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Optimal Distributed Control for Networked

Control Systems with Delays
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Abstract

In networked control systems (NCS), sensing and controladggbetween the plant and controllers
are typically transmitted wirelessly. Thus, the time defdsrys an important role for the stability of
NCS, especially with distributed controllers. In this papee optimal control strategy is derived for
distributed control networks with time delays. In partenylwe form the optimal control problem as
a non-cooperative linear quadratic game (LQG). Then, thenab control strategy of each controller
is obtained that is based on the current state and the lastotatrategies. The proposed optimal
distributed controller reduces to some known controllerdar certain conditions. Moreover, we illustrate

the application of the proposed distributed controlleradad frequency control in power grid systems.

Index Terms

Networked control systems, distributed control, non-arafive game, delay.

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, networked control systems (NCS), whiclsisbrof computing and physical
systems, have received considerable attention [1] dueeio Wide applications in various areas
such as power grids [2], robotic networks [3] and embeddedesys [[4]. A typical NCS is
equipped with sensing, control and communication cagedsli In many cases, the plant and
controllers are at different locations. Hence, a commuitnanetwork, typically a wireless
network, is needed to facilitate the data exchange betweemlant and controllers. Then the

time delay becomes the key factor that affects the systeforpegnce and stability.
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Existing works on NCS with time delay focus on the singletcolter case; and two important
design considerations are the system stability and thenafity with respect to certain criterion.
With full plant state information, the optimal control pten has been investigated. In particular,
a suboptimal controller is derived inl[5] with time-driveerssor and controller nodes, where
the time delay is a multiple of the sampling interval. Theimyad controller for an NCS whose
network-induced delay is shorter than a sampling perioceielbped in[[6][7]. And the results
are generalized ir_[8] to the case that network-inducedydisldonger than a sampling period.
In [9], the solution to the optimal control problem for a laresystem with multiple control input
delays is given. On the other hand, when considering thegbdoks, partial state information,
link/node failure, etc., only system stability can be imgeted [10]-[14], since the optimality
problem is extremely difficult.

With the advances of NCS, the concept of distributed coletr®lin large scale systems
becomes an important research topic [15]-[17]. A crossildgamework for the joint design of
wireless networks and distributed controllers is propasefl5], where the centralized control
and clock-driven controllers are considered and the toted tdelay is assumed to be one sample
period. The stability of a distributed control strategy tisdses in [16], where the network itself
acts as a controller, and each node (including the actuatdes) performs linear combinations
of internal state variables of neighboring nodes. The Btalif a multicast routing algorithm
for a decentralized control system is investigated in [1S§uaning no time delay or extremely
small delay. Note that the above works all address stabdgyes of distributed control, but the
optimality problem remains unexplored.

This paper addresses the optimal control problem for adidesributed control system with
time delays. The form of the performance criterion plays rpartant role in obtaining the
optimal solution: previous studies have mostly focused l@ duadratic cost function |[5]9],
which is also used in this work. In this paper, the optimalsoh is obtained as a feedback non-
cooperative control law, which is linear with the currerdtstand the previous control strategies
of the distributed controllers. An application of the prepd optimal distributed controller to
load frequency control in power grid is also described.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Theesyshodel and problem formu-
lation are given in Section Il. We then derive the optimal tcoinstrategy with two distributed

controllers in Section Ill. Section IV presents the extensio the case of multiple distributed



controllers. Numerical results and conclusions are gime®dction IV and Section V, respectively.

1. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

In this section, we first describe the distributed contrdtegn under consideration, and then

formulate the optimal control problem as a non-cooperdtivear quadratic game (LQG).

A. Distributed Control System
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Fig. 1. The structure of a networked distributed controlteys

We consider a networked control system with distributedseenand controllers as shown in
Fig.[d. We assume that the plant is a continuous-time lineag-invariant (LT1) system while
all sensors and controllers operate in discrete-time. @emgasurements and feedback control
signals are sent separately through a shared wireless mhetiMoe system under consideration
has a time-driven sensor system sampled at a constant sgmaie and event-driven controllers
and actuator nodes. We assume that therdvasensor nodes angl distributed controller nodes.

