ZHNY frkitidee ERE= e 1 A
A& RD- o) 8§ YT A 759

1L A&

GEAH AAFAY 8L AYAriA g FIFP oy 4F S48 Rgsle @A
o] FAY FHE& EA%E A9, o2 FF AHEA, WF FL, A% I AF 5
¥ FFEAY J)e7AE Egstn o 2y Y FAL9) HH g4 A=
HAY G5H ArAe] 29 R dYE AW A2 sge] AF FHA o)t

£ 479 FHe gEAd ALALY 3 dALIE 5 AR 2F &5 F84
et 2o tgHe g FAe g8 s AYAAY JFuspdg T3 wde Fdig
2 2% F e A ALIEE Addtn a8 $&3e BLE AAuA s Ao

L

& AT HIZo A AFAE FA0 M 1 BEEJ Fobtn e HAHA o
o]8& (OCT) oj8% HAH3 mYozZ¥H =3¢ open loop policyE nigroz &o,
Regulator o] & 23 A9 matrix Ricatti ¥AAE A2 2A AAIZHe] Aeivis #E
o @& #AA closed loop policy, & #HZA 24&L AAsE A2 MEEa A H5H
T AAEFY AAT A $4E & AEE G

2. Open Loop Policy

2 Ad7NM= 2D ES open loop policy =& HA o] o]& (optimal control policy)
of 9% g 2y AU HH Ao olgg duaFL nA, HE o9 gy
22 ARZE W d5H PAFLATY A A4 98 98 2L AP
2.1 AA Ao olg9 dunF

OEAY A5 £gd gid HH Aojo EANA Mu3H AL &9 A(1)FH e

1 24, &%, FH08L a9 0d 7
2 FaPY, BRERUEA}

3 dP2R4, FRUGD £U - SUL A

4 £AZESo] AxUel, FHuhsta $aigl-+Yd 2
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A4y oz Jebd S glon, AH ¥Msy g AAMS AMgxAe 474 4(2) % )
Zol 28¥ F U4

F(e+1) =x(s) + [B) - u(e) + B(r) - D(s) - & (1) - [A] (1)
Yoo (8) € 2(8) € Xomax (2) (2)
Tmin (1) € U(1) € U (8) (3)

Lagrangian 8% LFE SA%40l 419 AMgEe EEA7ID, 4(2), @)% #54
Gz % 1o e WHYFE TURA AW o) FAA
LF = s[HT+D] + T(LIHe 1, E01 70 TWIR0) @

+éi(:)’[}(t)+[B]Z(t)+'Q’<:)-b’(:)—z(z)f[A]-}(H1)

AZNA 3E AHESE vector2H AR, wt AAMSE vectorZA WHFHFL ujsinl, 0%
D, ex= Z4Z AFA Y EFAE FAHGE AUFN €ELEF € $4F vectorE EH
t. @38 [B]lg [Ale &4 A5A 2 AMAAH (control point)te] 2L JYeblE 334
% (routing coefficient)st 2t A4 EBH FHoI¥, Y9 Fowt 2 L HY HE
AEY, wmn toms B2 R H LR 12 F 290 19 EAE JeERE
Agolm, Lot ox 2z wiuA R wAY wAdNY 2AYSFE uesdg (e
Lagrangian 4% (multiplie) 24 53 Ao33g4¢ 2HE5s A4 9 dde) @7
W gtg ztE vectorolw, [Wle dAAE Jehlle 9zt F (diagonal penalty matrix)£&
dujata, WNE AHHS AgxAe Yutste JEE YEE vectoro| o,

E RYe 2L HYNE Fgote BEARAM 2(4)9) Lagrangian ¥+ ust xd
3 BujEF VLF gL 00 HXE 8o HE§ transversality equation® adjoint
equation®} stationary equationg Th&ol 498t conjugate gradient method?] 3% 7]l
o3 AL st
2.2 Conjugate Gradient Method

stationary equations}¥ F#HA UNFRE o143t TAL AHRE x(H7 AFEAL
nEsE ade] W e REmE AR Wk ()7t AgRAL vESA god
W) [W]ge F7HA 7)1 Lagrangian ¥5°9 FulE Aste] SARAE T3 AHE 3
€ 7ot HAe wEste Aol A2 Ao ¢nAFTY ANAFA Aol

conjugate gradient method®} e @A+ &3 2o
1) wsl z71X8k To) AAA o] o8 stationary equationolX AHe) TALE vector dE
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2R ¢t
2) 1499 2404 53 Lagrangian¥ 58 HNZ 3hE scalar B4 44 o8 AAHE F,
AT ¥ — u+ad2PE HFF AF2A A3 Mze ARSF vectorS AA T
3) SolA =3E dedls ¥ AAWFY AgAHo2 BE Lagrangian 59 A2 7
Ve ARET B £EY FAF F W, IV < 3 974 g8 3R Fue
I, ohyd )eAR gy o
4) 2L g Bekg At 2)9 Ao g HEo} gk
2.3 ER%ro 74
05 FAFAT HHAALIE A B2HGTE O3 AFE nalste A
1) 4 3759 28 #3t7F FF
2) AA dAF Sog
3) £94712%F9 AEY Idg
4) FAN 499 AHAAN Y H2HFHFE BF
24 239 AF
AdE HHE 289 AFE FF R 297 dEH AFAE ¥ F4 FA 3
£33l 4F URF 27A9 £ F4E HAESE FUAH A5 L £HE 4, ojd 7]
X 9@ AAdx FHEEAME Ao)7t gov, 2 FRRNME AY dRsE dH%E Y
Bl 2F 9 ol BHIAHE AL ¢ UM £ nAME &F& Ado]l F8 EFolu
2 1 FA35% dxe) AN AN e Ao

