Chapter One

Introduction

This book represents a modern treatment of classical control theory of continuous-
and discrete-time linear systems. Classical control theory originated in the fifties
and attained maturity in the sixties and seventies. During that time control theory
and its applications were among the most challenging and interesting scientific
and engineering areas. The success of the space program and the aircraft industry
was heavily based on the power of classical control theory.

The rapid scientific development between 1960 and 1990 brought a tremen-
dous number of new scientific results. Just within electrical engineering, we
have witnessed the real explosion of the computer industry in the middle of the
eighties, and the rapid development of signal processing, parallel computing,
neural networks, and wireless communication theory and practice at the begin-
ning of the nineties. In the years to come many scientific areas will evolve
around vastly enhanced computers with the ability to solve by virtually brute
force very complex problems, and many new scientific areas will open in that
direction. The already established “information superhighway” is maybe just
a synonym for the numerous possibilities for “informational breakthrough” in
almost all scientific and engineering areas with the use of modern computers.
Neural networks—dynamic systems able to process information through large
number of inputs and outputs—will become specialized “dynamic” computers
for solving specialized problems.

Where is the place of classical (and modern) control theory in contemporary
scientific, industrial, and educational life? First of all, classical control theory
values have to be preserved, properly placed, and incorporated into modern scien-
tific knowledge of the nineties. Control theory will not get as much attention and
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recognition as it used to enjoy in the past. However, control theory is concerned
with dynamic systems, and dynamics is present, and will be increasingly present,
in almost all scientific and engineering disciplines. Even computers connected
into networks can be studied as dynamic systems. Communication networks have
long been recognized as dynamic systems, but their models are too complex to
be studied without the use of powerful computers. Traffic highways of the fu-
ture are already the subject of broad scale research as dynamic systems and an
intensive search for the best optimal control of networks of highways is under-
way. Robotics, aerospace, chemical, and automotive industries are producing
every day new and challenging models of dynamic systems which have to be
optimized and controlled. Thus, there is plenty of room for further development
of control theory applications, both behind or together with the “informational
power” of modern computers.

Controltheory must preserve its old values and incorporate them into modern
scientific trends, which will be based on the already developed fast and reliable
packages for scientific numerical computations, symbolic computations, and
computer graphics. One of them, MATLAB, is already gaining broad recognition
from the scientific community and academia. It represents an expert system
for many control/system oriented problems and it is widely used in industry
and academia either to solve new problems or to demonstrate the present state
of scientific knowledge in control theory and its applications. The MATLAB
package will be extensively used throughout of this book to solve many control
theory problems and allow deeper understanding and analysis of problems that
would not otherwise be solvable using only pen and paper.

Most contemporary control textbooks originated in the sixties or have kept
the structure of the textbooks written in the sixties with a lot of emphasis
on frequency domain techniques and a strong distinction between continuous-
and discrete-time domains. At the present time, all undergraduate students in
electrical engineering are exposed to discrete-time systems in their junior year
while studying linear systems and signals and digital signal processing courses
so that parallel treatment of continuous- and discrete-time systems saves time
and space. The time domain techniques for system/control analysis and design
are computationally more powerful than the frequency domain techniques. The
time domain techniques are heavily based on differential/difference equations and
linear algebra, which are very well developed areas of applied mathematics, for
which efficient numerical methods and computer packages exist. In addition, the
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state space time domain method, to be presented in Chapter 3, is much more
convenient for describing and studying higher-order systems than the frequency
domain method. Modern scientific problems to be addressed in the future will
very often be of high dimensions.

In this book, the reader will find parallel treatment of continuous- and
discrete-time systems wittmphasin continuous-time control systems and on
time domain techniques (state space methiod)analysis and design of linear
control systems. However, all fundamental concepts known from the frequency
domain approach will be presented in the book. Our goal is to present the
essence, the fundamental concepts, of classic control theory—something that
will be valuable and applicable for modern dynamic control systems.

The reader will find that some control concepts and techniques for discrete-
time control systems are not fully explained in this book. The main reason
for this omission is that those “untreated topics” can be simply obtained by
extending the presented concepts and techniques given in detail for continuous-
time control systems. Readers particularly interested in discrete-time control
systems are referred to the specialized books on that topic (e.g. Ogata, 1987,
Franklin et al, 1990; Kuo, 1992; Phillips and Nagle, 1995). Instructors who
are not enthusiastic about the simultaneous presentation of both continuous- and
discrete-time control systems can completely omit the “discrete-time parts” of
this book and give only continuous-time treatment of control systems. This book
contains an introduction to discrete-time systems that naturally follows from their
continuous-time counterparts, which historically are first considered, and which
physically represent models of real-world systems.

Having in mind that this textbook will be used at a time when control theory
is not at its peak, and is merging with other scientific fields dealing with dynamic
systems, we have divided this book into two independent parts. In Chapters 2-5
we presenfundamental control theory methods and conceptansfer function
method, state space method, system controllability and observability concepts,
and system stability. In the next four chapters, we mostly deal apilications
so that techniques useful fdesignof control systems are considered. In Chapter
10, an overview of modern control areas is given. A description of the topics
considered in the introductory chapter of this book is given in the next paragraph.

Chapter Objectives

In the first chapter of this book, we introduce continuous- and discrete-time
invariant linear control systems, and indicate the difference between open-loop
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and closed-loop (feedback) control. The two main techniques in control system
analysis and design, i.e. state space and transfer function methods, are briefly
discussed. Modeling of dynamic systems and linearization of nonlinear control
systems are presented in detail. A few real-world control systems are given
in order to demonstrate the system modeling and linearization. Several other
models of real-world dynamic control systems will be considered in the following
chapters of this book. In the concluding sections, we outline the book’s structure
and organization, and indicate the use of MATLAB and its CONTROL and
SIMULINK toolboxes as teaching tools in computer control system analysis and
design.

1.1 Continuous and Discrete Control Systems

Real-world systems are either static or dynamic. Static systems are represented
by algebraic equations, and since not too many real physical systems are static
they are of no interest to control engineers. Dynamic systems are described either
by differential/difference equations (also knownsstems with concentratexnt
lumped parametejsor by partial differential equations (known agstems with
distributed parametejs Distributed parameter control systems are very hard

to study from the control theory point of view since their analysis is based
on very advanced mathematics, and hence will not be considered in this book.
At some schools distributed parameter control systems are taught as advanced
graduate courses. Thus, we will pay attention to concentrated parameter control
systems, i.e. dynamic systems described by differential/difference equations. It
is important to point out that many real physical systems belong to the category
of concentrated parameter control systems and a large number of them will be
encountered in this book.

