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Abstract

Faults and operational disturbances in Heat Recovery Steam Generators (HRSGs), such as valve leakage, present significant chal-
lenges, disrupting steam temperature regulation and potentially causing efficiency losses, safety risks, and unit shutdowns. Tradi-
tional PI controllers often struggle due to inherent system delays, nonlinear dynamics, and static gain limitations. This paper intro-
duces a fault-tolerant temperature control framework by integrating a PI plus feedforward control strategy with Physics-Informed
Neural Networks (PINNs). The feedforward component anticipates disturbances, preemptively adjusting control actions, while the
PINN adaptively tunes control gains in real-time, embedding thermodynamic constraints to manage varying operating conditions
and valve leakage faults. A Lyapunov-based stability analysis confirms the asymptotic convergence of temperature tracking er-
rors under bounded leakage conditions. Simulation results using operational data from the Pareh-Sar combined cycle power plant
demonstrate significantly improved response times, reduced temperature deviations, enhanced fault resilience, and smooth gain
adjustments. The proposed adaptive, data-driven methodology shows strong potential for industrial deployment, ensuring reliable
operation, autonomous fault recovery, and enhanced performance in HRSG systems.
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1. Introduction

A Heat Recovery Steam Generator (HRSG) is a key com-
ponent of combined-cycle power plants, recovering waste heat
from gas-turbine exhaust to generate high-pressure steam for
additional power production [1]. This process substantially in-
creases overall plant efficiency, often exceeding 60%. Ther-
modynamic modeling plays a vital role in optimizing HRSG
design and predicting system performance under varying oper-
ating conditions [2, 3].

Among HRSG components, the superheater and desuper-
heater are central to achieving stable and efficient steam temper-
ature regulation [4]. The superheater raises steam temperature
to improve turbine efficiency, while the desuperheater prevents
overheating through precise water injection [5]. Accurate mod-
eling of these components enables reliable prediction of tran-
sient behavior and identification of optimal control strategies
[6]. Recent studies highlight the importance of evaluating their
coupled dynamics for enhanced safety and energy efficiency in
real operations.

One significant challenge in HRSG modeling is managing
disturbances like variations in gas turbine exhaust temperatures
due to load changes, directly affecting steam temperature con-
trol. Traditional feedback control methods react only after er-
rors occur, causing delays and instability. Recent approaches
employ advanced control strategies, such as fractional-order

PID and fuzzy controllers, improving dynamic responses [7].
Waste heat recovery technologies reviewed across multiple in-
dustries emphasize the importance of reliable control systems
to fully realize the benefits of energy recovery and minimize
process variability [8].

Valve leakage faults, particularly in the desuperheater, com-
plicate HRSG temperature regulation. These faults, caused by
mechanical wear or actuator malfunctions, significantly disrupt
temperature control, reduce efficiency, and increase safety risks
[9]. Even minor leakage can substantially impact temperature
regulation, necessitating emergency shutdowns and costly man-
ual interventions. For instance, an undetected valve leakage at
Pareh-Sar Power Plant in 2022 led to severe temperature over-
shoot, triggering emergency shutdowns and incurring signifi-
cant expenses. Examples of valve leakage and associated dam-
age are illustrated in Figures 1 and 2.

Moreover, superheater and desuperheater components are
vulnerable to erosion and corrosion, exacerbating valve leakage
issues and system inefficiencies [10][11]. Regular monitoring
and advanced diagnostic tools are critical for early detection
and mitigation of such faults. For instance, the use of bi-sensor
information fusion has been demonstrated to improve leakage
detection accuracy, while early detection of anomalies through
machine learning techniques enables proactive measures to pre-
vent cascading failures [12][13][14].

In a similar work, the effectiveness of analytical redundancy
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techniques, particularly the residue method, has been demon-
strated for fault detection in steam superheater systems [15].
Similarly, adaptive observer-based fault-tolerant control meth-
ods have been successfully applied in thermofluid systems,
where combined backstepping control and adaptive fault es-
timation maintained stable temperature regulation under both
dynamic and sensor faults [16]. These studies highlight the
potential of adaptive control strategies combined with predic-
tive diagnostics to enhance the robust performance of HRSG.
Furthermore, valve leakage can lead to operational inefficien-
cies, increased emissions, and even safety hazards due to inter-
nal flow disturbances [17][18]. Additionally, Flow Accelerated
Corrosion (FAC) has been identified as a significant contrib-
utor to internal leakage within HRSGs. Turbulence and water
quality can exacerbate FAC, leading to leakage issues in control
valves and also in economizers. Regular maintenance and strin-
gent monitoring of water quality are thus critical in minimizing
FAC and its adverse effects on system performance [19].

Advanced adaptive fault-tolerant control techniques have
also been developed for nonlinear systems affected by actu-
ator faults and dead-zones, where neural network–based ap-
proximation and prescribed-performance backstepping ensure
finite-time stability under switching behaviors [20]. Recent
studies have demonstrated the effectiveness of adaptive and
gain-scheduling control strategies in improving HRSG temper-
ature regulation under nonlinear and time-varying conditions.
These methods dynamically adjust controller gains based on
operating points or estimated parameters, outperforming fixed-
gain designs in transient response and steady-state accuracy
[21, 22, 23]. More recent approaches integrate neural and
physics-informed models for adaptive gain tuning, offering im-
proved robustness and interpretability [24].

In contrast, conventional fixed-gain PI controllers remain
limited in handling faults such as valve leakage [25]. His-
torical data from the Pareh-Sar power plant show temperature
overshoots of up to 6–8 ◦C during leakage events, occasion-
ally triggering safety alarms and manual intervention. Similar
challenges appear in gas-turbine control, where override logic
and Min–Max schemes require rigorous stability analysis due
to their hybrid nature, highlighting the importance of ensur-
ing absolute stability under switching behaviors [26]. While
model-predictive and machine-learning-based controllers have
been explored to enhance performance, their complexity and
computational cost restrict real-time deployment in industrial
HRSGs.

These limitations motivate the development of a physics-
informed adaptive control framework capable of providing real-
time gain adjustment with provable stability and low computa-
tional overhead. To address these issues, this paper proposes
a novel fault-tolerant control framework integrating a PI plus
feedforward strategy with Physics-Informed Neural Networks
(PINNs). PINNs dynamically adjust control gains (Kp,Ki,K f f )
in real-time, embedding thermodynamic laws and enhancing

robustness. Additionally, a Lyapunov-based stability analysis
confirms asymptotic convergence of temperature tracking er-
rors under bounded valve leakage conditions.

The rest of the paper is structured as follows. Section 2
details the superheater and desuperheater model development,
providing comprehensive modeling of the HRSG system com-
ponents. Section 3 introduces the control strategy, incorporat-
ing the PI plus feedforward approach. In section 4, we elabo-
rate on the Development of a PINN along with the associated
Lyapunov stability analysis for adaptive gain tuning. Section 5
presents simulation and real time site results, validating the pro-
posed control methodology against operational data from the
Pareh-Sar power plant, highlighting enhanced system response
and fault resilience. Finally, section 6 concludes the paper by
summarizing key findings and suggesting future research direc-
tions.

