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Zusammenfassung

In den letzten Jahren ist die Kontrolltheorie eine wichtige Briicke geworden, die eine gemein-
same mathematische Beschreibung von technischen, wirtschaftlichen und biologischen Pro-
zessen ermoglicht. Hierbei werden offene dynamische Systeme, das heifit Systeme, die durch
die Umgebung beeinflufit werden, untersucht.

Ein Problem der Kontrolltheorie besteht darin, einen (nicht stabilen) Gleichgewichtszustand
durch Anwendung geeigneter Steuerfunktionen zu stabilisieren. Dariiberhinaus versucht
man im Rahmen der optimalen Kontrolltheorie eine solche Steuerfunktion zu wahlen, die
zusitzlich ein gegebenes Kostenfunktional minimiert. In der Spieltheorie werden mehrere
(konkurrierende) Kostenfunktionale gegeben, und die Spieler (also die dufieren Einfliisse)
versuchen, ein dynamisches Gleichgewicht zu erreichen.

In dieser Arbeit werden wir neben der optimalen Kontrolltheorie, die dynamische Spieltheorie
mit Hilfe linearer und nichtlinearer differentieller Systeme kennenlernen. Im Kapitel 1 wer-
den die wichtigsten Resultate der linearen Kontrolltheorie vorgestellt, wobei auch fiir einige
klassische Behauptungen geanderte Beweise und weiterfiihrende Folgerungen angegeben wer-
den. In diesem Kapitel werden die Werkzeuge, die spater benutzt werden, erlautert. Kapitel
2 befafit sich mit der Theorie linearquadratischer Nash Spiele. Neben den bekannten Satzen
iiber die optimale Kontrolle, die auch hier mit weiteren Bedingungen iiber die Existenz
und Eindeutigkeit erganzt werden, beschaftigen wir uns hier mit den Fragen der Steuer-
barkeit und Stabilisierbarkeit von Spielen. Im dritten Kapitel werden Riccati Gelichungen
kurz vorgestellt, und es wird auch tiber Approximationsmethoden gesprochen. Danach, im
Kapitel 4, findet eine Untersuchung gestorter Spiele statt. Dies bedeutet, dass das System
neben den optimalen Kontrollen der Spieler, auch von einem gerauschartigen Signal beein-
flult wird. Hierbei werden Strategien angegeben, die den Einfluss dieses Signals maximal
unterdriicken. Untersucht werden auch die Existenz und Eindeutigkeit dieser Strategien.
Schliellich wird im flinften Kapitel die Frage beantwortet, unter welchen Annahmen ein
Spiel auf endlichem Zeithorizont dieselbe stabilisierenden Eigenschaften besitzt, wie ein auf
unendlichem Horizont.

Kapitel 6,7,8 dieser Arbeit ist Systemen auf Mannigfaltigkeiten gewidmet. Nach einer kurzen
Einfiihrung werden im Kapitel 6 Kontrollsysteme, insbesondere invariante Kontrollsysteme
iiber Lie Gruppen auf Steuerbarkeit und ganz kurz auch auf Stabilisierbarkeit untersucht.
Danach wird eine Methode gezeigt, wie man bei steuerbaren nichtlinearen Kontrollsystemen
einen optimalen Weg findet. Solche Kurven werden als ”splines” bezeichnet. Es wird auch
ein numerisches Verfahren zur erzeugung solcher Kurven auf verschiedenen Lie Gruppen
vorgestellt und untersucht. Schliefllich werden im Kapitel 8 nichtlineare differentielle Spiele
auf Lie Gruppen vorgestellt und es wird die Existenz von Nash-Strategien mit und ohne
Randwertproblemen untersucht.
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I state, that in every branch of the
natural science we can only find
as much actual science, as much
mathematics it contains.

IMANNUEL KANT (1724-1804)

Dear Reader,

first of all, let me thank you heartily for reading my Thesis. The biggest appreciation for
every author is when people read his works, think about it and maybe even discuss it. Of
course the same holds for scientific publications and hence if you have any kind of question,
comments or argument concerning this Thesis, I would be happy to discuss about it. Please,
feel free to contact me at GABOR.KUNQWEB.DE .

Since mathematics is not really the subject, where emotions can be expressed, I write here
about the feelings I had during the preparation of this work. So please, if you don’t like
emotions, or don’t care about mines, skip this section. You won’t miss anything.

Why is it so emotional to me to write down this Thesis ? I have many reasons for that.
First, because it covers a part of my life, that has not only been scientifically fruitful. Our
first child Balint was born in October 1997, at the very beginning of this project, whereas
our son Andras in June 2000, which indeed coincides with the end of it.

My second reason is that during the time, I was preparing this Thesis, I somehow thought a
lot about my teachers, to whom I'm really indebted to for introducing me into some chapters
of mathematics. A never-ending list, I must say.

My first and surely greatest teacher was Ldszlo Banhengyiin the Déaniel Berzsenyi Secondary
School in Budapest. He showed me the first steps: the foundation, but he also showed me
how to build on that. He was the one who taught me what mathematics is all about.
At the Technical University Budapest Erzsébet Horvdth, Addm Bosznay and Arpdd Nagel
independently proved me that there is applied mathematics and that there are applied math-
ematicians. Unfortunately, their proofs were non-constructive and hence I still had to wait
for an example.

After leaving the TU Budapest, it was Gerhard Jank (my master), who — together with
Gerhard Freiling — introduced me into the wonderful world of linear control theory, nonco-
operative dynamical game theory and Riccati-equations. I also profited a lot from his lectures
on complex function theory. Chapters in nonlinear control theory and spline-interpolation
I learned from Fdtima Silva Leite and Peter Crouch, while we were working together on
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those problems. Essentially everything what I know about control theory on Lie groups and
Riemannian manifolds originate from this joint project. Lately, it was Viad Ionescu, who
showed me that there is a way to treat the (robust) stabilizability of a control system in a
mathematically exact manner. His lectures also helped me a lot to precisely understand the
background and the limits of control systems on Hilbert spaces.

The third and last reason are all the people I met in the framework of this project. I
found several real friends among them. Their collaboration was necessary to obtain the
results presented here. For instance my whole research on moving horizon control policies
was initiated and carried out in a joint research with Bram van den Broek from Tilburg.
Another very important topic of this Thesis is the theory of splines curves on Riemannian
manifolds. Although I learned a lot from the joint work with Fatima and Peter, the most
important thing for me, which I'm very proud of, was that I met them and became friends
with them. Through this friendship I also got to know Yuri Sachkov, who (without knowing
about it) initiated and motivated my research on the controllability properties of games.
And due to a recent collaboration with Prof. Schwarz at the University Duisburg, I began to
work on the theory of nonlinear games. This topic was mainly motivated by two assistants
of him: Torsten Scholt and Jan Polzer.

Nevertheless, no research project (not even a mathematical research) can survive without
appropriate financial support. This support (and also a lot more than that) I became from
Prof. Jongen and the colleagues at our department.

Finally, I should mention a real colleague and friend, Dirk Kremer, the third member of the
‘Control Theory Group’ in Aachen. Together with our master, we spent several Tuesday-
afternoons on discussing results of our research to motivate each other for further and even
nicer results. Just like the ancient Greeks, I believe.

I thank heartily to all my teachers and friends I mentioned above and I apologize to everyone
I forgot to mention. However, the biggest and most special thanks goes to my family: my
wife Krisztina and our sons Balint and Andrés. These last months have been a very hard
time for everyone of us and without those love and appreciation I would have never done it.
We did it together, indeed!
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Chapter 1

Differential control systems on
continuous time-horizon

The mathematical description for numerous technical, economical or biological processes
leads to dynamical systems. The behavior of such processes is given by ordinary differential
equations, where the state of the system is governed by the time and sometimes also by some
input parameters. Here, we shall study those dynamical systems, whose state is not only
determined by the time and events taking place inside, but also by outer influences.

A great number of additional questions can arise by studying such systems. For example:

e How must the influence be chosen to ‘drive’ the system from one state to another or
along a predefined path ?

e How can the set of states that are reachable from a given state at a given time be
characterized ?

e Assuming that there are some optimality constraints, how can we find an (in some
sense) optimal control ?

e How can we describe systems with more than one influence ?

e What happens if the input signal is "noisy” ?

The aim of Control Theory is to study dynamical systems that are not isolated from their
environment i.e. where the state of the system is not only governed by the time and by
events taking place internally, but also by outer influences or controls. Such systems have
received and still receive a lot of interest, since almost every technical and technological
process can be regulated by some input parameters.

We control a system (machine, economical process, etc.) in order to achieve a desired
behavior. In some cases it is enough if the inputs are such that a given output signal is
achieved, but usually we require more, for instance low production costs or minimal times.
This means that we also want to optimize our process in some sense.

In order to derive the theory of optimal control, we first need a mathematical description
(see also Appendix A) of a control system and some basic definitions. Then, in Section 1.3
of this chapter we shall investigate these properties of the systems and finally, in Section 1.4
we introduce the theory for optimal control.
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1.1 Preliminaries

In order to study the mathematical aspects of (usually technical) problems, we need an
axiomatic approach. Here, we first give a general definition for a controlled dynamical
system and then point out which restrictions we shall apply in this Thesis. We also define
the most important properties, such as controllability, stabilizability and observability.

Definition 1.1 (control system) We say that
Y=(7,X,U,U,Y,s,0)

1s a control system, uf

o 7T is a nonempty subset of IR,
e X, Y and U are nonempty topological spaces,

o U is a nonempty subset of
{ulu: T - U},

e s is a mapping defined on a subset D of the set
{(to,tl,l’,u) |t07t1 S T, ty < ti,x € X,U S Z/I}
into X with the following properties:

(i) Vto € T and © € X there exists t1 € T with t; > ty and u € U such that
(to,t1,x,u) € D.
(i) (to,to, z,u) € D and it is s (to, to,x,u) =x Vg € T,z € X andu € U.
(1ii) Vto, t1 € T with to <ty and u,u* € U with u(t) = u*(t), Vt € [to,t1] N T and for
each © € X such that (to,t1,z,u) € D

(to, t1,xz,u*) € D and

s(to, t1, x,u) = s(tg, ty, z,u”)

hold.
(’L’U) Vto,t1 € T (to < tl) and Vrg € X, u € U with (to,t1,$0,U) eD

(to,t,xo,u) € D and
(t,t1,z,u) € D

hold for each t € [to,t1) N T with x = s(to, t, xo, u).
(v) Vto,t1,ty € T with tg < t; <ty and Vo € X, u € U such that (to,ty, x,u) € D

S(t17t27l’17u) = S(to,tg,l’,u) thh T = S(t())tlvx)u)
holds.

e 0 is a mapping from T x X x U into Y.

Remark 1.1
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e The usual terminology for the objects appearing in Definition 1.1 is the following: T
18 called ‘time-set” or ‘time-horizon’, X 1is called ‘state space’, U s called ‘control-" or
“input-value space’, U is called ‘control space’ or the set of control functions and finally,
Y is called ‘output-value space’. The mappings s and o are called ‘system transfer’ or
‘transition’ and ‘output’ or ‘readout’ mapping, respectively.

o [f an initial state xg and a time ty are given, then the state of the system at time t is
gwen for any admissible control function u € U by

x(t) = s(to, t, xg, u). (1.1)

Admissibility means hereby that (tg,t,zo,u) € D holds. The output response of the
system (using the same control and initial data) is then given by

y(t) = o(t, x(t),u(t)) = o(t, s (to, t, xo,u) , u(t)). (1.2)
System transfer
mapping State
S(t(]?th?U) $(t> e X .
Control Output mapping | Qutput
wed o(t,x(t),u(t)) |YB) €Y
Momentary | Input value
input value u(t) €U
u(t)

Figure 1.1: Control system

The properties of the state-transfer function s can be described as follows: Property (i)
ensures that for each state the system can be controlled (at least for a short time). Property
(ii) is just the definition of the initial state. Property (iii) means that the state depends
deterministically on this initial state and on the control function during the time of the
observation. Property (iv) is basically the connectivity of the admissible states in the time.
This means that the system cannot arrive to an admissible state with a control function
through some inadmissible ones. Finally, property (v) is the usual semi-group property for
evolutionary systems.

Our first example illustrates a dynamical system, that doesn’t fulfill Property (i) of Definition
1.1 and hence cannot be regarded as a control system:

Example 1: Let 7 =IN, X = {(x1,22)|x1,22 € Z, 21,22 > 0}, as well as

)]

and U = {u|u: T — U}. Furthermore, let

t1

s(to,t, z,u) ==xz0+ Y u(t).
t=to+1
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This leads to a system X that fulfills properties (ii)-(v), but not (i), since no admissible control

. . . 0
exists if the current state is 0

Although discrete-time systems are very important and receive much interest in the liter-
ature, in the framework of this Thesis, we will only investigate control systems defined on
continuous time-horizon:

Theorem 1.1 Let f: D* — X be a mapping, where D* is a subset of T x X x U such that
the following properties hold:

(i) Forallt € T and x € X there exists u € U, such that (t,z,u) € D*,

(1) X and U are finite dimensional Euclidean spaces and T is a (bounded or unbounded)
interval,

(111) f(t,z,u) is piecewise continuous inu € U and t € T for each fixzed x € X and finally
() f(t,z,u) is Lipschitz-continuous in x € X for each pair (t,u) € T x U

Then, the differential equation
@(t) = f(t,2(t),u(t)) (1.3)

together with the initial-value problem

admits a unique solution for each ty € T, xo € X and piecewise continuous functionu : T —
U if and only if (t,zo,u(ty)) € D*. Furthermore, this solution can be maximally prolongated
to the boundary of T x X.

If we then denote this maximally prolongated solution x(t) of (1.3)-(1.4) for a given piece-
wise continuous function u : T — U with s(to,t,x0,u) and the set of piecewise continuous
mappings from T into U by U, then (T, X,Y,U U, s,0) forms a control system (in the sense
of Definition 1.1) for any output space Y and output mapping o.

Proof. The existence and uniqueness of x are direct consequences of Lindel6f’s Theorem
for ordinary differential equation (see [KK74] or [CL55]). Hence, we only show that s fulfills
properties (i)-(v) from Definition 1.1.

Property (i) in Definition 1.1 follows from property (i) of Theorem 1.1 together with the
fact that if (to,2z0,%) € D* then the solution of (1.3)-(1.4) exists for the constant control
u(t) = @ at least for a small neighborhood [tg,ty +¢) € 7. Property (ii) of Definition 1.1 is
the initial condition (1.4). Properties (ii) and (v) of Definition 1.1 follow directly, hence x
is the maximally prolongated unique solution of an ordinary differential equation. Finally,
property (v) is also a consequence of the fact, that x(t) is the unique solution of (1.3). []

Definition 1.2 (differential control system) We callo = (7, X,Y,U,U, f,0) a finite dimen-
sional differential control system if
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e 7T is a real interval,

e X, Y and U are finite dimensional Fuclidean spaces,

o U is a set of piecewise continuous functions from T into U,

o f:D"CT xX xU — X fulfills the requirements of Theorem 1.1 and

e 0:7T x X xU —Y is an output mapping.

Definition 1.3 (infinite time horizon) We say that a control system has infinite time-horizon
if supT = +oo, i.e if T = [tg, +00) for some tg € R, orif T = R.

1.2 Basic properties of control systems

As mentioned before, most physical and technical processes can be described using finite
dimensional Euclidean spaces (at least approximately). From now on, we shall mainly study
the behavior of finite dimensional differential control systems. In order to characterize them,
we first introduce some important properties, such as controllability, stabilizability and ob-
servability. Then, in Section 1.3 we examine them in a very special, but important case:
considering systems governed by a linear differential equation.

Definition 1.4 Let X be a (not necessarily differential) control system. We say that

1. the pair (t1,71) € T x X can be controlled to (to,x2) € T X X, where ty > t1 if there
exists a control function u € U such that (t1,ts, x1,u) € D and s(ty,ta, x1,u) = T,

2. the state x1 € X can be controlled to the state x5 € X in the time T > 0 if for each
t €T witht+T €T the pair (t,x1) can be controlled to (t + T, xs);

3. the state v1 € X can be controlled to x9 € X if for each t; € T there exists to € T,
with to >ty such that the pair (t1,x1) can be controlled to (tg,xs).

Remark 1.2 The pair (to,x2) (or the state x5) is sometimes said to be ‘reachable’ from
(t1,21) (or from xz1). This means that (t1,x1) (or x1) can be controlled to (tg,z3) (or xa,
respectively).

Definition 1.5 (controllability) The control system . is said to be (completely) controllable
on the interval [t1,t3] C T if for each 1 and xo € X the pair (t1,x1) can be controlled to
(to, o). It is (completely) controllable in the time T if for each x1 and xo € X x1 can be
controlled to xo in the time T. And finally, the system is called (completely) controllable if
each x1 € X can be controlled to any xo € X.



6 CHAPTER 1. DIFFERENTIAL CONTROL SYSTEMS

Definition 1.6 (equilibrium pairs) A pair (z,u) € X x U is called equilibrium pair of the
system X if for all t1,tg € T (to < t1) s(to,t1,z,0) = x holds, where 4 = u for allt € T
withu e U.

Next, we study some asymptotic properties of equilibrium pairs:

Definition 1.7 (stability) Let o be a finite dimensional differential control system over
infinite time horizon and let (z*,u*) € X x U be an equilibrium pair. The state x* is
then called (asymptotically) stable if the corresponding ordinary differential equation

T = f(t,z,u")

has an (asymptotically) stable fixed point at x*.

Definition 1.8 (stabilizability) Let o be a finite dimensional differentiable control system
over infinite time horizon and let (z*,u*) € X x U be an equilibrium. z* is then called
stabilizable if each state x € X can be asymptotically controlled to x*, i.e. if for each x € X
and to € T there exists u € U such that

lim s(tg,t,x,u) =z
t—o0

Remark 1.3 If a finite dimensional differential system with infinite time-horizon is con-
trollable, then each equilibrium state is stabilizable.

Proof.  Let (z*,u*) be an equilibrium pair. Since o is controllable, there exists for each
r € X and ty € T a control u € U and a time ¢; > t; such that

s(to, t1, T, u) = x*.

If we then define a(t) := ulif) ii i [tto,h] then, using properties (iii) and (v) of the
1

state transfer mapping in Definition 1.1, we get

s(to, t,x,w) = s(ty,t,s(to, 1, x, @), a) = s(ty,t, s(to, t1, x,u),u”)

= s(ty,t,x"u") =z* Vit > t.

[

In [Son90] a different definition (see Definition 3.1.1 there) is given for the controllability.
The author calls a system controllable if for any xy, x; € X there exist ty,t; € 7 such that
(to, xo) can be controlled to (¢1,z1). Although this definition is equivalent to Definition 1.5 in
the time-invariant case (i.e. if f(¢t,z,u) = f(t+7T,x,u) or s(ty, t1,z,u) = s(to+71,t1+71, x,u)
VT € R), they are different for non-autonomous systems. The following examples illustrate
this difference.
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Example 2: Consider the following finite dimensional differential control system:
T =x+b(t)u,

1 ifo<t<l

0 else , 7T =R, X =U = R and U is the set of piecewise continuous

where b(t) =

mappings from R to IR. This system is completely controllable on the interval [0,1] (as we shall
see later in Corollary 1.1), but clearly if we choose zg > 0, ty > 1 and x; < z, then (to,x¢) cannot
be controlled to x7.

The next example shows, that even using analytical coefficients the two definitions are dif-
ferent.

Example 3: We define the following linear control system:

i — 0 1 o4 sint u
-1 0 cost ’

where 7 = R, X = R?, U = R and finally U is defined as in Example 2. Then the solution z(t)
can be written for an initial condition (g, zg) as:

o) = @(t,to)x0+/<1>(t, ) ( sinT >u(7) dr

COST
to

— Bt to)ao + ( sint >/u(7) dr,

cost
to

with & (¢, 7) = ( cos(t—7) sin(t—7) )

—sin(t —71) cos(t — 1)

cost

Since the function y(t) = ( _sin

; > is a solution of

T
(01

_ T
with ( sint ) g(t) = 0 Vt € R, this system is clearly not controllable (see Theorem 1.3). For

applications it cannot be considered as controllable, because the control function u(¢) only has an
averaged influence on it and it is, for instance, impossible to control the state function z(t) along a
given trajectory in X. On the other hand, for each z¢ and z; there is a tg and ¢; such that (tg, xo)
can be controlled to (¢1,x1). To show this, we use a geometric approach:

sin(tl)

Choose t1 such that z1 = R(
cos(t1)

) for some R > 0 and choose tg < t; such that xg =

sin(2t; — to) e
r ( cos(2ty — to) for some r > 0 and finally set u(t) = - Then

sin t1

=
x1 (t1,t0)z0 + < costr

) (tl — to)u.
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Finally, we define a system property that shows the connection between the system state
and the output:

Definition 1.9 (observability) Let X be a control system. Suppose further that ¥ty € T
and w € U and for each pair of different state trajectories x1 and x4 generated by the same
control u there exists t* € (—oo,to) VT such that

O(t*v xl(t*)v u<t*)) 7é O(t*, $2(t*), u(t*))
holds. Then X is called observable.

1.3 Controllability and stabilizability of linear control
systems

Let us begin this section with the definition of the affine control systems. These systems,
that are slightly more general then linear systems — which we also introduce here — will be
investigated later in this Thesis.

Definition 1.10 (affine control system) Let o be a finite dimensional differential control
system, where the mapping f(t,x,u) is of the affine form

ft,z,u) = A(t,x) + B(t,x)u

for some sufficiently smooth mappings A: T x R" — R" and B: 7 x R" — R"™™. Then o
15 called finite dimensional affine differential control system or briefly affine control system.

Now, we define the actual subject of this section, a linear control system. Throughout the
rest of this chapter, we investigate the most important properties of this class of differential
control systems.

Definition 1.11 (linear control system) Let o be a finite dimensional differential control
system, where the mappings f(t,x,u) and o(t,x,u) are linear in x € X and u € U for each
fired t € T. Then o is called finite dimensional linear differential control system or briefly
linear control system.

Remark 1.4 From now on we use the following notations for linear control systems:
1. dim X =n, dimU =m and dimY = p;

2. f(t,z,u) = A(t)x + B(t)u for some mappings A: T — R™" and B : T — R"™™;

3. o(t,z,u) = C(t)x + D(t)u for some mappings C : T — RP*™ and D : T — IRP*™.
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Using this notation, an arbitrary linear control system can be described with a linear ordinary
differential equation and a linear algebraic equation:

#(t) = A(t)z(t) + B(t)u(t), with z(ty) = x € R (1.5)
y(t) = Ct)z(t) + D(H)u(t).

Remark 1.5 If A(t) and B(t) are piecewise continuous in t, then the arising linear control
system is a differential control system (in the sense of Definition 1.2). Hence, using the
theory of linear ordinary differential equations, we obtain the solution of (1.5) in the following
form (see for instance [KK7}] or [CL55]):

() = B(L, to)xo + / ®(t,7)B(r)u(r) dr, (1.7)

where ®(t,7) is the fundamental matriz of the homogenous system & = A(t)x, i.e. ® fulfills
for all t,7 € T the differential equation

aatcw, 7) = AO)D(t, 7), with ®(t,7)|—r = id € R™™.

First, we examine the controllability of a linear control system on an interval [to,t¢] C 7

Theorem 1.2 A linear control system o is controllable on [to,t¢] C T if and only if for each
state x € X the pair (to,0) can be controlled to (t¢,x).

Proof.  The condition is clearly necessary (see Definition 1.5) and hence we only have to
show that it is also sufficient:

Let xp,zy € X and 2y := ®(ty,t0)xo. Clearly, Z; is the state, which the system would reach
at the time ¢ from (%o, z) without any control (i.e. with u(¢) = 0). Since z; — Z; € X, the
pair (tp,0) can be controlled to (ty,z; — Zs) for some @ € . This means, using equation
(1.7):

tr
zp— B = /CID(tf,t)B(t)ﬁ(t) dt and
to

ZINTf = (I)(tf, to)[L’O,

which together admit that (¢, xs) is reachable from (o, zo). L]

We now turn our attention to the characterization of controllable linear systems by means
of the coefficient matrices A and B. Most of the results of the forthcoming investigation
have already been published in the late sixties and early seventies and hence are regarded
as one of the few ”classical” results in Control Theory. Their detailed proofs can be found
in any textbook dealing with linear control systems (see for instance [KK85] or [Bro70]) and
therefore are mostly omitted here. Our first condition makes use of
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Lemma 1.1 (see Lemma 3.1 in [KK85]) Let F : [to,ts] — IR"™™ be a piecewise continuous
tr

mapping and G := /F(t)FT(t) dt. Then, a vector x € R™ can be written in the form
to

with a piecewise continuous function w : [to,t;] — R™ if and only if x € im(G) =
{Gy € Ry € R} holds.

Proof. Let x be a vector in IR". The product

tf tf
TGr = 2T / FOFT(t)dtz = / TR FT (D) di
B io (1.8)

Hence, G is positive semidefinite and therefore {z € R"|z"Gx = 0} = ker(G) = {z €
IR"|Gz = 0} holds. Using (1.8) we get that

ker(G) = {z € R"|FT(t)xr =0 Vt € [to,t4]}.

ty
Since the set F := {z € R"|z = /F(t)u(t) dtu € U} forms a linear subspace of R", we

to
show that im(G) < F and F Nker(G) = 0. Then, we obtain that F < im(G) and hence
F =im(G).

1. Let 2 € im(G). We show that # € F: For each « € im(G) there exists y € IR" such
that

tr
This means x = /F(t)u(t) dt for u(t) = FT(t)y and hence x € F.
to

2. On the other hand, if z € F N ker(G), then:

lz]2 = o7z —a” / F(tyu(tydt = [ (+ (1)) u(t) d

hence F Nker(G) = 0.
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Corollary 1.1 (see Theorem 3.1 in [KK85]) The linear control system (1.5) with piecewise
continuous coefficients A and B is completely controllable on the interval [to,ts] C T if and
only if the matriz

W= /cb(to,t)B(t)BT(t)ch(to,t) dt

is positive definite.

Proof. Using (1.7) we get

(ty) = Oty to)ao + /CID(tf,t)B(t)u(t) dt.

Note that ®(ts,t) = O(ts,to)P(to,t) and D(ty,1o) is regular. Hence the matrix
W= ®(tf, to) WO (tf, 1)
is positive definite if and only if W is positive definite.

1. Using Lemma 1.1, we get that if 2* ¢ im(W) then there is no function v € U, such
that

ty
2t = / O(t;, 1) B(t)u(t) dt.
to
In this case the pair (¢9,0) can not be controlled to (tf, z*).
2. On the other hand, if W > 0, then for each 2 € X the equation
z=We

is uniquely solvable w.r.t. ¢ € IR". Hence (ty,0) can be controlled to (¢s,z) using the
control function a(t) := BT (¢)®T (t4,t)c.

[

For the sake of completeness, we now cite a very important result from [KK85]:

Theorem 1.3 (see Theorem 3.2 in [KK85]) Let o be a linear control system on infinite
time horizon with piecewise continuous coefficients and y(t) be a nontrivial solution of (1.9).
Then o is controllable if and only if for each to € T and y(t) there exists t* > to such that

BY(t*)y(t*) # 0.

The next theorem gives an alternative condition for the controllability over finite time-
horizon. Its proof is based on the proof of the latter theorem:
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Theorem 1.4 (see also Theorem 3.2 in [KK85]) Let o be a linear control system with piece-
wise continuous coefficients and y(t) a nontrivial solution of the differential equation

y(t) = —A"(t)y. (1.9)
Then o is controllable on [ty,ts] C T if and only if for each y(t) there exists t* € [to,t¢] such
that BT (t*)y(t*) # 0.
Proof. Since ®7(7,t) is the fundamental matrix of (1.9), where ®(¢, 7) is the fundamental
matrix of (1.5), the solution y(t) is represented as

y(t) = @ (to, t)yo

with y(to) = yo. This means that the condition ‘for each y(t) there exists t* € [to, ] such
that BT (t*)y(t*) # 07 is equivalent to: ‘for each yo € IR\{0} there exists t* € [to, ;] such
that BT (t*)®T (to, t*)yo # 0.

Since the mapping ¢t — BT (t)®7T (to,t)yo is piecewise continuous, the latter condition is

equivalent to: ‘for each yy € IR\{0} there exists an open interval (¢1,%2) C [to,tf] such that
1B ()27 (to, )yoll # 0Vt € (t, t2)’,

Again, this condition is equivalent to: ‘for each yo € R\{0} the integral

ty
JUBT @@ (to, t)yoll? dt # 0.
to

Finally, this last expression can be written as
ty
J BT @@ (to, ol dt = Wy
to

and hence using Lemma 1.1 the proof is completed. []

The following two classical theorems give conditions for complete controllability of au-
tonomous systems:

Theorem 1.5 (Kalman', 1963 — see [Kal63]) An autonomous linear control system
& = Az + Bu, (1.10)
with A € R™™ and B € R™™™ is controllable if and only if the so-called Kalman-matrix
K = (B, AB, A%B, ... ,A’HB)

has mazximal rank (i.e. rank K = n).

'Rudolf Emil K4lmén was born in Budapest (Hungary) in 1930. According to the STAM News (6/94) he
is "without doubt the most influential researcher of the field” and has been ”the leader in the development
of a rigorous theory of control systems”. Among others, he is the recipient of the IEEE Medal of Honor, the
Steele Prize of the AMS and Bellman Prize. He is also a member of the Hungarian, French, Russian and
American Academy of Sciences.
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Theorem 1.6 (Hautus, 1969 — see [Hau69]) An autonomous linear control system
& = Az + Bu, (1.11)

with A € R™™ and B € R™™ is controllable if and only if for each eigenvector y of AT
yI'B # 0 holds.

We now shortly study the equilibrium pairs of linear control systems and then examine their
stability:

Lemma 1.2 Suppose that o is a linear control system with infinite time-horizon. Then the
equilibrium pairs of the system form a linear subspace of X x U.

Proof.

(i) Let (z*,u*) be an equilibrium pair. Then
" =0=A(t)z" + B(t)u"
and hence VA € R

0 = M)z + AB(Eu" = A()(\a*) + B(t) (") = jt(m*).

This means that (Az*, Au*) is also an equilibrium pair.

(ii) Let (z7,u}) and (23, u3) be two equilibrium pairs. Then

B4l = Az + Bt + A(t)r) + Bt
= A(t)(x% +a3) + B(t)(u +ul) =0

and hence (27 + x5, u} + u3) is also an equilibrium pair.

[

Using this latter lemma, we can also define (similar to Definitions 1.8 and 1.7) the stabiliz-
ability and the stability of a linear control system:

Definition 1.12 (stability and stabilizability) We call a linear control system with infinite
time horizon stabilizable if the state x* = 0 is stabilizable (by means of Definition 1.8).
Similarly, we call the system (asymptotically) stable if the differential equation

T =A(t)x

is (asymptotically) stable.

Next, we examine the stabilizability of linear control systems with infinite time-horizon.
First, we show a necessary condition similar to Theorem 1.3:
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Theorem 1.7 Let o be a linear control system with infinite time-horizon and let y(t) be
a solution of the differential equation (1.9). If o is stabilizable, then Yty € T and for any
bounded solution y(t)|y, ) there exists t* € T such that BT (t*)y(t*) # 0.

Proof. Suppose that the system is stabilizable and that there exists a bounded solution for
(1.9) y(t) and ty € T such that BT (t)y(t) = 0Vt > t,. Then, for an arbitrary state-trajectory

x(t)

cczi(xT(t)y(t)) = @ (y(t) + 2" (O)h(t)

= (@ (AT () +u" (OB ()y(t) — " (AT (y(t) =0
holds V¢ € 7. Thus, if we choose z(ty) = z¢ such that zly(ty) = a # 0, then 27 (t)y(t) = a
Vt > to and hence tlim (zT(t)y(t)) = a. Since |27 (t)y(t)| < ||lz@)|||ly(@)]], it follows that

tlim lz(®)||||y(t)]] > @ > 0 and hence, using the boundedness of ||y(t)|| on [ty, 00) we get that
T [(6)] # 0. m

The following theorem is a well-known result for autonomous linear control systems. Here,
its proof is carried out without explicitely introducing the canonical form of autonomous
linear control systems. (For more details on this canonical form see [Bro70] or [KK85]) :

Theorem 1.8 Let o be an autonomous linear control system on infinite time horizon. Then
o 1is stabilizable if and only if there exist two subspaces Vi and Vy of R™ with the following
properties:

(i) Vi@ Va = R,
(ii) each x1 € Vi can be controlled to zero,
(iii) each xo € Vi is an asymptotically stable state, i.e tlirglog(t) = 0, where £(t) is the
solution of & = A& with £(0) = x.

Proof.

(i) In order to prove that the three conditions are sufficient for the stabilizability, we need
to show that for each xqg € V; & V5 and ¢y € 7 there exists a control function v € U
such that tlim s(to,t, g, u) = 0. Since the system is autonomous, it is s(ty,te, z,u) =
s(ty+T,to+T,z,u) for any x € R", u € U, t1,ty € T with t; <ty and T > 0. Hence,
it is sufficient to show for only one fixed tq € 7 that tlirn s(to, t, xg,u) = 0.

Let xg = 21 + xo with z; € V] and x5 € V5. Then, using property (ii), we obtain that
there exist t; > ty and u; € U such that

t1
0=ty 4 /eA(tl_T)Bul(T) dr (1.12)
to
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(i)

Ul(t) t e [to,tl]

0 te (t,o0) « Lhenforz(t) = s(to,t,zo,u) with ¢ >,

Denote now u = {

t "
z(t) = M0 + /eA(t_T)B“(T) dr = e=10) gy + /eA(t_T)Bu(T) dr
to fo

holds. If we now apply the semi-group property of the fundamental-matrix eA*=7) and
equation (1.12), then we obtain

t1
a(t) = ey, —l—eA(t*tl)/eA(tl_T)Bu(T) dr
to

At=to) . pAlt=t1) ,A(t1—t0)

= € Zo T = GA(t_tO)(l’O — .Tl)

A(t—to)

€ ZIo.

On the other hand, it is 25 € V5 and the trajectory eA*=%)z, is the solution of & = Ax
for x(tg) = x2, and hence tlim x(t) = 0, which means that the given control function
—00

u(t) stabilizes the system.

Suppose now that the system is stabilizable. Now we construct the subspaces V; and
V5 as the kernel and image of a symmetric matrix X € IR"*". Let the set of eigenvalues
of A be denoted by A(A). Since A is finite dimensional, there exists a positive constant
q such that ¢ > min{Re(\)|A € A(A)}. Since for each eigenvector v with eigenvalue A
of an arbitrary matrix V € IR"*" and Vs € R

(V+shv=Vv+slv=(\+ s)v,

v is also eigenvector of V + sl with eigenvalue \ 4+ s. This yields that the matrix
A=A+ ql has only eigenvalues with positive real parts and hence the matrix —A
is stable. Using Theorem 1.1.8 and Lemma 1.1.14 in [AKFLJ], we obtain that the
algebraic Lyapunov-equation

~AX — XA + BBT =0 (1.13)

has a unique solution X € R™" which can be obtained using

X = / e At B BT ATt gy
0

Hence, X is symmetric and positive semidefinite.

Using the notation V; = im(X) and V5 = ker(X), we first obtain that, V; & V5 = R"
holds. Furthermore,

e €Vy & :cQTer;g =0« /:cge’AtBBTe’ATtxg dt =0
0

& / IBTe ATt gy||2dt = 0 < BTe Az, =0 V>0
0

= BTe’ATte’thg =0 Vi>0«& xge’AtB =0 V>0
& BTe_ATtxg =0 Vt>0.
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On the other hand, the trajectory y(t) := e Atpy is for x, # 0 a non-trivial solution
of §y = —ATy for y(0) = 5. Since o is stabilizable and BTy(t) = 0 for any ¢ > t,, we
obtain that lim lly(t)|| = co. Using now

Jim [z et e )| = 5y < oo,

this latter result immediately implies that for each x5 € ker(X)
lim |le*z,]| = 0
t—o00

and hence, each state x5 € V5 is asymptotically stable w.r.t. o.

