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NUMERICAL PROCEDURE FOR OPTIMAL CONTROL OF HYBRID
SYSTEMS WITH SLIDING MODES, PART II

RADOSLAW PYTLAK* AND DAMIAN SUSKIt

Abstract. This paper concerns the numerical procedure for solving hybrid optimal control
problems with sliding modes. A sliding mode is coped with differential-algebraic equations (DAESs)
and that guarantees accurate tracking of the sliding motion surface. In the second part of the paper
we demonstrate the correspondence between the discrete adjoint equations and the discretized version
of the continuous adjoint equations in the case of system equations described by DAEs. We show that
the discrete adjoint state trajectories converge to their continuous counterparts. Next, we describe
the application of the proposed procedure to three optimal control problems. The first problem
concerns optimal control of a simple mechanical system with dry friction. The second problem is
related to the planning of a haemodialysis process. The third problem concerns the optimal steering
of a racing car.
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1. Introduction. The second part of the paper continues the description of the
numerical procedure for optimal control problems for hybrid system exhibiting sliding
motion behavior. The procedure is the implementation of the algorithm for these
problems introduced in [9]. In the first part of the paper we concentrated on describing
the efficient way of evaluating reduced gradients of the optimization problem. We paid
the attention to the case the hybrid system does not enter the sliding mode and its
dynamics is described by ODEs. In the second part we supplement our considerations
by analyzing the sliding motion case.

Let us consider the hybrid system evolving according to the following scheme.
For t € [to, t:] the system evolves according to ODEs

(1.1) o' = fH(z,u),
at a switching time ¢; system state reaches the switching surface
(1.2) g(@(t)) =0

and enters the sliding mode. For ¢ € [t;,ts] the state trajectory is the solution of
DAEs

(1.3) a' = fr(z,u) + gL (x)z = f2(x, 2,u)
(1.4) 0= gl)

We now aim at finding the reduced gradient formula for the endpoint functional

([1on)
(1.5) Fo(u) = ¢(z"(ty))

with respect to controls. This formula can be found with the help of adjoint equations.
We now recall the appropriate formulation of adjoint equations in the considered case.
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The consistent terminal values of the adjoint variables A;(¢f) and A;(¢;) can be found
by solving the following set of equations with respect to the variables Ay (¢5), Ag(tf), 1

(N

(1.6) ¢q (2(ty)) +/\f(tf) =19, (l‘(tf))

(1.8) = (gx(fv(tf ) Aslty) =

where v; is some real number.
Having Af(ty) and Ag(ty) we then solve DAEs (the meaning of ¢, and t;
explained in [10])

(1.9) (NTY(t) = =NE(8)(fr)
T T T
5 (g (@(8))2(1))x + Ag (£)ga(x(t))
(1.10) 0= X} (t)gs (x(t)), t € [t 1]
backwards in time. At the transition time ¢; the adjoint variable Ay undergoes a

jump. To calculate the value of A\;(¢; ) the following system of equations have to be
solved for the variables Af(t; ), 7

(L.11) Mp(te) = Ap(tF) = mgg (a(th))
(112) NP () ultr)) = AF () fr (), u(t)) +
Np (g ((tD)=(8) — Ag (t))g(a(t]))

Eventually we solve adjoint ODEs
(1.13) (AF) () = =AF(O)(F)a(@(t),ult), t € [to,17).

Now the directional derivative of the functional Fy(u) with respect to the control
variation d can be calculated from

(1.14) (VFo(u),d) = */t AP u(a(t), ult))d(t)dt

In the next section (Section 2) we will analyze the discrete time versions of equa-
tions (1.9)—(1.10) and the approximation to the second term in (1.14). The present
analysis complements the analysis given in the first part of the paper [10] which con-
cerned equations (1.13) and the first term in (1.14). In addition in Section 3 we will
examine how the discretization of adjoint equations influences the jump conditions
(1.12). Section 4 presents the efficiency of the proposed numerical procedure in solving
three optimal control problems.
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2. Numerical calculation of reduced gradients. Let us consider the control

system described by higher index differential-algebraic equations, we focus on index
2 DAEs in Hessenberg form ([3])

(2.1) z'(t) = f(z(t), 2(t), u(t)),
(2.2 0 =g(x(t)),
where x € R"= is a differential state and z € R™= is an algebraic state. The differen-

tiation index of a system (2.1)-(2.2) is 2 provided that the matrix g, (x)f.(z, z,u) is
nonsingular ([3]). To integrate DAEs, the following Runge-Kutta scheme can be used

(3D

(2.3) ik +1) = f(xi(k+1), zi(k+1),uk)),
(2.4) 0=yg(@i(k+1)),

(2.5) vi(k +1) = 2(k) + h(k) > aia)(k+ 1),
(2.6) zi(k+1) = z(k) + h(k) i aijzj(k+1)
fori=1,...,s and

(2.7) x(k+1) = z(k) + h(k) i bixl(k+1),
(2.8) z2(k+1) = z(k) + h(k) Z biz(k+1).

It is possible to get rid of variables z(k + 1) and z(k + 1) from (2.3)-(2.8), provided
that the Runge-Kutta matrix A = (a;;) is invertible. In such case, from (2.6) we have

(2.9) zl'-(k+1):ﬁZa;j(Zj(k+l)fz(k)), i=1,...,s,

where a;; are the coefficients of the matrix A~ Now the system (2.3)-(2.8) can be

rewritten as

(2.10) zi(k+1) = a(k) + h(k) Y aif (@;(k+1), 2k +1),u(k)),

j=1
(2.11) 0=g(xz;(k+1)),
fori=1,...,s and
(2.12) z(k+1) = z(k) + h(k) zs:bif (xi(k+1), zi(k+1),u(k)),
(2.13) 2k +1)=2(k) + > biaj;(z(k+1) — 2(k)).
i=1 j=1

= 2(k) + > b7 (zi(k+1) — 2(k)),
i=1
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where
(2.14) by =Y bjay;, i=1,...,s.
=1

At each step of the Runge-Kutta scheme the nonlinear system (2.10)-(2.11) is first
solved for variables z;(k + 1),2z;(k+ 1) ¢ = 1,...,s and then (2.12)-(2.13) are used
to calculate 2(k + 1) and z(k + 1). Let us notice that z(k) is required to calculate
z(k + 1), but not for solving (2.10)-(2.11).

The adjoint equations for the control system (2.1)-(2.2) are ([9]):

= (@(t), 2(8), u()A s (1) — g (x(£) A (1),

(2.15) N (2)
0= —fI(x(t), 2(t), u(®) Az ().

