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A Comparative Study on Algorithms of Robust and Stochastic MPC for

Uncertain Systems

XIE Lan-Tao® XIE Lei! SU Hong-Ye!

Abstract In recent years, the development of model predictive control (MPC) of uncertain systems has been remarkable.
This paper briefly reviews the development of robust MPC and stochastic MPC, summarizes their applications, and
expounds and discusses the main algorithms of linear uncertain systems in these two fields. By summarizing their general
models, the ways they work, computational complexities, and the ideas they use to ensure recursive feasibility and stability,
we reveal the relationship of feasible sets among some of them and unravel the main features of these algorithms and their
application situations. Finally, we demonstrate the performance of all the algorithms through certain simulation cases

and give some indication on the future development of these two fields.
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Main parameters of algorithms
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RS A RAH Yy H

OL2M Nm-+ Nr+1 1LMI+ Nnpy + Nnp, +ns

OL2M* Nm -+ Nr+1 (¢ —1)(1L + Nnp, +ns) + Nnp,

FF2M Nm+ Nr+1 1LMI + Nnpz + Nnpy + (2N7 + 1)ng

FF2M* Nm+ Nr+1 (@Y — 1)(Nnpe + Nnpy + N7 + 1)ns + 1)

DF2M N(N —=1)/24+ Nm+ N2(npe + npu)r + Nr+ 1 1LMI + Nnpy 4+ 2N? (Mo + npa)T + Nnpy + (2N7 4+ 1)ng
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max(H?) < 1.

[FIRER), i K HIAZE (Control invariant,
CI) 4& Sonr AIPAMISS HY = 0 and H}' = 0 J][F]
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TERF, RS Pr &R 2 O 47 75 A 22 4 151 4
P(Q,) W, HEME P(Q,) € X M1 KP(Q,) CU
BEAZ ) LML 53 Ji i) U e i 4k i 7 SDP - [7) 38,
[Fi] Fsf 7 742 £ 0 J0 55 B 3 2 PR AIE T 38 5 AT AT P

AR ENE. STk [30] YK M a8 R a2k 4 AL P
RMPC [a)/@is LPV [ AR, a03CHk [50—53).

1.2 ETF Tube 8§ RMPC

FT Tube 1) RMPC 1 5a i 3C#k [13] #2140, 2
JE R SCHR [15,19—20, 43, 54—55] 2L & . HH A
SRR 38 I AR R R R R RIRES 2y, EHIHE
—AAIPAY M Tube A Xkt H, X4 Tube 4
FHNRBAR X BT, REREA Tube 5% %
— A B E. XX T Tube By#R/ELEAATH]
AT 22 A BN 2 1 By SR 6T R GE sl S 2 3R
(RS 0. AR R — I 3 W DA 2R G 2 7
Gy TN 8 T 5340 25, AR 6 25 T AR 2 TAE
BT RS, XA REET Tube BB VASEE
FZ REAMN . A e = Fp i 8 ) 5 T Tube
1) RMPC &3 (W® 3 frn): T Rigid tube
(RT) # RMPCPd, BT Homethetic tube (HT)
) RMPCM 1T Parameterized tube (PT) 1y

RMPCRY,
Tube-\based
o) [ ]

K 3 JEF Tube 1y RMPC
Fig.3 Tube-based RMPC

XX s b Tube (1 RMPC, [ PA% H—4
i) OCP:

N-1

min : D (I Xksslr + €(Xpy) + £0) + £ (Xpw)

=0
s.t.

Try1 = Az, + Bug + Guy,
Ty € Xpj © X,
Uptj € Upy; C U,
Tpen € Xipn © Xy

J € Njon-q
J € Njon-_y
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Hp | Xpyjle RN Xy BIHBES T BEER
MIEE, wf DAY Bl Lo( Xy ,) RmMER
Xipj TEAR (BFER/DN) BYIRTT, W] RARYM TR 45
Hil”. C(v) FoRxFPRA B v RS, 0 (Xein) N
ZAHART.

RT # HT RMPC dify T 3% {0}, fi PT
RMPC 1 — A RCL 4 S. Ak x4y € Xjyy € X
T BN Ty € Xiqy Ml Xy C© X BERS KRR
MALFR, E TR A

T, € X} % Try1 € Xk+1 (11)

FARUERGUIRSTFAERT Y. Tube H1, B 2445 € Xiyy,
8 Ea N EEE S AR Xy © X fRIAE
Uy € Upy; C U [RFER] ELIEAEL R ARIE.

AR T Tube (R4 4 A E, 72 RT
RMPC i, Hiiid ] Tube #0345 Tube
ML E, WE 4 (a) Fras. 78 HT RMPC #1, Tube
(AL AN ) B T g o, anf&l 4 (b) iR, i
PT RMPC #&4t T 2 | th &, @it H Tube
FTH A, ANMUAT A Tube AL BRI, B8] DA
SHIHIZAR, i 4 (c) R,

&0

(a) RT RMPC

O

(¢) PT RMPC

K4 X}F Tube [
Fig.4 Manipulation of tubes

(b) HT RMPC

RT fl HT RMPC # R Ji 4 #5550 % v =
K(z — T) + v, 45 K500 52 3550 R 72 785
S BT R:

Thij = Thij T Chij (12a)
Tpy1 = AZy, + By (12b)
€11 = (A + BK)ek + ka (12C)

Horpal (12b) S ARG, 3K (12¢) A E B
gr. B K RIS Ky AR, 20 (12) 752808

3, AR (12¢) Bl er = (A + BKy)er +
Gwy. PT RMPC R T 8 N 1) S8 i 3K
e, HERRET S LRSG (12b) By, X=FhHEk
() H b bR CER AN 0 B AN o BB 1, T 2 40 K B
JEHE.

