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Abstract— Dynamics of multi-link manipulators with flexible 
links include complex high-order equations which make their 
control problem very challenging. This paper presents a new 
method for simultaneous motion and vibration control of a two-
link flexible manipulator using H2/H∞ control. A multi-element 
finite element model of the manipulator is casted into the 
generalized plant model, and H2 and H∞ controllers are 
synthesised employing the LMI-based optimization algorithm of 
MATLAB. Finally, a mixed sensitivity H2/H∞ control is proposed 
based on an H2 norm constrained H∞ control design. It is shown 
that the method of control design can be used successfully for the 
control of the joint parameters as well as suppression of vibration 
at the tip (end-effector) of the manipulator. 

Index Term--  Flexible manipulators; motion and vibration 

control ; mixed H2/H∞ control ; finite element modelling 

I.  INTRODUCTION 

    Flexible-link manipulators (FLMs) originally were 
developed to achieve advantages such as lightness, high 
payload capacity, accessibility to wider workspaces, and so 
on. These advantages are of particular importance in space 
robots [1]. In order to achieve the advantages, robotic arms 
can be designed with long and slender links; which in turn 
introduce flexibility to the system due to the elastic behavior 
such as bending and torsion of the links. Abundant research 
has been done to cope with modeling and control of the FLMs; 
and it is yet an open field.  

    Many methods have been proposed for modelling the 
dynamics of FLMs. Some famous examples include the 
assumed mode method (AMM), finite element method (FEM), 
perturbation methods, and Ritz expansion. Some researchers 
have reported studies on the dynamics of FLMs, without 
proposing a controller for the manipulator; while others 
propose methods for control, because most researchers are 
interested in models that can be used in control design [2]. 
Dwivedy and Eberhard [3] represented modeling of a two-link 
FLM using AMM with four modes. Supriyono and Tokhi [4] 
proposed a model of a single-link FLM based on biologically-
inspired optimization technique of bacterial foraging 
algorithms.  

    The dynamics of a FLM has challenging complexities for 
control engineers. Many research were carried out attacking 
the complexities in the control of the FLMs. Chapnik, et al. [5] 
proposed an open-loop control system using frequency-
domain techniques to compute a desired hub torque profile. 
Khorrami, et al. [6] studied a feedback linearization method 
for control of a two-link FLM. Bai, et al. [7] studied 
identification of friction in a two-link FLM. An inversion 
based controller that cancels the effect of the unstable zeros in 

a single-link FLM was presented in [8]. Cole and  
Wongratanaphisan [9], suggested an adaptive method for feed-
forward control of a two-link FLM to achieve zero residual 
vibration in rest-to-rest motion. Shawky et al. [10], studied 
nonlinear control using end-point position feedback for a 
single-link FLM. Feliu et al. [11], studied passivity-based 
control of a single-link FLM considering robustness against 
payload variations and friction of the joints. 

    Perhaps the most important control problem in the FLMs is 
vibration suppression during or after a maneuver of the 
manipulator. In order to control the vibrations, we will need to 
have a standard norm that shows the severity of vibration. 
Depending on how such ‘norm’ is defined, the objectives and 
methods of control synthesis will vary. Two common tools to 
quantify vibration levels are the H2 and H∞ norms. Then, a 
controller that minimizes the H2 (H∞) norm of an output signal 
is known as H2 (H∞) controller. It is known that noise or 
random disturbances are more naturally expressed in H2 or 
RMS terms. An LQR/LQG controller in fact attacks the H2 
performance aspects, and therefore is a good candidate for 
controlling the seemingly random vibrations of flexible 
systems. Konno and Uchiyama [12] studied LQR control of a 
two-link manipulator. Milford and Asokanthan [13] also used 
an LQG controller. 

 

    Due to uncertainties of the dynamic model, robust control of 
the FLMs has received particular attention in the literature. 
Along with various robust control methodologies, H∞ control 
provides methods to deal with the stability and performance 
robustness. As some examples, Hisseine and Lohmann [14] 
considered sliding mode as well as nonlinear H∞ control of a 
single-link FLM. Ming-Tzu and Yi-Wei [15], employed the 
H∞ framework for achieving good performance of PID control 
for a single-link FLM. 