For the adjoint DAEs (2.15)-(2.16) to be properly defined, the term fI(x,z,u)\s
should be differentiable. The algebraic state z(t) and the control u(t) are not con-
tinuous, so to keep the differentiability we assume that fI(z(t),z(t),u(t)) does not
depend neither on z(¢) nor on u(t). Let us notice that the adjoint equations formu-
lated for the sliding motion satisfy that condition. From now we will consider the
adjoint equations of the form

=i (@), 2(t), u()A s (1) — gz (x(£) A1),
— [T (@) (B).

(2.17) N(2)
0

The adjoint equations are index 2 DAEs ([9]), so the Runge-Kutta scheme can be used
to numerically integrate them ([3]). The Runge-Kutta scheme for adjoint equations
(2.17)-(2.18) is

Asi(k) = )
Ap(k+1) = h(k+1) Zéij (=12 (x (£(K)) 2 (£ (K)) , u(k + 1)) Ag; (k)

(2.19) —gz (x (1;(K))) Ags (k)] =

Ap(k+1)+h(k+1) Z% [fa (@t (k) 2 (5 (R))  a(k + 1)) Ag; (k)

]|

+gx (2 (5 (K))) Ag; (F)]
(2:20) 0= —f (x (£:(K))) Agi(k)
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fori=1,...,5 and

Ap(k) = )

Ap(k+1) = h(k + 1)2826 [~ 1T (2 (5:(k)) , 2 (k) a(k + 1)) Apa(k)
(2.21) . ~9x (x (E:(k))) Agi (k)] =

Ap(k+1)+h(k+1) Z [f5 (z (Bi(k)), 2 (£:(K)) ,u(k + 1)) A (k)

. +gz (2 (E:(k)) Agi(K)] ,

Ag(k) =

(2.22) Ag(k+1)+ i i biag;(Ngj (k) = Ag(k +1)) =
g(k+1)+ Z b, Ag(k+1)),

where for the sake of the shorter notation we denote
(2.23) ti(k) =t(k+1)—¢h(k+1), i=1,...,s.

At each step of the Runge-Kutta scheme, the system of equations (2.19)-(2.20) is
first solved for variables Af;(k), Agi(k), i =1,...,5 and then (2.21)-(2.22) are used to
calculate A(k) and A, (k).

In the case of the sliding motion the differential of the endpoint functional ¢(¢y)
is of the form

(2.24) dé(x(ty)) = / " AT FT (o (), () Ag (£t

Two important remarks need to be emphasized. First we assume that f,(x,u) does
not depend on z. That is another limitation lied on the form of the function f(x, z,u),
but it is satisfied by the sliding motion equations. Second, the integral depends only
on the adjoint variable A¢, but not on A,. Under that conditions the reduced gradients
for DAEs are calculated the same way as it was for ODEs (see [10])

(2.25)

doalty) L R~ Zb 77 ( (800) + (k) ) 1an ) Ay (B8 + (k)

du
" k=kn_1

where for the discrete steps k = k,,_1,...,k, — 1 the control is u,,.

Similarly to the ODEs case presented in [10], we utilize discrete adjoint equations
and discrete reduced gradients to avoid the necessity of calculation of states and
adjoint variables at arbitrary time moments. The Runge-Kutta scheme (2.10)-(2.12)
can be rewritten to a vector form (discrete step argument omitted)

xl_x_hZ;:laljf(xjazjvu) 0

—g (1) 0

(2.26) = :
7‘T*hz 1a€]f(xjﬂz]7 u) 0

—g (xs) 0

et —x—hy7 bif (zi, 2, u) 0
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If we now define the augmented state vector X (k) as

(2.27) X(k) = (21(8), 21 (k)7 . s (B) T, 2a(B) T, 2 (k)T

then (2.26) can be presented in a form of the implicit discrete time state equation [8]
(see also [12])

(2.28) F(X(k+1), X(k),u(k)) = 0.

The partial derivatives matrices of the discrete state equation are

I— hallfncl *hallle ce *halsfacs 7halsfzs 0
—Jzx1 0 - 0 0 0
(2.20)  Fys (k) = : : : : :
_haslfxl _haslle R hassfa:s _hassfzs 0
0 0 o —gus 0 0
_hblle _hblle v _hbsfzs _hbsfzs I
and
0 0 0 0 —I
0 0 0 0 O
2.30 Fx(k)=| ' S
( ) (k) 00 ... 00 —I
00 ... 00 O
00 ... 00 —-I

where for the sake of a shorter notation we denote

(2~31) foi = fw(xi,ziau)afzi = fz(wi)7gm = gm(ﬂfi)-

Let us denote

A(R) = (L (B)T 11 () - L ()T Ly (B) T, A (R)T) T

Ak +1) = (0T L) )T L ()T A (B)T)
R(k) = (rpn(B)T rgu ()T, oo (B) T rgs () ()T

Now the discrete adjoint equations ([8])

S

b

(2.32) FEL(B)R(k) = A(k + 1),
(2.33) A(k) = —FE(K)R(k),
at a discrete time step k take the form

(2.34)

I— hallffl 75]51 7ha31 El 0 7hb1 3?1 Tf1 l}_l
7ha11f271 0 e 7ha51 le 0 7hb1 le 7"91 l;—1
—haisfT. 0 ... I—hasfT, —gT. —hbyfT, T I
—hays fL 0 . —hags L 0 —hb, fL, Tgs I3

0 0 e 0 0 1 Ty AT
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lfl 0 0 0 0 0 Tf1
Iyt 0 0 0 0 0 Tl
(2.35) == - |
lfs 0 O ce. 0 0 0 Tfs
Ly 0 0 ... 0 0 0 Tos
)\f - 0 ... =I 0 -I Ty
If we rewrite (2.34) as a system of equations we obtain
S
(2.36) rri= ) hagiflirsy + gnre + hbif iy + 1,
j=1
S
(2.37) 0= hajiffir; +hbifhirs +1;
j=1
fori=1,...,s and
(2.38) ry=Xf
Using (2.38), (2.36)-(2.37) can be written as
(2.39) rri =Y hajifhre + ghre + hbifEN] + 1
j=1
(2.40) 0= hajiflirs; + hbi fENF +1;
j=1

If we rewrite (2.35) as a system of equations we get

(2.41) lyi=0

(2.42) lyi =0

fori=1,...,s and

(2.43) Ap =Y rpitry
i=1

Using (2.38), (2.43) gives

S
(2.44) Af ZZTfi—F/\;_.
i=1
From (2.41)-(2.42) we have that 41 (k) = 0,{;1(k) = 0,...,l5s(k) = 0,1g5(k) =
0 for steps & = 0,..., K — 1. During the analysis we also assume that l;;(K) =
0,l;1(K) = 0,...,lps(K) = 0,155(K) = 0. Under that assumption (2.39)-(2.40) is
equivalent to

(245) Tfi = Z hajifg;rfj + g;;rgi + hbz 5)\}_
j=1
(2.46) 0= hajiflre; + hbi fENF

=1
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Let us now introduce the auxiliary variables

S a y
(2.47) WELIEDY DT
j=1 "
.
(2.48) Agi = h;’;
fori=1,...,s. (2.45)-(2.46) can then be transformed to
(2.49) rpi = hbi (fEApi + 9rirgi)
(2.50) 0 = hb; fEA .

