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Abstract

The motivation behind mathematically modeling theman operatois to help explain the
response characteristics of the complex dynamical systetuding the human manual con-
troller. In this paper, we present two different fuzzy logitategies for human operator and
sport modeling: fixed fuzzy—logic inference control andtilee fuzzy—logic control, including
neuro—fuzzy—fractal control. As an application of the preed fuzzy strategies, we present a
fuzzy-control based tennis simulator.
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1 Introduction

Despite the increasing trend toward automation, roboticsaatificial intelligence (Al) in many
environments, thuman operatowill probably continue for some time to be integrally invet

in the control and regulation of various machines (e.qg.sil@islaunchers, ground vehicles, wa-
tercrafts, submarines, spacecrafts, helicopters, jetefighetc.). A typical manual control task
is the task in which control of these machines is accompdishiemanipulation of the hands or
fingers[1]. As human—computer interfaces evolve, interactiohmégues increasingly involve a
much more continuous form of interaction with the user, dyah human—to—computer (input)
and computer—to—human (output) channels. Such interactiald involve gestures, speech and
animation in addition to more ‘conventional’ interactioiavnouse, joystick and keyboard. This
poses a problem for the design of interactive systems ascdrbes increasingly necessary to
consider interactions occurring over an interval, in aoundius time.

The so—callednanual control theoryleveloped out of the efforts of feedback control engi-
neers during and after the World War 1l, who required modéhuman performance for contin-
uous military tasks, such as tracking with anti—aircraftg(£]. This seems to be an area worth
exploring, firstly since it is generally concerned with st which are controlled in continuous
time by the user, although discrete time analogues of thewsmodels exist. Secondly, it is
an approach which models both system and user and hence [gatibla with research efforts
on ‘synthetic’ models, in which aspects of both system aret ase specified within the same
framework. Thirdly, it is an approach where continuous reathtics is used to describe func-
tions of time. Finally, it is a theory which has been validhteth respect to experimental data
and applied extensively within the military domains suclaésnics.

The premise of manual control theory is that for certaingagike performance of the human
operator can be well approximated by a describing functionch as an inanimate controller
would be. Hence, in the literature frequency domain reprasi®ns of behavior in continuous
time are applied. Two of the main classes of system modeletthdr theory ar&eompensatory
andpursuitsystems. A system where only the error signal is availablleeéduman operator is a
compensatory system. A system where both the target aneinturatput are available is called a
pursuit system. In many pursuit systems the user can alsa gegdion of the input in advance;
such tasks are callgateview task¢§3].



A simple and widely used model is the ‘crossover model’ [&}jat has two main parameters,
again K and atime delayr, given by the transfer function in the Laplace transferdomain

Even with this simple model we can investigate some quigr@sting phenomena. For example
consider a compensatory system with a certain delay, if we hdow gain, then the system will
move only slowly towards the target, and hence will seemgiilg An expanded version of the
crossover model is given by the transfer functian [1]

(TLS + 1) ef(Tera/s)
(T]S + 1)(TNS + 1) ’

H=K

whereT, andT} are the lead and lag constants (which describeethealizationof the human
operator), while the first-order la@’y S + 1) approximates the neuromuscular lag of the hand
and arm. The expanded tern) s in the time delay accounts for the ‘phase drop’, i.e., inseea
lags observed at very low frequenty [4].

Alternatively if the gaink is very high, then the system is very likely to overshoot Hrgét,
requiring an adjustment in the opposite direction, whiclymmaturn overshoot, and so on. This
is known as ‘oscillatory behavior’. Many more detailed misdeave also been developed; there
are ‘anthropomorphic models’, which have a cognitive orgiblpgical basis. For example the
‘structural model’ attempts to reflect the structure of themlan, with central nervous system,
neuromuscular and vestibular componehts [3]. Alterngtitieere is the ‘optimal control model-
ing’ approach, where algorithmic models which very clogalgtch empirical data are used, but
which do not have any direct relationship or explanatioreimts of human neural and cognitive
architecture [9]. In this model, an operator is assumed togdee a vector of displayed quantities
and must exercise control to minimizeast functionabiven by [1]

J = B{ lim ~ T»Qt () + g (t))]dt
=Bt 7 [ )+ D () + g (1))

which means that the operator will attempt to minimize thpested value® of some weighted
combination of squared display errgrsquared control displacementand squared control ve-
locity w. The relative values of the weighting constapts-;, g; will depend upon the relative
importance of control precision, control effort and fueperditure.

In the case of manual control of a vehicle, this modelingdgehe ‘closed—loop’ or ‘operator—
vehicle’ dynamics. A quantitative explanation of this @dsloop behavior is necessary to sum-
marize operator behavioral data, to understand operandrad@ctions, and to predict the operator—
vehicle dynamic characteristics. For these reasons,@amtgineering methodologies are applied
to modeling human operators. These ‘control theoretic’ eg@rimarily attempt to represent
the operator’s control behavior, not the physiological asgchological structure of the opera-
tor [5,[6]. These models ‘gain in acceptability’ if they catentify features of these structures,
‘although they cannot be rejected’ for failing to do 50 [7].

One broad division of human operator models is whether tlmaylated a continuous or
discontinuous operator control strategy. Significant sesthas been achieved in modeling hu-
man operators performing compensatory and pursuit trgckdaks by employing continuous,
quasi—linear operator models. Examples of these inclugetbssover optimal control models
mentioned above.

Discontinuous input behavior is often observed during nafucontrol of large amplitude
and acquisition task5[[8, 110,111,112]. These discontinuomsan operator responses are usually
associated witlprecognitive human control behavi§@, [13]. Discontinuous control strategies
have been previously described by ‘bang—bang’ or relayrobtgchniques. In[14], the authors
highlighted operator’s preference for this type of relaptcol strategy in a study that compared
controlling high—order system plants with a proportioretises a relay control stick. By allowing
the operator to generate a sharper step input, the relayotatick improved the operators’
performance by up to 50 percent. These authors hypothelizédvhen a human controls a



high—order plant, the operator must consider the error ®fstfstem to be dependent upon the
integral of the control input. Pulse and step inputs wouttlice the integration requirements on
the operator and should make the system error response mealietpble to the operator.

Although operators may employteng—bang controdtrategy, they often impose an internal
limit on the magnitude of control inputs. This internal lins typically less than the full control
authority available [8]. Some authors [15] hypothesized this behavior is due to the operator’s
recognition of their own reaction time delay. The operataistriradeoff the cost of a switching
time error with the cost of limiting the velocity of the outpto a value less than the maximum.

A significant amount of research during the 1960’s and 19&%esnined discontinuous input
behavior by human operators and developed models to enmiua8 (16, 17/ 18, 19, 20, 21, 22,
23]. Good summaries of these efforts can be found_in [24]], [[B) and [5,[6]. All of these
efforts employed some type oflay element to model the discontinuous input behavior. During
the 1980’s and 1990’s, pilot models were developed thatided switching or discrete changes
in pilot behavior([25, 26, 27, 28, 11, 12].

Recently, the so-called ‘variable structure control’ teicfues were applied to model human
operator behavior during acquisition tasks[[b, 6]. The ltesas a coupled, multi-input model
replicating the discontinuous control strategy. In thimfalation, a switching surface was the
mathematical representation of the human operator’s cbstirategy. The performance of the
variable strategy model was evaluated by considering tigitiedinal control of an aircraft during
the visual landing task.

