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Recursive Bilinear Subspace Modeling and Model-free Adaptive

Control of Wastewater Treatment

ZHANG Shuai' ZHOU Ping'

Abstract Conventional model-based approaches are unable to control the nitrate nitrogen concentration and dis-
solved oxygen concentration of biochemistry reaction effectively, which are the two most critical variables that de-
termine the quality of effluent in wastewater treatment process. In this paper, a recursive bilinear subspace identific-
ation (RBLSI) modeling and model-free adaptive control method for wastewater treatment based on data-driven
modeling and control technology was proposed. Firstly, according to the nonlinear time-varying dynamic character-
istics of wastewater treatment process, a recursive bilinear model with parameter adaptability for biochemical reac-
tion process of wastewater treatment was established by using the least square recursive bilinear subspace identifica-
tion method. Secondly, the model-free adaptive control (MFAC) method based on the multi-parameter sensitivity
analysis (MPSA) and genetic algorithm—particle swarm optimization (GA-PSO) algorithm was used to directly con-
trol the nitrate concentration and dissolved oxygen concentration in a data-driven mode based on the established
data-driven model. Finally, data experiments and comparative analysis show the effectiveness and superiority of the
proposed method.
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Wastewater treatment process

H & Ri#% ] (Model-free adaptive control, MFAC)
BT/ EENE . MFAC T 1994 4l 84
B E AR R, AL T AN W R AN e 3 0
e — B RE X RS R g Eh R S
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PRI FNIRA RERA M) S5, H A48 250 i 5
THE TR, T SRR AR IR AR B 78 1) R

ZREPTIAR ) R SCE RS K A 38 I FE S DAL 4
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8] 2 H0E
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[ _ [ —o5884 05117
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530 (14) fiA i RBLST AU LL, 5K (15) #
AR RLST A 450 B> T Loy, X —FB47,
R 2R 25 R 2 Far N fan 25040 1 2 1 Kronecker FRX
By H FROU PRI 2 M RER N | R O R RS 7R 4
DAL I 00 R AR S T RBLST A Ak 1 B — 5
R LR 57 12

PR A R 20 (14) IR (15), FETFi5 K%L
I AT 45 2 P A RDE IR LI M 2R, a2 R,
FH PR b G025 S () T 138 22, 38 A% 0T i 2 A
THEEAR, A5 2 P b B2 T 5% 22 P M 2 2% 5 kR 4
(Probability density function, PDF) JEAR M4k, 4n
3 FR. B3 M N e o0 A, A R B AU &
TR, % A v BRI A Rk, w1
FISCHk [7]) 19 RLST Sy AIA S RBLST 532 %
Z ) PDF &ikx, 207403k (16), (17) M= (18),
(19) Fr7x.

defl (633) = 1771 X e_(%)z_k 1 942 x e_( eac;%.lols;n )2
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ex . 2
fpdﬁ(&r) = — 37010 x e_( ‘0*"81083448) n
37050 x ¢~ (“ihoR ™)’ )

ex+0.001583

foars(ex) = 32.13xe’(%&?m)z-k?,szxe*(wy_q_

ex+0.001848 ez+0.006439)2

5.361 x ¢ (“500)” 111,06 x e~ (“Fts
(18)

x—0.00147

foars(ex) = 78.04 x e*(ﬁo.ow)z+

e:ﬂ+0.003127)2

35.35x e~ (STt ) 415,46 x ¢~ (“Fawtn
(19)
N, ex ARFAH AL B I TRIR 72, foar(ex) RARXS
IZ R ZE IR
TS0 B B R A AR A AR R AR (8 2)
WM R Z PDF JBAR (K 3) Rk ¥ 77 i % 2%
(Root mean square error, RMSE) (5 1) AJ A1, /£
X Sno.2 F Do s BIFMISEFEH, A RBLST 5%
HA SN T 50 SHE A Tl At TR BE 47 1) i
MR 72 PDF il 4 LA A B BE /N I i B 7 iR 22
ER] T B % B8 0K 5 HL 4 IR Sk, A1 Do s 17384k 1
F2. LA, Bc&ik ¥ RBLSI #4UEy CFDL-MFAC
25 1] 2% 2 UR R Sy A AR B S S5 R B 2 0 B
L

