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H . Optimal Control of Jump Systems Over

Multiple Lossy Communication Channels

Abhijit Mazumdar, Srinivasan Krishnaswamy and Somanath Majhi

Abstract

In this paper, we consider the H., optimal control problem for a Markovian jump linear system (MJLS) over a
lossy communication network. It is assumed that the controller communicates with each actuator through a different
communication channel. We solve the H, optimization problem for a Transmission Control Protocol (TCP) using
the theory of dynamic games and obtain a state-feedback controller. The infinite horizon H., optimization problem
is analyzed as a limiting case of the finite horizon optimization problem. Then, we obtain the corresponding state-

feedback controller, and show that it stabilizes the closed-loop system in the face of random packet dropouts.

Index Terms
Networked control systems, H., optimal control, packet loss, TCP, UDP.
I. INTRODUCTION

A network control system (NCS) is a system that uses a communication network to share information among
different subsystems, viz: controller, actuators, and sensors. NCS has many practical applications [1]-[3].

A communication network introduces time-delays [4], packet losses [S], and quantization [6] into the system.
Packet loss is a very serious issue as it can bring about system instability. As Bernoulli processes are easy to
analyze, packet loss is often modeled as an independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) Bernoulli process [,
[7]. However, this doesn’t capture the temporal correlation often seen in packet losses. One can alternatively use
the Gilbert-Elliot channel model, wherein packet losses are modeled as a Markov process [§]].

There are two types of communication protocols used in NCSs: Transmission Control Protocol (TCP) and User
Datagram Protocol (UDP). In a TCP-like protocol, packet receptions are acknowledged, while in a UDP-like protocol
there is no such acknowledgment.

In many practical systems, for example dc-dc converters, random factors such as environmental changes and
component failure can bring about abrupt changes in the system behavior [9]. To factor this in, one can consider a
set of mathematical models. Each abrupt change causes the system behavior to switch from one model to another.
A system where these mathematical models are linear and the switching process is a Markov process is known as

a Markovian jump linear system [10].

Abhijit Mazumdar, Srinivasan Krishnaswamy and Somanath Majhi are with the Department of Electronics & Electrical Engineering, Indian

Institute of Technology Guwahati, Guwahati-781039, India. E-mails: {abhijit.mazumdar, srinikris, smajhi} @iitg.ac.in


http://arxiv.org/abs/1911.00668v1

Linear quadratic Gaussian (LQG) control problem for an NCS with a TCP-like protocol is dealt with in [5], [L1].
In [5], an LQG controller with a UDP-like protocol is also designed. Extending this work, [8] studies the LQG
control problem with Markovian packet losses. The LQG control over multiple lossy networks under a TCP-like
protocol is investigated in [12]]. In [13], a linear quadratic optimal controller for an MJLS is designed over multiple
Gilbert-Elliott type channels.

The H., control problem with a Bernoulli packet loss model has been addressed in [14]-[16]. In [17]], a time-
invariant H, controller is designed with a Markovian packet loss model. With a TCP-like protocol, a minimax
(H optimal) control problem with a Bernoulli packet loss model is investigated in [7]], [18]]. For both TCP-like
and UDP-like protocols, minimax controllers are designed in [19]. [20] generalizes the results of [18] to the multi-
channel case. The H, optimal control problem for a linear time-invariant (LTI) system over a Gilbert-Elliott channel
is solved in [21]]. In [22], an H, controller for an MJLS with Bernoulli type packet losses in the measurement
channel is designed.

In this paper, we solve the optimal H, control problem for an MJLS over multiple lossy channels. The feedback
channels are assumed to be lossless [23]]. In the event of a packet loss, we employ the zero input strategy. It
is assumed that each actuator communicates with the controller through a unique Gilbert-Elliott type channel.
Existence conditions for the finite horizon controller are derived in terms of the disturbance attenuation level ~y
and the packet arrival probabilities. The convergence of the infinite horizon cost function along with the stability
analysis are also investigated. Using a numerical example, we demonstrate the convergence of the infinite horizon
cost and its dependence on the control packet arrival probabilities.

The paper is structured as follows. Section II describes the H, control problem with packet losses. Section III
contains the solution to the problem for both finite and infinite horizon cases. The convergence of the infinite horizon
cost function and the stability of the closed-loop system are also investigated. Simulation results are presented in
Section IV followed by the conclusion in section V.

Notation: Pr(.) is used to denote probability and Pr(.|T") represents conditional probability given T. diag{ay, ..., an }
represents a diagonal matrix with aq, ..., a, as its diagonal elements. E[.] stands for expected value of a random
variable, while E[.|Y] denotes expected value given Y. ||z|| := (272)"/? and ||z||p := (27 Pz)/? denote the
Euclidean norm and the weighted Euclidean norm respectively. For matrices X (0), X (1), ..., X (1), IIl_, X (¢) :=
X)X ({1 —=1)..X(0). L2(]0,00),R™) is the space of square-summable sequences of vectors {vy}. ;4 denotes
the sequence {xy, T+ 1, ..., Ti+n }. v1" represents the sequence {v!,v?, ...,v"}. For a matrix P, P >0 and P > 0
imply that P is positive definite and positive semi-definite respectively. Further, by P < oo, we imply that all the

elements of P are finite.

II. PROBLEM FORMULATION

Consider the following discrete-time Markovian jumped linear system:

Tyl = A(rk)mk + B(rk)uZ + D, (rk)wk W
2 = C(r)zk + D(rk)ug,



where 3, € X C R" denotes the state vector, ui € &/ C R™ denotes the control input to the actuators, wy, € W
C L5([0,00),R?) denotes the disturbance input, z;, € RP is the controlled output. {ry} is an irreducible, aperiodic
and time-homogeneous Markov chain where r, € D £ {1,2,..., M} (M < oc). The transition probability matrix
of the Markov chain is given by 7 = [p;;], where

pij = P?”(”I‘k+1 :]|7'k = Z),VZ,_] S D,k) =0,1,2,...

Standard terminology related to a Markov chain is used in this work.

