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Abstract

This research focused on utilizing MATLAB/ Simulink to simulate and compare the
electro-hydraulic servo control system based on three different design approaches, which are a
traditional PID controller design method and a fuzzy logic PID controller. Through a design of
experiments method, analysis of variance (ANOVA) and regression analysis, how the controlled
parameters impacts the controller can be evaluated and an optimal parameter setting can be
obtained. Furthermore, not only the tracking or positioning performance of a controller can be
greatly improved, but also mathematical models are established using the proposed method.
Based on the findings, the found fuzzy logic PID controller utilizing the new designing method
yields a better performance than that from the traditional PID controller design technique. In

addition, a trial-and-error tuning approach can be eliminated.

Keywords: Electro-Hydraulic Servo System, Intelligent Control, Taguchi Experimental Method,
Matlab/Simulink
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A K (Null Hypothesis) * #4374 % 2 %8 ~ & RPBR 4 Hy 7 2
¥+ 53K (Alternative Hypothesis) @ 4 32 %% i & Bk v #h 20 B ¥ 50 ek 0 1Y
Hi 272 o3 BRI 2 F &2
P EEKY o R EBR L BB LK o R TEF 5 (Reject
F AP TE DHPF A € -4 % (Accept)H s @ § &R Ho P> {33 (7 * 2 3|1 )H; e
(2) B ¥-k%® (Significance Level) : & B &2 ¥ 2 FRE 2 18 > BE 2 - BHrgn
HHEIES N X m & BR 0 @B FE RS F Lﬁ_)f*u?f{t; BE-kE S UE BT
A oo R oo PARRL R FORFEREFIAS R 5 - A g a=0.1 ~
a=0.05~ a=0.01 > =& F & * 15 0=0.05 #7121 § a=0.05 ¥ % 7= ’ﬁ 0.95 i3 4 %
o A PFEEPEE S 5%50=001> LT3 099 g o & AT F L 1%
(3) p-value (Probability Value ) : i+ -4 kg K B (o)™ > arend ) R 4rst i h 8
Bl R A 38 B (% T3 o povalue ¥ - e AL T

BMEFIEFLCLIZRNA TR L EFTHATE > B ke n g BRALEH
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Fomd WL phgd > - KT AT EAFHEME LR D povalue ) — & i
P-value £ 5 % » - o7 B EIIT LG P AF o bl B F R F a RS
0.05 3 4r3 5t p-value<0.05 P% > RI4ESE Ho» 27 FH A REF AR ¥ &
BT ERLFEAF P p-value B %3005 4 % ¥ A ER

3

42 BB &AHH
FRBAFTNLR P DR PR R A HRFL D R KRBT
L ERPIEEA N TR TR X R R R - THRAE T
o eI BB BT RFFE R 2L gx%,amﬁgigﬂﬂ;ﬁg%
BoRFHe v 2% RN S S THE 2 P ENLERE S LIRS
F2 0 akla FE 0 B Avdoin sed R4 P BRI RS E DR R ORI
FRES P LRI B L B AR > LS 1T A B R B 4 R

FEFF I AFLFEE S oo FRATF AL T 00 LPPLIH

ok

(Significance)  H ~ 47} ZF & 7 7 407 757 o

(1) % £ /& (Source of Variation)

PERRTEEOHESE > 2P & 73 7453 4, B, C, ...,.22 3% ]+ (Error Factor, ¢)
% % % B (Total Variation, T) °
(2) T 2 4o(Sum of Squares, SS)
ARG ARV SRR 2o B P & F G SSu SSs SSpuctors -1 8SeE SSpe L
ot B e
SST:KH1 rly;j—nxrxy (5)
P

SSfactor =n (.)_}z - y)z (6)

i=1
SSe = SST - Z SSfactor (7)
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He o FF T2 fcd 7 4 o KETHETHEY - BL RF %R TIHEEL T
Frdpde o
(3) p o & (Degrees of Freedom, DOF)
R d RS A T2 BHc BANOVAL Y » L %3 pd BB HLK
Bfcp— 5 Rpd RBEPES 2T R 1 FL2pd RoRpd Rptd 97
FFFAA R
(4) 35> (Mean Squares, MS)
22 WL R AL ?]:*l"%f?"ﬁ”-f—! pd R e

SSfactor
MSfacmr = W (8)

Jactor
(5) F i&(F value)
UL eI TEENTE ST SN SRS
FEEMEF OFFEANRAFEM 2 EA AL T I 5 2RI R AR L
Bz BRG] o TS
= )

(6) % % > (The Excepted Sum of Squares, SS')

TEL LTI NI Aok A R LR o T

SS et =SSy = MS,,,,, x DOF,,,,, (10)
(7 F }EL % (Percentage of the Contribution to the Total Variation, p)
SAETFF A RE LR H G A FBE AL L FTHFL AR F
%&%@ﬁg%o
p, = SSaser 1000, (an
SS

T

(8) & HFA
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NG A TN E L - BT o

o BT o)

FRPELIAREATRIERT 0 i

* L

JEFF BTSRRI T T e vy ER R

SUEIE TR TS R S

4.3 i@ §F & 37
?%gg#ﬁ%%&%&—%ﬁﬁ% FEF R 7 AR R AR R AL

5% 17| (Empirical Model) it i 4~ 17 (Regression Analy51s),]* - F o Rl
oAl % > NP RS R ER- BRFF ROGE 0 XV S FHOA kR ER

Bl BWAzdo i S B ARE F1[33] -
B85 - B8 s e fjFenb)+ > F % ho| T > j* (Least Squares Method)fie if
P RF S BREXNE Y 2RO G

2=

- EEE g T Eeay R BRONE B S
VO &AeT

Y=8,+BX +BX,++[.X, +¢

M AR
(12)

% #<(Response Variable)> - B B:F %

H ¢ Y §_7) % #ic(Dependent Variable) st & i %
i % 38 P % #c(Predictor

% #c(Independent Variable) » » A F & 7R

JRRR SRR R X A p %
Variable) > ¢ 2 % # % £ 78 (Random Error Term) » By 5 # §E > [ &3¢ Eﬁ % o

> ﬁ-f—’r\ﬁ*ﬁ PR BXN R PHFY Zﬁ'IYgﬁr'n: PT A o
Vit iE- B E R ket i

b pe e RGO R Ktk h o R

“‘ 1‘}' E?;

L2 o

foor FRIE-EF ok d hd AR B
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V(%1% #0)

i RFE AR
Y=Potp\ X\ o Xot - +fXite

} Po B FE

> X(p ##)
B8 i H st iy
4.4 7% £ &7
A E RS E DR DR R L T T S T R A

Wtk S iE 0 AT A § 12 % (Model Adequacy Checking) &_F 4L 4 17 4242 ch— B £

LM o MAAYTEEREPUL E[34] ) A L (Residual) % 2 BHFHE SR B

(Actual) » 2 3 §F > 425 e i ) oH3p p] 6 (Predicted) ° B EHA LAY > F 5§ MA

AR hE F ol 2 G F DR R T ARE IR ST AR Rk R RSk o
FABFRA- AR REYEA T ZES X ROR AT 0 KA TRL

B AT ERAEASG o HivE4oT[35]:

(1) #5 :mZLd R AEAE-

(2) HEb: A LB T ARG B AR L Z=07((-0.5)/n) !
HEFEATRAPF Iz F ol =R L Bl P BB ER LB
B RSLE 1 A B ne AR ALERE -

(3) FARHFN - IEREE S B FELER

(4) 213 ArERS A AT RIA L BRI RN EA
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el
sy
pris

CHEF R B EIRES] ST R ] Jhd R R R T

"
E)
SITEF RSB HE TR AR BR o Ea AT E FET L T

X
=ht
0.
=}
AR

% TR EAFIBESEET T F —RBPIRIA] R E e

S50 PID#E#IR %% %

A A Ak i D R G O PR B o AR

T PR e o] 5 100mm o 1% 5 R AR Aa e FE R i dr ] 2

\\\ﬂr
5?15

NPHEETUESFELE
(Overshoot,Os) ~ + # p¥ & (Rise Time,Ry) ~ #& T _PF i (Setting Time,St) ~ #& i 2¥(Error,Egs)
ZIFL3G sz T & o

12 y5 Ziegler-Nichols 733 BB » B F|Kep=2.1645> ¢ & 4 - TIRtgiadr i Fir
ok i > T AP LB RG22 L Tep=0.112> AP~ PI~PID 44| B2 $# @k
drd 2o AP FKATR Y 4R S HH F o PIDIAE A W] 5 Kp =1.298 ~ K;=0.056 ~ Kp
=0.014 > p- pF k525 B9 o

4.2 Ziegler-Nichols# # ;3 2. PID %%k«

Kp T; Tp
P 1.082 0
PI 0.974 0.093
PID 1.298 0.056 0.014
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160

140
120 F ™\

1| R S R i e —
80 r

A #% (mm )

