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The article is devoted to the actual problem of the mathematical theory of controllability. It
investigated the mathematical model of control, described by ordinary differential equations, taking
into account the restrictions on the control. As is known, the problem of finding controllability of
dynamic systems with phase and control constraints is still relevant. There are many approaches to
solving the determined problem. The classical control theory is being modified today and it finds
new methods for solving problems of controllability, optimal control and stability, the solutions
obtained. In the course of studying the controllability of a dynamic system, the authors applied
interval mathematics, which made it possible to obtain an effective controllability criterion for
dynamic systems with phase and control constraints. This method is applicable for a certain class
of problems in which the data are described by the normal distribution law.
The constructiveness of the proposed criterion is demonstrated in two examples. The first is a
model problem described by 2-nd order equations. The second is an electromechanical tracking
system of an automatic manipulator, described by equations of the 3rd order. Thus, for dynamic
systems, we obtained a sufficient condition for controllability.
Key words: criterion, controllability, control, interval mathematics, dynamical systems, interval,
interval vector, differential equation.
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Мақала басқарудың математикалық теориясының өзектi мәселесiне арналған. Және
мақалада қарапайым дифференциалдық теңдеулермен сипатталған басқарудың
математикалық моделi, басқаруға қатысты шектеулердi ескере отырып зерттеледi. Белгiлi
болғандай, фазалық шектеулермен және басқаруға қатысты шектеулерi бар динамикалық
жүйелердiң басқарылуын табу проблемасы қазiргi уақыттада маңызды. Аталған мәселенi
шешудiң түрлi жолдары бар. Классикалық басқару теориясы бүгiнгi таңда өзгертiлуде және
басқарудың, оңтайлы басқарудың және тұрақтылықтың, алынған шешiмдердiң мәселелерiн
шешудiң жаңа әдiстерi табылуды. Динамикалық жүйенiң басқарылуын зерттеу барысында
авторлар фазалық және басқаруға қойылған шектеулерi бар динамикалық жүйелер үшiн
тиiмдi басқарылатын талапқа қол жеткiзуге мүмкiндiк беретiн интервалды математиканы
қолданды. Бұл әдiс қарапайым таралу заңымен сипатталатын арнайы есептер тобын шешуге
арналған.
Ұсынылған критерий екi мысалда көрсетiлген. Бiрiншiсi – 2-шi реттiк теңдеулермен
сипатталған модельдiк мәселе. Екiншiсi - 3-шi реттi теңдеулермен сипатталатын автоматты
манипулятордың электромеханикалық қадағалау жүйесi. Осылайша, динамикалық жүйелер
үшiн басқарудың жеткiлiктi шарты алынды.
Түйiн сөздер: критерий, бақылау, интервалды математика, динамикалық жүйелер,
интервал, интервалды вектор, дифференциалды теңдеу.
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Статья посвящена актуальной проблеме математической теории управляемости. В
ней исследована математическая модель управления, описываемая обыкновенными
дифференциальными уравнениями, учитывающая ограничения на управление. Как известно,
проблема нахождения управляемости динамических систем с фазовыми ограничениями
и ограничениями на управление до сих пор остается актуальной. Существует множество
подходов к решению названной задачи. Классическая теория управления сегодня
модифицируется и находит новые методы решения задач управляемости, оптимального
управления и устойчивости, полученных решений. В ходе исследования управляемости
динамической системы авторы применили интервальную математику, которая позволила
получить эффективный критерий управляемости динамический систем с фазовыми
ограничениями и ограничениями на управления. Данный метод применим для определенного
класса задач, в которых данные описываются нормальным законом распределения.
Конструктивность предложенного критерия демонстрируется на двух примерах. Первый –
модельная задача, описываемая уравнениями 2-го порядка. Второй – электромеханическая
следящая система автоматического манипулятора, описываемая уравнениями 3-го порядка.
Таким образом для динамических систем получили достаточное условие управляемости.
Ключевые слова: критерий, управляемость, управление, интервальная математика,
динамические системы, интервал, интервальный вектор, дифференциальное уравнение.

