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Abstract This paper is concerned with the controllers for time-delay systems which has an integrator. It is
known that high performance can be obtained for the systems response and load disturbance rejection by
adjusting the only three prarameters of the modified Smith predictor. In the case of the time-delay systems with
repeated poles, good performance cannot be obtained with the modified Smith predictor. But superior performance
can be obtained through the intentional delay parameters mismatch. The calculating method for the
approximation delay parameter values is proposed. Simulation results show the improved response characteristics -
with the proposed delay parameter values.

Kevwords time-delay, Smith predictor, integrator, repeated pole, parameter mismatchs.

1. A& 2. Azt A Qo] EAsE A" OiF Aol

dA9 B Az A Ado] FARY Hrz
A EAQde 37 AT “”J!?'?H‘—.ﬂl, o Azt A2 HA Al
2o ot Eol g A2 Aojr] MAE oHA W)

old d& FE37] 918 Smithe Aoi71E HAsE=d ol
A A Ade dEdg B YEE e TEE AR
a2y, o] FxeA AgsE £3H mde] muss dA
NawFt b dAasor doke #lofel w2 :[7), EI B
AE Ao e AR Ao & 5 Ux, AA
ol HE7I7F st Bfole Raeldel i FA 4

2.1 Smith predictor

<I1¥1>& Smith predictor®] Ao} FFizE
grojrt o] Aol e BEAHL o7
gz Aojstuzt stz s oS
o4 Bag Agsted o 21 2 xﬂoi -
slof, HA Aol e HFEe] SRR & nas— A

Ao Gge AARHEL <RI 7 EAL Fate)
of W# Aegs e e

r\l
m>'
=
o2
o
O A I

oAt W wASA ATLEL o8 wEE AA7) e HS =600 =Tre et eTra
Watanabe 52 Smith predictor9ts & £334 248 Al gs
= Aoluig AR ek, o) AloE WWe A7 Ao ) _ ()= G LAt Gl — Gu Tl @
2 %8 AW AEE Haelwel W suel As 2 B9 L+ o= Cu T+ G, T H
EeAL, £ Ajzvle] $HEEs ojx: Aske] rill. o714 R(s)¥ 7heslgelat, Dis)yE Hal2lddoln, Yis)y: Ala
2A, Astrome 1ELDH e $ud Lol o ¢ B FHeIth weEld G Alelstaat dhi Alzglola, G
e BelAAA zhzte] STEASL AMT F A5 @I ’\]11%’ 2 ?l"]ﬁlc FEAl mdojr) L3 T, A Ao A
2R Y Aage] olEg wavtiy st AAR 2 A E ToAA 84F  dehdd, T,y 29 Alzb Ad o))
oF @ AWML 67 BTH3], Lelan HE Aol 7 vrhd ok
Matausek& R3le) ol o1& B4 4ol A8 eda 417
s, m@ Azdel AR SHEEs Rl ANA YoWAE 2 Ae) e
ook whAMS F3 ©A AT 39 2 + A WIW 220 1 O oo Laf 1 1
Smith predictorg& Attt w3 o Aty Fxe Rdi A " Cortroller oo Syste
99 f@Ne] AXsA Polw WEHY VY Ag woG VSR ety
3 . e oo Gm ';:'—b'_\
¥Rt Alsgs meo] dxaA et WaE Smith
predictorof A, Al =gle] FEE S0l EAY Aol A A Model lq Model
el 1 S el NEH MY AEE 24 FUE Al +, Delay T
Ag Ba) Bolm, FHY FHOR Y A vjARs B )
ANE BAY F Ax A AD wRRFe ke FAHes
T8 5 AES A e, o] FAE HEY o A tg 1. Smith predictor®] %
Al 2=elol] gk S Aol NAFHE AlgaolMe E3) ol Fig.1 Smith predictor scheme.

