LM B
A2 FYYe) NME Yaksdol FAsA A
A=A AWEe] $avt FFo| Bohe &
Aeleh, meld, nAe] 27 FEHOR HA
Sn A AINE $98 HHe) FelNE
NRES) ANFETHE FAE FAA ok A4
Mol Wasit

NRE E4THe AA AWE JUBHOIA
A% ABL YABE IYoE U= FR
& Ay AW 9P nAE Aol
e FAHIE BTSN FAAN Aud
NAE 2430l BY AoN2TL 1P
Here BAHOE s Alawlo] iRiolgr.
A4

IN_d

T3, AAEE AES) FAE olu] YRk A
HEE AHYAZ 2HEHoE MES AFH, s}

£ 31 F29E P oSk
AREY BAE T84 S =99 Aoz

AIRE E4340 e 2FsAo] Al=le] #2
Fole) MdE FRlEE AR F8 AWME
AAAA A o] Roig k. oy, BAY 2o
INZA~FAZE A8 AdES HEHse o
HOoEE HEY 7] T ZUHE ANEY
T hE ZUERT Aoz} o]Rolx]R] o
g, F49 g vg dHEg F7 vk =
AT RE g AAALE A LA
HEg, Fd 2 ¥yt 2y F o, o
WA FFANE QoA vt 53], A
A AMEY FHL FAALH HEHE W F
S AFLE B2 AT} ooz o), A
T Agslde vUF ERsiAU, %P0
ozl ol Utk

AuEr-olFd o4 E
(FFFIATED (FgHolA T3

YE TR FHHAA YuHe AAES
£7 (Blaine) & AANOE & £ Y= =

dZ712 7dsigel FFd 3= 1nferent1a1
sensor & soft-sensorgltil Efje 7] & ¢
£33 Aog ANHE EHFAH I WA A

4 F2 BHAY AuPAE B t Zo]
t}. Inferential sensors ZFZF o] ojFALY
AR @l MEY F717F & (o - 484
BHA) B) & AANNOE ZFAo] 41 MEF F
717} & a3y bE AHgld {48 3§
& o83l FAzk= WEolth

B d7oMEe TR WEe AR st
e FARE gl 01%5]°1£ Azt E F
3 W4E ggdon duie PEoE 33
H % FHLel FHSE L’r-’T-°1 T4 2dg
FAsHE dhdolth o] WhEe B Wyl ¢#
A ey, FF FAH EdE T} o
3, Healole] JFe FEol 1A X,
Zgo g 9 EHE HArh

g shie F2d B 97 J¥gE AL

2, BAAQ dole Ho|lAE o|&3h= WHL
2 1¥A o2+ Principle Component Analy-
sis(PCA) 7} itk o] W& 2o FAo] §&
olaln, ¥A W9 AW/AEL WAE T A
&0 g ALk FEH FEE €&
T Slths Aol ok

2. Soft-Sensor (Inferential Sensor)

2.1 General Model Structure

oz AWEY FHL A5 F&, A
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g, BA4& AXEZE sampling intervalo] 7],
infrequently measured variableo]t}. o]o] 3t
sl &5, 48 $9o ¥X AR+ data acqui-
sition systeme] s H¥|wA &£4A4 FHE F
= frequently measured variableolt}, Ez ¢4
Z£718 P48 input variable (frequently me-
asured variable) & FA3l3E WY AR
Hol JoruF, Z+ ¥ignitt olE wasld A
sHA] Auidsojof 3tk B} AlHE FAY
sampling interval2 frequently measured vari-
able®] sampling intervale] ®|3}e] of$- 71 A
o] dutoelty. ulgr, AIHE FA 3Fb sam-
pling interval Ato]e] RE frequentdt T =
AAe BEF od Ay AiEd 9gE v
X I3 ¢ Utk E£F, olgA 4" B2d
2 ZF W Aol AIZIXA S 5Es| xR
S1E EdE 44 7TAHE F Utk Ao
p3L=3

