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Optimal tuning and Disturbance Rejection on PID controller
loop for motor control using Immune Algorithm

Dong Hwa Kim and Jea Hoon Cho
Dept, of Control Instrumentation Engineering, Hanbat National University

ABSTRACT
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Fig. 1. Block diagram of second system.
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Table 1. Parameter of immune algorithm.
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Fig. 2. Control result by immune algorithm. (no disturbance)
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Fig. 3. Characteristics of response by variation of mutation.
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