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Quasi-periodic Disturbance Observer

for Wideband Harmonic Suppression
Hisayoshi Muramatsu

Abstract—Periodic disturbances composed of harmonics usu-
ally appear during periodic operation, impairing performance in
mechanical and electrical systems. To improve the performance,
control for periodic-disturbance suppression has been studied,
such as repetitive control and periodic-disturbance observer. For
robustness against perturbations in each cycle, slight changes
over cycles, slight variations in the period, and/or aperiodic
disturbances, although wideband harmonic suppression is ex-
pected, the conventional methods have trade-offs among the
wideband harmonic suppression, non-amplification of aperiodic
disturbances, and deviation of harmonic suppression frequencies.
This article proposes a quasi-periodic disturbance observer to

estimate and compensate for a quasi-periodic disturbance. The
quasi-periodic disturbance is defined to consist of harmonics
and surrounding signals, based on which the quasi-periodic
disturbance observer is designed using a periodic-pass filter
of a first-order periodic/aperiodic separation filter, time delay
integrated with a zero-phase low-pass filter, and an inverse plant
model with a first-order low-pass filter. For the implementation
of the proposed observer, its Q-filter is discretized by the exact
mapping of the s-plane to the z-plane, and the inverse plant model
is discretized by the backward Euler method. The experiments
validated the frequency response and position-control precision
of the quasi-periodic disturbance observer in comparison with
conventional methods.

Index Terms—Harmonics, periodic disturbance, disturbance
observer, repetitive control, time delay

I. INTRODUCTION

PERIODICITY is a typical property of disturbances, in-

cluding exogenous periodic signals and multiplicative

modeling errors with periodic states, which deteriorate the

precision of automatic control systems. For example, a peri-

odic disturbance can result from a wind disturbance in a wind

turbine [1], friction force with repetitive motion in a ball-screw

driven stage [2], torque ripple [3], thrust ripple [4], and current

harmonics [5] in permanent-magnet synchronous motors, and

harmonic voltage induced by nonlinear load in islanded mi-

crogrids [6] and the point of common coupling for distributed

generation sources [7]. A periodic disturbance consists of

harmonics at integer multiples of the fundamental frequency.

Moreover, an actual periodic disturbance is typically quasi-

periodic, which has perturbations in each cycle, slight changes

over cycles, and/or slight variations in the period. Wideband

harmonic suppression is expected to compensate for quasi-

periodic disturbances and improve the precision of automatic

control systems.
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Repetitive control is a classical approach for periodic distur-

bance suppression [8]–[10], which uses a time delay to acquire

an internal model of the periodic disturbance [11]. Although

it achieves exact compensation of the periodic disturbance

when its period is exactly known, this compensation easily

deteriorates when the disturbance is quasi-periodic and/or

identification errors of the period are present [12]. To improve

robustness, high-order repetitive control was proposed for

wideband harmonic suppression in [12], [13], where there is

a trade-off between the extension of the harmonic suppression

bandwidth and aperiodic disturbance suppression. Although

there are optimal designs of repetitive control considering this

trade-off [14]–[16], the simultaneous realization of wideband

harmonic suppression and non-amplification of aperiodic dis-

turbances was not achieved.

A disturbance observer estimates a disturbance and uses the

estimate for disturbance compensation [17]–[19], which does

not affect tracking performance as a two-degree-of-freedom

controller. To estimate and compensate for the periodic distur-

bance, a periodic-disturbance observer was proposed on the

basis of the internal model of the periodic disturbance as well

as repetitive control [20]. As a two-degree-of-freedom con-

troller, the periodic-disturbance observer can be applied even if

the tracking command is not periodic, unlike repetitive control.

Furthermore, there exists a combination of the disturbance and

periodic-disturbance observers to suppress both periodic and

aperiodic disturbances [21]. However, the periodic-disturbance

observer has two trade-offs. One is a trade-off between the

wideband harmonic suppression and deviation of harmonic

suppression frequencies from harmonic frequencies [22]. Al-

though there are designs for adjusting the first harmonic

suppression frequency to the fundamental frequency [23] and

an adaptive periodic disturbance observer for estimating the

fundamental frequency of the periodic disturbance [20], the

high-order harmonic suppression frequencies still deviate. The

other trade-off is between the mitigation of the harmonics and

lower amplification of aperiodic disturbances [23], which is

also reported for other types of periodic-disturbance observers

[24], [25].

