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1. #%

7T NVHERECHIER (MRACS) 28R T 27- 021, HIENROTHILE (B/IMI
FR) TN SRy, ZIGEIGHEZEESHIEN RO S 2HET 2mE NI RE
BEDDIC, MFREALZELBADTFEET 2 LFHEBCARZELBOREL CHIEROE
EESREIEI NS TH S (Goodwin et al. (1980), Landau and Lozano (1981), Goodwin
and Sin (1984)). Z D & 5 R ATIREMAGEGERER TIE 2 IE CRIBE L 1372 5 2 0nDs, BB
MREBWTIIRELFHRIE 22, ¥ SEBIEHERTIE, b L OEGRERIR/IMIMER
TH-o>Th, BERE-NVFE2EL CEHBEEREILT 2 LIERIMIBERICE 2BEBH L2005 TH
3, FCEGRRFEREO & X SR 2 R LOX&RE, > 7V v IREEE2EL UTHE
HEEET 2 L, TRECTEAPHEET L2 e8monT w3 (Astrom et al. (1983)), Bl E
D Z & & 0B IR/ MR W U T FNVAREEEICEER 2B T 2 FE RT3
Z D, BILHHEERORED 1 DI TWVS,

IR LT, KETREEY 7Y 7 DFE (Chammas and Leondes (1978a, 1978b),
Araki and Hagiwara (1983), Kaczorek (1985), Lozano (1989), Ortega and Kreisselmeier
(1990)) %> T, FEFR/IMIAMEREFER N L T 7 VREREGHEIR 2HER T 2 Fke
DVTIRND, ZOFHEOEEIE, ZEYV V7V T IRESSEE7 4 —RNv 22k > T, #l
ERROBIEZ T TR BALVBBEEBRCLIOSTCEHCHEET A2 LB TELHATHS.
o TRLERELAPFLELTY, ANO—FREFREERIEL k535, #EICH L E 7T IVEREH]
HPEHTE 5, XEOHBHRELUTCRT, 23R ROMERE LFHEBERNE5 2 ETHARNT,
HAEIBTHEY V) v I7RORBFTEE2E52 5, FAETIORRARFE-TCHEY
Vo ZTREISAE7 4 — Ry 72O E T VERKHBIZ OWTERY S, 2ZTRET
ETNVIERHERO—BEN 2 E L L, RCEEY « — ¥ Ny 7 OEERERB IR 505
BECEm e RET 5, 85 BETIEHHIENRISKRAMOBE I, 4 ETRDLFiEE B CHEIGH
BREEKT 2, SBEFTOBRBTY VI VARCDABED LB T 7 VRS ICH
ROWED, BEREFRIER/IMIERIC OV T ORI S, ZHIEHIRL TY > 7V Dz
FOACEB LBEGSE6ETRT. il B TETREAFEOMES L LT, ANMBREE
R 2BERNBERond Iy, ZRIZHENHAODOY Y A VEBIOIRERHET 22 %
BREL, 20X REEE2BET 2 1 FERRODVWTIHRRS, SETR TETRELL-FEDE
Btz H U7V EROIRE S BURES TRIET 5. RBICEIETERREDNS,

i



22 HEME B4 B1E 1994

2. MER®E
PUITwrR3 1 AN 1 B ESRRSRE R 2 HIENR T 5,
2.1) Y()=G(s)u(t)=exp(—s7)- Go(s)u(t)

72720 Gols) B ax— L BFEEERK T, r 3B THh3, siEEME, 21 RTE
bEN RO ED THEE S Loy 7l (yGT): i=0,1,2,...) &, EFZ0—KE
Rz BEES (BA) {w(T): i=0,1,2,...} CEAMICERIEZILTHEET S,

(2.2) y(iT) — yu(iT), (i = )

OX S RREREL 20w, BE R EEES OV Y PV T CHER RO A S 2
Bt L T Fig. 1 10T & 5 2 BEEESEAIER 2R T 3. 20 L 2 ONROBESERE 7 ViR
RDE S5,

(2.3) y(iT)=Gr(2)u(iT)

24) Gr()=(1- 2z { )]

PR ULBS FI5AEHTHY, Ze 37V BB T O 288 TH5, Lol GG)
DOFIFRED 2 RELETY > 7Y B T /NS Wk 812, 2 OFETER S h - B
EFNEBOCTREEREADREET S22 L0852 (Astrom et al. (1983)). 2Dk 3 BEEI
IRBEHAZREE L S5 T VERERIEZEHE T %V (Goodwin et al. (1980), Landau and
Lozano (1981), Goodwin and Sin (1984)).

FWTRULED XS 2REICEEL T, TLEEHOBEEZEH Sz, Hhoyr 7
VY 7BE T XL TARE Thm (m=2) & CBEEfb+ 258y 7Y v /7 HR%
HH3 5 (Fig.2). 20 &> BHEROBERD b L CAHDOEFMELHES 208 5 BWIHHIZ A
TIEERL, BRI E TVEREEZFRT 2, 272 LABTEZES R TEEZ LoE,
Tim Ze & LT 2A0E, T ZEOBERES (BREREICEL 2 REBRS &40) #210
LT3,

- i) i
»V“’,/'\ymn ¥ | yei+1)
'¥ \
u(i+1) I ui(i+1)
y(i—1) u(id) v(i—=1) 1 u2(1)
l uz(i*l)
u(i—1) ui(i—=1) y u(2) uls)
—
u3(i—1) 1| |
/373|773 ]
_ N
(-1HT iT 7+ T -7 iT G+ T

Fig. 1. Usual sampling. Fig. 2. Multirate sampling (m =3).
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3. BEYT) L ITROEHR
G(s) DXREE #w LT, S ui2RODEICEET 3.
1) NT=mr tix? &5 BBHRN20) PEETLLEIE

(3.1) n=n.
2) FhHor iz
(3.2) n=n+1.

HGEREROAEI B > 7Y VIR T/m TEBEDOHE (Fig. 1) CHEEEEA L&D

HEE IR (REBZERIRI) % (4, b6, ¢,D) (AER™", b, cER”, D(integer)=>0) L3 5,
(3.3) 2T (I —A)'0=GCrm(2)

7L DY > 7Yy TR Tim OMEEME T Vv R ZEETH Y (D=[/(Tm)]),

Grim(z) 1 (24) RTCEEEINS, THLFg20FEBY>7) v I7REUTOLI CEDb S
na.