Consider, for example, dynamic systems represented by scalar differen-
tial/difference equations

#(1) = fle(t)), (o) = e (L.1)

w(k +1) = fa(x(k)), (ko) = wo 1.2)

wheret stands for continuous-timé; represents discrete-time, subscripin-
dicates continuous-time and subscripts used for discrete-time functions. By
solving these equations we learn about the system’s evolution in time (system
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response). If the system is under the influence of some external forces, or if
we intend to change the system response intentionally by adding some external
forces, then the corresponding system is represented by the so-called controlled
differential/difference equation, that is

B(1) = L((0),u(t),  w(te) = w0 (1.3)

w(k+1) = fa(x(k),u(k)), w(ko) = wo (1.4)

wherewu(t) andu(k) play the role of control variables. By changing the control
variable we hope that the system behavior can be changed in the desired direction,
in other words, we intend to use the control variable such that the system response
hasthe desired specifications. When we are able to achieve this goal, we are
actually controlling the system behavior.

The general control problem can be formulated as follofired the control
variable such that the solution of a controlled differential/difference equation has
some prespecified characteristiCEhis is a quite general definition. In order to be
more specific, we have to precisely define the class of systems for which we are
be able to solve the general control problem. Note that the differential/difference
equations defined in (1.1)—(1.4) are nonlinear. In general, it is hard to deal with
nonlinear systems. Nonlinear control systems are studied at the graduate level.
In this undergraduate control course, we will study ohihear time invariant
control systems

Continuous- and discrete-tint@ear time invariant dynamic systerase de-
scribed, respectively, by linear differential and difference equations with constant
coefficients. Mathematical models of such systems having one input and one
output are given by

d"y(1) d"y(t) o B)

o T p—1 Ji1 B e + aoy(t)

= u(t) (1.5)
and
yk+n)+an—1y(b+n—1)+ -+ arylk +1) + agy(k) = u(k) (1.6)

wheren is the order of the systeny, is the system outpuand « is the external
forcing function representing treystem inputin addition to theexternal forcing
functionthe system is also driven by iteternal forcescoming from thesystem
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initial conditions For continuous-time systems, the initial conditions are specified
by known values of the system output derivatives up to the order ofl at
the initial time g, that is

dy(to) A"~ y(to)

y(tU)v dt 7 din—1 (17)
In the discrete-time domain the initial conditions are specified by
y(kO)v y(kO + 1)7 Tty y(kO +n— 1) (18)

It is interesting to point out that in the discrete-time domain the initial conditions
carry information about the evolution of the system output in time frdgnto

ko + n — 1. In this book, we study only time invariant continuous and discrete
systems for which the coefficients,: = 0,1,...,n — 1, are constants. A block
diagram representation of such a system is given in Figure 1.1.

u(t) y(®)
—> System >
Input Output

Figure 1.1: Input—output block diagram of a system

In general, the input function can be differentiated by the system so that
the more general descriptions of time invariant continuous and discrete systems
are given by

dmy(t d"Ly(t dy(t
y(t) + an_173_/§) + -+ a1£ + aoy(t)
dt” dt” dt (1.9)
o dma(1) 4" u(t) du(t) '
= by dim bm—lW‘l‘""l‘bl i + bou(t)
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and
y(k+n)+ anory(k+n — 1)+ -+ ary(k + 1) + aoy(k)

(1.10)
=bpu(k+m)+bp_1u(k+m—1)+ -+ bru(k + 1) + bou(k)

where all coefficients;;,z = 1,2,...,n, andb;,j = 0,1, ..., m, are constant.

The problem of obtaining differential (difference) equations that describe
dynamics of real physical systems is known mathematical modeling In
Sections 1.4 and 1.5 this problem will be addressed in detail and mathematical
models for several real physical systems will be derived.

Basic Linear Control Problem

In summary, we outline the basic problem of the linear control theory. The
problem of finding the system response for the given input function or
u(k) is basically the straightforward problem of solving the corresponding linear
differential or difference equation, (1.9) or (1.10). This problem can be solved
by using standard knowledge from mathematical theory of linear differential
and/or difference equations. Howevéhne linear control problem is much more
challenging, namely the input functiar{?) has to be found such that the linear
system response has the desired behaviér simplified version of the above
basic linear control problem will be defined in Chapter 6 using the notion of
system feedback. The basic linear control problem can be studied either in the
time domain (state space approach) or in the frequency domain (transfer function
approach). These two approaches will be presented in Chapters 2 and 3.

1.2 Open-Loop and Closed-Loop Control Systems

It seems that if an input function can be found such that the corresponding system
has the desired response, then the control problem of interest is solved. This is
true, but is it all that we need? Assume thet) is such a function, which

is apparently a function of time. Imagine that due to parameter variations or
due to aging of the system components the system model is a little bit different
than the original one or even worse that the coefficients = 0,1,2,...,n — 1;
b;,7=10,1,2,...,m, in equation (1.9) are not very precisely known. Then
the functionw(t), given as a precomputed time function, might not produce

a satisfactory solution (especially in the long run). One may try to solve the
problem again and get a new expression #0t) at the expense of additional
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computation, which is fine if the system parameters are exactly known, but
this approach will not bring any improvement in the case when the system
coefficients, obtained either analytically or experimentally, are known only with
certain accuracy. Thiprecomputed time function(?) (or «(k) in the discrete-
time domain), which solves the control problem, is known as dpen-loop
control.