Using the argumentation introduced in the proof of Kalman’s controllability condition
(Theorem 1.5), the equivalence

2y € ker(X) < BTe A uy =0 Vit >0

yields that x5 € ker(X) < 2T K = 0 and hence ker(KT) = ker(X) holds. Furthermore,
in the proof of Hautus’ Theorem (Theorem 1.6) we showed that if 2 € ker(K7T) then
ATz € ker(KT). Since ker(X) and im(X) are orthogonal subspaces with ker(X) &
im(X) =R",

r1 €Vi & Ve, e Vy xfxgz()

holds. On the other hand, using that A” is an automorphism of V5, we obtain that
if z; € V; then for any o € Vo 27 AT2y = 0 and hence (Ax;)Tz, = 0 holds. This
means that A is an automorphism of V; and hence the system that arises through
the restriction of the state space of o to V5 is a linear control system with the same
coefficients A and B. Furthermore, for any z; € Vi\{0} z; ¢ V» and hence z{ K # 0
holds. Therefore the restricted control system is completely controllable, i.e. each state
x1 € V] can be controlled to zero in finite time.

[

The following theorem shows a very useful result on stabilizable systems illustrating the
connection between stability and stabilizability:

Theorem 1.9 Suppose that o is an autonomous stabilizable linear control system. Then
there exists a matriz F € R™ ™ such that the matrix A — BF 1is stable.

We first give a construction for such a matrix F' in the case of controllable autonomous sys-
tems and then generalize this construction to prove Theorem 1.9. The following calculation
is based on the idea of V. lonescu:

Lemma 1.3 Suppose that o is an autonomous controllable linear control system. Then there
exists a matriz F € R™™ such that each eigenvalue of the matriv A — BF has negative real

part.
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Proof.  Using the construction introduced in the proof of Theorem 1.8, we first conclude
that since o is controllable, V; = IR" and hence ker(X) = 0 or equivalently X > 0 holds.

Then, substituting
F:.=BT'X 1

we obtain a closed-loop matrix A — BF = A — BBT X!, for which

(A — BBTX—l) X+ X (A - BBTX‘1>T — AX - BBT + XAT — BBT
= AX +XAT —2¢X —2BB”
0L 94X — BBT <0

holds. Hence, the function V(x) := 27 Xx is a positive definite Lyapunov-function for the
closed-loop system, which means that it is asymptotically stable. L]

With the help of the above construction, we can now easily prove Theorem 1.9:

Proof of Theorem 1.9. Using Theorem 1.8, we obtain the factorization R" = V; & V5 with
Vi = im(X) and V, = ker(X). Hence, X is an automorphism of V; with ker(X|y,) = 0.
With other words, the linear transformation X|y, : V; — V] is invertible. We now define the
following linear transformation on R" = V; & V5:

XH#(x) = XH# (w1 + 22) = (X|w) " (20),
for the (unique) factorization © = z1 + x5 with x; € V; (i = 1,2).

Out aim now is to prove, that the matrix A — BB X# is stable. For that, we investigate

the differential equation .
§=(A-BB"X#)¢

Again, using the factorization & = & + &, with & € V;, we obtain that
E=&+& = (A-BB"X%)¢=A¢— BBTX"¢ = A& + A, — BBT (X|v) ™' &
= (A=BB" (X)) & + A%
holds.

Moreover, as stated in point (iv) of the proof of Theorem 1.8, A is an automorphism of V;
and hence the automorphism

(A-BB" (X|V1)_1)‘V1

is — using Lemma 1.3 — stable. Furthermore, the (asymptotical) stability of the dynamical
system

£ = A&

for & € V5 is a consequence of Theorem 1.8.

Altogether, we obtain, that the feedback matrix ' = BT X# has the desired property of
stabilizing the closed-loop system.

Theorem 1.9 directly yields the following statement:
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Corollary 1.2 (stabilizing feedback-control) Let o be an autonomous stabilizable control
system. Then there exists a feedback-control, i.e. a control function @ of the form u(t) =
F(t,z(t)), for which the corresponding linear system

() = Ax(t) + Ba(t)

is asymptotically stable. Furthermore, this feedback is linear in the current state x(t) and
this linear mapping is autonomous.

Proof.  Using Theorem 1.9, we get that there exists a matrix F© € R™™ such that the
system

t=(A—BF)x
is asymptotically stable. Hence, the choice
u(t) == —Fux(t)
yields the required property. []

Our last result on the stabilizability of a control system is a well known classical theorem of
M.L.J. Hautus:

Theorem 1.10 (Hautus, 1969 — see [Hau69]) An autonomous linear control system
&= Ax + Bu

is stabilizable if and only if for any eigenvector y of AT corresponding to a non-stable eigen-
value (i.e. to an eigenvalue with non-negative real part) BTy # 0 holds.

To end this section, we shortly discuss the output-properties of linear control systems. A
fundamental question here is the observability, which is — as we shall soon see — very strongly
related to the controllability property.

Consider the following linear control system:

#(t) = A(t)r+ B(t)u (1.14)
y(t) = C(t)z + D(t)u. (1.15)

According to Definition 1.9 a control system is called observable if for any two solutions z(.)
and z5(.) using the same control function u(t)

yt) = ya(t) Yt <t
implies that x;(t) = xo(t) Vt < .
Rewriting this condition in terms of the linear mappings (1.14) and (1.15), we conclude that

a linear control system X is observable if and only if for any nontrivial solution x(.) of the

homogeneous differential equation
T = A(t)z,

there exists t* < ¢ such that C'(t*)z(t*) # 0 holds.

Hence, using Theorem 1.3, we obtain the following duality between observable and control-
lable systems:
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Theorem 1.11 (duality) A linear control system defined by the equations (1.14) and (1.15)
s observable if and only if its so-called dual control system

E(t) = AT(=t)¢ + CT(—t)v

15 controllable.

1.4 Optimal control for linear systems with quadratic
costs

In this section we examine the existence and uniqueness of a control function, which min-
imizes a predefined cost functional. This cost functional is assumed to be given in form of
a quadratic integral operator for z(¢) and wu(t). We still assume that the system is linear
(see Definition 1.11) and that the initial condition, i.e. the pair (¢y,z¢) € 7 x X is fixed.
Throughout this section we only consider systems with finite time-horizon 7 = [to, t¢] and
we have no predefined final state x(ty), either. For results over infinite time-horizon or op-
timal control problems with boundary constraints, see Section 10.2 in [KK85], Section 3.5
and Chapter 7.

Definition 1.13 (optimal control system) Let o be a finite dimensional differential control
system with finite time-horizon T = [to,t], as defined in Definition 1.2. We say that the
pair (o,J) forms a finite dimensional optimal control system (or shortly: optimal control
system) if J : X x U — R is defined as

J(w,u) = w(z(ts)) +/\If(t,x(t),u(t))dt, (1.16)

where ¥ : T x X x U — R is piecewise continuous in t and differentiable in x and u and
k: X — R is differentiable.

Remark 1.6 The functional J usually is called cost-functional (or sometimes also utility-
functional or performance index) assigned to o.

With the above definition, the aim of the Optimal Control Theory can be stated as follows:

Problem 1 Let (0,.J) be an optimal control system with finite time-horizon T = [to,t] and
let zyp € X be giwen. Find u* € U such that together with the generated state trajectory
z*(.) = s(to, ., xo, u*) the cost functional J(z*,u*) is minimal.

Definition 1.14 (optimal control and optimal state-trajectory) Let (o,.J) be an optimal
control system. We say that u*(t) is an optimal control and the generated state-trajectory
x*(t) is an optimal state-trajectory if u* is a solution of Problem 1.
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In the framework of this Thesis, we shall mainly consider optimal control systems of the
following type:

Definition 1.15 (linear-quadratic control system) The pair (o,J) is called finite dimen-
sional linear quadratic optimal control system (or shortly: linear quadratic control system )
if o is a finite dimensional linear control system and J : X x U — IR is a mapping of the
form

J(w,u) = T (t ) K alty) + / 2T (OQ)2(t) + uT () R(t)u(t) dt. (1.17)

Hereby denote X the set of all state-trajectories in o, i.e
X = {s(.,to,xo,u)|to € T,z9 € X,u €U}

and K¢ € R™™ a symmetric matriz. Further denote R : T — R™™ and Q : T — R™"
some piecewise continuous mappings with R(t) = RT(t) and Q(t) = Q™ (t) for allt € T.

There are several ways to solve Problem 1. The most common solution method makes use
of the Hamilton-Jacobi equation which yields necessary conditions for a minimum. Here,
we discuss two approaches, which are also advantageous later for studying different optimal
control problems (see Sections 2.3.2 and 2.3.3 or Chapter 4). In the first subsection we
derive a sufficient condition for the optimal control utilizing the so-called ‘value-function’.
Then, in the second subsection, we introduce a Hilbert-space approach. This method yields
a necessary condition. It can be shown, however, that — even for differential games — these
methods are equivalent and hence lead to a necessary and sufficient condition for an optimal
control (see Section 2.3.1 and [JKKO01a]).

Although most of the forthcoming proofs can be found in the usual literature (see for instance
[Son90], [LR71] or [TOW99]) — for the convenience of the reader and for later generalization
— they are included in full details.

1.4.1 Value-function approach for optimal control systems

For the sake of generality, we first introduce some main results for optimality of arbitrary
control systems and then derive a sufficient condition for linear quadratic control systems.

Definition 1.16 (value-function) Let (o, J) be an optimal control system with T = [t,t].
We call the mapping V : T x X — R value-function or Bellman-function associated to (o, J)

of
V(t,z) = inf /\I/(T, (1), u(r))dr + k(2(ty))|u e U,z = s(t,.,z,u) . (1.18)

Clearly, u* € U is an optimal control of (o, J) for z(ty) = z if and only if
J(z7,u”) = V(to, zo),

where x* denotes the state-trajectory generated by u* (the so-called optimal trajectory), i.e.
x* = s(tg, ., xo, u*)



1.4. OPTIMAL CONTROL FOR LINEAR SYSTEMS WITH QUADRATIC COSTS 21

Lemma 1.4 see Lemma 8.1.5 in [Son90]) Let V' denote the value-function of the optimal
control system (o, J). Then Vi1, ty € [to,tf] with t; <ty and Vu e U

V(ty,x1) < /Z)\I/(t,x(t),u(t))dt—l— V(ta, x(t2))

t1

holds, where x = s(t1,.,x1,u). Furthermore, if u* is an optimal control, then
to
V(ty, 1) = /\Il(t,:z:*(t),u*(t))dt+ V(ts, 2*(t))
t1
holds, where x* is the optimal state-trajectory for x*(t1) = 7.

Proof.

(i) We first prove that Ve > 0 and u € U
to
V(t,11) < /\Il(t,x(t),u(t))dt V(b 2(ts)) +
t1
holds. Using (1.18) we get that there exists a control @ € U with
ty
V(ts, z(ts)) > /\I/(t, (t), a(t)) dt + k(3 (ty)) — e, (1.19)
to

where x = s(t1,.,x1,u) and T = s(t2,.,z(t2),%). On the other hand, Properties (iii)
and (v) from Definition 1.1 yield for

A u(t) ift € [ty,t2)
u(t) = { a(t) if t € [ta, t/]

that 2(t) := s(t1,t,21,0) = x(t) Vt € [t1, 2], as well as &(t) = Z(t) Vt € [ta, t4].
Again (1.18) and (1.19) yield that

Vo) < [ Wit a),at) dt+ sifty)
= [w@a,am)d+ [0 a0, a0) dt+ n@y)

- /\If(t,x(t),u(t))dt—l—/‘If(t,i(t),&(t))dt—l—ff(f(tf))

IN

/2\11(75, x(t),u(t)) dt + V(te, x(t2)) + .
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(ii) In the second step, we prove that if u* is optimal on [t;,¢;] then u*|,,,) is optimal
on [tg,ty] for to > t1, too. For this proof we use a standard method known from the
Theory of Dynamic Programming (see Chapter 8 in [Son90]). Indeed, assuming that
there is a control 4 on [ta, t¢] with

[ Wi 0,0 ) + 5@ (1) > [ W), 00) + k().

where * = s(t1, ., z1,u*) and T = s(tq, ., 2*(¢2), @) then, using a similar argumentation
as in step (i), the control

) ur(t) ift € [ty ts)
u(t) :{ a(t) it € [ta, ty]

together with the generated state trajectory & = s(ty,., 21, %) would produce a lower
cost on [ty,ts] than u* produces. But this yields a contradiction, since u* is minimal
on this interval.

(ili) Finally, since u* is also optimal on [ty t] if it is optimal on [ty, /], we get

Vo) = [ Wit (0),(1) + 5l (t))

This latter result implies immediately the following classical theorem:

Theorem 1.12 (Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman — see Proposition 8.1.8 in [Son90]) Let (o, J) be
an optimal control system with T = [ty,ts], o € X and value-function V(t,z). Then the
following statements hold:

(i) Yu € U the function V(t) := V(t,z(t)) is continuous and piecewise differentiable for
x = s(to, ., o, u).
(ii)
d
inf {dtV(t,x(t)) + U, 2(t), u(t))|lu € U,z = s(to, xo,U)} =0

for each t € T\Ty, where Ty is a finite set.
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(iii) u* € U is a solution of Problem 1 if and only if

d * * *
%V(t,x (1) + W(t,z"(t),u"(t)) =0

for almost every t € T. Hereby, x* denotes (as usual) the optimal state-trajectory for
x*(tg) = o, i.e. " = s(tg, ., g, u").

Proof.

(1)

Clearly, if u is piecewise continuous, then, using & = f(¢,x,u), the same holds for &
and hence x is continuous and piecewise differentiable. Hence, using formula (1.18)
and the analytic dependency of the solution of an initial value problem on the initial
value, we obtain the desired smoothness.

Lemma 1.4 yields that for any ¢t; < t; and v € U
to
Vit o) = Vit a(t) < [ W(ta(t), u(t) dt
t1

holds, where equality occurs if and only if u is optimal. Hence, taking t; — t9, we
obtain that

to

Jim (Vit 1) = Vita,a(t)) < lim [ 9,20, u(t)) d
t1

or equivalently, using ¢; < to:

/Q\If(t,x(t),u(t)) dt
lim Vit 21) = Vtz, 2(t2)) — lim 2 >0

t1—t2 tl — t2 t1—t2 231 - t2 -

& V(12 2(12) + W, (1), () 2 0,

everywhere where V' is differentiable. Again equality holds if and only if u is an optimal
control function. Hence, points (ii) and (iii) are also proved.

[

Finally, we investigate linear quadratic control systems in order to derive a sufficient condi-
tion for the optimal control:

Suppose that (o, J) is a linear quadratic control system. We show here that the function

V(1)

= V(t,z(t)) has the following form:

V(t) =2t (O)E@)x(t) + e (H)x(t) + d(t)

for some mappings £/: 7 — R"", ¢:7 — R" and d : T — R, where E(t) is symmetric for
each t € 7. Note, that since x(t) = s(t, %o, To, ulty,), V is independent of w|j,.
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—V@t) = i"TEx+a"Ex+2"Ei + "o+ i +d
= (mTAT + uTBTm'T) EX + 2"Ex + 2" E (Azx + Bu) + é'x
+e (Az 4+ Bu) +d + 2" Qz + u"Ru — ¥
= 2" (E+Q+EA+ A"E)x +u"Ru+ 2" EBu+u"B"Ex
+(éT+eTA)x+eTBu+d—\I/
= o7 <E+Q+EA+ATE)x+(u—y)TR(u—y)+yTRu
+u'Ry — y" Ry + 2" EBu+u' B Ex + (éT + eTA> x
+e"Bu+d— U
= 2" (E+Q+EA+A"E)z+ (u—y)" R(u - y)
+u” (Ry + BTEx + ;BT6> + (;eTB +2TEB + Ry) U
—i—(éT—l—eTA)x—i-d—yTRy—\I/
for any mapping y : 7 — IR™. If we set, for instance
Ry + BTEx + ;BTe =0,

so that the terms that are linear in u cancel out then, assuming that R(¢) is invertible for
each t € 7, we obtain

d - .
%V = :UT(E+Q+EA+ATE):E+(u—y)TR(u—y)
. 1 1
.T T T T -1 pT
—l—(e +e A)x+d—<2€ +x E)BRSB (EX+26>—\I/
= " (E+Q+EA+A"TE—ESE)x+ (¢"+¢"A—e"SE)x

1 .
—ZeTSe +d+u—y) ' Ru—y) -V

Assuming that the mappings F, e and d are such that they fulfill

E+Q+EA+ATE—-ESE =0 (1.20)

¢'+e'A—e’SE=0 and (1.21)

.1

d— 1eTSe =0, (1.22)
we obtain that p

SV ==y Ru—y) -
Integrating yields

V(ty) = V() = [(w=y)Ru-y)dr - [W(r,a(r),u(r)) dr (1.23)

t t
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If we further assume that, besides equations (1.20)-(1.22), the mappings E, e and d are
chosen such that the following terminal values

E(ty) = K; (1.24)
e(ty) = 0 and (1.25)
d(ty) = 0 (1.26)

are attained, then we get that V(t;) = a7 (t;)Kx(t;) = H(:L‘(tf)>, which together with
equation (1.23) yields

ty tr
V)= — /(u — ) R(u—y) dr + x(a(ty)) + / U(ra(r) u(r))dr.  (1.27)
t t
Note, that the r.h.s. of (1.27) is independent of u|y,,, whereas the Lh.s. is independent
of uls,). Considering now the infimal values of (1.27) over all possible control function on
[t,tf], we get the following

V(t, x(t)) = u|i[?tf] \I/(T, x(T), u(T)) dr + /{(x(tf)>
= Vo) + jof [(u—y)"Rlu—y)dr,

which equals to V (¢) if and only if u —y =0Vt € T

Consider now the linear differential equations (1.21) and (1.22): Since the terminal values
e(ts) and d(ts) are zero, the solution of these equations are the functions that are constant
zero. Hence, we obtain the following statement:

Theorem 1.13 Suppose that (o,J) is a linear quadratic control system with finite time-
horizon T = [to,ts] such that the coefficient R(t) appearing in the cost functional J is
positive definite for each t € T. Further assume that E : T — IR™" is a solution of the
matrix Riccati-equation

E=-AT()E — EA(t) — Q(t) + ES(t)E, with E(t;) = K, (1.28)
where S(t) denotes the matriz B(t)R™(t)BT(t). Then the feedback-control
wt(t) == —R ()BT (1) E(t)x(t)

s optimal.

1.4.2 Linear quadratic control systems on Hilbert-space

Definition 1.17 Let H"[to,tf] be the set of square-integrable functions mapping [to,ts] into
R™. On H"[to,ts] we define the following scalar product:

(.90 = 1T t)gltn) + [ ST g0y dt ¥.g € H'lto. 1)
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In this subsection we derive a necessary condition for the optimal control of linear quadratic
control systems. Throughout this calculation we shall use the notations used in Definition
1.15 and Problem 1 but, for the sake of generality, we assume that the control function can
be chosen from the set of square-integrable functions defined on R™, i.e. that U = L5'[to, t¢].

If we define

Qt) :== { %g) g i i Eft;)’tf) and (1.29)

then the cost functional J can be written for each state trajectory x € A and control u € U
as

J(z,u) = <x, Qw>Hn[t0’tf] + (s Ru) 1 - (1.30)

Furthermore, defining the linear operators
L U— H"[to, ty] u /@(.,T)B(T)U(T) dr and (1.31)
® : R"— H"[to,t;] = i—t>0(I)(.,t0).73 (1.32)

where ®(¢,7) is the fundamental matrix of the equation (1.5) (see Remark 1.5), then the
state trajectory x becomes (see (1.7)

x = dxg + Lu. (1.33)

Our aim is now to find a control u € U such that the generated state trajectory z = ®x+ Lu
minimizes the cost functional J. Substituting (1.33) into (1.30) yields

J(x,u) = <(T)£Eo + Lu, Q (@xo + Eu)>nn[t0,tf} + (u, Ru>z:gn[to,tf]

= (u, (R+ LQL) W) gy 1 + 20, L QOT0) oy, 1+ (1.34)
(@, Q(I)x0>7—(n[t0,tf]

Lemma 1.5 Let H be an arbitrary Hilbert-space, o : ' H — H a self-adjoint operator, § € H
and v € R. Then the product (x,ax) + 2 {x, ) + v has a unique minimum if and only if
« is positive definite. In this case this minimum is achieved at x* = —a~'[3. Furthermore,
a necessary condition for the existence of a minimum is that the operator « is positive
semidefinite.

Proof.

(i) First, assume that there exists & € ‘H with (Z,aZ) < 0. Then the function ¢ : R — R
with
©(A) i= (AT, aAT) + 2 (AT, B) + v = N (F, i) + 22 (7, B) + 7
is a real quadratic polynomial with negative leading coefficient and hence it cannot

have a minimum at all. Therefore the product (z, ax) + 2 (z, ) + v does not have a
minimum, either.
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(ii) Supposing that o« > 0 and that there exists & € H with (Z,aZ) = 0, we obtain that
the function ¢(\) defined in step (i) is either linear or constant and hence cannot have
a unique minimum.

(iii) Assume now that « is positive definite. Then

(z,02) +2(x,8) +7 = (z+a ' B,alz+a7'8) - (a7'5,8) +,

which has a unique minimum if and only if (z + a™'3, a(z + a~'3)) is minimal, but
since o > 0, it is for z + a1 # 0 always positive, so the unique minimum is achieved
for x + a5 = 0.

]

Together with (1.34) this latter lemma yields some criteria for the existence and uniqueness
of an optimal control:

Corollary 1.3 Let (0,J) be a linear quadratic optimal control system. A necessary condi-
tion for the solvability of Problem 1 is that the operator R + L*QL is positive semidefinite.
Furthermore, Problem 1 is uniquely solvable if and only if R+ L*QL is positive definite. In
this case the optimal control is given by

u'=—(R+ ,C*Qﬁ)_l (£ Q@) (1.35)

Equations (1.35) and (1.33) yield
— (R+LQL) u* = L*Qx = L*Q (v* — Lu*)
= Ru* = —L*Qx*.

Hereby, z* = ®xy + Lu* denotes the optimal state-trajectory. Altogether we obtain the
following theorem:

Theorem 1.14 Let (0,J) be a linear quadratic optimal control system with T = [ty,ts] and
xo € X. Assume that the matriz Ky is positive semidefinite and that Vt € [to,tf] the matriz
R(t) is positive definite and Q(t) is positive semidefinite. Then the solution of Problem 1
exists uniquely and the optimal control u* is given by

u = —RLQq, (1.36)

where Q is defined as in equation (1.29) and L* denotes the adjoint operator to L (see (1.31).
Furthermore, x* denotes the optimal state trajectory, i.e

1" = Oz + Lu*, (1.37)

with ® defined in (1.52).
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Proof.  Since every other statement follows using Corollary 1.3 if R and R + £*QL are
positive definite, we only show these properties:

(i) Let w € U be an arbitrary control function. Then
(u, £*QLu) = (Lu, QL@WM =
(Lu, QLu) pppyy 4 + (Lulty), KpLulty))ge -
Since Ky > 0, Vo € R™ (Lu(ty), K;Lu(ts))rr > 0 holds.
On the other hand

LI [to,ty]

(L1, QL) £y = [ (Lult)” Q1) (Lu(t)) dt = 0,

to
since Q(t) > 0Vt € [to, ts]. This yields
LQL>0
(ii) Similarly Yu € U\{0}

ty

(1, Bt gy = [ " (OR(E)ult)

to

and since R(t) > 0 Vt € [to, tf], it is also
(u, RU)ch[tO,tf} > 0.

Hence the operator R is positive definite.

[

Our aim now is to describe the relation for the optimal control (1.36) more explicitely, i.e.
by solutions of certain differential equations. To this end, we first need to construct the
adjoint operator L£*:

Lemma 1.6 Let L be the operator defined in (1.31). Then the adjoint operator L* :
H™[to, tr] — L5 to, ty] is given by

Ly = BT() @T(tf,.)y(tf)+/<I>T(t,.)y(t)dt . (1.38)

Proof. Yy € H"[to,ts] and u € LT[ty t/]

W Loy = [ 070 [ 7Bl dr e

t=to T=to
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ty

+ oty [ et n)B(ulr) dr

T=tg
ty ¢t

= [ [ (B"@)e (L) u(r) drat

t=tg T=to

+ / (BT (1" (17, 7)y(ts)) u(r) dr

T=tg
holds. Interchanging the order of integration (see also Figure 1.2) yields

/ /(BT(T)‘I’T(tvT)y(t))Tu(T)det:
[ [ (B @@ @) uir)dedr

T=tg t=T

to tf t

Figure 1.2: The domain of integration

Altogether we obtain

(y, £u>Hn[to,tf} - (L‘*y, u>£5n[t0=tf]

_ / (BT (r)@” (¢, 1)y(ty) + / (BT(M)@" (6, 7)y(0))" dt| u(r)dr

and hence

Ly(r) = BT (b, )ylty) + [ BT(R)®T (0 7yl di.

]

We can now express the optimal control function in terms of integrations. Using (1.36) and
(1.38) we obtain that

w(t) = —R7BT |07 (ty, Ko (t) + [ @7 (r,0)Q(r)a" (7) dr |
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If we suppose that the expression

Oty K gt (ty) + [ O (7, 0)Q(r)a" (7) dr

has the form K (t)z*(t) for some matrix-valued function K : 7 — IR", then we obtain that
the optimal control can be written as

u*(t) = —R™Y(t) BT () K (t)z* (). (1.39)
Indeed,

—(K(t)z*(t)) = Ka*+4 Ki* = Kz* + K(Az* + Bu)

— Kz*+ KAxz* — K BR'BT Kz*.
(t)
S

On the other hand,

= &T(t; ) K 2™ (¢
o (tr, t) Ky (ty)

Ot K g2 (t) + [ @7 (7,0Q(r)a" (7) dr

+ / CZ@%, DQ(r)* (r) dr — BT (1, )Q(1)a" (¢)

and since p
%CI)T(T, t) = —AT(t)®"(7,t) and &' (7,7) =1,

we obtain that

:—AT

ST (ts, t) K a*(ty) —I—/(I)T(T, HQ()x*(7) dT] —Q(t)z*(¢)

K(t)z*(t)

Finally, the equality of the above expressions yields that
[K(t) + K@A®) — K@®)SOK®)] a*(t) = [-AT(O)K (1) — Q(t)] 2" (1)
And hence we obtain the following necessary and sufficient condition for the optimality:

Theorem 1.15 Let (o, J) be a linear quadratic optimal control system with finite time hori-
zon T = [to,ts], such that the matrices R(t) and Q(t) are positive definite and positive
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semidefinite for all t € T, respectively. Assume further that the matriz Riccati differential
equation '
K=A"(t)K — KA(t) — Q(t) + KS(t)K, with K(t;) = K,

admits a solution K : T — R™" for which K(t;) = K; holds. Then the optimal control
u*(t) is
ut(t) = =R ()BT (1) K (t)(t),

where S(t) denotes the matriz B(t)R™'(t)BT(t).

1.5 Notes and references

The previous chapter gave an introduction to Control Theory. We discussed the most impor-
tant results and some of the classical theorems (Theorems 1.9 and 1.10). We also developed
a construction for the state-space (Theorem 1.8) that is an improved consequence of the
well-known controllability canonical form for linear systems. A more complete discussion of
this canonical form and also of the other topics of Linear Control Theory can be found in
the classical books [KK85] and [Bro70].

We also briefly discussed linear quadratic control systems. This is a classical and most elegant
way to connect Optimization Theory and Control Theory. In the rest of this work, we shall
see several further connections of these topics in the context of Game Theory. Although, the
above mentioned books also contain elementary results on Optimal Control Theory, there
is a huge amount of other sources covering this topic (for instance see [AM90], [Hes66] and
[Son90]). Furthermore, a detailed discussion of the Theory of Differential Equations can be
found in the classical textbooks [CL55] and [KKT74].

Some of the topics, we didn’t cover here, will be mentioned later on in this work. For a
discussion on Nonlinear Control Theory see Chapter 6. The theory of Riccati Differential
Equations will be presented in Chapter 3, where we also see some very important stabi-
lizability properties of optimal control functions. Finally, the theory of disturbed control
systems will be covered in Chapter 4.

Although discrete systems become a lot of interest nowadays, in the framework of this Thesis
only continuous-time systems are discussed. Results on control systems defined on a discrete
time-horizon can be found in the text of Kucera [Kuc79].
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Chapter 2

Noncooperative dynamical games

In the previous chapter we discussed ‘non-isolated’” dynamical systems, i.e. systems that are
controlled by external inputs. In some cases, we could also calculate an optimal input, by
means of a cost functional. Here, we generalize this structure and investigate, what happens
if more than one external input is acting on the system and all these inputs try to optimize
a different cost functional. As we shall see later, the structure of differential games is much
more complicated, than the one discussed for control systems. Usually, the inputs cannot
fulfill their optimality constraints at the same time and hence equilibrium models become
very important. On the other hand, since the inputs are independent of each other and none
of them knows the strategy of the others, the state of the system cannot be reconstructed
with the help of the own control law and the initial data. Hence the information structures,
i.e. system-state-feedback models, play a very important role in the context of differential
games. In the first section, we discuss these structures.

Then, in Section 2.2, we generalize some properties that were introduced in Section 1.3 and
also derive conditions for them. Finally, we derive optimal control laws for several types of
linear-quadratic differential games.

2.1 Equilibrium models and information structures

Let us introduce a simple example, before we derive abstract definitions for differential games
and equilibrium strategies.

Example 4: Consider a ‘black-box’ governed by exactly two inputs (u; and uz), that are constant
real numbers. Suppose further, that according to the system state (i.e. in dependence of the two
inputs, that determine this state) the corresponding cost functionals (J; and Js, respectively) can
be obtained by Figure 2.1. Finally assume, that the players do not communicate during the game
and hence the strategy (i.e. the chosen input) of the first one is not known by the second one and
vice versa.

How can we define the optimality in the sense of minimizing the costs ? The first direct way could
be, that Player 1 sets u{ and Player 2 u3. Then the system itself goes to point (u{,u9) and hence
the players receive higher costs than expected. Do the players regret their input 7 Definitely !
Player 2 thinks: ”If I had used a control u}(u}), I would have received much less costs.” And he
is right, because Player 1 has no information on the choice of Player 2, and hence wouldn’t have
changed his choice.

33
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Figure 2.1: Optimality constraints of the players.

And hence Player 2 don’t regret his decision, if and only if he chooses a strategy, that lies on
a curve for which %1;2’"2) = 0. This curve is denoted by u3(u1). If we suppose that there is
no communication between the players, then Player 1 also chooses his strategy on the line with
%ﬁ’w) = 0 (curve denoted by uj(u2)). And hence the only situation, for which none of the
players have a regret is at the intersection point of these lines. In this case, if the game is repeated,
the players would choose the same strategies, since anything else would result more costs. This
situation is called equilibrium. Indeed, this is the so-called Nash equilibrium, which we will discuss

later in more details.

Suppose now, that the players have another rule in the game: The first player chooses his control
law and announces it to the second player. Then the second player chooses a control using this
knowledge. This is a typical situation in the economics. The government announces the tax rates for
the next year and — according to these laws — the companies must meet their optimum (preferably
without regretting it).

Here, the structure is more complicated. Player 2 has an easy task: using the curve for which

0J2(u1,u2)
28u12 2

now is how to find the best control for the first player. He knows, that if he chooses uq, Player 2

d *

Jl(#f(ul)) = 0. He finds his

optimality exactly where the curve u}(u;) is tangential to one of the niveaulines of Jy. Again, if the

= 0, he can simply find the best control for any announcement of Player 1. The question

will play u3(u1) and hence he is interested in a control for which

game is now repeated, Player 1 will announce the same strategy and hence, Player 2 won’t change,
either. The resulting equilibrium is called Stackelberg equilibrium.

Now, let us try to develop — similarly to Definition 1.1 — an axiomatic approach to differential
games:

Definition 2.1 (differential game) Let N be a positive integer. Then we call the following
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object
Uy = (T, X, Ui, Ui, 00, 1, Ji) iy

differential game, if for alli € {1,..., N} the following properties hold:

e T is a real interval,

X and U; are finite dimensional Euclidean spaces,

o f is a mapping defined on T x X x Uy x...xUy such that f(t,x,uq, ..., uyx) is piecewise
continuous in each u; € U; and t € T for each fired v € X and Lipschitz-continuous
inx € X for each tuple (t,uy,...,uy) €T x Uy X ... x Uy.

o; s a subset of {vi|vi : T x P(X) — U},
e 1); is a mapping T — P(X) with the property that n;(t) C {z(s)|to < s < t},

Ui = {vi(-;mi()|vi € oi} and finally

Ji 1s a real-valued functional defined on Uy X ... X Uy — R.

Remark 2.1 The usual terminology for the objects appearing in definition 2.1 is the fol-
lowing: similarly to control systems, X, T, U; and U; are called state space, time horizon,
control-value space and control-space, respectively. The set o; is called set of possible strate-
gies, n; information structure and finally, we say that J; is the cost functional of the i-th
player. Usually, we call the input function u; ”player”.

Remark 2.2 In the rest of this Thesis, we shall only consider the following three information
structures

(i) feedback : n;(t) = {z(t)}
(7i) open-loop : n;(t) = {zo}
(#i) sampled-data : n;(t) = {z(tg)|ty <t < tgi1} for some (finite or infinite) fized grid

T:(t0<t1<...<tk<tk+1<...)

with suptT =sup 7 .

Now, we investigate the dependence of the state trajectory on the actual strategy v; € o;
(t=1,...,N):

Theorem 2.1 (see also Theorem 1.1 and [BO95]) Let I'y be an N-player differential game.
Suppose further that the mapping f has the following properties

(i) f(t,x,uy,...,uy) is continuous in t for any x,uy,...,u, € X x Uy X ... x Uyx
(ii) f is Lipschitz continuous in x,us, ..., uy,

(iii) for any vy; € oy, the function v;(t,z) is continuous in t and Lipschitz-continuous in x.
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Then, the solution of the differential equation
2(t) = f(t,2(t),ui(t), ..., un(t))

exists (at least for a short period of time) uniquely for any initial value xo € X and set of
controls (ul, - ,uN) € Uy X ... X Uy. Furthermore, these state trajectories are continuous
functions of the time.

Proof. As for differential control systems, the statement is a direct consequence of Lindelof’s
Theorem (see for instance [CL55] or [KKT74]) on the existence and uniqueness of the solution
of differential equations. []

Now, we are very close to define a no-regret-situation, as it was already illustrated in the
introductory example. For this, we first need to define the best reply of a player:

Definition 2.2 (best reply) Let I'y be an N-player differential game. Assume further, that
SOm@fOT’i S 1,...,N V(i) = (")/1,...,")/Z‘,l,"}/i_;'_l,...,’}/N) €O X...X0;_1 X041 X ... XO0ON
be an (N — 1)-tuple of strategies. We say that 7; is the best reply against v_; if

Ji(u, oo Wi, Uy Ui, -, uN) < Ji(ur, .. uN)

holds for any w; € U;. Hereby denotes u; (j = 1,...,N) the actual control induced by the
strategy and the information structure:

uj = ;(t,n;(t)),

as well as U; = 7;(t,1;(t)). We denote the set of all best replies by Ri(7y(—s))-

Next, we define the already illustrated Nash equilibrium for general N-player differential
games.

Definition 2.3 (Nash equilibrium) Suppose that I'y is an N-player differential game. We
say that the N-tuple of strategies (y1,...,vn) form a Nash equilibrium, if v; € Ri(v—s)
holds for alli=1,...,N.

Please note that above defined equilibrium cannot be considered as generalization for the
equilibrium of a control system defined in Definition 1.6. In the context of differential games,
equilibria are not the constant solutions of the autonomous dynamical system.

A very important question is the existence and uniqueness of the above defined Nash-
equilibrium.

Definition 2.4 (playability — see also Section 1 in [LR71]) We call an N-player differential
game (Nash)-playable if it possesses exactly one N-tuple of strategies, that lead to a Nash-
equilibrium.
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Remark 2.3 (see also Remark 3.2 in [Eis82]) The fact that a game is not playable does not
mean that it does not have an equilibrium state. As it is shown in [LR71] and [Eis82] in
Nash games non-unique equilibrium states can also occur.

Finally, similarly to linear-quadratic control systems (see Definition 1.11), we define linear-
quadratic differential games.

Definition 2.5 (linear quadratic differential game) Let I'y be an N-player differential game
finite time-horizon T = [to,ts]. Suppose further, that the mapping f and the functionals J;
have the following properties:

(i) f(t,x,uy,...,uy) is linear for all fired t € T, i.e
N
i=1

for some matriz-valued functions A(t) € R™"™ and B;(t) € R™™ fori=1,...,N and
teT and

(ii) foralli=1,...,N

ty N

Jilus, . un) =2t () Kiga(ty) + [ " OQi02() + Y uf (1) Ris(t)uy (1) at

Jj=1

holds for symmetric matrices K;; € R™™ and continuous symmetric matriz-valued
functions Q;(t) € R™™™ and R;;(t) € R™*™

Then we call Ty linear-quadratic N-player differential game.

