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Abstract 22214 29 & BTA (balanced truncation approximation)
W (614 Abg3tel TEa Moirle AL S B9 BYE AHE
In this paper, a robust reduced order adaptive controller 3}qdch.

is proposed based on Internal Model Control (IMC) struc- B ERoAE o e BUE Aas] Hue 2 7
- i - E A4 © N A

$of ol R} W A5 AUY {4a4 2% IMC Aor8
AARI A& Al2 e AP YMEch o] of o] F ofF A
& AHE3te] Alavle) Y% AP & FUA U} BTA 9y 2
AR A w2 FE GV 22AP 2dE F2 AR 2
Atg 44 290 29Y 249 AVE ANY A A
Fol Aot Y& ALFE ga g ¥k B =RojME BTA @
Wit e Y4E QAT ALTE 4P B A M2EW
W& AdR. olxete g FHFE AlEA AL F3 7|29 W
W3 P& vlagy .

ture for stochastic linear stable systems. The concept of
gain margin is utilized to make the adaptive IMC controller
robust. We prove the stability of the proposed adaptive
IMC system for stable plants under the assumption that
upper bounds for system orders are known. Simulation
results show that the proposed method has good perfor-
mance and stability robustness.
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25s 2] & &% (unmodelled dynamics) o] EREE
AA A5 2ok W 2dASe 2¢ 2de] TUHA @L &F
& Y3tk 2dfsA g $FL A3A Aadlg BOFE e 9 . 2YE B ._’p_g}.g] DY FAE Gg~') 7 Q& o,
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% dRAFe MPEe 2L A} 8ol s F2Y AN B
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An(g™ye = Ba(q7V)ux + Culg™ i
o [2]. -1 -1 -
Gy = Do) B by
IMC 3z [3)% s ud 24 (internal model) & 83}t Adg™) 1+ ag '+ +ang

ti

2Qenz EWES) YUY BYD LAE MAY ¢ UL A Cule™) = Ttag™ +o+ar
A~

de 5 BN F AT FEY Tz o i AL HAE
2Ye gutdog ERENC Axlolr] EUES FAFT Y
€ 2¥ T@aiol vt AV Re] Lok, AW ajA A EH
Ex o] Tzl 471 8% 4 1ok IMC F28 A4 on-off
Wa)e) AgAole] AP Guan [4]50] ALSIRAAL, g

(1)
471 up &t yrE 24 At nd EWES ¢ - &YolT wy
= #®gol 09 WY AL (white noise)oln], g71 & QA A4zt
(delay operator) & vtebdich (1) & 319 4] (regression form)
2.2 vehie og5 Ao

g0l A 2d g FARAE BT, EUE A7t diR & ve = 0T¢p +wy

o], o] ¥r} W& a4 AW g IMC A7 E et ¥y 0T = ay - @nby -+ buoy o

o] A[5]o1 A At} A IMC QA7 E 7L |} &4 ST = [=Yker o Ykon Ykot o Ugen Whep - WEo]
214 29 (reduced-order model) & o] &3, o] of AMEH = » (2)
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DAY AL AW FY3] fle] GE T 2L AR L
A},

7P 1 ERES 82, B B A (¢7)F Ba(g7) e A
£ 2 (coprime) o] T EVE 249 4% ng At} 1271 oy
A Culg') o 22l 91 9] Qheha 7hg By

743 2: C7Yq™') — 1/22& SPR (strictly positive real) =
Ag BwHYrt

A 3 BUE dYL e 2VE BEUL.
1

<
0<,81_IC

E:;ll_t,'ﬁ;-r S al, fi?‘ = [u; Ui—1 " u;_gn] (3)
N3 4: Fi 8 v 3 o-th4 & (a family of nondecreasing
o- algebra)elg} 319, Fi-23 715 % (measurable) o538

wpE B8 124 43E w50

E[wklfk_l] =0
Blwi|Fi] = o 4)

. 1
lim Suquoo—iV‘EkN=11UZ < oo

of ¥ EAE] A$ 0 oHE3 & RELS (recursive ex-
tended least squares) &312]% (7]& AM&8}le] 38 3o}