Imagine now that one is able, in an attempt to solve the basic linear control
problem, to obtain the desired input function as a function of the system desired
response, or even more precisely as a function of some essential system variables
that completely determine the system dynamics. These essential system variables
arecalled thestate space variabledt is very natural to assume that for a system
of ordern, a collection ofr such variables exist. Denote the state space variables
by @1(t), 22(2), ..., #,(t). Thesestate variables at any given time represent the
actual state of the system. Even if some parameters of the system are changing
in time or even if some coefficients in (1.9) are not precisely known, the state
variablesu(t), z2(1), ..., 2, (t) will reflect exactly the state of the system at any
given time. The question now is: can we get the required control variable (system
input) as a function of the state space variables? If the answer is yes, then the
existence of such a(x(t)) indicates the existence of the so-calktdte feedback
control. In some cases it is impossible to find the feedback control, but for
the linear time invariant systems studied in this book, linear feedback control
always exists. The linear feedback control is a linear function of the state space
variables, that is

u(x) = Fios + Fyes + -+ P, — Fx

- T
X = @1, &9, ., &p)]

where the coefficient matri¥' is the feedback gairand the vectox is known

as thestate space vectorlt is sometimes desirable (and possible) to achieve
the goal by using instead of the state feedback contfal?)), the so-called
output feedback contrajiven by u(y(t)) = u(y(x(¢))), which in general does
not contain all state variables, but only a certain collection of them. In Section
3.1 we will learn how to relate the output and state space variables.
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Open-loop control, state feedback control, and output feedback control are
represented schematically in Figure 1.2.

u(t) y(t)
——> System > (@)
L) > System

(b)
u(y (1)) System yx(@®)

(©)

Figure 1.2: Open-loop (a), state feedback (b), and output feedback (c) controls

The system represented in Figure 1.1 and given in formulas (1.5)—(1.10)
has only one input: and one outpuy. Such systems are known asgle-
input single-output systems$n general, systems have several inputs and several
outputs, say- inputs andp outputs. In that case, we have

u-—= [u17u27 "'7u7°]1'7 y = [y17y27 "'7yp]T (112)

and the matrixt® is of dimension- x n. These systems are known @&silti-input
multi-output systemsThey are also callethultivariable control systemsA block
diagram for a multi-input multi-output system is represented in Figure 1.3.

Feedback control is almost always desirable as a solution to the general
control problem, and only in rare cases and in the cases when it is impossible to
find the feedback control has one to stick with open-loop control. Throughout of
book we will see and discuss many advantages of feedback cofitnel.main
role of feedback is to stabilize the system under consideratibhe feedback
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also reduces the effect of uncertainties in the system model. In addition, it
efficiently handles system parameter changes and external disturbances attacking
the system, by simply reducing the system output sensitivity to all of these
undesired phenomena. Most of these good feedback features will be analytically
justified in the follow-up chapters.

Ug > I '/ ]
Uo > - » Y2
. System :

Uy ] 3] > yp

Figure 1.3: Block diagram of a multi-input multi-output system

However,one has to be careful when applying feedback since it changes the
structure of the original system. Consider the system described by equation (1.3)
under the state feedback control, that is

i(t) = f(a(t), u(z(1)) = Fe(x(1)),  @(lo) = wo (1.13)

Thus, after the feedback is applied, a new dynamic system is obtained, in other
words, for different values ofi(x(t)) we will get different expressions for the
right-hand side of (1.13) so that equation (1.13) will represent different dynamic
systems.

1.3 State Space and Transfer Functions

In analysis and design of linear time invariant systems two major approaches
are available: the time domain state space approach and the frequency domain
transfer function approach. Both approaches will be considered in detail in
Chapters2 and 3. Electrical engineering students are partially familiar with
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these methods and the corresponding terminology from undergraduate courses
on linear systems and digital signal processing.

In this section only the main definitions are stated. This is necessary to
maintain the continuum of presentation and to get mathematical models of some
real physical systems in state space form. In addition, by being familiar with the
notion of the state space, we will be able to present the linearization of nonlinear
systems in the most general form.

In the previous section it is indicated that for ath order system there
are n essential state variables, the so-called state space variables, which form
the corresponding state space vector For linear time invariant systems, the
vector of state space variables satisfies the linear time invariant vector differential
(difference) equation known as the state space form. The state space equations
of linear systems are defined by

x(1) = Ax(t) + Bu(t), x(0)=x,

y(t) = Cx(t) + Du(t) (1.14)

and

x(k+1) = Ax(k) + Bu(k), x(0)=x,

y(k) = Cx(k) + Du(k)

In view of the discussion in the previous section, the introduced constant matrices
have the dimensiond™*™ B"*r Cpx" DrX"  Of course, the given matrices
for continuous and discrete systems have different entries. In formulas (1.14) and
(1.15) the same notation is kept for both continuous and discrete systems for the
sake of simplicity. In the case when a discrete-time system is obtained by sam-
pling a continuous-time system, we will emphasize the corresponding difference
by adding a subscript for the discrete-time quantities, e.@\;, B4, C4, Dy.

The system transfer functiofor a single-input single-output time invariant
continuous system is defined #e ratio of the Laplace transform of the system
output over the Laplace transform of the system input assuming that all initial con-
ditions are zero This definition implies that the transfer function corresponding
to (1.9) is

(1.15)

- bm'sm —I_ bmflsm_l ‘I’ Tt ‘I’ b16 —I_ bU
T a8 T s+ ag
Polynomial exponents in transfer functions of real physical systems always satisfy
n > m. Inthe discrete-time domain, thi&-transform takes the role of the Laplace

G(s) (1.16)
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transform so that the discrete-time transform function is given by
e T s e o S

2t ta, a2 bz +ag

For multi-input multi-output systems with inputs andp outputs, transfer func-
tions are matrices of order x + whose entries are the corresponding transfer
functions from the:th system input to thgth system output; = 1,2,...,r;

j = 1,2,..,p, that is

G(z) (1.17)

G11(5) G12(6) Gh«(s) pXr
Gzl(ﬁ)

G(s)=1] ... e Ghils) oo (1.18)
Goa(s) oo e Gls)

Recall from basic circuits courses that while findi6g;(s) = Y;(s)/U;(s) all
other system inputs except fbf(s) must be set to zeroSimilarly, the discrete-
time transfer function of a multi-input multi-output, time invariant, system is
given by

GH(Z) Glz(Z) GlT(Z) pXT
Gzl(Z)

G(z)=| ... e Galz) oo L (1.19)
Ga(s) i e Gpl2)

More will be said about the transfer function of multi-input multi-output systems
in Chapter 2.