Throughout the paper, it is assumed that state of the system x; and Markov chain state r; are directly accessible
to the controller. We also assume that A(ry) is full rank for all r;, € D.
Suppose uy, is the controller output which is sent to the actuators through the lossy network. If uj, is the input to
the actuators, then:

upy = Eplg, ()

where &, = diag{v},v?,...,v7"} represents the packet loss conditions of all the channels at the time-index k. For
each i € {1,2,..,m}, vl denotes the packet loss condition in the it" channel (vi, = 0 implies a packet loss and
vi = 1 implies a successful packet delivery in the it" channel). The Gilbert-Elliott channel model is a two-state
Markov chain, successful delivery of a packet being the good state and packet loss being the bad one [8] [24]. Let
ot = Pr(vl =1|v,_, =1), it = Pr(v} =1Jv,_; =0).

Note 1: At k = 0, the probability of a data packet loss (or, successful packet arrival) in the [*" channel is given

as follows [8]]:
Pr(vk=0) =1 -a)/(1+a —3"
Pr(vi=1) =" /0 +a" - 3").
|
Note 2: Tt is to be noted that {r}} and {v!} for each € {0, 1, ..., (2™ — 1)} are independent Markov processes.
O

For a TCP-like protocol, the information set Z;, available to the controller at k*" time-index is expressed as:
Tk = {205 s Ths 70, e Thoy §0, =1}

The control policy (o. and the disturbance policy 7.5, for a horizon k are the sequences (o.x = {Co, ---, Cx } and
No:k = {no, ..., Mk} respectively. Here, ¢; maps the information set Z; to the control input at the i*” time-index,
ie., u; = (;(Z;). Similarly, n; maps the information set Z; to the disturbance input at the i" time-index, i.e.,
w; = 1;(Z;). ¢ and n; are the optimal control and disturbance policy, respectively.

In this work, we consider the following notion of stability.

Definition 1: The system with ur = 0, wgx = 0 is said to be mean-square stable if leII;OE[kaHQ’IO} =0,
for all ¢ and rq. O]
In [25]], the following notion of observability for an MJLS is defined.

Definition 2: Consider the system without disturbance (wy = 0). Take any initial Markov process state 7,
and any two initial system states z{ and z2. Suppose, for a known input ug, 2x(zo = 2}) = 2 (zo = 23), VE < T

implies Pr(z{ = 23) > 0. The system is said to be weakly observable if E {T} < 0. a



Further, to test weak observability, [25] also provides an algebraic condition as given by lemma below.

Lemma 1: The system (1) without disturbance (wy, = 0) is said to be weakly observable if and only if there exists a
transition path {rg,r1, ..., 7r—1} inside D with T' < oo, for which the jump observability matrix O(rg, 71, ..., '7—1)
has

rank O(ro,r1,...,77—1) = rank =n.

LC(rr— )T 2 A(rs)
(]
Remark 1: In [25], the condition for weak observability is presented for the case when the Markov chain has
more than one closed communicating class. In our case, as the Markov chain {r} is irreducible, we have only
one closed communicating class D. Hence, the system will be weakly observable if there exists a transition path
{ro,71, ..., r7—1} inside D with T' < oo for which the condition given in Lemma [Tl is satisfied. O
The objective of this work is to solve the following problem.
Problem: Design state-feedback control policies for the system with network induced constraint such that

with a state-feedback control law, the closed-loop system attains the following requirements:
(R.1) L9 gain from the disturbance input wy, to the controlled output 2z, must be less than or equal to some vy > 0,
i.e., with zero initial condition xqg = 0,
N N
ZIE[HZHF‘IO] <7237 Jjwil 2, VN € Z*.
k=0 k=0
(R.2) The closed loop system is mean-square stable.
The H,., optimal control problem can be analyzed in the framework of dynamic games [19]], [26]. Subject to
the constraints defined by the system dynamics (), one can formulate a zero-sum game with the following cost

function:

N-1
In (o, m0n-1) = E[llaw By + D 124l = 72 llwnl 2 | To]. 3)
k=0

Using Equation (@) in (@), the cost function becomes:

N-1

IN(Co:n—1,M0:N—1) = E[Hl’NH%/V + Z ||xk||‘2/V(rk)
k=0 €]

ey = 71l P[Zo]

where W > 0, W (ry) = CT(ry)C(ry) and R(ry) = DT (ry)D(r). Further, C(ry) and D(r},) satisfy the following
assumptions:
(@) CT(rr)D(rg) = 0,Vry € D; implying that there are no cross product terms in the cost function ().

(b) R(rr) > 0, Vr, € D; implies nonsingularity of the optimal control problem.

In the game with the cost function (@), the control input uy acts as the minimizing player and the disturbance
wy, acts as the maximizing player. From the theory of zero-sum game, it is well established that the game admits
a minimax solution or Nash equilibrium, if one can find a saddle-point policy ({g._1,75.x—1) Which satisfies the
inequality:

JN(CS:N—MWO:N%) < JN(CS:NAJ?S:N%) < JN(CO:N—MUS:NA)' ©)



Remark 2: For the particular case when D = {1}, i.e., for an LTI system, this problem has been addressed in
[21]. However, only one communication channel has been considered between the actuators and the control unit.
]

Remark 3: If &, takes only two values: Oy, x.m Or 1,,xm, then multi-channel case becomes equivalent to the single
channel case. 0

Before going on to the main results, we define a few terms which will be used in the sequel.

(a) 9 ={1,2,...,m} is the index set for the actuators.

(b) .#; is given by:
I; = {p € 4 : p'" entry in the m-bit binary
representation of j is 1, where
position number of the least

significant bit (LSB) is assumed to

be 1}.

1, if le.s
© N(j) = diag{a”}; where a;; =

0, if I ¢ .7
for [ =1,2,....m.