According to the aforementioned trade-offs for repetitive

control and periodic-disturbance observers, no method si-

multaneously realizes wideband harmonic suppression, non-

amplification of aperiodic disturbances, and proper harmonic

suppression frequencies. This article proposes a quasi-periodic

disturbance observer (QDOB) based on an internal model

of a quasi-periodic disturbance for simultaneously realizing

them. The internal model is realized using a periodic/aperiodic

separation filter [26], [27], where each time delay is integrated
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with a zero-phase low-pass filter. This internal model leads to

the wideband harmonic suppression, which is robust against

perturbations in each cycle, slight changes over cycles, and/or

slight variations in the period of the quasi-periodic disturbance.

An inverse plant model of the QDOB is implemented with a

first-order low-pass filter for stability, where the product of

the model and filter is a bi- or non-proper transfer function,

which is discretized by the backward Euler method for im-

plementation. The zero-phase low-pass filter at the time delay

and the first-order low-pass filter at the inverse plant model

achieve the non-amplification of aperiodic disturbances and

proper harmonic suppression frequencies.

II. QUASI-PERIODIC DISTURBANCE OBSERVER

A. Disturbance Observer

Consider a single-input-single-output system:

L[y(t)] = P (s)L[u(t) + v(t)], (1)

which has a plant P (s), control input u(t) ∈ R, exogenous

signal v(t) ∈ R, and output y(t) ∈ R. Suppose that the plant

is composed of a strictly proper plant model Pn(s) and a

modeling error ∆(s) as

P (s) := (1 + ∆(s))Pn(s) (2a)

Pn(s) :=
bns

n + bn−1s
n−1 + · · ·+ b1s+ b0

sm + am−1sm−1 + · · ·+ a1s+ a0
, n < m (2b)

∆(s) :=
βhs

h + βh−1s
h−1 + · · ·+ b1s+ b0

sl + αl−1sl−1 + · · ·+ α1s+ α0
e−γs, γ ≥ 0.

(2c)

The numerator and denominator polynomials of Pn(s) and the

denominator polynomial of ∆(s) are assumed to be Hurwitz,

whose roots are located in the closed left half-plane of the

complex plane. In this article, a disturbance d(t) ∈ R is

defined to include both the exogenous signal and the effect

of the modeling error as

L[d(t)] := L[v(t)] + ∆(s)L[u(t) + v(t)], (3)

and the system can be rewritten as

L[y(t)] = Pn(s)L[u(t) + d(t)]. (4)

To estimate the disturbance d(t), the QDOB is constructed

as

L[ξ(t)] = B(s)P−1
n (s)L[y(t)] (5a)

L[d̂(t)] = Q(s)L[ξ(t) − u(t)] (5b)

u(t) = r(t) − d̂(t) (5c)

where B(s) is set to a first-order low-pass filter

B(s) :=
ωb

s+ ωb
. (6)

The variables r(t) ∈ R, d̂(t) ∈ R, and ωb ∈ R>0 denote

the reference signal from an outer controller, estimated dis-

turbance, and cutoff frequency, respectively. The filter Q(s)
of the disturbance observer, often referred to as Q-filter, is

designed to estimate the quasi-periodic disturbance based on
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Fig. 1. Block diagrams of the QDOB. (a) Disturbance-observer representation.
(b) Equivalent single feedback-loop representation.

an internal model. The block diagram of the QDOB is depicted

in Fig. 1(a).

B. Quasi-periodic Disturbance

Let a disturbance such that d(t) = d(t−L) be periodic with

a period L ∈ R>0. The periodic disturbance can be expressed

by the Fourier series as

d(t) =
a0
2

+

∞
∑

n=1

an cos

(

2nπ

L
t

)

+ bn sin

(

2nπ

L
t

)

, (7)

where, for a given n, the sum of the sine and cosine func-

tions an cos ((2nπ/L)t) + bn sin ((2nπ/L)t) and the angular

frequency 2nπ/L are referred to as the nth harmonic and nth

harmonic frequency, respectively.

This article expands the periodic disturbance into a quasi-

periodic disturbance based on the definition of the quasi-

periodicity in [26]. A lifted disturbance Dτ (c) of the distur-

bance d(t) is defined as

Dτ (c) := d(t) s.t. t = cL+ τ, (8a)

D : {τ ∈ T} × {c ∈ Z} → R, (8b)

where T := {τ ∈ R≥0|0 ≤ τ < L}. The arguments c and

τ denote the cycle and the time elapsed within the cycle,

respectively. Note that the lifted periodic disturbance satisfies

Dτ (c) = Dτ (c − 1) for all cycles. Subsequently, in the

frequency domain, let Dτ (ω) such that

∃ω ∈ {ω ∈ R||ω| ≤ ρ} s.t. Dτ (ω) 6= 0 (9a)

