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Controller to eliminate the first harmonic in
periodic signal with uncertain delay

Viktor Novičenko and Šarūnas Vaitekonis

Abstract— The plant (system to be controlled) produces
a periodic signal containing a broad spectrum of the
Fourier harmonics. The first Fourier harmonic (sine-type
signal) is assumed to be undesirable and should be re-
moved by an external force, while other harmonics should
be preserved. Because the measured plant data has an
unknown amount of time delay and the sensitivity of the
plant to external force is unknown, thus the amplitude and
the phase of an anti-sine control force are unknown as
well. We developed an adaptive controller described as
a linear time-invariant system that can remove the first
harmonic from the plant’s output by constantly adjusting
its parameters of control force. That type of controller was
requested to further extend the capabilities of a newly de-
veloped high-speed large-area rotational scanning atomic
force microscopy technique where the sample is rotated
and a tilt angle between the normal of the sample surface
and the axis of rotation produces the parasitic first Fourier
harmonic which significantly limits the scanning area.

Index Terms— Atomic force microscopy, Feedback con-
troller, Laplace transform, Linear time-invariant controller,
System of harmonic oscillators

I. INTRODUCTION

Control engineering is a widely applicable mathematical
discipline dealing with systems for which some special unnat-
ural behavior is assumed to be desirable. The typical question
is, based on the measured output, how to calculate the control
force to achieve the desired state. Such algorithms are known
as closed-loop controllers. The first well-documented device
working as a closed-loop controller is J. Watt’s centrifugal
flyball governor used to regulate the speed of a steam engine.
After almost one hundred years J. C. Maxwell [1] using linear
differential equations described working principles and insta-
bilities that sometimes appeared in Watt’s regulator. Another
step in the control engineering was done by O. Heaviside
who used the frequency domain instead of the time domain to
study the linear controllers. Nowadays the Laplace transform
and transfer function formalism are standard tools for the
development of linear time-invariant controllers.

The standard task of control engineering is when a plant
produces a process variable and the desired state is some
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particular fixed value of the process variable. For such a task
most widely developed solution is the PID controller (see for
example [2]). Another interesting task raised in Ref. [3] is
the stabilization of an unstable and a priori unknown periodic
orbit. Because a profile of the periodic orbit is unknown the
PID controller is not applicable for such a situation. In this
paper, we consider another problem that is also not suitable for
the PID controller. Our problem is related to the stabilization
of the periodic orbit. More specifically, we modify the method
of harmonic oscillators [4], [5] which was originally developed
for the periodic orbit stabilization. Our problem is to eliminate
the first harmonic in the process variable when the plant
produces a periodic signal and such a signal when measured
contains an unknown amount of time delay. As it is known
(see for example Refs. [6], [7]) the delay time in the feedback
loop highly burdens controlling processes. We present the
algorithm capable of working with an uncertain delay time in
the feedback loop. Yet the delay time can not be infinitely large
due to the fundamental stability limits [8]–[10]. The algorithm
automatically adjusts the parameters of the control force such
that the process variable no longer contains the first harmonic
while other harmonics remain unchanged. Since our controller
is a linear time-invariant system, most stability questions can
be derived analytically.

The demand of our task appears naturally in experiments
with rotational scanning atomic force microscopy [11], where
the sample is rotated with constant angular frequency and the
tip performs a circle trajectory. The surface of the sample is
always tilted with respect to the rotation axis (see Fig. 1), thus
the undesirable first Fourier harmonic appears in the output
signal. For the standard raster scanning trajectory, the typical
solution to the tilt problem utilizes PID or more advanced
techniques [12]–[14] to maintain the constant-height mode.
Yet, for our circle trajectory, we can not expect the constant-
height working mode due to the fast rotation speed and large
radius of the circle. But we can expect to avoid the tilt problem
by filtering out the first harmonic in real time. Therefore we
developed our controller.

In our target experiment, the tip works in so-called contact
mode, when the tip is continuously in contact with the sample
surface. Another working mode of atomic force microscopy is
called tapping mode when the tip oscillates. Sometimes such
oscillations become unstable and various control method is
used for stabilization [15]–[20]. It is important to mention that
from the mathematical point of view, our controller is close
to the controllers that stabilize unstable periodic orbits.
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The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II
we explain in detail the experimental setup and formulate the
mathematical problem. Note that while the solved mathemati-
cal problem is inspired by the rotational scanning atomic force
microscopy, the presented controller can be implemented in
any experiments with a similar mathematical model. In Sec. III
we present the construction of our controller and analyze the
stability questions. Here we also show a numerical simulation
of the closed-loop system by proving that the controller can
successfully achieve the goal. Since the controller is a linear
time-invariant system, Sec. IV depicts the block diagram of
the controller. Sec. V is devoted to the most general con-
troller version with an infinite number of harmonics. Here we
discussed the pros and cons of the infinite harmonic number
in the controller. Finally, we end up with the discussion and
conclusions in Sec. VI. Various time-demanding derivations
are moved to the Appendix.

II. PROBLEM FORMULATION

Atomic force microscopy (AFM) is a type of scanning probe
microscopy when the sample surface data is gathered using
a mechanical probe. Usually, this is achieved using a raster
scanning technique when the tip scans the area of the sample
line by line using a rectangular pattern. The roughness of the
surface disturbs the tip of the microscope probe by moving
it up and down from its resting state. Such disturbances are
measured in real-time and together with positional data of the
scanner serve as very high-resolution 3D topographic images
of the surface. In contrast to conventional raster scanning
which is used in most commercially available instruments
rotational scanning atomic force microscopy uses a spindle
to rotate the sample around the rotation axis at known angular
frequency ω. The tip is slowly mowed along the sample surface
usually starting from the center of rotation thus producing
a spiral-type scanning path. Such a scanning technique has
a resemblance to a phonograph where a stylus follows a
groove on a rotating vinyl disk. This method has a significant
advantage over raster scanning because the tip does not have to
abruptly change the direction of its movement thus making it at
least an order of magnitude faster compared to raster scanning
and as a consequence allows scanning of much larger areas in
the same amount of time.