1 Introduction

The need to obtain effective criteria for ensuring the transfer of a dynamic system from a
certain initial state to the desired final state for a certain period of time is an urgent task.
For example, the inability to transfer electric power system after the electric circuit (or other
emergency) the operating mode for a particular time interval leads to large economic losses.
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The above technical problem in mathematical control theory is called the problem of con-
trollability [1].
The main approaches used in the mathematical theory of controllability imply the accuracy
of the presentation of the initial data. However, in real dynamic systems physical parameters
are measured with some error related to wear and operating conditions (temperature, etc.).
To take into account these features, you can use the new direction of computational mathe-
matics - interval analysis, the main idea of which is to replace arithmetic operations and real
functions on real numbers with interval operations and functions that convert the intervals
containing these numbers [2]. The use of the “classical” interval analysis in solving the prob-
lem of controllability of dynamic systems makes it possible to obtain a criterion of guaranteed
stability. However, these solutions are obtained “super-sufficient”, which in practice is a strict
limitation. In work [3] “practical” interval mathematics was introduced, which allows one to
expand the field of application (with appropriate restrictions on the systems under study).
Interval analysis is currently actively developing in many countries. Initially, interval methods
appeared as a means of automatic control of rounding errors on a computer and later turned
into one of the sections of modern applied mathematics. Interval methods have long gone be-
yond a purely theoretical study and are widely used in practice with the help of appropriate
software. As a result, there were interval arithmetic, interval algebra, interval topology, inter-
val methods for solving problems of computational mathematics, optimal control, stability,
etc. [2].
In scientific research, technology and mass production, it is often necessary to measure any
values (length, mass, current strength, etc.). When repeating measurements of the same ob-
ject, performed with the same measuring device with the same care due to the influence of
various factors, the same data is never obtained. Such factors include random vibrations of
individual parts of the device, physiological changes in the sensory organs of the contrac-
tor, various unaccounted changes in the environment (temperature, optical, electrical and
magnetic properties, etc.). Although it is not possible to predict the result of each individual
measurement in the presence of random dispersion, it corresponds to the “normal distribution
curve”. In this case, the bulk of the results obtained will be grouped around some central
or average value of a, which is answered by an unknown “true value” of the object being
measured. Deviations in one direction or another will occur even less often, the greater the
absolute value of such deviations, and are characterized by the value of σ - the standard
deviation. On the section from a−σ to a+σ the share on average is equal to 0,6287 (68,27%)
of the total mass of repeated measurements. Within the limits (a− 2σ, a+ 2σ ) an average
of 0,9545 (95,45%) of all measurements is placed, and in the area (a− 3σ, a+ 3σ ) - already
0,9973 (99,73%), so, only 0,0027 (0,27%) of the total number of measurements goes beyond
the “three lung” limits, i.e. insignificant share of them.
“Classical” interval arithmetic assumes that all values of the interval are equally probable.
Therefore, all the results obtained with its help encompass all possible values and are “super-
sufficient”.
We introduce the formal concept of the interval a in the following form:

a = [[ā− εa, ā+ εa]] = (ā, εa)

where ā - the middle of the interval (or the mathematical expectation), εa - interval width
(or variance). Denote the set of all such intervals as Iвер(R).
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Let a, b, c are intervals from Iвер(R). We introduce the following interval arithmetic operations
(assuming that the intervals are independent normally distributed quantities):

1. Addition of two intervals a, b ∈ Iвер(R) : c = a+ b,

c̄ = ā+ b̄, εc =
√

ε2a + ε2b .

2. Subtraction of two intervals a, b ∈ Iвер(R) : c = a− b,

c̄ = ā− b̄, εc =
√
ε2a + ε2b .

3. Multiplication of two intervals a, b ∈ Iвер(R) : c = a ∗ b,

c̄ = ā · b̄, εc =
√
ā2ε2b + b̄2ε2a.

reverse interval a, b ∈ Iвер(R) : c = 1
a
;

c̄ =
1

ā
, εc =

εa
ā2

.

4. division of two intervals a, b ∈ Iвер(R) : c = 1
a

c̄ =
ā

b̄
, εc =

√
ā2ε2b
b̄4

+
ε2a
b̄2
.