65



25 Aladde] BA7} e

g WEY Frole

GuTw=G,T, 3)
A3} A2 7z e HG)E s FdEE
Gl
Gy(s)= T+ G0 T (4)
~ [1+G6,HQ1-T,)1G,T,
Gos)= 11G.H (5)

714 AN HDE AR E A A 98 54
GG AAYE £ USE & F Ut EF Smith predictor
B A AFo] EAde AaRg AT Aol gl Al2HA
d A7l HE AAT & AERE Hrh

2, o] Aty WHE HEZVE Uv Alzddd didME
Balo)ge] oid Y AE LAE @ AANA FEve o
ol 9ty A, Watanabe 52 <2¥1>¢ & q& 46

B ge g 2 Ase] A TAsE AzgolA $ae)
ol g HAAH 2AE AAT » UAEE A6l
7 =TTy ¢ @

ey, o HE Az Ade] wiESs Tpshk Tmol dAsHA @
& ZA%de AW AE east EAsA "o E=E JlE9H
HE FeEEsE woiAE Gyl lvHll

o] gHg dAHdr Al Astrome ZIEFYHA F-3helol

Bg $HS FEAA SUEEE APATE A2NE AAN
th 2 o] Aoyl A o]5g T el ¥

23 548 Jehlln e dAdEs 3lek 9y guE du
AA @& wEF HE BT FH HAAT ZHsREY @A
g7t 6704 € rH3)

2.2 Matauseko] Ajot# W EE Smith predictor

<a¥>E HE7)9 ﬁ At A do) EAstE Alage o
?'SH Bt el izt A A 32 AAY, @7*3H°F§} )

Ay 25 £ B‘Eﬂ?‘ Smith predictor?) T2 & RHF3
‘5]: o] AH TR T o] o] HE 7]“10;_ ]
e, & A2y mdo] Ho] YA FreTdE Aol Y
o] Bdol ZAEEIRE 3ty 5Ado] AUTH3I

g Kot A5, Kot e FZE #d71aA °] Smith
predictor®} tH& ot} Kop=0°|® Smith predictors} #& 3
2 zZteg. a8, Aozl He 9 dlalAlelr]ojth

D(s)
R(s), ¢ ¥(s)

—>(O» H (|G Tp

" Controller System Sgsltem
+
Gm » Tm —»Q
Model : Model Delay
Ko [4—

+
{ g
R

a9y 2. w8 g Smith predictore] +Z
Fig.2 Modified Smith predictor scheme.
W8 Smith predictor®] 71FYddel dgh ALgsE A0

3 g, Rae e W ALPFE @) 2
G ( )_, GﬂTPH(1+KonTm)
NS T Y G H = G T H+ Gy T H) + K, G, T(1+ G, )

(7

G, Tl + GH— G T H)

G =TT G =G Tl T G, T + K.C, T, (1T Co D

®)

@74 A@e £7el AP WA Alswe SAY
q Fs)E o3 2ol frh.

= (1+G.H(1+K,G,T,) (9)
9 AL A @9 BEo thydted B s olefot 7o)
7reksiAl g
G

=”1TG£,,E T
G, TA1+ G H= G Tl
(U + o) 1+ K,G,T))

w2k, A(10)2 Smith preditore] A& el gonz 44
Aol71E AAE = o} ol A2yl Axele] A Q4E
theat o] was,

Gy(s) (10)

K, f
o= e F D) (12)
T,=e¢ ™ (13)
B3 wdel Ad 848 chedt go| gHuUT
Gp="2 (14)
S
~ Oms

Aoi7] Hel wAAF ko ¥z wol

Pohslel Qe olSAF

Kot thgat Zo] AA T3]
k= K:,rm (16)

__ 1
K, = 5K . (17

A% AR @ WAMEE Ko 6m Az, T BAZ
7 ARsol @ wAME i wA 3deld Ak oln r,&
J2de) ggdel 2 AWF, Gob 412 Aol 1,9 9
2 )70 TH3),

99 B4

[s)
e
3
p
=

>

& A8t Al W3 E Smith predictory: Al
19] o W7t QxR 2 wol% grEEvket
oz ik 1En, FEE F3o] tZHO}h A 2=
gEAol &2y FeA €rh