(a) (b)

Figure 1: Valve leakage in nozzles of superheaters and its effect in Pareh-Sar
Power Plant, located in northern Iran. a: DSH nozzle taken down for mainte-
nance. b: Cracks inside the nozzle.

Figure 2: DSH of the HRSG in Pareh-Sar Powerplant

2. Superheater and Desuperheater Model Development

2.1. Superheater
Past studies, like [27], emphasizes the importance of ac-

curately simulating HRSG performance over extended opera-
tional periods to enhance the understanding of their dynamics
and efficiency. They employed a dynamic modeling framework
that incorporates various operational parameters and thermo-
dynamic principles to simulate the behavior of HRSGs under
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different conditions. This model allows for the analysis of heat
transfer processes, pressure drops, and temperature variations
within the HRSG, providing insights into how these factors in-
fluence overall system performance. Their model also incorpo-
rated linearization and imposed restrictive conditions on ther-
modynamic relations, while using a genetic algorithm to esti-
mate parameters. Despite its limitations, it describes the ther-
modynamic equation of the outlet temperature of superheater
section as follows[27]:

d
dt

[
maCpTa

]
+ ρsVsCp

dToutSH

dt
= Q +CpṁinSH

(
TinSH − ToutSH

)
(1)

where: ma is the mass of metallic parts (kg), Cp is the spe-
cific heat capacity of air (kJ/kgK), Ta the temperature of metal-
lic parts (◦C), ρs is the density of the material in the superheater
(kg/m3), Vs is the volume of the superheater (m3), ToutS H is the
outlet temperature of the superheater (◦C), Q is the heat ex-
changed (MJ), ṁinS H is the mass flow rate at the inlet (kg/s),
TinS H is the inlet temperature (◦C).

The heat transferred can be expressed in terms of the fuel’s
calorific value and as a function of the fuel flow rate as:

Q = H · ṁfuel (2)

where H represents the calorific value(kJ/kg) and ṁfuel is the
mass flow rate of fuel (kg/s). Thus, by substituting and rewrit-
ing the aforementioned equation, we have:

ṪoutSH = K2

(
K1ṁ f uel + ṁinS H (TinS H − ToutS H ) − ˙̃T a

)
(3)

where:

K1 =
H
Cp

K2 =
1
ρsVs

˙̃T a =
d
dt

[
ma ×Cp × Ta

]
where ṪoutSH is the rate of change of outlet temperature in the

superheater (◦C/s), ˙̃T a is the rate of change in the temperature
of metallic parts, and ṁoutDSH is the mass flow rate at the outlet
of the desuperheater (kg/s).

On the other hand, considering the law of energy conserva-
tion and the system structure, we know that:

ṁin SH = ṁout DSH (4)

Finally, the differential equation for the superheater output
temperature is rewritten as:

ṪoutSH = K2

(
K1ṁ f uel + ṁout DSH(TinS H − ToutS H ) − ˙̃T a

)
(5)

2.2. De-superheater

The desuperheater is used to reduce the temperature of the
superheated steam by injecting cooling water or spray water.
The temperature control of the desuperheater is crucial for
maintaining safe and efficient plant operation. The dynamics
are more complex due to the mixing of steam and spray water,

which can be captured using mass and energy balance princi-
ples. The mass flow rate of steam at the outlet of the desuper-
heater is the sum of the inlet steam mass flow rate and the mass
flow rate of the spray water:

ṁoutdsh = ṁindsh + ṁspray (6)

where: ṁoutdsh is the outlet mass flow rate of steam after the
desuperheater, ṁindsh is the inlet mass flow rate of superheated
steam, ṁspray is the mass flow rate of the injected spray water.

The change in steam temperature where it passes through the
desuperheater is calculated using the conservation of energy,
taking into account the temperature of both the incoming steam
and the spray water[28]:

Ṫoutdsh =

(
Tindsh − Toutdsh

)
ṁoutdsh

m̄outdsh

+
m̄indsh

m̄outdsh

Ṫindsh

−
Tindsh − Tspray

m̄outdsh

ṁspray

(7)

where: Toutdsh is the outlet steam temperature after the desu-
perheater, Tindsh is the inlet temperature of the superheated
steam, Tspray is the temperature of the injected spray water, m̄out

is the average mass flow rate at the outlet.
This equation shows how the outlet temperature of the desu-

perheater is influenced by the temperature difference between
the inlet steam and the spray water, as well as the mass flow
rates of the steam and spray water.

A key relationship in the desuperheater model is between
temperature and enthalpy. The change in enthalpy (∆h) can be
related to the change in temperature (∆T ) using the specific heat
capacity at constant pressure:

∆h = Cp∆T (8)

This relationship is used to compute the temperature varia-
tions based on the energy input or output within each compo-
nent of the HRSG. For instance, during the desuperheating pro-
cess, as the spray water is mixed with the superheated steam,
the enthalpy changes reduce in the steam temperature.

Building on the mass and energy balance equations, we can
refine the expression for the output temperature of the desuper-
heater by incorporating both mass flow dynamics and energy
conservation:

Ṫoutdsh =
Tindsh − Toutdsh

m̄outdsh

ṁout +
m̄indsh

m̄outdsh

Ṫindsh −
Tin − Tspray

m̄outdsh

ṁspray

(9)
This formula provides precise calculation of the outlet tem-

perature under varying conditions, considering the mass flow
rate of steam and spray water and the energy exchange during
the process. The primary objective of the control strategy is to
maintain the steam temperature at desired levels. In the HRSG
system, controlling the temperature at the outlet of the super-
heater and desuperheater is critical for ensuring the efficient
and safe operation of the power plant. To achieve this goal, we
develop a model that relates the manipulated variables (spray
water injection) to the controlled output (steam temperature).
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The primary control action is achieved through by adjusting the
spray water flow rate into the desuperheater. To design a control
strategy, we represent the system in state-space representation.
The state-space model captures the relationship between the in-
put (spray water injection) and the output (steam temperature)
through first-order differential equations.

Let the state variables be defined as: x1(t): The steam tem-
perature at superheater outlet. x2(t): The steam temperature at
desuperheater outlet.

The input to the system is the spray water flow rate u(t), and
the disturbances include variations in gas turbine temperature
and inlet steam conditions. The state-space representation is
given by:


ẋ1(t) = K2(K1d1 + d7(x2(t) − x1(t)) − d3)
ẋ2(t) = K3

[
(d2 + u(t))(d4 − x2(t)) − u(t)(d4 − d5) + m̄indsh d6

]
y(t) = x1(t)

(10)
where: x = [x1, x2]T is the state vector, u(t) is the input (spray

water injection rate), and K3 =
1

m̄outdsh
.

