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1. Introduction

Vibration is an important aspect of many engineering systems. In most cases, such vibration is
undesirable and requires attenuation or control, which explains the huge quantity of vibration
control techniques that can be found in the literature. Nevertheless, sometimes all this
knowledge is not enough to guarantee the success in this purpose. Model inaccuracies or
parameter uncertainty are unavoidable in all relevant practical application and not only can
they degrade the performance of an otherwise well-designed control system, but they may
also lead to instability and even structural failure.
For these reasons, robustness is of crucial importance in control-system design. Although
always being appreciated, it was not until late 1970s when a theory capable to explicitly
handle the robustness issue in feedback design was developed: the H∞ optimal control theory
(Zames, 1981; Zames & Francis, 1983). This optimization approach is well developed and we
can even find a full Robust Control Toolbox in MATLAB which, in collaboration with the Control
System Toolbox, let us identify worst-case scenarios and generate optimal controllers so that
the stability and good performance of the plant is ensured (Gu et al., 2005).
Obviously, the H∞ optimal control theory shows some disadvantages, like the high level of
mathematical understanding needed to apply them successfully and the fact that it sometimes
leads to potentially very conservative results (Gu et al., 2005). Indeed, even when a solution
via H∞ techniques is eventually found, the process may have been too expensive in terms
of designer’s time and the sensitivity to the uncertainty sources is not analyzed. These
motivations make us think that a straightforward possibilistic methodology for simulating
and analyzing the uncertainty propagation in control system would be a very valuable,
complementary and time saving tool.
This work focuses on how MATLAB can supply suitable tools in order to manage uncertainty
propagation in finite element models of structures from the point of view of fuzzy arithmetic.
More specifically, we will describe a methodology fully programmed in MATLAB in order
to deal with uncertain control systems of vibrating structures and we will illustrate the
application of this approach to a case study.
In order to develop this work we need to integrate two different problems: the calculation of
the dynamic response of a vibrating structure via finite element models and the study of the
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uncertainty propagation via fuzzy arithmetic. Both problems can be solved using MATLAB
code obtaining very good results in terms of accuracy and computational cost.
The motivation behind this work is threefold: firstly, it is meant to show how MATLAB
provides suitable functions and specialized toolboxes in order to study the static or dynamic
response of a controlled structure via finite elements and control theory; secondly, it
demonstrates the suitability of MATLAB to solve uncertainty propagation problems through
fuzzy arithmetic minimizing the computational cost; and thirdly, it illustrates the application
of a Fuzzy Finite Element procedure, which integrates these two tools, with a specific case
study.
The chapter is organized in the following way: Section 1 has summarized the aims and
concerns of the chapter; Section 2 deals with dynamic analysis of structures with active
damping by means of the OpenFEM Toolbox and the Control System Toolbox of MATLAB; Section
3 discusses the different types of uncertainty and how they could be analyzed using fuzzy
arithmetic programmed in MATLAB; Section 4 describes a Fuzzy Finite Element procedure
in MATLAB in order to study the propagation of uncertain parameters in control systems of
structures; Section 5 shows a case study in which the Fuzzy Finite Element procedure is tested;
Section 6 deals with the main conclusions of this work; and finally the acknowledgements and
references included through the text are included.

2. Dynamic analysis and control of structures

2.1 Finite Element analysis and the OpenFEM Toolbox
The study of the dynamic behaviour of a structure can be carried out by means of finite
element analysis. Among all the different possibilities to solve finite elements problems,
in this chapter we focus on the use of a specific toolbox of MATLAB: the OpenFEM Toolbox
(Balmes et al., 2009).
It is an open-source toolbox for finite element analysis within the matrix computing
environment MATLAB. The software is developed in collaboration between Macs and the
SDTools Company and it is distributed under a GNU Lesser General Public License, that is, a
free software license which also allows the user to make modifications in the code. Performing
finite element analysis within a matrix computing environment is of considerable interest,
in particular as regards the ease of new developments, integration of external software,
portability, post-processing, etc. This relatively young software is already quite successful
in the finite element community as it is proven by the about 300 downloads per month
(OpenFEM, 2011).
Though the toolbox architecture includes graphical user interfaces for visualization, analysis
and animation of results, the powerful of this toolbox does not lie in this fact but in the
standard and advanced methods which are implemented. Moreover, the provided functions
are open and can be easily extended to suit particular needs of the user (Balmes et al., 2009),
as it is our case.
Let us consider a vibrating structure. The first step in order to carry out its finite element
analysis consists in discretizing the structure. The mesh nodes, elements which join the nodes,
material properties, element properties and any additional information such as boundary
conditions, loads, etc., are stored in a struct class variable which defines the model of the
multi degree of freedom vibrating structure which is governed by the next set of equations of
motion

