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Abstract— This paper deals with the problem of JZ. and
robust 7, control, via dynamic output feedback, of continuous
time Active Fault Tolerant Control Systems with Markovian
Parameters (AFTCSMP) subject to structured parameter uncer-
tainties. The above problematic are addressed under a convex
programming approach. Indeed, the fundamental tool in the
analysis is an LMI (Linear Matrix Inequalities) characteriza-
tion of dynamical compensators that stochastically (robustly)
stabilize the closed loop system and ensure 7%, and robust JZ.
constraints.

I. INTRODUCTION

Active fault tolerant control systems are feedback con-
trol systems that reconfigure the control law in real time
based on the response from an automatic fault detection
and identification (FDI) scheme. The dynamic behaviour of
active fault tolerant control systems (AFTCS) is governed
by stochastic differential equations (because the failures and
failure detection occur randomly) and can be viewed as a
general hybrid system[16]. A major class of hybrid systems
is jump linear systems (JLS). In JLS, a single jump process is
used to describe the random variations affecting the system
parameters. This process is represented by a finite state
Markov chain and is called the plant regime mode. The
theory of stability, optimal control and 5% /7%, control, as
well as important applications of such systems, can be found
in several papers in the current literature, for instance in [3],
(51, [6], [71, [8], [9].

To deal with AFTCS, another class of hybrid systems was
defined, denoted as active fault tolerant control systems with
Markovian parameters (AFTCSMP), two random processes
are defined: the first random process represents system
components failures and the second random process repre-
sents the FDI process used to reconfigure the control law.
This model was proposed by Srichander and Walker [16].
Necessary and sufficient conditions for stochastic stability of
AFTCSMP were developed for a single component failure
(actuator failures). In [10], the authors proposed a dynamical
model that takes into account multiple failures occurring at
different locations in the system, such as in control actua-
tors and plant components. The authors derived necessary
and sufficient conditions for the stochastic stability in the
mean square sens. The problem of stochastic stability of
AFTCSMP in the presence of noise, parameter uncertainties,
detection errors, detection delays and actuator saturation
limits has also been investigated in [10], [12], [13]. Another
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issue related to the synthesis of fault tolerant control laws
was also addressed by [11], [14], [15]. In [11], the authors
designed an optimal control law for AFTCSMP using the
matrix minimum principle to minimize an equivalent deter-
ministic cost function. The problem of %, and robust 72,
control (in the presence of structured parameter uncertainties)
was treated in [14], [15] for both continuous and discret
time AFTCSMP. The authors showed that the state feedback
control problem can be solved in terms of the solutions of a
set of coupled Riccati inequalities.

Convex analysis has shown to be a powerful tool to derive
numerical algorithms for several important control problems.
The first problematic we consider in this paper is the dynamic
output feedback stabilization (robust stabilization) of AFTC-
SMP affected by both plant components and actuator failures
(the same analysis can be done in the additional presence
of sensor failures). It is shown that the necessary and
sufficient conditions for the exponential (robust exponential)
stability in the mean square sense can be written in terms
of an LMI problem. Having obtained this result, we can
move on the control problems and write the dynamic output
feedback 57, and robust Z, control problems of continuous
time AFTCSMP in terms of LMI optimization problems.
The convex approach naturally leads to powerful numerical
algorithms to solve these problematic.

This paper is organized as follows: section II describes the
dynamical model of the system with appropriately defined
random processes. A brief summary of basic stochastic
terms, results and definitions are given in section III. Section
IV derives the necessary and sufficient conditions for the
stochastic (robust) exponential stability in the mean square,
and the LMI characterization of the dynamic compensators.
Section V and VI consider, respectively, the J#, and robust
. control problems for the output feedback system via
LMI optimization problems. Finally, a conclusion is given
in section VIL

Notations. The notations in this paper are quite standard.
The notation X > Y (X > Y, respectively), where X and
Y are symmetric matrices, means that X —Y is positive
semi-definite (positive definite, respectively); I is the identity
matrix; &{-} denotes the expectation operator with respect
to some probability measure P; L2[0,0) stands for the space
of square-integrable vector functions over the interval [0, oo);
|| - || refers to either the Euclidean vector norm or the matrix
norm, which is the operator norm induced by the standard
vector norm; || - ||, stands for the norm in L?[0,c0); while
| - |ls denotes the norm in L*((Q,.#,P),[0,%)); (Q,.Z,P)
is a probability space.
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II. DYNAMICAL MODEL OF AFTCSMP WITH
PARAMETER UNCERTAINTIES