Given Quantity Value Variables
Toutsh x1

Toutdsh x2

ṁspray u
ṁ f d1

ṁindsh d2
˙̃Ta d3

Tindsh d4

Tspray d5

Ṫindsh d6

ṁoutdsh d7

Table 1: Definition of state variables, inputs, and disturbances in the state equa-
tions of the superheater system

These equations captures the temperature dynamics in both
the superheater and desuperheater stages. These nonlinearities
complicate the design of traditional PI controllers, which typ-
ically assume a linear model. Moreover, disturbances such as
variations in gas turbine exhaust temperature and steam mass
flow rates further complicate the system behavior. In real-world
operation, the HRSG system is subject to disturbances and un-
certainties. These include:

1. Variations in Gas Turbine Output: Fluctuations in the ex-
haust temperature of the gas turbine, which affects the heat
input to the superheater.

2. Steam Flow Rate Changes: Variations in the mass flow
rate of steam through the system due to load changes.

3. Measurement Noise: Noise in temperature sensors used
for feedback control.

Given the complexities and nonlinearities in the desuper-
heater behavior, especially under varying conditions, a Non-
linear AutoRegressive model with eXogenous inputs (NARX)

[29] is integrated into the system model to enhance accuracy.
This model is particularly focused on capturing unmodeled dy-
namics or neglected nonlinearities in the x2 behavior.

2.3. NARX Model Structure

The NARX model predicts the correction term ∆x2(t) to ad-
just the original state-space equation:

∆x2(t) = fNARX
(
x2(t − τ1), . . . , x2(t − τp),

u(t − τ1), . . . , u(t − τp),
d1(t), . . . , d7(t)

) (11)

The integration of the NARX model leads to the following
enhanced state-space equation for x2:

ẋ2(t) = K3

[
(d2+u(t))(d4− x2)−u(t)(d4−d5)+ m̄indsh d6

]
+∆x2(t)

(12)
This model is designed to adjust dynamically as the schedul-

ing variables change, enabling the control system to maintain
optimal performance across different operating conditions. In
this study, the scheduling variables correspond to measurable
operating conditions that influence the HRSG heat transfer dy-
namics, primarily the gas turbine exhaust temperature Tgt and
the steam mass flow rate ṁsteam. These variables serve as the
scheduling basis for adjusting the PI and feedforward controller
gains in real time.The NARX model integration ensures that
even the nonlinear aspects of the system are captured, making
the model more robust and accurate.

The NARX term ∆x2(t) is employed to enhance the fidelity
of the desuperheater model by compensating for unmodeled
dynamics and nonlinear heat-transfer effects. Its purpose is
limited to improving the plant representation used for con-
troller tuning and data generation. The PI + feedforward con-
troller and the subsequent PINN-based adaptive design are de-
rived from the nominal physics-based model in (14), which
already encapsulates the essential dynamics required for real-
time implementation. Therefore, while the NARX term im-
proves model accuracy during simulation, it does not appear
explicitly in the control law or in the stability proof.

The nonlinear autoregressive network with exogenous inputs
model was implemented using a feedforward neural network
architecture with one hidden layer of ten neurons and a hy-
perbolic tangent activation function. The model input vector
consisted of delayed samples of the desuperheater temperature
x2(t) and the spray-water valve signal u(t), while the network
output predicted the desuperheater outlet temperature. The net-
work weights were initialized randomly and trained using the
Levenberg–Marquardt backpropagation algorithm to minimize
the mean squared prediction error between the measured and
predicted outlet temperature. A total of 120 hours of simulated
HRSG operating data, generated from the validated nonlinear
model under normal and fault conditions, were used for train-
ing and validation with an 80/20 split.
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3. Control Strategy

The cascade control strategy is pivotal in managing desuper-
heater temperature control within HRSG. This strategy effec-
tively addresses the challenges posed by the dynamic nature of
steam temperature regulation, particularly in response to fluctu-
ations in load and operational conditions. In a typical cascade
control setup, the primary controller focuses on maintaining the
desired outlet temperature of the superheated steam, while a
secondary controller regulates the flow of water into the desu-
perheater to achieve the necessary cooling effect. This hier-
archical structure allows for more precise control, as the sec-
ondary loop can react quickly to changes in steam temperature,
thereby minimizing overshoot and improving stability.

The control primary goal is maintaining the steam temper-
ature (y) at the desired setpoint. The PI controller adjusts the
spray water flow rate (u) based on the error between the mea-
sured temperature and the setpoint, while the feedforward con-
trol anticipates changes in the gas turbine exhaust temperature,
thus preemptively adjusting the spray water flow to mitigate dis-
turbances. Control objectives are:

1. Regulate Outlet Steam Temperature: Ensure that y closely
tracks the setpoint.

2. Minimize Response Time: Achieve fast response to set-
point changes or disturbances.

3. Enhance System Robustness: Improve stability in the
presence of disturbances.

The PI controller combines a proportional term, which reacts
to the current error, and an integral term, which accounts for
past errors. The control law can be expressed as:

u(t) = Kpe(t) + Ki

∫
e(t)dt (13)

where: u(t) is the spray water flow rate, e(t) = x1 − x∗1 is the
control error and x∗1 is the desired constant setpoint, Kp is the
proportional gain, Ki is the integral gain.

In the HRSG system, maintaining accurate steam tempera-
ture control is critical for efficient operation. While traditional
feedback control systems like PI controllers can react to devia-
tions between the setpoint and the actual temperature, they are
inherently reactive, responding after the error has already oc-
curred. We employ a feedforward control strategy alongside
the PI controller to enhance system performance. This strategy
proactively adjusts the control input based on anticipated dis-
turbances, leading to faster, more stable control outcomes. The
feedforward control mechanism is particularly effective in the
HRSG system because of the predictable influence of the gas
turbine exhaust temperature on steam temperature. The exhaust
gases from the gas turbine provide the heat that drives the steam
generation process in the HRSG. Fluctuations in this exhaust
temperature, caused by changes in turbine load or operational
conditions, directly affect the heat transfer and, consequently,
the steam temperature. Since this relationship is well under-
stood, feedforward control can anticipate the effects of these

disturbances and adjust the spray water flow rate to maintain the
desired steam temperature before significant deviations occur.
Using the gas turbine exhaust temperature as the basis for the
feedforward control allows for a faster response to disturbances.
When the exhaust temperature increases, the feedforward con-
troller increases the spray water flow to counter the rise in steam
temperature, and when the exhaust temperature drops, the con-
troller reduces the spray water flow. Therefore, the feedforward
strategy prevents large temperature deviations, minimizing the
error that the PI controller needs to correct. This reduces the
burden on the feedback control system and improves overall
system performance. The combination of PI and feedforward
control offers significant advantages. The PI controller remains
responsible for fine-tuning the system, and addressing any re-
maining discrepancies after the feedforward controller has dealt
with the major disturbances. This integration allows for better
disturbance rejection, faster system response times, and greater
robustness, ensuring that the steam temperature remains within
desired limits even during significant changes in operating con-
ditions.

The feedforward control mechanism utilizes measurements
of the gas turbine exhaust temperature to predict the necessary
adjustments to the spray water flow rate before significant de-
viations in steam temperature occur. The feedforward term can
be represented as:

K f f (Tgt)

where: K f f is the feedforward gain, Tgt is the measured gas
turbine exhaust temperature.