Unfortunately, due to imperfections of mechanical machin-
ing, the normal of the sample surface is always tilted at
some angle θ with respect to the axis of spindle rotation (see
Fig. 1), therefore the topography signal always contains the
first Fourier harmonic, which does not provide any relevant
information about the sample surface features. Moreover, the
amplitude of the first harmonic increases when the probe
moves away from the center of rotation. This eventually
completely saturates the topography signal and significantly
limits the scanning area, as tip displacement detectors have a
limited linear range of operation. One of the possible solutions
to the tilt problem is to construct the feedback loop based
on the real-time topography data which moves the sample up
and down using an additional actuator to eliminate the first
Fourier harmonic in the output signal. Since the actuator is an

electromechanical device having its own inertia and internal
control loop there is a delay between the command and the
action. Moreover, this delay is unknown and may vary for
different amplitudes of the sine-type signals. As a result, we
end up with a control problem where the feedback loop has
an unknown time delay.

rotating base

samle

cantilever
rotation axis

θ normal of sample 
surface

Fig. 1. Schematic illustration of the tilt problem occurring in the
rotational scanning.

Mathematically the control problem can be formulated as
follows. Let us denote the height measured from the tip as
x(t). x(t) is governed by a simple first-order differential
equation

ẋ(t) = −γx(t) + f(ωt) + u(t), (1)

where γ > 0 is a stiffness of the cantilever, ω is a rotation
angular velocity, f(ωt + T ) = f(ωt) =

∑+∞
i=0 fi sin(iωt +

φi) is a T -periodic force containing the information on the
topography of the surface and the tilting angle, and u(t)
represents the control force appears due to the up-and-down
lifting mechanism. The parameter γ is assumed to be much
larger than ω. In fact, in the experiment [11] ω is set to
approximately 50 Hz while γ is of the order of kHz, thus
ω/γ < 1 is justifiable. Note that in Eq. (1) we omitted any
factor next to the term u(t) meaning that the external force
comes with a sensitivity factor equal to one. It is motivated
by the fact that the variable x(t) can always be re-scaled in
such a way that Eq. (1) is well justified. Note that our tip-
sample interaction model (1) is very simple, yet it is enough
to capture the main properties of the tip dynamics. For further
extensions of the tip-sample interaction model see Refs. [21],
[22].

For the control-free case (u(t) = 0) solution of Eq. (1) can
be written as a power series expansion of the ratio ω/γ:

x(t) = x0(t) + x1(t) +O
(
(ω/γ)2

)
. (2)

Substitution of the last expression to Eq. (1) yields x0(t) = 0
and x1(t) = f(ωt)/γ meaning that x(t) ≈ f(ωt)/γ and thus
resembles a shape of the roughness of the surface. Restriction
to the zero and the first order terms in expansion (2) is
equivalent to a simplification of Eq. (1) up to an equation

0 = −γx(t) + f(ωt) + u(t). (3)

Further in the paper in all analytical derivation, we will always
use simplified Eq. (3) instead of full Eq. (1), except in nu-
merical calculations just to show that the controller developed
for (3) works well for the systems (1) if the condition ω/γ < 1
holds.
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Our goal is to construct a linear time-invariant controller
accepting as an input the delayed signal x(t−τ) and producing
the output u(t) such that Eq. (3) yields the solution

x(t) =
f0
γ

+

+∞∑
i=2

fi
γ
sin(iωt+ φi), (4)

i.e. x(t) reproduces the roughness of the surface without the
first Fourier harmonic. The time delay τ is assumed to be
unknown, jet not larger than the period T = 2π/ω, so that
τ/T < 1.

III. CONSTRUCTION OF THE CONTROLLER

As a main idea of our control algorithm, we will use the
controller developed in Ref. [4], [5]. The controller contains a
system of harmonic oscillators coupled with the input signal
and used to stabilize an unknown unstable periodic orbit in
a dynamical system. Here our goal is different. Instead of
stabilization, we want the elimination of the first Fourier
harmonic. Thus we will modify the controller [4], [5] to fulfill
our goal.

A. Restriction to the case of one harmonic in the force
f(ωt)

Firstly, one can solve a simplified task. In particular, let us
say that the force f(ωt) contains only the first harmonic, i.e.
we have f(ωt) = f1 sin(ωt). Here and further in the text,
without loss of generality, we set the initial phase φ1 = 0. For
such a case one can use only one harmonic oscillator coupled
with the delayed system output x(t− τ):

ȧ1(t) = −ωb1(t) + α1x(t− τ), (5a)

ḃ1(t) = ωa1(t) + β1x(t− τ). (5b)

Here a1(t) and b1(t) are the real-valued dynamical variables
of the harmonic oscillator while α1 and β1 are the coupling
constants. The output of the controller

u(t) = Ka1(t), (6)

where K stands for the control gain. The closed loop sys-
tem (3), (5) and (6) possesses our desired solution

x(t) = 0, (7a)

a1(t) = −f1
K

sin(ωt), (7b)

b1(t) =
f1
K

cos(ωt). (7c)

Small deviations δx(t), δa1(t) and δb1(t) from the desired
solution (7) satisfy following linear time-invariant system of
equations

δx(t) =
K

γ
δa1(t), (8a)

δȧ1(t) = −ωδb1(t) + α1δx(t− τ), (8b)

δḃ1(t) = ωδa1(t) + β1δx(t− τ). (8c)

