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Abstract: A contaminated Gaussian distribution based method is robust for data rectification for its ability
of taking probability distributions of random errors and gross errors into account simultaneously. But its
application is limited because the precision of estimation depends on the selection of priori model
parameters, which is difficult to obtain in practice. To avoid providing these parameters, a robust adaptive
data rectification approach is proposed in this paper. First, a robust adaptive probability distribution model
of errors is constructed. Adaptive factors, obtained from observations, are added to adjust the variances of
the outlying observations. Then, Lagrange method is used to obtain the iterative algebraic solution. The
correlation of measurements is also considered in this paper. Application to bilinear constraints process
shows that the least square estimation based on the new approach can compensate the effect of gross errors

effectively and give a robust estimation.

Key words: contaminated normal distribution; robust; adaptive; gross error; correlation; data

rectification

2006 —11—03 Y B| Iy, 2007 —03—07 YL EI & Bk

BRA: M., E—EE: & (1972, &, HLo

ELWAB: ExXAKRBERLESTH (60504033); Tl #% il 4
AR E L= IR 4T H (0708004) ,

Received date: 2006 —11—03.

Corresponding author: Prof. SHAO Huihe. E—mail: hhshao
@sjtu. edu. cn

Foundation item: supported by the National Natural Science
Foundation of China (60504033) and Open Fund of National Lab. of

Industrial Control Technology of China (0708004).



% 12 ) RO . U 4 R R 5 30 0 B T O . 3109 -
i =7 1 RS M4 K o Aty B i /N — R IE

B B I AT 55 2 AR e A B N TR ) B AL 2
L Rl R Re ROV R . SRR B i BE LR
ZMEERZE, 2 E L TR E SR A,
2 WA D0 R 1 — > JE Atk AR 15 A ) e 7 R A IE 2
SRR RS BR S BB A A B IRE . Nig
TR XA BRI A AT B8 T 0 =2 i I 5
FIREN L A M R ) TR R R RN A
k. SR TORR TR DR R ORE X A 1) A,
Crowe"™ $ H £H 73 ¥ A1 0 6 1 TR BRAE g — 22
ESINPMAR, BRI E S B, HYE
MTAARUE2ZFAS KT, AT LA A H IR B LR IE
By . Bagajewicz™ WF 58 T IF AR5 45 38 B X 4y A
MIRZR 5 B A B R . KR, Al
PATA Ay 2 TE 25 0 A1 11 o (L T 42 00 6 75 81 %) e 25
F 0 et R S 2 O AR B A A . FEE R/ TR A I
4 255 23 2 DR Ay 72 B i B AE S A i AR A AR K. A
T IR AN, PR TR RS B
R 2B R AL R A7 1 7 i, W Tioa %57 42 H 1975
PR A BRI IE 3, Albuquerque 555 2
1 e R ORIV

T Y 1E 25 0 A SRR I 7 K 1% 22 75 Y 4 AT A
VE AR ANER H bs pR %, 3 5o SR A5 29 B i i Ak
] B AT 2 B0A 11 . Johnston %51 7 I A AU B
fifh 51 AR DT s B . B E T e B T R AT
o JoAE & 4 3 5% 25 BOHE A IE i B Mg
Ragot 5517 SR F I ASE AL kS 4 4 1 S0 L2k o 3 4
WIE W& i /N 3 fff . SR, T L FIS Y IES
AT R TR ) B0 G I TR A T B e L R 2
(75 G A A B (R & iR 22 5 25) . X fE 5K
B 07 FH Fp ot AR BI A R 2 AR Hh R P [ 1
5 22 b WA A & SE bRk = i 2

AR SCEF RS RS AL AN 2 B —Fh
R OE o AR, R LA 5 AR U I A A AR
R % R BT REZATE TR HE# A S
IO A A AR R R T IR 25 T 22, ad K R 2
Jr 25, BEAREF S HUT R . S R T
R FH 6 AR B, TR AR LA R
PE o ORI P R M 2 B A I ) A,
i Lagrange 3¢ 1 ¥ 14 2 & # {15 M fix /) — 9 4y
B i

KL P B A T R A 2 By B RS DA 3R
wH

Ar =0 A€ R"™ (D

Az @ y) =0 (2)

A A KR R HE M, H T R A

T S A R IT T Rk T, — 18005

NTTREE RS B, W RR sy 5 P BT R

L AR, EESE s N Kronecker 7, 5E X
.