The system under normal operation (¢) can be described

by:

(1) = Cox(1) + Daw(1) (1)
%o (t) = C1x(t) + Dru(t)

{x(z) = (A+AA( V)x(t) + Bu(t) + Ew(t)
¢:

-

where A € R™", Be R™", E ¢ R, C; € RP*", Cy € RT*",
Dy e RP*", Dy e R?*™, x(t) € R" is the system state, u(t) €
R” is the system input, y(z) € R? is the system measured
output, z..(t) € R? is the controlled output, w(z) € R™ is the
disturbance input which belongs to L?[0,c) and AA(t) is
a real, time-varying matrix function representing a norm-
bounded parameter uncertainty. For the synthesis of the
control action u(z), we introduce a dynamical compensator
(¢.) of the form:

v(t) =Acv(t) + Bey(t

@ {u((t)) = CCVEZ; " @

where A, € R"™", B, ¢ R™4, C. € R"™".

In this paper, we will consider that the system is subject to
both plant components and actuator failures. The random
changes affecting plant components are represented by a
homogeneous Markov process &£(7) with the finite state
space Z={1,2,...,z}, and the random changes that occur in
actuators are represented by another homogeneous Markov
process 1(f) with the finite state space S = {1,2,...,s}. In
practice, these random variations are not directly measurable
but rather can only be monitored by an FDI scheme. Let
y(t) denote the state of the FDI process which monitors the
states &(¢) and n(¢) of the random processes describing the
failures. The process y/(¢) is a finite state stochastic process
whose random behaviour is conditioned on the failures
processes states 1(¢) and &(z). The state space of the FDI
process W(t) is also finite and is denoted by R = {1,2,...,r}.
In AFTCS, we consider that the control law is only a function
of the mesurable FDI process y(z). Therefore, the linear
AFTCSMP with parameter uncertainties can be described
as:

() =[A(E()+AA(E(t
@4 (1) = Cox(t) + D2 (§ (1), n (1)) w(2)
2eo(t) = Crx(t) + D1 (N () u(y (1), w(r),1) )

@

where A(G(1)), B(n(t), E(5(1),n(1)), Da((t),n(r)),
Di(n(t)), Ac(y(2)), Be(y(1)) and Cc(y(z)) are properly
dimensioned matrices which depends on random param-
eters, AA(E(¢)) represents the norm-bounded parameter
uncertainty for each £(r) =i € Z and z.(t) belongs to
L*((Q,.7,P),[0,)) ie.

I 2 lley= (f{ | wz:u)zm(t)dt}

1/2
< oo,

DIx(0)+B(n(0)u(y (), w(0),)+E(E (), n(1))w()
()

The system ¢ coupled with ¢, can be written as follows:

) +AAG )] x (1) +E(S (1), n (1), w(e))w(t)
2

144
Dy (&(1),n(1))w(t)

JF

®)

Cin(@),y(1)) =( & Dim@)Ce(w(1) )
A. The FDI and the Failure Processes

&(t), n(¢) and y(¢) being homogeneous Markov processes
with finite state spaces, we can define the transition proba-
bility of the plant components failure process as [13], [16]:

pij(At) = mjAt +o(At) (i# )
pi(At) = 1= Y mjAt+o(Ar)  (i=j) (6)
i

The transition probability of the actuator failure process is
given by:

P (Ar) = v At +0(At) (k#1)
pik(At) =1— T vyAr+o(Ar)  (k=1) @
i

where m;; is the plant components failure rate, and vy is
the actuator failure rate. Given that & =k and 11 = [, the
conditional transition probability of the FDI process y(¢) is

PRI (Ar) = Al AL+ o(r) (i #v)
P =1— S Al A +o(Ar)  (i=v) ®
i#v

Here, l,-’ff represents the transition rate from i to v for the
Markov process y(t) conditionedon E =k€Zand n=1€S.