—— 9:BRf -~ RLSI —— RBLSI
110 el :

—

? 1051
= 1.00
0; 0.95 F

0 50 100 150

0 50 100 150

B2 RRFE Snvo,2 Fl Do, s MBI TR R
Fig.2  Model prediction effects of Snxo,» and Do, s with
different algorithms

—RLSI ----RBLSI

40 . . . 120
351 i 1
/ 100 |
30 i
= = 80f
a 25t o
[a 2 Al
# 20 60t
g B
s =
i M 40t
10}
20
5 L
i D

0 i L
-0.04-0.02 0 0.02 0.04
Dy, 5 T iR 2%

3107005 0 0.05 0.10
Syo,» TITRZ

Bl 3 AR Sno,2 M Do, s TR Z PDF 2k
Fig.3  Error PDF shapes of Sxo,> and Do, s
prediction with different algorithms

£ 1 AFEEER RMSE

Table 1  Comparison of RMSE based on
different algorithms
HE RMSE (Swo,2) RMSE (Do, 5)
RBLSI 0.0165 0.0046
RLSI 0.0211 0.0085

2 Swo.: M Do s B CFDL-MFAC %l

AT EdA T T CFDL-MFAC 5§ 8% f)#% it
Jiik, Bt T Sno,2 M Do, s i) CFDL-MFAC 2]
an. HR, RS SR SO ACE, T 1.2
7  RBLSI LAY, P40/ 28 7 % F MPSA i
X CFDL-MFAC #5145 240l Monte Carlo 525,
TR IE LI 25 Rk B RSB RE. &5, fid
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T KM GA-PSO Jrikxt 2 48 RS B e i
SE , I B8 B S B0 Sno,2 A Do, s W EEHEAT
PREZFE I RE, B RGN E A 4 fos.
B4, © RefbESR, @ RRBAE S,
® R~ CFDL-MFAC il 8 28085 5, H
A B O e R L AERE @ (k) IWIME ©(0), @ Kol
HERT LLAERE @ (k) BEHTE 5.

CFDL-MFAC #=#281% it

B I5 K AL ] Sno, 2 Fl Do, s 2l 12 1 B IR

M N TR N
y(k+1) = f(y(k), .-, y(k—ny),
w(k), -+, w(k—ny)) (20)

KA, yr € R AREHAEHIH Svo.2 1 Do s, uy, € R™
REFEHN Qa 1 K s, ny~ ny 73 HEIR R G
HAE BTG, () AR — AR FIAR LM ) B R L
2.1.1  BEEAEEL&ML (CFDL)

H1SCHk [20, 25] AT %N, Sno,2 1 Do s ] CFDL-
MFAC 2 il 35 i 3 75 223 2 a0 T MRk

B 1202 &G0 (20) P RIAELMEREL () Xt
BN w(k) FAAEZES W T 4L

BRi% 2% R4t (20) W2 X Lipschitz 261,
EFEAE RN Z k, 2 || Au(k)|| = |lu(k)— w(k — 1) #
0, WAy(k+ 1)l = lly(k +1) —y(k)|| < bl|Au(k)],
b MRTEIEH

R AE B AT A3 A ko R AR 2 s ) R G
TH AR 2 HH A A 22 () R 29 30 X 5 Ry 7Kk A 2R
KRGk, HTEW LR EFEER, ARIEEA
(I N AR A s SR 5| LA PRV Bl P )% AR A R,
fE B AN % Sno.2 F Do, s W% H AL B 5 Q, FI

2.1

K, s FEHAR R 2 8], —EFEA T RECR.
WG K AL 2 g 2 ok 1 FEGER 2, Btk T A5 4
Tl .