Differential games of this type play a crucial role in the theory of differential games. In fact,
up to a recent work of Sastry et al. (see [TPS98]), one can hardly find a paper on differential
games, that goes beyond this restriction. Nevertheless, in Chapter 8 of this work, we shall
also consider nonlinear differential games.

2.2 Controllability and stabilizability of linear quadra-
tic games

As far as the author is concerned, no publications have been made on a rigorous math-
ematical investigation of the controllability of differential (or dynamical) games. Maybe,
this is due to the fact, that ”"everything looks like as it would be the same as for control
systems”. Nevertheless, as recent results on Riccati equations show, there is a big need for
this investigation to treat generalized Riccati differential and algebraic Riccati equations in
the same manner as standard Riccati equations are treated. (For more details see Chapter
3.) On the other hand, the discussion of well-posed boundary constraints for games with
boundary conditions (as it is done in Chapter 8) also requires a more detailed treatment of
this question.
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Hence, in this section, we first investigate what controllability and stabilizability mean in
the context of differential games, give definitions for them and finally discuss conditions to
decide whether a (linear) differential game is controllable and stabilizable.

Let us recall our definition for the controllability of control systems. Roughly speaking, we
said that a control system o is controllable if for any starting time and starting point, every
other point of the state space was within finite time reachable. Here, the problem is more
difficult: each player chooses an independent strategy and hence there could be players with
and without the ability to reach every state. The following example should illustrate this
non-cooperative situation:

Example 5: Let I'; be a two-player game with the following dynamics:

ixlil +]_0
dat\ e ) "o )" 01 )"

with u;(t) € R, uz(t) € R?. Suppose further, that each player receives feedback information
from the current system state. If then wug uses the strategy ~a(t,7m2) = x(t), then u; does not
have complete control on the state trajectory (to be more precise, he cannot control the second
component x3) and hence for him the system is not controllable. Nevertheless, independently of
the strategy 1, the second player us has always complete control on the system, and hence for him
the system is controllable.

As this second example shows, there are even more complicated cases

Example 6: Let I'; be a two-player game with the following dynamics:

il )= (3)me(0)

with u1(t) € R and ug(t) € R. Similarly to the latter example, none of the players have complete
control on the state. Nevertheless, if they act as a team, they can always find a pair of strategies
(71,72) such that complete controllability is achieved. To prove this, just note that if u; and
ug choose their strategies together (as if they were playing ”in the same team”), we obtain the
following control system for this ”team”:

alm)-(ov)(m)

Which is clearly controllable by Theorem 1.5.

Now, we can give a first definition for the so-called team-controllability of a differential game:

Definition 2.6 (team-controllability) Let I'y be an N-player differential game. We say
that the game is team-controllable if for any initial and terminal states xo,z1 € X and
initial time tog € T there exist a terminal time t1 > ty and a set of control functions u; € U;
(i=1,...,N) such that for the solution of the differential equation

= f(t,x(t),us(t),...,un(t)), x(to) =m0

x(t1) = x1 holds.
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Clearly, conditions on the team-controllability can be easily obtained for differential games:

Lemma 2.1 Let I'y be an N-player differential game and
Y=(T,X, Uy X ...x Un,U; X ... xUn, )

be a (differentiable) control system with f*(t,x,u) = f(t,z,uy,....,uy) and u = (uy, ..., uy).
Then I'y 1s team controllable, if and only if ¥ is controllable.

Corollary 2.1 (see also Theorem 1.5) Let I'y be a differential game with autonomous linear
dynamics. Then T is team-controllable if and only if the matrix

K:(Bl""’BN?ABl""7ABN7'--,An_le,“’An*lBN)

1s of rank n.

From now on, we turn our attention to the non-cooperative situation. This means, that
we are interested in condition for the individual controllability of differential games. As we
shall see later, the definitions also depend on the considered equilibrium model. Here, our
only concern are Nash games, but (as it will be pointed out) similar definitions for further
equilibria can be stated in the same way.

We begin our discussion with a generic definition:

Definition 2.7 (individual controllability) Let I'y be an N-player differential game. Sup-
pose that the strategies are chosen such that (vf,...,vy) is an equilibrium for U'n. Then, we
say that the game is controllable at this equilibrium point from the point of view of the it"
player, if the control system

T = f(t,lE(t),’ﬁ, ce 7’7;—1aui(t)a7;k+1> s 771*\7) = f*(t’x(t)’ui(t»

is controllable in u; € U; = {~;(.,m:(\))|vi € s}

Remark 2.4 [t is not necessary to suppose that (v,...,vy) defines an equilibrium for the
game. Nevertheless, applications usually require only those situations and hence we stick to
this definition.

To illustrate the meaning of this essentially very abstract generic definition, we present special
cases for different Nash equilibria. Then, together with the results presented in Section 1.3,
the characterization of individually controllable linear differential games becomes obvious.
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Lemma 2.2 Let 'y be a linear quadratic differential game with open-loop information struc-
ture. Suppose further, that the strategies ~y,...,vn form a Nash equilibrium based on so-
lutions K;(t) of the corresponding so-called generalized open-loop matriz Riccati differential
equations (2.7) (as discussed in Theorem 2.5) for j = 1,...,N. Then, I'y is individually
controllable for the it" player if and only if any triple (ty, zo,70) € T x X? of the following
linear control system

Alt) = S E;(t)

d(x\_ =t z ) B; .
dt \ =& | ' z* 0 )Y

N
0 A(t) = > Si(0)K;(?)
j=1
can be controlled to an element of the set {x1} x X for all x; € X.

Proof.  Theorem 2.5 yields that the optimal controls u} can be written in the form

uj(t) = =Ry () B] (1) K;(t)2" (1),

J JJj J

where K; and z* is the solution of (2.7) and

it = (A(t) — Z:Sjj(t)Kj(t)) 2 (to) = o,

respectively. Hence, the above control system represents the system trajectory for the set
of controls (uj, ..., u;_i,u;,ul,q,...,uy) under the open-loop information structure. Thus,
the statement becomes an obvious consequence of the Definition 2.7. []

The next simple lemma is analogous to the latter one for feedback information structure.

Lemma 2.3 Let I'y be a linear quadratic differential game with feedback information struc-
ture. Suppose further, that the strategies 7q,...,vn form a Nash equilibrium and that the
conditions of Theorem 2.8 are fulfilled so that the corresponding set of so-called generalized
feedback matriz Riccati equations (2.24) admit solutions K;(t) for j =1,...,N. Then, I'y
is individually controllable for the it" player if and only if the linear control system

o

1s controllable.

Proof.  Similarly to the latter lemma, we conclude that, using Theorem 2.8, the feedback
optimal controls can be written in the form

(1) = — Ry} (0BT (I (1),

JJ

where, again, K is the solution of (2.24). Hence, repeating the proof of the latter lemma,
the above control system represents the system trajectory for the set of controls

* * * *
(Ul, c e e ,szl,ul,ul+1, PP ,UN)
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under the feedback information structure. L]

We now briefly discuss stabilizability questions of differential games. Similarly to controllabil-
ity matters, we can distinguish between the team and individual stabilizability of differential
games.

Definition 2.8 (team-stabilizability) Let I'y be an N-player linear differential game defined
on an infinite time-horizon. We say that the game is team-stabilizable if for any initial state
xog € X and initial time to € T there exists a set of control functions u; € U; (i=1,...,N)
such that for the solution of the differential equation

= f(t,x(t),us(t),...,un(t)), x(to) = o

lim z(t) = 0 holds.

t—o00

Definition 2.9 (individual stabilizability) Let T'y be an N-player linear differential game
defined on an infinite time-horizon. Suppose that the strategies are chosen such that they
form an equilibrium for I'yy. Then, we say that the game is stabilizable at this equilibrium
point from the point of view of the i** player, if the control system

T = f(tax(t)77ik7 s 77:7171/“1'(25)7’7@117 s 7’77\7) = f*<t7x<t)7ui(t>>

is stabilizable in u; € Uy = {vi(.,m:(.))|vi € o4}

Similarly to the results achieved for the controllability, one can easily prove the following
simple statements for stabilizability of linear differential games. It is also possible to derive
conditions for individual stabilizability in the manner of Lemmas 2.2 and 2.3, but since
infinite time-horizon optimality constraints are not discussed in this Thesis, we omit the
discussion of the corresponding stabilizability questions, too.

Lemma 2.4 Let I'y be an N-player linear differential game defined on an infinite time-
horizon and

Y=(T,X, Uy x...x Uy, Uy X ... x Uy, )

be a (linear) control system with f*(t,z,u) == f(t,z,uy,...,un) foru = (uy,...,un). Then
'y s team stabilizable, if and only if ¥ is stabilizable.

2.3 Optimal strategies for linear quadratic Nash games

In this section we give, similarly to Section 1.4, conditions to determine, whether a set of
strategies (71, . . .,yn) or equivalently, the induced control functions form a Nash equilibrium.

We consider three different information structures: first, we give a necessary and sufficient
condition for an open-loop equilibrium, and we also discuss, under which conditions is this
equilibrium unique. Then, we briefly develop a necessary condition for feedback Nash games.
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Here, we are going to use a tool, that is very often mentioned in the literature concerning
linear-quadratic control problems: the Hamilton-Jacobi equations. Finally, we discuss, how
a Nash equilibrium arises, if we assume that the players can only receive information from
the system at predefined times.

Our aim now is to describe the control function of the i-th player in a Nash equilibrium.
According to Definition 2.3, the strategies (vi,...,7n) and hence the induced controls
(u1,...,uy) form a Nash equilibrium if and only if for each ¢ = 1,...,N 7 € Ri(v(-s))
holds. Thus, we can suppose that the players 1,...,72 — 1,7+ 1,..., N already found their
optimal strategies 75 (j # i) and all we have to do is to find the remaining optimal strategy
u! as a solution of the following variational problem:

Problem 2 Find the control u; € U;, for which the following functional
ty

i = () Kaga(ty) + [ |2 OQ(0) + w0 (0 Ry (0 0) + ol Ra(t)us | dt

1s minimal subject to the constraints

wi(t) = ;i (t,m;(1))
and

T =A(t)z(t) + z:: By (t,m;(t) + Bi(t)us, x(to) = wo.

J#i

2.3.1 Open-loop Nash games

Here, we consider the simplest situation: We discuss, how a Nash equilibrium arises if the
players are isolated from the current state of the system, i.e. if the information structure is
of open-loop type. First, we discuss the existence and uniqueness of such an equilibrium and
then develop explicit formulae for the controls.

Again, we use the notation defined in Section 1.4. Let H,, := H"[lo, ;] and ® be defined as
in Definition 1.17 and let

BiiUs = My, wi > [ O(,7)Bi{r)uslr) dr.
to
Then the solution of the initial value problem
N
i =A(x)z+ Y Bi(t)u;, x(to) = o
i=1
becomes

=1
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Rewriting the cost functionals in the same manner as in Section 1.4 yields

N
Ji(ul, N ,UN) = <ZE, Qix>7'ltf + Z <Uj, RijUj>£2

with

Using equation (2.1) the modified cost functionals J; can be written in the following form

N N

j=1

J#i J#i
i
= (u;, (B[QiB; + Rit) ui) +2 <u B:Q; | ®xo + % Bju > + Jio,
o

where J;y denotes terms independent of u;, and all the scalar products are taken in H;,.

Using the notations F; := B;k@iBi + R;; and
- N
fi = B:Qz (I).To + Z Bjuj 3
po
the modified cost functional of the i" player in an equilibrium state becomes

JZ*(UZ) = JZ(UT, Ce ,u;k_l,ui, U’:—f—l’ e ,U}(V) = <U7;, Flul> + 2 <UZ', f2> + JiO-

And hence we can immediately obtain the following theorem

Theorem 2.2 Suppose that I'x is an N-player linear quadratic game. Then, the best reply
of the it player according to an open-loop information structure is uniquely defined if and
only if BfQ;B; + Ry > 0 holds. In this case the i player this best reply takes the form

B B N
uf = —F 'fi=— (BszB@ + Ru‘) 1 B;Q; | Do+ ) Bjuj | - (2:2)

J#i
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Proof. According to Lemma 1.5, there exists a unique solution of Problem 2 (or equivalently,
there exists a unique best reply) if and only if the self-adjoint operator Fj is positive definite.
Again, using Lemma 1.5, this best reply is the equal to the expression —F; ' f;. []

Hence, we obtain the following condition for an open-loop Nash equilibrium.

Theorem 2.3 (see [LR71]) Suppose that the differential game Uy is defined such that the
constraints B;Q;B; + R;; > 0 are fulfilled for each i =1,...,N. Then, the open-loop control

functions (uj,...,ul) € Uy X ... x Uy form an open-loop Nash equilibrium if and only if
BTQlBj + Ru ?TQlBg_ . BTQIBN UT —Bf@lfbxo
B;legl B;QQBQ + RQQ . B;QQBN u§ B _B;QQQ)LUO
ByQnB: ByQnBy ... ByQnBy + Ryy uy —ByQnPxg
(2.3)
holds.

Corollary 2.2 An open-loop linear quadratic game admits a unique Nash equilibrium, if
and only if the following conditions are fulfilled:

(i) For anyi=1,...,N B:Q;B; + R;; > 0, and

(ii) the matrix

BTQ115’_1 + Ry ?TQlBQ_ ce BTQJD’N
B5Q2B, B5QaBs + Roo ... B3Q2By
BiyQnBy ByQnBs ... ByQnBy+ Ryn

18 tnvertible.

Although, the above theorem gives us a complete description of the open-loop Nash equilib-
ria, we need to solve a somewhat complicated system of linear operator equations described
by Theorem 2.3. Our next task is to show how the solution of this system can be given more
explicitely, i.e. by means of solutions to certain differential equations.

Theorem 2.4 Suppose that the coefficients R;;(t) and Q;(t) are positive definite and positive
semidefinite for all t € [to,ts], respectively. Suppose further, that the matrices K;; are

positive semidefinite. Then, the controls ui,...,uy form an open-loop Nash equilibrium for
the differential game if and only if for each i =1,..., N the system of equations
uj = —R;'BiQia" (2.4)
N

i=1
admits a solution uj € Ly, x* €Uy, (i=1,...,N).
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Proof. Note that the positive semidefiniteness of Q;(¢) and Kj;; induces directly the positive
semidefiniteness of the operator Q); according to the Hilbert-space H;,. Furthermore, the
same way the positive definiteness of R;;(¢) implies the positive definiteness of the operator
R;; and hence the positive definiteness of F;. Therefore, the uniqueness of the best reply is
ensured.

Using equation (2.2), we obtain the following representation of the optimal control u;:

Fuj = —fi

%

7

N
j=1

i

N

j=1

=Ix*x

Therefore, if the N-tuple uj, ..., u} is a solution of (2.3), then together with the definition
of z*, it also solves (2.4)-(2.5) and vice versa.

Using the above calculation, the rest of the proof follows directly from Theorem 2.3.

L]
Calculating now the adjoint operators (see Lemma 1.6), we obtain that
ty
Biy = BI() |07 (1 Jyley) + [ 7t Jy(t)dt | (2.6

and hence (2.4) is equivalent to
ty

up(t) = —Ru(t) "B (t) | @7 (tr,t) K;a*(ty) + / " (7, 1)Qi(7)a* (1) dr
t

for a.e. t € [to,ts] and especially for ¢t = t;.

Now, we can formulate the main result of this section. The following theorem gives a
necessary and sufficient condition for the optimal Nash-control functions in terms of solutions
of certain differential equations.

Theorem 2.5 Suppose that I'y is a N-player linear quadratic differential game as defined
in Definition 2.5 with the following properties

(1) Rii(t) >0, Qu(t) >0Vt €T and K;; > 0, and
(i) the following set of differential equations
N
j=1

admits a set of bounded solutions K; over the interval [to,ts].
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Then, the set of controls (uj,

., ul) form an open-loop Nash equilibrium if and only if for
almost every t € [to,ts] and also fort =ty

ui(t) = — R (0B (0K (1) (1)

holds for i =1,...,N. Hereby denotes x*(t) the solution of the homogeneous linear differ-
ential equation

N

i=1

(2.8)

= Bi(t)R;;' (t) B (1).
Proof. The proof, that we carry out in several short steps, is mainly based on the latter
calculation.

1. Observe that condition (i) coincides with the condition of Theorem 2.4 and hence
the optimal controls — if they exist — are solutions of (2.4)-(2.5) and hence u;
—R;;'B;Q;z* holds.

2. Moreover, the terminal-values K;(ts) is given such that
iy
V(1 K, 7 (1) + [ O () Qu) () dr = Kt () = Ki(tg)a (1)
ty
holds.
3.

Furthermore, the definition of the operator ® implies that

- CDT(tf,t)Kifi"i(tf)—l—/q)T Tt

0

ai® et + | 297 (1,0 () dr — Qu(0) (1)
AT )T (ty, ) Kipa*(ty) + /AT(t)<I>T(T, H)Qi(m)x* (1) dr — Q;(t)z*(t)

AT(1) @ (g, Oy ilty) + [ @7 (r,0)Qu(r)a" (r) dr | = Qult)a" (1)

holds. Hence, similarly to the calculation presented in Section 1.4, we can verify that

if the Riccati equations (2.7) admit a set of solutions, then — using the uniqueness of
the trajectory obtained in Theorem 2.1 —

O (1, ) u(ty) + [ BT (r,)Qu(r)a" (7) dr = Ki(t)a' (1)
holds.
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4. For that step need to prove, why the equations

(K + KA + AT K; + Qi(t) — K, % S; (t)Kj) z*(t) =0 (2.9)
imply N
Ki + K;A(t) + AT () K; + Qi(t) — K; Z Sji(t)K; = 0.

To obtain this result, observe that the — using Lindelof’s Theorem on the solvability
of differential equations (see e.g. [KK74]) — the set

{x(t) i(t) = (A - ff; Sn-KZ) x(t),t € [to, tf}}

i=1
equals to the whole state space IR". Since furthermore (2.9) holds for any initial value
zo € IR", the assumption is proved.

5. To complete the proof, observe that for uf = —R;;'(t)B (t)K;(t)z*(t) equation (2.8)
is equivalent to (2.5).

[

Using this result, we can easily obtain a very useful sufficient condition on the playability of
a Nash-game:

Corollary 2.3 A sufficient condition for an N -player linear quadratic open-loop Nash game
to be playable is that the set of Riccati differential equations (2.7) admit a unique bounded
solution on [to,ty].

2.3.2 Feedback Nash games

Here, we consider another very important setup for linear quadratic differential games: the
arising of a Nash equilibrium under feedback information structure. In this situation the
optimal controls are explicite functions of the time ¢ and also of the current system-state
x(t) and hence have the form

u; = ug(t, z(t))

In order to verify whether a set of strategies (uj,...,uy) form a feedback Nash equilibrium
or not, we again make use of Problem 2. For the solution of the arising variational problem,
however, we require a different technique to incorporate the dependence of u; on x(t).

This technique is the well known Hamiltonian-Jacobi Theory in the variational calculus (see
for instance [Fun70], [Dus60], §3.10 in [Hes66] or §9.2 in [KK85]):

Theorem 2.6 (Hamilton-Jacobi Theory) A necessary condition for u : [to,ts] — R™ to be
extremal of the functional
ty
J(z,u) = /\I/(t, z(t), u(t)) dt + r(z(ty))

to
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according to the constraints

ZC(lf) = f(t,ilf(t), u(t))a x(to) = o
is that w fulfills the Hamilton-Jacobi partial differential equations:

oH

ox

O

O\

oH

ou
Ok

o), Alty)

ly

where H(t,z,u,)\) = U(t,x,u) — AT f(t,z,u) denotes the Hamilton function associated to
the above variational problem.

Hence, the following set of partial differential equations

aaii = 7 (2.10)

%Zi = A\ (2.11)

gii = 0 (2.12)

Gy = M) (2.13)

for any i = 1,2,..., N form a necessary condition for a feedback Nash equilibrium. Hereby

denotes

N N
j=1 j=1

i i

Thus, we obtain

OH,  r o N ou - N ou
o =M =it + g uj" Ry ()5 2 = Al (A) + g Bj(t)a) (2.14)
J#i JFi
H.

Suppose now that R;(t) > 0Vt € T = [tg,tf]. Then, the latter equation yields the following
equation about the optimal control ;.

ui (t) = Rz (t) B (H)Ai(t) (2.16)
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We now restrict ourselves to use the following strategies:
Suppose that the strategies are so-called linear feedback strategies, i.e that
0i = {~Fi(t)zlt € [to, t],x € X, Fi(t) € R™>"}

hols for all t = 1,2,..., N.

Remark 2.5 It is stated in [BO95] (see Corollary 6.5 there), that under some positivity
constraints, a feedback linear quadratic differential game always admits a linear feedback
Nash equilibrium of the above type. However, there are — similarly to the open-loop case
discussed in [Eis82] — other nonlinear feedback controls yielding a Nash equilibrium. Hence,
the discussion of this general setup would be more complicated and s therefore omitted.

Using linear feedback strategies, the optimal control functions become
uj = —F7 )z (1)

and consequently,

ou*
vt — ¥ 2.1
M F, (2.17)

holds for s =1,2,..., N.

Altogether we obtain the following result:

Theorem 2.7 Suppose that the linear feedback control functions (u;(.) = F;()x),_,

form a Nash equilibrium for the linear quadratic differential game I'y. Then the mapppz'.ﬁigs

Fr T = [to,ty] — R™ " fulfill the following set of equations

A= Qit)r + f: Fy" Ry (0 Fy (1) — (AT (t) - g: Fy"BI(6)\ (2.18)
Ry(t)Fia™ = _BiT(t))‘i(]t)l . (2.19)

for any i =1,2,...,N. Hereby denote \; : T — R™" (i =1,... N) a set of sufficiently
chosen smooth functions and x* the solution of the differential equation:

it = (A(t) - Z:Bi(t)Fi*(t)> ¥, x(te) = 2o (2.20)

Proof.  Using (2.17) substituted into (2.14) and into the differential equation describing the

system dynamics
N

T = A(t)ﬂ? + Z Bz(t)ul, .T(to) = 29,

i=1

the statement becomes obvious. []

Using now the guess, that A;(¢) is a linear function of the current system state z(t):

Nlt) = —EKi(t)2*(t) (2.21)
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we immediately obtain that
F}(t) = R () B} () Ki(t)

holds for some mapping K; : 7 — R™" with ¢ = 1,2,..., N. Consequently, the Hamilton-
Jacobi differential equation (2.18) becomes :

N
Ji

N
= Qi+ Y K] B;R;'R;jR;'B] K;z*
N
+(A" =Y K] B;R;}TB] ) Kia”
j=1 N————

i#i Sj;(t)

With other words,

N N N
—K;i— KA+ K SjK;— Qi — Y KI'SijK; — ATK; + > K] Sj;K; | 2*(t) =0
7 7

(2.22)
holds. Hereby denotes 2* the solution of the linear differential equation (2.20). Its solution
x*(t,x0) is a dense covering of IR" with the property that Vt; € 7,2, € R" Jzy € R" such

that x(t1,z¢) = x; holds. Hence
{z*(t,zo)|t € T, 20 € R"} = R",

which yields that (2.22) holds for an arbitrary =y € R™ if and only if

N N N

—Ki— KA+ K> S;K; — Qi — Y K!'SijK; — ATK; + > K] Sj;K; =0.  (2.23)
j=1 j=1 J=1
J#i J#i

Altogether, we obtain the following necessary condition for a linear feedback Nash equilib-
rium:

Theorem 2.8 Suppose that the linear feedback control functions uj = —F(t)x (i=1,...,N)
form a Nash equilibrium for the differential game I’ y. Suppose further that the set of feedback
matrix Riccati differential equations

N N N

Ki = —KA-A"K;—Qi+K; Y S;;K;—Y K!Si;K;+> K|S;;K;, Kit;) =K;; (2.24)
=T 7

obtain a set of bounded solutions K; (i = 1,...,N) on [to,ts]. Then, the optimal feedback

matrices F(t) fulfill the equation

Fy(t) = Ry () B} (t) Ki(t).

i =

Hereby denotes Si;(t) = B;(t) R} (t)Ri;(t) R () BY (t) € R™" fori,j=1,...,N.

J JJ J
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2.3.3 Nash games with sampled-data information structure

Another information structure, which we deal with in the framework of this Thesis is the
so-called ‘sampled-data’ structure (see also Remark 2.2). Basically, this structure is nothing
else, but the mathematical model of modified feedback information, where the information
doesn’t reach the players continuously in the time. Instead, they receive to predefined times
an update and have to use a strategy knowing that the next information is only available at
the next predefined time. Hence, between two sampling-times, the users control the system
according to an open-loop control strategy.

Typically, such systems are given in the economics, but also every (mechanical) system
controlled by digital controllers is a sampled-data system (although, sampling frequencies
are nowadays extremely high and hence the feedback is almost continuous).

In this last section of this chapter, we derive the optimal control laws for a Nash-game under
the sampled-data information structure. To this end, we suppose that the system state for
every player is only available at the predefined times ¢y < t; <ty < ... < ¢, = t; for some
h € N. Hence, the information 7;(t) is given by

ni(t) = {x(t;)[t; <t <tjp}.

As we mentioned before, in the interval (¢;,¢;11) none of the players has information on
the system, and hence the optimal trajectory evolves according to an open-loop trajectory.
Nevertheless, at each time ¢; the players receive an update of the state, which plays the role
of the initial state for the next open-loop game. Thus, this information structure yields a
game that can be interpreted as a repeated open-loop game over the time-horizon [t;,#;11].
(see also Proposition in [SJC73b])

The above discussion brings us very close to obtain the optimal strategies:

If we denote by x; the system state z(¢;). and if we suppose that for some j < h the optimal
controls u} for [t;41,1s] are already calculated, then the actual costs of the game on [t;11, /]
can be obtained with the value function as in equation (5) in [SJC73b]:

ty N
1 1
Vi(zj41) = §xT(tf)Kifx(tf) +5 / <xTQi(t)x +> uZTRik(t)uz> dt (2.25)
ti+1 k=1

In order to obtain optimal strategies for [¢;,%;41], we need to investigate the arising open-
loop game on that interval. To show on which interval the functions are defined, we use the
notation u} for the optimal control functions defined on [t;41,tf] and @;, @ for functions on
the interval [t;,¢;41].

Thus, the cost functionals J; and the corresponding Hamilton functions H; become

ti+1

- 1 N
T @) = Vilwgon) + 5 [ |77 Qu)E + f Ratio+ Y w Rai | dt - (2.26)
tj e

and

1, 1 &
2 2 k=1
ki

-~ ~ 1
H,L(t, :E',ﬁi, )\Z) = §~TQZ<2€).% +
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N

M| A®)z + Bi(t)ya + >_ Bty |
k=1
k#1

respectively.

This yields the following system of Hamilton-Jacobi differential equations (as discussed in
Section 2.3.2):

OH,

T " i (2.27)
%Zz‘ ~ (2.28)
ng; _ 0 (2.29)
e ) (2.30)

Using the same argumentation, as in Section 2.3.2, we obtain for (2.27)-(2.29) the following
set of equations:

%= 0+ S (aZ;?‘)TRZTja; ey (WYB,{@) A (231

k=1 0z k=1 0z
ki ki
i (t) = Ry (1) Bl (H)A(t) (2.32)

As discussed before, the optimal strategies 4 only depend on the state z; (since no more
information is available in the interval [t;,¢;41]). Hence, the partial derivatives %g“ =

However, it is a somewhat more complicated task to carry out the partial differentiation in
equation (2.30). To do this, we assume again, that the following equations hold

Malt) = — K07 (1), (2.33)

for some matrix K; : [t;,t;41] — R™". Hereby denotes #*(t) the optimal (open-loop) state
trajectory, i.e.
3K 3 N
i=1

or equivalently

() = P(t)z; tip >t >t
for some mapping ® : [t;,t;,1] — R™™ with ®(t;) = I and

d - N -
%(I)(t) = (A — ZSMKZ) O(t).

i=1

Hence, the dependence of the state z;; = xj(th) on x; becomes obvious. Moreover, the
continuation ®;y of the fundamental matrix ® over the interval [t;,¢;] yields a more general
form:
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Thus, it is
aJ; _ OVilxj)
Oz 01

or*
_ T, <>
(f) f al’j—f-l —

by
«T ouj, ox*
JanlE) en () ()

tjt1

= Ai(tjr1) = ‘I)(JH)Ksz’? (tr)

+ / (I)z;url)Qi +Z‘b +1)Kk By Ry RL R By K™ (t) | dt,

tjt1 Sik

where this last equation is equivalent to the following initial value problem

A =00, Qir" + Z O K S Kt (1), Nilty) = ®f o Kt (ty). (2.35)

In order to obtain the value \;(t;11) = \i(t;41), we introduce the mapping

1

Ni(t) = (Df141))  (OK().

Hence, we conclude that \; = A;z* and thus

]+1)

Ai = (]+1 A .Z' J+1)Aix* — (Prg;_i_l)AzCC* (236)

holds. Using now
(1;)(]4—1 (A ZskkKk> (3+1)

k=1
and
N
= <A - SkkKk:> 7,
k=1
we can rewrite (2.36) as follows:

T

k=1 k=1

]+1 <Q1+2Kk kKk>
k=1

Hence, repeating the argumentation used in Section 2.3.2, we obtain the following differential
equation for A;(t):

T

N N N
A= —ATN = NA = Qi+ N Y. S Ky + (Z SkkKk> N = K S Ky, (2.37)

k=1 k=1 k=1
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with A;(ty) = K;; (compare equation (2.35)).

Also the calculation of the matrices K is similar to the technique used in Section 2.3.2 and
yields

N
K;=-ATK, — K;A—Q; + > K; S K. (2.38)

k=1

Our final task is to obtain the terminal value K;(t;y1). For this note, that it is A;(tj41) =
(I)%;‘_;.l)il(tj—s-l)Ki(tj—l-l); with (I)(j+1)(tj+1) = [ and hence

Ai(tian) = Kilt). (2.39)
Altogether, we obtain the following theorem:

Theorem 2.9 Suppose that Uy is a linear quadratic differential game under sampled-data
information structure. Suppose further, that the controls ui,ul, ... ,uy form a Nash equilib-
rium for this game. If moreover, the following differential equations

N
k=1

and

T

N N
A= —ATA = NA = Qi+ A Y S Ky + <Z SkkKk>

k=1 k=1

N
N =Y K SuKy, Mi(ty) = K;
k=1
(2.41)

admit a set of bounded solutions (K;(t),Ai(t)),_, y defined on the intervals [t;,tj1] for
J=0,1,...,h and [ty,ts|, respectively, then, the corresponding sampled-data Nash control
functions u} fulfill

u; (t) = =Ry (t) B (t) Ki(t) @(j) ()5,

where ®(;) denotes the solution of

N
P = (A - SkkKk> D5, Q(ty) =1

k=1

and x; = x(t;).

Remark 2.6 Note, that the Lyapunov equation (2.41) is in some sense independent of
(2.40): its solution A;(t) only involves the values of K, over the interval [t,t¢] and hence
the terminal value K;(tj1) only involves the functions Ky, +,- Therefore, the solution of
the above set of differential equations can take place alternatively between (2.40) and (2.41)
from ty towards t.
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2.4 Notes and references

After the work of Isaacs on Differential Games [Isa65], this topic became one of the fastest
growing area of the mathematics. Together with the neighboring topics as for instance
Optimal Control Theory, Optimization Theory, Ordinary Differential Equations, Riccati
Theory, Complex Function Theory and Numerical Analysis, there are up to now uncountable
references dealing with general or specific properties of differential games.

Therefore, it cannot be the aim of such a Thesis to introduce differential, difference and other
dynamical games detailed. Similarly to Chapter 1, this chapter gave a brief introduction to
the most important results and definitions of differential games defined on Euclidean spaces.
As essentially the whole first part of this work, most of these concepts concerned linear
quadratic differential game, this means games where the system is governed by a linear
differential equation and the cost functionals are given as quadratic functionals in Ls[to, ¢¢].
For a more detailed introduction of noncooperative dynamical games, please refer to the text
of Bagar and Olsder [BO95]. If the Reader is interested in a mathematically more rigorous
and detailed investigation, the book of Friedman [Fri71] is suggested.

There are several approaches known to derive optimal control functions for various equilibria.
In this chapter we presented two of them. First, the generalization of the Hilbert-space
treatment introduced in Section 1.4. This method was first introduced for Nash games in
the marvelous but unfortunately rarely cited paper of Lukes and Russell [LR71] and later
on further investigated in the similarly nice work of Eisele [Eis82]. The Hamilton-Jacobi
Theory, introduced here in the context of feedback-games, is usually very often referred to
by the authors (see for instance [BO95] or [Wee95]).

For results on Stackelberg equilibria, that weren’t covered here, the works of Freiling, Jank
et al. [FJL99], Simaan and Cruz [SJC73a] and the already mentioned text of Bagar and
Olsder [BO95] should be mentioned. Furthermore, various properties of sampled-data control
systems are covered by Ackermann in [Ack85]. For differential games with sampled-data
information structure, refer to the original paper of Simaan and Cruz [SJC73b].

Finally, as it was stated before, as far as the author is concerned, besides the (essentially
trivial) team-controllability, there is no reference up to now dealing with controllability and
stabilizability issues of differential games.
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Chapter 3

Riccati equations

As we have seen in the previous chapters, linear-quadratic systems (i.e. linear dynamical
systems with quadratic optimality constraints) essentially lead to solutions of Riccati differ-
ential equations (shortly: RDE). Here, we shall investigate some properties of these solutions
and also develop numerical techniques to solve these types of equations. Throughout this
chapter, we shall only consider matrices with real entries. For results on complex Riccati
equations, please refer to the literature cited in Section 3.5.

Usually, we distinguish between several forms of algebraic equations and differential equa-
tions, that are all called ‘Riccati equation’. Since these notations are somewhat confusing in
the literature, let us first present some notations that will be used in this work.

There are two main types of the matrix Riccati differential equations: The generalized and
the standard types. Standard Riccati differential equations have the following form

K = My (t)K — KMy (t) + My (t) — KMo (H)K,  K(t;) = K, (3.1)

with K (t), Ky € R™ for some r, s € IN and M;;(t) chosen such that the equation is well de-
fined. Depending on the symmetry of the coefficients M;;, we distinguish between symmetric
(3.3) or non-symmetric (3.1) matrix Riccati differential equations.

Generalized matrix Riccati differential equations have the common form:

K = My(t)K — KMy (t) + My (t) — KMy () K
_fl(taK)+Kf2(taK)+f3(t7K)K (32)
K(t;) = Ky,

where K (t) € R™* and fi(t,.), fa(t,.) and f3(¢,.) map matrices from R™* into IR™**, IR***
and IR"™*" for some given r and s, respectively. Finally — as above — assume, that the matrices
M;;(t), (i,5 = 1,2) are of appropriate dimensions.

In order to see the relation between optimal control laws for linear quadratic systems, we
often use another variables for the definition of Riccati differential equations.

Let us first recall the equation derived in Section 1.4. The following equation is called
symmetric Riccati differential equation (also known as symplectic or control RDE):

Definition 3.1 The following differential equation and the corresponding initial value prob-
lem is called symmetric matrix Riccati differential equation.

K=-AT(t)K — KA(t) — Q(t) + KS(t)K, K(t;) = K}, (3.3)

27
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where Q(t), S(t), Ky € R™" are symmetric and A(t) is also of dimension n xn. Finally, we
assume that the mappings A, @ and S are piecewise continuous and bounded over [to,ts].

Besides discussing the above equation, we shall also investigate properties of solutions of
another types of generalized Riccati equations, that appear in the context of linear-quadratic
differential games:

Definition 3.2 Let N € IN. Then, the following systems of differential equations for i =
1,..., N are called generalized open-loop RDE (sometimes non-symmetric matrix RDE) and
generalized feedback RDE, respectively.

N
Ky = —F;A(t) — AWK — Qi(t) + K; Y Sj (0K, Kilty) = K; (3.4)
j=1
and .
N N N
+EK; >S5 (0K; =Y KIS0 K+ Y K]Syt K, (3.5)
i=1 g i
Ki(ty) = Ky,

where Q;(t), Si;(t), K;p € R™™ are symmetric for all i,j = 1,...,N and A(t) is also of
dimension n X n. Finally, — as for the latter case — we assume that the mappings A, Q; and
Si; are piecewise continuous and bounded fori,j =1,..., N over [to,ty].