0, = Pk(Bk—lok-x+¢kyk) (5)

By = Bea+dbl, Pe= By
71
B = [~Yhor v — Yhon Usmy *+ - Uge Wiy =+ * Whet]
W = yx — OF Yk, Uk =G + inca, k= yi — 0] i
&Z = [=Yho1 o Yhon Ukort o Ugon W1 o Whoy]

(6)
oltt. wi/lWiE 33 Y w overparametrization FA1& A
37] Sl chest o] FUW AW 5 & =YV [7].

vk_y = Dy, Elog|Froq] =0,
E[nv] | Fucr] = 02, sup,[ifi] < V < o0,
D} = diaglof(n) -~ 0}(1) o}(n) -~ 0}(1) o}(1) - - oF(1)]
on(1) = trf By, B = Bioy + $udT

_ tw[B'G) forl<j<L
ak(j)={ LAORIEFE
0 forj> L

M Bu(i)e Brl (n+1-3), (n+m+1—3), 2eln
(ntm414+1—j) 83 dola] 5 7he) 3} $& 278 ¥y

& Jehde] L < min(n,l) & ¢Fa)ok oo} s 33 @
22z 349 298 Martingale 3 29 -& AHg8}of 2y
Aed, 748 1-48 BF3e Z9o] RELS ¢z 3 e &8 1=
A A gl £ 7). ARZ AlAYAN AY o H5E 2
A3te A fol ERES YL FolA Ao Yo e} I
Hog, e 4y Folxe ¢J¥ g TN FEY Fu
F RS ATYL F Atk AR 3& WFA) A8 el o
B A4S Ao} ddd Fohtt. 2 29 27AE 43
292 Fn, 29 kA 2& 84E 3 20 23 Y&
G(k,q7") := B(k,q7")/A(k,q7") = ¥Eh

2.2. 244 2] 23

323tel ARMA 298 A7 & #2504 2d& BTA ¢
g o 2o ok F 589 Lyapunov W32) & Folo} ¥

o}
AW AT —W. 4+ T = ¢ s
ATW,A-W,+c%ec = 0

o{7]M A = [——a"e,, (81 -—a,,_le,,) e (e"_l —-alc")]) b= ey,

ags el = 3L bieayi A, e FHYY [, € R
191 9] Y3 (columb) UEL & EhdTh & £RINE EVES
A4+EZ %8 A3 Lyapunov 349 & =t 24 4
29 G(g71) el tistel Jury array & ¥} t}2& A o)Al

Ghori = i — pppmiy i = 0,1, k1
k-1, k £Qk ) (8)
ar = agpfare, k=nn—-1,---,1
O]‘ru—%—7]jl"'\3'an,i:ai(i=0111"'1n) 0]_',1110:10]!1}-. 5}]

AN o2 BB Al oW ool & AR LE A% aro (k =
0,1,++,n)7} 0ol obd k& 7bAo} shizel, T A, (g™!)o]
DY BE A% ago > 08 VEo} Uk [8]. BATY A
290 t3e] aro = 0] St A4 24D N9 AF &
APt ohge] Ao EWES] B2 84 A,(¢7) 5 #3 ot
24 B,(q7") 9] BAE et

T AAE VIR XY M e
MA=AT™™, Mb=cT (9)

FAE R A A, (¢7") 3 Ba(g™!) 2 0] %013 Bezoutian ¥
ol Ao} (9] o o) ¥W M9 (4,7)98 ¥ M ;& i
(An(2) Ba(y) = Bu(z)An())/(z ~y) oA} 271y~ e} A
24 G835 2ol ek & ek
1”!}]' = Z(an—i+l—kbn—j+lc - bu—i+]—kan_]'+k). (10)
k21

ol ERES AFER Ve 9& £ A Lyapunov ¥ w3y
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Ael 1[10) aso #0, k = 0,1,---,n? 23AA, A
Az} (upper triangular) 9 P € R**" s gz} (diagonal)
#d D e RV"E g3 Aol Fedg

P = ap-jj-is j=ti+1,--,n,i=12,.--\n
D = (1@l (1—ad)”
(11)
Lyapunov #d #34 (7)¢] #& ch&3h o] e 4 sick.
(1) W, = (PTDP)"I (12)
(i1) W, = NI(PTDP)‘IM.

