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Abstract— The paper considers a class of systems composed
of a finite set of linear plants with jumping transition between
them determined by a homogeneous Markov chain. Each
state of this chain corresponds to some mode of the system.
Necessary and sufficient conditions for robust stabilization
against polytopic uncertainty of modes and for simultaneous
stabilization via output feedback are obtained. Some algorithms
for computation of gain matrices of stabilizing controllers
are given, along with an illustrative example. The algorithms
effectively use LMI solvers.

I. INTRODUCTION

In modern control engineering there exists a wide class
of dynamic systems with random jumping changes of their
structure or parameters such as aerospace systems, manu-
facturing systems, economic systems, etc., see, for example
[2, 9, 13] and the references therein. These random changes
may result from abrupt phenomena such as component and
interconnection failures, parameters shifting, tracking and/or
variation in the time frame of measurements. Systems of this
type may be modeled as hybrid ones with many operating
modes. Each mode corresponds to an individual deterministic
or stochastic dynamic. Switching of the system modes is
governed by a Markov process with a finite set of states
N = {1, 2, . . . , ν} (Markov chain). When the mode i ∈ N is
fixed the plant state evolves according to the corresponding
individual dynamic. The state space of such systems is
naturally hybrid: to the usual plant state in Rn we append a
discrete variable taking values in the set N.

The problem of stability and stabilizing control for jump-
ing systems and their robustness has been intensively ex-
ploited over many years. Without any intention of being
exhaustive here we quote [2, 9, 13] and the references therein.

One of the most important open questions in control
theory is the output feedback problem including static output
feedback [4, 6, 7, 12, 14, 17] despite the fact that the static
output feedback represents the simplest closed loop control
that can be realized in practice. There exist necessary and
sufficient conditions for output feedback stabilization [4, 7,
12, 14] but these conditions are not readily implemented as
numerical algorithms, except [4] in which an iterative LMI-
based algorithm is proposed, and [18].
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The major difficulty arises from the non-convexity of the
static output feedback solution set [7], which renders it a non-
trivial computational task, analytical and computational alike.
For the fixed-order dynamic output feedback the problem can
be formulated exactly the same way as in the static output
feedback case and has the same difficulties. However if we
do not fix the controller order a priori then the set of solutions
can be characterized by a convex set [7, 17].

The problem of output feedback becomes more difficult
as one attempts to find robust stabilizing control. In the case
of jumping systems we have especially weak development
of the methods of solving this problem [13, 15, 16]. In view
of these facts the goal of this paper is to obtain necessary
and sufficient conditions for robust and simultaneous stabi-
lization via output feedback for jump systems with polytopic
uncertainties.

Parametrization of the set of stabilizing controllers is
of great importance as it allows additional performance
specifications to be incorporated into control design, with
guaranteed closed-loop stability, by choosing the free pa-
rameters in the parametrization [7, 16]. The results of the
parametrization obtained in [16] are effectively used in this
paper.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section II we give
a mathematical description of the considered system. In
section III main notations and definitions are introduced
and some parametrization results are formulated. In section
IV necessary and sufficient conditions for robust and si-
multaneous stabilizations via output feedback are obtained.
The results of section IV and the parametrization results
allow us to formulate algorithms for computation of the gain
matrices of robust stabilizing and simultaneously stabilizing
controllers. These algorithms effectively uses LMI solvers
and are presented in section V. An example is given in section
VI.

II. SYSTEM DESCRIPTION

Consider a linear system described by the following equa-
tions:

ẋp(t) = Ap(r(t))x(t) + Bp(r(t))up(t), (1)

yp(t) = Cp(r(t))xp(t), t ≥ 0, (2)

xp(τ) = Φpijxp(τ − 0), (3)

where xp ∈ Rnp is the state vector, up ∈ Rmp is the control
vector, yp ∈ Rkp is the output vector, r(t) is a homogenous
Markov chain whose state space is a set of integers N =
{1, 2, ..., ν} and transition matrix P (θ) = [Pij(θ)]ν1 =
[Prob{r(t + θ) = j | r(t) = i}]ν1 = exp(Πθ), 0 ≤ t ≤
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t + θ, Π = [πij ]ν1 with πij ≥ 0, j �= i, πii = −∑ν
j �=i πij ,