Since each entry in the matrix transfer functions given in (1.18) and (1.19) is a
ratio of two polynomials with complex numbers, it is obvious that for higher-order
systems the required calculations in the frequency domain are mathematically
very involved so that the state space system representation is simpler than the
corresponding frequency domain representation. In addition, since the state space
method is based on linear algebra, for which numerous efficient mathematical
methods have already been developed, the state space method is also more
convenient from the computational point of view than the frequency domain
method. However, the importance of the frequency domain representation lies in
the simplicity of presenting some basic concepts, and hence it very often gives
a better understanding of the actual physical phenomena occurring within the
system.
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1.4 Mathematical Modeling of Real Physical Systems

Mathematical modeling of real-world physical systems is based on the application
of known physical laws to the given systems, which leads to mathematical
equations describing the behavior of systems under consideration. The equations
obtained are either algebraic, ordinary differential or partial differential. Systems
described by algebraic equations are of no interest for this course since they
represent static phenomena. Dynamic systems mathematically described by
partial differential equations are known as systems with distributed parameters.
The study of distributed parameter systems is beyond the scope of this book.
Thus, we will consider only systems described by ordinary differential equations.
Thesesystems are also known as systems with lumped (concentrated) parameters.
Even the lumped parameter systems are, in general, too difficult from the point of
view of solving the general control problem described in Section 1.1, so that we
have to limit our attention to lumped parameter systems described by linear time
invariant differential equations. Fortunately, many control systems do have this
form. Even more, control systems described by nonlinear differential equations
can very often be linearized in the neighborhood of their nominal (operating)
trajectories and controls assuming that these quantities are known, which is very
often the case, so that nonlinear systems can be studied as linear ones. The
linearization procedure will be independently considered in Section 1.6.

In the following the modeling procedure is demonstrated on a simple RLC
electrical network given in Figure 1.4. Assume that the initial values for the

i, L Ry
T AW

D—»o
o>

Rz% C

’ j.
,‘\

0

Figure 1.4: An RLC network
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inductor current and capacitor voltage are zero. Applying the basic circuit laws
(Thomas and Rosa, 1994) for voltages and currents, we get

diy (1)

Co(t) = Rzlg(t) = %/’L3(T)d7’ = i3 = (Jdedo—it) (121)
0
il(t) = ig(t) + ig(t) (122)
Using (1.21) in (1.22) produces
(1) = g-eolt) + 00 (1.23)

Taking the derivative of (1.23) and combining (1.20) and (1.23), we obtain the
desired second-order differential equation, which relates the input and output of
the system, and represents a mathematical model of the circuit given in Figure 1.4

deg(t) | (L + RiRC\de(t) | (Bi+ Ry )
1) = el :
di? * < Ry LC > dt + < Ry LC >60( ) LCe (1) (1.24)

Note that in this mathematical model¢) represents the system input angt)
is the system output. However, any of the currents and any of the voltages can
play the roles of either input or output variables.

Introducing the following change of variables

dri(t) _ deo(1)

w1(1) = €, o FTa wo(1)
de,
rft) = (1.25)
u(t) = ei(t)

y(t) = eoft) = ylt) = (1)

and combining it with (1.24) we get

dua(t) | (L + RiRC Ry + Ry !
e t - t _ ) .
a ( RoLC )“( )+ ( Ryl C )»Ll( )=o) (126)
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The first equation in (1.25) and equation (1.26) can be put into matrix form as

€ 0 1 € 0
[1] = [R1+R2 L+R1ch] [1] + [L]u (1.27)
L2 R.LC R.LO L2 e

The last equation from (1.25), in matrix form, is written as

"

s =1 0)]!] (1.28)
2

Equations (1.27) and (1.28) represent the state space form for the system whose

mathematical model is given by (1.24). The corresponding state space matrices

for this system are given by

0 1 0
A= R4R, L+R1R20]7 B = |:L:|7 C=[1 0], D=0 (1.29
RLLC RO Ihe;

The state space form of a system is not uniduging another change of variables,
we can get, for the same system, another state space form, which is demonstrated
in Problem 1.1.

The transfer function of this single-input single-output system is easily
obtained by taking the Laplace transform of (1.24), which leads to

Lien(t)} Ic
G(s) = = (1.30)
T ey T e R T

Note that a systematic approach for getting the state space form from
differential (difference) equations will be given in detail in Chapter 3. In this
chapter we present only the simplest cases. These cases are dictated by system
physical structures described by a set of first- and second-order differential
(difference) equations, which can be put in a straightforward way into matrix
form, which in fact represents the desired state space form.

Another example, which demonstrates how to get a mathematical model for
a real physical system, is taken from mechanical engineering.
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k2 kl
m, L, F my L > Fy
a3
— B, B1
> Y L s W

Figure 1.5: A translational mechanical system

A translational mechanical system is represented in Figure 1.5. The following
two equations of motion for this system can be written by using the basic laws
of dynamics (Greenwood, 1988)

a2 dy,  di
B (W) k) Q3D
and
d?ys dy2 dyr  dys
=2 B2 ke — i (P2 ki — 1.32
2=y o+ Ba oy = B —m 1y —y2)  (1.32)

It can be seen that this system has two inpittsand #5, and two outputsy,
andy,. The rearranged form of equations (1.31) and (1.32) is given by

d?, d d
i dt!él + 31% + kiyr — 31% = kiye = 1 (1.33)
and
d; d?, di
B kg (B B o (b k) = 1y (134)

From equations (1.33) and (1.34) the state space form can be obtained easily by
choosing the following state space variables
L1 =M w2:% €3 = Y2 %‘4:@

’ dt’ ’ dt (1.35)

up = Fy, ug = Iy
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The state space form of this two-input two-output system is given by

€1 0 1 0 0 €1 0 0
P _ 7T]:L_11 Ty ni_ll n% L2 + m% 0 b
Li‘g 0 0 0 1 L3 0 0 Uy
2 : ‘ ‘ ’ (1.36)
and
£y
a1 1 0 0 0] ]as
_ 1.37
Ly

It is interesting to find the transfer function for this multi-input multi-output
system. Taking the Laplace transforms of (1.33) and (1.34), and assuming that all
initial conditions are equal to zero, we get the scalar transfer functions from each
input to each output. This is obtained by keeping the input under consideration
different from zero and setting the other one to zero, that is

G (.5) _ Yl(ﬁ) _ 'IILQSQ —|— (Bl —|— 32)6 —|— (kl —|— kg)
H Ui(s) et a5t + a3 + ags? + a5 + ag

G (,5) o (Yl(é)> . b’ls—l—kl

12 Usy(s) s (eyo agst + a383 4+ ags? + a1s + ag

(1.38)

G (,5) o YQ(S) . 316 + kl

A Ur(s) lra (2920 Cagst +ass® + ags? + a8 + ag
Gals) = Yo(s) B mys? + Bis + ky

218 = Usy(s) s (orzo Cagst 4 a3 + a8 + a1 s + ag

where

(g = 1T
as = Bi(my + mg) + mq By

ay = B1By+ k1(mg + ma) + ko
ay = k1 By + ko By

ag = kiky
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so that the system transfer function is given by
o |Guls) Ga(s)
Gls) = [Gzl(ﬁ) Gzz(ﬁ)]
Sometimes due to the complexity of dynamic systems it is not possible to
establish mathematical relations describing the dynamical behavior of the systems
under consideration. In those cases one has to use experimentation in order to
get data that can be used in establishing some mathematical relations caused
(induced) by system dynamics. The experimental way of getting system models
is the subject of the area of control systems knowsyasem identificatianMore
about system identification can be found in Chapter 10. A classic textbook on
system identification is given in the list of references (Ljung, 1987).
The reader particularly interested in mathematical modelling of real physical
systems is referred to Wellstead (1979) and Kecman (1988).

