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Abstract

Hybrid control systems, that is, systems which contain both continuous-time and
discrete event dynamics are studied in this paper. First, a model is introduced that
specifies the interface which connects the continuous plant dynamics with the discrete
event controller. A Discrete Event System (DES) automaton description is then em-
ployed to describe the plant together with the interface and it is used to analyze the
hybrid control system. Controllability is defined for hybrid control systems, enhancing
existing DES control concepts. It is then used to obtain a controller design method for
hybrid control systems. Finally, additional theoretic concepts such as determinism and
quasideterminism that help define the interface so that the hybrid system has desired
properties are introduced.

1 Introduction

The hybrid control systems considered here consist of a continuous-time system, called
the plant, which is being supervised by a discrete event system, called the controller. The
plant has a continuous state space with the states taking values from the real numbers. The
controller, on the other hand, has a discrete, symbolic state space and is represented as a
finite state automaton. A hybrid control system also contains an interface which provides
a means for communication between the plant and controller via two subsystems named
here the generator and the actuator. The generator converts the continuous-time output of
the plant into an asynchronous sequence of symbols, understandable by the controller. The
actuator translates the symbolic commands of the controller into a continuous-time input
for the plant.

A simple example of a hybrid control system is the heating and cooling system of a
typical home. The furnace and air conditioner, along with the heat flow characteristics
of the home, form a continuous-time system which is to be controlled. The thermostat is
a simple discrete event system which basically handles the symbols too hot, too cold, and
ok. The temperature of the room is translated into these representations in the thermostat
and the thermostat’s response is translated back to electrical currents which control the
furnace, air conditioner, blower, etc. Additional applications of hybrid control systems
include flexible manufacturing systems and chemical process controls, among others. Note
that hybrid control is an integral part of the intelligent control of dynamical systems [1].

Recently, efforts have been made to study hybrid systems in a unified, analytical way,
[2-12]. In [2], hybrid systems are modeled using a language called SIGNAL in which discrete-
time signals and events are synchronized to the fastest clock. In [3] a modeling strategy
for hybrid systems is suggested and used to model a computer hard drive. [4] describes a
model for a class of systems containing both continuous and discrete dynamics and shows
that this class of models display causality and time monotonicity, which are essential for
these models to be used in on-line monitoring. In [7] a technique is discussed which learns
a set of control policies, used in the hybrid system, to control the continuous-time plant.

In [5] and [6], the development of a formal model for hybrid systems is presented. The
model provides a framework to represent the interaction between the continuous and discrete
portions of the system. [9] presents a hybrid system model in which the discrete dynamics
are modeled by a Petri net and special attention is given to describing events and event
structures. Finally, [10-12] contain background as well as some of the results reported in
this work.
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Figure 1: Hybrid Control System

In this paper, a clear methodology for analysis and controller design of hybrid control
systems is presented. It is based on a mathematical model which is both general enough to
represent a wide range of hybrid systems and simple enough to allow analysis and controller
design. Related to this work is the work by Ramadge, et al [13,14], Nerode, el al [6,15],
and DeCarlo, et al [9,16].

In section 2 of this paper, we present a mathematical model for hybrid control systems.
We then show in section 3, how an entire hybrid control system can be represented as a
pair of interacting discrete event systems, thus permitting the use of DES theoretic results
in the analysis and design of hybrid control systems. Examples illustrate the concepts in
section 4. In section b, DES supervisor design techniques are extended to hybrid control
systems and used to design the DES controller for a given plant, interface and control goals.
Finally, section 6 describes a number of system theoretic issues, including determinism, and
quasideterminism. These can be applied to the DES models of the hybrid system to provide
insight into the design of the interface.

Note that early versions of the results discussed in this paper have appeared in [10-12,

17,18].
2 Hybrid Control System Modeling

A hybrid control system, can be divided into three parts, the plant, interface, and con-
troller as shown in Figure 1. In this model, the plant represents the continuous-time compo-
nents of the system, while the controller represents the discrete-event portions. The interface
is the necessary mechanism by which the former two communicate. The models used for
each of these three parts, as well as the way they interact are now described.

2.1 Plant

The plant is the part of the model which represents the entire continuous-time portion of
the hybrid control system. The distinguishing feature of the plant is that it has a continuous
state space, where the states take on values that are real numbers, and that the state evolves
with time according to a set of differential equations.

Motivated by tradition, this part of the model is referred to as the plant but since it
contains all the continuous dynamics, it can also contain a conventional, i.e. continuous-
time, controller.

