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for linear control systems
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For multivariable systems, it is an interesting problem to decouple them, since it

seems an easy control.

A necessary and sufficient condition for decoupling by static

feedback was given by Falb and Wolovich. Systems which do not satisfy this con-
dition, but are invertible, can be decoupled by dynamic precompensators. Algorithms
for decoupling invertible systems and equivalency between extended decoupling pro-
blem and dynamical precompensation, are presented in this paper.
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