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Abstract: Since incipient faults often have small amplitudes and obscure symptoms, those
observer-based or output residual-based fault indicators are ineffective for incipient faults,
especially in the presence of system disturbances. The ToMFIR-based fault detection approaches
use both controller and output residuals to construct a fault indicator, which make them sensitive
to incipient faults. This paper extends the TOMFIR-based fault detection approaches to a class
of closed-loop nonlinear systems under the consideration of system disturbances. The restriction
on the fault type is removed compared with the existing approaches, and ToMFIR-based fault
estimation algorithm has been derived. Verification results in a near space hypersonic vehicle
(NSHV) simulation system can demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed approach.

Keywords: Total measurable fault information residual (ToMFIR); Closed-loop nonlinear
system; Fault detection and estimation (FDE); Incipient fault.

1. INTRODUCTION

Most of model-based fault detection techniques rely on a
variety of residual-based fault indicators, where "residu-
als” are typically defined as the differences between the
measured output signals and the desired output values
(Patton, Frank, and Clark [1989]). Most of these fault
detection techniques are proposed for open-loop systems.
However, fault detection in closed-loop systems can be
quite different with that in open-loop systems (Chowdhury
and Chen [2007]). It is generally more difficult for fault
detection and estimation, especially for the detection of
incipient faults in presence of system disturbances.

As defined in the reference Demetriou and Polycarpou
[1998]: incipient faults, represented by drift-type changes
in system dynamics, are usually modeled as a drift in
system parameters. Due to the small amplitudes and ob-
scure early-stage symptoms of incipient faults, the conven-
tional observer-based fault detection methods are rarely
used for incipient faults in closed-loop systems (Chen and
Chowdhury [2010]). The main difficulty in dealing with
incipient faults in closed-loop systems is the compensating
effect of feedback control strategy, which tends to diminish
the effect of incipient faults on the tracking performance
(Demetriou and Polycarpou [1998]). With the develop-
ment of the adaptive and fault-tolerant control systems,
closed-loop system can now be designed to well maintain
the tracking performance despite the occurrence of incip-
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ient faults (Chowdhury [2006]). It should be pointed out
that although the tracking performance could be main-
tained in those well-controlled systems, faults will increase
the stress of actuators and bring high operating costs to
the physical components (Chen and Yeh [2011]).

In order to detect the incipient faults in closed-loop sys-
tems accurately, more information is required. According
to Xu and Jiang [2000], the best place to collect residuals
for fault detection in closed-loop systems is the controller’s
output. Coincided with this viewpoint, total measurable
fault information residual (ToMFIR) was then developed
in the references (Chowdhury [2006]), where fault infor-
mation in closed-loop system is divided into two parts:
information collected at the plant outputs and informa-
tion collected at the controller outputs. Output residual
indicates the fault information that is uncompensated by
the controller, while the compensated fault information
lies in the controller residual (Chen and Yeh [2011]).

Because ToMFIR contains both controller and output
residuals, the ToMFIR-based fault detection approaches
are sensitive to incipient faults. The originally proposed
ToMFIR-based fault detection approach and its followings
are only suitable for linear and time-invariant systems,
which limits their applications. This paper extends the
ToMFIR-based fault detection approaches to a class of
closed-loop nonlinear systems under the consideration of
system disturbances. The main contributions are summa-
rized as: (1) This paper takes into consideration of system
disturbances and gives a more general form of ToMFIR-
based fault detection framework; (2) The ToMFIR-based
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fault detection technique is extended for nonlinear closed-
loop system; (3) Compared with Chowdhury [2006], the
restriction on the fault type is removed; (4) A fault esti-
mation method is developed for incipient actuator faults.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In section 2,
a class of nonlinear system has been put under Takagi-
Sugeno (T-S) form. The main technical results in this
paper are given in section 3. In section 4, simulation results
on a near space hypersonic vehicle (NSHV) are presented
to demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed approach.
Finally, conclusion has been drawn in section 5.