By using the Laplace transform and the formalism of the
transfer function one can formulate the stability of the closed-
loop system (8). We will use standard uppercase letter notation

for the Laplace transformed signals. In particular, if we have a
signal y(t) in the time domain, then the Laplace transformed
signal in the frequency domain denoted as Y (s) = L(y) =∫ +∞
0

y(t) exp(−st)dt.
Simple Eq. (8a) defines the dynamics of a plant (system to

be controlled). The plant as an input signal accepts δu(t) =
Kδa1(t) and produces an output signal δx(t − τ) which is
delayed plant variable δx(t). Thus the plant transfer function

P (s) =
δX(s)e−τs

δU(s)
=

δX(s)e−τs

KδA1(s)
=

e−τs

γ
. (9)

The controller described by Eqs. (8b), (8c) accepts δx(t− τ)
as an input signal and produce δu(t) = Kδa1(t) as an output
signal. The transfer function of the controller is

C(s) = K
δA1(s)

δX(s)e−τs
= K

sα1 − ωβ1

s2 + ω2
. (10)

It is important to mention that the controller of full vari-
ables (5) and the controller for small deviations (8b), (8c)
coincides: both systems are linear time-invariant thus has
the same transfer function, meaning that the same Eq. (10)
would be derived for the controller’s (5) transfer function
C(s) = KA1(s)/[X(s)e−τs]. In contrast, the plant of full
variables (3) is not time-invariant due to the term f(ωt).
Therefore we derived Eq. (8a) which is time-invariant.

By having the plant transfer function (9) and the controller
transfer function (10) one can write the transfer function of
the whole closed-loop system (8)

G(s) =
C(s)P (s)

1− C(s)P (s)

=K
sα1 − ωβ1

γeτs (s2 + ω2)−K (sα1 − ωβ1)
.

(11)

The stability of the system (11) is determined by the real parts
of poles, namely the system is stable if and only if all poles
have negative real parts. Let us analyze only positive K values,
since from Eq. (10) one can see that the negative K reproduces
the same C(s) if we flip the signs for both parameters α1 and
β1. The equation for the poles is

eτs
(
s2 + ω2

)
− K

γ
(sα1 − ωβ1) = 0. (12)

In the case τ = 0 one has only two poles. By using Vieta’s
formulas it is easy to derive necessary and sufficient stability
conditions

α1 < 0 and
K

γ
β1 > −ω. (13)

For non-zero delay Eq. (12) provides an infinite number of
poles that are difficult to manage analytically. Therefore we
analyzed Eq. (12) numerically and depicted the stability region
in Fig. 2 for several values of τ/T . When the delay time is
increased the horizontal stability border (β1 = − γ

Kω) remains
unchanged (thick horizontal line in Fig. 2). It can be seen from
Eq. (12) when we substitute the root s = 0 and obtain the
stability border β1 = − γ

Kω. In contrast, the vertical stability
border (α1 = 0) depends on τ/T and it modifies to a parabola-
type curve (see Fig. 2).
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Fig. 2. The closed-loop systems (11) stability region calculated
numerically from Eq. (12) with different values of the ratio τ/T . The
parameters are set to K/γ = 1 and ω = 1.

To demonstrate the successful work of our controller, in
Fig. 3 we depicted a numerical simulation of the plant equa-
tion (1) with f(ωt) = f1 sin(ωt) and feedback loop defined
by Eqs. (5) and (6). As one can see, the controller achieves
stabilization for non-zero delay τ/T = 0.15. Yet further
increase of the time delay leads to loose of the stability.

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140
-0.02

0

0.02

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140
-0.02

0

0.02

(a)

(b)

Fig. 3. The results of the numerical simulation of closed-loop sys-
tem (1), (5) and (6). Before time moment t = 40 the system is in a
control-free regime (K = 0). (a) – the dynamics of the plant variable,
(b) – the same for the first controller variable a1(t). The parameters
are following: K/γ = 1, γ = 200, f1 = 1, ω = 1, α1 = −1,
β1 = −0.5 and the time delay τ/T = 0.15.

B. The case of full set of harmonics

This time we assume that the force f(ωt) contains a set of
N Fourier harmonics

f(ωt) =

N∑
i=0

fi sin (iωt+ φi) . (14)

In particular, N can be equal to +∞ meaning that all harmon-
ics contribute to the force f . Similarly to Subsec. III-A without
loss of generality we can assume that φ1 = 0. Since we have
N Fourier harmonics, our controller should contain a set of
N harmonic oscillators coupled to the input signal x(t − τ).
For such a case, Eqs. (5) can be generalized as follows:

ȧ0(t) = α0

x(t− τ)−
N∑
i=0
i̸=1

ai(t)

 , (15a)

ȧj(t) = −jωbj(t) + αj

x(t− τ)−
N∑
i=0
i̸=1

ai(t)

 , (15b)

ḃj(t) = jωaj(t) + βj

x(t− τ)−
N∑
i=0
i̸=1

ai(t)

 , (15c)

where j = 1, 2, . . . , N . Here αj and βj are coupling constants
to be determined below. The output of the controller has the
same form (6) as in the one harmonic case.