Mẍ + Cẋ + Kx = f (1)
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where M, K and C are the mass, the stiffness and the damping matrices, respectively, x the
vector of displacements of all the degrees of freedom of the structure and f a general vector
of forces. Matrices M and K arise from the finite element analysis of the structure whereas C
is usually obtained under the hypothesis of Rayleigh damping.
Both in the state space approach and in the transfer function approach, working with physical
coordinates is not practical because of the usually high number of degrees of freedom. Thus, a
change of variables into modal coordinates is suggested. In addition, in this way the problem
can be restricted to the bandwidth of interest, neglecting the high frequency dynamics of the
system. After the computation of modes via finite element analysis one obtains the natural
frequencies of the modes and the matrix of the mode shapes Φ. After performing the change
of variables x = Φz, where z is the vector of modal coordinates and Φ is normalized in such
a way that the modal mass matrix is the identity matrix, the governing equations in modal
coordinates read

z̈ + 2ξΩż + Ω2z = ΦT f (2)

where Ω and ξ define the diagonal matrices of natural frequencies and damping factors.
Finally, the software also provides several commands related to the definition of the actuators
and sensors or, strictly speaking, the input force influence vector Lu and the sensor influence
vector Ly, both of them required for the definition of either the transfer function or the state
space matrices.
The finite element models which are obtained with this toolbox can be used to solve both
static and dynamic problems, the results of which being ready to be plotted or post-processed
under any other MATLAB toolbox. In this work, we blended these commands which those
corresponding to the Control System Toolbox.

2.2 Active damping and the Control System Toolbox
The Control System Toolbox provides a collection of matrix-based functions, usually expressed
as M-files, for the topic of control engineering. The control systems may be modelled as
transfer functions, zero-pole-gain or even using the state space approach, which allows the
designer to apply classic techniques as well as modern techniques. However, it is not our
purpose to study thoroughly this topic, so we will concentrate on briefly reviewing, as an
example, one of the most common active control techniques of structures (Preumont, 2002):
active damping with collocated piezoelectric pairs via Positive Position Feedback, which, in
the end, will be the case study discussed in Section 5.
The transfer function of the multi degree of freedom vibrating structure obtained via modal
expansion reads

G(ω) =
X(ω)

F(ω)
=

∞

∑
n=1

ΦnΦT
n

ω2
n + 2jωξnωn −ω2

(3)

where Φn, ωn and ξn are the mode shape, the natural frequency and the damping ratio for
the nth mode of vibration, respectively. The same model based upon the first N modes of
vibration leads to the expression

Ĝ(ω) ≈
N

∑
n=1

ΦnΦT
n

ω2
n + 2jωξnωn −ω2

(4)

where the residual term due to the contributions of the truncated nodes has been neglected.
Combining the equations for the surface-bonded actuator and sensor (Dosch et al., 1992;
Sims et al., 2005) and Equation 4 which governs the structural dynamics, we obtain the
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frequency response function between the voltage Va applied to the actuator and the voltage
Vs at the output of the charge amplifier of the sensor

H(ω) =
Vs(ω)

Va(ω)
= kaks

N

∑
n=1

LT
uΦnΦT

n Ly

ω2
n + 2jωξnωn −ω2

(5)

where ks and ka are the sensor gain and the actuator gain, respectively.
As far as the Positive Position Feedback scheme is concerned, it is appropriate for a structure
equipped with strain actuators and sensors (Preumont, 2002). The objective of a Positive
Position Feedback controller is to use a second order filter to improve the roll-off of the control
system, allowing high frequency gain stabilization. The implementation of this control system
is given by the following equations

Mẍ + Cẋ + Kx = Luu
y = LT

u x
v̈ + β f v̇ + Ω2

f v = y
u = −Gv

(6)

where u is the control force acting on the structure through the influence vector Lu, y is the
difference of slope between the ends of the sensor, G = diag(gi) is the positive gain matrix,
and v is the output of the second order filter defined by the matrices β f = diag(2ξ f ω f ) and
Ω2

f = diag(ω2
f ). Note that the fact that the same localization vector (Lu) rules the actuator and

sensors is a consequence of collocation.
The transfer function of the controller (a second order low pass filter) can be written as follows

gD(w) = g
ω2

f

ω2
f + 2jωξ f ω f −ω2

(7)