BTA 4] & A28 & FosA Jerd & glene A ¥
o] g3t} Ala & HAY HRE A
@8] 8T oA Be ANTE 27V B Mg
do] 244 2l & T517] $1H B2 wj= cross Gramian &
ALgEto] 47 &4x4 2dE ¢ 4 Ak k&9l Lyapunov
e RE

4] (state-space equation)&

AW A — Wy + be =0 (13)
# ¢l cross Gramian ¥d W, = &3 Yot

W, = (PTDP)'M. : (14)

8y W, o 28K §AF AR (similarity transformation)
3} Aol 933, Hankel Bolale

gy = lAi(cha)l, |/\1| > I)‘Zl > 2 |/\n|

olth. o] uf T3t Yol W, & BE e (block diago-
nalization)A1g 4 Qe |8 T'E 7t

e w0
T7'W,,T = :
0 WC’O

o7l Wh e R7XT, Wi € RivIxn) ojm MWL) =
{(MLWe), 7 =1, 7}, MW = {Aj(Weo), g = r41,--- ,n}
ot Y Ts} T7' & thg3t gol #3j35H1

T:(T,, T,),T'1=V=<Zb) (15)

E]

2 Jehd & gl {714

()em-(5 )

ot T8 Atgste] Al2gE WU OE3 Ae A FT
o414 2UE 2€ F U0

(Ab,bb,(‘[,) (‘/5A7b Vbb 67 ) (16)

o]l AL ¢ A9 2o ol Az,

A9 1Y P, D a2la M (10)3 (11) o4 28z, (14)
oA W, & AU P8 E8io] A2yl 2B ¥ & BEY $
Q3 P7t 4% 42 Wejne PTK = Mo K& 782
DPW,, = KN W., 8 AVsY Pol dadg 7ahe 33
o 4o grh

2% 2: &Y W,, 9 ORSF (ordered real Schur form)& A
Argic,

dm&=W=(M‘Mﬁ (17)
0 Wi

o7 W, o 43e ¥d W dZddel e, 243
ol 7|7t & &Mz gl Wi Wyt 25 8% 44 ¥
dolz 22 (rx )3 ((n—r) x(n—r))Q Welc}

2§ 3: &2 Sylvester 33 & Fo| X & 78}

WinX — XWa + Wiy =0

28 4: (17)9] oo v} &2 Z& nonsingular ¥y EE #

Lig!
I, X
¥ E=
0 I,

Q) Q.), @ € R™ & %4, (15)I4

0

18
Wi (18)

E—IQTWOQE - [ WH
0

ol 4g¥ct. Q =

Ty=Q % V= QT — XQT & 28 & k. @aA (16) &
Ags Az Vel

-1y 2 Bla?) — A 19

G(¢g7h) = A(q)—cb(q] 8) b (19)

o] i, BTA Wog 74 uish e A48 ent (1]

o > 00l®, AT &2t
G:(g7I <

o] uj oy D> 0y D> O > ..
4 2d G (¢7")& fasA AFHR liG(g™?) —
Aopqr + -+ +0,) 9 VAT BV

AR 5 2xxs 2y A5 r& ERES Hankel £o]i
n—1)FIAN o, > o0l HES A

a; (U-‘ < 0i+1,i =1,

e gic}
3. IMC Fz9 BAY Aol Al2¥
s QAN G 24, IMC F2E A48 AU A
Al2de 27 13 o] vehdct. ol o 4y upe oS AT
[AAN L AFAUH
up = He{g™") (v — vr + Gr(a7 ) (20)



471N yr e ARelM FoAE 1YYl ENREE RUTY
B orate] A 22als 29 (19) 8 oS3 AL Fd = e
WA,
=1(] — ».0~1
Glg) = DT (2 m0) (1)