Righid tube (RT) RMPC: T il %
Uptj = K(Thyj —Tryj) + oy AT AREATHE RGEHE
1078, 153000 & 1Y 45 SCER GEHR 43 FH AN 5 1 W
B4, SCHR [55] Mttt T R A A 1 4 LR
FRESH RT RMPC &¥%:. RT RMPC H1fj Tube
AN Xy = Tury + S0 M Uiy; = KS, + iy,
Hr S, HIEEHEAL (RPI) 19

EEE€# LT (Robustly positively invariant,
RPI) &: %A S, MRS (1) MIESEAAELE,
WRY u, = Ky, B, ¥T Vo, € S, fil Vw, € W
H (A+ BK)zy + Gwy, € S, 0T

EEHRAER T, & (A+BK)S, +GW C S,
B, AR g IH L (11) B A, T
Xitj M Upy; TeEDHAH X MU 8914, FrbA
S, Rulfg/h, &4 (1) Wi/ RPL £0] i
i S, = @2(A+ BE)YGW k457, i@ i
S, = {5 @) (A+ BKYGW JEIREN, Hrh
r filp€0,1) WA (A+BK)"GW C pGW. KL,
HEMA S, 2T RAF), — A o AR 1
M9 Jr I Xiry = Tiay + D10 (A + BK)'GW.
FHECT 6 H JE 95 By RPT 4R, X BL45:3 ) Tube
R/ HEXM I ERRTHF PT RMPC i
K, FORZABRT), Fr AR 738 B DR i —

I SCHR [55] A1, RT RMPC o “fi g 45 Hil” Hy
| Xyrjlr = TEHQ@CH, FES A Tube B0 5
#}T ={0} MIEE. BT S, WIEREEEW, B
AR “TBARFER”, B £(Xeyy) = 0. £L(v) WKy
SN ol Ru g, R T BRERGETE, () = 2T Px
Xy T2

B].Z (A"‘BK)XJC g Xf, Xf Q X@ST,
KX; CUGKS,

B2: (;((A + BK)z) — {;(z) < —2"Qx —
(Kz)"RKz,Vz € X,

P, RT RMPC fg OCP o] JLFRSR Y (A2).

SCHR [31] $& i T —Fh AT S0 [55] o RT
RMPC R IEL, ZFFERFIH T R24 (1)
1) 53 A 2L

Thtj = Thij T Chity (13a)
Tpt1 = (A + BK)fk + Bec;, (13b)
Crt1 = (A + BK)ek + ka (130)
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Horf gy = Kopyy + cpyy. R (13b) 1 (12b)
Z BN [A], SX oy A AR BT Tube ) SMPC
R R 2 R .

Homethetic tube (HT) RMPC: fF RT
RMPC HAH Tube BIR/NMEANRERALRY, H. Tube
TEBCVT A I AR P o BE % T8 T 2R SR i A5 I 2 M P 1Y
s, 4% Tube MERBOR, FRFHEKR, BT LASCHE
[19] #&3t T —Fp Tube K/hA[#) HT RMPC 5
B AEEHR wey = K(Tray — Tag) + Orrg T,
HT RMPC ':F' Tube jj Xk+j = jk—i—j + akﬂ-Sr %[l
Uktj = Koy jSr + vy (PR E ar; > 0).
EE S, [FFEN RPL4E.

16 HT RMPC 1, BiJi 95 (1) 9 7 i
AR R AR 2. BT Tube K/MH 2R
WAL R apyy WIAFTE, [R)AF A 95 389 1 BE AR IE
(A + BK)ogyjS, + GW C ayiji1Sr, 75 52BN
R Z AN AR IMAZ] OCP H A REARIE T &
I (11) BaE.

A SCHR [19] 1, “fr BT SN [ Xeylr =
fgﬂQTkH, G R Xy = g (ot —@)?,
Hera=(1-N"'u, A=ming{3: GW C 3S,},
p = ming{B : (A + BK)S,} C BS,. L)
S O Ruy, BT RIFA R ENE ¢ (2, a) =
2T Px + po (o — @)? FTE Xi(a):

Cl: X; € X —aS,, KX; C X — KaS,,
(A+BEK)X; C X — (Aa+p)S,, K(A+BK)X; C
X — K(Aa+ p)S,

C2: (A+BK)"P(A+BK)-P+Q+K'RK <
0, po > (1- X)) g,

HT RMPC i OCP ] WLFff & i (A3).

Parameterized tube (PT) RMPC: HT
RMPC fifi5 Tube FYAR RS PETE—EREE B4
B 7 AR, (BANTEAER A ), — 2 Tube AAE
L7 ) LA G/ R RE; R R R SR
Tube AAEH R R, BIEE Tube AR/, HAE

F2 Ty 1) PSS B4 R RGN RIKA Z DR
. PT RMPC g ok X A~ M ) —Fh 3Rk
1 PT RMPC i) Tube FIHE IR HE A, Xl
2okl OCP $2 4L T 2 0 | . AR SOk
[20], W gkl W = co{w, € R",l € Ny ¢}, H
g W TR b T ARIER E T, OCP i
ZAHA R N—A RCI £ S = {x : E,o < 1}, Tube
RGN 3 Fis.

W XS, TR vy € Xeyy M
Upyj € Upyy, HSHBOH R

20 = Az + Buy %, Vi € N vy
w;c’j—j-‘—l = sz’ij + Bu;jﬁ-J’
Vi€ Npj1),Vj € Ngyo1p, VI € Njg)

l’;j_jj’l = G’l:l?l,VZ € N[l,q]

(14)

PT RMPC Wiy HbEEA T HLELHR S, M
SN A IR B B VR 2 AN X, An Sk [20, 31],
X LR A 5 BRARA SCHR [31] i X

Rz EEE S BES: e SN |z)s =0,
B0 z]s = max{E.x} — 1. BrPAEA X 3] S By
BE SUH | X |s = maxgex [2]g. ] PT RMPC )
OCP(10) fZn] WLFfE sk (A4).