0  y | Reference
— RHBREHZ L
— —Ziegler-Nichols# 2 2 PID{* #]
0 ! ! I I
0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5

B F (s)
B9 Ziegler-Nichols# & z_ PID4z 1| B

20

d BO¥ > A AMBPATR R AXAE B dlL e p MAarR A ad
Ziegler-Nichols#} % {8 2. PID#r 1] s sez_ v g > o %3 > 5 i Ziegler-Nichols3? #PID %%k
B PR S A ARARE 2 IR o L L ASAF PR A E T

AR 2P HRE o FR AU P LR F R TRt e

Os(%) Rr(s) St(s) Ess(mm)
AT ks 50.2856 0.033 0.3446 0.1771
Ziegler-Nichols 3 #2_ PID | 25.5313 0.0325 0.1535 0.0141
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i ¥5 Ziegler-Nichols3h A PID $-#c2_ §= ] » %4 $H fofl T A FF £
dFHRRFREFFTHRDORPE L7 Z BFFF 5= BRE, Ti2F 2

W E R 72T R R 0 ho R A9rF) o

#4 9 %3 412 2 PID##]

*

N ]
-

—}?5@,7’12

p I D Os(%) | Rx(s) St(s) | Ess(mm)
Std

1 0.5 0.025 0.018 0.0476 0.1201 0.1831 0.0476
2 1 0.025 0.018 6.3912 0.042 0.1025 0.0629
3 1.5 0.025 0.018 24.6086 | 0.0286 0.1449 0.0606
4 0.5 0.035 0.018 0.1958 0.1191 0.1756 0.1958
5 1 0.035 0.018 6.4283 0.0419 0.1025 0.0246
6 1.5 0.035 0.018 24.6303 0.028 0.1448 0.0456
7 0.5 0.045 0.018 0.3426 0.1201 0.1755 0.3426
8 1 0.045 0.018 6.4654 0.0411 0.1027 0.0124
9 1.5 0.045 0.018 24.652 0.0286 0.1445 0.0274
10 0.5 0.025 0.022 0.0349 0.1433 0.2112 0.0349
11 1 0.025 0.022 0.4622 0.0474 0.0735 0.0519
12 1.5 0.025 0.022 16.8708 | 0.0273 0.0932 0.0577
13 0.5 0.035 0.022 0.1982 0.143 0.211 0.1982
14 1 0.035 0.022 0.5001 0.0471 0.0732 0.0103
15 1.5 0.035 0.022 16.8923 0.0272 0.0932 0.0379
16 0.5 0.045 0.022 0.3599 0.1435 0.2025 0.3599
17 1 0.045 0.022 0.5379 0.0475 0.0734 0.0319
18 1.5 0.045 0.022 169138 | 0.0269 0.0932 0.0203
19 0.5 0.025 0.026 0.0356 0.162 0.2397 0.0356
20 1 0.025 0.026 0.0417 0.0554 0.0886 0.0419
21 1.5 0.025 0.026 10.1697 | 0.0304 0.0842 0.0535
22 0.5 0.035 0.026 0.1429 0.1653 0.2331 0.1429
23 1 0.035 0.026 0.004 0.0553 0.0887 0.0038
24 1.5 0.035 0.026 10.1893 0.0304 0.0841 0.0334
25 0.5 0.045 0.026 0.3192 0.1641 0.2338 0.3192
26 1 0.045 0.026 0.0495 0.0554 0.0887 0.0473
27 1.5 0.045 0.026 10.209 0.0304 0.0843 0.0144

23



5.1.1 ANOVAZ% #7

REELFTRE) BREH v LI - BB B AT 0 ket
BB FF R Bk AR A S AEA T F RPN FREL ]
EFF e R HREL RAAR ARSIkl TR A AL TER
SR 2 FEFFHOERMI G PR RAREEFRFEL g ST gk -

AR SR R FIF RPOL G E) IR A P D(cA PR » i dp 45430 A @
ﬂ&bﬁ%ﬁ%5&5W%%’B%éﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁYﬂﬁ&xwgﬁum&ﬂé,g
FEX)LE ZBEHEF 2 55 o T F BRR AT
B & BEHyt Br=PB2=..=p=0
¥ B3k H C B#EO0R - 1#j

FHEERAIAY DR ARERET AT AEFCRBIERF S EL s ANOVA
AT A ded 3 AT o F R R e o B R AR R e ke T o Y
FREAS T RSB T T sl F AR ,#g% IR R iEER L

AhE g T A BRI E TS AR AR o AR REER

BAESY o F AR B R E #A, 7 kR g Model F Value” - 3 BF value =
30.599>F0.05(9,17)=2.49 » frki 7 — 1&-| P & (<0.0001) » T 1 chir 3| F A F e » 2 F
F o1 0.01% s 7 i A FAp ke o JEd PEF 2R 0 2B 1 ockP D p?-D?>
frlip 2 3 (5% seiPDenE A +0ad(0.05) » % 7 T A sl % 2 3 (5% s Fh 2
AGARE SR F 0 DR T WA AR R FT PR 0 FEA A
2. FPApER

#26¢ > 7 AR ZE L HAH T kIR H“Model F Value” » 4 IR F value =

F_*

71.7489>F0.05(9,17)=2.49 » e & 77 — & &P E(<0.0001) » F #7iF ) L A7 F e 2
B3] ¥0.01%:0H 5 7 i AR ARk o F5d PET I 2B 2 %P D P D

24



frl B3 (% > gPDiE ‘}'3"3 SaiE(0.05) 0 Ao ATE AT E T TR ﬁiﬁ%%’/%@i -

.10 °

v;\u-

PR GERFG SRS HARFRLT AR - FES

R
#27¢ > 7 AR 2% L HAH 5 kR H“Model F Value” » 4 I F value =
IR

5.239>F0.05(9,17)=2.49 » fckf — 4& | ¢+P & (0.0001) » T #:% e SR F eh> ¥ 7

F_*

J300.219% 8 F T s PR ATEAR R o ,%gr} PEv mgm > 2B 1scgKP ~D > el B
% »2EPDNE 48 22 afd (0.05) & 7 #TE A s 2 23 (E¥ U FRIFRF S HF

SREERE T S R S RN S RN

ek

wAi8Y o FARZE R KA KRS “Model F Value” » 3 R F value =

6.674>F0.05(9,17)=2.49 » fokf 7+ — 4& | 7P #(0.0001) » T #7:% crca| E A F eh> ¥ 7

cFd PEF MR 1R 23 1% s gPlenid ]

2

F

1 +50.05403% chil % 7 it FIIEL T Ap

aE(0.05) 7 ERIT T B FEFL R L EF S TR T L EBET
FRAZR o B 12 o i 3RFE A R L (hierarchy principle)[39] > — B & FFAPDE S 7 o
BEEIE S e SR 0 R G OEE - BHCAIN 2R RS S A e

B PR RIDo 4 ¢ I(fE A BERF) SD(RcA PER) T 5 MIE A M F R T S 1DE D
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%5 B RAAEANOVAL 7% %

Source Sum of Squares DF Mean Square F Value Prob >F
Model 1934.0160 9 214.8907 396.8724 <0.0001
P 1308.3164 1 1308.3164 2416.2735 <0.0001
| 0.0783 1 0.0783 0.1446 0.7085
D 217.7151 1 217.7151 402.0888 <0.0001
p? 245.1285 1 245.1285 452.7173 <0.0001
I’ 0.0004 1 0.0004 0.0008 0.9783
D’ 6.9571 1 6.9571 12.8487 0.002284
PI 0.0504 1 0.0504 0.0931 0.7639
PD 155.7692 1 155.7692 287.6835 <0.0001
ID 0.0006 1 0.0006 0.0010 0.9747
Residual 9.2048 17 0.5415 - -
Total 1943.2209 26 - - -
%6 2 pFFANOVAA 1758 %
Source Sum of Squares DF Mean Square F Value Prob > F
Model 0.0696 9 0.0077 1222.1191 <0.0001
P 0.0581 1 0.0581 9184.7270 <0.0001
I 0.0000 1 0.0000 0.0106 0.9191
D 0.0018 1 0.0018 281.9978 <0.0001
p? 0.0084 1 0.0084 1322.2582 <0.0001
I’ 0.0000 1 0.0000 0.0007 0.9787
D’ 0.0000 1 0.0000 0.4076 0.5317
PI 0.0000 1 0.0000 0.0960 0.7604
PD 0.0013 1 0.0013 209.4552 <0.0001
ID 0.0000 1 0.0000 0.1186 0.7348
Residual 0.0001 17 0.0000 - -
Total 0.0697 26 - - -
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27