(d) Suppose, at the stage (k — 1) the actuators that receive control command are the ones indexed by the elements
of .#;. Then, the probability that, at the stage &, the actuators that receive control command are those indexed
by the elements of .7 is given by:

P =, I Pr(vf = 1fges = N()), I Pr(ef = 0fges = N()).
For the case when there is no information available regarding the previous packet loss condition (e.g. at the
stage k = 0), we define the following function:

P(l) = hé’(I]lPr(v,liL = 1)h£}lPr(vZ =0).

Also, Py(l) = Pi(l) for k> 1 and &,_; = N(j). Further, Py(1) = P(1).

(e) Let Y(.) be a map from 27 to spaces which are closed under addition and scalar multiplication. Now, L7 (.),

L(.) and L (.) are defined as follows:

2™ —1

L (Y(.)) =Y PyY Q).
=0

2m—1

For k> 1, Ly(.) = LY (Y(.)) if €x_1 = N(5). and Lo() = t(Y(.)).

III. MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we deal with the design of finite horizon and infinite horizon controllers.



A. Finite Horizon Control:

By substituting (@) in cost function (@), we get the following:

N-1

IN(Co:n—1,M0:N—-1) = E[m}{;W&:N + Z i W (r)z
k=0 6)

+U£S£R(m)€kuk — ’}/2101::101@‘1-0} .
The optimal cost-to-go or value function at the stage k is given by:

. T
Vi, n(Tk, Tk, Ek—1) = min  max E [xNW:cN
Uk:N—1 Wg:N—1

O]

N-1
+ Z xZW(rp)xp + ugprR(rp)fpup — fy2w§wp Ik}.
p=k

Using principle of optimality, one can express (7) as:

Vi, N (T, Tk, Ek—1) = min max E [ng(rk)xk + ufng(m)fkuk
Uk Wk
(8)
—wi wg + Vi1, N (Tr+1, Tht1, fk)|zk].

Equation (8)) is called the Isaacs equation (finite horizon).
We now proceed to derive conditions under which the value of the game with cost function (8) has a well defined

solution.
For k € [0,N — 1], j € {0,1,...,(2™ = 1)}, r, = @ € D, consider the following coupled algebraic Riccati
equations (CARE:s):

Sk (i,3) = W (i) + T (i, )L (20, ) ) T ()

=7 Wkn (i) Ve v (i, )
20t T &)
+ 3 PeOE[(AG) = BON DTk () + D)W (,5))

=0

% v i, l)(A(i) — BONOTrn(i, ) + Dl(i)\llk,N(Lj))}

where,
Lr v (2,7)
= (0w (09)) " [Le(Ferv,0) (A0) + Dr@ WG )] o
Wk, (i, 7)
= [1+ (@rn(i.7) " DT (L (5 n G, )
x (Mn(5.9) L (T (.0) i) O () (10b)
x [Df(i)Lk(mH,N(@.)) - Di‘r(i)Lk(%ﬂl’N(iw))
x (Ak,w(uj))flLk(%ﬂ,N(a .))]A(i)7
01 (i,3) = 7°1 = DY ()L Zicsr.x (i, ) ) D1 0, (100)
Awn(i,5) = Ly (f%k+1,N(i7 .))7 (10d)
2(i,e) = N(e)R(D)N(e), (10e)

%JrlyN(ive) :N(e)BT(i)%kJrl,N(i?e% (IOf)



Rri1,n(i,e) = N(e) [R(i) + BT (i) Zir1,n (i, €) B(i) [N (e), (10g)
M

L1, (3, 1) = Zpid5k+1,N(d7 0), (10h)
d=1

with Exx(i,j) = W; Vi€ D,je{0,1,...(2" —1)}. (10i)

Note 3: Tt is assumed that Z, y(4,j) =0 forall ¢ > N+1,i €D, j € {0,1,...,(2™ — 1)}. Thus for all i € D,
j€{0,1,...,(2™ - 1)}, s > N, one gets O, n(i,) = 1. g
Lemma 2: Suppose at the (k — 1) time index (k > 1), the actuators which successfully receive the control
signals are those indexed by the elements of .%, i.e., &x—1 = N(j). Then, for the Isaacs equation (8) the following
claims are true:
(a) The value function at the stage k € [0, N] is well defined if and only if:
()
Or.n(,§) > 0. (11
(ii)
O,n(e, f) > 0;

k+1<I<N+1,YeeDVfe{01,., (2" —1)}

12)

where Oy n(4,7) for k € [0, N] is as defined in (I0d) and © 11 n(Z,7) is as given in Note 3.

(b) The value function is given by:
Vi (20,8, V() ) = o S G e, (13)

where =, n(i,7) for all p € [0, N] is defined in @©).
(c) Egn(i,j) >0forall ke [0,N],ieD,je{0,1,..,(2™—-1)}.
Proof: We prove the Lemma using induction.
Using (), one can easily express the value function at the stage k = N as VNN (:CN, i,/\/(j)) = x%EMN(i,j)xN,
where En n(i,j) = W > 0 forall i € D, j € {0,1,...,(2™ — 1)}. Further, in view of Note 3] for all j €
{0,1,...,(2™ —= 1)}, i € D, On41,n(i,5) =¥*I > 0. Hence the lemma is true for the case k = N.
Suppose, the lemma is true for all the stages k > p + 1.
The necessary part of statement (a) can be proved in exactly the same way as Theorem 3.2 in [26]. We now prove
the sufficiency part.
Assume that O; y(¢,7) >0 forp+1<I<N,VieD,and Vj € {0,1,...,(2™ — 1)}. Then, with information set
Ly, if &1 = N(5):

E [Verl,N(merh Tp+1,Ep) Ip]

_ Zil Po()[(AG)2s + BON Wy + D1 (i)wp)T (14)

=0

X 1w (i 1) (A(i):c,, + BN (Duy + Dl(i)wp)] .



From (8) with k = p, and using (I4):
Von (:c,” ro, g,,,l) — min max E [:c;fW(i):c,, + ul & R(0)Epup
Up Wp
om _1 T
—Yugw,+ > P (A@w, + BONQup + Di(i)w, ) (15)

1=0

x L iy ) (A0, + BEON Oy + Di)wy )|
Consider the following functional:

Hy v (s, wpy 7 = iy €5-1) = E [l vy + 11, meogy
Ip].