(1.39)

1.5 Models of Some Control Systems

In this section we consider the modeling of two common physical control systems.
In that direction modeling of an inverted pendulum and a complex electrical
network is presented. Mathematical models of a DC motor will be derived in
Section 2.2.1. DC motors are integral parts of several control system schemes.
Mathematical models of many other interesting control systems can be found in
Wellstead (1979), Kecman (1988), and Dorf (1992).

Inverted Pendulum

The inverted pendulum is a familiar dynamic system used very often in
textbooks (Kwakernaak and Sivan, 1972; Kamen, 1990). Here, we follow
derivations of Kecman (1988) for an idealized pendulum of lengtuhose
mass, m, IS concentrated at its end. It is assumed that a cart of mass
is subjected to an external forég which, as a control variable, has to keep the
pendulum upright. Cart displacement is denoted lapndpendulum displacement
is represented by angk (seeFigure 1.6).

Using elementary knowledge from college physics (see for example Serway
1992), the equation of motion for translation in the direction: @ixis is obtained
by applying Newton’s law
d?u(t) d*(x + Isin 6)
IR dr?

9

= (1.40)
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Y A X . 1sin@
—p

m,gsin®

lcoP

Figure 1.6: Inverted pendulum

The conservation of momentum equation with respect to rotation about point A
implies
2 2

d d
mal cos 0@(& + Isind) — mqlsin Hw(l cos ) = myglsin b (1.41)

whereg = 9.8 m/s? is the gravitational constant. Bearing in mind that

. de d . .df
%bln(f—(,()b(f%, %(,Ob(f— fbm(i%

a2 (A0 4?9

P sinf = — 51110<%) + cos 0W (1.42)

d? ag\* . d*

wcosﬁ_ (,Obﬁ(%) *bllleﬁ

we get a system of two second-order differential equations

A2 C[de\? 2o
(mq + mg)ﬁ — mylsin 0(%) + mql cos (JW — w3
d*z d?o ) .
cOS HW + ZW = gsinb
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Equations (1.43) represent the desired mathematical model of an inverted pen-
dulum.

Complex Electrical Network

Complex electrical networks are obtained by connecting basic electrical
elements: resistors, inductors, capacitors (passive elements) and voltage and
current sources (active elements). Of course, other electrical engineering elements
like diodes and transistors can be present, but since in this course we study only
the linear time invariant networks and since this textbook is intended for all
engineering students we will limit our attention to basic electrical elements. The
complexity of the network will be manifested by a large number of passive and
active elements and large number of loops. Such a network is represented in
Figure 1.7.

Ry Ly Lo Ls Ry
—AWW— 5000 000 Y000 —AWW-
I1 _ Iy I3 I4 I
+

Figure 1.7: Complex electrical network

In electrical networks composed of inductors and capacitesotal number
of inductors and capacitors indicates the order of the dynamic systemnthis
particular example, we have three inductors and two capacitors, i.e. the order
of this dynamical system ig = 5. Having a dynamic system of order = 5
indicates that the required number of first-order differential equations to be set
is five. If one sets more than differential equations, for a system of ordey
some of them are redundant. Redundant equations have to be eliminated since
they do not carry any new information; they are just linear combinations of the
remainingequations. Using basic laws for currents and voltages, we can easily
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set up five first-order differential equations; for voltages around loops

di :
€, — le_tl — Rlll — Uy = 0
diqg ) :
L2E — e, + Ra(izg —13) =0 (1.44)
dis . ) : :
L3% + Rg(lg — 24) — Rz(lz — 23) =0
and for currents

dt (1.45)

We have set up five equations for four currents and two voltages. Cujrean
be eliminated by using the following algebraic voltage balance equation, which
is valid for the last loop

Rg(ig — 14) — R4i4 + Ve, (146)
from which the current, can be expressed as
= fty 13 — ! )
T Rs+ Ry R+ Ry

Replacing current, in (1.44) and (1.45) by the expression obtained in (1.47),
the following five first-order differential equations are obtained

dii,  Ri. 1
7 PR

is (1.47)

di 1
L .

E L2 L3 L2
dis &i _ RoRs+ RoRg+ R3R4i B R3 . (1.48)
At~ Ls Ls(Rs + Ry) > Ls(Rs+ Ry) '
dv., 1. 1.
dt 1 “ 6,17/2
dUCz Rg 1

= i3 — Ve

dt (Jz(fi;g + 34) (/VZ(R‘J + R4)

2
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The matrix form of this system of first-order differential equations represents the
system state space form. Take = 11,22 = 1p,&3 = i3,y = Ve, , L5 = Ue,s
u = ¢;, then the state space form is given by

Al PRS0 E Y m)

Xy 0 7];_22 Ig_j LLZ 0 . ;

Ty | = 0 Ig—; 33 0 7% e | + 10 |

;?4 c% *g% 0 0 0 4 0

s 0 0 ﬁ 0 fm €5 0 Lo
whereass = 7R2sz(lfi23]j—4}j4])%3R4-

Note that while modeling electrical networks, it is advisable to use the
currents through inductors and the voltages on capacitors for the state space
variables, which, in fact, is done in this example.

We would like to point out that in this chapter we have presented only
modeling and mathematical models for continuous-time real dynamic physical
systems. The reason for this is twofold: (1) there are no real-world discrete-
time physical dynamic systems; (2) discrete-time models obtained from social,
economic, hydrological, and meteorological sciences are usually of no interest to
control engineers. However, discrete-time models obtained by discretization of
continuous-time systems will be treated in detail in Chapter 3.

