ZENRBEILTFEIZED

EHIEFILIRDERET

SEEFRR ' - AR

S AW CIE, BEEATT S AT A 2BIIEAVERORRE HIDWT, £ BB b FEZ VT 7 e —
FEBET . BEVBOMRERTHUET 5720, 2 DOFUIHEE : () BHEEIHEA SHI-BEEASY AT
LD L BT EE SRR AT LD L OFER, (i) BEHEEROANLNTA v, 252D, AR
TiE, Zhb 2 SOEEIEESE, BINEHLaoskets 2 Biuai biE s LCEb L. Boli{bFEE PSO
(Particle Swarm Optimization) 7 /LY XL% Iz, HBE(bLORER, 2 SOEEHD hV— N7 BREHEET 5 &
iz, —FOWENREE SN T COMRIRA AR 2 Z LN TE

*F—0—F: ZErREL, BRVETHbEs, BERIEAS), MOPSO, EHSREIE

1. [ZCMHIZ

VAT AIZHBRENDT I F a2 —F N
ON/OFF B Dt D ThH HIGER, xS & iz
BT 4 PENVBEETREIENTNS5E, DA 2
NR—F EEAT 25687 8T, #IESRoATR
HBUEICHIRENS. 20k 5 REESREAY AT
ADOBGFHI—MRICE L WETH A D, EiEES
EEEEE IR T EERERAVAZ L T,
FOMBERRRTHZENTE S, BEmITiE, %
P, Fig. 1(a) D7 4 — KRy 7 25 5 (FAT R
T L) BETEOMREZEMRT 2 L 21T, EHGEAT
OfIE*RI S Ploxt LT, Hl#Hs#F K 25&ke9 5. £ L
T, Fig. 1 (b) ® X DT, whlfExiE & hilfEgsom i@
PIRBEFBRERATS. ZOHFEDERES, BEE
ANV AT LORFHIH LT, ERDOBRIEHIEE R
EFRAVWCEHEH LEFIEBZEOEEFERATEL LW
IAVy IBRBHD. ZOX)hEENL, E{bE

DBRFHC BT BIIFEAEERAATOR TG I,

INETORITHIET, BETLBROFFHIET 2
WERZINTVWSER, ZOFTYH, XL 9T,
TET BRI BESNTTEBEATN AT A
(Fig. 1 (b)) OWHEETFLFEFERWVEE TR
72 (Fig. 1 (@) OHAETEHETELS TS &
WO B CRERBNEFLSHRE S TVD. £,
R "TIE, AFEa2—URT 47 AR
EHLBOREHZITo- TS, ELITEZTIE, #l
BRI BA~DADPBRITRERNE T D70,
ELEROAB DO 7 A AHIFGEM ALz
HEEEZER(LLTWA. U ERZEET B L, T

1 SR T RSP T FF Bh#
2 =B EmA AR REBR R FHAZI7E R
Bh#

MR TIEL, L0 2 DOFMBIEEIZEE L TREH %
1To TNz,

® HHIEAN VAT LALBEBY AT LAOHNZE
e EFHBROAHNIFA Y

ATE L, EEEEIC L AMRES(LE, %EIX,
R BA~DANNRT —DORE X RTH. Z0D 2
DOFHEEIREIL, BVWEFLBREZHREITHDODOE
FRERTHDHIT L0 LT, T b O AEREMR
WoOWTHERSNLTWehote, & 2E, 2 2
DOFHBFEE DM Fig. 2 (R T L9 RBRERH - 7=
BE, HAOoERZ/NESS LI ETHIEABS Y
AVPRELRY, BWCAHATFA vENESLE
I ETHIEHNOERENRKREZLIRDEI L BNbNS.
IOk, MESNTAMNT A OTFTIE, H
DEBRZ—FEMEUTICMAEZENTERNILE D
bhd. &5IZ, Fig 2 D), )D& 5 72BEEMED
BEWHEEIIRD. (DHFE, PRHETIE2 S0
BEOBEGBIESCHIZELL L TWEED, HI10R
ZEDULNELE Y ET25E, AHATA 1T
HDULEIMT A7 THDLZENbND. ZHICH L,