For the numerical computation of interval expressions developed software that allows you
to operate as classical interval arithmetic [2], and interval arithmetic, introduced in the
paper [3, 4] (taking into account the uneven distribution of values within the interval).

2 Literature review

Management problems in various areas of scientific research have been relevant for a long
time, today we are exploring various objects for which it is necessary to find the required
management.
The classical theory of control of multidimensional systems [5, 6], which was actively devel-
oped in the 20th century, is being modified and strengthened in new, expanded problems.
One of the current trends is the construction of models of controlled systems with a priori
taking into account the uncertainties arising in the input data and parameters.
In this article, we consider one of the classical problems of control, the problem of control-
lability of dynamic systems [7], based on the ideas of interval analysis actively developing
from the second half of the 20th century [8, 9].
The complexity of real objects often does not allow us to give an exact model description of
the object. Thus, the uncertainty was originally incorporated into the model under study. In
such systems, controls are used to satisfy a certain, often extreme, criterion that specifies the
characteristics (properties) of the system that are desirable for the user. The construction
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of managements adjusted for accounting for uncertainties is a current, actively developing
area of research [10–13]. Recently popular interval analysis methods, which suppose known
changes to the boundaries of segments (intervals) of parameter changes, are actively used in
control problems. In [14], interval methods in control theory were divided into the following
groups:

• Methods based on the use of the apparatus of sensitivity functions, the frequency rep-
resentation of the object [12,15,16].

• Methods with infinite gains [17]

• Adaptive methods [18].

• Methods of modal control [19–23].

• Optimal control [24,25].

One of the disadvantages of using interval analysis: the operation of interval multiplication
greatly expands the interval [9], which overestimates the degree of uncertainty of the initial
data in the calculation process when solving a problem. The second significant disadvantage
is that in many cases, building control requires the condition of complete controllability for
all independent realizations of the system’s interval parameters.
To address these shortcomings, various approaches are used [26–32]. The control constructed
for the deterministic system is applied to the interval system. Based on the analysis of the
beam [13] of the trajectories of a closed system, estimates are made for the size of the in-
tervals, which preserve the required properties of the constructed control as a whole for the
interval system.
Pros of the variational approach. First, conventional deterministic methods of solution are
used that do not involve the apparatus of interval arithmetic, which leads to simpler algo-
rithms from a computational point of view. Secondly, the requirements of controllability are
usually put forward only with respect to the chosen deterministic system, which is a much
milder condition compared with the requirement of controllability for all systems from the
allowable intervals.
The disadvantage of this approach is the overestimation of estimates when constructing the
external approximation of the beam of trajectories of the interval system, and, as a result,
the narrowing of guarantees for the fulfillment of the criterion. Such an approach is suitable
only for fairly small initial uncertainty intervals. Our approach to the use of interval analysis
allows us to obtain an effective controllability criterion for dynamic systems with a control
constraint.

3 Materials and Methods

3.1 Formulation of the problem

The control system described by the following linear ordinary differential equations

ẋ = Ax+Bu, (1)
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where A−n×n - constant matrix, B−n - dimensional constant vector, x−n - dimensional
vector of system state, u - scalar control.
The following restriction is imposed on management

l1 ≤ u(t) ≤ l2, t ∈ [0, T ] . (2)

The task is to determine whether there is a control that satisfies the restriction (2) and
transfers the system (1) from the initial state

x(0) = x0 (3)

to the final specified state

x(T ) = x1 (4)

for a fixed time T .
The study of the problem in the presence of restrictions on the management of the forms (2) is
of some interest, since there are still no effective criteria [1]. In addition, the results can be used
in solving practical problems of optimal control of systems described by ordinary differential
equations with fixed ends and restrictions on the control actions. In particular, equations of
the form can describe robotic or electric power systems, where the coefficients of the matrix
and vector are determined through parameters (such as weight, metric characteristics, inertia,
etc.), which are usually calculated with some error.

