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The Robustness Analysis of Predictive Control Systems

Xy Xiaoming, Xi Yugeng, Zhang Zhongjun

(Dept. of Automatic Control, Shanghai Jiaotong University )

Abstract

The strong robustness of the predictive control has been
widely noticed in the field of process control. This paper gives a
new definition of the robustness and then analyses quantatively

the main reasons that make predictive control robust. It is shown

that the predictive control is more robust than the optimal control

due to its function to predict model/plant mismatch.