A= la; ] B nXm BirEE, B= [b,] 2

RXUBAE R, I A A1 B ) Kronecker B & L

(ne k) X Gme+D) B, ie/E AQB

A@B=[a, - B] 3

MRS A AT . AR A T AR & e D&
RN

Zw = Hax+e, e ~NO,XZ) H, € R"™ z,€ R"™

(4)

vo = H,y+e, e ~NGO.E) H, € R™ 5, € R

(5)

Ho, H HAH € CONE R o Fly BB H A, H
JURM 0 M1 M. TR X, a2 b Oy 2%
Y

Fh T 0 AR A TR S A RS, R
TE 23 A 8 B AT 1R A AR B 25 . Tioa 455
B8 H A9 75 e 1 25 0 A R B I AR R [R5 T B L
REMBFREZM DAL TG LR, HE

R 22 I3 A BT O
P,=vw..+AQ—=yp.. (6)
P, =vp,n + Q=7 p,. )
Do = %exp[— L(H“I‘ — )" X (Hox — xm):| s
Vrdet(Z..,) 2 '
J=1.2 (8)
Py = x|~ (Hyy — )T (Hoy — 30 |
V2rdet(Z,) 2

i=1.2 9
K vy HBFRZEGYE, Pew,; G=1, 2) %
IRBERLIR ZE TN E R ZE R AT AR, X, (=
1, 2) SREHLER2E MR F iR 2 R Up 07 2206 0 . 0
2 A

(10)




e 3110 e T

F [

% 58 &

Or.1.1
X.,=0b3,, =0 (1D
2
0.1
Ui.l.]
X = (12)
2
Oy.1.n
2
Oy.1.1
X..=0X%,1 =0, (13)
O'i.l.”

Ho, b, Fb, R EREMEEILIRZERN T ZHE.
R o F oy AHE ST . BCPE AL IE R AW R AR

Rt EIE=
min®@ =— In[yp,.. + A=Y p..yp,0 + A= p,.]
s.t. Ar =0
Ax@y) =0 (14)
H Lagrange pR%CH
I'=0®+1A"Ar + u"A(x ® 3 15

X A Flp 2 Lagrange 7. 4 T 53 5% «
yo AR KT, HLRECONE. 153
H'W, (Hx —2,) +AA+AR@Q »Tp=0 (16)

HW'(Hy—y,)+ ARy =0 an
Ar =0 18)
Az @ y) =0 19)

P EL+A—pP..X,
We = WP, +{A—pP,, 20

1 VPA‘-IZ'T,ll + (1 — y)Py-ZZ'T.IZ
W s e Ta—pe,, b

X (16) ~X (19 HATKAE, F5F
r=1[G, —G,A"T(AG,A") "AG.] X
[HW,'z, — Al (A.GADTAGHIW, y,] (22)
y=1[G,—GA (A.G,AD) 'A,G,JH!W 'y, (23)

G, = (H'W 'H,+A"A)" (24)
G, = (HIW'H,+ATA )" (25)
A, = A - diag(2) (26)
A, = A - diag(y) 27
R B R i BT B2 R
T Lo Ty, (28)

A DLl 3 Bayesian Al 11 200 A 2] £ P54 1E 7]
@i, Bayesian {114

2z | 2y = Ll [ D0

p(xn)

7 p(x | ) B x BI JG W R E R,
P(an | N 2 MRBRITERFEE,. p(o) HREZE
BB ETHEREE, p(a) RHilEAEE I RE

29

%, pQay) HN—F R X (28) ATRASRIE
plx) = %[tanh(@)*tanh(@)] (30)

K r AT S, HAE BN, & SO T
x IR 2Z 50 1 R ECH
Pa | xn) =[ypen + A= poolpla) 3D

1 exp[—%(ﬂlr —*z‘m)"'ZE},(H,x—Im)}

Doy = —F/————
j=1,2 (32)
BAER IER) Lagrange AN
I'=—Inpla, | ) +1"Ax (33)
Xf xR A5 5
w =W e — Gy +Wh D]+ AL GO
Hrp

W — }’PMZT.II + 1 — V)P.l.zzi.lz
* Yoen F =) P

h, = %[tan <I:I”’)ftanh<x;}f"h)i| (36)
XHE B o, WA A e, L 22) FIE (23)
M as ARG . R F B vy 9 T RRA R,
AL

2 BB EENRERIET ®

2.1 RENSHER

BT 75 Y 1E 2543 A A5 1Y B B A% 1E 7 vk T A
BEREFRENERME vy B FRELR T 2
o s BKTESERR N AR ME SR AT, LR [
BEREFZ oo ,MAFELIR, HiEA—E M
SRR YE . A SCEN RGP S AR A, R
M B 3 N 1R 22 43 A B A

