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o= nlolz g EzAAMe] F&3 W, HAY Aoy ¢
AR Bol B 7A] g1lo] 8% AF¥E F1 Ut

g HAY Aojo|2EL AU WMy FAHARL S
o] g3tAlut, AAHogw AU HAY FHELS VIR
B¢ T, MEE BEE AZte] A uetd A=
S gA ot olF YU AFFAY rxPYEE &
getala| ®atn i, AP S v B AT b
& oo} &7 wRolct. £F Y sl AHEE W
Eol 3l A SFAAE A7) FE AT ol U
t}[ Anderson et al. 19917

oI7te] AAAAE =t
719 Ags g 5
S BY 198 AMesER ofFoA ¢
AARe 27 e E 27 (pattern classifier) 9} $t
7] (function approximator) & AlEH&d ©]£9
&8 3= E9 @ﬁﬁ}fﬂ(connecuon weight )
satA)71AA AAHD EF o] 52 FoiX A
F@sked 7|EH o A < ?J%‘”j AENhg Hg
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bl NZAE el Aojo] AM-E AFES A
Hog 75’?46}&11:}. T3 uixeto 2 3atF A 24%%
2 208ln, 83 AFAALE ALl B¢

of st} EAHA SH& =ofsicth

2.1 9 A}

Hagel Azl el 72 U A77H Lue) AP
o stt}. o] A+EE AETHQ] AFA T ZATA
ﬁﬂa ov.qJJr N&d AuAe 5& %’4'6”}04 AN2E HAFH 2

& pdstA =it 1940 o] AFAZET Foke] A
?7\}?,1 McCulloche} Pitts(1943) = Rmeirdo] 243 7t
Be ANRAES QAAE A9 ol $AHA A
Az 7)%5o] st ATetgth. Hebb(1949)9 e the
ATAEL AAAA] AL it ﬂﬂ‘:l% ZEl AT
sea, Aze QA4 86 dneze AL,
Rosenblatt (1958)& %& #AANE T/ % HAEE
(Perceptron)& 1.9k} t}. 1nsky9} Papert (1969)+
A ER gt d= 4& 9 TP, 7]Ed
WdE o 74R] AFAEH EQH FAAE AHEHUH

15¢& W (single-layer) A17%o] exclusive-or gate$}

o 0e BAE E 4 98¢ FHHoE YD,
Grossberg(1976) &= AEFHo|n Alglgtael oA
2A%] B7hA ot B4E RE WY FATEE 2



= 2eS #ekstglnt. Hopfield (1982)= £33 Aliszm

2o 719 BAg B7) flste] uHY wATx

st 198648 QgAY Aol & Aol E“ “”
=8 O:

2 Rumelhart 59 A+-A}50] parallel distributed pro-
cessing(PDP) L&A d#le] Aot duelds
FZakoh o] &2 vhE(multi-layer) MAY S ggatr] 9
gl o di}(backpropagation) 8 Ailg]&S wHs)
o] A AFAAY AHofo

2 ge el SREEE B
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10},

ol A7k \=  multi-layer feedforward neural net-
work, Hopfield network, bidirectional associative memo-
ry, adaptive resonance theory network, self-organizing
network, radial basis function network %9 tjofst w4
o] 2

g 1 mEg s Aloftobd 7HY Wol AHEHE B
Al 7% (multi-layer feedforward neural network)& Lﬁ_04

Zo. ths AAFE ol o) Fo.g olxold glow,
A T T T
Az ARslol o, thx ATl Ao ¢ 2ol
7 Afolofl= Aol glom thE Zo & e 7§ Abo
Input First Hidden  Second Hidden Qutput
Layer Layer Layer Layer
tL \yy:l w2 E R W3
\ ) /% K Z ’ \;%( - )
i / N - T /
TN K \_.\ , j\ \\‘ L
A B g
Nh \ . Y )
N ‘/, N 1' . /,K o ‘1

iy
W

Activation Function
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AEAAYGE g setEy Aol

g

ozt 7ol xlo] olrt. 747te] Fl & el g wholM oE
< Yk §*¥7](summation)9} File £8E Hast
= @A8F(activation function) 2 ool )tk sig-
moid S#A4TFE Ztz FH 7|5E FHoE FEE o |
HA Fo| A wlo 282 g3y g

