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Abstract

Pulsed fluidic actuators play a central role in the fluid flow experimen-
tal control strategy to achieve better performances of aeronautic devices.
In this paper, we demonstrate, through an experimental test bench, how
the interpolatory-based Loewner Data-Driven Control (L-DDC) frame-
work is an appropriate tool for accurately controlling the outflow veloc-
ity of this family of actuators. L-DDC combines the concept of ideal
controller with the Loewner framework in a single data-driven rationale,
appropriate to experimental users. The contributions of the paper are,
first, to emphasise the simplicity and versatility of such a data-driven ra-
tionale in a constrained experimental setup, and second, to solve some
practical fluid engineers concerns by detailing the complete workflow and
key ingredients for successfully implementing a pulsed fluidic actuator
controller from the data acquisition to the control implementation and
validation stages.

1 Introduction
The design of active closed-loop flow controllers constitutes an important field
of research in fluid mechanics. Active flow control is considered in many appli-
cations among which flows over open cavities (see e.g. [1]) and backward facing
steps, boundary layer flows (see e.g. [2]), flows over airfoils or in combustion
processes (see e.g. [3, 4]). The possible objectives are to maintain laminarity or
delay transition to turbulence, decrease turbulence level, reduce noise, increase
lift and decrease drag, enhance mixing and heat release etc. Without detailing
the specificity and the control methodology employed in each cases, in most
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Figure 1: Extract of the open-loop data collected on the experimental setup.
The output response y(tk/N ) (solid orange) is obtained by feeding the PFA
with an on/off PRBS input signal u(tk/N ) (dotted blue). The averaged output
y(tk) (solid black) results in averaging y(tk/N ) over N samples. The actuator
needs to be controlled to fit the reference sent by the outer-loop controller and
deliver an almost continuous mean value.

of these contributions and the references therein, both the sensor(s) and the
actuator(s) are supposed to be lumped and ideal. By this, one intends that
the sensors are capable to deliver instantaneous and accurate measurements,
while the actuators are able to deliver the exact control signals computed by
the flow controller (e.g. with no delay, no noise, continuous control signal and
unbounded intervals, etc. ). These developments are relevant for academic and
methodological purposes. However, in order to move towards experimental ap-
plications and expect real-life validations, it is essential to consider a realistic
setup instead of these idealised versions. Therefore, accurate consideration of
the actuator-sensor combination is absolutely necessary. This constitutes the
core of this paper.

Among the different flow actuator technologies available, which may be clas-
sified as mechanical (e.g. surfaces using electrical, hydraulic, morphing actu-
ation) or fluidic (e.g. pulsed or continuous blowing, synthetic jet), the pulsed
fluidic actuator (PFA) stands as a simple, ergonomic, economic and affordable
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Figure 2: Overview of the inner-loop considered. Controller K(z) is the con-
trol law to be computed (sampled at frequency fs2), Pulsed Width Modulation
(PWM) block transforms the continuous signal into on/off values (sampled at
frequency fs1) and Average block is a down-sampling function providing the
mean value of the input signal. The system is illustrated by its top view photo,
where left side represents the PFA and right side, the Pressure Sensor (PS).

solution. The latter is therefore widely used in fluid mechanics for control ap-
plication. The most widely used PFA type are valves which control the output
mass flow rate / pressure issued from a reservoir at rest with fixed pressure and
temperature. A considerable amount of studies can be found in the literature
on the attempts, with more or less success, to control flows in various applica-
tions. While their response time and operating frequency can be high enough
compared to the main characteristic time of the flow to manipulate (at least one
order of magnitude larger), it is noteworthy that this class of actuators is mainly
used to excite the flow within the receptivity range of its most unstable modes,
namely the large-scale structures. Their level of authority is however restricted
since the PFA, alone, acts on the flow on a limited spatial domain. In practical
applications, these actuators are therefore usually installed in arrays to provide
enough energy to gain authority over the considered flow region and mechanism
to be controlled. Beside this, one major drawback is that they work either
completely open or closed and are thus on/off systems, see Figure 1. To be in-
tegrated in a global flow control scheme, these actuators may be equipped with
sensors measuring the current outflow velocity and be accurately controlled at
high frequency with an inner controller so that the velocity of the blown air fol-
lows the reference control signal provided by the outer controller. Indeed, these
actuators are not ideal as usually assumed, presenting asymmetric dynamics
and noise, as shown on Figure 1. On the basis of the above comments, there
is a need for providing practitioners and applied fluid engineers a systematic
and simple approach to design a controller tailored to PFA devices, allowing
to track a given reference signal fed by an outer flow controller. As mentioned
previously, in practice multiple PFA are generally employed in parallel. Due to
manufacturing and installation versatility, some discrepancies in the character-
istic responses are most of the time observed between the PFAs installed. One
additional need is therefore to provide a methodology that can be easily applied
on multiple installed devices [5].