1.6 Linearization of Nonlinear Systems

We have mentioned before that in this book we study only time invariant linear
control systems and that the study of nonlinear control systems is rather difficult.
However, in some cases it is possible to linearize nonlinear control systems
and study them as linear ones. In this section we show how to perform
linearization of control systems described by nonlinear differential equations.
The procedure introduced is based on the Taylor series expansion and on the
knowledge of nominal (operating) system trajectories and nominal control inputs.
Readers particularly interested in the study of nonlinear systems are referred to
a comprehensive book by Khalil (1992).
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We will start with a simple scalar first-order nonlinear dynamic system
represented by

(1) = fa(t), ult)) (1.50)

Assume that under usual working circumstances this system operates along the
trajectory«, (t) while it is driven by the control input,,(¢). We callz,(¢) and

u, (1), respectively, theominalsystem trajectoryand thenominal control input

On the nominal trajectory the following differential equation is satisfied

(1) = f(alt), (1)) (L51)

Now assume that the motion of the nonlinear system (1.50) is in the neighborhood
of the nominal system trajectory and that the distance from the nominal trajectory
is small, that is

w(t) = wn(t) + Au(t) (1.52)

whereAux(t) represents a small quantity. It is natural to assume that the system
motion in close proximity to the nominal trajectory will be sustained by a control
input which is obtained by adding a small quantity to the nominal control input,
that is

uw(t) = un(t) + Ault) (1.53)

For the system motion in close proximity to the nominal trajectory, from equations
(1.50), (1.52), and (1.53), we have

En(t) + Ai(1) = flaa(t) + Au(t), un(t) + Au(t)) (1.54)

Since Az(t) and Au(t) are small quantities, the right-hand side of (1.54) can
be expanded into a Taylor series about the nominal trajectory and control, which
produces
. : , of of
(1) + Ad(1) = fla(0), wnt) + 500, 0) D) + Fo (i, w)Ault)
+ higher—order termns
(1.55)
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Using (1.51) and canceling higher-order terms (which contain very small quan-
tities Ax?, Au?, AwAu, Az?,...), the following linear differential equation is
obtained

Ax(t) = d—f(L un )Au(t) + d—f(L ) Au(t) (1.56)

- 0;11 Y n O/LL s n .
whose solution represents a valid approximationZar(z). Note that thepartial
derivatives in the linearization procedure are evaluated at the nominal points
Introducing the notation
Y a7
ag(t) = 70—£(w,,b,u,,b), by = 0—{6(;6,,“/&”) (1.57)

the linear system (1.56) can be represented as
Az(t) + ao(t)Aw(t) = bo(t)Au(t) (1.58)

In general, the obtained linear system is time varying. Since in this course we
study only time invariant systems, we will consider only those examples for

which the linearization procedure produces time invariant systems. It remains to
find the initial condition for the linearized system, which can be obtained from

(1.52) as

Au(to) = w(lo) — @n(to) (1.59)
Similarly, we can linearize the second-order nonlinear dynamic system
&= flw,d,u,u) (1.60)

by assuming that

1.61
) (1.61)

Il
=
3
o~
p——
_|_
=
o~
=,
—~
o~
Il
=
3
o~
_|_
=
o~

and expanding
Tn + AL = f(an + Ay, &n + A&, un + Au, by, + A) (1.62)
into a Taylor series about nominal poinisg, i, «,, @, which leads to

A&(t) + ar Ad(t) + apAu(t) = biAda(t) + boAu(t) (1.63)



INTRODUCTION 25

where the corresponding coefficients are evaluated at the nominal points as

) = O Wpyilin, n, Uy ), Oy = O Ly Ly Un, thy
(1.64)
_of _of
bl - O/L.L(vbnv Ly Up, Un), bO - au(vbna Ly Un, un)

The initial conditions for the second-order linearized system are easily obtained
from (1.61)

Example 1.1: The mathematical model of a stick-balancing problem is given
in Sontag (1990) by

0 =sin® —ucost = f(0,u)

wherew is the horizontal force of a finger artirepresents the stick’s angular
displacement from the vertical. This second-order dynamic system is linearized
at the nominal pointsé(,(t) = 6,,(t) = 0, u,(t) = 0) by using formulas (1.64),
which produces

af dof .
:——:U = —| — :70 uUs Hsntzuzfl
Mg T (00>n (conftusin®) gy
17 04 0 0 (8u> I (cos )|9n(t):o

The linearized equation is given by

() — 0(t) = —u(t)

Note thatA6#(?) = 6(t), Au(t) = u(t) sinced, (t) = 0,u,(t) = 0. Itis important
to point out that the same linearized model could have been obtained by setting
sinf(t) ~ 6(t), cos6(t) ~ 1, which is valid for small values of(t).

<

Of course, we can extend the presented linearization proceduret@ater
nonlinear dynamic system with one input and one output in a straightforward
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way. However, for multi-input multi-output systems this procedure becomes
cumbersome. Using the state space model, the linearization procedure for the
multi-input multi-output case is quite simple.

Consider now the general nonlinear dynamic control system in matrix form
represented by

d
(1) = F(x(t), u(1)) (1.66)

wherex(t), u(¢), andF are, respectively, the-dimensional state space vector,

the r-dimensional control vector, and thedimensional vector function. Assume

that the nominal (operating) system trajectgry(?) is known and that the nominal
control that keeps the system on the nominal trajectory is givea,ff). Using

the same logic as for the scalar case, we can assume that the actual system
dynamics in the immediate proximity of the system nominal trajectories can be
approximated by the first terms of the Taylor series. That is, starting with

x(1) = x,(t) + Ax(¢), u(t) = u,(¢) + Au(?) (1.67)
and p
TXa(t) = Fxa(t), un (1) (1.68)

we expand equation (1.66) as follows

d d
%xn + %AX = F(x, + Ax,u, + Au)

= F(xn,u,) + (d—]:) Ax + (d—]:> Au + higher-order terms
0x “n(i) Ju |)‘:n(t)
" " (1.69)
Higher-order terms contain at least quadratic quantitieaAgfand Au. Since
Ax and Au are small their squares are even smaller, and hence the higher-
order terms can be neglected. Using (1.67) and neglecting higher-order terms,

an approximation is obtained

d oF oF

—Ax(t)= | — Ax(t — Au(t 1.7

4 At <0X>|*”E“ x<>+(0u)|mgw wy @)
up (t) up (t)
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Partial derivatives in (1.70) represent the Jacobian matrices given by