FT Tube ) RMPC SF: i [ SRS QN2 4 JiF
ne WA Xy = {z|Err <1} F1 S, = {z]|E,r <
1} WRIB ALY, W ny R Er BATEL ne 8
K Ey WATHL

B RSFE R A —HE, (AR ST P
R, AT, A BE AT (R 5 & v] DATE
PATT E HR 1

B 1. BREAHAA - B FRRAC B,
A - B RRHE—EHRNHTAC B, ¥THE
ZPR X U KRS (1), PAESRR W AT 2 0
K5 iR K&

%3 PT RMPC Hj Tube F1Z%4k,

Table 3  Tubes and parameterization of PT RMPC
# A Tube A Tube SRk
Xe ={ Xk, Xis1,- , Xngn—1} Thij =Z?f:o$?;+j
e = {Ux, Uy1, -+, Ukyn-1} Hrp Hrr, Vi€ N jp, Vi € Ny
Hep Xy = @gzo Xli+j7vj € Nio,n z;;:+j =i )\L+jm}icy-l$—_j

Ukt = @Z:o U}i+j7vj € Njo,n-1)
U0 = {uizd € R™},Y) € Njow_y
Ui, =cofupl, € R™ VI € Ny g,
Vi € Npp,;,Vj € N[l,Nfl]}

Xi3% ={zi3% € R",Vj € Npo,n}
Xii= co{azfﬂ’ij € R", 1 € N1 q,
Vi€ Np,j-1),Vj € Nz,np}

X,’:rg =GW = co{x;;jjj’L = Guy,

Vl 6 N[l,q],V‘j 6 N[l,N]}

E—Z?:l )‘échj =1

Uk+j = ZZ:O ufe-*-j

HrVie N j;,V5 € N, v
ERED SHP VST

L
Neys F @h
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#4 BT Tube ) RMPC FIARY ML

Table 4  Problem scale tube-based RMPC
Sk AR H YIREH
RT Nm+n Nnpe + Nnpu +ny + ner
HT Nm+n+1 N(nhe + Nho + 1) +1yp + 1y
PT (N = 1)2/2(mq + npe + npa)+ N(N+4+1)/2+ 3N+ Nn, + N(N — 1)(3(1 + ¢)q/2 + 2)/2+

N(n+mnp +1)+ N2

Nhe + Nhu + N(1 4+ q)gns /2 + n;

MERR. il 5 iR, 7E55 2.1 A5 D4R F|
OL2M RMPC #1 FF2M RMPC 34§ DF2M RMPC
) —FRR IR DL, A O F1 @ AT E#EGE]. |
T RT RMPC #1 HT RMPC 34 OCP #%
(10), ZAHUEY] @, RFIEW] HT RMPC i Tube
Xl @rggy i) A UG (T, ) TPTERFRERY
ap,; 25 RT RMPC ) TubeX,ﬁTj(ka) Fn
Ul (Teyy) MIFL BREHE gy, = 1, B, O
fHE. WP, %S, C X H Xp(ay) C S B,
i T PT RMPC % #L7% L F 1 Tube 29, @

Z:o Dlic+j il ugﬂ' S @Z:o ‘/;ﬁi-i-j (WH%) W H
B At KT HT RMPC, fy PAXF T & — A~ HT
RMPC #j Tube, PT RMPC #[fE 5 > VCfg, M
@ Bk HH, @ ML KTERRES
SCELE, PrPA— AR LT DAY @ HAESLL. Y4
X; C 8., Hh S, = Se @Y, (A+ BK)GW,
@ L. OL2M RMPC A HpRES AR AE fr T
Ty € X0 = X o @]_(A+ BK)'GW, i1 F
S, = @7 (A+ BK)GW, ff XFT C XM,
A T, @ S, C X, W A5 FRT C FoRM,
© thorfE R guk e, Foh DEF2M RMPC ) )z

kﬁ%ﬁﬂ%ﬂ%%ﬂf% PT RMPC iy, 1
WUy = L}iji, Hop 3oL, )‘gc+jL2+j = Lj;,
Wi = 2?21 )\,llc-{-jwl H Z?:1 >\§€+j =1. O
1.3 IEMZH

R SCHR P V2 B A 0 L AR G R 19, 591,

[1 1 0.5
Tp+1 =

T +
o 1| 1

Uk + Wg (15)

X = {2/ ~10 < 2, < 2,-10 < 2, < 10},
U={ul—-1<wu <1}, W ={w|—-0.01 <w; <
0.01, —0.01 < wy < 0.01}.

ARSI N = 5, fiERECH Ty = 20.
5 B RN AT AT WA & 6 ~ & 10 s, M 6 1]
PAE 2 fir i RMPC SyA#R I 2 2k (4L

, poram_ @
FDF2M

! 2
® FFFzM/v ®

K5 AATECR AR
Fig.5 Relationships of feasible sets

—
e
ot - g \ s oFf
.7 x-OL  --_-x-OL
- x-FF - x FF “ —xRT - % RT
st —x-DF ---x.DF | st e HT -2
""""""""" x-DME - - - x, DME —xPT ---x%PT
X-MPC - - - x,-MPC — x,-MPC - - - x,-MPC
—-10 L L L -10 L 1 L
5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20
1 T T OL 1 T
e DMH —RT —PT
b MPC —HT ——MPC
N ]
—1 L L L -1 . L
0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20
k k
(a) Min-max RMPC (b) 2T Tube f1 RMPC
(a) Min-max RMPC (b) Tube-based RMPC
6 frE4iR

Fig.6 Simulation result
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2F N ok
1 RN 1t
ol
0_
N _1 |
Ay
1t ‘\\ o 2
Q \\
,2, S _3 -
_4 -
73_ .
S =51
_4> _6 |
-5t -7t ‘ ‘
-10 -5 0 5 10 -10 -5 0 5 10
Xy X,

(a) Min-max RMPC
(a) Min-max RMPC

K7

(b) #F Tube 7 RMPC
(b) Tube-based RMPC

AT

Fig.7 Feasible set

X,
@X, S,
@X, S,

!

_5'| L 1 i L L il ! i L
-0 -8 6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10

X,
(b) AT
(b) Feasible set

B8 R ALET OL2M Al RT RMPC Al
Fig.8 Feasible sets of OL2M and RT RMPC beyond condition

2.0

1.5F

1.0f

0.5F

X,

-0.5}¢

-1.0}

—1.5}

-2 -1 0 1 2
X
(@ X C S
() X.C S,

2 =
1 -
O |
FRT
_1 |
=
_2 =
_3 s
FUL.’IL[
—4}
-5k | | | 1
-10 -5 0 5 10
X
(b) AT
(b) Feasible set

B9 R4 F OL2M #l RT RMPC fyml 4748
Fig.9 Feasible sets of OL2M and RT RMPC under condition
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Xz

-10 -5 0 5 10

K 10 DF2M F1 PT RMPC {yn]471
Fig. 10 Feasible sets of DF2M and PT RMPC

TEA), 1 MPC H¥ENSE R TAR. MWE 7 (a)
E‘l‘[/\j\%@‘l FOLZM g FDF2M ﬂl FFFQM g FDFQM'
DME2M RMPC kAN —FRERI A YA,
a3 OCP B H W EE AR H n ATk A5 DAY K, 7E
A e, FPOMEM — pDEM A S AR R H , FF
SL2AREH K2, iR R BN 88.9s, ik
i T HA AR . I 8 ~ K9 WLAEE], 4
X; & Se B, AEEAAIE FET C FORM i 9(b)
FiR, 24 Xy C Se i, 45 FET C FORM . fgy (i
SERERF A e B 1

fiEH B CPU 4 Intel(R) Core(TM) i7-4600
@2.1GHz 2.7GHz RN 58, MK 5 FIn] {7
B R] DA B DA LA

1) AR 2, ATk

2) FERAEELEN T (Min-max B35 & T
Tube W), ZFEHMHMAKREHBEZ, T
CPU H[a]glik k.