τ > t0 is the moment of discontinuous mode change, i.e. the
moment of transition from r(τ − 0) = i to r(τ) = j �= i,
Φpij , (i, j ∈ N) are np × np constant matrices, such that
Φpii = I . For each possible value of the process r(t) ∈ N we
write Ap(r(t)) = Api, Bp(r(t)) = Bpi, Cp(r(t)) = Cpi,
when r(t) = i. These matrices have compatible dimensions
and correspond to the different modes of the system.

Consider a fixed-order linear dynamic output feedback
controller in the form of following equations

ẋc(t) = Acixc(t) + Bciyp(t), if r(t) = i, (4)

up(t) = Ccixc(t) + Dciyp(t), if r(t) = i, (5)

where xc ∈ Rnc and matrices Aci, Bci, Cci and Dci have
compatible dimensions.

The system (1)–(5) can be written as

ẋ(t) = A(r(t))x(t) + B(r(t))u(t), (6)

y(t) = C(r(t))x(t), t ≥ 0, (7)

x(τ) = Φijx(τ − 0), (8)

u(t) = −Giy(t), if r(t) = i, (9)

where x = [xT
p xT

c ]T ∈ Rn, u ∈ Rm, y ∈ Rk, n =
np + nc, m = mp + nc, k = kp + nc Φij =
diag[Φpij Inc ] if r(τ − 0) = i, r(τ) = j and

Ai =
[

Api 0
0 0

]
, Bi =

[
Bpi 0
0 Inc

]
,

Ci =
[

Cpi 0
0 Inc

]
, Gi = −

[
Dci Cci

Bci Aci

]
.

It is easy to see that this model gives a common description
for systems with both static and fixed-order dynamic output
feedback.

III. PRELIMINARIES

A. Main notations and definitions

For every i ∈ N the plant state space of the system (6)
can be presented in the form of the following partition

Rn = Im(CT
i ) ⊕ Ker(Ci), (10)

where Im(CT
i ) and Ker(Ci) are orthogonal subspaces. For

any x ∈ Rn we can write

x = xI + xK,

where xI ∈ Im(CT
i ) and xK ∈ Ker(Ci). Define the matrices

EI(i) = C+
i Ci, EK(i) = I − EI(i), (11)

where C+
i is the Moore-Penrose inverse of Ci. According to

the partition (10) the matrices (11) are projection matrices
on Im(CT

i ) and on Ker(Ci) correspondingly. These matrices
are symmetric and unique. We use the notation X⊥ for full
rank matrix orthogonal to X . The matrix X⊥ exists if and
only if X has linearly dependent rows and for a given X the
matrix X⊥ is not unique.

Definition 1: The system (6) is said to be mean square
stabilizable (MSS) via output feedback if there exists a
control law in the form of (9) such that the system (6)–
(9) is exponentially stable in the mean square, i.e. for any
x0 = x ∈ Rn, r0 = i ∈ N, t ≥ 0 and for some
α > 0, β > 0 the following inequality holds [10]:

E [‖ x(t) ‖2| x0 = x, r0 = i] ≤
β ‖ x ‖2 exp(−α(t − t0)), t ≥ t0,

where E is the expectation operator.
An important role in the sequel along with the output

feedback control (9) plays also the state feedback control

u(t) = −K(i)x(t), if r(t) = i. (12)

Definition 2: The control law (9) is said to be stabilizing
control if it guarantees MSS of the closed loop system (6)–
(9).

Definition 3: The control law (12) is said to be stabilizing
control if it guarantees MSS of the closed loop system (6) –
(8), (12).

B. Parametrization of stabilizing controllers with state feed-
back

Define the following set

Ls = {Hi = HT
i > 0, ∃Ki such that

(Ai − BiKi)T Hi + Hi(Ai − BiKi) +
ν∑

j=1

πijΦT
ijHjΦij < 0, i ∈ N}.