Observe that H,, n(p, Up, wp, 1, Ep—1) is quadratic in up, w, and x, for all 4 € D. Thus, a unique saddle-point

16)

=l + Vorr,n (291, 711,65

exists if and only if H, n (:cp, Up, Wy, Tp = 1, fp_1> is convex in u, and concave in w,. Differentiating (I6) and

using (I4),

2 .
0" Hp,n (xp:“p:wpvl:fpfl)

duZ = Ly (o150, ), (17a)
& Hp,n (xp, Up, Wp, i,fp,l)
53
= D (i)L, (%erl,N(i, ))D1(z) — I (17b)
= =6~ (i,7)-

By our assumption Z,41 n(i,75) > 0 for all ¢ € D, j € {0,1,...,(2™ — 1)}. Thus Z,41,n(i) > 0, i € D and

82I"IP,N Tp,Up,Wwp, i, N ()

j€{0,1,....,(2™ —1)}. So, R(7) > 0 implies Zp+1,~5(3,j) > 0. Hence, oz > 0. Therefore,

Hp N (2, up, wp, i, N'(§)) is convex in u,. Also, if ©, n(i,j) > 0, then Hy n (2p, up, wp, i, N(j)) will be concave

in wp. Now, if (u;, w;) is the saddle-point, then:

OHp N (xpvupva: ivfpfl)

=0
8’& u¥,wk
P p"p (18)
OHp, N (xp7upva7 i7§pfl)
=0.
a'LUp u;;,w;;
Solving (I8), one gets:
up, = G (Zp) = —Tp,n (35 §)2p (192)
wy, =0y (Lp) = Yp,n (i, 5)p, (19b)

where, I';, n(7,7) and W, N (4, j) are as defined in (I0a) and (IOB), respectively. As %Zp+1,n(4,7) > 0, invertibility
of Apn(i,j) forall i € D and j € {0,1,...,(2™ — 1)} is guaranteed. Further, invertibility of A, n(i) ensures
finiteness of W, n(i,7) if ©p n(i,j) > 0. Thus, T', x(,7) is finite. Substituting the saddle-point (u,wy) from

(19a) and (T9B) in (I3) with k = p:

VP’N(‘TZH ZyN(J)) = .'IEZ;EP,N(L]')ZEP,



where Z, n(i,7) is got by solving ().
Observe that Hy, y (2, u), wy, = 0,4, N(j)) > 0 foralli € D and j € {0,1,..., (2™ — 1)} as Ep41,n(i,7) > 0 for
alli e D, j €{0,1,...,(2™ — 1)}. Also, as w,, is the maximizing player:

prN(xP7U;7w;7i7N(j)) 2 prN (Zl’p,U;,O,i,N(j)) 2 0

Therefore,
Voun (20,6, N (7)) = 2 Ep.n (i, 1)
= Hp N (xp, up, wp, i, N (5)) (20
> 0.
As @20) holds for all xp # 0, EpyN(i,j) > 0. Hence, the lemma is true for the stage k = p. O

As a direct consequence of Lemma[2] we get the following result.
Corollary 3: At the stage k € [0, N — 1], a unique saddle-point exists if and only if conditions (i) and (ii) given
in (a) in Lemma 2 are satisfied. Also, the saddle-point at the stage k € [0, N — 1] is as given by (19a) and (I9b). O

Note 4: One can observe that for a fixed rg, Zg v (19,0) = Zg n(10,1) = ... = Eon (ro, (2m — 1)) Hence, if a
unique saddle-point exists at the stage k = 0, Vo n (a:o, TO,N(O)) =Von (xo, TO,N(l)) =.=WnN (xo, ro, N (2™ —
1)) = \707 N (xo, ro) (say). The value of the game with the cost function (@) is then given by:

JN(CS:thn(;;:Nfl) = %,N (1}07 TO) = xgjé()’N(To).fC(h (21)

where g n(r0) = Zo.n(ro,7) for all j € {0,1,..., (2™ — 1)}.
O
Lemma 4: Consider that a unique saddle-point exists at the stage k = 0. Then, with the optimal control sequence

ug. y—1> L2 gain from disturbance wy, to controlled output z;, of the closed loop system is less than or equal to .

Proof: If a unique saddle-point exists at the stage k£ = 0, then,
IN TN S (@) < Un (e
= v <IN (VT T = 20 Eo,v (ro) o
(using(lZl]))
— In(CT YT <0

(considering zero initial condition)

N-1
— E[llenlly + Y lla4l” =7 llwilP|Zo] <0
k=0
(using(El))
N-1 N-1
— Y E[llal?|T] <47 3 lhwnl
k=0 k=0

Therefore, £, gain from the disturbance input wy, to the controlled output zj, is less than or equal to ~. It completes
the proof. g
In the subsequent results, we shall assume that W (ry) > W for all ry.
Lemma 5: If a unique saddle-point exists at the stage k € [1, N], then Z n(4,7) > Epy1,n(i,5) for all k > 1,
i€Dand je{0,1,..,(2m - 1)}.
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Proof: This result is proved using induction.

