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Model Algorithmic Control of Grade Change Operations in Paper Mills
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Abstract

In this work the Model algorithmic control method is applied to control the grade
change operations in paper mills. The neural network model for the grade change
operations is identified first model is then extracted from the neural model. Results
of simulations for MAC control of grade change operations are compared with plant
operation data response. From the comparison, we can see that the proposed MAC
method exhibits faster response for the grade change of paper and achieves stable

steady-state.
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1. A4 &

AA R AFRAA oM EddFAHodyel a&Ho2 o|§H7 HIAME
AFaA 2do] Agslcdol gl gy AATHES FA Y AT Aol A3
iy FPoRA vy, 53, a8ln EFA-oR Ao Al=gd digk 3
24 277 g5 B AT AFRA FHo] 4719 input(thick stock, filler
flow, speed, steam pressure)® 37]¢] output(basis weight, ash content, moisture
content) TAHE Al&dolgt FEn A AWML F2 O37EAQ basis
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weight(g/m?), ash content(%), moisture content(%)& Ajo}std B il gr7lAE A
FAAT 71HE o83std FRZH A A= ZAE 9o FIR(Finite Impulse
Response) R A& o]&3le] AL A4aAL ol & vFoR Ao 7Y FAs
Atk ATAALE o] 8T dF7]|sol AR Q] Role ojft ATANE T o] o
Zuy 2o glojH B3E udy AN2de aFHHez vehe F7] fEelg? 9
PA QAR LGE o187 dSAofed digd d72 AFANAE LA General Predictive
ControlGPC), Dynamic Matrix Control(DMC), Z#32 Receding Horizon
Control(RHC) ZA#ste] alolshs <A77 AU 2 AFAE MAC(Model
Algorithmic Contro)®] ©]E22 Al#Fso wA=o] & odFAd 71YE AR
o] Y& ZHE RdI A FIRELS A&std duF FHa AAHJS, od
A" 7t E A 2dES s THANPo2A AFZAESS UWFAY)
= d99A4 HA 9 Aoqle) FaAT oFA T HAH9 JHgez &
do] 4 dlojgl 9} vt

21 Q34733 24

2 dFolrx= Backpropagation ¢ ES A& 03 HAYEESZ JAAYE +
stk tdF HAEEZ L 4Y3H FYF Aol Yy o) FuFe] EAste A
Ago AFTZZ vF JAPYEER} FAF FZ2E NI YA FAEH
unite] &Y EAE vAAG do2A UENIY FHE FPANA dF HAAEE

2.2 539

34 ¢neE o 2+ Levenberg-MarquardtE ©]-83t9 8&& AN} 2939 £
T 208 AL A4 w7 = e 249 M & ZAAE Jehie 20, 3072
F2tt. Homnike od 44 #4x F719 hidden layer®t &y 1A layer2 ©] %
o] feedforward neural networkel 23 2Atdold ¢ gloke L FPALY ¥4
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#4542 ALBOE #4548 Afdd wugye 2ddES . A1) bipolar
sigmoid@4=o] . v A& 1614 +17A ol T},

- 2
R+i= 1+e 4 * 1 (1)
AIAQE 28g AN 48 E Yo g5t Fig. 1& ogA F4% ¢

FA74% 2A2RE 349 output simulationolth YFANALE Edt YL mdL
AZH L& 9 operation dataE F &3] 14 3Fr}.

3. Impulse Model

Impulse 2EE ol &3t Yol 7% 2 FRe TA UF AL "aw &%
@3 Aol est A A 59 BAY wAFY 2SS B9 wEY

F dgE Holth A(2)= MIMOEA ¢ impulse modelo]t}.
MIMO : yk(t)zzzhk.j.iui(t_z) (k=1,-,my) (2)
AFAAGo T g3 mde A FAola A4 2 T impulseE 71 S
g dojRle FTA ouput MEE inputF o ALEEch 9ol 4= impulse input
& 718 F systemo] FAAFE A o] 271 Az Ato g o]§3 4 ARX 2d
€ g9 23)F 2 impulse R ARX 2L A)hF 2L A7l 298939
252 8 4 3tk
100 bi1,ib12ib13ib14i
=1010|, B;=|by,:b32:b33:b54;
001 byribsgibysibsa (4)
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Ut=D=[u gou{t—9) % 51 t=1) % poed(t=10) 2 oum(t—91 T 5

2(3)el #8 B 27 Folek & impulse parameter® et} o] & o] £3}d
29 gaing AT HaAs FA 2F PdS o)83q 2 gain FIY

