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Optimal control for wastewater treatment process based on constrained
bare-bones multi-objective particle swarm optimization algorithm

Zhou Hongbiao

(Faculty of Automation, Huaiyin Institute of Technology, Huai’ an 223003, China)

Abstract : To achieve an optimal balance between energy consumption (EC) and effluent quality (EQ) of a wastewater treatment process
(WWTP) , an intelligent optimal control strategy is proposed based on constrained bare-bones multi-objective particle swarm optimization
algorithm (CBBMOPSO). First, a data-driven-based fuzzy neural network prediction model of EC and EQ is constructed utilizing the
process date measured from WWTP. Then, the proposed CBBMOPSO with adaptive disturbance is used for dynamically optimizing the
set-points of dissolved oxygen S, concentration and nitrate nitrogen Sy level. Furthermore, an intelligent decision-making system based
on fuzzy membership function is designed to identify the optimal setting value from the Pareto optimal set. Finally, the optimization set-
points of S, and Sy, are tracked by a fuzzy logic controller to realize multi-objective optimal control of the WWTP. The experimental
results based on the international benchmark simulation model No. 1 ( BSM1) demonstrate that the proposed CBBMOPSO method can
significantly reduce the energy consumption on the premise of assuring water quality.
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N AR IREE DG T BE B 5, 7KK BT 2 B AR DG AR AL
KBRS T AL BT HE " AR O i AR PR
So H Sy HEFE T — M IB 1T K (B, IR IX S,
YR a R A ] BERRIR S A BT A0 i SR PR, 3 R 4R
DX AP % A A7 AL Bk 1) T A, DT 52 00 75 7K Ak BESOR
)R, 3 R R4 DX S o MR 2 A REDRALE SR A6 S Iz 1) M)
HEAT , T4 e M R0 25 B 3 DR, AR A K S DL X S,
S0 BOE AT BT, SCI LA BEREAE N B B n9ft
AR R B R 15 K AL BRACR RIS AT AR 1 — i mT 47
LR,

‘@ 7J( 51': Ifﬂ ﬂ 3& ( waslewaler lreatment processes,
WWTPs ) (0 4k 1] 85 3 240 & LA R LA 1) gdear
LN 7K A B A A 5 7 3ok PR AT G e J3E 728 A 1) S A
I A4 SR K 5 2 M0 O B S 2) e PR Ak
b, FE AN GEFE ;3 ) HERERE W% 52 w1k H AR 1 42 ] 2
B, He A e Ok BT B G R B R CREAE 19 R, TIT IR X
BEFE 7 BLBEFERY 60% LA 54) %5 Redlt Ak I 5 11 24 TR 4%
P, e [ 2 hn i (GB18918 —2002) 1 i /K /K 5t Z %
BOD f—2¢ A FRfEZSR/NT 10 mg/Ls 5 ) F AL %
FHAAC TR B L. e Ah, B TS K A B R A
IBAT 575 PR A )RR 1 Sh AR , R A 1) i 225
Ak, ( control vector parameterization, CVP) U0 25 9 9k 47 Ab
B, CVP Jyidk 2R i (] 3o 53 0 s A B Ay B[] i) B
A IS 18] (8] B AR DI Al T 28024 5 25 R0, L 4 156005
U d f75 K b PR B4 5 2 b 43 %0 12 By, DTG AT RAAR
12 MR A BE

TERd B HILAE B 35 K b B F2 50 H AR AL 5 2
O A 0 R B H AR A ik T G R
FEFEIR , 25 5 PR AOK BISBOEAR S Is 7 A .
I, 1 AR BRREAE AN KK B A B e 4 H AR, 2 H
PROEAL T B SR T 2 & 1) 2 X" . Machado 45
N SRR 88 2 0 A O Ak £ K K IR R A AR )
9 FAR PR, Qiao 25 N SR 38 107 Sh A5 WK 15
9K H A& A A4 i ( DDAOC ) 5332 41t Ak RE FE A H 7K
IR BHIACRIR 1A A R, Zhang %5 TR AR 55
B ST MR ERAE A RN KK BT, SR, ik £ B iR
75 FE A FINAGE s 2 B ARk Il % 4k o 58 H AR
DR, 5 3 A7 R A 2R B8O LA 5 10 Bk s, 1T LA
FIEAE B AR R ECZ A UEOC R o i T im K Ab A1k
SN 3ok R PR A B I, R AR AR L K K BT 2 A L S Y
Fite, M 2 B AR OC AR D7 vk Rl Oe Ak P A B AR A H) T
T8 5 2 5 G554 110 Pareto fift ™, Hakanen %A
KR il NSGA-TT 22 5.2\ £ H A it 4k T H 48 IND-
NIMBUS [a] i 15 1 B <0 RE #& F1 1 K B A 58 24> H AR,
Sweetapple % A" 5% i NSGA-IL [ i £ 14 I % T HE ik
AR R AR L K TS e ) W, Hreiz 45 TSR

