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Comparison of two controllers using IFAC 93 Benchmark Test
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Abstract - A PID-controller is proposed as a
controller to the IFAC93 benchmark process. It
is compared with a Textbook PID-controller and
a Derivative of output PID-controller.
Especially, the Derivative of output PID-
controller works within the critical bounds of *£1.5
except for 1 out of 15 periods at stress level 1,2.
The objective of this paper, then, is to report
on an alternative benchmark{IFAC93) and
reveal more efficient PID
Textbook PID-control and Derivative of output
PID~controller.
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