2. SYSTEM DESCRIPTION
2.1 T-S Fuzzy Modeling for Nominal System

The following affine nonlinear system is considered:

x) + Z gi(x)u; (1)

y = h(x)

where x € R™ denotes the state vector, u; € R™ denotes
the control input vector, and y € R" is the output vector.
A fuzzy linear dynamic model has been proposed by Takagi
and Sugeno to represent the local linear input and output
relationships of a nonlinear system. The fuzzy linear model
is described by fuzzy IF-THEN rules and can be used to
deal with the fuzzy control problem. The nominal local
linear model (represented by Go;) has the form as Eq.(2)
with its corresponding nominal input ug(¢) and nominal
output yo(t), where each implication is expressed by a
linear state-space model. The " rule of this T-S fuzzy
model is of the following form:

Plant Rule i : if 21 (¢) is M1, 22(t) is Mo, ...

is M;q, then
[ do(t) = A'zo(t) + Bluo(t)

GOz . {yo(t) _ szo(t) (2)
where ¢ = 1,..., N, N is the number of IF-THEN rules,
z(t) = [zl(t),...,zq(t)]T are premise variables that are
supposed to be known, M;;(j = 1,...,q) represents the
membership function of the premise variable z; in rule
i, zo(t) € R", ug(t) € R™. A" € R™" and B’ ¢
R™ ™ represent the local linear system models at the it
operating point determined by the fuzzy rules.

, and z4(t)

The global fuzzy system is inferred as follows:

N

t) =Y hi(z(t))(A'xo
’L'El

t) =Y hi(z(t))C'zo(t)

where h;(z(t)) is defined as:
I Miglz (0]

(1) + B'uo(t))

Z H M;j(z; ()]

i=1J=1
which represents the weight of each local linear model.

hi(z(t)) satisfies: g: hi(z(t)) = 1,0 < hi(2(t)) <1, for all

t. In the following content, h; denotes h;(z(¢)) for short.
Assuming all state variables are measurable or at least
observable, the output variables are the same as the state
variables in this study, thus C' = C* = I,,, where n equals
to the number of state variables. Considering the possible
instability problem in the nonlinear systems in practice,
the following nominal state feedback controller can be
designed to stabilize the system.

Control Rule i : if z1(t) is M;1, 22(t) is My, ...,
is M;q, then

and zq(t)

’U;Oi(t) = KciIQ(t) (5)
where K,; is the controller gain matrix to each operating
point. The global fuzzy controller is given as follow:

Zh

The controller gain matrlx K; is determined by solving
the following linear matrix inequality (LMI):

P(A; + BiK;) + (4; + B;K;))' P < —Q; (7)

where P = PT > 0 and Q; > 0 are the matrices with
appropriate dimensions.

csz (6)

2.2 T-S Fuzzy Modeling for Real System With Actuator
Faults

Without loss of generality, we assume the fault is the
loss of actuator effectiveness. The real local linear model
(represented by G;) has the following form:

Faulty Plant Rule i : if z1(¢) is M1, 22(t) is Mo, ...,
and z4(t) is M;q, then

a . [t = Alz(t) + B/ (t) + Ed(t) (®)
oLy =Cla()
where y(t) denotes the output from the real local linear

model, and u(t) is the real control input, then the real
global fuzzy model is described as following:

z(t) = Zh (Al
y(t) = Ca(t)

where u/ (t) is the faulty control input vector; uf (t) =

[u{ (t), - uf, (t)]T = F(t)u(t); F(t) is a diagonal ma-
trix function, F'(t) = diag {p1(t), p2(t), - , pm(t)}, where
ps(t) (1 < s < 'm) represents the remainder effectiveness of
each actuator after fault occurs; m is the number of actua-
tors; ps = 0,0 < ps < 1, ps = 1 represents complete loss of
control action, partial loss of control action and fault-free
case respectively; d(t) is a bounded external disturbance
vector; F is the disturbance distribution matrix.

+ B'u! (1)) + Ed(t) (9)

3. MAIN RESULTS
8.1 The detection mechanism of ToMFIR-based Approach

As described in section 2, the nominal local linear model
(Eq.(2)) can be represented by yo(t) = Goiuo(t), while the
real local linear model (Eq.(8) in presence of disturbance
and actuator fault) can be represented by y(t) = Gu(t).
Further, let y*(t) = Go;u(t), where y*(t) is the output of
the nominal system driven by actual real-time input u(t).
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Definition 1: The output residual 7,(t), which describes
the difference between the output of the real model and
the nominal model, is defined as:

ry(t) = y(t) — yo(t) = Giu(t) — Goiuo(?)