∀ω ∈ {ω ∈ R||ω| > ρ} s.t. Dτ (ω) = 0 (9b)

be quasi-periodic, where ω is the angular frequency and ρ ∈
R≥0 is referred to as the separation frequency. Using these,

a set of functions of quasi-periodic disturbances is defined as

follows:

Pρ := {d : R→ R|(8) ∧ (9) ∧Dτ (c) = F
−1[Dτ (ω)],

∀τ ∈ T, ∀c ∈ Z, ∀ω ∈ R}, (10)

and the disturbance d(t) such that d ∈ Pρ is defined to

be quasi-periodic with respect to the separation frequency ρ.
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Here, F−1 denotes the inverse discrete-time Fourier transform.

According to these definitions, the quasi-periodic disturbance

has low-frequency changes and does not have high-frequency

changes, in terms of the cycle c, where the boundary frequency

between the low- and high-frequencies is the separation fre-

quency ρ. Note that the quasi-periodic disturbance with respect

to ρ = 0 rad/s is equivalent to the periodic disturbance such

that d(t) = d(t− L).

C. Q-filter

For the Q-filter of the QDOB (5), this article uses a periodic-

pass filter of a first-order periodic/aperiodic separation filter

proposed in [26], [27]. Since the lifted quasi-periodic distur-

bance Dτ (c) satisfies (9), it consists of low-frequency signals

at frequencies less than or equal to the separation frequency ρ.

Hence, a first-order low-pass filter, whose cutoff frequency is

the separation frequency ρ, is used to extract the lifted quasi-

periodic disturbance from the error Ξτ (c)− Uτ (c) as

Z[D̂τ (c)]

Z[Ξτ (c)− Uτ (c)]
:=

ρL(1 + Z−1)

(ρL+ 2) + (ρL− 2)Z−1
, (11)

where D̂τ (c), Ξτ (c), and Uτ (c) are the lifted functions of d̂(t),
ξ(t), and u(t), respectively. Note that the z-transform with Z
is based on the cycle c with the sampling time L, which is

the period of the cycle. The z-domain low-pass filter for the

discrete-time lifted signals is transformed into an s-domain

filter using the exact mapping Z−1 = e−Ls as

L[d̂]

L[ξ − u]
=

ρL(1 + e−Ls)

(ρL+ 2) + (ρL− 2)e−Ls
, (12)

which is the periodic-pass filter of the first-order peri-

odic/aperiodic separation filter.

Although the time delays e−Ls of (12) are necessary for

the quasi-periodic disturbance suppression, it induces ampli-

fication of aperiodic disturbances and deviation of harmonic

suppression frequencies. Thus, a zero-phase low-pass filter is

combined with the time delays to limit the frequencies, at

which the time delay works. Consequently, the Q-filter of the

QDOB is

Q(s) =
ρL(1 + Φ(s))

(ρL+ 2) + (ρL − 2)Φ(s)
, (13)

where Φ(s) is the linear-phase low-pass filter, which is the

product of the time delay and zero-phase low-pass filter. Fig. 2

depicts the Bode plot of the Q-filter (13) and the first-order

periodic-pass filter (12), which shows that the effect of the

time delay on the Q-filter is mitigated from around the cutoff

frequency ωa = 10 rad/s.

D. Linear-Phase Low-Pass Filter

This section provides a design example of the linear-phase

low-pass filter Φ(s) of the Q-filter (13). Prior to designing,

Φ(s) is divided into a sample delay e−Ts of the sampling

time T ∈ R>0 and a multistage linear-phase low-pass filter

Ψ(s) for implementation in discrete time

Φ(s) = e−TsΨ(s), Ψ(s) := e(T−L)s
l

∏

i=1

Hi(s), (14)
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Fig. 2. Bode plot of the Q-filter (13) of the QDOB and the first-order periodic-
pass filter in (12). The parameters are l = 3, Nmax = 256, ωa = 10 rad/s,
ρ = 2/L, L = 2π s, and T = 1.0× 10−4 s.

where Hi(s) is the ith-stage zero-phase low-pass filter, and

l ∈ Z>0 denotes the number of stages. A multistage design

is employed here to realize a low cutoff frequency with less

computational cost. The filter for each stage Hi(s) is defined

as

Hi(s) :=

∑∞

n=−∞ w(n,N)h(n, ωi, Ui)e
nUis

∑∞

n=−∞ w(n,N)h(n, ωi, Ui)
(15a)

h(n, ωi, Ui) :=

{

Uiωi/π if n = 0
sin(nUiωi)/(nπ) if n 6= 0

(15b)

w(n,N) :=







0.42 + 0.5 cos(nπ/N)
+0.08 cos(2nπ/N) if |n| ≤ N

0 if |n| > N,
(15c)

where the coefficient h(n, ωi, Ui) ∈ R is derived by the

inverse Fourier transform of the frequency characteristic of

an ideal zero-phase low-pass filter, and the Blackman window

w(n,N) ∈ R extracts a finite number of the coefficients.