& T P ANOVA A 17 54 %

Source Sum of Squares DF Mean Square F Value Prob >F
Model 0.085418 9 0.009491 176.151446 < 0.0001
P 0.044910 1 0.044910 833.528698 < 0.0001
I 0.000028 1 0.000028 0.512760 0.483700
D 0.000144 1 0.000144 2.671407 0.120500
P’ 0.028672 1 0.028672 532.149317  <0.0001
r 0.000001 1 0.000001 0.017326 0.896800
D’ 0.001181 1 0.001181 21.913214 0.000215
PI 0.000040 1 0.000040 0.741795 0.401100
PD 0.010443 1 0.010443 193.821676 < 0.0001
ID 0.000000 1 0.000000 0.006821 0.935100
Residual 0.000916 17 0.000054 - -
Total 0.086334 26 - - -
%8 AL EANOVAL 7% %
Source Sum of Squares DF Mean Square F Value Prob > F
Model  0.254357849 9 0.028261983  17.64601688 < 0.0001
P 0.097667267 1 0.097667267  60.98079654 < 0.0001
I 0.029508302 1 0.029508302  18.42418474  0.000493
D 0.000903125 1 0.000903125 0.563886791 0.463
P’ 0.039123375 1 0.039123375  24.42757578 0.0001236
I’ 0.001040167 1 0.001040167  0.649451896 0.4314
D’ 0.000165375 1 0.000165375  0.103255671 0.7519
PI 0.085564741 1 0.085564741 53.42430684 < 0.0001
PD 0.000261333 1 0.000261333  0.163169456 0.6913
ID 0.000124163 1 0.000124163  0.077524223 0.784
Residual 0.027227318 17 0.001601607 - -
Total  0.281585167 26 - - -
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29 hotAREFS TR

Source Sum of Squares DF Mean Square F Value SS' p%o

P 1308.3164 1 1308.3164  2416.2735 1307.7609  67.30
I 0.0783 1 0.0783 0.1446 Pooled

D 217.7151 1 217.7151 402.0888 217.2706 11.18
p? 245.1285 1 245.1285 452.7173 244.6840 12.59
I’ 0.0004 1 0.0004 0.0008 Pooled

D’ 6.9571 1 6.9571 12.8487 6.5126 0.34
PI 0.0504 1 0.0504 0.0931 Pooled

PD 155.7692 1 155.7692 287.6835 155.3247 7.99
ID 0.0006 1 0.0006 0.0010 Pooled

Residual 9.2048 17 -

(Error) 9.3345 21 0.4445 - 11.6680 0.60
Total 1943.2209 26 - - 1943.2209 100
%10 A TS ?E%’%&i
Source Sum of Squares DF Mean Square F Value SS' p%

P 0.05810641 1 0.05810641 9184.727005 0.05810122 83.37
I 0.00000007 1 0.00000007 0.010626 Pooled
D 0.00178404 1 0.00178404 281.997820 0.00177885  2.55
p? 0.00836516 1 0.00836516 1322.258223 0.00835997 12.00
I’ 0.00000000 1 0.00000000  0.000732 Pooled
D’ 0.00000258 1 0.00000258 0.407580 0.00000261  0.00
PI 0.00000061 1 0.00000061 0.096026 Pooled
PD 0.00132510 1 0.00132510 209.455213 0.00131991  1.89
ID 0.00000075 1 0.00000075 0.118551 Pooled
Residual  0.00010755 17 -
(Error)  0.00010898 21 0.00000519 - 0.00012970  0.19
Total 0.06969225 26 - - 0.06969225 100
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%11 =i 7+ ?F)l%)ii
Source Sum of Squares DF Mean Square F Value SS' p%o
P 0.044910 1 0.044910 833.528698 0.044863148 51.96
I 0.000028 1 0.000028 0.512760 Pooled
D 0.000144 1 0.000144 2.671407  9.70365E-05 0.11
P’ 0.028672 1 0.028672 532.149317 0.028625001 33.16
I’ 0.000001 1 0.000001 0.017326 Pooled
D’ 0.001181 1 0.001181 21913214 0.001133774 1.31
PI 0.000040 1 0.000040 0.741795 Pooled
PD 0.010443 1 0.010443 193.821676 0.010396103 12.04
ID 0.000000 1 0.000000 0.006821 Pooled
Residual ~ 0.000916 17 -

(Error) 0.000985 21 0.000047 - 0.001219 1.41
Total 0.086334 26 - - 0.086334 100
212 FLEFFFRA
Source Sum of Squares DF Mean Square F Value SS' p%

P 0.097667267 1 0.097667267 60.980797  0.09606566 34.12
I 0.029508302 1 0.029508302 18.424185 0.027906695 9.91
D 0.000903125 1 0.000903125  0.563887  0.000698482 0.25
p? 0.039123375 1 0.039123375 24.427576 0.037521768 13.33
I’ 0.001040167 1 0.001040167  0.649452 0.00056144  0.20
D’ 0.000165375 1 0.000165375 0.103256  0.001436232 0.51
PI 0.085564741 1 0.085564741 53.424307 0.083963134 29.82
PD 0.000261333 1 0.000261333  0.163169  0.001340274 0.48
ID 0.000124163 1 0.000124163  0.077524  0.001477444 0.52
Residual 0.027227318 17 0.001601607 - 0.030614038 10.87
Total 0.281585167 26 - - 0.281585167 100
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5.1.2 22 23 5 4250
B4 29 % %% 1 R ATV AT HARP IR F 2L R F 40 £56~59 -
£ PG48 B L PR R AT o PN S AN ah g 18- 4 1% Matlab®
FR s ffrie §F Gl (B) [48] 0 xaE xw Azl

Og =22.18794 +5.54855x P —2029.23 x D + 25.56709 x p2’

+67300.35 —1801.44 x PD (5.1)

R; =0.160157 —0.29675x P +5.940278 x D + 0.149356 x P

+40.97222 x D* —5.25417 x PD (5.2)

S; =0.570652315-0.328422222 x P —24.53333333x D

+.276511111x P? +876.736 x D* —14.75x PD (5.3)

Es =—0.0881177778 —0.253563889 x P +9.951388889 x |

+7.51875x D +0.323x P* +131.6666667 x 1 > —328.125x D?
—16.88833333x Pl +2.33333x PD +80.41666667 x ID 5.4)

RE o 5B R B G AR D AR RIE S F B naUE Y (o o T iRy
s FRBEIp2Z QA RA T T SR AREE S BAGCDPREE ) AR
B TR B

SSuue _ 1934016 _ oo 2
SS;. 19432209 (5.5)

PR AT AR R B R Y 5§ 99.53%T d By~ TR D R X KRR

R? =

WL ARE S RGN E R kAR R A R A b

SS .
R? = 2wese _ 00696 _ g4 o050,
SS,.  0.0697 (5.6)

TR A PR R RE Y 0§ 99.85%7 d B 0 TH A RHX KR T SRR

PR RS (53) R B R AR R AT R A b
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R* =

SSuer _ 0085418 _ oo o0
SS,. 0.086334 (5.7)

TASLAE A ER AR P 0§ 08.94% T o B » FA P BHX AR T ARE
P AESNGAPRE R 0 PR E B R b

SSyom _ 0254357849 _ oo,
SS,.. 0.281585167 (5.8)

R? =

TRILFL R PRRE Y 0 F9033%F 4 Fy 0 TP KX KRR

513 R EZ L 47

RASPTT O REFHER NS E S N GF AL TR RELPRIEL

Fend B 80 SERIEEHASE R %2 584 »(B85.1~5854)¢ “TRE > £1313 %16

Wi

ERAIF RS AL % e DR R S RA LR LR S
(structureless) » 7= T §] A 8L G T 0 AR E0A) 5k AR o AT AR Minitab® st3+ 4 45
FRE[49] » B95%enin s R BN (afE 5 0.05)$ A £ 87 F il T BRACT

(m & BK)Ho * A £ 5 ¥ A pe
(3= BOH - A EL 7 52 F AR

RIIOZ R34 5] 5 b x AQAXE ~ PAWE ~ FIWF ~FLERLAT BB T F
(Normal Probability Plot) » Bl ¥ » X$hi & X & > Y#hs ¥ A5 S BT &7 N8
PEBEGTROTHOE CREI AR A FARLSVELAR O RMBGRERN - FE
HAB o d B0 PR BB EKE0.05 0 & KA ERIES A& BK (Ho) > serrit

W AR Sy e
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%13 BARBEALIERS

Os(%)

Standard Order  Actual Value Predicted Value Residual

1 0.0476 0.4202 -0.3726
2 6.3912 6.1568 0.2344
3 24.6086 24.6770 -0.0684
4 0.1958 0.4202 -0.2244
5 6.4283 6.1568 0.2715
6 24.6303 24.6770 -0.0467
7 0.3426 0.4202 -0.0776
8 6.4654 6.1568 0.3086
9 24.6520 24.6770 -0.0250
10 0.0349 -0.5316 0.5665
11 0.4622 1.6022 -1.1400
12 16.8708 16.5194 0.3514
13 0.1982 -0.5316 0.7298
14 0.5001 1.6022 -1.1021
15 16.8923 16.5194 0.3729
16 0.3599 -0.5316 0.8915
17 0.5379 1.6022 -1.0643
18 16.9138 16.5194 0.3944
19 0.0356 0.6703 -0.6347
20 0.0417 -0.7989 0.8406
21 10.1697 10.5155 -0.3458
22 0.1429 0.6703 -0.5274
23 0.0040 -0.7989 0.8029
24 10.1893 10.5155 -0.3262
25 0.3192 0.6703 -0.3511
26 0.0495 -0.7989 0.8484
27 10.2090 10.5155 -0.3065
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214 P AERRLESS

