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Abstract:

In this paper, an MPC for tracking formulation is proposed for the control of anesthesia
dynamics. It seamlessly enables the optimization of the steady-states pair that is not unique
due to the MISO nature of the model. Anesthesia dynamics is a multi-time scale system with
two types of states characterized, respectively, by fast and slow dynamics. In anesthesia control,
the output equation depends only on the fast dynamics. Therefore, the slow states can be
treated as disturbances, and compensation terms can be introduced. Subsequently, the system
can be reformulated as a nominal one allowing the design of an MPC for tracking strategy.
The presented framework ensures recursive feasibility and asymptotic stability, through the
design of appropriate terminal ingredients in the MPC for tracking framework. The controller
performance is then assessed on a patient in a simulation environment.
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1. INTRODUCTION

During a surgery, the anesthesiologist is responsible for
the drug scheduling of the patient. Post-operative comor-
bidities or trauma can happen due to an excess or lack of
medication. The issue of avoiding such complications has
attracted the interest of the control community. Anesthe-
sia includes 3 major aspects: hypnosis which describes the
depth of consciousness, analgesia which represents the lack
of pain, and finally areflexia, the lack of movement. In this
paper we focus on the hypnosis effect.

A well assessed indicator of the hypnosis level is the
Bispectral Index (BIS). This indicator is computed from
the EEG signal, and ranges from a score of 100 which
represents a patient fully awake, to a score of 0 in absence
of cerebral activity. Different models have been proposed
to represent the drug effect on the BIS using propofol
alone, for example in Eleveld et al. (2018), or by coupling
it with an analgesic, for example in Bouillon et al. (2004).
It has been proved in West et al. (2018) that accounting
for both propofol and remifentanil to control the BIS
improved the overall controller performance in comparison
to a feedback relying solely on propofol. Usually, the
coupled control of propofol and remifentanil is handled
using a ratio as in Merigo et al. (2019). This approach may
not be optimal, considering that the solution to the output
equation is not unique. Moreover, this ratio may have been
computed for a given steady-state and therefore, may not
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be suitable for the transient phase, which is known to be
critical in anesthesia monitoring.

For the anesthesia problem, the choice of MPC techniques
is interesting due to two main reasons. Firstly, the MPC
is able by design to handle constraints on the input and
the state of the system. Secondly, since the anesthesia
monitoring problem may involve different objectives, their
formulation in terms of a cost function may be suitable for
that purpose.

In the literature, different MPC frameworks have been
proposed to control the depth of hypnosis, for example, a
robust control of anesthesia using only propofol has been
presented in Tonescu et al. (2008) using MPC. In Ionescu
et al. (2015), the authors proposed an MPC framework
with a linear multiple input single output model obtained
by means of a linearization of the output mapping. A
nonlinear MPC has been proposed in Aubouin—Pairault
et al. (2024) to regulate the BIS using propofol and
remifentanil. To mimic the anesthesiologist behavior, in
Milanesi et al. (2024), they developed an MPC controller
combined with an event-based PID strategy. For the same
purpose, in Raymond et al. (2025), they suggest an MPC
formulation with a range cost to reduce the sensitivity of
control profiles to measurement noise. Such methods are
welcome by anesthesiologists as clinical test using MPC
have been performed in Pawlowski et al. (2023).

The considered anesthesia dynamics is a MISO system
with two inputs. Due to this configuration, the steady-
state pair is not unique. A first issue is how to consider
the complete set of admissible steady-states corresponding
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to a given output set-point and how to optimally compute
the steady-states pair during surgical operations. In the
literature, to overcome this challenge many works rely
on a fixed ratio between the two inputs. In Aubouin—
Pairault et al. (2024), although the remifentanil dosage is
not regulated using a ratio, the equilibrium input com-
putation is based on a cost that contains a soft ratio
between propofol and remifentanil rates. As a consequence,
in both cases, a unique steady-state is considered in a set-
point tracking formulation, which does not represent the
clinical reality. Moreover, such configurations may limit
the flexibility in the anesthesia control process. For more
vulnerable patients, anesthesiologists might want to re-
duce the maximum allowable drug concentrations to avoid
complications, and this reduction may not be compatible
with the same desired ratio. Another important aspect of
anesthesia dynamics is that it is a multi-time scale system
were some states have a slower response time compared
to the others. In the case of anesthesia, the goal is to
accelerate the fast states dynamics since they are those
impacting the output.