3.2 Application of interval analysis to obtain the criterion of controllability

In recent years, such a direction of computational mathematics as interval has been devel-
oped, that operate not with numbers, and intervals (which allow to take into account the
error of the initial data) [2].
Next, we apply the results of interval mathematics to the problem of controllability. If
Ф(t, τ) = θ(t) · θ−1(τ), where θ(t) = eAt - the fundamental matrix of solutions of the system
described by a homogeneous vector differential equation

ẋ = Ax. (5)

Introducing the notation:

u = v +
l1 + l2

2
, L =

l2 − l1
2

.

Then the system (1) can be represented as

ẋ = Ax+B
l1 + l2

2
+Bv, (6)

Where

−L ≤ v(t) ≤ L, ∀t ∈ [t0, t1] . (7)
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The solution of equation (6) can be represented as

x(t) = Ф(t, t0)x(t0) +
l1 + l2

2

∫ t

t0

Ф(t, τ)Bdτ +

∫ t

t0

Ф(t, τ)Bv(τ)dτ. (8)

Introducing the notation y1 = x1 + Ф(T, 0)x0 −
l1 + l2

2

∫ T

0

Ф(t, τ)Bdτ, f(τ) = Ф(T, τ)B.

Then the problem of controllability is reduced to the existence of the solution of the integral
equation

y1 =

∫ T

0

f1(τ)v(τ)dτ, (9)

satisfying the condition (7).
To solve this problem, we apply the results of interval analysis [2].
Replace the integral in the right part (9) with the next

h =
n∑

i=1

fivi where n = T
h
, h ≥ 0, −L ≤ vi ≤ L, i = 1, n.

Denote by f̄l = (fi, 0) – the interval centered in fi and radius of 0, v̄l = (0, L) - the interval
from −L to L [2].
If i = 1. Calculating f̄lv̄l = (0, |f1, L|) - the interval with the center at point 0 and radius
of |fi ∗ L|, here all arithmetic operations are performed according to the rules defined for
interval calculations [2].
Obviously multitude

{hf1v1|∀v1 ∈ (−L,L)}

same as interval

h(0, |f1L|) ∀h ≥ 0.

By the method of mathematical induction it can be shown that the set of{
h

n∑
i=1

fivi | ∀vi ∈ (−L,L), i = 1, n

}

same as interval

h(0,
n∑

i=1

|fiL|) ∀h ≥ 0.

It can be seen that the set{∫ T

0

f(τ)v(τ)dτ | v(t) ∈ (−L,L), ∀t ∈ [0, T ]

}
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same as interval y2 =

∫ T

0

f(τ)v̄dτ , where all arithmetic operations are performed using

interval calculations [2].
Thus, the following theorem is proved.
Theorem. In order for the system (6)-(7) to be controllable, it is necessary and sufficient that
the vector belongs to the interval vector y2.
For numerical modeling in Pascal language the software is developed, which implements
calculations of the proposed criterion and uses the library of interval calculation [4].
Lemma (Gronwall-Belman) [5]. If a scalar continuous function x(t) and g(t) ≥ 0 satisfy the
inequality

x(t) ≤ α(t) +

∫ t

0

g(s)x(s)ds, t ≥ 0,

where α(t) – some non-decreasing function. Then

x(t) ≤ α(t)exp

(∫ t

0

g(s)ds

)
.

Applying the Gronwall-Belman Lemma to the problem (1) and (4) we obtain the following
inequality

∥x(t1)∥ ≤ ∥x(t0)∥+
∫ t1

0

∥B(τ)∥u(τ)dτexp
(∫ t1

0

∥A(τ)∥ dτ
)
. (10)

Choose as the norm of the vector ∥x∥ =
n∑

i=1

|xi| and the norm of the matrix ∥A∥ =

max
1≤j≤n

(
n∑

i=1

|aij|

)
.