Mathematically, the plant is represented by the familiar equation

x = f(x,r) (1)
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where x € IR"” and r € IR"" are the state and input vectors respectively. f:IR" x R™ — IR"
1s a Lipschitz continuous function. Note that the plant input and state are continuous-time
vector valued signals. Bold face letters are used to denote vectors and vector valued signals.

2.2 Controller

The controller is a discrete event system which is modeled as a deterministic automaton.
This automaton is specified by a quintuple, {S X,R,6, ¢}, where S is the set of states, X
is the set of plant symbols, R is the set of controller symbols, § : S x X — S is the state
transition function, and ¢ : S — R is the output function. The symbols in set R are called
controller symbols because they are generated by the controller. Likewise, the symbols in
set X are called plant symbols and are generated based on events in the plant. The action
of the controller can be described by the equations

sln] = &(s[n— 1], z[n]) (2)

rln] = ¢(5[n]) (3)

where 5[n] € S, #[n] € X, and 7[n] € R. The index n is analogous to a time index in that it

specifies the order of the symbols in the sequence. The input and output signals associated
with the controller are sequences of symbols. R

Tildes are used to indicate a symbol valued set or sequence. For example, X is the set

of plant symbols and #[n] is a sequence of plant symbols. Subscripts are also used, e.g. #;
which denotes the ¢th member of the symbol alphabet X.

2.3 Interface

The controller and plant cannot communicate directly in a hybrid control system because
they each utilize a different type of signal. Thus an interface is required which can convert
continuous-time signals to sequences of symbols and vice versa. The interface consists of
two rather simple subsystems, the generator and the actuator.

The generator is defined by a set of continuous, differentiable functionals, £; : IR" — IR,
and a mapping, o : IR" x B — X where B = {—1,1}. The set of functionals are chosen
so that each functional separates the state space of the plant into two open regions; {x :
hi(x) > 0} and {x : h;(x) < 0}. The null space of each functional forms the boundary (a
hypersurface) between the two open regions. Whenever one of these boundaries is crossed,
a plant event occurs. With each plant event, plant symbols are generated according to the

mapping, «

a : x(7e[n]) X b; — &[n] (4)

where 7.[n] is the sequence of event instants or times defined as follows.
[0] = 0 (5)
Te[n] =  lim inf{t > re[n — 1] : 34, hy(x(1)) - hy(x(Te[n — 1] + €)) < 0} (6)

e—0

The binary digit, b;, in equation 4 indicates the direction in which the boundary was crossed;

b; = —1 means that h;(x) < 0 is true for the state immediately after the event, while b; = 1
means the that £;(x) > 0. Mathematically,
b — 1 if Vhi(x(re[n]) - x(7e[n]) > 0 (1)
T =1 i Vhi(x(Te[n]) - x(re[n]) < 0

The possibility of the trajectory crossing more than one boundary simultaneously i1s not
considered because its probability is extremely low. Also, note that not all plant events
need be represented by a plant symbol. Such events are silent, accompanied by the null
symbol, A.

The second map, called the actuator, v : R — IR™, converts a sequence of controller
symbols to a plant input as follows.

Z'Y I(t, 7e[n], e[n + 1]) (8)
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where I(t) is the following indicator function

1 it mn]<t<mnt1]
I(t) = { 0 if otherwise (9)

and 7.[n] is the sequence of control instants. This sequence is based on the sequence of event
instants, defined in equation 6, according to

rofn] = 7]+ 7 (10)

where 74 is the delay associated with the controller; following the generation of a plant
symbol, it takes a time of 74 for a control symbol to reach the plant. It will be assumed
that m.[n] < 1¢[n] < Te[n+ 1].

3 DES Plant

In a hybrid control system, the plant taken together with the actuator and generator, be-
haves like a discrete event system. It accepts symbolic inputs via the actuator and produces
symbolic outputs via the generator. This situation is analogous to the way a continuous-time
plant, equipped with a zero order hold and a sampler, “looks” like a discrete-time plant. In
a hybrid control system, the DES which models the plant, actuator, and generator is called
the DES plant. From the point of view of the DES controller, it 1s the DES plant which is
being controlled.

The DES plant is modeled by an automaton, represented mathematically by a quintuple,
{P X, R, v} P is the set of states, X is the set of plant symbols, and R is the set of
control symbols. € : P x R — P(X ) is the enabling function, it specifies for a given DES
plant state and a given control symbol, which plant symbols are enabled. When a plant
symbol is enabled, it may be generated by the DES plant. ¥ is a mapping, ¢ : PxX — ]5,
which is analogous to a state transition function in that it maps a state and a plant symbol
to a new state. ¢ is not a function because the DES plant need not be deterministic; it is
entirely possible for multiple transitions to be accompanied by the same plant symbol.