The main objective of the present contribution is therefore to provide prac-
titioners and experimental researchers a simple but yet effective methodology
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and practical workflow to implement pulsed fluid actuators flow controllers
directly from experiments. This is achieved through the L-DDC algorithm
(Loewner Data-Driven Control). This technique relies on the definition of an
ideal controller, derived from a reference model [6, 7], which allows to use the
Loewner framework [8] to construct a reduced order controller, simple to imple-
ment. While the contribution is more methodological rather than theoretical,
authors believe that the interpolatory-based data-driven control design process
presented in this paper solves practical problems faced by practitioners, namely,
the complete PFA controller design using open-loop data collected directly on
the experimental setup only. This approach has proven to be effective on infi-
nite dimensional systems [9], for numerical control [10] and relates to data-driven
stability analysis [?].

The major benefit of this data-driven rationale is that the control design only
requires one single set of open-loop data collected on the actuator, allowing to
account for variations and discrepancies from an actuator to an other and thus to
design a control law tailored to each system. Instead of spending time and energy
in an identification and control design process, the data-driven approach is less
costly to deploy in practice and tailored to each actuator. In addition, as the
proposed workflow does not require any optimisation iteration, its application
remains easy in an experimental context. Finally, given a set of open-loop data
and an objective closed-loop specification, the proposed process automatically
finds the controller structure and gains.

The control and experimental setup and closed-loop architecture are de-
scribed in Section 2. Section 3 recalls the interpolatory-driven L-DDC design
approach, and details the key steps to follow for proper implementation. Sec-
tion 4 is devoted to the illustration and analysis of the obtained experimental
results. Conclusions and comments finally close the paper in Section 5.

2 Experimental setup and closed-loop description

2.1 Overall control setup
A schematic view of the inner control loop is given in Figure 2. From a control
engineer perspective, the flow control may be referred to as the outer-loop (out
of this paper scope) while the pulsed fluidic actuator controller is referred to as
the inner-loop. Following Figure 2, we are interested in the inner-loop only and
more specifically in the control design, implementation and validation on a real
PFA. With reference to Figure 2, r(tk) denotes the reference signal (typically the
control signal provided by an outer controller) at time tk, y(tk) the measurement
signal at time tk (typically the instantaneous velocity measured at the output
of the PFA), e(tk) = r(tk) − y(tk) the error signal at time tk. Then u(tk) is
the reference control signal computed at time tk by the sampled-time controller
K(z) to be designed. Then, u(tk/N ) is the on/off control signal, at time tk/N ,
modulated in pulse width by the Pulsed Width Modulation (PWM) block.
The picture in Figure 2 represents (left) the top view of the PFA and (right)
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the Pressure Sensor (PS), sensing y(tk/N ), here velocity, at time tk/N , which
is then down-sampled and averaged at time tk, leading to y(tk). As suggested
on Figure 2, two sampling frequencies denoted as fs2 and fs1 = Nfs2 (N ∈ N),
referring to sampling times tk/N and tk respectively, are required to implement
the controller. Details of this multi-sampling setup is given later in this section.