For a review of classical feedback control theory in the erndf human operator modelling
see [[29/ 4| 30] and contrast it with nonlinear and stochaltiamics (see [31, 82, B3]). For
similar approaches to sport modelling, se€ [34].

In this paper, we present two different fuzzy logic stragsgior human operator and sport
modeling: fixed fuzzy—logic inference control and adaptizzy—logic control, including neuro—
fuzzy—fractal control. As an application of the presentazizi strategies, we present a fuzzy-
control based tennis simulator.

2 Fixed Fuzzy Control in Human Operator Modeling

Modeling is the name of the game in any intelligence, be it Gnmor machine. With the model
and its exercising we can look forward in time with prediosand prescriptions and backward
in time with diagnostics and explanations. With these tinraling information structures we
can make decisions and estimations in the here and now fpopes of efficiency, efficacy and
control into the future. We and our machines hope to look ih&ofuture and the past so we may
act intelligently novil

Recall that fuzzy logic is a departure from classical twdugd sets and logic, that uses ‘soft’
linguistic (e.g. large, hot, tall) system variables and attmous range of truth values in the
interval [0,1], rather than strict binary (True or Falsetidens and assignments.

Formally, fuzzy logic is a structured, model-free estimdtwt approximates a function
through linguistic input/output associations.

Fuzzy rule-based systems apply these methods to solve yasy of ‘real-world’ problems,
especially where a system is difficult to model, is contebllyy a human operator or expert,
or where ambiguity or vagueness is common. A typical fuzzsteay consists of a rule base,
membership functions, and an inference procedure.

The keybenefitsof fuzzy logic design are:

1. Simplified & reduced development cycle;

2. Ease of implementation;

3. Can provide more ‘user—friendly’ and efficient perforroan

1The Fuzzy Cognitive Map, Fuzzy Systems Engineering.



Some fuzzy logi@pplicationsinclude:
1. Control (Robotics, Automation, Tracking, Consumer Elatics);
2. Information Systems (DBMS, Info. Retrieval);
3. Pattern Recognition (Image Processing, Machine Vision)
4. Decision Support (Adaptive HMI, Sensor Fusion).

Recall that conventional controllers are derived from ooitheory techniques based on math-
ematical models of the open—loop process, called systelve tmontrolled. On the other hand,
in a fuzzy logic controller, the dynamic behavior of a fuzzgtem is characterized by a set of
linguistic description rules based on expert knowledgee &kpert knowledge is usually of the
form:

IF (a set of conditions are satisfied) THEN (a set of consecg®nan be inferred).

Since theantecedentand theconsequentsf these IF-THEN rules are associated with fuzzy
concepts (linguistic terms), they are often calfedzy conditional statementi this terminol-
ogy, a fuzzy control rule is a fuzzy conditional statemenivirich the antecedent is a condition
in its application domain and the consequent is a contrabador the system under control.
Basically, fuzzy control rules provide a convenient waydgpressing control policy and domain
knowledge. Furthermore, several linguistic variableshige involved in the antecedents and
the conclusions of these rules.

Furthermore, several linguistic variables might be inedlin the antecedents and the con-
clusions of these rules. When this is the case, the systehbevileferred to as a multi-input
multi—output fuzzy system.

The most famous fuzzy control application is the subway oatroller used in Sendai (Japan),
which has outperformed both human operators and convetiomomated controllers. Conven-
tional controllers start or stop a train by reacting to gosimarkers that show how far the vehicle
is from a station. Because the controllers are rigidly paogned, the ride may be jerky: the au-
tomated controller will apply the same brake pressure wheaia is, say, 100 meters from a
station, even if the train is going uphill or downhill.

In the mid-1980s engineers from Hitachi used fuzzy rulescteberate, slow and brake the
subway trains more smoothly than could a deft human operakar rules encompassed a broad
range of variables about the ongoing performance of the,tsaich as how frequently and by how
much its speed changed and how close the actual speed wast@aimum speed. In simulated
tests the fuzzy controller beat an automated version on unes®f riders’ comfort, shortened
riding times and even achieved a 10 percent reduction irrélres energy consumptioh [55].

2.1 Fuzzy Inference Engine

Recall that a crisp (i.e., ordinary mathematical)Xdt defined by a binary characteristic function
wx (z) of its elements:

1, if reX,
Hx () —{ 0, if 2¢ X,

while a fuzzy set is defined by a continuous characteristiction

px () = [0,1],

including all (possible) real values between the two crigppeanesl and0, and including them
as special cases.
A fuzzy set sefX is a collection of ordered pairs

X ={(z, 1))}, @)

wherep(z) is themembership functiorepresenting the grade of membership of the elemémt
the setX. A single pair is called a fuzzgingleton

Like neural networks, the fuzzy logic systems are genaoialinear function approximators
[42]. In the realm of fuzzy logic this generic nonlinear ftioo approximation is performed by
means of fuzzy inference engine. Thigzy inference enging aninput—output dynamical system
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Figure 1: Basic structure of the fuzzy inference engine.

which mapsa set of input linguistic variabled {—part) into a set of output linguistic variables
(THEN —part). It has three sequential modules (see Figlre 1):

1.

Fuzzificationin this module numerical crisp input variables are fuzdifidis is performed
as an overlapping partition of their universes of discolmgeneans of fuzzy membership
functionsy(x) (@), which can have various shapes, like triangular, trajoizs, Gaussian—

bell,
—(z —m)?
202 ’

(with meanm and standard deviatiar), sigmoid

u(z) = exp {

or some other shapes (see Fidure 2).

Steering Angle

poslow  poshigh

|

/ _
max_angle b max_angle

Universe of Discourse

Figure 2: Fuzzification example: set of triangular—trapgaiomembership functions partitioning the
universe of discourse for the angle of the hypotheticalrstgavheel; notice the white overlapping

triangles.

B. Kosko and his students have done extensive computer aimng looking for the best
shape of fuzzy sets to model a known test system as closelgsssofe. They let fuzzy
sets of all shapes and sizes compete against each otheralBoegt neural systems tune
the fuzzy—set curves to improve how well they model the tgstiesn. The main conclusion
from these experiments is that ‘triangles never do well’'uintscontests. Suppose we want
an adaptive fuzzy systeri : R” — R to approximate a test function or approximand
f : R — R as closely as possible in the sense of minimizing the meamrsd error



between them(Hf — FHQ). Then theith scalar ‘sinc’ function (as commonly used in
signal processing),

sin (I;’”?)
ui(x):Tm:, i=1,..n, @)
d;
with centerm; and dispersion (widthy; = o2 > 0, often gives the best performance for
1 F—part mean—squared function approximation, even thouglgmeralized function can
take on negative values (séel[48]).

2. Inferencethis module has two submodules:

(i) The expert—knowledge base consisting of a sdtfof- TH E'N rules relating input and
output variables, and

(ii) The inference method, or implication operator, thatatly combines the rules to give
the fuzzy output; the most commonNg&mdani Min—Max inferengén which the member-
ship functions for input variables are first combined indide/ ' — T'H E'N rules using
AND (N, or Min) operator, and then the output fuzzy sets from diffefdhit— TH EN
rules are combined usin@R (U, or M ax) operator to get the common fuzzy output (see
Figure3).
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Figure 3: Mamdani's Min—Max inference method and Center @@y defuzzification.