The closed loop system (3), (15) and (6) possesses the
solution of x(t) without the first harmonic

x(t) =
1

γ

N∑
i=0
i̸=1

fi sin (iωt+ φi) , (16a)

a0(t) =
f0
γ
, (16b)

a1(t) = −f1
K

sin(ωt), (16c)

b1(t) =
f1
K

cos(ωt), (16d)

aj(t) =
fj
γ

sin (jω(t− τ) + φj) , (16e)

bj(t) = −fj
γ

cos (jω(t− τ) + φj) , (16f)

with j = 2, 3, . . . , N . While the controller equations (15) is
the linear time-invariant system, the plant (3) is linear but not
a time-invariant system. In order to treat the system using
transfer function formalism, one should have a linear time-
invariant system. Therefore one can write the equations for
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the small deviation from the target solution (16):

δx(t) =
K

γ
δa1(t), (17a)

δȧ0(t) = α0

δx(t− τ)−
N∑
i=0
i̸=1

δai(t)

 , (17b)

δȧj(t) = −jωδbj(t) + αj

δx(t− τ)−
N∑
i=0
i̸=1

δai(t)

 , (17c)

δḃj(t) = jωδaj(t) + βj

δx(t− τ)−
N∑
i=0
i̸=1

δai(t)

 , (17d)

with j = 1, 2, . . . , N . The transfer function of the plant
system (17a) has the same simple form (9) as in the pre-
vious subsection III-A. Yet the controller’s transfer function
C(s) = δU(s)/[δX(s)e−τs] is much more complicated. In
Appendix A we provide a derivation of the controller’s transfer
function:

C(s) =K (α1s− β1ω) s

N∏
j=2

(
s2 + j2ω2

)
×

(s+ α0)

N∏
j=1

(
s2 + j2ω2

)

+s

N∑
k=2

(αks− kβkω)

N∏
j=1
j ̸=k

(
s2 + j2ω2

)
−1

.

(18)

The zeros of the transfer function are s = 0, s = β1ω/α1,
s = ±ikω for k = 2, 3, . . . , N , while the poles are determined
by the expression in the curly brackets. The closed-loop
system transfer function G(s) can be obtained by the same
formula (11). The stability of the solution (16) is determined
by the poles of the function G(s) involving both the zeros
and the poles of the controller’s transfer function C(s). To be
more precise, the poles of G(s) are solutions for the equation

γ(s+ α0)

N∏
j=1

(
s2 + j2ω2

)
+γs

N∑
k=2

(αks− kβkω)

N∏
j=1
j ̸=k

(
s2 + j2ω2

)

−Ke−τss (α1s− β1ω)

N∏
j=2

(
s2 + j2ω2

)
= 0.

(19)

Such an equation has many parameters. In order to simplify
it, we set some particular form of the coupling constants αk

and βk:

α0 = α, α1 = −2α
γ

K
, β1 = 2β

γ

K
,

αk = 2α, βk = −2β/k for k = 2 . . . N.
(20)

Thus we have only two real index-less variables α and β. The
motivation behind such a form is that it significantly simplifies

stability analysis. Now Eq. (19) reduces to

(s+ α)

N∏
j=1

(
s2 + j2ω2

)
+2s (αs+ βω)

N∑
k=1

e−τsδ1,k

N∏
j=1
j ̸=k

(
s2 + j2ω2

)
= 0,

(21)

where δ1,k is non-zero only for k = 1. Similar to Eq. (12), in
order to analytically find the poles of the closed-loop transfer
function G(s) we consider the simplest case τ = 0. Now
Eq. (21) reads

(s+ α)q(s) + (αs+ βω)
dq(s)

ds
= 0, (22)

where the function q(s) is defined as

q(s) =

N∏
j=1

(
s2 + j2ω2

)
. (23)

In Appendix B we showed that in the limit N → +∞ the
necessary and sufficient condition for the roots of Eq. (22) to
have negative real parts is

α > 0 and
β

ω
> −1

4
. (24)

In contrast to the previous stability condition (13), here the
stability border goes along β/ω = −1/4 while in the one
harmonic case (13) it goes along β/ω = −1/2 (note that the
relation of the index-less coupling constants α and β with α1

and β1 is defined by Eq. (20)).
For the non-zero time delay, we numerically calculated the

stability region. We analyzed Eq. (21) in the limit N → +∞
and calculated events when the pair (or several pairs) of
complex conjugate roots crossed the imaginary axis, denoting
loss of stability. In Fig. 4 we plot borders of the stability
regions for several values of the ratio τ/T . As one can see
the stability region significantly shrinks once we increase the
time-delay. Yet we point out that there are “universal” values
(α/ω, β/ω) = (0.1,−0.1) where the system remains stable at
least up to τ/T = 0.15 making them a good starting point in
a real experimental situation.

In order to demonstrate successful application of the con-
troller, we numerically integrate the plant (1) with the external
force f(ωt) defined by Eq. (14) and the controller defined
by Eqs. (15), (6). In Fig. 5 (a) we plotted the plant variable
x(t) and compared it with the external force without the
first Fourier harmonic [f(ωt) − f1 sin(ωt)]/γ. In the case of
successful first harmonic elimination, according to Eq. (16a),
the plant variable should settle to the filtered external force.
This is exactly what we observe in Fig. 5 (a) after t = 40 and
transient time. The time delay is set to τ/T = 0.15. Further
enlargement of the time delay will lead to destabilization of
the closed-loop system.

IV. THE BLOCK SCHEME OF THE CONTROLLER

The controller described by Eqs. (15) is the linear time-
invariant controller with the transfer function (18). Taking in
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Fig. 4. The stability regions for the roots of Eq. (21) calculated
numerically in the limit N → +∞. The frequency ω is set to be equal
to 1.
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Fig. 5. The results of the numerical simulation of closed-loop sys-
tem (1), (14), (15) and (6) with the finite number of the harmonics, N =
10. Before time moment t = 40 the system is in a control-free regime
(K = 0). (a) – the dynamics of the plant variable (blue curve) and the
external force without the first harmonic f0/γ+

∑N
i=2 fi/γ sin(iωt+

φi) (purple line), (b) – the same for the first controller variable a1(t).
The parameters are the following: K/γ = 1, γ = 100, ω = 1,
α = 0.1, β = −0.1, τ/T = 0.15, the amplitudes fi and the
phases φi generated randomly except f1 which is artificially increased
in order to better express successful work of the controller. The phases
φi generated from uniform distribution of the interval [0, 2π], while the
amplitudes fi are generated from uniform distribution of the interval
[0, 1] and additionally divided by the harmonic number i.

to account the form of coupling constants (20) we obtain the
transfer function

C(s) =(−γ)2

(
αs+ βω

s2 + ω2

)

×

1 +
α

s
+ 2

N∑
j=2

αs+ βω

s2 + j2ω2


−1

.