Note, that equations (3.3) and (3.4) can be written in form of a standard matrix Riccati
differential equation

K = My () + Moy (t) K — KMy (t) — KM (H) K,

where My, = —Q, My, = —AT, My, = A and M;, = —8 for the symmetric RDE and

~Q1 —AT
—Q2 —AT
M21: . aM22: . 7M11:A7
—QnN —AT
Ky
Ko
A@:(—& ﬁg.”-ﬁN)de:
Ky

for the open-loop RDE, respectively.
Furthermore, note that for N = 1 the equations (3.3), (3.4) and (3.5) are equivalent.

In the following chapter, we first briefly mention the history of Riccati equations. Then, in
Section 3.2, we investigate the qualitative behavior of the various matrix Riccati differential
equations. In this section, we shall mainly concentrate on the non-autonomous case. Re-
sults on the autonomous Riccati differential equations and on the corresponding algebraic
equations are presented in Section 3.3. Finally, in Section 3.4, we present an example to
illustrate some neglected but very important facts discussed before.
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3.1 Historical remarks

Count Jacopo Francesco Riccati was born
in 1676 in Venice. He originally entered
the Padua University to read law, but to
the encouragement of his friends Angeli and
Rizzetti, he began to study mathematics. At
the beginning of the year 1721, he sent a
letter to his friend Giovanni Rizzetti with a
short study of the following differential equa-
tions:
&= azx? + pt™
i = ax® + Bt + 2,

Possibly, this was the first work dealing with

Riccati differential equations.

Later on, in his textbooks on the solution of ordinary differential equations, he also included
the equation
i = ax® +br +c, (3.6)

which he obtained by studying the following mechanical system:

Suppose that the planar motion (z(t),y(t)) of a point-like object is governed by a linear

differential equation:

i (L‘(t) _ mn(t) mlg(t) IL‘(t)

de \ y(t) mai(t) ma(t) )\ y(t) )
How can we then describe the evolution of the angle between the x-axis and the given point
(s. Figure 3.1) 7

(x(t),y(t))
pELIA LI AN

X

Figure 3.1: Planar motion of a point-like object

The following easy proof shows, how the answer to this question is related to equation (3.6).
This short sketch is indeed a very special, one-dimensional case of the more general Radon’s
Lemma (Theorem 3.2).

Let the tangent of the angle ¢(t) be denoted by k(t). Then it is k(t) = % and hence

k(t) _ Ty — YT _ x(mao1x + magy) — y(muz + myay)

2 2
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2
= Mg + (Mmag — mn)% — m12% = Moy + (Mag — ma1)k(t) — miak?(t),

which is the scalar version of (3.1).

Based on his work in physics and analysis, he soon attained fame and became among others
an offer from the Russian czar, Peter the Great to become President of the St. Petersburg
Academy of Sciences.

Although, during the 18th century a great number of famous mathematicians (for example
Daniel and Nicolaus Bernoulli, Euler, Diderot, D’ Alembert and Liouville) studied the Theory
of Riccati equations, until the last 35 years more or less only the classical results were known.
In the last three decades Riccati’s equations revived. Because of the rapid development of
the theory of linear-quadratic optimal control systems and differential games, several new
generalized form of the classical equation has been established and investigated.

3.2 Basic properties of solutions

First, we start with an elementary result concerning the symmetry of the solution of Riccati
differential equations.

Lemma 3.1 Let K : [ty,t;] — R™" be a (bounded) solution of (3.3) and K; : [to,ts] —
R"*™ fori =1,...,N (bounded) solutions of the system (3.5). Then K(t) and K;(t) are
symmetric for all t € [to,ty].

Proof. Because of the equivalence of (3.3) and (3.5) for N = 1, We only show the proposition
for (3.5). Rewriting (3.5) with the notation A.(t) Z Sii(t) K;(t) yields

N
= —AlK;, — KAy — Qi — Y K] S;(t)K
j=1

Using now the symmetry of ); and S;;, we can immediately obtain a differential equation
for K[

N
Kl = -ALK] — Kl Ay — Qi =Y K!'S;;(t)K
=1

Subtracting the equations yields

d
5 (K= K!)=-AL(K, — KI') — (Ki; — K]")Au,

with K;(t;)— K] (t;) = 0. Observe finally that the latter differential equation is homogeneous
and linear and hence uniquely admits the zero solution. L]

Although in this work we mainly concentrate on autonomous Riccati differential equations
(i.e equations, where the mappings A, @; and S;; are constant), for the sake of completeness,
we cite here a result from [KK85] on the existence of solutions of the symmetric RDE in the
non-autonomous case.
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Theorem 3.1 (see Corollary 10.2 in [KK85]) If for some t; the mappings Q(t) > 0 and
S(t) > 0 for any t < ty and if Ky > 0 hold, then the symmetric RDE has on (—oo,t]
a unique positive semidefinite solution K (t). This solution is bounded from above by the
solution (X (t)) of the following Lyapunov equation:

X =-AT(t)X — XA(t) - Q(t), X(t;) =K.

Remark 3.1 (s. also [Jan92]) In general it can be shown, that the (complex) solution of the
(complex) matriz Riccati differential equation with polynomial coefficients is a meromorphic
function, i.e. a complex-valued function without essential singularities.

Another nice property of the matrix Riccati differential equation (3.1) is that it can be
transformed into a linear differential equation as it was shown in [Rei72].

Theorem 3.2 (Radon’s Lemma; see also p. 11 in [Rei72]) Let Ids € IR**® be the identity

matriz and let
M11(t) MlZ(t) (s+7r)x(s+7)
M(t) = €R ;
(t) ( Mo (t)  Mao(t)

Y(t) = ( ggg ), with Q(t) € R*™® and P(t) € R™®, respectively. Then the following linear

differential equation
. Id
Y =M@Y, Yty = ° 3.7
v, v (i) (3.7

and the matriz Riccati differential equation (3.1) are equivalent in the following sense:

(i) Let K be a solution of the matriz Riccati differential equation (3.1). Suppose further,
that Q(t) is the unique solution of

Q= (Mn(t) + Mm(t)K(t))Q, Q(ty) = Ids.
Then, the mapping Y = < g ), with P(t) = K(t)Q(t) is a solution of (3.7).

(i) If Y (t) = < Q) ) is a solution of (3.7) such that Q(t) is reqular for t € IR, then
is a solution of (3.1).

Corollary 3.1 Using Remark 3.1 and Theorem 3.2, it can be shown that the standard and
the open-loop Riccati differential equations can be linearized on the whole domain of definition

using a Grassmann-manifold of dimension s x (r+s). For more details on that, please refer
to [FJ91].
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From now on, we take a closer look at the autonomous case, i.e. at Riccati differential
equations with constant coefficients. Our first result —which is similar to the results obtained
in [FJS97] and [FJAK96] — concerns the positive semidefiniteness of the (symmetric) solutions
of the generalized feedback RDE (and hence of the symmetric RDE, too).

Theorem 3.3 Suppose that K;(t) is the solution of the generalized feedback RDE (3.5), with
Qi >0, 8;; >0 and K;; > 0. Then K;(t) > 0 holds for any t < t.

Proof.  Let \;(t) be an eigenvalue of the symmetric solution K;(t) and v;(t) be the cor-
responding normalized eigenvector. Hence, it is \;(t) = vl (t)K;(t)v;(t). Using that K; is
analytical, we infer from Corollary 2 in Section 3.5.5 in [Bau85], that the functions \;(¢) and
v;(t) are differentiable, too.

Hence, the following equality holds:

d;(t) _d T o - . |
dt dt( vt Ki(oi(t)) = o (Kpvi) + o] K + (0] K)o
= i () o Koo+ (ol )i = 2207 00) + o] Kooy "5 o] Koo

= of | -ATK, — K;A— QﬁKZSﬂK ZKSZ]K+ZKSJJK' Vi
j=1
]751 J;éz

= X(t) | —v] (A+ AT + o] (ZSJJK>U1+U ZKSN Vi

Jj=1
J#i

—UTQzUl — UT Z K;S;; K;v;

J#Z

N
Using now Q; > 0 and S;; > 0 Q; + Z K;S;;K; > 0 follows. Hence, we conclude that for
j=1
i
A\i(t) = 0 the derivative %% is negative. This means that the set

dt
{ADIA>0,t < tf}
is an invariant set of the feedback RDE. L]

In the sequel, we are interested in the existence of the solution of the various matrix Riccati
differential equations as time tends to —co. Our first result, which we’ll try to generalize, is
well known in the classical Optimal Control Theory. In order to illustrate the importance of
these results, we show a very simple Riccati differential equation:

Example 7: One of the most important Riccati differential equation is the well-known (scalar)
differential equation

=142 x(0)=0.
Clearly, the solution of this equation (at least for a sufficiently small neighborhood of zero) is the
function z(t) = tan(t), which has a pole for each t = kn (k € Z). However, the modified equation

&=—1+2% x(0)=0.

admits the solution z(t) = existing over the whole real axis.

1—
+2t
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Corollary 3.2 (see for instance Section 10.2 in [KK85]) Let A,Q,S,K; € R"™™ be such
that S, Q and Ky are positive semidefinite and that (AT, V'S) and (A, /Q) are stabilizable.

Then the matriz Riccati differential equation
K=-A"K - KA-Q+KSK, K(t;)=K;

admits a unique and bounded solution on (—oo,ty].

Now, we turn our attention to the existence of solutions of generalized Riccati differential
equations. Our first results concerns the open-loop case.

Theorem 3.4 Suppose that the solution Y (t) € RETX" of the linear differential equation
(3.7) fulfills the condition, that the matriz

Y(t) € R**

is reqular for anyt € T. Then the set of solution K; of the generalized open-loop RDE ezists
and is bounded for anyt € T.

Proof. Using Radon’s Lemma (see Theorem 3.2) together with the equivalence between the
open-loop RDE and the nonsymmetric matrix RDE, we conclude that the set of solutions
K; fulfills

K P
K, B
N
K Py

and hence using that P;(¢) is a solution of the linear differential equation (3.7), if Q(¢) is
regular, then K;(t) is bounded over the interval [to,¢¢]. L]

Now, we study a very important corollary of this latter Theorem for the 2-player open-loop
RDE. To shorten our notations, in the sequel we shall use K := ( i >, Q = ( @ ),

Ky Q2
- [ AT 0
S:=( Su 522)andA:< 0 AT).

Hence, Y (t) = ( gg; ) is a solution of

. A _Sll _322
Y =MY withM=| —Q —AT 0 (3.8)
-Q; 0 AT
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Denote now V(t) := ETCE + ETDF + FT'DTE for constant matrices C7 = C € R™"
and D € R™*". We are now interested in a condition, under which the matrix F remains
regular. Supposing that £ and F' are components of the solution Y of (3.8), we obtain that

4y (t)= ETCE+ ETDF + FTDTE+ ETCE + ETDF + FTDTE
= ETATCE — FTSTCE + ETATDF — FTSTDF — ETQTDTE
—FTATDTE + FTCAFE — ETCSF — ETDQE
—ETDAF + FTDTAE — FTDTSF

_ (ET,F7) ATC+CA-Q"™D"—DQ ATD-DA-CS\ [ E

a ’ ~ATDT + DTA-SsTC  —-STD-D7'S F
L(t)

= YTL(t)Y

holds. Hence, the following condition for the solvability of the open-loop RDE can be proved:

Theorem 3.5 (see also Theorem 4.1 in [FJS97]) Suppose that the matrices C € R™"™ and
D € R™*" qre given such that

Lit) = ATC +CA—-QT™DT —DQ ATD - DA-CS <0
- —ATDT 4+ DTA - STC -STp - DTS -
as well as C' + DKy + K};DT > 0 hold.

K (AT 0 0
Hereby denote Ky = < K;; ),Az( 0 AT ),Q: ( Q; ) andS:(Sl S ) Then,

the solution of the generalized open-loop matrix RDE

Kl = —ATK, — KHA— Q1+ KiSu Ky + K180 Ky,  Ki(ty) = Ky,
Ky = —ATKy — KoA — Qg + K359 Ky + K511 K, Ks(ty) = Ky,

admits a bounded solution over (—oo,ts].

Proof. Setting Y (tf) := ( }Ié; ), itis V(ty) = C+ DKy + K}FDT > 0. Using L <0 it is
V(t) <0 for any t < t;. Thus, the function V (#) is positive definite over (—oo, t;].

Using now V = ETCFE + ET(DF) + (DF)TE, we obtain for W(t) := DF € R™" that for
any = € R"

0<2'Ve=a"E'CEx+ 2" E"Wz + 2" W"Ex
holds. If we now assume that z is an eigenvector corresponding to an eigenvalue A of F,
then this latter formula becomes

0 < Na2TCx + 222" W,

and hence the condition \ # 0 follows obviously. L]

After investigating the existence of the solutions of the symmetric and open-loop RDE, we
now turn our attention to the 2-player feedback RDE. Despite its nice property of being
symmetric, there is hardly anything known about the asymptotic behavior of the solutions
of the feedback RDE. We now present a result that is based on the latter proof and then
give a relaxed condition that better suits numerical purposes.
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Theorem 3.6 Denote

At) = < 40 ) O) = ( @ 682 ) and §(t) == ( o 32 ) € R2n.

If then for some k> 0 and for all y € R*™, as well as fort € [to, tf]

y' (—26A(1) + K25(1) = Q(1)y > 2&2(IS )] - [y’ (3.9)

(5 )=

s a negative invariant set for the solutions of the 2-person generalized feedback RDE on
[to, tf].

holds, then the set
{K17K2 e R™"

Proof. Denote K = Ky 0 and J = 01 € R*™*2?™  Then, the feedback-RDE
0 K, I 0
(3.5) becomes

K=-ATA—KA—Q+KSK + KJSKJ + JKSJK.

Suppose further, that X is the biggest eigenvalue of K with the corresponding normalized
eigenvector x. Hence

Q= tTKe = 2T (=20A 4+ A28 — Q)x + 202" JSK Jx
> 2T (=20A + X2S — Q)x — 2\ |27 JSK Jx|

2" (=204 + NS — Q)x — 2)|| K| - [| S]] - | ]

2T (=20 A+ X28 — Q)z — 2X%[|5| - ||=|[?,

v

which is for A = k, because of equation (3.9), positive and hence the proof is completed. []

Repeating the latter argumentation, we can deduce a relaxed condition for the negative
invariance of the solution.

Corollary 3.3 Let k > 0 and x(t) be the normalized eigenvector corresponding to the biggest
eigenvalue of K (t). If then for all t € [to,t/]

2T () (—26A(t) + #25() — Q))x(t) > 262||S (1) (3.10)

(5 )=

is a negative invariant set for the solutions of the 2-person generalized feedback RDE on
[to, tr].

holds, then the set
{Kl,Kg € R™"

Finally, we present a convergence result for the set of Lyapunov and Riccati differential
equations arising from a sampled-data Nash differential game (see Section 2.3.3):
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Recall the open-loop Riccati-type (3.11) and the Lyapunov-type (3.12) differential equations
defined over each sampling-interval [t;_q,¢;] (j = 1...h) of a sampled-date Nash game:

N
K =-A"K, - KA—Q; + > KiSuKy, Ki(tj1) = Ni(tj11) (3.11)
k=1
N = —ATN—NA-Qi+ A S Ky + <Z SkkKk> Ai = > Ky Sk,
k=1 k=1 =1

Aj(t;) = Njina(t),
(3.12)
by taking Ah—}—l(tf) = Kf and th = tf.

After carefully studying (3.12) and (3.5), it is clear that for the case A; = K; the two
terminal-value problems are equivalent. If we denote the r.h.s. of (3.12) by g(A, K), the r.h.s.
Ay
Ao
of (3.5) by g(K), where A and K denote the blockdiagonal matrices
Ay
K
Ky
and _ , respectively | then we can state the following (see also [JK99b]).

Ky

Theorem 3.7 Suppose that the generalized feedback RDE has a unique bounded solution
(i.e. no blow-up) over the interval [to,ts]. Then the optimal control for the sampled-data
information structure converges to the feedback control if the largest sampling-time tends to
zero.

Proof.  Denote the length of the largest sampling-interval by §, the blocked solution of
the generalized feedback Riccati differential equation (3.5) by K (t) and the solution of the
Lyapunov-type differential equation (3.12), which is continuous in the interval [to,tf], by
A(t). Furthermore denote the piecewise continuous function over [ty,ts], being assembled
from the segments K that solve the open-loop RDE (3.11) for [t;_1,%;], by K (t).

Since for each sampling interval [¢t;_1,¢;] the terminal values of both A and K are the same
and because they are (at least for a small enough 0) analytical, we can state that

IA - K| < max (IA=Kl)-0< M6 for telftjt]

j—1StSt
for some M; > 0. Furthermore,
lg(A, K) = g(A, M) < My - A= K[| < Lj-6 for ¢ € [tj1,t]
holds for some L; > 0.

With the notation L := max L; the following holds
j=1...

lg(A K) =g S L6 for  te fto,t]
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Because the linearizable equations (3.11) and (3.12) have over a finite interval bounded
solutions, the function g(A, K') is bounded and furthermore

lim sup ( ax J\Z@-) < 00.
§—0 j=1..h

This means that

limsup [lg(A, K) — g(A)l| =0
and hence that the Lyapunov-type equation (3.12) can be considered as a perturbed gener-
alized feedback RDE, where the perturbation term vanishes if the sampling time tends to
zero. This implies (see Chapter 2.4 in [CL55]) that the function A and therefore also the
function K converge to K. []

Remark 3.2 Simaan and Cruz (see [SJC73b]) also claim the convergence of the solution
of differential games with sampled-data information structure to the solution of those with
memoryless-feedback information structure. However, neither a proof of this statement
18 given nor it is clear what happens if the solution of the differential game wusing the
memoryless-feedback information structure has finite escape time (i.e. a singularity).

3.3 Stabilizing properties of solutions to the algebraic
Riccati equation

In this section, we investigate questions, whether the constant solution (if there is any) of the
various Riccati differential equations yields a control function, which stabilizes the closed-
loop system. Although, we are not going to concern infinite time-horizon optimization
problems, it can be shown (see for instance [Eng98b], [JKKO01la] and Section 10.2 in [KK85]),
that the methods discussed here are very strongly related to these types of questions.

Let us begin first with some definitions:

Definition 3.3 Suppose that the coefficients A, Q, S, Q; and S;;, as well as M;; of the
(generalized) matriz Riccati differential equation (see equations (3.1), 3.4) and (3.5)) are
constant. Then, we call the following (algebraic) equation and sets of (algebraic) equations
fori=1,....N

0=-ATK - KA—-Q+ KSK, (3.13)
N
j=1
and
N N N
j=1 j=1 j=1
J#i i

symmetric (or symplectic), generalized open-loop and generalized feedback algebraic Riccati
equation (ARE), respectively.
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Furthermore, we call the equation
0 = M21 + MQQK - KMll - KMlzK, (316)

nonsymmetric algebraic Riccati equation.

Remark 3.3 Note that, using the same method as described before, the generalized open-loop
ARFE can be transformed into a non-symmetric ARE of dimension N -n. Moreover, solutions
of the algebraic Riccati equations are exactly the constant solutions of the corresponding
autonomous Riccati differential equations.

Let us first concentrate on the symmetric ARE. We first deal with its qualitative properties
and then show, how its solutions can serve as a stabilizing feedback matrix for control systems
over an infinite time-horizon. The following theorem, which is cited from [KK85] describes
the most important cases for the solvability of the symmetric ARE.

Theorem 3.8 (see Theorems 10.3 and 10.5 in [KK85]) Suppose that @ € R™™ and S €
R™ ™ are positive semidefinite and that the pair (AT, Q) is stabilizable. Then one of the
following possibilities occur:

(i) The symmetric ARE has no positive semidefinite solution. Then, for any solution of
the corresponding RDE with K (ty) > 0 Jim | K(t)]| = oo holds.

(ii) The symmetric ARE has exactly one positive semidefinite solution K. Then, for any
solution of the corresponding RDE with K(tf) >0 Jim K(t) = K4 holds.

Moreover, the symmetric ARE has exactly one positive semidefinite solution if and only if
the pair (A, S) is stabilizable (see Definition 1.12).

Remark 3.4 Please note, that although the proof is mostly based on the symmetry of the
solutions, it cannot be generalized for the feedback ARE. Indeed, as it will be shown in the
next section, generalized feedback algebraic Riccatli equations can have several positive definite
solutions, even under stabilizability constraints.

Although, as it is shown in Section 3.4, results on the uniqueness of positive semidefinite
solutions and on the convergence of solutions do not hold for the generalized feedback Riccati
equations, the convergence results can be generalized in the following sense for non-symmetric
matrix Riccati equations (and hence for the open-loop Riccati equation).

Definition 3.4 (dichotomicity) Suppose that the eigenvalues \; of M € RUT)*(+8) e
such that
Red; < Redy < ... < Rel, < Rely1 <...< Relgg (3.17)

Then the corresponding autonomous matriz Riccati differential equation
K = My + My K — KMy, — KM, K (3.18)

is said to be (reverse)-dichotomically separated.
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Remark 3.5 (see Lemma 2.4.1 in [AKF1J]) Suppose that the pairs (AT,/Q) and (A,V/S)
with A,Q,S € R, Q >0 and S > 0 are stabilizable. Then, the corresponding symmetric
matriz RDE is dichotomically separated.

A very important property of dichotomically separated matrix Riccati equations, which is a
direct generalization of Theorem 3.8, is presented by the following theorem.

Theorem 3.9 (see for instance Theorem 2 in [JK99b]) Suppose that the autonomous non-
symmetric matriz Riccati differential equation (3.18) is reverse-dichotomically separated.
Then there exists a matriz K, € R™* such that for almost any initial values Ky € R™*

LIM,_ o K(t) = K,

holds. Hereby denotes K (t) the solution of the differential equation (3.18) with K(tf) = Ky
and LIM the limit-value taken in the chordal metric. Moreover, this convergence takes place
at an exponential rate.

Finally, in order to illustrate to the stabilizing property of the constant feedback control
functions arising from a solution of the algebraic Riccati equation, we refer to a technique
used in Chapter 3 of [AKFIJ] and [LT85]:

Suppose that K € RR™® is a solution of the non-symmetric ARE. Suppose further, that
L € R™* is solution of the following (linear) equation

(MH + M12K)L - L(M22 - KMlg) + M12 == 0 (319)

We are now interested in the stability of the autonomous dynamical system

£ = M¢
: .z I, 0 -
To obtain that, we first apply the transformation £ = < KT > &. Hence, it is
d -~ I, O B I, 0
AR G L) <—K [T>M£

- My + My K Mo ¢
0 — KMo + My

M

follows.
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: . F I, =L\ - o
Applying now a second transformation &: ( N ) &, we can write similarly:

0 I
d~ (I, -L\d- (I, L\ (I —-L\ '~
i (o a6 (e ) &
I, -L\ ' (I L

where again( N ) —( N I )and hence, using (3.19),

(3.20)

d E_ My + My K 0 P
- 0 May — KMo

A
hold.

This means, that the matrix M can be transformed through the automorphism

I, -L\( I, 0
(03 ien)s

into the block diagonal matrix ). Hence, their spectra coincide.

We can formulate this short consideration as a preliminary lemma

Lemma 3.2 (LK-transformation) Suppose that K is a solution of the non-symmetric matriz
ARE and that the solution L to the so-called algebraic Sylvester equation (3.19) exists. Then
the spectrum o of the matriz M decomposes into two sets, namely

o(M) = o(Miy + M2 K) Uo(Myy — KMis).

Remark 3.6 (see Chapter 3.1in [AKFLJ]) It is also true, that the solution of (3.19) L ezists
uniquely, if and only if the two spectra o(My; + M12K) and o(May — K M) are distinct.

In order to obtain the stabilizability property of the algebraic solution K, we need a few
more notations:

Definition 3.5 (graph subspace) Let X € R"™*. Then, the mapping

¢X:$E|RSI—><§§>$E|RT+S

R™*. We call its image

defines a linear mapping ¢x : R* — |

G(X) := im(¢x) C R™*

graph subspace of X.
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. . I . .
Remark 3.7 Since, the number of columns of the matrix ; ) equals to s, and since it

X
contains the matriz Iy, the dimension of the graph subspace G(X) is exactly s for any matriz
X € R™.

Suppose now, that K € IR"** is a solution of the non-symmetric ARE. Then, it is
My Mo Io\ [ Mu+ MoK\ [ I
( My My ) ( K ) B ( My + My K > B ( K ) (M + MK
Hence, the linear transformation M is an endomorphism on G(K). Choosing now a base on

G(K) defined by the (independent) s columns of the matrix , we conclude, using the

I,
K
above identity, that the action of the transformation M on this base is represented by the
matrix (M, + Mi2K). Consequently, the mappings M |g k) and (M + M2 K) have the

same spectra.
We are now very close to the main result of this section. We formulate it as

Theorem 3.10 (stabilizing property of the solution of ARE — see Theorem 2.1.2 in [AKFLJ])
Let M be semi-simple and {\y,..., s} be a set of eigenvalues of M. Then there exists a
solution K to the ARE (3.16), such that o (M + Mi2K) = {\1,..., s} holds.

Proof. Carrying out the same calculation as before, we conclude that K is a solution of the
ARE if and only if

My, Mo Io\ [ Myu+ MoK\ [ I
( My My )\ K )T\ Mo+ b ) T\ i ) M+ MK
holds. Hence, every M-invariant graph subspace corresponds to a solution of the ARE.
With other words, if V' denotes the matrix formed by the column-vectors of the eigenvectors
corresponding to Aj, ..., As, then there exists a solution of the ARE K such that im(V) =

G(K). Clearly, it is
U(M|im(V)) = {)\1, SR /\s}

and therefore, using o (M |imv)) = o (M11 + M2 K), the proof is completed. L]

3.4 Solution methods

In this last section numerical results are presented to obtain the solution of the feedback
generalized matrix RDE and to illustrate the boundedness-criteria for that solution. We also
give an example of a generalized algebraic Riccati equation having more than one positive
definite solutions. In the case of the symmetric matrix Riccati differential equations, as they
appear in Control Theory, under stabilizability and controllability conditions there is exactly
one positive semidefinite solution (see Theorem 3.8). However, it was unnoticed by several
authors (see for instance [LG95]) that this property does not hold for generalized Riccati
matrix differential equations.
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Example 8: Consider the autonomous generalized feedback RDE with coefficients

20 50 8 2 8 2
A‘[—% 15]’621_ 2 4 >0’Q2_[2 1|0
18 18 4 8
= > = >
511 l 8 18 = 0 and 522 l 8 16 = 0.
. 25 0 5 0
and terminal value problem K;(0) = 0 11”7 0 and K»(0) = 0 3| 0.

Our first aim is to obtain numerical solutions for K (t) and K(t). In order to illustrate the difficulty
of the problem, we first create numerical solutions using the classical upwind discretization scheme
(see Figures 3.2 and 3.3).

As one can see, the convergence of the solutions remained untouched, as we decreased the time-
steps. Nevertheless, using a finer grid, the solutions tend to converge more slowly, which somehow
illustrates that the this behavior might only be a consequence of the solution method. As a
counterpart for this approximation, let us now see the behavior of the solutions with the classical
4-5-th order Runge-Kutta method (Figures 3.4 and 3.5). No convergence can be observed. Indeed,
Figure 3.5 implies that the solutions might be periodic. Since no error estimate or convergence
result is known for these two methods in the case of the RDE, the qualitative behavior of the
solution cannot be determined easily.

In order to characterize the qualitative behavior of the solutions, we need another solution tech-
nique, for which we already obtained a convergence result. With the help of Theorem 3.7, an
approximation method for the solution of the generalized feedback RDE can be constructed as
follows :

(1) Let h be a sufficiently large fixed positive integer and T := @ Further let A; = K i
(i =1,2) and set j = h.

(2) Define tj :=to + kT for each k =0,...,h.

(3) Let K; be the (exact) solution of the open-loop RDE (3.4), according to Theorem 3.2, over
the interval [t;_1,t;] for the terminal-value problem K;(t;) = A;.

(4) Calculate K;g = K; (%)

(5) Determine the (exact) solution of the Lyapunov-type differential equation (2.41) over [t;_1,1;]
for the terminal-value problem A;(t;) = A;, by substituting K;(t) = Kjo.

(6) Calculate A; = T(Ai(tj—1) + AT (t;_1)), as well as Ki(t) = (K (t)+ KT (1)), for t € [tj_1,;].

(7) For the case j > 1, decrement j by one and go to step (3).

Remark 3.8 The symmetrization in step (6) serves for accelerating the convergence. It is based
on the a priori knowledge, that the solution of the generalized feedback RDE is symmetric if the
coefficients and initial data are symmetric (see Lemma 3.1).

Remark 3.9 [t should be pointed out that the above procedure is not only a solution technique for
generalized Riccati differential equations, but also a realization of an information structure used in
differential systems with discrete-time feedback. (see Section 2.3.3)
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Figure 3.2: Eigenvalues of K; and K5 using upwind discretization method. At =1.3-1073
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Figure 3.4: Eigenvalues of K; and K, using 4-5-th order Runge-Kutta method.
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Figure 3.5: Eigenvalues of K; and K, using 4-5-th order Runge-Kutta method.

Figures 3.6-3.8 represent the approximate solutions obtained by means of the sampled-data method
described above. Theorem 3.7 indicates, that if the solution of the generalized feedback RDE exists
and is bounded, then the functions on Figures 3.6, 3.7 and 3.8 converge to it. Thus the qualitative
behavior of the given solution is best reflected in Figures 3.4, 3.5 and 3.8.

Our next question is the existence of negative invariant sets. Using Theorem 3.3 we can state that
the set of positive definite matrices is negative invariant. However, our hope for also obtaining an
upper bound for the norm of the solution using Theorem 3.3 is not fulfilled.

Nevertheless, we can check, whether the assumptions of Corollary 3.3 are fulfilled. Although this
weaker condition is difficult to check in general, it is more advantageous in numerical approxima-
tions. Rearranging the terms in (3.10) we get

w2zl S(t)x — 2||S(t)|]) — 2raT A(t)x — 2T Q(t)x > 0.

Since ||z|| = 1, it is z7.S(t)z — 2||S(t)|| < 0 as long as S # 0. This shows that the possible values
for k have an upper bound. Figure 3.9 represents the maximal value of k over t € [—0.14,0]. As it
can be seen, for t &~ —0.1 not even the weakened condition of Corollary 3.3 is fulfilled. This means
that we cannot obtain an invariant set by this theorem.

In order to illustrate how fast the solution of a generalized Riccati equation can converge to a
pole, we can calculate the solutions towards +oco. As Figure 3.10 shows, although the initial
values are relatively small and the solution is analytic in a neighborhood of zero, the radius of this
neighborhood cannot greater then about 0.008. Hence, the method of searching for the solution in
form of a Taylor-series expansion is evidently impossible.

Finally, we present some solutions of the generalized (ARE) of the memoryless feedback type (3.15)
with the same coefficients as before. There are up to 4 different pairs of solutions known, 2 of which
are positive definite (1 and 2), 1 negative definite (3) and 1 indefinite (4):

07042 1.4959 —.11875  .29936

KO ~ 20894 .068680 @ o | 31659 43560
L™ .068680 .13624 2 7| 43560 2.3835

KD ~ [ 2.0139 .07042 ] K ~ l 63421 —.11875 ]
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Figure 3.6: Eigenvalues using the ‘sampled-data’ approximation. 7" = 0.04
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Figure 3.9: Maximal invariant set using Theorem 5.1

K3 o —.14501 .037882 KB o —.17930 .00018170
L "™1 037882 —.18551 2 7| .00018170 —.34354

KD ~ —.11991  —-.0013110 K@ o —.60076 —1.2321
L™ —.0013110  2.6932 2 7 —1.2321  .084834

If we study the asymptotic behavior of the games being controlled by the constant controlling
laws that arise from the above solutions, then we can state that both positive definite solutions
are asymptotically stabilizing (i.e the matrix A — S1K; — SaK» is stable), the negative definite
produces an unstable linear differential system with all eigenvalues having positive real parts and
the indefinite solution K 54) leads to a linear differential system with two eigenvalues having positive
and two having negative real parts.

3.5 Notes and references

The previous chapter covered some topics of matrix Riccati differential equations, general-
ized Riccati differential equations and the corresponding algebraic equations, as they appear
in the context of linear-quadratic control systems and differential games. Although we pre-
sented the most important results, we didn’t cover topics, that will not be further investigated
in this work.

A detailed discussion on the equivalence mentioned in Theorem 3.2 in the context of the
complex matrix Riccati differential equation can be found in [FJ95]. In this work the authors
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Figure 3.10: Behavior of solutions in a small neighborhood of zero.

also published a representation formula — using the mentioned equivalence — for the solution
of the matrix Riccati differential equation. Using this representation formula it is also
possible to construct exactly every (complex) solution of the (non-generalized) algebraic
matrix Riccati equation. Unfortunately, these results cannot be generalized for the case of
the feedback matrix RDE or ARE.

For further details on the boundedness criteria for solutions of generalized and non-general-
ized Riccati differential equations, please refer to the works of Freiling, Jank and Sarychev
(see [FJS97], [FJS00]). Further global results on the (complex) matrix Riccati differential
equation can be found for instance in the works of Shayman [Sha86], Jank [Jan92], Jank and
Freiling [FJ96],[FJAK96], Weeren, Schumacher and Engwerda [WSE], Papavassilopoulos
and Olsder [PO84], Schneider [Sch73] and Kuiper [Kui94]. For recent results concerning
differential games with optimality constraint over infinity time-horizon, refer to the works of
Engwerda [Eng98b] and Jank, Kremer and Kun [JKKO01a].

There is a huge literature on numerical methods for solving algebraic Riccati equations and
Riccati differential equations, most of them dealing with the symmetric Riccati equation
(see for example [BB95] or [MV]). Besides them, only several authors published numerical
methods for solutions of generalized Riccati equations (see [LG95], [Eng98al, [Kun97] and
[JK99b]). It is a pity, however, that some of the authors (see [LG95]) don’t even realize
results presented in Section 3.4, and discuss topics on the uniqueness of the positive definite
stabilizing solutions of feedback ARE.

For further reading on Riccati equations, the textbook of Reid [Rei72] is recommended. Fi-
nally, the theory of Lyapunov differential equations and algebraic Lyapunov equations, as
well as further results on Riccati equations concerning for instance the LK-transformation
and the representation formula are presented in the forthcoming book of Abou-Kandil, Freil-
ing, Tonescu and Jank (see [AKFLJ]).
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Chapter 4

Disturbed Systems

Similarly to the Perturbation Theory of Dynamical Systems, the question of disturbance
attenuation or disturbance decoupling, H, and H., control problems play an important role
in Control Theory.

However, there are unfortunately very few papers giving conditions on the existence and
uniqueness of an equilibrium state in differential games. As it is shown in [Eis82] and [LR71]
those conditions are far away from being trivial and therefore should receive more interest.

In this chapter, we first review the theory of disturbed control systems, give a condition
for maximal disturbance attenuation and then, in Section 4.2, generalize this concept in the
context of differential games. Finally, in Section 4.3, we discuss the difference based on a
numerical calculation.

4.1 Disturbance attenuation for linear control systems

Let us consider now a class of linear control systems:
2(t) = A(t)x(t) + B(t)u(t) + C(t)w(t), x(to) = xo, (4.1)

with piecewise continuous functions A(t) € R™", B(t) € R"™ and C(t) € R™™™. Further
assume that v € U = {ulu: [to,t;] = R™} C L5 [ty,tf] is a control function and w €
W = {wlw : [to,tf] = R™} C L5[to,tf] is a generic disturbance of finite energy acting on
the system.

Assume further that the output signal (y(t)) of the system can be written as
y(t) = M(t)z(t) + N(t)u(t),

with piecewise continuous functions M (t) € R*™ and N(t) € IR¥*™, where for any ¢ € [to, /]
NT(t)N(t) > 0 holds.

Now, we can define the following problem, that is often called in the literature as disturbance
attenuation problem of level ~:

Problem 3 (disturbance attenuation problem) Given a positive real constant -y, find a con-
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trol function u(.) € U, such that for any admissible disturbance w € W

Iehesiorn (4.2)

1wl epitoe,) —

holds.