SI138 10 2L Xt Sno,2 F Do, s AEL VI R SR
(20), &R MRE 1 MR # 2, BAEFEERZ kK,
|Aw(k)| # 0, WAFELE— DD HE v LA BE (Pseudo
Jacobian matrix, PJM) ®.(k), 7 R4 (20) 1L
— A R R L CFDL A

Ay(k + 1) = (k) Au(k) (21)
K, @.(k) € RX™ JE— WA, G F S HHFE.
2.1.2  {=HIRES SAERTEERER (PIM) HUfE T

P RS H 2 H AR R 235 Sno,2 M Do, s [
TR BRI R AH, RUETS /KA B R G IRAIE AT
e v KK 5T AN, 2% 58 31 4 SR AH AR AN I 21145
il 3 B R I RGN R LB A, B AT HL
K S AE, BRI, BL Sno,2 1 Do, s BREZ R ZEH) —3E
BCL I 45 0 38 2 AL — Yo E N g4 S 1 H
R BRI

J(u(k)) =y (k + 1) = y(B)|* +A | Au(k)|*  (22)

b,y R RGN Svo,2 M Do s BT HFRA, A
HNBLERFT, A > 0.

B EMBAL (21) /RN BARREL (22), FEXTHIA
u(k) RS, 2HWFENE, 155 Svo.2 M Do s
(IR — 25 ) w4 1 4%
p®L (k) (yr(k +1) — y(k))

A+ (| (k)|
X, p REANEBRRFEBHEI NS KT,
0<p<LI.

A%l 2% (23) AT%0, CFDL-MFAC &%k 1) 52

—1)+ (23)

B 1
_____________________ BEH
I/ " \\‘:
[ REsk | o, 1 \ ‘
E T |« ’f‘%{ | sy BN |
s e b
N B
P9 5 MR A 53
AN
A R o
ﬁ%%AM“<D/4-@mm ey
A5
u(k—l)E[l
T\« o By(k) e
' oy s |
K4 #HRFEHER

Fig.4

The control flow chart
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RS T Dy v ELHE RS @ (K), T @, (k) 22— AR
AR ) S B0 RE, TR 2RI Sno. 2 A1 Do, s $51l
F G0 1 S N B o @ (k) JEAT SERHE . R
W @ (k) Al v H AR R L

J(Dc(k)) = Ay (k) — @ (k) Au(k — 1)|* +

@.(k) — b 1) (24)

I

D, (k) TR @o(k) HIMET, Po(k—1) TR Ok — 1)
ittt p RRBERT, 1> 0.
AR (24), KT @.(k) KILAE, 152
o, (k) Mflitt=h
b (k)= D (k—1)+
n(Ay(k) =& (k—1)Au(k—1))Au" (k—1)
p+ [|Au(k — 1))

(25)

A, 0<np <2 RoRNBRRFIZHEI ALK
S
B T Sno,2 Fl Do, s 18L& — A HL 2BY {1 i) A8 5
Gt, ZHECEEER, N T AEOVHE S AR BRI THR (25)
BEW5 T 47 L BR B Sno.o M1 Do, s T4 2 45 1 15 28 2
#, S AN RIEEE L)
Bis(h) = dua(1), % [dualh)| < bo | dui(h)| > b
5 sign(¢is (k) #sign(i(1)), 177
i (k) = ij (1), # |i;(k)
5% sign(ei; (k) #sign(i; (1)), i#j
(26)
A, diyk), i=1,- L j=1,---, m KR (k)
ITCE, iy (1) N by (k) HIME, sign(-) FoRiT S BRL,
W a, by, by W a>1, by >b(2a+1)(m—1)
Z I, K (23), (25) AN (26) AL Sno,2 A
Do, s EHI RSl CFDL-MFAC #1779, HiaE
P FAIE B 5 5k [20, 25) FREEASHA A, AR R AR
. % CFDL-MFAC &l 25 R AR (84 ¢, W%
SREVFAR R IS 5] 52 2% P59 O (). T 0 3 T 4o 2 A 4% A
TR TR 0100 55, 45 SR A =l 2 1 £ BRI AK ) R
6] g ¢y, T B 35k Sy P, D G 42 o) BT I 52 2% 5 Ry
O(P x t1). LAk, T4 i o =l 26 M 240 SR A Ak 1)
— R SQP iR AR, B AT AR R
(R ARIT RR , T A SC AR 4 ) 2 SR AR AN 75 7 B 1
B3z SRR RT ) PR b R 4% ) SR 1) 2o B2/ TR 4R
P L BRI A 1] A SRR (] ¢, IXESH 3.2 95256
&5 JFT A 0045 1) B 2 SR B [R) bt 49 3 T I AIE.
KA SC CFDL-MFAC 5342 il 3R 45 (1 B 1) & 2%