Then, free of perturbations, the continuous-time state me@surement equations are given



respectively by
X(t) = AX(t) + 5 B (t—Ti),
=1 (1)
y(t) =Cx(t),
wherex is anM-dimensional plant state vectas, is anN-dimensionai-th control input vector
andT; is the time delayA® andBf areM x M andM x N matrices, respectively. For simplicity,
we assume that each sensor observes one dimenskodictly so thaty is anM-dimensional

vector andC is an identity matrix.

B. Problem Formulation
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Fig. 2. Timing of signals in the control system.

We assume that there is a wireless communication network gensors to controllers, and
sampling in the sensor nodes are done synchronously witlpéhed h. Upon sampling the
measurements are immediately sent to the controller nddess, theM measurement signals
will have individual delaysrﬁcj, je{1, 2,---, M}, to thei-th controller node. When all mea-

surements have arrived at the controller, a new controbsgigrcalculated and sent to the actuator
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nodes. The time delay from sensors to thia controller node i = max{ P9 T s TﬁCM},
and the control signals will have delay, i = {1, 2,---, p}, to the actuator nodes. We assume
that all delays in the system are deterministic and knowd, ain [6][7] the total time delay
TX+ 172 is assumed to be smaller than one sampling period. The egteiontrol signals are
then converted to continuous-time signals and directlyaacthe plant. The signal timings in
the control system are illustrated in Fig. 2.

We assume that all nodes have synchronized clocks. Thisededeboth for synchronized
sampling and time-stamping of signals. By the use of tinaeaging we assume that all delays

are known to the controller node. Then, discretizing thecess in[(ll) gives
p
X(k+1) = q’x(k)*.zl[r"f’“‘ (k) +T1ui (k—=1)], (2)

wherex(k) and u; (k) represent the state and the control signals atktbie sampling instant,

respectively, and
® =M

h—t°—1f s c
ri’oz/o et dsBy, (3)

h C
M= / & SdsB.
h—1*—1¢

Using a quadratic cost function, the design problem is to &intbntrol strategy to drive the

plant from its initial statexp to minimize the total cost, i.e.,
min J X X (K) + Ui (
Ui(k)7 k:07 17"'7 N-1 N ( QN Z { Q Z R| | }
f— yer p

st. x(k+1) = dx(k) + .i[ripui (K) + i aui (k= 1)], @

x(0) = o,
where N is the total number of sampling instant@y >~ 0, Q = 0, andR, > 0 are symmetric
positive semi-definite/definite weight matrices.
Since the controllers are distributed and they cannot olitee current control strategies of

each other, we reformulate the optimization problem[in @anon-cooperative control game



as [18]

i (K), k:g]ig-.-7w-1 Jin=x! (N) Qinx(N +Z{X u' (K Ru (K}, Vi,

p
st. x(k+1) = ®x(K)+ S [Fjou; (K)+Tjauj (k—1)], ()
=1
X(0) = xo,
whereQjn ~ 0 andQ; > 0 are symmetric weight matrices.
In what follows, we first focus on a two-controller distribdt system, i.e.p =2, and then

extend the results to the case with multiple distributedtrablers.

[1l. OPTIMAL SOLUTION FOR TWO-CONTROLLER CASE

In this section, we fist derive the optimal linear controbstgy for the non-cooperative game
in (B with two distributed controllers, and then consideptspecial cases, where the obtained

optimal controller becomes some existing controllers m literature.