2.2 Experimental setup
The experimental test bench is composed of a PFA and a hot-wire probe (PS)
as shown on the photo on Figure 2. The acquisition and generation of the
command laws are carried out thanks to a real-time hardware system (National
Instruments NI PXI-1042 mainframe).

The PFA used in the present study is a SX11F-BH micro-valve from SMC
which can operate, according to the manufacturer, up to 1 kHz at a mean flow
rate of 50 L/min. The asymmetric response times at opening and closing, again
according to the manufacturer, are 0.55ms and 0.4ms respectively. For the
present purpose, the valve is alimented with compressed air at constant pres-
sure (2.2bar). A short tube of 5mm diameter is used at the valve exit. The
instantaneous velocity at 3D downstream the tube exit is surveyed thanks to
a hot-wire probe (Dantec 55P11) connected to a 55M10 DISA constant tem-
perature anemometer (CTA). Note that since the purpose of the present paper
is to demonstrate the potential of the methodology introduced, no calibration
of the hot-wire probe is effected. The voltage of the hot-wire probe is there-
fore directly considered as representative of the exit velocity and used as the
output signal y(tk/N ). From an application point of view, PFA equipped with
outflow velocity sensors need to be developed (here an external hot-wire probe
system is used). This is currently being investigated in the Micro Opto Electro
Mechanical Systems (MEMS) community.

2.3 Pulsed width modulation and average blocks
As the PFA works with only on/off control, a PWM function has naturally
been implemented on the software side of the setup to transform the sampled-
time signal u(tk) provided by the controller K(z) into u(tk/N ), a stair signal
with varying length (or duty cycle D). In addition, in order to take into account
for noise measurement, since the probe sensor is not ideal, an average block
is introduced and which operates on the measurement signal. The following
presents the PWM and Average blocks in details.

2.3.1 PWM block

ThePWM block uses a rectangular impulsion signal taking values between umin
and umax and which length is modulated. This modulation results in variation
of the mean of the signal u(tk) to convert. If one considers an impulsion with
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a high frequency fs1 and a duty cycle D ∈ [0, 1], the averaged value uavg(tk) of
the resulting signal is given by

uavg(tk) =
1

Ts2

∫ Ts2

0

u(tk)dtk

=
1

Ts2

(∫ DTs2

0

umaxdtk +

∫ Ts2

DTs1

umindtk

)
= Dumax + (1−D)umin,

(1)

where Ts1 = 1/fs1 and Ts2 = 1/fs2. Obviously, the PWM should be sampled
at rate N times higher than that of the signal u(tk) to be modulated (with
N ∈ N). In practical applications, a simple way to generate the PWM is to
use the intersection method which simply requires a saw-tooth carrier signal
denoted uc(tk), with frequency fs2 and amplitude from umin = minu(tk) to
umax = maxu(tk), that should be compared to the incoming signal u(tk). When
uc(tk) > u(tk), then u(tk/N ) = umax, and u(tk/N ) = umin otherwise. Note that
in the present case, the carrier signal has the same frequency as the control
signal u(tk).

2.3.2 Average block

The average block consists in averaging the measurement value y(tk/N ) over
N past samples. The resulting output is a down-sampled signal y(tk), which
represents the averaged output to be controlled and that should track r(tk).
The main purpose of such block is to partially filter the measurement noise,
making the averaged value y(tk) more representative of the output state than
the instantaneous value y(tk/N ).

Remark 1 (About N) For some applications, the parameter N is dictated by
the hardware and setup. However, most of the time, it can be chosen by the
user and is thus an additional tuning parameter. A rule of thumb is to chose
N ≥ 10 to ensure that the PWM block will be able to translate the control
signal into an accurate binary output. Still, large N leads to too strong filtering
of the measured signal and may result in irrelevant behaviour. On the other
side, low N may lead to noisy data and thus inaccurate data-driven controller
design. Consequently, authors advice users to use this parameter accordingly to
the setup limitations and use it as a trade-off.