Here, we derive a solution for Problem 3, and in the next section, we generalize this problem
for linear differential games.

Rewriting (4.2) yields

J(u,w) := /\If(w,u,w) dt <0, (4.3)

for U(x,u,w) := 2T MT ()M (t)z +u NT(t)N(t)u+aT M#t)N(t)u+u? NT(t) M (t)x —ywTw.

This means, that we are interested in a control function u, for which J(u,w) < 0 holds
for any disturbance w € W. We solve this problem with the so-called minimaa-strategy, a
concept well known in the Theory of Dynamical Games.

First, we maximize J(u,w) in w € W for any given control function u € U:

Definition 4.1 (worst-case disturbance) Suppose that for a given uw € U there exists a
disturbance function w € W such that

J(u,w) < J(u,w)

holds for any w € W. Then we say that w is the worst-case disturbance for the particular
control function u.

Finding the above defined worst-case disturbance, leads to a so-called parametric optimiza-
tion problem, which we solve with the help of the generalized value-function:

Definition 4.2 (value-function) For the disturbed linear-quadratic optimal control system
(4.1)-(4.3), the value function V : T x X — R is defined in the following way:

V(tl, I'1> =
inf sup 3 [ W w0 dt’jtge — A0&(t) + Bl)u(t) + C(0w(t), &(t) = (4.4)

1

Remark 4.1 Using the above definition of the value-function and of the worst-case distur-
bance, we immediately obtain that Problem 3 is solvable if and only if V (to,zo) < 0. If then
for some uw € U and for the corresponding worst-case disturbance w

J(fb, UAJ) = V(to, 1'0)

holds, then @ is a solution of Problem 5.
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Proof. To prove the above statement, just notice that V' (o, x¢) > 0 implies that for any
control function u € U there exists a disturbance w such that J(u,w) > 0 and hence the
disturbance attenuation problem is not solvable. Conversely, if V (tg,z9) < 0, then there
exists a @ € U such that for any w € W J(u,w) < 0 holds. Hence, this control fulfills the
requirements of Problem 3. []

We show here that the function V(t) = V (¢, 2(t)) has the following form:

V(t) = 2T (O E)a(t) + e (t)a(t) +d(t)

for some mappings E : [to,ty] — R"*", e : [to,tf] — R™ and d : [to,t;] — R, where E(t) is

symmetric for each ¢ € [to, tf].
Using the value-function approach presented in Section 1.4, we conclude that
V() = i"Ex+2"Ex+2"Ei +éTo 4+ eTi+d
= (xTAT +u" BT + wTCT> Ex+ 2TEx + 2T FE (Az 4+ Bu + Cw)
+eTz 4+ eT (Ax+ Bu+ Cw) +d+ 2" M "Mz +u"NT Ny
+a2TMTNu+u" N' Mz — ywTw — W
= o7 (E + MM+ EA+ ATE) r—y(w—2)"(w—2) —y2Tw—yw'z
+v2" 24+ (u—y) " N'N(u—y) + y" N'Nu+u" N"Ny — y" N' Ny
"(EB+M"N)u+u" (B"E+N"M)z + +2" ECw+w"CT Ex
+<éT—|—eTA)x+eTBu+eTC'w+d—\I/
= 27 (E—I— MTM + EA+ATE> r—y(w—2)"(w—2)
1
+(u—y)'NTN(u —y) +w” (CTEQC + §C’Te - 72)
1
+ (26TC' +2TEC — 72) w
1
T (NTNy + BTEx + 5BTe + NTM:I:'>
1
+ <xT]\/[TN + §eTB +2TEB + NTNy> u
+ (éT + eTA+> t+d—y'N'Ny+~2T2— 0

for any mappings y : [to, ;] — R™ and z : [to,tf] — R™. We set now, in the manner of
Section 1.4

1
NTNy+ BTEx + 53% +NT'Mz = 0 and
1

CTEx + §CT€ —vz = 0

so that the terms that are linear in u and w cancel out then, assuming that the matrix
NT(t)N(t) is invertible for each t € [to, ], we obtain

-V = xT(E+Q+EA+ATE—ES’E)x+(éT—I—eTfl—eTSE)m

—leeTSe +d+ (u—y)"'NT'N(uw—1y) —v(w—2)T(w—2) - T,
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with A = A—=B(NTN)"'NTM,Q = MTM—~MTN(NTN)"*NTM and S = B(NTN)~'BT—
Lot
S

Additionally, if we assume that the mappings F, e and d are such that they fulfill

E+Q+FEA+A"E—-ESE=0 (4.5)
¢’ +eTA—eTSE =0 (4.6)

and ]
d— ZeTSe =0, (4.7)

then we obtain

Integrating yields

ty

Vty) = Vito) = /(u —)INTN(u—y)dt —~ / (w—2)T(w — 2)dt — /\If(x, w,w)dt (4.8)

to

Consequently, we obtain the following theorem:

Theorem 4.1 Suppose that the coefficient N(t) is given such that NT(t)N(t) is positive
definite for eacht € [to,ts]. Suppose further that the (symmetric) Riccati differential equation

E=-FA—ATE—Q+ ESE

admits a solution E : [to,tf] — R™" with E(t;) = 0. Then, Problem 3 is solvable if and
only if for the control function

i =—(NTN)"Y(BTE + NT"M)i(t)

J(a,w) <0 holds. If the latter inequality is true (i.e. if Problem 3 is solvable), then @ is a
solution of the disturbance attenuation problem. Hereby denote

1
W= ~CTEi(t)
v
as well as z(t) the solution of the linear differential equation

d . 5 Gma A
%x:(A—SE)x, Z(to) = o

Proof. The proof is carried out in several steps.

1. Note, that since differential equation (4.6) is homogeneous, e(t;) = 0 yields that e(t) =
0 for any t € [to,ts]. Hence, d(t;) = 0 implies that d(t) = 0 for any t € [to,ts], too.
Assuming now that E(t;) = 0, we obtain, using (4.8) that

ty tr
V(ty) = J(z, u,w) — / (u—y)"NTN(u — y) dt + / (w—2)T(w—2)dt  (4.9)
to t=0

holds.
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2. Furthermore, the Lh.s. of (4.9) is independent of u and w. Hence, considering the
supremal values of (4.9) over all possible disturbance functions in W/, we obtain that

ty
sup J(u, w) = V(to) + /(u — ) NTN(u —y)dt
wew

to

w

ty ty
—y inlgv /(w — ) (w—2)dt = V(ty) + /(u — )" NTN(u —y)dt
© t=0 to
holds if and only if w — z = 0 almost everywhere on [to,t;]. On the other hand,

V(ty) = V(to,z0) = inf sup J(u,w) = V(ty) + 116115/(11 —y)'NTN(u —y) dt

u; €U; weW

if and only if u — y = 0 almost everywhere on [to, t¢].

3. Hence, the minimax situation is achieved if and only if the control function @ and the
disturbance 1 are such that @ = —(NTN)"Y(BTE + NT M)z and & = %C’TEm hold
together with

&= Ax+ Bu+ Cw, xz(ty) = xo.

Hence, @ and w fulfill
@ = —(N'N)"YBT"E+ NT"M)z(t) and

1
~CTEz#(t
; (t)

S
I

with ;
= (A= SE)z, i(ty) = o,

respectively. Altogether, Remark 4.1 completes the proof.

]

In the next section, we generalize the above problem statement for differential games, where
the players itself simultaneously play against each other and also try to develop a maximal
disturbance attenuation.

4.2 Nash/Worst-case strategies for disturbed open-loop
differential games

Throughout this section, we consider a class of linear quadratic differential games, where the
game itself is controlled by N players and a disturbance term in the following way:

t)+ > Bi(t)u;(t) + C()w(t), x(to) = o, (4.10)

=1

8
=
I
s
—~
=
=
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with piecewise continuous functions A(t) € R™*", B;(t) € R"*™ and C(t) € R™*™. Further
denote u;(.) € U; the control of the i player and w € W the disturbance with U; and W
denoting the Hilbert spaces £5"[to, t7] and L5'[to, tf], respectively.

We also assume that the cost functional of the i*" player has the form:

J; (ul(.), coun(l), w()) =a(ty) K pa(ty) + /(;pTQZ(t)x + Z:l ul Rij(t)u; + wTRw) dt,

(4.11)
with symmetric matrices Ky € | and piecewise continuous symmetric matrix functions

Qi(t) € R™™, Ry;(t) € R™*™ and Py(t) € R™ ™.

Ran

Although a Nash-game approach is used to select the strategies of the players, no constraints
on the disturbance term are made. This means that the players have to find an equilibrium
strategy without knowing anything about the disturbance. We assume that each of them
independently applies Nash/worst-case strategy.

Remark 4.2 Note that there is no cost functional assigned to the disturbance term, because
no constraints can be applied on an ‘unpredictable’ parameter (see also Section 4.3).

In the noncooperative case the aim of each player is to find an optimal strategy, without
knowing anything about the control of the other players or the disturbance. In Nash equi-
librium situations each player chooses his control assuming that also the other players use
an optimal (i.e minimizing) strategy (see [BO95]). For a mixed Nash/worst-case equilibrium
the strategy of each player is defined as follows:

Definition 4.3 (see Def. 2.2 in [JK98]) We define the mized Nash/worst-case equilibrium
mn two steps:

1. Given a set of controls (uy,us,...,uy), the disturbance function w;(uy,us,...,uy) €
W s called worst-case disturbance from the point of view of the i** player belonging
to this set of controls if

Ji(ul, Ug, ..., UN, 'UAJZ'<'LL1, U, . . . ,UN)> Z Ji<U1,U2, ce ,uN,w).
holds for each w € W.

2. We say that the set of controls (i, ..., uy) form a mixed Nash/worst-case equilibrium
if foralli=1,...,N

(i) there exists exactly one worst-case disturbance from the point of view of the i*®
player according to every set of controls

(ula vy U1y Uiy Ujg 1y - - - 7UN)

and
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(i1)
Ji(fal,...,aN,wi(al,...,aN)) <

Ji(ula o Uiy Uy U1y - oy UN Wi (T, oy U1,y Uiy Uig s - - 7UN))

holds for each worst-case disturbance w; and permissible control function u; € U;.

Remark 4.3 The above definition of the Nash/worst-case equilibrium strategies leads to the
following rules:

(i) Fach player plays against the other players using noncooperative Nash-strategy.

(ii) Each player plays against the disturbance using worst-case strategy.

Let us now introduce a final definition before we begin our investigation concerning disturbed
differential games.

Definition 4.4 (see also Definition 2.4) We call a disturbed linear quadratic differential
game defined in (4.10) and (4.11) playable, if there exists a unique N-tuple of controls
Uy, ..., Uy forming a mized Nash/worst-case equilibrium.

4.2.1 Existence and uniqueness of open-loop Nash/worst-case equi-
libria

Here we are interested in obtaining conditions on the playability of a disturbed Nash-game.
The main tool for obtaining these conditions will be motivated by the technique involving
the Hilbert-space H;, already introduced and discussed in Sections 1.4 and 2.3.

Denote again ®(t,7) the solution of the initial value problem

d
SOt T) =AWt T),  O(r7) =1,

where I,, € R™" is the identity matrix. Furthermore, we also define the following linear

operators:
d:R"— Htf, To — (I)(.,to)l'o,

BiilUs = My, i [ @(,7)Bi(r)ui(r) dr
to

and

C:W—Hyy, w— /@(.,T)C’(T)U)(T) dr.
to
Then the solution of (4.10) becomes

N
z(.) = ®xo + Y Biu; + Cw. (4.12)

=1
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The cost functionals can be written in terms of scalar products on Hilbert spaces, too:
- N
Ji(Upy ooy Up, w) = <x, Qix> —|— > {uj, Rijuy) , T {(w, Pw) .,
=1

J
— N _
= <:z:, Qix >Htf + Z <u], >Htf + <w, Piw>Htf ,

Jj=

—

with

Ry(t)  t#t 4
0

t=t;

5 _ | Bt)  t#i;
R‘{o t=t;

Suppose now, that the information structure for each player is of open-loop type, which
means that the only information on the actual state of the system x(¢) is its initial value zq
(see Remark 2.2).

Using equation (4.12) the cost functionals can also be written as

J; = <<I>:c0+BuZ+ZB u; + Cw, Q2<®x0+3u1+28 uj—l—Cw>>

J?ﬁz i
+ <uz~, R”UZ> + Z <Uj, Rijuj> + <w, Rw>
e (BQB+ ) u) + (o, (C'QC + P) w) +2 (e B Q.Cu)

N N
+2 <Ui, B:Ql (I)JJO + Z BjUj > + 2 <w, C*Ql (I)xo + Z BjUj > + Jio,

j=1 j=1
i i

where J;, denotes terms independent of w and w;, and all the scalar products are taken in

My,

We can now examine the question how an open-loop Nash/worst-case equilibrium arises. As
explained in Section 4.2, each player minimizes his cost functional under the assumption,
that the other players are using an optimal strategy and that the disturbance is the worst
possible, which means, that the disturbance actually wants to maximize the cost functional
of the i player. Using the notations F; := BfQ;B; + Ry, Gi = C*Q,C + P, H; :== B:Q,C, as

well as

N
fi = B:Qz q)l’() + Z Bjﬂj and
e
—CQI (I)I0+ZBU] s

J#z
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the cost functional of the i*" player in an equilibrium state becomes

ji(ui, U}) = Ji(ﬂl, c. ,ﬂi_l,ui, 1~LH_17 P ,an, U)) .
= (u;, Fyu) + (w, Gaw) + 2 (ug, How) + 2 (us, f;) + 2 {(w, g;) + Jio-

The ‘worst case’ disturbance maximizes this latter functional w.r.t w € W. In order to
determine this worst-case disturbance, the functional J; can be written as follows:

Ji(us,w) = (w, Gyw) + 2 (w, Hu; + g;) + (wi, Foug) + 2 (g, fi) + Jio
= <w + Gy (Hui + g:), G (w + G (Hiw +9i>)> + Jiwo,

where J;,, is independent of w. From this equation we obtain the following result:

Theorem 4.2 The problem of searching for a mized Nash/worst-case equilibrium is well
posed, if the operator G; is negative definite for each i =1,...,N. In this case the i*" player
defines the ‘worst disturbance’ as

Now we study, how a player chooses his strategy against the other players. To get the optimal
strategy, we must derive 4; that minimizes the functional J;(u;, w;) with w; = w;(u;):

= L{ui, Frws) + (s, Gt +2 (uy, Hyiy)
+2 (us, fi) +2 <wiagi>} + Jio
= 3w, (F = H,G Y us)
+2~<uia Ji— Hz'G;191> - <gi7Gi_lgi>}
+Jio
= % <Uz + o ' B, ai(u + Ozi_lﬁi)> + Jivo,
where jmo denotes a term independent of u; and a; = F; — H;G; 'H} and 3; = f; — H;G; 'g;.
This yields

Lemma 4.1 The mized Nash/worst-case equilibrium is well defined if, in addition to the
assumption of Theorem 4.2, the operator Fy — H;G; H} is for each i = 1,..., N positive
definite. Then, the optimal strateqy of the i'" player is given by

i = (F—HGH)  (HG g~ 1) (4.14)

This last equation can also be written in terms of the coefficients Q;, P; and R;; as follows
[BfQiBi + Ri; — B:Qic (C*QZC + Pz‘)il C*QiBi] U
= {B:Qic (C*Qic + 15i>_1 C*Qi — Bsz] (z — Byy),
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where 7 is the state of the undisturbed system, i.e

N
=1

With this notation we obtain the equilibrium strategy from

_ _ _ — —\—1 —
Risii; = —[B;Qi = B;Q.C (C'QiC + P)  C*Qil, (4.15)

which differs from the optimal strategy of an undisturbed linear quadratic Nash-game (see
[LR71)): ) )

With (4.15) we obtain an explicit formula for the optimal strategies.

Theorem 4.3 The optimal strategies of the linear quadratic differential game defined in
(4.10) and (4.11) with mized Nash/worst-case equilibrium using an open-loop information
structure are given as the solution of the following system of equations fori1=1,2,...,N:

— — N —
B0~ B0C (CQ.e+ P) €0 X iy + Rt =
j=1

_ _ _ —\ —1 _
- [B:a: - Brac(cac+ B) ol ax

Corollary 4.1 Under the assumptions of Theorem 4.2 and Lemma 4.1, the open-loop mixed
Nash/ worst-case linear quadratic differential game is playable if and only if the system of
equations defined in Theorem 4.3 is uniquely solvable.

4.2.2 Explicit formulation of the optimal controls

Here, we develop a more explicit formulation for the optimal controls of a Nash/worst-case
equilibrium. We shall also see that the optimal controls can be described as ‘virtual’ affine
linear feedback-controls where the feedback transfer-mappings satisfy some matrix Riccati
differential equations. Virtual means hereby, that the state appearing in the feedback form
is not the current state-trajectory, but the so-called worst-case trajectory.

Using equation (4.13) in equation (4.14), we obtain the following representation of the opti-
mal control ;:

Fi;, — H;G7 ' Hr i, = H,G7lgi— f;
& Fu,— HG (Hfu+g:) = —f;
< Fa, + Haw(u) = —f;
< Fau, = —Hyw(u;)— fi
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Now, using the definitions of F}, G;, H;, f; and g;, we conclude that

N
Rit; + BiQB'u; = BiQ; | ®xo+ > Bju; | + B Q:Ci;(w;)

Jj=1

J#i
B N
j=1
On the other hand, equation (4.13) yields
wi(w;) = —Gi (Hw; + gi)

N
& Py (@) + C*QiCiy(4;) = C*'QiBii; + C*Q; | Pxo + > Byl
po

Altogether we obtain the following theorem:

Theorem 4.4 Suppose that the coefficients P; and R; (i = 1,...,N) are negative definite
and positive definite, respectively. Suppose further that also the operators F; and G; (i =
L,...,N) are positive and negative definite, respectively. Then, Uy, . .., Uy form an open-loop
Nash/worst-case equilibrium if and only if for eachi=1,... N

holds. Moreover, in this equilibrium the worst-case disturbance from the point of view of the
it" player can be written as

w;(t;) = =P C Qi (4.17)

where &; denotes the ‘worst-case’ state-trajectory from the point of view of the i*" player, i.e.
N
j=1

Proof. Note that if R;; and G; are positive and negative definite, respectively, then the
assumptions of Theorem 1 are fulfilled. Hence, the above calculation completes the proof.

[

Our aim now is to describe the relation for the optimal control (4.16) more explicitely, i.e. by
solutions of certain differential equations. For this we first need to construct, using Lemma
1.6, the adjoint operators B; and C*:

Biy = BI()[®7(tp, Julty) + [ @7 (¢ )y(t)de| and
L ' - (4.19)
Cy = CT() |ty Jylty) + [ @7 () dt |
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Hence, we obtain that

;(t) = —Ru(t) "B} (t)

f
(I)T(tfi)Kiffz‘(tf)-+/‘I’T(T,t)Qz‘(T)5?i(T) dT]
and similarly

Wi () (t) = P CT(t) [ @7 (ty, ) Ko, 24(ty) +/¢>T(T, Qi (7)a;(7) dr] .

If we suppose that the expression
f
Oty K ailty) + [ O (r0Qi(7)ai(r) dr
t

can be written in the affine form E;(¢)z;(t) + e;(t) for some mappings E; : [to,tf] — R"*"
and e; : [to,tf] — R", then we get that the optimal control and the corresponding worst-case
disturbance can be written as

(1) = —R; (O BI () (B (t) + eit)), (4.20)
(@) (1) = =P (OCT () (Bi(0)2:(t) + eat)), (4.21)
respectively. Since
d . . d, .
pr (El(t)xl(t) + ei(t)) = E;2; + El%xl + €
= Eid:+ E; (A:i:z- + Z Bjii; + Cwi(ai)) + é;

— E;i; + F;Az; — E; Z BjR;}'B] (E;ij + e;) — E;CP'CT (Eidi + €;) + ¢
%/_/ N—_——
S (t) T;(t)
and

dt

ST (ty, t) K, 3i(ty) + /@T(T, Qi (1)Z:(7) dr]

= ST (17, 1) (1) — B (0, Q)i (1) + / (7, 0Qu(r)i(7) dr

then we obtain, using

d
%qﬁ(f t) = -AT)®"(r,t) and &' (1,7) =1,

that

T (ty, t) Ky, 2" (ty) —{—/CI)T(T, HQ(r)x* (1) dT]

ty

O (17, ), () + [ @7 (1, HDQ(7)a" (7) dT} — Qi) (1)

t
= —AT(Eid; + e;) — Qi

— AT
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holds.

Suppose now that the mappings E; and e; fulfill the following differential equations:

E; = —ATE, — E;A— Qi+ Ei(Si + T))E;, (4.22)
N

é; = —(AT — Ei(Si + Tz‘)>6i + B ) Sji(EE + e), (4.23)
o

respectively. Then we obtain the following theorem:

Theorem 4.5 Suppose that the assumptions on the matrices R;; and P; and on the operators
F; and G; in Theorem 4.4 are fulfilled. Further assume that there exist mappings E; :
[to,tf] = R™™ and e; : [to,tf] — R" and &; such that for each i =1,..., N the differential
equations (4.22), (4.23) and

d . U ) .

Jj=1

and the boundary value problems Ei(ty) = K;,, ei(ty) = 0 and &5(to) = xo are fulfilled. Then,
the control functions

form an open-loop Nash/worst-case equilibrium. Moreover, the corresponding worst-case
disturbance of the i player is then given by

Proof. The proof, that we carry out in several short steps, is mainly based on the latter
calculation.

(i) Observe that the terminal-values F;(t;) and e;(ts) are constructed such that
—Ri'BiQudilty) = =Ry () BI (1) (Bilt)aulty) + eilty))-

(ii) Furthermore, using the above calculation, equations (4.22) and (4.23) imply the equal-
ity

by
d . d . .
t

and hence
holds over the interval [to, ty].

(iii) Finally, observe that equation (4.24) together with &;(¢y) = o corresponds to equation
(4.18) which means that its solution is exactly the worst-case trajectory from the point
of view of the i*" player. Hence, Theorem 4.4 completes the proof.
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]

Finally, we discuss the solvability of the coupled boundary value problem described by equa-

tions (4.23), (4.24) and the boundary values

z;(to) = o
ei(ty) =0
fori=1,..., N. Here, for the sake of simplicity, we only discuss the two-player case (N = 2).

Results for the more general N-player case can be obtained in the similar manner.

In order to shorten our formulae, we introduce the following notations:

| Mu(t) M) |
M(t) = [ e 1 —

A—(Sn+T)E; — Sy =S -1 — S99
Sk A — (Sy+ 1) Es -5 — S99 — T
0 E, S99 F, —AT + Ey(S11 +Ty) Ey S5 ’
EyS11E,q 0 E>S511 —AT + E5(Sa + 1)
as well as 0 0
N _ ‘fl t L €1 t
z(t) :== l@@) ] and e(t) := l s (1) ]

Our aim now, is to obtain a condition for the solvability of the following boundary value

problem:
d| @ T
THECH -
together with )
z(to) = [ Y01 and e(ty) = [ 0 ] : (4.26)
ZTo | 0

Clearly, the function [ ig)) ] fulfills (4.25)-(4.26) if and only if the exists some z; € IR*"

such that for all ¢ € [to, t/]

0] [ ety wt ][] 127
and
Uy (to)ry = [ iz 1
hold with
Lot ity | =0 [ 20 429

and the terminal value problem

Uyi(ty) Wia(ty) | | Lo O
[ War(ty) Waolty) ] B [ 0 I, ] ’ (4.29)

where I, € IR***" denotes the identity matrix. Since we are interested in the solvability of
(4.23)-(4.24) for any initial value x, we need the invertibility of the matrix Wy (¢y). Here,

we present a sufficient condition for this:
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Theorem 4.6 Suppose that the matriz M(t) is bounded over the interval [ty,tf] and that
the Riccati differential equation

W = My, + MyyW — WMy, — WMW, Wi(ty) =0 (4.30)

admits a bounded solution for W(t) € R**" in [to,t;]. Then the boundary value problem
(4.25)-(4.26) is uniquely solvable.

Proof. The proof presented here is a straightforward consequence of Radon’s Lemma (see
Theorem 3.2) for Riccati differential equations.

Denote by W (t) the solution of (4.30). Since M (t) is bounded, the terminal value problem
(4.28)-(4.29) is uniquely solvable on [to, t7].

We now define the following terminal value problems:

X = (My + Mi;W)X,  X(ty) = I, and (4.31)
Z = —Z(My + MpW),  Z(ts) = I, (4.32)

where I, stands for the identity matrix in IR*"*?". Because of our boundedness assumption
on W(t), the solution of the above homogeneous linear differential equations X (¢) and Z(t)
are also continuous and bounded over the time horizon [to, t/].

Let us now define the matrix Y (¢) := W(t)X(¢) € R**" for t € [ty,t;]. Using equations
(4.30) and (4.31), we conclude that

Y = WX4+WX = (My + MouxW — WMy, — WMuW)X + W(My + MpsW)X
= My X + MyY.

Altogether we obtain the following set of differential equations for the bounded mappings X
and Y:

X = MuX+ MY, X(t;) = Iy and
Y = MyX 4+ MyY, Y(t;) =0,

and hence X (¢) = Wy (¢) and Y (t) = Wy () hold for all ¢ € [to,tf]. Finally, we calculate the
product Z(t)X(t) = Z(t)¥11(t):

d . .
and hence, using Z(t;) = X (), we conclude that the inverse of the matrix ¥y;(f) exists
and is bounded for each t € [to, t¢]. L]

This latter condition (4.30) can also be written in terms of system coefficients:

Corollary 4.2 Suppose that for the 2-player game, the assumptions on the matrices R;; and
P; and on the operators G; in Theorem 4.4 are fulfilled. Suppose further, that the symmetric
matriz Riccati differential equations (4.22) for i = 1,2 and the following non-symmetric
matriz Riccati differential equation

W W

- 0 FE, S5 E, 4 —AT+ By (S +Th) F, S5
| ExSuE 0 E»S1 —AT + Ey(Sg + Th)
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W A—(Su+T)E —Sa2Es ] W l =S =T — S22

—S11 By A — (Soy + T5) Es —S11 —Sg9 =T

for  W(ty) = 0 € R*™*" admit bounded solutions over the interval [to,t;]. Then, the
terminal value problem (4.23)-(4.24) is uniquely solvable. Moreover, using this solution, the
(unique) optimal Nash/worst-case control function for each player can be obtained in the
following form:

.

Uy = —Rl_llBlT((El + W)@ + W12f2> and (4.33)
Uy = —R;;Bg((Eg + Wao)Ze + W21§31)7 (4.34)
where
Wi Wig
W p—
[ War Wa ]
and Z; denotes the worst-case trajectory from the point of view of the i*" player, i.e.
d . R ~
= (A= (i1 +T0)(Ey+ Wiy) = SWa )1 — (Saa(Ea + Waz) — S11Was )z and
d A R ~
axQ = (A — (S22 +T2)(Ey + W) — 511W12)9172 - (Sll(El + W) — S22W21)$1'

Proof. Considering the fact that Wy, (t) = W (t)Wy,(¢t) we infer from equation (4.27), that
for the unique solution of the boundary-value problem (4.25) e(t) = W (t)z(t) holds for each
t € [to,tf]. And hence, using Theorems 4.5 and 4.6, the proof is completed.

4.3 Numerical results

In this final section of this chapter, we present a numerical comparison between disturbed 2-
person open-loop differential games under Nash-control laws and 2-person Nash/worst-case
control-policies.

We consider the following one-dimensional system:
T =3uy(t) —us(t) +w(t), =(0)=30. (4.35)

We also assume that the cost functional of the players have the following form:

Ji(ug,up) = w(1)? +/3u2(t) —2w(t) dt

To(ur,us) = 3x(1)2+/u§(t)—4w2(t)dt.

Since R; > 0 and Q; > 0, we immediately obtain the positive definiteness of F;. Moreover,
using the definition of the operator C, we also conclude that

<w, (C*QiC + P)w >=< Cw, Q;Cw > + < w, Pw >=

/R-w2(t) dt + K¢ (/w(t) dt) < / (Kif +B) w?(t)dt < 0

0 0 0
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for ¢+ = 1,2 which yields the negative definiteness of Gj.

We consider now the following two setups:

First, we neglect the disturbance (i.e. we set w(t) = 0), calculate the open-loop Nash equilib-
rium (see for instance [BO95]) and then try to use the arising (open-loop) control functions
for the disturbed system. Then, we calculate controls for a Nash/worst-case equilibrium of
the disturbed system and compare the results.

The open-loop control functions belonging to a Nash equilibrium of the undisturbed game
can be calculated with the help of the following Riccati differential equations:

K, =3K?+ K1 Ky, Ki(1)=1

Ky = K2+ 3K, Ky, Ky(1)=3.

The state trajectory of the game using the above calculated open-loop controls u; and wus
and a randomly chosen (but nevertheless smooth) disturbance w(t) can be seen on Figure
4.2. Figure 4.1 shows the disturbance acting on the system. The actual costs, that arise
using the cost functionals J; and Jy are for these control functions

Jieh = 97 43

Jye = 376.50

207
18+
167
144
12

10+

0 0.2 0.4 . 0.6 0.8 1

Figure 4.1: Disturbance term (w(t)) acting on the system

Now, we calculate, using Corollary 4.2, the controls belonging to the Nash/worst-case equi-
librium of the disturbed game. The worst-case trajectories from the point of view of each
player can be seen on Figure 4.3. Since they are different, the players try to independently
defend ourselves against their own worst-case situation. Figure 4.4 shows the actual system
trajectory using the calculated Nash/worst-case control functions.
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30

28

26

24+

22+

20+

18

0 02 0.4 . 0.6 0.8 1

Figure 4.2: State trajectory (x(t)) of the system controlled by pure Nash-controls

30
25+
20
15

10

0 02 0.4 . 06 08 1
Figure 4.3: Worst-case trajectories (Z;2(t)) of the players
20!
2]
2]
2]
2]
2]
18]
6]

14

0 0.2 0.4 . 0.6 058 1

Figure 4.4: State trajectory of the system (z(t)) controlled by Nash/worst-case strategies
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The costs, that each player receives are
Ji\fash/worst»case — _7880

Jgash/worst»case — 32719

Obviously, both players received less costs using Nash/worst-case controls.

4.4 Notes and references

Since control systems and differential games are typically non-isolated system, besides the
output signal, there are usually noises or other types of disturbances acting on them. Hence,
disturbance reduction has always been a very important topic in Control Theory.

One way to handle disturbed systems is the very popular Robust Control Theory, where
disturbances are treated as perturbations of system coefficients. Clearly, most of our systems
use parameters, that are determined via statistical methods (for instance by measuring and
taking the average); hence no exactness can be expected. There are numerous authors
dealing with those problems. For a very detailed mathematical description refer to the
monography of Tonescu, Oara and Weiss [[OW99]. Another very interesting technique for
robust controlling is derived by Habets with the help of the gap-topology [Hab91].

Another way to discuss stability of disturbed systems is the classical frequency-domain ap-
proach proposed by Nyquist and Bode. A very nice way to couple these problems with
results known in Complex Function Theory is shown in the Lecture Note of Francis [Fra87].

In this chapter, we used a different method to investigate disturbed systems: we supposed,
that the disturbance is an additional player acting on the system and that each player
plays according to his own worst-case strategy against it. This idea was first presented by
Limebeer et al. in [LAH94]. However, they only discussed the 1-player situation — where no
competition between the players is present — and unfortunately unnoticed the fact, that if the
matrices P and () are positive (semi)definite in (4.11), then no worst-case disturbance exists.
For some early results on mixed Nash/worst-case strategies see [JK98|. Further results on
these types of strategies can be found in the works of Jank and Kun [JK99a], [JKO0ODb].
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Chapter 5

Moving-horizon control policies

Throughout the previous chapters, we mainly discussed differential control systems and
dynamical games defined on a finite time-horizon. Nevertheless, as recent applications — for
instance the modeling of governmental economics — show, it is a very difficult task to decide,
whether a planning horizon is finite or not. And if it’s finite, it is sometimes even more
difficult to predict its length. Hence, it is assumable that players choose their strategies
based on decisions for a given finite (usually very short) time-horizon, and as time goes by,
they constantly update their decision according to the same time-horizon. Thus, as time goes
by, the time horizon translates along the time-scale of the players. That’s why this control
policy is called moving-horizon (or sometimes receding-horizon) policy.

It is a very important question to decide, whether the system becomes stable under these
controls. If not, the time horizon should be extended and the players must use strategies
according to this new decision interval.

In this chapter, we first give a definition for moving-horizon controls in the context of differ-
ential control systems and games and then discuss, how the minimal length of the decision
interval should be chosen to achieve stability. Then, in Section 2, we also establish results,
where the stability is independent of the length of the decision interval.

5.1 Long-time stability through short-time decisions

As discussed before, moving-horizon control policies are defined in a way, that at each time
t > tp the players make their decision based on an optimal control problem over the time
horizon [t,t + T|. Hence the general formulation of the open-loop decision model can be
formulated as follows:

Definition 5.1 (moving-horizon decision policy) Suppose that 'y is a linear quadratic au-
tonomous (i.e. the coefficients A, B;, Q; and R;; are constant) N-player differential game
defined on the finite time-horizon [0, T):

5(75) = AL(t) + EBiui(t), £(0) = &, with

99
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Ji = DKy + [ €7(OQuelt) + Dl () Riguy(0) .

Because of the autonomy of 'y, the time-horizon can be shifted to any starting point t; € R
without changing the system trajectory. Now, we define the so-called local game, which is
used by the players to make their decisions:

For any t; € R let T'y(t1) be a differential game defined on the interval [ti,t; + T with the
same (shifted) dynamics, strategies and information structure as 'y and also with the same
(shifted) cost functionals, i.e. defined with the variational problem

E(t) = AL(t) + 2 B (t), £(t) = &, with

t1+T N

Ji =&t + T)K; p&(t +T) + / Qi) + > ugr(t)Rz‘jUj(t) dt.

t1 Jj=1

Denote by vi(t;t1,&1) the optimal strategy of the i'" player according to the local game Ty ().
We can now define the moving-horizon control policy.

We say that the players act according to a moving-horizon decision policy defined by the local
game I'y on the duration T, if each player uses the strategy

it x(t) = v (6t x(t))

to control the differential system

N
i=1
on the time horizon [ty, 00).

Remark 5.1 By taking N = 1, the definition of moving-horizon optimal control policy for
linear-quadratic differential control systems becomes obvious.

Throughout this chapter, we shall always assume that R; > 0, ; > 0 and Kj; > 0 hold for
any ¢ = 1,2,..., N.

Note that either under feedback or open-loop information structure, the optimal strategy
vi(t;t1,&) in a small neighborhood of ¢; depends on the initial state £(¢;) = & and hence, ;
always depends on the current state z(t). Consequently, moving-horizon differential games
require feedback information structure. Further, the moving-horizon control policies depend
on the chosen equilibrium (and hence on the information structure) of the local game T'y.
In the sequel, without mentioning it, we shall always assume, that I'y is a Nash-game with
either open-loop or feedback information structure.

To begin our investigation on the stability of systems governed by moving-horizon control
laws, we first derive explicit formulae for the control functions.
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Suppose that the local game I"y (1) is either a feedback or an open-loop Nash-game. Suppose
further that the corresponding Riccati differential equation admits a bounded solution. Then,
as shown in Section 2.3, the respective optimal control policies can be given in the form:

uf P (t,x) = —REIB;‘FKZ-(FB)(t)x, or

)

7

wP(t) = =R B K7V (02" (1),

where K and Ki(OL) fulfill the feedback and open-loop Riccati differential equations,

(]
respectively. Thus, we obtain a representation for the moving-horizon controls:

Theorem 5.1 Let the local game T' N be, respectively, an open-loop or feedback linear quad-
ratic Nash-game. Suppose further, that the respective matriz Riccati differential equations
(3.4) and (3.5) admit a solution K; over the interval [0,T]. Then, the arising moving-horizon
control functions fulfill
u; = — Ry By Ki(0) x(t),
~—_————

ZFZ

for a local open-loop and feedback moving-horizon decision model, respectively.