HT PT RMPC 2a 24k RCI £, frbA
A PAKF DME2M RMPC A 8UsE =y 5 B8 .
F| PT RMPC +f, Hl—H z;, #EA RCI 4, s #
JE SN we = Kaop. BUE 7195 H AT A
RRGEFLV-I T ST TE], AERefi b, AU 7T
PT RMPC &3 F4y CPU a2 0.16s.

#5 RMPC HyEXfH

Table 5  Comparison of RMPC algorithms
RS A HHH ZIREH - CPU ) (s)

MPC 5 30 0.2884
OL2M 16 1LMI + 35 0.3884
OL2M* 16 25585 49.4144
FF2M 16 1LMI + 135 1.1977

FF2M* 16 139128 267.5556
DF2M 326 1LMI + 735 1.9504
DF2M* 326 752928 1444.8
DME2M* 342 36 864 88.9460
RT 7 81 0.3247
HT 8 86 0.3329
PT 140 636 0.7974

2 BEAAERTNIES] (SMPC)

WAL 28 0 4 ) 1) Y AR P 8 8T AR o S B
P B AR, B A RO AL 2R ECE A R AR
THARGER . B TILSARARGAE—ERE
F ARV AR S, A N R B UE T FLE AN
TR TN A SRR S, T AR I H B A
2 AR GEpE ok BRI AR SGe B BT
ZRET SRR BT HIPL Tube R T &
PEEHr Y SMPC F3%, PAR—R b B FAHR AR
LT ICH M) SMPC A, A FIRA B 20

MR AN 6 R,
SMPC ftj OCP b a3 w132 6%,
N-1
rnilrjl\_1 Ezk[z J($k+j, 7Tk+j) + JIn(Trsn)]
{mr+5}50 =0
S.t.
Tpy1 = Az + Buy, + Guy,
Pr(E,axp; <1)>1—¢, je€Njgn_q
Pr(Eyupy; <1)>1—€, j€Njpn_q

Ti(-) <0
(16)

ot {migy (O MR, Tr() < 0 HLMH
H. M e =0 B, RRARAKR. WE6 Pix,

#*6 % SMPC Hik

Table 6 Main SMPC algorithms
RS FBCHR AL FRATHR it
TR [58—60] HLERASFI AL R (% < 1) TR A SR
ETBE#L Tube [18,29, 61] HLESRASTRA LR (% < 1) A F B
FET LA R 5L [24—25, 27] AR ALIR TCHHERL
BT M [22—23,62—64] MRS A LR (% < 1) Te R AT AL




980 H 3l 1k

s il

43 %

HAR A M BEEER T AR € = 0 M5 OLEY. 24

€ = 0 I, AP FE T RES A A AT BCE KR

wxE. OCP (16) A DABAER— N REALALRI R R, B

JE AT XA A ) — L .

21 ETFTESE%E MB (Scenario generation,
SG) SMPC

5 e AR A S i E 2 — A AL e B LA
WA, T SG 1y SMPC dy Calafiore fl Campi
£ 2005 AR 4R S 50— 205 R T S R
FE R B M7 [ 437 (Independent identically dis-
tributed, 1ID) FJTFPLHEAT RKERRAE (X LRI
AT DAY ), Rt iE— A E TR R OCP, X44%
SACH R B — B (X ANECE A2 1T DAE S
ER), 5 OCP WFRETER MR FRCA R OPC
HOME. ANETORFERY (Sample-based) 5034 (13CHK
[66—67]) AR, BT RAER L X TR
T I R BOE R AL S B ) 30 2 DA B 22 03 11
AT EAMER (A ZRAE) 1) OCP, HET
SRR A TOIE I R Al i SRR H

R R T SG i) SMPC 1) £ & Tk 1 ik Fb 38
b, 2B 2 K AR W AT PE R B A,
Sk [68—69]. B, 2 (16) Ry L E 2R AL
TR A N 0 T BT 5 i RO S A
SR 2k 5, OCP (16) W] DA A R S0k
[58—59] H iR ET SG BIAM—BIEA:

vlenritgu Ewk [J(a:kaw’v)]

s.t. (17)
Pr(h(zg,w,v) <1)>1—c¢

Hrv hn, -4, w HTHmE. AT
SG ) SMPC i3k J(xp, w,v) F1 h(x, w,v) %F
v RULZ M, X LD T3 AR % B i a
PR, P DA A A AT DA B S BOR & 17 8 E.
LR, FEPL OPC (17) W H1E 5 OCP & A:

min E, [J(zg, w,v)]

s.t. (18)

h(zp,w’,v) <1, j€ Npyn,

ot wd AR w AORESR 0 R BT (O RBE, N,
WEBMREL. 4 N, > N(n,,e.n) i, 3 (18)
Mo o™ A7 1 — n RSN (17) B9 RTAE M. SOt
(58] 2 G RFERCN N (ny, e, m) = no/en — 1, ik
[70] HXABHBEH N(n,.e,n) = (2/€) In(1/n) +
2n, + (2n,/c)In(2/n) 8% (L#g SCHR [71) g

N(ny,e,m) = (2/€)(C =1+ In(1/n)), K ¢ K

JIrid g Helley's 415, SCHR [72] FRUCIEREEECH P
A N(ny,e,n) = (1/e)(e/(e—1))(In(1/n) +n, —1).
IR TG SRR S s T, (BAELRIE v* R
OCP W WIATERIARRAMLT 1 —n BYEIEE Wl
TCREEEA 2 — AN FFa R . 5548, Tl (18) 1Y
SRAER] DU b AT, IrPARIE SRR RIRAEEH ,
NS IR TE L T B A KK A 52,