3. Defuzzificationin this module fuzzy outputs from the inference module areverted to
numerical crisp values; this is achieved by one of the sédefazzification algorithms; the
most common is the Center of Gravity method, in which thepooistput value is calculated
as the abscissa under the center of gravity of the outpuyfsetz(see Figure 3).

In more complex technical applications of general funcagproximation (like in complex
control systems, signal and image processing, etc.), twioregd blocks are usually added to the
fuzzy inference enginé [42, 49,150]:

0. Preprocessor, preceding the fuzzification module, paifay various kinds of normaliza-
tion, scaling, filtering, averaging, differentiation otégration of input data; and

4. Postprocessor, succeeding the defuzzification modaeléonming the analog operations
on output data.

Common fuzzy systems have a simple feedforward mathematicecture, the so—called
Standard Additive ModdISAM, for short), which aids the spread of applications. Asnall
applied fuzzy systems use some form of SAM, and some SAMsirrasemble the ANN models
(seel48)).



In particular, aradditive fuzzy systethi : R™ — RP storesm rules of the patch formd; x
B; C R™ x RP, or of the word formf X = A; ThenY = B;’ and adds the ‘fired’ Then—parts
B, (x) to give the output seB(z), calculated as

B(z) = iwlB;(x) = iwl,ul(x)Bl(x), i=1,...,n, 3)
i=1 i=1

for a scalar rule weight; > 0. The factored formB; (z) = u,(x)B;(x) makes the additive
system[(B) a SAM system. The fuzzy systéhtomputes its outpuf'(x) by taking the centroid
of the output seB(z): F(z) = Centroid B(x)). TheSAM Theorenthen gives the centroid as a
simple ratio,

Fz) =Y pi(@)es, i=1,...n,
1=1

where the convex coefficients or discrete probability weigh(«) depend on the input through

the ratios
wiﬂi(I)Vi

B D ke Wity (2) Vi
V; is the finite positive volume (or areagf= 1 in the codomain spadi?) [48],

pi(2) i=1,...n. 4)
Vi= / bi(yla ,yp)dyldyp >0,
RP

andc; is the centroid of the Then—part sBt(z),

o S Y 0i (Y1, s yp)dyr...dyyp
' I]Rp bi(y1, ---7yp)dy1...dyp

2.2 Fuzzy Decision Making

Recall thaffinite state maching$SMs) are simple ‘machines’ that have a finite number oéstat
(or conditions) and transition functions that determinw tioput to the system changes it from
one state to another [38].

Fuzzy State Machines (FuSMs) are a modification of FSMs. 18\Nfs, the inputs to the
system (that cause the transitions between states) areistoété. The real value of FUSMs
comes from the interaction of the system inputs. For exapgptharacter in a video game may
of a simple combat scenario decides how aggressive he willepending orhis health the
enemy’s healthand hisdistance from the enemyhe combination of these inputs cause the state
transitions to happen. This can result in very complex bighafrom a small set of rules. For
example,

Thehealthvariables have three setdlear deathGood andExcellent

Thedistancevariable has three set<lose Medium andFar.

Finally, the outputdggressivene¥sas three setsRun away Fight defensivelyandAll out
attack!

Fuzzy Control Languagé-CL) is a standard for Fuzzy Control Programming publishgd
the International Electrotechnical Commission (IEC).

Fuzzy—logic decision makéFLDM) breaks the decision scenario down into small paras th
we can focus on and input easily. It then uses theoreticaitim@al methods of combining the
scenario pieces into a global interrelated whole with arcetibn as to which alternative is the
best within the constraints and goals of the decision s@@nar

The assumption in FLDM is that a judgment consists d&nawn here and noythe con-
straints), ahoped for future there and thdithe goals), andarious pathgthe alternatives) for
getting from the present here and now to the future there hen.t The problem is then the
selection of the path (alternative) that optimally suppdiie present constraints and the future
goals.

Decision making when faced with several alternatives, twimdially appear equally good or
desirable, can be a time consuming and often painful prog@émsFLDM overcomes the (human)

8



memory and processor limitations by allowing the decisiaaker to selectively evaluate small
amounts of the necessary information at any one time (e fuzzy values of goal and constraint
satisfaction and simple, one-at-a-time paired compasjsdrhen, when it becomes necessary to
evaluate all the pertinent data, the computer can be uilizeperform the decision task in a
straight forward manner.

2.3 Fuzzy Logic Control

The most common and straightforward applications of furnid are in the domain of control
[42,[49[50[51]. Fuzzy control is a nonlinear control methaded on fuzzy logic. Just as fuzzy
logic can be described simply as computing with words rathan numbers, fuzzy control can
be described simply as control with sentences rather tHteraltial equations.

A fuzzy controller is based on the fuzzy inference enginactvicts either in the feedforward
or in the feedback path, or as a supervisor for the conveaitllD controller.

A fuzzy controller can work either directly with fuzzified dgmical variables, like direction,
angle, speed, or with their fuzzified errors and rates of ghaf errors. In the second case we
have rules of the form:

1. If erroris Neg and change in error i¥ eg then output isV B.
2. If erroris Neg and change in error i8ero then output isV M.

The collection of rules is called a rule base. The rules aréfin- THEN format, and
formally thel F'—side is called the condition and tig? E N —side is called the conclusion (more
often, perhaps, the pair is called antecedent - consequEng) input valueNeg is a linguistic
term short for the word Negative, the output valié3 stands forNegative_Big and N M for
Negative_Medium. The computer is able to execute the rules and compute act@nal
depending on the measured inputs error and change in error.

The rulebase can be also presented in a convenient form oboseveral rule matrices,
the so—called” AM —matrices, wherd” AM is a shortcut for Kosko’éuzzy associative memory
[42,[49] (see Figure 4). For example9 & 9 graded FAM matrix can be defined in a symmetrical
weighted form:

0.6S4 0.6S4 0.7S3 .. CE
0.6S4 0.7S3 0.7S3 ... 0.9B1
FAM =| 0.7S3 0.7S3 0.8S2 .. 09B1],
... 0.6B4
CE 09B1 09B1 .. 0.6B4

in which the vector of nine linguistic variablds’ partitioning theuniverses of discoursef all
three variables (with trapezoidal or Gaussian bell-shapetibership functiof$as the form

L° = {54,53,52,51,CFE, B1, B2, B3, B4}”,

to be interpreted as: ‘small 4', ... , ‘'small 1, ‘center’igol’, ... , ‘big 4’. For example, the left
upper entry(1, 1) of the FAM matrix means: IF red is S4 and blue is S4, THEN reisult6S4;
or, entry(3,7) means: IF red is S2 and blue is B2, THEN result is center, etc.

Here we give design examples for three fuzzy controllers.

Temperature Control System. In this simple example, the input linguistic variable is
temperature_error = desired_temperature — current_temperature. The two output
linguistic variables arehot_fan_speed, andcool _fan_speed. The universes of discourse, con-
sisting of membership functions, i.e., overlapping trialag-trapezoidal shaped intervals, for all
three variables are:
invar: temperature_error = { Negative_Big, Negative_M edium,
Negative_Small, Zero, Positive_Small, Positive_Medium, Positive_Big}, with the range
[-110, 110] degrees;
outvars: hot_fan_speed andcool _fan_speed = {zero, low, medium, high,
very_high}, with the rangg0, 100] rounds-per-meter.