Proof. Using Theorems 2.5 and 2.8, we obtain that for the open-loop and for the (linear)
feedback control laws, respectively, v7(t;0;&;) takes the form

Vi (t:0,6) = —Ry;' B Ki(t)§(t)

where the matrix K;(t) is solution of the corresponding autonomous generalized matrix
Riccati differential equation (3.4) and (3.5) for K;(t; +T) = K;;. Since these equations are
autonomous, their trajectories can be translated along the time-axis. Hence, for any local
game I'n(t1) vi(t;t1,&) = v/ (t — t1;0,& ) and thus

1

At 2(0)) = V7 (1, 2()) = 07 (0;0,2(1))

holds. L]

Remark 5.2 This latter theorem shows the importance of moving-horizon strategies: Al-
though, no optimality is achieved, instead of using a time-dependent feedback matrixz, by
choosing this decision model, the feedback matriz becomes constant, which is an enormous
advantage in mechanical and economical systems.

Let us now review, how the linear feedback matrices F; and hence the closed-loop matrix of
the system

depend on the duration T of the local game I'y:
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Lemma 5.1 Denote by T the length of the time-horizon of the local game Ux. If then the
solution K; of the following set of matrix Riccati differential equations

d - - - - X - -
%Ki:—KiA—ATKZ-—QﬁKiZSMKj, K;(0) = K;¢ (5.1)

j=1

and

5 N

d 5 B _ N 5 N 5 5 B
7j=1

dt

-
<
-

j= =
J#i j#

N
<
N

exists on [—T,0], for the open-loop and feedback local information structure, respectively,

then it s .
F, = R;'BI'K;(-T).

Proof.  Again, using the autonomy of equations (5.1) and (5.2), we conclude that their
solutions coincide with the respective solutions of equations (3.4) and (3.5) under the trans-
formation K;(t) = K;(t —T') for any ¢t € [0,7]. Hence Theorem 5.1 completes the proof.

From now on, we assume that the terminal values K;; = 0 and try to obtain a bound for
the decision length 7" such that the closed-loop system becomes stable.

Clearly, for this assumption K;(0) = 0 and hence
N
i=1

follows, meaning that the closed-loop matrix is unstable for small decision intervals 7', unless
the system matrix A is originally stable. Hence, one needs a bound 7™ such that for any
duration T' > T stability is ensured.

To begin, we develop an existence result for differential control systems:

Lemma 5.2 Suppose that the pairs (A, Q) and (A, B) are detectable and stabilizable, re-
spectively. Then, there exists T > 0 such that any moving-horizon control law

u=—R'BTK(~T)x(t)
defined on a time duration not less than T™ yields a stable closed-loop matrix
A—-SK(-T)

and hence stabilizes the system.

Proof. As shown in Section 3.3, the (unique) positive definite solution of the corresponding
algebraic Riccati equation K| stabilizes the system, i.e. the matrix A — SKj is stable.
Moreover, using Theorem 3.8, for any positive semidefinite initial value Ky

t——o0
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holds, where K(.) is the corresponding solution of the symmetric matrix Riccati differential
equation. Since the spectrum o(t) of the matrix K (t) is an analytical function of ¢ (see
Corollary 2 in Section 3.5.5 in [Bau85]), we conclude that there is a neighborhood U of —oo0,
such that for any t € U o(t) C C_ holds. Hereby denotes

C_ :={z e (JRe(z) < 0}.
[]

A similar existence result can also be obtained for differential games with open-loop controls:

Lemma 5.3 Suppose that the local game 'y 1s an open-loop Nash-game, where the di-
chotomy condition (3.17) is fulfilled with, such that Re(\,) < 0 holds. Suppose further, that
the zero-matriz is contained in the basin of attraction of the dichotomic solution Ky (which
happens with the probability of 1). Then there exists T* > 0 such that any moving-horizon
control policy defined on a local open-loop game I'y with duration not less than T™ stabilizes
the system.

Proof. Using the equivalence between the generalized open-loop matrix Riccati equations
and the non-symmetric matrix Riccati equation (as stated in Section 3.3), we conclude
using Theorems 3.10 that the dichotomic solution stabilizes the system. Since, moreover,
tEEHOO K(t) = K. holds, there exists T*, such that for any t < —T™ K(t) stabilizes the

system. L]

Now, we try to derive a slightly more explicit bound for the minimal length of the local
control system.

Lemma 5.4 Suppose that S > 0 and @ > 0 and that the pair (A, S) is stabilizable. Suppose
further, that for some T* > 0 the matriz K(—=T%) is positive definite. Hereby denotes K(t)
the solution of the symmetric matriz Riccati differential equation

K(t)=-ATK - KA—-Q+ KSK, K(0)=0.

Then, the moving-horizon controls based on a decision of length not less than T yields a
stable system.

Proof. Defining a modified local control system ¢ with the cost functional

h

J =" WE(=Tem) + [ € OQEW +u” (1) Ru(t) d.

0

we conclude that the arising moving-horizon control
u=—R'B"K(—h)x

coincides with the moving-horizon control defined by the original local game on the duration
T* + h. Hence, we can restrict ourselves to the investigation of the second system.
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Moreover, as it was shown in Section 1.4, the value function of the local optimal control
system ¢ V(t,x) can be written as

V(t,x) =T K(=T* — h+t)z.

Denoting now by £*(¢) an optimal trajectory of the system &, we conclude, using the
Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation, that it is

d 0 * o d” * 0 * * *
JoV(LEM) = at?@V(t,f (8)) + 53V (8, E () (AE" + Bu’)
= 5 (T OQEW®) +u ()R (1)) = 0.

Moreover, it is

0 .

TV = € R (-T)E <0

for any £* € IR". Hence, Assumptions A1-A3 of Theorem 1 in [Gyu95] are fulfilled, which
means that the local system yields a stabilizing moving-horizon controller for any h > 0. []

Remark 5.3 Using the (rather technical) result achieved in Theorem 2 (ii) in [FJ95], we
obtain that the convergence of the solution of the non-symmetric matriz Riccati differential
equation (3.1) and hence of the open-loop matrixz Riccati differential equation (3.4) takes
place at an exponential rate. From Theorem 3.10 we also know, that the dichotomic solution
(if it exists) stabilizes the system if A\, < O holds. Thus, establishing a bound 6 > 0, for
which any matriz with ||K — K| < 0 stabilizes the system, we can obtain a time-duration
T* such that for any t > T* the solution of K(—t) (3.1) fulfills |K(t) — K.| < § which
yields the stability of the closed-loop system.

To end this section, we present a result for feedback local games:

Lemma 5.5 Let I'y be a linear quadratic differential game with coefficients R;; = 0 for
1# 7 and Q; >0 fori=1,...,N. Suppose further, that for some T >0 andi=1,..., N

S K(-T) >
GRA=T) > 0

holds, where K; is a solution of (5.2). Then, the closed-loop system governed by feedback
mouving-horizon control policies over the duration T is stable.

Proof. Using the generalized feedback RDE, we conclude that

N N
i yo

N r N

j=1 j=1

Acl
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Moreover, using @); > 0, we conclude that K is positive definite (see Theorem 3.3) with

Hence, A, is stable. []

Remark 5.4 Note, that because of the periodic behavior of the solution K, presented in
Section 3.4 it cannot be ensured that for any duration longer than T the stability remains
unchanged.

5.2 Strong stability results

In this section, we try to find an answer to the question, how to choose the initial values K;;
so that for any 7" > 0 stability of the closed-loop system is ensured.

Theorem 5.2 Let I'y be an N-player feedback Nash-game of the form
= f(t,x,us,...,uy)

with cost functionals

Assuming further that there exists i € {1,..., N} such that the following properties hold:

(i) %V}(t,x)‘ )20 for all x € R".

t=
(11) V;(0,0,...,0) = 0 and V;(x,uy,...,uy) > 0 for any x € R"\{0} and u; € R™
(j=1,...,N).
(iii) The mappings f and the value-function V; of the local game are continuously differen-
tiable over [to,t¢] and f(t,0,0,...,0) =0 for any t € [to, ty].

(iv) For any control functions (uy, ..., uy) the generated trajectory x(t) exists and is bounded
over the time-horizon [to,ts].

Then the closed-loop system defined as a feedback moving-horizon game on any duration
T > 0 yields a stable system.

Proof. Denoting L(z) := V;(0, x), we shall prove that L(x) can serve as a Lyapunov-function
for the closed-loop system:

1. Using ¥;(x, uq,...,uy) > 0 for any x € R" and u; € R™, we conclude that it is
ty
/\Ifi(a:,u’{,...,u*N)dt >0
to

for the optimal controls of the local game v} and hence L(x) > 0 for x € R"\{0} as
well as L(0) = 0 follows.



106 CHAPTER 5. MOVING-HORIZON CONTROL POLICIES

2. Using the continuous differentiability of V;, we conclude that it is

1 afe)) = ting A7) = L)
— lim Vi(Taf(t + T;t,m(t))) — V;(()?gc(t))
i VO, it 2(t))) = VilT §(E+ 73t (1))

4 1{% Vi(0,x(t+ 7)) — V;(O, E(t+ 13t 2(t)))

d
= 2 Vi0.£(t + 7, (1))

“ 9y (0,2(r)

ot
+Iim Vi(0,2(t + 7)) — V;(O, E(t+ 7 t,x(t))).

Comparing this result with the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation and with assump-
tion (i) above, we obtain that

Vi(0,2(t + 7)) — Vi(0,&(t + 758, 2(t)))

T

L La(t) < —Wila(t) i, .. uy) + lim (5.3)

dt
holds with u} denoting the optimal control function of the local game.

3. Supposing that z(t) = 0 holds, then it is with the zero-controls (uj = 0) & =
f(t,0,0,...,0) = 0. Hence, we can restrict ourselves to the case, where z(t) # 0
holds. Therefore, it is — using assumption (ii) — ¥(z(t),u],...,ul) > 0 and hence, we
immediately see that

—L(a(t)) < lim =

holds.

4. Finally, we show that

T—0 T

<0 (5.4)

holds. For that note if V; is continuously differentiable, that it is locally Lipschitz with
the Lipschitz constant ¢; in the neighborhood of (0, z(¢)) and thus we have — using the
Mean Value Theorem —

Vi(0,2(t + 7)) = Vi(0,&(t + 758, 2(t)))

lim
T—0 T
¢ iy Sl ) = S i)
T— T
< i D) =0l0) % 0(0) ~ e+ rita(t)]
T— T
i I ) Ol 1€l rita(t) = 5(0)]
T— T
< Lim G| f(sy, 2(s0), w1 (51581, 2(81), -+ v (sa5 81, 2(s1) | +

Hf<327€(32;t7x<t))7 Vik(82;t7x(s2)7 R V}:[(SQ;Z%?%(SQ)H?

for s1, 9 € (t,t + 7). From which the continuity of f and the trajectories immediately
yields that inequality (5.4) holds.
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Remark 5.5 Note, that the condition %%V(t,x) = 0, that played a crucial role by trans-

>0 into one containing only the terminal value Ky, does

ferring the condition 2V (t,x) .
not hold for differential games, since the corresponding control system

N
i =Ax+ ) Bjuj(t,x)+ B
j=1

J#i

s because of %u; # 0 non-autonomous. Hence, Theorem 1 in [Gyu95] cannot be directly
generalized for differential games.

5.3 Notes and references

The concept of moving-horizon control is not new in Control Theory. It goes back to an early
paper of Kleinman [Kle70] and hence, it is almost as old as the results of Kalman and Hautus
on the controllability of linear control systems. Recently, Mayne and Michalska [MM90],
[MMO3] published (strong) stability results for nonlinear differential control systems, that
were further generalized by Gyurkovics [Gyu95] for nonlinear uncertain control systems
defined by differential inclusions. Further results on the stability and robustness of nonlinear
time-varying control systems under receding-horizon control appeared in the recent works of

Chen and Allgéwer [CA98] and De Nicolao et al. [NMS98].

The concept of moving-horizon strategies for differential games has been investigated re-
cently by v.d. Broek [vdB98]. He also investigated scalar systems and discussed a possible
application for the stabilization of the governmental monetary politics.

Finally, damped algebraic Riccati equations that appear in the context of moving horizon
linear quadratic control problems were investigated by Hench, Mehrman et al. in [HHM98],

[HKMO8g].
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Chapter 6

Geometric control theory

There are numerous applications, especially in mechanics, where the configuration space is
non-Euclidean. The simplest example is the motion of a rigid body: Besides translations,
that can be described by a vector 2 € R* there is also a rotational coordinate X € SO(3)
belonging to any position and hence, the configuration is defined for each pair (z, X) €
IR® x SO(3). Therefore, applications in mechanics, especially in robotics and vehicle control
(see Appendix B and [Lei97], [LS90]), require a generalization of control systems over a
non-Euclidean state-space X.

In order to obtain results for control systems on curved surfaces, we first have to discuss
their geometric properties. Here, we will focus on two important structures: Riemannian
manifolds and Lie groups. Roughly speaking, a Riemannian manifold is a set, where we
also have a differential structure. We can define curves, calculate their tangentials, define
a parallel translation and we can also calculate derivatives of vector fields. Lie groups have
additional algebraic properties. These are the main tools, that will be used in the rest of
this Thesis.

In the next section, we first give some necessary definitions for Riemannian manifolds and Lie
groups, such as tangent vectors, vector fields and derivatives. Then, using this background,
we investigate in Section 6.2 controllability and stabilizability properties of special types of
nonlinear control systems, as we did for linear control systems in Chapter 1.

6.1 Control systems on Lie groups and smooth mani-
folds

In this section we first establish the background of studying nonlinear differential systems.
Working on Euclidean spaces didn’t require the explicit definitions of differentiation, vector
fields or curves. Here, because of the complexity of the structures, the systems are defined
on, we need some preliminary remarks. Then, we give a formal definition of a control system
defined on a non-Euclidean space.

109
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6.1.1 Introduction to differential geometry

To begin with, we list some of the most important definitions and properties known in
the Theory of Differential Geometry. Since the following topics can be found in numerous
textbooks and lecture notes (see for instance [O1v93], [Hel78] or [Pos89]), the proofs are
omitted.

Definition 6.1 (chart) Let M be a Hausdorff space. We call the pair (U, x) n-dimensional
chart associated to M if x is an R"-valued bijective bicontinuous mapping defined on the
open subset U C M.

Definition 6.2 (compatibility) Let M be a Hausdorff space. We call the charts (Uy, x1)
and (Us, x2) compatible, if one of the following holds:

(Z) Ulﬂngw, or

(i) The mapping xal; o (xaly) ™« xa(U) — x2(U) is a (sufficiently smooth) diffeomor-
phism for the open subset U =U; NUy; C M.

Definition 6.3 (atlas) A collection of pairwise compatible R"-valued charts

(Uau Xa)aeA
associated to a Hausdorff space M is called atlas if additionally U U= M holds.

acA

Now, we can define our basic differentiable structure:

Definition 6.4 (smooth manifold) Let M be a Hausdorff space. Suppose that the atlas
(Uns Xa)aca s a mazimal family of pairwise compatible n-dimensional charts. Then M is
said to be an n-dimensional smooth manifold.

Our main tool for the discussion of differential control systems will be an infinitesimal ap-
proach, for which we first need to show how to carry out differentiations and then, how to
develop the concept of a vector field on a manifold. In order to obtain this definition, we also
need to define the tangent vectors, the local tangent space and the collection of the tangent
spaces.

For that, we first define the following class of real-valued functions defined in a neighborhood
of some point p € M:
F,={f:U—R|peUU C Mopen} (6.1)

together with the following relation ~,,: f; =, f> if and only if there exists a neighborhood
U of p such that fi|y = fo|u.

Remark 6.1 It is easy to see, that the above definition induces an equivalence class.
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Definition 6.5 (tangent vector) Let M be a smooth manifold and p € M. We call the
mapping X : F, — R tangent vector of M at the point p, if

(i) for all X € R and f,g € F, X(f +Ag) = X(f) + XX (g) (i.e. X() is linear) and
(ii) for f.g € Fp X(fg)=X(f)9(p)+f(p)X(g)

hold.

Definition 6.6 (tangent space, tangent bundle) Let M be a smooth manifold and p € M.
We call the set of tangent vectors tangent space of M at the point p. We denote this set
with T,(M). Furthermore, we call the variety T(M) = | J T,(M) tangent bundle of M.

peEM

Definition 6.7 (vector field) The (smooth) mapping v : M — T(M) is called (smooth)
vector field if v|, € T,(M) holds for any p € M. We denote the set of all vector fields over
M with D(M).

Obviously, the restriction v|, is a differentiation (tangent vector) and hence for a given chart
(U, x) with p € U we conclude that

holds for some (smooth) mappings &; : U — R. Moreover, if we define the mapping ¢ such
that it maps smooth functions in U into smooth functions in U according to the rule

o(f) :p = vlp(f),

then we immediately obtain, that ¢ is a differentiation, i.e. a linear mapping with o(fg) =

0(f)g+ fo(g). Indeed,
o(fg)(p) = vlp(fg) = (v[,(f)) 9(p) + f(p) (vl,(9)) = 9(f)(p) 9(p) + f(p)o(f)(p)

holds for p € U. With other words, each vector field acts like a differentiation on the set of
smooth functions over the manifold M.

Let us present an example of a simple smooth manifold, which we shall often investigate in
the rest of this Thesis.

Example 9: (see Example 1.3 in [O1v93]) Let S? be the set
§%:={(z,y,2) € Rla® + y* + 2 = 1},

Denote by Up := S?\{(0,0,1)} and Uy := S*\{(0,0,—1)} two subsets of S2. If we then define,
corresponding to U; and Us the mappings

€T Y T Y
Xl('xayaz) = l—z’?z ,Xz(fE,y,Z) = 1+Z71+Z )
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respectively, then it is obviously

Xzoxfli(:v,y)H< SR )
$2+y2 $2+y2

everywhere on x;(U; N Us) = IR®\{(0,0)}. Moreover, the above mapping is differentiable and it is
-1
(X2 o Xfl) = X320 X1_1- Hence, the above charts define a two-dimensional manifold embedded

into the three-dimensional Euclidean space IR3.

Until now, we have seen, how to define derivatives of mappings between a manifolds and a
Euclidean space. Next, we briefly discuss derivatives of mappings between smooth manifolds.

Definition 6.8 (differential) Let M and M’ be some smooth manifolds and let p € M.
Suppose further, that the mapping f : M — M’ is smooth in the neighborhood of p (this
means that for p' = f(p) and for the two charts (U,x), (U, x’) belonging to the manifolds
M and M', respectively, withp € U and p' € U’ x' o fox™': x(U) — X'(U') is a smooth
mapping). We now define the differential of f at point p (df|,). This function maps the
tangent space T,(M) into the tangent space Ty(M') according to the following rule:

df |p : Tp(M) — Tp’(M/)> with df],(X)(g) = X(go f)

for all X € T,(M) and g € Fy(M').

It is easy to see, that indeed df|,(X) is a differentiation on the tangent space 7, (M) for
any X € T,(M). Now, we can define vector fields as special subsets of the tangent bundle
and their action on smooth functions.

Before discussing the basic properties of Riemannian manifolds, we introduce our last nota-
tion concerning the geometry of general smooth manifolds:

Definition 6.9 (f-invariance) Let f : M — M’ be a smooth mapping between the smooth
manifolds M and M'. A vector field v is called f-invariant if

fly (vly) = (v500)
holds for any p € M.

Hence, a vector field v is f-invariant if and only if 0(go f) = v(g) o f for any smooth function
g: M — R

Suppose now that X,Y € T, (M) are tangent vectors. We can then define the operator X oY
in the usual manner

XoY(f):=XY(f))

This operator, is however not a derivation. For this simply notice the fact that

XoY(fg) = X(Y(flg+ fY(9)) = XoY(flg+ f(XoY)g+Y(f)X(g9) + X(f)Y(9).

Nevertheless, we can define a similar operator, that again belongs to the tangent space
T, (M):
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Definition 6.10 (Lie bracket) Let X,Y € T,(M). We call the operator
[X,Y]:=XoY -YoX

the Lie bracket of X and Y. Similarly, the Lie bracket of two vector fields v,w € D(M) is
defined by the identity

[v, w), == vl owl|, —wlpov], Vpe M.

We now restrict ourselves to a (still very large) class of smooth manifolds. Additionally to
the Hausdorff property of M, suppose that a metric can be defined on each tangent space
the following way:

Definition 6.11 (Riemannian manifold) Let M be an (analytic) manifold (i.e a smooth
manifold, where the mapping xz2|p,; o (x1ly) ™" : x1(U) — x2(U) as defined in Definition 6.2
is analytic). Suppose further, that for each p € M there exists a positive definite symmetric
bilinear scalar product gy(.,.) on the vector space T,(M). If additionally, for any smooth
vector fields v, w, the (bilinear) mapping g(v,w) = p +— g¢,(v|p, w|,) is smooth, then we
say that M is a Riemannian manifold. The mapping g : D(M) x D(M) — F is called
Riemannian metric and is usually denoted simply by < .,. >.

Definition 6.12 (curves and vector fields along curves) Let v : R — M be a (smooth)
mapping. Mappings of this type are naturally called curves on M. Differentiation of ~(t)
with respect to the variable t is usually denoted by #(t) or L~(t). In particular, the velocity
vector field along the curve «v is defined by the equation

=i =a (5

In general, a vector field along v is a (smooth) function v, : R — T(M) such that v,(t) €
Ty (M) holds for any t.

S Tw(t) (M)

t

This latter definition enables us to introduce another type of differentiation, the covariant
derivative of a vector field along the (smooth) curve 7:

Definition 6.13 (covariant differentiation along curves) Let M be a smooth manifold with
an affine connection V (see Section 1.4 in [Hel78]) and v be a curve on M. We say that the

operator % 1s a covariant differentiation along v if it satisfies the conditions

(Z) D, (v+w) _ Dyv + D;tw’

dt dt

(ii) D”g”) =4+ f[;”t”, and finally

(111) if there exists a field z with z(y(t)) = v(t), then [Z]t” = V%z

hold for any smooth vector fields v,w along v and smooth mapping f : M — M.
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Now, we introduce a special family of curves, that are the generalization of straight lines on
Euclidean spaces. A more detailed investigation of these curves, together with the variational
problem, these curves are solutions of, will be presented in Section 7.1.

Definition 6.14 (parallel) Let M be a smooth manifold with an affine connection, v be a
curve in M and v, be a vector field along v. We say that the vector field v, is parallel along

X Dgf" =0 for all t.

A special case of the above definition, where the vector field is the velocity field of v yields
a class of curves called geodesics:

Definition 6.15 (geodesic) A curve defined on a smooth manifold with an affine connection
1s called geodesic curve if its velocity vector field is parallel along itself.

Before we turn our attention to Lie groups, we present a result from [Hel78] concerning the
existence and uniqueness of geodesic curves:

Theorem 6.1 (see Proposition 5.3 in [Hel78|) Let M be a smooth manifold with an affine
connection. Then there exists for any point p € M and tangent vector X € T,(M) a unique
mazximally prolongated geodesic y(t) solving the initial value problem.

7(0) = p and ¥(0) = X.

After introducing Riemannian manifolds and their most important properties, we now re-
strict ourselves to a class of Riemannian manifolds equipped with an algebraic structure:

Definition 6.16 (Lie group) Let (G,-,e) be a group. Suppose also that G is Riemannian
manifold of dimension n for which the mappings - : G x G — G and ~' : G — G are smooth.
Then, we say that G is a Lie group. n is said to be the dimension of G. To shorten our
notations, we sometimes say that G is an n-dimensional Lie group.

As often in the mathematics, these marriage between an algebraic and an analytic struc-
ture leads to a powerful tool for the study of nonlinear control system. (Similar combined
structures are topological groups, enabling us to define a very nice and natural property, the
Haar-measure [Hal74].) From now on, we discuss the most essential details of the geometry
of Lie groups and then, in the next chapter, we show the real benefits of this construction
in the context of controllability of control systems.

Example 10: Let GL(3) denote the set of nonsingular real-valued 3 x 3 matrices. Clearly,
they form an algebraic group and also, the space IR3*? is isomorphic to IR, Hence, GL(3) — being
an open subset of this — is a 9-dimensional Lie group. However, it is not connected, which would
be — as we shall see later — a very important property, though. We now intruduce two connected
Lie subgroups of this group: The first group consists of matrices X € GL(3) satisfying X X7 =T
and det(X) = 1. This set of equations define a 3-dimensional connected and compact manifold in
GL(3). Furthermore, if XX7 = YYT = [, then it is also XY(XY)T = XYYTXT = [. Tt can
similarly be shown, that in fact the above manifold is a Lie group. We denote it by SO(3).
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A similar example of a connected (but non-compact) Lie subgroup consists of matrices of the form:

{l Jj 012 HR € R¥2 RRT = I,det(R) = 1,v € IR?,05 = [o,o]T}.
Again, the above set defines a submanifold of GL(3), that is also an algebraic group itself. We
denote this Lie group by SE(2).

Similarly to the invariant vector fields for Riemannian manifolds (see Definition 6.9), we
define G-invariant vector fields for Lie groups. As we shall see later, these vector fields play
a crucial role in the characterization of the geometric properties.

Definition 6.17 (G- or right-invariance) Let G be a Lie group and v be a vector field on G
(as defined in Definition 6.7). We say that v is G-invariant (or sometimes right-invariant)
if for all g,h € G

Vlng = dRy(v]n)

holds. Hereby denotes R, the right-multiplication with g, i.e. Ry : G — G with x — x - g.

Note, that if v and w are right invariant vector fields on the Lie group G, so is their linear
combination v + Aw (A € R) and hence the right invariant vector fields form a vector space.
Furthermore, using the latter definition,

dRy ([v, w][n) = [dRy(v]n), dRy(w]n)] = [v|ng: Wlng] = [v; w]|g

holds. Hence the Lie bracket of any two G-invariant vector fields is again G-invariant. This
facts motivate the following definition:

Definition 6.18 (Lie algebra) Let L be a vector space with a skew-symmetric bilinear op-
erator [.,.] : L x L — L satisfying the Jacobi-identity, i.e.

(1) (bilinearity) [u, \v+w] = A[u, v]+ [u, w] and [Mu+v, w] = Nu, w]+[v,w], Yu,v,w € L,
(ii) (skew-symmetry) [u,v] = —[v,u], Vu,v € L,
(iii) (Jacobi-identity) [u, [v, w]] + [v, [w, u]] + [w, [u,v]] =0, Yu,v,w € L.

Then we say that L is a Lie algebra with the corresponding Lie bracket [.,.].

The dimension of a Lie algebra is simply the dimension of the underlying vectorspace. Hence,
the Lie algebra of the smooth vector fields over a Riemannian manifold is in general infinite
dimensional. On the other hand, the next theorem shows that the Lie algebra of the G-
invariant vector fields of a finite dimensional Lie group is always finite dimensional.

Theorem 6.2 Suppose that G is a Lie group and X € T.(G). Then there exists exactly
one G-invariant vector field v on G such that vl = X. With other words, there exists a
bijection between the Lie algebra of the right-invariant vector fields and the tangent space
of the identity T.(G) and hence the dimension of this Lie algebra is equal to the dimension
of the Lie group itself. Moreover, this bijection enables us to identify the Lie algebra of the
right-invariant vector fields with T.(G).
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Proof. Let v be a right-invariant vector field on G with X := v|. € T.(G). Then it is
vl = dRy(v]e) = dRy(X).

Hence, v is then uniquely defined for any point g € G. L]

Remark 6.2 Throughout this work, according to the usual terminology in the literature, we
usually call the Lie algebra of the right-invariant vector fields on G simply the corresponding
Lie algebra to G or shorter Lie algebra of G. This Lie algebra is denoted by L(G).

Now we show how the above consideration yields a different definition for the concept of
geodesic curves on Lie groups.

Let v : [0,1] — G be a smooth curve, then the so-called velocity vector field §(t) € T (G)
is a vector field along v and hence the mapping

vy 1 0,1] = L(G)  t—=A(t)y ' (#)

is a smooth curve on L(G) representing the velocity of the curve. Supposing now, that ~
is a geodesic arc we obtain, using Definition 6.15, that v is a geodesic arc if an only if the
corresponding velocity v, € L(G) is constant.

On the other hand, using Theorem 6.1, we conclude that for any X € T.(G) (and hence, for
any v € L(G)) there exists a unique curve () such that

(i) 7(0) =e,
(if) 4(0) = X,

(iif) 2@ =

Indeed, one can even prove more than that. Although the proof of the next theorem is not
long, it is slightly technical, and hence is omitted. Nevertheless, it can be found for instance
in the book of Olver (see [Olv93]).

Theorem 6.3 (see Proposition 1.48 in [Olv93]) For any v € L(G) there exists exactly one
diffeomorphism ¢ defined on the group (IR, +,0) with the following properties

(i) The group ¢(R) C G is a I-parameter Lie subgroup of G.
(ii) ¢ defines a curve in G with $(0) = e and ¢(0) = v.

Definition 6.19 (exponential mapping) Let v € L(G). We call the corresponding (unique)
diffeomorphism ¢ : (IR,0,+) — G with ¢(0) = v exponential mapping and denote the element

¢(1) = exp(v).
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Remark 6.3

e Obuviously, using the property, that ¢ is a group-diffeomorphism, we obtain that ¢(t) =
exp(tv) and
exp(v) ™ = exp(—v), exp(0) =e
hold.

e Please note, that although for any k € N and v € L(G) exp(kv) = exp(v)* holds, in
general exp(v + w) # exp(v) exp(w), because the elements of the Lie group must not
commute.

To end this section, we cite a very important result that will be used later on during our
investigation.

Theorem 6.4 (see [WN64] and [Magh4]) Let G be a Lie group, A(t) be a mapping A : R —
L(G) and X(t) be a curve on G satisfying
X(t)=A)X(@1), X(0)=e. (6.2)

Supposing now that X1, Xs, ..., X, is a basis of the Lie algebra L(G), the solution of (6.2)
can be written (locally) as

X(t) = exp (z gi<t>xi) ,

for some function g; depending tacitly on A and X;. It is also possible to give another
representation of the solution of the form

X(0) = [[esp((0)X,), (6.3)

where again the functions f; are uniquely determined by A and L(G). If then the Lie algebra
18 solvable, then this second formula can be extended globally, i.e. there exists a basis, such
that (6.3) holds for any t € R. In general (6.3) holds only in a neighborhood of zero, but as
it was shown in [WN64] this neighborhood can be chosen relatively large.

6.1.2 Control systems on non-Euclidean spaces

In the rest of this work we shall use a class of control systems, which we define the following
way:

Definition 6.20 (affine control system on Riemannian manifold) Suppose that o is a dif-
ferential control system with the following properties:

(i) X is a Riemannian manifold of the dimension n < oo,
(i) U =R™, and finally

(iti) f(t,z,u) =a(z)+ Y wbi(zx), where a and b; (i =1,...,m) denote sufficiently smooth
i=1

vector fields over X and u = (U1, .. um)’ € R™.
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Then we call o finite dimensional (differential) affine control system over the Riemannian
manifold X, or simply nonlinear affine control system.

Remark 6.4 FEvery autonomous affine control system defined on R"™ with
flz,u) = A(z) + B(z)u

for sufficiently smooth mappings A : R" — R™ and B : R" — R™™, and hence every
autonomous linear control system, is also a control system over a Riemannian manifold.

Proof. Denote by b;(z) € R the i*" column of B(z). Then, for u = (u1,...,u,)" € R™
B(z)u=">_ u;bi(z)
i=1

holds. Hence, using the (trivial) Riemannian structure of X = R", we conclude that indeed
a(x) := A(z) and b;(x) define smooth vector fields over X, for which

m

f(z,u) = A(z) + B(z)u = a(z) + > _ ub;().

=1

Definition 6.21 (drift-term) Let o be a control system on a Riemannian manifold. The
vector field a(x) is usually called drift or drift-term. If a(x) = 0, then we say that o is
drift-free.

Finally, we introduce (affine) control systems on a Lie group. Since any Lie group is a
Riemannian manifold, the definition is equivalent to Definition 6.20, we include it just for
future reference on the notations:

Remark 6.5 (control systems on Lie group, right-invariance) Let o be a control system over
the Lie group G. Then, we can represent the vector fields a(x) and b;(z) using elements of
the Lie algebra in the following form

a(x) = A(z)z, and bj(x) = B;(z)z,

where A and B; for i = 1,...,m denote (smooth) mappings of the form G — L(G). If,
moreover, these mappings are constant, i.e. A(x) = A and B;(z) = B; Vx € G, then
we say that the above defined control system is right-invariant. Hence, the dynamics of a
right-invariant control system on a Lie group can simply be written in the form

i =Ar+ > Bz, (6.4)

=1

for z(t) € G, u(t) = (uy(t),us(t),...,un(t))” € R™ and A, B; € L(G) withi=1,2,...,m.
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6.2 Nonlinear controllability and stabilizability

To begin our discussion on the controllability of control systems, we first review the following
simple system, that has often been investigated by different authors (see for instance [Son90],
[LS90] or [Lei97)).

Example 11: Consider a simple vehicle, which is well known from the world of circus: a
unicycle. Suppose that the vehicle rolls without slipping on a plane. Hence, the ”position” of the
unicycle is uniquely determined by three coordinates (z,y, ¢) as shown in Figure 6.1. Here, z and
y denote the coordinates of the center point in the Euclidean space IR?, while ¢ stands for the angle
of the wheel. This latter coordinate could also be represented as a rotation with the given angle.
Such a rotation is a bijective, isometric linear transformation of IR? onto itself described by the

cos(¢)  sin(¢)
—sin(¢) cos(9)
three coordinates (z,y,T) € R x R x SO(2), where the set SO(2) denotes the Lie group of two
dimensional orthogonal matrices, i.e

matrix . With other words, the configuration is uniquely determined with the

SO2) :={X € R”}XTX =I,det(X) = 1}.

Figure 6.1: Kinematic model of the unicycle.

We can now derive the kinematic equations:

x = cos(p)v

j = sin(o) (0

where v stand for the driving speed. Supposing now that the juggler controls additionally to this
driving speed the velocity of the steering angle ¢, we obtain the following nonlinear control system

x = cos(p)uy
y = sin(@)u (6.6)
¢ = u

Introducing now the matrix



120 CHAPTER 6. GEOMETRIC CONTROL THEORY

we first obtain, using the kinematic equations (6.5), that

_ —sin(¢)¢  cos(¢)p 0 0 ¢ 0
X=| —cos(@)p —sin(@) 0 |=|-¢ 0 0|X()
& Y 1 v 00
holds. And hence, we immediately receive the following form for the control system (6.6):
X = (ul(t)Bl + UQ(t>BQ)X(t), (6.7)

0 00 010
where Bij=| 0 0 0| and Bo=| -1 0 O
1 00 0 00

Since the matrix X (¢) is an arbitrary element of the Lie group SE(2), the above equation describes
a right-invariant control system over this Lie group.

Our question is now, whether the juggler can reach every point (z,y) in every possible angle ¢ on
the plane. At the first glance, one can immediately realize that the dimension of the Lie group
SE(2) (and hence the dimension of the configuration space) is three, and we only have a two-
dimensional control. Moreover, there is no drift acting on the system, and hence our first guess
(according to Kalman’s controllability condition) could be NO.

Let us further simplify the system, to show why this answer is false. Suppose that the juggler can
either turn the pedal to go forward with a velocity of 1 or turn the steering wheel with the angular
velocity of 1. Then, his control function reduces to a bang-bang control between riding and turning.
We can now give an explicit algorithm to choose his control function to reach any position on the
plane (x1,y1, ¢1) from any initial position (zo, yo, ¢o):

1. Turn the steering wheel as long as you are facing toward the point you want to reach (1, y1).
2. Go forward as long you as you reach the desired point (x1,y1).

3. Turn the steering again as long as you stay in the direction described by the angle ¢;.

This means that the nonlinear control system (6.6) is completely controllable, i.e. the juggler can
reach every position on the plane in any possible angle of the unicycle.

As the latter example shows, it is an important question to investigate the controllability
of nonlinear control systems. In this section, we mainly concentrate on a very special,
but nevertheless extremely important, class of nonlinear control systems; on right-invariant
control systems over Lie groups. We begin our discussion with some preliminary definitions:

Definition 6.22 (reachable set) Let o be a (generic) control system and x be an arbitrary
state. We call the set
R(z) := {y € X|z is controllable to y}

reachable set of z w.r.t. 0.

Definition 6.23 (orbit) Let o be a control system and x be an arbitrary state. We call the
set
O(x) :={y € X|x is controllable to y ory is controllable to x}

orbit of x w.r.t. o.
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Additionally to controllability, we introduce a similar, but weaker property that plays an
important role in the investigation of nonlinear control systems:

Definition 6.24 (accessibility) Let o be a control system and x be an arbitrary state. We say
that o is accessible at the point x if the reachable set R(x) has nonempty interior (according
to the topology of the state space).

