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Optimum Quantization of Control Signals in

Minimum-~Time Control Processes

Hideo KOBAYASHI

This paper is concerned with the problem of the optimum quantization of control signals
in the minimum-time control of the multistage deterministic and discrete processes.

For the purpose of minimizing the controlling time needful to bring the values of the
state variables of the plant to within the allowable error of the given reference value, being
given that the initial state variables of the plant are distributed with the gaussian probability
density founction and the reference value of the system takes different values, we obtained
the results of computation using the method of dynamic programming from the foundation

of the definition of' optimum quantization.

Some figures are presented which compare the curves of the minimum-time and the
timeresponse in case of using the optimum quantized signal with those of the other case and
visualize the effect of the optimum quantization for minimizing the expected value of the

controlling time.

1. £ &2 » &

BBV B 3 Bl EORE R, —HOMY SR
R & o TRRIR S NI ROBEFE K RO BEEE % X
O BIAEL 0 ZFHEBEAB B EA SN B & %, TONEE
WRREANRE/INCT % & CADHIBAER2HhET 3 T
Ledbh, ThHDERHEBRICI TRES R &
UTRBESN 2251, TOHEERDRY % BEprs
EARTLENTESLD,

CCTEY|AIMER ST > DS BRHIEREBRRED
BoEsl o 5 5, Terminal Control Moded—>& L
T, RO I HIZ S % B D% & Fhic B
WWH A B LT - THITDIRREZ S % BIEEHE OZFAR
ELPNTRI R L 5 £ 354, CODIRBELH
M NZRINCTECE 2 S TREETIEZELD
Fiwic 5T, GRS TR B RORELEH D51
TRl T 2 BB NOHFE 2RI UL > & T
33DTH3B. yo7) v IOEME—EETNZCD
& 5 B/ EINZ Minimum-N Control &IE&C
EWTES. UTORBEBROIEICEEEST 3 &EDE
BRAZEOF 4+ o2 VEIETEK NEAC2203 %A
U, £4 722 7F0s358 07000 @ FEFHEIT
WoTHr1:.

2. 75 OB SFHEREO®

735 OBEEERRO—MOMSBFRRICE - TE
AbNn3.

() =Fi(%2(8), 2 (D), 2, ();m, (), s (D) -, m, (D)5

711(i):”z(t):“'xns(t);t]
i=1,2,,m @
iz g

(W) =flx(®),m(t),n(1),1]

THobTr o, x(),ml) BLE n@) BFNF
NT 52 hORERY by, NS by, & OEL
N7 RVTHB.

R R B (D R

()=AWx@) +DW)m () +n() (2)

2T A, D@ BZNZTh nyxXn, OFER< b
VU2, nxXnm OFREI~ b)Y 7 2 Th 5.

SEBEERTISEY Y VI BERT ET 3 L,
WOREBEBLHEXE S 5.

x(BH1T)=¢(kT)x(RT)+G(ET)m(kT)
+u(kT) (©))

HeMEHIED 7z » DFEMEAR & LT

IN=(x(NT)—7(NT)YQ(NT)(x(NT)
—7(NT)] €Y



2 A N S

PHAVWACEICTT B. #=£8C={M,Cr_s,,C1,Co,—Cs,, —CrL_1,— M}
cziw ¢(RT) DIREEB< b 72 meCy
G(RT) : 7ot 2DRBIT FITT HITH B ThHDHbDETNE, L REFLLvXvol 2L+1 %
DOHRE2HLDT MY TR Bz 38D Tdhb. $72C D Variable-N D terminal
u(kT) : HHELN Y bov X X,
F(NT) : BE[E~Z bV Log%e “ 1.0
Q(NT) : I[EFE[ENMH~ b Y 72 0.9 M\/\
Thb. 0.8 0.8) X
SPABN [y ORI B N & e~y 0.7
FVICBRT 2O T, fax(0)ITHEDTE 0.6 LR\
Fu(x(@))=MinEsply  k=12,-N e %9 0.5 \X—'
{m(&T) 0.4 0.4 \ /i 1
0.3 0.35 1 =
3. E#HER & Minimum-N 0.2 0o 015
DTz »RIE—k D Time-invariant T 0.1 . 0. lLO 15_0—0 15
Markovian T#2 &9 5, BEEEZHOTHRIE 0°1 3 3 4 5 N Oi T 5T ST AT BT KT
LOBHBGRE KL ENTES. NEY B0 BE minimum —N —o.1! Time-response
@iz (@) (f:foo. 15 a=~1
x(BH1T)=¢p(T)x(ET)+g(T)m(ET) (6 X,
THHDT, TOHID 1.9 __', 1o}’
2(ET)=¢(ET)x(0) +f§;:¢(k——iT—jT)G<T) 0.9 ; 0.9}0.5
mGT) ™ X
MBABNS. o I:lzl oo
ceT y(ET)=¢(ET)G(T) o o \/\
(ET)=¢(RT)x(0) 2353 o XL L
QINT)=1 ¢¥+ud (MHXE D HARZzhZEn o3 os
x(kT):v(kT)+jg:y(k_——1T—jT>m<jT) ® oy .
IN=F(x(NT)—r(NT)=(x(NT)—7(NT)J* 0.1 _0‘1‘
(©)) 0! 1 23 1§ N 0. 3T 5T
ThobINs. minimun—N —0.1 “Time-response
COEAMMALTOEORES 3. N Coraih
fn@= MmFEv(NT)+Z y(N=IT—jT)