1 exp(* (I;*Im.,)“)
v 2mkio; 2kio;

X kONIRZETZEMEEAE N, Mt
A EARE N A WE R IER, HOy 3R 2 R
TR s DAU NI XE S Hb i 52w . &8 [ 3 B
JBCOK PR T AR 8 5 eR R HEA T30 . O R 2
3 A BRI R I 25 40 A AR A ME SR A1 1 RO

ME LT LIES], BEE & EIEK, mih&kn
FEERER A, AT LA DAl AR B A R R 25 1 O A B
L, M e=10, B@ENIRENRLNESH,
R AR 45 0 AR A B ST O A OE ) AT LR
i h

1 (x; —x,,)°
deZ InP;, = Z 1n{\/§nk,a, Cxp[ 2o :| }

s.t. f(x) =0 (38)

(35)

37




%12 ) FAE AR R M2 SRS TR A e B 0 0 0 A I8 7k o 3111 -
0.50 Hr
0.45 2
= > — di 2 sty = di Gai.
g ou ¥ = diag(F 6% ) dlag(ﬂwf.l> (43)
£ 035 .
> > 2 2 g v
2 030 X, = diag(k; 0,.,) = diag 44)
g (%)
< 025 " N NN
2 020 BOHE A 1E [n) A6 A Ry
Z 0
'g 0.15 min*lnP,Py:%[(H,f*rm)TETI(H,Ifrm)+
& 0.10
002 (Hyy = 30", (H,y = 3,0 1= In( 2 V/detEder(E)) )

1 A N i 22 3 A1 A IE 25 43 Al
L Y M 3 2 R B
Fig. 1 Probability density function of adaptive

error distribution and normal distribution

B I N R AT DL IR Oy B R A T A R Y
B, k,=1/w;» w; i Huber flii. Hampel #E
flith LA B Tukey fili 7155 & 4 i 11 o8 209 AL ek 2R
AR AT Huber £t 343 o8

le |<c

1
w; (&) = {('sgn(s,) e |> ¢ 39

A o= (vi—xn) /o NI ERUETRZE, HE c
i Huber B89 0] 8 S50, AR 95 52 br 804 pY B 3%
TRZEVG YR y R

L g 1422 "S(C)
1—v

A ¢uoﬁ¢u)ﬁ%%mﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁc
SUAL B 43 A R BRI 3R A . SEBR TS g ek
y WHERR E S e AR GE . H BB B R 22
el R A7 1% ~10% 2 00, L c (H—fE 1~2
Z 0. R I o 578 1.5 247 . Huber £t & —
RN BHARRE M A3, Hit B2 8%
WRERSE AR, WA ZHMEL A sEm, h A
A BB A
2.2 WEHHERE

WA (O R (5 BN A9 Lk T R

(40)

N2 AR M O R 22 A0 AR AR TR 3R R O
p. = %exp [* 7(H,I — Im)TE, "(H,x — xn ):|
A/ 2rdet(X,)
41D
. 1 1 'r,\l 1
by = 7/\’6)([)[7 7(Hvy 7ym) ET (Hyy 7ym):|
A/ 2edet(X,)

(42)

s.t. Ar =0
Az ® y) =0 (45)
% HI Lagrange € ¥ 2 5K 7% 9 L 1k i 5 X

(22>, % 23) JEF AL,
W, R W BT 5 AR

ANTA) 2Z Ak A T A R

2
W =3 =di g[u] (46)
o
R T
W, =X = = diag| 5 47)
oy,

I DUE B, T E R 3 D R AR ) R AL
TE 75 1 2R F AT A8 O 25 10 5 A B 35 1R 25 I B0 SR B
Sy, VB SCWIES . SRS . BT oo iy
A SRR H T w, . Al w,, BB A ECRE, H
M7 ZEE AR, L RMT .