9



Car Anti—Lock Braking System. The fuzzy—Iogic controller for the car anti—lock braking
system consists of the followirigput variables

slip_r (rearwheelsslip),
slip_fr (front_right. wheelslip),
slip_fl (frontleft_ wheelslip),

with their membership functions:
NZ = Near.Zero, OP = Optimal, AO = Abov®ptimal,
and the followingoutput variables

bp_r (rearwheelsbrakepressure),
bp_fr (frontright_brakepressure),
bp_fl (frontleft_brakepressure),

with their membership functions:
LW = Low, MD = Medium, HG = High.
Theinference rule—basfor this example consists of the following fuzzy implicat

IF  slipflisNZ THEN bpflis MD;
IF  slipfrisNZ THEN bpfris MD;
IF  sliporisNZ THEN bpris MD;
IF  slipflisOP THEN bpflis HG;
IF  slipfrisOP THEN bpfris HG;
IF  sliprisOP THEN bpris HG;
IF  slipflisAO THEN bpflis LW;
IF  slipfrisAO THEN bpfris LW,
IF  sliporisAO THEN  bpris LW.

Truck Backer—Upper Steering Control System. In this example there are two input lin-
guistic variables: position and direction of the truck, awmé output linguistic variable: steer-
ing angle (see Figurgl 4). The universes of discourse, jpareid by overlapping triangular—
trapezoidal shaped intervals, are defined as:

tnvars: position = {NL,NS,ZR, PS, PL}, and

direction = {NL,NM,NS,ZR, PS, PM, PL},whereN L denotes Negativearge, N M
is NegativeMedium, N S is NegativeSmall, etc.

outvar: steering_angle = {NL,NM,NS,ZR, PS,PM, PL}.

The rule—base is given as:

IF direction isN L and position isV L, THEN steering angle i&/ L;
IF direction isN L and position isV.S, THEN steering angle i&/ L;
IF direction isN L and position isZ R, THEN steering angle i®L;
IF direction isN L and position isP.S, THEN steering angle i®L;
IF direction isN L and position isP L, THEN steering angle i®L;
IF direction isN M and position isV L, THEN steering angle i€ R;

IF direction isPL and position isPL, THEN steering angle i® L.

The so—calleaontrol surfacefor the truck backer—upper steering control system is degic
in Figure[5.

10



Loading dock

100 T T T

= T T
Fuzzy Decision # final_states
an | 2 : 1
B0+ .
%
1 % 1
- 0 %
-30 ] *
2wl : % _
= steering_angle ¥
2
+
L af % E
o i
o : % E 1
& gt
ot F .
&
5 initial_states
WF £ = .
10| .
0 i i i i i i i i i
D 10 20 30 40 0 B0 70 a0 90 100

position

Figure 4: Truck backer—upper steering control system.

2.3.1 Characteristics of Fixed Fuzzy Control

Fuzzy logic offers several unique features that make it aquaarly good choice for many control
problems, among thern [50,151]:

1. Itis inherently robust since it does not require precis@se—free inputs and can be pro-
grammed to fail safely if a feedback sensor quits or is dgetto The output control is a
smooth control function despite a wide range of input vaoie.

2. Since the fuzzy logic controller processes user—definkd governing the target control
system, it can be modified and tweaked easily to improve astidadly alter system per-
formance. New sensors can easily be incorporated into tstersysimply by generating
appropriate governing rules.

3. Fuzzy logic is not limited to a few feedback inputs and onea@ control outputs, nor is
it necessary to measure or compute rate—of—change pararireteder for it to be imple-
mented. Any sensor data that provides some indication cdtesys actions and reactions is
sufficient. This allows the sensors to be inexpensive andemge thus keeping the overall
system cost and complexity low.

4. Because of the rule-based operation, any reasonableanahinputs can be processed (1—
8 or more) and numerous outputs (1-4 or more) generateduglthdefining the rulebase
quickly becomes complex if too many inputs and outputs aoseh for a single implemen-
tation since rules defining their interrelations must alsadbfined. It would be better to
break the control system into smaller chunks and use sesreadler fuzzy logic controllers
distributed on the system, each with more limited respalitsss.

5. Fuzzy logic can control nonlinear systems that would iécdlt or impossible to model
mathematically. This opens doors for control systems thatlevnormally be deemed
unfeasible for automation.

A fuzzy logic controlleis usually designed using the following steps:

1. Define the control objectives and criteria: What am | tgyim control? What do | have to do
to control the system? What kind of response do | need? Whkaharpossible (probable)
system failure modes?
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Figure 5: Control surface for the truck backer—upper stgecontrol system.

2. Determine the input and output relationships and choga@émanum number of variables
for input to the fuzzy logic engine (typically error and raté—change of error).

3. Using the rule—based structure of fuzzy logic, break trerol problem down into a series
of IF X AND Y THEN Zrules that define the desired system output response fon give
system input conditions. The number and complexity of rdiegends on the number of
input parameters that are to be processed and the numbgrfadables associated with
each parameter. If possible, use at least one variable sitichié derivative. Although it is
possible to use a single, instantaneous error parametsowtiknowing its rate of change,
this cripples the systems ability to minimize overshootd@tep inputs.

4. Create fuzzy logic membership functions that define thanimg (values) of Input/Output
terms used in the rules.

5. Test the system, evaluate the results, tune the rules ambarship functions, and re-test
until satisfactory results are obtained.

Therefore, fuzzy logic does not require precise inputspligeiently robust, and can process
any reasonable number of inputs but system complexity asa® rapidly with more inputs and
outputs. Distributed processors would probably be easignplement. Simple, plain—language
rules of the formF X AND Y THEN Zare used to describe the desired system response in terms of
linguistic variables rather than mathematical formulase fiumber of these is dependent on the
number of inputs, outputs, and the designers control respgoals. Obviously, for very complex
systems, the rule—base can be enormous and this is actualbnty drawback in applying fuzzy
logic.

2.3.2 Pro and Contra Fuzzy Logic Control

According to [52] there are the following pro and contra angunts regarding fuzzy logic control:
1. Fuzzy logic control is more useful than its detractorgnela
2. Fuzzy logic control is less useful than its proponentisitla

3. Fuzzy logic does not generate a control law. It maps ariegisontrol law from one set
of rules into a logic set.

4. Fuzzy logic control is most useful in ‘common sense’ cohsituations, i.e., ones where
it might be difficult to write down the equations of motiontlauhuman would know how
to control it. Examples of this are the ‘truck backer uppear parking, train control, and
helicopter control problems.
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5. Fuzzy logic sets effectively quantize their input andpotispace. However, the quantiza-
tion intervals are rarely uniform.

6. In most fuzzy logic control success stories the sampéesrate incredibly high relative to
the dynamics of the system. Much of their success is becdubkis o

Most of the examples of fuzzy logic control being succes$gfapplied fall into the category
of things that humans do well [52, 53,]54].

Recall that in Japan, there is a train (Sendai subway), wisicontrolled by fuzzy logic.
The train pulls into the station within a few inches of itsgie. More accurate, but nevertheless
replacing human contrdl [53].

Also in Japan, there are experiments in controlling a smatiehhelicopter (Spectrum, July
1992) via radio control. The helicopter can respond to comaaauch as take off and land, hover,
forward, backwards, left and right [62,153,54].