(34) x,-+1=ij+buj_u ]:0, l, 2,
(3.5) Vin=C"%in 1=0,1,2,...
72720
(36) . x,—Ex(%), uﬁtt(%), ym=y(iT)
ThHs. Hol»T TEHI LOREEHK, £, BIUHEREFES%:
(3.7 X()=x(iT)=%m, y(@)=y(iT)=yim, yu()=yu(iT)
DI B L, (34), 35) RHGL TRABELNS,
(3.8) XG+D)=A"XGE)+B™U(im— D)
(3.9) y()=c"X(2)
272U _
(3.10) B™=[A™p, A™ %, ..., Ab, b]
(3.11) U(im—D)E[uz‘m~D, Uim—D+1, ...,u'im70+m71]’r
THd, ZITRAEWLTER I (d=21) L K I<K<m) PEET LI LEHT 3.
(3.12) D=(d—1)m—K+1
EX%E 311 KeffAT 3L
(3.13) U(im— D) =[t(i—ta-1ym+ k-1, Uti=(d=1)ym+ K} ++vy UGi—(d=1)ym+m—1,
Ui—(d-2)ymy U(i—(d=2))m+1y esy u(i~(d—2))m+x—z]T
282, SOWRANTERD LS CKRELT B L
(314) uk(i)E Uim+ k-1 (kzl, /A m)
(3.15) U(tm—D)=[ux(i—(d—1)), ux:(i —(d—1)), ..., un(i =(d —1)),

wi(i —(d —2)), u(i—(d —2)), ..., uxk1(i —(d —2))]”
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%Mfﬁlsdgé(s.s), (3.9), (3.14), B EHUTD X > & m A7 {w(d), ..., un()} /1 HF7 {v(D)}
DGR ERBRT I ENTE S,

K—-1 m

(3.16) y()=A(z)y()+ Z Bu(z Nuuli—(d —1)+ 2 Bz )uli—d)
72l 2y 7 bARv—7% (2y()=y(i+1)) THY

(3.17) Az Y=z '+ +az"=1—2z""det (z] —A™)

(318) Bh(Z—l)Ebk1+ bk22_1+“'+bkn2—(n_l)

: =z " DeTadj(zl — A™) AKX 1-%p, (1<k<K-1)
(319) BL(Z_I)Ebn+bzzZ_l+"'+b1nZ_(n_l)
=z " VeTadj(zl — A™)A™ K, (K<i1<m)

TH 5.

4. BEY T TIZED  ®FIELEHIH

FETEHENRSERTH 2 LREL T, ZEF V7Y ¥ 7 2FA LT 7 VERHIER
DRRRIEIC DTl g,

BYIWHEY > 7Y v T CEISART 4 —F Ny 7HEAO—REEEL, A#M7 4 —F
Ny ZHIBIERD LS wkRbE B,

w1 un(D)=Gr(zDo(i-1), (1<k<K-1)
’ u()=Gz")v(7), (K<i<m)
7272 LEIERGL(2) (1<k<m) 7
(42) Gk(Z_l) =gko+gk12_1 + .- +gkngz_"g, (0 < Ng < 00)

BRAZWET 2 LS ICRES NS,

(4.3) 31 Gala)Balza =1
72 0(2) BUTFOLES L TERSINEEETH S,

(4.4) L(z)v()={1—Au(z")}yu(i+d)— D(z )y (i)
ZZiw L(z™), D(zY)

(4.5) Lz )=1+hz"+++ lgmz7 4V

(4.6) Dz Y)=dy-+diz7 '+ -+ dp127 "V
13X @ Diophantine HREADETH Y,

(4.7) (1- A"V L(z ) +279D(z")={1-Au(z"")}
{1—Au(z™)} ZEE®D Hurwitz FTERTH 5.

(4.8) {1-AuED}=1—amz = —amz ™"

ETNVERGIEIEZER T2 A7 4 — F vy 7ML T, ROEHEPF SN S,

THEOREM 1. &I (3.8), (3.9), (3.14), (3.15) :&IfEA] (4.1)~(4.8) wBWT, (4.3) &K
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EWMET 5HER Gz (1<k<m) BEET S LILET 5. 20 & SEBEOEFR: BEES
yu(?) LT, HIHEROSTOEFEIERLERY, HIBEEIIENICF GRS 5.

(4.9) lim {ya (i) — (i)} =0

FERA. B (49) RERT. BE7 4 — PNy 2818 (41), (42) FoRAnE o515,

(4.10) y()=A(z)y())+z%(7)
(410) X% (44) KERATEERDE S KRB,

(4.11) [{1-AG"L(z™)+27D(z)]v()) ={1— Au(z")}yu(2)
Z Z T Diophantine HR (4.7) LV XRABHKIT 2 Z L cEHT 3.

(4.12) {1-A(z"NL(z™)+ 27Dz )]y (D) ={1— An(z ")}y (2)
Ik (4.11), (4.12) K> XA &2HB 5.

(4.13) {1=Au(z)}y() ={1— Au(2™)}yu(2)

(1-Au(z™")} BWEETHD Z L5, HENRET VB (4.9) BERT 3,
Kz v(i) & wu(d) PDERTH 2L 2RT, (4.10), (4.13) Ko XAnESN 2,

(414) 1=-Au(z} () ={1-Alz"HH1 - Au(z )}y (i+d)
={1-AOHLI - An(z"Nyu(i+d)

T2 {1-Au(z)} BERETHZ L L yu(d) OEFME»S, v(@) bBERTHZ 2 EBRS
N5, -7 (41), (4.2) KLY w.(i) Q<k<m) bEHERTHZI b3, BLEXD
HEIRDOETDFEEVERTH S I LRSI,

ZhBE, BT m=n Th o84 (Casel: m BEADEE, Methodl) &, m=2T
H 5354 (Case 2: m BWER/INDES, Method?2) D28V DEBEHWEOWTDALEZLSL, 20D 2
BYOBE I (43) ROAJESEGERD L ENTES,