2.4 Signals characteristics and specifications
Now the experimental setup and PWM/Average blocks have been presented,
let us summarise the signals characteristics as follows:

• r(tk) (sampled at fs2), is the reference signal to be tracked. This signal
is continuous and is fed by the outer control. For the considered future
application of turbulence control, its bandwidth is below fc = 5Hz1 The

1Note that this bandwidth may be considered as way too slow for fluid engineer. Still, this
does not affect the method and higher bandwidth will be consiered in future works.
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knowledge of this signal characteristics is essential in the construction of
the objective performance Mfj(s) (see Section 3).

• y(tk/N ) ∈ [ymin ymax] (sampled at fs1), is the measurement signal ob-
tained by the PS. It allows measuring the air flow velocity at the exit of
the actuation. Note that the distance of the probe from the PFA exit has
an impact on the control law by adding a delay in the time response of
the device. This is an additional reason justifying for the data-driven ap-
proach: the design can be reproduced easily for different distances or/and
different probe sensors.

• y(tk) ∈ [ymin ymax] (sampled at fs1), is the averaged and down-sampled
value of y(tk/N ) on blocks of duration 1/fs1 .

• u(tk) ∈ [0 umax] (sampled at fs2), is the control signal provided by the
PFA controller to be modulated by the PWM block. The sampling
frequency of this signal determines the carrier and frequency of thePWM.

• u(tk/N ) ∈ {0,umax} (sampled at fs1), is the effective modulated (pulsed)
control signal sent to the PFA.

In our configuration, the controller K(z) and the PWM modules respec-
tively run at frequency fs2 = 100Hz and fs1 = 1000Hz (thus N = 10 is the
PWM multiplicity factor). Now the setup and signals characteristics have
been introduced, let us describe the main result, namely the workflow adopted
to obtain the controller K(z) structure and gains.

The method proposed in this paper, detailed in the next section, aims at
designing a controller K(z) to improve the tracking performances of the couple
PFA-PS. Indeed, as this system is stable and minimum-phase, the system does
not need to be stabilised. The emphasis will therefore be put on enhancing
closed-loop performances while maintaining stability.

3 Main result: data-driven fluidic actuator con-
trol design

3.1 Overview of the approach and control objective
Considering the closed-loop structure of Figure 2, the objective is to track a
reference signal r(tk) up to a frequency of fc = 5Hz, being the maximal fre-
quency of the outer loop (not detailed here). To this aim and for the simplicity
and flexibility of the implementation, a frequency-domain interpolation-based
data-driven approach has been chosen. The employed workflow is summed up
in Algorithm 1 and key steps are described in the remaining of this section.
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Algorithm 1 L-DDC based PFA control design
Require: A desired reference closed-loop model Mfj(s), a PWM frequency

fs1 and ratio N ∈ N.
Ensure: K(z) sampled at fs2, leading to similar performances to Mfj(s) when

inserted in the loop.
1: (Section 3.2) Collect open-loop data

• Generate an exciting signal using a pseudo-random binary sequence
denoted uprbs(tk/N ).

• Excite the PFA system with u(tk/N ) = uprbs(tk/N ), collect y(tk/N ) =
yprbs(tk/N ) and compute the mean values leading to the so-called
open-loop data

{tk,uprbs(tk),yprbs(tk)}Mk=1.

• Compute the corresponding Fourier signals ũprbs(ıωi) and ỹprbs(ıωi),
leading to the frequency-domain experimental transfer data as{

ıωi,Φi =
ỹprbs(ıωi)

ũprbs(ıωi)

}N
i=1

.

2: (Section 3.3) Apply L-DDC

• Compute the ideal controller K?(ıωi).

• Use interpolation-based data-driven model construction and obtain
the full order interpolant controller Kfull(s).

• Apply rank revealing factorisation for controller order reduction lead-
ing to K̃(s).

3: (Section 3.3) Compute K(z), the discrete-time version K̃(s) using any dis-
cretisation method, with frequency sampling fs2 = fs1/N .
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3.2 Open-loop data acquisition and frequency response
construction

The first three steps of Algorithm 1 are now detailed and commented. These
steps consists in exciting the system to obtain a relevant open-loop frequency
response.