    In practical applications, sometimes standard H∞ synthesis 
methods are not adequate to capture all design specifications. 
Therefore imposing an additional H2 performance requirement 
to the H∞ synthesis may include the advantages of an LQG 
design. Likewise, including an H∞ performance requirement 
can improve LQG design [16]. Banavar [17] added an H∞ 
controller to an LQG to improve stability of the LQG control 
of a single-link FLM. [18] designed a mixed-sensitivity H∞ 

controller for a single-link FLM including gravity terms. 

    The Mixed-Sensitivity H2/H∞ Control has been used 
successfully for various control engineering applications. 
Safonov, et al. [19] used a mixed-sensitivity H∞ control for 
robust control of a large scale space structure. Ohishi, et al. 
[20]  proposed a force control technique for a manipulator 
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realized by an acceleration controller and a force observer, 
both designed by the mixed-sensitivity H∞ design method. 
Toker and Ozbay [21] presented a method for H∞ optimal and 
suboptimal controllers for a class of infinite-dimensional 
distributed SISO systems. Chaudhuri, et al. [22] designed a 
decentralized H∞ damping control based on the mixed-
sensitivity formulation in the LMI framework for power 
system damping control problem. Khosrowjerdi, et al. [23] 
formulated the problem of simultaneous fault detection and 
control as a mixed H2/H∞ optimization problem and proposed 
a solution using Riccati equations. Sheng, et al. [24] used an 
H∞-based mixed sensitivity analysis method for improving the 
dynamics and robustness of a flexible plate. Jingjun, et al. [25] 
simulated active vibration control of a cantilevered beam. Yi, 
et al. [26] applied the mixed-sensitivity method on a 
pneumatic actuator. Guo, et al. [27] used mixed-H∞ norm 
sensitivity minimization for designing insensitive output 
feedback controllers for linear continuous-time systems. 

In this work, the problem of H2/H∞ control design for a 
planar two-link manipulator with flexible links is investigated. 
For this aim, first two controllers, i.e. one H2 and one H∞ 

controller, are designed and compared in terms of speed 
(settling time) and level of vibration of the tip of the 
manipulator. Then, the final mixed H2/H∞ controller is 
achieved by solving the H∞ optimization problem under H2 
constrains. The model used in this work is a multi-element 
FEM model of the manipulator. The dynamic equations of 
FEM models with multiple elements have big matrices which 
make the feedback control design more complex. The 
numerical method for H2/H∞ control design using linear matrix 
inequality LMI which is provided in MATLAB, was 
employed successfully for the control design. 

    The remainder of this paper is organized as follow. First, in 
section 2, the model of the two-link FLM is introduced. In 
section3, the methodology of the H2/H∞ LMI optimization is 
represented. Section 4 is devoted to H2 control design which 
will be used as the first cut or reference to evaluate the 
performance of control system in terms of suppression of 
vibration. Then in section 5, an H∞ controller is presented. In 
section 6 the mixed H2/H∞ controller is proposed to make a 
trade-off between the advantages of the H2 and the H∞ control. 
Finally, the conclusions will be summarized. 

II. THE MODEL OF THE FLEXIBLE MANIPULATOR  
    In this paper, similar to [28], FEM is used for modeling the 
two-link FLM. For this reason each link is divided into ten 
Euler-Bernoulli beam elements. The FEM model of the 
manipulator is shown in Figure 1. Denoting the degrees of 

freedom of each node i by iiv , , which show the linear and 

angular displacements of the node; and showing the joint 

angles with 21, , the vector of generalized coordinates can 

be written as 
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The superscript 
T
 stands for transpose of the vector. The 

partitioning line in equation (1) separates the coordinates of 
the first and the second links. 

 

Fig. 1.    Model of the flexible arm 

In order to derive the dynamic equations, the potential and 
kinetic energy of the system is measured by summation of 
energies of all the Euler-Bernoulli elements. For this aim, the 
elemental values of the kinetic and strain energies of each 
element are measured using integration over Hermite shape 
functions. The kinetic energy will be then 
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where   is the mass per unit length, and 
1R
 , and 

2R
 are the 

time derivatives of the vector of position of a particle on the 
first and the second link, as shown in Figure 1. Next, 
supposing EI1, and EI2 are the flexural rigidity of the first and 
the second link, the potential energy of the system can be 
obtained as 
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In order to fulfill the integration, according to the Euler-
Bernoulli beam theory, a matrix of Hermite shape functions, 
N(x), is adopted which relates the continuous function v(x) of 
an arbitrary element i to the nodal coordinates as follow 

T

iiii vvxNtxv },,,)]{([),( 11                        (4) 

Now, using equation (4) in equations (2) and (3), and 
considering the physical parameters of the system as given in 
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Table I, the overall energies are obtained in terms of the 
generalized coordinate vector of equation (1).  