The set of DES plant states, ]5, is based upon the set of hypersurfaces realized in the
generator. It is useful at this point to introduce some notation which will facilitate the
explanation of this relationship. First, associated with each function, h;, we have a second
function, ili, defined as follows

—1 if hi(x) <0
hi(g) =< 0 if hox)=0 (11)
1 if hi(z) >0

Now we can define a vector valued function, H : IR® — {=1,0,1}, where [ is the number
of hypersurfaces, and the ith element of H(X) is equal to ilZ(X) H will induce equivalence
classes in IR™ where the equivalence relation is defined as x; = x5 < f[(xl) = f](xz). Some
of these equivalence classes lie on the separating hypersurfaces and the remainder consist
of open regions bounded by the separating hypersurfaces. With each of these open regions
there is an associated DES plant state. Thus it is convenient to index the set of states, P,

with a binary vector, b € B, such that p; is associated with the preimage of b under H.
Definition 1: The DES plant stale, p[n], is defined as follows.

pln] = bﬁhmH(( c[n]+ ) =b (12)

where b € B! and j € P = {p. : c € B’}

Now we are in a position to determine the enabling function, &, and the mapping, .
The enabling function is obtained via a procedure which determines whether a particular
plant symbol is enabled for a given state and control symbol. The following theorem states
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that for a given DES plant state, plant symbol, and control symbol, the plant symbol will
be enabled if there exists a state in the continuous plant, which lies on the boundary of
the relevant open set, maps to the given symbol, and crosses the boundary under the given
control.

Theorem 1 Given a hybrid control system, described by (1) - (10), with f Lipschitz con-
tinuous and h; continuous and differentiable, &, € £(pp, 7)) < I(x,4) such that hi(x) =
0,(Vj # ©) hj(x)bj >0 and o : x X —b; — &, which meets the following condition:

[Vhi(x) - f(x,7(7))]bi <0

Proof: We will first prove the sufficiency of the theorem conditions. Assume we have a
trajectory, x(t), which satisfies the theorem for some time, ¢, that is x(¢) = x.

o The condition, h;i(x) =0, (Vj # ¢) h;(x)b; > 0 assures that x(¢) is on the boundary of
region b, specifically x(¢) is on the boundary formed by h; of the open set {x : f[(x) =

b}.

e The condition, o : x x —b; — &, guarantees that if the state crosses the boundary
from region b at the point x(¢), the symbol #; will be generated.

e Finally, the key condition is [Vhi(x) - f(x,7(7:))]bs < 0. Tt guarantees that if a
trajectory passes through x(¢), under f(x,v(71)), it will pass from inside region b to
outside region b through the boundary formed by h;.

Together the above show that the existence of an (x,¢) satisfying the theorem is sufficient
to guarantee &y € £(Py, 71

Now we will prove that the conditions of the theorem are also necessary to guarantee
Zy € E(Py, 7). We start by assuming @, € &(Pp, 7). Thus there exists a trajectory, x()
which crosses a boundary from region b at a transition time, 7.[n].

e Let h; be the function forming the boundary which is crossed at the point x = x(7.[n]).

This establishes the first condition on (x,¢) that h;(x) = 0, (Vj # @) hj(x)b; > 0.

e Since the symbol Z, is generated, we know that the second condition, a : x X —b; — ¢
must also be satisfied.

e Since we know that the boundary formed by h; is crossed, from region b, at time 7.[n],
we know that for sufficiently small positive €, h;i(x(7:[n] — €))b; > 0 and h;(x(7.[n] +
€))b; < 0. By the mean value theorem, the derivative of h;(x)b;, given by [Vh;(x(t)) -
F(x(t), y(7))]b; must be negative at some time between 7.[n] — ¢ and 7.[n] + ¢. This
condition is true as € — 07 which proves the final part of the theorem, [Vh;(x) -

S,y (Pr))]bi < 0.
These three points prove that the conditions of the theorem are necessarily true if Z, €
§(Po, k). m

The usefulness of this theorem is that it allows the extraction of a DES automaton
model of the continuous plant and interface. Note that in certain cases this is a rather
straightforward task. For instance, it is known that if a particular region boundary can only
be crossed in one direction under a given command and 1s mapped to the same plant symbol
along it’s extent, then the conditions of the theorem need only be tested at a single point
on the boundary. This condition is true for the double integrator example which follows. In
general this may not be the case, but one can restrict the area of interest to an operating
region of the plant state space thus reducing the computation required.

