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Fig. 1 Step input disturbance for system Fig. 2 Step input disturbance for system 1

®* DMC
MDMC with m=3

Time

.25 +

20

15 4

0+

.05 A

0.00

AN
y
\.-\ .

-

MDMC with m=3

-
——— e

4

T T T T T

L
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70

Time
Fig. 3 Step input disturbance for system 2Fig. 4 Step input disturbance for system 2

30 30

25 1 25 -

.20 o 20 4 .A.

P

g 15- * omc 15 1 !
2 *  MDMC with m=4 H ‘7.' MDMC with m=4
g 10+ 10 4 ]
g $
& .05+ 05 h

oo0 | ol S

-05 T T T T T T T T T T e T

0 20 4 & 8 100 120 0 20 4 60 BO 100 120
Time Time

Fig. 5 Step input disturbance for system 3Fig. 6 Ramp input disturbance for system 3