This compensator has both advantages and drawbacks. On the one hand, the open-loop
transfer function has a roll-off of −40dB/decade, larger in comparison to Direct Velocity
Feedback (−20dB/decade), which may decrease the risk of destabilizing high frequency
dynamics. On the other hand, there is a stability limit which is reached when the open-loop
static gain is equal to 1, this fact being independent of the damping (Preumont, 2002).
Once the open loop transfer functions of the plant and the regulator are defined, they can be
used in the Control System Toolbox as transfer function class variables. Then, the desired active
damping can be obtained by selecting the proper gain g of the regulator. In order to do this,
several techniques can be used such as Bode Diagram Design, Root Locus Design, Nichols
Plot design, etc.
Finally, the Control System Toolbox also provides valuable functions in order to analyze the
stability and performance in terms of stability margins, time responses or the position of the
closed loop poles and zeros in the pole-zero map. They will be used in our Fuzzy Finite
Element methodology as fuzzy outputs in order to analyze the behaviour of the uncertain
control system.

3. Uncertainty and fuzzy arithmetic

In the literature, the use of the term uncertainty is slightly ambiguous. In order to establish the
nomenclature for the ensuing description, the reader is referred to the terminology proposed
in (Oberkampf et al., 2004).
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On the one hand, we will use the term aleatory uncertainty to describe the inherent variation
associated with the physical system or the environment under consideration. These sources
of uncertainty can be represented as randomly distributed quantities, usually in terms
of probability distribution functions. Typical examples of this kind of uncertainty are
manufacturing tolerances, environmental effects, properties of non-uniform materials or any
other identifiable disturbances. On the other hand, epistemic uncertainty derives from some
level of ignorance of the system or the environment in any activity of the modelling process.
In this case, its definition stresses the lack of knowledge as the origin of this uncertainty.
Thus, unlike aleatory uncertainty, a mathematical representation of epistemic uncertainty has
proven to be much more of a challenge since it is subjective and based on some expert opinion
to a certain extent. Typical examples of epistemic uncertainties are some models for boundary
conditions, simplified models for joints, models for material damping or unpredictable model
changes due to ageing, loading, etcetera.
Uncertainty propagation in dynamic systems has been a very frequent topic in the
literature, which has been tackled from two different points of view (De Gersem et al., 2005):
probabilistic and possibilistic approaches. Probabilistic approaches, such as the well-known
Monte Carlo Simulation method, investigate the influence of aleatory uncertainties, this
method being particularly suitable for finite element models with certain uncertainties.
Possibilistic approaches are complementary to probabilistic approaches, since not only are
they able to describe problems of aleatory uncertainties to a certain extent, yet without
statistical interpretation, but they can also handle problems where incomplete information
(epistemic uncertainty) is available. We consider that computationally expensive "brute-force"
probabilistic methods are not worthwhile in most cases, where an intuitive worst-case
scenario provides enough information. Thus, a possibilistic method in terms of fuzzy
arithmetic will be the tool that we develop and propose in order to simulate and analyze
uncertainty propagation in control systems.
Fuzzy arithmetic has been used by various researchers as a technique for propagating
uncertainty or variability through complex engineering models. The origins of this approach
can be found in the theory of Fuzzy Sets (Zadeh, 1965). In contrast to the classical set theory,
the elements of a fuzzy set are assigned a degree of membership to the set, which is referred
to as the membership level μ. The core of the set is defined as the subset of elements for which
μ = 1, whilst the support is the subset for which μ > 0. A fuzzy number is a fuzzy set that is
convex and normal, and whose membership function is piecewise continuous.
The issue of performing mathematical operations on fuzzy numbers instead of on
conventional numbers can be a challenge rather than a trivial problem. In fact, the Fuzzy
Arithmetic processes are usually performed by decomposing the fuzzy numbers into a
number of intervals given by the α-cuts at the α-levels μi, (i = 0, 1, . . . , m) with

μi =
i
m

(8)