The following theorem gives a characterization of the set of
matrices of Lyapunov’s functions Ls and a parametrization
of stabilizing state feedback gains.

Theorem 1: Let the matrices Hi (i ∈ N) are given. Then
the following statements are equivalent.

1) Hi ∈ Ls, i ∈ N;
2) Hi, (i ∈ N) is a positive definite solution of the set

of coupled matrix quadratic equations

AT
i Hi + HiAi − HiBiR

−1
i BT

i Hi +
ν∑

j=1

πijΦT
ijHjΦij + Qi = 0

for some Qi > 0 and Ri > 0, (i ∈ N);
3) Hi > 0 (i ∈ N) and these matrices satisfy the

inequality

B⊥
i (AiH

−1
i + H−1

i AT
i +

ν∑
j=1

πijH
−1
i ΦT

ijHjΦijH
−1
i B⊥T

i < 0,

if BiB
T
i ≯ 0, i ∈ N.

All the stabilizing state feedback gains are given by

Ki = R−1
i BT

i Hi + R
− 1

2
i ΛiQ

1
2
i , i ∈ N, (13)

where the matrices Hi, Qi, Ri are the ones in 2. and Λi is
an arbitrary matrix such that ‖ Λi ‖< 1.

The proof is given in [16].
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IV. ROBUST AND SIMULTANEOUS STABILIZATION VIA

OUTPUT FEEDBACK

A. Robust stabilization of the systems with polytopic uncer-
tainty of modes

Consider the case when in each fixed mode the matrices
of the system are not exactly known. Assume that for each
mode i ∈ N

Ωi = [Ai Bi] ∈ Co{[Aiq Biq] , q = 1, ..., N}, (14)

or in other words Ωi =
N∑

q=1
λiqΩiq for some 0 ≤ λiq ≤

1.
N∑

q=1
λq = 1, where the N vertices of the polytope are

described by

Ωiq = {[Aiq Biq] , q = 1, ..., N}, i ∈ N.

Definition 4: The control law (9) is said to be robust
stabilizing control for the system (6), (7) with the polytopic
uncertainty (14) if it guarantees stochastic quadratic stability
of this system i.e. there exist symmetric and positive definite
matrices Hi, (i ∈ N) such that for all [Ai Bi] satisfying
(14) the following inequalities hold:

(Ai − BiGiCi)T Hi + Hi(Ai − BiGiCi) +
N∑

j=1

πijΦT
ijHjΦij < 0, i ∈ N. (15)

This control is said to be nonswitching robust control if Gi =
G (i ∈ N).
It is well known [3] that these conditions hold if and only if
there exist symmetric and positive definite matrices Hi, (i ∈
N) such that

(Aiq − BiqGiCi)THi + Hi(Aiq − BiqGiCi) +
ν∑

j=1

πijΦT
ijHjΦij < 0, i ∈ N, q = 1, ..., N. (16)

Lemma 1: Let x, y, z ∈ Rn, z = x + y, xT y =
0, x ∈ Im(BT ), y ∈ Ker(B), xT Ax ≤ xT Bx, yT By < 0,
where A = AT and B are some matrices of corresponding
dimensions.Then

zT Az ≤ zT (BT B + βI)z,

where β = 2 ‖ A ‖.
The proof is given in [15].

Theorem 2: The system (6), (7) with the polytopic un-
certainty of modes (14) is robust stabilizable via output
feedback if and only if there exist matrices Miq = MT

iq ,
Riq = RT

iq > 0 and Liq such that the system of matrix
quadratic equations:

AT
iqHi + HiAiq − HiBiqR

−1
iq BiqHi +

ν∑
j=1

πijΦT
ijHjΦij + Miq = 0, i ∈ N, q = 1, . . . , N (17)

has a positive definite solution Hi = HT
i , satisfying the

relations

(Aiq − BiqKiq)T Hi + Hi(Aiq − BiqKiq) +
ν∑

j=1

πijΦT
ijHjΦij −

ST
iqKiq − KT

iqSiq < 0, i ∈ N, q = 1, . . . , N, (18)