(25)

Such transfer function can be represented by the block scheme
depicted in Fig. 6, where

Hj(s) = 2
αs+ βω

s2 + j2ω2
(26)

for j = 1, 2, . . . , N and

H0(s) =
α

s
(27)

are the transfer functions of the harmonic oscillators. The
logical description of the block scheme could be as follows. In
the first stage we remove from the input x(t− τ) all non-first
harmonics, thus producing the signal y(t) containing only the
first harmonic. The signal y(t) is exactly the term in square
brackets of Eq. (15). Then y(t) is coupled with all oscillators.
The oscillators H0(s) and H2,3,...,N (s) trying to adjust their
amplitudes and phases in such a way that y(t) should contain
only the first harmonic. If so happens then y(t) coupled with
H1(s) produces the oscillator’s output a1(t) which is gained
by the factor −γ and fed to the plant. If H1(s) has a well-
adjusted amplitude and phase such that −γa1(t) eliminates
the first harmonic from the plant’s output x(t) then y(t) = 0
and all oscillators are no longer disturbed by y(t). In such a
way x(t) no longer possesses the first harmonic.

+

−

y (t) a1 (t)H1 (s)

H0 (s)

H2 (s)

H3 (s)

++

++

a0 (t)

a2 (t)

a3 (t)

++

u (t)x (t− τ)
−γ

aN (t)
HN (s)

Fig. 6. The block scheme representing the controller (25) containing
the set of the harmonic oscillators Hj(s).

V. CONTROLLER’S EQUATION FOR THE INFINITE NUMBER
OF THE HARMONICS

The harmonic oscillator method [4] with a particular choice
of the coupling constants (αj = α and βj = 0) and in the limit
N → +∞ is equivalent to an extended delayed feedback
control scheme [23]. Taking the limit when the number of
harmonic oscillators goes to infinity one can simplify our
transfer function (25) and using inverse Laplace transform
obtain a controller scheme in the time domain. Instead of
having an infinite number of ordinary differential equations,
as in Eqs. (15), such a scheme can be written as a system
of neutral-type delay differential equations. Thus the number
of the dynamical variables remains finite, yet the infinite
dimension is encoded via delayed terms.
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Using notation (23), the transfer function reads

C(s) =− 2γ (αs+ βω) sq(s)

×
{
(s+ α)

(
s2 + ω2

)
q(s)− 2 (αs+ βω) sq(s)

+
(
s2 + ω2

)
(αs+ βω)

dq(s)

ds

}−1

.

(28)
In the limit N → +∞ the function q(s) can be written as
a hyperbolic sine (44), therefore the last expression reads
(we divided the numerator and the denominator by the factor
sinh (πs/ω))

C(s) = −2γ
(
αs3 + βωs2

)
×
{(

s4 − αs3 + ω(ω − 2β)s2 + αω2s
)

+
(
αs3 + βωs2 + αω2s+ ω3β

) [πs
ω

coth
(πs
ω

)
− 1

]}−1

.

(29)
Since the hyperbolic cotangent can be written as

coth
(πs
ω

)
=

1 + e−Ts

1− e−Ts
, (30)

we end up with the following expression

C(s) = −2γ
(
αs3 + βωs2

) [
1− e−Ts

]
×
{
s4

(
1 +

απ

ω

)[
1− ω − απ

ω + απ
e−Ts

]
+ s3(βπ − 2α)

[
1− 2α+ βπ

2α− βπ
e−Ts

]
+ s2ω(ω − 3β + απ)

[
1− ω − 3β − απ

ω − 3β + απ
e−Ts

]
+ sβπω2

[
1 + e−Ts

]
− βω3

[
1− e−Ts

]}−1
.

(31)

The inverse Laplace transformation of the last expression is
rather tedious and technical work, thus we moved it to Ap-
pendix C. As a result, we obtain neutral-type delay differential
equations consisting of 4 first order differential equations

q̇0(t) = q1(t) + f0(t), (32a)
q̇1(t) = q2(t) + f1(t), (32b)
q̇2(t) = q3(t) + f2(t), (32c)
q̇3(t) = q4(t) + f3(t), (32d)

5 difference equations with delayed terms

f0(t) =R4f0(t− T )

+N1 [x(t− τ)− x(t− τ − T )] , (33a)
f1(t) =R4f1(t− T )

+N2 [x(t− τ)− x(t− τ − T )]

+M3 [f0(t)−R3f0(t− T )] , (33b)
f2(t) =R4f2(t− T )

+M3 [f1(t)−R3f1(t− T )]

+M2 [f0(t)−R2f0(t− T )] , (33c)
f3(t) =R4f3(t− T )

+M3 [f2(t)−R3f2(t− T )]

+M2 [f1(t)−R2f1(t− T )]

−M1 [f0(t) + f0(t− T )] , (33d)
q4(t) =R4q4(t− T ) +M3 [q3(t)−R3q3(t− T )]

+M2 [q2(t)−R2q2(t− T )]

−M1 [q1(t) + q1(t− T )]

+M0 [q0(t)− q0(t− T )] , (33e)

and the set of parameters R2 = ω−3β−απ
ω−3β+απ , R3 = 2α+βπ

2α−βπ , R4 =
ω−απ
ω+απ , N1 = 2αω

ω+απ , N2 = 2βω2

ω+απ , M0 = βω4

ω+απ , M1 = βπω3

ω+απ ,

M2 = ω2(3β−απ−ω)
ω+απ and M3 = ω(2α−βπ)