Ar(q“)
o714 by # 0 elet 7R s, by = 0Q Aol by th O
ohd Alx £3 39 ASE AEUG nAe g A 2
& FEE 2L YA, 33t ol3ll THA e 2 & 29| B
3 47 2¢ $ k. A IMC Ao}7] H,(¢7") & Guan
[4]o] Me W o chgsh o] Yt

- % A (g1

g~ =110 -1l 22
He(q7): =T = 2 BITCH(] ~ 2g7Y) (22)
o714
iy i Sl
5oy @ Il (23)
1/2,‘, |Z,‘| > 1.

ot BUES 22314 2ol AN 3He A gl Alol7] H,(g7")
£ Hp, 33 Aloj7l2 WA k. EWEst 2Ye) =YY 2
A7} BABE B AR AFLZ AL 3 Yk
Ho(q~H)G(q™? .
T TYH —1)( () -§'§ —) ()%
+ 1— H.(q7")G:(g7")
1+ Hog )} (Gg1) — Gr(¢™))
ol o H.(1) = 1/G,(1)el2% dic. 15L& 134 2§ de]
WY FRAEAL 28 e Oo] SAT HREZ A2y &
AEE pARA gk oo EJsg 4504 29 9 A}y
7 EE ARY A, e 2VL VI WM A2 AE
+ yagch

W,

NHAgY(Gle™) = G la™) Il <1 (24)

o71M || [|¥ Lo =& (norm)& vierdch. Aeisl H,(¢7})

o Abg e Z¢ EAES RUDY YUY X2 Adte] ()

2 A VEAA g 5 Ao, Aoj7lod e Ze 1%

o ®Y Fy(q') & F7toch

B+ (1 ~B)q?
1 —aq!

0<a<1,0<A<. (26)

Fi(q™") = (1-a) , (25)

2 Fy(gY) e
lolg dc. o|F& 12 953 A3 E3} W (low-pass
filter) 7} |ch. Bels} 27159 Aojrle 4 A7 YA
A, g # 1d v @ — 1018 Fy(g7!) — 0] sl22 a9} 4
& 233 gl YAEE 23Y AR 299 HER
3HE AL 4 Utk wEA T AlaYe] AFEE R

lgl = 1AM A717H{Fy(q7')| < Telm, Fy(1) =

3 IMC Aol Ho (¢ N e
H(q™") := H.(¢7)Fylq™") (27)

o] gl gtoll BAYe] Fy(l) =1elm2 (24) & VFAAA &
& Fu4 Aol A2 o & AT, Qe 1 2715} 3o}
Aoz o AAZ gPAct

1Ho(a™)(Gle™) = Go(g™ NIl <1 (28)

B EBANE o € g Po] 28 H (¢ (G(¢) -
G.(¢™"))®) Nyquist N5elAl &of A42e 712 988 A
W9 271 (Kmaz) 8 F54(wo) & T3, MZ 734 wool N
Nyquist 47} (-1,0)& X3 AEF oF YUY, &
Kimaz > 7 (72 A1299] ol 5 o #(20log(1/y)db) & 23t
of w2} A} 03t 1atole} ) Ao |Fy(e77) Knaz| = 7
7 28 a8 P F b oA o ANEY

B+ (1= Beiwe

(1-e) 1~ g™ Komaz =y (29)
A7} vlE] Fola A4 (29)8 AsHA
(1- 0‘)2 _ 72
1+ a? - 2a coswo ! (30)

2 Y
M=Kz (1 +26(1 — B)(coswo — 1)

o] 513, o] & il et b3 F AL 23 PR Y B

02 - 21((1 + 1 == 0
31
K= (1 -} coswo)/(1 —77)
2E (26)7F AW a9 377} 10 & kg AAx ok 8
nz

a=K—-VKI=1 (32)

& 933 AA A a9 P EE ypAct. 28 d Nyquist A
EAM Kpar 2 72X (24)9) 933} 20 DH3AY A= ¥
HE AL g3x ol g22 a=0, f=1& B