R−1
iq (BT

iqHi + Liq) = R−1
iq+1(Biq+1Hi + Liq+1),
i ∈ N, q = 1, . . . , N − 1, (19)

where

Siq = LiqEI(i) − BT
iqHiEK(i), (20)

Kiq = R−1
iq BT

iqHi. (21)

The corresponding robust output feedback control has the
form (9) where the gain matrix is defined by the formula

Gi = R−1
iq (BT

iqHi + Liq)C+
i (22)

for arbitrary fixed q ∈ {1, . . . , N}.
Proof: Necessity. Let the system (6), (7) with the

polytopic uncertainty of modes (14) be robust stabilizable
via output feedback. Then without a loss of generality we
can suppose that there exists a matrix Θi = GiCiEI(i) =
κiEI(i) and a positive definite matrix Hi (i ∈ N) such that
for all x ∈ Rn

xT [(Aiq − BiqΘi)T Hi + Hi(Aiq − BiqΘi) +
ν∑

j=1

πijΦT
ijHjΦij ]x < 0,

i ∈ N, q = 1, . . . , N. (23)

If x ∈ KerΘi then from (23) we have

xT [AT
iqHi + HiAiq +

ν∑
j=1

πijΦT
ijHjΦij ]x < 0.

i ∈ N, q = 1, . . . , N. (24)

Define for each i ∈ N the scalars α∗
i as follows

α∗
i = max

x∈ImΘT
i ,q=1,...,N

xT [AT
iqHi + HiAiq

xT ΘT
i Θix

+
∑ν

j=1 πijΦT
ijHjΦij ]x

xT ΘT
i Θiqx

. (25)

From the result of Lemma 1, (24) and (25) we obtain that

xT [AT
iqHi + HiAiq +

ν∑
j=1

πijΦT
ijHjΦij ]x ≤

αix
T EI(i)κT

i κiEI(i)x +
βiqx

T x, x ∈ Rn, i ∈ N, q = 1, . . . , N,

where αi > max(0, α∗
i ) and βiq is defined as in Lemma 1.

Thus, for any symmetric matrix Riq > αiI , we have

xT [AT
iqHi + HiAiq +

ν∑
j=1

πijΦT
ijHjΦij ]x <

xT EI(i)κT
i RiqκiEI(i)x +

βiqx
T x, x ∈ Rn, i ∈ N, q = 1, . . . , N.
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This inequality implies the existence of a symmetric matrix
Qiq (i ∈ N), q = 1, . . . , N, satisfying the system of the
matrix equations

AT
iqHi + HiAiq − EI(i)κT

i RiκiEI(i) +
ν∑

j=1

πijΦT
ijHjΦij + Qiq = 0, i ∈ N, q = 1, . . . , N. (26)

Let us define Liq = Riqκi − BT
iqHi, then the equation (26)

can be rearranged as

AT
iqHi + HiAiq −

EI(i)(HiBiq + LT
iq)R

−1
iq (BT

iqHiq + Liq)EI(i) +
ν∑

j=1

πij(δ)ΦT
ijHjΦij + Qiq = 0, i ∈ N, q = 1, . . . , N, (27)

moreover Θi = R−1
iq (Liq + BT

iqHi)EI(i). Because Θi inde-
pendent on q it follows from definition of Liq that equations
(19) hold and Gi is given by formula (22). Rewrite (27) in
the following equivalent form

(Aiq − BiqGiCi)T Hi + Hi(Aiq − BiqGiCi) +
ν∑

j=1

πijΦT
ijHjΦij + HiBiqR

−1
iq BT

iqHi − ST
iqR

−1
i Siq +

Qiq = 0, i ∈ N, q = 1, . . . , N. (28)

Taking into account (23) it is easy to see from (28) that

HiBiqR
−1
iq BT

iqHi − ST
iqR

−1
iq Siq + Qiq > 0,

i ∈ N, q = 1, . . . , N. (29)

On the other hand

(Aiq − BiqKiq)T Hi + Hi(Aiq − BiqKiq) +
ν∑

j=1

πijΦT
ijHjΦij − ST

iqKiq − KT
iqSiq =

−(HiBiqR
−1
iq BT

iqHiq − ST
iqR

−1
iq Siq + Qiq). (30)

It follows from (29), (30) that the inequalities (18) hold.
The equations (27) are equivalent to (17) with Miq = Qiq −
ST

iqKiq − KT
iqSiq.

