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Abstract

This paper presents a novel fault-tolerant control framework for steam temperature regulation in Heat Recovery Steam Generators
(HRSGs) subject to actuator faults. Addressing the critical challenge of valve degradation in superheater spray attemperators, we
propose a synergistic architecture comprising three components: (1) a Sliding Mode Observer (SMO) for estimation of unmeasured
thermal states, (2) a Physics-Informed Neural Network (PINN) for estimating multiplicative actuator faults using physical laws as
constraints, and (3) a one-sided Sliding Mode Controller (SMC) that adapts to the estimated faults while minimizing excessive
actuation.

The key innovation lies in the framework of closed-loop physics-awareness, where the PINN continuously informs both the
observer and controller about fault severity while preserving thermodynamic consistency.

Rigorous uniform ultimate boundedness (UUB) is established via Lyapunov analysis under practical assumptions. Validated on
real HRSG operational data, the framework demonstrates effective fault adaptation, reduced temperature overshoot, and maintains
steam temperature within ±1°C of the setpoint under valve effectiveness loss.

This work bridges control theory and physics-guided machine learning to deliver a practically deployable solution for power
plant resilience, with extensions applicable to thermal systems subject to multiplicative faults.

Keywords: Heat Recovery Steam Generator (HRSG), Fault-Tolerant Control, Sliding Mode Observer (SMO), Sliding Mode
Control (SMC), Physics-Informed Neural Network (PINN), Multiplicative Actuator Fault

1. Introduction

The growing demand for flexible operation of combined cy-
cle power plants has intensified challenges in maintaining crit-
ical process variables under equipment degradation. Heat re-
covery steam generators, which harness waste heat from gas
turbines, require precise steam temperature control to ensure
efficiency, prevent material stress, and avoid catastrophic tube
failures. Superheater sections—where the final steam tempera-
ture is controlled—are particularly susceptible to actuator faults
in spray water valves. This vulnerability that is further exacer-
bated by the frequent load cycling inherent in modern power
systems. Fig. 1 illustrates a typical heat recovery steam gener-
ator system in a combined cycle configuration.

One prevalent issue encountered within HRSG systems is
the failure of superheater components. These failures often
arise due to severe operational conditions, including overheat-
ing and thermal cycling, which can lead to degradation of mate-
rial properties [1]. Such failures not only reduce the efficiency
of the HRSG but also result in significant downtime and re-
pair costs [2]. Accurate modeling is essential for understand-
ing how actuator failures propagate through the system, af-
fecting heat transfer processes and overall system performance
[3]. Simulation-based studies have enabled analysis of HRSG
behavior under non-standard operating conditions, providing
valuable insight for improving design robustness [4]. Further-

more, data analytics and monitoring technologies now support
real-time diagnostics of actuator health [5, 6], enhancing fault
prediction and maintenance scheduling. These insights under-
score the need for actuator fault modeling in desuperheaters,
particularly multiplicative faults arising from erosion, stiction,
and scaling [7, 8].

Numerous field investigations have examined failure mecha-
nisms in superheater and attemperator components under pro-
longed thermal loading. Attemperators installed in superheater
steam lines have been reported to be highly prone to thermal-
fatigue cracking and creep-fatigue interaction, wherein mi-
crostructural analysis revealed transgranular and intergranular
cracks leading to eventual rupture [9]. Similarly, recurrent su-
perheater tube failures have been attributed to long-term over-
heating caused by attemperator over-spraying, with remedial
retrofitting implemented to restore tube integrity [10]. A study
on a 600 MW secondary superheater header showed that local-
ized overheating due to magnetite deposition obstructed steam
flow and induced tube leakage after extended service life [11].
Moreover, analysis of a T22-steel superheater tube rupture re-
vealed “fish-mouth” deformation and carbide depletion, con-
sistent with short-time overheating from burner or steam flow
irregularities [12].

Collectively, these findings demonstrate that even small de-
viations in spray-water regulation or thermal transients can ini-
tiate severe mechanical degradation in HRSG superheater as-
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Figure 1: HRSG in Pareh-Sar Powerplant

semblies. Such evidence underscores the necessity for robust
control and fault-tolerant strategies to mitigate overheating and
ensure long-term reliability.