3.2.1 Construction of a PRBS exciting signal

Open-loop data can be obtained using a pseudo random binary sequence signal
as input of the system2. This signal consists in an on/off sequence of vary-
ing length. A "random" sequence of these signals, whose duration should last
enough to reach steady state output and short enough to excite frequencies
above the cut-off one of the system, is defined. The Fourier transform of the
sequence uprbs should be constant over the frequencies until a cut-off and is
thus equivalent to a white noise over these frequencies. In practice, due to the
rectangular shape of each pulse given as

uprbs(tk/N ) = rectTs2(t/Ts2)

{
1 , ∀t ∈ [−Ts2/2, Ts2/2]
0 , elsewhere (2)

the corresponding Fourier transform reads

ũprbs(f) =
sin(πfTs2)

πf
= Ts2sinc(πTs2f), (3)

where Ts2 = 1/fs2. Thus, harmonics can be observed every kπTs2 (for k ∈ N)
and should be treated in the post-processing phase.

3.2.2 Frequency transfer construction

Based on the input uprbs(tk/N ) and corresponding output yprbs(tk/N ) signals,
one computes the averaged signals uprbs(tk) and yprbs(tk) and their Fourier
transform ũprbs(ıωi) and ỹprbs(ıωi) respectively (ı =

√
−1). Then, the cross

correlation transfer of these signals are used to construct Φi as

Φi(ıωi) =
ỹprbs(ıωi)

ũprbs(ıωi)
. (4)

In opposition to the spectral energy density, the cross (or inter-correlated) spec-
tral density is a complex number which gain represents the interaction power
and which arguments represents the phase between uprbs(tk) and yprbs(tk). Now
the open-loop data have been collected and treated, the Loewner Data-Driven
Control (L-DDC) process is deployed [11, 9].

2Note that many other exciting signals exist but this one suits well to such a fluidic system.
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3.3 Loewner Data-Driven Control
The L-DDC algorithm allows to design a controller on the basis of frequency-
domain data from the system to be controlled. As presented in [12, 11], the
L-DDC approach covers the choice of the reference model, the definition of the
ideal controller (step 2, bullet 1) and its interpolation (step 2, bullet 2) and
reduction based on the Loewner framework (step 2, bullet 3), but also a data-
driven stability analysis of the resulting closed-loop. These different aspects of
the L-DDC control design are detailed hereafter for the proposed application.

Remark 2 (Continuous vs. sampled-time L-DDC) Note that, in the end,
a continuous controller K̃(s) is obtained and then discretised to obtain the con-
trol law K(z). An hybrid version of the L-DDC, allowing to obtain directly
a discrete controller for a continuous system, also exists and can be found in
[10], but has not been used here for practical reasons (remove work and work
decoupling).

Reference model specification As detailed in [9], the choice of the specifi-
cations is a key aspect of the L-DDC procedure, and can be a difficult task for
a practitioner. Indeed, in the general case, the user should take into account the
performance limitations of the system to be controlled to avoid compensations
of instabilities between the system and the controller, which would lead to an
internally unstable closed-loop. The performance limitations of a system are
determined by its own instabilities, imposing interpolatory conditions on the
closed-loop to be achievable. When the system is only known through data,
its instabilities, and the associated performance limitations, must be found in a
data-driven way, as it is proposed in [9], using the model-free stability analysis
introduced in [13] and [14].

In the present case, as pointed in in Section 2, the actuator-sensor couple
is stable and minimum-phase. This result can also be determined from the
experimental data as in [14], or using the Loewner-based stable projection as
explained in [?] and chap. 5 of [?]. Therefore any stable transfer function can
be used as reference model. In this favorable case, the L-DDC procedure is
greatly simplified: there is no instability to estimate and any stable transfer
function can be used as a reference model. To that extent, the reference model
can be chosen as a simple, well-known and desirable model such as a first-order
one given as

Mfj(s) =
1

s
2πfj

+ 1
, (5)

with a unitary static gain for precision purposes (no steady-state error). The
only parameter left to choose is the desired closed-loop speed, determined by
the frequency fj ∈ R+: it is to be chosen according to the bandwidth frequency
of the phenomenon to be controlled in the outer-loop. In this study, three
frequencies are considered, f1 = 1Hz, f3 = 3Hz and f5 = 5Hz, corresponding
to reference models Mf1 , Mf3 and Mf5 , leading to the design of three K(z)
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discrete-time controllers, respectively denoted Kf1(z), Kf3(z) and Kf5(z). In
what follows, the design is detailed for M = Mf1 only.