The state transition mapping, ¢, can be found by a similar procedure described in the
next corollary. It states that a given initial DES plant state and plant symbol will be mapped
to a resulting DES plant state if there exists a continuous plant state and control such that
the given plant symbol is enabled and upon its generation the continuous plant state enters
the open region associated with the resulting DES plant state.
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Corollary 1 Given a hybrid control system, described by (1) - (10), with f Lipschitz con-
tinuous and h; continuous and differentiable, ¢ : Py X &y — p. < I(x,k, i) such that
hi(x) = 0,(Vj #1) hj(x)b; > 0 and o : x X —b; — &, which meets the following conditions:

1. [Vhi(x) - f(x,7(7))]bi <0
2. Vi ej=—bj o j=i

Proof: The first condition has already been shown to be necessary and sufficient to enable
the symbol Z,. The second condition requires that p. be exactly the state which results
from the transition, according to the definition of the DES plant state, definition 1. a

4 Examples
4.1 Example 1 - Thermostat/Furnace System

This example will show how an actual physical system can be modeled and how the
parts of the physical system correspond to the parts found in the model. The particular
hybrid control system in this example consists of a typical thermostat and furnace. Assum-
ing the thermostat is set at 70 degrees Fahrenheit, the system behaves as follows. If the
room temperature falls below 70 degrees the furnace starts and remains on until the room
temperature exceeds 75 degrees at which point the furnace shuts off. For simplicity, we will
assume that when the furnace is on it produces heat at a constant rate.

The plant in the thermostat/furnace hybrid control system is made up of the furnace
and room. Suppose it can be modeled with the following differential equation

x = .0042(Ty — x) + 2step(r) (13)

where the plant state, x, is the temperature of the room in degrees Fahrenheit, the input, r,
is the voltage on the furnace control circuit, Ty is the outside temperature, and the constant
.0042 is based on the rate of heat loss from the room. The units for time are minutes. This
model of the furnace is a simplification, but it 1s adequate for this example.

The remainder of the hybrid control system is found in the thermostat. The generator
is a bimetal band connected to a switch. The band partitions the state space of the plant,
x, with two surfaces as follows.

hi(x) =x-70 (14)
ha(x) =x—-75 (15)
The mapping, «, generates two plant symbols.
a(70,—-1) = i (16)
a(75,1) = s (17)

Notice that a plant symbol i1s generated whenever the temperature falls below 70 or rises
above 75. The plant event which occurs when the temperature rises above 70 or falls below
75 is silent.

The switch attached to the bimetal band is the DES controller. It has two states because
the switch has two positions, on and off. The state transition graph of this simple controller
is shown in Figure 2. The output function of the controller is the following

P(51) =71 (18)

¢(82) = 72 (19)
Finally, the actuator is described by the function ¥y

() = 24 (21)

The behavior of this hybrid system is shown in figure 3 which is a simulation of the
thermostat /furnace system with the outside temperature a brisk 25 degrees Fahrenheit.
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Figure 4: DES Plant for Double Integrator

4.2 Example 2 - The Double Integrator

This is another example of a hybrid system. It has appeared before, [11,12], and is used
further in this work to illustrate various concepts. It consists of a double integrator which
is being controlled by a discrete event system. Thus, the plant is given by the equation of

a double integrator.
. 0 1 0
x:[o O]X—i—[l]r (22)

The events are formed by the following two hypersurfaces

hi(x) = 2, (23)
ha(x) = 22 (24)

and the events generate plant symbols according to «

I if X1:0,1‘2>0,bi2101‘X1>0,l‘2:0,bi21
Zo o Af x; =0,29>0,b; =—1lorx; <0,25=0,b; =1

axb) =9 2 i k= 0,20 < 0,b; = —lorx; < 0,20=0,b; = —1 (25)
r4 A x; =0, <0,b; =1orx; >0,2=0,0;, = —1
Note that « effectively identifies which of the four regions is being entered.
The actuator provides three possible inputs to the plant.
-10 if 7r=m
10 if 7#=7rs

These inputs were chosen so that the plant could be driven to the origin by applying them
in the proper sequence. Using theorem 1, we can extract the DES plant for this system. It
is shown in figure 4. To illustrate how the DES plant was extracted consider £(p_1 1, 72).
Specifically, is the plant symbol #; enabled? If we choose a point in {x : hy1(x) = 0}, say
[0 1]', we find that it satisfies theorem 1, and thus we know &1 € £(p_11, 72).