3.3 Verification of the obtained controllability criterion with examples

Example 1. The second order system is considered as an example

ẋ1 = 3x1 + 2x2 + u
ẋ2 = x1 − x2 − u,

(11)

when partial conditions

x0 = (1, 1) t0 = 0, t1 = 1. (12)

The conditions for management and endpoint will vary.

a)if − 1.5 ≤ u(t) ≤ 1.0, t ∈ [0, 1]. (13)

Calculate the value of the interval vector y2 =
(
(39.97, 17.99)
(9.33, 7.50)

)
.
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Substituting the values of the example parameters in (10) we get ∥x(t1)∥ ≤ 4e4 ≈ 218, 3.
Consequently, when x1 = (109, 110)∗ according to the Gronwall-Belman Lemma, the system
(11)-(13) is not controllable, i.e. there is no control satisfying the restriction −1.5 ≤ u(t) ≤
1/0 and translating system for time 1 of point x0 = (1, 1)∗ into the point x1 = (109, 110)∗.
Applying the proposed criterion, we obtain that the vector x1 = (109, 110)∗ does not belong
to the interval vector y2, since 109 > 39.97+ 17.99 and 110 > 9.33+ 7.5, that means there is
no controllability for both variables.
b) at the point x1 we take the solution of the Cauchy problem (11)-(12) at time t1 at man-
agement u ≡ 0, which satisfies the restriction (13): x1 = (41.13, 9.43).
Applying the proposed criterion, we obtain that the vector belongs to the interval vector y2,
since 39.97 − 17.99 < 41.13 < 39.97 + 17.99 and 9.33 − 7.50 < 9.43 < 9.33 + 7.50, i.e. the
system is controllable.
Example 2. A system of equations of the third order of the form (1) describing the state
of the circuits of an Electromechanical tracking system of an automatic manipulator is
considered [5], where x = x(t) = (iя(t),Ω(t), θ(t))

∗ – the state vector of the system,
u = u(t) = (Ω0(t), θ0(t))

∗ – control input vector-system signal, with restrictions

l1i ≤ ui ≤ l2i , i = 1, 2; t ∈ [t0, t1], (14)

A =

−
(

1
Tя

+ kockумRш
Lя

)
−
(

ke
Lя

+ k1kумkm
Lя

)
−k1kумkn

Lя
kМ
J

− 1
TМ

0

0 1 1

 , B =

−k1kумkГ
Lя

k1kумkn
Lя

0 0
0 0


Numerical values of matrix coefficients A and B depend on parameters and structure of the
tracking system.
If

x0 = (1, 1, 1) (15)

T = 1,
Tя = 2, Lя = 3, koc = 1, kум = 1.5, Rш = 1.1, ke = 2.1,
k1 = 0.1, km = 2, kn = 4, kГ = 6, J = 5, TМ = 4.

Then the system of equations (1) is represented as

ı̇я = −1.05iя − 0.8Ω− 3.0θ − 3.0Ω0 + 2.0θ0,

Ω̇ = 0.4iя − 0.25Ω,

θ̇ = Ω+ θ.

Setting a constraint on the control vector u = (Ω0(t), θ0(t))
∗ in form

−0.4 ≤ Ω0 ≤ 0.6, t ∈ [0, 1].
−0.25 ≤ θ0 ≤ 1.25, t ∈ [0, 1].

(16)

Calculate the value of the interval vector y2 =

(4.94 12.29)
(0.14 1.62)
(4.33 5.87)

 .
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Substituting the values of the example parameters in (10), we obtain

∥x(1)∥ ≤ (3 + 3 ∗ 1.85)e4 ≈ 466.6

Then at x(1) = (160, 160, 150)∗ the system is not manageable, i.e. there is no manage-
ment of the translating system in time T = 1 from the point (1, 1, 1)∗ to the point
x(1) = (160, 160, 150)∗.

4 Results

Applying the proposed criterion, we get that the vector x(1) = (160, 160, 150)∗ does not
belong to the interval vector y2, as 160 > 4.94+12.29, 160 > 0.14+1.62 and 150 > 4.33+5.87,
that means there is no controllability for the three variables.
As the point x(1) we’ll take the solution of the Cauchy problem (1) at a time T at management
u ≡ 0, which satisfies the restriction (16), then x(1) = (−4.87, 0.12, 4.1)∗.
Applying the proposed criterion, we obtain that the vector belongs to the interval vector y2,
as 4.94 − 12.29 < −4.87 < 4.94 + 12.29, 0.14 − 1.62 < 0.12 < 0.14 + 1.62 and 4.33 − 5.87 <
4.1 < 4.33 + 5.87, that means that the system is manageable.