Then, a interval analysis via interval arithmetic can be carried out separately to each
membership level μi.
For monotonic problems this process may be trivial, since the maxima or minima of the inputs
will lead to the maxima or minima for the output. Conversely, for non-monotonic problems
this is no longer the case (Sims et al., 2010). In addition, the Standard Fuzzy Arithmetic may
become problematic and lead to different results for the same problem depending on the form
in which the solution procedure is applied, as can be seen in the examples gathered in (Hanss,
2002). In short, the application of Standard Fuzzy Arithmetic usually leads to overestimate
results to a lesser or greater extent and alternative methods must be employed.
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The Transformation Method, introduced in (Hanss, 2002), represents a special implementation
of Fuzzy Arithmetic that avoids the undesired overestimation which usually arises when
Fuzzy Arithmetic is reduced to interval computation. A later efficient implementation
of this method was carried out in (Klimke, 2003), taking advantage of the matrix
computing environment of MATLAB and providing enhanced features such as fast
processing of discretized fuzzy numbers through multi-dimensional arrays, elimination of
recurring permutations, automatic decomposition of models, treatment of single occurrences
of variables through interval arithmetic and a monotonicity test based on automatic
differentiation. Nevertheless, we have to note that the fuzzy parameters are restricted to
convex fuzzy numbers when using the Transformation Method.
Specially relevant for an efficient implementation of the Transformation Method is the
elimination of recurring permutations. The decomposition scheme of this method sometimes
produces recurring points which in the end generate recurring permutations. By removing
these recurring permutations from the evaluation procedure one could save a very valuable
computation time. Indeed, we could even try to reuse as many points for different α-cuts as
possible by selecting only inner points which have already occurred in a higher-level α-cut.
For symmetric triangular membership functions, the obtained discretization is identical to the
original formulation, but for other arbitrarily shaped membership functions, the distribution
of the points is less regular, but of similar density (see Figure 1). However, for the same
number of α-cuts, the less regular distribution of the inner points results in less accurate results
compared to the original formulation.
The number of permutations r by using this efficient implementation of the Transformation
Method is given by the following equation

r = mn + (m + 1)n (9)

where m + 1 is the number of α-cuts and n is the number of fuzzy parameters. As proven in
(Klimke, 2003), the new scheme provides a valuable improvement in terms of computational
cost unless the number of α-cuts is too large compared to the number of fuzzy inputs. If that
was the case, one could disregard the removing of recurring permutations in favour of more
accurate results.

4. Fuzzy Finite Element procedure in MATLAB

The fuzzy theory has led to the development of Fuzzy Finite Element methods as that
described in (De Gersem et al., 2005; De Munck et al., 2008; Moens & Vandepitte, 2005) for
analyzing the propagation of uncertainties in the Frequency Response Functions of a dynamic
system. When using this methodology, the uncertainties in the model parameters can be taken
into account by fuzzy numbers with their shape obtained from experimental data or assumed
from expert knowledge. Then, the numerical procedure for the implementation of these Fuzzy
Finite Element methods consists of a sequence of Interval Finite Element procedures based on
a general strategy for computing the fuzzy result from operations on fuzzy operands, i.e. the
α-sublevel or α-cuts technique.
Figure 1 clarifies this procedure. This technique subdivides the membership range into a
number of α-cuts. At each level, the intersection with the membership function of the input
uncertainties results in an interval. Based on these input intervals for all uncertain parameters,
an interval analysis can be performed obtaining the interval of the output variables at the
considered α-cut. Strictly speaking, the interval analysis for a specific α-cut consists in running
all the finite elements calculations corresponding to all the possible permutations among
input variables at said level and choosing the lower and upper bound of the required output
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Fig. 1. Scheme of the numerical procedure to perform a Fuzzy Finite Element analysis using
four α-cuts.

variables. Note that if μ = 1, the interval analysis degenerates into the deterministic analysis.
Finally, the membership functions of the required output variables are assembled from the
interval results at all sublevels.
The Fuzzy Finite Element analysis is based on the results of a previous deterministic design
of the control system. The control engineer must set the control parameters and gains of the
regulator in order to accomplish all the features required for the active damping in terms of
both stability and performance. After this process, which is usually easier and faster than
other complex control techniques such as those derived from H∞ control, the Fuzzy Finite
Element analysis will simulate the behaviour of the control system when some parameters
are considered uncertain. This method is not a robust designing technique but a possibilistic
method which tests whether the deterministic design is robust enough to keep the closed
loop behaviour of the structure inside the allowable bounds for its stability and performance
features.
The set of calculations which are carried out at each permutation of input values is compound
of these steps:

Step 1: Finite Element calculations via the OpenFEM Toolbox

Step 2: Closed loop simulation of the control system via the Control System Toolbox

Step 3: Analysis of stability and performance via fuzzy variables such as stability margins or
active damping.