Nl
= 2 wi'o (D)

1 _ 1y _ 1
0;=0(Zi{)= 1= exp (=2 (2)

7)Mo« )2 sigmoid SHFFE, W”’% [— A5

Zol A welat A Zo jHA w s AZse TR
zjol

}]ﬁ radial basis function(RBF) networkoe] @& &1+
oA Abg 3 9lh. RBF network& &4 Z=oflA] radial
basis functiong ZAgHra ARSI, Sd&dA a3
o029 ofHo| Agolr}. RBF networked Z238F EX4&
gHel A3l (locality) 24 ZH7ho] el o] 8 o] 22 of
oo gt w3 RBF network-S best approximation
property & 2t so] SHEATH Poggioot Girosi, 1989 ].

g

238 4
QlFAldol 1ke] Al d o] )4k,

H] A8 ZAF(nonlinear approximation)

o] 54& IFANAYE ol &ate HAY #AE F)
doja 74 Fagk Flojth wA o]2Hel IelA
Kolmogorove] &34-(1957)+ Addsl v)Ag AR of
e M5 e AdeE ddeh 1o oz NAe Wiw
o]f-o %l A& A A= A WA Fol N
(eN+1)71e) + ol (2N+1)71el +4
Hel7F Z stk Aolrh ey o] o2& dgib oyt
WH-ghpe] e oﬁ’joﬂ el Az olFabAl efstt. H A
PRzt wEW[Cybenko, 1988, 1989; Hornik %,
1989], Tulo] sigmoid 243k (activation function)&
za 243 (hidden layer)o] F&3] o g 7He
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(weight)= 2292 A
A9l glth. 18y 7hA] g el A g &
o SJa)H AR oz 24¥olUT. ATAe

e g e oA 248 & WA Ao
B4 % (parallel distributed structure)
& w3t A7 yE e A
‘E‘oﬂ :rLZX-] o=z @ oo 7\1-24 o x]],]
usion, THA A1 9] A2, =9 o
Lol2 Fo g ¢lsh Qe go] 2o
8o 2 W} glon, o|xs9) dA&w S
Ae@ & ok T3, o A YPuss
131, st=dlojol] FEE 74 9o aL& AL A2l 7

R
"E‘Fjjm>or
%ﬂnL%J

i
S5yt 2
Q‘E
o oft & 0 ol mlm

[=}
& Mz A% (supervised) 43 & (unsuper-
stz o2 e 4 itk ARG M A dFAl
o] 28 75T S8 z2olE ol AFA
ALE SFATNAT AEEEFE a7 242 A
grerh sl digh ke #E e wiA sk (batch
learning) ¥} 3818} (pattern learning) ot} i85 &
A WA e gradientE 71 o] & FGof o)L
e Aolx, HEldFe e s ek gradientE

o] &3h= " o]t}

ZEE 2 Aojol] SloiA go] AMgEHE AdFAlAG &
9 OF AAYI 9da ggold. drME g
AAGE o] &de A9 dEHTFoR o|FojA= Hdu
FEHTRE R0 13 Aol HoE 9l ' ¢
8 Alagle] Aenke o

1A g HAge(E)s sy go] daf AdgNEY
of 28ZM wri9 28 (y)H a7 24(T) 9 Aol
o] AlFoz MAR}

E = (T —y)? (3)

ol A Agst upe} Zo] 5o o] T EAJFE
23l8t7] Y3t 7S AE MEAT = Aot g5 WA
ol Al A o] 9l S wh= Ao gHE XZHET) 9y v
< T AFAAEE of I dste] A SEAE o] &
o] @A) 28E At agn (3)d] &M 8ks
SHTFEE ASST A Ml tge] 44 o8
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AWilj'(k)= -7 3E (5)

3. ol ZLAYUE 0|85 22

AFANHGE oA AFeE upe} o] Ny A} 58
o] Brste] ZEHoE nBHYPo] Fet astE s =l
et ol Adsioh AFAALE o] &3 e A
BHE e 3A gF dolelY dAelet JFAHEEY
©.2 5oz} Plovoso® Owens, 1991].

