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Abstract: A sliding mode anti-disturbance control method is proposed to solve the problem of
chattering during volume switching in the application of sliding mode control in the pressure pulse
testing system. The pressure pulse testing system is reduced and simplified by applying singular
perturbation theory, facilitating the design and application of the controller. Based on the
reduced-order model of the system, an extended state observer is constructed to estimate
unknown disturbances such as uncertain parameters in the system and volume switching of the
workpiece. The estimated disturbance values are then used as feedforward signals to compensate

the sliding mode controller, thereby reducing the upper bound of disturbance uncertainty, thus
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achieving the goal of reducing the switching gain to mitigate chattering. The stability of the
proposed control method is derived and demonstrated through the selection of an appropriate
Lyapunov function. Simulation analysis is conducted using a joint simulation platform built with
AMESim and Matlab/Simulink, and experimental verification is performed using the pressure
pulse testing platform. The research results indicate that in terms of overall tracking
performance, traditional sliding mode control has improved by 21.10% compared to PID, while
the proposed control method has improved by 30. 86% compared to PID. The proposed control
method can effectively estimate and compensate for unknown disturbances, achieve smaller
switching gains while maintaining control accuracy. During the volume switching of workpiece, it
effectively reduces sliding mode chattering, enhancing the system’s anti-disturbance capability.

Keywords: pressure pulse testing system; sliding mode control; unknown disturbances; singular

perturbation;extended state observer
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Fig. 1 Pressure pulse testing system

1.2 REEE
VAR ANINEIR . RS DA R )
mr, = AP, —A,P, —A; Py —mg — F; (1)
A m AT S KR AR A T B 1 B B RS E Y
s, AU BTG ZEAL RS s AL R AL 43 5 Sk e
e T JCHE 54 FF W9 1 36 ZE A9 A 30 AR Ay R D i
1T JCAT i 1% ZE A AR A g M ST M B2 Fr Ry
VR BT B R T 30 7 25 RS Ry
JMTV:WT—A@—QU%—R)+Q]
B P, =V,'[Ayx, +C(P, —P,) —Q, ]
‘8:211.33 - VglAsl.'}‘
(2)

http: // zkxb. xjtu. edu. cn

LV, =V, +A 2, V,=V,,—A,z,,V, .V, 534
U e T Y S A AR e Vi BV 43 il R
JERE T BRI R RV =V — Az, N IEE B
11 T A0 T i R 28 B, Horp Vo S i TG
FE I F0 1A B 0 0 25 5 B 1 B 43 590 A P T
HR I R A B R A 5 R T AT S T A R
A B AR BB PR R C I IR R EG QI Q,
G390 R U TV S A 9
F ] R f g o 7 3 L VP T bR
AT LA 5 £ £ Al H) 30 28 Sy L 491 B0 45
x, = kou (3)
WL o R S MO - A S R 4 R A

i

CEAN

1] 1R 1 3 Ak AR R

Q, = u
{ N 4

Qz:ﬂRzu
PS*P19 LL}O

R = AP ) AP -
1 ar 1 {PlPr, u <0
Psipgv u}O

R?Z/\/ AP? 1) AP?Z
{ - | a . {Pzpr’ u <0
(5)

o p=Cowk,, v/2/p;Cq S 1a) B 5 30 FL Y 0 R
s T i FL T FR R B s o R VR T 2 B
S54 20D L (2) D) ] 4532 8 7 ik b il i & 4
3l 12 0T FE
z, =m (AP, —A,P, —A,P, —mg) —d
JBJPI = V' [—Aux, —C(P, — Py + 7R u]
1B Py = Vo' [Avi, +C (P, — P,) — qR.u]
{BC;PS =V,'Asz,
(6)
ﬁ$:d:m71F[o
1.3 [@B@aH
TE Tl B A kAT He g ik iz 25 00 4K it a0 23
28 Iy A B ] 3 9 2R R e A L X — ek R e, R
07 B RE AR A I 52 B N g Ak TR R A, X
Xof T 5 75 i R B OO B L L, R AR
SCHY T E AR B ARSI BR R I P, ok B R R
W EWIE Py #E2C6) AT LU EE R, R T ik
Wil R G R m IR R G, e A A%
SRS 0 R e R R L 491 A A R AR i B
By RN iORTIE N 27N PN < S R e 2
FEME MR R G i S K AN i 8 M 7 A S B
TEPE AN 2 AE M . S 8O0 ML B 3




