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Robust Adaptive Pole Assignment Control using Pseudo Plant
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Abstract-In the presence of unmodeled dynamics, the robustness of adaptive pole assignment control
using new pseudo-plant is presented. The pseudo-plant proposed by Donati et al. ” is modified
as the gain of low pass filter can be set from zero to one. This modified pseudo-plant results in the
reduction of modeling error. It is shown that not only this approach is insensitive to input frequency
but also it improves the conic condition developed by Ortega et al.'® which is required to assure
stability of adaptive control system despite the model-plant mismatch. A simple method to com-
pensate the tracking error due to the use of pseudo-plant is considered,

1. M

Thu

0
—

712 Al AgA o A& HHA]712) o
3 AR FAEA ] A AT AL we
AA el 955 Rohrs"7t 1Moz 5=

SAo] 9] 7}al Al (robustness) ol B3 A+

O
RS

AR S e sAEe] AT W 2 B
of % A4HAD dor] v ARANE Y

*IE & B : %3 Unv. of Oxford, Self-Tuning Con-
trol Lab, 7. T

*F & B AKX KB BERTEN AR

TE & B: AKX TK BRLEH #2 T8

BEATE:
1 REIE :

19889 1 A 20H
19884 4 A 30H

Abgl-g&3e] 22 Almsian vk A gAY
2ol et FAE F2 YA g +F
(unmodeled dynamics), &t = F-Fol FEaAlde

Ao AE ua g Ao} 54 Ade] FF o
Fa, ol9e] A o e FHAEAH F2 Y
et /A A AAZEe FA, wH a0 A
2o A Al Fog Fok2 HIHZ Ut
ohE 92 Ao AEAeiet 2o e g A
A A Mgl B dFE AT 5~6d%
o Fodt A7 Fobo shiolnt = YEHAA
Foll =gk A1 of AHZAle FALL S YR
Hatsjx] e FFFol oA sefele o & F (dr-
ift) @47t ololl g A= o3, wE Hgol o
g ot x ghe, nFg} o) ATl g st

319



b’
N

17 34 Algjol] 98 b3, dA]28 9 gt
| & kA= 5oz el o]
£ As] A wbez st 9y A
Jol AF7e £ AT oY, sf2bule A
ghulAlY  o-modification” 5-o] AltE g FH-2A
o]} 7}alAl Aol AE | BV L mE Ao
ExAoletn defzl Foll™ HIYASE FF33
Ak 71Ee W5 g WY sle] MEolEE A
4 sl Ae Axgo] go] Rusglich P wg) A
B o] o ofd A AMNE Aloir] HA ) ALE
g o e wuEgick A7) dF AREE, o
Fio] zhepu|e 34 GneFd g A
o224 AA Aadlol oA E wabse W o
oh s Be ASold A ez s EA <)
2] 9] 2] 240 7] =A (persistent exitation) '™ ofl A & A
A ql N3 2 dominantly rich271'" o] & g s - o
o mah A 4el7] £7o] RY setulesl 2
% olo] 23t kAo sl HAY AL A9
PHEAR Aoz WoiHe x4eir] 2o o
g 7|E Ffmand e ola)d FAE AAR
ot £ =52 FHES £3E AR A Aol
olye} 2JAl ZMWE (pseudo-plant) & %7 (pseudo-
output) & AHojgro 24 FujA HZA A7 o 7}
lA-¢ MAslaA Bk AMRElE 9AL 22 D-
onati'® 5o A egt A2 Koust' ol sy AA
¥ A7 (SPR compensator)-J M e g AgEle
A Ao za Adsigln Ag el st gt
ojtt. Tl ME AgAel A=, Al =v
v A2 Fujal wiAl el Feisjo] Adejslam ok
o g mgofl Ao AR e 7EY 4*]‘5—3"5}
ol 4 A A3 B o5 12 2
A7 A i 0FE 1AbolollA siHes & 4
ol 2, Ortega'® 2] HS-Fullx uiilel]l HELZor
A 2 3Ez e $Eol hd AelAdE 2A A
AT 4 &% vEch =8 Az A=Yy
e ol ol Fuls AR Wstolx A4 Age] |
ol 7‘:}-1‘& _E_/N o 7],71] 2. _\;l_o]_x__ 71—({1/&4 7}]){]__,] H‘}:H

s

oo Hu ol A
o X R
D 2

ol

]5}93\‘4 2 Aol A /]A}g_dg} ﬂl—tﬁoﬂ q]
3, TPEAYo)| Fulgd © U7
< 2 34elA HETh 4 4ol A Ortega' 9
dHxE Z7 Bheted 2otetn 5 AolA Atmy
3} 71%0] Ortega®) A= BAZAASA 22 Y
< Btk 6N AR WE

v

Trans. KIEE, Vol. 37, No. 5. MAY. 1988
2. AL RE3 gy

AAe SYE ALESE P(-)2 FARL &
WEE AREYHEG A2 Pal-) 2 Hepdeh o
W Pa(-)2 Hagd 2= el 7143t Uub
Moz wol AHgsE F3b7] due nyseAy
® 5 e 4 1A R