2.2 E-TRKEHL Tube B (Stochastic tube, ST)

SMPC

FT ST iy SMPC F 2Ll SCHk [18,29,61] 42
t, BYEHRAATREA: 1) HAgAbsa s (R
w e W), filan, #kr e, 2) #BHEHh
u = Kz +c HFH T4 AL (13); 3) R
A5% X 9 ] S W A1 0 R 0 0 B 3k (BP N — 4-00) 3k
PRAUEFTAT PR AT RS E M, BT AL (16) Wiy ZHE 29 0)
In(zeen) = 0. SRV e = 0. SC#t [18] A
[29] Hf HALBE T ARAS LY R, B2 i T S i il %2
u = K+ c i AP 5IATARE, @54 A2y
A AR 2SR A0 B, a0 Sk [61). 4271k, AU
RELARN G ET ST 1) SMPC AR A 57
i

MisEH OCP (16) FJLAEH] X = {z|E,x < 1},
EX By = @ (A+ BK)'GW, fi3Cik [29]
Al AL RA Tube B Xiy; = Tpay + Eegy. 5
FRECBBOR T 2oy € Xwg, IRSLHN AT 4L
HPr(Xyy;, € X) > 1—¢€ BI%EMT Tpyy +
Bey; € X, H By € {BIPr(B € Eiyy) >
1 —e}. =LA BTy + ey < 1, Hp
Ve+i = mﬁZ?;f maXe, . em,; ErCiti H Y1 =
arg{min,ew vy s.t. Pr(E,Gw <7v)>1—¢}. R
AR, XFHE (17), Yo AMEAET SG Bk
1%, BCE N SCOHe R e M O R L. T
B Ve < 1 2ERCRORME ISR AR A

KMEARN Tpony € Xy, Hp Xy =
{2|E.(A+ BK)' <1 —yny,l € Ny g5 Bo(A+
BK)' < 1 —limio¥i,l € Npgyy,o} N i
Wit #E g, Hont ZRB K WSk [73],
min Emk[z;io m;cr+jQ$k+j + ug—&—jRukJrj} )l%yz:}ﬁ%j‘j
HIRBEWIER. 2k, OCP(16) sivkiEib i T Fr
HER QP [ K A

2.3 ETI8MEHH (Saturation functions,
SF) SMPC

3T SF # SMPC 4%t i1 Hokayem 7E ik
[24] e, SCHR [24] & T Schur 2@ R4
(0 M(A)] < Li e Ny, ik [25) %25
J& % Lyapunov &€ 2% (Bl |M(A4)] < 1,4 €
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Npypp, HHHL (N (A)] = 1), SC#k[27]) WjE—
RN B RGOSR E LT, H 3
BT 8 1k s R Ak A B R GO AME.

HT SF i) SMPC # & T M Ao, HY
WA FE AR L. EEENER RN ey =

I Ly Gy + vy, WS, A RRAL

Wl v floo < Unax RARTCVER AR, F I,
Bk [24] KR R I G B —
FE % (Gw) = [ (Grw) -~ (Guw)] T (2
Super [Yi(Giw)] < Gmax < Unmax) HH G A
G W% i 17, X THA R (Gw) MR
T, SCHR [24] 16485 i(t) = Mat /1 + at?, Hrp
M € R HAENE, o € R NHERF. HEE
il %05, H AR eR A 0 3 B m] SR AR Sk SR 1
B, A RS A LR AT 5 AL R maxen, |, ((vil+ ||
Gill1 Omax) < Unax, FH v o W55 0 47, B,
TERE Efll w (2] < oo #l By [¢i(Giw)] = 0 J57
g LT, BEAL OCP & Bl gl ik AL UM ARER) QP
e, FeE VT, SCHR [24] #E—AEl TR 22
RAFE, M E[ 24 [?] < 00,k > 0.

X Lypunov f2E R 48, SCHR [25] 5 2 G054

. A; 0 B, ,

(A, B) ¥4t N 0 A B, Mg, H
Ay A Schur faE A, MIEARZKE, H A(A,) = 1.
N T ARIERGEHAFISCHE [24] —FEM AR E I, Gk
[25] XFIEAZHRA I T “TRIER A LW, HAR
W Unax > U™ WHFELERL, Hr U JA1 “RIER
A FHRI— R
24 ETHEMFNAK (Deterministic

equivalents, DE) SMPC

i 5 PR S 3 BE AL AL Hh AL BEAL 2% 2 S —
P I J7 i, SCHR [62] F5 2 W 1 2SR T 00 42 ol .
BT e A Uy SMPC A R, — 2 F
A E N 2RI S LR AL NI E 2R, 2
X B A ek RO RS RS AP Oy 28 AU E R
INAIETE . R, FEPL MPC A i T &
MPC [ 5 R R A 7 22, 4 FEPLE
B LA A AT ST, n] DA 2R AR R R B S
PRECRF AL 2R e AL, WISCRR [62]; 124 FEHLME S
R B AT AN il S, ] A s M AN S 2 (3L )
HE RADAGER) FRRHLS LR E L, X7k
HISCHR [63] 421, SO [22] BEVRAIMLA 41 1 XA
PR G LA AT BRI 4R ROk R A TR RE. 3C
Hk (23] KF 2 R AR GUIRAS TR B L2 L0 iy 155
&, SCHR [64] BEZ SR b — 2P RS R G A e
R DL

XFF AP TR L, AIRIMFEH R wiyy =

)

Koy j(Tryj — Tiyg) + vy FEHIAT 0B X P
SATHRI R unyy = 10 LjiGonritopy
HEZEVIN KA. %Ck =2, — 2, =0, T epy; =
Thtj — Tpyj = z;g(A + BKk+i)ika+j_1_i +
( g;é(A+ BKj1i))er, FibAf Lj -1 = Ky H
Lji = Kyyj(A+ BKyy),i € Ny ;o TERITHCZ
e, WERE K #oh Ky (12) 735K 8067, RO
1 SMPC w1, 7, RRB2IREIE E(xy).