Methodl: m=un
mBPBERKERLEE5E 25, mBAUTOLICLTEE S,

wW: NT=wr (N>0: BE) OBRE

w+1: EhS0BE

IhpsEMINBEEEY 7Y 7 FRiZ Chammas and Leondes (19782, 1978b), Araki and
Hagiwara (1983), Kaczorek (1985), Lozano (1989), Ortega and Kreisselmeier (1990),
Miyasato (1991a, 1991b, 1992), EH (1991,1992) 512k > TRES A LD L RKEHICE U
THb., 2D SHFEFR (3.8), (3.9), (3.14), 3.15) Z n AN/ 1THHARELRBT I LNTE 5,

m=n={

(4.15) W)= AN+ 2 Bz uali—(d— 1)+ 3 Bl udi—d)

72720 A(z™Y) & Bu(z™) (1<k<n) 1 (3.17), (318), (3.19) K k- TCEEINh3, =2 T
ROBERBL.

AssuMPTION 1. (A, b) XATHIET, (¢, A") BATEHITH 5.
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T5L Be(z") (1<k<n) CHELTROBEIFSNS,

LEMMA 1. (A, b) DSEIHIE, (c, A") BAIBHITH % L{RET 5 (Assumptionl), ZD&
SEEONz ) (zTIEDWT n—1XK)

(4.16) D) =p1+pez 4+ paz= @Y (pER: 1<k<n)
XU TRRAZHRET 2 (SR k=1,2,..., n} B—BIELET 3,

(4.17) élthk(z‘1)=p(z‘l)

(REBR i3 A2, )

Lemma 1 &9, m=un®¥& %212iX Assumption 1 ® % & T (4.3) XP—FEE G.(z ) =g
(AHT—; ne=0) (I1<k<n) 26575 8bd»d, > TRAB7 4+ — NNy Z7&IEZLT
DE3eEbLEND,
u()=gw(i—1), (1<k<K-1)
ud))=gw(i), (K<i<mn)

7e72U g (1<k<n) BXKXEWET S LI CEDLNS.

(4.18)

(4.19) , S @Bz )=1

M EX D, Assumption 1 Db L TEHEEY 7V > 7 HK m=n (Method 1) %> TEER
EFLVBREFAR SR T 2 2L Ts 5 (Mivasato (1991a; 1991b, 1992), &= B (1991,
1992)). '

THEOREM 2. m=n (Method 1) Bz & & DHEIEIR (3.8), (3.9), (3.14), (3.15) R &%l
BRI (4.3)~(4.7), (4.18), (4.19) BT, (A, b) H»HFHIHE, (c, A") WABHETH 5 LIKE
4% (Assumption1). 2D & EEEDOBERFES () XL THIEROLTOESI—HFER
iz b, HITEERETCE RT3,

(4.20) lim {yu () — ()} =0
Theorem 2 MIFBHIZ Theorem 1 & Lemma 1 55K 5 IC/T2 2 D TEKT 5. (¢, A") OF
BEIME B L CROMESES NS,
LEMMA 2. (A, b) »3A[HIfID & & A 1t cyclic £7%% 5. cyclic s A XL TROFBEDIA,
Y5,
1) ADEHEIEVIHESD L&
(c, A") PEJERE —=(c, A) »HEH
2) EhBStoL =
(¢, A™) EJEE =(c, A) PHEAIT, A DEET 2EEEIHES
(GEBR A 8R2R. )
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Method 2: m=2
Kz m=2DBE (mPBR/INEBEDIEE) COWTELE, Z0L xHEZ (3.8), (3.9),
(3.14), (3.15) W2 ASI/1HARERRT I EDTE 3,

(4.21) y(D)=A(zHy(7)
{Bl(Z—l)ul(i_d)+Bz(Z_l)u2<i_d), (K=1)
Bi(zYui(i —(d—1))+ Bz Dua(i — d), (K=2)

722U A(z™) 13 (3.17) RTED S, Bu(z™) (k=1,2) 1 (3.18), (3.19) Kb 35\ iZRD &
IWEDSNS.

(4.22) Bz )=bu+bpz i+ bz Y
Z{Z"‘"””cradj(zl‘Az)Ab, (K=1)
Z"("‘”cTadj(zI—Az)b, (K=2)

(423) BZ(Z—I)Eb21+ b222—1+"'+ bznZ_(n-I)
:{Z*("ﬁl)cradj(ZI—Az)b, (K=1>
27" Veladj(zl — A?) Ab, (K=2)

L3R Mita et al. (1990), # - db#& (1983) 2 & 3 2-delay ANFHIHR EEfliThH2, 22T
ROWEZEB L.

ASSUMPTION 2. Bi(z™Y) & Bz™) 3B TH 3,

FE1 Mita et al. (1990) i@ & 3 &, (¢, A>) AT &8 #l, (A% (Ab+b)) Bu] & T
cT(Ab+b)+=0 D &, Assumption 2 1ZIFEAELTD T(>0) 12U THRILT 5.

m=2 (Method 2) & L7 & %z, Assumption 2D % & T (4.3) REWHE T 2 —FF
Gu(z") (ng=n—2) BEET 3.

(4.24) Gz ) =gu+ guez '+ + gen1z” "2, (k=1,2)
o> THABZ 4+ — PNy ZHIERBLUTO LS ckban 5.
wom[Z0 )
(4.26) u(D) =Gz v(7)
72720 Gu(z™) (B=1,2) 3RD Bezout ERZMET 5 L CHRESN B,
(4.27) Gi(z Bz )+ Gz Bo(z7) =1

P EX D Assumption 2 Db & T, FEY > 7Y 7 HRK m=2 (Method 2) 2B TLER
EFLEREHEHRZRRERK T 5 2 3T % 5 (Miyasato (1993a, 1993b)).