Definition 2: The controller residual 7, (t) which represents
the controller input adjustment is denoted as:

ru(t) = u(t) — uo(t) (11)
where u(t) should satisfy the stability requirement even in
the fault case, i.e., u(t) = F71(t) - ug(t).

Definition 3: Observer residual is rop(t) = §(t) —y(t), when
an observer is used to estimate the unmeasurable states.

(10)

Definition 4: The total measurable fault information resid-
ual, denoted by ToM FIR; is defined as the measured dif-
ference between the output of the real system and nominal
system. The ToM FIR,; is formed as:

ToMFIR Rule i : if z1(¢) is M1, 22(t) is M;a, ..., and
2¢(t) is Miq, then
ToMFIR;(t)
=y(t) —y*(t) = Giu(t) — Gou(t)
= (Giu(t) — Goiuo(t)) — (Goiu(t) — Goiuo(t))
=ry(t) — Goiru(t) (12)

The global fuzzy total measurable fault information resid-
ual is inferred as follow:

N
ToMFIR(t)= > hi- ToMFIR(t)

i=1

(13)

 ToMFIR,

Controller

»| ToMFIR(?)

Tneipient Nonlinear State
Fault System Variable

Fig. 1. The flow chart of designing global fuzzy ToMFIR,

T-8 Fuzzy Rules

Remark 3.1.1: Fault detection can be performed by the
following mechanism (\ is the detection threshold):

IToMFIR(t)|| < A,no fault occurred
IToMFIR(t)| > A, fault has occurred

(14)
(15)

Remark 3.1.2: If a fault is so severe that the controller can’t
compensate it completely, such a fault can be detected by
the conventional output residual based or observer residual
based fault detection approaches by checking the condition
[lry ()|l > A or ||rep(t)]] > A. If an incipient fault occurs,
the fault may be compensated by the state feedback
controller in the closed-loop system, fault indicators in the
conventional approaches are likely within the threshold.

3.2 Convergence of ToMFIR

Theorem 1. For a real local linear model with actuator
faults, the limiting value of ToM FIR;(t) is solely deter-

mined by the limiting value of the disturbance function
and the system parameters (4%, C, E), i.e.,

. PR
tlingo ToMFIR;(t) = —C(A") Etlg)go d(t) (16)
Proof. Let r,(t) = x(t) — xo(t), then
Pa(t) = A'rg(t) + B'ry(t) + Ed(t) (17)
ry(t) = Cra(t)
t _
re(t) = eA =ty (t*) +/ eAl(t*T)Bzru(T)dT
-
t )
+/ AT Bd(T)dr (18)
-

t* represents the moment that fault occurs, so r,(t*) =0
because the system is healthy before t*.

t ) _ t ;
corg(t) = / AU By, (1)dr + / M Ed(T)dr
t* t*
(19)
. in—1 i 1. in—1 .
lim r,(t) = —(A") B’tlgrolo ru(t) — (AY) Etlgrolo d(t)

t—o00

(20)
. in— L 56 - i1 .
Jim ry(t) =—-C(4") B Jim ru(t) — C(A") E lim d(t)
(21)
According to Definition 4,
tlggo ToMFIR;(t) = tlggo Ty (t) — tlggo Goiru(t)  (22)
such that
lim ToM FIR;(t)
t—o0
. in—1 56 -
= tlggo ry(t)+ C(A*) B tlgrolo (%)
iy~ i _ il
=-C(4") B tlggo ru(t) — C(A") Etlgrolo d(t)
in—L 55 1.
+C(A") B tlggoru(t)
=1
=-C(4") Etlggo d(t) (23)

Theorem 2. The disturbance function d(t) is considered
as a bounded external vector, so the ToMFIR;(t) is
a bounded function. When d(t) is small enough, the
global fuzzy total measurable fault information residual
ToMFIR(t) can be used as a fault indicator.