Actuator faults in desuperheater valves, typically manifest-
ing as loss of effectiveness due to stiction, erosion, or scaling,
compromise temperature control, and pose significant opera-
tional risks. These faults introduce multiplicative effects that
conventional controllers cannot address. Fig. 2 illustrates the
degradation in spray performance due to loss-of-effectiveness
faults in desuperheater nozzles.

Figure 2: A fully functional desuperheater nozzle produces a finely atomized
spray into the steam flow (top left). A loss-of-effectiveness fault, caused by
blockage or mechanical damage, reduces spray quality (top right) or allows
undispersed water to enter the steam pipe (bottom), leading to thermal shock
and water hammer damage[13].

Maintenance reports from the Pareh-sar combined cycle
power plant, located in northern Iran, confirm frequent occur-
rences of such faults. Specifically, logs show instances where
the Distributed Control System (DCS) commanded a 70% valve
opening, but the valve only responded with 40% due to de-
graded actuator effectiveness. Conversely, in shutdown scenar-
ios, the controller demanded full closure, yet the valve remained
partially open at around 15%. These discrepancies resulted in

steam temperatures deviating from the desired setpoints, trig-
gering operator interventions. In several cases, operators manu-
ally adjusted the control loop setpoint to restore safe conditions.
Such manual overrides not only reduced thermal efficiency in
the HRSG but also negatively impacted the overall performance
of the combined cycle plant. Fig. 3 shows the types of equip-
ment damage typically caused by prolonged desuperheater mal-
function.

Figure 3: A loss-of-effectiveness actuator fault in the desuperheater can lead to
over-temperature conditions, water hammer, or thermal shock, resulting in se-
vere damage to piping and equipment and potentially causing extended outages
for repair[13, 9].

Furthermore, the core challenges are compounded by (1) un-
measured states, as critical temperatures (e.g., attemperator and
intermediate steam states) lack physical sensors; (2) strong non-
linearities, due to convective heat transfer dynamics with bi-
linear terms; and (3) real-time constraints, given the need for
online fault adaptation without process interruption.

In terms of state estimation, recent advancements include dis-
tributed estimation strategies for complex systems[14, 15]. For
example, Zhang et al. developed a distributed observer capa-
ble of fusing subsystem models to reconstruct internal states
under fault conditions [16]. Similarly, Luenberger-style ob-
servers have demonstrated real-time capabilities, allowing ef-
fective tracking of internal variables even in the presence of
unknown inputs[17].

Nonlinearities in HRSG control are another limiting factor.
Conventional PI/PID control strategies often fall short due to
long time delays and thermal inertia. Alternatives such as Vir-
tual Reference Feedback Tuning (VRFT) have shown promise
in thermal power unit regulation by mitigating delay-related is-
sues [18]. Advanced feedback mechanisms, including back-
stepping control and nonlinear model-based strategies, have
also been proposed for improving control fidelity in steam tem-
perature regulation [19]. In this context, low-order ADRC
schemes with phase-compensation have shown strong potential
for handling the large inertia and high-order dynamics of su-
perheated steam temperature systems, demonstrating improved
robustness and disturbance rejection in practical thermal power
units [20]. Similarly, modified ADRC formulations have been
developed to compensate for sluggish dynamics in SST pro-
cesses, offering improved tracking and disturbance rejection
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along with field-validated performance in large power plants
[21]. Beyond ADRC-based methods, nonlinear decoupling
strategies have also been proposed for steam power plants to
independently regulate pressure and steam temperature, effec-
tively eliminating inverse-response behavior and improving ro-
bustness under large load variations [22].

Regarding real-time adaptation, robust FTC schemes like
fixed-time sliding-mode controllers have been proposed for
waste heat systems to ensure stability despite rapid opera-
tional disturbances [23]. Dynamic modeling approaches for
combined cycle plants also demonstrate the value of real-time
fault-resilient control [24]. Nevertheless, complex interac-
tions—such as the pinch point phenomenon in heat exchang-
ers—introduce sharp performance drops in thermal systems
that challenge both model accuracy and fault isolation [25].

