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& (Fm) & AY 3o Be Aotk bR AolMe 83
o2 E& ¥ 4 s|&o] s Brownian &%3 vjzT
Z 2 A 20 EH?’SM s dwsln, 3™ ME oy &
Alo] YHES =9 3t} 4-HAME o] S 37, 1S
Ao, ZA 'r°¥ Toll 383 A8 B8O Buf. wxuog
A2Y gozo AF WFE A BuAdi.

Brownian &% 1827d 3] 3% A&zl 2
E Bal% (Robert Brown) Wkalel o)ale] WA YT 1
T AanRgt 27158 @450 E&oA gHstA EE
o2 Aol EQ% 7, 71835t 1 & o] £%2
FIH o ATFHIUL, HHSUSL &F0lF o]ES 2
=it o] eyt £50] F83 Y| AAe 2
Aodde] B ARt B H2 2 deAx] g dHE o}
ol47E}Ql (Albert Einstein) Bl &3l 1 £59] AR
o] AFHAL 19 =gl HekUet &¥9 RE F
3 7hde] S0 UATH4, 5] vtEE T2A|A (Markov
Process)¢] 4%¢ Heb¢-Ugh 52 192349 =HE 9y
(Nobert Wiener) 2= ARl o3t & A&siA 8
Aoz Mol HL, T F o FL HY ZEAA
(Wiener Process)zti® E]$¢A 3t FofrMe B
bl 59 Alzk ulE-& WA 28 (White Noise) o]
gt AASA T EepeUgh S5 vES  F gleng
FEHoz A5 & yol= WA IR HEkguek &
Folet 2y Ao] upgAsi

Hepe Uk &5 npax Z2Ax & 7P $93
A 2ot} 6]. “]’5"—3 ZeMAe @AY dHute &
o] A7FA A7) (time evolution) & &=t o3l 1
Al A (sufficient statistics) & ¥ 4 U= 2835 A
A2 Qiet, vfEE BAak(diffusion) TEAAE WA S0

UHos Ted 87 HE wAAY ol 227 o
H AL Be Aade] B2 soln Yt

Bl A2e 23 fF M= Aol elaed @
% mean-square filtering ¥ t;.‘ olgtm & lon, 18
2 ZEAole] fEHQ WYL 509 FE 7ES) dAFE
LQG Aot} %L—’Fiiq LQG Alo] Wb & 7]&9 Aloj7] ¢
Aelo g2 t}E4 g9l plant uncertainty 9} sensor noise
2d& Rtk E3, o] WA= mHl g oo} gL
AY 284 vE Bg4ez Jehdn.

dx(t) = A(t) x(t) dt + B(t) u(t) dt + E(t) dw(t) (1
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9714 x(Ve A8 He, u(t)e 9448 98, wt)e 2
gh-USt &5, E{dw(t)} =0, E{dw dw"} =W dt ¢]t}.
LQG #43} BAle Z2E,

= f() (xTQx+u"Ru) dt

Aashshs Aol 1960dtie] full state A LQG A

T8 o5 f9 60x9] ddRTt AE Aer &
go] HAA, 70ddie] Doyle® output #3 AJA=]&
o2 Ze HHARE VM £ dde AL wASE.
4 4o}7+1979:d9) Doyle® Steine LQG/LTR o|ztald]
output HZ A HZH o2 full stated| 3 o] AL 5 &
& 7 e e AXEt AT Ee 1987300 = datuE,
A(t), B(t)5o] E3A48Y & & = 39 Hetule] (Pa-
rameter Robust) LQG o]&% Vgt 7].