N
Proof. '- > hi(2(t)) =1, 0 < hi(2(¢)) <1, then
i=1

N
> hi(z(t) - ToM FIR;(t)

i=1

IToMFIR(t)| =

<Y 1 |ToMFIR;(t)|| =Y [ToMFIR;(t)|

i=1 i=1

Remark 3.2.1: The originally proposed ToMFIR-based
fault detection approach is effective only when the fault
can converge to a constant value at steady state (Chowd-
hury [2006]). In this paper, this restriction is removed.

Remark 3.2.2: In Chowdhury [2006], the approximation
ToMFIR;(t) = ry(t) + C(A?) "' Bir,(t) has been proved
that it can converge to the true value of ToM FIR,(t).

— N L .
Thus, TOMFIR(t) = 3 hi(ry(t) + C(A?) ' Bir,(t)) can
i=1

be used as an effective fault indicator.
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3.8 ToMFIR-based fault estimation
In order to estimate the incipient fault, a fuzzy state-space
observer for the system Eq.(9) is described as follows:

Observer Rule i : if z1(t) is M;; and 22(t) is Mo, ..
z¢(t) is M;q, then

{ z(t) = Ae(t) + B Fu(t) + Ed(t) — L (j(t) — y(t))

., and

g(t) = Ci(t)

, (24)
where L is the observer gain for the i*" observer rule.
The global fuzzy system is inferred as follows:

N
B(t) = 3 i [A% () + B'Fu(t) - L'((0) - (1))
i=1
+ Ed(t)
g(t) = C2(1)
(25)
According to Chowdhury and Chen [2007], if the observer
residual in a LTI system is pre-multiplied by a factor
M; = C’(Ai)ilLi — I, with an identity matrix I, then
the resulting function converges to the ToM FIR;(t) in
a limiting sense, i.e., im M;r,p(t) = lim ToM FIR(t),
t—o0 t—o0
where 704(t) = §(t) — y(t). According to Remark 3.2.2, one
can obtain that M;rq(t) = ToM FIR;(t).

The following ToMFIR-observer is constructed:

N
B(t) = D hi [AE(E) + B Fult) - LMi(3(t) - (1))
= | Ba@)
y(t) = Ci(t)
(26)
where #(t) is the observer state vector and F(t) is an

estimate of F(t). All diagonal elements in F'(t) are set to
1 (represents fault-free case) until a fault is detected.

Denote: e, (t) = &(t) —z(t), es(t) = F(t)—F(t), e,(t) =

§(t) — y(t) = Cey(t). An adaptive fault estimation algo-
. N —

rithm is constructed as dF'(t)/dt = —T-% h;ToM FIR;(t),

=1
then the error dynamic system is obtained as:

N
éx(t) = Z hi { [A" = L'M;C] e, (t) + B'eg(t)u(t)}

N
és(t) = 3y [fr - M;Cey(t) — F(t)]
= 27)

Further, the global augmented system can be described as:

N
éuf(t) = Z hi [(A™ — L™ C*)ey ¢ (t) + eF™(t)]  (28)
where B

N ) R R
Liv — L“ﬂﬂ C* = [C 0], Fi* = [Bie%(é))u(t)}

According to the Bounded Real Lemma, for a constant
~ > 0, if there exists a symmetric matrix P > 0 and a

matrix Y satisfying the following LMI:
PA™ + (A P—vCr —(C)TYT Pe I
* —’)/I 0
* x  —~l

<0

(29)
then the augmented observer can guarantee the conver-
gence of state estimation error and fault estimation error.
The proof can be referred to Jiang and Chowdhury [2005].

4. CASE STUDY
4.1 NSHV Dynamic Model

The dynamic model of NSHV was represented by a set
of differential equations. The states are velocity V, flight-
path angle v, altitude h, angle of attack «, and pitch rate
¢ (Shaughnessy and Pinchney [1990]).