ω+απ . The controller’s
output is defined as u(t) = −γq0(t). Since the controller as
the input signal receives the delayed plant’s output x(t − τ),
the term x(t− τ − T ) is the same delayed plant’s output but
additionally delayed by the period T . The controller (32), (33)
produce absolutely the same output u(t) as the controller (15)
for N → +∞ if both initial conditions are matched. Typical
initial conditions for Eqs. (15) is when all dynamical variables
are set to zero: aj(0) = 0, bj(0) = 0. It corresponds a zero
initial conditions for (32), (33) when all dynamical variables
qi and fi and their delay lines are set to zero. The important
thing is that the delay line for x(t − τ) is also should be set
to zero, meaning that the term x(t − τ − T ) actually should
be calculated as x(t− τ − T )σ(t− T ) where σ(t) stands for
Heaviside step function.

While it might look like the controller (32), (33) is superior
to the truncated version (15) since it deals with all harmonics,
that is not exactly true. The involvement of all harmonics is
an advantage and a disadvantage at the same time. In a typical
experiment, the signal x(t− τ) is measured not continuously
but at discrete time moments with a fixed time step. It
means that Eqs. (32), (33) also should be integrated using a
fixed time step integration scheme. Since the controller (32),
(33) effectively contains all harmonics, the fixed time step
integration scheme applied to (32), (33) should deal with
extremely high harmonic numbers. But it means that we
have a situation when the period of the harmonic oscillator
(with extremely high harmonic number) is much lower than
the integration step. Thus it leads to an inaccuracy of the
integration scheme. However, such inaccuracy is not visible on
a short time interval, and only on a long time interval the error
accumulates and gives unstable dynamics of the controller. In
contrast, the truncated controller (15) does not have such an
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issue.
In order to compare the truncated controller with the

controller described by the neutral-type delay differential
equations we performed following computation: the plant
equation (1) is integrated using high-precision adaptive time
step method ode45 (standard MatLab integrator) while the
controller Eqs. (15) or Eqs. (32), (33) is integrated using
the fixed time step Adams-Bashforth 3rd order method. In
Fig. 7 we depicted the successful work of both controllers on
different time scales. Fig. 7(a) shows transient dynamics when
controllers are turned on. Both dynamics almost coincide.
Fig. 7(b) shows the dynamics after some time of working
controllers. Again both dynamics almost coincide. In contrast,
Fig. 7(c) depicts the dynamics after a long time of working
controllers. Here one can see that accumulated error gives
increasing amplitude for the controller (32), (33) while the
truncated controller remains stable.

30 35 40 45 50 55 60 65
-0.2

0

0.2

810 820 830 840 850 860 870

-0.04

-0.02

0

0.02

9860 9870 9880 9890 9900 9910 9920 9930 9940 9950 9960

-0.02

0

0.02

(a)

(b)

(c)

Fig. 7. The comparison of both controllers: the controller (32), (33)
and truncated controller (15). Similar to Fig. 5, the blue line represents
the truncated controller and the purple line is the external force without
the first harmonic (desirable output). Yet, here we have a thick yellow
line representing the controller (32), (33). The parameters are the same
as in Fig. 5 except now the external force has 80 harmonics and the
truncated controller has only 5 harmonics. One can see that in (a) and
(b) the blue line coincides with the thick yellow line, but after a long time
interval in (c) the yellow line alternates from the desirable output.

VI. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

We study the situation where the plant produces a periodic
output signal and there is a delay line between the plant and
the controller. The delay time is assumed to be unknown. We
developed a control algorithm to eliminate the first harmonic
in the plant’s output without disturbing all other harmonics
in the periodic signal. The algorithm is based on a mod-
ified version of the system of harmonic oscillators [4], [5]
used to stabilize an unstable periodic orbit with an unknown
profile. The demand for such an algorithm naturally appears
in the experiments of the rotational scanning atomic force
microscopy [11].

Our controller is a linear time-invariant system described
by the transfer function (25). Such transfer function has three
undefined constants: coupling constants α and β, and the gain
factor γ. We calculated the stability of the controller (see
Fig. 4) for different time delays and observed that a good
choice of the coupling constants is α = 0.1, β = −0.1. The
factor γ is not exactly the controller’s gain K that appeared in
the controller’s realization in the time domain, Eqs. (15). Since
we used a particular choice of the coupling constants (20), an
interchange of K to γ happened. It means that in the practical
realization, we should guess the value γ and set K = γ.
The parameter γ has a well-defined physical interpretation:
the relaxation time of the plant variable, or the stiffness of
a cantilever in the case of atomic force microscopy. Thus
some information on γ can be known a priori. Yet not an
accurate guess of γ, in the worst-case scenario, can only lead to
instability. But it does not change the purpose of the controller:
to eliminate the first harmonic.

The controller can be extended in different directions. For
example, one can ask whether it is possible to eliminate not
only the first harmonic but a some set of prescribed harmonics.
Intuitively, the more harmonics we want to eliminate the more
unstable controller becomes. Yet it is an unexplored possi-
bility requiring further work. Another potentially interesting
question is how can we deal with higher delay time. Since
the plant transfer function (9) is extremely simple, a classical
Smith’s predictor [24] or its automatic version [25] should fit
well this task. Yet it requires additional research which can be
done in further works.
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APPENDIX

A. Derivation of the controller transfer function

Here we will derive the transfer function for the con-
troller (15) and (6) defined as a ratio of the form C(s) =
U(s)/[X(s)e−τs] = KA1(s)/[X(s)e−τs]. The same transfer
function would be obtained if we use Eqs (17b), (17c),
(17d) and the definition of the transfer function C(s) =
KδA1(s)/[δX(s)e−τs].