B. The Model of Parameter Uncertainties

To study the robust stabilization (and the robust 7%
control) of the uncertain AFTCSMP, we will assume in this
work that the admissible structured parameter uncertainties
have a norm bounded uncertainty (NBU) form. This is the
most adopted form in robust stability analysis [13]. In this
form, the admissible structured parameter uncertainties are
modelled as:

AA(E(1)) = H(E()F(E(1)G(E(1)) ©)

where H(E(r)) € R™Pe, F(E(t)) € RP«*9v and G(E(1)) €
R H(&E(t)), G(E(t)) are known constant matrices, and
F(&(z)) is a Lipschitz measurable matrix function satisfying
the condition

FI(EW0)F(E(1) <1y, Ve >0,6() =i€Z (10)

For notational simplicity, we will denote A(&(r)) = A;,

H(S(1)) = Hi, F(§(1)) = Fi and G(§(1)) = G; when §(r) =
i€Z,B(n(r))=B; and D;(n(r)) =Dij when n(t) = j €S,
E(E(1),n(1)) = Eij and Dy(§(1),n(2)) = Da;j when 5 t) =
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i€eZn() =j€S and A(y(t)) = A, Be(y(t)) = Ba,
Cc(y(r)) = Cq when y(r) =k € R. We also denote x(¢) = x;,
V() = Y1y 2eo(t) = 2o, w(t) = wr, §(t) =&, n(t) =0y,

y(t) = v and the initial conditions x(fp) = xo, &(19) = &,

n(to) = Mo and y(t) = yo.
III. BASIC DEFINITIONS

Under the assumption that the system (¢) coupled with
(¢.) satisfies the global Lipchitz condition, the solution y; de-
termines a family of unique continuous stochastic processes,
one for each choice of the random variable ). The joint
process {x:,&, N, W} is a Markov process.

For system (5), when the uncertainties are equal to zero for
all + > 0, we have the following definitions
Definition 1 System (5) is said to be

(i) stochastically stable (SS) if there exists a finite positive
constant K(xo,&o,No, Wo) such that the following holds
for any initial conditions (Xo,&o,No, Wo):

o@{/ow | Wr} < K (00,10, ¥0) an

(ii) internally exponentially stable in the mean square sense
if it is exponentially stable in the mean square sense for
wy = 0, ie. for any &y, Mo, Yo and some y(&o, Mo, Vo).
there exists two numbers a > 0 and b > 0 such that when
lxoll < (&0, Mo, Wo), the following inequality holds V't >
to for all solution of (5) with initial condition ¥:

E{llxl?} < blixol*exp[—alt —10)]. (12)

Definition 2 System (5) is said to be

(i) robustly stochastically stable (RSS) if there exists a finite
positive constant K(xo,&o, Mo, Wo) such that the condi-
tion (11) holds for any initial conditions (X0, &o, Mo, Wo)
and for all admissible uncertainties.

(ii) internally robustly exponentially stable in the mean
square sense if it is robustly exponentially stable in the
mean square sense for w, =0, i.e. for any &y, No, Yo and
some Y(&y, Mo, Wo), there exists two numbers a > 0 and
b > 0 such that when || xo|| < y(&o, M0, Wo), the condition
(12) holds Nt > to for all solution of (5) with initial
condition Yo and for all admissible uncertainties.

Lemma 1 [13] Let G, M, N be real matrices of appropriate
dimensions. Then, for any y > 0, and for all the functional
matrices satisfying M7 (t)M(t) < I, we have

2xT PGM (t)Nx < yx" PGGT Px + (1/7)x" NT Nx. 13)

IV. STOCHASTIC STABILIZATION

In this section, we will first derive a necessary and
sufficient condition for the internal exponential (robust
exponential) stability in the mean square of the system
(5), and then we will give an LMI characterization of
dynamical compensators (¢.) that internally stabilize
(robustly stabilize) the closed-loop system in the mean
square sense.