This paper aims to propose a method to design a ratio-
free multiple input control of anesthesia dynamics, using
propofol and remifentanil. To do so, a new model formu-
lation for anesthesia is presented by considering the whole
set of admissible steady-states in the tracking formulation.
To achieve this goal, we propose a reformulation of the
nonlinear output equation which, for a given fixed output
set-point, results in an affine equation linking the steady-
states corresponding to propofol and remifentanil drug
rates.

Furthermore, due to the multi-time scale dynamics related
to anesthesia dynamics, the slow states (concentrations in
muscles and fat compartments) can be considered as a
disturbance on the fast states (concentrations in blood and
effect-site compartments), as previously mentioned in Zabi
et al. (2015). Therefore, in order to cope with this problem,
we design a control law that allows to compensate for the
disturbance effects on the fast dynamics. This compensa-
tion assumes the knowledge of the concentrations in the
slow compartments, which we consider to be measured as
a first step in this paper. Estimation techniques can be
applied in the future, similarly to what have been done in
Moussa et al. (2023), Aubouin-Pairault et al. (2024), to
provide a more realistic solution for this problem.

Leveraging the MPC for tracking framework, we propose
a new anesthesia control formulation that offers more flex-
ibility in the control design, by seamlessly integrating the
admissible steady-state set into the optimization problem
and considering the steady-state as an additional decision
variable. Furthermore, a supplementary cost expressing
the clinical preferences allowing to guide the decision on
the steady-state can be added to the objective function,
without affecting the theoretical guarantees.

This paper is organized as follows: first the model used
to describe anesthesia dynamics is presented in Section 2
with the pharmacokinetics and the pharmacodynamics. It
is followed by the new closed-loop control formulation in
Section 3. In this section the slow state effect compensation
and the MPC design are presented. To assess the perfor-
mance of the method proposed in this work, Section 4

presents the simulation setup with the numerical results.
Lastly Section 5 poses the conclusion and offers future
research directions.

2. DYNAMICAL MODEL

The physiological model used to describe anesthesia is sep-
arated into two parts, pharmacokinetics, which describes
the drugs concentration dynamics in the different compart-
ments of the body, and pharmacodynamics, which models
the relation between the drug concentrations and the effect
on the patient. Here we focus only on the hypnosis com-
ponent of anesthesia monitoring. Therefore, the considered
output is the BIS and the system inputs are the infusion
rates of propofol and remifentanil.

2.1 Pharmacokinetics

Each drug pharmacokinetics is decoupled and composed
of four compartments, that can be characterized as slow
(muscles, fat) and fast (blood, effect-site) compartments
because of the notable difference in time response. In the
case of anesthesia the considered effect-site is the brain.
The model parameters depend on the patient characteris-
tics (height, weight, age, sex). Such expressions have been
inferred from clinical data processed in different studies:
Eleveld et al. (2018), Eleveld et al. (2017), Minto et al.
(1997), Schnider et al. (1999). In this paper the parameters
expressions are those given by Eleveld et al. (2018) for
propofol and Eleveld et al. (2017) for remifentanil.

In Zabi et al. (2015), the authors discussed the difference
in time response between the fast and slow states, with
the muscles and fat being, respectively, 10 and 100 times
slower with respect to the blood and effect-site compart-
ments. In that regard they proposed to separate fast and
slow dynamics. Therefore, the dynamics can be written
according to the following equations:
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with kip = G2, k12 = §2, kis ko = §2, ka1 =
%, where V; are the volumes and C’lz (i = 1,2,3) the
clearance rates of each compartment. Their computation
is based on the patient’s characteristics and is different
for each anesthetic agent. The parameter k. related to the
effect-site concentration has a different expression for each
drug. The state z € R* stands for the drug concentration
in each compartment, with xy,x4 corresponding to the
blood and effect-site, and x5, x3 to the fat and muscles.
The input w is the drug infusion rate. The units corre-
sponding to propofol and remifentanil rates are, respec-
tively, [mg/s] and [ug/s]. In the following, we denote by
p,r the propofol and remifentanil pharmacokinetics state,
and by up,u, the propofol and remifentanil pharmacoki-

netics input. We can then combine both pharmacokinetics
to derive the following dynamics:
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where u(t) = (up(t),ur(t))T € R? is the control input

composed of propofol and remifentanil infusion rates and
xf,x° are the pharmacokinetics fast and slow states. Fi-
nally, A¢, Ag, As¢, Ags, B are the state and input matrices
for fast and slow states. The system is then discretized
using Euler forward discretization in order to be used in
the control feedback loop.