If we put (2.49) into (2.47) we obtain

(L'Z‘b‘
S (P + 9500s).

(2.51) A=A +h>
j=1

Dividing (2.50) by hb; results in
(2.52) 0= rIxp.
If we put (2.49) into (2.44) we obtain

(2.53) Ap = AT R b (fEA s+ 95 i) -
i=1

Let us rewrite equations (2.51)-(2.53) by introducing the discrete step argument
— ajibj oy
Ai(R) = Ap(k+ 1)+ (k) D =4 £ (j (k1) 2 (k4 1) u(k)) Ay (k)

j=1 "

(2.54) +oz (@i (k+1)) Ag; (K)]
(2.55) 0= fI (i (k+1)) Agi(k)

fori=1,...,s and

S

Ap(k) = Ap(k+1) + h(k) Zbi [fg (xj (k4+1), 2 (k+1),u(k)) A (k)

i=1
(2.56) +gg (@i (k + 1)) Agi(k)]
and augment them by the equation for Ay(k)

(2.57) Ag(B) =Ag(k+1) + zs:b;()\gi(k) — Ag(k+1)).

We now consider the Runge-Kutta scheme (2.19)-(2.22) under the assumption

that the discrete steps are the same as in the forward scheme and the Runge-Kutta
scheme coefficients satisfy a;; = ajb#'ﬁbj, b, =b;,¢;=1—¢;
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fori=1,...,s and

Ap(k) = Ap(k+1) +h(k) > bi [ (@ (t:(k)) s 2 (t:(k))  u(k)) Agi (k)
=1
(2.60) +o7 (@ (t:(k))) Agi ()] ,

(2.61) Ag(k) =Ag(k+1)+ zs:bi_(/\gi(k) — Ag(k+1)),

where
(2.62) ti(k‘) = t(k‘) + Clh(k)

Now the Runge-Kutta scheme (2.58)-(2.61) for adjoint equations is almost identi-
cal to discrete adjoint equations (2.54)-(2.57). The only difference is that in dis-
crete equations z;(k + 1) and z;(k + 1) are used instead of z(t(k) + c;h(k)) and
z(t(k) 4+ ¢;h(k)). The convergence of (2.58)-(2.61) is guaranteed if only the Runge-
Kutta scheme a,;, b, ¢, i,j = 1,...,s satisfies appropriate conditions. We will
also justify that the usage of z;(k + 1) and z;(k + 1) instead of z(t(k) + ¢;h(k)) and
z(t(k) + ¢;h(k)) does not destroy the convergence of (2.54)-(2.57) solutions to contin-
uous adjoint trajectory.
The partial derivative F, (k) is

—h 3751 a1 fus
0
(2.63) Fu(k) = K
—h3 iy asjfuj
0
—h 2?21 bifui

where for the sake of the shorter notation we omitted the discrete step argument and
introduced

(2.64) fui = fulzi,u).

Let us now inspect —FL (k)R(k):

s T
—h37i_y aijfuj Tf1
0 {rgl
(2.65) ~FT(K)R(k) = — & 5
—h3 i 1 asifus Tfs
0 Tgs
—h Zf:l bzfuz rf

S S

:Zh Zaijfgj Tfi-I-thifg;’rf'
j=1 i=1

i=1
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From (2.38) and (2.49) we get
(2.66) —FI(E)R(K) =

i:h iaijfgj hbi (faidpi + 92irgi) +th WA =
i=1 j=1

hz EJ (hzazj fxz)‘fl+gzz/\qz > +hzbz 3;/\}_ =
hZfEJ <hzauz )\fﬁ—gm gz>+h2bf£)\+

From (2.51) we get that

(2.67) —FT(k)R(k) = hz 1o (A = A7) + hi bifEAE
j=1 i=1
- hifgibi (ri=a7) + hzs:b TAF
=1 i=1
= hibifgxﬁ.
i=1

The discrete reduced gradient now takes the form

kn—1

= D hk) D bifd (wilk + 1), un)Agi (k).

k=kn_1 i=1

(2.68) ¢

Under the assumption that the discrete steps are the same as in the forward
scheme and the quadrature coefficients satisfy b; = b;, ¢; = ¢;, the reduced gradients
formula (2.25) is

(2.69) dolz(ty) Z Zb I (@ (t(k) + cih(k))  un) Af (t(k) + cih(k)) .

du
" k=kn_1

Now the quadrature scheme (2.69) for continuous reduced gradients is almost identical
to discrete reduced gradients (2.68). The only difference is that in (2.68) z;(k+1) and
Asi(k) are used instead of z(t(k) + ¢;h(k)) and Ay (t(k) + ¢;h(k)). The convergence of
(2.69) is guaranteed if only the quadrature with coefficients b;, ¢;, i = 1,..., s satisfies
appropriate conditions. We will also justify that the usage of x;(k + 1) and Ay (k)
instead of x(¢(k) + ¢;h(k)) and A¢(t(k) + c;h(k)) does not destroy the convergence of
discrete reduced gradients (2.68) to continuous reduced gradients.

Now we want to justify the convergence of discrete adjoint trajectories and discrete
reduced gradients to their continuous counterparts. To obtain the right error order
estimated we always assume that the system functions f(z,z,u) and g(x) and their
partial derivatives are Lipschitz continuous functions. To achieve that goal we use
the theorems presented in [3]. That theorems are formulated under the constant step
size assumption,

(2.70) hk)=h, k=1,... K,
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and we also carry out our analysis under that assumption. The variable step size case
can be cumbersome to analyze, and in this section we will make a short note on that
problem.

We assume that the system equations are integrated using RADAU ITA scheme

for s = 3. The coeflicients that appear in discrete adjoint equations a;; = ’b’bj b; =

bi,¢; = 1 — ¢; define the RADAU TA scheme (see [10]). The global error of the
differential state x(t) is ([3], Theorem 4.4 p. 36 and Theorem 5.9 p. 67)

(2.71) z(k) — 2(t(k)) = O(RP).

and the global error of the algebraic state z(t) is ([3], Theorem 4.6 p. 40)
(2.72) z(k) = 2(t(k)) = O(hY).

where for the RADAU ITA scheme and s = 3 we have [3]

(2.73) p=25, q=3.

We emphasize that in the DAEs case the invertibility of the matrix of coefficients
A = (a;;) is essential for convergence of the scheme. Also the value of so called radius
of stability

(2.74) R(0) =1-b"A7'1.

plays an important role. For RADAU TA and RADAU IIA schemes A matrices are
invertible and R(cc0) = 0, so the assumptions of the appropriate theorems from [3] are
satisfied.