849 A 4

Ko ru'.n

o}l E

H il
Eé)oi
Al A

g E

O

& oi

2

wE 2ol

o 2.8 2

}-)~ o[o

7 A A

s
24 % ®olsl Hch

[e]

o
oo re

;
i

3. T8 SHo EAs= Aadd A
Ao} 7]

31 A¥s B 53

HE7sh Az Ao EAsE ALWAH, () xo|
REHW Aol $REACl G AW, JI)e) 27
& BEAA G wolE Ble) Ad axe) hAAE G A
sqe] azs ANANA Fu e 49Y goz By

LB o] § A eI
HE7) e FEZo] EAeE

4k,

Al zelle] Al g a @e] 7}
K
Grm s
s(zps+1)
WEE Smith predictorall A+ 21(14)9} 22 mdle] 2.8 i}
Ralm AMadn mde) Az X 44hF A2 At F,

(18)



Tm:Tp?;] ':%

7bA8la dch 1em kA

G Tw*G,T, (19)
olth, 281, r 2 G,7f HU8)Y ALl o ew Zolwct
Tw=™Mn"T1, (20)

EF HUBAM K, @& 2¥der 7 £

I Zo] 7hg gt

AAIRH3], vhE

Kn=K,=1 1)
Aol7l He) vlel g4 ko o) 54% K= A16)3 24076 ¢

& gt
Ede A Ad ajbeEE AL BANANA 39
Z4dc] AHsER 2] 2ls 6,9 @ol & 6,8 te
o] 7HA gt

=

Op=a,t0,
A71A o, AlA"I Tdo)

aY debd 4a9e Hue

H(23)9 #xo
Likiasi Pl

aw, 4230 A4 o3 thgat @el 2AMs wTh

GuTyt o — L %
mim S (_ﬁ +1)ﬂ

o S
MAXNF7] A% 239
=gt ge zdel gydel @

ureta] Aol7] e éo

Ao rEA7)7]

& 208 24
1914

=
Ty

Ap=n-7,
kA, A4 2208 6,5 otde Ro| ZAIH oz 3
o
Om =au+ 0,
=n-1,+0,

AEH oz 2o Al Ad vvsE Al
%JZV\]?] A en HER)RLel BAAFE @y #EF
et wae] Aol e Jgs wAgos
WMENZD & ok webd dA Azge] Aeme
A NPozH Fr ANE Axse] guhE
@ + 9o

1A
# &t
A
Zo

2
i3

NooE B>
EURES A l
.1,._12’. m{o

32 AEH)H F3

g ge A xaug ATk

1

Gr= s(s+1)?
Matausekolj ¢} 3] A ¢tgl WA P Smith predictorss Edo] A~
d7 BAdAAE 71FQHA NE SH& s wan, Raily
of 9% HY AH eAE AAY F Ads Aoz aedAd ol
(3] atAIRE, 2J(29)9F o] A2=wlo} FHE Fzo} BT <
AY>HYP A2l FEEAel EXREL & £ UTh 97
A Ky=Km=1ol32, 2 @0)lA ¢ =10l & =
8 ,=5% 7tA g},
<AP4>T B =EolA Aorste A(28)2 o] &3tq AAbe A
T AA g AHET Avtelrt BdY A A uipAESE 6,

d2E

(29)

T p=20lTh e

67

of Alz=¥e] (DR} an(=2)TF # ) o T A ~®
SUBHE & F ABE <aAW>F %o o 5 ek ol
A, 4(29)9) *1 n—Z, o=l OIER 7 ,=20]11, @n=20]T} ubEbad,
fm =7 ot}

Time (second)

% 3 EYE FHE ZHo) 9)
E“.f@%‘] Smith predictor®] &%t

CKpyrKm=1, Tm=2, 6,7 0m=b, k,=1/2, K,=1/10.
Fig.3 Response of modified Smith predictor with double pole.

D KpEKn=l, 2l w2, 04 6 0=5, k=172, K=1/10.