2.2 Pharmacodynamics

As stated in the introduction, the Bispectral Index (BIS)
is the output quantifying the hypnosis state of the patient.
The pharmacodynamics used in this paper will be the one
from Bouillon et al. (2004) as it considers the combined
effect of propofol and remifentanil on the BIS. Moreover,
they conclude that the interaction of propofol and remifen-
tanil on the BIS is additive. The BIS expression is a
non-linear function mapping the effect-site concentrations
through a Hill function:
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with C? ,C[ =~ being the half-effect concentration of

propofol and remifentanil, and ~ representing the slope
of the Hill surface. Ey, F,,q. stand for the initial value of
the BIS and drugs maximal effect. Finally, y(¢) represents
the BIS value. We can reorder this equation similarly to
Tonescu et al. (2008) to obtain the following expression:

1

Eo —y(t) ¥
- Ey+ y(t)) @

The commonly considered output set-point in anesthesia
is 50, as it is in the middle of the targeted safe range
[40, 60]. One can notice that when considering a fixed set-
point for the output y(t), (1) becomes an affine function
of U, and U,.. This can be geometrically illustrated by the
intersection of the Hill surface model and the horizontal
plane at y(t) = yref = 50. As a result we obtain the
following equation:
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with 23 and ] standing for the second and fourth entries
of the fast state corresponding to the effect-site concentra-
tion of propofol and remifentanil.

3. MPC FOR TRACKING
FOR ANESTHESIA DYNAMICS

In this section, we first discuss a control law that compen-
sates the slow states disturbances in Section 3.1. Based

on this control law, we are able to formulate an MPC
for tracking in Section 3.2 with theoretical guarantees
discussed in Section 3.3.

3.1 Control law definition with compensation

Firstly, we consider the following assumption:

Assumption 1. The fast and slow compartments drugs
concentrations are considered measured without any noise.

As mentioned in Zabi et al. (2015), slow states have a
bigger time response compared to fast states. Moreover,
in anesthesia monitoring, unlike in many other control ap-
plications, the objective is to accelerate the fast dynamics.
For this reason, the slow states can be treated as a distur-
bance acting on the fast state dynamics. Accordingly, we
can consider the input as a sum between a tracking term
and a disturbance rejection term:

Up = Vi + My
with v being the tracking input, and mj := Dz the
disturbance rejection term aiming to cancel the slow states

impact on the fast ones. By rewriting the state dynamics
with this input formula we can find the expression of D:
2 (k+1) = Apaf (k) + Buy, + (As + BD)z* (k)

To cancel the effect of z, it can be proved that, for the
particular problem structure and since BT B is invertible,
then, for D = —(BTB)"'BTA* it follows that (A, +
BD) = 0. Then, the resulting dynamics of the fast state
is:

ol (k+1) = ATzl + Buy (2)

Furthermore, consider the following assumption on the
slow state dynamics:

Assumption 2. The slow states concentrations are con-
sidered bounded.

As a consequence, the slow state concentrations compen-
sation term Dzj is also bounded as follows:

mEM::{m€R2:—m§m§0}

and it can be verified that, for the case under analysis, m
is much smaller than u,,qz-

Assumption 2 is reasonable in practice since the slow states
impact on fast states is usually very small, although their
cumulative impact over time is not negligible which is the
main motivation of compensating such effects in this work.

We can then define the admissible tracking input set as
follows:

V=UeM
with the operator © denoting the Pontryagin set differ-
ence.

8.2 MPC for tracking formulation

MPC for tracking was firstly introduced by Limon et al.
(2008) to address the varying output set-point tracking
problem within a comprehensive framework, ensuring sta-
bility and recursive feasibility while circumventing the
need to compute the associated ingredients online. More
recently, Krupa et al. (2024) presented an extensive review
on the use of such techniques in various MPC-related



frameworks. As mentioned in these works, in the case of
varying output set-point, there is a need to recompute for
each set-point the terminal ingredients, which can lead to
a loss of feasibility. The core idea of this framework is
to integrate the steady-states as decision variables in the
optimization problem. Using these decision variables, an
artificial reference is defined and optimized to approximate
the target reference as closely as possible by means of an
offset cost. Thanks to this formulation, the feasibility of
the framework is ensured; allowing to safely track time-
varying references. Such techniques have been considered
in different applications. In this paper, we suggest to use
the MPC for tracking framework to control the depth of
hypnosis in anesthesia dynamics.