Figure 3 is provided as schematic representations of the over-
all cascade and feedforward control architecture and the physi-
cal layout of the HRSG components. In this schematic context,
Gm and Gs represent the master (superheater) and slave (desu-
perheater) plants within the cascade control loop, while u f f de-
notes the control signal after considering the gas-turbine ex-
haust temperature. The analytical formulation of the controller
is given explicitly in (16).

3.1. Extended Model with Valve Leakage Fault

To address real-world scenarios, we extend the state-space
model by explicitly incorporating a valve leakage fault term
f ≥ 0. This leakage represents unintended cooling, persist-
ing even when the valve is nominally closed (u = 0), altering
the dynamic behavior of the system:

ẋ1 = K2 [K1d1 + d7(x2 − x1) − d3] ,
ẋ2 = K3

[
(d2 + u + f )(d4 − x2) − (u + f )(d4 − d5) + m̄indsh d6

]
,

(14)
where f is the valve leakage fault bounded by f ≤ fmax. The
presence of this fault significantly affects the energy balance,
continuously providing additional uncommanded cooling.

The gas-turbine exhaust temperature Tgt acts as the primary
disturbance influencing the superheater and desuperheater ther-
mal behavior. In the state-space representation (14), its effect
is captured by the disturbance terms d1 (heat input rate) and d4
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(steam inlet temperature). For clarity, these terms can be ex-
pressed as:

d1(t) =d1,0 + γ1
(
Tgt(t) − Tgt,0

)
,

d4(t) =d4,0 + γ4
(
Tgt(t) − Tgt,0

)
,

(15)

where d1,0, d4,0, and Tgt,0 are nominal operating values, and
γ1, γ4 are sensitivity coefficients identified from operational
data. This relation explicitly connects the feedforward term in
the control law (16) to the physical heat input that drives the
superheater–desuperheater dynamics. Consequently, the feed-
forward signal anticipates Tgt-induced disturbances and im-
proves the transient performance of the temperature control
loop.

Figure 3: Schematic illustration of the HRSG temperature-control loop high-
lighting the feedforward signal and location of the leakage fault in the spray-
water valve.

3.2. Time Variant Gains

The hybrid nature of the extended model arises from the in-
tegration of first-principles thermodynamic relations with data-
driven adaptation in the control input u(t). The control law ex-
plicitly accommodates the valve operational modes through a
piecewise definition:

u(t) =


0, e(t) ≤ 0,

Kp(θ)e(t) + Ki(θ)
∫ t

0
e(τ)dτ + K f f (θ)Tgt, e(t) > 0,

(16)
with e(t) representing the temperature tracking error, and Tgt
representing the measurable gas turbine exhaust temperature as
a feed-forward signal. The adaptive gains Kp(θ), Ki(θ), and
K f f (θ) are dynamically tuned using a PINN with adjustable
weights θ.

The explicit addition of valve leakage and the adaptive con-
trol law establishes a robust foundation for managing fault sce-
narios, enhancing the practical applicability and stability of the
HRSG temperature control system. The challenge is to appro-
priately choose these parameters—adjusting them in real-time
based on the current state of the system and the desired out-
comes. Therefore in this formulation:

• Kp and Ki adjust dynamically over time in response to sys-
tem error signal changes and operating conditions, ensur-
ing robust performance.

• K f f provides a feedforward control action based on the
target temperature Tgt(t), helping the system anticipate and
compensate for changes in the desired output.

This can be achieved using a PINN that involves dynami-
cally determining the control gains Kp, Ki, and K f f based on
the real-time states and operating conditions of the system. The
PINN leverages physical equations governing the HRSG sys-
tem to model the underlying dynamics while traning with his-
torical and operational data. Inputs to the PINN include the
error signal e(t), the current system state ToutS H (t), and exter-
nal disturbances such as the gas turbine temperature Tgt(t). The
PINN predicts improved gain values Kp, Ki, and K f f , ensuring
that the control law adheres to physical constraints while min-
imizing the temperature error e(t). By combining data-driven
learning with physical insights, the PINN continuously adjusts
the gains, providing real-time gains that enhance system perfor-
mance, robustness, and adaptability to varying conditions.The
structure of the proposed control strategy is illustrated in Figure
4.

Figure 4: The proposed control structure using PINN

Remark 1. In practical HRSG temperature control systems,
the spray-water valve is physically limited such that u(t) ∈
[0, umax]. To avoid integrator windup when the actuator sat-
urates, standard anti-windup logic is applied in the controller
implementation. Specifically, the integral term is temporarily
frozen or back-calculated when u(t) reaches its limits, ensur-
ing that the control signal recovers smoothly once the valve
re-enters its normal operating range. Although this low-level
safeguard is not explicitly modeled in the stability analysis, it is
routinely incorporated in industrial control systems and fully
compatible with the proposed PI + feedforward architecture
and its PINN-based adaptation framework.

4. Development of a Physics-Informed Neural Network
(PINN)

The complex dynamics of the desuperheater and superheater
system necessitate a robust approach for accurate modeling and
control. To address these challenges, we propose the develop-
ment of a Physics-Informed Neural Network. A PINN lever-
ages both data-driven approaches and the underlying physical
laws governing the system, making it particularly effective for
systems with partially known or highly complex dynamics.

4.1. Introduction to Physics-Informed Neural Networks

In the context of our desuperheater and superheater system,
the PINN is designed to model the system behavior by incorpo-
rating the differential equations that describe the heat transfer
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and fluid dynamics within the system. The network is trained to
fit the observed data and minimize the residuals of the govern-
ing equations, ensuring that the model adheres to the physical
laws.

4.2. Design and Architecture of the PINN
The PINN architecture consists of an input layer, three hid-

den layers using hyperbolic tangent (tanh) activation functions,
and an output layer that predicts the adaptive control gains Kp,
Ki, and K f f .

The key feature of the PINN is incorporating the system
physics through a custom loss function. This loss function con-
sists of two components:

1. Data Loss: This component measures the error between
the predicted outputs and the actual data collected from
the system. It ensures that the network accurately captures
system observed behavior.

2. Physics Loss: This component measures the residuals of
the governing equations when applied to the predicted out-
puts. By minimizing this loss, the network is encouraged
to produce outputs that fit the data and respect the under-
lying physical laws.

Figure 5: The PINN and its Structure

4.3. Physics-Informed Neural Network (PINN) Training
To ensure robust adaptive control, a physics-informed neu-

ral network dynamically tunes the gains Kp, Ki, and K f f . The
PINN is trained using online gradient descent with a loss func-
tion defined as:

L(θ) = Ltrack(θ) + µLphys(θ), (17)

where:
Tracking Error Loss:

Ltrack(θ) =
1
2

(yPINN − y)2, (18)

minimizing the instantaneous squared temperature tracking er-
ror.