m(]T) r(NT)] (10)
5k T OFDLE—EEAHEL TERE»PAL L,
FN@=MinFlo(NT)+y(N—1T)m(0)
U 1S N - TymGFIT)
—Jr(NT)j an
BEETL h kDL b A LOBEGEES 5.
fN@)=Minfys(0(NT)+y(N—1T)m(0))
m(0)

(12) ;
EHED MR A " A
A e 1 2 3 4 5 N ' T2T3T4T5T KT
(@) ”]%61;[95(71)3:(0)—{—(;(7“)172 0—73 as minimum-N Time-response
ThBHDT
(C}(C =0.8 a=-1

ADKE2ANT falx0] 2KDBEVTE 5.
L O¥R, #EERmic T . Fig—1



BUNEEHE R 3 REEFLHEESC DN T 3

control T UEE 22 b v 7B B T2DEM
FNlx(DI<B BRETHB. I bIT ot 2DREBE
B OEIEILIT B B RS 2 ERATE & ETHE,
HEHEEMORBEEFLOERZRDL ICTH LD
Tx5.

Axyod %0 AZno 14
LB<.
12170 P (%10/%200 %no) - FIHAIREEX &7 bV DHEREE
A%
r DB OMEE LT3
R

BBV A VB VB fiG=1 2, -, N,
N+1, ) »56RDBCEHBTEXBDT, HHEETFHE
BrAw Cp ik JHROBREH N O E Er 2R/
ETREDITERENTE B,
1o

0.9
0.8
0.7]
0. 6]
0. 5|
0. 4]
0.3
0.2
0.1

ERAS )z

er= Min Er 15)
Clyczy"'cL—l

CCCHIEDES CL DERD Y 5, M RKFCoidl L
Oiczrhzh fix s¥THL.

4. FHEFI L ZORERD

s=ax+dm DIREBEHEN

x(k—+1T):e"Tx(kT)—l—%(e"T-l)m(kT) TSI
< a=-—1, Wiz —01, d=1, T=05 BF{H L=2
LU THImEER me({l,C,, 0, —C,, —1} B=0.0001, x,
OEFH T 13 —1 55 +1 FTOME, interval 0.01 % &

1 R
hIERS T ;b(m—\@;ae 202, BERZE o 303
Wix3ofEE L. CCwEHERE r(NT)=0 &
r(NT)£0 =20 HHIDVT 18 6 NIz fER 2 HE

T 5.

=72 3 7 35N
minimum-N
(C;—-O.l a=—0.1 _
(a) r=0 e
1. 0X°

VY =FT—2 3 7 3N
cERE Y o1 cpymm N,
(c)(r;—o . a=-0. (d)<r;—o N a—-—-O.

Fig—2 -

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0

1

Fig—3 E#ETFbr v C, 251 3R

A HBHEE  (NT)=0 0Hs
Fig-1 @ () (b) (¢) DM DRI HEEIEEIR
HEZHL %0, WIMCR/NBHHENZ &5 ToH 3.
WL OO EMBHHICEAIN T S O HAE
I U TR U EOHEBELET S %
FUTWA. o TABRBAINTOLNLITK
LTR—BYORBEEL LN E2RT. T
DT ERZIET 5 AR ORDREHIGE DN A
7T EMNTE S, EhAAMORORISIELER



4 AN S

3025 0.3 Th 3 ERDEMRTH 5. AR N
Mow 7Y o PR 2 & D R R ORI E
%o & & B, ZOWHIMED BHFELIHED Time-
response ZRULTh 5. HdEEZRTVL D00
BOFORFIRRFNFNOY v T v S ERCNA 5 B0l
IH M DETH 5.

Fig-3 ®er—C, fifflEE 51 < {1,C.1,0,—Cy,
—1} ®3 B C, OWMMAIZ B EIK L TN OHIRHEL &
INEs B RRLTHR D, R0 TRIREET L v
02 THBCT&RHAA.

g ) @) 2T % &, AU 0=03 Td 3 i
®@)Tiz a=—01 TS5 v b ORMBEORKHERPRKEVE
» 27— SHNDHETOTEEMC er fifE» LHTH
%4, DX VU iR T 3 &, a=—1 TRIEH
WE U Toh B, [HHERE o O 3.0 TRKEWLWOT
SEEDEEL { uniform LI - TSI BATIEE 2
BT ERORIEPREE xo OB T 12 —125 +1 %
T?,C@ﬁﬁﬂ?ujN¢¢x®ﬁg%cmoﬁbt
¢ & BIRETEHINC er=Min|Npdx Offizha <
ItoTWA.