b)D%E, HODRZEEZDLINSSLES ET5 L,

AT A o BATHEMT 5 HBER3H 5 Z L bs
5. I bOHEBGENIHALMCRNE, BT
DORFAFICEWERREHEHEEX D LN TES.
F I TABIRETIE, HODERL AHATA D

2 SOEBRICET 5% BRREREZ EXLT 2.

ZENRE(LRAEZ R FETIAF e 2— AT 4
7 AD 1-2TH 5 PSO (Particle Swarm Optimization)
TNIYAXLTHD. ZENKBECEEZMHE Z &
Wk, 2 SOBEEOMOBRERALNCTS. £
72, W ODOKMEFHEFIEE LR LEETL
FROISBEZOWTEm T 5.

[Zit] R, R, 1%, #neh, EHOES, EDE



sk FH W e i TeA g
;ﬁ@%é\%‘f%f F7z, %’E%&H%Fa‘ﬁ%%ﬂ e(t) Do/ CZp c RlzXﬂ,, Ak e R ’ B]k c Rnkxp ,
NEEUTFOL S ICEHETS. B, eR" | C eR™ , D,eR™ |,

. = S‘pre(f)Hw )

T > U _.__?_;.
K P

Plant ‘ Y

(a) Ideal feedback system

A 2

Controller

2Q

r

(7] v

— K | Q P [
Controller  Quantizer Plant Yy

(b) Quantized feedback system
Fig. 1 Two type feedback systems

N

B

(7]

: \

<]
=3 - R W— .
®E | | \_ (b | Relationship
e 2 : \ S~ i
a £ N ™S
N W\
e = (a) ™, \i
a 8 Nt
S o S\
o’ n \:\

Output difference

= Performance degradation

Fig. 2 Performance limitation of quantizer

2. EFLBROHRERE

2.1 Z24—FNY I IRTLEEGHETFILS:E
Fig. 1 QIR TBEREATI VAT LA Lo 5E 2 5.
TS P LBl K1, BEBRERRE v X7 A

x,(t+1)=4,x,()+ B,w(7)
Piy 2p(0)=C,x, (1) @
Y0 =y, @)
Kf{aa+n 45+ Bur@+ By ()
u(t) = Cx,. (¢) + Dy r(£) + Dy y(2)

Th5. 22T, x,eR”, x, eR™, n,+n, =n

ITREE, reR?, ve R” IZAA, zQeRl‘,ueR”’,

yeR23HA, ¢
Ap ERnpxnp i

IEERFR 2R LTV D, E X,
Bp e Rmxnp Clp = Rl]xnp

D,, e R™™ [ ZEHATHITH 5. Fic, R x, &xk
AEET x=[xp x( "+ 5. WK E
X €eR"ICE-oTx(0)=x, L B2 BND. ﬁji,
EFbEE Q2 oW T, RATEZ LN ZBNET
fbFz R 5.

e+ = A,5(0) + By (v(t) —u(?))

{ W) = qICoé(2) +u(?)]
zz7, £eR™, ueR”, veV"ix, 71k

DIRFE, A1, HAIERLTWD. 2, V*IiX

BT LEBd eR, s LT{0,+d,+2d, - }"
THEAZONOBERMEDESEZRL TS, £
A, eR™™, B, eR™™", C,eR™™" EHIT
FIThHsH. BEkq R" > V" iZ—FaBHET L
FwTHY, Fig 30X REERRO 7T 7 TRIN
5. B a0 lFREIIE0)=0LBRESND.

qlu]

a I

(24

Fig. 3 Static uniform quantizer

2. 2 FHMEBEORE

2O R LE L ZFHMMT 24ED 1 2%,
HHBEOHADEDLENTHD. VAT L 3=
Fig.1(a) DY AT A S ITBWT, BEKXHE
£0,1,--, T =TS Lic 20 & 2 D55 F10
MOEPOBRTIETHIIRENWE LGSR LEE I 2 &N
T&%. £IZ T, Fig. 4 T XIRBEVAT A
Bz, TOMI%E e EBL. T72bb, HHhZEe
EUTOXOICERTS.

e=z,—z %)

FLT, HAODEHZEFVOREEZMT 570, H
J1Ze e Z VW T T ORMOIEIE LR ET 5.