o505

K B3 LA I Ik b i 2R G AL T R R O vk 67

ot F9 728 o A P8 0 R 45 7 A P ) 980 L A
el Pl g 3 4 L T AR S B R B AR A S . A
B 5 AR L TR 2 S0 I T 0 L Tk U B 4 S S BE
BRI R . X LB ] B A7 7 L (AL G2 1Y PID 42 3
HE LA HRAS JARL A4 80ORS JEE LS ) T A4 ) A T
XERIGFH0 40 TR G DR Y . 3 VR K R G
I EEOR FHROK B U 45 L 32 5 B il A
FEAREHIR . ESO K 52 i 1 i A 09 3 3§ 5K s aT
LI p AR A A e Ol R AL AT AR B K
MIHERPE S . % T ESO fEE L Rg i &
AR A TP BE 5 AR X 7 B 1 B 1 S B i A L o ESO
SRS A B TR . BT SR
P A5 T 25 BR S A B ESO B 47 M R X 2R 48 P i
AN E AT BT80N U4 3 A A BCUE L DA TR D555 2
BEPHIR . R X — it se ik 112 48 PID 45 46 15
T X A2 2% A 2 M R 8 I A A RS R AT A Tl A

2 ARGttt

WO R, 5 1 DI RERR T AL S) Ty %,
JG 3 AT AR IR WUEE | 5 11 W B S AT
N o EFRGRIWIE AL S 1 A B RS  H—
15 B0 Il AR BRSPS B A 5 R (7 X 10° ~ 14 X 10°
Pa) ™ 40 ) 15 U6 VU Bl ) A 1 B O T AL
By, IXERRR RS AR Y A S (R S AR R W)
A TR SR A S (R R 3 U7 ik R AL B (6)
IEIL:%}EE@’KHEX P, =P, —P, j’qﬁlﬁﬁﬁ ’pl \PQ il
Py Ay RE PP, P R ERRAS M UE R T
MW S A HEAT A, R IR T
P, = (R, V! + RV, D — (AV' +
AV, Dx, — (Vi 4+ V,DC P, (7
2 se =" R Ay VA AR B M A A I R
UEs e 0 0 A HM . AT DL, AT R RS Py
CINENEAR
P, = glu*gzip (8)
g = (R\V! —’—szzl)ﬁ/[(Vfl + V(G
g = (A VI +A VDLV +V,DHE]
Kigi g B T RAERIRAMEGI AR Z G,
EXL n=P, — P, RETERE t=t/e,3k n X ¢
LIRS

d JdP; -
%:Eddp;l'*€< aPtLJraIp ;;Iu> (10
BADORAKXAQO P, B E e=0, v 1521 72
FEAL Ky
dn

e RV + R,V Du — (A V! + AV, D, —

(9

P, ..
(PI‘IP +

V'V, DCn+ P 1D

http: // zkxb. xjtu. edu. cn

O ORARKX QD AT 15

dn
dr

BTV VDG R IEE , LA 3 L2 AR R
LA BB RER . W P VE P
A 20 (6) RN (8) , AT A5 2 4t [ [ 45 AU oy
P, = VglAs,Bezi;)
jip = milAlglu—mﬂAlngcp -+

=— (V{'+V,;)Cn 12

7n71(A1 — AP, 77’n71A3P3 —g—d
(13)
W Vi my, Fl Bou 5008 Vi om 1 B, 145 LA
HEAE R R BIAEE b=V 'm AL A g H
SAEH b=Vl m, " AsBunA g1 XL b=b—b,.
ENRBNEEGTICH
C=tbu+V;'ABu[—m A g, +
m (A, —A)DP, —m 'A; P, —g—d] (14)
TEE 7 ik o ik A v g 2L 05 ZE A o, 1Y
ARG L 220 1 mm B 5 — A8 b 5 8 A R R 1% 2
HREER 0. 24 m FH LA, BN S SRR Y
0.42% . FJER| V, =V, — Az, B F, B G ZEN
FE AR Ak 1 9 e s A4 FRLAR A0 AR X T B 08 s (A R
Kb+ N, BT - SRR, S RV,
R R XA B TR USRI AL
TEH 7 ok i 52 56 v, 3 B OCE N R ) Py I
HBN AR 8 o B A AL 2L (13), AT DI ¢ 3 P,y
9 B 505 A IR R A o i A AE DG, PRI
RGEMREN x=[z1, 2, =[P, P, " R EXFhE
SCRT BEAE o A3 ] P S BORE A R L, DN A — 8 72
JFE L BRI 7 A A R SR X AP BB e R S
JE 7 ok b D 9 45 1 B bR R — B R IR T 2 68
1R GARSAF B A B T 52 90T R 7 B8 00 4 1 458
il s s W R AR 25 [A] 5 B X
T = 1,
z, = byu+¢
3 FEHlER T AR b
3.1 RN [T
ﬂ%%éﬁ#j{?& x:[l‘l s X2 ’1'3]’1‘:[1)3 ’Ps ’Cj’[‘ ’