Sufficiency. Let (17) – (19) are valid and G(i) is given
by (22). Then substituting (20), (21) in (18), and taking into
account (11), (22) we obtain

0 > (Aiq − BiqKiq)T Hi + Hi(Aiq − BiqKiq) +
ν∑

j=1

πijΦT
ijHjΦij − ST

iqKiq − KT
iqSiq +

(Aiq − BiqGiCi)T Hi + Hi(Aiq − BiqGiCi) +
ν∑

j=1

πijΦT
ijHjΦij , i ∈ N, q = 1, . . . , N.

It follows from these inequalities and (16) that the control
law (9) with the matrix Gi given by (22) guarantees stochas-
tic quadratic stability of the system (6), (7) with polytopic
uncertainty of modes (14) and thus it is robust stabilizing
control.

Corollary 1: The system (6), (7) with Ci = C, (i ∈ N)
is robust stabilizable via nonswitching output feedback if
and only if for some symmetric matrices Miq, and Riq >
0 there exist a positive definite solution Hi = HT

i of the
system of the coupled Riccati equations (17) and matrices
Liq of compatible dimensions, satisfying for all i ∈ N, q =
1, . . . , N−1 the system of inequalities (18) and the following
system of equations

R−1
iq (BT

iqHi + Liq) = R−1
i+1q+1(Bi+1q+1Hi + 1 +

Li+1q+1), i = 1, . . . , ν − 1 ∈ N, q = 1, . . . , N − 1.

The robust stabilizing control has the form of (9) where the
gain matrix is given by (22) for an arbitrary fixed i ∈ N, q =
1, . . . , N. If, in addition, Φij = I, (i, j ∈ N) and there exists
a a common solution of (17), (18) Hi = H > 0 (i ∈ N),
then this control stabilizes the system (6), (7) independently
of the mode change process.

B. Simultaneous stabilization

Consider a set of single linear systems described by the
following equations

ẋ(t) = Aix(t) + Biu(t), (31)

y(t) = Cx(t), t ≥ 0. (32)

We seek an output feedback control law

u(t) = −Gy(t), (33)

that will simultaneously stabilize all the systems (31), (32).
The necessary and sufficient conditions for the control law
(33) to be stabilizing one are the existence of symmetric and
positive definite matrices Hi, (i ∈ N) such that

(Ai − BiGCi)T Hi + Hi(Ai − BiGCi) < 0, i ∈ N. (34)

Based on the inequalities (34) and on the outline of the proof
of the previous theorem we obtain the following

Theorem 3: The set of systems (31), (32) is simultane-
ously stabilizable via output feedback if and only if there
exist matrices Mi = MT

i , Ri = RT
i > 0 and Li such that

the system of matrix quadratic equations:

AT
i Hi + HiAi − HiBiR

−1
i BiH + Mi = 0, i ∈ N,

has a positive definite solution Hi = HT
i satisfying the

relations

(Ai − BiKi)T Hi + Hi(Ai − BiKi) −
ST

i Ki − KT
i Si < 0, i ∈ N,

R−1
i (BT

i Hi + Li) = R−1
i+1(Bi+1Hi+1 + Li+1),

i = 1, . . . , ν − 1,

where

Si = LiEI(i) − BT
i HiEK(i),

Ki = R−1
i BT

i Hi.