4. MAC %'

4.1 ¢} A4 MAC €23 F
¥ Impulse mode2 A(2)9F £o] Jebdth 2(2)9 | time &2 A3 2.

yk(t+lt)22bk,,U(t+l—z)+ 7 t+ LEk=1,m) (G=1,,nw (6)

i=li=1

yt+ lt)EZbk,,U(t+l-—z)+Z Z bk,,U(t+l—z)+ 7w (t+ =1, ny)

j=li1= }'—l

ul 2} 9] noiser @A 9 noised} ZrThir 71A A

T+ LORED 50— 3530, U= (=L m) -
1=li=

A(ML AN} MACE FH&stA &2 AZdoltt. waA  y(H(EHE output) o

2 200 UKol outpuye 2T FHR SR & modele noisert e @
A% model o2t 7HA s BAEHT

U Ut—N+1) HWe+1
U.=| wD| gy _|&-N+2)| y(t+j
Kt+M—1) Ut—1) W+ ®

a7]4 U, =future input, U_=past input, y=predictive output& JE}dA T}
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n(t+1) [ (8 ult+1)
= n(t+2)_ n(}‘)’ w=] Kt+2)
e+ M L8 Wi+ 1) ©)
E0 -0 hoyhioh,

Buhyr b, 00k e hysy =% T8
y=H\U,+H,U_+n=H,U.+f (10)
42 A F Ao By

A3t outputB E= o5 F Zo] A
wi(ttd=a- w (t+1-1)+1A—a)« {t+)) (11)

HolA ypE At setpointol™ o= trajectoryZt setpointoll 23 &
g Jeh 3= A2 -S4 E trajectorys setpointo] wa] tioE Al €k Aok 2
Aol g ZS HAH ASA gmnElFe] ALdde AH input €dFHL 143
2o oz Faj

U,=HTH,+AD) "H(w—H 12)
e=w—-y=w—H_ U_—n—H,U, =w—f-H,U, (13)
U, =HYH . Q+A) " HY (w— (19

A1AA e Ul R WA Qo] Qo) Agarh A EarelA vl Aol
FHE 20, AETHE 152 93, AAAFAQE [02 035 024 04] ZLAFAR)
= [4 3212 &3k ok 0972 MYk

5. A

He

aZ
AXLel BRS YAFRoR dtd mASYT AFEAA FF 67105, 6753, 77

—107, 9982, 66—82, 68—82, 6753 60—82, 66—84, 67—57(g/m%) W ad] st )
olH & A4t XA ol AAl FANAA AAHE AFuA} ot} BA Z
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o} £AHHE HA ¥slr] YA sampling timeS 0.1 22 3o 107} datas
dJejz dAa% Aol Fig. 2& inputd] vlmE2A MACY 98 2AF @37t £ o)
el Ao} zpolrt dud AA FAHA MACH AF inputd A4S 4 o Y& A
2 4 28 Aoz g 4 gtk o] inputg o) &3 output EAMEAE Fig. 39
YERHATH output 2HZE AA ARG wE (F 2A WEE BYF:, 53 A
o F8 AAA Fol FEZF W3 glo} HAl FA data B} ez AF ¢
o] setpoint] FAEE A & F YAUth AF2AE 4 dojg 9 vuHg o w
2ZA ANFEHE s 4 & Ufh

2 dT7oMe AATAHY AFaA dolHE ATABEE o]-£39 impulse model
parameterg& T3t MACAHE 3ttt AFNEEE B3 BAAAE &4 Holg 9}
A YA} olq8A gH5H AFNF Y 2dE e impulse parameterE 7313
<dl impulse model> 33te] Rdoji} LSHYE Tt A48 ¥ dA & do]
El9} B3RS wo= A APt MACAOdAE F4+8 3 2L o435}
Rk o] 242 MIMOEA7] wWid thids FAo %= F MAC algorithm$ A4
sdoem A 7o) Yle HAHE WYS o83 AF JHBES FIAD MACE
AA onlined o2 FA AE&3tA A%r] W] e 84E AL #F & AW
MAC output®} 4 24 delgi wg AFuA ®IE B0 AFTuA T FY
dee] =28te A7) B& AolE BT BA AE W] wHst a4
A dPH oz FAFH ol2e AL ¢ F UAT
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Figure 1. Neural Network training output(Basis Weight(g/m?))
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Figure 2. MAC input trend at 67g/m>—105g/m®
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Figure 3. MAC output trend at 67g/m’*—105g/m®
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