4. AgA o Al2ge] 14

o] AelMi= IMC 728 A8 A gA A2 AFEE
FEUD. FHES dANFE 22BE Aojsle EUE A
of 239 2a 2Yg ¥e dch g3y IMC 32§ A4
7 Ao AlAgE o 2% ko)A certainty equivalence
principleo} wtel FA . 22 o] WiAABSE SRR
3 4R FE At o Agiuic} 2H e o)o] HPIHE 2
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up = Ho(k,q™") (v + vi —yi + Golk g7 Dus) - (33)

71 v Aol YHel Futg HEE FEA AAI G FeA
FoAE oz Y5ol I¥E AA VA Y& 1 A7E F
#3] 3A YotE sinl, /12U Fois Y@l RN A
99 v, 8 VA gotx Aot

ol EXiE ¥ A gAo ¢ d& Aot

29 I: RELS g2z g Ag3te 2 2d G(k,¢7 )& 3
AU} 2% 23 2do) BAFY Aol up A 299 ¢
A 23 QY 2244 29E AR, DA 2do] AW A4
ol 2%e ¢nelEe ALEEte] 224 2d G, (kg )E F
o},

byaq IR — zi4q7!
Gr(k,q") = 242 AEL(q_I) 4077) (34)

29 2: 29 G, (kg7 )& dhaes (22) 5 (23) 9] ¥l & AH8
o] 218 IMC Ao|7] & Pt

- - Zig A(k,q7")
H.(k,q71) =117} : : 35
( q ) =1 1— Zik b[.kn?;)l(l — ii,kq-l) ( )
4714
ik ikl <1
T (30
l/z.-'k, Izi.kl > 1.

A 3 H(k,q7') = H(k,qV)F(k-1,¢7") A (37)4
s =g RB2HA Fy(k,¢77) = Fy(k—1,971) & 23
32, HAE 208 VEA oW Uy Frlk,¢7 1) E (20)-(32)
o HAe T8 Foch o o AFA LojA AR Ae}rle
Ho(k,q™) = H,(k, g7 ) Fy(k,q7") el Bt

| He(k,q™") (G(k,q7") = Go(k, g7 ) [ < 1 (37)
A HgAol Al R tigto] chg AFHE A&t

Be 2: Aol Alado] 71 1-59) 27A& UFHAI, f14AA4
AT B234 7Y 23U AejH AL A, Ao Al
£¢9 7] Adrt 8z, N2IYel KUV F 4 LA
Alzde] ¢ 29 g8 124 OGS E HEUt

1
limsupy ooz ThciVi < 00

. 1
lim supN_,oo/—v—Eﬁ:,uz < oo

. 1
hmsuqumNEﬁ’:xf: = 0
29 ;29 %Pl [10]54 vl £stn Fe] R A Fog ]

5. Algeleld

B =gA A Ao} 7] A BYE &9 ool hate]
#3to] nla FE AL

0.0016197 (1 4 16.569~" + 27.26¢72 - 7.1197? + 0.184¢~%)

G -y
(™) 1— 2.569-1 + 2.95q—2 — 1.819-3 + 0.59¢—% — 0.079¢—%

Clg™") = (1-03¢7')(1~0497")(1 -05¢7")

ol ] G(q 1) & ®H & f14F AlAadelth waty 71&9] MRAC
w4y o]\ minimum variance Ao} W& 3 4¢ ¢ Ao &Y
38 weE BT F4bo] 034 0.1 W 3ol T 9| oA FFof
Yol 3= 1Y e 001t 712U Y yp & 77170 250 2ol
A717t 2tz 581 091 FANteln B = 12 ¥ Al B3
ok 2y 2% 54le] EREE TA9] it Ry SR 43}
49 A4 IMC Qo7& FHAAL o) 71 &YYo AT 4Y &
SE& veac, AR gnelFeol o il tistol
FRge # ¢ ler] &8 Aoir|9 Agel wie} I YR
A g&e d S Atk YL WA deixt o 27180 E R
Ud sle 49e @ et 2d # 4 Ak 2714l
AE ¥4 1A} 2] overparametrizatione] |28 #43
& 2ol 2] A Eolth
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2 uate) 29& F33 Schur Yl § ALE3te} 2t 2 WS
Fagch AAY PHE AT 2245 29 € U A A
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