First let us introduce complex-valued dynamical variables
ãj(t) defined as ãj(t) = [aj(t)+ibj(t)]/2 for j = 1, 2, . . . , N ,
ãj(t) = [a−j(t) − ib−j(t)]/2 for j = −1,−2, . . . ,−N and
ã0(t) = a0(t). The differential equations for them have
more symmetry. Indeed, the original paper on the method
of the harmonic oscillators [4] operates in this setup. Hence,
Eqs. (15) read

˙̃aj(t) = ijωãj(t) + κj

x(t− τ)−
N∑

i=−N
|i|̸=1

ãi(t)

 , (34)

where j = −N,−N + 1, . . . , N . Here we introduced new
coupling constants κj = [αj + iβj ]/2 for positive j, κj =
[α−j − iβ−j ]/2 for negative j, and κ0 = α0. Therefore we
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have ã∗j (t) = ã−j(t) and κ∗
j = κ−j meaning that the complex

conjugation is equivalent to the sign flipping of the index.
The next step is to apply the Laplace transformation for

the system of differential equations (34). By introducing the
column vector Ã(s) = (Ã−N (s), Ã−N+1(s), . . . , ÃN (s))T

(here T denotes transposition) containing the Laplace transfor-
mations for all dynamical variables ãj(t), one can write (34)
as

MÃ(s) = e−τsX(s)


κ−N

κ−N+1

...
κN

 . (35)

The matrix M has following form

M =diag [s− i(−N)ω, s− i(−N + 1)ω, . . . , s− iNω]

+


κ−N

κ−N+1

...
κN

(
1 . . . 1 0 1 0 1 . . . 1

)
,

(36)
where diag[c1, c2, . . .] denotes a diagonal matrix with the
elements c1, c2, . . . on the diagonal. The matrix M has a
special structure: it is written as a sum of the diagonal matrix
and the outer product matrix. Moreover, one of the vectors in
the construction of the outer product matrix has only ones and
zeros. Because of such a special form, one can easily find an
inverse matrix. Using notation pj(s) = 1/(s − ijω) one can
read

M−1 =diag [p−N , p−N+1, . . . , pN ]

−

1 + N∑
j=−N
|j|̸=1

κjpj


−1


κ−Np−N

κ−N+1p−N+1

...
κNpN


×
(
p−N . . . p−2 0 p0 0 p2 . . . pN

)
.

(37)
By combining Eqs. (37) and (35) we finally obtain the Laplace
transform of the output signal

U(s) =K
(
Ã−1(s) + Ã1(s)

)
= Ke−τsX(s)

×

1 + N∑
j=−N
|j|̸=1

κj

s− ijω


−1 (

κ−1

s+ iω
+

κ1

s− iω

)
.

(38)

Subsequently the transfer function

C(s) = K

1 + α0

s
+

N∑
j=2

αjs− jβjω

s2 + j2ω2

−1 (
α1s− β1ω

s2 + ω2

)
.

(39)

B. Stability condition for the closed-loop system

The polynomial (22) is the (2N+1)-order polynomial with
real coefficients. The necessary condition for the stability is
that all coefficients should be positive. The coefficient next

to the term s2N is α(2N + 1). Thus the necessary stability
condition is

α > 0. (40)

When α is positive, the only way to lose (or gain) stability is
the case when the pair (or several pairs) of complex conjugate
roots cross the imaginary line ℜ(s) = 0, because s = 0 can
not be a solution of Eq. (22) for α ̸= 0.

Next, let us look for the coefficient next to the term s1:

ω2N (N !)
2

[
1 + 2

β

ω

N∑
k=1

1

k2

]
. (41)

From last, we obtain the second necessary stability condition
(we take the limit N → +∞)

β

ω
> − 3

π2
. (42)

We emphasize that such a condition is only necessary but
not sufficient, thus it does not give the border of the stability
region.

Now we can analyze how the roots move when we change
the parameters (α, β) from the point (α, β) = (0, 0) to any
other relevant point. Note that the point is relevant if it is in
the region α > 0 and β/ω > −3/π2 since all other points are
proved to be unstable, therefore the important consequence is
that any relevant point can be achieved without crossing the
line α = 0. At the point (0, 0) all roots are on the imaginary
axis, sk = ikω with k = −N,−N+1, . . . , N−1, N . The roots
sk(α, β) are continuous functions on the parameters (α, β),
and in order to find how the roots move by slightly changing
(α, β) one should find an exact differential dsk(α, β) at the
point (0, 0). In the limit N → +∞ the equation (22) simplifies
to

p(s, α, β) = (s+ α)
ω

πs
sinh

(πs
ω

)
+ (αs+ βω)

[
1

s
cosh

(πs
ω

)
− ω

πs2
sinh

(πs
ω

)]
= 0,

(43)

where we have used the identity

lim
N→+∞

q(s)

ω2N (N !)
2 =

ω

πs
sinh

(πs
ω

)
. (44)

Thus the exact differential become

dsk(0, 0) =−
∂p(s,α,β)

∂α
∂p(s,α,β)

∂s

∣∣∣∣∣
(sk,0,0)

dα−
∂p(s,α,β)

∂β

∂p(s,α,β)
∂s

∣∣∣∣∣
(sk,0,0)

dβ

=(−1) · dα+ dβ ·
{

i
k for k ̸= 0

0 for k = 0
.

(45)
Since the factor next to dα is purely real (negative) and the
factor next to dβ is purely imaginary the small step from
(α, β) = (0, 0) to (α, β) = (dα,dβ) with positive dα and
any dβ would move all roots to the left half-plane (stable
region). If the system loses stability and we do not need to
cross the line α = 0, one should observe when the pair (or
several pairs) of complex conjugate roots cross the imaginary
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axis. Such event can happen only when p(iωη, α, β) = 0 for
real η ̸= 0 giving

α cos(πη) = 0,

ω

π

[
1 +

β

ωη2

]
sin(πη)− β

η
cos(πη) = 0.