A. Derivation of Optimal Controllers

Since the two controllers are distributed, at any time, tiveemt control signal of one controller
is not known to the other. We assume that each controller béairothe other controller's past

control signals. Then, the linear control law can be writdsn
k . .
Ui (K) = A (K)x(K) + Z [B'Lj (K)up (k—j) -|—B'27j (K)uz (k— j)}, =1 2, (6)
=1

whereA (k), BiLj k), Bi27j (k) areN x M, N x N, N x N coefficient matrices, respectively.

Taking controller 1 as the desired controller, substigitin (k) in (@) into (3), we have

X(K+1) =[®+T20A2 (K)]X(K) + [[1,1+ 20881 ()] uy (k— 1) + [F21+ 20831 (K)] uz (k— 1)

k
+ |_170U1 (k) + ; [r27oBii (k) up (k— i) + r27oB%7i (k) uo (k— I)] .

(7)
Define
)
2 = x(0 w(k-1) tp(k-1) - w(0) uw(0) | . 8)



Then, we can rewritd {7) as

z(k+1) = C1(k) (k) + D1uy (k), 9)
where
M0
|
D1 = (O
0
®+T20A2(k) T11+B7;(k) F21+B31(k) Bf,y(k) B3, (K) B2y (K) B3y (K)
0 0 0 0 0 0
C1k) = Az (K) BI1(K) B:1(k)  Bip(k) B3,(K) BI (k) B3y (k)
0 I 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 I 0 0 0 0
B_E](k) - rz,OBﬁj(k)v [ 217 21 J :l7 27"'7 k7
(10)
with 0 andl denoting the zero matrix and the identity matrix, respetyiw; (k), i =1, 2 are

set to be zero wheh < 0.

Then, the optimization problem for controller 1 i (5) canrearitten as

T
T 1
ur (), k:r(ngT7...7 N-1 I =2 (N)Quz(N)+ kzo{ ( uy (k) ) (

st. z(k+1) =Cq(k)z(k) +D1ug (k),

where

QN O -~ 0 Q1 0 -
O 0 .---0 O 0 -

1 1
Qn = .y Qua=

Qil 0 z(k)
Rl Uz (k) ’

(11)
0
0

(12)
0




Define

.
1 , T 1 i z(k) Qil 0 z(k)
: Tk, ket L Nl{z (N)QNZ(N)+kZL { ( Uz (K) ) ( 0 R ) ( ug (k) )

(13
We next derive the expressions fgt for different L.
1) L = N: WhenL =N, we have
W =2 (N)S'(N)z(N), (14)

with
SHN) = Q.

2) L=N-1: WhenL=N-1, from (9), [13) and{14), we get

i
. zZ(N—1) Qi; O zZ(N—1) . .
VNlmr(le){ ( ug (N —1) ) ( 0 Ry ) ( ug (N—1) ) 7S (N)Z(N)}

T T
N R PL(N—1) (P11,2<N_1)) Z(N—1) |
u(N=1) \ u; (N-1) Pll,z(N_l) P21,2(N_1) up (N—1)

(15)
where
PLy(N=1)=C] (N-1)S'(N)C1(N~1) +Qi,
P{,(N—1)=D]S'(N)C1(N—-1), (16)
P;,(N—1)=D]S"'(N)D1+Ru.
The optimal solution to[(15) is given by [20]
u(N—1)=—L;(N=1)z(N—-1), (17)
where
Li(N—=1) = (P, (N—1)) " PL,(N—1). (18)
Similarly, we get the optimal control strategy of the othentoller as
W(N—1)=—Lo(N—-1)z(N—-1), (19)

where
Lo(N—1) = (PZ,(N—1)) "PZ,(N—1), (20)



and

Pf2(N—1) =D;S*(N)C2(N-1),
P7,(N—1)=D]S(N)D2+R,,
20
Qn 0 -~ 0 0
0O O0---0 I
SZ(N): 9 D2: )
0
0O O ---0
0
®+T10AL(K) F11+Bi;(K) F21+B35(K) Bip(k) B,(K)
MK BLK B BLK Bl
0 0 0 0 0
Ca (k) =
0 I 0 0 0
0 0 I 0
Bl (k) =T10B!(k), i=1 2 j=1 2, k