2F, 2F, 2F,
T
o2F, 2F,
<df) = A™MX" — o 9F; ’

0%/ it U U (1.71a)
0F. OF. OF., o
duy duy du, |:Z(t)
97 25 BF,
du, duy ot ot du,
oF, oF,

OF &I [ERREREEIN v

— =B™"=1|... ... 2= . ... (1.71b)

du |xn(t) Auy

un (1)

oF, BF, 9F,
Jur  Du Tt Bu, - 3

Note that the Jacobian matrices have to be evaluated at the nominal points, i.e.
atx,(t) andu,(t). With this notation, the linearized system (1.70) has the form

%Ax(t) = AAx(t)+ BAu(?), Ax(t) = x(t0) — xu(to) (1.72)

The output of a nonlinear system, in general, satisfies a nonlinear algebraic
equation, that is

y(t) = G(x(1), u(?)) (1.73)

This equation can be also linearized by expanding its right-hand side into a Taylor
series about nominal points,(t) and u,(t). This leads to

09 dG
X/ W (1.74)
+ higher—order termns
Note thaty,, cancels terng/(x,,, u, ). By neglecting higher-order terms in (1.74),
the linearized part of the output equation is given by

Ay(t) = CAx(1) + DAu(?) (1.75)
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where the Jacobian matric€s and D satisfy

roG, 90y 9G, -
., dwy 9,
Bl 5G,
Cpx,b_<d_g> _ | 9, v
Ty | (1.76a)
9G, 99, 3G,
=Dy Dy Ow,, - |§Z(i;
20, 90, I
duy du, Jdu
926G, 20,
Dpxr_(d_g> N 9G, ‘
A S (1.76D)
9G,  9G, G,
L5, EDe e e 5u, - |Xn(t)

up(t)

Example 1.2: Let a nonlinear system be represented by

day . n

—— = @y sl £oth
a 1 2 2
d;L'Q —r 2
— =1 P +u
di !

y=2w129 + Lf
Assume that the values for the system nominal trajectories and control are known
and given bye.,,, x2,, andu,. The linearized state space equation of the above
nonlinear system is obtained as

[A;&l(t)] _ [sinwgn T1n COS Ty, +un] [Awl(t)] n [mn]m(t)

Ai(1) e e — e T Aws(t) 2uy,
B NP FACA10)) /
Ay(t) = 202, 201, + 222, ] [sz(t)] + 0Au(t)

Having obtained the solution of this linearized system under the given control
input Au(t), the corresponding approximation of the nonlinear system trajectories

o oso-[) o)
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Example 1.3: Consider the mathematical model of a single-link robotic
manipulator with a flexible joint (Spong and Vidyasagar, 1989)

16, + mylsinfy + k(6 —03) =0
JéQ — k(01 — 02) = U

where ¢,,6, are angular positions/,./ are moments of inertias: and! are,
respectively, the link's mass and length, ahds the link's spring constant.
Introducing the change of variables as

X1 =01, wg =bh, w3 =02, wg =0

the manipulator’s state space nonlinear model equivalent to (1.66) is given by

;i‘l = X2
mygl . k
Gy = —— sl - j(.Ll —13)
Li‘g) = X4
Lg = j(vbl —w3) + e

Take the nominal points 81y, L2, L3n, L4, Uy ), then the matricesx and B
defined in (1.71) are given by

0 1 0 0 0
A 7k-|—mgllcosx1n 0 % 0 B_ 0
0 0 0 1| 0
k k 1
7 0 =3 0 T

In Spong (1995) the following numerical values are used for system parameters:
mgl =5, 1 =J =1, k = 0.08.

Assuming that the output variable is equal to the link’'s angular position,
that is

Y=
the matricesC and D, defined in (1.76), are given by

C=[1 0 0 0], D=0
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In the next example, we give state space matrices for two linearized models
of an F-15 aircraft obtained by linearizing nonlinear equations for two sets of
operating points.

Example 1.4: F-15 Aircraft

The longitudinal dynamics of an F-15 aircraft can be represented by a
fourth-order mathematical model. For two operating conditions (subsonic and
supersonic) two linear mathematical models have been derived (Brumbaugh,
1994; Schomiget al, 1995). The corresponding state space models are given by

i C0.00819  —25.70839 0 ~32.170957 [,
iy | |—0.00019 —1.27626  1.0000 0 w9
g3 | ] 0.00069  1.02176  —2.40523 0 3
i 0 0 1.0000 0 4

—6.80939

~0.14968

1406111 | y=x

0

for subsonic flight conditions, and

i ~0.01172  —95.91071 0 ~32.112947 [,
By |-0.00011 —1.87942  1.0000 0 2
is | T | 0.00056  —3.61627 —3.44478 0 s
iy 0 0 1.0000 0 2y

~25.40405

—0.22042

—53.42460 | y=x

0

for supersonic flight conditions.

Model derivations are beyond the scope of this book. The state space
variables representz;(¢)—velocity in feet per secondy,(t)—angle of attack
in radians,z3(¢)—pitch rate in radians per second, angd?)—pitch attitude in
radians. The control input(?) represents the elevator control in radians.
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Linearization of an Inverted Pendulum

Sometimess not necessary to go through the entire linearization procedure.
It is possible to simplify and linearize mathematical equations describing a given
dynamic system by using simple mathematics. This will be demonstrated on an
example of the inverted pendulum considered in Section 1.5. A linearized model
of the inverted pendulum can be obtained from equations (1.43) by assuming that
in the normal operating position (pendulum in an upright position) the pendulum
displacement? is very small so that the following approximations are valid
sin (1) ~ 6(1), cos 0(t) ~ 1, 6(t)(df(t)/dt)* ~ 0, Yt. Then, from (1.43), the
linearized model of the inverted pendulum is obtained as

d2,. d20
(mq + mg)—bb +ml— =F
d?u n a0 0 '
az Tlar T

This model can easily be put in the state space form equivalent to (1.14) by
introducing the following change of variables

T1 =T = @ = &y
_E_
o
T dt
u=F

Lyq

With this change of variables equations (1.77) imply

. mig
Ly = — 3+ —u
my my
(ma + ma)yg 1 (.79)
iy = T3 — u

3
mayl mayl

From (1.78) and (1.79) the state space form of the inverted pendulum is given by

iy 0 1 0 07 [a1 0
i 00 22 0 |a L

- ma me | 1.
s 0 0 0 IR (1.80)
i 0 0 (mit+ma)g 0] |wag _ 1

mol
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The output equation can be chosen such that it gives information about the cart’s
horizontal displacement; and the link's angular positiors. In that case a
possible choice for the output equation is

y=1[1 0 1 0 (1.81)

The same state variables will appear directly on the output if the following output
equations are used

1 0 0 0

y = [0 01 U]X (1.82)
00 1 0

y = [1 00 U:|X (1.83)

The main difference between (1.81) and (1.82)—(1.83) is that in output equations
(1.82) and (1.83) we have two channels, each of which independently produces
information about the particular state variable.