Existing model-based fault-tolerant approaches struggle with
unmodeled dynamics, while data-driven methods often violate
physical constraints. Current solutions exhibit critical limi-
tations: (1) While Sliding Mode Observers have been suc-
cessfully applied for fault diagnosis and fault-tolerant control
[16], they generally suffer from limitations in fault quantifica-
tion, particularly under varying operational modes where ob-
server performance may vary and fault signatures may not be
unique [26]; (2) Traditional Neural Networks estimate faults
but often yield physically inconsistent results due to lacking
physics-informed constraints, which are essential for improv-
ing model transparency and alignment with system dynamics
[27, 28]; and (3) Adaptive Controllers require persistent excita-
tion and struggle with transient faults, as highlighted by Jenkins
et al., who expressed that insufficient excitation conditions can
undermine stability [29]. Recent advances in physics-guided
learning further demonstrate that hybrid architectures combin-
ing physics-based models with neural networks can improve ex-
trapolation and provide stability guarantees, as shown by new
PGNN feedforward controllers with provable input-to-state sta-
bility properties [30]. Such approaches highlight the impor-
tance of embedding physical priors into learning-based control
frameworks, especially for safety-critical thermal systems.

Figure 4: A loss-of-effectiveness actuator fault can manifest through various
forms of nozzle damage, each degrading spray performance. Examples include
plugging (top left), out-of-spec spray patterns (top right), broken nozzles (lower
left), and completely detached or blown-off nozzle tips (lower right) [13].

Furthermore, purely data-driven methods such as MPC of-

ten suffer from inadequate data availability. They are prone to
overfitting in the presence of non-Gaussian noise or exogenous
disturbances typical in HRSGs [31]. High computational bur-
dens also pose a challenge in AGC contexts where quick re-
sponse times are essential [32]. Finally, real-world deployment
of redundant fault detection mechanisms increases complexity
and cost, reducing compatibility with existing industrial infras-
tructure [33, 34]. Human factors also remain critical, as opera-
tors must often manually intervene, reducing trust in automated
fault recovery and increasing reliance on experiential heuristics
[35]. These challenges are often rooted in the unpredictable me-
chanical behavior of degraded hardware. Fig. 4 provides visual
examples of physical nozzle damage that contribute to loss-of-
effectiveness actuator faults in desuperheater systems.

To bridge these gaps, we propose a novel hybrid architecture
integrating (1) a Physics-Informed Neural Network for estima-
tion of multiplicative actuator faults using system dynamics as
constraints; (2) a sliding mode observer for reconstruction of
unmeasured states under fault conditions; and (3) a one-sided
sliding mode control strategy for fault-tolerant temperature reg-
ulation with minimal actuation. This synergistic integration
creates a physics-aware fault-tolerant control loop where the
PINN informs both observer and controller about fault sever-
ity.

The paper’s primary contributions are:

• Employing PINNs for multiplicative actuator fault estima-
tion in thermal energy systems.

• Providing a stable integration of SMO-PINN-SMC with
Lyapunov-based uniform ultimate boundedness guaran-
tees.

• A one-sided control law is implemented by minimizing
valve actuation while preventing overtemperature.

Experimental validation using real HRSG operational data
demonstrates fault adaptation and smaller temperature over-
shoots compared to conventional PID controllers currently used
in the industry.

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows.
The nonlinear HRSG system, including the superheater-
desuperheater dynamics and fault modeling, is introduced in
Section 2. A detailed account of the SMO-PINN-SMC co-
design methodology—covering fault estimation, state recon-
struction, and control synthesis—is provided in Section 3. Sta-
bility analysis, based on Lyapunov theory and focused on uni-
form ultimate boundedness under actuator degradation, is pre-
sented in Section 4. Performance validation using industrial
HRSG data is reported in Section 5, demonstrating improved
fault adaptation, reduced overshoot, and lower actuation de-
mand. Concluding remarks and potential directions for future
research are discussed in the final section, Section 6.