The corresponding output stabilizing control has the form
(33) where the gain matrix is defined by the formula

G = R−1
i (BT

i Hi + Li)C+
i (35)

for arbitrary fixed i ∈ N.
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V. THE ALGORITHMS FOR COMPUTATION OF

STABILIZING GAINS

A. Algorithm based on direct solution of coupled Riccati
equations (CRE)

.
Step 1. Solve the system of CRE (17) by the LMI opti-

mization method [1, 5] and find the matrices Hi = HT
i > 0

and Kiq, i ∈ N, q = 1, . . . , N.
Step 2. If the LMI/LME problem (18)-(19) is not feasible

then correct the LQR parameters (weight matrices) and go
to step 1, else if this LMI/LME problem is feasible find the
matrices Liq and calculate the matrices Gi according to the
formula (22).

B. Algorithm based on parametrization of stabilizing solu-
tions of CRE

The parametrization results (Theorem 1) along with The-
orem 2 (Theorem 3) allow us to formulate an algorithm for
synthesis of robust stabilizing control (9) (simultaneously
stabilizing control (33)). Let us consider in detail the case
of robust stabilizing control. According to Theorem 1 all the
state feedback matrices are given by the formula

Kiq = R−1
iq BT

iqPi + R
− 1

2
iq ΛiqQ

1
2
iq, i ∈ N, (36)

where ‖ Λiq ‖< 1 and Pi = PT
i > 0 (i ∈ N) satisfy the

matrix quadratic equations

AT
iqPi + PiAiq − PiBiqR

−1
iq BT

iqPi +
ν∑

j=1

πijΦT
ijPjΦij + Qiq = 0 (37)

for given Qiq = QT
iq > 0 and Riq = RT

iq > 0. On the other
hand

Kiq = R−1
iq BT

iqHi,

where Hi (i ∈ N) satisfy the equation (17).
Let matrices Hi > 0 (i ∈ N) be a solution of LME

R−1
iq BT

iqHi = R−1
iq BT

iqPi + R
− 1

2
iq ΛiqQ

1
2
iq,

where Pi > 0 and Λiq (i ∈ N, q = 1, . . . , N) are the same
as in (36), then it is easy to see that this solution satisfies
(17) for some Miq = MT

iq . Taking into account these results
we can formulate the algorithm as follows

Step 1. Solve LMI’s with respect to the variables Yi:[
Γ11(i, q) Γ12(i, q)
ΓT

12(i, q) Γ22(i, q)

]
< 0, (38)

Γ11(i, q) = B⊥
iq(AiqYi + YiA

T
iq + πiiYi)B⊥T

iq ,

Γ22(i, q) = diag[−Y1 . . . − Yi−1 − Yi+1 . . . − Yν ],

Γ12(i) =
[
B⊥

iqπ
1
2
i1YiΦT

i1 . . . B⊥
iqπ

1
2
ii−1YiΦT

ii−1

B⊥
iqπ

1
2
ii+1YiΦT

ii+1 . . . B⊥
iqπ

1
2
iνYiΦT

iν

]
.

Step 2. Find Pi = Y −1
i and then the matrices Qiq >

0, Riq > 0 from the equations (37).

Step 3. Put Hi = Pi (i ∈ N), ε = ε0 < 1.

Step 4. Find Kiq = R−1
iq BT

iqHi.

Step 5. If LMI/LME’s (18)-(19) with respect to the vari-
ables Liq are feasible then calculate the gain matrix using
the formula (22), stop; else find matrices Hi = HT

i > 0 as
a solution of the following LMI optimization problem

trace
ν∑

i=1

Hi → max,

Hi > 0,

R−1
iq BT

iqHi = R−1
iq BT

iqPi + R
− 1

2
iq ΛiqQ

1
2
iq,[

εI Λiq

ΛT
iq I

]
> 0, i ∈ N, q = 1, . . . , N.

Step 6. Put ε = ε + ∆ε.

Step 7. If ε > 1, then stop, else go to step 4.
The algorithm for computation of the simultaneously sta-

bilizing gain follows from the algorithm above as a special
case.