The method chosen for carrying out the interval fuzzy arithmetics was the efficient
implementation of the Transformation Method proposed in (Klimke, 2003). Nevertheless, we
have included some modifications which will be introduced in the ensuing.
The first modification lies in the fact that Klimke’s MATLAB script is made under the
assumption that the fuzzy output is the result of evaluating an analytical expression. In our
case, we need to replace the evaluation of such analytical function (inline class) with a list of
MATLAB commands which develops the aforementioned steps. This also allows us to include
the possibility of achieving several fuzzy outputs instead of only one. The second modification
was not necessary but it endows the method with enhance capabilities. It consists on using
cell class arrays instead of double class arrays to define the fuzzy outputs, so an extra field may
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be included where information about each iteration is stored (for instance, the exact value of
the fuzzy inputs at each permutation). Figures 2 and 3 show the MATLAB implementation
of the efficient Transformation Method after modifying the Klimke’s implementation. Note
that the MATLAB implementation of the external function in Figure 3 only shows an example
corresponding to the evaluation of a test function. In our case, this function would contain all
the required commands which carry out the three foregoing calculating steps.
In order to prove the validity of our modified version of the Klimke’s Transformation Method,
a comparative fuzzy analysis was run. We took as a reference one example found in (Klimke,
2003) where the test function f (x1, x2) = cos(πx1)x2 is subjected to the triangular fuzzy inputs
function [fzr]=gtrmrecur_modif(varargin)
% Angel L. Morales, 2011.
% FZR=GTRMRECUR_MODIF(FZ1,FZ2,...,FZN) calls the general transformation
% method implemented by Klimke in 2003 with extended capabilities.
% The function allows N fuzzy numbers in alpha-cut representation.
% An accompanying function called GTRMRECUR_EXTERNAL_FCN is required.
fzin=varargin;
n = nargin;
m = size(fzin{1},1) - 1;
indices.subs = {};
indices.type = ’()’;
fzr = cell(m+1,2);
for k = 1:2
t = (floor((m+2-k)/2)+rem(m+2-k,2))*2-2+k;
for i = 1:n
c = reshape(fzin{i}(end+1-k:-2:1,:)’,t+2-k,1);
c = c(3-k:end);
repvec = t*ones(1,n);
repvec(i) = 1;
x{i} = repmat(shiftdim(c,1-i),repvec);
end
s = k;
z_cell_matrix=gtrmrecur_external_fcn(x);
for j = m+2-k:-2:1
indices.subs(1:n) = {1:s};
w = reshape(subsref(z_cell_matrix,indices),s^n,1);
wc = zeros(size(w));
for cont=1:length(wc) wc(cont)=w{cont}{2}; end;
[none,pos_min]=min(wc); fzr{j,1} = w{pos_min};
[none,pos_max]=max(wc); fzr{j,2} = w{pos_max};
s = s + 2;
end
end
for j = m:-1:1
if fzr{j+1,1}{2}>=fzr{j,1}{2}; fzr{j,1}=fzr{j,1}; else fzr{j,1}=fzr{j+1,1}; end
if fzr{j+1,2}{2}>=fzr{j,2}{2}; fzr{j,2}=fzr{j+1,2}; else fzr{j,2}=fzr{j,2}; end
end

Fig. 2. MATLAB implementation of the efficient Transformation Method after modifying
Klimke’s script.
function [z_cell_matrix]=gtrmrecur_external_fcn(x)
% Angel L. Morales, 2011.
% Z_CELL_MATRIX=GTRMRECUR_EXTERNAL_FCN(FZ1,FZ2,...,FZN) calls the function
% which executes the commands in order to obtain the fuzzy output.
% It is called during the execution of FZR=GTRMRECUR_MODIF(FZ1,FZ2,...,FZN)
func = inline(’cos(pi.*x1).*x2’);
x_vector=cell(size(x));
for cont=1:length(x)

x_vector{cont} = reshape(x{cont},numel(x{cont}),1);
end
iterations=length(x_vector{1});
z_cell=cell(1,2); z_cell_array=cell(1,iterations);
for iteration=1:iterations

x1=double(x_vector{1}(iteration));
x2=double(x_vector{2}(iteration));
z_cell{1}=[x1 x2];
z_cell{2}=feval(func,x_vector{1}(iteration),x_vector{2}(iteration));
z_cell_array{iteration}=z_cell;

end
z_cell_matrix=reshape(z_cell_array,size(x{1}));

Fig. 3. Example of the MATLAB function called by the modified Transformation Method
which contains the commands for the obtention of the fuzzy output