To derive the subsequent results we consider the unperturbed Runge — Kutta
scheme

(2.75) 2 (k+ 1) +hZan M(k+1), 20 (k+1),u(k)),
(2.76) 0=g(al(k+ 1)),

fori=1,...,s and

(2.77) " (k+1)=a"(k)+ hibif (z}(k+1), 2 (k+1),u(k))
(2.78) Mk +1) = +Zb mk+1) — 2" (k).

and the perturbed Runge-Kutta scheme
(279) 2P(k+1)= +hZa”f P(k+1), 22(k+1),u(k)) + 6,

(2.80) 0=g (a7 (k+ )),

fori=1,...,s and

(2.81)  aP(k+1) +thf (k+1), 2P(k+1),u(k)) 4 dsp1.

(2.82)  ZP(k+1) +Zb P(k4+1) — 2"(k)) + 0542
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From ([3], Theorem 4.2 p. 33) we have
(2.83) 2 (k+1)—z(k+1)=0(9)
(2.84) 1) — (k4 1) = %0(5)

where § = max{d1,...,ds}. Contrary to the ODEs case, using the variable step size

for integration of DAEs may be cumbersome, because of the factor % that occurs in

(2.84). The estimate (2.84) indicates that using very small step sizes may lead to big
errors. On the other hand, the results for the constant step size can be extended to
the variable step size case if we assume that the following condition holds

(2.85) hon > h(k) > phm, k=1,... K

where h,, is the maximum step size and p € (0,1) is a constant independent from
R
The main step errors can be estimated as

(2.86) 2P(k+1)—z"(k+1) =0() + O(0s41)
1
(2.87) Pk+1)-2"(k+1) = 50(5) + O(0542)
Let us now derive the estimates of the global errors z;(k + 1) — z(t(k) + ¢;h(k))

and z;(k + 1) — z(t(k) + ¢;h(k)). The nominal Runge-Kutta scheme is formulated
assuming that the exact state value is known at ¢(k)

(2.88) 2l (k+1) = a(t(k) +hY_aif (@) (k+1), 27 (k+1),u(k)),
j=1
(2.89) 0=g(ak+1)),

for i = 1,...,s. The following local error estimates are valid for RADAU ITA scheme
([3], Lemma 4.3 p. 34)

(2.90) o (k+1) — z(t(k) + ¢;h) = O(h91)

7

(2.91) 2k + 1) — 2(t(k) + cih) = O(h?)

3

In this case the perturbed Runge-Kutta scheme is actually the regular Runge-Kutta
scheme, with the approximation of the state (k) at time (k) used

(2.92)  a(k)+hY_ agf (@jk+1), zk+1),u(k) =

Jj=1

w(t(k)) +h Z aig f (xj(k+1), zi(k + 1), u(k)) + (x(k) — 2(¢(k)),
(293)  O0=g(zi(k+1)),

for i =1,..., s, so the perturbations are

(2.94) 8 =0 =a(k) —a(tk), i=1,....s
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From (2.71) we have § = z(k) — x(t(k)) = O(h?). From (2.83) and (2.84) we obtain

(2.95) zi(k+1) — 2 (k+1) = O(hP).
(2.96) zi(k +1) — 2k +1) = O(hP™1).

By combining (2.90)-(2.91) and (2.95)-(2.96) we obtain the required global error esti-
mates

zi(k+1) — z(t(k) + ¢;h) = O(RT™) + O(hP) = O(hmin{p,q+1})
(2.97) _ O(hqg)

zi(k+1) — 2(t(k) + ¢;h) = O(h?) + O(hp—l)
(2.98) — O(h®?)

For the RADAU ITA scheme with s = 3 we get
(2.99) ¢ =min{5,3+1} =4, ¢¢ =min{5 - 1,3} =3.

Let us now define the unperturbed Runge—Kutta scheme as the Runge-Kutta
scheme for continuous adjoint equations with the exact adjoint state known at time
t(k+1)

Npi(k) = Ap(t(k+ 1)+ Y ag [f7 (@ (t5(k), 2 (85(k)) , u(k) AF; (k)
j=1

(2.100) +gz (x (5 (k) Xg; (k)]
(2.101) 0=—f2 (z (t:(k)) (k)

fori=1,...,s and

Np(R) = Ap(t(k + 1)+ h Y b [f7 (2 (8(k)) 2 (ta(k)) s ulk)) X (k)

(2.102) +g; (2 (t:(K))) A ()]
(2.103) A7 (k) = Ag(t(k+1)) + Z by (AT (k) — Ag(t(k + 1)),

The coefficients a;;, b;, ¢; constitutes RADAU IA scheme ([10]), so the following local
error estimates are valid ([3], Theorem 4.3 p. 43)

(2.104) Hi(k) = Ap(t(k) +cih) = O(RTHY), i=1,... .5,
(2.105) AL (k) — Ag(t(k) + c;h) = O(hT), i=1,....s,
(2.106) F(k) = Af(t(k)) = O(ATHY),

(2.107) Ap (k) = Ag(t(k)) = O(h7).

where for the RADAU IA scheme with s = 3 we have ([3])

(2.108) p=5, q="2.
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The perturbed Runge-Kutta scheme is defined as the discrete adjoint equations
with the exact adjoint state known at time ¢(k + 1)

Npa(k) = Mgtk 1)) + b g [ ST (s + 1), 25 (k + 1), u(k) A, (k)

(2.109) +g1 (zj(k+ 1)) X (K)]
(2.110) 0=—fT (wi(k + 1)) My (k)

fori=1,...,s and

NG () = Ap (00 1)) 1 SB[ Gk + 1), 240k + 1), (k) Ny 8)

(2.111) +gz (2i(k +1)) Ay (k)]

(2112) AL(k) = Ag(t(k + 1) + 3B (AL (k) — A (t(k + 1),
i=1
The perturbed system can be rewritten as

Njs(k) = A+ 1)+ b sy [£7 (o(t5 (), (85 (), (k) ()

(2.113) +gz (x(t; (k))) A, (k)] + s,
(2.114) 0= —fF (a(ti(k)) X}, (k)

fori=1,...,s and

NGO = A+ 1))+ 13 B [ A7 sk, (48, k) ¥
(2.115) h +gz (2(ti(k)) Xg: (k)] + 851,
(2.116) AP(k) = Ag(t(k + 1)) + iE;(ASi(k) — N (t(k+1))),
i=1
where the perturbations result from differences z;(k+1)—x (t(k) + c;h(k)) = O(h%) =
O(h*) and z;(k + 1) — z (t(k) + c;h(k)) = O(h%) = O(h®). The perturbations satisfy
(2.117) 6 =0, i=1,...,5s41.