BRI ¢ AL, 2 E=h () h () J A TN bR L
=0 C15) Zead Pk e i Bl B oy

(15)

J:cl = 2,
Sxy = byu+ (16)
x5 = h(2)
E X z=[z1,2,2 1" O ESO XY 5K 5 19 R 48
R x WL 032X (16) # 7 ESO™




68 W % oz M

PN

58 &

2’,’1 — 2 +3wu(x1 *Z])
{2y = bou + 25 + 30k (x, —2,) a7
[25 = i (x; —21)
F . =0 A2 XL 25 14 ME— 1] IR S5
FES 2 =, — = AR 22, B 3R (16) (17)
JZ’NI —_ 3(1)0;1 +;Z
Z‘NZ —_ 3(1)(2);1 +;3 (18)

‘ég —— iz +h(D)

m=(18)78
: = Az +B a9
—3w, 1 0 0
A A=|—302 0 1|.B=| 0
—w: 0 0 (1)
i = (19) Al f i
(1) < ez (s) +
J A B(o)de, Yt =1, =0 (20)

0

KK w, >0, 778 A K Hurwitz 88, XA N
RO FE BT LA 620 45 |6, [ <<$.0, HEFF B
(55 0 ASTCE T LAl HOULIN % 22 = A6 BRI 1] ¢,
JE A BIETE =0, 1015 | =, | <o W7, H it
K ow,s AT LA WM 2 224N, B A
Hurwitz 5[, Br LA R] LLBE B — A IEE 8 M Q. 17 1E
W — X IO 114 S X6 R T S AR P HL 2 | py | <000
0, H i p, WEMEP W i 175 j I E, 15
Lyapunov J7 & A"P-+PA= —Q" {57,

3.2 EEmTHHES SR
FE R ST REFIR 2 e= Py — 2 » Hh Py )
PR TIE E LR
s=e+Ae (2D
KrfAa=>0 BT H S 4L,
455 (16) AT B R AL s XTI (R £ KT
s=e+r =Py —bou—a, +A(Psy — )
(22)

MR C22) AT RLBETT 4 ]

u =0 [Py — 25 +A(Psy — 2,) + kis+ kysgn(s) ]
(23)
by ko S IER AT R 25

e AR T A BT Tl R R DD R A
e 00 ] A ASEAS At 2 P 0 T L A X A R 1 AN A
PEFTTPE IS o AL ZFUAH N 386 U046 45 L X AEAE S EUR

http: // zkxb. xjtu. edu. cn

Gy BE PRI G .  ffPX — [A] B, AR SR
A S (23) T b ML R T ESO - S I 08 ) 5]
BT HAE =5 o A S 13515 5 022 20 T B 4l 2% . A
198/ TP 2 1 FE, 3k B U e 3 25 9 5
i o S 2 RRE PR A A A T L U R il S
Bl 15 22 %% YIAH 3G, X5 30 20 00 D0 o 1 B, BE 8 A K
i RN R K B N NS 2 )
AR
3.3 BREMSW
WA PR B s SR 2 2 R AL. Xk E T
ARG RERE I EL T —A M s 5z HmHIE
FE 3% Lyapunov PR%L
V=«0/2s+z"P (24)
AR A9 22 F1(23), 4 V M) ¢ Sk
V=s-+2"Pr +2"P: =
— ks’ =Ry | s |—sQzy 42 — 20 +22"PB

(25)
H 2 | <ol o <8 Fill p, | <0 15
V<—Fk *;.TQE —ky |s|—
sQz, + 23) + 6600 (26)
Bk = +1) . 1l LB {4
—ky | s |—sQz, +25) <O 27)
Ji LS
V<—q'Ag+B<—aV+RB (28)