From (6), [8), [1V) and_(19), we have
Li(N—=1) =~ [ A(N-1) Bi171(N—1) Bi271(N_1)

By (N—1) Bhy ;(N-1) ], i=12
Based on[(118),[(20), froni_(22), we obtain
Bji(N—1)=—aBj; (N—1),
Bfi(N-1)=—BBj;(N-1),i=2 3, N-1 j=1 2
where
-1
= (rI,OQl,N M0+ Rl) rI,le,N 20,
-1
B=(M5oQanM20+R2) T30Q2n10.
Then, from [2B), we have
BL(N—1)=0apB} (N-1),i=2 3, N-1; j=1, 2

(21)

(22)

(23)

(24)

(25)
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which means that
Bii(N-1)=B%(N-1)=0, i=2 3, N-1; j=1 2 (26)
Based on[(22) and_(26), whdn= N — 1, the optimal solutions can be simplified as
LN-1)=—| A(N-1) B;(N-1) By;(N-1) ] 1=12 (27)

Then, from [[1V) and_ (19), the optimal control strategiesheftivo controllers can be rewritten
as
X(N—-1)
UIN-1)=-L(N=-1)| uu(N-2) |,i=1 2 (28)
u> (N — 2)

and the related parameters can be simplified as

Q 00 Qn O O
Qi=| 0 00|, SN=[ 0 00],i=12 (29)
0 0O 0O 0O
and
M0 20
D1 = I , Do = 0 ,

0 I

D+To0A2(k) T11+ rz,oBil (k) To1+ rz,oB%l (k)

Ci(k) = 0 0 0 , (30)
Az (k) BI;(K) B51(K)
®+T10A1(K) T11+T10B1;(K) T21+ 1085, (K)
Ca (k) = A (K) Bi1(K) B31(K)
0 0 0

Substitutingu; (N — 1) in 28) into [I5),V,; ; can be expressed as

X(N—1) ! X(N—1)

V=] uiN=2) | SIN-D) | uuiN-2) |=Z(N-2)S'(N-1)z(N-1), (31)
uz(N—2) uz(N—2)
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where
§1(N—1):Pil(N—1)—LI(N—1)P2172(N—1)L1(N—1),
S{(N-1) 0 --- 0
L 0 0 -~ 0 (32)
SHN) = .
0 0O --- 0
3) L=N-2,---, 1 0. WhenL=N-2, from (13) and[(31), we have

.
. z(N—2) Qi; O z(N—2) TN el B
VNZUlr(wnz){(ul(Nz)) ( 0 Rl)(ul(Nz))+Z (N=DSIN=D2 1)}'

(33)
We can see that[_(115) and {33) have the same form. Thus, répeaame process as that
for L=N—1, we can derive the optimal controlleg (k), k=N—-2,--- 1 0, which can be
expressed as
x (k)
U(k)=—-L(K | u(k=1) |, i=1 2,k=0,1,---, N-1, (34)
Uz(k— 1)
where
. —1
Li (k) = (E'272(k)) P'l,z(‘f), (35)
S(K) =PL1(K) —L (k)Pso(K)Li (K),
and
PL1 (k) =CT (k'S (k+1)Ci (k) +Qy 1,
PL2(K) = D[S (k+1)Gi(k), (36)
P52 (k) =Df'S (k+1)Di +R.
From (8) and[(34), we have

which means that the optimal control strategies are thetimgth current plant states and the
last control strategies.
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Based on[(35) and(87), we can deduce the valuek @), B} ; (k) andB}; (k), i=1, 2 as

follows (see Appendix A for details).