> by

JEE AR B T Ao 2 X 2% (R AR I 475 )

2.2 CFDL-MFAC %85 R & MK & HFFIR
N TFEMLEE

5 2.1.2 A S, Sno,2 M Do, s ] RG]
CFDL-MFAC ###| Hk G 688 PIM YIMEAE N
111 MRS EL 1 HIREE MFAC 53RN T
SEPRTG KA IS FE RSB, SEIERZ T LR T
M, X LR35 2 SO/ SRR IAME. Ak, 5l
A CFDL-MFAC il 48 Z 500 R ek o A 59 f0
SRR AEE L, W E L CFDL-MFAC 5kt
Tk, o, SR SCHR [30] ATFEIR ) MPSA &%,
43HT CFDL-MFAC #5252 300 R 8%, #RIE S
M) R E 265> B A2 (Degree of separ-
ation, DS) i t 45 il 28 PE BE BN UK I S5, DA
AL EIAL I B4 S8 )5, RA GA-PSO HiZ%
MHEUR SR 2 |, 15 38 R BaEHl 8 S 50
Tefift; A 3% 7 H S S BB EeR, 1T
PR tERe.

2.2.1 CFDL-MFAC {ZHIgE 28 REE i

NiktH CFDL-MFAC %45 ) R 8%, LA
% 2.1 % CFDL-MFAC & Fimdls 1.2 45
Sno,2 M Do s IBHERLEYE R G0, LA 2 15 ) 85 S 5L
v R (1) N 2R N3850 53 AT I L S B E DK ) CF -
DL-MFAC #& il 4%, K42 i KA T 1) Sno.2 M
Do, s [ RIF BRI R 221 J5 FIE NI K R BB A, 7E
Z AR PR B A L i Monte Carlo SE5.

PR R BT 50N
T
fiti(para) = (g(k) =y, (k) (G (k) —yr (k) (27)
k=1

X, para = (A, p, n, p, bi, ba, @, ¢ii(0), ¢4;(0)) &
R S8, g(k) RonEETH S (23) 17F
R Sno,2 M Do s B HEXUZEME R G y.-(k)
TR E, T RnERNK. £S5 para b
FHEHI ARSI L R TE RN

A>0, p>0, 0<n<2, 0<p<1, [¢5(0)] <y,

by > b1 (2ac+1)(m — 1), ba < |¢3(0)] < o
(28)

WA (27) THEAF R N A0 5% o SUE 10 5k
AE RN, R X L ) 2 B8 7y T 252 S JUER AR
WX SR, BEENSHENNSHET D
AT OL, 55N SHAE A S B o A5 DU ],
WZZHANRBSH, k2, BB HERRBH). R
(LSUNEXUNS

%30 (29) THERESHUN B of;
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i FEE 5 (Genetic algorithm, GA)F Y g A\ H.
cfi= 2. N (9 SR R AR, R R ] 58 SO Ak i

1=1,1<j

Horp ) v RRE i NS HUEE X R S HE S 1
P ATEL.

NS RIPIR MR, $4 T UHEHE
ST EFERE DS:

(afi - Tfi)Q

M=

DS=1-=L
Z; (rfi— aﬁ)2

Ko, afi, rfs 4 BURFR T2 AR 0] 2% 2 504k
XN S H ) B SR, of Bon AT %S HEM
NS E BRI SE. WA SEGN S, DS #
KFRIZSHGEAR R, DS #UN, %S H0 R
5, A% H CFDL-MFAC 541 82t R 350
2.2.2 CFDL-MFAC ZHIzE RS HH GA-PSO
itk

PAZ (31) i B R B, o bl 3% 1) R B3 50
HE1T GA-PSO fifh# &

T

fit(para) = Y (g(k) — yr (k)" (G(k) — y. (k) +
k=1

Ki<229@0+g@nﬂ+mlpn>+

Kw&é—pd%w+1ﬂm—1ﬂ+

(30)

m

K3 Z (9(|¢ii(0)] — pe)+

9(pep7 — |#ii(0)])+
!