5 Supervisory Control via DES Plant Models
5.1 Controllability and Supervisor Design

In this section, we use the language of the DES plant to examine the controllability of
the hybrid control system. This work builds upon the work done by Ramadge and Wonham
on the controllability of discrete event systems in a logical framework [19-23]. Here we
generalize several of those results to apply them to the DES plant obtained from a hybrid
control system.
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Before existing techniques, developed in the logical DES framework can be extended,
certain differences must be dealt with. The Ramadge-Wonham model (RWM) consists of
two interacting DES’s called here the RWM generator and RWM supervisor. The RWM
generator is analogous to the DES plant and the RWM supervisor is analogous to the
DES controller. The RWM generator shares its name with the generator found in the
hybrid control system interface but the two should not be confused. In the RWM, the
plant symbols are usually referred to as “events”, but we will continue to call them plant
symbols to avoid confusion. The plant symbols in the RWM are divided into two sets, those
which are controllable and those which are uncontrollable: X = X, U X,. A plant symbol
being controllable means that the supervisor can prevent it from being issued by the RWM
generator. When the supervisor prevents a controllable plant symbol from being issued, the
plant symbol is said to be disabled. The plant symbols in X, can be individually disabled,
at any time and in any combination, by a command from the RWM supervisor, while the
plant symbols in X, can never be disabled. This is in contrast to our DES plant where
each command (controller symbol) from the DES controller disables a particular subset of
X determined by the complement of the set given by the enabling function, ¢. Furthermore,
this set of disabled plant symbols depends not only on the controller symbol but also the
present state of the DES plant. In addition, there is no guarantee that any arbitrary subset
of X can be disabled while the other plant symbols remain enabled.

The general inability to disable plant symbols individually and the enabling function’s
dependence upon the state of the DES plant, are what differentiate the DES models used to
represent a hybrid system from those of earlier frameworks. In fact, the RWM represents a
special case of the former, in which the enabling function is independent of the plant state
and it is possible to disable only certain plant symbols albeit in any combination desired.

The behavior of a DES can be characterized by the set of possible sequences of symbols
which 1t can generate. This set is referred to as the language of the DES, denoted L, and
defined (using the notation of the DES plant) as

L={w:we X*, (po, w) is defined} (27)

where pp = p[0] € P is the initial state and X* is the set of all possible sequences of symbols
from X.

A DES is controlled by having various symbols disabled by the controller based upon
the sequence of symbols which the DES has already generated. When a DES is controlled,
it will generate a set of symbol sequences which lie in a subset of its language. If we denote
this language of the DES under control as L; then L; C L.

It is possible to determine whether a given RWM generator can be controlled to a desired
language [19]. That is, whether it is possible to design a controller such that the RWM
generator will be restricted to some target language K. Such a controller can be designed
if K is prefix closed and

KX,NLCK (28)
where K represents the set of all prefixes of K. A prefix of K is a sequence of symbols, to
which another sequence can be concatenated to obtain a sequence found in K. A language
1s said to be prefix closed if all the prefixes of that language are also in the language.

When equation 28 is true for a given RWM generator, the desired language K is said
to be controllable, and provided K is prefix closed, a controller can be designed which will
restrict the generator to the language K. This condition requires that if an uncontrollable
symbol occurs after the generator has produced a prefix of K, the resulting string must still
be a prefix of K because the uncontrollable symbol cannot be prevented.

Since the DES plant belongs to a more general class of automata than the RWM, we
present another definition for controllable language which applies to the DES plant.

Definition 2: A language, K, is controllable with respect to a given DES plant if

Vw e K37 € R 3> wé(d(po,w),7) C K (29)
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This definition requires that for every prefix of the desired language, K, there exists a
control, 7, which will enable only symbols which will cause string to remain in K.

Theorem 2 If the language K is prefir closed and controllable according to (29), then a
controller can be designed which will restrict the given DES plant to the language K.

Proof: Let the controller be given by f: X* — R where f(w) € {7 : wé(¥(po,w),7) C K}.
f(w) is guaranteed to be non-empty by (29). We can now show by induction that w € Ly =
we K.

1. Vw € Ly such that |w| = 0 we have w € K. This is trivial because the only such w is
the null string € and € € K because K is prefix closed.

2. LetL;' = {w : w € Ly, lw| = 4}, that is L;" is the set of all sequences of length i
found in L;. Given L;", L;"*' = {v:v = w&(Y(po, w), f(w)),w € L;'}. Now with
the definition of f(w) and (29) we have L;' € K = sz+1 € K.

