89 BEIEEHIHBITEARIIE 1989. 10.

M| e $7d2] H-3Ae] U

(An Adaptive Control Method for the Nonlinmear Process)

27~28

o Fx fF L Adx o o Fxx F A P
(K Lo, E. S. Yoon, Y. K. Yeo, H. K. Song)

# A-2cysly 827 (Secul National Univ., Dept. of Chem. Eng.)
m SPTT}EEr) 4o 7Y 2}8F 2 A A)(KIST, Chemical Process lab.)

Abstract. Under the condition of stable inverse a bilinear model predictive control method for
SISO and MIMO system with time delay is derived. For processes subject to a bounded disturbance

the proposed control method with a classical recursive adaptation algorithm was shown to be stable
in the sense of the convergence of parameter estimates and the boundedness of the control error,

Several simulation results

predictive control method,
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