From (2.83)-(2.87) we obtain the error estimates

(2.118) AL (k) = NFi(k) = O(he?)
(2.119) Api(k) = Mg (k) = O(h%=71),
(2.120) AL (k) = Nj(k) = O(h),
(2.121) A (K) — A2 (k) = O(h% 1)

By combining (2.104)-(2.107) with (2.118)-(2.121) we obtain the following local error
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estimates

2.122) M2 (k) — A p(t(k) + ¢;h) = O(h™mMada+ 1}y — O(nr), i =1,...,s ,
fi f

2.123)  NP.(k) — A, (t(k) + ¢;h) = ORI =13y — O(Rs), i =1,...,s,
gt g

(2.124) (k) — Af(t(k)) = O(h™i 2041y = O(hPr),

(2.125) A () — Ag(t(k)) = O(Rmintaz—1ab) = O(hPs)

For the RADAU IA scheme with s = 3 we have

(2.126) 3y =y =min{qd,q+ 1} =min{3,2+1} =3

2.127 ¢ =7 =min{q¢? — 1,7} = min{3—1,2} =2

g g z

The global error of X% (k) can be obtained from ([3], Theorem 4.4 p. 36)

(2128) Ar(k) = Ap(t(k)) = O(WP ™) = O(WT™).

For RADAU IIA scheme with s = 3 we obtain p} = min{q?, ¢+ 1} — 1 =min{3,2 +
1} —1 =2. Let us now derive the global error estimate of A¢;(k) — A¢(t(k) + c;h(k)).
Using the global error estimate (2.128) and the local error estimate (2.118) we can
repeat the reasoning for discrete system equations and derive the global error estimate

g

(2.129) Ari(k) = Ap (k) + cih(k)) = O(R™™MPH}) = O(h).
For RADAU ITA scheme with s = 3 we obtain ¢} = min{p}, 7y} = min{2,3} = 2.
Having the global error estimates (2.97) for z;(k + 1) — x(¢;(k)) and (2.129) for

Asi(k) — Af(ti(k)), we can repeat the derivation of the reduced gradients calculation
order presented in the first part of the paper (for ODEs case) to obtain

dop(X (K)) B do(x(ty)) _ O(hﬁd)

du,, du,

(2.130)

where pg = min{p, ¢4, zj?}. For RADAU IIA scheme we obtain
(2.131) Pa = min{5,4,2} = 2.

This result confirms that the discrete reduced gradients converge to the continuous
reduced gradients with an order at least pg = 2 (for RADAU ITA scheme with s = 3).
The discrete reduced gradients provide therefore an efficient and reliable method for
approximation of continuous reduced gradients.

In Table 1 we summarize the proven minimal integration orders for system and
adjoint equations derived in this paper and in [10]. It follows that if a state trajectory
includes sections with sliding modes then the reduced gradient can be approximated
with the accuracy at least O(h?), otherwise the accuracy is at least O(h?®). This
accuracy estimate takes into account the fact that if a discrete state changes then we
have to start the integration of system and adjoint equations with the perturbed initial
values of system and adjoint variables respectively—the influence of that perturbation
on the accuracy of system and adjoint variables determination follows from Theorem
4.3 in [4] (cf. (120)—(121) and (139) in [10]), or from Theorem 4.2 in [3] (cf. (2.86)-
(2.87) and (2.118)—(2.121)).
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TABLE 1
Integration orders of convergence if RADAU IIA is applied to systems equations

Equations Orders (z,z) Orders (Af,A,) gradient orders
a’ = f(z,u) p=>5 qr =4 pa=3

o' = fla,u) + gu ()2

0=g(x) pP=54q=3 q=20q=2 pi=2

3. Calculating adjoint variables jumps. In this section we want to discuss
the correspondence between jump conditions for discrete and continuous adjoint equa-
tions at transition times. Let us consider the hybrid system trajectory described by
(1.1)-(1.4). As a result of the numerical integration we obtain the discrete state
equations (2.28).

In Section 1 we have stated that at a transition time ¢; adjoint variables undergo
jumps, the extent of the jump depends on the sequence of discrete variables before
and after the jump. The analysis which follows concerns the case of the equations
(1.1)-(1.4), in that case the extent of the jump can be determined according to the
equations (1.11)—(1.12)

These equations can be solved with respect to m; and A;(¢; ) giving:

AT (Pt 2(80), ulty)) — f1 (), u(ty)))
g (@(t)) 1 (2(ty ), u(ty )

(we have taken into account that g(z(¢)) =0 ).

Between transitions, a system of differential-algebraic equations is integrated with
the help of an appropriate numerical integration scheme. The numerical integration
scheme is represented by the equation

T = —

(3.1) F(X(k +1), X (k),u(k), h(k)) = 0

in which the discrete step k corresponds to a time instant ¢(k).

During the numerical integration of a hybrid trajectory, a possible violation of
invariant set conditions has to be monitored. This task is realized by checking the
sign changes of

g(x(k))

in subsequent steps, where z(k) = x(t(k)). When a sign change of g(z(k)) between
discrete steps k and k + 1 is detected, the following problem is solved

(3.2) find t; € [t(k),t(k +1)], s.t. §(t) =0

where §(-) is a function, which approximates g(-)) on a time interval [¢(k),t(k + 1)].
When a transition time t; is found, the actual iteration of numerical integration is
repeated but with a step-size h(k) = t; — t(k) instead of h(k) = t(k + 1) — t(k). The
discrete step at which the transition takes place we denote by k;.

We assume that at discrete times 0, ..., k; the system evolves according to the
equations:

(3-3) FHX(k +1), X (k), u(k), h(k)) = 0,
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and at times k;,..., K — 1 by the equations
(3.4) F2(X(k + 1), X2(k), u(k), h(k)) = 0

The optimal control problem with that system was investigated in [11]. Therein,
the adjoint equations for the functional ¢(x(ts)) were established, herein parts of
these equations are presented to expose jumps in adjoint variables.

fork=N—-1,... k+1

(3.52) A2(k) = = F% (k)" [F3o (k)] A2(k+1)

(3.5) A (k) = = F% (k) [F3o (k)] A2 (ke +1)

(3.5¢) A (k) + (k) (9 (k)" = A" (y)

(85d) A (k)T [Fho (ke — D] Bk — 1) = Ak + )T [F2, (k)] FE (o),

(3.5¢) Ak — 1) = —=Fk (k)T [Fls (k)] A (y)
fork=4k —2,...,1

(3.5) AN (k) = =Fi (k)" [Fs (k)] A (k+ 1),

Here, A'~ (k) and A2t (k,) are parts of vectors A'(k;) and A2 (k;) respectively, defined
in such a way to be able to extract the essential part of Eq. (32d) in [11]. Notice that