> glps —165(0)))
J=1, j#i

A, p(i=1,---, 7) DX N para FIHET 7 A
EHSSE, g() N BEREL, W2 9(pi)l,~0 =0,
9Pl <o =15 K1, Ko fl Ky NEEH4 S H 2R
&I R A, AR AL —SHUOR I 2 LR %
IF, 75 3d B FE BR BUE B3 i — AN R B A A, AE
%S HON B AL A AS e 2k N S A 2 1R), 5K
(27) A= (28) ZH A1 R R s il 25 S HUM 20K
Pk 1) AL R T Ay RAR AR 0] B, AR A e 7 5
TR, 5 EEHR 12, MR Al 77 AR IS R BUE 7
Mrati 2R, K& B R R (31) AR BSHR &N

T4 ) [ AE, F2 B R R 2 TR 11 101
BARH R Re R SRR R BN IS AR SRR AT
R T B ARk (31) B4 KR A, BB T8 — ki1
AL (Particle swarm optimization, PSO) 5yZF

(31)

RE RO ARG FE, B PR SR AH 45 A, SR A IR sl
FE R AR AR B I GA-PSO RS T tb 5k,
o R ) 28 S BUMAL AL B 2 . GA-PSO Hk %k
i GA XFIE B R B AT B AR AL, 7RI B
K s tE B R 5, 3 R AR EEE R
JG 4 PSO SIEMPIEF#E:; 285, UL PSO 5kt
S0, BRI LK IR&M, SR BN
Pt 28 S M E. BRI K T GA Jetafhas 7
(R B A0 PSO kb HA 12 T RE I RS A, v]
A RGR T E ARG I SOR . Bk GA AN
PSO HiE R EAREFE AT 7359 225 STk [33-34] FI3C
Bk [31-32], GA-PSO JR& AL LI BAK szl 25
BT,

B3% 1. GA-PSO IR &4 Bk

HB 1. YTk GA-PSO HiES 4L

BB 2. X R 8% S B0 il AT SR gm Y.

HI 3. MR (31) B YL afk, XYtk
HEATAS X AR S

HB 4. PR BRI e AR LR R, 4
KIEF], IR EGIR 2; FakF, WK 15 30 ) e AR b A
YER PSO HIMIGE AR 7 R

BB S, R FREE N A, FEE I

B 6. TR B A

B 7. HWr R Ik B L, B ARIAF], R
(D08 5; R B, W RIS 2 B A da il 28 =40

3 RS

B3 1.2 5 B4 5E B Sno, 2 M Do, s HIHHE
LR M 25 [ AR S 00 X L RAE SR 1.2 T i
SEH Sno, o T Do s 38 HE AU ZE P - 2 () B 7Y 11 L il
b, 58 Sno,2 M Do, s il #2#) CFDL-MFAC
32 1] 5% 2 BUHUBME 29 AT S 36 AU S B e Ak 8 s s
5, SR SH A E JE 1 CFDL-MFAC $ffl
B RE A M SR IR B AT AR SCR UK & 2 H i
XPS 8930 #E47525;, H CPU A: i7-8700 (6 %), W
1#: 16 GB, fF: NVIDIA GTX1070 (#5378 GB),
BAE RGN winl0 64 A7 5K BEH SCRR, S50 R 4K
-5 MATLAB 2016b.

CFDL-MFAC 1TH| 28R EE it
FESLIG

BT V5K E Y, %I 2.2.1 TR M
SHRRBUE T TTT1%, 8 Sno, 2 M1 Do, s ] CFDL-MFAC
FE 1) 28 2 BUR BUE 43 HT 525, Monte Carlo SZ56

3.1



7 3 FROMAE: 75 7K A B e o 3t PR XU P 7 2 ) A R T A TR o 4% 1 1755
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0.5 o5 205 =05y /7
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ZHE (1) ZHE (2) ZHE (3) ZHUE (4)
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B S B B <
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ZHUE (5) ZHfE (6) ZHa (7) ZHUHE (8)
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Bl 5 40 328 Ry A ith 26
Fig.5 Cumulative frequency distribution curve of
controller parameters

N B 5000, 15 2 1250 R TH IR 23 A7 15 B
5 i, Horp st B S A T 2 S HE N
() BRI A L, R AT B2 S 5
() B A RSO0, B 5 AT, 28340 (8) ~
(11) fEFAAS U N I B TR 0 A7 i 2 22 ) 3¢
K, Hp 8 SEAEHA S EE N 17510 i &%
RBONERE, BT H0 H Wrz il 88 2450 (8) ~ (11)
Eb A R .