FHA 719 gvrd Rd L thg3 o] ¥
g ¢ Aok

yk=f(Uk—1y dy) (1)

rER=s 23 uA sl= infrequently me-
asured variableol®, U,,=[ui, - up )= 3
HAEQ FFo] 7}53 known variableo]n, w
ERk-ILi<k-N v FH dEZ oz FHg3)
+ unknown parametero|t}. k& Z+ sampling
step2 e, [ y9] 3 sampling interval
Atolo] Eoj7¥= frequent process measure-
ments®] sampling step] 7fgoic}. y o]9o
F7HQ Mg nE¥ 4 e, g VE B
Azt Ve 25, 949 % 33 3¢ &
ATt oE RAEP] 3 I o=
frequently measured variableo]t}.

Vimg Uiy, di), Vi= [y{_lﬂ UZ]T
VER (k—1+1<i<k~])

2)

A @) oM Vel digt 9”9 HRE g3 e
D&, o] o0]83lo unknown parameter d&
24 4 ok Wk dE 23T + U A4
9 RdlS gmychd, uhed ol ZFY F
31=3

d=1X(a+c) q
f_H
n X Y

<Fig. 1> 8= x2} &S py2| sampling in-
tervalof| T2 2H|

3lzllz=/9(Uk—l, ] (3)

ol§ ol&slo, FHAZVIE ATA s H
=3 2t

3= f[Uss BUss, W)
=g Usr, W |

(4)

AfpF o R, FHEH= HF y= THIFHY
manipulated variable #$} secondary variable
ol 08l Y42 TAEN, 2T Y ¥R 5
3 HFE & Utk

2.2 Principle Component Analysis

2ER, (d=IXm, m=a+c), ([d=IXm, m=a
+0) 7t E24E719 dEHT u vE YeR=
vectorgta 3}x}. ¢hAl A3 vie} o), ¥y
+ y9 3 sampling interval AlojojAle] BE
AEe HZ thSstepd] yolltt FFE Ut
7W¥sE, Fig. D3 2L A 748 & o
o} wrek S EEsE i UHE sampl-
ing ohd 229 matrixe XER™, YER™
7} ok

PCAE matrix X tt&3} o] p7ke] com-
ponent® TAH, score$} loading matrix2]
productZ Eaf3gic}

X=TP+E (5)

E+ residualol™, ¥ datad]A] noise FE
& etk TER™ 3= score matrixE& X&
loading matrix& vehdt}y. T P+ NIPALS
T 22 gy LaYEE o8I FE T
3tk F&3 component= FX 54 HEE
743 glen, ol prediction modelg T4

Skt Zlvke]
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A AHE FZAE71Y AL 3

4 (Be YE¥T Xg Eoh Hojd 549
ANZE HFE ¥ Ioln, A ZE multidi-
mensional spaceE spanshke ZAolt}l  F&g
principle component+ orthogonal 3}7] W&
o] regressionA]o] matrix inverseE AXlel=
Bl singularity problemo] §1.2m, collineartyt}
ill-conditioning®} Z& ZAg HZE F Utk
T3, ggo] ul4d componentE AAFoE
A original dataZ%€] noise (random error)
g Eolv AAE 4& & Yok ¥F €8% in-
formationo]| residual termo] ‘dolHzd 7b%

£ predictiond] 7FF AR 7$5¢] compo-
nentg& AFFoEZR HAZ & ¢ vk w2
A], data set o] well conditioning Fche A
3}, PCY test #HH& AQstus dwrEQl re-
gression WY& TL3A A€ + vk F
ol gt ' '

3h}e] training set XEXE componentE
F&3 &, AEE data setE sampling RE
74 9-9] score data set Z.,& score vector
area® projectiondtd &g & 9ok

=Pt (6)

o] o]83}9 prediction ¥ residual®& T3}
Pl A g |

Fuw= Pf = PP 2p0y= 2 )

7 = Tow—Enw= ([ — Z) Tnew 8

o)},

2.3 Build a Prediction Model

YEHSERE IS 8 FY ANNE
Aol olYEl, score to|A] y&}e] errorg H4 3
Al71E modeld FH3IC)

min [ 33 o1 (6 0) 7] ©)