From Note Bl =x+1,~5(4,7) = 0. Thus:

ENnN(i,7) =W 20 =En41,n5(4, 7).
For the stage k = p, from (I3):
Vo (2,3, M)
= 2" Epn (i, f)x

= min max [xTW(z)x + uTLp (‘32(17 ))u —~wTw

v w (22)
2™ —1 T
+ 3 PO (A + BONu+ Da(iyw) Zpsrw(is)
=0
x (A(i):c + BN (u + Dl(i)w)] .
Replacing p by p + 1 in the above equation:
VP+1,N (ZE,Z,N(])) = xTEP‘Fl,N(Z':j)x
= min max [:CTW(Z)SC +u" Ly (\,@(z7 ))u — 7w w
oam_q (23)

+ 3 Poa (Al + BON W+ Di(iw) Ziian(i,.)
=0

x (A(z’)x + B()N(D)u + Dy (i)w)] .
Suppose, the lemma is true for the stage k = p+ 1. Thus, =41 5 (7,7) > Ept2,n(i,7) forall i € D and j € N (j).
Note that, Pp(.) = Pps1(.) and Ly (.) = Lypy1(.) if §—1 = &,. Further, for two functions g (u,w) and gs(u, w),
if g1(u,w) > ga2(u,w) for all u,w, then one can show that: min max g¢;(u,w) > min max gs(u,w). Then, from
(22) and @3):

Von (:c zyN(j)) > Vorin (»’v iW(j)) (24)

— 2" Ep N (i, f)e > 2T Epia N (4 )
Since (24) holds true for all  # 0, =, N (i,7) > Zp41,8(4, ) forall i € D and j € {0,1,..., (2™ — 1)}. O

Lemma 6: Suppose a unique saddle-point exists for the stage k > 1. Then, Zx n(i,7) = Exy1,8+1(4, ) for all
k>1,ieDandjec{0,1,.., (2" -1)}.
Proof: To prove the lemma, we again use induction.
For the base case, one gets that: VN)N(,T, i,/\/(j)) = VNt1.N41 (:v, i,/\/(j)) =T Wa.
Consider the following:
Vo (2,4, N () = 2" Epn (i)
= min max [xTW(z)x +u"L, (Q(z, ))u — 7w w
2" 1 T (25)
+ > PO(A@e + BONOu+ Di(iw) Zpiaw(is)
1=0

x (A(i)x + BN () + Dy (i)w)]
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VP+1,N+1 <ZC7 Z7N(j))
= 2" Epy1n41(, )z

= mln max [:c W(i)x +u” Ly (Q(z, ))u — 72w w 26)

+ z Py () (AGi)e + BGN @+ Dyfipw)

x Zpranialis ) (A@z + BON(Ou+ Diiw)]
Assume now that the lemma is true for the stage k = p + 1. Hence, Z,41,~5 (4, j) = Ept2,n+1(%, ), Vi € D and
Vi e {0,1,...,(2™ —1)}. Therefore, Zp41,n(4,7) = Zpra,n+1(3, 7). Also, Pp(.) = Ppr1(.) and L, (.) = Lp1(.)
if £,—1 = &,. Therefore, from (23) and @6), one gets that Z, x(i,7) = Ep+1.8+1(4, 7]
{0,1,..., (2™ — 1)}. O

j) forall i € D and j €

Note 5: From Lemma 4 and Lemma 5, Z;, v (i,7) > Zpt11,n5(4,J) = Zp.n-1(4,7) or Ep nv_1(i,7) < Ex.n(%,]).

Thus, foralli € Dand j € {0,1,...,(2™—1)}, the sequence {Ekyc(i J }

monotonically increases with c. _kH ]
Lemma 7: Suppose a unique saddle-point exists at the stage k& = 0. Then, the sequence {éo’c(i)}il =
{éoﬂl(i,j), E0.2(4,7); -.n) éoyN(i,j)} monotonically increases with c.
Proof: Using (8), for a horizon [ € [1, N| one can write the value function at the stage k = 0 as:
Vou(zo,i) = E [mOTW( )z + ul L(,@( ))uo — 2wl wo -
+Vi (961,7‘1750)‘1'0]-
Considering the horizon to be | + 1, we can write @7) as:
Vous1(w0,9) = E[[af W (i)wo + ug L(2(,.) )uo — 7*wg wo .
+V1,L+1(x177‘1,€o) ‘Io]. 29
From Note [5]
E{Vl,z(iﬂl,ﬁ,fo) ‘Io} < E[W,Hl(wl,ﬁfo)‘%]
Thus from @7) and 28):
Vo,i1(zo,7) < Vo141 (0, 17)
(29)
— @5 Zou(i)xo < 20 Zo,141 () 0.
Since (29) is satisfied for all zg # 0, = = (1) <E = 1+1(7) for all ¢ € D. O
B. Infinite Horizon Control:
For the infinite horizon case, we consider the following cost function:
Joo (€000, M0:00) = [Zwk (ri)zr + ug, & R(ri)Eru 0

—nywgwk‘Io].

N
In the next lemma, we provide certain conditions for convergence of the sequence {EQ ~(i,J )} i as N — oc.
c=k+1
Lemma 8: Suppose ~ and ©%™, '™ are chosen such that for all finite N € Z*, k € [0,N],i € D, j €
{0,1,...,(2™ = 1)},

{Ek k1%, 7)s Bk k2 (4, 7)), ---,Ek,N(iJ)}
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(i) O n(i,5) > 0.
(i) Epn(i,]) < 0.
Then, there exist Z(i) < oo and Z(i,5) < oo such that Nlim Zo.n (i) = 2(4), and for k > 1, Nlim Epn(i,g) =
—00 —00

2(i,j) foralli € D, j € {0,1,2,..., (2™ — 1)}.

N
Proof: From Note [5land Lemma[7] monotonicity of the sequence {E;m(i, J )} for k € [0, 00) is guaranteed
1

if condition (i) is satisfied. Further, suppose v and plim, ﬂl:m are chosen such that for all finite N € Z*t, k € [0, N],
i€D,je{0,1,..,(2™ —1)} we have Zy n(i,7) < co. Hence, in view of Theorem 3.14 in [27], {EO’N(i>}i1’
and {Ek’N(i’j)}ikH for all k € [1,N7— 1] converge as N — oco. Therefore, there exist é(z) < oo and
=(i,7) < oo such that NILIHOOEO’N(Z.) = Z(i), and for k € [1,N], ngnooEk"N(i’j) = E(i,j) for all i € D,
j€{0,1,2,..,2m — 1)} O

Remark 4: For the case when the matrices D1 (i), i € D in (1) are square and full rank, Oy n(i,7) > 0 for all
ieD,je{0,1,...,(2™ — 1)} ensures that =4 n(¢,j) < co. In such a scenario, condition (i) in Lemma (8) alone