Proponents assert that a conventional control scheme vibeulacredibly hard to design be-
cause it would be really tough to model the helicopter dyraniihe ‘model free’ nature of fuzzy
logic control makes the problem trivial. This might be trak)east from a practical application
point of view, but it obscures some key factsl|[52]:

1. The model helicopter was designed so that a human opeurigiica joystick could control it,
i.e., it was designed to respond well to intuitive contrdésu Because of this, the helicopter
has been designed to be very robust to imprecision. (Robssto imprecision is one of the
features that many proponents claim fuzzy logic brings pfoblem. It is possible that
this feature is more a feature of the dynamic system thanz#yfiogic itself. In fact, L.
Zadeh, the creator of fuzzy logic, points out that fuzzy togkes advantage of a system’s
inherent robustness to imprecision rather than creatimfpastness to imprecision).

2. The human operator has an implicit model in his mind of tiput-output behavior of the
helicopter. This is how he generates his control law for gisie joystick.

3. Fuzzy logic maps the human’s control law and thereforase on the human’s implicit
model of the helicopter. This in turn works because the bptier was designed to be robust
to human control actions.

4. The human being’s ‘bandwidth’ is quite low, certainlydg¢ban 100 Hz. Furthermore, it is
unlikely that a toy helicopter, a train, or a truck would resd to anything about 1 Hz and
certainly not 10 Hz. (Since it must be an issue in every digibatrol problem and since
any implementation of fuzzy logic control involves usingrsadigital processor, the natural
conclusion is that the sample rates are chosen so high aheegs$tem time constants that
they seemingly stop being important.)

The train control problem, as well as the car parking andkihecker upper problem are
all described by (1-4) above. So we can conclude that higiplarates are an inherent part of
using fuzzy logic. The seemingly unimportant high sampte raay be precisely why the simple
control rules work well. Fast sampling does lead to a grezdenputational burden. However,
the computational cost many be offset by being able to usapler control law.

If we look in any fuzzy logic article we will see a picture of méership functions for fuzzy
sets (see, e.gl, [53]). These sets effectively quantizentkeval that they are on: they span the
space so that any value on the line must fall into at least étieeosets. However, they do not
behave quite like what we think of as quantizers since aqadati value can be a member of more
than one set. The sets are typically fairly coarse in termstadt we would consider effective
quantization. Combinations of these coarse quantizenddqeosarious fuzzy conditions. The
coarse quantizations and simple rules may offset the higdmaple rate requirement.

In summary, fuzzy logic does not generate a control law, italyamaps a law from one form
to another. The simple rules for train control or truck bagkiip are not generated by fuzzy logic
control. These are already present in the mind of the humaratqr. Fuzzy logic merely maps
the intuitive rules into a computer program.

What seems to be the newest feature of fuzzy logic contrdias because the borders are
fuzzy, more than one logic state can be true to some degrég alltws for a smooth transition
between one control action and another, since they can loaih ut at different activation levels,
or gain. Quite often control systems have different opegategimes. Handling the transitions
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between these tends to be ad hoc. Things, which are alrealdgcadre perfect candidates for
using fuzzy logic. Thus, fuzzy logic might be a good solutionsmoothly switching a control
system from one operating regime to another. In the tramsibioth control laws would be active,
but their outputs would be scaled by the how much the syst@moise regime or another. Clearly,
this means that both control laws would have to be run in fEdliring the transition.

On the other hand, quite a lot has been said aboutrtbdel-freenature of a fuzzy logic
control system. The notion is that rather than trying to ¢t these complicated dynamic
models for a system, the ‘simple fuzzy rules’ allow the deeigto design a control system.
Clearly, this hides the notion that buried in those ‘simpiezy rules’ is an implicit model of the
system. Following[[52], we believe thab intelligent action is possible without a modéiny
general behavior trend constitutes a model, whether akfdig. dynamic systems model) or
implicit (i.e. as encompassed in the fuzzy logic rules).

Another general idea that seems to permeate the fuzzy logital hype is the notion that
someone with very little skill can design a controller usiogzy logic, while using classical
control takes years of training.

In fact, the advantages and disadvantage of fuzzy systesu#t of the fact that fuzzy logic
represents a decision making process. In control field pitugides a wide range of viable ways
to solve naturally control problems while the basic conkrdwledge is not needed [56].

Another thing to point out is that usually the fuzzy logicasiluse more external sensors,
including acceleration, velocity, and the position infation. So they naturally perform better
than conventional controllers (position feedback loopdubonly on position sensors.

Many proponents of fuzzy logic control argue that fuzzy togiorks much better than con-
ventional control when the system is nonlinear. Howeves,dbnventional controller they are
comparing it to is a PID controller based on a linear systerdeho

In the sense that the fuzzy logic rules encompass a betteelnfiogplicit but there) of the
system than an inappropriately applied linear model, taeyflogic rules will work better. Recall
that the linear model has its faults as well. If a control sgsis designed using a linear model
that doesn’t characterize the system behavior well, therctimtrol system will probably fail to
work well. However, a fair comparison would be one made betwaefuzzy logic controller and
a nonlinear state feedback controller that measures aidhee variables at the same sampling
rate as the fuzzy logic controller. If such a comparison iglenthere is no guarantee that the
fuzzy logic controller will work better.

3 Adaptive Fuzzy Control in Human Operator Modeling

3.1 Neuro—Fuzzy Hybrid Systems

In many applications, desired system behavior is partia@presented by data sets. In control
systems, these data sets may represent operational dtatdscision support systems and data
analysis applications, these data sets may representesaagds.

Discussing the respective strengths and weaknesses gflagiz and neural net technology,
a simple comparison indicates that the strongest benefihetigal net is that it can automatically
learn from sample data. However, a neural net remains a lblexkthus manual modification
and verification of a trained net is not possible in a diregt.wa

This is where fuzzy logic excels: In a fuzzy logic system, anynponent is defined as close
as possible to human intuition, making it very easy to magyuabdify and verify a designed
system. However, fuzzy logic systems can not automatideéisn from sample data.

This is where neuro—fuzzy system provides ‘the best of baiHdg’. Take the explicit rep-
resentation of knowledge in linguistic variables and rditesn fuzzy logic and add the learning
approach used with neural nets. In the neuro—fuzzy systeth, fazzy rules and membership
functions are adjusted by some form of backpropagatiomiegrto adapt the system behavior
according to the sample data.

The neuro—fuzzy system can also be used to optimize exitiny logic systems. Starting
with an existing fuzzy logic system, the neuro—fuzzy sysiet@ractively tunes rule weights and
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membership function definitions so that the system consagthe behavior represented by the
data sets.

To distinguish between more and less important rules in tieeMedge base, we can put
weights on them. Such weighted knowledge base can be theedray means of artificial neural
networks. In this way we gédtybrid neuro—fuzzy trainable expert systems.

Another way of the hybrid neuro—fuzzy design is the fuzzyemehce engine such that each
module is performed by a layer of hidden artificial neuromgd &ANN—learning capability is
provided to enhance the system knowledge (see Figure 6).

w —M | ®
5 —> ; B
> — ~ —> 2
£ —» —» S
Fuzzification Inference  Defuzzification
Layer Layer Layer

Figure 6: Neuro—fuzzy inference engine.

Again, the fuzzy control of the backpropagation learning ta implemented as a set of
heuristics in the form of fuzzy ' — THEN rules, for the purpose of achieving a faster rate
of convergence. The heuristics are driven by the behavitheinstantaneous sum of squared
errors.