The MPC for tracking for anesthesia dynamics is given by:
N-1

min > [l = af[1G + ok = vallf + ok — 17 +Va(va)
k=0

s.t.ad = z(t)
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(3)
with x{; , U, the steady-state pair, @ = 0 and R > 0 the
weighting matrices, P > 0 the terminal cost matrix, Z :
{(z,v) : x € R*, v € V} the state and input constraints set,
Z4 the set of admissible steady inputs, and X, the terminal
positive invariant set. Those sets are provided below. V()
represents a penalty on the steady-state input, to express
clinical preferences (ratios, cost, soft constraints). Note
that Vg(-) corresponds to the offset cost used in the original
formulation as will be explained subsequently.

For the steady inputs set Zs, let’s first rewrite x{ in terms
of v, based on the discrete equilibrium state equation:

zf = ATzl + Bu,

Since A is Schur stable then, (I,, — A7) is invertible, and
hence the equilibrium states can be expressed in terms of
the inputs:

zf = (1 - A")"'Bu, (4)
Note that the positivity of the system is ensured by
imposing v, > 0. The set Z; corresponds to the admissible
steady inputs v,, for which the corresponding output set-
point (BIS) is 50. The output equation at equilibrium can
be rewritten using v, instead of z:

1

b :
G(I - A")"'Bu, = (E O_Eyor_e:y f)” (5)
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The set Z, can therefore be defined as follows:

with G = {0

1
EO — Yref

v
Emaz - EO +yref>
Umin + M+ € < Vg < Umaz — €

Zs = G(I — Af)_lBUa = (

with € positive and arbitrarily close to 0. This € is added
in order to consider only strictly admissible steady-states

inputs to avoid a possible loss of controllability, see Krupa
et al. (2024) for more details. A representation of this set
can be seen in Fig. 1.
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Fig. 1. Admissible control input u and MPC control input
v sets with the green line representing the set of v,
satisfying (5).

8.8 Stability & Feasibility

Considering the MPC setup in Krupa et al. (2024), the
asymptotic stability is proved based on the following
assumption.

Assumption 3. The positive semi-definite matrix @ is
such that (Q'/2, Af) is observable. The horizon N is
greater than or equal to the controllability index of the
system. The matrices P positive definite and K are the
solution of the discrete algebraic Riccati equation. The set
X, is a positive invariant set for the state and steady inputs
of the system. The cost function Vy(+) is a convex, positive
definite, subdifferentiable function with V,4(0) = 0.

To find the matrices P and K, we consider the nominal
dynamics of the system described in (2). We can define the
input v, based on the error (z3 — zf).

v = K(af — x]) + v, (6)

Using this definition, we can rewrite the system in terms
of the error:

Azf,, = ATAz] + BAv,
with Aas£ = x£ —xf and Avy, = v — v,. Using (6) we can

find Avp, = K Am£ , and the error dynamics is, therefore,
the following:

Az],, = (AT + BK)Az]

Since (A, B) is stabilizable then, there exist P, K that sat-
isfies the discrete algebraic Riccati equation. The solution

P will be used as the final penalty on m{v

The last ingredient from Assumption 3 is the positive
invariant set. Based on the method proposed in Limon
et al. (2008), by substituting (6) in (2), we have:

af., = (Af + BK)z] — BKz{ + Bu,



Furthermore, from (4) we can rewrite the previous equa-
tion as:
af = ¢a} + BTy — ¥)v,
where ¢ = (Af + BK) and v = K(I — A")™'B.
By defining the extended state similarly to Limon et al.

f
(2008), wy = (i’f), we can rewrite the extended dynam-

a
ics:
B(I,, —
W1 = Aywy, = <O¢ ( T w) wy,
m,n m
Given the convex polyhedron W) defined as follows:

Wi = {wy, = (¢],va) : (21, K& + (Im — ¥)va) € Z,va € AV},
the maximal admissible invariant set for tracking is then:
0¥ = {w: A wy € Wy,Vi >0}

Because of the unitary eigenvalues of A,,, we can consider
the following approximation set with A arbitrarily close

to 1:
O&y)\ = {U) : Aﬁuwk S W)\,Vi > 0}
X, is then defined as OF ,.