 
TABLE I. 

 PHYSICAL PARAMETERS OF THE MANIPULATOR 

Parameter Upper arm Forearm Unit 

Length 300 300 mm 

Thickness 1.5 1 mm 

Width  30 25 mm 

Mas per unit length 1.993 1.107 g/cm 

Elasticity Modulus  113.8 113.8 GPa 

Initial angle 6/
 

3/  Rad 

 
    Defining the inertia and stiffness matrices M and K, the 
overall kinetic and potential energies can be rearranged in a 
matrix form as 
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Having measured the system energies, the Lagrange’s 
equations may be used to yield the relation between 
k=1,2,3,…,n generalized coordinates and the generalized 
forces Qk as 
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In which L=T-U is the Lagrangian of the system. With a ‘n 
by 2’ matrix F known as the input matrix given by 
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The generalized forces Qk are related to the virtual work 
done by non-conservative forces and the torques applied by 

the first and the second motors ( 21, ). Then, the linearized 
form of the dynamic equations is represented in the following 
matrix equation 

 

TFqKqM },{ 21 


              (8) 

 

Equation (8) needs to be supplemented with the relevant 
boundary conditions (BCs). For the manipulator, the BCs 
include pinned BC at the joints, and free BC at the tip. 
Therefore, for the first node of each link just rotational DOF 
are possible; and so some of the columns and rows of M, K, 
and F can be eliminated, and the matrices are reduced to 

,
~

,
~

KM  and F
~

and equation (8) is rewritten as follow 
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Then, with zero and identity matrices O and I, a state space 
representation of the system is obtained as  
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The transfer matrix of the system is also achieved by 
selecting the proper output vector of the joint angles and 
displacement of the tip. Then, the system is represented as  
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where 
1  and 

2  are angular motion of the shoulder and 

elbow joints, and Tipv is the deflection of the tip. 

III. THE METHOD OF H2/H∞ CONTROLLER DEIGN USING 

LMI SOLVER 

The method of mixed H2/H∞ synthesis using Linear Matrix 
Inequality (LMI) [29] (also developed in [30], and [31]) 
performs multi-objective output-feedback synthesis to design a 
suboptimal LTI controller K(s) that minimizes a mixed H2/H∞ 
criterion using convex optimization. First, the system equation 
is rearranged in the form of a generalized plant, P(s), with 
state vector x, exogenous input w, and control input u as 
follow  
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Here y is the feedback signal, and z2 and z∞ are the output 
signals used as performance index. The matrices A, B, C, and 
D are the system matrices. Then, a linear controller is 
considered as  
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Note that K(s) has the measured outputs of the plant as its 
input, and the input vector of the plant as its output. The 
corresponding closed-loop system can be measured and 
rearranged in the form of an LTI system as 
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The general form of the closed-loop system is sketched in 
Figure (2)  

 

 

Fig. 2.   General representation of the control problem 

Note that with this configuration, the system has two 
output and one exogenous input vector. Therefore, two 
transfer functions are required to relate the outputs to the 
input. The closed-loop transfer functions from w to z∞ and z2 

are denoted by T∞(s) and T2(s) respectively.  

That is      wTTzz
TT

22 ,,   . Then, denoting by ∥.∥∞ and ∥.∥2 
the H∞ norm, and H2 norm of the transfer functions, the 
control objective of the H2/H∞ is to minimize  ,  so that 
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The mixed H2/H∞ method [31], seeks for a common 

Lyapunov matrix 
  2

which satisfies a set of the 

multiple constraints using convex optimization of an LMI. The 
method relies on two theorems; the first stating that the closed-
loop RMS gain from w to z∞ does not exceed  , if and only if 

there exist a symmetric positive definite matrix 0  such 

that 
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The second theorem, for satisfying the H2 performance 
requirement, states the transfer function from w to z2 does not 
exceed   if and only if Dcl2=0 and there exist symmetric 

matrices 2  and Q such that 
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2)( Qtrace                         (19) 

 

In this work, first one H2 control and one H∞ control are 
designed using the algorithm. Then, the final mixed H2/H∞ 

controller is achieved by solving a constrained H∞ optimization 
problem to make a trade-off between the H2 and the H∞ control.  