P(-)=Pa(-)(1+a(-)) (1)

dd ez P(-)e *79 v A
€ illAe deld A E9ez Ik
ol A(-)E EHE 2ol T FHUAL o
Ehle Az gAadeln Y B4E Zed
27 ()€ oldde A%t Ad 294
o| ¥ q" € vehia A4y A vl 294

o]E] s = L]-E}"‘“D" Qli P,Pm.A-g— 7\1'%}:6-] —E-A]
712 f&ﬂ}.
ol [P "l J— |,
[(Pa " -
Pa

38t A2 i FRE P,
Fig 1. new pseudo-plantP,
213 e 94 =YL 18R Foe ol
o] 12 AMAE3 e ot} 7|E9 A Loum-
AME a=12 7442 23H Fejolch ANz

ARy P, 2 BASH A (2) 9 2
Pa=GFuP+(1_'QFo)Pn
=Pn+aFPair (2 0<a=1) {2)
Azte]l 24 Ppo® EFWE PE ZY3Un) &
F3EA g $EES A Q)4 A2, A »
% Pa \4’*]’5’—“‘Paa 233 & o 233 sz
Bt TETE 4 (W3 Ao
is=p_Pm=PmA (3)

Pa=Po—Pn=aFPa’r (

Ao AN e 283t 2 o] v EWE E4
ofgle Aol Relgte Adxoz Bzl P
9 |Pall® 2715 viosd Pat Yubdoz 2
AFa4 oldl, nv FNFTS o|4e) 4L 7
2 Foe Paoll 7148 BXS ZEF HARS 4
(4)oll A |FoPaall < |IPpall ©)2 a€(0,1) ol22

Lt



Fo7b Hote] A%z AAR A= [Pal<IPI
7} S5m0l s Al |Pal & F4A12
4 oleh. EAlE 7hAe] ZAEE Aojske Aol &
2} lxlat, yaot vy HAEA H sldHes Ao
7b gl A A3 Aol Hd S8
Aoz 7L NAAR & lesPetsillch o
FAE 5 A R Zhoh

olAL BEHO| A A

HT 71% oA wo] o452 3l Rohrs (1]
o A& AHEET B ok Zaee] A54
e xzie]l mygoz Alyd HFL o) 8] Fg} 49} 3}
7 3AE & %% 01%0}04 «]/‘}i?ﬂ < A
sk Aol FHEE Ayl o]y =
sherol] o g "J%}iﬂ 21—3—

o Pls) =T (s;138305+229)

y_oﬂr/}

Pa(s) & ;;93 Hel2 Aush g aateiel A
apd o g —&rof 7ikE Feloh H71E sk
v

Paw) =P (jw) o @5Ael 4 A (519 2ol W
& 4 9ok

o= B vl
4] (59 F3} E¥E 313 3o

1. Axtude] Fuped AL (24)
Table 1. parameters to frequencies in reduced
order model (24}

w a b
0 0.88 1.77
1 0.77 1.78
2 0.41 1.80
2.71 0.00 1.82
3 —0.20 1.83
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10 —18.66 2.88
16,91 — o0 o0
20 86. 32 —3.25
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Table 2. parameters to frequencies in pseudo -plant

a=1 a=0.9 e=0.7 a=0.5
v a b a b a b a b
0 0.88 0.89 0.89 1.79 0.92 0.94 0.94 1.88
0.88 1.75 0.89 1.78 0.92 1.82 0.93 1.87
0.91 1.75 0.92 1.77 0.94 1.82 0.96 1.87
2.71 0.96 1.75 0.97 1.78 0.97 1.83 0.98 1.88
0.98 1.76 0.9 1.78 0.9 1.83 0.99 1.88
1.08 1.77 1.07 1.79 1.05 1.84 1.04 1.89
1.19 1.79 1.17 1.81 1.13 1.85 1.09 1.89
10 1.71 1.88 1.64 1.89 1.49 1.91 1.34 1.94
16.91 2.06 1.95 1.95 1.96 1.73 1.97 1.52 1.98
20 2.11 1.97 2.00 1.97 1.77 1.98 1.55 1.98
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