3.1 Ho|E{ 2] M 2|
QA3AETe] HEHA 8ol WA Haste],
s34 wdge 2 Y A WAE ey Hes

374 Holete] AAjele= v o 7hA WEgEe] 27
ZH (scaling)olth. gz Aolle FHE TH MM E]

VL, o2 2RE 9 HolE R o] FAjeltt o & Fof of

AA
H 3tete o] AARYA &= 100~2001C ) HY2
H3psle Bk, ukeEo] {82 6000~8000kg/hour H

2 wslshe A7 A2 ok dwhEl HH 5 7A
o mR AR JIZAEY AFAMNE o5 7t MFES F
A 27)12 228 Folof stol gutEA FeHh. o
avﬁog ARG EE e WA Mgk 0.1~0.99 WY
OIE} g :—%ﬂPEﬂl B
= e
T&f& d(ﬂ% Algshe YEgR Q%‘OI ZﬂﬁHi gkod 5
A Babal, ol mhx| AN 22| Er) A 9

& 84 Eah= AT Zolxidh

4 dlolel dXzle] v dAlE doje] FollAl Solgt
tlole (outlier) & A A= Aot} ojgjg Eolgt dlo]
BB A9 wolxu AP To d 1wy 4
Bl AL7t AR, ASd wepre A9 5E3 54
< YT gt o] F H$E FHE § e e
RS 7P 2 oldiske AErPF Bddhe 5 Bl
it ZEE HolH & AlAs= A WA e Clustering
B o] Clustering W2 H)=3 JE Ho|E| & cluster
2 2ow WRjoth mle e dE dolEvhe T
cluster= 35':% delHz gt 5 WA Py

chemo-metrics& ©]43 Hhio)

th Piovosos} Owens,
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%"/‘J%}'“JO] 4@}’“}40{ (over trammg) %jtli_}i}(gen-
eralization) o] 3 A5S U= AL W57 Y3t

%3 234 (hybrid) 2 AFg38l=  Aoltl. Narendra$}
Parthasarathy (1990)+ 7|®# 02 Mg43 AE3 oz
7HA] HEje] B3R md S AlQketal ofof tist mARIFE
T8 g3FA Fopdl A= 2 29 Zo] ¥ F
stHog Luy g2 E'_Ei_’él (the first principal model) 3}
AFANETE BEE HE Bol AHSH Psichogiose}
Ungar, 1992; Su 5, 1992]. Q12AA%& oiz] 2]4],
23 AR gD 2o Y42 zdA A4 34 b
olE{9te] ol HANN &tk Sugt McAvoy(1993)=

]

O

AN EL &

o] & setE A Ao

Hammerstein 2dd] <lgAZLGe AlLslaed, of7)4

coa T
AL WY S AFAEY ez Bdsty, A¥
554 R4 el BAHos BgH mde 74
3t
[—~> First pincipal Model -
|
RS l Y

Y.