RT(S)

Standard Order  Actual Value Predicted Value  Residual

1 0.1201 0.1220 -0.0019
2 0.0420 0.0384 0.0036
3 0.0286 0.0294 -0.0008
4 0.1191 0.1220 -0.0029
5 0.0419 0.0384 0.0035
6 0.0280 0.0294 -0.0014
7 0.1201 0.1220 -0.0019
8 0.0411 0.0384 0.0027
9 0.0286 0.0294 -0.0008
10 0.1433 0.1418 0.0015
11 0.0474 0.0477 -0.0003
12 0.0273 0.0282 -0.0009
13 0.1430 0.1418 0.0012
14 0.0471 0.0477 -0.0006
15 0.0272 0.0282 -0.0010
16 0.1435 0.1418 0.0017
17 0.0475 0.0477 -0.0002
18 0.0269 0.0282 -0.0013
19 0.1620 0.1630 -0.0010
20 0.0554 0.0583 -0.0029
21 0.0304 0.0283 0.0021
22 0.1653 0.1630 0.0023
23 0.0553 0.0583 -0.0030
24 0.0304 0.0283 0.0021
25 0.1641 0.1630 0.0011
26 0.0554 0.0583 -0.0029
27 0.0304 0.0283 0.0021
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St(s)

Standard Order  Actual Value  Predicted Value Residual

1 0.1831 0.1853 -0.0022
2 0.1025 0.0957 0.0068
3 0.1449 0.1444 0.0005
4 0.1756 0.1853 -0.0097
5 0.1025 0.0957 0.0068
6 0.1448 0.1444 0.0004
7 0.1755 0.1853 -0.0098
8 0.1027 0.0957 0.0070
9 0.1445 0.1444 0.0001
10 0.2112 0.1979 0.0133
11 0.0735 0.0788 -0.0053
12 0.0932 0.0980 -0.0048
13 0.2110 0.1979 0.0131
14 0.0732 0.0788 -0.0056
15 0.0932 0.0980 -0.0048
16 0.2025 0.1979 0.0046
17 0.0734 0.0788 -0.0054
18 0.0932 0.0980 -0.0048
19 0.2397 0.2386 0.0011
20 0.0886 0.0900 -0.0014
21 0.0842 0.0797 0.0045
22 0.2331 0.2386 -0.0055
23 0.0887 0.0900 -0.0013
24 0.0841 0.0797 0.0044
25 0.2338 0.2386 -0.0048
26 0.0887 0.0900 -0.0013
27 0.0843 0.0797 0.0046
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i

Egss(mm)

Standard Order  Actual Value  Predicted Value Residual

1 0.0103 0.0043 0.0060
2 0.0380 0.0297 0.0083
3 0.0478 0.0551 -0.0073
4 0.0212 0.0232 -0.0020
5 0.0182 0.0269 -0.0087
6 0.0339 0.0305 0.0034
7 0.0519 0.0422 0.0098
8 0.0016 0.0241 -0.0225
9 0.0209 0.0060 0.0149
10 0.0003 0.0065 -0.0062
11 0.0309 0.0259 0.0050
12 0.0442 0.0453 -0.0011
13 0.0327 0.0296 0.0031
14 0.0103 0.0273 -0.0170
15 0.0299 0.0249 0.0050
16 0.0659 0.0527 0.0132
17 0.0108 0.0286 -0.0178
18 0.0164 0.0045 0.0119
19 0.0083 0.0087 -0.0004
20 0.0266 0.0221 0.0045
21 0.0401 0.0356 0.0045
22 0.0423 0.0359 0.0064
23 0.0047 0.0276 -0.0229
24 0.0253 0.0193 0.0060
25 0.0769 0.0632 0.0137
26 0.0170 0.0332 -0.0162
27 0.0095 0.0031 0.0064
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5.2.1 ﬁ#‘;}:ﬁ;q? Bkt
3R % dlik 23 MPD-PUCR 4104270 R % > 4o 18457 » o 40t R
LSV R BACRTEIT R ST -

18 @ 33402 2 PD-PIH 241

i

Std P I D Os(%) Rr(s) St(s) | Ess(mm)
1 24 25 0.26 0.463 0.0504 0.0772 | 0.04637
2 2.6 25 0.26 2.1901 0.0451 0.0689 | 0.04258
3 2.8 25 0.26 5.1006 0.0421 0.0964 | 0.03957
4 2.4 30 0.26 0.4629 0.0505 0.0777 | 0.04629
5 2.6 30 0.26 2.1707 0.045 0.0691 0.0126
6 2.8 30 0.26 5.0756 0.0424 0.0968 | 0.03939
7 2.4 35 0.26 0.4636 0.0505 0.0765 | 0.04636
8 2.6 35 0.26 2.154 0.0448 0.0691 | 0.04245
9 2.8 35 0.26 5.0689 0.0424 0.0974 | 0.03963
10 24 25 0.28 0.4686 0.0522 0.0833 | 0.04686
11 2.6 25 0.28 0.4845 0.0461 0.0716 | 0.04271
12 2.8 25 0.28 3418 0.0433 0.0666 | 0.03948
13 24 30 0.28 0.4639 0.0519 0.0815 0.0464
14 2.6 30 0.28 0.5225 0.0461 0.0713 | 0.01266
15 2.8 30 0.28 3.4124 0.0434 0.0665 | 0.03952
16 2.4 35 0.28 0.4639 0.0519 0.0815 0.0464
17 2.6 35 0.28 0.4725 0.0462 0.0715 | 0.04269
18 2.8 35 0.28 3.407 0.0433 0.655 0.01963
19 2.4 25 0.3 0.473 0.0543 0.0889 0.0473
20 2.6 25 0.3 0.4283 0.047 0.0738 | 0.04283
21 2.8 25 0.3 2.0348 0.0441 0.0681 | 0.03958
22 24 30 0.3 0.4719 0.0547 0.0895 | 0.04719
23 2.6 30 0.3 0.4288 0.0476 0.0737 0.0091
24 2.8 30 0.3 1.9985 0.044 0.0678 | 0.03959
25 24 35 0.3 0.4761 0.0546 0.0912 | 0.04761
26 2.6 35 0.3 0.4291 0.0473 0.0739 | 0.04292
27 2.8 35 0.3 2.0186 0.044 0.0678 | 0.01955
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Abstract

This research focused on utilizing MATLAB/ Simulink to simulate and compare the
electro-hydraulic servo control system based on three different design approaches, which are a
traditional PID controller design method and a fuzzy logic PID controller. Through a design of
experiments method, analysis of variance (ANOVA) and regression analysis, how the controlled
parameters impacts the controller can be evaluated and an optimal parameter setting can be
obtained. Furthermore, not only the tracking or positioning performance of a controller can be
greatly improved, but also mathematical models are established using the proposed method.
Based on the findings, the found fuzzy logic PID controller utilizing the new designing method
yields a better performance than that from the traditional PID controller design technique. In

addition, a trial-and-error tuning approach can be eliminated.

Keywords: Electro-Hydraulic Servo System, Intelligent Control, Taguchi Experimental Method,
Matlab/Simulink
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o A PFEEPEE S 5%50=001> LT3 099 g o & AT F L 1%
(3) p-value (Probability Value ) : i+ -4 kg K B (o)™ > arend ) R 4rst i h 8
Bl R A 38 B (% T3 o povalue ¥ - e AL T

BMEFIEFLCLIZRNA TR L EFTHATE > B ke n g BRALEH
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Fomd WL phgd > - KT AT EAFHEME LR D povalue ) — & i
P-value £ 5 % » - o7 B EIIT LG P AF o bl B F R F a RS
0.05 3 4r3 5t p-value<0.05 P% > RI4ESE Ho» 27 FH A REF AR ¥ &
BT ERLFEAF P p-value B %3005 4 % ¥ A ER

3

42 BB &AHH
FRBAFTNLR P DR PR R A HRFL D R KRBT
L ERPIEEA N TR TR X R R R - THRAE T
o eI BB BT RFFE R 2L gx%,amﬁgigﬂﬂ;ﬁg%
BoRFHe v 2% RN S S THE 2 P ENLERE S LIRS
F2 0 akla FE 0 B Avdoin sed R4 P BRI RS E DR R ORI
FRES P LRI B L B AR > LS 1T A B R B 4 R