Proposition 1: a necessary and sufficient condition for
internal exponential stability in the mean square of the
system (5) is that there exist symmetric positive-definite

matrices P, i€ Z, j €S and k € R such that

A,,sz,k +PjAij+ Y TnPuje + X VirPak+ Z%\VPUV <0 (14
hez les VeR
heti [y vk

VieZ, j€ S and k € R, where

1~\,-jk:A,-jk70.51 2ﬂfh+2Vj]+2)L,ii (15)
heZ les vER
heti oy vtk
Proof See [1]. ]

Proposition 2 gives a LMI characterization of dynamical
compensators (@) that internally stabilize the closed-loop
system in the mean square sense.
Proposition 2: a necessary and sufficient condition for in-
ternal exponential stability in the mean square of the system
(5) is that the following matrix inequalities

AijiYije+ YAl kaBT +B;Fiji

Riju(Y)"

Rij(Y)

0 16
Sij(Y) = (10

A,'Tiji e+ XijeAi+C1 H,~§k +HipCo+ Y mnXnjx + 2,V Xk

heZ leS

h#i I#j
+ Y 40X <0 (7)

vER

v£k

Yip 1

>0 18
[ I Xk } a®

where

Rijk = [R1;jx, R2;jx, R3jx]

Rl = [ailYijkv~~~ai(i—l)Yijk>ai(i+1)Y11k~~~'~,aizYijk]
R2iji = [Bj1Yijics--Bjcj—1)Yijie: By 1) Yijis - BjsYiji ]
R3;jx = [YklYijk-,*--Yk(k—l)yijkvVk(k+1)Yi_jk7---v'ykryi_/k}
o = /T B = Vit ta =\ M

Sijk = —diag[Sl,,k732,]k,S3ijk]

Slijk:[Yljka Y(z l)/ka(Hrl)/kv---\Y' ]
82k = [Yitks s Yij— 1)k Vi 1)is -+o» Yisk]
S31ﬂ\—[ ijls.- Yl/(k 1)s t/(k+l)7 l]r]
Aije = A; 0512n,h—0512vﬂ—0512,1
heZ
h#i l#] L;ék

VieZ, jeSand k€R.
have feasible solutions X; —X]k, Y,jk Y]k, H;j, and Fjj.
The corresponding compensator (¢.) is given by

Acije = Xije =)™ [A~1Tfk + XijuAijuYiji + XijuBFijr + HijuCaYiji

ijk
(znlhyh/k + Zvﬂ m Z}LJZYW ) tﬂ»} z]k
h#t I;éj v#k

+051( S mn+ T v+ 3 A) (19

hezZ les VER

h#i 1#j v#k
Beijk = (Y,»;kl —Xiji) " Hije (20)
C(:ijk = Ft/kY,]k 2N
Proof see [1]. |

Remark 1 (Perfect FDI performance assumption) In this
case, the FDI process is assumed to be able to instan-
taneously detect and always correctly identify failures. In
addition if we do not take into account the location and
the nature of the faulty components, then the two failure
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processes and the FDI process will share the same state
space. This situation is similar to the one considered by JLS.
Inci[%eid, in this case, proposition 2 reduces to a result obtained
in [6].

The following proposition gives a necessary and sufficient
condition for internal robust exponential stability in the mean
square sense for the system (;)).

Proposition 3: a necessary and sufficient condition for
internal robust exponential stability in the mean square of
the system (5) is that there exist symmetric positive-definite
matrices F;j; and some positive constants ¥;, i € Z, j € S and
k € R such that

AlPje+ Pighije+ Y, TinPaje+ 2 VirPuk+ 2 A Py

hez ies veR
hti oy vtk
+YiPiiDiPj+ (1/7)K; < 0 (22)

VieZ, je S and k €R.
Where: D;=HAH!, H= Hi },

O py
and: k,' = G;»r(_;,', G,’ = [ Gi Oqan ]

Proof The proof of this proposition follows essentially the
same lines as in [2]. |
Proposition 4 gives a LMI characterization of of dynami-
cal compensators (@) that internally robustly stabilize the
closed-loop system in the mean square sense.

Proposition 4: a necessary and sufficient condition for
internal robust exponential stability in the mean square of
the system (5) is that the following matrix inequalities

Oijk YiuGl Rip(Y)
G —l 0 [<o (23)

Rip(Y)" 0 Sije(Y)

0k XijH;
{ H X (1w | <° @9
[ Y"If'k Xf/k } >0 25)
where
Oijk = AijYij + YijkA,‘]j“k + F,»;;(B,Z +B,Fj + yH;H!