N
is sufficient for convergence of the sequence {Ek_c(i, ])} as N — oo.
’ c=k+1
N 0
If forall k € [1,N—1],i€ D, j € {0,1,..,(2™ — 1)}, the sequence {Ek,c(i,j)} L, converges as N — oo,
c=k+1
Een(, ), Ten(i,7), Okn(i,7), etc., will no longer be functions of k. The CAREs (9) then transform to the

following:

E(i,g) = W) + I (6,)7 (20,) )0 ) — 78 (5,) D, )
£ 3 PO[(A6) - BONOG.) + DTG, ) ZG0D 61)

=0
x (A(0) = BON DTG, 5) + Di(i)¥(,5)) ],

where T'(4, ), ¥(i,j) are the infinite-horizon counterparts of 'y n(7,;) and ¥y n(i, 7). Replacing Zx n(4,7) by
Z(4,7) in (I0a) and (IOB), I'(4,5) and (i, 5) can be derived easily.

Similarly, for the stage k£ = 0, infinite horizon CAREs takes the following form:

=60) = W) + T OL (206, ) ) T6) - 4" ()b ()

2t ~ = = T _
+ P(l)[(A(z’) —B(i)N(l)F(i)+D1(i)\I/(i)) (i) 32)

=0
x (A@) = BONOEG) + Di()¥6)) |

where f(z) and \il(z) can be got from (I0a) and (I0B) by replacing Ly (.) by L(.) and Zj, (i) by é(z) Further,
the infinite horizon Isaacs Equation is as given below:

V(2k, Tk, &k—1) = min max E [ka-W(Tk)ka + up, & R(ri)Exun
up Wk
(33)
—V*wi wi + V(@ht1, Trer1, fk)%c} :
One gets the following result by applying limit N — oo in Lemma
Lemma 9: Suppose v, '™ and + are chosen such that for all finite N € Z*, k € [0,N], i € D, j €
{0,1,...,(2™ — 1)}, conditions (i) and (ii) given in the Lemma [8] are satisfied. Then,

(a) The value function at the stage k € [1, 00] is expressed as:

V(mk7 i, N(j)) = 2723, e
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(b) The value function at the k = 0 stage is expressed as:
V(:co,ro) = x4 Z(ro)o.

(c) The infinite horizon saddle-point is given by:

[1>1

*

uj = —Tpaw; wi = Uy,
where
For k>1 , if rp =14 and &_1 = N(j),
then, Ty =T1(i,5), Up = U(i,7).
(34)
For k=0, if ro =1,
then, Tp=D(i), ¥o= ().

(d) The infinite horizon value of the game with the cost function (3Q) is expressed as follows:

T (Goes Miioc) = 4 E(r0)0. D
The following lemma establishes the positive definiteness of the fixed-point solutions of CAREs (31) and (32).
Lemma 10: Suppose, v, 5™ and ji*™ are chosen such that for all i € D, j € {0,1,...,(2™ — 1)}, and finite
N € Z*, k € [0, N], the conditions (i) and (ii) of Lemma [§ are satisfied. Further, if system (@) with u; = 0,
wy, = 0 is weakly observable, then, for all i € D, j € {0,1, ..., (2™ — 1)}, E() > 0 and Z(i, j) > 0.

Proof: Consider the following functional:

Hie (s iy ws iy €61 ) = E[llanl oy + el
Ly (Q(i,))

(35)
—’)’2||wk||2 + Vi, N <$k+17 Tht1, §k) ’Ik:| .
As (uj,wy) constitutes a saddle-point,
Hk,N (:Clm u27 w;:7 i7 gk*l) 2 Hk,N (:Clw ul; 07 i7 gkfl) .
Taking limit as N — oo:
lim Hy N(:ck7uk7wk7z € 1) > lim Hk,N(%u;Q@gk,l). (36)
Noroo N o0
Observe that
]}ijank,N(fk7UZ, w4, Ep—1 = N(J))
- V(:ck7i7/\f(j))
_ (37)
= hm ZE[mf $f+ZCfFfo(\g(i7.))Ff$f
_ ’yzw;wa‘Ik:I . (using dﬂ))
Also
lim Hj, N(l“lmulmo 1, 8k—1 —N(j))
N— o0
(38)

= Jim ZE[xf xf+:cfrfo(g(i7.))ff:cf’Ik].

Suppose f‘fxf # 0 for any ry € D (see the definition of ff in @)) Then as Ly (Q(z, )) > 0 for all f, and
W(rg) >0 for all ry € D, one gets:

Hi v (2,3, 0,5, 661 = N (9)) > af W (o)
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Now, consider the case when r fxy = 0forall ry € D. Then, for wy, = 0, the state equation (@ for all k£ transforms
into:
T+1 = A(rk):ck (39)

Therefore, from (38) and (39):
fim Hi v (i, i, 0,4, 61 = N())

N—o0

N
= ngnoo fz;c E [:C?W(rf):cf ’Ik]
=E [xfW(i)xk + Th A W (Thg1) Thp

e 2y W(rp)ap + ) AT (rp)W (rp1) A(rp)ap + ...

taf (57 AG)) Wy ) (257 AGr) )y (40)

N
+ lim Z xf W (re)a:

z)

= E[ng(z):ck + :cf+1W(rk+1):ck+1 + ..