V=(Tcosa—D)/m —gsiny
y=(L+Tsina)/(mV) —(gcosy)/V

h =V sinvy (30)
a=q—7
G=Myy/Lyy

The control input vector is u(t) = [de,d7]", where 8, is

the elevator deflection, and ér is the throttle setting. The
system output vector is y = [V, v, h, a, q]T € R°. Consid-
ering the restrictive relationship between V,~, h, o, and q,
angle of pitch 0, pitch rate ¢ and velocity V are reselected
as the new fuzzy variables (Xu and Jiang [2011]). The
universes of discourse of each fuzzy variable is set as 6 €
[-0.4,0.4]rad,q € [-0.4,0.4]rad/s,V € [1500,4500]m/s.
The membership functions corresponding to each variables
were given in Jiang, Gao, and Shi [2010]. For Rule 4,

M;y = exp[—(6/0.4)%]

M;> = 1/{1+ exp|(¢* — 2000)/0.05] }

M;s = exp[—(V/1000 — 0.15)]
where M1, M;s, M;3 represents the membership function
of 0, q,andV respectively. Choose 8 operating points and
set [0, ¢, V] =[-0.4,0.4,1500], [0.4,0.4, 1500], [-0.4, —0.4,
1500], [0.4,-0.4,1500], [—0.4,0.4,4500], [0.4,0.4,4500],
[—0.4,—0.4,4500], [0.4, —0.4, 4500].

(31)

Then the real model with actuator fault at the given
operating point can be described as:

{ @(t) = Az(t) + BFu(t) + Ed(t)

y(t) = Cx(t)
where
-0.00078  -31.4972 2%109 901 0
4x1009  8x1009  8%x100-19 0.015 0
A= 0.00072  4195.95 0 0 0
—3%100%9 —8%x 109 —8x 1019 _0.013 1
| 0.00044 0 0 -6.01 -235
0 25
0 0
B=|0 0|, E=[-10000]",d(t) =0.002sin(37t).
0 0
10.15 0

In those literatures (Xu and Jiang [2011]; Jiang, Gao, and
Shi [2010]) concerning with fault detection and isolation
(FDI) or fault-tolerant control (FTC) problems in NSHV,
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the possible type of actuator faults have been discussed.
NSHV has two actuators, where one is for changing the
elevator deflection, the other is for throttle setting. In
practice, the actuator for throttle setting is more reliable
than the actuator for elevator deflection. So the faults are
assumed to occur in the actuator for elevator deflection in
this paper. The simulated actuator faults include:

Case 1 (drift fault):
) = 1, 0<t<10
PR Z 9 01 £ 0 - e 04110 10 < ¢ < 30
pa(t) =1
where (01, 02) = (0.99,0.01), (0.3,0.7) represents an incip-

ient fault (loss of effectiveness of 1%) and a serious slow
drift fault (loss of effectiveness of 70%) respectively.

Case 2 (bias fault):

(1) = 1, 0<t<10
P =9 01 + 09 - cos(0.2m - (£ 4 10)),10 < £ < 30
p2(t) =1

where (01,02) = (0.995,0.005), (0.65,0.35) represents a
small bias fault (loss of effectiveness of 1%), a serious bias
fault (loss of effectiveness of 70%) that doesn’t converge
to a constant value respectively.

4.2 Simulation Results

—nominal closed loop system|
- -loss of effectiveness of 1%

6 18 20 22 24 26 28 30

—nominal closed loop system)
- - loss of effectiveness of 1%

o N Pt O = N
T = T
~
=

Flight—path angle
(rad)

o o

20 2 24 26 28 30

—nominal closed loop system|
--loss of effectiveness of 1%

Angle of attack
(rad)
o
>
]
=
>
>

|
e o o
IS

0 12 14 16 18 20 2 24 26 28 30
t/sec

|
e
o

Pitch rate
(rad/s)
? w

Fig. 2. Output Responses for case 1 (1% loss of effective-

ness)
o -3
5 X0 —
§ 0\
£5 ., e —nominal closed loop system
g g T -~ loss of effectiveness of 70%
LT I | | [ L TP R PPy FEELD
) ‘%0 12 14 16 18 20 2 24 26 28 30
SF 04— T -
2 02l ; —nominal closed loop system
Jg - -loss of effectiveness of 70%
68 0/\ - —=
27 o i i i i I I I I i
g 0 12 14 16 18 20 2 24 26 28 30
o 0'47 ! ! ! ! ! —nominal closed loop system
g 02 = --loss of effectiveness of 70%
£% 0
2E 4o . . . . . . . . .
& 90 12 14 16 18 20 2 24 26 28 30

t/sec

Fig. 3. Output Responses for case 1 (70% loss of effective-
ness)