K .g=[s.2" |TER;A, =diag{k, .Q} ER' K IE
SEHE A, = diag (1,2P) € RV W IEE M K a=
2nin (AL /A (A >0, A (A S LB AL 1 J /N
BEOE A A (A K BE A 1) B K5 T 85
B=6%¢0,

p1 = (28) AT A

V() < e ")V(tl)JhJ: I Bdr, Vi =14 =0
(29)
KR oa=>0.88 5, LAV 74 FRIE) £, 5 A F . B
sz A F BT LU S ER R R 2 o A B, T a1 0
RN 28 S8, nT R R o IR B AR 25 5 I 1R 25 4T
=V
RO Sk o L Y U =3t R I E e L S £ O]
BE Sl iR 2 BB o 2 IEAC, = 27)
i PR Bl ESO 52 486 . v] LA 2 R%
IR 9 5% e o T R ARS T U e b 2R W BRU(E . %
G0 v A ], ) e 4 55 Y B R AT BE 5 R R I AR
X2 SR A 0 e AR Al T T B0 iR % . A




5 1) BRI L% R Jk o % 2 5 A T e O 69
W2 L AT ES 4S5 ESO M4 & .k T 1 WHABERAK
V) 3 25 B BUE , 72 B A% R G ka2 1 I8 i, 8 1 5| Table 1 Simulation model parameters
At KR EHR 15 RS 2E m X ah, a0 T4 AR £ HfH
e 05 I S AT O N E RS AR T R 9 R I kg 5
K W B T 3% SE H 2 /m 0.08
’ Y g T i FEAT A2 /m 0.05
4 A ES558 50 VPR I 11 3% 2 B A% /m 0.16
1 ZE 0P/ m 0.24
4.1 HESH M E 71/ MPa 7
Sh G E T 4 P 2 00 A SOk . E AMESIim 5 R TR EE B /N 50
Matlab/Simulink B4 7 20F & L9647 T 47 204 I I 0 3 1 /N 300
BT T e W (AR R e fE AMESim 45 28 , el PRGN %0
R . b b X FhHMEBE#E S /(N e sem™ ) 10
Simulink Hiz 17, 9 SMC 5 SMADC H[H—A4 S K AR AR B MR/ MPa 1200
PRI S X BIAE T =S T ESO KRG AMEH ] R 1) 450 5 FL 3/ m A 40

T TEBRIN EESHLE 1 EENKA IR
BRI IE] 2 Bi7R .

f) It 1) %5 52 F % / MPa 7
fa B 1 %15 /(L o+ min 1) 38

.

PID

P l Py K& *gj—&leol"f
SRR ;jN Pr ‘ VR T (T8
"3d Py ‘ N v
A WE (@) i DL
— P, SMADC KUK |
(SMC) |_’°\o_ @ s

I

[—> P,
IR
|

[ s
. 10 u -2
12

‘ " E S R gk
1)

L™ iy

I i LR T

@ =0, 1 Tw
N R R 27

U -

C

K2 B ERE R

Fig. 2 Joint simulation model

TR A D FLad B o 7 R AR I 18] 55 52 56 3 A
PLC FR AR IR ] R4 — B0, 7% 18 B TR R S8 1 PRk iy
IO U B R A I (R 5 SR T 52 3] PLC Ak B3 B 5 4
A7 SRR PR BE B RE A SRAE I ) 5 A 22 2 8 PLC
Joidk Bk Ak B0 5, BE T 3 R e R il i S
ML WA E T 0. 005 s BYRAERS ], A ik vh il £ B9
VeIt 5 A I AR R R A K o 0 35 5K L R e e T
FE R e 7 bR B R 4 R 5L B 0. 2~0. 6
MPa,0.5 Hz BYIE5Z#E . SEPrillild # b, 2R 1 2
TR RS IR 7 20 A A TR R A 155 B X
S PECTAFARBUE N 100 5 /N B AR 08 T 5 8

http: // zkxb. xjtu. edu. cn

BN U AR T S BORE R LT, T RE S 51l &R
SRz, H B S EEE R AT T IRA B I WL
FE T AR S0 B0 19 s g I b s o 283 o o T AR
H 8 L U] 4 LRI —5t ., f R, 158 T
AT E R 8 L AR 215 5 S Hl 8 S B A
ARG SLT A A AR DI 3 4 L Sk i#47 PID.SMC
5 SMADC xF FefF5e anf&l 3.4 Fios.