ALK =1 —ad (k)23 (k)] " [ad(k)a? (k) —at (K)] .
BL (k) = [1 - bl (kb3 (k)] " [bh (k) b2 (k) — bk (K)]
B, (K) = [I —c3 (KB (K)] " [ch(k)&E (k) —ch (K], )
Po(k)=[1 —aB(K)ab (k)] " [a3(K)ak (k) — a2 (K)] .
B2 1 (k) = [1 - b3 (k)b (k)] " [b3 (k) b (k) — b2 (K)] .
[

-1
B31(K) =[1 -G (K cz(K)] " [GK)ci(k) —cf(K)].
Then, using [(37) and_(88), froni_(34), we can achieve the aticontrol strategies. The

algorithm can be summarized as follows.
The optimal distributed controllers

Off-line:

1: Initialize S'(N) and $?(N) using [29).

2:for k=N—-1:-1:0do.

3: CalculateA; (k), By ; (k) andB), (k), i = 1, 2 using [38).
CalculateL; (k) andLy (k) using [37).
CalculateS' (k) and S (k) using [35).

4: end for.

On-line:

1: Initialize x(0) = xo, andu; (k) =0, i=1, 2; k<O.

2:for k=0:1:N—-1do.

3: Usex(k), ui(k—1), up(k—1) andL; (k) to computeu; (k) in (34) .
Usex(k), up(k—1), up(k—1) andLy (k) to computeuz (k) in (34) .
Exchange control signalsg; (k) andu; (k) between the two controllers.

4: end for.

B. Special Cases

In this subsection, the optimal control solutions derivedhe last subsection are applied to

two special cases. One is the optimal control strategy foingles controller with time delay,
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and the other is the optimal control strategy for two comersl without time delays.
1) Single controller with time delay:

Consider the case of a single controller, we have

Az (k) = Bil (k) = Bil (k) =0,

(39)
|_270 = r271 =0.
Then, the optimal control strategies [n{34) can be simplifis
x (k)
ur (k) = —L1 (K) , k=0,1,---, N—-1, (40)
ug (k—1)
where
-1
L1 (k) = (P22(k)) " Piz(k),
S' (k) = Pi1 (k) — L1 (K P32 (K) L1 (K),
0
sn=( 7).
0 O (42)
PL1 (k) =C] (K)S"(K)C1 (k) + Q1 1,
PLo(K) =DiS' (k+1)Ci(K),
Py, (k) =DiS"(k+1)D1+Ry,
and

0 r ® T
Qil(Ql ),Dl( 1’0),Cl(k)< 1’1). (42)
0 0 | 0 0

The above optimal solution is the same as that in [19] whertithe delay is deterministic.
2) Two controllers without time delays:

If we ignore the time delays, we have
Bil (k) =B34 (k) = Bil(k> = B%l(k) =0,
(43)
N1=0i=1 2

Then, the optimal control strategies become

(k) =A (K)x(K), i=1 2, k=0, 1,---, N—1, (44)
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whereA (k) is derived by

. (45)
Ao (k) = [I —a5(k)az (k)] ~ [a3(k)at (k) —af (k)] ,
where
8 (K) = (R+TToS (k+1)Ti0) TS (k+1) o
ah(K) = (R + oS (k+1)Ti0) 'MToS (k+1)Ta i,
and
S(N)=Qn,
S(K) =Qi+ (P+T3i0Asi (k)" S (k+1) (P+T3i0Asi(K) (47)

— A" (K) (FIOQ (k+1)Tio+R)A (K).
These results correspond to the discrete-time contradiesfies for the non-cooperative feed-
back games in[18].

IV. EXTENSION TOMULTIPLE DISTRIBUTED CONTROLLERS

In this section, we extend the results for the case of twaidiged controllers in Section Il
to multiple distributed controllers. We will omit the dd&d derivations since they are similar
to those in Section IlI.

Similar to (37), the optimal linear control strategies areear with the current plant states

and the last control strategies, i.e.,

ui (k) = +ZB‘ Juj(k—1), i=1,2,---, p, (48)

where p is the number of controllergy and Bj, j=1, 2,---, p are coefficient matrices.