THEOREM 3. m=2 (Method 2) & L7:& &DOHlIER (3.8), (3.9), (3.14), (3.15) & i
(4.4)~(4.8), (4.24)~(4.27) 1BV T, Assumption 2 BSFEII T2 LT3, ZDOL XEEOHR
ZEEES yw(i) T L CHIHROESTORBRR—FER LAY, BHEZEREHEMIE I
RT3,

(4.28) ‘ lim{yw(2) — ()} =0
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Theorem 3 MEFEAIX Theorem 1 & Assumption 2 225 BEATH 5,

FEE2 IHETRARREDSNC, mB3<m<n—1 L 2BEELELLILBTE B,
COEEEEHT 4 — w7 Gz 1<k<m) B—BIEDLIIELNTERN,

5. ZEY 7 N & BB
KETREYRAT LNT A= BREDBEIW, T2 —F 2HEE LB SBEHNCATZ2E
K3 2. m=n (Method 1) & %\t m=2 (Method 2) DWwFho L &b, FELEHIER I

Theorem 2 % 7z1% Theorem 3 & Certainty Equivalence (Goodwin and Sin (1984)) ®E# Iz
HEOoOWTHEEKEINS, FIHRBETCHIz> TROREEBL.

ASSUMPTION 3. SIS SRORKE » & Le75B D BB TH S (E>Td & K A,

DI ED¥ERED b L BEGHER 2HK T 5, EIHENKEUTO L 5 2ERERATRDLT.

(hfEIT5)
(5.1) y(2)=0"T¢™({—1), (m=mn or 2)
e(m)7 ¢(m)(l'_1)eRmn+n
7272l
(5.2) H(n)TE[m, ery Qn,y bu, ceey bln, bzl, wery bZn, ooy bnl, cesy ‘brm]T (ER”2+")
(5.3) dPE-D=[y(i-1), ..., v(i—n), (i —d+1), ..., u(i—d—n+2), ...,
uK—l(i_d+1), ooy ux_l(z'—d—n+2),
ux(i—d), ..., ux(i—d—n+1), ...,
un(l_d), [, un(l_d_n+1)]T (Ean+n)
(5.4) 0®PT=|ay, ..., @n, buy, ..., bin, b, ..., b2n}" (ER®")
(5.5) P —-D=[y(i-1), ..., y(i—n), wm(i—d), ..., (i —d —n+1),
u(i—d), ..., ui—d—n+1)]* (ER®*"), (K=1)
(5.6) o2 —-1)=[y(i-1), ..., yG—n), m(i—d+1), ..., ui(i—d —n+2),
ui—d), ..., ui—d—n+1)]* (€R*), (K=2)

T®H %, Assumption 1 (m=wn: Method 1) & % \>i% Assumption 2 (m=2: Method 2) ® %
ETRADBRIIT B L ICEHT 3,

(5.7) det [B§™(9™)]=+0, (m=mn, or 2)
bll A bnl

(5.8) Bén)(ﬁ(n))zl: (ERnxn)
bin *** ban
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by 0 0 0 bn 0 - 07
Db .t b ba
bin 20 b P00
0 bin bu 0 b bz

(5.9) B®(9@)= (€ R2-x2n-)

LO -+ 0 bin 0 -+ 0 bzl
DEOEBRERECH LT, RiCRT LI REHLY X7 4, HIGHEES, Bl (Lozano
(1992)) LHIEAIZEAT 3,

(Bt AT &)
(5.10) (D) =678 =1) (=TTl T)
(5.11) #PG—1)=1 +¢|?(:§f;(:-1_)1) I
(GEE ] E #5)
(5.12) ()= —1)7¢"(i—1)
(5.13) (D)= —1)7¢5(i 1) (: 7] jﬁf()i“l) ||)

72720 4(i—1) (ER™ ™) 3B (i—1) BT 2 0™ OHWEBETH 5.
GESGEN T).

P —1) (i —1) ()
1+ 8PG—1DTP™(; —1) (i —1) V¢
P™(i—1)¢ (G — 1D —1)"P™(i—1)

(5.14) g™()=84"™(;—1)+

(5.15) P =P =)= S g (=P~ D P — 1)
(5.16) e(D)=y(2)—5(2)

(5.17) ev(i)=yn(2)— In(7) (E . ;’g‘f()i—l) ||>

(5.18) P™(0)=P™(0)" >0

(5.19) ™ (3)= (i) + P™()a'™(i)

22 d™(E)(ERM™™) it i— o kkBIET EERERY MVT, B™(0™ () HSIER]
FHDL & IFBNZ ML ER D,

Gl
(Method 1: m=mn)
(5.20) ux()=g.(i—d.)v(i—1), (1<k<K-1)
' ul?)=gli—d:)v(d), (K<I<n)
(5.21) g0 ={BM (7)) e <®§1§k(i)§h(i, z“)=1>
(5.22) gP (D) =[a(d), ..., 2.()]" (ER")

(5.23) ef"=[1,0, ..., 0]"(ER")
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(Method 2: m=2)

~_ (Gi(i—de, 27 )v(3), (K=1)
(5.24) ”‘(’)_{@(i— de, ) 0(i—1), (K=2)
(5.25) u()=Go(i — de, 27 v(3), (K=1,2)
(5.26) FUD=(BPE D) e (TG, B, 2 =1)
(5.27) Gi(Z, 2= Fn(i)+ Bra D)z + Brn(i)z~ 2, (k=1,2)
(5.28) g2 =[gud), ..., 81a(2), 8a(d), ..., Bona(D)]” (ER?**Y)
- (5.29) e?=[1,0,..., 0] (e R*"Y)
(Method 1 & Method 2)
(530) Ek(i, Z_l)zgkl(i)+b_kz(l.)Z_l‘}‘"'“r‘gkn(l.)z_(n‘l), (].Skﬁm)

72720 de (=0) iZEHE X 208N, 6.,0) U<k<m, 1<7<n) 1 0™(G) OEXETHY,
v(7) BUTOXSICHRESNBEETH S,

(5.31) L(i—de, 27 )0(0)={1— Au(z"Wym(i+d) = D(i— de, 27)3(3)
(5.32) {1—AG, 2L, 27 +27¢D(i, 7)) ={1— Au(z7)} |

(5.33) L3, 20 =1+ L)z o+ Lioy(i) 2@ D

(5.34) ’ D(i, 2 V=do())+ di(D)z 4+ dnr(i)z "0

(5.35) A, z )= ()2 + o+ au(z"

Zzwali) 1<j<n) 070 OBERTH 5. AE X2 + v a™@) (ER™) i
Bm™(9™ () (m=n or 2) BRI %2 X3 IcEDHHND (Lozano and Goodwin (1985),
Lozano (1992)). %7- (5.26) & (5.32) RieBF 2BELEROBEZUTOL 3 CEHET 3
(Goodwin and Sin (1984)).