A2 (30) tHEE 5 R &S5 R i ih 26 11
S TEFE DS, K THE S5 R % S5 RS
W, HRARREHSEEE. REUE S IT4s RNk 2
fi7~, BERFEE 4 51 Ak H 6 R DS (/NI S50
YEN CFDL-MFAC $z i 88 1 R S5, B 611(0),
$12(0), ¢21(0), Pa2(0), [FINFHFAS R AR 2 Hh 4 L I
SEAH, W 2 55 5 4. LA (31) NIE L ek 3, 43
A 2.2.2 F5H) GA-PSO R A AL 52:. SRk [33]
H) GA FISCHR [31) A5 1 A R 28 14 3 98 PSO
FExt RS A 2 525, GA-PSO Hikm
SRR BN 3 FiR, Kb NIES: 180 IEAR
T R A R 22 A E T 0.002, BOE F1) 5 KA EL
300, NI EIEAR. GA FI 1A 5 26 1 3 6k PSO
FE W R B N 300, HAh S HUE 5% 3
HOGE 2 H50AH [

K 6 45 TIRA GA-PSO ki e GA itk
AR PSO kit A2 ke Soth 5. il 6 o7 %n, fir
#& CFDL-MFAC #z %8 R Z 501 GA-PSO itk
2k T 281 OB, ARG RN FEAE A fitoy =
2.100. 1M GA PAb 2 i KIEARIKEL 300 B, i@
NLEEAEA fitoy = 2.181, HE LA RIS, PSO it

% 2 CFDL-MFAC #ZH#|3sSHREE 4 R

Table 2  Sensitivity analysis results of CFDL-MFAC
controller parameters
e BH X DS  ARESHETME
1 A N R T 0.9981 0.5
2 M PIMALE H T 0.9985 0.6
3 n PIMA KA ¥ 0.9996 0.5
4 P HNBRHF 0.9378 1.0
5 a PIMEEREZH 0998 1.5
6 by PIMEEREZH  0.9991 0.55
7 b2 PIMEEREZH 09995 0.8
8 $11(0) PIMANMA 0.5551 -
9 $12(0) PIMAIE —0.6339 -
10 ¢21(0) PIMYIME 0.7289 -
11 $22(0) PIMAIME 0.5779 -
# 3 GA-PSO HiLksH
Table 3 GA-PSO algorithm parameters
R GA 2% JEH PSO 241
TR AS M = 40 TR M = 40
EEhebudi vl 60 RIERINEL 240
FE K T A AR 0.7 Jnid Z 5 c1 =4, co =2
A 0.25 Eg;g Winax = 0.9
rosprg oL S w-o

1k T 55 300 OER, B RN EEAE N fitoy =
2.114. AT W, £ CFDL-MFAC | 8% R 5
AL SRR T, GA-PSO Bk TR eI Sl i ik
AR B #EL T 5 GA BVEF PSO &
W%, B, 4 CFDL-MFAC HIfUsds ) 2s 501
BAAER GA-PSO FIEMALAE R ¢11(0)=0.0835,
$12(0)=—0.3469, p21(0)=—0.6992, p22(0)=—0.0467.