220 = (B 0)T @ 0) " )T Gk) T k)T
fork=k +1,...,K, but
(3.6) 13,(k) =0
(3.7) 2:(k)=0

fori=1,...,sand k = k; +1,..., K (the justification of that is given in Section 2),
and similarly

A = (@) @m)T (w)T)
for k=0,...,k — 1 and
(3-8) 1Nk)=0

fori=1,...,s and steps k = 0, ..., k; (the justification for that is given by Eq. (78)
of Section 5 in [10]).
Therefore, we can take

A (k) = A (k)
AP (k) = N3 (k)

and then (3.5¢) becomes
(3.9) A (y) + (k) (92 (k)T = AT (k)

Our aim is to determine 7(k;) on the basis of equations (3 9) and (3.5d). To this
end we need analytical formula for Fi (k;), F (ki), F2(ky), Fai (ke), Fit(ke), F2 (k).
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The mappings F! and F? are stated in Eq. (62) (in [10]) and (2.26) respectively.
Furthermore, matrices F_, Fx are given by Eqns (70)~(71) in [10] and matrices
F%., F% by (2.29)—(2.30). It remains to provide formula for F}(k;) and F? (k).
According to Eq. (62) (in [10]) and (2.26) we have

= 2o ayf (zg )

1y OF (X (k+ 1), XU(k), u(k), h(k)) _ :
Fh(k) = 3h(k) - _2521 asjfl(xjau)
=iz bif (@i, u)
=21 a1 (w5, 25, u)
0
2y OF*(X2(k+1),X2%(k),u(k),h(k)) :
Filk) = Oh(k) a =Y asif2 (x5, 25, 1)
0

- Z;?:] bifz(l'i, Ziy u)

In order to derive analytical formula for 7(k;) we have to figure out two vectors:
w(ky) = [F2, (k)] F2(kt), w(ky — 1) = [FL, (ks — 1)] " F}(ky — 1) — both these

vectors are solutions to linear equations:

I— hanffl —ha11fy21 A —halsf,%s —halsnyS 0 wjlc
—-92 0 o 0 0 0 w,
—hag fh  —hagfy ... T—hagf2 —hagf2 0 wi |
0 0 . ~93s 0 0 w?
—hbifZ —hbifh ... —hbo i —hbofi T wy
=2 ani fA (g, 25, u)
0
- 2;21 asij(xj7 Zj, u)
0
- Ele bifQ(xia Ziy U,)
I—haufl, ... —hafl, 0 w! =i ayf (wg, )
—hag fYy ... I—ha fos 0 wo || = asf e w)
—hbifyy ... —hbofi, I w =3 bif N (i)

Eventually, to transform equation (3.5d) to its useful form we take into account
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(3.6)—(3.7) and (3.8), then the equation (3.5d) becomes
M= (k)T ( (ke — 1) bem w'(ky — 1)

—be zi(ke), kt—l))>

=N (ke +1)7T ( (kz) be; lee)w' (ke) + h(ke) beyz T )w? (Ke)

(3.10) *Zb F (@i (ke + 1), zi(ktJrl)vu(kt)))
By plugging A\~ (#;) from equations (3.10) into equation (3.9) one will get
AT (k)T ( (ke — 1) Zb FL(ky — Dw' (ke — 1)
bef zi(ke), ktl))>
—7gq (ki) ( (ke — 1) Zb FLi ey — D' (b — 1)

—be (zi(ke), kt—l))>

=N (ke +1)7T ( (ky) bem (ke)w' (k) + (k) beyz (ke )w? (k) —

=1 =1

(3.11) Zb S (@i(ke +1 Zi<kt)7u(kt))>

and eventually

(k) = [)\f(kt—kl) ( (k) Zb P2 (ke )w's (k) — h(k) Zb F2(ke)w

+ b @ik + 1), zi(ke), U(kt))> = XF (k)T %

i=1

< (ke — 1) bem Dw; (ke — 1) +be zi(ky), (k:t—l))ﬂ/
o (ke (kt—1be;z Dw; (ke — 1) be (2i(ky), kt—l))>

(3.12)

We assume that all functions values and their partial derivatives: f!, f2, fl.
12, fyl are uniformly bounded in a neighborhood of the considered solution (cf.
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assumptions (H1) and (H2) in [9]). Furthermore, in the neighborhood, matrices
Fk g F% 4 are invertible and their elements uniformly bounded. Therefore, there
exists 0 < L < +o0 such that ||z|| < L and |Jw|| < L.

We consider RADAU ITA scheme which has the property Y ;_, b = 1. That
together with the boundedness of z and w show that

(3.13) m(ty) —

provided that h(k) — 0.

However that property can be not sufficient to guarantee high accuracy of solu-
tions to a continuous optimal control problem with hybrid system when a Runge-
Kutta method with variable step sizes is applied. For that method we prefer a scheme
for adjoint variables jumps which is determined by the formula 7 (k;) with the property

(3.14) |m(kt) — | < O(RI™),

where the order of convergence ¢ can be estimated on the basis of the integration
orders for state and adjoint variables.

That can be achieved for many new formula for 7(k;) which does not dispatch
far away from the formula (3.12). For example, consider the formula

ﬁ(k ) B )‘§+(kt)T (f2($(kt)7z(kt)7u(kt — 1)) _ fl(x(kt),u(kt _ 1)))
v Gz (ke) fH(x(ke), u(ky — 1)) :

(3.15)
Then, we will have
A(t) =m0 =
go () £ (@t ), u(t DN () (P2 (k). 2(k0), ulle — 1)
P (k). u(k — 1)) / ga ko) P (k) ke — 1))ge (b)) £ (067 ), (e )~
9o (k) £ (@), ullke — DT (F(alth), 206, ulth) -

FHa(ty) u(ty))) /gx(kt)fl(x(kt),U(kt = 1))ga(x(t)) fH (@ (), ulty))-
Since we have to assume that in the neighborhood of z(t;) the following regularity
assumption must hold (cf. the assumption (H3) in [9])
(3.16) ’gm(m)fl(x,u(tt))’ > M >0,

and the product of Lipschitz functions is a Lipschitz function on the bounded domain,
after some transformations we will arrive at the relation

|7(te) —me| < L (Ilgx(l'(k‘t)) = ga(x ()| + AT (ke) = AED) |+

£ (@ (ke), ulke)) = £ (@ (te), ulte) ] +
172 (@ (ke), 2(ke), ulke)) = f2(x(te), 2(t), ulte)])

Since

X2 (k) — MtF) = O(h)
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(Gs, p and g are the appropriate integration orders) and if we assume that functions
gz, 1, f? are Lipschitz continuous then (3.14) holds with g, = min{qy,p,q}. From
(3.9) the adjoint variable A\'~ (k;) is calculated with the error O(h%). A\~ (k;) states
an initial condition for the calculation of the adjoint variables in the non-sliding
phase. The order of the global error of the adjoint variables in the non-sliding phase
is therefore reduced relative to the estimates presented in Table 1. The order of
convergence for reduced gradients is therefore equal to pgs = 2 for both sliding and
non sliding phase.