B#%%Iﬁiﬁg(l, Z_l)zxk&_k(i)z_k l’.g(l, z'l)=2k5k(i)z'k XL T

(5.36) A(i, 2B, 27 =25 au(i) bz *+0
, (=B(i,zHA(, z7)
(5.37) A, 27): Bli, 2 V=S8 au(i) b li— k)2~ #+"

(+B(:, z7Y)- A, z27Y)).
UTOEENABOEERERTH S,

THEOREM 4. x5 (3.8), (3.9), (3.14), (3.15) iZ#EHI (5.14)~(5.19) x #Hi4HE] (5.20)
~(5.23) (Method 1: m=n), H2Wix (5.24)~(5.29) (Method 2: m=2), (5.30)~(5.35) %
BHL CERIN2EEHZR %% 2 5, Assumption 1 (Method 1: m=#) & %>t Assumption
2 (Method 2 : m=2) ¥, Assumption3 BFKILT 2 &5 %, F{HEXZ b La™(E)(ER™") (B
FT i—o0 L2 HIPR) 2RABEILT 2 &5 KHRET 5.

(5.38) | det[B§™(G™ ()] ] =6>0
(G™(0)= 0™(G) + P™(i)a™(3)), (m=mn or 2)

IO EEEROERZEEES w() €HLT, IR0 TCOEEE—HFEREZY, Hf
IR IR T 5,
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(5.39) lim{yw(2) — ()} =0

EFBH. Lozano (1992) O#ERD 5 RXOBIEIE LN 5,

1) en(d)— 0, P™()i(i)— 0.
2) 0™(@) & P) BEFTIGRT 5.

ZZTUTD LS RIGERIEEE»ERT 5.

(5.40) e()=e(1)— (i —1)"P™(i—-1)p"™(i—1)
=y(i)— 0™(i—1)"¢™(i-1)
(5.41) e()=en())—a™([I=1)"P™(—1)gi"(i—1)

DL EROBENEMIND,

3) é()—0.
4) ™) FERTIORT 5.
&5 4) DFEHEYL (539) LDXRD5) ERTIENTE 2,

5) (i) (1<k<un) (Method1: m=mn)
Zii(7) (k=1,2; 1<j<n—1) (Method 2: m=2)
(i) 1<;<d—1), d(i) (0<j<n—1)
BHEATIRST 3.

XKHOBHED -0 Az, A, z7Y) Oorbhic A, AG) E0 L5 Tsb0EeT5, B
TOEEE2EHRT S,

(5.42) w@)={1—AG)} 01— Aw)yu(i+d)
(5.43) 2=z 1—An)yui+d)

Ok EHIEREEIASID w(i), (i) R (D) T, BAB v(E) R y(Q) %3 X5k
BERES AT AL LTERETE 2,
(1—Awm)+4(3) 44(7) v(@) |_| w(z)—D(i)é(d)

As(7) A—Aw)+4) | | v(0)| | 2(D)+L()eG) |

7220 dn(i) (1€m=<4) 13 27 CET IRELSHEAT, ZORBIETANTi— o TERWNE
73,

(5.45) Au(D)=du(i, z271) — 0, (as 7 — o0), (1<m=<4)

IDEEPEREL Y A7 5 (5.44) BFESEAL {1-Au(z))® TH % & 5 RWLIEREE
BYAFARWNET S, D% DHERBEY 27 4 (5.44) OEMER (BE) i1, 1-Ax(z )=
0DIR (€Zs=(z: | z|<1}= ZEROHER) CPCRT 3, > Ti(=N) (N Z+aKkEnE
ROEH) LT, YAT A (5.44) OFMERLER Z: K& Eh 2 (ZEROER Z, 1358
EETHZ05). UMEOEELES w(i), 2() £%ER DG), L)) OLTOREBIERTH
5ZEh5, UTOBEIEILT 5 (Goodwin and Sin (1984)).

(5.44)
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(5.46) v | <M+ M s_tipl el |
(5.47) | 9(i) | <Ms+Misup | ()|
(0< My, Mz, Ms, My< )

5 OFFE L (5.20) (Method 1: m=n) %2\ (5.24), (5.25) (Method 2: m=2) %#ES
%k

(5.48) | u;;(i) | < Ms+ Ms supI 6—‘(]) |, (0< Ms, Ms< 00), (1£k£m)

BEsh, LD RORERBENILNS,

(5.49) | (i —1) | < M7+ Mssup | €(7) |, (0< My, Mz<0)
- T 3) DEIH L Key Technical Lemma (Goodwin and Sin (1984)) £ b, ¢™(i) k&)
D—KEFRME L, (i) IR ECPERT 3 2 LRE 5,

(5.50) lim &(7)=0

-0

UEX D E&TOESD—FEREIRE L,
KICHITBEOIGRE 2R, 3 (5.44) XY

(5.51) (1=Am)y(@)+ (D) y(D) + 2s(D)v(3) =1 — As) yu(3) + L(7) &(2)
BESNB, 4) £5) OFEIEE, (5.45), (5.50) RV y(i) & v(i) OFRME»S
(5.52) lim{1—Awu(z"} {y(1)—yu()}=0

G, 22 {1-Au(z™)) BWRESHERTH S Z L5 (539) SR8 h 5,

7FE 3. Assumption 1 (Method 1: m=n) %7-i% Assumption 2 (Method 2: m=2) ®O %
LT, AERGT) BKILT S, FOBE, 5 S(>0) LT (5.38) #HEL, i—> T
IWRT 2 &3 BERLERTZ bV d™(E) BEET S (@) 2BRETZT7NT Y XLIDNT
IZ Lozano and Goodwin (1985) & Lozano (1992) %), (5.38) 22 1 %™ (i) 1ZER
HORT vy 7 TRD B Z LHTE S,