Gijk = A{,‘kXijk +XijkA~ijk + CzTngk +LijxCo -
+(1/WGTGi++ 3 maXnju + 3 ViXak + X A2 Xijy

heZ les veER
heti I#] o

VieZ, jeSand k€eR.

. . T T
have feasible solutlons.Xijk = Xijk, Yiik = Yl.jk', L,'J:k, Fjx and
¥; > 0. The corresponding compensator () is given by

-1
Beije = (Y

i

—Xij) " Lijk (26)

Caijic = Fijn¥ @7

i

X! + (T ma¥l + Yvav! + ¥ a0v5)
heZ leS

Acije = Xip =Y )™ {A?jk + Xk Ai Vi + XijeBFiji + LijkCaYijk

VER
hi I#] vk
+(1/1)GF G )Y ¥l + OSI(% mat 3vy+ Shy) @
€Z es VE

hti I#] £k

Proof The proof of this proposition follows the same argu-
ments as for the proof of proposition 2. ]
Remark 2 It is obvious that the inequality (23) is linear on
Y;ik, Fijx and y;, while the inequality (24) is linear on X;j,

Liji and (1/7), but (23) and (24) are not jointly linear on
Y; or (1/%). A possible approach to dealing with the three
LMIs in proposition 4 is to first solve the LMI (23) for Y;,
Fijx and ¥, and then use the obtained Y;j; and ¥ to solve the
LMIs (24)-(25) for X;j; and L;j.

V. %, CONTROL

In this section, we deal with the design of controllers that
stochastically stabilizes the closed-loop system and guaran-
tees the disturbance rejection, with a certain level p > 0, in
a convex optimization framework. Mathematically, we are
concerned with the LMI characterization of the dynamical
compensators @, that stochastically stabilizes the system (5)
and guarantees the following for all w € L2[0,0):

/2

oo 1/2 ]
oo = { [t} < 1 B -+atn o) @9)

where (1 > 0 is a prescribed level of disturbance attenuation
to be achieved and a(yo,&,Mo, Wo) is a constant that
depends on the initial conditions (o, o, Mo, Wo)-
Proposition 5 If the system (5) is internally exponentially
stable in the mean square sense, then it is stochastically
stable.

Proof Since the system (5) is internally exponentially stable
in the mean square sense, it follows from proposition 1 that
there exist symmetric positive-definite matrices Pij, i € Z,
j €S and k € R such that

;\iTjkPijk + P+ Y, TP+ O VitPa + Zl/f{,Pi_/u =EZ;x <0 (30)
hez les vER
hti I#] vk
VieZ, jeSand keR.
It is easy to show that there exists o > 0, such that
Eijk + OCPi%k <0. 31
VieZ, jeSand keR.
Let us consider the quadratic stochastic Lyapunov function

S, & w) = x,TP(énnn W) X (32)
Then
LY w) =1 {E(énnnwf)}xt+21,TP(5nnmm)E(ét,nr,szgvéj

Using lemma 1, it follows from (33) that

LY, & W) < _XtTr<§t1ntaWt)XI
+ o W E& v E (& e, yi)we
(34

where

r(éhnhvll):_E‘(élvnhu[l‘)_apz(ghnhwl) (35)
From Dynkin’s formula, we have

EL3(xr, Er e, wr) } — (%0, 0, Mos Yo)
T
—s{ [ 200 &eneverar

T
< ‘g{/() xZF(EnnnWr)%ff”}
T _ _
+ofloﬁ{/0 W:E(énnrvW‘C)TE(g‘hn‘hWT)W‘[dT}
T
< ﬂf{ /0 AminT(Ex, e, o) x T xfdf}

T
+or'£>{ / xmax(é(éf,m,%)TE(éf,nr,wf))wardr} (36)
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From (36), we get The 2, constraints (39) can be rephrased in LMI form.
' o ) o N This is illustrated by proposition 7, which gives a LMI
711120{(90 {xr P&r.nr,yr)xr} min {AminT(0, . 6)} & { /0 e %T‘”” characterization of output feedback dynamical compensators
_ oo that stochastically stabilize the AFTCSMP and ensures
< {2 PG vt} + o man {7 mk)E(i,j,k)}cf[ [ wiwfdr} g”gz ¥ ST ’
3 Proposition 7 The %, constraints (38) are equivalent to
From (37), and knowing that & [x/ P(&, 1, y;)x:] >0 and  (42)-(46)