N

T . T
+Zl’pg(7’p,7'p+1,...77'p+g)l’p +ng>noo Z [xt W(t)xt}
t=p+F+1

Ik]7

where

g(”‘l’? Tp+ls s TP+9)

=07 (7“,,7 Tptiy-ees rp+g) ﬁ’(rp7 Tptiy-ees rp+g).
Suppose, for a given Markov chain state 7,1, S, is the set of all transition paths of length (.7 — k) which
the Markov chain {r;} follows with nonzero probability. Let _# (rk,..., Tkt }qu) be the probability that, from
the stage k to k + .7, the Markov chain {r;} follows a transition path {ry,7xt1,...,7k+ } given ri_1, and
I (rp, e, rp+gz‘{rk, ...,Tp—1}) be the probability that, from the stage p to p + .%, the Markov chain {rj} follows
a transition path {rp,rpy1,...,7p+2 } given that it has followed the transition path {ry,rxt1,...,7p—1} from the

stage k to p — 1. Then,

E[xz::@@pﬂ“wh s Tp+y):cp Ik}
T
- Z [/(Tk+17 «-«7Tp71‘m)<ﬂf;klA(rl)xk)
(ricg1remp=1) €831, (41)
% Z [f(rpv---:rp+9—1‘{7’k+1,...,7’p,1})

Tp—1
(rpsesTpyr F—1)ES o g

X @(rp, e errg)} (Hf;klA(m):ck)}.
By our assumption, system (1)) with u,, = 0, w, = 0 is weakly observable. Thus, there exists a transition path of finite
length {i},,%p41, ..., ip+. | such that the jump observability matrix with respect to that particular transition path has
full column rank. Due to irreducibility of the Markov chain {7}, one can choose a finite p such that the probability
of occurring such a transition path is nonzero. Hence, the probablity that the matrix % (ip, Tpgly ey ip+f;) has full

rank would also be nonzero. Therefore, from @I):
T
E [mp @(rp7 Tptiy-ees rp+gc)mp

Thus, as W (rg) > 0 for all 7 € D, from Q) and @2):

zk] >0 42)

Jim Hi (i, 0,4, 61 ) > 2f W(i)a. 3)
—00
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Hence, from (@6), (37) and @3):
V(Sﬂk, i,,/\/(j)) = 2} Epth (using Lemma )
= ngnoon,N (xlw UZ7 w;; 7'7-/\/(-7))

> lim Hy, N(l’lmukyoyzv-/\/'(.])) 44

N—oo

(as wy, is the maximizing player)
> xi W (i),
where, for k > 1, Zj, = 2(,5) if i = 4, &r—1 = N'(j), and Zo = 2(3) if ro = i.
Since ([@4) is true for all 1, # 0, Z; > 0. Therefore, ;() > 0and Z(i,j) > 0 foralli € D and j € {0,1,..., (2™
D} O
Proposition 11: [28]] An irreducible Markov chain with a finite number of states is always recurrent. [l
Proposition 12: [29] For an irreducible, recurrent and aperiodic Markov chain, the limiting distribution for each

state is nonzero, i.e.,

lim Pr(rn:j‘rozi) >0, Vi,jeD.

n—00
0
In the following result, we shall show that the optimal controller stabilizes the closed-loop system while main-
taining a prescribed Lo gain.
Theorem 13: Suppose 9™, 1™ and ~ are chosen such that Vi € D and Vj € {0,1, ..., (2™ — 1)}, and for all
finite N € ZT, k € [0, N], the conditions (i) and (ii) of Lemma [§] are satisfied. Further, if system (@) with u; = 0
and wy = 0 is weakly observable, then:

(a) With the optimal control law uf..., Lo gain from the disturbance input wy, to the controlled output z; of the
closed loop system is less than or equal to 7.

(b) The optimal control law uf. ., = —T'jay, stabilizes the system (T} with arbitrary disturbance wy, € L2([0,00), R®).

Proof: Proof for claim (a) follows the same line of argument as the proof for Lemma 4]
Since the conditions (i) and (ii) of Lemma [§] are satisfied for all finite N € Z™T, k € [0, N,

JOO(CS:OCHT]O:OO) < JOO(Cgoo7n(;oo) = V(:C()?Z) < oo

2 * (12 2 2
— B[ llonllfrery + ikl e, =7 el |Zo] < o0
k=0

As wy, € L2([0,00),R*) or Y77 ||wk|]* < oo,

B[S llenlivien) +INEIE, (o, [T0] < o0
=0 R (45)

— E[; (kaHW(Tk) + ||z k||FTL (Q("‘kv))f‘k ‘Io] < 00.
Since W (ry) > 0, Ly (2(rk,.)) > 0 (as R(ry) > 0) for all k, r), € D, [@3) guaranties the convergence of the infinite
series Y, {||xk||W(T ‘IO} and > 77 [|| Kl ‘IO} In view of Theorem 3.23 in [27], conver-
f the infinit E| i
gence of the infinite series >~ , E| ||z k”FTL (2(re)) FrL. (200
Hence, as Ly (Q(rk, )) > 0 for all 7, € D, one gets that khm Fkxk =0 Wlth probability 1.
—00

FTLi (2(r,))T
IO} implies that lim ]E{||gc;€||2

o5 =0
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We now claim that lim E {||xk||2‘Io} = 0. We shall use contradiction in order to prove the claim. Assume that
lim E[||xk||2‘10} £0.
k—o0 ~
Using the system dynamics () with optimal control input u} = —I'jxy:
it Wi ]
- klirgo{E[foT(rk)W(rkH)(A(rk)xk — 2B(ri)Li (N'(.)) Tras

2D, (rk)wk) — 22T T L (N () BY (r) W (riep1) Da (rie)wie (46)

+ Iff‘ka (./\/())BT(Tk)W(Tk+1)B(Tk)kak

T }.

As lim Ty, = 0 with probability 1 and wy, € L3([0,00),R*), from D, lim {xkﬂ} = lim {A(rk):ck}. Thus,
—00 —00

pP—o0

(@6) implies:

+ wi DY (ri)W (riq1) D1 (1 )wg

lem E[x£+1W(rk+1):ck+1‘Io]
= 47)
= lim B2 AT (r)W (1) Alri)e | To.

k—oo

In similar fashion, we get:
lim E [xf+2W(rk+2):ck+2‘Io]
k— o0
= lim E [l’fﬂAT(Tk+1)W(7’k+2)A(7’k+1)$k+1‘Io] (48)

= Jim E[2f AT (r0) AT (rs )W (ris2) A(ris) A(re)an| T |

and so on.
From equations (7)), (@8).... one gets for .# > n:

lim E [:C%W(Tk)ick + :Cf+1W(Tk+1)$k+1 + :Cf+2W(Tk+2)$k+2

k—oo

F o, + xf+gW(Tk+y)xk+y‘Io]

= lim E[af W (ri)ar + ok AT ()W (resa) Ari) o
= (49)
+ ik AT (re) AT (P )W (rig2) AP ) A(re) Ty + .