4. Numerical results. In this section we present results of solving three optimal
control problems with hybrid systems by using the methods discussed in this paper
and in the papers accompanying it ([9],[10]). The results have been obtained by our
preliminary software based on its two core subroutines: the first one aimed at solving
optimal control problems with piecewise constant approximations to control functions
([7]); the second one for evaluating solutions to differential-algebraic equations and
their corresponding adjoint equations.

To solve the reported problems we applied the SQP code described in [7], however
instead of using range—space active set method for solving QP subproblems the new
version of the SQP code is based on the implementation of the interior point method
as described in [2]. The matrices Hy used in the direction finding subproblems P (u)
([10]) were evaluated according to BFGS updates with the Powell’s modifications
([6])—see the discussion in Section 4 of Chapter 5 of [7].

We have used RADAUS5 subroutine, which is the Fortran implementation of the
RADAU IIA scheme. The subroutine does not have the facility for locating switch-
ing points and then restarting the procedure with a new description of differential—-
algebraic equations. In order to enhance RADAUS procedure applicability to DAEs
with hybrid description we incorporated into it the subroutine ROOTS (for finding
a root of nonlinear algebraic equations with a secant method) from the SUNDIALS
package. Since the ROOTS subroutine was implemented with multistep integration
methods in mind (in which polynomial approximations of state variables (x,y) be-
tween mesh points are provided by methods themselves) we had to work out an
approach to the interpolation of state variables between mesh points which would be
suitable for Runge-Kutta methods.

In our implementation switching points ¢; are evaluated with the help of z;(k),
i =1,...,s determined at the intermediate points t(k), t(k) + ¢;h(k), i = 1,...,s.
Having ¢; and x;(k) we evaluate derivatives at these points:

’

wy(k) = f(ailk), ulk — 1), (k) + csh(k)), i=1,....s

and then construct the Hermite polynomials by taking into accounts points z;(k) and
their derivatives x;(kj), i =1,...,s. In our current implementation we use two vectors
(and their corresponding derivatives) to build the polynomial approximation to vector
x on the time interval [t(k),t(k) + h(k)] ([1]):

a(t) = (21 — 372 + D)a(k) + h(k)(r® — 212 + )2’ (k) +
(4.1) (=27% 4 37%)a, (k) + h(k)(r® — 72)z (k),
That interpolating scheme guarantees the accuracy O(h(k)*) ([1]). We notice, that

the order of the interpolating scheme is lower than the numerical integration order
p = 5 and affects the integration order after the discrete transition. Nevertheless, the
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estimated orders for reduced gradients calculation presented in Table 1 remains valid
if we assume integration order p = 4.

The use of interpolating polynomials in locating switching times can influence
also the accuracy with which these times are determined. Suppose that on an open
interval (a,b), such that t; € (a,b), the state trajectory z(t) is perturbed by dz(t). To
that state perturbation corresponds the perturbation of the switching time, ¢; + dt;.
We will have

Evaluating g around (#;,0) will result in

0 = g(a(ty + 0t) + 0x(ts + 0tr)) = gu((t))dz(ts) +
(4.3) 9o () fH(z(ts), u(ty))ot, + o(8ty, o).

Eventually, we have

1
g (2(te)) 1 (2(tr), ultr))

where 7 = (t — t(k))/h(k).

This together with (3.16) imply that to the perturbation of = by O(hP) corre-
sponds the perturbation of the switching time ¢; of the same order O(hP). It is
straightforward to show that this perturbation will have the same effect on order of
convergence of integrating procedures as the perturbation of initial conditions of the
same order.

The next issue concerning the implementation of adjoint equations evaluation
scheme is that related to the jump formula. To obtain the numerical results reported
in the paper we have applied the formula (3.12). Since it guarantees convergence of
the adjoint equations Runge—Kutta scheme to their continuous counterpart under the
assumption h(k) — 0 we set absolute and relative tolerances to 1072 in RADAUS5
procedure. Consequently our tolerances for satisfying optimality conditions had to be
essentially less demanding. Our optimization procedure stopped iterating when the
following set of conditions was satisfied:

(4.4) oty = — 9 (x(t))0x(t) + 0o(dts, o).

e (un) = =
‘gl uk’ 7zEE
gj(ur) <e, jel.

We set ¢ = 1076 in our calculations.

We show the results of application of our numerical procedures to three optimal
control problems with nonlinear differential equations. In the first two examples
functions g(x) defining switching surface are linear, in the third example it is nonlinear.

Example 1 The first example concerns the Coulomb—Stribeck friction model. A
mass m is attached to inertial space with a spring k. The mass is riding on a belt,
which itself is moving with a constant velocity vg, (see Figure 6.4a in [5]).The relative
velocity of the mass with respect to the belt is equal to v,.¢; = v — vg,-. Between the
mass and the belt there is the dry friction with a friction force Fr. In the slip phase
it is the function of v,..; and is given by the relation

Hs

4.5 Fr=———
( ) T 1+6|Urel|

Fnsign(vper)-
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Here, Fiy = mg. Furthermore, in the stick phase the friction force is limited by the
relation |Fr| < Fs = uymg. The functions f1, fo and g of the hybrid system are

T2
1 — | & 1 F
f (x,u) - m L1 + m 1“1’6'{1?237’0{17“ + 3 ’
u

T2

2 k 1 F
f (ZE,U) = TmTtl T, 1+6|a:287vd,~\ +z3
u

and
(4.6) g9(x) = x2 — V4.
Here, x; corresponds to the mass position, xo to its velocity and z3 influences the

mass movement through the control w.
The optimal control problem is as follows

(47) iy (1)
(4.8) s. t.
(4.9) z(to) = o
(4.10) ' = fl(z,u), if g(x) <0
4.11) ' = f*(x,u), if g(z) >0
(4.12) t' = fr(z,u) + g% (z)z, if sliding mode occurs
0= g(z)
and
(4.13) z1(ts) — 0.6 =0,

with the additional constraint on the control signal value u
—2.5 <u(t) < 2.5t € [ty t],

and the time interval endpoints tg = 0 ¢ty = 1.

The optimal trajectories are shown in Fig. 1(a) and the optimal control is shown
in Fig. 1(b). We used N = 100 in piecewise constant approximations of control
functions. One can observe that from the time ¢ ~ 0.8 the system is in the sliding
mode. The program needed 4 iterations to find the solution.

Example 2 The example concerns the application of our approach to the problem
of planning a haemodialysis process. The problem is fully described in [13]. In this
paper we present some results obtained for a variant of the problem.