FEFF I AFLFEE S oo FRATF AL T 00 LPPLIH

ok

(Significance)  H ~ 47} ZF & 7 7 407 757 o

(1) % £ /& (Source of Variation)

PERRTEEOHESE > 2P & 73 7453 4, B, C, ...,.22 3% ]+ (Error Factor, ¢)
% % % B (Total Variation, T) °
(2) T 2 4o(Sum of Squares, SS)
ARG ARV SRR 2o B P & F G SSu SSs SSpuctors -1 8SeE SSpe L
ot B e
SST:KH1 rly;j—nxrxy (5)
P

SSfactor =n (.)_}z - y)z (6)

i=1
SSe = SST - Z SSfactor (7)
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He o FF T2 fcd 7 4 o KETHETHEY - BL RF %R TIHEEL T
Frdpde o
(3) p o & (Degrees of Freedom, DOF)
R d RS A T2 BHc BANOVAL Y » L %3 pd BB HLK
Bfcp— 5 Rpd RBEPES 2T R 1 FL2pd RoRpd Rptd 97
FFFAA R
(4) 35> (Mean Squares, MS)
22 WL R AL ?]:*l"%f?"ﬁ”-f—! pd R e

SSfactor
MSfacmr = W (8)

Jactor
(5) F i&(F value)
UL eI TEENTE ST SN SRS
FEEMEF OFFEANRAFEM 2 EA AL T I 5 2RI R AR L
Bz BRG] o TS
= )

(6) % % > (The Excepted Sum of Squares, SS')

TEL LTI NI Aok A R LR o T

SS et =SSy = MS,,,,, x DOF,,,,, (10)
(7 F }EL % (Percentage of the Contribution to the Total Variation, p)
SAETFF A RE LR H G A FBE AL L FTHFL AR F
%&%@ﬁg%o
p, = SSaser 1000, (an
SS

T

(8) & HFA
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NG A TN E L - BT o

o BT o)

FRPELIAREATRIERT 0 i

* L

JEFF BTSRRI T T e vy ER R

SUEIE TR TS R S

4.3 i@ §F & 37
?%gg#ﬁ%%&%&—%ﬁﬁ% FEF R 7 AR R AR R AL

5% 17| (Empirical Model) it i 4~ 17 (Regression Analy51s),]* - F o Rl
oAl % > NP RS R ER- BRFF ROGE 0 XV S FHOA kR ER

Bl BWAzdo i S B ARE F1[33] -
B85 - B8 s e fjFenb)+ > F % ho| T > j* (Least Squares Method)fie if
P RF S BREXNE Y 2RO G

2=

- EEE g T Eeay R BRONE B S
VO &AeT

Y=8,+BX +BX,++[.X, +¢

M AR
(12)

% #<(Response Variable)> - B B:F %

H ¢ Y §_7) % #ic(Dependent Variable) st & i %
i % 38 P % #c(Predictor

% #c(Independent Variable) » » A F & 7R

JRRR SRR R X A p %
Variable) > ¢ 2 % # % £ 78 (Random Error Term) » By 5 # §E > [ &3¢ Eﬁ % o

> ﬁ-f—’r\ﬁ*ﬁ PR BXN R PHFY Zﬁ'IYgﬁr'n: PT A o
Vit iE- B E R ket i

b pe e RGO R Ktk h o R

“‘ 1‘}' E?;

L2 o

foor FRIE-EF ok d hd AR B
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V(%1% #0)

i RFE AR
Y=Potp\ X\ o Xot - +fXite

} Po B FE

> X(p ##)
B8 i H st iy
4.4 7% £ &7
A E RS E DR DR R L T T S T R A

Wtk S iE 0 AT A § 12 % (Model Adequacy Checking) &_F 4L 4 17 4242 ch— B £

LM o MAAYTEEREPUL E[34] ) A L (Residual) % 2 BHFHE SR B

(Actual) » 2 3 §F > 425 e i ) oH3p p] 6 (Predicted) ° B EHA LAY > F 5§ MA

AR hE F ol 2 G F DR R T ARE IR ST AR Rk R RSk o
FABFRA- AR REYEA T ZES X ROR AT 0 KA TRL

B AT ERAEASG o HivE4oT[35]:

(1) #5 :mZLd R AEAE-

(2) HEb: A LB T ARG B AR L Z=07((-0.5)/n) !
HEFEATRAPF Iz F ol =R L Bl P BB ER LB
B RSLE 1 A B ne AR ALERE -

(3) FARHFN - IEREE S B FELER

(4) 213 ArERS A AT RIA L BRI RN EA
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el
sy
pris

CHEF R B EIRES] ST R ] Jhd R R R T

"
E)
SITEF RSB HE TR AR BR o Ea AT E FET L T

X
=ht
0.
=}
AR

% TR EAFIBESEET T F —RBPIRIA] R E e

S50 PID#E#IR %% %

A A Ak i D R G O PR B o AR

T PR e o] 5 100mm o 1% 5 R AR Aa e FE R i dr ] 2

\\\ﬂr
5?15

NPHEETUESFELE
(Overshoot,Os) ~ + # p¥ & (Rise Time,Ry) ~ #& T _PF i (Setting Time,St) ~ #& i 2¥(Error,Egs)
ZIFL3G sz T & o

12 y5 Ziegler-Nichols 733 BB » B F|Kep=2.1645> ¢ & 4 - TIRtgiadr i Fir
ok i > T AP LB RG22 L Tep=0.112> AP~ PI~PID 44| B2 $# @k
drd 2o AP FKATR Y 4R S HH F o PIDIAE A W] 5 Kp =1.298 ~ K;=0.056 ~ Kp
=0.014 > p- pF k525 B9 o

4.2 Ziegler-Nichols# # ;3 2. PID %%k«

Kp T; Tp
P 1.082 0
PI 0.974 0.093
PID 1.298 0.056 0.014
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160

140
120 F ™\

1| R S R i e —
80 r

A #% (mm )

0  y | Reference
— RHBREHZ L
— —Ziegler-Nichols# 2 2 PID{* #]
0 ! ! I I
0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5

B F (s)
B9 Ziegler-Nichols# & z_ PID4z 1| B

20

d BO¥ > A AMBPATR R AXAE B dlL e p MAarR A ad
Ziegler-Nichols#} % {8 2. PID#r 1] s sez_ v g > o %3 > 5 i Ziegler-Nichols3? #PID %%k
B PR S A ARARE 2 IR o L L ASAF PR A E T

AR 2P HRE o FR AU P LR F R TRt e

Os(%) Rr(s) St(s) Ess(mm)
AT ks 50.2856 0.033 0.3446 0.1771
Ziegler-Nichols 3 #2_ PID | 25.5313 0.0325 0.1535 0.0141

22



i ¥5 Ziegler-Nichols3h A PID $-#c2_ §= ] » %4 $H fofl T A FF £
dFHRRFREFFTHRDORPE L7 Z BFFF 5= BRE, Ti2F 2

W E R 72T R R 0 ho R A9rF) o

#4 9 %3 412 2 PID##]

*

N ]
-

—}?5@,7’12

p I D Os(%) | Rx(s) St(s) | Ess(mm)
Std

1 0.5 0.025 0.018 0.0476 0.1201 0.1831 0.0476
2 1 0.025 0.018 6.3912 0.042 0.1025 0.0629
3 1.5 0.025 0.018 24.6086 | 0.0286 0.1449 0.0606
4 0.5 0.035 0.018 0.1958 0.1191 0.1756 0.1958
5 1 0.035 0.018 6.4283 0.0419 0.1025 0.0246
6 1.5 0.035 0.018 24.6303 0.028 0.1448 0.0456
7 0.5 0.045 0.018 0.3426 0.1201 0.1755 0.3426
8 1 0.045 0.018 6.4654 0.0411 0.1027 0.0124
9 1.5 0.045 0.018 24.652 0.0286 0.1445 0.0274
10 0.5 0.025 0.022 0.0349 0.1433 0.2112 0.0349
11 1 0.025 0.022 0.4622 0.0474 0.0735 0.0519
12 1.5 0.025 0.022 16.8708 | 0.0273 0.0932 0.0577
13 0.5 0.035 0.022 0.1982 0.143 0.211 0.1982
14 1 0.035 0.022 0.5001 0.0471 0.0732 0.0103
15 1.5 0.035 0.022 16.8923 0.0272 0.0932 0.0379
16 0.5 0.045 0.022 0.3599 0.1435 0.2025 0.3599
17 1 0.045 0.022 0.5379 0.0475 0.0734 0.0319
18 1.5 0.045 0.022 169138 | 0.0269 0.0932 0.0203
19 0.5 0.025 0.026 0.0356 0.162 0.2397 0.0356
20 1 0.025 0.026 0.0417 0.0554 0.0886 0.0419
21 1.5 0.025 0.026 10.1697 | 0.0304 0.0842 0.0535
22 0.5 0.035 0.026 0.1429 0.1653 0.2331 0.1429
23 1 0.035 0.026 0.004 0.0553 0.0887 0.0038
24 1.5 0.035 0.026 10.1893 0.0304 0.0841 0.0334
25 0.5 0.045 0.026 0.3192 0.1641 0.2338 0.3192
26 1 0.045 0.026 0.0495 0.0554 0.0887 0.0473
27 1.5 0.045 0.026 10.209 0.0304 0.0843 0.0144
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5.1.1 ANOVAZ% #7

