"0, Dmns1Am+1°=Acm+1Dm+1
:lﬂ:ﬂ
G =1lp|" P GeG
, I'le o] 7€ (13)

AryG +(A,GY*=0
G*G=GG*= blockdiag{Gf,Gf,L,G,f,,G,f,,Oka‘I}

(G*G)Ay =A5(G*G) |

= 5lL.O 2=
FEdS ¢+

2 (8)3 (9)ERE o3 F4& et
det(I-MA) =0

det(I-M2A2) =0
ufba] SSVoll B Fol 18 o83 o] ulE 4= Atk
Theorem 1: n x n A¥dPA M3} E&44 I3 g0l

le] SSV e (M) tgwt o] €k, vt det(I-A
M) =07} HlE A7} glod Fo(M) =0, 232 ¢ow

pe(M)=1 /szqeigz{al (Ay):det(/ —MyA,) =0} i

2] (14)2%E S8V upper bound?l& T},

T A (vi, vo)7t BT go] opng,

A
ran =
v, v, ojni,
FH [-AM7} singular7} §12) &< 24
. Re(A) —Im(A)|[Re(M) —Im(M) <on—2
Im(A) Re(A) |[Im(M) Re(M) o|t}.
uetd 8 [-AM 7} singular7t 9A1 ¢7] gsir =
Re(A) —Im(A) Re(M) —Im(M)
0,(A)=o0, /o,
Im(A) Re(A) Im(M) Re(M)
=1/0,(M,)& A& 4= glon,
Ho(M) < oy(M;y) (15)

< AS F 3} o7 scaling® =8 o9 SSV
9] upper boundZ 94& 4 9t}
Theorem 2 (Lee and Edgar, 2003): n x n A4}

A M# =844 H3 e tistd,

Lo (M) < gn]Df o,(DM,D’)
DeD.

gtek ol A BEA Mgt glow 221 (16)& 24

(59 24 ¥}, Scaling P Eo| D 0, D
AR, 6,(DM,D ™) =0, (DMD )7} gnf mepq 220
(16)& =1 (5)e 2A ). = 24 (162 24 (53
Aojm e vk wf 45 BHA W5 ol
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scaling 32 DeD,= 27 (5)9 zinr} 3 .50 T g
222 71 ol AXES A e 8L AT
t] A28t upper boundE & 7Fs44-2 7RIt A (16)<M
s BEo a2 g 2kt A W] 2 (5)¢]
A& 0.5(k+ki) oIt}

Corollary 1(Lee and Edgar, 2003): n x n F¥ag
M3} B34 213 ed tistd,

po(M) < inf 0,(DM,D™)

DeD,

= |inf A\(D™MID'DM,D~ —wT)
bed, an

o] 271218 Theorem 2°| U&= FHAZ & singular
7} Z eignevalueZ7A 22 vlte] Alxke] 44

Theorem 3(Iee and Edgar, 2003): n x n A3 M=}
2344 g 9d distd],

- ~—7
M_C‘,) <]
o

a>0

lo(M) < inf |or: aj[(l+G*G)" 6

(18)

o] zANe 24 (1€ Hgsturt sevl Aok,

dA 1. £ HEHRX g d5 Bl el dig 2x2
Hide gEe] 88V upper boundE ¥w3lSit}. Upper
bound (16)# (18)x= A3} =23 fimins (Optimization
Toolbox for MATLAB Branch and Grace, 1996)&
ol g3l . &1 ‘mu (Mu Analysis and Synthesis
Toolbox for MATLAB Balas et al., 1995)¢] 2=} vjw
slgu}, A= Bl Vel ek Upper bound (18)2
Axe RE 790l 9478 upper boundE FIJ2M, upper
bound (16)= EZ £A 9ole 3 A4S FUH.

F 1. wrEER g A5EE Hd ek 2 x 2 FE9] Ssvel

uppér bound.