HA ZEAE 7] HddAe oy HE S8 IFAE
ol Y1, o] AAE & A48 ok ok A
LQG Alol= HH gEA4ol9 3 FFolth ¢E HF &5
Aol ¥ o 2 = Minimal Cost Variance9} Risk-Sensitive
Aol & & itk LQG A7t ZAE o HF e
A8 17)= ¥HA, Minimal Cost Variance Alojs IAE
o HFo] dAY w I2E EAS Hassle Aotk
Risk-Sensitive A oj2t @& 19819} 4E(Whittle)o]] 2
2»oq2)7] AR sAEd o)A R cost

& g

cumulantse] A3 1§}° FAagsle Ae dAE A0
o8] 2y AFS oud fItolu} File] IAE
cumulant &&= EQ‘JE (moment) o] XY %Z§S A s}

< W $ Risk-Sensitive #|o] HPHolg} Y2 Aol 9
t}. 2822 LQG, Minimal Cost Variance #o}= Risk-
Sensitive A|oo] g Ao 2 2 2 9t} ujito] uhalm
Risk-Sensitive Aloj= LQG A o] }§ 9 ¥gslu Q=
FLHA o]Eojtt.

& ZHell B AFHL dE A FEAY Wyl
Risk-Sensitive #o]9} Mimimal Cost Variance Ao} Hh
& ta @ FE S A8 bgey d.

3.1 Risk-Sensitive |0

Risk-Sensitive A|o}=1973'd A o)< (Jacobson)ol] ¢
& AIZEHSIGY9]. 2= Linear Exponential Quadratic
Gaussian (LEQG) 38l 7]&9) LQG 9 e ZTA4H
A (1) 2 N2dlg BH8lD, ZAEE AJAHRG 449
LELEREEIE P

J Legc = exp (J)TZ oE exp

( Eofa (xTQx +u"Ru)dt + ‘é x T (4:) QF x(tp)) R

£ T2 23E i Atk dGU)H ov A ARt
(sign operator) o]1 EX expectation ©]t}. Full state
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feedbackoleh= 7h 3t AolFE2 tadt 22 Ao7)&
Tt

u(t)= —R'BTS(t)x(t)
o371M S(t) & 2l7tel A4 A Fheth.

-~ S =A"S+SA~S(BR'BT-cEWED)S+@Q

S(tp) = QF
EE, Ao]FEE 9 molA LEQG ol AY ol
7 Aol ke A A o] HEE ZAE &
L‘ Z

w s T

1 4

dg FHA BAE  ded, Faae 34 54
HY IAE 49 BHEZ ] Boe MY 2ie X

287 Aot B o] ZAE e dEZY (en-
tropy)9] & EFF2 EFUtH=A0] Doylegol oJ3te] ¥
&5 220t} nix|eto 2 Risk-Sensitived| ol ZAE g2
XS uESF dte FHAME 5 A

1976 dofl= Speyer7} output A8t A5 7HE 34, Q
7} TR e HE vt T4 output H%
FA= o|2kAIZE (discrete time) o] 7§ 1981 9ol 9
sle] I FWo) AAES T, o] W HE] Risk-Sensitive A
olgh goi7h ALgE%lth. A% A7H (continuous time) ©f 73
2. 198519 Bensoussan @ van Schuppen®] ¢js}e] 3|
Hol AAHAH[10].

Bensoussan® van Schuppen& A]A

S0 Uehyg,

9e ted ge

= (Fx + Bvydt + Gdw,
X0 =p9, ¥ =0,

1
dy= Hxdt + R % db,

o7)A x(t)= AE HE, v(O) & 98 HE, wit)& B
gty &%, E{ldw(t)} =0, E{dw dw"}=W dto|c}.

Ast gAlE ZAE,
J(v) =
E{,uexp [ f (xTQx+ v ' Nv)dt + (tp)Mx(t,.)] }
Aolth. 159 HAAA7E 71EY LQG
wope @ thge] Ao e gk
o' (1) =
o 7)) S(t) 9k ()<= ol o 27t A3 YA Ao A -3t

—N1BTS(t) 7(¢)

dvr= |F—PH'R'H+uPQ-BN 'BTS| 7dt
+PHTR 1y

S +S(F+uPQ + (FT +1QP)S
+Q~S(BN'BT — uPHTRT'HP)S=0

7 dgAole] ¥

AAZA

il
rlo

S(te) = L[ (1= nMP(te) " M+ MU= uP(tp) D]