5 Conclusion

For a linear control system with limited control on the basis of interval mathematics, a
controllability criterion is obtained. A feature of the obtained criterion is its algorithmic con-
structiveness.
Results of numerical calculations show the effectiveness of the proposed controllability crite-
rion and the possibility of their application in practical applications.

6 Acknowledgments

The work was supported by the grant financing of scientific and technical programs and
projects by the Ministry of Science and Education of the Republic of Kazakhstan (grant
"Development of biometric methods and information protection tools 2018-2020)

References

[1] Roytenberg J. N., Avtomaticheckoe upravlenie [Automatic control] (M.: Nauka, 1971).

[2] Moore R.E. and Kearfott R.B. and Cloud V.J., Introduction to interval analysis (Philadelphia: SIAM Press, 2009), 6-10.

[3] Mazakov T.Zh. and Jomartova Sh. A., "Primenenie intervalnogo analiza v prakticheskih vychisleniyah"[Application of
interval analysis in practical calculations], Computational technologies 7 (2002): 230-34.

[4] Jomartova Sh. A., "“Prakticheskie” intervalnye vychisleniya"[“Hands-on” interval calculations], Bulletin of NAS RK. 2
(2002): 41-6.

[5] Kolmanovskiy V. V. and Nosov V. R., Ustoichivost i periodicheskie rezhimy reguliruemyh sistem s posledeistviem [Stability
and periodic regimes of controlled systems with aftereffect] (M.: Nauka, 1981).

[6] Kurzhanskiy А.B., Upravlenie i nabludenie v usloviyah neopredelennosti [Management and supervision in the conditions
of uncertainty] (М.: Nauka, 1977).

ISSN 1563–0277, eISSN 2617–4871 Journal of Mathematics, Mechanics, Computer Science, N.2(102), 2019



Research of controllability of dynamical systems . . . 79

[7] Аfanasiev V.N. and Kolmanovskiy V. V. and Nosov V.R., Matematicheskaya teoriya konstruirovaniya sistem upravleniya
[Mathematical theory of designing control systems] (М.: Vyshay shkola, 1998).

[8] Alefeld G. and Herzberger J., Introduction to Interval Computations, (York: Academic Press, 1983), 15-25.

[9] Yedavalli R.K., "Stability analysis of interval matrices: another sufficient condition," Int.J.Contr. 43 (1986): 767-72.

[10] Voevoda А.А. and Plohotnikov V.V., O metodike sinteza regulyatorov dlya obektov s intervalnymi parametrami [On
the method of synthesis of regulators for objects with interval parameters] (Collection of scientific papers of NSTU.
Novosibirsk, 1998).

[11] Davydov D.V., "Localnaya stabilizaciya intervalno nabludaemoi sistemy s neopredelennymi parametrami"[Local stabiliza-
tion of an interval-observable system with uncertain parameters], Computational technologies. Novosibirsk: Publishing
House of the Siberian Branch of the Russian Academy of Sciences 8 (2003): 44-51.

[12] Zaharov А.V. and Shokin U.I., "Sintez sistem upravleniya pri intervalnoi neopredelennosti parametrov ih matematicheskih
modelei"[Synthesis of control systems with interval uncertainty parameters of their mathematical models], DAN USSR
299 (1988).

[13] Moiseev А.N., Modalnoe upravlenie mnogomernoi dinamicheskoi sistemoi s parametricheskimi neopredelennostyami in-
tervalnogo tipa [Modal control of a multidimensional dynamic system with parametric uncertainties of interval type]
(Tomsk: Diss. Cand. those. Sciences, 1997).

[14] Kaucher E., "Interval analysis in the extended interval space IR," Computing Supplement 2 (1980): 33-49.

[15] Hodko S.Т., Proektirovanie sistem upravleniya s nestabilnymi parametrami [Designing control systems with unstable
parameters] (L.: Engineering, 1987).