The architecture of the control system and the outputs 
considered for optimization is shown in Figure 3. In order to 
conform to the standard format given in Figure 2, the 
configuration of the controlled system is rearranged to the 
linear fractional transformation (LFT) as shown in Figure 4. 
These figures will be referred to in the next sections, to show 
the performance criterion. 

 

Fig. 3.    Mixed sensitivity control configuration 

 

 

Fig. 4.    Rearrangement of the feedback controlled system as LFT 

 

IV. H2 OPTIMAL DESIGN  

    One measure for vibration level is provided by the H2 norm. 
The H2 norm of a stable continuous system is related to the 
root-mean-square (RMS) of its impulse response. The H2 
norm also represents the steady-state covariance (or power) of 
the output response to unit white noise inputs. Therefore the 
objective of vibration suppression can be translated to 
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minimizing the H2 norm of the output signals of a mechanical 
system. The controller design method with the objective of 
minimizing a H2 norm is known as the H2 optimal design. In 
this section an H2 control design is performed for the two-link 
FLM. The design will be used as a reference for evaluation of 
the next H2/H∞ controllers. 

    Let T2 be the transfer function from the vector of desired 
joint angles to the output vector, including the actual joint 
angles as well as the transversal displacement of the tip due to 
elastic deformation.  
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The H2 controller is designed targeting at the following 
optimization problem 

 

Minimize: 
220 T
                  (21)

 

 

    The step response of the closed-loop system is shown in 
Figure 5. As the system has two inputs, two unit step 
commands are applied separately; and the response of three 
outputs are plotted. Note that the time range of the third 
output, that is the normal acceleration of the tip due to 
deflection, is different. The simulation result shows that the 
response of the joint angles is very slow; and the overshoot is 
more than 20%. However, the vibration of the tip of the 
manipulator has a very small value, in better words an optimal 
value in the sense of H2 norm. The achieved optimal value for 
Equation 21 was: 3930.00  . This value will be used in next 

sections, as a reference point in our H2/H∞ controller design. 
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Fig. 5.   Step response of the H2 optimal design 

V. THE MIXED SENSITIVITY H∞ OPTIMAL DESIGN 

    In addition to the H2 norm, a well-known standard measure 
for evaluation of vibration levels is provided by the H∞ norm 
which can be thought of as a measure for the peak amplitude 
of the FRF of the system. This norm is even more common in 
vibration measurement and control as it shows the resonant 
characteristics of vibration modes. The controller design 
methodology targeting at the minimization of the H∞ norm is 
known as H∞ optimization design.  

    As mentioned before, different performance requirements of 
the controlled system can be translated to conditions on the H∞ 
norm of the S, T, and KS, where S and T are the sensitivity and 
complementary sensitivity transfer matrices, and K is the 
controller. For example good tracking, noise attenuation and 
robust stability (with respect to multiplicative output 
uncertainties) can be achieved by small T(s). On the other 
hand, the performance of the system in terms of command 
tracking and disturbance attenuation can be translated to 
requirements for S(s) since it relates the error signals with 
references and disturbances. Additionally, the optimization of 
the control effort within a limited bandwidth (constraining 
actuator saturation) is equivalent to minimizing KS(s). Thus, 
all in all, the optimization problem is summarized as a mixed-
sensitivity synthesis aiming at minimization of the H∞ norm of  
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With weighting filters w1,2,3 , this objective is known as the 
weighted S/KS/T (read S over KS over T) mixed-sensitivity. In 
this section the pure H∞ optimal design of the controller is 
considered. The controller is designed to 

 

 Minimize: 


T

SK

S

                        (23) 

     

    The step response of the resulting closed-loop system with 
the H∞ controller is represented in Figure 6. It is obsered that 
the H∞ provides better performance in terms of the rise time 
and overshoot of the step response, compared with the H2 
controller.  
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Fig. 6.    Step response of the H∞ optimal design 

        Comparison of Figure 5 with Figure 6 reveals that the H2 
control results in less vibration at the tip. Therefore, it is 
inferred that including an H2 condition in the H∞ norm 
optimization may provide better vibration suppression. The 
method of designing controllers with minimizing both the H2 
and H∞ norms are known as mixed H2/H∞ design. 