_6_



No50 2015 (PRt 274 -3)

% Byl b T2 &0 C B E iR O R

E(Q)=sup|e], (6)

Z OFRIENL, Fig. 5 WO T L1, BESF—2ADOH
HEeZBHRLTWS. LER-T, EQ)HP/NhEL
BB Q BHEHT DI LITLY, 2ok z DR
HEE\NEELTHIENTED.

Z OFHERS EQORER[0 T-1])icBiT 5EK
E (FFE) 1X, VAT LK PBIUEFEQ
DIXT A—F % HWT

-1 e, 7 d
E(0)< Zabs(CAfBi : ™
=0 w
c=[c, o o,
_ [4,+B,D,C,, B,C, B, @
A= BCs)p A4y 0 ’
0 0 A,+B,C,
B=|0
0

EREIND. (NROFEDNL, FIHIRRE xo CHERAS

FIEFELARWETEZ BN TS Z LIZEET S.

DFIL, b I 1 HOOFHNEIRE L RDHEFLEFEDOAN
AT A ANZDWTCHAT S, ARAT A &3,
Fig. 6 IZ”"T X912, EF(LIm~DAT) u L EFIL
BOHN v ORESOHERTHOTHD. HlHN
BADANNL, T Faz—FDOMRERLT RLF—
HROBEDPL/NIVWEREE LY. 200D, &
FIEBmD v ORE I Z/NSLKTDH, T0bb, &BF
{BEBRDTA L H/NSLTHZENRODLND. —Fk
RENETILE q CRETIIEHERBREEZRTER
wel-d/2,d2]" #=8HE AL, BEFlbk&DT A~
lo,.|, ZRATEETS.

|
:@%%M?%VMMLMJ@&K%H%%%%%
DT A —HF Ay, By, Cp #AWT, XM
[0 T-1]DEEARTHHETSZ LA TE 5.

V1.

.

O, (©)

_ =sup
w

10,0, = (10)

0

¥ ol §
I+ abs(Cy(4,+B,C,) By)
=0

OFAVERWD L, ETLEROHTI v OFKE
& AT u DEKRIE DR

d

M. <lul, +lo.. 4

O an

LREND. LER-T, BFHESA |0, | P
EINELLTHI LKLY, EFEOHT v DRE
EEMylTEs. W, BHLSA |0, | PEIE 1
UEThHy, BHEFLEFOGAICETFILT A D
ER1IZ75.

Fig. 4 Error system
lelloo = sup [le(?)]| 0

Q <

Fig. 5 Maximum output difference

‘ d
”'0”00 - ”u”oo < ”Qv'wuoc’§

4

k.

nrn [v]loo
™
=5 g =

F

A\ar Dl

Fig. 6 Input-output gain of quantizer

2. 3 ZAMREILMEDEXL
RIEICRLBA L7, HAZEARAT A VIZBET 5
FHltERE 2,

d

Jl = E (12)

I-1 o
Zabs(CA’B*
=0

0

J, :=‘ (13)

T-1
I+ abs(Cy(4, + B,C,)' By)
=0

o0



25 FW - ERRELE

ERT. F, BETERQODNRIA—FEFE LD T
0:={4y,B,,Cp} LRFT 5. ZOLE, BWRT
LB Z BRREHBEIIRDO LS ICE v o b.
M : VAT A ZplcBWT, FHMiEEM 7, &7
{LRiRg d, BETILER O DR n, B EZ B
HLTH ZDOLE, OBLEETHD E VIR
O T CRHMBHRAE Ji, J, &IPS T B35 A—
&0 %RD L.

