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Abstract: This paper deals with structured singular value
and mixed sensitivity problem for robust perfarmance. We
derive the sufficient condition that mixed sensitivity problem
satisfies structured singular value in robust performance
problem. And we show the bound of perturbation between
structured singular value and norm of mixed sensitivity
functions.
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Fig. 2.1. General framework for the robust feedback
design problem.

B=a

d—bN———be

29 22 #4%8 #9Y dolojad
Fig. 2.2. Analyzed block diagram.
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Fig. 4.1. System with multiplicative output uncertainty
and performance weight Wa.
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