VI. THE MIXED H2/H∞ DESIGN 

In this section, a mixed H2/H∞ design is proposed through 
the following optimization problem: 
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The design parameter n is used as a tool for tuning the 
controller. By increasing n the controller performs similar to 
the H∞ controller; and decreasing n will result a performance 
like the H2 controller. Recall that H2 controller was slower but 
had less vibration. Figure 7 shows the response of the 
controlled system with different values of n. The results show 
that with increasing the n, the response of the joint angles 
become more desirable. Particularly in an approximate range of 
2<n<10 the mixed control method is effective. With higher 
values of n, more overshoot and more vibration of the end-
effector is resulted. Therefore, the final design is selected with 
n=5. Figure 8 show the step response of the closed-loop system 
with the final controller.  
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Fig. 7.   Step response of the mixed H2/H∞ design 
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Fig. 8.    Step response of the mixed H2/H∞ design (with n=5) 

VII. CONCLUSION 

In this paper a set of H2/H∞ controllers was developed for 
simultaneous motion and vibration control of a two-link 
manipulator with flexible links. A multi-element FEM model 
of the manipulator was considered and the control problem was 
casted into standard configuration of linear fractional 
transformation. The simulation results showed that although 
the response of the closed-loop system under the H2 control 
was very slow compared with that of the H∞ controller; the H2 
controller was more successful in vibration suppression. It was 
inferred that attacking at the H2 norm is very effective in 
vibration control of the manipulator. Therefore, a mixed H2/H∞ 
control was designed to include the advantage of the H2 control 
in the H∞ design. It was shown that the mixed H2/H∞ method 
provides a trade-off among the advantages of the H2 and H∞ 
control for the complex dynamic system. 

REFERENCES 

[1] M. Sabatini, et al., "Vibration Control of a Flexible Space 
Manipulator during On Orbit Operations," Acta Astronautica, vol. 
73, pp. 109-121, 2012. 

[2] S. K. Dwivedy and P. Eberhard, "Dynamic Analysis of Flexible 
Manipulators, A Literature Review," Mechanism and Machine 
Theory, vol. 41, pp. 749-777, 2006. 



                     International Journal of Mechanical & Mechatronics Engineering IJMME-IJENS Vol:14 No:01                        27 

                                                                                                              141901-8585-IJMME-IJENS © February 2014 IJENS                                                                                      
I J E N S 

[3] A. A. Ata, et al., "Dynamic Analysis of a Two-link Flexible 
Manipulator Subject to Different Sets of Conditions," Procedia 
Engineering, vol. 41, pp. 1253-1260, 2012. 

[4] H. Supriyono and M. O. Tokhi, "Parametric Modelling Approach 
using Bacterial Foraging Algorithms for Modelling of Flexible 
Manipulator systems," Engineering Applications of Artificial 
Intelligence, vol. 25, pp. 898-916, 2012. 

[5] B. V. Chapnik, et al., "Controlling the impact response of a one-
link flexible robotic arm," Robotics and Automation, IEEE 
Transactions on, vol. 9, pp. 346-351, 1993. 

[6] F. Khorrami, et al., "Experiments on Rigid Body-Based 
Controllers with Input Preshaping for a Two-Link Flexible 
Manipulator," IEEE Transactions on Robotics and Automation, 
vol. 10, pp. 55-65, 1994. 

[7] M. Bai, et al., "Identification of Generalized Friction for an 
Experimental Planar Two-Link Flexible Manipulator using Strong 
Tracking Filter," IEEE Transactions on Robotics and Automation, 
vol. 15, pp. 362-369, 1999. 

[8] M. Benosman and G. Le Vey, "Stable Inversion of SISO 
Nonminimum Phase Linear Systems Through Output Planning: An 
Experimental Application to the One-Link Flexible Fanipulator," 
IEEE Transactions on Control Systems Technology, vol. 11, pp. 
588-597, 2003. 

[9] M. O. T. Cole and T. Wongratanaphisan, "A Direct Method of 
Adaptive FIR Input Shaping for Motion Control With Zero 
Residual Vibration," IEEE/ASME Transactions on Mechatronics, 
vol. 18, pp. 316-327, 2013. 

[10] A. Shawky, et al., "Modeling and Nonlinear Control of a Flexible-
Link Manipulator," Applied Mathematical Modelling, vol. 37, pp. 
9591-9602, 2013. 

[11] V. Feliu, et al., "Passivity-based Control of Single-Link Flexible 
Manipulators using a Linear Strain Feedback," Mechanism and 
Machine Theory, vol. 71, pp. 191-208, 2014. 

[12] A. Konno and M. Uchiyama, "Vibration Suppression Control of 
Spatial Flexible Manipulators," Control Engineering Practice, vol. 
3, pp. 1315-1321, 1995. 