REELFTRE) BREH v LI - BB B AT 0 ket
BB FF R Bk AR A S AEA T F RPN FREL ]
EFF e R HREL RAAR ARSIkl TR A AL TER
SR 2 FEFFHOERMI G PR RAREEFRFEL g ST gk -

AR SR R FIF RPOL G E) IR A P D(cA PR » i dp 45430 A @
ﬂ&bﬁ%ﬁ%5&5W%%’B%éﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁYﬂﬁ&xwgﬁum&ﬂé,g
FEX)LE ZBEHEF 2 55 o T F BRR AT
B & BEHyt Br=PB2=..=p=0
¥ B3k H C B#EO0R - 1#j

FHEERAIAY DR ARERET AT AEFCRBIERF S EL s ANOVA
AT A ded 3 AT o F R R e o B R AR R e ke T o Y
FREAS T RSB T T sl F AR ,#g% IR R iEER L

AhE g T A BRI E TS AR AR o AR REER

BAESY o F AR B R E #A, 7 kR g Model F Value” - 3 BF value =
30.599>F0.05(9,17)=2.49 » frki 7 — 1&-| P & (<0.0001) » T 1 chir 3| F A F e » 2 F
F o1 0.01% s 7 i A FAp ke o JEd PEF 2R 0 2B 1 ockP D p?-D?>
frlip 2 3 (5% seiPDenE A +0ad(0.05) » % 7 T A sl % 2 3 (5% s Fh 2
AGARE SR F 0 DR T WA AR R FT PR 0 FEA A
2. FPApER

#26¢ > 7 AR ZE L HAH T kIR H“Model F Value” » 4 IR F value =

F_*

71.7489>F0.05(9,17)=2.49 » e & 77 — & &P E(<0.0001) » F #7iF ) L A7 F e 2
B3] ¥0.01%:0H 5 7 i AR ARk o F5d PET I 2B 2 %P D P D
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frl B3 (% > gPDiE ‘}'3"3 SaiE(0.05) 0 Ao ATE AT E T TR ﬁiﬁ%%’/%@i -

.10 °

v;\u-

PR GERFG SRS HARFRLT AR - FES

R
#27¢ > 7 AR 2% L HAH 5 kR H“Model F Value” » 4 I F value =
IR

5.239>F0.05(9,17)=2.49 » fckf — 4& | ¢+P & (0.0001) » T #:% e SR F eh> ¥ 7

F_*

J300.219% 8 F T s PR ATEAR R o ,%gr} PEv mgm > 2B 1scgKP ~D > el B
% »2EPDNE 48 22 afd (0.05) & 7 #TE A s 2 23 (E¥ U FRIFRF S HF

SREERE T S R S RN S RN

ek

wAi8Y o FARZE R KA KRS “Model F Value” » 3 R F value =

6.674>F0.05(9,17)=2.49 » fokf 7+ — 4& | 7P #(0.0001) » T #7:% crca| E A F eh> ¥ 7

cFd PEF MR 1R 23 1% s gPlenid ]

2

F

1 +50.05403% chil % 7 it FIIEL T Ap

aE(0.05) 7 ERIT T B FEFL R L EF S TR T L EBET
FRAZR o B 12 o i 3RFE A R L (hierarchy principle)[39] > — B & FFAPDE S 7 o
BEEIE S e SR 0 R G OEE - BHCAIN 2R RS S A e

B PR RIDo 4 ¢ I(fE A BERF) SD(RcA PER) T 5 MIE A M F R T S 1DE D
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%5 B RAAEANOVAL 7% %

Source Sum of Squares DF Mean Square F Value Prob >F
Model 1934.0160 9 214.8907 396.8724 <0.0001
P 1308.3164 1 1308.3164 2416.2735 <0.0001
| 0.0783 1 0.0783 0.1446 0.7085
D 217.7151 1 217.7151 402.0888 <0.0001
p? 245.1285 1 245.1285 452.7173 <0.0001
I’ 0.0004 1 0.0004 0.0008 0.9783
D’ 6.9571 1 6.9571 12.8487 0.002284
PI 0.0504 1 0.0504 0.0931 0.7639
PD 155.7692 1 155.7692 287.6835 <0.0001
ID 0.0006 1 0.0006 0.0010 0.9747
Residual 9.2048 17 0.5415 - -
Total 1943.2209 26 - - -
%6 2 pFFANOVAA 1758 %
Source Sum of Squares DF Mean Square F Value Prob > F
Model 0.0696 9 0.0077 1222.1191 <0.0001
P 0.0581 1 0.0581 9184.7270 <0.0001
I 0.0000 1 0.0000 0.0106 0.9191
D 0.0018 1 0.0018 281.9978 <0.0001
p? 0.0084 1 0.0084 1322.2582 <0.0001
I’ 0.0000 1 0.0000 0.0007 0.9787
D’ 0.0000 1 0.0000 0.4076 0.5317
PI 0.0000 1 0.0000 0.0960 0.7604
PD 0.0013 1 0.0013 209.4552 <0.0001
ID 0.0000 1 0.0000 0.1186 0.7348
Residual 0.0001 17 0.0000 - -
Total 0.0697 26 - - -
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27

& T P ANOVA A 17 54 %

Source Sum of Squares DF Mean Square F Value Prob >F
Model 0.085418 9 0.009491 176.151446 < 0.0001
P 0.044910 1 0.044910 833.528698 < 0.0001
I 0.000028 1 0.000028 0.512760 0.483700
D 0.000144 1 0.000144 2.671407 0.120500
P’ 0.028672 1 0.028672 532.149317  <0.0001
r 0.000001 1 0.000001 0.017326 0.896800
D’ 0.001181 1 0.001181 21.913214 0.000215
PI 0.000040 1 0.000040 0.741795 0.401100
PD 0.010443 1 0.010443 193.821676 < 0.0001
ID 0.000000 1 0.000000 0.006821 0.935100
Residual 0.000916 17 0.000054 - -
Total 0.086334 26 - - -
%8 AL EANOVAL 7% %
Source Sum of Squares DF Mean Square F Value Prob > F
Model  0.254357849 9 0.028261983  17.64601688 < 0.0001
P 0.097667267 1 0.097667267  60.98079654 < 0.0001
I 0.029508302 1 0.029508302  18.42418474  0.000493
D 0.000903125 1 0.000903125 0.563886791 0.463
P’ 0.039123375 1 0.039123375  24.42757578 0.0001236
I’ 0.001040167 1 0.001040167  0.649451896 0.4314
D’ 0.000165375 1 0.000165375  0.103255671 0.7519
PI 0.085564741 1 0.085564741 53.42430684 < 0.0001
PD 0.000261333 1 0.000261333  0.163169456 0.6913
ID 0.000124163 1 0.000124163  0.077524223 0.784
Residual 0.027227318 17 0.001601607 - -
Total  0.281585167 26 - - -
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29 hotAREFS TR

Source Sum of Squares DF Mean Square F Value SS' p%o

P 1308.3164 1 1308.3164  2416.2735 1307.7609  67.30
I 0.0783 1 0.0783 0.1446 Pooled

D 217.7151 1 217.7151 402.0888 217.2706 11.18
p? 245.1285 1 245.1285 452.7173 244.6840 12.59
I’ 0.0004 1 0.0004 0.0008 Pooled

D’ 6.9571 1 6.9571 12.8487 6.5126 0.34
PI 0.0504 1 0.0504 0.0931 Pooled

PD 155.7692 1 155.7692 287.6835 155.3247 7.99
ID 0.0006 1 0.0006 0.0010 Pooled

Residual 9.2048 17 -

(Error) 9.3345 21 0.4445 - 11.6680 0.60
Total 1943.2209 26 - - 1943.2209 100
%10 A TS ?E%’%&i
Source Sum of Squares DF Mean Square F Value SS' p%