. 2 . . B
x( ) € L*[0,00), then the system (5) is stochastically stable. b (¥4 DyER)T  Rip(Y)
oys . . .. . (CyY; ijk +D1,F,/k) <0 (44)
Proposition 6 If there exist symmetric positive-definite ma- Ria(V)" 0 S, (Y)
trices Pjx, i € Z, j € S and k € R such that ik ik
N X - T - - 0 T él" XiiEii+ LijxDoij
AlPyje+ PijAije+Clje’ Crje+ 1 21’ij{<?ijkEijk Pijk [ (XijkEijJrZ,‘szij)T (Xij Luzljk 2ij) } <0 (45)
+ X TaPuje+ X VitPau+ X Al Pijy = Tijg <0 (3%)
hez leS VER Y I
it 14 vk [ a X } >0 (46)
VieZ, jeS and k€R.
Fhen the sy'stem (5) (when the uncertainties are equal to zero)  yhere
is stochastically stable and satisfies _ . - -
) d_’ijk:f}ijkﬁijrﬁjkAuﬁE,kB +BjFj+ T EGE
| 2o lley <[22 | w113 +x3 P(Eo, 0, wo) 0] '~ (39) 0; jk —A,/kX,,k + X pAiji +CT Ll/k+L,,kC2
. - - - - . +cTc+an +2vx +z Xijv
Proof Since CljkTCljk + ‘Ll_zpijkE,'jkEijkTP,'jk >0, it follows ! hEnIk s R !
.. .. / i I j
from (38) and proposition 1, that the system (5) is internally 17& #J v#
exponentially stable in the mean square sense. Using propo- Vi€ Z, j€ S and k € R.
sition 5, it follows that (5) is stochastically stable. The corresponding compensator (¢.) is given by
Let us kno.w prove t.hat (39) is verified. We begin by defining Bui = (¥ - ) L (47)
the following function
T Ceiji = Fp¥7! (48)
Sr= (@{ /0 (2L 2ot — 2w wi] dr} (40) e
Then, to prove (39), it suffices to establish that Acijp = Ko =Y ;)™ {Af/k+X,v,va,v/kY,','k + Xk BjFiji + LijkCaYijn
oo 1 145k 1j z]k ijkLij ijk2if
oo < 20 P(E0: 0, Y0) X0 +C1 (€Y +D )ﬂl (X Eij + LijeD2i))
i 1
Let a quadratic stochastic Lyapunov function as defined in (2””' hjk +2Vf’ i+ Zlka‘f‘ ) ’f"] Yijk
(32), then: h#f l#/
_ )
L0 &) = 2 (E(E M)} 2+ 22 PEr VO E G ol ,,EZZ””‘IZSV”IZRA @
41) h#i I#j v#k

adding and subtracting & { fOT.,S” (s &1y l,u,)dt} to (40),

we get Proof The proof of this proposition follows essentially the

) same lines as for the proof of Proposition 2. ]
Jr=¢ { / x, E(&, 0 v) +Ci(nw)' € (n,,wz)])a Remark 3 As for the internal stochastic stabilization prob-
o PG WOE (8, W) E (& e wi) T P& W) 20 lematic, if we make the assumption of perfect FDI perfor-

mance and if we do not take into account the location and
s the nature of the faulty components (this situation is similar
(we = 2E (&, y0) T P(& 1, ll/t)xt)dt / LY, & wi)d } to the one considered by JLS) then proposition 7 reduces to

—‘p{/ Xr ‘:1777/7%)]7& ( —u E(ét,m V/t) (éhﬂh‘Vt)Xt)T result obtained in [6].