As another alternative, we can consider the well-knownyfu¥RTMAP system, which is
essentially a clustering algorithm (vector quantizerjhwupervision that redirects training inputs
which would be grouped in an incorrect category to a diffeckurster. A fuzzy ARTMAP system
consists of two fuzzy ART modules, each of which clusterdaecin an unsupervised fashion,
linked by a map field. Fuzzy ART clusters vectors based on gpaate distance criterimatch
andchoice For more details, see [67].

Finally, mostfeedback fuzzy system® either discrete or continuous generalized SAMs [48],
given respectively by

w(k+1) =Y pi(x(k)Bi(x(k)),  or  @(t)=Y_ pi(x(t))Bi(x(t)),
i=1 i=1
with coefficients; given by [4) above.

3.2 Neuro—Fuzzy-Fractal Operator Control

Although the general concept of learning, according to thematic recursion

NEW VALUE, = OLD VALUE, + INNOVATION

n+1

— can be implemented in the framework of nonlinear contrebtl (as seen in the previous
subsection), its natural framework is artificial intellige.

For the purpose of neuro—fuzzy—fractal controll[38, 39 teneral model for a nonlinear
plant can be modified as [35,136]

T = fl(anaO‘)_ﬁf2(vava)a (5)
y = ﬂf?(vava)a

wherez € R"™ is a vector of state variableg,c R™ is a vector of the system outputs< R is a
constant measuring the efficiency of the conversion predess (0, 3) is thefractal dimension
of the process, and € R is a fuzzy—inference selection parameter.
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For a complex dynamical system it may be necessary to caresigd of mathematical models
to represent adequately all of possible dynamic behavibtiseosystem. In this case, we need
a decision scheme to select the appropriate model to usedagdo the linguistic value of a
selection parameter. We usduzzy inference systefar differential equations to achieve the
model selection. We have fuzzy rules of the fdtm:

IFais A1 AND Dis B; THEN M,

IF «is A, AND D is B,, THEN M,

whereAq, ..., A, are linguistic values fot, By, ..., B, are linguistic values for the fractal dimen-
sionD, andMy, ..., M,, are mathematical models of the form giveriby 5. The selegtitvameter
« represents the environment variable, like temperatumajdity, etc.

Following [35)36], we combine adaptive model-based cénsimg neural networks with the
method for model selection using fuzzy logic and fractabtiyeto obtain a hybrid neuro—fuzzy—
fractal method for control of nonlinear plants. This geherathod combines the advantages of
neural networks (ability for identification and control)ttvihe advantages of fuzzy logic (ability
for decision and use of expert knowledge) to achieve thea@foabust adaptive control of nonlin-
ear dynamic plants. We also use the fractal dimension taackenize the plant—output processes
in modeling these dynamical systems.

3.2.1 Fractal Dimension for Machine Output Identification

The experimental identification of a nonlinear biologiaweducer is often approached via con-
sideration of its response to a stochastic test ensemidh, agGaussian white noisgld]. In
this approach, the input—output relationship a determiisansducer is described by an orthog-
onal series of functionals. Laboratory implementationwdtsprocedures requires the use of a
particular test signal drawn from the idealized stochastgemble; the statistics of the particular
test signal necessarily deviate from the statistics of tteemble. The notion of fiactal dimen-
sion (specifically the capacity dimension) is a means to chariaeta complex time series. It
characterizes one aspect of the difference between a spexiinple of a test signal and the test
ensemble from which it is drawn: the fractal dimension ogid8aussian white noise is infinite,
while the fractal dimension of a particular test signal istéin The fractal dimension of a test
signal is a key descriptor of its departure from idealitye fhactal dimension of the test signal

2For programming purposes, recall that basic logical corgmuctures in the pseudocode include IF-THEN and
SWITCH statements, respectively defined as:
IF-THEN
if ((conditionl) || (condition2))
{action1;
} else if ((condition3) && (condition4)Y
action2;
} else{
default action;
}

SWITCH
switch (condition){
case 1:
actionl;
break;
case 2:
action2;
break;
default:
default action;
break;
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bounds the number of terms that can reliably be identifietiénarthogonal functional series of
an unknown transducer [45].

Definition of the fractal dimension. Recall that for a smooth (i.e., nonfractal) line, an
approximate lengtiL(r) is given by the minimum numbe¥ of segments of length needed to
cover the lineL(r) = Nr. Asr goes to zeroL(r) approaches a finite limit, the lengthof the
curve. Similarly one can define the ardeor the volumel of nonfractal objects as the limit of
an integer power law af,

A= lim Nr, V = lim N73,
r—0 r—0

where the integer exponent is the Euclidean dimensiaf the object.

This definition can not be used for fractal objects:raends to0, we enter finer and finer
details of the fractal and the produdt-* may diverge to infinity. However, a real numbBr
exists so that the limit oV stays finite. This exponent is calléthusdorff dimensioDy,
defined by
. log N
30 log(1/r)"

Another popular definition of dimension proposed for frhotgects is thecorrelation dimension
Ds, given by

Dy =

where C(r) is the number of points which have a smaller (Euclidean)dist than a given
distancer. This measure is widely used because it is easy to evalua@xfierimental data,
when the fractal comes from a ‘dust’ of isolated points. A moetfor measurind), of strange
attractors can be found in [47]D, may also be used to determine whether a time—series derives
from a random process or from a deterministic chaotic system-dimensional data vectors
are constructed fronm measurements spaced equidistant in time, Bads evaluated for this
m—dimensional set of points. If the time—series is a randongss,D- increases withn; if the
time—series is a deterministic signal; does not increase further when the embedding dimension
m exceed®),. Thus a plot of the correlation dimension as a function oetmdedding dimension
may easily show whether a signal is random noise of detestitrihaos. Note thad, < Dy.

Fractal behavior and singularities in time series. The functionsy(¢) typically studied
in mathematical analysis are continuous and have contsdetivatives. Hence, they can be
approximated in the vicinity of some timgby Taylor series (or power series)

y(t) = ao + ar(t — t;) + as(t — t;)* + as(t — t:)> + ... (6)

For small regions arount], just a few terms of the expansidd (6) are necessary to appaox
the functiony(t). In contrast, most time seriggt) found in ‘real-life’ applications appear quite
noisy). Therefore, at almost every point in time, they carb@approximated either by Taylor
series (or by Fourier series) of just a few terms. Moreovamnyrexperimental or empirical time
series havdractal featuresi.e., for some times,, the serieg(t) displayssingular behavior
[46,[46]. By this, we mean that at those times ti, the signal d@mponents with non—integer
powers of time which appear as step-like or cusp-like festuthe so—callesingularities in the
signal.
Formally, one can write

y(t) = ap + ar(t —t;) + az(t — ;)% +az(t —t;)> + ... +an(t — ;)" 7
wheret is inside a small vicinity oft;, and h; is a non—integer number quantifying the local
singularity ofy(t) att = ¢;.

The next problem is to quantify the ‘frequency’ in the signék particular valué: of the
singularity exponents;. Different possibilities can be considered. For example set of times
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with singular behavioft,} may be a finite fraction of the time series and homogeneousty d
tributed over the signal. Buft;} may also be an asymptotically infinitesimal fraction of the
entire signal and have a very heterogeneous structure.isitiaé set{t;} may be a fractal itself.
In either case, it is useful to quantify the properties of $bés of singularities in the signal by
calculating their fractal dimensior3, or Dy .