2. The System Model

Accurate modeling of thermal subsystems in heat recov-
ery steam generators is essential for effective control, partic-
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ularly under actuator degradation. Due to the inherently non-
linear nature of convective heat transfer and mass flow inter-
actions—especially in the superheater and desuperheater re-
gions—linear approximations often fail to capture the system’s
transient and steady-state behavior under varying loads. Addi-
tionally, bilinear coupling between control inputs and tempera-
ture differences necessitates a nonlinear representation for fault
diagnosis and robust control synthesis.

We consider a nonlinear model of a subsystem inside
an HRSG, focusing on desuperheater/superheater temperature
control. The state-space representation is given as [36]:

ẋ1 = K2 (K1d1 + d7(x2 − x1) − d3) ,
ẋ2 = K3 [(d2 + u)(d4 − x2) − u(d4 − d5) + m̄ind6] ,
y = x1

(1)

where:

• x1: outlet steam temperature (measured),

• x2: intermediate attemperator steam temperature (unmea-
sured),

• u: control input (spray valve actuation),

• y = x1: system output.

Table 1: Definition of Disturbance Terms in the HRSG Model

Symbol Expression Physical Meaning

d1 ṁ f Fuel flow rate
d2 ṁindsh Inlet mass flow rate to desuperheater
d3

˙̃Ta Derivative of the metallic parts temperature
d4 Tindsh Desuperheater inlet steam temperature
d5 Tspray Spray water temperature
d6 Ṫindsh Derivative of inlet steam temperature
d7 ṁoutdsh Outlet mass flow rate from desuperheater

The model parameters are defined as:

K1 =
H
Cp
, K2 =

1
ρsVs
, K3 =

1
m̄outdsh

To account for actuator degradation, we introduce a multi-
plicative loss of effectiveness fault into the spray valve actua-
tion. The faulty system dynamics are represented as:

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

[
(d2 + (1 − ϕ)u)(d4 − x2) − (1 − ϕ)u(d4 − d5) + m̄ind6

]
,

y = x1

(2)
Here, ϕ(t) ∈ [0, 1] denotes the time-varying actuator fault

level, with:
Effective input = (1 − ϕ(t))u

• ϕ = 0: healthy actuator (full effectiveness),

• ϕ < 1: degraded actuator.

This formulation allows the fault to directly scale the con-
trol input, preserving the multiplicative structure observed in
physical degradation mechanisms such as stiction, scaling, or
erosion. It forms the basis for the fault estimation and fault-
tolerant control strategies developed in the following sections.

The objective is to design a fault-tolerant controller capa-
ble of maintaining temperature regulation in the HRSG super-
heater subsystem despite actuator degradation. By explicitly
accounting for the multiplicative fault structure in (2), the pro-
posed control strategy will (1) estimate the time-varying fault
level ϕ̂(t), (2) compensate for the loss of actuation effective-
ness through sliding mode control reconfiguration, and (3) pre-
serve closed-loop stability and performance under both nom-
inal and faulty conditions. The nonlinear model dynamics,
coupled with the fault parametrization, provide a foundation
for synthesizing a controller that addresses the inherent chal-
lenges—ensuring operational safety and efficiency during pro-
longed actuator degradation.

3. Sliding Mode Observer-Physics Informed Neural
Network-Sliding Mode Controller Architecture

In practical HRSG configurations, not all internal states are
directly measurable. While the outlet steam temperature x1 is
typically monitored, the intermediate steam temperature x2 can
be unmeasured due to sensor limitations or hardware cost con-
straints. Accurate knowledge of x2 is, however, essential for
estimating actuator effectiveness and ensuring reliable control.

To implement model-based fault-tolerant control and esti-
mate the unknown fault signal ϕ(t), the control architecture re-
quires:

• Estimation of all system states, especially x2,

• Residual information capable of inferring ϕ(t).