Sowé€ Ly =>wée K. 0O

Since the DES plant can be seen as a generalization of the RWM, the conditions in (29)
should reduce to those of (28) under the appropriate restrictions. This is indeed the case.

If the desired language is not attainable for a given DES, it may be possible to find
a more restricted language which is. If so, the least restricted behavior is desirable. [19]
and [22] describe and provide a method for finding this behavior which is referred to as the
supremal controllable sublanguage, K, of the desired language. The supremal controllable
sublanguage is the largest subset of K which can be attained by a controller. KT can be
found via the following iterative procedure.

Ky = K (30)
Kiyn = {w:weK,oX,NLCK;} (31)
K' = lim K; (32)

Once again, this procedure applies to the RWM. For hybrid control systems, the supremal
controllable sublanguage of the DES plant can be found by a similar but more general
iterative scheme.

Ky = K (33)
Kiy1 = {w:we K Yo e w37 e Rsuch that vE(Y(po,v), 7) C K;} (34)
K' = lim K; (35)

This result yields the following theorem.

Theorem 3 For a DES plant and prefix closed language K, K is controllable and contains
all prefix closed, controllable sublanguages of K.

Proof: From (34) we have
Kl={w:weKVYewlie R such that v€(Y(po, v), 7) C ATT) (36)

which implies

we K' = 37 € Rsuch that wé(¢(fo, w),7) C KT (37)

10
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From (37) it is clear that KT is controllable. To show that every prefix closed, controllable
subset of K is in K! we assume there exists M C K such that A is prefix closed and
controllable but M ¢ KT,
M st. M CK,M ¢ K (
= Jwst. weMw¢gK! (
=Jdist. we Kj,w¢g Kip (40
= Jv € ws.t. V7 € R, vE(b(po,v), 7) ¢ K; (
= Jw’ € v&(P(po,v),7) s.t. w' € M,w' ¢ K; (
=>Jj<ist. v €K, w &K (43
If the sequence is repeated with ¢ = j and w = w’ we eventually arrive at the conclusion

that w' € M but w' ¢ Ky which violates the assumption that M C K and precludes the
existence of such an M. ad

Ezample 1 - Double Integrator We use the double integrator example again because
the DES plant was found earlier. This DES is represented by the automaton in figure 4,
and explicitly by the following sets and functions.

p {P1,1,P=1,1,P=1,-1,P1,-1} (44)

X {1, &0, &3, 4} (45)

R = {7y, 75} (46)
V(P1,1,8a) = P11 Y(Po1,-1,%2) = P11 (47)
V(Ppo1,1, 1) =p11 Y(Pr,-1,%1) = P14 (48)
V(P-1,1,%3) = Ppo1,-1 Y(P1,-1,%3) = P11 (49)

P11, 71) =A%a}  &(Po1,-1,73) = {¥2}
EPo11,71) ={%1, %3} &(P1,-1,71) = {%a}
EPo1,72) = {81} &(P1,-1,72) = {3}

E(P-1,1,73) ={Z1} &(P1,-1,73) = {%1, T3}

The values, for which ¢ has not been stated, are undefined, and the values for which & has
not been stated are the empty set.

Let {a,b,c,d} = {&1,%9,&3,#4}. Then the language generated by this automaton is
L = (da+ deb(cb)*a)*. If we want to drive the plant in clockwise circles, then the desired
language is K = (deba)*. Tt can be shown that this A is controllable because it satisfies
Equation (29). Therefore according to theorem 2, a controller can be designed to achieve
the stated control goal.

Ezample 2 - A More Complez DES Plant Model This example has a richer behavior
and will illustrate the generation of a supremal controllable sublanguage. We start imme-
diately with the DES plant model shown in figure 5. Only the plant symbols are shown in
the figure. The enabling function, &, is given by the following table.

)
)
)
)

R
i

§ €1 Co C3
pr|l 0 {or  {o} .
p2 || {at {adt {e} {a, ¢ d}

ps || {a}  {f} 0 H{af} (54)
]34 {El} {ji} {aaNf} {da ad}

ps || 0 {d} {d} {d}
ps || {6} {é} e} e}

o =

2

l§

™ R
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Q/“%

e

Figure 5: DES Plant Model for Example 2

The language generated by this DES is L = L,, where
Ly = (bla+do*a+cla+ fedo*a)))* (55)

where o = ((e + fe)d). Suppose we want to control the DES so that it never enters state ps
and can always return to state p;. The desired language 1s therefore

K=(a+b+ec+d+ f)a (56)

In this example, the language K is not controllable. This can be seen by considering the
string bef € K, for which there exists no 7 € R which will prevent the DES from deviating
from K by generating e and entering state ps.