FEE4 FhFhoFE (Method 1, Method 2) WBWITEAETRES AT LNRTA—F D
EEEETAREGEASA—IDFEAFKIIR 1D LB Y TH 5. Method 2 (m=2) BT
BB RAE 74— NN 7 BN BEE 250, REnBKE WL &iF Method 2DIE 5 28
Method 1 & ¥ bRBERLSEEIC RS (HE ST A —F OFICIIKREREZRZ RV, BEETREY
AT 5285 X —F O Method 1 DiF 3 23KIBIZH V1 5),

T BEICH]E LT Theorem 3 TR U ORIAICEE b vV —RABDF/N 2 FE: (Lozano
and Goodwin (1985)) $E 2 22 LM TE 5,

THEOREM 5. R UHIHRIZEHAT 5. L LEGANT (5.14)~(5.19) O»b DI T 25H
g5,
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F1. FE N X5 OfEE.

YRAT LT A= OES  HEST X -5 OB

Method 1 (m=mn) . n+n 2n+d—1
Method 2 (m=2) 3n 3n+d-—3
GERGAY 1D)
nmy( N — agmy(;__ P(M)( _1)¢$\}n)( _1) :
(553) 0( )(Z)— 6( )(l 1)+ 1+¢&/m)(l—1l)TP(m)(l—Zl)¢5vm)(l—l) 6N(Z)
(5.50) P =l Pm(i—1)
P DR G 1P 1)
1+ 6P —1)"P™(i—1)§ (i —1)
N 1 ¢Svm)( '_I)TP(m)( _1)2¢$\Jm)( __1)
(5.55) D=1 racaP™(0) " T g~ 1) PG 1) (i—T)
(5.56) e(@)=y()— ()
(5.57) (i) =y()= 01 =1) (=3 g=T)
(5.58) gm(i)= G™(i)+ P™(i)a'™ (i)

IO EEUEHEDD LT, HIERE—FFRER 2D HITREREINCFCPORT 5.

£FBHIZ Theorem 2 & IZIFERRICITZ 2 D THEIET 5,

6. EF (Y FIEicnsEB LIZSE)

33

BET 2 FHEOEIE SR 72D CRIEER ST -7, UTOL > nsg g s 52 %,

(6.1) G(s)=~(;_71_—1?

(66csk)

HE OB, HENR 61) OV IVHAYET) 2o L5z shBEES
yw(iT) B2 Z2LTH2 (WGET)—> yu(iT). > 7V Z7RME T=1L7, 2D
LEBBEOY Y T (Figl) kEIL G(s) OBRIFEE VOB EERIEUTO X

3B,

B : 0.367879 (&)
| —0.123776 (KE), —1.79896 (TRZ5E)

IR D REERES (—1.79896) DlzHiz, TED T FNVREEFECHEH SR (MRAC) &

TSI,

BEOFHRCHUBETZFETIE, A0V 7Y > 7B T/n=1/3 (Method 1: m
=n) ¥£7:137/2=1/2 Method2: m=2) THY, HIHDV 7V 7EAME T=1&%3,

HEGES LHRETITA—FIZLUTO L TEA,



34 FERE E2% B1E 1994

INPUT

1
|
|
|

Ll
i 1,
||iu|hlll} I
I L
(a) (b)

Fig.3. (a) Simulation results (Method 1, Adaptive Law I). Outputs.
(b) Simulation results (Method 1, Adaptive Law I). Inputs.

(D)=~ D, (0<i<70); yu(i)=1, (i=70)
1-Au(zH)=1, d.=0

P™(0)=108-]

Be(4™(0)=0.1-L, (m=n)
Be®(42(0))=01-L, (m=2)

w=3, r=0

n=3, D=0 (m=n), D=0 (m=2), K=1, d=1

Fig. 3 (Method 1) & Fig. 4 (Method 2) 1Z:#/GHI I 2 Fv/- L DR TH L. 205 OHE
BITIE Bl™(8™(5)) BNEZIERTH 72D T, d™()=0 L BV, REEZBEADBERET BT
bbb TANIERT, HIBRERINAWECECIRL TWa Z EBbhr b, 7212
TRV IVELOHNTOAZEE LT3 I LICEET 3,
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1.

o
5

o o

b3 @

o_{ my %‘ ii
: ‘H.HHHmuunnuﬂmii\ 1y o A
LT
LJ i
(@) o

Fig. 4. (a) Simulation results (Method 2, Adaptive Law I). Outputs.
(b) Simulation results (Method 2, Adaptive Law I). Inputs.

1. YT EREIGE L AT EnUE

6 ZDBEFNC BT ATIIREMIC L 2HKBE SN S, 2D & D ZMHEIZ Moore et al.
(1993) THIEMEINLTWB LI, BEY 7Y 7 FRAPBEHEOBFREZ{TS 120 IiEk X
DEVEABTARNTEEZ2TVBEZ Tu 300 THY, ZThiZEVLSROI L 2BSHITDY
VINVERIRERET B, KEBETRSETHRR 200H[EDS b, F{BT B35 A -
RASOYIVHZ B DS S L D ERKE B s Method 2 i2xf LT, AJIOIRE % EM
LTHADY v 7 VaicE2%ET 2 1 FEE2RET 5 (LU Method 27 3 3).