IIT, OBPRETHHLEVD LT, 4,+B,C,
DTN TOEFESEMANICEL Z L LFRETH
5. F7-, EitfEEEEIC

Minimize Jisdy
with respectto 6 ={4,,B,,C,} (14)
subject to O isstable

LREBTH. B, ZHBE®ELRIE T, BAYES
B b L— R 7R EET B & &k, %o

B BIB% RS S/ MBS 2RI —RICITFAEE T,

N— MRERDDZENREBEICRD. LIEB-T,
Fig. 2 © X o RtH A BIRZ RIS T 2 I3 2R fF
EBOLNERDD.

3. RBEILFiE
xELEE() T < @b FEE LT PSO
(Particle Swarm Optimization) % f# 9 5. PSO I,
TR EEILFED 1 >TH D, BREM IS
VA LICELE SNTER ORI, AEWICHAEEH
LN b REZEMEBHEES Z LT, LY BV
Bz b oG ERET H2FIETHS. PSO TiE N
EORF 2 AWT, BEBORBEEEZRET S, PSO
DT NTY ZLZONT, RE(LRBEQ4)DORETE
Box2RNTHATS.

k ATy 7HO i &BORTOME L HEE 9" B
FAGFEERT. ZDLE, k1 ATy TEOAE
EHEEIILTORICEVEHFEIND.

9{k+1 — Hik + Aef/ﬁ-l (15)

NG = 2o AOF + 1, 0f (Oress — O5) + 225 (Ol — 6F)

(16)
ZIT, qo q p (IFFROBELLHETHY, pf, pl
I3[0, 1] O—HREETHD. £, 0, 1 XiFAD
BiFD kAT v 7 HE TORRICBNTREMFEN S
HIINLE, 6, 1% KFEETOEAT vy THE
TOBRRICBWTCRKERENRGEONIAEEZRL T
5. Fim, BRMMEE plzoWTIE, AT v 7S

CTUTDOEITBITDIIITHRETD.

X =,zmn-—iéﬁifigﬁﬂlk 17
ZZTC, Zma: X TEHRE y, ORKER LT

B/METH Y, knax [ IARAT v 7 ERLTWNAD.
FORE LTZEEK knax (T D £ T(15), (16)KDOF
FEATV, BAENCIG DI O, GRS LTH
17 5.

PSO I3 H B 89 BT D Feiifig & K od 5 fi b FIE T
bbb, DX EHBECE)ZHES Z LT T
T, ZEBRECRIEAHIC PSO 2 EAT 57
¥, MOPSO(multi-objective PSO) % FE 9 5 .
MOPSO THEE L 250Dk, KhRTNET DI N—
TATOOL,, ZRET DL THS. KT iBET
I N—TRORREIRG,,,, (33— MEDF N
1 D@BIEND. KHFFETHE, sigma iEOEEEND T
EERWTE,,,, ZRET S, sigma IETIE, Fig. 7
WRT L9, BaeEAAL— Mg (Fig. 7 I2BWT
W CRLZfR) ZRESEMREERL, 31— MF
Wt LT, RAD o EEZEID S TS,

2 2
o=

(18)

D ofElX, F—EREOKFThHIITEBEDME L
725, WIZ, Nb— METIZRWHIRIZ OV THFE
BRIZ o EEHETS. i ZFEOKITIL, JA—TA
TRLIL o [BEFO/SL— MEE, | L LT,
BHX(15), 1LV ABEOEFHZITS. ZHIT X
O, PSODERTNVITY ALIEREZMZ D L7
<, Nb— ME#EFERODZLNTED.

sigma ¥ETIE, b — MEOMEGHEIZBWNT o
EOERAP/NEIL 2D, MOBRRBXELIBENEH
5. BRSNS — NMEIERLD =%, sigma V5 & 1351
ICEMREEE DA L CiEE RO 5. BEARIIET
i, EARE o2 EA L TEANRECREZEE
HIEE LI E T 5.