Fractal dimension of a machine output signal. This method uses the fractal dimension
to make a unique classification of the different types of nralibehavior, because different
types of signals have different geometrical forms. The [@mwohis then of finding a one—to—one
map between the different types of machine behaviors aniddbeesponding fractal dimension.
The first step in obtaining this map is to find experimentdily tifferent geometrical forms for
machine output signals. The second step is to calculatediresponding fractal dimensions
for these signals. This fractal dimension can be calcultdec selected type of signals with
several samples, to obtain as a result a statistical estimaf the fractal dimension and the
corresponding error of the estimation. In order to make &oiefit use of this map between the
different types of machine behaviors and their correspamdstimated dimensions, we need to
implement it as a module in the computer program.

3.2.2 Fuzzy Logic Model Selection for Dynamical Systems

For a real-world dynamical system it may be necessary tadena set of mathematical models
to represent adequately all of the possible dynamic berawaibthe system. In this case, we
need a fuzzy decision procedure to select the appropriatieht® use according to the value of
a selection parameter vector To implement this decision procedure, we need a fuzzy énfes
system that can use differential equations as consequEatshis purpose, we can follow the
fuzzy decision systedeveloped in[[35, 36], that can be considered as a gendraiizef the
classical Sugeno’s inference system|[40,[41, 42], in whifferéntial equations as consequents
of the fuzzy rules are used instead of simple polynomiaks iikthe original Sugeno’s method.
Using this method, a fuzzy model for a general dynamicalesystan be expressed as follows
[38]:

IF oy is A11 AND ap is Ao ... AND oy, is A1, THEN Y= fl(y,Oé)
IF oy is Ao AND ag is Ass ... AND oy, is As,, THEN Y= fg(y,Oé)

IF o1 is A1 AND g is Aya ... AND aup 1S Ay, THEN G = £ (y, @)

whereA;; is the linguistic value ofy; for theith rule,oe = [a, ..., o] € R™, andy € R? is the
output obtained by the numerical solution of the corresjugndifferential equation (it is assumed
that each differential equation in this fuzzy model localpproximates the real dynamical system
over a neighborhood (or region) Bf").

For example, if a complex dynamical system is modelled bygi&ur different mathematical
models(M;, Ms, M3, M) of the form [3), the decision scheme can be expressed as la-sing
input fuzzy modell[3E, 36]

IF ois small THENy = f1(y, ),
IF o is regular THENy = fa(y, «),
IF o is medium THENy = f3(y, ),

IF ais large THENy = fa(y, ).

where the outpuy is obtained by the numerical solution of the correspondiffgrential equa-
tion.
3.2.3 Parametric Adaptive Control Using Neural Networks

A feedforward neural network model takes an input vectoand produces an output vector
Y. The input—outputmagv N : X — Y is determined by the network architecture (see, e.g.,
[42,[43]). The feedforward network generally consists déast three layers: one input layer, one
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output layer, and one or more hidden layers. In our case ninet iayer withy + 1 processing
elements, i.e., one for each predictor variable plus a pgicg element for the bias. The bias
element always has an input of ong¥,;; = 1. Each processing element in the input layer
sends signals(; (i = 1,...,y + 1) to each of the; processing elements in the hidden layer.
The g processing elements in the hidden layer (indexed by 1, ..., ¢) produce an ‘activation’

a; = F (3 w;; X;) wherew;; are the weights associated with the connections betweeyHthe
processing elements of the input layer and jtieprocessing element of the hidden layer. Once
again, processing elemept- 1 of the hidden layer is a bias element and always has an activat
of one, i.e.aq+1 = 1. Assuming that the processing element in the output layBnésr, the
network model will be

p+1 p+1 p+1

Y, = meit + Z 0;F Zwinit - (8)
=1 j=1 j=1

Here; are the weights for the connections between the input layértiae output layer, and
6, are the weights for the connections between the hidden kyethe output layer. The main
requirement to be satisfied by the activation functiof) is that it be nonlinear and differen-
tiable. Typical functions used are the sigmaditix) = 1/(1 4 exp(—z)) and hyperbolic tangent,
F(x) = (exp(x) — exp(—x))/(exp(x) + exp(—)).

Feedforward neural nets are trained by supervised trairiiregmost popular being some
form of the backpropagatioralgorithm. As the name suggests, the error computed from the
output layer is backpropagated through the network, andvisights are modified according to
their contribution to the error function. Essentially, kpmopagation performs cal gradient
search and hence its implementation does not guarantee reaclgiopal minimum. A number
of heuristics are available to partly address this probfempractical purpose the best one is the
Levenberg—Marquardt algorithm. Instead of distinguighietween the weights of the different
layers as in[(8), we refer to them genericallywas in the following. After some mathematical
simplification the weight chang&w;; equation suggested by backpropagation can be expressed
as (see, e.g/. [4B,42])

Awij = —n((?El/@w”) + GAwij, (9)

wheren is the learning coefficient antlis the momentum term. One heuristic that is used to
prevent the neural network from getting stuck at a local mimn is the random presentation
of the training data. Another heuristic that can speed upy@mence is the cumulative update
of weights, i.e., weights are not updated after the preientaf each input—output pair, but
are accumulated until a certain number of presentationmare, this number referred to as an
‘epoch’. In the absence of the second terniin (9), settingvddarning coefficient results in slow
learning, whereas a high learning coefficient can produgerdent behavior. The second term in
@) reinforces general trends, whereas oscillatory behasicancelled out, thus allowing a low
learning coefficient but faster learning. Last, it is suggdshat starting the training with a large
learning coefficient and letting its value decay as traippnggresses speeds up convergence.

Now, parametric adaptive control is the problem of coninglthe output of a system with a
known structure but unknown parameters. These parameterseconsidered as the elements
of a vectory. If y is known, the parameter vector of a controller can be choséh so that the
plant together with the fixed controller behaves like a refiee model described by a difference
(or differential) equation with constant coefficierits|[3] y is unknown, the vectof(¢) has to
be adjusted on—line using all the available informationcewning the system.

Two distinct approaches to the adaptive control of an unknplant are (i) direct control
and (i) indirect control. In direct control, the parametef the controller are directly adjusted to
reduce some norm of the output error. In indirect contr@ garameters of the plant are estimated
asy(t) at any time instant and the parameter ve6{@j of the controller is chosen assuming that
y(t) represents the true value of the plant parameter vecton &hen the plant is assumed to be
linear and time—invariant, both direct and indirect adaptiontrol results in non—linear systems.

When indirect control is used to control a nonlinear systimplant is parameterized using a
mathematical model of the general fofm (5) and the parameféhe model are updated using the
identification error. The controller's parameters in ture adjusted by backpropagating the error
(between the identified model and the reference model ajtpubugh the identified model.
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4  Application: Fuzzy-Control Based Tennis Simulator

In this section we present a fuzzy—logic model for thanis gamgeconsisting of two stages:
attack(AT) and counter—attacKCA). For technical details, see [38].