Multiplying e(T−L)s and
∏l

i=1 Hi(s), the filter Ψ(s) becomes

Ψ(s) = e(T−L+N
∑

l

i=1
Ui)s

l
∏

i=1

ϕi(s) (16a)

ϕi(s) :=

∑N
n=−N w(n,N)h(n, ωi, Ui)e

(n−N)Uis

∑N
n=−N w(n,N)h(n, ωi, Ui)

, (16b)

where the ith-stage sampling time Ui ∈ R>0, the ith-stage

cutoff frequency ωi ∈ R>0, and the order N ∈ R>0 are

determined as follows

Ui :=

{

T if i = 1
π/ωi−1 otherwise

(17a)

ωi :=

{

ωa if i = l
2cπ/Ui otherwise,

c =
1

2

(

Tωa

π

)1/l

(17b)

N := min{max(N ), Nmax} (17c)

N := {n ∈ Z>0|n ≤ (L − T )/
∑i

j=1 Uj}. (17d)

The sampling time Ui is set to the original sampling time T
for the first stage, while it is set for the other stages so that the

ith-stage Nyquist frequency π/Ui equals the cutoff frequency

of the previous stage ωi−1. The cutoff frequency ωi decreases

over stages, and the coefficient c is derived from the definitions
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of Ui and ωi. The order N is maximized in the set N of

orders that make the filter Ψ(s) causal, without exceeding the

maximum order Nmax given by allowed computational cost.

Fig. 3 depicts the gain of the three-stage linear-phase low-pass

filter Φ(s), in which one can see the reduction of the cutoff

frequency stage-by-stage.

The linear-phase low-pass filter Φ(s) has three hyper pa-

rameters: the cutoff frequency ωa ∈ R>0, the number of

stages l ∈ Z>0, and the maximum order Nmax ∈ Z>0. The

parameters l and Nmax are determined considering the trade-

off that an increase in l and/or Nmax improves the filter Ψ(s)
to be closer to an ideal filter but increases the computational

cost.

III. DESIGN AND ANALYSIS

A. Sensitivity and Complementary Sensitivity Functions

The cutoff frequencies ωa in (17b) and ωb in (6) are

designed according to the sensitivity function (index for dis-

turbance suppression) and complementary sensitivity function

(index for robust stability and noise sensitivity). Suppose no

modeling error ∆ = 0. Then, the open-loop transfer function

Γ(s) is

Γ(s) =
ρL

2

1 + Φ(s)

1− Φ(s)
B(s) =

ρL

2

1 + Φ(s)

1− Φ(s)

ωb

s+ ωb
(18)

according to Fig. 1(b). Using the open-loop transfer function,

the sensitivity function S(s) and the complementary sensitivity

function T (s) are defined and calculated as

S(s) :=
1

1 + Γ
=

2(1− Φ)

(ρLB + 2) + (ρLB − 2)Φ
(19a)

T (s) :=
Γ

1 + Γ
=

ρL(1 + Φ)B

(ρLB + 2) + (ρLB − 2)Φ
. (19b)

The sensitivity function satisfies L[y]/L[d] = Pn(s)S(s).

The sensitivity and complementary sensitivity functions

show different features in the three frequency ranges: 0 ≤
ω ≪ ωa, ωa ≪ ω ≪ ωb, and ωb ≪ ω ≪ 2π/T , as shown in

Fig. 4(a). Note that 2π/T stands for the sampling frequency.

In each range, the transfer functions can be approximated as

follows

0 ≤ ω ≪ ωa :

S(jω) ≈
2(1− e−jLω)

(ρL+ 2) + (ρL− 2)e−jLω
(20a)

T (jω) ≈
ρL(1 + e−jLω)

(ρL+ 2) + (ρL − 2)e−jLω
(20b)

ωa ≪ ω ≪ ωb :

S(jω) ≈
2

ρL+ 2
, T (jω) ≈

ρL

ρL+ 2
(20c)

ωb ≪ ω ≪ 2π/T :

S(jω) ≈
2

ρLB(jω) + 2
, T (jω) ≈

ρLB(jω)

ρLB(jω) + 2
, (20d)

which are based on the approximation of the low-pass filters:

Φ(jω) ≈ 1 if ω ≪ ωa; Φ(jω) ≈ 0 if ωa ≪ ω ≪
2π/T ; and B(jω) ≈ 1 if ω ≪ ωb. The lower-frequency

range ω ≪ ωa is the range relevant to the quasi-periodic

disturbance suppression, where the sensitivity function S(s)
becomes the periodic-pass filter (12). In the higher-frequency

range ωb ≪ ω ≪ 2π/T , the low-pass filter B(s) becomes

dominant for the low noise sensitivity and high robust stability

via the complementary sensitivity function T (s). Lastly, the

middle-frequency range ωa ≪ ω ≪ ωb, which separates the

higher- and lower-frequency ranges, rejects the amplification

of aperiodic disturbances and the deviation of the harmonic

suppression frequencies, which can be observed in Fig. 4(a)

and Fig. 4(b), respectively.

Therefore, the cutoff frequency ωa is designed to be higher

than the target harmonic frequencies ω0, 2ω0, 3ω0, . . . to be

compensated and lower than the other cutoff frequency ωb.

B. Harmonic Suppression Bandwidth

The suppression bandwidth around the harmonics is de-

signed via the separation frequency ρ of the Q-filter (13).

Considering the approximate sensitivity function (20a) in the
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Fig. 5. Bode plots of the sensitivity function in (19a) with the design of the
separation frequency ρ in (22) and the various cutoff frequencies ωc. The
parameters are l = 3, Nmax = 256, ωa = 10 rad/s, ωb = 100 rad/s,
L = 2π/ω0, ω0 = 1 rad/s, and T = 1.0× 10−4 s.

frequency range 0 ≤ ω ≪ ωa, the gain is

∣

∣

∣

∣

2(1− e−Ls)

(ρL+ 2) + (ρL − 2)e−Ls

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

√

4 tan2(Lω/2)

ρ2L2 + 4 tan2(Lω/2)
.

(21)

By determining the separation frequency as

ρ :=
2

L
tan

(

L

2
ωc

)

, (22)

the gain of the sensitivity function satisfies

20 log |S(j(nω0 ± ωc))| ≈ −3 dB, (23)

where ωc ∈ {ω ∈ R>0|0 < ω < ω0/2} is also referred to as

the cutoff frequency. The harmonic suppression bandwidth is

from nω0−ωc to nω0+ωc around a harmonic frequency nω0,

in which the gain is less than −3 dB; thus, an increase in the

cutoff frequency ωc achieves wideband harmonic suppression.

Fig. 5 shows that (23) holds with various cutoff frequencies

from the first harmonic to the seventh harmonic frequency.

C. Nominal Stability

Consider the nominal stability with a stable plant model

Pn(s) whose poles are in the open left half-plane in the

complex plane. In the open-loop transfer function (18), the

phase of the first-order low-pass filter B(s) satisfies

−π/2 < ∠B(jω) = atan2(−ω, ωb) ≤ 0, ∀ω ∈ R≥0. (24)

Using the linear phase characteristic Φ(jω) = |Φ(jω)|e−jLω

of Φ(s), the phase of the other part is expressed as

∠
ρL

2

1 + |Φ(jω)|e−jLω

1− |Φ(jω)|e−jLω

= ∠
ρL

2

(1− |Φ(jω)|2)− j2|Φ(jω)| sin(Lω)

1− 2|Φ(jω)| cos(Lω) + |Φ(jω)|2

= atan2(−2|Φ(jω)| sin(Lω), 1− |Φ(jω)|2). (25)
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Assume that the gain of the linear phase low-pass filter satisfies

|Φ(jω)| ≤ 1, which is practical according to Fig. 3. Then,

1− |Φ(jω)|2 is nonnegative, and the phase satisfies

−
π

2
≤ ∠

(

ρL

2

1 + Φ(jω)

1− Φ(jω)

)

≤
π

2
, ∀ω ∈ R≥0. (26)

According to (24) and (26), the overall phase of the open-loop

transfer function (18) exists within

−π < ∠Γ(jω) ≤
π

2
, ∀ω ∈ R≥0 (27)

and does not reach −π rad/s. On the basis of the Nyquist

stability criteria, the system is nominally stable.

The stability margin is extended by designing the cutoff

frequencies ωa and ωb so that ωa ≪ ωb, as described in

Section III-A. Satisfying ωa ≪ ωb, the phase range narrows to

approximately −π/2 ≤ ∠Γ(jω) ≤ π/2, and a phase margin

of −π/2 rad is secured within a frequency range less than

the sampling frequency, as shown in the phase plot of Fig. 6.