1&'& E(ek) = 0, ﬁi)‘( Ek = E(ekeg), A =
E(wyw?), NA:

Err1 = (A+ BKy)Zw(A+ BK)T + GAGT (19)

ALK PriEyx < 1) >1—¢ (KH E,
E, W55 0 A7) AT On:

S, BRI AE AT, X (20) Wi
AR, () = N (1 — o)
N Il IE A5 A AT BB SR, 2
RIS R AN, 3 (20) SRS R
5199, 1L @(e) = /1=, mTRIE T 2, o)
= R, % o %5 o i, S AR S
ILZR (20) XFF 2 ARG, ME0AEERA,
T

E,ZET
T i q)Z
0}

Her o € [0,1] H—1HEHHRITE. HTREMA
A B ) % B AR R, RO AR 2
LR ST, TPt —2 5] A T 2R,
T B SR8 e B SE B R . Al A 2R
0] DAIE I R0 AL BRAS B (B, v, U), Hr
U=K=KT.

36 U A AT P A AR E M T A R RS 1)
WEEAL T R R GRS 5 Bk = s
il gs e fe, SCHk [22] R PIIR L AR (70, Er) €
{I—l: (ZEk, 0),1—22 (Ek\k—h Ek\k—l)} HfELk=0m4E
(Tr, Ex) = (20,0). -1 i &P IH1L, 1-2 144
XHate. 2) ZMEHETT JIn(zran) = CUEHCP%NM
Hrp P % Lyapunov J7#% (A + BK)TP(A +
BEK) - P=-Q—K RE i, 1 K it R/
KT A B, Q, R Wy BEL Riccati I FETIAG. 3)
KEAKR Epny 2E HTny € Xy HF E N
= = (A+ BK)Z(A+ BK)" + GAG™ #yfi, Hrp
A= A, Xy WESE X Thy1 = ATy, + Buy, TELHR
V(E,.;,Z,E) Ml V(E.,v, KEKT) K K Fiy CI £4£.

(20)

(21)



982 H 3l 1k

E N

43 %

it Mt (19) W DLE El, S, AT
(K Kirs -+ Ky ] 3R AELR VRN, AREBE
s o 9 0 b 3 1 2% ok . SRk 23] F0[63] KF
X (19) # 4k A LMI, [A 5 H A5 o8 5] i05 R
Zévz_ol fEJerfkﬂ + UEHRUIHJ‘ + T yQTren +
Zévz_ol tr{(Q+ K}l ;RKj)Zpis } +tr{PEsn}, &
Ik, i OCP EgifE Ak sty SDP (A
2.5 {HESH)

07 BUBIAL R — AN R4 B T 4R AL (APPJ)™),
APPJ &k tAbESA = (22):

PURAERR] Ty = 5 XS AT B, [H
BFRFTTIN HEGE RN N = 9, {5 B Ty = 50.

T4 T ST ) SMPC Fl H T 1% & 4 B
VEREAT SR AR, X BAUR R BT ST i H 45548
M X = {z|Pr{-6 < 27 < 6,-6 < z, <
6,—6 < z3 < 6,x4,75,76,27 € R} > 0.8},
W = {w|w ~ N(0,0.1%), -1 < w < 1}, n = 0.1,
N(ny,e,n) = (1/€)(e/(e — 1))(In(1/n) + n, — 1),
o = (0,0,0,0,0,0,0.8)T i, EF ST ffh 2%k
WE 1L PR, nTAER], RERIEA TR,

XFHETF SF §) SMPC, U = {u|Pr{-1 <
w < 1,-1 < up < 1} > 08}, Upae = 1,
zo = (,L1,1,1,1,1,1)", M = 0.1, a = 1, {5
gE RN 12 Frow, BT R B AR, BT
W 2 TE A7 L el S A8 T B o, A A 2 R Bk
bocl T S N RO U O T
Ut = Z;& L; . Gwyy; + vy, HEZERME 13
Fron. I AE R, FEAG B R RE BE 053 2 290K, iX

AN wy = v, ARG — AL
T 7 F9T 00 PR3 20 AT DA B Ay A 2 sl ™ B I, iX
FELANREPRUE R SR AR ETE T

Qutput
10 P Xy
N —— N _ X5
B Xy
10 ‘ ‘ ‘
0 10 20 30 40 50 60
0.5 Xy
0 rusmeses e = — %
X,
_05 ! 1 ! 1 1 5
10 20 30 40 50 60
1.0 . ‘ :
0.5 ’\ X,
Og 10 20 30 40 50 60
Input
0 T
U
-10 '
u,
—20, 10 20 30 40 50 60

k
K 11 JF ST ) SMPC
Fig.11 ST-based SMPC

YT T DE iy SMPC, X = {z|Pr{-4 <
1 <4, -4 <1y <4,—4 <3 <4,14,25 %6, T7 €
R} > 08}, U = {ulPr{-1 < w3 < 1,-1 <
u, < 1} > 08}, W = {wjw ~ N(0,0.1*)},
o = (0,0,0,0,0,0,0.2)". K 14(a) T 100
WPOTREER, A 15 Wil AR, B0 15 %,

&(t) = Az(t) + Bu(t) + Gw(t)

[ 2815 0 0
2199 —2277 0
0 2247 —2773
A= 1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 1
|0 0  0.0015
[ —5818.1 6553.8 |
708.8 0
668.2 0
B= 8.5 0 .G =
12.1 0
17 0
L O 0 . L

2199

—~19973 0 0 0

~13256 0 0

0 —9152 0

—2476 0 0 0

—2510 0 0

2247  —2580 0

0 0  —0.0024 | (22)

[ —0.8195 |
—0.6981
—13521
—0.7359
—11543
16407
0 .
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Output
5 : P : : Lor
or mom it —— e - x| 4
s L*"//'N'TA - . . x; || \
0 10 20 30 40 X560 05 |
1
0F- e = x| L
N R i 0
0 10 20 30 40 X |60
1.0 - T -0.5
0.5F TT— \ x;
% 10 20 30 0 50 60
Input -1.0
2 T
0 } u,
) | . . | L 15 . . . . ,
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 0 10 20 30 40 50 60
k k
(a) Tl ECES (b) FHM IS 424y A
(a) Simulation result (b) Input in prediction horizon
P12 AT R RO R (T LA
Fig.12 Simulation result with SF
Output
5 v
0 Pt o X
— — L L X |
0 10 20 30 40 X3 60
1 ‘
0 » - X,
-1 , . . X))
0 10 20 30 40 x,60
1 —— .
0 B X,
1o 10 20 30 40 50 60
1 lnput
0 ‘ u
1 I L r u 12 . . L . .
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 0 10 20 30 40 50 60
k k
(a) THELELR (b) T k4 A
(a) Simulation result (b) Input in prediction horizon
13 A T ek RN A 0y LA