Taking controlleri as the desired one, we can rewrite the control process as

x(k+1) = ox(k) + i [Fj.0uj (K) +Tjauj (k—1)]
=1

P D D
=@+ > TmoAm(k) | x(k)+Tioui ( Z Fia+ Y ToBl(K) | uj(k—1)].
m=1 =1 e
M n4i

(49)



Define

Up(k—1)

Similarly as in Section Ill, we can derive the optimal sabutifor controlleri as

ui (k) = -Lj(k)z(k), k=0, 1,---, N—1,

Li (k) = (Pho(K) PLo(K),

where
S (k) =Py (k) — L (K)P5,(K)Li(K),
Qn 0 --- 0
sn-| 020
0 0 -0
Pi1(k)=C (K)S (k+1)Ci (k) +Qy 1,
P, (k) =D/S (k+1)Gi(k),
Py, (k) =DS (k+1)Dj+R,
and
Fio
0
Q O 0 :
i 000 0
Q171: . ) Di =
: .0 Ii+1
0O 0 0 O 0
0

15

(50)

(51)

(52)
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(<D+ §1 Mnofn <k>) (FL1+B1(K) (F21+B2(K) - (Fpa+Bp(k))
n;«:éi
A (K) B1 (K B3 (K) BY (k)
Ci (k) = A_1(k) B, (k) B, 1 (k) BL (k) :
0 0 0 0 0
A1 (K) BL (k) B, (K) B, (K)
Ap(K) B (k) B (K) BB (K)
(53)
thatE?j (k) = § 0B (k), andli;1 denotes th¢i + 1)-th block of Di, which is a identity matrix
n=1
of sizeN x Nn.7é

From (48) and[(51), for controllar i=1, 2,---, p, we can obtain

. _ P
A(K)=E oSkt D)o+, (k+ Do+ Y RIA K|,
=1
i A
. . . P
B (k) =E rIoSl,l(kJFl)r1,1+3+1,1(k+1)r1,1+ZFiJle(k) :
=1 (54)
| J#i
i 1T o ' D in
Bo(k)=E " |Tig 71(k+1>rp71+3+171(k+1)rp71+ZFiJBJp(k) :
=1
A
where
E =D/S(k+1)Di+R,
(55)

Rl = MoSia(k+D)Mjo+8 11 (k+1)ljo+ rIOgl,j+l(k+ 1) +§i+1,j+1(k+ 1),
and$,, (k+ 1) is the(m,n)-th block of matrixS (k+ 1), whose size i#1 x M whenm=n=1,
MxNwhenm=1;n>2, NxM whenm>2;n=1, andN xN whenm>2; n> 2.
It can be seen that all the equations[in](54) are linear fanstiWe can easily calculate all

values ofA; (K), Bij (k),i=1,2,---,p, j=1, 2,---, p. Then we can obtain the optimal control
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strategies from[(48).

Total Cost

D2 0 o

TD1

Fig. 3. Total cost with two distributed controllers underivas time delays.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we provide simulation studies on the pentomce of the proposed optimal
distributed control strategies. First we consider a geneontrol system, and then introduce a

power-grid application.

A. A Generic System

We consider a system with two distributed controllers. Thengling period is chosen as

h = 0.05, the sampling duratioN = 50, and the other parameters of the control system are set

0 1 0
, Bi=By= ,
3 4 1

as follows [7]:

A—
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and, for simplicity, we choose
10 .
QN=Qi = x100 R=1,i=1, 2
01

Fig.[3 shows the total costs of the system with various timayde TD1 and TD2 represent
the time delays of controller 1 and controller 2, respetyivik can be seen that the total cost
becomes larger when either time delay increases, espewakkn both time delays are large.
This is because the effect of the previous control signhalseeises when the time delay becomes

larger, which leads to less system stability and larger.cost

Ratio of Costs

TD2 D1

Fig. 4. Ratio of costs between two distributed controllenslar various time delays.

