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Figure 2 Block diagram of pH control system(MBAC)

5. Control Law

Eq. 101 2= diet Z0of 3HZH0| Xoff thsf ME0o|2 2 MojYHez
Figure 2 2 22 linearizing control methodE AHE BTt pH T &l XE A[O{#H
5tH, 3 e B+ = 1A2 EABIC} whety PID‘EJ*' 9| control lowE HE& +
UA| E Tt velocity HEHS| AHEA 22 LIEHHT CHSat 2t
U =0, + K /X (K = X))+ T/ (X~ X)) 14

4 710l A Xepq 2t Xg 5— ZtZ} pHyyt & pHSl B2 M CHS 3t 20| parameter
FEXNZ2RH AME £ °‘E¥

_Z |k+1 Hk = Kw
e
Xk+| - (D(ka” ) = 1+ CHkH Hict| 15

—C, - \ _,_%___
¢ i=1 1+CHk+| /KI
2 1k+| vkt CH< _51

X, = d(pH,) = 71+Cy /K, Cy. 16

C 1k+|

z1 +C,. /K,
J2|1 Kot te HFEL poIeZ ﬁﬁ“%‘ £ A= ctEZat 2ol MFsict.,
_ e —-PP, , . T(e™ ~P,P,) 17,18
C (1-e"K, ' 1-(P,+P,)+PP,

P;, Po= poleS| 20|11 tuning parameterE A 242 0¥ E 17HX| H3}st=
dl, 10l 7tZA 3t™ modeling errordil CIZHsH X[, 00l It 7t 2 2t MEH8IH,
S0l =2 XA ECt o7 Pi=P,=0.78 ALE5IULC

6. Simulation
MBACE n7ile| 24 parameter(C,,Cs,...C,) 2t Eoll F0{0f & n7f 2| O| 23}
M42HK Ky, K2 7HR 2 Aot n0] 23X, S &5 3ZE QAT 7SSt
7| M= BHX| n& 322 K, =3.5K ,=4.5, K3=5 52 NZANF |2 ZANARE
8 SHAULCY,

6.1) ZAXIE )
MBACS| 2 AIXIE & Table 10| LIEIHQUCE EEAE 18510 A
o, =0|= & IHE randomdtH pH=10.1 23 F=UC



182 3pehye}e] o]&23 $& A 19 A 23 19954

Table |. Simulation data of a single-component weak acid and strong base system for testing
the performance of MBAC

F= 1.75 mi/sec dissociation contants
u=0.174 mi/sec CH,CooH : pK,= 4.75
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Figure 3 Simulation result of the Figure 4 Simulation result of the servo
regulator problem problem
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