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FE& Adshed o9 AHREHE S AAse ohfl Wi REEE wtEolfie WHor 543
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poral)o] #AEE FHHEY FFeta U4sy] 5 38 2ot Utk o AlxEle} A4,
A% 3|27 3 TR Ay 58 ml S A9 A2Els dMste A4

(3) =32 #AE A (Multilayer  Perceptron) A oxprh dAste sjAo] BrlsetA He
oJAL AT} FFFAHE A FJEEHE 497t ok =d Ay BEE AAY sfAe] 7}
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2 oy Azt sz 8 fed 9 FAY £ W97t BolEd HER HAY ZdE S M
s daglFoltt o 322 F3 X (desired HH olejdt TAEZNE A%FE A A Eoh
output)ﬁ} aﬂ’“}i](predicted output) o# ¢ A JHBE FoA My AAHd -3 w)AY

g 58 ABAAEE 2-3.

(4) ek UﬂEE](Bidirectional Associa-

o] 3l2%& U= (Hopfield) 3|
Zgolty. oA HIAHA

S u gEFEe 7L 9

=)

tive Memory) :
2o SEE
(heteroassociative)

=

Al(Boltzmann Machine) : o] 3]
L (cost function)?] AA A<l (Global)
wE %‘71 A3l ABE Fol IR Ha ol
A olgElnE 1etd zolrt.

(6) Counterpropagation ; 241302 3]
2}7]1 %2 (self organizing) 7]& 3 (lookup table)
9l @89 7|Fs E47](probability density func-
tion analyzer) 2] ¢&-& &= 3 zo|rh

(7) U= (Hopfield) 327 : o]AL
2 (autoassociative) ¥ =ui 3] 2rto|},

(8) o) & &l (MAdaLiNe) : 3 # 4] & (mean-
squared) 9] & FHadlshe T 7hsd HY
A%7)9) B0 o]lFof g2 olt.

g

(9) 4] 71U E & (Neocognitron) : o} A
(multilayer hierarchical) 4Z2& W <14 3=
|},

I M AAY 7E

A2 FHe #EE A28 dolHg ol§d
o Aade] #8He REE At BAS ThE
o e Ay AlxE] o]2Eo] EEo] fi A
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S He s,
3 el of 2 darelEe] @ vHA] FH o &8
WHBEY &, y=wit 4E A7 (cross-talk) o]
EAE= FEYEC] JidEdc. Williamsd}
Zipser,'" 12]a1 Williams#} Pengt'!e 4% %
4 o Adalzl Be)& Global Feedback 33w %Oﬂ
w3 gaeEe et AZREE
8 44 728 STES THoR
2ZH At o719 Global Feedback
A s2g 2"o] ¢yoz I
Narendra$} Prathasarathy!"*& E}"‘
o o HolElsl §29g Yegal A=
A AAHIY) 2AEtHel g A8
28 AT, 294 o) F9)
o FFE AA wolA7E EA A
ol 2= 27k B Tl 9
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FnYEE %ﬂ%o}ﬁﬁ} 0
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Nk 77t

i NEHETS
A)# 2 HAdy  AF3EAFF (Nonlinear
AutoRegressive with eXogenous Input(NA-
RX))#o &3l 33 A) A8 (deterministic sys-

tem)ol| A8Hot.

o g% HlHR T

Y+ 1) =fyk), -y k=), u(k),ulk—q)] (1)