Fig.[4 depicts the ratio of costs between controller 1 androtier 2. It can be seen that the
ratio decreases with TD1 and increases with TD2, which m#aatsthe controller with smaller
time delay contributes more to the total cost. This is beeauken the time delay becomes
smaller, the system becomes more stable using the cormisgooontroller, and the effect of

the controller will increase.
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Fig. (3 shows the performance comparison for three schemgghé proposed distributed
control algorithm; (2) the LQG-controller algorithm desey for a single controller with time
delay in [19], where controller 1 is assumed to be the desicedroller; (3) the LQG-controller
algorithm designed for two distributed controllers negleg the time delays in[[18]. In the
simulations, TD2 is set to be 0 and 0.02, and TD1 varies wiipj®.02]. It can be seen that the
proposed algorithm outperforms the other two schemes is¢hse that it has a lower total cost.
It can also be seen that the total cost of the two distributedrollers without delays increases
more rapidly with the time delay than the other two schemesnwhD2 = 0.02. It is because
this scheme cannot effectively deal with the time delay so ldrge time delay introduces severe
performance degradation. Note that, in Fig. 5, the totat obshe single controller scheme is

the same for different TD2, since only controller 1 is coesatl in this scheme.

—HB— Proposed (TD2=0)
—A— Single controller with delay (TD2=0 or 0.02) ’
—O— Two controllers without delays (TD2=0) 7
= H - Proposed (TD2=0.02) ’
= © = Two controllers without delays (TD2=0.02) /

Total Cost

| | | | | | | | |
0 0.002 0.004 0.006 0.008 0.01 0.012 0.014 0.016 0.018 0.02
TD1

Fig. 5. Performance comparison for three schemes with warid1.
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B. Load Frequency Control in Power Grid

We next consider the application of the proposed optimadtidiged control scheme to two-
area load frequency control (LFC) in power grid systems[B2]] The LFC block diagram is
shown in Fig[6, where the system states and feedback cagrdls are separately transmitted
through a shared wireless network, which incur the timeys$eldhe adjusting spead will be
optimally designed according to the requested deviatiogenferator outputaPs;.

The linear dynamic control model can be described as
X(t) = A% (t) + Bjup (t — 11) + BSuz (t — T2), (56)
where

.
X(t):[Afl APy AXqn Afy APp AXyp ARje APy APcz] ;

—1/Tn Kp/Tpt O 0 0 0  Kp/Tw O 0
0 1T 1T 0 0 0 0 0o 0
1Ty 0 1Ty O 0 0 0 YTy O
0 0 0 —1/Te Kp2/Tpz 0 Kp/Te O 0
AC— 0 0 0 0 1T, 1/Te 0 o o |,
0 0 0 1Ty 0 —1/Tp 0 0 UYTe
1 0 0 To 0 0 0 0o o0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o o0
o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0o o0 |
B{=B5=[00000001 1,
(57)

and the subscript= 1, 2 representing theth control areaAf; is the deviation of frequency,
APy is the deviation of generator mechanical outphXy; is the deviation of valve position,
ARie is the deviation of tie-line powel)P;; is the requested deviation of generator outdy,
is the time constant of the governdg; is the time constant of the turbin&y; is the electric
system gainTy is the electric system time constaii; is the tie-line synchronizing coefficient,
andr; is the speed drop.

In Fig.[d, the system state(t) has nine elements. We need nine sensors, each observing one

dimension ofx(t) directly, and after sampling the measurement signals areeitimtely sent
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Sensor

LFC
\ / Controllers

Fig. 6. Block diagram of a two-area LFC system for power grid.

to the LFC controllers. Then, discretizing the process attampling instant gives the same
formulas as in[(2) and{3) choosinm= 2.