Additionally, the low-pass filter B(s) extends the gain margin

at frequencies greater than ωb, as shown in the gain plot of

Fig. 6.

D. Robust Stability

Consider the robust stability against the modeling error

∆(s). Let T̃ (s) be

T̃ (s) :=















ρL(1 + e−Ls)

(ρL+ 2) + (ρL− 2)e−Ls
if ω ≤ ωa

ρLB(s)

ρLB(s) + 2
if ω > ωa,

(28)

which is the right-hand side of (20). Then, the complementary

sensitivity function T is decomposed into T (s) = σ(s)T̃ (s),
where σ(s) is the approximation error of (20). Note that

the approximation error σ(s) decreases as ωb increases rel-

ative to ωa. Let the worst error ∆̃(s) be known such that

|σ(jω)∆(jω)| < ∆̃(ω), ∀ω ∈ R≥0 against both the modeling

error ∆(jω) and approximation error σ(jω).
Suppose the system is nominally stable on the basis of

Section III-C. Then, the robust stability condition based on

the small gain theorem is

|T̃ (jω)| ≤ ∆̃−1(ω), ∀ω ∈ R≥0. (29)
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The gain of T̃ can be calculated as

|T̃ (jω)| =
ρL

√

ρ2L2 + 4 tan2(Lω/2)
, if ω ≤ ωa (30a)

|T̃ (jω)| =
ρLωb

√

4ω2 + (2 + ρL)2ω2
b

, if ω > ωa, (30b)

where the gain (30a) at ω ≤ ωa is less than or equal to 1, and

the gain (30b) at ω > ωa decreases as ωa and/or ρ decreases.

Suppose that the separation frequency ρ is designed by (22)

with the cutoff frequency ωc, and the other cutoff frequencies

satisfy ωa ≪ ωb according to Section III-A. Then, for the

robust stability of the QDOB, the cutoff frequencies ωb and

ωc need to be low enough to satisfy the condition (29).

IV. DISCRETIZATION

Let us discretize the QDOB for motion control of a me-

chanical system, whose plant model is

Pn(s) =
1

Ms2
. (31)

The inverse plant model is P−1
n (s) = Ms2.

The QDOB is discretized using two methods. The inverse

plant model P−1
n (s) and the low-pass filter B(s) in (6) are

discretized by the backward Euler method: s← (1− z−1)/T
as

Z[ξk] =
Mωb(1− z−1)2

T (1 + ωbT − z−1)
Z[yk]. (32)

Subsequently, the Q-filter in (13) is discretized by the exact

mapping from the s-plane to the z-plane: e−Ts ← z−1 as

Z[d̂k] =
ρL(1 + Ψ̄(z−1)z−1)

(ρL+ 2) + (ρL− 2)Ψ̄(z−1)z−1
Z[ξk − uk] (33a)

Ψ̄(z−1) := z1−L̄+N
∑

l

i=0
Ūi

l
∏

i=0

ϕ̄i(z
−1) (33b)

ϕ̄i(z
−1) :=

∑N
n=−N w(n,N)h(n, ωi, Ui)z

(n−N)Ūi

∑N
n=−N w(n,N)h(n, ωi, Ui)

, (33c)

where L̄i := round(Li/T ) and Ūi := round(Ui/T ). This z-

transform with z is based on the index k with the sampling

time T from the controller.

Algorithm 1 shows the whole discrete-time algorithm of a

discrete-time representation of the QDOB. The discrete-time

representation of (32) is obtained by the inverse z-transform

as

ξk =
Tξk−1 +Mωb(yk − 2yk−1 + yk−2)

T (1 + ωbT )
. (34)

The Q-filter (33a) is transformed for gathering the linear-phase

low-pass filter Ψ̄(z−1) to reduce the number of buffers into

Z[d̂k] =
ρL

ρL+ 2
Z[ξk − uk] + Ψ̄(z−1)

(

ρL

ρL+ 2
Z[ξk−1 − uk−1]−

ρL− 2

ρL+ 2
Z[d̂k−1]

)

. (35)

Algorithm 1 Algorithm of QDOB for motion control.