— *(wy —11725(@77%II/t)TP(émntﬂI/t)Xr)T

VI. ROBUST %, CONTROL
(we—pu~ E(ét-,nt-,wt) (énﬂnll’t)lt)d’ / ZLY( xhéz,nz,wz)dt}

(42) In this section, we investigate the robust 72 control
of AFTCSMP subject to structured parameter uncertainties
((NBU) uncertainties). It is shown that the above problematic

E 0, Er e, wr) Y — (o, Eo, Mos Vo) { / LOE, M, wr)dt can be recast as a convex optimization problem characterized
43y by LMI, providing thus a characterization of output feedback

Since TI(&,n,,v) <0 and &{O(xr,ér,nr,wr)} > 0, it dynamic compensators that robustly stochastically stabilize
follows from (42) and (43) that the AFTCSMP and ensures (39) for all admissible uncertain-

ties.
<
S = 0(00:50,M0, ¥0) Proposition 8 If the system (5) is internally robustly expo-
Which yields Z.. < XoT P(&, M0, Wo)xo- Hence the proof is  nentially stable in the mean square sense, then it is robustly
complete. B stochastically stable.

From Dynkin’s formula, we have
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Proof The proof of this proposition follows the same argu-
ments as for the proof of Proposition 5. ]
Proposition 9 gives sufficient conditions for the robust .72,

control problem.

Proposition 9 If there exist symmetric positive-definite ma-
trices P;j; and some positive constants ¥, i € Z, j € S and
k € R such that

- ~ I _ - o _
AL+ PjeAije+Crie Crjg+ 1> PiEgErjic: Prjic + VP DiPj
+7 'K+ Y mnPuje+ D VirPa+ X AP <0 (50)

heZ les veR
heti I£j vk

VieZ, je S and k €R.
then the system (5) is robustly stochastically stable and
satisfies

1/2
2o Ny < [12 1w 13 28 P (00, wo)z0] /2 1)

for all admissible uncertainties.

Proof The proof of this proposition follows the same lines
as for the proof of Proposition 6. ]
We will now give a LMI characterization of output feedback
dynamical compensators (¢.) that robustly stochastically
stabilize the AFTCSMP and ensures (51) for all admissible
uncertainties.

Proposition 10 The constraints (50) are equivalent to (52)-
(54

Yiji (Y +D1iFp)" YipGl Rip(Y)
(C1Yjx + Dy jFiji) -1 0 0 “0
G[Y,'jk 0 —}','1 0
Rij(Y) 0 0 Sij(Y)
(52)
Q;jk (XijkEij + LigDa2ij)  XipHi
(XijiEij + LijtDaij)" —u*l 0 <0 (53)
HiTXijk 0 —(1/y)1
Yig 1
[ IJ Xiji } >0 (54)
where

Yk = AijYi+ Yijkfiz;-k +F$kBJT +BjFij+ #72EijE,v_T,v + yHHT
Qiji = AL Xij +XijAije + G LTy + LiCo )
+CTC1 + (1/’)/,)GITG, + Z n-ihthk + z leXilk + z A,Z,X,'_,'V
heZ les veER
ni oy vk
VieZ, jeS and k €R.
The corresponding compensator (¢.) is given by
Beiji = (Yf;'k] — X)Ly (55)
Ceiji = Fie¥y (56)
Acijie = (Xije =Y )™ [ AL+ XijpAijYijk + Xije B Fyji+ LinCaYij

+¥iXiwHiH] +CT (C1Yiji+DijFij) + b2 (XijuEij + LijgDaif)

+ (St + Tvika! + SAIYL + (/1G] G ) Y| ¥
leS VER

heZ
heti >y vk
+0.51(2n:,-h+2vﬂ+ 27(412{,) 57
heZ leS VER

i I vk

Proof The proof of this proposition follows the same
arguments as for the proof of Proposition 2. ]

VII. CONCLUSION

This paper has introduced an LMI approach to the 7%
and robust %, control for linear uncertain continuous time
AFTCSMP under a dynamic output feedback control. We
have derived some linear matrix inequalities whose solutions
indicate the achievability of the desired control problems;
i.e. we have shown that the 7. and robust .7, control
problematic can be recast as a convex optimization problem
under constraints of LMIs which can be solved effectively
using the recently developed LMI tool. Then, based on these
LMIs, we have given a simple procedure to construct the
required output feedback stabilizing controllers.
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