NSGA-I [ (At KK FR FIAZ AT LA , Chen 28 L™ S
JH NSGA-IT R It 7K KRR AR BLA, Qiao 45 A
K T NSGA-TT Flph 28 9 2% A 45 G 19 77 12: (DMOOC ) [w] B
ACBEREAIT KK BT, iR T NSGA-TL 1 75 ¥ 78 FEAIR
REFE Y [l B HRUAS T A7 i KK BT, 0 28 T R AR,
W T TS B HEL

ANE] T NSGA-IT v s 44 53 1k 1 kA0 JEVAR kL1 HEAR
A5 (particle swarm optimization, PSO) 200 55 TR S
KBTI MR T S AT DR 25 ) S0, HAT A
W S B A S5 B R SRR R A — L T R R
2 BAria &R, 2 H sk 5 BI040 53
( multi-objective particle swarm optimization, MOPSO) ELf5
XHIEARIR) R Pareto i Y JE AR FHZE L2 1 AN BURR, — IREEAR
AP ARAG 24 Pareto A" ZE D0 A6 )R A5 31 T 1%
TIRLIT S o SR, A8 PSO B3 B w (9 By i i
PGP R 27 > DR 14 3 7 SO S s o I 4 B 1 Y 4
JRARAR AN Jmy F8 T E 1, B ) A S B T AR v i 0 o
Kennedy ' F 2003 4F4 H 195 -7 T BE 07 ( bare-bones
particle swarm optimization, BBPSO) 3% H 3Tk T4 5|
S RN A R | T I e R A: 8 UKL 057 1 SR, O
FLEGH T 88 BB A 22 e T PSO B0k AT 38
i SRR R R, SIS A TR DTG K b B AR 2 H AR
Akl R,

ARSCAE ST BTG KA PRI A A e HRAE S 01
H FrFn KK T R 46 b i A L, SR PSSR bt 22 1) 4%
(fuzzy neural network , FNN) 37 Bifi A 7K 254424 25 T sh 2%
TREE R REAEFUK SRR X TR 2 7KK T 2805 5
B SR S il REFE AT 2 B AR Ak m)
S56 B 2R Pareto S C G R AR FRAL , £ Al 3 1 4
LR Z B AR TR B A58 12 (constrained bare-

bones  multi-objective

CBBMOPSO) 52X} S, I Sy, WE LAY Z HARflifb. &
FHBOR SR i pR B BT TR RE DR 2R GE i o S P i 3 2 i
YR AU A T 30 PR 2 T A S ) 150 0 1AL, iR )2 SR A
W EHl 8 (fuzzy logic controller, FLC) SZEA {1k & (H
RS i R BR o BT A S 56 X R AT I PR R E O B P B
( Benchmark Simulation Model No. 1, BSM1) #1715 &
i,

particle ~ swarm  optimization,
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B, J5 3 AN TT A UK, FE B SR R A RN Ak
FOSE G SXC AR 3 TSR 4 BT R0 U e AR BCEOR R4+
FEREE( 240 d 71, iy AK G B AL 43 2 B Al 2k
PRI, So AT S o 42 25 1) H AR B 70 591 38 1o 34 15 5 5
FITHY IR TR K s MU IR Q, PSS 5 OTH)