Hyperparameters:

µ ∈ {0, 1}, l, Nmax ∈ Z>0, ωa, ωb, ωc, L, M , T ∈ R>0

Preliminary computations:
ρ = (2/L) tan (Lωc/2)

L̄ = round(L/T )

c = (1/2)(Tωa/π)
1/l

for i = 1 . . . l do
if i == 1 then

Ui = T
else

Ui = π/ωi−1

end if

Ūi = round(Ui/T )

ωi = 2πc/Ui

end for

N = min{floor((L̄ − 1)/
∑l

i=1 Ūi), Nmax}

η = L̄−N
∑l

i=1 Ūi

Function P(λk−1):
Sub-functions:

h(n, ωi, Ui) =

{

Uiωi/π if n = 0
sin(nUiωi)/(nπ) if n 6= 0

w(n,N) = 0.42 + 0.5 cos(nπ/N) + 0.08 cos(2nπ/N)
Input: λk−1, Output: lθk
0θk = λk−η

for i = 1 . . . l do
for n = −N . . . N do

iθk += w(n,N)h(n, ωi, Ui)
i−1θk+(n−N)Ūi

iγk += w(n,N)h(n, ωi, Ui)
end for
iθk = iθk/

iγk
end for

Real-time algorithm

Inputs: Reference rk, Position response yk
Output: Control input uk, Estimated disturbance d̂k

ξk =
1

T (1 + ωbT )
[Tξk−1 +Mωb(yk − 2yk−1 + yk−2)]

d̂k =
ρL

(1− µ)ρL+ 2
(ξk − rk) + P(λk−1)

λk =
ρL

(1− µ)ρL+ 2
(ξk − rk)−

(1− µ)ρL− 2

(1− µ)ρL+ 2
d̂k

uk = rk − µd̂k

The inverse z-transform and uk = rk−µd̂k yields its discrete-

time representation:

d̂k =
ρL

(1 − µ)ρL+ 2
(ξk − rk) + P(λk−1) (36a)

P(λk−1) := Z
−1[Ψ̄(z−1)Z[λk−1]] (36b)

λk :=
ρL

(1− µ)ρL + 2
(ξk − rk)−

(1− µ)ρL− 2

(1− µ)ρL+ 2
d̂k, (36c)

where a new parameter µ ∈ {0, 1} is introduced for switching

between estimation use with µ = 0 and compensation use



7

Motor with QDOB

Disturbance generator

(a)

G
ai

n
 [

d
B

]

40

-80

0

-40

10
0

10
2

10
1

Frequency [rad/s]

No control

ωc = 0.5 rad/s

ωc = 2 rad/s

(b)

G
ai

n
 [

d
B

]

40

-80

0

-40

10
0

10
2

10
1

Frequency [rad/s]

Conventional repetitive control [15]

Conventional periodic-disturbance observer [20]

No control

(c)

Fig. 7. Frequency-response experiment. (a) Setup. (b) Results of the QDOB.
(c) Results of the conventional methods [15] and [20].

with µ = 1. These discrete-time representations are listed

in Algorithm 1 along with the hyperparameters, preliminary

computations of the parameters, and the algorithm of the

function (36b).

V. EXPERIMENTS

A. Frequency Response

The frequency response with the QDOB from the external

torque v to the angle y was validated and compared with

those of the conventional repetitive control [15] and periodic-

disturbance observer [20]. Two direct-drive motors connected

by a coupling were used, as shown in Fig. 7(a), where the

left motor is controlled by the QDOB, and the right motor

generated external torque v = av sin(ωvt). During the experi-

ment, the frequency ωv was varied from 100 to 102 rad/s, and

the amplitude av was set not to exceed the actuators’ angle,

velocity, and torque limits. Each sinusoidal response was tested

for 40 or 60 s, and the discrete-time Fourier transform was

applied to the steady-state response, eliminating the initial 20-

s transient response to compute the gain. The QDOB used the

parameters: l = 3, Nmax = 256, ωa = 50 rad/s, ωb = 100
rad/s, ωc ∈ {0.5, 2} rad/s, M = 56.13 × 10−4 kg·m2,

L = 2π/5 s, and T = 2× 10−4 s. The conventional repetitive

control used the same zero-phase low-pass filter as that of

the QDOB with α = 0.9. Also, in the conventional periodic-

disturbance observer, the Q-filter used γ = 0.5 and the cutoff

frequency g = 50 rad/s, and the pseudo-differentiation used

the cutoff frequency 100 rad/s.

Fig. 7(b) depicts the three frequency responses: without

control, with the QDOB using ωc = 0.5 rad/s, and with the

QDOB using ωc = 2 rad/s. The frequency response without

control showed that the plant was a second-order system,

and the effect of the QDOB appeared as the difference from

this frequency response. The frequency response with the

QDOB realized sharp band-stop frequencies at the harmonic

frequencies from the first harmonic of 5 rad/s to the tenth

harmonic of 50 rad/s. These target harmonic frequencies were

determined by the cutoff frequency ωa of 50 rad/s. Compared

to the cutoff frequency ωc = 0.5 rad/s, ωc = 2 rad/s extended

the suppression bandwidth around the harmonic frequencies

without amplification of aperiodic disturbances and deviation

of harmonic suppression frequencies. From 60 rad/s to 100

rad/s, the gain decreased on the basis of (20c), where the gain

decreases as the the cutoff frequency ωc increases.