Physics-Based Regularization Loss:

Lphys(θ) =
1
2

∥∥∥∥∥∥
[
ẋ1PINN

ẋ2PINN

]
−

[
ẋ1
ẋ2

]∥∥∥∥∥∥2

(19)

where x1PINN , x2PINN and yPINN denote the states and output using
the gains coming from physics-informed neural network . The

right-hand terms represent the ideal physical dynamics (10),
which the network is constrained to satisfy. This formulation
ensures adherence to the explicitly known thermodynamics de-
fined by equations (10), thus embedding physical consistency.

The network parameters θ are updated continuously using:

θ̇(t) = −η
∂L(θ)
∂θ
, η > 0, (20)

where η is the learning rate. This physics-aware adaptive con-
trol structure ensures stable and physically consistent updates
of control gains, enhancing fault tolerance and control perfor-
mance.

In practice, the parameter update in (20) is implemented us-
ing the Adam optimization algorithm. Adam combines first-
and second-moment estimates of the gradients, providing faster
and more stable convergence during training, especially when
minimizing the composite physics-informed loss function (17).

The proposed PINN integrates the HRSG state-space model
into the gain adaptation process by penalizing violations of the
physical dynamics during learning. At each sampling step,
the PINN updates the controller parameters [Kp, Ki, K f f ]⊤ via
gradient-based optimization on a composite loss function that
combines tracking performance with model consistency. This
ensures that the learned controller parameters remain consistent
with the thermodynamic relations governing the HRSG, pre-
venting physically implausible gain updates. This mechanism
distinguishes the PINN approach from purely data-driven adap-
tive controllers and underpins the stability analysis presented in
the following section.

The network consists of three hidden layers with 12 neurons
per layer and employs the hyperbolic tangent (tanh) activation
function. The input vector comprises the current and delayed
values of the gas-turbine exhaust temperature Tgt, the super-
heater outlet temperature Tout, and the control input u, along
with the estimated model residuals derived from the HRSG dy-
namics (14). The output layer directly provides the updated
controller gains, which are then applied in the control law (16).

The network was trained using the Adam optimization al-
gorithm for 10,000 epochs with a batch size of 128, minimiz-
ing the composite loss function (17) that includes both the tem-
perature tracking error and the physics-based model residuals.
A total of 120 hours of HRSG data under normal, ramping,
and fault conditions were used for training and validation, with
an 80/20 split. During both offline training and online simu-
lation, actuator saturation was enforced through the constraint
u(t) ∈ [0, umax], preventing the PINN-generated gains from pro-
ducing infeasible control signals. This structure ensures that the
learned gain trajectories respect the physical limits of the HRSG
system while maintaining consistency with the underlying ther-
modynamic model.

It is noted that the above procedure describes the offline
pretraining of the PINN. During real-time operation, the net-
work parameters θ are further adapted online according to the
gradient-based update law in (20). This hybrid offline–online
learning strategy allows the controller to retain stability guar-
antees while adapting to evolving operating conditions.
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4.4. Stability Analysis

Assumption1. Lipschitz Continuity[30]: There exists L > 0
such that for any control input u, the system dy-
namics g satisfy:

∥g(x, u) − g(x∗, u)∥ ≤ L∥x − x∗∥ (21)

where g(x, u) represents the system dynamics
(ẋ = g(x, u)).

Physically, this assumption is justified by sev-
eral thermodynamic and mechanical factors.
Firstly, the superheater’s metallic tubes and in-
sulation have finite thermal conductivity, inher-
ently restricting rapid temperature variations.
The thermal inertia term K2d7(x2 − x1) specif-
ically reflects the impact of material-specific
properties such as specific heat capacity and
density. Secondly, steam and spray water flow
rates are mechanically limited by equipment di-
mensions, including pipe diameters and pump
capacities, preventing unbounded and abrupt
variations in energy exchange within the desu-
perheater. Finally, valve leakage is physically
constrained by valve design and maintenance
practices, ensuring that perturbations due to
leakage remain finite and manageable within
normal operational ranges.

Assumption2. Sensitivity to Weight Errors: There exists
β > 0 such that for bounded control inputs and
leakage fault f ≤ fmax:

∥g(x, u) − g(x, u∗)∥ ≤ β∥θ̃∥ (22)

where θ̃ = θ − θ∗ denotes PINN weight estima-
tion errors.

This assumption is supported by the operational
limits of the spray valve, which bounds control
inputs (u ∈ [0, umax]), ensuring that even sub-
stantial weight errors produce physically lim-
ited control actions. Furthermore, the desuper-
heater’s inherent energy balance, captured by
the term (d4 − x2), naturally moderates devia-
tions since d4 represents a saturation tempera-
ture, making large instantaneous changes in en-
ergy exchange physically unrealistic. Addition-
ally, for relatively small weight estimation er-
rors (|θ̃| ≪ 1), leakage effects dominate the per-
turbations, naturally dampening the impact of
these errors. These details underscore the prac-
tical boundedness and stability of the nonlinear
system, ensuring the robustness and reliability
of the PINN-based adaptive control approach.

Theorem 1. Consider the HRSG temperature control system
described by (14). For outlet temperature regulation under
valve leakage fault f ≤ fmax:

1. Γ ≻ 0, η > 0, µ > 0

2. K2 > 0, d7 > 0 (physical parameters)

Under Assumption 1 (Lipschitz continuity) and Assumption 2
(weight error sensitivity), with Γ−1 ≻

β2

4L I, all closed-loop sig-
nals are uniformly ultimately bounded.

State Boundedness Condition: Due to the physical constraints
of the HRSG system:

• Temperature x2 (desuperheater) is bounded within opera-
tional limits in healthy condition. Specifically, |x2 − x∗2| ≤
δx2,max where δx2,max is a known constant

This boundedness arises from:

1. Finite thermal capacity of superheater tubes

2. Mechanical limits of steam flow rates

3. Valve design constraints.

Thus δx2,max = max(|x2,min − x∗2|, |x2,max − x∗2|) is fixed.

Proof. Lyapunov function candidate:

V =
1
2

e2 +
1
2
θ̃TΓ−1θ̃, Γ ≻ 0 (23)

Time derivative along trajectories:

V̇ = eė + θ̃TΓ−1 ˙̃θ (24)

= e · K2[K1d1 + d7(x2 − x1) − d3] + θ̃TΓ−1
(
−η
∂L
∂θ

)
(25)

decompose using equilibrium in (14):

V̇ = eK2d7[(x2 − x∗2) − e] + θ̃TΓ−1
(
−η
∂L
∂θ

)
(26)

= −K2d7e2 + K2d7e(x2 − x∗2) + θ̃TΓ−1
(
−η
∂L
∂θ

)
(27)

Adaptation term derivation:

θ̃TΓ−1
(
−η
∂L
∂θ

)
= −ηθ̃TΓ−1 ∂

∂θ

(
1
2

e2 + µLphys

)
= −ηθ̃TΓ−1

(
e
∂e
∂θ
+ µ
∂Lphys

∂θ

)
≤ η

∣∣∣∣∣∣θ̃TΓ−1
(
e
∂e
∂θ

)∣∣∣∣∣∣ + ηµ
∣∣∣∣∣∣θ̃TΓ−1 ∂Lphys

∂θ

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤ η∥Γ−1∥∥θ̃∥

∥∥∥∥∥e
∂e
∂θ

∥∥∥∥∥ + ηµ∥Γ−1∥∥θ̃∥

∥∥∥∥∥∥∂Lphys

∂θ

∥∥∥∥∥∥
≤ ηβ∥Γ−1∥|e|∥θ̃∥ + ηµc∥Γ−1∥∥θ̃∥

where:

• β bounds
∥∥∥ ∂e
∂θ

∥∥∥ (Assumption 2)

• c bounds
∥∥∥∥ ∂Lphys

∂θ

∥∥∥∥ (from Lipschitz dynamics)

Bounding terms:

8



1. Coupling term: K2d7e(x2 − x∗2) ≤ K2d7
2 e2 + K2d7

2 (x2 − x∗2)2

2. Adaptation term:
∣∣∣∣θ̃TΓ−1

(
−η ∂L
∂θ

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ ηβ∥Γ−1∥|e|∥θ̃∥ +

ηµc∥Γ−1∥∥θ̃∥

Apply Young’s inequality:

ηβ∥Γ−1∥|e|∥θ̃∥ ≤
K2d7

4
e2 +

η2β2∥Γ−1∥2

K2d7
∥θ̃∥2 (28)

ηµc∥Γ−1∥∥θ̃∥ ≤
1
2
∥θ̃∥2 +

η2µ2c2∥Γ−1∥2

2
(29)

combined bound (using |x2 − x∗2| ≤ δx2,max):

V̇ ≤ − K2d7e2 +
K2d7

2
e2 +

K2d7

2
δ2x2,max (30)

+
K2d7

4
e2 +

η2β2∥Γ−1∥2

K2d7
∥θ̃∥2 (31)

+
1
2
∥θ̃∥2 +

η2µ2c2∥Γ−1∥2

2
(32)

so we have:

V̇ ≤ −
K2d7

4
e2 +

(
η2β2∥Γ−1∥2

K2d7
+

1
2

)
∥θ̃∥2 +C (33)

C =
K2d7

2
δ2x2,max +

η2µ2c2∥Γ−1∥2

2
(34)

with Γ−1 ≻
β2

4L I, define Q = Γ−1 −
β2

4L I ≻ 0:

V̇ ≤ −
K2d7

4
e2 −

1
2
λmin(Q)∥θ̃∥2 +C (35)

= −
K2d7

2

(
1
2

e2
)
−
λmin(Q)
λmax(Γ−1)

(
1
2
θ̃TΓ−1θ̃

λmax(Γ−1)
λmax(Γ−1)

)
+C (36)

≤ −
K2d7

2

(
1
2

e2
)
−
λmin(Q)
λmax(Γ−1)

(
1
2
θ̃TΓ−1θ̃

)
+C (37)

(since ∥θ̃∥2 ≥
θ̃TΓ−1θ̃

λmax(Γ−1)
)

≤ −min
(

K2d7

2
,
λmin(Q)
λmax(Γ−1)

) (
1
2

e2 +
1
2
θ̃TΓ−1θ̃

)
︸                ︷︷                ︸

V

+C (38)

≤ −min
(

K2d7

2
,
λmin(Q)
λmax(Γ−1)

)
V +C (39)

where κ = min
(

K2d7
2 ,

λmin(Q)
λmax(Γ−1)

)
> 0.

Solving the differential inequality V̇ ≤ −κV +C:

V(t) ≤ V(0)e−κt +
C
κ

(1 − e−κt) (40)

taking limit superior as t → ∞:

lim sup
t→∞

V(t) ≤
C
κ

(41)

lim sup
t→∞

[
1
2

e2(t) +
1
2
θ̃T (t)Γ−1θ̃(t)

]
≤

C
κ

(42)

this implies:

1. Regulation error bound: Since V ≥ 1
2 e2,

lim sup
t→∞

1
2

e2(t) ≤ lim sup
t→∞

V(t) ≤
C
κ

=⇒ e2(t) ≤
2C
κ

=⇒ lim sup
t→∞

|e(t)| ≤

√
2C
κ

2. Weight error bound: By Rayleigh-Ritz inequality,

θ̃TΓ−1θ̃ ≥ λmin(Γ−1)∥θ̃∥2

=⇒ V ≥
1
2
λmin(Γ−1)∥θ̃∥2

lim sup
t→∞

1
2
λmin(Γ−1)∥θ̃(t)∥2 ≤ lim sup

t→∞
V(t) ≤

C
κ

=⇒ ∥θ̃(t)∥2 ≤
2C

κλmin(Γ−1)

=⇒ lim sup
t→∞

∥θ̃(t)∥ ≤

√
2C

κλmin(Γ−1)

with constants:

κ = min
(

K2d7

2
,
λmin(Q)
λmax(Γ−1)

)
> 0

C =
K2d7

2
δ2x2,max +

η2µ2c2∥Γ−1∥2

2

Q = Γ−1 −
β2

4L
I ≻ 0

proving uniform ultimate boundedness of all closed-loop sig-
nals.

5. Simulation and Real Time Site Results

5.1. Introduction

Following the theoretical analysis of the proposed control
law, it is imperative to validate the control performance under
real-world conditions. This section presents the validation pro-
cess using operational data from the Pare-Sar power plant. The
objective is to demonstrate the effectiveness and robustness of
the proposed control system when applied to the actual dynam-
ics and uncertainties inherent in large-scale power plant opera-
tions.

5.2. Description of the Power Plant

The Pare-Sar Power Plant operates under varying load con-
ditions. However, its operational profile is distinct due to ge-
ographic and climatic factors, which introduce additional chal-
lenges for the control system. These include handling higher
temperature gradients and more frequent load changes, mak-
ing it an ideal site for validating the robustness of the proposed
control law.
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5.3. Data Acquisition and Preprocessing

Operational data was collected from the power plant over
continuous periods, focusing on key parameters influencing the
superheater and desuperheater control loops. The primary vari-
ables of interest include:

1. Inlet and Outlet Temperatures: Tin, Tout for both the super-
heater and desuperheater.

2. Mass Flow Rates: ṁsteam, ṁspray representing the flow rates
of steam and spray water.

3. Control Inputs: Including valve positions and spray water
flow commands.

4. External Disturbances: Such as ambient temperature vari-
ations and changes in load demand.

The data underwent preprocessing to remove noise and out-
liers, accurately representing typical operational conditions at
both power plants. Time alignment and normalization tech-
niques were applied to facilitate a meaningful comparison
across different operational periods and conditions.

It is noted that the removal of noise and outliers was per-
formed solely during offline data preprocessing for model train-
ing and simulation analysis. During real-time operation, the
controller acts directly on the raw plant measurements, which
are already filtered by the standard instrumentation and control
system of the HRSG unit.

5.4. Simulation and Performance Evaluation

To evaluate the effectiveness of the proposed Physics-
Informed Neural Network mechanism for adaptive gains, we
conducted simulations using historical data obtained from the
Pareh-Sar power plant. This data, which includes a wide range
of operating conditions, provided a comprehensive basis for
testing the robustness and efficiency of our approach.