[13] R. I. Milford and S. F. Asokanthan, "Identification and Gain 
Scheduled Vibration Control of an Experimental Two-Link 
Flexible Manipulator," in Proceedings of the American Control 
Conference 1995, pp. 3326-3328. 

[14] D. Hisseine and B. Lohmann, "Robust Control for a Flexible-Link 
Manipulator using Sliding Mode Techniques and Nonlinear H∞ 
Control Design Methods," in Proceedings of IEEE International 
Conference on Robotics and Automation, 2001, pp. 3865-3870 
vol.4. 

[15] H. Ming-Tzu and T. Yi-Wei, "PID Controller Design for a 
Flexible-Link Manipulator," in IEEE Conference on Decision and 
Control, and European Control Conference, 2005, pp. 6841-6846. 

[16] D. S. Bernstein and M. M. Haddad, "LQG Control with an H∞ 
Performance Bound: A Riccati Equation Approach," IEEE 
Transactions on Automatic Control, vol. 34, pp. 293-305, 1989. 

[17] R. N. Banavar and P. Dominic, "An LQG/H∞ Controller for a 
Flexible Manipulator," IEEE Transactions on Control Systems 
Technology, vol. 3, pp. 409-416, 1995. 

[18] R. P. Sutton, et al., "Modelling and H∞ Control of a Single-Link 
Flexible Manipulator," Proceedings of the Institution of 
Mechanical Engineers, Part I: Journal of Systems and Control 
Engineering, vol. 213, pp. 85-104, March 1, 1999 1999. 

[19] M. G. Safonov, et al., "H∞ Robust Control Synthesis for a Large 
Space Structure," in American Control Conference, 1988, pp. 
2038-2045. 

[20] K. Ohishi, et al., "Force Control without Force Sensor based on 
Mixed Sensitivity H∞ Design Method," in IEEE International 
Conference on Robotics and Automation, 1992, pp. 1356-1361 
vol.2. 

[21] O. Toker and H. Ozbay, "H∞ Optimal and Suboptimal Controllers 
for Infinite Dimensional SISO Plants," IEEE Transactions on 
Automatic Control, vol. 40, pp. 751-755, 1995. 

[22] B. Chaudhuri, et al., "Mixed-Sensitivity Approach to H∞ Control 
of Power System Oscillations employing Multiple FACTS 
Devices," IEEE Transactions on Power Systems, vol. 18, pp. 1149-
1156, 2003. 

[23] M. J. Khosrowjerdi, et al., "A Mixed H2/H∞ Approach to 
Simultaneous Fault Detection and Control," Automatica, vol. 40, 
pp. 261-267, 2004. 

[24] L. Sheng, et al., "Active Vibration Control of a Flexible Plate 
Structure based on H∞ Mixed Sensitivity," in World Congress on 
Intelligent Control and Automation, 2004, pp. 778-782 Vol.1. 

[25] Z. Jingjun, et al., "Robust Active Vibration Control of Flexible 
Structures Based on H∞ Control Theorem," in International 
Workshop on Intelligent Systems and Applications, 2009, pp. 1-6. 

[26] P. Yi, et al., "Research for the Clamping Force Control of 
Pneumatic Manipulator based on the Mixed Sensitivity Method," 
Procedia Engineering, vol. 31, pp. 1225-1233, 2012. 

[27] X.-G. Guo, et al., "Insensitive Dynamic Output Feedback Control 
with Mixed-H∞ norm Sensitivity Minimization," Journal of the 
Franklin Institute, vol. 350, pp. 72-91, 2013. 

[28] P. B. Usoro, et al., "A Finite Element/Lagrange Approach to 
Modeling Lightweight Flexible Manipulators," Journal of Dynamic 
Systems, Measurement, and Control, vol. 108, pp. 198-205, 1986. 

[29] P. P. Khargonekar and M. A. Rotea, "Mixed H2/H∞  Control: A 
Convex Optimization Approach," IEEE Transactions on Automatic 
Control, vol. 36, pp. 824-837, 1991. 

[30] C. Scherer, "Mixed H2/H∞ Control," Trends in Control: A 
European Perspective, pp. 173–216, 1995. 

[31] M. Chilali and P. Gahinet, "H∞ Design with Pole Placement 
Constraints: an LMI Approach," IEEE Transactions on Automatic 
Control, vol. 41, pp. 358-367, 1996. 

 

 
 

 