298 MATLAB – A Ubiquitous Tool for the Practical Engineer



A Fuzzy Finite Element Method Programmed in MATLAB for the Analysis of Uncertain Control Systems of Structures 9

p̃1 = 〈2.5, 2.5, 2.5〉TFN and p̃2 = 〈3, 2, 2〉TFN, in accordance to the nomenclature proposed
in (Dubois & Prade, 1980). The fuzzy output obtained with the modified version clearly
matched the results obtained with the original version. Nevertheless, an unavoidable loss
of computational efficiency arose.
Our modified version results more time-consuming because of the different way in which the
simulated function is handled, as it can be seen in Table 1. In the original version, the inline
class analytical expression can be executed only once with the array containing all the required
permutations of fuzzy inputs at a time. In the modified version, the expression is evaluated
separately at each permutation as it would be the case when a control system is simulated
with several MATLAB commands. The elapsed time during these operations is called t f cn. As
far as the obtention of the fuzzy output as a cell array instead of as a double array, this fact does
not add any noticeable increase of computational cost but it does lead to heavier variables and
higher memory requirements. The elapsed time during these operations is called tmax. In all
the cases, the loss of efficiency is acceptable with regard to the benefits they provide, specially
considering that the elapsed time in any finite element simulation may be on the order of
seconds and it has much more restrictive memory requirements.

5. A case study of uncertainty propagation

Consider an aluminium plate in free conditions, the dimensions and material properties of
which are detailed in Table 2. The finite element model of this plate was carried out by
means of the OpenFEM Toolbox of MATLAB (Balmes et al., 2009). After defining the mesh,
the matrices of mass (M) and stiffness (K) which define the undamped model were obtained.
The eigenvalue problem can then be solved, the natural frequencies and mode shapes being
shown in Figure 4. The damping matrix (C) is constructed considering a structural damping
of ξi = 0.6% in all the modes.
The piezoelectric actuator and sensor, the properties of which are detailed in Table 3, are
collocated in the centre of the plate. As described in (Dosch et al., 1992; Sims et al., 2005),
the piezoelectric actuator and sensor may be modelled as a beam which provides bending
moments at its ends and measures a voltage proportional to the difference of slope of its ends.
Due to collocation, the localization vectors of actuator (Lu) and sensor (Ly) are identical and
equal to

LT
u = LT

y = (0, . . . ,−1, 0, . . . , 1, 0, . . . , 0) (10)

Original Modified
ttot (s) 0.047 0.344
ttot (%) 100.00 100.00
t f cn (s) 0.016 0.313
t f cn (%) 34.04 90.99
tmax (s) 0.000 0.000
tmax (%) 0.000 0.000
toth (s) 0.031 0.031
toth (%) 65.96 9.01
Weight (bytes) 336 8568

Table 1. Efficiency comparison between the original and the modified Klimke’s
implementation. The total time (ttot), the time for evaluating the analytical expression (t f cn),
the time for calculating the maxima and minima of the output fuzzy number (tmax) and the
time for other calculations (toth) are shown. The weight means the size in bytes of the output
fuzzy variable.

299
A Fuzzy Finite Element Method Programmed 
in MATLAB for the Analysis of Uncertain Control Systems of Structures



10 Will-be-set-by-IN-TECH

Width (mm) 300.00
Length (mm) 500.00
Thickness (mm) 3.00
Young’s modulus (GPa) 72.00
Poisson’s coefficient 0.30
Density (kg/m3) 2700.00
Structural damping (%) 0.60

Table 2. Geometries and material properties of the plate.

Width (mm) 40
Length (mm) 100
Thickness (mm) 0.250
d33 (m/V) 0.30·10−9

d31 (m/V) -0.15·10−9

e31 (N/Vm) -7.5
k33 0.7
Young’s modulus (GPa) 50
Maximum traction (MPa) 80
Maximum compression (MPa) 600
Maximum electric Field (V/mm) 2000
Density (kg/m3) 7600
Maximum strain Brittle
Maximum temperature (C) 80°C - 150°C

Table 3. Geometries and material properties of the piezoelectric (Preumont, 2002).

where the non-zero values are placed in the position corresponding to the active rotational
degree of freedom of the nodes in which the piezoelectric is located.
As described in the Section 2.2, a Positive Position Feedback control strategy designed with
the Control System Toolbox of MATLAB is to be used. Figure 5 presents the root locus of the
control system after tuning the second order filter parameters (ξf and ωf) so that the first
flexible mode of vibration become actively damped. After the tuning process (ξf = 0.9 and
ωf = 900 rad/s), the next step consists of selecting the control gain which most approaches