(46)

From the first equation we obtain that η ∈
{
± 1/2,±3/2,

±5/2, . . .
}

. According to that, the second equation gives
−β/ω ∈

{
1/4, 9/4, 25/4, . . .

}
. Thus up to β/ω > −1/4 the

system remains stable and loses its stability at β/ω = −1/4.
It potentially can gain stability at β/ω = −9/4, but since
Eq. (42) guarantee the instability for β/ω < −3/π2 we end
up with the necessary and sufficient condition for the stability
of the closed-loop system: α > 0 and β/ω > −1/4.

C. Inverse Laplace transform of the transfer function (31)

Here we will derive controller equations in the time domain
when the transfer function is defined by Eq. (31). In order to
make notations shorter we will assume that the controller’s
input signal is x(t) instead of x(t− τ). Generalization to the
case τ ̸= 0 is straightforward.

According to definition C(s) = U(s)/X(s) and using
notation U(s) = −γQ0(s) we obtain

2αs3X(s)
[
1− e−Ts

]
+ 2βωs2X(s)

[
1− e−Ts

]
=

ω + απ

ω
s4Q0(s)

[
1−R4e

−Ts
]

+ (βπ − 2α)s3Q0(s)
[
1−R3e

−Ts
]

+ ω(ω − 3β + απ)s2Q0(s)
[
1−R2e

−Ts
]

+ βπω2sQ0(s)
[
1 + e−Ts

]
− βω3Q0(s)

[
1− e−Ts

]
,

(47)

where we used notation R2 = ω−3β−απ
ω−3β+απ , R3 = 2α+βπ

2α−βπ and
R4 = ω−απ

ω+απ . Let us introduce new variables Q1,2,3,4(s) and
P0,1,2,3(s) and relations for them

sQ0(s) = Q1(s) + P0(s)X(s), (48a)
sQ1(s) = Q2(s) + P1(s)X(s), (48b)
sQ2(s) = Q3(s) + P2(s)X(s), (48c)
sQ3(s) = Q4(s) + P3(s)X(s). (48d)

From last we obtain expressions for s2Q0(s), s3Q0(s) and
s4Q0(s):

s2Q0(s) = Q2(s) + P1(s)X(s) + P0(s)sX(s), (49a)

s3Q0(s) = Q3(s) + P2(s)X(s) + P1(s)sX(s)

+ P0(s)s
2X(s), (49b)

s4Q0(s) = Q4(s) + P3(s)X(s) + P2(s)sX(s)

+ P1(s)s
2X(s) + P0(s)s

3X(s). (49c)

Substitution of the last expressions into Eq. (47) and collecting
the terms next to s3X(s) gives

P0(s) =
2αω

ω + απ

1− e−Ts

1−R4e−Ts
, (50)

next to s2X(s) gives

P1(s) =
2βω2

ω + απ

1− e−Ts

1−R4e−Ts

+
ω(2α− βπ)

ω + απ

1−R3e
−Ts

1−R4e−Ts
P0(s),

(51)

next to sX(s) gives

P2(s) =
ω(2α− βπ)

ω + απ

1−R3e
−Ts

1−R4e−Ts
P1(s)

+
ω2(3β − απ − ω)

ω + απ

1−R2e
−Ts

1−R4e−Ts
P0(s),

(52)

and finally next to X(s) gives

P3(s) =
ω(2α− βπ)

ω + απ

1−R3e
−Ts

1−R4e−Ts
P2(s)

+
ω2(3β − απ − ω)

ω + απ

1−R2e
−Ts

1−R4e−Ts
P1(s)

− ω3βπ

ω + απ

1 + e−Ts

1−R4e−Ts
P0(s).

(53)

Using the notification Pi(s)X(s) = Fi(s) and multiplying
both sides of (50), (51), (52), (53) by X(s) we obtain 4
difference equations for the variables fi(t) = L−1 (Fi(s)):

f0(t) =R4f0(t− T )

+N1 [x(t)− x(t− T )] , (54a)
f1(t) =R4f1(t− T )

+N2 [x(t)− x(t− T )]

+M3 [f0(t)−R3f0(t− T )] , (54b)
f2(t) =R4f2(t− T )

+M3 [f1(t)−R3f1(t− T )]

+M2 [f0(t)−R2f0(t− T )] , (54c)
f3(t) =R4f3(t− T )

+M3 [f2(t)−R3f2(t− T )]

+M2 [f1(t)−R2f1(t− T )]

−M1 [f0(t) + f0(t− T )] , (54d)

where a set of new constants is introduced N1 = 2αω
ω+απ , N2 =

2βω2

ω+απ , M0 = βω4

ω+απ , M1 = βπω3

ω+απ , M2 = ω2(3β−απ−ω)
ω+απ and

M3 = ω(2α−βπ)
ω+απ . The inverse Laplace transform of Eqs. (48)

gives 4 first order differential equations

q̇0(t) = q1(t) + f0(t), (55a)
q̇1(t) = q2(t) + f1(t), (55b)
q̇2(t) = q3(t) + f2(t), (55c)
q̇3(t) = q4(t) + f3(t). (55d)

Finally the difference equation for q4(t) is obtained as a
reminder of the substitution of (49) to (47):

q4(t) = R4q4(t− T ) +M3 [q3(t)−R3q3(t− T )]

+M2 [q2(t)−R2q2(t− T )]−M1 [q1(t) + q1(t− T )]

+M0 [q0(t)− q0(t− T )] .
(56)
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