‘95 CHEtEoiete stAlstaisl =2% (1995, 7, 20~22)

1% HA 8 9B A5 F= A7

*

AEAAFEHFS A G2 ALL 05

*BEgdstz drlges, @3 s 474

An Auto Tuning Controller with Double
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ABSTRACT

The shape and width of fuzzy membership function has
an effect on performance of fuzzy controller.

In this paper, fuzzy controller is proposed to improve
the control performance of fuzzy controller. It has two
fuzzy inference engine. The one is typical fuzzy inference
engine, the other is proposed to infer optimal width of
membership function
constant (K,T,L).

To show the effectiveness of this fuzzy controller with
double fuzzy inference engine, it is applied to plant (dead
time + 1st order delay) with various plant constant,

in fuzzy controller from plant
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Table 1. Rule table for calculating change-in-control input
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