To begin our discussion on the controllability and stabilizability, we first need the following
technical results from [Sac99]:

Remark 6.6 (see Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2 in [Sac99]) Let o be a right-invariant control system
on the Lie group G and x be an arbitrary element of G. Then, the following statements hold:

(i) The reachable set from x is a right-translation of the reachable set from the identity,
i.e R(z) = R(e)x.

(ii) R(e) is an arcwise connected semigroup in G.
(iii) The orbit of x is a right-translation of the orbit of the identity, i.e O(z) = O(e)x.
(iv) The orbit of e is a connected Lie subgroup of G.

(v) The Lie algebra associated to the Lie group O(e) coincides with the smallest Lie algebra
containing the vectors A, By, ..., B,,. Furthermore, this Lie algebra is a Lie subalgebra
of L(G). In the sequel, we denote this subalgebra by L(0).

Using the above notation, we conclude that o is controllable if and only if R(x) = G holds
for any © € G. On the other hand, using Remark 6.6, it is R(z) = R(e)x, and hence we
can immediately obtain our first result concerning controllability of right-invariant control
systems:

Corollary 6.1 Let o be a right-invariant control system on the Lie group G. Then o is
controllable if and only if G is connected and R(e) = G holds.

Using the local representation formula of Magnus given in Theorem 6.4, we conclude that for
any point of the trajectory z(t;) = x; € G of a right-invariant control system, there exists
0 > 0 such that

#(t) = exp (z gz-(tm) o

holds for t € [t1,t; + §) with smooth functions g; : R — IR. Nevertheless, if we are only
interested in the end point z(¢; + ), it can be obtained simply as

x(t; +0) = exp (Z gin) x1,

i=1

with constants g; = ¢;(t; +9) € R.
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Using now that g; only depend on the r.h.s of (6.2) and hence on the controls u;(t) for given
A and B;, we obtain by the Mean Value Theorem that there are constant controls u; € R
fulfilling the condition of driving the pair (¢1,x1) into (¢; + d,z(t; + d)). Hence, we can
restrict ourselves to the discussion of piecewise constant control functions.

Therefore, it is possible to represent the group elements of R(e) with the help of the expo-
nential mapping on G as follows:

h m )
R(e) = {x € G'atj > 0,u%) € R™(j = 1,...,h) with = [ exp (tj [A + Z@”BD}

j=1 =1

Thus, we can state another well-known necessary condition for the controllability of a right-
invariant control system, the so-called controllability rank condition:

Theorem 6.5 (controllability rank condition — see for instance [Son90] or [Sac99]) A nec-
essary condition for a right-invariant control system o defined on the Lie group G to be
controllable is that the smallest Lie algebra containing the vectors

A, By, Bs,...,Bp € L(G)

coincides with the Lie algebra L(G).

Proof. Clearly, if G is controllable, then R(e) = O(e) = G holds. Hence, L(o) := L(O(e))
L(QG) follows.

T

In general, the controllability rank condition is not sufficient for the controllability of o.
Nevertheless, it is necessary and sufficient to the accessibility of ¢ at any point € G. Using
the results obtained above, we can prove the following necessary and sufficient condition for
the controllability:

Theorem 6.6 (sec for instance Theorem 2.5 in [Sac99]) Let o be a right-invariant control
system defined of the Lie Group G. Then o is controllable, if and only if the following
conditions hold:

(i) G is connected.
(i7) R(e) is a subgroup of G.
(i1i) The controllability rank condition holds.

Proof. 'The necessity is clear from Theorem 6.5, we only prove the sufficiency of the above
conditions.

Suppose that R(e) is a subgroup of G. Then for any point z € R(e) holds that both z and z~*
are reachable from the identity. Using Remark 6.6 (iii), we conclude that R(z) = R(e)x and
hence e € R(x). With other words, if « is reachable from e, then e is reachable from z. Thus,
it is O(e) = R(e), but since L(O(e)) = L(o) = L(G) holds, the equality O(e) = R(e) = G
follows.
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After discussing general right-invariant control systems, we now turn our attention to drift-
free system. These systems are very important from the applications point of view and
therefore, we include special cases of the above conditions:

Corollary 6.2 Let o be a drift-free right-invariant control system. Then o is controllable if
and only if G is connected and the controllability rank condition holds.

Proof. Using that o is drift-free, we conclude that if y is reachable from x via the control
u, then x is reachable from y via « = —u. Hence similarly to the proof of Theorem 6.6
O(e) = R(e) holds. If then, furthermore, L(0) = L(G) holds, then the controllability, i.e
R(e) = G becomes obvious.

Recall now our introductory example with the unicycle. We obtained there a drift-free
control system of the form

X = (uy(t) By + uy(t)Ba) X (1), (6.8)
0 00 010
with By=]0 0 0 |and Bo=| —1 0 0 |. It was easy to show to controllability with-
100 0 00
out any further results. Nevertheless, by calculating the Lie bracket [By, By = By By — By By,
000
it turns out to be | 0 0 0 |. Hence, the matrices By, By, B, Bs] are three independent
010

elements of the (three-dimensional) Lie algebra se(2). Thus, the smallest Lie algebra con-
taining B; and By is the Lie algebra se(2) itself, which means that the above system fulfills
the controllability rank condition. Furthermore, the system (6.8) is clearly drift-free and it
can also be shown that SFE(2) is connected. Altogether, we obtain by Corollary 6.2, that
the unicycle is controllable.

Finally, we discuss stabilizability matters. Although right-invariant control systems are very
powerful for describing controllable mechanical systems, for stabilizability questions they are
not suitable. The following short explanation illustrates this situation.

In the sequel, we always assume that G is a connected Lie group and o is a right-invariant
control system on (G. Again, the property of G to be connected is clearly necessary for
the stabilizability (since the state trajectory is a smooth curve in G) and hence is always
assumed. For this investigation, we first have to find the equilibrium points.

Suppose now that (z*,u*) is an equilibrium pair of o. Then, it is

it = A"+ ufBiat = <A+ Zuf&) =0,

i=1 i=1
and hence . .
(A + ZufBZ> T = <A + Z u:BZ> =0
i=1 i=1
follows. This means that if (z*,u*) is an equilibrium pair, then (e,u*), and consequently,

(z,u*) for any x € G are equilibrium pairs. Thus, we can restrict ourselves to the stabiliz-
ability of the identity element.
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Furthermore, the equation

m

i=1
induces, that a necessary and sufficient condition for the existence of an equilibrium is that
the vector A lies in the vector space spanned by the vectors B; for ¢ = 1,...,m. In the
sequel, we shall always assume that this condition is fulfilled, i.e. that the identity element
is an equilibrium of the system o. Hence, we can define the stabilizability of the control
system o:

Definition 6.25 (stabilizability) Let o be a right-invariant control system on a connected
Lie group G. Assume further, that the identity element of G is an equilibrium state of o.
We say that o is stabilizable, if the identity element e € G is stabilizable.

In the sequel, we shall also assume that o is not controllable (otherwise, as stated in Remark
1.3 the stabilizability becomes trivial) and hence, according to Theorem 6.6, R(e) # O(e)
or L(o) # L(G) holds.

Let us now first discuss the situation R(e) # O(e). Then, there is an element oy € G with
7o € R(e) and hence e € R(e)zg' = R(xy'). This means, that the identity is not reachable
from the point z5'. Moreover, since R(e) is a Lie semigroup, the element zy € G' can also
be chosen such that there is a neighborhood U of zy with U ¢ R(e) and hence there is a
neighborhood V of e such that V' ¢ R(z;"'). Hence, the identity cannot be reached (even
asymptotically) from zj".

Thus, we obtain the following lemma:

Lemma 6.1 Suppose that o is a right-invariant control system with the property, that e is

an equilibrium of the system. Then, a necessary condition for o to be stabilizable is that
R(e) = O(e) holds.

With other words, every stabilizable right invariant control system is reversible. We now
use the fact that the reachable set R(e) is connected and is — according to Lemma 6.1 and
Remark 6.6 — a Lie subgroup of G. Suppose now that the closure of R(e) R(e) # G. (Clearly,
R(e) = G would mean R(e) = G and hence o would be controllable.) Then there exists a

point g € G and a neighborhood U of e such that
Ug'NnR(e)=10 (6.9)

holds. For the stabilizability of e it is required, that there exists a control, such that the
point g can be controlled in any neighborhood of e. With other words, if o is stabilizable,
then R(e)g N U # () holds, which contradicts with (6.9). Altogether we obtain

Theorem 6.7 Let o be a stabilizable right-invariant control system defined on a connected
Lie group G. Then, o is controllable.

We finish our investigation of nonlinear controllability and stabilizability with a local theorem
for the stabilizability of nonlinear control systems:



6.3. NOTES AND REFERENCES 125

Theorem 6.8 Suppose that o is a control system defined on a smooth n-dimensional man-
ifold M of the form
T = f(x,u) (6.10)

where f: M x R™ — T(M) denotes a smooth vector field with the property f(x,u) € T,(M)
for any uw € R™. Suppose that the pair (x*,u*) € M x R™ is an equilibrium pair with the
property that the corresponding linear control system

£= At + Br
is stabilizable. Hereby denote A and B the Jacobi-matrices

_of _of

A=5; = %

, B

* *
T*u

* *
T*u

corresponding to a chart (U, x) with x* € U. Then, (z*,u*) is locally stabilizable, i.e. there
exists a meighborhood U of x* such that for any x € U the system can be asymptotically
controlled to x*.

Proof. Using the mapping x, the control system can be transformed locally into IR". Hence,
it is sufficient to discuss the transformed system

d .
Bl

dt

)

(j’u)7

with # = x(z) € R" and f = y o f.

Suppose now, that there exists a matrix F' such that the closed-loop system

§=(A— BF)¢ (6.11)

is asymptotically stable. Using the control u = u* — F'(Z — #*) for the nonlinear system, we
obtain the nonlinear differential equation

d _
—I = f(z,u" — FT + FI").
dt

Its linearized equation around z = z* equals to

d_  of
L F(7 — ) = (A — BF)(@ — &),
dt ax T=F* u=u*—Fr*+Fz*

which is, using £ = & — 2%, equivalent to (6.11) and hence the nonlinear system can be

stabilized with the above defined control function w. L]

6.3 Notes and references

Besides presenting some very important properties of Riemannian manifolds and Lie groups,
in this previous chapter, we summarized the main results for the controllability and stabi-
lizability of (affine) control systems on Riemannian manifolds and Lie groups.
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There are several important questions, that we didn’t mention here. For instance, we didn’t
discuss how to choose the control variables or how to transform the control space to obtain
desired properties. These questions are answered in a numerous work of Fliess (for example
[F1i88] and [FLPRI5]).

Questions on the controllability conditions of right-invariant control systems and control
systems acting on smooth manifolds are handled in a recent survey of Sachkov [Sac99],
whereas controllability and other very interesting question of (affine) control systems are
discussed in the text of Nijmeijer and van der Schaft [NvdS90]. Further Lyapunov-type
methods on the stabilizability of nonlinear systems are discussed in the book of Sontag
[Son90).

For those, interested in geometric aspects from the point of view of application possibilities
of control systems on Lie groups, the works of Lafferriere and Sussmann [LS90], Silva-Leite
[Lei97], Respondek [Res96], Sgrdalen [Sgr93| and the text of Jurdjevic [Jur97] could be
recommended.



Chapter 7

Splines and optimal control theory

In the previous chapter we discussed, how general control systems are defined for Riemannian
manifolds and especially for Lie groups. We also showed conditions to decide whether a
control system is controllable or not. Nevertheless, those proofs were non-constructive and
hence give no help for finding the actual trajectory.

On the other hand, applications in Computer Aided Design, air traffic control, motion plan-
ning for vehicles and robots require optimal smooth trajectories of control systems between
reachable points, that usually also fulfill higher order boundary value problems. This gives
rise to the so-called dynamic interpolation problem, where, besides some interpolation prop-
erties, the actual path must also be a solution of an optimal control problem. Here, we
discuss the construction of optimal trajectories under boundary constraints.

To begin with, in Section 7.1, we give an introduction into the variational calculus on Lie
groups. Then, we review its direct generalization for constructing spline-curves. Finally, in
Sections 7.3 and 7.4 we discuss algorithmical and computational matters.

7.1 The geodesic variational problem on Lie groups

Our aim in this section is to find solutions of the following problem:

Problem 4 Let G be a Lie group. Find a curve v : [0,1] — G such that the following

functional
1

Jo) = [ G4 (7.)

0
is (locally) extremal over the set of all smooth functions fulfilling the boundary value problem

Y(0) =2, (1) = (7.2)
for given points xg,x1 € G.
For the solution of this problem, we use a technique, well known in the variational calculus
(see for instance [Mil69]): We examine, how the value of J changes if we go from 7 to another

(nearby) curve 4. This difference will be called the first variation of J. As we shall see later,
if v is locally extremal, then the first variation of J vanishes.

127
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In order to put this technique into a rigorous mathematical framework, we need some pre-
liminary definitions:

Definition 7.1 (admissible curve) Let v : [0,1] — G be a curve satisfying the boundary
conditions (7.2). Then y is called admissible.

Definition 7.2 (admissible variation) Suppose that W : [0,1] — T (G) is a smooth vector
field along an admissible curve v satisfying the boundary conditions W(0) = 0 and W (1) = 0.
Then the curve 7.(t) := exp,)(eW(t)) is called admissible variation of . Hereby denotes
the symbol exp, (V') the ezponentzal mapping with origin x and velocity V' € T,(G), i.e.

exp, (V) := exp(log(Vz™"))z.

Using that 7. is an admissible variation of the admissible curve =, we obtain the following
equalities:

W) = A0 (7.3

@) = ) i=0.1 (7.4

] = W (7.5
o= 0] = 40 (7.6)

Hence, 7. is also an admissible curve.

Suppose now that v is a critical curve for J. This means, that the function i(e) := J(v.) is
extremal for ¢ = 0. Hence, using the commutativity of the differential operators gt and 885,

we obtain that L
0/< 8775> dt = /<9t e € a> dt

Integrating by parts yields
1
J2 N (2
) atae/}%?vs - 8876778

Since, according to our assumption, v = 7y is extremal, the function i(¢) has an extremum

at ¢ = 0. Hence,
) Lt/ D
2 —_— ' — —_— —A =
[<887€775> 0/<86757 at7€> dt] 0

0 e=0
holds. Comparing the above equality with (7.5) and (7.6) and using W (0) = W (1) = 0, we
conclude that if v is extremal, then for any admissible vector field W (t) along ~

[ (wio. 2} a0

(2
) 6678)61,/_76 .

0




7.2. SPLINE CURVES AND SECOND ORDER VARIATIONAL PROBLEMS 129

holds. Choosing now the admissible variation W (t) = f(¢)24, where f : [0,1] — R is a
smooth function with f(0) = f(1) = 0 and f(¢t) > 0 for ¢ € (0,1), we obtain that if v is

extremal, then it fulfills
1
D D
t) ( —v, —~ ) dt = 0.
[ 10 (57 57)

Using now the positivity of f, the equation %*’y = 0 follows.

Altogether, we obtained the following theorem:

Theorem 7.1 Suppose that v is an extremal curve of the functional
1
() = [ () at
0

subject to the boundary constraints

(0) = z9, (1) =24

for given points xy,x1 € G. Then, 7 is a geodesic arc joining xo with x;.

7.2 Spline curves and second order variational prob-
lems

First, we present the following optimal control problem defined on the Lie group G proposed
by Crouch and Silva-Leite in [CL91]:

Problem 5 Let G be an n-dimensional Lie group and (X1, Xs, ..., X,) be an orthonormal
basis on the vector space L(G). We now define the following control system on G x IR":

n

z(t = ’UZ'XZ'.I,
®) 1:21 (7.7)
o(t) = wu,
forz € G, v=(v1,v2,...,v,)T € R" and u € R". Our task now is to find a smooth control

function u : [0,1] — IR™ such that the cost functional

J(w) = [ llu(t)|at (78)

15 manimal subject to the boundary value problem

z(0) =z z(l) =1

v(0) =vo v(1) =0 (7.9)

for given xg,x1 € G and vy, v, € R™.

Definition 7.3 (spline curve) A smooth solution of Problem 5 is usually called (cubic)
spline.
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We first show, how the above optimal control problem is related to a variational problem on

G:

Theorem 7.2 Let G be a Lie group. Assume further that < .,. > denotes a Riemannian
metric and V the affine connection compatible with this metric. Suppose further that the
curve  : [0,1] — G is twice continuously differentiable. Then, x is a solution to Problem 5
if and only if it minimizes the functional

::/1<f;zx(t),f;zx(t)> dt (7.10)

0

over all smooth curves fulfilling the boundary-value problem

z(0) =29 z(1) =z
#(0) =& (1) =&,

n n

for &) = Z (UO)Z‘XZ':EO € T:vo (G) and 51 = Z (U1>Z~XZ‘ZE1 € Tac1 (G)

=1 =1

D2

2
dt? dt?

D —
7L =

the covariant derivative of the vector field @ along the curve x, i.e 7

Hereby denotes
Dy
Wx.

Proof. Note that, with (7.7), the velocity vector field of x is given by & = Z%‘Xﬂ and

i=1
hence the velocity is simply v(t) = Z v;X;. Therefore, using that X; is a basis of the Lie
i=1
algebra, it is with the same basis %x = Z 0, X;x = Zule:c Finally, the orthonormality
i=1 i=1
of the chosen basis completes the proof. L]

This latter theorem shows also the importance of splines. Spline curves are second-order
generalizations of geodesic arcs (see Section 7.1) joining two points. This means that spline
curves have the property, that the tangential component of the acceleration is minimal over
the whole control interval. Hence, we can state the dynamic interpolation problem for general
Riemannian manifolds, too:

Problem 6 Let M be an n-dimensional Riemannian manifold equipped with a Riemannian

metric < .,. > and the corresponding affine connection V. Solve the following variational
problem
1
D? D?
i —x(t), —x(t) ) dt 7.11
min 0/ < Zsa(t), Zsal >> , (7.11)

subject to the boundary constraints

z(0) =z z(1) =24
2(0) =& (1) =&,

for given xg,x1 € M, & € Ty (M) and & € T, (M).

(7.12)
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Now, we review how solutions to Problems 5 and 6 can be obtained.

We can now use a similar technique as in Section 7.1 — together with the definition of the
curvature tensor — to obtain a necessary condition for the solutions of Problem 6. For more
details concerning the proof, please refer to [CL91].

Theorem 7.3 (see Theorem 1 in [CL91]) Suppose that v : [0,1] — M is a solution of
Problem 6. Then it fulfills the following differential equation:

D35 Dy
— +R(—,%)y=0. 7.13
aw ( dt ’7> ! (7.13)

In order to rewrite the above condition for Lie groups, one needs the representation of the
curvature tensor obtained in [Mil69]:

Corollary 7.1 (see Lemma 2 in [CL95]) Suppose that G is a connected and compact Lie
group. Then if v is a solution of Problem & (or equivalently of Problem 6), then its velocity
v(t) :=log (F(t)y~1(t)) fulfills the following equation:

U () + [0(t), 6(t)] = 0.

7.3 The De Casteljau algorithm

Because of their nice property of minimizing the integral of the square of acceleration, spline
curves are often used for interpolation in engineering applications, such as robotics, mechan-
ics or fluid dynamics. However, those fields require fast algorithms to generate curves, which
is usually hardly achievable by the exact solution of variational problems.

In this section, we first take a look at cubic splines on Euclidean spaces, where the curvature
tensor is identically zero. On those essentially flat surfaces, one can obtain a very elegant
(and fast) algorithm to solve the following generalized control problem (see also [CLK96b)):

Problem 7 Given the vectors a:(()k), xgk) in R" for k=0,1,...,m—1, find a smooth control
function w : [0,1] — R™ such that under the constraints

©(t) = wv,
m—1
%U(t) = u,

for z :[0,1] = R" and v(t) € R" the cost functional

(7.14)

J(w) = [ u)] dt (7.15)

1s manimal subject to the boundary value problem
d—kx(i):x(’“) i=0,1,k=0,...,m—1, (7.16)
dtk (2 ) ) )

with $5x(t) = a(t).
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Similarly to Theorem 7.2, we can rewrite the above optimal control problem into a variational
problem:

Problem 8 Solve the following variational problem on R™:

Fldm o dm
i — — 1
i, [ (e sn) o 1
subject to the boundary value problem
d* (k)
%x(l)zxz , i=0,1, k=0,...,m—1, (7.18)

with j—;x(t) = z(t), for given the vectors xék), xﬁ’“) e R" with k=0,1,...,m— 1.

First, we review the classical method proposed by De Casteljau [De 59] in 1959: Given
a set of distinct points (zg,z1,...,2;) C IR", we successively define the following curve:
Assuming that the straight line segment between the points x and y is denoted by ¢4 (¢, z,y) =
(1 —t)x + ty, we set for p > 1

Co(t, iy Tigry - Tigp) = (L=l (@4, - Ty ) 1 (6 Tigr, -, Tinp),

withe=0,...,k—p.

Definition 7.4 (De Casteljau curve) Given k + 1 distinct points (xo,z1,...,2;) C R",
we call the curve y(t) = ly(t, zo,71,...,71) k'™ order De Casteljau curve (sometimes also
Bézier-spline).

It can be easily shown, that the above defined curves are exactly the solutions of the higher
order dynamic interpolation problem on R".

Lemma 7.1 (see Section 2 in [CLK99a]) The solution to the m™ order dynamic interpola-
tion problem is a De Casteljau curve of order 2m — 1.

Proof.
1. Let us first review the generalized Euler-Lagrange equation (see for instance [Fun70]
or [Arn78]), associated to the variational problem (7.17):

dmdm
20" G ™ = O

or equivalently, %x = 0. Hence, a necessary condition for the solution of Problem 8
is that it is a polynomial of degree at most 2m — 1 in t.
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2. Consider the De Casteljau curves: it is 1 (¢, z,y) = (1—t)z+ty, hence ¢; is a polynomial
of degree 1. Hence, by induction on ¢ we conclude, using

Cy=1tl, 1 (t,...)+ (1 —=t)l,1(t,...),
that ¢, is a polynomial curve of degree at most p. Moreover, if we denote
gp(t, Lo, - - - ,l’p) = Cbptp + ap,ltpfl + ... 4+ ait+ ap,

with some vectors ag, a1, ..., a, € R", then

a; = ( 7; )JZO ( ; ) (—1)"a; (7.19)

holds. To prove this, just note that 4z “2(0) = ila;. On the other hand, using
Cy=tl 1 (t,...)+ (L —1)l,1(t,...)

again, we conclude that

d i @
@fp(t,xo,..., ( )dt] dti— JEP l(tvaJ"‘7xP—1)

Jj=1

ol B e Y
+Z j %( - )% P—1<7x1>”'7$p)'

j=1
Thus, induction on p leads to the desired equality (7.19).

3. Hence, every polynomial curve of degree p can be obtained as a De Casteljau curve of
the same degree. With other words, the set of polynomial curves of degree no more
then p is equivalent to the set of De Casteljau curves of order p. Thus, any solution to
Problem 8 is a generalized De Casteljau curve of order 2m — 1.

[

Our next task is now to generalize the above construction for Riemannian manifolds and Lie
groups. For that we need a manifold with the property, that every two distinct points of
it can be joined by a geodesic arc. Such manifolds are usually called geodesically complete.
Following the latter case on IR", the general construction of the De Casteljau algorithm on
a geodesically complete Riemannian manifold is obvious: Given a set (xo, ..., z) of distinct
points on a Riemannian manifold M, a smooth curve v(t) = gx(t) on M, joining z, (at
t = 0) with z; (at t = 1) can be obtained with the help of the following successive geodesic
interpolation:

Let g1(t, x;, x;11) be a geodesic curve joining z; (at t = 0) with x;,1 (at ¢ = 1), then we set

Gp(t, @iy Tigp) = g1 (E, g1 (t, iy oo Tige—1), Gm1 (6 Tig1s -+ -, Tir))

forp=1,...,nandi=0,...,n —p. We refer to g, also as a generalized polynomial curve
of degree p on M.

Now, we can give a general definition to De Casteljau curves on M:
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Definition 7.5 (De Casteljau curve) Suppose that M is a geodesically complete Rieman-
nian manifolds. Given k + 1 distinct points (xo,x1,...,xx) C M, we call the curve y(t) =
gr(t, o, 1, ..., 1) k'™ order De Casteljau curve on M.

Remark 7.1 (see Theorem 6.3) If G is a connected and compact (and hence geodesically
complete) Lie group, then the geodesic curve gi(t,x,y) can be calculated as

gl(ta z, y) = eXp(lOg(y{ﬂil)t).T,

and hence, the only difficulty to obtain De Casteljau curves on such Lie groups arise from the
computation of exp and log. Nevertheless, as it will be shown in Section 7.4, these difficulties
are far from being trivial.

Proof. Let V denote the element of the Lie algebra L(G) with exp(V) = yz~! € G. Then,
the curve g(t) = exp(Vt)x is indeed a geodesic arc, that fulfills the boundary value problem
g(0) = z and g(1) = y. Hence, using Theorem 6.3, g is a geodesic arc between x and y. []

By this last remark, the construction of a (cubic) De Casteljau curve y(¢) on a connected
and compact Lie group becomes obvious:

1. Given zg,z1, 22, z3 € G, calculate V;_; := log (331 T, 1) € L(G) fori=1,2,3.

2. For a given t € [0,1] obtain the intermediate points x;_;; = exp(Vi_yt)z;—1 for
i=1,2,3.

3. Calculate the Lie algebra elements V;_; ;11 := log (x, 1T Z) € L(G) fori=1,2.

4. Determine the intermediate points x;_1 ;11 := exp(Vi_1,41t)z—1,; for i =1, 2.
5. Obtain 1} 3log (xl,gx&é) € L(G).

6. Set y(t) := exp(Vost)zo2

To show, how De Casteljau curves are related to splines on non-Euclidean spaces, we cite
from [CLK99a] the following result.

Theorem 7.4 (see Theorem 5.1 in [CLK99a]) If G is connected and compact Abelian Lie
group, the polynomial curves of degree 2m — 1 generated by the De Casteljau algorithm are
also solutions of the Fuler-Lagrange equation associated to the functional

0/ <dtm dtm (t)> d,

m
where dt—mx(t) denotes the (m — 1)% covariant derivative of the wvelocity vector field, i.e.
Dm Dm—l

dem” T g1
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If G is Abelian, the curvature tensor R(X,Y’) is identically zero and hence the surface is
very close to a flat (Euclidean) space (although the curvature itself must not necessarily
be constant as for an n-dimensional torus). Unfortunately, the latter theorem cannot be
proved for surfaces with nonzero curvature tensor. The next example illustrate a numerical
comparison between the solution of the variational problem and the curve generated by the
De Casteljau algorithm on the surface of the unit sphere in IR?. For more details concerning
the solution method, please refer to [CLK98].

Example 12: Consider the 2-dimensional unit sphere S C IR? equipped with the metric induced
by the Euclidean metric on IR3. Our aim is to obtain a solution of the second-order variational
problem (Problem 6) and to compare it with the corresponding De Casteljau curve.

To this end, we first require the covariant derivative along x, which is equivalent to the differ-
entiation in IR? followed by an orthogonal projection to the surface, denoted by II. This means,
that

Dz dx
(Y ) — e . .
o (dt) (@) =d—<z,i>x

Furthermore, using the fact that < z,z >= 1 and hence < &,x >= 0, we obtain

DQi—H<dD5E> =T — <z i> <z x>
ar o \atat )~ HT 2 IS G-
and finally

D% d D’ T4 <EE>Ei+b<iE>i+<z,i>r—<z,T>
. = - = X, a T, T xT X, Xr— a xZ.
dt3 dt dt? ’ ’ ’ ’

However, since S? is a manifold of constant curvature, the curvature tensor can also be obtained
easily (see for instance [KN63]):

N .. _ Dz . Dz .
)t =< &,& > —— < &, —— > .

Dz
R
( dt dt

dt’

Hence, using Theorem 7.3, a necessary condition for the extremal curve x is given by the equation

TH2< i >i+A<ii>i+2<ii>lr—<z,z>x=0. (7.20)

Now, we solve this differential equation with the following boundary value problem on S?

—0.87
2(0) = 0.5
0
0.29
#(0) = 0.5
0.64
—1
z(1) = 0
0
0
i(1)= | —0.52
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The solution curve obtained by a finite element approximation is presented on Figure 7.1. On
the other hand, however, if we compute the curve generated by the corresponding De Casteljau
algorithm (see Figure 7.2) for the same boundary conditions, we can notice the difference between
them. Since no error estimation for the spline curve is available, this numerical comparison cannot
be considered as a counter-example for Theorem 7.4 in the general case. Nevertheless, the existence
of a counter-example becomes quite obvious.

Figure 7.1: Solution of the variational

. ' . )
problem on S2 Figure 7.2: De Casteljau curve on S

Finally, for the sake of completeness, we cite a result from [CLK96a] to show that cubic De
Casteljau curves on Lie groups interpolate between the points zy and z; in a way, that also
the Hermite-type interpolation problem (7.12) is fulfilled.

Theorem 7.5 (see Theorem 2.2 in [CLK96a]) Let G be a connected and compact Lie group
and g, x1,29,x3 € G. Then, the De Casteljau curve v generated by the above set of points
fulfills the boundary conditions

7(0) = o, v(1) = w3,
Y(0) = 3Vo1z0, §(1) = 3Va3z3.

Hereby denote V; ; := log (xjxi’l) € L(G).

7.4 Computational and visualizational matters

This section deals with some computational and visualizational problems that arise by inves-
tigating smooth curves on Lie groups or abstract higher dimensional manifolds. Our main
goal is to derive an algorithm to obtain De Casteljau curves for the spaces SO(3), 8 and
SE(3).

Besides that we also consider the question how to visualize curves evolving on these higher-
dimensional abstract matrix groups.
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Since any element 7" € SO(n) is an or-
thogonal matrix, if the transformation
T € SO(n) is applied to each point
of a subset B € IR", then we get an-
other subset B’ that is exactly the ro-
tation of B around the origin. Hence,
T can be interpreted as a pure rotation
of rigid bodies in IR". If we then fix
an object B C R" such that it is non-
symmetric, we can follow through the
rotational movement of B the evolution
of the curve T'(t) € SO(n). An exam-

Figure 7.3: Three-dimensional object ple for such an object, which we shall
used for simulation purposes use throughout this section is shown on
Figure 7.3.

7.4.1 Smooth interpolation on SO(n)

Because of the computational effort for the logarithm, the De Casteljau algorithm is in
general difficult to implement. However, if G = SO(3), we can easily compute polynomial
curves due to the fact that, that the the mappings exp and log can be explicitely given.
Indeed, as it is discussed in [CLK96b], if S, € so(3) denotes the skew-symmetric matrix
defined by S,b = a x b, for a and b vectors in IR® and x the cross product in IR, we have

sin [|al] 1 —cosllall ¢

exp(S,) = I cos|al| + Tal Sa + W (7.21)
Similarly, if z = exp S € SO(3), then
_ _ @ _ T
S =logx = ZSinoz(x x), (7.22)

trace(z) — 1
—

Hence, using Remark 7.1, the De Casteljau algorithm on SO(3) can be successively obtain
for any order m.

where cos o =

Furthermore, as it was shown in [CLK99b], this manifold is essentially equivalent to the Lie
group of unit quaternions and hence also to the Lie group S* C IR*. Therefore, there is also
another way to calculate to De Casteljau curve generated on SO(3), i.e. to obtain a smooth
interpolation of a pure rotation of a three-dimensional rigid body (for the actual algorithm,
please refer to [CLK99b]). Figure 7.4 represents such a rotation using the control points:

100 0 -1 0
ro=010|,m;y=|1 0 0],
001 0 0 1
V2 V2 0 -1 0
2 2 V3
za=10 0 -1|,z3=| 1 0 =%
V22 V3o 1
2 2 2 2
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Figure 7.4: Visualization of a curve on SO(3).

As it was described before, the visualization used the fact that elements of the Lie group
SO(3) act on a rigid body as a pure rotation. On the picture, the object is the moved in a
different position, so that the actual pictures do not overlap each other.

7.4.2 Motion planning for rotation and displacement of rigid bod-
ies

Different from the situation discussed before, the complete movement of a rigid body (i.e.
rotation and displacement) is a motion with six degrees of freedom. Hence, we need the
six-dimensional Lie group SFE(3) to represent this motion. As it was mentioned in Example
10, this Lie group consists of matrices with the structure

R 03
v 1 )7
where 03 € IR® denotes the null-vector and further v € R* and R € SO(3) are arbitrary.

Moreover, it can be shown (see Examples 1.47 and 1.49 in [Olv93]) that the underlying Lie
algebra se(3) of the latter Lie group has the following structure:

w 0

se(3) = {( r 0 ) 05 = (0,0,0)7 € R*,w € R®,r € 30(3)}.

The De Casteljau algorithm presented in [CLK96b] can be (at least theoretically) applied
for every connected Lie group, the only difficulty (as pointed out before) is the calculation of
log(g) and exp(z) with z and g belonging to the Lie algebra and the Lie group, respectively.
Hence, our main task here is to derive explicit formulae for these functions.
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Consider the Taylor-series expansion of the function exp(x) for z € R***:
exp() = > (7.29
xp(z) =) —. :
P “— n!

T 03

Specifically, for z = ( w 0 ) € se(3) we get that

LU2— 7’2 03
“\Nwr 0 )7

:ci:< . %”). (7.24)

or in general for ¢ > 1

Using (7.24) in (7.23) vields for z = < Z) %”’ ) € se(3)

o0 TTL
> 1 ™m0 2 w0
exp(r) = Iy+ Z = ( n—1 5 ) = Iy + ! (n—1)
n=1 n. wr wz O
|
— nl
o0 TTL
ol 03 exp(r) O3
= =0 = > ,
r w
1 1)!
Y2 (1) w0+

where I, denotes the identity matrix in IR*** and exp(r) is calculated on the space so(3)
with the formula given in (7.21).

,r,TL

We now consider the term Z s 1)

Lemma 7.2 Let r € R*3. Then

1
0n+1 /

And the above sum converges for any matriz v € R>®. Hence the exponential of any matriz
x € se(3) can be obtained by these formulae.

n=

Proof.
1
1 1 r’ / t" dt )
o) )n e o] o o) Tnm e} 7,n
[ewnar= [ 3 Ema=3 =Y =Y
t—1 t—g n=0 n! n=0 n! n=0 nl n=0 (Tl + 1)|

It can also be easily shown, that the convergence radii of the power series

Z r

= (n+1)!
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and
[e.¢] TTL
n=0 n!
are infinite, which yields the desired convergence. L]

Altogether we obtain the following theorem

Theorem 7.6 Let x = ( r O
w 0

respectively, and 03 € R® denoting the zero vector. Then the matriz exp(x) exists and

) € se(3), with v, w arbitrary elements of so(3), R?,

exp(r) 03

1
exp(z) = w/exp(rt) dt 1
=0

(7.25)

holds, where exp(r) and exp(rt) are taken in the Lie algebra so(3).

Remark 7.2 Although

oo n o0 n

Yy (n:—l)! :Z%:exp(r)—],

n=0 n=1 """

each element of the Lie algebra se(3) is singular (because of the skew-symmetric part inherited
from the Lie algebra so(3)) and hence the above integral cannot be solved directly.

Our next task is to obtain the logarithm of an arbitrary matrix in SE(3). To achieve this
goal, we first introduce a local result:

Theorem 7.7 Let A be an arbitrary matriz in R*® such that ||A|| < i holds. Then, the
following two sums exist and converge to the matrices Y1,Ys € R**3, respectively:

A (7.26)

= (n+1)!

G n(exp(4) = I)"
Y () g (7.27)

n=0

Moreover, it is 1Yy = 1.

Proof. The proof is carried out in several steps. We first prove the proposition concerning
the convergence of the sums and then concentrate on the identity YiYs = 1.

1. Suppose that A # 0. (For A = 0 it is Y = Y, = I and hence the statement is
true.) Denoting a; := ||A|| > 0 and ay := || exp(A) — ||, we immediately obtain that
ag < ape™ < %e% < 1 holds. Hence, it is

fe’e) An H o] ||A||n B o) CL? e 1

2 =D BN NP ¥ ey

n=0 (n+1)! n—=0 =0
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Moreover, for Ay = exp(A) (which exists for any A € R**?), we similarly conclude

o (4 Iz = 1 in(1 — )
oo N 9 — n > a” n(l — ao
2 (=1) n+1 Z n+1 anlz_ a ’
n=0 n=0 n=0 2
whereas the above sums converge for any matrices A and Ao, with |4y — I]| = as < 1.