The system equations that determine the concentrations of urea and phosphorus

in intracellular fluid — C{5°¢, C fco 4, urea and phosphorus concentrations in extracel-
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(a) Optimal state trajectories. (b) Optimal control.

Fic. 1. Mass—spring example optimal solution

lular fluid - CE5*, C 584 and ultrafiltration volume — UF R are as follows

d urea K}igea . ( }Lgea _ E‘E«ga) _ urea (Kurea + Kurea + Kufr)

dt B 0.34-V( ) UFR
(4.14)
dC’U/I‘ea Kurea (Cursa Curea)+Gurea
4.15 1€ _IE
(4.15) dt 0.66 - V(0)
(4 16) CPO4 K}DEO4 (CPO4 CPO4) KPO4 CPO4 KPO4 N KPO4
' a 0.34-V(0) —UFR 3 4
' dt N 0.66 V(O)
dUFR
4.18 =Uyfr
(4.18) — f

min

(419) KF° = o max (CPO4 CfCOﬂO)

(420)  KFO = B max (ChO: - C19%,0)

max

where
eKoA(Qp—QB)/(QBQD) _ |

(4.21) Kp™ =  eKoA(Qp—-QB)/(QBQD) — QD/QB

The model coefficients are explained in [13]—we used the model parameters as stated
for the first run of optimization. The algebraic equations are responsible for hybrid
behavior of the system equations. We have 0 < Cf;gf C’}DCO * < CFP94 < 400 and
two switching functions:

(4.22) n(CIE) =CiE —Chn
(4.23) q(CTE) = O — ChOs.

Having combined kinetic models of urea and phosphorus we look for proper con-
centrations of urea and phosphorus at the end of the haemodialysis process by con-
trolling the parameters Qp, @p and U,y (see [13] for details). In other words, by
solving the optimal control problem we want to choose a proper dialysis membrane
in order to achieve final parameters of haemodialysis.
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F1G. 2. State trajectories for the urea C{E°® and CES°.

The optimization problem is as follows:

4.24 min Curse(t
( ) Q500 Ut EC (f)

subject to the constraints (4.14)—(4.20), the following constraints at final time

(4:25) ClEee(t)< Ly
(4.26) Lyin® SUFR(t)< Lygy,

and the constraints on the control variables

(4.27) QE™ < Qp(t) <QE™
(4.28) Qp™ < Qp(t) < Q™
(4.29) Ul <Uwpr(t)< 3}?-

on [tg,ts]. Parameters for the inequality constraints are the same as in [13] with the
exception that now we allow U, ¢, to vary by assuming: U "”” =0, U5 =175
Some of the optimal trajectories are shown in Figs. 2- 5 One can observe that
from the time t &~ 125 the system is in the sliding mode. Optimal control variable
Uyfsr is shown in Fig. 4, the other control variables reached their allowed maximum
values—we used N = 10 in the piecewise constant approximations of control variables.
Optimization procedure needed 69 iterations to find the solution with the specified
accuracy.
Example 3
The example concerns the optimal control of a of a race car discussed in [14] and
depicted in Fig.5.
We introduce the following notation
e © = (r1,22)" € R? is a position of a car in the plane
e v = (vy,v2)T € R? is a velocity of a car
e O € R is an angle of the car orientation
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F1ac. 3. State trajectories for the phosphorus C;DCO‘* and 0]12334 (rebound of ng“ can be seen
in 125 minute of haemodialysis).

35,

controls

N
0 50 100 150 200
time

F1G. 4. Control trajectory for the Uy y,..

t(0) = (cos6,sin )7 is an unit vector pointing in the direction 6
n(f) = (—sinf,cos )T is an unit vector normal to ¢(f)

a(t) € R is an acceleration force

s(t) € R is a steering control

The equations of motion are [14]

(4.30) ¥ =,
(4.31) v = a(t)t(0) + Fn(0),
(4.32) 0 = s(t)(t(0)"v),
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T

F1G. 5. Race car model — mathematical description

where Fn() is a friction force vector. F' is given by
(4.33) F = —uNsign(n(0)Tv),

where p and NV are a friction coefficient and a normal contact force respectively. The
switching surface is therefore defined as a solution set for an equation

(4.34) n(0)Tv = —vy sinf + vy cos§ = 0.

During the non-sliding motion the amplitude of a friction force vector is constant
and equal to uN. The friction force is normal to ¢t(6) and it acts such that it decreases
the component of a velocity which is normal to a direction #(#). In other words
the friction force always attempts to reduce the angle between ¢(6) and v to zero.
Physically, the non-sliding motion corresponds to a drift of a car.

We face the the sliding motion when the following conditions are satisfied

(4.35) 7M®Tv::0
(4.36) —uN — s(t)(t(0)Tv)? <
(4.37) pN = s(t)(t(0)"v)* >

During the sliding motion the car is always oriented in the direction of a car velocity
(t(0) and v are collinear), there is no drift and the friction force prevents the motion
in a direction normal to ¢(6).

We solved the following optimization problem:

(4.38) min a1 (ty)
a,s

subject to the system equations (4.30)—(4.32), the endpoint constraints

(4.39) xa(ty) =0
(4.40) —v1(ty) <0
(4.41) va(ty) =0
(4.42) 0(ty) =0,
and the constraints on controls

(4.43) —0.3 <a(t)< 0.3

(4.44) —1.0 <s()< 1.0
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on an interval [tg,ts] (ty = 3.0). We assumed pN = 0.5 and initial values: z1(0) =0,
1‘2(0) - ]-7 Ul(o) = ]-a ’1}2(0) =0.

Our program needed 52 iterations to find an approximation to an optimal solution
with the required accuracy, we assumed N = 10 in the piecewise constant approxima-
tions of control functions. The optimal controls, positions and velocities are presented
in Fig.6, 7(a) and 7(b) respectively.

0818 i N

06 i i

, S

02+ i 4

0.6 1 1

08T ‘ :

Fic. 6. Optimal controls for the racing car problem.

The optimal orientation trajectory as well as the value of n”(#)v along the tra-
jectory are presented in Fig.8(a).

Near the end of the time interval the condition n’ (#)v = 0 becomes satisfied, so
the system enters the sliding mode. The relevant fragment of system trajectories is
presented in Fig.8(b).

5. Conclusions. The paper presents the computational approach to hybrid op-
timal control problems with sliding modes. It seems to be the first method for optimal
control problems with hybrid systems which can exhibit sliding modes. Our computa-
tional method is based on a Runge—Kutta method for integrating system and adjoint
equations. The possible improvements of our code are related to the approximating
rules for the jumps of adjoint variables (such as (3.15)) and polynomial approxima-
tions of state variables used in the procedure of the switching times ¢; localization (cf.
(4.1)). These issues are the subject of our current research.
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