A S it

PRI BE (S, 5 ) FIES 2 BATC RN A MR B ( Syo 0 ) KB
RS AL R SE (B, BSMI AR 2 3 52 R 5 /K b B8 3%
SR BT ERVE RO, Vot T WS 8 K B R R R
FRA, 3 AR TR A K 3 e FIIZEL 43 2 B 5508 SO,
KRNI 15 min'™ o (82 FroRs AR AT AK
FIATK Sg Xy 1y Sy MR, 2 W T35 7K A Bl RN A2 6
JEARLE BREE S FANE T A

DR et R B €1 1T

(,)J,J; L iv7v) N v S U 5] v P m=10  To 7.
Q- %, of o i
m;ﬂ o 2 _____
X { AR _g%@_@_____,% )
BHlR | WIERO,, Z, ‘ o
"O,.Z,  |mietino,.z,
K, SRR
1 BSMI FiJ5
Fig.1 Layout of BSM1
Lo So.5 1 S0 PSS LA AL AL FRRERE (EC) A
TR (EQ ) 3X PR B35 4 1) H bR BRI, AE PR IET-35 H 7KK
3.0 JRSHGAPRRTHE T, U5 EC F1 EQ Z (Rl fefE -1
TR S REFE (AE) FIZE X REFE (PE) 5 B BEFEM
| 2 70% L4 IR AL BB EC 5474 X AE Fil PE
‘j 2.0 Z A0, B
EC = AE + PE (1)
2 $5 18 BSMI % L, AE Rl PE {93384
W= 56 8 10 12 14 AE = _ Som (M)Ti Vi« K, (t)dt  (2)
- Tx1.8 x 1000 & ¢
1 (k+1)T
150 PE = o007k (40.(0) +80,(1) +500,(1))di
‘l‘ ““““ S Nou Sun (3)
Wl P RV, R K, 5B 5T 1 PRI R R
E" i ;.\ .y n B, S0 AR AR B, T AR R, 0,.0, F1 Q,
5 LR SS90 00 PR AL 5 0 A D A
® sofy | FQ 77 10 240K A HE G 1k 75 34 0 B 5 1 0 17
A R BSMI SE S, BQ 1924500 ™
Y L
N — EQ = OOOTJ,(,(ZSS(Z) +COD(1) +
T/ 38, (1) + 1084, (1) +2BODy(1))Q,(1)dt (4)

B2 WG RSN AKIEFAIK Sg Xy gy Sy S
Fig.2  The influent flow rate and Sg, Xy, Syy

concentration in dry weather
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BOD, < 10 mg/L,COD < 100 mg/L,
SS < 30 mg/LL (5)
s K EA N 2 KIS AL Syo A K BLR AL Sy
ZH,
25 LA 15K A R BRI AR AR
minF(x) = Uf,,(x) fy(¥)
g(x) =fi(x) -4<0
g (x) =f,(x) -18<0
g (x) =f,(x) -10<0
s.tig,(x) =f,(x) -100 <0 (6)
gs(x) =f5(x) -30<0

x < (k) <o

xy < x, (k) < b

e =[u,0,] =[S, S, ] AT &/ (x) 'S
F AR BRSECS AL R Z B R, =1,2, -,5;
ol @ aw i 2 MU ER ETRRR,i=1,2,

2 ZHEBRMREES

(1) ~ (4) TR, EC FESHAET & K,
Q, M3, EQ FES M AKIRSHA, (HE EC.EQ 5
So.5 Swo X PR AE B 22 0] 93 WA B B G R
T Fsf P ol 240 R 2% 128 1 X 1 7K K 5 2 Bt S il A 28
o R ASCH e BAE IR 3 AR EE EC (EQ AL
KRR S0 FNN FU A5 7 , SR J5 , 1 ] CBBMOPSO
BNT So s F Sy, WEATBHZS TR, B — 2 F F FLC R
Al A 1, S BT K Ab Bl 2 A 22 H bRt il 1R
Pl B ARAEZRUN R 3 i o

[ BSM1
I 1

1}
R

Bo(kg pollution/2h)
4 3 3 8 @
g
@ /
4
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Fig.3 Structure of multi-objective optimal control