Finally, we would like to point out that the SIMULINK package is very
convenient for simulation of nonlinear systems. It can also be used to obtain
linearized models of nonlinear systems around given operating points (nominal
system trajectories and controls).

1.7 MATLAB Computer Analysis and Design

MATLAB is a very advanced and reliable computer package, which can be used
for computer-aided control system analysis and design. In addition to handling
standard linear algebra problems, it has several specialized control theory and
application toolboxes. One of them, the CONTROL toolbox, will be extensively
used in this book. At some places in the book we also refer to the SIMULINK
package, which is very convenient for simulation (finding system responses due to
given inputs) of linear and nonlinear systems. MATLAB is user friendly. It takes
only a few hours to master all of its functions. MATLAB will help students obtain

a deeper understanding of the main control theory concepts and techniques, and
to study higher-order real physical control systems, which would be impossible
using only pencil and paper. Many MATLAB problems, laboratory experiments,
and case studies will be encountered in this book. More about MATLAB and its
CONTROL toolbox can be found in Appendix D.
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1.8 Book Organization

This book has two parts: Part |, titlellethods and Concepthapters 2-5,

and Part Il, tittedAnalysis and DesignChapters 6-9. In the first part of the
book, in Chapters 2 and 3, two main techniques of control theory—the transfer
function approach and the state space method—are discussed in detail. In Chapter
4 we consider the concepts of system controllability and observability, and in
Chapter 5 the stability concept of time-invariant continuous and discrete systems
is presented.

In this introductory chapter we have defined the general control problem.
The main control system characteristics and control objectives will be presented
in the second part of this book starting with Chapter 6. In Chapter 6, the control
system specifications relating to a system’s transient behavior and steady state
properties will be considered. Since the emphasis in this book is on the time
domain controller design (based on the root locus technique), the corresponding
technique is presented in detail in Chapter 7. Design of controllers that solve
specific control problems will be presented in Chapters 8 and 9. In Chapter 10 we
give an overview of modern control theory, which can serve as an introduction
for further studies of control theory and its applications. The presentation of
Chapter 10 to undergraduate students can either be completely omitted or even
expanded at schools that have strong programs in control systems.
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1.10 Problems

1.1 Find the state space form for the electrical circuit whose mathematical model
is given in (1.20)—(1.22) by taking for the state space variables the input
current and output voltage, i.e. by choosing= 1, %3 = ¢,. In addition,
takey = x5 andu = e;.
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12

13

14

Find a mathematical model for the inverted pendulum, assuming that its
mass is concentrated at the center of gravity, and linearize the obtained
nonlinear system at,(t) = 6,,(t) = #,(t) = (1) = 0 (Kwakernaak and
Sivan, 1972; Lewis, 1992). Compare the linear model obtained with model
(1.80) derived under the assumption that the pendulum mass is concentrated
at its end.

Verify the expressions given in (1.38) for the transfer function of a two-input
two-output translational mechanical system.

Find the mathematical model, transfer function, and state space form of the
electrical network given in Figure 1.8.

15

16

Figure 1.8: An electrical network
Linearize a scalar system represented by the first-order differential equation

dw(t) — ()4 —u(t e _
— = a(tu(t)e ® 2(0)=10.9

at a nominal point given by, (), u,(t)) = (1,0).

Consider a nonlinear continuous-time system given by

d*u(t) 72dw(t) dz(0)
dez dt dt

Derive its linearized equation with respect to a nominal point defined
by («,(t),un(t)) = (1,0). Find the linearized system response due to
Au(t) = 72

=0.1

cosu(t)—(1 4+ u(t))x(t)+1, 2(0) = 1.1,
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17

18

19

1.10

111

INTRODUCTION
For a nonlinear system

d?u(t) Iy du(t)

, (1) — 02 (0 dz(0)
2 () + (1 a()elt) = )1, 0(0) =0,

=1
dt

find the nominal system response on the nominal system trajectory defined
by u,(t) = 1, subject toz,(0) = 0 and dz,(0)/dt = 1.1. Find the
linearized state space equation and its initial conditions.

The mathematical model of a simple pendulum is given by (see for example
Kamen, 1990)

29 ;
IW + mglsint = lu(t), 6(lo) = o, 6(to) = wo

where [ is the moment of inertia, » are pendulum length and mass, re-
spectively, and:(?) is an external tangential force. Assume thaft) = 0,
u,(t) = 0,0,(t0) =0, (),L(to) = 0, andfy, w, are small. Find the linearized
equation for this pendulum by using formulas (1.64). Determine the initial
conditions.

Linearize the given system at a nominal pdiat,,, <2, ¥3,) = (0,1,1)
£1 = w1wg — sinaq
.i‘g =1- 3.’L‘26_w1
Ty = X103

Linearize a nonlinear control system represented by

1 = ulnag +aqge™
Lo = @1 8inw — sinay
Y = sinaq
Assumethat «1,,, ©2,, andu,, are known. Find the transfer function of the
linearized model obtained.

Linearize the Volterra predator—prey mathematical model
a1 = —w1+ w122
Li‘Q = X9 — L1&9

at a nominal point given by, z2,) = (0,0).
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1.12 Alinearized model of a single-link manipulator with a flexible joint is given
by (Spong and Vidyasagar, 1989)

Jlél + b)l(;l + k(ﬁl — Hm) =0
Il + B, — k(8 — 6,,) = u(t)

where J, J,,, are moments of inertials;, B, are damping factorsk is

the spring constant(t) is the input torque, and,.(t),¢,(t) are angular
positions. Write the state space form for this manipulator by taking the
following change of variablest; = ), 22 = ), 45 = b,,, 44 = 6,,.

Remark: Note that the SIMULINK package can be used for linearization of
nonlinear systems. Students may check most of the linearization problems given
in this section by using théi nnod function of SIMULINK.