T
+af (57 A)) W (e )T A o)
= klim E [mf@(rh Tht1y---s ng):ck‘Io] .
— 00

Note that the Markov chain {r} is irreducible and has a finite numeber of states. Thus from Proposition [I1] it is
recurrent. Hence, in light of Proposition 12 it has a nonzero limiting distribution for all the states. Therefore, one

can prove the following inequality by using the similar line of argument as used in the proof for Lemma

lim E[xf@(rk, Thtlyeees rk+g)xk’l}).] > 0. (50)

k—oo

Then, from (@9) and (30), one easily gets that, for certain ry, klim E [x{W(rk)xk }IO} # 0. Therefore, considering
—00
Theorem 3.23 in [27]], we can infer that the infinite series EZO:O E x{W(rk)xk}Io} does not converge. Further,

Ly (Q(i, .)) > 0 for all & € [0,00), i € D. Thus,

oo
2 2
E[Z k) + ||~’Uk||fng(2(rkw))fk IO] e

k=0

Hence, we arrive at a contradiction. Therefore, klim E{||xk||2’10} =0. O
— 00
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IV. NUMERICAL EXAMPLE

Let us consider an MJLS with the following system parameters:

D ={1,2},
1 2 1 1 2 1
A)=1o0 1 1|, BO)= |1 o, Di(1)= |1],
1 0 2 0 1 1
0 0 1 0
c(1)= (o 0|, D)= |0 1],
1 1 1 0
1 0 1 2 1
A(2)= |0 0ol, B2)= |1 o0f, Di(2)= |1},
1 0 0 1 1
0 0 0 1 1
c2=1o o o, D2=|0 1f,
1 1 1 0 0

State transition matrix for the Markov chain {r;} is given by:

0.45 0.55
0.4 0.6
Also, consider the following parameters:
1 1 1
wWl)=w2)= |1 1 1,
1 1 1
and
1 0 1 1
R(1) = , R(2)= .
0 1 1 2
9
8 W
= g
z 6r *
o *
j T
L
£ *
o sr *X%XX
2%<>< X Optimal cost with probabilities (0.88, 0.86, 0.89, 0.87)|
X s Optimal cost with probabilities (0.82, 0.81, 0.83, 0.85)
C A ‘ : ‘ :
1D 10 20 30 40 50 60 70

N

Fig. 1: Optimal cost Jy (¢*N=1 n*N=1) with o' = 0.88, v = 0.86, ii' = 0.89, 1?> = 0.87 (blue graph) and
vl =0.82, v2 = 0.81, it = 0.83, 1% = 0.85 (red graph).



<108

Optimal cost J, (¢™,n™7)

Fig. 2: Optimal cost Jy (¢*N =1 p*N=1) with o' = 0.72, 92 = 0.76, ' = 0.77, z? = 0.67.

100 T T T T T T T

90 1

80 1

701 1

60 [ 1

— Convergence region of CAREs (42) |
-

40t

30

20

101

0 I L I I
0.6 0.65 0.7 0.75 0.8 0.85 0.9 0.95 1

Fig. 3: Variation of 7, with different ', and 92 = 0.85, ! = 0.82, i = 0.8.

Convergence region of CARESs (42)

I L I
0.65 07 0.75 08 0.85 09 0.95 1

Fig. 4: Variation of ~, with different ji', and v = 0.85, 92 = 0.83, i? = 0.82.

18



19

0.5 x5(K) |

Ao

o

o
o

State trajectory (xk)

5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
Samples (k)

Fig. 5: Response of the states with the optimal control law for #! = 0.81, ¥? = 0.8, ! = 0.81, i2 = 0.79.

In order to demonstrate the influence of the control packet arrival probabilities on the infinite horizon optimal
cost, we compute the optimal cost for different horizon. With 2o = [0.1 0.2 0.3]7 as the initial state vector, optimal
cost is computed using (21)). Fig. [l shows the behavior of the optimal cost Jn (¢*VN =1, n*N=1) with the probabilities

o' =0.88, 92 = 0.86, ' = 0.89, 2 = 0.87 and #' = 0.82, v? = 0.81, &' = 0.83, i = 0.85. One can observe

C*Nfl, *Nfl)

that as packet arrival probabilities are reduced, the optimal cost Jy ( n converges to a higher value.
If the probabilities are reduced to o' = 0.72, 92 = 0.76, u' = 0.77, z? = 0.67, it can be observed, as shown in
Fig. 2 that the optimal cost Jy (¢*N =1, n*N=1) does not converge. In Fig. Bl the dependence of the critical value of
the H,, disturbance attenuation level v, on #! is demonstrated while keeping ©% = 0.85, 1! = 0.82 and i? = 0.8.
Similarly, Fig. @ shows the variation of . with respect to ji* while keeping v = 0.85, v2 = 0.83, i®> = 0.82.
The regions above the curve in Fig. 3 and Fig. [l correspond to the feasible region for convergence of the CAREs
(). Fig. B3 and Fig. [ suggest that as the control packet arrival probabilities (7' and ji', respectively) reduce, 7.
goes on increasing. Further, below a critical value of the control packet arrival probability, there does not exists any
finite value for ~y. such that CAREs (1) admit a unique fixed-point solution. The decaying state responses with

the optimal controller is shown in Fig. [ with disturbance input wy, = sin(0.27k)cos(0.27k)e /2.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have designed the optimal H, controller for a Markovian jumped linear system over multiple
communication channels. Existence conditions for the finite-horizon controller are derived. It is observed that the
convergence of the infinite-horizon cost function depends on the control packet arrival probabilities. Stability of the

closed-loop system with the optimal controller in the face of random packet loss has also been established.
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