2.1 EMHEMERE
KU S B4 FNN #HES7 EC (EQ FH 7KK B2 %5 100
AL STHLNR Y MIMO R4k s .
” Z"; [wﬂ.exp( B ||X(;2cj||z)]
fA(X) = Zl,wﬂ;@j =- n ”X_é_Hz
| Sew(- 5

; &

J

(1)
S X = [, 0y, oy, 1 9 ENN 98 A B, m 8 A
BB, = ey, T8, = [8,.8,.8, 1 41
S LS A 25608 5 0939 B SR 27 140
BRI LRI o, LI j A0 282 0 7 1
Bt s, RUER j A2 0T S8 20 A 27
2R = 1.2, HOUE MRk =1,
RS THIESTS

FNN #2505 > R FTBG JE T BB 05 52 SCH A bR
¥

() = e, (D" = 20y =y (8)

Aoy, MR,y M4 L Pl 4 0 =
[w,e,8]" FmBHumin, MBEEH AN

O +1) = (1) - 2gt) 9

Xfom O NN 280 ) R SCIUZAE R sk i 44 4
FNN_modeling,,
2.2 CBBMOPSO &%
2.2.1 FARLRRFR
FIERT x 8 LHARHEE RN

cv(x) = Z{ max(gj(x),()) + glmax( ‘h/(x) |-6,0)

(10)

Kreg (x) b x 9 T DAFEXLARFM, j=1,2,
o ik (x) RRF x K - ] AN ERAREN, j= T+
1, J+2, ,Kseo(x) AT x MARGEF R,

iR ZA B hs R BUE, X T4 8 R x, Al
x,, Y x, DT x, B B x, B A HSIRC X, SR 2
R Sz — " 1) WA 3 g v A5 i, ELAW x, S0 A
x,32) fif x, RHVTATHR i x, TEATIATIX3) fif x, il x,
PIFEATATIX S, HAf x, 35 A HRER /N, SR BORL
T b lE SCC AR Y R & 4% 8 Non_dominated
2.2.2 MY YD

LT R ZH K MOPSO 53k, A SC R FH 24 B [ 58
H AP RAY R PR AE SR ARAT W AR S e . B BT RE S
WLV BRSBTS TE — E TR
FAREF TR Z R . SCHR 29 ] R F B P B IR B8 1 —
YRR B3 4045 2 e /N 1Y) 22 R Al SCBE i, 75 2 5 kR AR S
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Bef Z REPERIRAL o A SCR I Sh ST ET R B ILkPAN S1
TRt AL PO R I AR, SEIANIAY FE Ak A, B
PRACHS I IEL 4 s, <2 B0 8 Z5 90 5% R R 12 14 ok B i 44
Control_archive .

BN s A P AR R RE S S, e A Al
S HERA LN, FHERRY T AR OR A i, 7S 2 T, Non-
dominated (S;,A,) FH TV S, Fl A, Z A7 25 Pareto 3¢
BKFR . S, W TRSHE A, I, 1% BRI EGR [ 15 A5 0], Y
A MR S, S, FIA BN SRR SR A - 1 B
S5 2 Bl [l SRS O S ERAE AS 4R A

function Control_archive(A,S)

1 fori=1 to ISI

2 forj=1 to Al

3 Slag = Non_dominated(S;,4;) ;

4 if flag = =1

5 mark Aj as a dominated solution ;

6 else if flag = =1

7 mark S; as a dominated solution; break;
8 end if

9 end for

10 delete the marked dominated solutions from A;
11 if S; is not marked as a dominated solution

12 add S; to A4;

13 if I1AI >N,

14 compute the crowding distance value;

15 delete the one with the worst fitness value;
16 end if

17 end if

18 end for

19 return A

4 AMERRY R A P

Fig.4 The pseudo-code of outside fires maintenance

2.2.3 MRS
R ARG 5 phest S 4 BIRL§~ A 4 B 2] 5]
HEI 1A B A . RIHZI0R Pareto 2L FR R
e ARG T, A SEARAN T b1 & 3008 e
(H i 20 R ST IS USRS | 38 AN 5 20hE - S A i
LSS C IFigf i, DK BT A A S A5 | e 28 5 T > 5 fige
IH i B AN RS, W) Bl AL 5 — S A o A A5 | 3
o XEARLF R, Z T BAHT AT — DR
B A, BRI A (1), SEBE phest FFERY
R AT 44 4 Select_pbest
pbest, (1t +1) =
pbest, (1) ,F(pbest; (1)) < F(x,(1+1))
x,(t+1),F(x,(t +1)) < F(pbest,(t)) (11)
random , EAth
2.2.4 BJRGISRHEERE
AR R I D Bt i 1 Ay S A DI SR AR R I B