3.2 CFDL-MFAC #Z#I88 4 8/ thsois

K 1z 48 S B € J5 1 CFDL-MFAC
P ZE TG K AL B R Sno, 2 M1 Do, s B ¥ E (B R
ERAR ) SO, SEIGRAE R BE 0.25 h, SZEG 2 i i
K4 62.5 h. s H, LABKAR B RS 517N Sko. o
Al Do, s BIERER B ARy, (k), CATE{E A 0.02 BIBEHL
M 75 5 Bl AR 5 K A PR FEAEAE (e S . ALY, N
H 523k CFDL-MFAC il 88 &1 % A [F) 2R A 48 5
(R, T8 R G H o 23 3 e A v 0.1+ JE 3
930 h BIJ7 RS AR A 0.15+ FAHHA 60 h 11
52485, it CFDL-MFAC 5 2% ik 1 40 #r
S, SEUGET, TP A IE 5L B 75 ) 46 B 21 B
TN T R4 Sno,2 M Do, s I HAE. BREEH A5 y,- (k)
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— GA-PSO = 1.6 T T - T T T
2.40 -- GA T
PSO
2.35
o
Py 2.30
>
@ 2.25 %
S
2.20 R P -~ . R i
______ 0 10 20 3‘0 40 50 60
2.15 NI /h
L\\\ (a) Sxo.» N Dy 5 BEEAEIRERACR
21 n a) Tracking effect of set value of Sy, , and Dy, ;
% 50 100 150 200 250 300 ®) ¢ o o
EAIH <10t ~~RBL-MPC — CFDL-MFAC
Bl 6 CFDL-MFAC #%#% R S S 12 § Hi
Fig.6 The optimization convergence process of < 9
S

sensitive parameter based on CFDL-MFAC controller

W AR E N

12, 0<k<225

1.33, 22.5 <k <42.75
yrl(k) =

1.15, 42.75 <k <52.5

y. (k) = 1, 525<k <625

2, 0<k<275
yra(k) = { 2.06, 27.5 <k <42.75

2, 4275 <k <625

itk — B R A S it CEDL-MFAC SE%,
Sxo,2 Do s BI¥EHIVERE, 76 AH [F] W 75 FI 430 K,
53R (7] A AT s RS i T ] (Recursive
bilinear subspace identification based model pre-
dictive control, RBL-MPC) HiE#AT LI, PIFpET
TRAE DT WA A IESZ RSN T TP 42 i 45 S0t b
il 7 AE 8 B, FEd I R FR R L EE 4 P,
BT s ie i th S A B HUE A E R —BER, A
75 T i LA 20 A B0 i B S, B s AR
b A e b RO (2 S I EUA.

K7 HIR T AE BEAL R P AT S R T
PRMERZ0T Sno, 2 FIl Do, s BOEEHIERERCR. HHE 7(a)
AN, ASSCHRE I S0 CFDL-MFAC 5% BARTE
T3 WP Bl 1 D) 4 b AR i B b 0 B AR A A R U
B, HREAEFE B AN B SE bR AT #RAESE Y, N
iR A AN (W 7(b) BoR), FRPRE
ST W HAR, 5ERY Sno,a Fl Do s HIFR E BRI,
AT AN T AR BN 5 U EEE, T RBL-MPC 5
RN TCIRAE T SN T A HERER Sno, 2 AT Do, s
BOE HR, W61 77 B I RE 12, Ak, P
FOEAETT BN T 1 B R R 2 A L & 7(d)
AR, BB 1€ 1 1 Bk AR I 20 AP B4 = MR B

300
=200
<100 f
0 . . . . .
0 10 20 30 40 50 60
T /h
(b) Q. A1 K, 5 FxHil i\ 2k
(b) Control variables curve of @, and K, ;
--BEEEN —HEEEE
~ 0.2 T T T T T :
S| . == mmmmaieoiooos ]
0.2 : - : - - —
0 10 20 30 40 50 60
0 T T T T T "
. [ |
s - ]
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_ 0 :
e R — S — ]
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a 0.1 e
< oft . . e ]
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IS 18] /h
(c) DA T Ll R PR AR AL i 2
(¢c) Pseudo Jacobian curve
= ~RBL-MPC —CFDL-MFAC
o0 T T T T T T

00 10 20 30 40 50 60
IS 1E] /h
(d) J7BARED T IR ER R E L E I
(d) The absolute value of the tracking error with
square wave disturbance

K7 Jriaishiiiiit s

Fig.7 Immunity test with square wave disturbance
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(c) Pseudo Jacobian curve
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020 ! ko

'sihe
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I /h
(d) IEBZIB) T PRER 7 2 LR 2%
(d) The absolute value of the tracking error with
sine disturbance