- Neural newtork

38l 2. First principal modelD} ¢l Z2AlZate] E&tmdl,

4.015LE Y= 0|88t Hof

£ 1ol 8834 Aokl A JFAALE o] &3 A
ol &7t elH o QE}- 24| o] (direct control) ol A=
ol g A AT }]1017]1:! o] &-3}2)uk, 7FH A o] (indirect
control) ol A= ¢l2AIAR 0 7 FTAH J—Z*DE—-_J A gt
3 o] FARE S 21]0-101] O]%O}‘; Aot} Gain schedul-
ing control2 2} 7}2] 79-9] A2 g5 lgaldy
& ol g3t Aof7]e] 24 (tuning parameter) &
7|2 AREShE Fojth B Aol M o]Fo A i
¥ 7Hx o] Aol diste] Felsl ot}

[e}

4.1 Generalized learning architecture (GLA)2} Spe-
cialized learning architecture (SLA)
GLAQ]r SLAw 34733 o] 8¢ 71 73l Ao

zgM I9 3% 2& 7XE o]F1 9tH Psaltis 7,
1988]. GLAGAE 1FAATS o]g3le 333 nd
(inverse process model) & THECH £ TAZHE Quo
2 AREete] g ol AlojelE & %3—13}52 SeEn

ol
GLAS| S5 Hajns B

A GLA i oigh Q%Ol 01%1011]133}5, Ol ks
2ol Aoj712 HgteiA] kg 4 Y
ol2] gom, 34 YEdHe] U A e B
ZPEE
SLAT nja7}A| 2 Psaltis S 984 A<= o]
© GLAS & & FE37] HsiA A= SLAE F
AR A B AR FHEH Y HolF F
2HEE Sgol o|RolAch oY THEHY FolE B
AQle o] zjolz @?_}8}71 H3te FA9) Jacobiano] B &
a4 #r}. Psaltis $& Jacobiang #3}7] 98td ole] &
4 o|83105 SLAS) BaE Sgol 329 o2l
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H 1 A3UBLYE 0| S8 HOIAA.

AgAF A1g B 5
« Generalized learning architecture
+ Specialized learning architecture
AH Ao A7 « Feedback error learning

+ Disturbance error learning
+ Neural linearizing control scheme

+ Neural internal model control
« Neural model reference adaptive control

» Neural internal model control

= oo « Neural Model predictive control
ZA7] + Neural inference control
W 247] + Neural self-tuning control

Gain scheduling Scheduler + Neural gain scheduling control
. , 18 48k 721}, feedback loopetel vl Alo1717F Y5k,
—~—r—> Plant > oA e MANE ZHsk=  feedforward
actiong £83ln2, AH Ao]ATE o] FH o Fo] H
by G, stedEE vadole] Beelth of 72 BHe
TN Ges 2tk A3 E HEa] 42 aTHE FHo)
) [ o Q3 et Aloje} gsyo] FAl FAHT dEE A
RN sio] SLASI o] Aoj e ooz AR A4l Bas
Neural Corntroller .‘i ] E]' j‘a‘h’} ] %L E‘ :6:}:}%}6]01] Zi—g—é}—7]0ﬂ—t— g%}
AA AL E thFEA xstal dhgol Bebstd o Sl

(a) GLA®| 2 B4 AY gl

‘ Neural Controller

D Y > Plant __y__>

(b) SLA9] 7%

a8 3. GLAR} SLAS| #=.

A e A ME Alolrh AR ol Fo] A o, W«
o]z} Al7kR|ed Eo] ¢ole) oJ#fiA] Jacobian Atz T
3HA) & A gl AREE 4 itk Aol ‘ 'y

4.2 Feedback error learning (FEB)D} Disturbance S

error learning (DEL)
Kawato(1988)e] <lalA #|ot¥ FEB2 Ao3zmiE 12| 5. DELZ o|2%} feedforward controller.

52 Ao 2lF sk Al 28l ks 2 A2H AlE 19964 149



Leeo}t Park(1992)2 Z49jehe Aofalr] Hsted g
Aoz FEB9 §AFst feedforward controller& 1¢hsle)
i, oo} e58 9% DELS Agketsginh 19 5% 159

Hoj4txE HolFEd feedback loop ol
namic matix control) 7} Y=gtz 9tk DMC &8 (Ju.)
& o o] B o
HE(dug) 0.2 ozl

du. = duy, + duy (6)

of ZllA Jusg olgstd AFANEYE sH5dct.