Ideal controller definition Once the reference model M is fixed, it is possi-
ble to use the available open-loop data {ıωi,Φi}Ni=1 to define the ideal controller
K?. It is the unique LTI controller that would have given the desired perfor-
mances during the experiment if inserted in the closed-loop. By definition,
samples of its frequency response can be computed as follows, ∀i = 1 . . . N :

K?(ıωi) = Φ−1
i M(ıωi)(I −M(ıωi))

−1, (6)

where I denotes the identity matrix of appropriate dimension.
Thanks to the ideal controller, the identification can be shifted from the

system to the controller, and this is what makes the L-DDC procedure data-
driven (see e.g. [6]). Indeed, the main step, detailed in the next paragraph,
consists in obtaining a (rational) realisation Kfull of the ideal controller K? that
satisfies the following interpolatory conditions, ∀i = 1 . . . N :

Kfull(ıωi) = K?(ıωi), (7)

and then to derive K̃, a reduced-order version of it.

Full and reduced controller design via Loewner The Loewner framework
allows to find a rational LTI model Kfull achieving (7). Recent descriptions of
the Loewner realisation landmark by Mayo and Antoulas are available in [8]. In
short, let the interpolation points ıωk be divided in two equal subsets as follows
(λi ∈ C and µj ∈ C):

{zk}2mk=1 = {µj}mj=1 ∪ {λi}mi=1 = {ıωk}Nk=1. (8)

The Loewner realisation framework by [8] consists in building the Loewner L ∈
Cm×m and shifted Loewner Lσ ∈ Cm×m matrices defined as follows (in the
single input single output case), for i = 1, . . . ,m and j = 1, . . . ,m:

[L]j,i =
K?(µj)−K?(λi)

µj − λi
[Lσ]j,i =

µjK
?(µj)− λiK?(λi)

µj − λi

. (9)

Then, the model Km given by the following descriptor realisation,

Emδ {x(·)} = Amx(·) +Bmu(·) and y(·) = Cmx(·), (10)

where Em = −L, Am = −Lσ, [Bm]k = K?(µk) and [Cm]k = K?(λk) (for
k = 1, . . . ,m) and whose related transfer function

Km(ξ) = Cm (ξEm −Am)
−1
Bm, (11)
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satisfies (7). In (10), δ(·) denotes the derivative operator in the continuous-time
and the forward one in the sampled-time. Similarly, ξ is the Laplace variable
in the continuous case and the z operator in the sampled case. Assuming that
the number 2m = N of available data is large enough, then it has been shown
in [8] that a minimal model of dimension n < m that still interpolates the
data can be built with a projection of (10) provided that, for k = 1, . . . , 2m,
rank (zkL− Lσ) = rank ([L,Lσ]) = rank

(
[LH ,LσH ]H

)
= n. In that case, let

us denote by Y ∈ Cm×n the matrix containing the first n left singular vectors of
[L,Lσ] and X ∈ Cm×n the matrix containing the first n right singular vectors of
[LH ,Lσ

H ]H . Then, Kfull : (Y
HEmX,Y HAmX,Y HBm, CmX) is the minimal

McMillian degree rational function also satisfying the interpolation conditions
(7) (see details in [15]).

However, Kfull is often of very high order and such a controller would be
too complex to be implemented. In the present case, the interpolation gives a
high-order minimal realisation, n = 290, principally due to noisy data.