Remark 4.1: Fig.2 and Fig.3 show the output responses of
the nominal model and the real model with an incipient
actuator fault and a serious slow drift fault, respectively.
From Fig.2, it can be seen that 1% loss of actuator effec-
tiveness has nearly no influence on the output responses.
Thus, this type of fault is defined as an incipient fault

9 002
[ % 001+ —fault-free case|
58 o
[ 1 1 1 | |
-0.01
0 5 10 15 20 25 30
o 002 T T T
83 001 \ —loss of effectiveness of 1%|
s8 0
[ 1 1 1 | |
-0.01
0 5 10 15 20 25 30
o 02 ‘ ‘ ; - -loss of effectiveness of 70%,
© ’(\,,‘ 1} s '/f\ N 2N K
§ g e N R \"./,' 1
=< _no L L L I L
a= 5 10 15 20 2 30

t/sec

Fig. 4. Output residuals using an observer-based fault
detection approach for case 1

in this paper. Not surprisingly, the output residual based
approach has difficult in detecting this incipient fault, as
shown in Fig.4.

0 qxi0”
89 o \ —fault-free case]
c3T
o8 o
£ ; ; ; ; ;
0 o, 5 10 15 20 25 30
9 10 10
Q 50 \ —loss of effectiveness of 1%
cT
o8 o
T~ ; ; ; ; ;
0 5 10 15 20 2% 30
o od , ; .
ST [t £ N |- loss of effectiveness of 70%
3 0.05r% " S
T~ 005 | LN NS .
0.0% 5 10 15 20 2% 30

t/sec

Fig. 5. Output residuals using an observer-based fault
detection approach for case 2

Remark 4.2: Similar results have been obtained for case 2.

0.05

Q
[ g 0.025- —fault-free case]
=
s8 o
T 0005 . . . . .

“0 5 10 15 20 25 30
L 01 -
82 005- —loss of effectiveness of 1%
§ g 0 N\
T~ -005 I . I . I

0 5 10 15 20 25 30
o) 0.4 T T T
5@ 02 —loss of effectiveness of 70%
§8 0
T 092 I I I I I
L0y 5 10 15 2 % 3
t/sec

Fig. 6. ToMFIR based fault detection for case 1

0.05

Q
[ [—faut-free case]
e % 0.025- fault-free case|
g o
T 005 : : ‘ ‘ ‘

0.028) 5 10 15 20 % 30
o 01
@ 008 —loss of effectiveness of 1%)
c3 0 N\ /-
cg 4
T -0.05 I I I I I

0 5 10 15 20 25 30

g 5 02 —loss of effectiveness of 70%
g8 ¢
=R 70.n L
& D 5 10 15 20 2% 30

t/sec

Fig. 7. ToMFIR based fault detection for case 2

Remark 4.3 Results using the proposed ToMFIR based
approach are shown in Fig.6 and Fig.7. Compared with
Fig.4 and Fig.5, the ToMFIR is more obvious than the
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0511 ! " " : : ! " [=tault-free case]

5 0.34H i

£ o017 1
0

10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24 26 28 30

0.51F ! ! ! ! ! —loss of effectiveness of 1%
5 034 ]
o
n . . . . . . . .

10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24 26 28 30

0.51F ! ! ! : ! —loss of effectiveness of 70%|

(rad)

Control Input  Control Input  Control Input
(ra
o
3

. . . . . . . .
10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24 26 28 30
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Fig. 8. Control Input Responses of (61) for case 1

0018
[—controller residual under loss of effectiveness of 1%]

0.009- ;
) A

\v4

0,000 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
0.009, 5 10 15 20 2% 30

tisec

0.14r ‘ \—control\er residual under loss of effectiveness of 70%|

Controller Residual Controller Residual

0 5 10 15 20 25 30
t/sec

Fig. 9. Controller Residual of (A dr) for case 1

output residuals, which can guarantee the successful de-
tection of incipient faults.