P 0.05810641 1 0.05810641 9184.727005 0.05810122 83.37
I 0.00000007 1 0.00000007 0.010626 Pooled
D 0.00178404 1 0.00178404 281.997820 0.00177885  2.55
p? 0.00836516 1 0.00836516 1322.258223 0.00835997 12.00
I’ 0.00000000 1 0.00000000  0.000732 Pooled
D’ 0.00000258 1 0.00000258 0.407580 0.00000261  0.00
PI 0.00000061 1 0.00000061 0.096026 Pooled
PD 0.00132510 1 0.00132510 209.455213 0.00131991  1.89
ID 0.00000075 1 0.00000075 0.118551 Pooled
Residual  0.00010755 17 -
(Error)  0.00010898 21 0.00000519 - 0.00012970  0.19
Total 0.06969225 26 - - 0.06969225 100
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%11 =i 7+ ?F)l%)ii
Source Sum of Squares DF Mean Square F Value SS' p%o
P 0.044910 1 0.044910 833.528698 0.044863148 51.96
I 0.000028 1 0.000028 0.512760 Pooled
D 0.000144 1 0.000144 2.671407  9.70365E-05 0.11
P’ 0.028672 1 0.028672 532.149317 0.028625001 33.16
I’ 0.000001 1 0.000001 0.017326 Pooled
D’ 0.001181 1 0.001181 21913214 0.001133774 1.31
PI 0.000040 1 0.000040 0.741795 Pooled
PD 0.010443 1 0.010443 193.821676 0.010396103 12.04
ID 0.000000 1 0.000000 0.006821 Pooled
Residual ~ 0.000916 17 -

(Error) 0.000985 21 0.000047 - 0.001219 1.41
Total 0.086334 26 - - 0.086334 100
212 FLEFFFRA
Source Sum of Squares DF Mean Square F Value SS' p%

P 0.097667267 1 0.097667267 60.980797  0.09606566 34.12
I 0.029508302 1 0.029508302 18.424185 0.027906695 9.91
D 0.000903125 1 0.000903125  0.563887  0.000698482 0.25
p? 0.039123375 1 0.039123375 24.427576 0.037521768 13.33
I’ 0.001040167 1 0.001040167  0.649452 0.00056144  0.20
D’ 0.000165375 1 0.000165375 0.103256  0.001436232 0.51
PI 0.085564741 1 0.085564741 53.424307 0.083963134 29.82
PD 0.000261333 1 0.000261333  0.163169  0.001340274 0.48
ID 0.000124163 1 0.000124163  0.077524  0.001477444 0.52
Residual 0.027227318 17 0.001601607 - 0.030614038 10.87
Total 0.281585167 26 - - 0.281585167 100
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5.1.2 22 23 5 4250
B4 29 % %% 1 R ATV AT HARP IR F 2L R F 40 £56~59 -
£ PG48 B L PR R AT o PN S AN ah g 18- 4 1% Matlab®
FR s ffrie §F Gl (B) [48] 0 xaE xw Azl

Og =22.18794 +5.54855x P —2029.23 x D + 25.56709 x p2’

+67300.35 —1801.44 x PD (5.1)

R; =0.160157 —0.29675x P +5.940278 x D + 0.149356 x P

+40.97222 x D* —5.25417 x PD (5.2)

S; =0.570652315-0.328422222 x P —24.53333333x D

+.276511111x P? +876.736 x D* —14.75x PD (5.3)

Es =—0.0881177778 —0.253563889 x P +9.951388889 x |

+7.51875x D +0.323x P* +131.6666667 x 1 > —328.125x D?
—16.88833333x Pl +2.33333x PD +80.41666667 x ID 5.4)

RE o 5B R B G AR D AR RIE S F B naUE Y (o o T iRy
s FRBEIp2Z QA RA T T SR AREE S BAGCDPREE ) AR
B TR B

SSuue _ 1934016 _ oo 2
SS;. 19432209 (5.5)

PR AT AR R B R Y 5§ 99.53%T d By~ TR D R X KRR

R? =

WL ARE S RGN E R kAR R A R A b

SS .
R? = 2wese _ 00696 _ g4 o050,
SS,.  0.0697 (5.6)

TR A PR R RE Y 0§ 99.85%7 d B 0 TH A RHX KR T SRR

PR RS (53) R B R AR R AT R A b

30



R* =

SSuer _ 0085418 _ oo o0
SS,. 0.086334 (5.7)

TASLAE A ER AR P 0§ 08.94% T o B » FA P BHX AR T ARE
P AESNGAPRE R 0 PR E B R b

SSyom _ 0254357849 _ oo,
SS,.. 0.281585167 (5.8)

R? =

TRILFL R PRRE Y 0 F9033%F 4 Fy 0 TP KX KRR

513 R EZ L 47

RASPTT O REFHER NS E S N GF AL TR RELPRIEL

Fend B 80 SERIEEHASE R %2 584 »(B85.1~5854)¢ “TRE > £1313 %16

Wi

ERAIF RS AL % e DR R S RA LR LR S
(structureless) » 7= T §] A 8L G T 0 AR E0A) 5k AR o AT AR Minitab® st3+ 4 45
FRE[49] » B95%enin s R BN (afE 5 0.05)$ A £ 87 F il T BRACT

(m & BK)Ho * A £ 5 ¥ A pe
(3= BOH - A EL 7 52 F AR

RIIOZ R34 5] 5 b x AQAXE ~ PAWE ~ FIWF ~FLERLAT BB T F
(Normal Probability Plot) » Bl ¥ » X$hi & X & > Y#hs ¥ A5 S BT &7 N8
PEBEGTROTHOE CREI AR A FARLSVELAR O RMBGRERN - FE
HAB o d B0 PR BB EKE0.05 0 & KA ERIES A& BK (Ho) > serrit

W AR Sy e
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%13 BARBEALIERS

Os(%)

Standard Order  Actual Value Predicted Value Residual

1 0.0476 0.4202 -0.3726
2 6.3912 6.1568 0.2344
3 24.6086 24.6770 -0.0684
4 0.1958 0.4202 -0.2244
5 6.4283 6.1568 0.2715
6 24.6303 24.6770 -0.0467
7 0.3426 0.4202 -0.0776
8 6.4654 6.1568 0.3086
9 24.6520 24.6770 -0.0250
10 0.0349 -0.5316 0.5665
11 0.4622 1.6022 -1.1400
12 16.8708 16.5194 0.3514
13 0.1982 -0.5316 0.7298
14 0.5001 1.6022 -1.1021
15 16.8923 16.5194 0.3729
16 0.3599 -0.5316 0.8915
17 0.5379 1.6022 -1.0643
18 16.9138 16.5194 0.3944
19 0.0356 0.6703 -0.6347
20 0.0417 -0.7989 0.8406
21 10.1697 10.5155 -0.3458
22 0.1429 0.6703 -0.5274
23 0.0040 -0.7989 0.8029
24 10.1893 10.5155 -0.3262
25 0.3192 0.6703 -0.3511
26 0.0495 -0.7989 0.8484
27 10.2090 10.5155 -0.3065
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214 P AERRLESS

RT(S)

Standard Order  Actual Value Predicted Value  Residual

1 0.1201 0.1220 -0.0019
2 0.0420 0.0384 0.0036
3 0.0286 0.0294 -0.0008
4 0.1191 0.1220 -0.0029
5 0.0419 0.0384 0.0035
6 0.0280 0.0294 -0.0014
7 0.1201 0.1220 -0.0019
8 0.0411 0.0384 0.0027
9 0.0286 0.0294 -0.0008
10 0.1433 0.1418 0.0015
11 0.0474 0.0477 -0.0003
12 0.0273 0.0282 -0.0009
13 0.1430 0.1418 0.0012
14 0.0471 0.0477 -0.0006
15 0.0272 0.0282 -0.0010
16 0.1435 0.1418 0.0017
17 0.0475 0.0477 -0.0002
18 0.0269 0.0282 -0.0013
19 0.1620 0.1630 -0.0010
20 0.0554 0.0583 -0.0029
21 0.0304 0.0283 0.0021
22 0.1653 0.1630 0.0023
23 0.0553 0.0583 -0.0030
24 0.0304 0.0283 0.0021
25 0.1641 0.1630 0.0011
26 0.0554 0.0583 -0.0029
27 0.0304 0.0283 0.0021
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St(s)

Standard Order  Actual Value  Predicted Value Residual

1 0.1831 0.1853 -0.0022
2 0.1025 0.0957 0.0068
3 0.1449 0.1444 0.0005
4 0.1756 0.1853 -0.0097
5 0.1025 0.0957 0.0068
6 0.1448 0.1444 0.0004
7 0.1755 0.1853 -0.0098
8 0.1027 0.0957 0.0070
9 0.1445 0.1444 0.0001
10 0.2112 0.1979 0.0133
11 0.0735 0.0788 -0.0053
12 0.0932 0.0980 -0.0048
13 0.2110 0.1979 0.0131
14 0.0732 0.0788 -0.0056
15 0.0932 0.0980 -0.0048
16 0.2025 0.1979 0.0046
17 0.0734 0.0788 -0.0054
18 0.0932 0.0980 -0.0048
19 0.2397 0.2386 0.0011
20 0.0886 0.0900 -0.0014
21 0.0842 0.0797 0.0045
22 0.2331 0.2386 -0.0055
23 0.0887 0.0900 -0.0013
24 0.0841 0.0797 0.0044
25 0.2338 0.2386 -0.0048
26 0.0887 0.0900 -0.0013
27 0.0843 0.0797 0.0046
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i