Similarly to the rank truncation performed above, the Loewner framework
allows to control the complexity of the identified controller. It is possible to
obtain a r-th order reduced controller K̃ of the minimal realisation Kfull by
applying the SVD on the Loewner pencil and truncating with a user defined
order r < n. The order of the controller becomes a parameter that can be tuned
by the user, accordingly to the Loewner singular value decay. In the present
case, the SVD decay of the associated Loewner pencil is given on Figure 3 (see
[16] for practical details and chap. 2 of [17] for some applications).

Figure 3 suggests an order r = 3 as it provides almost 80% singular value
contribution (i.e. σ1+σ2+σ3 ≈ 0.8

∑n
i=1 σi). However selecting an order r = 1

still achieves to 50% of the information σ1 ≈ 0.5
∑n
i=1 σi. Such choice leads to

a pure integral control action, which discrete-time model reads

K(z) =
kj
z − 1

, (12)

where kj ∈ R+ is the integral gain, computed by the proposed L-DDC pro-
cedure. Figure 4 shows the responses of the ideal controller, as well as the
reduced integral controllers obtained with r = 1 (continuous and discrete), and
compare it to the order r = 3 one. Note that the control order remains a param-
eter that the designer can choose according to its implementation limitations.
Here the simple integral choice has been considered as a good trade-off between
complexity and performances.

Preliminary verification The reduction of the controller model implies that
the closed-loop, denoted TK, obtained when inserting the reduced and sampled-
time K controller, will not be equal to the desired reference model M. Therefore,
it is interesting to compute the frequency response of the expected closed-loop
TK on the basis of the available open-loop data {ıωi,Φi}Ni=1 from the system
as follows, ∀i = 1 . . . N

TK(ıωi) = (I + ΦiK(eıωiTs2))−1ΦiK(eıωiTs2). (13)

12
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r = 1 (dotted magenta), r = 3 (dashed green) and its time-sampled version
Kf1(z) (solid red).

14



The result of the expected closed-loops for three different controllers is il-
lustrated later on Figure 6. Note that for r = 3, authors considered that the
gain was not important enough with respect to experimental benefits of such a
simple integral structure, and is therefore not illustrated.

About stability The choice of the reference model presented earlier ensures
that the ideal controller stabilises the system internally. However, there is no
stability guarantee regarding the use of a reduced-order controller. In [9], the
small-gain theorem is derived in a data-driven way: it is shown that limiting the
controller modelling error during the reduction step ensures internal stability.
This stability test is very conservative and another solution would be to use the
projection-based technique of [13] or the one in [17] to conclude regarding the
stability of the closed-loop. Both approaches are data-driven one and may be
used to guess the stability. Note also that in the single input-single output case,
the Nyquist criteria can also be considered.

4 Experimental results and analysis

4.1 Considered configurations
Based on the presented control design rationale and preliminary validation pro-
cedures presented in Section 3, we are now ready to implement and validate
the control setup on the real experimental test bench. The real-time acquisition
and control functions, including the control law K(z), the PWM and Average
blocks as schematised on Figure 2, are implemented within a LabView interface.
For the considered flow system, three different controllers denoted Kfj(z) with
the same structure as in (12), sampled at fs2 = 100Hz, corresponding to three
different performance objectives Mfj(s) as defined in (5), for j = {1, 3, 5}, are
constructed. These may be read as,

• Kf1 , where k1 = 0.0462 (Mf1 with f1 = 1Hz),

• Kf3 , where k3 = 0.1385 (Mf2 with f3 = 3Hz), and

• Kf5 , where k5 = 0.2309 (Mf3 with f5 = 5Hz).

For the considered application, following Figure 2 notations, N = 10 and thus
fs1 = 1000Hz were chosen. The closed-loop performances are first validated
with a sine sweep signal and second, with a more realistic reference trajectory.