AF 20380 H AR 1k K B R T, 5 |5 A B 2R 7
o X T2 HbRM, 2 RG] 5% & —24H Pareto I fIi i
8T B AR AR 28 i P — A ghest . AL
FAE 2 AR FE L PR ik R 2 5] 53, L
gbest VEPER) BRELAT 44 M Select_gbest
2.2.5 RFLEEH
M I Zhang 28 4R IR 7, T T B A
S NAC WA RINE DA R AW iE 5[/ W
x;(t+1) =
w; (1) +0o,;(1)NC0,1),U(0,1) <0.5
{gbeszm) St
wi (1) = (rypbest;(t) + (1 —r ) gbest; (1)) (13)

(12)

o;(t) = |pbest, (1) - gbest;(t) [+ A (14)
A =r, V1 —=1t/Tmaxe™ (15)
dis = ||pbest,(t) — gbest,(t) |, (16)

K, Fr, L0, 1] B850 10 B BENLEL; = R b
1> ;A phest  Fl1 gbest,; 2Z [] (1) FEAILAL H FI, X BEAS HF — 20
BT 18 2% 5 PR 5 5 005 5% BE 0 FEJE o, 9 phest, i
gbest, Z R RIEE RSN b A ISR B A5 T, iR KERIR
¥ A 5 pbest; T gbest, 2 18] BR [GHE 25 DL K 3% AR B
5, 24 pbest, 13T ghest, B}, A 19K ; 24 pbest, it & gbest,
BF, A PN s B AR B N, A & T 0, HIER A
MG A B TP R AR R FNIF A BE T, B IR 2
AR Pareto BIVTIFITT REM: . SEEURL 57 B 5 A 10 R AL
i 44 73 Up_particle,,
2.2.6 BRiAE

MOPSO Fiy PR e S8R 1 A A5 352 7T g 2 3k 7 b i
SFJRy#E Pareto BT, RIHCAS SCH A A8 A8 S 883 | i 1k
AR B o [FIHPRRE AR S RS S B 2 o
AT R RERE IR R AT K RE T . BRI AR an &l
5 s, S AR S 4 A 1 pR A 44 O Mutation, Hirpr, o
HARSFSHN R R, T, AR e Rk AR,
k R AR AL ry ~ U0, 1) yu R L5350 R R 5RAE
w7 TR

function Mutation
Pn=€
fort = 1toN

(—axt/Toay)

2
3 if p,, > r3

4 j = random(1,k);

5 range = (u.;= L.;) X p,;
6 x; = x5+ N(O,1) x range;
7 end if

8 ifo > u./then Xy = UL

9 if v; < [ ;then, ;= 1. ;

10 end for

IR R R VAN

Fig.5 The pseudo-code of mutation operator
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2.3 %: Lﬁ‘ﬁ m% {\/‘B NM NS ZAR\ PS PM PB
AT 5 A0 22 26 ) 6 75 i 4 Pareto fif 4 , 7 B2 M 1y a

PEH— AR A , AT S X4 RO AL L P S s T Sy, 119 8

JE R R . A SCOR TR S Bk iRt T o 06

BRERAE R GE. M T A AR F,, M 4 4 2 04l

A SRR x, O R SN 2

l , FL' (xk) < F;nin
P - Fo(x,) _
k i i k d
; = i , F[-"m < F X, < Fr.nd,\ (17
I F;nax _ F;mn i i ( k ) i )
0, Fi(xk) = F™

K FT R FT Sy A HARRER F, (A
fe/MA . B S RCRE x, TR
. X

)INND I
A M2 B 1A, DRSNS S BT R 8, R
R R BT 17 4 i O (i T A o S TR i o S A BRI B
1744 4 Decision_maker,