Fig. 13 Simulation result without SF

JEEOR. # 14 (b) S4ET DE /9 SMPC Byl 745,
Forp 2L (R R S AR T B AT AT, T € B R
MALZ G0, W DAE B 200 H i A oRAR 22, Ui I
IR IR GE NPT

3 RMPC #1 SMPC B A

biZ RMPC %1 SMPC By AW & B fl
H 7 B2, i A RA0RAR3 TR 2N . #
TALE T4k (H 2010 4) A0 Frher) RMPC
HEA SMPC AR N 6. $65 NI 9
LB RN NEE, Hp TB #/RET Tube
(Tube-based) Y, HIEASCH KLY RT. HT #l
PT =#p, MM 275 Min-max &3k, Hfh SMPC &

EAE ESC—3 WTAE R, BT EESR R T
AR, AR R —SE R M, TR
REZ . RATEE. MLEs . WUk H . AR . Ik
A AL RMPC fil SMPC #3559 1 7 5.
[, FERLM . BRY7 . &t RMPC #1 SMPC
WA NEZRIL.

MFE 7 FE A&, BT Min-max 1) RMPC
FHEETH T Tube YRR A2 —L8, X2
SET Min-max [HEVEME S S5 R, 5T
TESL RS PR AT AR T i 8, 25 5 B LA # 40
MR . 220, SMPC )&= AT SG Ak
T DE WBEIEN H o) 1z, i3k ik 2 55A
AR T AL AL BEAIL 2 20 SR P Rh s
AR, BIBEAUBLIFNRG 454 ET ST MAAAERE
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5 Output
0L 03}
5
02}
0.1}
= o}
=0.1F
-0.2}
ol - ", 0.3}
) : ! . ‘ | i, \
0 10 20 3(]){ 40 50 60 -4 -3 -2 -] 0 1 2 3 4
X
(a) TH&R (b) AIATLK

(a) Simulation result

(b) Feasible set

K14 ET CI g SMPC {45
Fig.14 Simulation result of CI-based SMPC

%7 RMPC I SMPC J Jf]

Table 7

Applications of RMPC and SMPC algorithms

WA LA 0] 475

EHRB TN ]

BRI (DE) $451079 (ST) 2™ (SG)

TNERZE fisih ™ (SG) s 5z (ST) (DE)
FIEh g (SQ) a5 7R Es2) (DE)
N BESGHE (SG) BRI 55T (DE)
1=
BEAERHES) (SG) BB ZIH RGBS fEaH B9 (SG)
LT MR RSP (DE)
KT BEIRT LA 50 (DE)
BB DA S S#ER00Y (DE)
s RSB TR Y (ST) SHEEmiREL3 (SG)
irfrasEiod (DE)
AT s (i) Ees) (DE)
oM g ALM ] (DE) b m#st 4 (SG)
HL ) BB 5 A P IO AL 1 25) (SG)
RS (SG) AEUE R AL T (SG)
AT LRE 25m i 119 (DE)
RITKH diilifgRE R gedin 120 (DE)
W % FZSed 21 (DE)
KR k024 (DE) ks 541125 (DE)
iz Tk s [126] (DE
- BRBE BB TR S LB 120 (DE)
REJEAT LT (SG)
Sl B REAECE 20 (SG) BBkl (SG
st LR HEAE 02 (SQ) BB 1 fE T4 183)

(SG) mRIAHEHL A (DE)

)

PULEERD (TB) feshal )1 R m B (MM)
AR iR (TB)

LBESHI 1T (MM) A8 R R gedsl 01 (MM)

AKTEIFI EALEEh 258 (TB) Wy gl (MM)
LS (MM)

RIS A GRS HI T (MM)

TENBEFHPEEER BRI S (MM) Jo AR eATH 01 (MM)
R I AT R AT 100 (MM)

BBz (TB)

KRR 0 (MM

PRITRR RN OT (MM) S 0 (MM)
SR R 2811090 (MIM) JAkHE L AR ke R 5 1200 (MIM)
FEBERR 1Y (MM) B A SRR 112 (MM)

wr@w«

AP AR TR R 18 (MM)

KT EE AL 41122 (MM) Mg ge sl 23] (MM)

BT S R ) (MM s 4 Bz =) (MM)

PURHLA A IR5] (MM) BT MR 0L A IR 136) (MM
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IR r LR 3 5 A SR AL B A 1 ),
XA 2k, HA R G RO ae, B
12T SE ) SMPC J3E AR 58 bt G2
R AR > 2 25 IR AR R Te A, HAZ A
TRAGE T P ALY, T 52 B B o 2 p
AIRES LR, I+ BARA o8 By a2 LA AR T
BR. (EUZRX ARG T SMPC FEA ST ab 3
oM EE S, A EEAE X

4 REE5RIE

ASCE T RMPC #il SMPC w2 B 55
BN SEVE E B I 5 AT AR R, A
M FEVEER 2SR — 20y OCP i) PASE 345
il H A 328 I R AT AT DA I R A Y A A R
S SEPR, TT R A ) — PR A e 1 2 TR 2B A
i [F] A ) B 2 e T o5 T I ek S . T
HAETHE, RMPC 1 SMPC #BHediTfi s3] RCI
R XTI AR, IR0 Mayne #E3CHR [32] AT
e, SMPC ()% e 2R AR b i i o, A AR
K—Bt2E.