[16] Smagin Е.М. and Moiseev А.N. and Moiseeva S.P., "Nekotorye metody vychisleniya koefficientov IHP intervalnyh ma-
tric"[Some methods for calculating the ICP coefficients of interval matrices], Computational technologies, Novosibirsk:
Publishing House of the Siberian Branch of the Russian Academy of Sciences 2 (1997): 52-61.

[17] Ivlev R.S., Postroenie i issledovanie svoistv mnogomernyh sistem upravleniya intervalno-zadanymi obektami [Construc-
tion and study of the properties of multidimensional control systems of interval-specified objects] (Almaty: Diss. Cand.
those. Sciences, 1999).

[18] Ivlev R.S. and Sokolova S.P., "Postroenie vektornogo upravleniya mnogomernym intervalno-zadanym obek-
tom"[Construction of vector control multidimensional interval specified object], Computational technologies. Novosibirsk:
Publishing House of the Siberian Branch of the Russian Academy of Sciences 4 (1999): 3-13.

[19] Haritonov V.L., "Ob assimtoticheskoi ustoichivosti polozheniya ravnovesiya semeistva sistem lineinyh diferencialnyh urav-
neni"[On the asymptotic stability of the equilibrium position of a family of systems of linear differential equations],
Differents. the Equations 14 (1978): 2086-88.

[20] Sharyi S.P., Intervalnye algebraicheskie zadachi i ih chislennoe reshenie [Interval algebraic problems and their numerical
solution] (Novosibirsk: Diss. Dr. Phys.-Mat. Sciences, 2000).

[21] Shashihin V.N., "Zadacha robastnogo razmesheniya polusov v intervalnyh krupnomashtabnyh sistemah"[The task of
robust pole placement in large-scale interval systems], Automation and Remote Control 2 (2002): 34-43.

[22] Hlebalin N.А., Sintez intervalnyh regulyatorov v zadache modalnogo upravleniya [Synthesis of interval regulators in the
modal control problem] (Sarat.: Analytical methods for regulator synthesis: Interst. scientific Sat Saratov, 1988).

[23] Aschepkov L.T and. Dolgy D.V., "The universal solutions of interval systems of linear algebraical equations," Int. J. of
Software Eng. and Knowledge Eng. 3 (1993): 477-85.

[24] Shashihin V.N., "Sintez robastnogo upravleniya dlya intervalnyh krupnomashtabnyh sistem s posledeistviem"[Synthesis
of robust control for interval large-scale systems with aftereffect], Automation and Remote Control 12 (1997): 164-74.

[25] Li E.B. and Markus L., Osnovy teorii optimalnogo upravleniya [Fundamentals of optimal control theory] (М.: Nauka,
1972).

[26] Bialas S.A., "A necessary and sufficient conditions for stability of interval matrices," Int.J.Contr. 37 (1983): 717-22.

[27] Liu M., "Interval Analysis of Dynamic Response of Structures," International Conference of Electrical, Automation and
Mechanical Engineering (EAME 2015) (2015): 810-13.

Вестник КазНУ. Серия математика, механика, информатика, N.2(102), 2019



80 Jomartova Sh.A. et al.

[28] Chen S. H. and Zhang, X. M., "Dynamic response of closedloop system with uncertain parameters using interval finite
element method," Journal of Engineering Mechanics 132 (2006): 830-40.

[29] Qiu Z. P. and Wang X. J., "Parameter perturbation method for dynamic responses of structures with uncertain-but-
bounded parameters based on interval analysis," International Journal of Solids and Structures 42 (2005): 4958-70.

[30] Wang Z and Tian Q and Hu H, "Dynamics of spatial rigid–flexible multibody systems with uncertain interval parameters,"
Springer Sci 84 (2015): 527–48.

[31] Wu, J.L. and Zhang, Y.Q., "The dynamic analysis of multibody systems with uncertain parameters using interval method,"
Appl. Mech. Mater. (2012): 1555–61.

[32] Yunlong Li and Xiaojun Wang and Ren Huang and Zhiping Qiu, "Balanced-based model reduction of uncertain systems

with interval parameters," Journal of Vibration and Control 22 (2016): 2958.

ISSN 1563–0277, eISSN 2617–4871 Journal of Mathematics, Mechanics, Computer Science, N.2(102), 2019