2.4 ERWMIIBEETISE

24 CBBMOPSO 8.7k 7= S, s il Syo . AL B E (T,
)2 Em o o A IR ER B (. BSMI BE7fE IS 2R
FH PID #£ifil, i1 T PID 5 il 2 85 18, BR R BOR A K3
o AR BIEIT T Sos A1 Syo, FIAS - HEBOR 2 45 45 61
i FLC ko «

Au(t) =~ K, Fuzzy(K e K, Ae) (19)
KK, K K 53R R 22 e (iR 2ER LT Ae FIFRAE
2R Au RN T, FLC % A% &2 X808 40
7 BT HD

{NB,NM,NS,Z0,PS,PM,PB} (20)

Hd NB NM NS .ZO .PS .PM F PB 535 5K i
o BN F /N CIERARNE R o A A R AR 8 S
E AE Fl AU #EREA[ -6,6]

FLC 36 FH e Hr R 51 R SR T8 32 ok 4, O 4 88 D o500
Y PR T A B | 5 I i i iR Bt e R 42 , i A R T4
T MR R IR R RE BE L E LAE F AU RYRER SR 8 pe 4cn
6 Iis

RR A5 7K b B 3 P G A il 28 3, RSO KL ) 1 4 1
JE U] Sy st 2 55 IR A PR Sk 38 30 18 e {1 kg S D) 47 0
s 22 35 /NS DA P4 SRS B A B DR A T 5 o ST T
FF R 1 PR,

RO R, AU (1153 Wb 25048 REASTRI R0 20 1 7
BRI HERIAS 2], SBIHERES, FLC M AU 075 T
DL AL R A7 S A A AL BELAAS 2] A AOREBA(E . 52
PRBR 4 1 1) R £S i 44 24 FLC _tracking,

M (18)

02r

-6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6
E. AE. AU

6 ROH SRR i e B 26

Fig.6  Curves of fuzzy membership function

&1 ERHEHIA R

Table 1 Fuzzy control rules

AE

NB NM NS Z0 PS PM PB
NB NB NB NB NB NM NS Z0
NM NB NB NM NM NS Z0 PS
NS NB NB NM NS Z0 PM PM
Z0 NM NM NS NS PS PM PM
PS NM NM Z0 Z0 PM PB PB
PM NS Z0 PS PM PM PB PB
PB Z0 PS PM PB PB PB PB

2.5 HEZH

57 CBBMOPSO-FLC (1975 /K 4k #1 it #2 3 &5 2 H b5
R = RER TSR N oy (1

1) DAARAR A A Tl B, 2608 Ak A8 i BT BRI BE L
A CBEE A, FIH] BSM1 K& g £k 7 4E 500 ZHAL 5 S, 5.
Soa FIATKIK BT S B0 A Jfin A LA K EC (EQ Fil i 7K 7K 5t
SR ot () BRI, 9% FNN-modeling bR 45 £ 37
EC EQ FH 7KK B H A AL

D)W SR, & FLC & F K K, #l
K, s e R HEVIIRFI R N, B RN A= N, ,
RRERRE T, . TR o,

3) fE P 5 23 (8] Bl LA 46 Ak B A kL, 8 B FNN-
modeling PR, XT N AR 73 51135 M A~ B b5 R EUH,
T IRAIUEFEE P s B R AR T B MRS S pbest 24
RO, VIR AL AMEBRY 2 A, 7S s 2% =0,

4) 5 Non_dominated bR ICHE A1 H (19 9F S C A
JIMASNEASY % A, 3798 ] Control _archive pREUNT A, #E4T
Y I A o A Select_gbest bR $N 4 — AR A
ANERIZR ALY ik gbest

5)4 t =1+ 1, FFIRIEATIEIRER

6) 8 M Up _ particle pR 203 B ki + v &, 8 H
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Mutation pRZLSL A 85246, P8 FNN_modeling pREUT
YrBORLF bR RS, T R P

7) VT Select_pbest BRE B AMAKG [ 5235 pbest ; Y11
Non-dominated FRECERFBE P b 9 9E 32 C A SR
= Ai“l) SRS Control _archive pRE G H #: 47 3 —
B A, 5T Select_gbest sRECE B AR 515 %
gbest ,