F=aJ +a,J,, a,ta,=1 (19).

B SN T Bm b BEQOIEYER 72 PSO 1T &L f#
T EeMWTES,

Minimize F=aJ +a,J,
with respect to 6 ={4,,B,,C,}  (20)
subject to 0 isstable

__8_



No50 2015 (FPR.27 4 -3) % BB LRI D C B E L0 %E

J, R %ﬁﬁi&@%ﬂ?%~&ﬁ%nmmﬁﬁﬁi§

IMEHOE D BRI SOV TIE, o DEDS 0.50 535
001 AT 1.00 £TELSH, 51 Y DEAHN
B — NI DOWTCHRIERZRDT-.

O Dominated solutions

S 4. 2 2RDVATLIZHT HEREHER
ol 2DV AT A PICKL, BT LR Q B3R LT
» FERIZOVWTIRARD . B LB DR 0, 132 & L.

Ji LB TC,RETT AT A—ZOHILI8ETHS.
Fig. 7 Best local guide BHELRIE14), 20)2 80 THE b LMo h e

Ji, hOfEE7v Yy b L7277 7% Fig. 8 IR
4. FEAHI I PN ORZEO R KM 5, HEIE{br 1
4. 1 HWRIURATLEFHENSTA—SDEE Y LhERLTWS., £z, ‘O’ 1 sigma IETEL
AR TIE, X)) TRENTWBETD 2250 NI fR, X7 IXEAMRBIETHEOLNTEME TR LT
VAT DENBICEIETLRROREEIT S . 5. B8HETA Y LhOsMEIZ1 THY, Tt

() 2D AT A Py HEFLERICHEE 5.

1.15 0.05 0.003 Bonlzgor o 72 58, e LOBIZ ML
xp(t+1)={ 6 99}6,,0){0 Ogg}v(t) — R 7OBEREDLZERRTEND. £, /L
’ ’ DED 1~2.5 OEFHTHIIL, ZEBRMNRELNT
A: z()=[0.5 1}, () @ WBDIZE L, L2 2.5 X0 K&V TR’
fRnzex, BELD R R ENDNE. Lien
(B =x,(?) > T, HABNDREDERKE S & —EELL NI 2
TEWGE, REEE/NSSLTEDL LEHEEHRON
K :u=[-20 -3+ o JETTVs YBDL AR, BEOBHEENSRES

nNoszkicies.
()4 ROV AT AP, BONEMBOFING, J, OENRE /NS WRA), T,
1039 0.118 0 0 0.005 Jy NS RMEB), J1 DEDPES/NSWIEC)D 3

_|o.826 1393 0 0 0.118 - ’ o
SOD= 0517 0060 0477 00017 0 O DSEBUHLEZ. TNENOMOBE ST A —F dg,
1650 0.220 -1.757 0.091 0 Bo, Co DfE% Table 2 IR Y. F£7, FIHIREZ
7 =L

i ol o o % =[03 —0.5], AMFIEr(1)=0cRELT,
BREGEZ Y2 b—va  LEREES Fig. 9 1R
T. EBIIV AT LAOAS (BFLBOHS) OB
RUSZ, FTBRIZV AT AOHHORBISEE2RLT
K :u@=[0 0 -9.8 —172]y()+r() @4 \wa. HAIEoWTIE, ROEENEEBEA S A
VAT A, BT LERI=2 & L, FHERE T T S0, BORBKEBEL AT A 5 OHS

Bt

y(@O)=x,0)
(23)

13100 ([ZBRE L T2, AFELTVD. BA)TIEAARNS L o TV R,
Table 1 Parameters of optimization 4
Parameter Value x
Xis x> 12, 1.2 Jhx