T:(O)=#0.

npAgte 2 P(t)= JEHHE o SRS
Aol A i}

2, 459 g7

P ~-FP—-PF +P(H'RT'H— 2 0)P—GGT =0,

ALAI7E output A Risk Sensitive Aozl = B nE

A £ A dojulAo
t}, 1 o}t Risk-Sensitive #| o]l ’\1 Rlsk—Sensnwe A
FE o83l 7]&9 LQG Ao} #opd £ QJerng,
Risk-Sensitive Ajoj= LQG A|oj71& E3sle= ¥ 38
Al Ao]7)gt & 4 i}, 18]l Risk-Sensitive Ao 7]+
Risk-Sensitive A|017]9] Asi ATE AFHA A (rel-
ability analysis) ¥ & o] &3] ZAEQITH 11].

<2 9] Risk-Sensitive A7 /3ol digte] A7t AF3
12} 3tk Runolfsson& 1994do] AE Al A®l o)1l quad-
ratic ZAE L4 infinite horizon full state feedback Risk-
SensitiveFA| & &%t} =3 1+ Risk-Sensitive AJoj9}
AY ol &2 52 WA E (equivalence relation) 3Tt
o] 2efel 19951 11€¥¢] Bensoussan® “Finite Dimen-
sional Risk-Sensitive Control Problem”ol2} =%& Siam
Journal on Control and Optimizationo] L¥ stglil, #&
o] Fleming 3 McEneaney+=
trol on an Infinite Time Horizon” ]2t =2 2 F &4t}

—

“Risk-Sensitive Con-

3.2 Minimal Cost Variance H|0f

Minimal Cost Variance Alo]&= 196637 A1l (Sain) ol
ogte AlF EHYR, THHE o 2o| gk 4 i
[12]. Risk-Sensitive #|oj&= F8H3F cumulant& A}&3}4]
g Minimal Cost Variance Aloj& A|d £23 S % 7Y
9] cumulant (Ha## FAH) T ALLSCH AAE B4 5
Aoz Yyehd Jue=E{J}+y Var{J}7} Hr} Mlmmal
Cost Variance Aloj¢ ZAE g9 HFo] Fof & o
IAE tﬂ#_J B2Ae HasgiAt FAE g4 BALS

a7 W= A S 28 #8 (output-feed-
back) o] Sl&tT ] o] & A% u% HAHYol 3 =AU
[13].

A3} Liberty + 7§%$3% Minimal Cost Variance &
A& Fof 197184 ZEa. 122 535 Libertyst
Hartwigs ZAE 9 cumulantE& ARG oA A4lkste
e AT/EE et YRS 19923 BolA
oF o} Minimal Cost Variance £4)7} Risk-Sensitive |
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of #Hol U= A& EAHT}. Minimal Cost Vari-
ance A|o]9} Risk-Sensitive #|oje] 3| AEF HlEE ¥ 1
oA Z HajzEzg)

H 1. Minimal Cost Varianced|0{2} Risk-Sensitive
H|ojel S|AES| H|m.

Minimal Cost Variance #)|¢] Risk-Sensitive Ao}

[Sain] 1966

[Sain and Souza] 1968
[Sain and Liberty] 1971
1973 { Jacobson |
1974 [Speyer, Deyst, and Jacobson |
[Liberty and Hartwig] 1976 | 1976 [Speyer ]
1981 [ Whittle]
[ Kumar and van Schuppen ]
1985 [Bensoussan and van Schuppen ]
1990 [ Whittle]
[ Sain, Won, and Spencer | 1992
1993 [ Won, Sain, Spencer ]
1994 [ James, Baras, and Elliott ]
[Runolfsson |
[Won] 1995 { 1995 [ Bensoussan |

{Fleming and McEneaney ]

Minimal Cost Variance A|o1E LQG ¢} 7Z& A A~H

2 yepdh

dx(t) = A(t)x(t)dt + B(t)u(t)dt +E(t)dw(t)

a
i)