F52 b, PRAFHEBCA A0 E S B W DA ik
FVAHEE W, MTAHE R, AL LRE
AR R ARy, MRS HBOR, TR 2R R 4
FEEEOR, RGER AR B FoBox. [FI, £
SPYERI A AT A B BV R AR, AR RSF HBOR,
AT

BARIEIL T4k RMPC #l SMPC 53] 7K 2
(), ABFEABATI R S5 B oy, (15 VT 2 5 Bl
R TR A0 R GBS K, SRAEARASSE . LMI, &
AL R BTSRRI, SRR, &
GERZS S D IR A 22 BOm i, FE SR 2R A
1, FERRAT T IE S S RS, BRI HHE
JFE. 5356, RS BRI QR s M s 454 S B RTER
BT Ay Sy R G AL . ANl B ORI
SRV U AR K 2 e 42 1 IR X 6 1) L) T RE A
PRIPMEFIA K W] BRI TS 7 a1 0 1

LT 5 0 92 ) 255 ) 45 e 24 B GRS A i B
STy TIN5 R PR S AT WL ok
TR B T SRR BCR . A IRy T S I —Le
IR H A RE SRR e A B E S, o T SE B
Jodw (Offset-free) HR R TR 24 WS B VEHDIR ST
L. LI 285 P R A (v 5 00 8 2t R (20 9 4 i
W) L S il g i) s it 2 e S AN ), AR 0 8 22
SRR A TRE. WAE L AR i 22 e T
AT, AT AT RS AR SR B IE N
MAE, HR R EARR AT

B S R LE G FEESEHIE T, mIst 5]

N RE A AL R e 4 A O R B T A R TR T
Y rp BEFTRTS ) AR AR, SCHR [137] 3
VB TR T T ) A, A R ST R S 4G
iR, PAKHIBHE RMPC sy, Fii2 SMPC
4 1 AT 2 B 2 1) AR

B e (A 1P A fT A R AR AR 2RI A A 1) Al
FEURON TR s AR, W DAL L AR
Fed . LAl Rl o fg T THT 25 . A2 R AE R 4
MPC ERTEELA AP, it RMPC Al SMPC
DTS AN AL, R Sl A e A AT AR R A v
R, A7 2 T BT T A ME sl )] A o B0 S A 2
PEAT AL W R— AR WHTERY I 1], ANSCHR [138—139)
SR R 22 U R T B AT e 2 AR SRR AL
3 bR B S OB R A T S B PR As 5, LI ie A
fre e B e O, X ERILYE RMPC Hl SMPC 1y
R R TR, I BEAE RS T S5k o B ) e AR 1
s [ E Y, 2 Al AR I 5 K0 1 2 o i R
RR KL, AT S 2 BRI A IO A AT
fff, L ETT SRR RIS S Wl B B, 5
RESL IR I RE G o vl AT AL BRAY 1 17 A, AEAE T AR
PR GFEIE 5 .

PUEEREZ S RMPC il iR A B
Wr5E, SMPC U AT B A, 5 X A2 Bt iy
PRERIEL HHT SMPC w3 Ll i SRR A 22 A1
DI K BRERBIE, AR PLL BA GRS (4
FEIT AL T R A AR AP, RS
PR B 5 A SR B DR ZE A IR AT 220, BEAS S e iR
ERRICR, AR A R FA R AT R, e R EE 21
WS 7 oh, BT AR FIR R A KRGS
PRESBIER, oA R GRS I A SR AL 2,
AR IR PUEATEAZE RN, 2 T A R IR
WE I Sl Y SR e, i AE A 7T DASR A B 22 B
Bl fE 2, BRES TS AR B0 S A IRCR.

ZAU L 6 SCHk [140—141] 5% RMPC ¥£
2e5F MPC (EMPC) By HEAT 1705, 1 S
Wk [142] ¥ SMPC 5 EMPC #7184 % £y, 1H
X7 T I A R LAY, R B T
TERT DAREAT. SCHR [143] feilidR iy 1 —Fhaift MPC
5k, ArxhX A ke RMPC #1 SMPC _EALY.
HHBATIRFE.

WM WS 3 WHER 7 ALAFE], RMPC
1 SMPC R 2 Rz ), BAEERST . Sl
ZIPEE . TR AUk B AR B, 22 IR
XX SEGUR Y, BN bR T R A, KR
RMPC #1 SMPC ¥ Z )1 H] 355, TEIE U2 Sk
KRR R I e ZE RMPC #1 SMPC Sy A /Y
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B3R
DME2M RMPC {4 “sMiatil#g” OCP:
min max : z; Ox; + u] Ru,

S.t.

Tpp1y = Azpy + Bugy + Gwy g, VI € Ny v
Ex <1Vl € Ny v

Euuy < 1,V1 € Nig i

Trynyg € S, VI € Ny (ZHHLAH)

Thtjly = Thtgly = Uktj0, — uk+j,l2(%z@§ﬁ)
(A1)
RT RMPC iy OCP:

min : Z' OF + v Rv + £;(Tryn)

Tk,v

s.t.

(12)

Te(Xos,)N (A2)
e (Us KS)Y

Trin € X

Ty €T DS,

Ho, = {Z),Tps1, TN}, V¥ =
{Uk, Vg1, - Upan—1 ), A+BEK T8k E
ThrbRFRS (1) #AR X S, MU o KS, TE’J
CI 4.

HT RMPC 1 OCP:

N-1
: . =T — T
B min : E CL‘k+jQ$k+J‘ +Uk+jR'Uk+j+
Tie {5 b { ks } =0

Go(ryj — @) + Tp y PTiin + polay — @)’
s.t.
(12
Tit; € X © apq; Sy, J € Njon—q
Uy €U © Koy jSyy,  J € N vy
(A+ BK)ag, ;S + GW C agyj11Sr,  Jj € Ny oy
Tien € Xf(an)
Ty €T DS,

(A3)

PT RMPC 1§ OCP:

g, 90,

N-1
min Z ‘Xk+j|S
j=0

s.t.

(14)
Ty e X

Ty O @Dkﬂ C X,Vj€Npny

k+] < Dk+J7Vi € Npjp,Vj € Np v

up €U
(A4)

J
up; @@ Vi, CUVj € Ny

Uis C Vki+j7Vi € Npy,j,¥j € Npva)

xk+N @@DkJrN
k+N - DkJrN,VZ S NIN]

H, of) = ay, DZH = {z|Ex leh;,kJrj}v UliJrj =
{ulBuu < R ds 9 = {huprs gz,
Poen—1} Puprs = Loy Mg B b 90 =
{hz k+1yhr k2 R k+N}7hr,k+j = {hala,lc{rj’ hi,k+j’

T k+j} kar] @@z 0 Iic+j il “2+J@@Z:o Vlci+j
7fm B L _E R Tube.
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