Hence, for any given matrix A € R**® such that ||A| < 1 holds, the above sums are
absolutely convergent.

2. Let us denote the mappings defined by the power series

(o] ATL
7«;)7(”+ D (7.28)
nz;;(—l) PSR (7.29)

by Yi(A) and Y3(As), respectively. Thus, the previous consideration yields that they
are continuous (in the topology induced by the norm ||.||) in IR**® and in the set

{A € R¥| || A, — 1]| < ; é}

respectively.
3. Suppose now that A is regular. Then, it is using Lemma 7.2

o0 n OOATL
AY; (A AZ ZF:eXp<A)_I:A2_

n=1

Thus Y;(A) = A7Y(Ay; — I). Moreover, if A € C is an eigenvalue of A with the
corresponding eigenvector v, then it is

AZU:(ZIE;)U:ZA,U: M:e/\v’

|

and hence v is an eigenvector of A, with eigenvalue e*. Therefore, if A is nonsingular,
than for any eigenvalue p of Ay = exp(A) u # 1 holds. (Note, that using the relation
|As — I|| < 1 and hence ||A5]| <2, it is also |A| < 2 and therefore the only point with
exp(A) = 1 of the (complex) exponential mapping lies at A = 0.) With other words,
the matrix A — I is nonsingular.

Thus,

T

n = 1Og(A2) = A7

since [[Ay—1I|| < %e% which implies that the power series for log(As) converges. Hence,
Y2(As) = (A3—1)"' A holds. With other words, if A is regular, then Y;(A)Ys(exp(A)) =
I

4. Finally, we show that this statement holds for any matrix A with ||exp(A4) — 1| < 16%
oo ATL
To prove this, note that the mapping exp(A) is defined with the power series Z
n=0
and hence is continuous in the topology induced by the norm ||.||. Moreover, using
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the continuity of the mapping Y; and Y5 we conclude that the mapping ¥ : A —
Y1 (A)Ya(exp(A)) is continuous for all A € R*® with ||exp(A) — I|| < lez.

On the other hand, the set
1

{A & R [[exp(A) — 1] < et det(4) # o}

is dense in the set 1
{A € R¥3| || exp(A) — I|| < Ze%}
and hence, using the continuity of Y, Y/(A) = I holds for any A € IR**® with || exp(A4)—

I|| < jes.

[]
Corollary 7.2 Let X = ( f 013

again, 03 € R® denotes the zero vector. If we assume that || X —1I|| < %e%, then the following

) € SE(3), where R € SO(3), v € R® are arbitrary and

sum converges to a matriz Y € IR¥®:
- (BR—1)"
Y = —1)t—. 7.30
S0 (7.30)
Moreover, if we denote a = IO%/R) %3 ), where log(R) can be calculated by formula

(7.22), then log(A) = a holds.

Proof.  Using a Gaussian LU-decomposition for any matrix X € SF(3), we immediately
conclude, that its spectrum equals the spectrum of the upper-right matrix R € SO(3)
together with a 1. Hence, it is || X — I4|| = ||R — I3]|. Moreover, using Theorem 7.6, we
obtain 7 = log(R) € so(3). Thus, it is || exp(r) — I]] < %e% and hence

(/01 exp(rt) dt>_1 =Y.

This, together with Theorem 7.6, yields that
T 03 _ R 03
“Ploy o )7 Loyyt 1 )

]

Unfortunately, this latter theorem cannot be applied for arbitrary matrices in SE(3), since
the defined sum may be divergent. In order to get more general results for global interpola-
tion, we first use the method of computing the square root of a matrix in SE(3):

Definition 7.6 Let T € R™™ be a real matriz. We say that the matriz T € R™" is a
square root of T if .
=T

holds. If T is a square root of T, then we denote it with either T or T2,
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As the following example shows, in general v/7T is not unique:

V22 =2 =2
0 10\ _ 2 20 i 5 2 0
Example 13: LetT=| -1 0 0 |, Ty = *T\/i @ 0 | and T = g *T\/5 0
0 01 0 0 1 0 0 1

Then T2 = T§ = T holds.

Theorem 7.8 (see Theorem 5. in [Hig87]) The square root of an invertible real matriz
exists and is real if and only if every Jordan-block belonging the a negative real eigenvalue
appears in the Jordan normal form an even number of times.

Corollary 7.3 Let A be an arbitrary matriz in SE(3) then A has square root in SE(3).

Proof.  As stated above, the spectrum of any matrix A € SFE(3) decomposes into the
spectrum of its upper-right block R € SO(3) and the set {1}. Moreover, since R € SO(3) is
orthogonal, it is |A\| = 1 for any eigenvalue A of R. Hence, for the three eigenvalues A1, Ay, A3
of R |\;| =1 and A\ AgA3 = det(R) = 1 hold. This leads us to the following cases

(i) if there is an i € {1,2,3} such that ); is complex, then ); is also an eigenvalue
(because R is real). Without loss of generality assume, that i = 1 and A\, = A;. Hence
Mg = [A]? = 1, which yields that A3 = 1. Using Re()\;) = Re(\z), the condition of
Theorem 7.8 is fulfilled.

(ii) Suppose now, that every eigenvalue of R is real. Thus, they are either +1 or —1 and
hence the only possible spectrums are {+1,+1,4+1} and {—1,—1,41}. The first one
fulfills the condition from Theorem 7.8, the second one could cause a problem if R is
non semi-simple.

Hence, the only case, that doesn’t fulfill the condition of Theorem 7.8 is when R is not semi-
simple and has the spectrum {—1,—1,+1}. We show now, that then R ¢ SO(3). Suppose
conversely, that R € SO(3). If v; denotes an eigenvector corresponding to —1, then it is

Rv;, = —wv, and
)

Rvy, = —vy+ vy,

for the generalized eigenvector v,. Moreover, the subspace spanned by v; and vy is invariant
under R. Hence, R|s(y, v,) is an orientation-preserving isomorphism. Orientation-preserving

isomorphisms of the plane are exactly the rotations in SO(2). Using now Rv; = —v;, we
obtain, that the angle of the rotation is exactly m. Hence, R|s(;.0,) & —Ido and thus R is
semi-simple. L]

Now, we can use the inverse ‘scaling-and-squaring’” method to reduce the spectral radius of
a matrix in SFE(3), such that it belongs to the set
3
ez y.

{A € SEG)| A - 1I|| <

DO | —
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In order to compute the square root of a matrix A € SFE(3), we use the Schur decomposition
method described in [Hig87] and [BHS83].

Finally, we are ready to introduce an algorithm for computing the logarithm of a matrix
A€ SE(3):

(i) Define Ay := A and calculate Ay, = /A1 Vk = 1,2,3,... using the real Schur
decomposition method.

(ii) Calculate the smallest k& € IN such that ||A; — I]] < %e%.
(iii) Choose R € SO(3) and v € R® such that A, = Jj 013 > € SE(3), with 03 denoting

the zero vector in R?.
(iv) Compute Y using (7.30).

log(R) 03

(v) Compute a := Y0

[CLK96b].
(vi) Obtain log(A) = 2*a.

), where log(R) is computed by the formula used in

In the above algorithm, the inverse ‘scaling-and-squaring’ method is carried out in steps
(i)-(ii), whereas steps (iii)-(v) correspond to Theorem 7.7. Finally, the computation of the
logarithm of the initial matrix takes place in step (vi).

Finally, we show two different motions of the same rigid body in IR® having the same boundary
conditions:

100 0 -1 0
00)=|0 10 o) =0 0o -1
001 1 0 0
0 =0 —r 0 0
@(0)(;00) @(1)(;; 0 o)
0 00 0 -7 =
0 15
v(0)=10 v(l) = -2
0 20

In order to carry out the generalized De Casteljau algorithm for the Lie groups SO(3) x R
and SFE(3), respectively, we need to obtain the tangentials at each boundary point, that is

€)= 2(i)x(i) ! (7.31)

for i = 0,1 respectively. Hereby denotes x(i) a point of the corresponding Lie groups,
whereas (i) belongs to the Lie algebra.

In the case SO(3) x IR® we can simply use the representation

x(i) == (0(i), 0(i)) and (i) := (O(i), 0(i)),
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which, together with (7.31), leads to

The interpolation results obtained by the discussed boundary data are presented on Figures
7.5 and 7.6 for the Lie groups SO(3) x IR* and SE(3), respectively. The computational effort
on SO(3) x IR? is slightly less than on SE(3). This is mainly due to the inverse ‘scaling-
and-squaring’ method, that could be avoided with an explicit formula for the logarithm (see
[CL00]).

Figure 7.5: De Casteljau algorithm on Figure 7.6: De Casteljau algorithm on
SO(3) x IR®. SE(3).

7.5 Notes and references

This section gave a brief introduction into the theory of variational problems on smooth
manifolds, especially Lie groups and Riemannian manifolds. As for so many similar areas
of applied mathematics, applications constantly require new methods, different solutions
techniques and sometimes even more general problem settings. Hence, this subject is rapidly
developing.

Therefore, this brief introduction cannot be complete. For further reading on the theoretical
background of curves on smooth manifolds the textbook of Farin [Far93] and some works
of Crouch and Silva-Leite (for instance [CL91], [CL95], [CLC96a] or [CLC95]) should be
mentioned. For different problem settings such as elastic curves or higher order variational
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problems please refer to recent works of Camarinha et al. ([Cam97|, [LCC95], [CLCI6b]
and [CLC96¢c|). For a more detailed discussion of variational problems on Lie groups and
Riemannian manifolds the works of Griffiths [Gri83], Camarinha [Cam97] and Hestenes
[Hes66] can be recommended.

The numerical treatment of the dynamic interpolation problem and similar problems can be
found in the works of Maurer et al. (see for instance [MP95b| and [MP95al). A different inte-
gration technique is presented by Crouch, et al. in [CYLB93]. Details on computing square
roots and logarithms of matrices are covered by Higham [Hig87], Bjorck and Hammarling
[BH83] and recently by Cardoso and Silva-Leite [CLOO0].

For facts about the De Casteljau algorithm, we should first refer to the original work of
De Casteljau [De 59|, but also to some recent works of Park and Ravani [PR95] and Bézier
[Béz86]. Curves evolving on Lie groups and Riemannian manifolds are discussed in several
papers of Crouch, Silva-Leite and Kun ([CLK96a],|CLK96b] and [CLK99al).

Finally, to pick some works out of the enormous amount of papers, where visualization
problem are discussed, we should mention works of Nielson and Heiland [NH92], Kim et al.
[KKS95], Shoemake [Sho85|, Barr et al. [BCGH92] and Nielson [Nie93]. Essentially they
all develop algorithms that are related to curves on quaternions. A similar approach and
comparison has also been used in the work of Crouch, Silva-Leite and Kun [CLK99b].



Chapter 8

Differential games on Lie groups

Recent applications in robotics and vehicle control, such as for instance multi aircraft maneu-
vers and robots with several controller units, require a generalization of Differential Game
Theory for nonlinear dynamics. Here, we present a possible generalization scheme for the
results.

Please note that — similarly to Chapter 5 — the discussion of the results and concepts only
serves the presentation of the ”state of the art” of an ongoing research project.

The structure of this chapter is as follows: after reviewing the framework for dynamical
games on Lie groups, we shortly discuss the connections to differential games on Euclidean
spaces. Then, in Section 8.2, we discuss how a Nash equilibrium arises and give formulae
for the optimal controls.

8.1 Problem setting

In the sequel, we assume that G is a connected and compact Lie group of dimension n. We
shall denote the corresponding bi-invariant Riemannian metric by < .,. > and the induced
affine connection by V. We shall also assume that the dynamics of the game is influenced by
two players. We denote them by u and v. Hence, we can define a right-invariant differential
game on G:

Definition 8.1 (right-invariant differential game) Denote A € L(G), B; € L(G) and C; €
L(G) two sets withi=1,...,m, and j =1,...,m,. We say that the differential equation

= Ax + i u; Bix + zv: v;Cix (8.1)
i=1 i=1

Together with the cost functionals
by 12
Ju = ku(x(ty)) + /uTRuu dt, Jy = ky(z(ty)) + /UTRUU dt (8.2)
to to

form a right-invariant differential game. Hereby denote Kk, : G — IR and K, : G — R smooth
mappings, u = (U, ..., Un,) € R™ and v = (vi,...,0,,)7 € R™, as well as R, and R,
positive definite matrices of the dimension IR™**™ and R™ ™ respectively.

147
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A first task could be to drive the system from a given point near to the identity element
of G. Similarly to linear quadratic games, this can be reflected in the cost functionals for
instance in the following manner:

Fa(z(ty)) = (log(z(ty)), log(x(ty))) ,

for a € {"u”,7v" }.

To best match the requirements of the usual applications, we slightly modify our optimality
constraints and introduce another variational problem, too. Besides fulfilling the initial
condition z(ty) = zp € G, we require that the admissible trajectories fulfill a terminal value
problem z(t;) = s for some given point x ¢, too. Consequently, the best reply of the players
changes in the following sense:

Definition 8.2 (best reply with boundary constraints) Let T's be a right-invariant differ-
ential game on G and let xg,xy € G be given. Supposing that player v has chosen to play
the strategy 7., the strategy v, is called best reply of v against v, if the following conditions
hold.

(i) The trajectory x*(t) with
i = Ax* + > uiBiat + ) viCit
i=1 i=1

fulfills x*(ty) = xo and x*(ty) = xy. Hereby denote u* = 7,(t,n.(t)) and v* =
Yot ()
(11) J,(v*) < Jy(v) holds for any admissible control function v fulfilling the requirements

x(to) = xo and x(ty) = xy for & = Az + ZuiBix +> v Ciz.

i=1 =1

Now, we can define a Nash-equilibrium for differential games with boundary constraints:

Definition 8.3 (Nash-equilibrium with boundary constraints) Suppose that T's is a right-
invariant differential game (as defined in Definition 8.1) defined on a connected and compact
Lie group G. Suppose further, that xo and x5 are given points in G. Then, we say that the
strategies Yo, Yo form a Nash-equilibrium, if

(1) v is a best reply against vy, and
(11) 7y, s a best reply against 7,

according to the boundary conditions x(ty) = x¢ and x(tf) = xy.

Remark 8.1 Note, that the above definition is a direct generalization of the geodesic vari-
ational problem (Problem /) discussed in Section 7.1.
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To ensure that the above problem is well-posed, the game is required to be individually
controllable for any player. A weakened, but nevertheless not sufficient condition would be
the team-controllability: A necessary condition for the existence of a Nash equilibrium with
boundary constraints is that the Lie algebra spanned by the vectors A, By, ..., B, C1, ..., Ci,,
equals to the Lie algebra L(G).

To avoid conflicts with ill-posedness, we shall in the sequel assume that both sets of vectors
B;and Cj fori=1,...,m, and j =1,...,m, generate L(G) as a Lie algebra.

8.2 Open-loop Nash equilibria

In this section, we derive — similarly to Section 2.3.1 — formulae for the optimal control func-
tions and try to find an answer to the question, under which conditions a Nash equilibrium
exists.

In the sequel, we first discuss Nash games with ”classical” cost functionals, i.e. with end-
penalty x and without terminal value problem and then, we briefly discuss solution possibil-
ities for games under boundary conditions.

Simplifying our investigation, we suppose that the Lie algebra L(G) is commutative, i.e.
that for any X,Y € L(G) [X,Y] = 0 holds. Hence, using Theorem 6.4, the state trajectory
generated by the control functions u and v becomes

z(t) = exp(w(t)),

with w(t) € L(G) fulfilling

w(t) =A + Z Usz + Z UjCj, U)(tg) = lOg(l’(])
i=1 j=1

Furthermore, as it was done in Section 2.3, we suppose that the player v already found
the Nash-strategy and hence a Nash-strategy for u is to be given. Then, interchanging the
players, conditions on the Nash-equilibrium are possible in the same manner as for linear
quadratic differential games.

8.2.1 Nash games without boundary constraints

Rewriting the cost functional

ty

Jy = <log<x(tf)>,log<a:(tf))> + /uTRuu dt

to

for log(x(t)) = w(t) yields

ty
J, = <w(tf),w(tf))+/uTRuudt
to
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ty

- <w(t0) + 7w(t) dt, w(ty) + 7w(t) dt> + /uTRuu dt

to

tf My, My tf My, My
to Jj=1 to J=1

i=1 =1

ty
+/uTRuu dt
to

Suppose now that the control u* is extremal according to J,. We now calculate the value of
J,, along a modified control function u = u* + e for some fixed mapping @ : [tg,ts] — R™
and € € RR:

tf Moy My
o i=1 j=1

tf Moy my
o i=1 j=1

ty
+ / (u* + )" Ry (u* + £1t) dt
to

and hence, using the extremality of u*

tf ty
dv My, My Moy
del._ i i=1 j=1 poi=1
w*(ty)
ty
+2 / uwT R dt
to
ty m
tO 7,:1
follows. Denoting o} =< w*(ts), B; > and o = (af,...,a}, )" € R™, we obtain the
following identity
tf

/(a* + R adt = 0.

to
Using the fact that @ is arbitrary, and thus for instance (a* + R,u*), we obtain the following
Lemma:

Lemma 8.1 Suppose that u* is an extremal function according to J,. Then it fulfills the
identity
u* = —R,'a*.

Especially, if an optimal control function u* exists, then it is constant.

Now, we can formulate our first result concerning Nash equilibria on non-constrained differ-
ential games on commutative Lie algebras.
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Theorem 8.1 Suppose that G is a Lie group with commutative Lie algebra L(G). Suppose
further that Ty is a right-invariant differential game on G as defined in Definition 8.1 and
that the controls u* and v* form an open-loop Nash equilibrium. Then, the following identities

hold:

(i) ut(t) = SRy < w'(ty), By = <w*<tf>, %(Ru1>ij3j>-

() 0E() = SR <0 (1).Cy o= <w*<tf>, §1‘1<R;1>U0j>,

for w*(ty) = log(z*(ty)) with x* fulfilling the differential equation

Moy My
i=1

= 1=1

8.2.2 Nash games with boundary constraints

We now turn our attention to open-loop Nash games with boundary conditions as defined
in Definition 8.3. Suppose again, that the Lie algebra L(G) is commutative, we can rewrite
our original problem of searching for a constrained Nash equilibrium into a slightly different
variational problem:

Problem 9 Given a basis X1,...,X, of L(G) and the functionals

to 7j=1 7j=1
and
ts
= /uTRuu dt
to
fori =1,...,m, with a;, bj; and c;; denoting the coefficients in the representation of the

vectors A, Bj, C; according to the basis vector X;, we are interested in the solution of the
variational problem

min J,
u

subject to the constraints J. = w; for some given numbers w; € R (i=1,... n).

Lemma 8.2 Let ¢y € G be given. Supposing that

n

IOg(ZL’()) = — szXz

i=1

holds, then u* is a solution of Problem 9 if and only if it is a best reply against v* according
to the boundary constraints x(ty) = xo and z(t;) = e.
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Proof. Clearly, if x(ty) is fixed, then the term r,(x(ts)) doesn’t play a role in the optimiza-
tion problem. Hence, J, is equivalent to the cost functional of u. Furthermore, using the
exponential representation of the solution, the constraints J! = —w; mean that

b My My n
i=1

i i=1 j=1

and therefore w(t;) = 0 holds. Hence, z(t;) = exp(w(ts)) = e follows. L]

Corollary 8.1 Using the above lemma, it is possible to generate the Nash-trajectory accord-
ing to any boundary conditions xg,xs € G.

Proof.  Note, that the boundary value problem z(tg) = :cgq:fl, x(ty) = e can be right-
translated into the boundary problem z(ty) = xg, z(ty) = s without changing the actual
controls u, v. Hence, their optimal solutions coincide. []

Altogether, we showed, that the searching for the best reply according to boundary con-
straints on the Lie group G is equivalent to a variational problem on IR™* of the form
discussed in Theorem 5.1 in Chapter 5 of [Hes66].

Hence, if u : [tg, tf] — R™ is a best reply, then it is an extremum of

i=1

F(t,u(t)) = Mu" Ryu+ Y\ (ai + D uibji+ U;Cji) :
=1 =1

Again, using the fact that the game is of type open-loop, we can leave out the terms that
are constant according to u(.). Hence, we obtain that if u is a best reply, then it is extremal
according to

F*(t,u(t)) = Mou’ Ryu + Z A Z ujbj; = Moul Ryu + M Bu,
=1 =1
with A := (A1,...,\)T € R" and B € R™™" such that B;; = bj; holds for j = 1,...,m,
andz=1,...,n.

A first consequence of Theorem 5.1 (Chapter 5) in [Hes66] is that again, the optimal control
function u* is constant. Hence, we can calculate the extrema of F* by differentiation:

_ OF*
 Ou .

u=u

0 = 20u"" R, + \TB (8.3)

Suppose now that \g = 0. Then, F* is linear and has, therefore, no extrema. Hence, if
an extremum exists, then Ay # 0 holds. Multiplying (8.3) by )\io yields for \* = %)\ the
equation:

1
U* — _iRu—IBT/\*’

which is somehow very much like equation (2.16). Hereby the constants \* € IR™ must
be determined such that the interpolating condition J! = w; is fulfilled. Although, this
seems to be a hard task, using the fact that the optimal control is constant, we can obtain
a nice formula for them and hence a representation for the optimal controls in open-loop
constrained Nash games:
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Theorem 8.2 Suppose that G is a Lie group with commutative Lie algebra L(G). Suppose
further that Ty is a right-invariant differential game on G as defined in Definition 8.1 and
that the controls u* and v* form an open-loop constrained Nash equilibrium (see Definition
8.2). Then, the corresponding optimal control functions u* and v* fulfill

3

S:*
I
NE

U

(R, )i M

<

Il
N
B

Il
—

and

R, )ijerjpy,

"L

where \* € R™ and p* € R™ are solutions of the linear equation

||M:

A1
fiu oo B 1 - Y /\ tfufto -
R M” = : : (8.4)
1 Wn
6111 cee ﬂrm Yn1 --- Tnn . tr—to — Qp
[
with S
Bee = Y (R )ijbeibin
=1 j5=1
and -
Yot = Y > (R )ijcaicin
i=1j=1
Further denote w = — log(:coxjil), as well as aj, b;j, ¢;; and w; are the respective coordinates

of the vectors A, B;, C; and w according to the basis Xy, ..., X, of L(G).

Proof.  Using the fact, that the control functions v* and v* are constant over the time-
horizon [to, t], the integrals J: and JJ go over to simple multiplications by ¢; — to. Hence,
the above calculation completes the proof. []

8.3 Notes and references

In this last chapter of this Thesis, we discussed the mathematical description of differential
games on Lie groups. Besides reviewing games with ”classical” setups, i.e. without boundary
conditions, we also discussed the arising of Nash equilibria under boundary constraints. For
results on the existence of these equilibria, a forthcoming work [Kun0O1] could be suggested.

As mentioned before, games on Lie group form a new topic of Differential Game Theory. As
far as the author is concerned, the only research group dealing with similar problems is at
the University of California at Berkeley. Nevertheless, besides mentioning these setups by
Sastry et al. in [TPS98] and discussing them very briefly in the context of an example on
SE(2), there is no publications known to the author on the topics covered here.
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Appendix A

Mathematical description of
mechanical systems

Until now, we mainly concentrated on the mathematical description of differential control
systems and games. Here, we first present the background of modeling mechanical systems,
i.e. a toolbox to convert mechanical problems into mathematical ones. Usually, this step is
missing from most of the publications, although it is as important as any other link in the
chain between the realization of a problem and the implementation of its solution.

Throughout this Appendix, we shall mainly use the ideas and results usually known in the
analytical mechanics. For further reading, the text of Arnold [Arn78] as well as papers
of Crouch and Bloch ([BC92|, [BC94], [BC95a] and [BCI5b]) are recommended. To tell
the truth, the most difficult problem is usually finding a mathematical model for a given
mechanical system, that describes its behavior and is simultaneously simple enough, to be
treated with known methods. Although, this step cannot be algorithmized, we’ll try to give
some ideas here, that should be helpful for general mechanical systems.

First, we have to find a description tool for the given mechanical system. This means a
choice of a set, called configuration space, such that every element of this set corresponds
bijectively to a position of the system. For instance, for a single point in the plane, one
could use the set IR*. However, a two-dimensional rigid body can be identically described
on the sets IR* x [0, 27), IR* x SO(2) or SE(2). Since, it is easier to describe the dynamical
equations on the Lie group SFE(2), we shall use this latter representation of the configuration
space. In the following, we refer to the elements of the configuration space as positions of
the mechanical system.

Similarly to non-constrained mechanical systems, we can also assign a configuration set
to a constrained mechanical system. For the rest of this chapter, we suppose that the
system is holonomical (constraint are purely geometrical without involving velocities) and
autonomous (no explicit dependence on the time parameter). The configuration space can
then be obtained as a subspace (hypersurface) of the unconstrained configuration space.
Considering, for instance, two points in IR® connected by a weightless bar of length ¢, this
yields a configuration space

C={(@ylrecR ycR |z—y| =} =R xS C R xR

Example 14: Consider a planar mechanical system described by two points p; and ps. Supposing
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that the corresponding coordinates (z1,y1) and (z2,ys2) fulfill for given ¢1,¢5 > 0

2yl = 2 (A1)
(2 —21)* + (32 —1)* = 03, (A.2)

a first possibility the describe the configuration space is to give it as a surface embedded in
R* = IR? x IR? fulfilling the constraints (A.1) and (A.2). Although, this technique works for
every mechanical system, it usually produces a quite complicated description of the configuration
space.

Consider again equations (A.1) and (A.2): These means that the point p; has always the same
distance (= ¢;) from the origin and similarly, the distance between p; and ps equals to f5. Hence,
the mechanical system is a double pendulum as shown in Figure A.1.

Figure A.1: Kinematical model of the double pendulum

Regarding this kinematical model, it is clear, that the angles ¢; and 2 uniquely determine the
position and hence we can use the Lie group X = SO(2) x SO(2) to describe the configuration of
the plant.

If springs or similar elastic elements are contained in the given mechanical system, then for
the configuration, they are treated as a degree of freedom (as if there would be no connection).
They will only play a role if the dynamics of the system is investigated.

In general, if M is the configuration space of the unconstrained system, then M has the
structure of a smooth (Riemannian) manifold and the constraints are defined as equations
on M in the form:

gi(m) =0, meM,i=1,2,...

Note that the the equations g;(m) = 0 define submanifolds of M and hence their intersection
(if it isn’t empty) is again a submanifold of M.

Hence, in the manner of Definition 4.3.1 from [Arn78|, we treat the configuration space of
mechanical systems as a Riemannian manifold M, where every point of M denotes a unique
position of the system.

Additionally to the possible configurations (that together form the kinematically possible
positions), we can also speak about dynamically possible paths. These are defined (at least
for a very large class of mechanical systems) mathematically through the following theorem:
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Theorem A.1 (Hamilton’s principle; see also §3.2.1 and §4.3.2 in [Arn78]) Assume that the
observed mechanical system is autonomous and holonomical. Suppose further that there is a
functional L : M x TM — R such that for every x € M and v € T, (M)

L(z,v)=T-U

holds, with T denoting the kinetic and U the potential energy of the system being at the
position x and having the velocity v. Then every dynamically possible path v : [to,t1] — M
of the system is an extremal curve of the functional

t1

[L(0.5) dr

to

Corollary A.1 If an autonomous mechanical system fulfills the above criterium, then it can
be very nicely modeled as an optimal control system evolving on M, with a special "optimal
controller”, the nature itself.

Spring elements, that we considered as a degree of freedom, i.e. no constraints, have an
influence on the potential energy and hence on the dynamically possible paths of the system.
The next simple example illustrate the above consideration:

Example 15: Given a mechanical system (see Figure A.2), we now derive the optimal control
problem belonging to this plant:

S

m
BN NN

Figure A.2: Mass-spring system

Denoting by x the displacement of the mass and by s the tension of the spring, we obtain that the
kinetic and the potential energy can be given as

T = mi?, and U = Ss?,

respectively. Moreover, the system dynamics are simply given by x = —s. Extending the dimension,
we can obtain a linear quadratic optimal control problem describing the trajectories of the system:

dfxz) _ [ -1
a\s |1 )%™
ty Ly T 00
J(x,s,vs):/mj?Q—Sstt:/<i:) (0 _g ><§>+mv§dt,
to

to

where the spring tension velocity vs plays the role of the control variable.

Now, we turn our attention to controlled mechanical systems. Generally speaking, a con-
trolled mechanical system is a mechanical system with a control parameter. This parameter
usually belongs to a set of functions over the control value space. Hence, the system is given
by the following definition:
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Definition A.1 (controlled mechanical system) Suppose that we are given a holonomical
and autonomous mechanical system, for which the configurations is a Riemannian manifold
M. Suppose also, that there is an active control that influences the system. This control
takes its values from the set U. Assuming, that there exists a functional L(x(t),z(t),u(.))
such that it reflects for any given control function u(.) the difference between the kinetic and
the potential energy of the system described by the configuration x, we can similarly to the
above manner calculate the system trajectory on M as a parametric variational problem, with
parameter u(.). Such mechanical systems are called controlled mechanical systems.

If the controller u(.) is chosen (by us) so that it minimizes a ”cost functional” .J, then we can
repose this problem as a (Stackelberg) differential game on M with the role of the "leader”
played by the active controller and the ”follower” by the nature:

1. For any given control u(.) find the solution of the variational problem

min L(z, Z,u(.)),

2. Knowing that the follower (=nature) uses an optimal strategy to play against w(.)
according to the above variational problem, find a strategy to minimize the functional

J.

This principle is investigated in several forthcoming works of Jank, Kun et al. (see for
instance [JKO01], [JK00a] or [JKK*01b]).
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Application of the results for the
stabilization and tracking of elastic
manipulators

After considering mathematical treatment and modeling, to end this Thesis, we now discuss
a possible application. There are several fields to choose examples from. Here, we deal with
a mechanical example taken from an ongoing project! in robotics.

Using robots for wide operating ranges or
for heavy loads often leads to problems
where the elasticity of the plant must be
taken into account. Nevertheless it is even
by heavy loadings a very important task,
that the robot goes along a predefined
path.

In the sequel, we investigate a very inter-
esting problem, the so-called output track-
ing problem: Given a trajectory in the
output-space, find a control function, such
that the output signal of the system al-
ways remains on the given trajectory.

Since this exactness is usually superflu-
ous for technical systems, we modify the
problem settings, allowing small devia-
tions from that given trajectory, but re-
quiring low resource-usage (i.e. slow ve-
Figure B.1: Elastic robot locities, forces, or displacements, etc.).

To illustrate solution concepts for this setup, we present the following system (see Figures
B.1% and B.2).

!Special Research Area on ”Elastic Manipulators for Heavy Loads in Complex Systems” — University
Duisburg

2Picture included with the kind permission of the Department for Measurement and Control, University
Duisburg
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Beam

Sg S Yo

mg Vo WY -~

- Ty

Load

Cyl i nder

N

Figure B.2: Kinematical and dynamical model of the elastic robot

Our goal is to find an input function y(¢), which drives the end of the elastic beam on
a given trajectory yg(t). To solve this problem, we first need to establish the dynamical
equations:

Using Newton’s law for mechanical system, we conclude that the system dynamics is given

by

mpip(t) = Sp(yc(t) —ys(t)) + Dp(yc(t) — ys(t))
meiic(t) = Spys(t) —yc(t) + Sc(yo(t) — yc(t)) + Dp(ys(t) — e (t)) — Deye(?),
(B.1)
where the parameters Sg, Sc, D, Do, mp, m¢ still have to be identified.

The above system is a typical example for a controlled mechanical system. It is of second or-
der, that has to be first transformed into a first order system. This is possible by introducing
the new variables

vo(t) = yo(t) and vp(t) = ys(t).
Moreover, to avoid technical problems, we need to use a possibly low velocity of the piston
and hence we introduce the piston velocity

vo(t) = go(t),

too. Now we can rewrite equations (B.1) into the well known form of an autonomous linear
control system:

ys(f) 00 L0 0T )] 0
d yo(t) (?9 SO (j)j Dl 0 ye (t) 0
v | = | —me me. ww w9 [ es() |40 w(). (B2)
vo(t) pp —smde Dn _beie So || vo(t) 0|
Yo(t) 0 0 0 0 0 yo(t) ;
z(t) A B

As stated before, our aim is to control the piston (yo(t)) in a way, that the load at the end
of the beam (yp(t)) follows a predefined signal (y5(¢)). In order to obtain this beam-position
(yg )-tracking, we introduce the following ”costs” over the tracking-horizon [to,t]:

ty

J(z,u) = / (2(t) — 2 ()T Q(x(t) — (1)) + ru(t) dt

to

H(a(ty) — a*(tg) Kp(a(ty) — *(tf)),
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R5><5

with a positive semidefinite matrix Q) € | , k>0 and

The matrix K is mainly introduced for technical reasons and will be specified later. For
simplicity, in the sequel we use

10000
00000
Q=00100
00000
00000

As one can see, minimizing this functional means a balancing between small deviation from
the predefined trajectory and high piston velocities. Indeed, the term x controls this weight-
ing. Higher values mean that high piston velocities should be punished more, wheres lower
values for k result in a very robust tracking with possibly high velocities .

Nevertheless, the above optimal control problem has not been handled before. Rewriting J
we obtain, that it is not purely quadratic on x. Hence, we cannot expect, that the solution
is a pure feedback term, as for the control problems discussed in Section 1.4.

If we assume, that the optimal feedback control u* has the form

u*(t z) = —iBT<fo + ;e(t))

for some constant matrix K; € IR”*® and some function e(t) € IR?, then the Hamilton-Jacobi
equations (see Section 2.3.2) yield:

é(t) = —(A— SK)Te(t) +2Qx*(t), e(ty) = —2K;x*(ts) (B.3)
where the feedback matrix K is the positive semidefinite solution of the Riccati equation
~ATK; — K;A—Q+ K;SK; =0. (B.4)
Then, clearly K(t) = Ky is a solution of the matrix Riccati differential equation
K=-A"K - KA-Q+ KSK, K(t;) =Ky,

which means, that we don’t have to deal with a time-dependent feedback-matrix K (t).
Hereby denotes (as usual) S = 1BBT. As one can see, the feedback-part of the control
(K sz) is independent of the tracking trajectory, whereas the open-loop driving-part (e(t)) is
clearly influenced by it.

We can now give an algorithm to solve the beam-position tracking problem:

1. Calculate the matrices A, B, S and Q.
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2. Find a "weighting” « > 0.

3. Solve the algebraic Riccati equation (B.4) for Ky > 0.
4. Solve the terminal value problem (B.3).

5. Establish a feedback controller u;(z) = —t BT K.

6. Generate the signal us(t) = —5-BTe(t).

7.

Calculate the sum of the signals u; and us and use it as the piston velocity vg(t).

In order to illustrate the potential of the above technique, let us consider the following system
parameters (see also [PN0O]):

Sc = 12000 N/m, D¢ := 5500 Ns/m, Sp := 57424 N/m, Dp := 300 Ns/m,
mp = T702.5 kg, mc := 2000 kg

Furthermore, we use the weighting x = 0.1. A simulated output signal with the above
algorithm for this system is shown on Figure B.3. The line with the small circles illustrates
the reference trajectory, and the solid line is the simulated one.

0.3

0.254

0.2

0.15

o
0.1

0 2 4 . 6 8 10

Figure B.3: Simulation of the non-disturbed tracking problem

To show the robustness of this method, we simulate a disturbed situation, too. Suppose
that an unknown force acts at the end of the beam, resulting an oscillation as can be seen
on Figure B.4. The simulated trajectory under the same disturbance, after switching on the
controller is illustrated on Figure B.5.

Finally, it should be pointed out, that — although it seems to be very powerful — the above
method is by no means the only possible solution concept. Another solution method, using
the theory of flat systems, which are not handled in the framework of this Thesis, can be
found in the work of Polzer and Nissing [PN0O].

Besides control theoretical approaches, it is also possible to establish a model based on a
game-theoretical background. However, since this model is based on a Stackelberg concept,
which lies outside of the topics covered in this Thesis, it cannot be discussed here. For more
details on that approach, refer to [JKKT01b].
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Figure B.4: Oscillation of the beam caused by the external disturbance
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Figure B.5: Simulation of the disturbed tracking problem
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