ANPMEEHNC 2 5 D1%, (5.26) Ror o —BICHkE 21 Gu(4, 27") (k=1,2) BHEWIZER
3:0ThH5., TR L THHEEL2ERT I L TEORABEOEEDT»S, i LW
BEOT 4 — PNy 7R BINT 2, LUTO LS Ik ZKE L Lz Bezout ERDO#E Guls,
Y (k=1,2) %25,

(7.0 2 Gli, ) Buli, ) =1
‘(7.2) Gk(i, z‘l)=§k1(z')+gkz(i)z“1+---+§k,m+1z_”‘ (k:]_, 2)
(7.3) m=n—2+r=n—2 (r=0)

Ge(i, 27Y) ORB m=n—2+7 1%, BOEET 271D ITPLBLRERE n—2 U EERET 5.
r BEOBHERCRS, COLEHHEN » O—BE G.(i,z7") BUTO XS kb3 n 3,
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(7.4) Guli, 27)=Guali, )+ EGuiy 27 (k=1,2)
12l v BEBNT A—F, Gui,z7") BRRei 7 (HHEOEIZJEE) ThY,
(7.5) 1Guli, 2 )Bui, 2 =0 (1<j<7)

Gro(i, 27) BEBRINKE (m=n—2RK) OFEHED Bezout EXOETH 5, 22T r HDBHS
5 R —F B AJIOREMEZEMNT 2 DICHWS, 2% ) ATOEEMEIX

(7.6) 4G, zY=Gli, 7)) — Gi, 27Y)
RT3 e ERL, 4G, 27 O HED NV AICEMERT 58, 72z

@) LG)=|14CG, exp(—jonT)), 4GG, exp(—jwsT)), ..., 4G, exp(—jouT)] |?
(0S(1)1"/CUM<27Z'/T)

78 Mi)= N 4GG, exp(—joT)) PW (o T)dw (W(oT): &%)

ZEOWThLER/IMET 2L Iy, BRET S, T0O LS BREME 71X, n v, oi~wu, M
e i L) L TR RD 2 2 B8 TE S, 72 (7)) TonTiE, W(wT) ©
BUFCIVERCRD SN BEELH 5B,

8. HER (V> NmERELERLIISS)

£6ELRAUNRCDOWT, HiE TR~ FiE Method 27 258 U T ASEM L ¥ > 7l
MIGE2HET 2 (BRESFHFZ6ELRL).

FFEE D Method 2 2RV EOHEIOY IV EE b &GS R Fig.bicRd. B
BEBE—B 2> T ANPREWTH 2 /-0, HAOBEIWC Lo T2 ed5br 3
(FeB LY PV EETREEES L Tn»3),

RIZHE TETHWIFEE Method 2 283 2. i(7) & J(0) ZFHEREE L CATRE:
WET 2, ZITREEECSOBHLHEOEHED O (1) 8BV TRERM=1, v:=0
(AT v ZROEBS L), () 8BWTEW(wT)=1 (0<w<2z/T) L. 2Ok &
J(2) BMTFD X 31> 7T, HEflE n BERNCKRD 5N 3,

(8.1) Ji) =27/ T) 34 &) — Zos( )Y

o ZOBETE =0, M=1 %9 r21Z{LTL(D=02F22 8 T&2 (Ji(7) &>
T b RHEE 7 BTk 6N 5). Fig6 i3 r=1 LT Li(s) 2B/NCT 3L n%
RELHETHS, MEL LT () =08EHI W22 &0, G,z & G,z @
EETFAPELLE>T

(8.2) Gi(i, 1)=Gu(3, 1).

HEEES—ED L 213, BETIANOEbBIIHEMCIEEL WS, IRV E
JH—EEEPCRL T w3 (P 7V EEbaw CTRESE W), —HFig 7k r=1&L
T () BB/MET 2 X9 n 2RE LA TH S, Fig. 4, Fig. 5 3 & AT OREEF
HEHITOY > PN EMEERETOHRENA SN S, Fig.6 LB s 2 AMOZ=
BE-7-22THZL, HAOLIRENTHS, BRIBICFig. 8 TlX »=2 £ LT, B [(3) %
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TIME
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Fig. 5. Simulation results (Method 2, Adaptive Law I). Outputs (including intersampling

responses).
o
E
g
o
2]
o Yy
e
w
< Y,
s | , M oo
a.
"o
w®
X o’}
—
- o
o
° S
2 =
=]
°
8
o T T T T T 1
0.00 2p.06 4D .00 6p.00 80.00 100.00
TIME
(@)

$0.00

40.00
1

L

30.00

20.00

10.00

0.00

T L
80.00 100.00

(b)

Fig.6. (a) Simulation results (Method 2’, Adaptive Law I, /i(¢)). Outputs (including

intersampling responses).

(b) Simulation results (Method 2, Adaptive Law I, /.(7)). Inputs.
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M

RESPONSE
1
I
——
<

0.80
INPUT

0.40

0.00

L T 1
0.00 2p.00 4p.00 6p.00 80.00 100.00

CTIME

|

(a) (b)

Fig.7. (a) Simulation results (Method 2’, Adaptive Law I, /,(#)). Outputs (including
intersampling responses).
(b) Simulation results (Method 2’, Adaptive Law I, J,(i)). Inputs.

BMET 52X 5% n by OBGRRERD, RiczomT L1i(D) 2RAMET S 02T3) nk
v, BREEfL U7z, Fig. 6 L RERCEEFSV—ED & BT 2 ATIOZENWHER I T 12X
HLTwaL (ZOBHED (82) BRILT 2), HAbY Y I ValE2&ED T—EEICNRL T
Vw3, .

F7: 2NN OMMOBEESOBETY TORAFERESRENTE % L &KX, ZOKS
WCHIELT or~ou, M 2BELTLGE)=0E23 X510 r BEDTT 4 — PNy 2 f#ERD
& (FEOHITIE o=0, M=1, r=1), ANE w(i)—w(i) PBZPHEE LI LB TE
%,

9. ¥

BEV TV TREIDLSESHT 4 — RNy 7 2B, HEEEREIER/IMER M L TE
FNREECEHER EER T 2 FE2REL:. KFERITBVL T, FIENSROBIE T TR
CEHALVBERZC LS THAKHREBE TS 20T, AHAOERESMEEE NS €T VE
REIDHIHRNERIN S, KBCREAHY 1 — ¥ Ny 7 OABEENBIZRD 5N 5 278D
DEIEHREREE R U208, SIENROREBREWIERIE, BET2/37 A -8, A
F2EENT A -5, ROCEAOIEOY > 7Y v 7 BOAH O #1 2 FED EH» 5,
Method 2 (m=2) DiF > » Method 1 (m=n) LV bFERALEFEF LEbNSE (FBE4).

il
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2.00
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=
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oD
Lng o
i Zs|
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{
o
2 I
= =
s
o
(=]
=) T T T T 1 ] 1
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© T
TIME 0. 00 .00 00 80.00 100.00
TIME
V
() (b

Fig.8. (a) Simulation results (Method 2’, Adaptive Law I, J,(¢), ,(¢)). Outputs (includ-
ing intersampling responses).
(b) Simulation results (Method 2/, Adaptive Law I, /i(¢), /(Z)). Inputs.