VI. AN EXAMPLE OF APPLICATION OF THE PROPOSED

METHOD

In flight control practice it is very important to obtain an
output feedback controller with a constant gain to stabilize
the aircraft in all the possible flight modes. In this section we
briefly demonstrate the application of the proposed method
in the design of a control system for the linearized model of
the angular longitudinal aircraft motion. This model is given
by the following equations

ϑ̇ = ωz,

ω̇z = −aα
mzϑ − aωz

mzωz + aα
mzΘ + aδ

mzδ, (39)

Θ̇ = −aα
y ϑ + aα

y Θ,

where ϑ is the pitch angle, ωz is the angular velocity, Θ =
ϑ − α, α is the angle of attack, δ is the elevator angle. In
this case the state and control vectors of the system (6) are

x(t) = [ϑ ωz Θ]T , u(t) = δ,

Usually only ϑ and ωz are available for direct measurement
and we have

y(t) = [ϑ ωz]T .

The considered aircraft has nine typical flight modes with
uncertainty of each mode given by

Ailk = A0
ilk + ∆A0

ilk

Bik = B0
ik + λB0

ik, i = 1, . . . , 9, l = 2, 3, k = 1, 2, 3,

∆ ≤ ∆ ≤ ∆, λ ≤ λ ≤ λ.
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The numerical values of the parameters are the following
[11]:

A0
1 =

⎡
⎣ 0 1 0
−4.2 −1.5 4.2
0.77 0 −0.77

⎤
⎦ , B0

1 =

⎡
⎣ 0
−7.4

0

⎤
⎦ ,

A0
2 =

⎡
⎣ 0 1 0
−7.1 −1.9 7.1

1 0 −1

⎤
⎦ , B0

2 =

⎡
⎣ 0
−12.7

0

⎤
⎦ ,

A0
3 =

⎡
⎣ 0 1 0
−78 −4.1 78
2.8 0 −2.8

⎤
⎦ , B0

3 =

⎡
⎣ 0
−57
0

⎤
⎦ ,

A0
4 =

⎡
⎣ 0 1 0
−4 −1.4 4
0.62 0 −0.62

⎤
⎦ , B0

4 =

⎡
⎣ 0
−7.5

0

⎤
⎦ ,

A0
5 =

⎡
⎣ 0 1 0
−116 −2.36 116
2.3 0 −2.3

⎤
⎦ , B0

5 =

⎡
⎣ 0
−42
0

⎤
⎦ ,

A0
6 =

⎡
⎣ 0 1 0
−7.9 −1.1 7.9
0.56 0 −0.56

⎤
⎦ , B0

6 =

⎡
⎣ 0
−13.8

0

⎤
⎦ ,

A0
7 =

⎡
⎣ 0 1 0
−55 −0.66 55
0.84 0 −0.84

⎤
⎦ , B0

7 =

⎡
⎣ 0
−22.5

0

⎤
⎦ ,

A0
8 =

⎡
⎣ 0 1 0
−14.5 −0.43 14.5
0.33 0 −0.33

⎤
⎦ , B0

8 =

⎡
⎣ 0
−8.6

0

⎤
⎦ ,

A0
9 =

⎡
⎣ 0 1 0
−18 −0.31 18
0.34 0 −0.34

⎤
⎦ , B0

9 =

⎡
⎣ 0
−10
0

⎤
⎦ ,

C0
i =

[
1 0 0
0 1 0

]
, i = 1, . . . , 9, ∆ = −0.2, ∆ = 0.2,

λ = −0.25 λ = 0.25.

The problem is to stabilize the system (39) independently
on the mode change process for given uncertain parameters
of each mode by means of constant static output feedback
control (33).
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Fig. 1. The step responses in different modes.

To find the gain matrix (35) of this control we used the
proposed method and the algorithm based on direct solving
of CRE.

For all the modes it is supposed that the control weight
matrices R(i) = I and the state weight matrices Miq were
computed by a special routine based on the Jonson’s method
[8].

Figure 1 shows the step responses of the closed-loop
system in all the nine modes with the computed gain matrix
G = [−57.76 − 5.26].

All LMI/LME programming was done within the frame-
work of the YALMIP interface to the SeDuMi solver for
MATLAB.
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