Upper | Upper | Upper | Upper

M Bound | Bound | Bound | Bound E);ac
(5) (6) (13) (15)
44 4]
1 4.82 411 3.73 373 |3.73
44+ 1
1 4.38 1.77 0.02 0.01 0

dAl 2. WEERA ¢e deied

Sl
Ro(C(jol-A)'B)Z A2tatdtt. o714

79 20 =30 -20 0.2190 0.9347

A —41 -12 17 13 B 0.0470 0.3835

167 40 —60 38/ 0.6789 0.5194

335 9 —145 —11 0.6793 0.8310
_0.0346 0.5297 0.0077 0.0668
T10.0535 0.6711 0.3834 04175

a8 30 AxE BTt Upper bound (16)°] 1ej=
dre 74E = gl Fr= FEA} ;S AU
Upper bound (18)= A4kl ATt Zie] Lol M 7 =]
ool YEhUlA] gkt

2

0

2% 3. oA 29] EAo thE SISV upper bounds. 7= A2A:
88vzk, A4 : upper bound (6), #141: upper bound
(16) ke A48 PEEA F9).

5. Global Optimization

Hayes et al. (2001)& < B34 WG] s
g0l HAsl| A5 SSVALL P& A eksta T,

Min % (A)
s.t. det(I-MA)<e
o} A3 BEAls 22 local minimume 7FIth Local
minimum-< SSVe} lower bound& A48 = 9t} o]
##)3} EAollglobal optimization 71H-& 283k SSV
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Gt pincatons: 982 Stutod Shoulr Ve 7 RS

A 7k 52 v 5T lower boundE @
7-]0]14
YelHayes et al. (2001)9] A& EAl= &

>

N

A% 2o Wt Aol Qe BAld vt vhee il
2349 5 sivh
Min 9 (a) (20)
s.t. A(XY)=0
B(X.Y)=0
det(I-MA) =A(X.Y) +jB(X.Y)
X=Re(A)
Y=Im(A)
Min 9 (A) (21)

s.t. det(I-M2Az) =A%(X,Y) +B*(X,Y)=0

o]7]e] branch and bound® <&
global optimization'dE& 283 F 3l
equality A|eFzA-L& st & F W Eﬂﬁﬂ e BE
A FelE e bFE Foled AR U

T o uwbdo 2 A4 det(I-MaA2) S HAsBhe A&
1A% 5 At

Min det(I-M2A2) (22)
s.t. B<{xu(B
-B<y<B

A3} (22)8 F°1 det(I-MoA2) =07 H€ xy H vij
E e oW olwe] 1/9:(A)7F SSVE lower
bound7} Ew, 4 (22)o1A4 24 Wgel FAE C(A)=
slo] A 919 HAag 3L wHEGT 3 det(I-MAz)
=08 UE3he W47 FolxH o] HelA continuation
el g A gsto] o 2L 0(A)E = det(I-MAz) =
BhEsle HES e B E ik AAEE ‘?lvf

ol

AR ] =
g % U Aoleh

o] H43} ZAol branch and boundd& A&&
At} det(I-MoAz) & o8] 23} Wge] th2 o2 et
e &3 22 4ik branch and bound#H ol A
Abg-3l=upper bound® lower bound?| & ©|&&
2} (Biegler and Grossmann, 2004).

19 U U_U
xinZXi X+ XiXj ~Xi Xj (23)

L L _L_L
XiX; 2 Xi X T XK X X

18 L U_L
XiXj S X% F XX Xi X

L U_L_U
XiX; S XK T XX Xi X

det(I-M2A2) ®lgradient= g7 7& 5= 31} local mini-
mum$ W2A AL ¢ U= F
g2 e A48 % vk o8 randomd 271%
Eo) W2 local minimumA4HE Asct, &9 branch
and bound¥fd] WlZ7ke Alsbie] 8 Aoz wddr)
53 Uelbranch and bound ¥l Ha| 2 18o] v+
FH gt sl AR ot}

6. A%
Bak 9 A% BHA W Aol Uk B ssvel
WE ALe Aol 2 AA A FaabA e >

otk e o] AALe NP-hard?! A& o] glof,
2A9 A7|7 ARH FEE SSve ALke Bl
Upper bound® lower bounddl $HEalof sh=d], ©l
upper bound¥ robust stability® $% 83x710) Hxu
lower bound¥ B8Zz1o] @}, &g SSVakd] 7R
upper bound$} lower bound S A= wye] H gt

38Vel B AU upper boundE Y&l A2 2 ES

AorstArt. o abAQl AdHHo] A7EA] esteyt
AP PARS w58 Balo] A = U& Folnt
SSvVel lower bounde HX3HE F3to] ¢& + Urh
olE #gt Al BHTFE ALl oH, global optimization
g A gslE A7ke] R Yt LAl
Aegt 3VE 4& F rk
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