K8 IEszish it sk

Fig.8 Immunity test with sine disturbance

== RBL-MPC — CFDL-MFAC VAR - P i

F 4 AFEEEEESEREX T
Table 4 Comparison of control performance
based on different algorithms

AT RBL-MPC  CFDL-MFAC
P P B R AR ] (s) 0.0987 0.00003528
L Sxo, 2 0.0865 0.0297
1A RMSE Do, 5 0.0158 0.0107
Sno, 2 0.0859 0.0249

IESZ ) RMSE Do. s 0.0099 0.0089

Pl sb 2 A, RBL-MPC J5 i () IR Bf 15 2 46 55 15
KF AL CFDL-MFAC 5%, it nl it — £
AL CFDL-MFAC SH5AE Sno, 2 M Do, s BRER T2 ]
P KA 25 R

B 8 IESZRBIE S T MPu itk sz o 25 1T
HI. TEXS Sno. 2 Al Do, s FFEHIEFEH, St CFDL-
MFAC HikR6 R S5 IE 543l g2, sl
XF Sno.2 1 Do s [RGB EREE, FL4% 1l N 355 A2 2 B
ATHAEJE ) (B 8(b) Frow), 1 RBL-MPC &%
FEIESZIREN T, BARBESEIIN Do, 5 B E M e 52 FR
BE, {HXF Sno. o MR BRI FE — BAFERERIRER R 2,
ToVESLIRT Sno,2 M Do, s F AN ERER. P AP RLEAE
TESZAR BN R A 2 2 5o {H il 26 0 1 8(d) FTows,
AL CFDL-MFAC Sy AEAN 31 2 5 1 T e 4k
BRARM s, HANZIFRELSESETE, 0
RBL-MPC J5 ¥ i BR B 3% 25 W — BEAFAE B R B3,
HLBRA 08 e (B R D13 0 b FLER IR 22 4 el
BIRKTF AL CFDL-MFAC 5035k () R 15 75 48 % 1.
HH AT I, A CFDL-MFAC SLE7E 15 /KA Sho. 2
Al Do, s & 1 BREZZUR Z AT RBL-MPC 5Hik.

H F3& Sno,2 Al Do, s 558 (H R ERFIPTIL L%
i S EG X LE A M el N, 5 RBL-MPC J5i2:AH L,
ASCHE B CFDL-MFAC B AMY 35 1) 1t g
TINREH (W3R 4 38 3ATANEE 4 47), i &R ffk
J5£ B iR (RBL-MPC 5 242 il 2 3R Ag st 7] 50
49102 s, T CFDL-MFAC 8345 1] & 5K fil i 1]
BEHN10s, WK 45 217T), HEA BRI
BN PRI RE 70, PR L B AR 45 ) 1 B FE A
Al 4 BT

4  LERIB

B X5 /K AR B HE Sno,2 FH Do, s M DAL EE A5
R B UK 4 o 1 1) R, AR SCHR Y P
CFDL-MFAC y5 7K Ab i F 45 i 77 i, BIFEAL 45
CFDL-MFAC Sykp3Eat I, 513t 36 25 S 50R 8l
FE5r BT Al GA-PSO R4k B e HLl, K MPSA J5
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S 48 %

B riEdl a8 RO, JHEH GA-PSO R&
DAL U ] & S B AL e, Dhelidh A%
4t CFDL-MFAC 535 8 2 50 580K, 1t
P B i I R R, R TR AT R S
HT 1) Monte Carlo 3256 F1 R BiZ %) GA-PSO 1t
B e SE8G SR —Fh RBLSIT 245 57%, 237 Sno, 2
Fl Do, s WHBHE M7 25 AR, SR 2
SIS R i) 28 1 R 2 AT SIS BRI RS A 1R B 2 T
GARAY BT 7K A B E 1 42 o) 48 14 R 23 A S e
FEH ) ARSI T B A RULR M 7 A 1) B O B AR AR
Uit CFDL-MFAC HEAM AT DU BR ER Swo, 2
F1 Do, s I H bsAE, 10 H B8 RAm s S s 15
M, B R A4 fI P RE AN R 4P S ARt
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