Egss(mm)

Standard Order  Actual Value  Predicted Value Residual

1 0.0103 0.0043 0.0060
2 0.0380 0.0297 0.0083
3 0.0478 0.0551 -0.0073
4 0.0212 0.0232 -0.0020
5 0.0182 0.0269 -0.0087
6 0.0339 0.0305 0.0034
7 0.0519 0.0422 0.0098
8 0.0016 0.0241 -0.0225
9 0.0209 0.0060 0.0149
10 0.0003 0.0065 -0.0062
11 0.0309 0.0259 0.0050
12 0.0442 0.0453 -0.0011
13 0.0327 0.0296 0.0031
14 0.0103 0.0273 -0.0170
15 0.0299 0.0249 0.0050
16 0.0659 0.0527 0.0132
17 0.0108 0.0286 -0.0178
18 0.0164 0.0045 0.0119
19 0.0083 0.0087 -0.0004
20 0.0266 0.0221 0.0045
21 0.0401 0.0356 0.0045
22 0.0423 0.0359 0.0064
23 0.0047 0.0276 -0.0229
24 0.0253 0.0193 0.0060
25 0.0769 0.0632 0.0137
26 0.0170 0.0332 -0.0162
27 0.0095 0.0031 0.0064

35



999 -

99 +
95 +

80
50 H
20

05
01 +

001

Probability

-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5

Residual _Os
Ayverage: 0.0000237 Anderson-Darling Mormality Test

StDew: 0599175 A-Squared: 0.359
N 27 P-Value: 0426

10 Bt ALARE A L ek L4 5

999

99
95 ~

.80 ~
50
20 —

05 4
01 4

001

Probability

-0.003 -0.002 -0.001 0.000 0.001 0.002 0.003
Residual _Rt

Average: 00000001 Anderson-Darling Mormality Test
StDey: 0.0020472 A-Squared: 0595
M 27 P-Value: 0.110

BI11 2 A £k 4 5 )

36



999 -

99 +
95

80
50 ~
20

05
01 4

001

Probability

-0.01 0.00 0.01

Residual _St
Awerage: -0.0000003 Anderson-Darling Mormality Test

StDeyv: 0.0061538 A-Squared: 0.559
M 27 F-Value: 0.135

B2 FERFRA LY 155 H

999

99 ~
95

80 ~
50
20 4

05 4
01 4

001 4

Probability

-0.05 0.00 0.05

Residual_Ess

Average: 0.0000000 Anderson-Darling Mormality Test
StDew: 0.0323607 A-Squared: 0.273
M 27 P-Yalue: 0638

B3 LB ALDOF G145 R

37



51.4 PID& 4 %8k &

B ANOVA A 457822 0 B0 B8 4 B R 3 8 ¥ ch 2 ¥cts > & d Design-Expert® 522+ 4 45
TR Fe Bt Sl T3 B w4 Slio do & 17977 o 5 PIDA 4 % #cF v Matlab®
AT L E I PR R g v HT R B e R R A B
F A TP AR E R B AR - B145PIDE % giﬁxléi?Ziegler-Nichols

AR PIDS ez > o Blor7 o BB AR R P 2 P Pt e 2 Bk

%17 PIDE 415 28 & B

P I D Os(%) Ry(ms) St(ms)  Egs(mm)
0.97 0.035 0.022  0.5519 0.0509 0.0768  0.0276

FEE 0.1028 0.0474 0.0735  0.0162
140
120 7\
! \
100 P e~ & o
I N
— '.f
E 80 |y
Y 4
o .
60 r !
g /
i
07
” ------- Reference
20 — —Ziegler-Nichols# 2 = PIDix 4]
-2 PIDiE#
0 ] ]
0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
# Fa (s)

Bl14 PID% it % #c2? Ziegler-Nichols} £ 2_ 34| R
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5.2.1 ﬁ#‘;}:ﬁ;q? Bkt
3R % dlik 23 MPD-PUCR 4104270 R % > 4o 18457 » o 40t R
LSV R BACRTEIT R ST -

18 @ 33402 2 PD-PIH 241

i

Std P I D Os(%) Rr(s) St(s) | Ess(mm)
1 24 25 0.26 0.463 0.0504 0.0772 | 0.04637
2 2.6 25 0.26 2.1901 0.0451 0.0689 | 0.04258
3 2.8 25 0.26 5.1006 0.0421 0.0964 | 0.03957
4 2.4 30 0.26 0.4629 0.0505 0.0777 | 0.04629
5 2.6 30 0.26 2.1707 0.045 0.0691 0.0126
6 2.8 30 0.26 5.0756 0.0424 0.0968 | 0.03939
7 2.4 35 0.26 0.4636 0.0505 0.0765 | 0.04636
8 2.6 35 0.26 2.154 0.0448 0.0691 | 0.04245
9 2.8 35 0.26 5.0689 0.0424 0.0974 | 0.03963
10 24 25 0.28 0.4686 0.0522 0.0833 | 0.04686
11 2.6 25 0.28 0.4845 0.0461 0.0716 | 0.04271
12 2.8 25 0.28 3418 0.0433 0.0666 | 0.03948
13 24 30 0.28 0.4639 0.0519 0.0815 0.0464
14 2.6 30 0.28 0.5225 0.0461 0.0713 | 0.01266
15 2.8 30 0.28 3.4124 0.0434 0.0665 | 0.03952
16 2.4 35 0.28 0.4639 0.0519 0.0815 0.0464
17 2.6 35 0.28 0.4725 0.0462 0.0715 | 0.04269
18 2.8 35 0.28 3.407 0.0433 0.655 0.01963
19 2.4 25 0.3 0.473 0.0543 0.0889 0.0473
20 2.6 25 0.3 0.4283 0.047 0.0738 | 0.04283
21 2.8 25 0.3 2.0348 0.0441 0.0681 | 0.03958
22 24 30 0.3 0.4719 0.0547 0.0895 | 0.04719
23 2.6 30 0.3 0.4288 0.0476 0.0737 0.0091
24 2.8 30 0.3 1.9985 0.044 0.0678 | 0.03959
25 24 35 0.3 0.4761 0.0546 0.0912 | 0.04761
26 2.6 35 0.3 0.4291 0.0473 0.0739 | 0.04292
27 2.8 35 0.3 2.0186 0.044 0.0678 | 0.01955




5.2.2 PD-PI# #7415

RS S

& ANOVA A 77830 0 B2 B 4 Bl i A ¥ en % 8cts > 55 d Design-Expert” 53+ A 44

BoR Ao B i Rl 0 de R 19977 o 45 PD-PIRCR £ 4] B A 4 4 8cF w Matlab® e 4+ 12
FIFHERFEE GV HT UFR Bodd Y ZlEEZFEEDLET L 7
B GRSk RE R EEREF - BI165 PD-PIHCR I B i S8z B -
%19 PD-PIHCH #4154 i & 5
P I D OS(%) RT (s) ST(s) ESS(mm)
2.697 31.66 0.3 0.9271 0.0455 0.0990 0.0234
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120
100 o e e e e —
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80 /!
= '
—~ g0 F i
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A :
40 | !
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0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
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54 Bt 2P LEEF LR

R AVAETRI IR - Bt 1 JESE WEC - N - N SN SR L
(50.2856%) ~ + < p¥ ¥ (0.335) ~ 4% TP ¥ (0.3446s) ~ £ fi 3% % (0.1771mm) ; Ziegler-Nichols
A2 PID 5 B % ATARE (25.5313%) ~ + = PR P (0.03255) + ££ %P (0.15355) ~ fE 3R AL
(0.0141mm) ; 57 %3+ %172 2 PIDI41] 5 B+ 4245 € (0.1025%) ~ * = p* 7 (0.0474s) ~ fEZ
9 (0.07355) ~ 4815 -4 (0.0162mm) ; PD-PIHk 741 5 & 448 £ (0.4236%) ~ 1 = p¥
¥(0.0452s) ~ $£ P+ 7 (0.0703s) ~ FE 1 374 (0.0092mm) 5 574 S BT H] 5 B~ QAR E
(0.0059%) ~ + = pF % (0.0282s) ~ 4& T_PF ¥ (0.0461s) ~ #& & 3% £ (0.006mm) ; & % 2 M7
Bl RENT 0 T 00 I A T R R R PR S B8

%

A

E3rd R S R 2 U

N

#21 FEHAIFHRBETEEFL IR

T Os(%) Rx(s) St(s)  Ess(mm)
AAT T & 50.2856 0.033 0.3446 0.1771

Ziegler-Nichols # #£2. PID  25.5313  0.0325 0.1535 0.0141

% %1% 22 PID #41 0.1028  0.0474  0.0735  0.0162

PD-PI fici 321 04236 0.0452  0.0703  0.0092
HA R 0.0059  0.0282  0.0461  0.006
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