The simulations were designed to replicate the real-world
conditions under which the power plant operate. We utilized
the historical datasets to simulate the input variables, such as the
inlet temperatures, mass flow rates, and external disturbances,
while applying the PINN-based control strategy to dynamically
adjust the control gains Kp(t), Ki(t), and K f f (t) in real-time.
The objective was to maintain the desired output temperature
(Tout) with minimal deviation from the setpoint under varying
conditions.

The baseline cascade PI controller used in this study cor-
responds to the existing control structure implemented in the
reference HRSG unit, which does not include a feedforward
term. This configuration was therefore selected to provide a re-
alistic benchmark representing current industrial practice. The
proposed controller introduces a feedforward path and PINN-
based adaptive gain tuning as an extension of the conventional
strategy. While a fixed feedforward gain was also tested during
preliminary simulations, its effect on dynamic performance was
marginal, confirming that the main improvement arises from
the adaptive, physics-informed gain scheduling proposed in this
work.

The valve leakage fault scenario is simulated using the vali-
dated nonlinear HRSG model to evaluate the controller’s fault-
tolerant capability.

5.5. Results and Performance Analysis

Figure 6 presents the output steam temperature signal and
the spray water valve position in two scenarios: with and with-
out the feedforward signal and gain-scheduling procedure. As
shown in the Figure 6, adding the feedforward signal and im-
plementing gain-scheduling significantly reduces the peak tem-
perature. The changes in coefficients Kp, Ki, and K f f over time
have been demonstrated in Figure 7.

It is important to note that properly selecting the feedforward
signal coefficient K f f (t) plays a critical role in improving the
system response. If this coefficient is set to a higher value, the
spray valve opens earlier, effectively reducing the steam tem-
perature peak caused by increased power output. However, this
coefficient cannot be set too high, as excessive water spray may
result in an undershoot of the steam temperature, leading to un-
wanted thermal losses. Additionally, the tuning of the control
coefficients, including the appropriate values of Kp(t) and Ki(t)
for the master and slave controllers, has a significant impact
on the response quality and the fluctuations in the output steam
temperature.

The simulation results demonstrate a significant improve-
ment in control performance when using the PINN-based mech-
anism compared to traditional fixed-gain or manually tuned
controllers. Specifically, the following performance metrics
were observed:

• Improved Tracking Accuracy: The PINN-based con-
troller maintained the outlet temperature (Tout) closer to
the setpoint with reduced tracking error, even under sce-
narios with large disturbances or rapid changes in operat-
ing conditions.

• Energy Efficiency: By dynamically adjusting the feed-
forward and feedback gains, the system improved the use
of spray water, leading to more efficient operation and re-
duced energy consumption.

Table 2 summarizes key performance indices comparing the
baseline PI controller and the proposed PI + FF + PINN ap-
proach. The proposed controller achieves a 65% reduction
in root-mean-square temperature error (RMSE), a substantial
reduction in overshoot, decreasing from 523◦C to 518◦C and
nearly eliminates steady-state offset.

Table 2: Performance comparison between baseline PI and proposed controller.

Metric Baseline PI Proposed Improvement

RMSE (◦C) 4.8 1.7 65% ↓
Overshoot (◦C) 523 518 5 ◦C ↓
Steady-state error (◦C) 2.2 1.1 50% ↓
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Figure 6: Comparing control input (up) and output (down) of the system with
and without the proposed control strategy

Figure 7: Coefficient Kp (up), Ki (middle) and K f f (down) over time.

5.6. Validation and Implementation of Control structure in
Pareh-Sar Power Plant

On December 6, 2023, the proposed control logic was suc-
cessfully implemented for validation on Unit 1 of the Pareh-Sar
Combined Cycle Power Plant. The results of this implementa-
tion are presented in this section.

5.6.1. First Test:
In this test, power output change rate at the Pareh-Sar plant

was set to 3 MW per minute. For the first scenario, the control
structure was tested under the current rate of power change,
examining how the spray valve opens and its effect on steam
temperature during a gas turbine load increase of approximately
25 MW. Figure 8 shows the exhaust gas temperature change
during this scenario.

Following the application of these conditions, the output
steam temperature and the percentage of spray valve opening

were obtained, as shown in Figure 8. According to this figure,
the maximum steam temperature overshoot was 1.2◦C (with
a steam temperature of 516.2 ◦C compared to the setpoint of
515◦C).

Before these changes were implemented in the logic, a sim-
ilar test was conducted under the same conditions on May 1,
2023. During this test, the steam temperature overshoot was
about 6◦C, as shown in Figure 6. In this previous test, the
overshoot was significant enough that the steam temperature
reached 523◦C, triggering an alarm and forcing the operator to
reduce the setpoint to control the temperature.

The new control structure effectively reduced tempera-
ture peaks by incorporating feedforward signals and gain-
scheduling, as demonstrated in this test. It improved the system
responsiveness to load changes, leading to a more stable steam
temperature regulation.

Figure 8: Exhaust (up) and Steam temperature (middle) changes and Spray
valve position (down) during Test 1

5.6.2. Second Test:
Considering that in certain conditions the power output may

increase faster, the second scenario was designed with a rate
of 6 MW per minute. In this test, we again examined how the
spray valve opened and its effect on the steam temperature dur-
ing a gas turbine load increase of approximately 25 MW. Figure
10 illustrates the exhaust gas temperature signal during this sce-
nario.

Following the application of these conditions, the output
steam temperature and the spray valve position were recorded,
as shown in Figure 10. According to these figures, the max-
imum steam temperature overshoot was 2.2◦C (with a steam
temperature of 517.2◦C compared to the setpoint of 515◦C).

As a result, the enhanced control logic reduced the peak
temperature by approximately 3 to 5 degrees. This improve-
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Figure 9: Coefficient Kp (up), Ki (middle) and K f f (down) over time during
Test 1

ment can potentially increase the setpoint from 517◦C to around
520◦C or 521◦C.

Such an increase in the setpoint would translate to an approx-
imate 1 to 2 MW increase in power generation for each steam
unit.

Figure 10: Exhaust (up) and steam temperature (middle) changes and Spray
valve position (down) during Test 2

The proposed fault-tolerant control framework was validated
using real operational data from the Pareh-Sar Power Plant,
where persistent leakage was observed in the desuperheater

Figure 11: Coefficient Kp (up), Ki (middle) and K f f (down) over time and
during Test 2

valve once it opened. However, unlike an intermittent distur-
bance, the leakage fault f remains active throughout operation
and does not disappear when the valve closes. This was con-
firmed by data showing that even when the Distributed Con-
trol System (DCS) computed u = 0, there was still measurable
spray water flow in the desuperheater, indicating the continued
presence of valve leakage. The data was sampled at a time step
of t = 1 s.

A comparison of the computed spray input u(t) versus the
measured spray mass flow confirms the persistent effect of f .

The key parameters used in the simulation are a nominal
steam flow ṁin = 65 kg/s as per measured data, a saturation
temperature setpoint Tsetpoint = 517◦C, and control constraints
limiting the spray valve input to u ∈ [0, 10] kg/s.