A7 x(V)& He HME], u()e 48 HH, w(t)= Bt
-4k &5, E{dw(t)} =0, E{dw dw'} =W dt o|]t}. 1]
1 LQG HH8 BAAY ZAE JE olgel zo] Fo

tt.
W . -
/= JU (x"Qx+ u"Ru) dt + x"(¢-) Qrx(ty)
2228 Minimal Cost Variance ¥4+ o] IAE 9| B,

E{J} = M,

o) oA g} o] FAES] 22

’

Jwv = VAR{ ] },

s
S BN
WA e 2 $4E 3 TrA,
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NESEZ A7) B ol Saindll ofste] 3}
AA Y A% Aorie FHioleA AF/LE HIU.
A Aol2= full-state FEE-9} output AZHS-7} 9
= HAY full state Ao 7|=

u(t,x) = —R'BT(M+ rV)x,

2 UepdF ok A7 M3V & olg o BlFtE /e
Al 4] L,
M+AM+MA-MBR'B'M
+y2VBR'BTV+ Q=0

V +ATV+ VA FAMEWETM
~MBR'B"V-VBR'BTM -2y VBR'BTV =0

agla AAZRDE Mt )8 otk d7lA e
Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman 41& #Af F3tAo]tt. Output
AGdFolle zad S8l sAwt H=g Hamiton-
Jacobi-Bellman A& F#8t= wbioz & Fa49n

[13].

Az, s slFelAs Ahe Agss AR Ao} o
7o} 288 A Fol otk AF Aol A7 684 72

(Zuk) BHALl 9jste] A& AZ T 72:d0]y HA of
£ (Yao) WA} Ao o]2& o] &3 AAH AFE &
A}t 5% (Soong) AFE 884 “State-of-the-Art Re-
view, Active Structural Control in Civil Engineering” ©]
& =FollA BAlY HE Ao AF F& tiate] A3
Zlestdn 14 ]

AES A% &84 o 4oz Yehz, Ade
Heeust $5o0=2 »dabd PID, LQG, Risk-Sensitive
Ao71%& HA AEY 25 AA8S At wekA A
Zlof o3t A& AT FEA] s a9E L7193

A o2 F3l Al 2w FE 3 2] A2W ALE 1996 19



= AFE MBS 59 gt} 1Eja AlEE oM A
A7 Fom 1y 39 2& Ao A sA "t
Y 38 AR AES 2 Aotk A Yo WAL &
SelA sto] A3 e g3E Y, FFE Ao
& YJEA7|L HFofolE] (actuator) & MA A& AF
& Ao gt

T8 3. Xzl AEshe HE Aol e 22

Aol dn A8 A LQG Alofrle 7180 Aoir|u
o #3A FE Aed Hol o1, HYe ofF] Ay &
o} 2t Risk-Sensitive #Jo]712} Minimal Cost Variance
Alol7]= HFH AEH I oA LQG Al Eet s
YT A -9 Ho] FcH 11,

e BEgA ] TF

A, 741A o] (robust control) £} 4¢] H. 7«1]0171,
A o]&, LQG, 281 Risk-Sensitive &840} 5
Te] ATHY FAl Az ddago] vreA|a &’l‘?} 04
AHE T AEAE aeEl 4 Ao, 59l 34E
of s|l~Ee|et FFE F o FHHYeE FHol B}
2HE BgAee B o su ek g
o g5} ohaz zad s gt ke AYE
oo zeial, gEAleld] 7MY Fask FRoz A4E
LQG, Minimal Cost Variance, ¥ Risk-Sensitive |9
tfate] dHatelnh. npoz #A) & 79 HE A
of #of 5o FEAo & e 1 HSk

dozr % v AnHe) FEAC] o2 30| B
A vl o714 A2" Minimal Cost Variance H]
ot} Risk-Sensitive 9

o

ol Hgal solf & Aozt &
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