(D wigte. 2EMREEHE =0, 2 =z,
¥ =y MR DR 25 S 0 R A R AN
Huberﬂ‘ﬁmﬂ%ﬁ[ Co

(2) HEARAE. B G HHE w” M w
& (46) FR (47) 5 WP 1$nvvy)l, it
(26) L 27) i ALF AL, KX 24) AR
(25) R G MG, TREA

4 =GP —GPATUAGPAH TAGY J[HIWP e, —
AlAGPADTAGPHIWY 1y, ] (48)

y(kvl) — [Gi“ . G(‘}\)Alf (AI.G;MA;I‘)ilA,-G;k)]H}‘W;}Uilym
(49)

(3) LI&/\Q (I+l)

IV“”—““H,é\#”“—#“Mng,Wﬁ,e
KARZER, BN E=k+1, GLEER, BRI,
2.3 HEXMH

XFZYE A, AR o EEAEN
RNy

poc cxp[* %(H,f — fm)TEEl (H,x *Jm)} (50)

” S+ 2k H , 7]&/«4’1) _

y

Gy A

X =B3, 1)



e 3112 e T

e
=i

B, = diag(1/%’ ) (52)
ARG, MERE T EEE N Z. —
JEAEOLT . Z N IEER M. 5 Cauchy 73
z =cC’ (53)
Bl (53 A 50y 7%

P cc expl:%(H,:(‘ — )T (CHTB'C (H,x *1‘,,,)}

(54)
é\

=2 =C'(Hx—x,) H X =1 (55)
T

P o exp[%(z*zm)TBfl(z*zm):l (56)

ATUAE S, AH I & P 7 22 56 4 Cauchy 43
I AL A AHSC R, AR I A SRS .

3 IHEEA

ASCRCER [14] B9 BF, 2o FRAEE 9 4>
B 16 DM, BT S A WA 5. R
K2 s, o RORmAR, v RCHA 7 d . W
SO R B B BE LR AR R
MEMARWFEIIRZE T 2K 0. = 0. 12, 0, =
0.1y, 8 x5, a7y 2 M 31y yos Yo A BER

B2 R

Fig. 2 Process flowsheet

2%, HUEES R 10, 8. 5. 3. 3. 3., A& HAH
S s O an e 1 R

TR /N 3 5 B 3 I B 3
MR RE . T SE N T G IE S 4 A B AL AL Huber
BRI 2 B AT 8 08, i L 2R AR I i Al 0%
(95.5%0) s fliTT20R M SO0 5L F AR R 22 4 A
it Jr 22 VR . A SCE 5 L™ AR 2000 258
RIS B AT B 8 . K% Huber IS4 =
L4, HRIERSMBER S5 y=0.235, =10,
AR R BB DM 48 AR D A 25 F- 7 fl (SSED

TR 1 PR, SSE & XWF
SSE = > (x—aw)?+ ) (u—un)? (51

x1 FRVNEEEMGITE

Table 1 Measurements and estimations

Stream  True value Meas. RALS® RLS® LS® True value  Meas. RALS RLS LS
No. - Lm ;1 ZA_) ;a Y Ym 51 §2 53
1 57.72 57.74 58. 322 58.077 56. 688 6.23 8.96 6. 822 6. 9868 7.0926
2 65.71 67.05 66. 358 71.458 69.479 6. 89 — 7.5111 7.5858 7.9431
3 52.98 63.91 53.376 58.558 60. 758 6.37 6. 60 7.1941 7.5072 7.6903
4 7.99 7.94 8. 0364 13. 381 12. 791 11. 65 11. 84 11. 665 11.773 11. 712
) 44.98 — 45. 339 45.177 47.967 5.43 5.45 6.3131 6. 8607 6.6179
6 55.71 55. 89 55. 985 55.893 58. 248 6. 40 6. 26 6.9125 7.1928 7.2055
7 32.13 39.49 32.059 32.209 36. 197 7.24 7.10 8. 0594 8.2529 8.436
8 23.58 23. 44 23.926 23. 684 22.051 5. 26 5.42 5.1162 5.3162 5. 1857
9 21. 40 21. 35 21.414 21.493 25.916 5.62 8.78 7.387 7. 8985 7.8365
10 10. 73 10. 45 10. 645 10. 716 10. 281 10. 47 10. 31 9.7192 10. 125 9.9473
11 12.73 13.03 12.982 12.9 8.7209 9.07 9.25 9.5332 9.1128 9. 7041
12 17.05 16. 56 16. 698 16. 556 16. 62 8. 80 11. 85 9. 8378 11. 963 9.7369
13 2.42 2.38 2.5205 2.3797 2.7997 22.02 22.81 22. 254 22. 806 22.625
14 19. 47 18. 90 19. 219 18. 936 19.42 10. 45 10. 23 11. 396 11. 186 11. 595
15 12.73 13.07 12. 982 12.9 8. 7209 9.07 9.13 9.5332 9.1128 9. 7041
16 6. 74 11. 63 6.2366 6. 0358 10. 699 13. 05 12. 46 12.997 11.768 13.136
SSE 1. 854 94.52 201. 82 9.295X107"  2.42X10°3% 1.56X10°3

@ RALS: Robust adaptive least square.