Remark 4.4: Fig.8 shows the control input responses o1
for case 1. Fig.9 shows the controller residual (A 7). For
incipient fault detection, although the controller residual
(indicating the compensated fault information) is not large
as shown Fig.9, it indeed contributes to the detection of
the incipient faults.

1.005

—actual fault (loss of effectiveness of 1%)
- - fault estimati

Fault and its estimation

1 : 1 1 1 L Il
0.98% 5 10 15 20 % 30
tsec

Fig. 10. Incipient fault estimation for case 1

1.005, -
—actual fault (loss of effectiveness of 1%)

- - fault estimati

Fault and its estimation

1 : ! 1 1 1 L Il
0.98% 5 10 15 20 % 30
tlsec

Fig. 11. Small bias fault estimation for case 2

Remark 4.5: ToMFIR-based fault estimation results are
shown in Fig.10 and Fig.11. It can be seen that the

1101

proposed method can estimate the two types of faults
accurately. The detection speed and estimation accuracy
can be guaranteed at the same time. The restriction on
the fault type (Chowdhury [2006]) is also removed.

5. CONCLUSION

This paper presents some new results for TOMFIR-based
approach. The original approach was designed without any
disturbances and the fault considered should converge to a
constant value, which make the method ideal. Such restric-
tions have been removed in this paper and the ToMFIR-
based method has been extended to a class of closed-loop
nonlinear systems. The NSHV simulations have verified
the effectiveness of the proposed fault detection and esti-
mation strategy for incipient actuator fault.

REFERENCES

Chen,W.,and Chowdhury,F.N.(2010). A synthesized de-
sign of sliding mode and Luenberger observers for early
detection of incipient faults. International Journal of
Adaptive Control and Signal Processing, 24(12):1021—
1035.

Chen,W.,and Yeh,C.P.(2011). ToMFIR-based fault detec-
tion approach in frequency domain. Journal of Systems
Engineering and Electronics, 22(1):33-37.

Chowdhury,F.N.(2006). Fault Detection in Closed Loop
Adaptive System. IEEE Mountain Workshop on Adap-
tive and Learning Systems, 160-164.

Chowdhury,F.N.,and Chen,W.(2007). Fault Detection in
Dynamic Systems: A New Approach via Total Mea-
surable Fault Information. 16th IEEE International
Conference on Control Application Part of IEEE Multi-
conference on Systems and Control, Singapore, 946-951.

Chowdhury,F.N.,and Chen,W.(2007). A Modified Ap-
proach to Observer-based Fault Detection. 22nd IEEE
International Symposium on Intelligent Control Part of
IEEE Multi-conference on Systems and Control, Singa-
pore, 539-543.

Demetriou,M.A.,and Polycarpou,M.M.(1998). Incipient
Fault Diagnosis of Dynamical Systems Using Online Ap-
proximators. IEEE Transaction on Automatic Control,
43(11):1612-1617.

Jiang,B.,and Chowdhury,F.N.(2005). Parameter fault de-
tection and estimation of a class of nonlinear systems
using observers. Journal of The Franklin Institute, 342:
725-736.

Jiang,B.,Gao,Z.F.,and Shi,P.(2010). Adaptive fault-
tolerant tracking control of near space vehicle using
Takagi-Sugeno fuzzy medels. IEEE Transactions on
Fuzzy Systems, 18(5):1000-1007.

Patton,R.J.,Frank,P.M.,and Clark,R.N.(1989). Fault diag-
nosis in dynamic systems: theory and application. Pren-
tice Hall.

Shaughnessy,J.D.,and Pinchney,S.Z.(1990).  Hypersonic
vehicle simulation model: winged-cone configuration.
NASA TM-102610.

Xu,Y.F.,and Jiang,B.(2011). Fault Tolerant Control for
a Class of Nonlinear Systems with Application to Near
Space Vehicle. Circuit Systems and Signal Processing,
30(3):655-672.

Xu,Y.H.,and Jiang,J.(2000). Optimal sensor location in
closed-loop control systems for fault detection and iso-
lation. Proc. of ACC, Chicago, 1195-1199.