& 4ol

=1,

100

0 50 150
Time (second)
1Y 4 FUEe FH e 98 A
M ¥ Smith predictore] <%+
CKEKeEl, rp=], w2, 0077, 6,75, ky=1/2, Ko=1/14.

Fig.4 Response of modified Smith predictor with double pole
CKpKeEl, =l =2, 0027, 6,75, k=172, Ko=1/14.

¥ e Ao

Az Ther e A
1
O= T
A71M ¥ n=3, ry=10]7) WEe] =301tk ojw A7)
AWMETE AR W6 ,=60,59 SUEFL <Y
vhaleh zeu AzE Al S E BAAAY we
I HE)ANM an=30]31, 6,80t} o] A&
§e <age>ol vehubelth

11

A ek gl

(30)
1 0y
1} EF

(27
oA WE A sy



OF-
o

Time (second)

Y 5 ZHEC 3719 FEE FHol UL
H& gl Smith predictor®} &%
D KpEKn=l, ra=3, =1, 0m=6 455, k,=1/3, K,=1/10.
Fig.4 Response of modified Smith predictor with triple pole
D KpEKm=l, =3, =1, 4= 68,75, ky=1/3, K,=1/10.

,09}

100

50
Time {second)

O¥ 6. FUE 3N FHE FH A& A9
W3 ¥ Smith predictor®) $%
D Kp=Km=1, Tm=3, 0,=5 8m=8, k,=1/3, K,=1/16.
Fig.4 Response of modified Smith predictor with triple pole

=1,

D Kp=Kn=l, 7,21, 0,73, 6,55, @m=8, k,=1/3, K.=1/16.
4. 248
B =RdAME AT Adol EAsts Aladd dig Ao
o AA FA4E 5ot WYY Smith predictory: 293 A
259 FEAo] AAEA Fg wWE =Y w3 SPEANS
Roli AR Byl Ajxwlo] Alzk 2 wiyiHst dxlEn
FEE FHol EAstE Al "ol s AL WHF Smith

predictor®] $¥EAH L & v A5 & vehy 2@

o] A Azt AR wiARTe) BAXNE T Aoy v
o BUYAE o= AR BAAY F AL Hol:, £ olueg
2o Al AA wihW v Dok A8 Fa) 2Ages
Ad 5 UAFE AAsdo. adm, deoldg Ta) =y
Asgdel Az Ad wiziwest BaxeA 5y esd o v

k<)

A&

68

& $HEAl trhy

& 2

{11 K. J. Astrom, C. C. Hang, and B. C. Lim, "A New Smith
Predictor for Controlling a Proces with an Integator and Long
Dead-Time", IEEE Trans. Automt. Contr., 39, no. 2, pp.
343-345, 1994,

(2] A.
Controlling Time-Delay Systems”,
Magazine, vol. 5, pp. 16-22, 1933.
[3] M. R. Matausek and A. D. Micic, “A Modified Smith
Predictor for Controlling a Process with an Integrator and
Long Dead-Time", IEEE Trans. Automat. Contr., vol. 41, no
8, pp. 1199-1203, 1996.

[4] Annraoi M. De Paor,
Controller for Unstable Processes with Time Delay”,
Control, vol. 41, no. 4, pp. 1025-1036, 1985.

[6] O. J. Smith, "A Controller to Overcome Dead Time.”, ISA
J., vol. 6, no. 2, pp. 28-33, Feb. 1959.

[6] Keiji Watanabe and Masami Ito, “A Process - Model
Control for Linear Systems with Delay”, IEEE Trans.
Automt. Contr., vol. ac-26, no. 6, pp. 1261-1269, Dec. 1981.

[71 J. E. Marshall,
Stevenage, United Kingdeom:Qeter Peregrinus Ltd.,

vol.
Terry Bahill, "A Simple Adaptive Smith-Predictor for

IEEE Control Systems

"A Modified Smith Predictor and
Int. J.

Control Systems,

1979

of Time-Delay