6= model parametero]|t} EX&)Z7]E= sco-
re vector®} y7} Xole EXd] mig} o7
FHE EY T+ Atk 7 2HgsAlE linear
modelg HE{Y % 3, non-linear model
& H8% 5 Yt} Linear modelg o]L3%

712 prediction model principle component
regression (PCR) modelo] Zt},

3. Application

3.1 Prediction Model

AMES FZL EHFAHY WFE &8 ¥
JuFe] F3&, ¥R hardness T3
AL ok wEtd, IHHES F ol 84
FAVY Zon, FEI Aol 2 6719
ARt 2dg FAIIAT YEHE A
1AZtm} samplingo] o] FoA|H, in-
put variable2 108vlt} samplingS T3
th. ek, 67 Hee AME 39 Addd B
A7} 19 sampling HE F¢ 692 sam-
plingo] o]FojAt}. &A 2.2-0A HPF v}
gt o] ‘6719 W4 X 6% sampling = 367}
o] ¥4 data’'s EF /19 AME FH3 &
HEE FAE0 3% A4 3dAY AE &
A 7F &7] W, ZHZ3I noise fiter§ AME
slon, BE FAHHUSE mean centering I
variance scalingg %3} Axgsgch

Y =BT, B=(T"T)'T'Y (10)

0

o

24
(m

fr

4] (9) 9 criteriag WE3h= model2& (17)
3 22 713 linear model& TAIALH,
A3A o F principle component regression
(PCR) & 3% A3} gtk Score vector T
£ orthogonality2 <18} regressionAle] T'T
9] inverset® EAE Lo7A gtk

3.2 Time series model

Principle component& o]-83} £4dZ719]
J%5 vag 9sle, YAl time series mo-
del& TAStL FLd FHHETY data setd
o] 83l 8|wslE Yt Time series model®]
e o3 2o

v =500 g +e  an

=1

Agh)=1+taq'+ - +aq’
Big") =b.qg'+ - +big’

(12)
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e(f)+ residualo)®, ¢ time shift opera-
torelth. 9 =7)= y7} samplingdhs 7] F
Qtdl samplingdh= 28] NTE AF3IH o,
A3A © 2 principle component& 0] 83 32
d&71et TEST TAE Bt o]RAL y& th
E H5Y ARG E AA g vlashd ey
ol 7Ao&E B &+ Qon, E3 principle com-
ponent F&oA A 71 — y sampling F
717F 583 dH, sgF7] ¢ z datave B
F U2 yol dFE vtk — J= G
t}. y9] sampling F717} 0|22, & (1) &
g5t o] FEPL FAHoE mde 3749
parameter2 ZTIAFT)

(1+taq)i=Bug'+ - +8ug’)z, ()

(13)
+ -+ (ﬂﬂ.lq-‘_}- +/3ﬂ.lq-[)xu(t)

3.3 Application result

FRAEL TYAHNE(F) o] B FFA
gsl¥urk. Training sets ¥ /9 ERS
Zo} Aitshs 79z A&EF HlolHE ol &
IR, TY F 349 A452A HoHE T
T3l 4% Y5& vwstgh Training set
2 Ao T Fe A FA A¥Yo) 3A WA
gete TS AR AAE ol Ho] &
ek Aee =ETL

Training set®] HolE|& ]85l 24z} time
series modeld principle component& ©]83}
o] regressiondt AHE (Fig. 2o BJck Sum
of squared error(SSE)E ujms] X, 0.6854
2} 0.6531%= PCRY Z-571 <7t Hold A&
HHoh A FFE £ w, PCRY AL7t
noise reductiono] © Hold AL Y
pIR=

(Fig. 7t olgd AFE F=xA veld
th. 83 TS training setOE RS re-
gressiong YT AFoltt. SSEE ujmsid
ZZk 0.71059 0.49512 2 zo]E Holm 9l
o} FAAHQ] pattern F B¢ EF FARE A
88 Holx|gl, time series modele] A {-o=
e 845 X2 Y= ¥4I} regressiond A
FEAQ 9 ulxA HF noisyd FAFEL K
Qi