Since K is not controllable, we find the supremal controllable sublanguage of K as defined
in equation (35). The supremal controllable sublanguage is

K'=K,=(a+b+c+d+ f)a— (befedo*a)* (57)

Obtaining a DES controller once the supremal controllable sublanguage has been found
is straight forward. The controller is a DES whose language is given by K! and the output
of the controller in each state, ¢($), is the controller symbol which enables only transitions
which are found in the controller. The existence of such a controller symbol is guaranteed
by the fact that KT is controllable. For Example 2, the controller is shown in Figure 6 and
1t’s output function, ¢, is as follows:

6 System Theoretic Issues

In this section we describe two properties which can be applied to discrete event systems
in general and the DES plant specifically. Each of these properties is, from the DES point of
view, a form of determinism. Here we call them determinism and quasideterminism. Note
that a clear understanding of these properties 1s important because they provide guidelines
on the design of the interface.

6.1 Determinism

When an automaton, such as the DES plant, is said to be deterministic it typically
means that for a given state and event, there is only one possible subsequent state. In
classical systems however, determinism refers to the property that the future state can be

12
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Figure 6: DES Controller for Example 2

determined based on the current state and input. Since we wish to control the DES plant
via the inputs, this classical definition of determinism is useful to us and so determinism is
defined in terms of the DES plant state and input symbol.

If you consider a given state of the DES plant and a given input to it, there may be mul-
tiple possible subsequent states and therefore the DES plant is not generally deterministic.

Definition 3: A DES plant is deterministic if

V(b k) Je:x €&(py,7r) = (¥ ps X = pg = d=c)

Determinism allows p[n + 1] to be predicted from p[n] and 7[n].

6.2 Partitioning and Quasideterminism

As mentioned above, determinism is important from the standpoint of control. Unfortu-
nately, it is difficult to attain in the DES plant model. We now introduce quasideterminism
which means that a subsequent DES plant state can be predicted based on the current state,
the current input, and the previous output. Note quasideterminism differs from determinism
with the addition of the previous output.

Definition 4: A DES plant is quasideterministic if
V(b k,0) 3c: p[n] = po, 7[n] = 7, 2[n] = %, = pln+ 1] = p.

A particular problem in the design of a hybrid control system is the selection of the
generator. Since the separating hypersurfaces and the mapping, «, found in the generator,
are used to generate the plant symbols, they must be chosen to provide sufficient information
to the controller to allow control without being so fine that they lead to an unmanageably
complex system or simply degenerates the system into an essentially conventional control
system.

The generator must accomplish two goals. First it must give the controller sufficient
information to identify whether or not the current state is in an acceptable region. For
example, in an aircraft these regions may correspond to climbing, diving, turning right, etc.
The generator in an aircraft control system would thus need to be able to identify whether
or not the plant was diving, for instance, by knowing the region containing the current state.

Second, the generator must provide enough additional information about the state; to
enable the controller to control the plant to an acceptable region. In an aircraft, for instance,
the input required to cause the plane to climb may vary depending on the current state of
the plane. So to summarize, the generator must be detailed enough to answer: 1) is the
current state in an acceptable region; and 2) which input (if any) can be applied to drive
the state to an acceptable region.

13
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To design a generator, we can start by selecting the hypersurfaces to meet the first goal
mentioned above. These hypersurfaces will identify all the desired operating regions of the
plant state space, so their design will be dictated by the control goals. The mapping, a, can
then be designed to make the DES plant quasideterministic.

The constraints on « such that the DES plant will be quasideterministic are established
by the following theorem. But first we slip in the definition of a function which is used in the
theorem. Fj : R™ x IB — IR", is a function which maps a plant state at the time of a plant
event to the plant state at the time of the next plant event, subject to x = f(x,v(#1)). Note
that F} is defined over the same domain as a. According to the theorem, a DES plant will
be quasideterministic if any two trajectories which enter the open region associated with a
DES plant state must generate different plant symbols if they exit the open region through
different boundaries.

Theorem 4 The DES plant will be quasideterministic if V(b, 4, j, x1,X2) such that

hi(x1) = 0, (V6 # D)he(x1) = be

by (x2) = 0, (Vi # J)ls(x2) = b
the following holds

H(Fy(x1,b0)) # H(Fi(x2,b)) = a(x1,b) # a(xz, by)
Quasideterminism is useful as a guide in selecting « given a set of boundaries.