To address these needs, we propose a hybrid estimation struc-
ture consisting of:

• A Sliding Mode Observer (SMO) to reconstruct unmea-
sured states using available measurements and control in-
puts,

• A Physics-Informed Neural Network (PINN) to estimate
the multiplicative actuator fault ϕ̂(t) using system data and
physics-based constraints.

3.1. Sliding Mode Observer (SMO)

Assuming the control input u(t) is computed from the fault
tolerant controller and the PINN provides an estimate ϕ̂(t), the
SMO is formulated as:


˙̂x1 = K2 (K1d1 + d7(x̂2 − x̂1) − d3) + λ1 · sat

(
e1

δ1

)
˙̂x2 = K3

[(
d2 + (1 − ϕ̂)u

)
(d4 − x̂2) − (1 − ϕ̂)u(d4 − d5) + m̄ind6

]
+ λ2 sat

(
e2
δ2

)
(3)

where:
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• e1 = x1 − x̂1 is the measurable output error,

• e2 = x2 − x̂2 is the unmeasured state error,

• λ1, λ2: observer sliding gains,

• δ1, δ2: boundary layer thicknesses.

Here the sliding surface is implicitly defined as e1 = 0. Slid-
ing mode is enforced through the corrective term λ1 · sat(e1/δ1),
which drives e1 into a boundary layer of thickness δ1, approx-
imating ideal convergence (e1 → 0) while minimizing chatter-
ing. The unmeasured state x̂2 is reconstructed via the system-
coupled dynamics and the secondary error injection term λ2 ·

sat(e1/δ2), exploiting the inherent observability of the system.
This sliding-mode formulation achieves state estimation under
disturbances and actuator degradation, enabling fault-tolerant
control without explicit surface parameterization.This observer
leverages the known structure of the plant model to drive the
estimation error to a small neighborhood of zero.

3.2. Physics-Informed Neural Network (PINN)
Actuator faults in HRSG systems are modeled as time-

varying multiplicative losses of effectiveness ϕ(t) ∈ [0, 1].
When ϕ(t) < 1, the system experiences reduced actuation due to
degradation phenomena such as stiction or partial valve block-
age. Since ϕ(t) is unmeasured and cannot be observed directly,
we employ a PINN to estimate it in real time using system data
and structural dynamics.

At each time step, the input vector consists of:

• Measured outlet steam temperature x1(t),

• Estimated intermediate temperature x̂2(t) from the SMO,

• Control input u(t).

The output is the estimated fault signal:

ϕ̂(t) = PINN(x1(t), x̂2(t), u(t); W), (4)

where W denotes the neural network parameters as weights and
biases.

The PINN is trained by minimizing a loss function that in-
corporates the nonlinear plant dynamics of x2. Specifically, the
physics-based term penalizes deviation from the predicted time
derivative of x2:

Lphysics =
∥∥∥∥ dx̂2

dt − K3

[(
d2 + (1 − ϕ̂)u

)
(d4 − x̂2) − (1 − ϕ̂)u(d4 − d5) + m̄ind6

]∥∥∥∥2

(5)
A regularization term prevents overfitting:

Ltotal = Lphysics + λreg · Lreg.

where:

Lreg = ∥W∥2

To minimize Ltotal, the network weights W are updated via
online gradient descent:

Wk+1 =Wk − η∇WLtotal (6)

where:

• η > 0 is the learning rate,

• ∇WLtotal denotes the gradient of the total loss with respect
to weights,

• k is the discrete-time update index.

The gradient ∇WLtotal is computed via backpropagation, with
automatic differentiation used to evaluate the physics-based
loss term Lphysics. This update occurs at each sampling instant
during online operation.

This online gradient descent approach enables continuous
adaptation of the PINN to evolving fault conditions. The
physics-informed loss Lphysics serves as a soft constraint, en-
suring weight updates respect the underlying system dynam-
ics. Computational efficiency is maintained through mini-batch
processing of recent operational data within a sliding window,
balancing real-time performance with estimation accuracy. The
learning rate η is tuned to ensure stable convergence while ac-
commodating the slow thermal dynamics of HRSG systems.