@ RLS: Robust least square.

@ LS: least square.

Note: The values of y variable are multiplied by 100.
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Table 2 Unmeasured variables

Unmeasured
. Streams
variables

flow rate 1, 2,17, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30

composition 17, 19, 23, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30
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Table 3 Measurements and estimates
) ) 1 Composition/ % (vol. )
Stl\r];‘*m Flow rate/mi+ b o H, O, N, CH,
Meas. Est. Meas. Est. Meas. Est. Meas.  Est. Meas. Est. Meas.  Est.
1 unm. 151222. 1 46. 84 46. 84 35.39 35.48 17.33 17.33 0. 31 0. 31 0.13 0.13
2 unm. 34120. 3 46. 84 46. 84 35.39 35.48 17.33 17.33 0. 31 0. 31 0.13 0.13
3 56576 45147.7 46. 84 46. 84 35.39 35.48 17.33 17.33 0. 31 0. 31 0.13 0.13
4 69783 70254.5 46. 84 46. 84 35.39 35.48 17.33 17.33 0. 31 0. 31 0.13 0.13
5 17930 17912. 5 46. 84 46. 84 35. 39 35.48 17.33 17.33 0. 31 0. 31 0.13 0.13
6 14109 14329.7 56.3 56. 32 42. 88 43.12 0.1 0 0.15 0. 16 0.07 0. 09
7 2885. 4 2770. 2 34.0 34.0 65. 6 65. 6 0 0 0.14 0.13 0 0
8 10387 10085. 6 9.69 10. 18 90. 2 82. 83 0 0 0.11 0.11 0 0
9 6233.6 6032. 8 9.69 10. 26 90. 2 81. 62 0 0 0.11 0.11 0 0
10 89288 86287.5 18. 98 18. 98 51. 87 51. 87 28.75 38.75 0. 20 0.2 0.2 0.2
11 16190 16190. 9 46. 84 46. 84 35. 39 35. 39 17.33 17.33 0.31 0. 30 0.13 0.13
12 12903 13103. 5 57.23 56. 8 41. 96 42. 46 0.1 0. 04 0. 16 0. 16 0. 55 0. 38
13 6698. 6 6702.5 99. 26 99. 77 0. 04 0. 04 0 0 0.4 0.4 0.22 0.76
14 4717. 3 4687. 1 13 13.17 86 82.33 0 0.1 0. 14 0.09 0.01 0
15 54376 54386. 2 21.12 21.12 50. 70 50. 7 27.78 27.78 0.2 0.12 0.2 0.2
16 37903 38102. 5 31.08 31. 08 66. 32 66. 32 2.20 2.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2
17 unm. 45145.5 unm. 29.41 unm. 67.93 unm. 1. 84 unm. 0.43 unm. 0.17
18 6929. 6 7029.5 99.02 99. 43 0. 04 0.03 0 0 0. 56 0. 56 0.21 0.19
19 3169. 4 3262. 6 unm. 0 unm. 96. 2 unm. 0 unm. 0.01 unm. 0
20 54676 55676. 2 33.50 33.5 63.97 63.97 0 0 0.2 0.18 0.2 0.2
21 unm. 2361.5 13 12. 67 unm. 88. 67 0 0. 05 0. 14 0.12 0.01 0
22 unm. 4152. 8 9. 69 10. 05 90. 20 84. 74 0 0 0.11 0.11 0 0
23 unm. 7724.1 unm. 9.52 unm. 81. 28 unm. 0 unm. 0 unm. 0
24 unm. 6834. 3 10. 6 13.02 86 84. 27 0 0.09 0. 14 0.13 0.01 0
25 unm. 0.0042 — — — — — — — — —
26 unm. 9288. 5 — — — — — — — — —
27 unm. 14561.0 unm. 0.028 unm. 0 unm. 97.92 unm. 0 unm 0. 33
28 unm. 3234.2 unm. 0 unm. 0 unm. 100 unm. 0 unm. 0
29 unm. 2780. 4 unm. 0 unm. 14.76 unm. 86.63 unm. 0 unm 0.2
30 unm. 16235.0 unm. 0 unm. 32.76 unm. 74.17 unm. 0 unm 0.2

Note; unm. is unmeasurement; is dummy stream.
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