Theorem 1. Consider system (2) controlled by (3) with
Assumption 3 satisfied, and z(0) to be in the feasibility
region. Then, the problem is recursively feasible, and
the system is asymptotically stable and converges to Z;.
Moreover, if v9 := argmin Vz(v,) is in the relative interior
of Z; then, the system converges to vg.

Proof. By carefully choosing the matrices C' and D
deriving from (6) in Krupa et al. (2024) such that y, =
Cxf + Dv, then, V(+) is equivalent to the offset cost used
in the original formulation of the MPC for tracking. In
addition, e corresponds to the o used in Definition 1 from
Krupa et al. (2024). Thus, the proof of asymptotic stability
follows the same step as in Limon et al. (2008).

Considering the positive invariance of X, and an optimal
solution for the initial problem then, the recursive feasi-
bility can also be proven by the same method as in Limon
et al. (2008). O

Practically speaking, for the case of anesthesia, there
always exist v € V, v, € 2 such that we reach the
desired BIS provided that Z, is not empty. Consequently,
there always exists an initial solution for the optimization
problem of the MPC.

4. NUMERICAL TESTS

In order to demonstrate the effectiveness of the controller,
the simulator Aubouin-Pairault et al. (2023) is used with a
female patient of 56 years old, with a height of 180 cm and
a weight of 92 kg. For the pharmacokinetics of propofol
and remifentanil, the models proposed in Eleveld et al.
(2018) and Eleveld et al. (2017) are chosen. For the
pharmacodynamics, the model of Bouillon et al. (2004) is
considered. The simulation duration is 10 minutes and the
controller have a sampling time of 5s. The horizon length
of the MPC N is chosen to be 24. The inputs constraints
considered are the same as in Merigo et al. (2020), the
propofol ranges from 0 to 6.67 [mg/s] and the remifentanil
from 0 to 16.67 [ug/s]. The complete state of the patient is
considered measured. The matrix ) and R are fine-tuned

in order to have a settling time smaller than 5 minutes
and to minimize the undershoot. Their value are given in
Table 1 with the computed K and P rounded at three
decimals. The bound m is obtained through numerical
tests and its value is (0.12,0.27)T. Concerning the clinical
cost Vy(+), it is given by:

Vg )2

2

Va(v,) = 10 (val —

to converge to a ratio of 2, as usually done.

1000

0100 O 10
Q= , R=

0010 01

0 0 010

[0.671 158 0 0
| 0 0 0677 1.267 |
1.914 4.423 0 0
4.423 218.025 0 0
0 0 1.853 3.758
0 0 3.758 58.574
Table 1. Controller parameters

K=

In Fig. 2 we can notice that indeed the output is steered
to the desired reference 50. Fig. 3 shows the different
input profiles, we can see the evolution of u which is the
drug rates injected to the patient, v corresponds to the
input computed by the MPC and v, the steady inputs
computed by the MPC. As we can see, after some time
(around 5 minutes) v converges to v,, while the applied
u has an offset due to the disturbance rejection term.
Furthermore, Fig. 4 shows that the fast states converge
to their respective steady-states.

100
— BIS
—— Reference
80
[}
m
60
40 T T T :
0 2 4 6 8 10

Time (min)
Fig. 2. BIS evolution.

5. CONCLUSION

This paper proposed a new MPC formulation for anesthe-
sia multiple input control, formulated as a linear MPC for
tracking problem. This formulation guarantees recursive
feasibility and asymptotic stability and offers more flex-
ibility by optimizing the steady state online. This opens
new perspectives to apply techniques from economic MPC
in order to guide the evolution of the equilibrium chosen
by the MPC by exploiting the additional cost term Vy(-).
To illustrate this, we can think of a scenario where one
drug is more expensive than the other but allows a faster
induction. Therefore, it can be useful to use it at first to
join the target by reaching the equilibrium set as fast as
possible. Once in the set, the MPC could navigate in it
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to reach an equilibrium point where the expensive drug is
spared.

Moreover, in this paper the states are considered mea-
sured, but as in Moussa et al. (2023) we can consider
estimation approaches for future works, and apply tech-
niques from robust or stochastic MPC that will still guar-
antee asymptotic stability and recursive feasibility. Further
works should focus on extending this control law to take
into account parametric uncertainties and noisy measure-
ment to go closer to practically relevant research.
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