T DEBAKEL C L id uniform AT CIIRHEET
LRV C, BAATHINNTASME 05 T &b &
¢, BF 2T LOBENITHLNIENIT L
Th5b.

Fig-2 it 2 T% (0) (0) () (d) D% Fig-3 D it
@B THB E, M@ TC,=01D&EDND
BEBRNED® C,=05 O xDONDOREEL D RS
WS, PIEEBEEDK S OHRARONOERESED T/
X, er OERE@OAEBSNSL Y, C,=01
HEERE L THVAEY C:=05 % s Ih—
BYRHTH B EVAS.

2 BEE r(NTHY#0 054
“) #(NT)=02 D& X

Fig-4(a) (b) wwixzh7Fh C,=0.05 C,=0.5 2EA
12E x OBREIR 2R, Fig-6 o) sz L5
w, COBEEFSLNvE C,=05 Ths.

@) 7(NT)=08 0& X

Fig-5(a) () K% * Fig-6 DE)icEIREHR 2R

r(NT)=02 0k xiciELT, N OFEERIISHIK
—Ek & zh, Fig6icik O THRED er DERE
REcEER ) LD RELS o TWVAE. LD LR
r(NT)=02 5 5ic »(NT)=08 O X 5 HHHED
kxR bEC HER AT BEE R L B &,
faERE S N i3 Fig-4. Fig-5 @ Time-response iZ# %
ML REL o T L EDEBRLDPTHS.

L ZOBOREERLANVE C.=09 &iz5.

Time-response
@ (555 =1

—0.0x

ominimum-N Time-response

C=0.05 a=-1
(b) (r;o,z

Fig—4

wE r(NT)=0 OBED Fig-1, Fig-2 BT
Minimum-N &% ¢ Time-response O i3 i#ulicEl
UCKERTH B e IR 2 ERL Td 2.



B/NEEE BT 2 RER T EHEEER TN T 5

Time-response

(a) <C,=0. 9 a=-1

minimum-N

r=0.

Time-response
C=0.65 a=-1
® (500

minimum-N°

Fig—5

3) #HRiconT

4. Fig-3 XU Fig-6 OFHEEFLV WV C 254
3z — R U THRAELSERD THLn L HicAh i 5.

N

FEMEAE In=2 &' (RT)Q(RT)x(ET) & #WT HilfHl
DEBRED Rektzxirn »#ZR& L1z Conventional
Control® 4, LD er—C, EiEdS Ll BAIKE
WhHdHT Eick#d s e, ¢ Minimum-N Control

er
4.4
4.3

200102030405060708097.¢5

C,

Fig—6 Eo@ETFHEL ~v C. 254 2 iR

RS T RIRIC Bl L ~ov Cy % AU 5 T i3 Rk
T, 7O 5 3 ETFAEEOBEEECIART 2R
BAREICHRL LD EWVAS.

0. v B REALNEHEEETHY TS50+ O
dead zone ZEZATH XL, FIENROHIIO RIEME
& BIEE L DR COBLUNICPERS B2kl %2 § o T
FIMHE T ELTcDTH 5, BHEE r(NT)#0 o5&
i, BORBLLNIIT I NOWSSEROED S E
TEEEPD 3 L, NT ORAILIGEBEE? Bk
T, ZEAODECHA> TERBMEL TV TEEL
5NBDT, BEMEPEDICEA LN L X HIER
ko TTI v hD85 2 — % % BEEIHIGL TR
SEABEBELTL 3. DX 2HH/TDNTIRH
O THEF LIz,

N FEEEFICNT L=2 & L12d5, L>2 o
< HIfAEB DEEDZ Ui, Minimum-N (ZFE/)D
I BB ERBHEREAONSD, TOHEWCTDINTH
SIREALTAHIZW.

5. & & N =
Z ® Minimum-N Control CE#EART 5 fEE, B
#85 x — &2 & Y Minimum-N © N=1, 2, - &

L7284 ® Controllable 78R F & 4IMEB DR D
switching boundary {22\ T, I Hicnbd r#40
O— BT ONT, AHTHALUIZWER . &
Y1z DP T & 2 EHEH B DWW TV 100 AR
BEEERKBILE LY 3.



&)
@)
3)
@
®)
)
™

®

Bellman :

Bellman :
. BB 7
FHEJMb
J.T.Tou :

J.T.Tou:

N

NN

VAN

6. 2 & X @

Adaptive Control Processes, 1961,
Prinston

Applied Dynamic Programming

IR~ g X e Yy —5F AR
Optimum Design of Digital Control
systems, 1963, Academic Press
Modern Control Theory, 1964,

Mcgraw

DA EFAETRE, 1965, FHIA

GE=

P BUEREEAGHETTRE, Wn40.4

b