4.3 Neural linearizing control scheme (NLCS)

18 & NLCSQ Aot 25 HoFEoH Kim 5, 1996].

eHek HEAof7le oJFiA] Alols= FAo # g0
Q A Alol7]e] Zex) ”é

d%‘ﬁ}ﬁ w5 StEEoRIY. g

ﬂ% 1 ’é}‘ = o X}OlOlUr. *d?‘é

'155’%‘11017101 ZO”E
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g2
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L

22 6. NLCSe| %

53*%101/]94 g

- g Ale] 7] 1 101 é“? oo
1, 3 Qo] g AlelvIeh 3 Atelel fAlsta
Z AAA AAEAE & s Ao

4.4 Neural internal Model control (NIMC)

IMCe] Ae]txEyE 18] 73 zZon M3 2A|Garcla
9} Morari, 1982]&} H) X8 24| Economou %, 1986]9
Agd 7 ol thE ¥ #E& A A 7HA] e
EASA L} stable control, perfect control, offset-free
control. Bhat$} McAvoy(1990)+ ¢l Z A A&
o] zulgln Aojftoto] LishA Qlp e ol &%
IMC 72l gt dahg =543, ol Fof @& AJZ7} o
Folzl Alo] x|t}

§}3¥4L Z]

dF

oh

WA E o g H sHeky Ao

DMC(dy-

B2 (Ju,) 3w o2 ofsh

! »4) A"ﬁf)[. Filter TV;H Contralier ;villﬁvﬁ Plant l*yf——«—

| L@we. Oy

32! 7. NMCe =.

NIMCE el Slaiile WA JFAARE o8
FAREg Tl @tk el QgAdRes F4E
FARMo) WY oo, o A8de Aolvli 4
ol g9} Ay dnegEs Ha g skt NIMC
o] Alef7le 2 F bR UE ozt 7)o AlvE oA
TE5& GLAY #Zo] dgalde s o34 nwuls s
of o]Z IMC AlojFtzof Abgsh= Zioldu. 1o e
A5l d3AH mhE fAske Ao rheelA ko, A
ot Halde melgo] o]Folxz) grow HAFAFE] ol A
offset2 32 4 9t} Nahas9} Seborg, 1992]. t}& o=
Aoige & Arlshed HAsE dazlEe sk Aol
ATH Nahas?} Seborg, 1992; Pshichogios¢} Ungar,

1992; Ydstie, 1990]. Aloj&ed & thgo] 48 mhHA]7| %
= A

vik) =ya(k +8+1)=G [u(k)] =0 (7)
Nahas®} Seborg® Newton®] M8 #x v}3 7o)

Aol&d & ALtatelt

lil(k) (8)
i l(k)

wik)=u' (k) - aG
“dulk) Gl

4.5 Neural Model predictive control (NMPC)
MPC+= H2 53] spehggelA 7hd 74338 Wi 11101
7itol Al A&k wol o]fod glon, A8ty A
o] AZEYoin Wol Al w1 AtH Ricker, 1991 |. MPC
= AR S ﬂWOL Aelg = ola, 34 E 4 (cen-
tralized) #|of7jolal, Aloj&dat FHEHA gk Aoz
g og 7 U= E“OT gielg Aol dgsted & 4
o] ¥t}

Ao} 2 ojfolA NMPCE NIMCe} ulxbzl2) s 58}
TN W AUt ofRefx Yo Blum et al., 1994;
Cooper et al., 1992; Eikens and Karim, 1994 Lee and
Park, 1992; Montague et al., 1992: Pottmann and
Seborg, 1992; Psichogiois and Ungar, 1991; Saint-
Donat et al., 1991; Song and Park, 1993; Ungar et al.,
1989; Willis, 1991]. N’\/IPC—’i Hest=y ¥ OﬁL A=