Mode 1
f  = 64.01 Hz1

Mode 2
f  = 66.46 Hz2

Mode 3
f  = 150.29 Hz3

Mode 4
f  = 176.53 Hz4

Mode 5
f  = 183.42 Hz5

Mode 6
f  = 231.02 Hz6

Fig. 4. Mode shapes and natural frequencies for the plate in free conditions.
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the maximum damping of the first vibration mode (ξ1,max). In this particular case, a gain of
g = 0.200 entails a selected damping coefficient of ξ1,sel = 88.30%. Figure 5 also shows the
characteristic stability limit of the Positive Position Feedback control systems and the fact that
only the first and the fifth modal shapes seem to be controllable in the view of the wide loops
going from the poles to the zeros (Preumont, 2002).
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Fig. 5. Root locus of the control system after tuning the second order filter parameters to the
first flexible mode of vibration (ξf = 0.9 and ωf = 900 rad/s).

In the proposed case study the collocated pair of actuator and sensor are subjected to
uncertainty. More precisely, the position of the centre of both the actuator and sensor
are considered to be uncertain parameters. Additionally, another source of uncertainty
corresponding to the structural damping of the plate is included as this is known to be
uncertain in practice. Thus, we have a total of five different fuzzy numbers: x̃a (position
“x” of the centre of the actuator), ỹa (position “y” of the centre of the actuator), x̃s (position
“x” of the centre of the sensor), ỹs (position “y” of the centre of the sensor) and ξ̃ (structural
damping). The membership functions of these fuzzy parameters, assuming that they are both
symmetric and triangular, can be seen in Figure 6.
After applying the Fuzzy Finite Element algorithm described in Section 4 one can obtain
several fuzzy outputs which describe the stability and performance of the control system. In
fact, it is possible to choose those variables which better fit the effects which one is interested
in. In this particular case, the following are calculated:

G̃ Gain margin.

P̃ Phase margin.

ξ̃1,max Maximum damping coefficient of the first mode.

ξ̃1,sel Selected damping coefficient of the first mode.

The gain margin G̃ is the increase in the system gain when the phase is −180 that will result in
a marginally stable system with intersection of the −1+ j0 point on the Nyquist diagram. The
phase margin P̃ is the amount phase shift of the system at unity magnitude that will result
in a marginally stable system with intersection of the −1 + j0 point on the Nyquist diagram.
The maximum damping coefficient ξ̃1,max is the highest damping achievable in the first mode
loop independently of the selected gain, whilst the selected damping coefficient ξ̃1,sel is the
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Fig. 6. Membership functions of the input fuzzy numbers: (a) coordinates of the centre of the
actuator (x̃a and x̃s), (b) coordinates of the centre of the sensor (ỹa and ỹs) and (c) structural
damping of the plate (ξ̃).

damping that the control systems provides at the value of gain selected in the deterministic
case. Clearly, the gain and phase margins can be used to quantify controller stability, whilst
the damping ratios serve to quantify performance and reliability.
The membership functions of these variables are shown in Figure 7. We observe that the
uncertainty considered may lead to a both better and worse behaviour of the control system
in comparison to the considered deterministic situation.
Another possibility for obtaining a global view of the whole control system lies in plotting
its root locus for different α-sublevels or α-cuts. In particular, we show in Figure 8 the root
locus for two different values of the membership. Although the fourth mode has not been
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specifically analyzed via fuzzy variables, we can note that its zero crosses the imaginary axis
and becomes unstable for some values of the gain. Note that zeros are essentially related to
mode shapes of the structure, which tend to be more sensitive to the parameter uncertainty
than the natural frequencies. This fact warns us that a higher gain level may lead to instability
of the fourth mode when actively damping the first, which can be detected easily by means
of including new fuzzy variables in the analysis such as the maximum real part of the closed
loop poles.
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Fig. 8. Root locus of the control system for two different α-cuts: μ = 1 (black) and μ = 0
(grey).