3. Cloesd Loop Policy

3.1 Closed Loop Policy®] o] &3 )7

el A ¢} o] open loop optimum solution®] A& A7) Y% 2HPo] ALHJYG. 2
HER oAl AAZL EA d& XL 3E closed-loop WHEL ALaetE Hol FAF
dojgt AT, tFEY YA EA hF §&oA feedbacke] } closed loopsl <& 3
Mol A3 fF&3tA 244 F.

da NFHAPL 7 open-loop W] 98 t=1, - - -, NS gig ult)$} x(t)7t F3)
A|H regulatoro] &4 93] A< WHOZ feedback control policy’} 73&d 4 A& A
ojt}. ojepzeo] FAHE WAL 29 "matrix Ricatti 2" o)g} F}

ol g e 23 WA HMHo2 FoFA FHAG

minimize'é(x(n D-x*(t+1)"Wlx(e+ 1) -x"(2+ 1)) + 5u( ) Touls) (5)
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g7 su=u-u'ol, We 7IEXE JEE B4 Bdolg. EXFSIL 2X 3ol a,
A2de 57 BN AY3Y + Yv EAEE 44 LDQEAN& HAHoz Fo3
4 glow 1 AFAZ matrix Ricatt $A4 o] oAt REY {FUAFE Gaussiano] L
7t 848, Certainty Equivalence Principle(Dreyfus and Law, 1977)°] 93 #4331 2
J94E e AFELS AT HHHE AEsed oM 2 FFAZ dXNE & AT

matrix Ricatti 34 & A feedback controlgHol <3 43 ol HFH dfjsjus
BE AN HE ()2 TAH Aok

u(t) = A(x(1) + c(1) (6)

o] ¢ A feedback control policyt Dreyfuset Law(1977)ol 2j3f H3 € wts} o] A<
2 B AP gAME 7HE & A

HHAo] o]&9 Certainty Equaivalence Principled] <9jstd A€ 53 A4
input ol &7} HASEHE o] &7t Gaussian® R & # o] feedback control policyE
HAY AEHE FASE Aoz Fah =Y FH-FLAGzHC) Az, At 2
A 27484 =19H open-loop policy® MEFA fFrE=sojorRt & Aol

ol9} L HITWAL ANad FHNF v = A= FEI FHE F 0= 7HEA
% Aotk YA %€ A$dE “Kalman Filter"7} Al2g Aol HHX HioeE
grrste E3A4Q Wyl € £% A& Aol

3.2 Feedback Control
AN Yo} 9§ open loop policyE feedback control &&= FEA= &3 o] F3
AB W & vector-HABA A HAAE Folge FAZ FYY 4 Q0.

N-1 >T T e d -> - . -~ -> .,
MIN. ] = 2:0[ x (DA + y (DCG) y (i) + d(@) x (i) + e (i) y ()] 7
+ T (MLX(N) + wx(N) +¢
YG+1) = G xG) + HG) Y (i) + k(i) (8)
A7)1A 3(HE nxl, y()E mxl vectorel®, A()E nxn, C(i)E mxm HPojtt. 1 o)
(e xm, LE nxn, we 1xnolH, z& scalarolth. I3 G(i)E nxn, H()E F34

2 #d5 2L nem PPoln), k()HE nxl vectoro) L TE X @HYL ojujgc)

8 97)M ne HHES, & AFAY £2 v, me& 2AAF, & TR e
policy®] & el g}

A(NE @A il Ha HEFoz Zouste HHL 59 closed loop policy® d&
2 QA Bk o] AWAL wANoE Fo Ut: FAL 9 g

A g S, T, U 32¢ B viAY @A, F NGAZ FE deos o A g
wEHOo 2 Aasielor .
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S(i) = (i) + H (i)P(i+1)h(i) (9)

T(i) = ¢ (i) + 2HT()P(i+1) k(i) + hT(i)g" (i+1) (10)
U(i) = 2HT()P(i+1)G(i) (11)
P(i) = Ai) + GT(i)P(i+ 1) G(i) - UT(")S_; (DUi) (12)
300 = 3(0) + 2 B (DPG+ DG + Fi+ Do) - IS WUE. g

TG = FPG+D)FG) + qli+ 1) FG) + F(i+1) - TT")S:(")T(") (14)

714 27AE P(N)=L, q(N)=w, F(N)=z2 31, L& identity matrx,
w=-2Vh (BkR = dAM S A AFF vector)o]th.
¥ d()=-2 Vi'24 V& open loop policy2 A4E HH A$F trajectoryo]d,

e(i)=-2 0/ 024 0, & 94 open loop policyel ¢ HH BEHF vectorol, o
t A$F JHFe] 278 Hxd FAEZ XA 9% Ao sEx o),
99 FAHoZ RE closed loop policyg &3 #o] AAsIH).

1. N, ,
3() = - =S (z)[U(t)zx(xNTjt)l (15)

q71 (e gAY NA AFF vectoro)™, y(i)7} vt closed loop policy”}t 5= A
ojc},

4. 2&

€ dFAAE HZ gAY AFAE EAA Hz 2 €857 Eolrta I HFHA o
o2& (OCT) o]-84% HH3 =ygo=w RE EZFH open loop policy® ulg oz sho,
Regulator o] &) 3 49 matrix Ricatti A2 & A n2 A QA A W dE
ol }& H? closed loop policy, & HZ 29&& AAFGE A2EE NEEEN AFR
T QAL AT A §8E £ AEF s

olg Y3l HAH Ao olgy dunFE =FdT PAFR 99 dojA EHFS
E f#Edon, og wwog /je¥ Hydro-Scheduling 283 53 AYyPo <3
feedback control policy9] 44 & A A2gdE& FH%h
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