4.2 Closed-loop sine sweep reference signal
We first apply a reference signal r(tk) being a frequency sweep from 0.1Hz
to 30Hz, of duration 1000s and amplitude ranging from the minimal to the
maximal possible values of the system. The mean values yfj(tk)

3 for all three

3Signal yfj (tk) refers to y(tk) on Figure 2, for the j-th configuration (j = {1, 2, 3}).
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Figure 5: Closed-loop time-domain response to a sine sweep in frequency as ref-
erence. Coloured shade, the different mean output values yfj(tk) (corresponding
to y(tk) on Figure 2) for different Kfj controllers (corresponding to K on Figure
2).

configurations and time-domain responses are first reported on Figure 5, in
response to a sweep reference signal r(tk).

The averaged output flow velocity well tracks the reference signal consid-
ered. In all three cases, the low frequencies are well tracked, which is already
an important result for PFA systems and in view of fluid flow control. One
can also observe that the tracking is more accurate in high frequencies with the
more aggressive controller Kf5 , synthesised to target a bandwidth of f5 = 5Hz,
validating the reference model approach of the data-driven procedure. Figure 6
compares the experimental frequency-domain responses from r to yfj , denoted
Tryfj

, with TKfj
, the expected closed-loop computed in (13). For each con-

trollers, the resulting closed-loop Tryfj
provides a similar frequency response

trends as the one expected and illustrated with TKfj
. Some differences per-

sist but can fairly be attributed to the nonlinear and non-symmetric nature of
the pulsed actuator. Indeed, as illustrated in Figure 1 and shown later in the
section, when a reference amplitude close to zero is requested, some stick-like
behaviour are observed, leading to a loss of accuracy. Still, the obtained control
law designed solely through the lens of a pure data-driven approach, provides
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Figure 6: Comparison of the gain (top) and phase (bottom) of the closed-loop
frequency-domain responses of Tryfj

(from r to yfj), obtained with the designed
controllers Kfj , compared to the expected closed-loops TKfj

.
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Figure 7: Closed-loop response using controller Kf1 , of the averaged output
y(tk) (solid orange) to a variable reference trajectory r(tk) (dashed black). Av-
eraged control signal u(tk) (dotted blue).

the required performances.

4.3 Closed-loop using realistic reference signals
Let us demonstrate the efficiency of the proposed control with a more realistic
reference signal r(tk). Figure 7 shows the tracking performance of the mean
output y(tk) and control u(tk) signals using the first controller Kf1

4. Clearly,
Figure 7 exposes really satisfactory results in terms of tracking. As previously
pointed, one can remark that some chattering artefact and difficulties appear
when tracking in low amplitude references. This observation can be correlated
to the asymmetric actuator characteristic which produces a stick-like behaviour
in the valve opening. Even though not in the scope of this study, one way to
limit this effect is to add high frequency noise in the control signal to avoid
the problem, but at the price of an actuator fatigue (note that the approach is
similar to solutions used in friction control). The averaged control signal u(tk)
is also reported. Interestingly, a simple integral controller action, obtained from
a single open-loop data collection, using only on/off signals, allows tracking a
complex reference signals with a good accuracy.

5 Conclusions and discussions
One underlying objective of this paper was to bridge the gap between fluid
experts and control engineers by providing practitioners a simple way to ad-
just a control law for a pulsed (on/off) fluidic actuator, without spending too

4On Figure 7, indices are removed and notations are the one of Figure 2.
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much energy in a time consuming identification-control process. To this aim, a
frequency-domain data-driven approach (celebrated as L-DDC) is used. Such
a procedure, which solely relies on a single experimental data set, allows to find
the order and controller gains tailored to the system under consideration. The
complete approach has been applied and validated through an experimental
setup. As an interesting result, a simple integral action was shown to be enough
for ensuring such a tracking task. Authors believe that the proposed workflow
presents a valid alternative to the complex identify and control approach, espe-
cially in the experimental wind tunnel context where experiments are expensive
and time is limited. In the coming steps of the project, 96 similar pulsed fluidic
actuators and their associated (integral) control will be installed and used over
a complete one meter wing span. These 96 actuators may be lumped as a single
one with a given bandwidth in order to control a flow phenomena over a given
geometry, through an outer-loop control law. Connections with positive systems
are also under investigation to integrate actuators limitations [18]5.
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