32 ) 2 008 s D 2 A O 3 4 o i %) ) IR 1R
PRI AA AR E, B4 A RAURL. gL
WE PID S8 b, SR 5 AR 4l B 5 1 BE 0F — 25
AW b RERIRZ ML TR, &




70 W &l Kk ¥ % i 5 58 %
LEPE PID W 2R S E Rk, = 1.k = 0. 2. kg = 03X 08 SMC — — SMADC
T SMC UL, B W DR BES B by ko A BYME , LIHA
PR 70T LAA) A5 R L 3 2 38 K S8 Ry R RN BRI
P2, AP SMC B BB H k — 150k, — £
8 0004 = 690 4 F SMADC 3 i, ¥4 5 SMC [l fg,
FERY oy (A BB K B O 4 1 A A EL A AE ALY 5 5, 38 =
it P B w, 43 ESO ME J1 W IIE =, 7] LR B -
ARG RS, TR by, BB S 5 Y
PR RS L i R SMADC BH0H k) = 150 b, = _ : . ;
504 = 690w, = 40, ’ 2w ¢ °
0050 - —— PID e SMC — — SMADC Cb) fr) il 1 42 ol g A
B4 TAERAE 4 LI &7 208 6
0.025 Fig. Simulation control comparison for workpiece volume of 4 L

71i%%/MPa
(=)

D
-0.025
-0.050 L L ]
. 2 i 18)/s 6
(a) IR B IR 25
100, T PIDm SMC — — SMADC
0.1
0.75 | 0
Z 050 T ST
™
<
& 025
s
o
|
E 04
-0.25
_050 1 1 ]

if (/s
(o) ] I e 42 il i A
Bl 3 AR 8 L i i 4 EC4% i % L
Fig. 3 Simulation control comparison for workpiece volume

of 8L

0.02

1R %/MPa
S

E

=_0.02

~0.04 L L 1
0 2 i [ /s g 8
() BREF IR 2

http: // zkxb. xjtu. edu. cn

FH P 3.4 AT LU L 3 b g ol e o £) IR 1 42 o1 i
N R B R A9 4% 50 F . SMC Al SMADC B B i
22 1 PID /), fH SMC A48 F SMADC 1) 4] iz 6] #2
il AFEAERHE  BAE TAARFRYI S, 4 L5 $HR
JE1, 3] SMADC #H42F SMC Bt T4 fig J1 5k

R RE AT HT 3 A 4 4 R DA B £kt
FEIREE 2 PE L BLS I A RLE 3 A PEREFR A5t

i R IR B 15 2 11 2 % (.

B R R 22 1 2 05 6
N
EMSE - %;[e(l)jz (31)
i e 42 ) o A 2 D7 (L
N

K e RE  UORBERT Y IR B IR 22 5 N N iE Y
PR R 22 B B w (D R B RO AR IR 11 A IR 1
HlAME s Eape 5 Ewse 0T LA W45 ] 8505 L (B 8K
4 5 SR 22 5 U s 1T L 2 ok f) RG 0 4 i  A
OELTYE

M2 2 A, 3 Bl 28 1 Unse K BCH [
SMADC [ Enpe 5 Ense #5423 Flf5 1 285 e/ iy
SMC ¥ Z . PID e K. 7tk 1 W 7 £r) IR 1R 42 o 4 A
5B KON ] (1% B F - SMADC AT L S2 kG
JEE %) ) e B B 3 AR

A DAVE B 2 — RS R A S B 20 1 4%
RGBT A 3 . SR 9% o7 T T X T
HEAT B8] Bk b A6 25, DL 0. 5 Hz I8 R N 7R
B, 5E G 15 JTIRAG IR B2y 3,47 d, 6 X FEK R A]
o A8 U R 0 3 v, RIS 1 i A X
TR 1 7 2 B R T, 3k b BR BRSO B AR T T




o505

KB LA TRy ik o D AR R T I R O vk 71

240 1] T 52 4 102 T B A R L DT 4 s 1 R A
W% 57 5 fi TI0I A 4 A

A2 A AR IR AR AT L
Table 2 Comparison of simulation performance evaluation

indicators

EAPE/MPa EMSE/lo ! (Mpa)z UMS(‘/(mA>2
(7= Sy SN A A N/ A N S N A
RH8L M4L H8L A4l H8L H4L

PID 0.042 0.033 8.2 5.1 0.090 0.057
SMC 0.041 0.028 7.7 3.1 0.082 0.054
SMADC 0.038 0.026 5.4 2.9 0.081 0.051
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Fig. 5 Experimental equipment for pressure pulse testing

platform
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Table 4 Comparison of experimental performance evaluation

indicators

Exe/MPa  Eyg: /107 (MPa)*  Upse/ (mA)*?

B Ty T TH T TH T
DY B B B AR B AR
F8L RM4L HS8L HN4L HIS8L K4L

PID 0.054 0.046 8.1 5.5 0.518 0.510
SMC 0.047 0.038 6.4 4.5 0.513 0.500
SMADC 0.046 0.040 5.6 3.7 0.501 0.493
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