PSO o~

Zmin 9 Zmax 04 5 09 - K
MOPSO number of particles 3000 2
sigma-method Fmax 1000 "’M‘“’Jmmn%%_
SOPSO number of particles 600 E),Q 014 0:6 0f8 1

ighti J

weighting o A0 f
sum method

Fig. 8 Distribution of obtained solutions for the system
P1(ng=2)



2K FH-F G

EBREELE

Table 2 Quantizer parameters of obtained solutions

AQ BQ CQ

. [-0.035 -0.0217 | [0.0007 | T0.0007
) |—0.006 —0.034] | |0.000] | |0.000
. (0382 —0.114] | [ 01327 | [-0.3267"
(B) |-0.638  0.576 | | [-1.195] | | 0.505
. 0.612 —0.078 [0.4061 | [=1.7557
© 1540 1171 10.867 | | |-1.234

] e e

OJJJ_' I " - i

| SECTERTEI PUPPPP EEEPEPPPER [EEEPRPPPR frozoooood

0 20 40 0 80 100

2"'-"_-""' """""""""""" e :' ________________
™ OE;F":?:'_ E

4 20 20 50 80 00

R s G s
™ D{ ———————— f%wm—-ﬂ—ﬂ—ﬂwwwmﬁfwﬁ
& 20 30 50 80 100
t
Solution (C)

Fig. 9 Performance of dynamic quantizer

HAODSBEVCREZY B’d D EBNbr5. —7,
FR(C)TIX, ANBREL 2RO VIT, HAZED/N
Lo TV, 1272 L, 4 EOBITIIMREB) L fE(C)

DHAFIORERIIZ E A EERENZD, B LS
A BD R THUEB)DFRERFHEE LTHE
LWeEXLND.

O, 2DV AT b PHZH L, BEFLERDOK
o, & 1 & LGB DORRICONTHEND. BF1k
BOWEN 1 OFE, REFT T A—FZ0HIL3
B2 5. ROFMEE J, LOEZ T2y ML
75 7% Fig. 10 1Z57¢. Fig. 8 L RERIC b L— A
TOBBARTENSD. Fig. 8 &DEWX, FHEfE
ELORMEN0IFMFITTIEES>TNBEI ETHS.
B LBORENR 1 L7720, BEFLEROMREIRAM
B RoTWBZ ERbD. T, FHEEE S O
ER 0.4~1 ORI THIUR, BEFALT A ¥ LIZDONT
EENRSNARW. LEN-T, ZOfEEOMRE
BT HELBRERIT2HE, 1| ROEF{LET
RATDHZLENARETHD.

4
3 X
N X
E %
) %
%
b2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

Fig. 10 Distribution of obtained solutions for the system
Pi(ng=1)

4. 3 ARDVATLICHHTHHREAER
AIRDYAT B PR L, BT LR Q EHRE LI
FERIZONWTIHERD. EFLEBRORE ng 132 & Lz
DT, REFTHERTA—FZOKIISETHD. K
{LRARE(14), (20)% BT b= fE DFHMIEEE i,
LOfEE7T ey LT/ T 7% Fig. 1LITRT. 21K
DY AT LO%E LRER, BT A2 L ORK/IME
X1 TH5.
BoNnNEMOT7 7 7% RA5E, FL— KA T7DH
REMERTHIENTED. £72, 2 ROVAT A
DGE LRI, BFRT AV LB/ SNEZAT
SRR BETALERET D ERFARETHD. 2
L, BAFIDRE L Z/NEL LI L LGS, &
TALEROBRINE N BB D22 225 LRI, FEFEIC
RERBTTA VBRELRDZ LRb05.



No50 2015 (SFRk 27 4E -3)

% B LTS B BT LB RE

80
60r
=" 40
20+
\&
0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8
J

1
Fig. 11 Distribution of obtained solutions for the system
P,

5. BhHYIZ

AL T, BIE a0 B EEHRIEIC S
WTCIR Tz, BIE T LRRO MR L M 5729,
OEEBAEA S AT b L BBV AT AOHHFIDR
EOBRNE, ()EFHLBRDOALTFA D2 2%FE
s L LCERIL L7z, PSO 7Y XA ZE W

Te i b FIEIC L0 £ BiEE bRE O 2 R 7.