This modeling choice closely replicates real conditions ob-
served in Pareh-Sar, where mechanical degradation and also
cracks in valve components results in sustained leakage, regard-
less of the DCS control effort.

5.7. Controller Comparison
To demonstrate the benefits of adaptive gains, two controllers

were evaluated:

• Baseline fixed-gain PI controller: This represents the
standard industry practice with constant Kp, Ki, and no
feedforward compensation.

• Proposed PINN-based adaptive controller: Employs
real-time gain tuning and feedforward adaptation using gas
turbine temperature as a proxy for load changes.

Figures 12 and 13 illustrate the current control strategy im-
plemented in the power plant using a fixed PI controller. Fig-
ure 12 compares the control input signal u(t) from the DCS with
the measured valve behavior in the field, revealing a persistent
leakage fault even when the valve is nominally closed. Fig-
ure 13 shows the resulting temperature response at the super-
heater outlet, where the fixed PI controller exhibits weak per-
formance, including sluggish dynamics and failure to maintain
the desired setpoint under fault conditions. Notably, the tem-
perature overshoots to nearly 523◦C, triggering high-high (HH)
limit warnings and pushing the boiler operation close to its trip
threshold. This condition forces the operator to manually in-
tervene and reduce the temperature setpoint to avoid further
escalation, causing the unit to operate below its nominal per-
formance. As a result, the steam delivered to the turbine units
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falls short of the desired temperature, ultimately reducing the
overall power output of the cycle.

Figure 12: Control input u(t) command (up) and measurement (down) over
time, indicating the presence of leakage fault in the valve.

Figure 13: Output temperature of DSH Todsh over time.

5.8. Temperature Tracking and Control
Figure 14 illustrates the evolution of the temperature track-

ing error e(t) alongside the control input u(t) under the proposed
control strategy. During the initial period (t<2000s), the con-
troller does not command water injection (u(t)=0); however,
due to the presence of leakage, unintended cooling occurs. As a
result, the process temperature is lower than the setpoint but re-
mains within acceptable limits. At approximately t ≥ 1800s, a
load change introduces a transient error, prompting active con-
trol. The controller increases the spray flow u(t) to counteract
the disturbance. Despite the persistent leakage, the system suc-
cessfully stabilizes the superheater outlet temperature to within
setpoint, demonstrating effective fault compensation and robust
performance.

Figure 15 illustrates the real-time adjustment of the adaptive
gains Kp(t), Ki(t), and K f f (t), as computed by the PINN. Prior
to the activation of the controller loop (t < 2000 s), the gains
remain steady at their nominal baseline values. After the valve
affected by leakage begins to open, the proportional gain Kp(t)
dynamically adapts, fluctuating between approximately 0.8 and
1.8, to enhance the controller responsiveness to rapidly chang-
ing conditions. In contrast, the integral gain Ki(t) and feedfor-
ward gain K f f (t) remain close to their optimal values, consis-
tent with their roles in rejecting steady-state errors and compen-
sating for gas turbine exhaust temperature, respectively. This

Figure 14: Tracking error (up) and control input (down) of DSH over time.

adaptive tuning strategy ensures smooth and bounded control
behavior, enhancing robustness and reducing the risk of insta-
bility under fault conditions.

Figure 15: Controller coefficients Kp(t) (left), Ki(t) (middle), and K f f (t) (right)
over time.

Figure 16 illustrates the dynamics of PINN weight adapta-
tion. Before the valve opens and the controller activates in
the loop, the PINN weights remain stable around their nomi-
nal values, following initial calibration. In contrast, the valve
opening at t ≥ 2500 s triggers rapid adjustments in the net-
work weights. Although the weights experience abrupt changes
upon controller initiation, they stabilize within approximately
100 seconds after that. It is worth noting that all weight com-
ponents remain bounded, satisfying |θ(t)| < 1.0 throughout the
entire adaptation process. This ensures that the adaptive gains
remain stable and avoids introducing destabilizing oscillations.

Figure 16: Trajectories of PINN weights over time

The simulation outcomes, validated using real operational
leakage data from the Pareh-Sar power plant, underscore the
practical efficacy and robustness of the proposed adaptive con-
trol methodology. Specifically, the PINN-based approach ex-
hibits fault-specific gain adaptation precisely at the onset of
valve leakage, closely mirroring actual operational behavior.
The rapid convergence of the Lyapunov function confirms that
the control strategy reliably ensures global asymptotic stabil-
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ity, even in the presence of persistent leakage faults. This ap-
proach significantly enhances industrial relevance by reducing
manual tuning efforts, minimizing turbine trip events, and ulti-
mately lowering maintenance and operational costs. In contrast
to the fixed-gain PI controller—which demonstrates sluggish
recovery, overshoot beyond safety thresholds, and necessitates
manual operator intervention—the PINN-enhanced controller
provides automated, responsive, and stable adaptation in real
time. Overall, the results affirm the robustness and practical ap-
plicability of the PINN-enhanced PI plus feedforward control
framework for resilient temperature regulation in HRSG sys-
tems under faulty conditions.

6. Conclusion

This study developed and validated a fault-tolerant, adap-
tive control framework for heat recovery steam generators,
targeting the persistent challenge of valve leakage in super-
heater–desuperheater systems and the broader need for im-
proved temperature regulation under dynamic operating condi-
tions. The proposed control architecture integrates feedforward
compensation, gain-scheduling, and real-time adaptive tuning
using physics-informed neural networks, offering a compre-
hensive solution that blends model-based control theory with
PINN.

The feedforward strategy effectively mitigates predictable
disturbances, such as fluctuations in gas turbine exhaust tem-
perature, by anticipating their effects and preemptively adjust-
ing the control input. Combined with gain-scheduling, this ap-
proach reduced temperature overshoot by 3–5◦C in field imple-
mentation at the Pareh-Sar Combined Cycle Power Plant, en-
abling a higher steam temperature setpoint and translating to an
estimated additional 1–2 MW of power generation per steam
unit.

To ensure adaptability and robustness, the PINN framework
dynamically adjusts the PI and feedforward gains while em-
bedding physical constraints derived from the HRSG thermo-
dynamics. Using a physics-informed loss function, the PINN
minimizes temperature tracking errors while maintaining inter-
pretability and constraint adherence. Proper tuning of the adap-
tation gain ensures smooth control evolution and convergence
of the closed-loop system.

Simulation results using real industrial data demonstrate the
effectiveness of the proposed controller in maintaining stable
and reliable performance under leakage fault scenarios. The
adaptive nature of the PINN eliminates the need for manual tun-
ing, maintains bounded weights and smoothly varying control
actions, and ensures quick recovery from disturbances.

Overall, this work presents a robust, scalable control frame-
work for HRSGs that enhances temperature regulation, im-
proves energy efficiency, and supports fault tolerance. It bridges
the gap between physics-based engineering and data-driven in-
telligence, laying the foundation for next-generation control so-
lutions in safety-critical energy systems.
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