ARG, SAG: Y, AU, veh $RE o3 5
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} 7% NMPC:= Sistu$} Bequette
(1991) o} W& *}%3}%Eﬂ a °] = BAgd 1A
Uil tehaty] jEolt}.
Song#} Park(1993)& NMPCe] % Jo et 23}
ol 7ledtal gl

1. NMPC= g4 RH o B&84Ao] & 3ta Alekzzo]
T FAE Aofsly] 3t wdy HAg 7
TR ndy g Afste ARSI
Aud g A7) 98t open-loopellA] 3
cipe}

/5‘__]
b A 2QARE oI§3el BUY FREA
st
3. QgAAYel F2E AW ARBoEN FEE A
22 4 BEY S9e B4Y F ok
4 NMPC At 92A4E 337 ez, A4
BN MPCHT H& AMALE olgald vl 3
Aud 2L 593 4+

NMPCe] Aol de d%e A543 BARA Ty 2
o] ERE 4 9l

H,
min J Z rk+1) -
oy (9)
ym(k +1)%+ X Adu(k +i-1)*
o7le] FHEEF AodEgd e AGxAES I
AZle vleh 3439 o2 g ge QTR B
Audel &2 wdexE &3t AL AHAT
Ym(k +1) = yn(k +i) +d(k) (10)

=2

d &g Y3 E}[samt Donat £ =, 19911.

NMPCel| AMg5+= #HA3gt P2 Newton H{olut
SQP Fo| @o| AMGHEY. 18]al AT gradientE

T3k finite difference method & 2 AFE-3H}.

NIMCS} npabbal & NMPCE ol2Al A8 A}&3ta]
ARYE bt B olde AR A7l =
2o A NMPCE 718408 MPC/} 2t 4-dhde
T AYaL et

I ox ol

i

4.6 Neural inferencial control (NIC)
E}T—‘P—Z*Oﬂi 2% ¢ gAY AorIvh HAteg A}
£ 7+ 8l 5, 45, photodegradatlon Zuflo] &4,

%Eioi 1A AEgF To B2 Harh Ak ol B4
o HARte 2 ZH7bsd MERRY B8Y WeE 74
54

3ta] AF2-3l= inferencial controlo] Wol AMEH T
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A7k 1 za_alxm U ke @1@*—4 g

inferencial controld] AFAALE ALE3= EOE o]

f AAY wolzE Fol7] gistd Agske Aol 4
Aol wolz7h At Aol AstEE ASel MM

AdES Q57

4.7. Neural ga

of ¥ e g Y Aoj7|E old3te HANY ¥
Alolalr] 915k IOH% FoM 7 el AlofrIygo

C
N
%

o 2

L
o
rr
T.

o 2
LU
rEc

2’.:_—.%05-1N'~l£m
i © 2, S
g C‘S_Bi“l)*'oou Y o >
ote) - >
T o o i e o OF
R T -
S o re - o oo
r e = x (o T
N ool o r2 > o
AQ‘FZ‘\l 2 —L].Biu_?ﬂ
oo 9§
OH

99

w
rr

%)
al
A

s 73

S DT R ]
pn Wy £ of
) Wz
e

£ au Hg mo 24 [ 2
o
(]
wn
'®)
fr 1
N 1C1

in}
o
i
o
o
o
ko)
jong]
o,
o

A8 rdel AFE M AT, o]

<a
>~

ik
o,
ol
© T
i
sl
z
s
tlo

T AR R HALE
= A3 7 E AR

[N

Ae AH2E 4 ok Kramer, 1992].

s

in scheduling control (NGSC)

Y
£ o

ol glo] iddtn gl YFE
TS HIAAZFOZH FA O vl
2, 80| 7HH3IL dFo] A8y
Aol 2etgol A A7l &
A FEAGT Aol A= T4
NGSCe] AF2EE HA
22 o] I gajr}.
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