RBAFHBC I ONRBER/IMMERTH>TH, Yo7V IBATCRARIOERME
HHEEOBIEENMEEEI NS, L LEO—AT, FEY 7Y > ST AR EED
HOBRBATUD#Z 5 d 2 LWL B ANDIRBEKBE oh, ZTOROHEITOY 7N EM
IWERHT 2BEHE L, ZHICH L Tit Method 2 24538 L T, Bezout ERXROXE% LF
THBoN2HAEZME->T, SEV SV U ITBTAADT 4 =¥ 754 VB TE LT
LA RDEISECTBHIET, ANOERHRARLHLBEEFEMNES L8 TET, HAOoy
CANEBIGELHEINS Z L 2R L (Method 27), Method 2’ @ & D — iy 7 £
(Method 1 IS d 2R, /i & 0 BT HEROFR G T 2HR), 2512HLD
BRI X 21, &5 Ni(D), J() DA OBIOFHEDOTEEMIC D W TRETT 5 2 L 135#%
DRETH 5. BBRAFEOFEENMHEBZICERH L7 4 — RNy 7RI D W T OHEED, K-
BRI (1994) 0L > TH—HITbNTWAE I LRZMELTBL., Y Y 7 VEARMIEER2 LD
HEYNCEH S 27201213, YV IVEBIBE S 74— RNy 73 2HIEHR (b 2O H
214 (Hagiwara and Araki (1988)) % 2-delay Hi /7% (Mita et al. (1990))) &EEIZA
NRTNERS%Y, ZhHSBOMEREEL Lw,
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BBIEBERIA Y P EOREWLEGREOARCBLHEL ETEY. s TEL8EDON
BEZOWTHE RV R0 AR TERY KEERBER B L 7.

fF &

A.1 Lemma 1 ®SEFRB
(c, A") BHEBBITH 3 L WIRED» S, KA 2l TIERITTY] T(ER™") WEET 5.

(FJELEIIEXET)

* 1 0 - 0
* 0 1 - 0
(A1.1) Ar=T1A"T= : o
* 0 -1 0
* 0 - 0 0
(A.1.2) cl=c"T=[10 - 0]
ZOER (AL & (A12) ZHWwW3E, BJ(z™") BUTO IS ERbEINS,
(A.1.3) Bu(zH)=z""VcTadj(zl — A" A% *1p
=[1,z7% ...,z " V] T 1A% *1p, (1<k<K-1)
(A1.4) Bz )=z""DcTadj(z] — A" A™HE-1p
=[1,z7Y, ...,z V| T1A K-, (K<il<n)

BT (4.17) BERILT 72D, he (£=1,2,...,n) ZRO LI CEDNIT LW LDy
5.

(A.15) h={B™}'Tp

7272 L

(A.1.6) BW=[A"'b, A* 2, ..., Ab, b]
(A.1.7) p=11, b2, ..., pu]”

(A.1.8) hz{hx, ceey kn, hl, ceey hK—-l]T

ThHs, 22z (A b) BEEHETHE»S, (B BEELT L E—BIREINS,

A.2 Lemma 2 MOEFER
Lemma 2 D&Hid, RADBEILTE7-0D0&E»ORD NS,
CT

AI—Aﬁ]—”
ADEEBEIEVWICELR2EEE, 1D)OBEIAPNALTAIETRTIENTESL, —
#H, ADEEHEOTTEETEbONH S L xix, Ald Jordan EER LT TE 5 (4, D)
O EIENED > A 1 cyclic, D% ) A DB EHSEREIXL L2 505), Z0OLE, bLA
DEHETL2EEMEN 0 5IF A O Jordan EER 2> T

(A.Z.Z) rank A"<#n—2
ERTIEWTES, > T2) OBEPHEILT DI ENbNS,

(A2.1) rank [ (Vie )
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Model Reference Adaptive Control for Non-minimum Phase Systems
by Multirate Sampling

Yoshihiko Miyasato
(The Institute of Statistical Mathematics)

In most of the studies of model reference adaptive control (MRAC), controlled
systems are confined to minimum phase systems, since MRAC techniques utilize control
laws involving cancellations of zeros of systems. It makes the scope of application of
MRAC too restrictive, for non-minimum phase discrete-time systems can often appear.
For example, when continuous-time systems with relative degree greater than two, are
sampled at a fast rate, those give rise to non-minimum phase discrete-time systems. In
those cases, usual MRAC methods which involve cancellations of unstable zeros cannot be
utilized. Hence, the study of MRAC for non-minimum phase discrete-time systems is of
great importance.

The purpose of the present paper is to propose design methods of MRAC for non-
minimum phase discrete-time systems by using multirate sampling methods. In our
methods, not only poles but also zeros of controlled systems are relocated by periodic
feedback control with multirate sampling, and no cancellation of zeros occurs. It is shown
that even if unstable zeros exist, the output error converges to zero asymptotically, while
the control input remains uniformly bounded. This paper is organized as follows: the
control problem to be solved in this paper is stated in Section 2. Section 3 shows how to
describe multirate sampling systems. In Section 4, we consider model-following control
by using periodic feedback based on multirate sampling. First, we derive the general form
of the periodic feedback control with multirate sampling. Next, we consider the restricted
cases where the solvability conditions of the periodic feedback are given explicitly. The
adaptive control by multirate sampling is proposed in Section 5. In Section 6, several
simulation studies for non-minimum phase discrete-time systems show the effectiveness of
the proposed methods. However, only responses on the sampling instances are considered
in those simulation studies. In the following Section 7, we propose a design method where
the input property of multirate sampling and intersampling response of the output are also
considered. The effectiveness of that method is shown by the simulation studies in Section
8. Finally, Section 9 concludes this paper.

Key words: Model reference adaptive control, multirate sampling, periodic feedback.