8) A FLVE W R 2k S5, WU Bk HE O 2R, O 8 AT
RYGE AL Al S E 5 A R R IR S ) 4k S 1 I
%R

9) W Decision_maker PR AE 372 B fif H 3 B — 4>
A AF AR IFIRAE L [ S0 4 2 Snow 1o

10) # H FLC_tracking pRECXF[ S, ., , S0, ] AL E
EHEAT BRER 2 M O 2L 2 A LAk F I 5 3R, # BSMI
P2k 14 d BE 07 LTS S5 A A ) R M0 B 3) iff 47
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Table 2 Comparison of EC and EQ with different optimal control strategies in the dry weather

AE PE EC EQ
Weather Method

kWh « d~! kWh « d~! kWh « d~! Up/Down (kg poll. /d) Up/Down

Open-Loop 3 341.26 388.15 3729.41 - 6 590.53 -

PID 3 676.28 231.33 3907.61 - 6 096. 63 -

Hopfield®] 3435.11 267.22 3702.33 15.30% * - -

Dry DDAOC! 2 - - 3 700. 54 15.30% * - -
S00C! 3592.87 226.75 3819.72 12.25% 6 205.84 11.79%
DMOOC!H) 3577.80* 233.84 " 3705.63 15.149% * 6 466.75 * 16.07% *
CBBMOPSO-FLC 3 406.71 249. 60 3 656.31 16.43% 6 348.67 14.13%

TE: " FREH T RO S

®3 BEXSIRTARMUIZHRENEHHKKRSHLLE

Table 3 Comparison of average effluent parameters with different quality optimal control strategies in the dry weather

Weather Method Snn Ny BOD; COD TSS
Limit 4 18 10 100 30
influent 30. 14 51.47 70.57 167.3 198.57
Open-loop 4.57 13.54 2.69 47.54 12.58
PID 2.30 16.99 2.67 47.47 12.59
Dry Hopfield!®! 3.24 14.92 2.69 47.55 12.62
DDAOC'?] 2.73 15.84 3.11 44.89 -
sooc! 3.05* 16.31 " - - -
DMOOC! ! 3.19* 17.33* - - -
CBBMOPSO - FLC 3.61 15.65 2.69 47.54 12.61
e FRBH T RS S,
PID #5544, FLC A4S s s, th &1 10 aT LA A Hf AE \PE EC (EQ F1 5 FhF-35 H /K oK it 2 8000 2 AR 1
Ho T PID 5 52 (4, (AL P 26 F L N, Wk Bk L., HUoh, Open-Loop e/ JF 3R 4 il , WA I Ko 1 ]
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SrBHC2 H T mg/L,

M 2w LLFE W, AT PID fE SE (45 i,
CBBMOPSO-FLC ft fb 42 il Jr ik &, KM BEFE EC T FE T

6.43% , KK BUHER EQ LJHT 4.13% ,1X
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Table 4 Comparison of EC and EQ with different optimal control strategies in the rain and storm weather
AE PE EC EQ
Weather Method
kWh - d~! kWh - d~! kWh - d~! Up/Down (kg poll. /d) Up/Down
Open-Loop 3 341.26 388.16 3729.42 - 7701.80 -
PID 3 664.92 253.09 3918.01 - 7 112.12 -
Rain sooc ! 3572.91 257.98 3 830. 89 12.20% * 7215.23 11.45% *
DMOOC!! 3459.12 264. 66 3723.78 14.94% * 7 368.96 13.61% "
CBBMOPSO-FLC 3387.63 288. 63 3 676.26 16.17% 7 461.33 14.91%
Open-Loop 3 341.26 388.16 3729.42 - 7 244.26 -
PID 3 687.47 243.65 3931.12 - 6 635.92 -
Storm sooc!?! 3572.91 257.98 3 830.89 12.20% * 7215.23 11.45% "
DMOOC ! 3425.43 268. 88 3694.32 15.99% * 7 055.32 16.32% "
CBBMOPSO-FLC 3 354.61 279.71 3 634.32 17.55% 7 089. 82 16.84%
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