In the simulation, based on [21][22], the sampling periodsét to beh=0.01, Ty = 2.4,
Koi=1 T =02 | =03, T =008 ri=02545 R =1, i=1, 2, and

0

o

Qi,N = Qi = ) | = 17 2. (58)

O O O O O o o o
O O O O o o o o
O O O O o o o o
o O O O O o o o
o O O O o o o o
o O O O o o o
O O B O O O O O©O
O O O O o o o o

o
o
o
o
o
o
o

O O O O O O O O O,

In Fig.[d, we also compare the system performances of the thchemes. Again we see
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that the proposed optimal distributed control strategyificantly outperforms the other two
methods.

Total Cost

—HB— Proposed (TD2=0) H
—A— Single controller with delay (TD2=0 or 0.0015) {
—E— Two controllers without delays (TD2=0)

= H = Proposed (TD2=0.0015)

= © = Two controllers without delays (TD2=0.0015)

0.5 1 15 2 25 3

TD1 x 1073

Fig. 7. Performance comparison for three schemes undesugfiD1 for a two-area LFC system.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We have considered the problem of optimal control for nekedrcontrol systems with
distributed controllers and time delays under the lineadyatic control framework. In particular,
the optimal control problem is formulated as a non-cooperdinear quadratic game, and we
have obtained the optimal distributed controllers assgrtiie time delays between sensors and
actuators are deterministic and within one sampling peNge have also applied the proposed
optimal distributed control scheme to load frequency adntr power grid systems. Future works
include to investigate the optimal distributed controllren the time delays are larger than one
sampling period and stochastic.
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APPENDIX A
From (3%) and[(36), we can rewritg (k) as
-1
L1(K) = (P32 (k) "Piy(k)

(A1)
[ al(k)+ad(KAx(k) bi(K)+bb(K)BE,(K) ck(k)+ch(kB3,(K) |-

L
[ Iosil(kJrl) Ma+S5;(kK+1)rwa],

K)=E; ' [1oSt1(K+1)Mo1+S5(K+1)M21], Ao
_d (A-2)
r

=E oSt (K+1)T20+ S5, (K+1)T20+T 1St a(k+1)+S55(k+1)],
E1=D]S'(k+1)D1+Ry,

andSh , (k+1) is the(m,n)-th block of matrixS' (k+ 1), whose size i#1 x M whenm=n=1,

M xNwhenm=1;n>2,NxMwhenm>2;n=1, andN xN whenm>2; n> 2.

From (A-1) and[(3I7), we have
—Aq (k) = a1 (k) +a3 (k) Az (K) ,
—B1 1 (k) = bi (k) + b3 (k) Bf 1 (K), (A-3)

—Bz1 (k) =ci(k) +c3(K) B3 (K).

Similarly, we have

—B7 1 (k) = b (K) + b3 (k) B 1 (k) , (A-4)
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where
a (k) =E; 1 []oSta(k+1)P+S5; (k+1) ],
bd(k) =B, M1 (k+1)T11+S51 (k+1)T1a],
E(K) =By [M5oS 1 (K+ )21+ (K+1)M21],
(A-5)
a5 (K) = b5 (k) = ¢ (k)
=By [M0St 1 (k+ D10+ S (K+ DM 10+T505 2 (K+1) + S (k+1)]
E»=D)S(k+1)D2+Ry,
and S, , (k+1) is the (m,n)-th block of matrix $? (k+ 1).
Then, based on (A-3) and (A-4), we can derive
Ag (k)= [1 —ab(k)a3 (k)] *[ab(k)a2 (k) —al (K],
B 1 (k) = [1 =B () B3 (K)] " [b3 (k)b (k) —bi (K]
B (K) = [| ~ch(K) (K] [B(cF (K —cE (K] o)
Po(k) = [I —a3(K)a3(K)] " [aB(k)at (k) —a? (K],
B 1 (K) = [1 =3 (k) b3 (K)] B3 (k) b} (k) — b3 (K]
B31(k) = [1 — B (K c3(k)] " [B()ck(K) — (K]
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