P
g
Ll

L
20 |

T )
(b) Data-based : PCR

{Fig.2> Fineness estimation : training set

oA, ER-CE719 FgAel HoAH, o]
& o183l control loopE TAsHE Z-$ol
£t AAHQ systemol] unstabledt QRICE Z
£35AY, =S control actiong [75h=
%, control inputeE ¥AHAF 84F Ui
9t old] wksld PCRE 7ZA$-ol& noise re-
duction®] 7]%o] o}, QA ZAQl regression
A3E ez #Aojr1e] TR E H53 73}
E F4 @A dh

o|Z =9 tolRy] 918}, training setol
M T8 parameter& o83l TE T
Blaine & &% AAE Fig. Ho EXh
Time series model®] A%+ FTYF regres-
sion parameterg o]&3F ZHolx, PCRE A$
£ %493 principle component$} regression
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(a) Model-based : time series
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{b) Data-based : PCR

<Fig. 3 Fineness estimation : noise reduction

parameterg o} g3yttt F AL SSE:=
0.7088= (.6147= prediction patterng& -8-A}
8¢, PCRo] ©f Hold o2 ZA3E Hol:
ZAoE vepgth a3, FHYEL £ T+
ol FARANFe] AF ¥HBs= FRolmE, g
F TN E AEA B4A9 e AgE U
ERIZIE ST

AASBAA FHLHY FZH3 WHIE ¢
Hd d= A& RAS) YsiAE training
set S EHE &% principle componentE ©]
£3ltjEls, regression parameter® adaptive
A HEgg Fer AL Aoz dddrh
(Fig. 50 2 ZAAE YeliQlct. &, principle
componentE A FEFA= LA recursive
least square regressiong& o)£3le] A B

e sy
(a) Model-based : time series

s L L
k] 30 35 L] 45 50
Tier (o)

(b) Data-based : PCR

(Fig. 4> Fineness estimation with fixed para-
meters of traing set

iy

' " . "
25 0 » 40 L] 30
Time (hour)

(Fig.5> Fineness estimation with RLS reg-
ression

A7t d¥se @A v regression para-
meter& updated}tt. TlolEI7} noisydt W&
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Q1A regression parameter¥tS updatedt ¢
7} componentE AFEF AH-FXch SSEF) ¢
A2 g& XY (SSE=0.4679)

4. Conclusion

AME YiFore] HAIE E-GESE
q%71E€ Model 749 #HI} databased
&= A MEEck Modeld A3
HIHE Be ¢uiXl oj&& H48 + 3o
F7%9 dynamics& FE3| HP%’% T Ao
= ARol e, FHUTY FEE FRFHo
E AASHA] E3te dFA7} nmsyd“] A A
Aoz BEY modelE TAII] oz THo
gtk DatabaseE ¢]&3h= FIYL 2de] 7
Ao] fojsla E3], noise reductiono] Hor}
AFZAFA7} HHAJA AHo] e, FHY dy-
namicsg FF3] TR R3be= o] Atk
FFo|e databased o837 FHIHol prin-
ciple component& F23l7] $3le AP H
T& A%ske WY, dynamicsE FddR=
¥, T4 nonlinearityg® T &@3}r) 93 reg-
ression ¥ WA Fo i3 A7Vt F35 0
of gtr}. EF} sensor faultZ {13 FZd)Zv)
9] AsAste =7 93 ITHHESFY A F3,
extrapolation test& §3%+ 3R WHIE 7%
319 principle component& &&= Yo
B3 95 g sl
MdE FFAE7E AMESY FFo Ug #
=7 FUske @AY ARl E2e A
AlZb RUEg o g Eak oplE, fog FR9
HEE Aisls TR =8¢ & ALE
dAEHY, FF FZA 9 FHAE B 7

fir & rr op r$|.’.

g8 @ ZALE AgdrL
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