The proposed QDOB was compared with the conventional

methods in Fig. 7(c). The conventional repetitive control [15]

showed aperiodic disturbance amplification caused by the

trade-off between the wideband suppression and the ampli-

fication. The conventional periodic-disturbance observer [20]

showed wider suppression around the harmonics and non-

amplification of the aperiodic disturbances from 1 to 35 rad/s;

however, the harmonic suppression performance was less than

that of the repetitive control, the amplification appeared from

35 rad/s, and the high-order harmonic suppression frequencies

deviated slightly. Compared to them, the QDOB achieved

lower gain at the harmonic frequencies (5, 10, 15, . . ., 45

rad/s), wideband suppression around the harmonic frequencies

with ωc = 0.5 rad/s, non-amplification around the aperiodic-

disturbance frequencies (2.5, 7.5, 12.5, . . ., 47.5 rad/s), and

non-deviation of the harmonic suppression frequencies, as

shown in Fig. 7(b). The lower gain of the QDOB at the

harmonic frequencies was caused by the zero-phase low-pass

filter integrated with each time delay.

B. Manipulator Control

The QDOB was used to control the six-degree-of-freedom

manipulator (Fig. 8(a)) with proportional-and-derivative angle

control and feedforward control in the joint space. The effect

of the QDOB was verified and compared with a conventional

disturbance observer [19]. The outer joint-space proportional-

and-derivative controller was

˙̂e(t) = G(e(t)− ê(t)), e(t) = θ
cmd(t)− θ(t) (37a)

¨̂
θ
cmd(t) = G

2
θ
cmd(t)− 2G

˙̂
θ
cmd(t)−G

2
θ̂
cmd(t) (37b)

r(t) = Kpe(t) +Kd
˙̂e(t) +M

¨̂
θ
cmd(t), (37c)

where the derivative gain, proportional gain, moment of inertia

matrix, and cutoff frequency for the pseudo-differentiation

were set as Kd = diag(0.5, 0.5, 0.4, 0.1, 0.05, 0.05)

N·m·s/rad, Kp = diag(3, 3, 1.5, 0.5, 0.2, 0.2) N·m/rad,
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M = diag(8, 30, 20, 0.5, 1, 0.1)×10−3 kg·m2, and

G = diag(200, 200, 200, 200, 200, 100) rad/s, respectively.

The variables θ
cmd(t) ∈ R

6, θ(t) ∈ R
6, and e(t) ∈ R

6

denote the command angle, response angle, and angle error,

respectively. The QDOB used the same parameters as those

in Section V-A, except for the cutoff frequency ωc = 2 rad/s,

period L = 4 s, and sampling time T = 2 × 10−3 s. The

conventional disturbance observer used the cutoff frequency

of 50 rad/s for its Q-filter. The manipulator was position

controlled with periodic position and orientation commands

for the end-effector with the period of four seconds, where

there were periodic disturbances such as gravity and friction.

The command and response waveforms from 0 s to 50

s of the end-effector position (x-y-z) and orientation (roll-

pitch-yaw) with the QDOB are depicted in Fig. 8(b) and

(d), respectively. They show that the QDOB needed almost

four cycles (16 s) of the 4-s period to be effective, owing

to the buffer implementing the linear-phase low-pass filter.

The discrete-time Fourier transform was applied to the steady-

state errors of the position and orientation from 30 s to

180 s for both the QDOB and the conventional disturbance

observer [19]. Fig. 8(c) shows the sum of the amplitudes of the

Fourier transformed position errors, and Fig. 8(e) shows that

of the Fourier transformed orientation errors. The harmonic

suppression of the QDOB from the first harmonic (1.571

rad/s) to the ninth harmonic (14.137 rad/s) was observed for

both position and orientation, compared to the conventional

disturbance observer.

VI. CONCLUSION

This paper proposed the QDOB to estimate and compensate

for quasi-periodic disturbances. The QDOB has three cutoff

frequencies ωa, ωb, and ωc, such that ωa ≪ ωb. The harmonics

with frequencies lower than ωa are compensated, and the

robust stability can be improved by lowering ωb and ωc. For

wideband harmonic suppression, increasing ωc extends the

suppression bandwidth around harmonics without amplifying

aperiodic disturbances and deviating the harmonic suppression

frequencies.
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