Proof: We can see from the theorem that if any two continuous plant state trajectories
leave a given open region via different boundaries (which means they enter two different
subsequent open regions) then their entries into the given open region much be accompanied
by different plant symbols. Thus given a DES plant state, p[n], and control symbol, #[n],
the next DES plant state, p[n + 1], can be predicted by noting the current plant symbol,

z[n]. O

6.3 Selection of Control Action

In hybrid control systems, the choice of the plant inputs which make up the range of the
actuator, 7, play an important role in defining the system. In this paper, we assume that
the control actions available are determined by the plant (positions of the various valves,
switches, etc.) and thus represent a constraint on the controller design. In general the
available control actions must be selected and this is an open area of research.

6.4 More Examples

We return to the double integrator example to illustrate the properties defined in the pre-
vious section. First we show a system which is neither deterministic nor quasideterministic,
next one which is quasideterministic and finally a deterministic system.

6.4.1 Nondeterministic Double Integrator System

Consider the double integrator example presented earlier and pictured in figure 4. Notice
that there are two transitions from state p_;; under input 7, indicating the system is
nondeterministic. Note also that the previous plant symbol will always be Z;. Therefore the
previous plant symbol cannot be used to predict which state will result from the transition
and so the system is not quasideterministic either.

6.4.2 Quasidetermistic Double Integrator System

The second example consists of the above system except with a different «. Now the
mapping « associates a different symbol with each surface. When a plant event occurs, the
symbol identifies which surface was crossed, but not the direction or location of crossing.

i‘l if hl(X) =0

‘“(X’bi):{ Fo if ha(x) =0 (60)
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Figure 7: Quasideterministic DES Plant

The DES plant, shown in figure 7, is quasideterministic. Looking at figure 7 we see two
situations where non-deterministic transitions occur, ¥(p_11,71) and ¥(p1,—1,73). Since
the system is quasideterministic, this uncertainty can be eliminated by considering the most
recent plant symbol as shown in the following where we assume p[n] = p_1 1.

[n]
[n]

Unfortunately, p_1,; cannot normally be reached following the plant symbol %; so this
situation cannot arise unless the system is disturbed.

& &
Il
& &

; (61)

. v_ ) pa if
1/)(p—1,1ar1) — { ﬁ—ly—l lf

6.4.3 Deterministic Double Integrator System

Our final example features the above double integrator with the hypersurfaces defined

as
L,
hi(x) =21 + 5%2 (62)
ha(x) = 22 (63)
1
hs(x) =21 — 51‘% (64)
and « defined as
i‘l if hl(X) =0
a(x,b;) = g if ha(x)=0 (65)
1‘3 if hg(X) =0

The hypersurfaces are pictured in figure 8 and the deterministic DES plant automaton is
pictured in 9. Notice that all the transitions are deterministic.

7 Conclusion

The contributions of this paper include a formal model for hybrid control systems that
uses a simple interface. The model is simple enough to allow analysis and general enough to
include other hybrid system models which have appeared in the literature. Local conditions
are given in theorem 1 which allow the extraction of a DES model from the plant and
interface. A method for DES controller design is given. Finally important system theoretic
issues, such as determinism and quasidetermism were identified.

The results of this paper were used to design a DES controller for a hybrid control
system, when the plant and control goals are given. These results are far from a complete
treatment of this subject, however. The problem of selecting the available inputs to the
plant, for example, 1s still largely unsolved. Also, the design of the generator has only been
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hy(x) =0 hy(x)=0
\/ h,y(x) =0

Figure 8: Hypersurfaces for Deterministic DES Plant

r2r3/x1 rlrz/x3
1‘3/X2 rl/Xz I‘3/X2 rl/X2

Figure 9: Deterministic DES Plant

partially solved. Using quasideterminism, it is still up to the designer to to make the initial
selection of a partition, a selection which has a large impact on the resulting system. Also
the computational issue, which i1s very important in hybrid control, was not addressed in
this paper.

It is important to note that the core issue in hybrid control systems is the way in
which the the interface relates the continuous plant to the DES plant. This issue is rather
fundamental and quite difficult to resolve. It’s solution will depend on the answer to the
question of what is the minimum amount of information about the plant that will allow,
with the controls available, the accomplishment of the control objectives. In this paper an
approach was presented which, given the controls and control objectives, helps to design the
interface and derive a controller using quasideterminism and controllability.
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