4 Al 243

91 o] &l w‘rﬂ} EH

ok

279 94" yk), - yk—p)ulk), utk—q)
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7b BA4d}. ojgdt 2 Bhat,'® Chen,'™
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(Figure 2) Schematic Diagram of the Recurrent
Multilayer Perceptron.
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o} W (buffer) &g 3k AHA Zo E7} et gHrolr|E shtt. Aw HANZI S 3
T g gany Yol vy 29 ¥ 8952 A4z oA FFHA Eeth 9
ARz 2kl £3o] Aot AR 2 AZHE sl o]59] 9L FgAYETTRIEAY WY
JHEL A AloJATEC]TL o] ATES B FEA S sl AdE7] wiolr.
g8 staxt ke 54 AlaRle Zgate ATl HellA Aket gAY AA3 2R T4 g5
gt AS7A B 5988 AAFg =TS dn2jE2 Zipserdt Williams!'™o] 23 Azt
AEEE 1 9 R%UF FAALY Y dHAEe) W (forward-propagation approach)f 7|%&}1
SedolE 8 Ee AW 28 s o g7z #dad 724 43 54 sgedad
Al 8 2o dAFo R FYTHY BN 2dF Zg ol g3yt B4 g gaelFy A
slch. 28 AT o] AN A= Ao 42 Parlos et.al" & F13}7] v,
o o oA 4o @I 33E o 2 EE€E
Yoz g AZHA getth
gAYSTFRIGLY A Zd AXT A V. MAES|Z2UE 0|28 A|2HETE
AHE A BAALe v AR AR
3 A '
1. EHesist 37| 2Ye{9 A|lABWY
N(1) AR RS o] g3 S T FU|RY
zn,n(/e)=j§i wan.analk—1) 32 AN AAs RS o]estd nuy &g
N(i-1) o Al2Els #EE AL o 2o
+ jgl wﬂ—lvi'\fl.ﬂxﬂ*l.ﬂ(k)+bﬂ'11 (2)
xrl,n(k):Fm(Zn,n(k)) (3) Pd(t):'z_l_d(War(t)_Wd(t))y (4)
A7 za(k)E DA 204 i 2R ) BO=- 00 = WD), (%)
%f‘— SR R0 A, xrl,i](k)% AA 3 = _@@9} P,(t)=L(Wsh(.)~P,(t)), ®)
Zolv, bpy A T 1A Aol et upol b 1
oAAE ulstt}. wy ynT A Zo WA A Wat)=[K.(Pt)—P(t)) , (7
Aol A 1'Ha) Fo s Ao ddd A2 W (t)=Aa()P(1), (8)
Zoltt. Fry(-)& A 33 #d Agghaol MW (t) =KWalt)+(1—k)PLt), 9
o o] e A9, SEUE, AIFHAE Fof 3}
Wl g 4 Atk B w24 edFd g A7144 B, PADsH PO A2 ER
= AIPYE AHELS ALY T, vid 28 (drum), ZZE3(Throttle) j7}+d (Reheat) &
2o ML AY AEE2 A1egT o AEATE Quigtth. AojydEe W.(t)olH,
St Al A1FE AHY A(2)F A(3)e FFAT g Ay uEt dEsHe 7t & AY
zazad s olan 28 Aol AW A= UL Ao WH HA A.(t)olvh HAH=F
o] A7t Aol ¢gee Uk ¢t} 2gymE (Boiler Drum), &4 7] (Superheater), z]7}< 7]
of AAB 2ol HA% e g gzl oy (Rehealen)d] ARFE A2 ¢, rash 1.2 3A
Dz Ae] ARAE EAT 27, B 37 Aok Wot) ek Wa(t) = 244 2de=d, 14
9 eUZx AsdA HEO =X EAMS zh=t} 719 371 EEs dnsta, MW= A4 2
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g3t E8 o] 725 oY 74 A
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H+ 72 (Open Loop) 9 7S Ax 2 77t
Rt A SHHE AlA”lolt}. ez o] A,
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202 TEIEE Mdaiylon, 49579 AE
2 Hof gith. 1-8-6-1 3|4 ABs| 2 A2
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AbolE B3t S Al ZAT

AellA mde) 3 AA =g mdo] F7] B
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(Figure 3) Steam Boiler Power Plant Step Distur-
bance Response(Intermediate Power),
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—— Empirical (RMLP} Model
- - Analytical Model
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T T ] T T T
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Time (Sec)
(Figure 4) Steam Boiler Power Plant Ramp Dis-

turbance Response.
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(Figure 5) Steam Boiler Power Plant Ramp-up

Ramp-down Disturbance Response.
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2, 4dEs) o4 AZS AYE 75E 434
52 Tasger, old $Re (79 5)d Ut



M4 A2giEe 41432988

113
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ol
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k=1 i=1

Error= BTN D (10)
\/ =1 i= 1 %
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(Figure 6) Response for High Noise Environment
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1.2
& 1.0{ — neliytical Wodel
3 - - RMLP Model
Z oe
; 0.6
3 o4
Z o2
o.0
10 20 30 <0 0

Time Steps

1.2

—— Anasiytical Model
- - - RMLP Response

1.0
0.8
0.6

0.4

Output Magnitude

0.2

0.0

20 3o

Tirne Steps
12
‘3 10 — ::‘:Pyu;.l Model
- e2pOnsE
Z o8 ®
b
= 06
3
3 os
£
8 o2
0.0
10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 %0 100
Time Steps

{Figure 7) Response for High Noise Environment
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AR Az JEANZTE w0 (k) =0.3+0.2sin
(7k/8), u:(k)=0.20]t}. 7] T4 e
1

A AIZE A" FHA e 7
B, wHg JFAeE 014
WA 7R Zrare] Htghol } 7Ha)€
2Ho2 o]FFolA Qdth v FHL (1™ 6)9f
e} 213 RMSQ3l= Abel, Ha, 9)gho] &3
3 28lo] A9 77t 7.67x10°% 5.66x10°
0.16¢]ch X3k 3,9 §92 (" 7)o Yehdt
om, RMSQAE ARl M, offte] Axlo]
Ao 247+ 6.74x 1072 3.42x 1077, 0.22¢]t}.

va B
ARB o] 7129 0|23} FRA #Hf 2
Hugrow], vy Alz=gel et T4 Ml
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HAGNE S 22 ARl 54 HE RE
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o epistE qrgeled olg- Ry s ¢ F
AT Al2E RS S ek BEe] AFA v
Ehdt RMS mdld exbe= o] ABE Eels|Fr]
S s zrdol B SRk Ml A amo o gt
Hofw aHog £Y F Y A
Fagd
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