2 ODHEMEFHEF 2B L C,2 DOFHBFEZEDORIC b
L— R 7DBRBREHL - L EME L. 2, A
HAOTA BN E R ETALII SRR R FE
T 5—F5T, ANHIFIORZEEZ /NS T HFITEEE
fROTEFEN D72, RETOBHENKREL BN &
Bhhrolz.

B ETLER DO REFISENL, AotBoCo DEHEIC
XOIRED. AHETIE, EFLBROLZEMEEZHE
THEODICEAEZFAAL WD, EEEEZ EF
SHEETHZ LICKY, FHISEDIGEREL XLV
BT 22 enTED. AEIL2 BMOREVE
Tholdd, EFbas OISR S FHMiEREICERY
AN TEHFMEEZIETAZ LIk, kG

W LTz B LS ORET D FREICR D LB A bV D.

HEE . AHTIEIT TR0 B T AR R R
DB &% T TIT . BAREALICHEEZ R T 5.

SEXH

1) Ishikawa, M., Maruta, 1., and Sugie, T. : Practical
controller design for discrete-valued input systems
using feedback modulators, Proc. of the European
Control Conference, pp. 3269-3274, 2007.

2) Sawada, K. and Shin, S.
synthesis based on invariant set analysis for SISO

: Dynamic quantizer

systems with discrete-valued input, Proc. of the 19th
International Symposium on Mathematical Theory
of Networks and Systems, pp. 1385-1390, 2010.

3) Okajima, H., Matsunaga, N., and Kawaji, S. :
Design of dynamic quantizers for 2-DOF IMC and

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

_11_

its application to the temperature control of a heat
plate, SICE Journal of Control, Measurement, and
Integaration, 4 (1), pp. 77-82, 2011.

Azuma, S. and Sugie, T. : Synthesis of optimal
dynamic quantizers for discrete-valued input control,
IEEE Transaction on Automatic Control, 53 (9), pp.
2064-2075, 2008.

Morita, R., Azuma, A., Minami, Y., and Sugie, T. :
Graphical Design Software for Dynamic Quantizers
in Control Systems, SICE Journal of Control,
Measurement, and System Integration, 4 (5), pp.
372-379, 2011.

Azuma, S., Minami, Y., and Sugie, T. : Optimal
dynamic quantizers for feedback control with
discrete-level actuators: unified solution and
experimental evaluation”, Transactions of the ASME,
Journal of Dynamic Systems, Measurement and
Control, Vol.133, No. 2, Article 021005, 2011.
FE#AE, SRR © Particle Swarm Optimization
(2 X 2B E T baRkEr, B AR 2R SUE C
W, Vol.79, No.804, pp.2804-2816, 2013.
Mostaghim, S. : Strategies for finding good local
guides in  multi-objective  particle = swarm
optimization (MOPSO), Proc. 2003 IEEE Swarm

Intelligence Symposium, pp. 26-33, 2003.

(2014.12.15 2=241)




ZE FEL - A EBRELE

DESIGN OF DYNAMIC QUANTIZERS BASED ON
MULTI-OBJECTIVE OPTIMIZATION APPROACH

Takao MUROMAKTI and Yuki MINAMI

ABSTRACT : This paper focuses on the multi-objective optimization problem of dynamic quantizers
for systems including discrete-valued signal constraints. For the design of quantizers, the most
important performance indexes are (i) the output difference between the system with quantizer and
the ideal system without quantizer and (ii) the input-output gain condition of the quantizer. Therefore,
we first formulate the multi-objective optimization problem of quantizers based on the two
performance indexes. Then, we solve the problem by using a particle swarm optimization algorithm.
Furthermore, we reveal the relationship between two performance indexes.

Key Words : Multi-objective optimization, Dynamic quantizer, Discrete-valued input, MOPSO,
Weighting sum method
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