4.0.4 Attack Model: Tennis Serve

A. Simple Attack: Serve Only. The simple AT-dynamics is represented by a single fuzzy-asso
ciative memory (FAM) map

FAT
FAM

TARGET ATTACK
CAT CAT

In the case of simple tennis serve, this AT-scenario reads

]:AT
O 5o, SR> sry,
OPPONENT—-IN SERVE-OUT
where the twon—categoriesQOgim—2 > 0,, and SRgim—3 > sr,, contain the temporal fuzzy
variables{o,,, = 0,,(t)} and{sr,, = sr,(t)}, respectively opponent-related (target information)
and serve—related, partitioned by overlapping Gaussjgn$,=

—(z=m)?

exp [ 557 } and defined as:

o 01 = Opp.Posit.Left.Right : (center, medium, wide),
OPPONENT—IN = 03 = Opp.Antcp.Lft.Rght : (runCenter, stay, runWide),

st = 1.Serve.Speed : (low, medium, high)
sro = 2.Serve.Spin : (low, medium, high)

SR :
SERVE-OUT . .
sr3 = 3.Serve.Placement : (center, medium, wide)

In the fuzzy—matrix form this simple serve reads

SR: SERVE—OUT
sr1 = 1.Serve.Speed
sry = 2.Serve.Spin
srg = 3.Serve.Place

0:OPPONENT—IN
o1 = Opp.Posit.Left.Right FAT
02 = Opp.Anticip.Left.Right

B. Attack—Maneuver: Serve-\olley.The generic advanced AT-dynamics is given by a compo-
sition of FAM functors

]:AT gAT
TARGET ATTACK MANFEUVER
CAT FAM CAT FAM CAT
In the case of advanced tennis serve, this AT-scenario reads
]:AT AT
O 3o, SR> sry, RV > rv,
OPPONENT—-IN SERVE-OUT RUN—-VOLEY

where the news—category,RVaim—2 > rv,, contains the opponent—anticipation driven volley—
maneuver, expressed by fuzzy variab{es, = rv,(t)}, partitioned by overlapping Gaussians
and given by:

RV _ rv; = RV.For : (baseLine, center, netClose)
RUN-VOLEY 712 = RV.L.R.: (left,center,right)

In the fuzzy—matrix form this advanced serve reads

SR: SERVE-OUT

O:OPPONENT—-IN RV: RUN—-VOLEY

01 = Opp.Posit.L.R. FAT z:l i ;gz:zzgg:;d GAT [ rvy = RV.For }
- .. 2 = 2. . E——— o
02 = Opp.Anticip.L.R. srs = 3.Serve.Place rvg = RV.L.R
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4.0.5 Counter-Attack Model: Tennis Return

A. Simple Return. The simple CA—dynamics reads:

CA CA
v MANEUVER -2
FAM CAT

ATTACK RESPONSE
CAT FAM CAT
In the case of simple tennis return, this CA—scenario ctspisrely of conditioned-reflex reac-

tion, no decision process is involved, so it reads:

]:CA CA
B > b Rory S 5 s
BALL—IN RUNNING SHOT-0OUT

where then—categorieBgim=5 3 bic, Rdim=3 O 77, Sdim=4 O Sk, contain the fuzzy variables
{bx = bc(®)}, {r7 = r7(t)} and{sx = si(t)}, respectively defining the ball inputs, our
player’s running maneuver and his shot-response, K.e.,

B: BALL—IN

D S: SHOT—OUT
by = Dist.L.R. R: RUNNING s; = Backhand
by = Dist.F.B. FCA r1 = Run.L.R. GeA — Forehand
bs = Dist.Vert r2 = Run.F.B. 22 _ VZ;: -
by = Speed r3 = Run.Vert 37 Y

. s4 = Smash
bs = Spin

Here, the existence of efficient weapons within the S arsenal-space, namely(t) :
SHOT-OUT

s1 = Backhand, ss = Forehand, s3 = Voley andsy = Smash, is assumed.
The universes of discourse for the fuzzy variales(¢)}, {r7(t)} and{s(t)}, partitioned
by overlapping Gaussians, are defined respectively as:

b1 = Dist.L.R. : (veryLeft,left, center, right,veryRight),
be = Dist.F.B. : (baseLine, center, netClose),
B _ bg = Dist.Vert : (low, medium, high),
BALL-IN by = Speed : (low, medium, high),
bs = Spin : (highTopSpin, lowT opSpin, flat,
lowBackSpin, highBackSpin).

RUN%ING '
r1 = Run.L.R. : (veryLeft,left, center, right,veryRight),
ro = Run.F.B. : (closeFront, front, center, back, far Back),
r3 = Run.Vert : (squat, normal, jump).

s1 = Backhand : (low, medium, high),
g 89 = Forehand : (low, medium, high),
sHoT-ouT = 83 = Voley : (backhand, block, forehand),
s4 = Smash : (low, medium, high).

B. Advanced Return. The advanced CA-dynamics includes both the informatioruabwe
opponent and (either conscious or subconscious) decisakingy. This generic CA—scenario is
formulated as the following composition + fusion of FAM fdacs:

FCA gCA HCA
ATTACK MANEUV DECISION RESP
CAT FAM CAT FAM CAT FAM CAT
KA | FAM
TARGET
CAT
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where we have added two newcategoriesTAé%ﬁET and DEC;IAS;ION, respectively con-

taining information about the opponent as a target, as wala own aiming decision processes.
In the case of advanced tennis return, this reads:

CA CA CA
B 3> bk RB’I’] D > S 3 sk
BALL—IN RUNNING DECISION SHOT-0OUT
/CCA
O >on

OPPONENT—-IN

where the two additionab—categoriesOgim—4 > 0., and Dgim—5 > d;, contain the fuzzy
variables{o,, = o,,(¢t)} and{d; = d;(t)}, respectively defining the opponent-related target

information and the aim—related decision processes, battitipned by overlapping Gaussians
and defined as:

01 = Opp.Posit.L.R. : (left, center, right),
o 09 = Opp.Posit.F.B. : (netClose, center, baseLine),
OPPONENT—IN 03 = Opp.Anticip.L.R. : (runLeft, stay, runRight),
04 = Opp.Anticip.F.B. : (runNet, stay, runBase).

dy = Aim.L.R. : (left, center, right),
dy = Aim.F.B. : (netClose, center, baseLine),
D _ds = Aim.Vert : (low, medium, high),
DECISION = dy = Aim.Speed : (low, medium, high),
ds = Aim.Spin : (highTopSpin, lowT opSpin, noSpin,
lowBackSpin, highBackSpin).

The corresponding fuzzy—matrices read:

B: BALL—-IN D: DECISION

b1 = Dist.L.R. T R: RUNNING dl = Aim.L.R. T
by = Dist.F.B. r1 = Run.L.R. dy = Aim.F.B.
by = Dist.Vert |, ro = Run.F.B. |, ds = Aim.Vert |,
by = Speed rg = Run.Vert dy = Aim.Speed
bs = Spin ds = Aim.Spin
r  0O:OPPONENT—-IN 5: SHOT-OUT _

01 = Opp.Posit.L.R. s1 = Backhand

02 = Opp.Posit. F.B. so = Forehand

o3 = Opp.Anticip.L.R. |’ s3 = Voley

04 = Opp.Anticip.F.B. s4 = Smash

5 Conclusion

In this paper we have presented several control strategrelsuiman operator and sport mod-
elling. Roughly, they are deviled into fixed-fuzzy controéthods and adaptive-fuzzy control
methods. As an application of the presented fuzzy contimia@grhes to sport modelling we have

presented a fuzzy-control based tennis simulator, cangisf attack and counter-attack stages.
This approach can be applied to all sport games.
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