6. Conclusion

In this chapter we have shown the suitability of the matrix computing environment MATLAB
to solve control problems of structures via finite element analysis and root locus design
and how these two issues have been blended and integrated into a Fuzzy Finite Element
methodology for the analysis and simulation of uncertain control of structures.
The Fuzzy Finite Element procedure has been described. The approach relies on the α-cut
technique which subdivides the membership range into a number of α-levels. The fuzzy
arithmetic is based upon an efficient implementation in MATLAB code for the Transformation
Method. This implementation has been modified and improved with some enhanced features.
This methodology has been shown to be applicable to a realistic case study related to
structural control using a Positive Position Feedback technique and piezoelectric actuators
and sensors. In the light of the obtained results, the proposed procedure may prove useful to
other analysis involving any other control technique or uncertainty source. In addition, the
efficient implementation obtained due to MATLAB programming allows us to achieve high
accuracy results together with low computational costs.
Finally, further research may be carried out in this topic. Firstly, a more efficient
implementation of the Transformation Method can be found when using cell arrays instead
of double arrays or when considering multiple fuzzy outputs. Secondly, the Transformation
Method also allows a sort of sensitivity analysis which should be included in the MATLAB
implementation in order to endow our method with extended capabilities. Thirdly, and
in-depth comparison between this possibilistic methodology and the robust H∞ optimal
control theory must be carried out in order to identify more precisely the situations in which
one method stand out from the other.

303
A Fuzzy Finite Element Method Programmed 
in MATLAB for the Analysis of Uncertain Control Systems of Structures



14 Will-be-set-by-IN-TECH

7. Acknowledgment

The authors are grateful for the support received from the “Ministerio de Educación”
of the Spanish government through the “Programa Nacional de Movilidad de Recursos
Humanos del Plan Nacional de I-D+i 2008-2011” and from the EPSRC through grant reference
EP/D078601/1.

8. References

Balmes, E., Bianchi, J.-P. & Leclére, J.-M. (2009). Structural Dynamics Toolbox for use with
MATLAB: User’s guide.

De Gersem, H., Moens, D., Desmet, W. & Vandepitte, D. (2005). A fuzzy finite element
procedure for the calculation of uncertain frequency response functions of damped
structures: Part 2 - numerical case studies, Journal of Sound and Vibration 288: 463–486.

De Munck, M., Moens, D., Desmet, W. & Vandepitte, D. (2008). A response surface based
optimisation algorithm for the calculation of fuzzy envelope frfs of models with
uncertain properties, Computers & Structures 86: 1080–1092.

Dosch, J. J., Daniel, D. J. & Garcia, E. (1992). A self-sensing piezoelectric actuator for collocated
control, Journal of Intelligent Material Systems and Structures 3: 166–185.

Dubois, D. & Prade, H. M. (1980). Fuzzy sets and systems : theory and applications, Mathematics
in science and engineering, Academic Press, New York.

Gu, D.-W., Petkov, P. H. & Konstantinov, M. M. (2005). Robust control design with MATLAB,
Springer, London.

Hanss, M. (2002). The transformation method for the simulation and analysis of systems with
uncertain parameters, Fuzzy Sets and Systems 130: 277–289.

Klimke, A. (2003). An efficient implementation of the transformation method of fuzzy
arithmetic, (IANS), extended preprint 2003/009, Technical report, University of
Stuttgart.

Moens, D. & Vandepitte, D. (2005). A fuzzy finite element procedure for the calculation of
uncertain frequency-response functions of damped structures: Part 1 - procedure,
Journal of Sound and Vibration 288: 431–462.

Oberkampf, W. L., Helton, J. C., Joslyn, C. A., Wojtkiewicz, S. F. & Ferson, S. (2004). Challenge
problems: uncertainty in system response given uncertain parameters, Reliability
Engineering & System Safety 85: 11–19.

OpenFEM (2011).
URL: http://support.sdtools.com/gf/project/openfem

Preumont, A. (2002). Vibration control of active structures: An introduction, Kluwer Academic,
Dordrecht.

Sims, N. D., Bayly, P. V. & Young, K. A. (2005). Piezoelectric sensors and actuators for milling
tool stability lobes, Journal of Sound and Vibration 281: 743–762.

Sims, N. D., Manson, G. & Mann, B. (2010). Fuzzy stability analysis of regenerative chatter in
milling, Journal of Sound and Vibration 329: 1025–1041.

Zadeh, L. A. (1965). Fuzzy sets, Information and Control 8: 338–353.
Zames, G. (1981). Feedback and optimal sensitivity: Model reference transformations,

multiplicative seminorms and approximate inverses, IEEE Transactions on Automatic
Control 26: 301–320.

Zames, G. & Francis, B. A. (1983). Feedback, minimax sensitivity and optimal robustness,
IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control 28: 585–601.

304 MATLAB – A Ubiquitous Tool for the Practical Engineer



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