The PINN respects known physical bounds by employing a
sigmoid output activation function, ensuring ϕ̂(t) ∈ (0, 1). The
slow dynamics of thermal systems support the use of smooth
activation functions and continuous estimates. Also it runs on-
line in parallel with the SMO and the controller. The estimated
fault signal ϕ̂(t) is used to:

• Adjust the observer dynamics for accurate state recon-
struction,

• Adapt the control law for actuator-compensated tempera-
ture regulation.

This integration enables fault-tolerant performance even under
unobservable fault conditions, preserving output regulation and
system stability.

3.3. Sliding Mode Control (SMC)
To compensate for reduced actuation due to fault ϕ(t), we em-

ploy a one-sided Sliding Mode Control law. The control input
is defined as:

u(t) = v(t)
1−ϕ̂(t)+ϵ , v(t) =

k ·min
(
1,

s(t)
δ

)
if s(t) > 0,

0 otherwise,
s(t) = x1 − xref

1 (t),

(7)
where:

• ϕ̂(t): fault estimate from the PINN,

• ϵ > 0: regularization to prevent division by zero,

• k, δ: control gains,

• xref
1 (t): desired outlet temperature trajectory.

This control strategy only activates when the outlet tem-
perature exceeds the reference x1 > xref

1 , injecting spray wa-
ter (u > 0) to reduce temperature. When the temperature is
less than or equal to the reference, the controller remains idle
(u = 0). This one-sided control minimizes unnecessary actu-
ation while ensuring thermal safety by preventing overheating.
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Fig. 5 summarizes the integration of observer, fault estimator,
and controller components in the proposed fault-tolerant archi-
tecture.

Figure 5: Schematic of the proposed SMO–PINN–SMC architecture. The
Sliding Mode Observer (SMO) reconstructs unmeasured states; the Physics-
Informed Neural Network (PINN) estimates the multiplicative actuator fault;
and the Sliding Mode Controller (SMC) ensures fault-tolerant steam temper-
ature regulation. The structure creates a closed-loop adaptive control scheme
that responds to loss-of-effectiveness faults in real time.

4. Stability

We now show that, in the presence of actuator faults, the
proposed SMO-PINN-SMC framework guarantees uniform ul-
timate boundedness of the state estimation and tracking errors.

4.1. Closed-loop stability Analysis
Assumption 1. Lipschitz Continuity[37]: The nonlinear func-
tion f (x2, u, ϕ) = (d2 + (1 − ϕ)u)(d4 − x2) − (1 − ϕ)u(d4 − d5)
is assumed to be Lipschitz continuous in both the state variable
x2 and the fault parameter ϕ, with corresponding Lipschitz con-
stants Lx > 0 and Lϕ > 0. That is,

| f (x2, u, ϕ) − f (x̂2, u, ϕ̂)| ≤ Lx|x2 − x̂2| + Lϕ|u| · |ϕ − ϕ̂|

for all admissible x2, x̂2 ∈ R, ϕ, ϕ̂ ∈ [0, 1], and bounded control
input u ∈ R.

This assumption reflects the physical reality of the HRSG
desuperheater system. The nonlinear function f (x2, u, ϕ), which

models the effect of the water spray control input u (modulated
by the actuator effectiveness ϕ) on the intermediate temperature
x2, primarily involves bilinear terms of the form ϕu(d4 − x2).
Physically, this represents the convective heat transfer between
the spray and the steam, which varies smoothly with both the
spray amount and the temperature difference.

In practice, both the control input u and the actuator fault
ϕ are bounded due to physical constraints on the valve opera-
tion and system protection mechanisms. Moreover, temperature
variations within the HRSG are naturally slow and continuous,
as the thermal dynamics of the fluid and metal structures filter
out high-frequency changes. This results in smooth changes in
f (x2, u, ϕ) with respect to x2 and ϕ.

Assumption 2. The disturbance term K1d1 − d3, representing
the mismatch between the expected and actual thermal effect on
the superheater metal, is assumed to be bounded by a constant
Mb.

This assumption is thermodynamically justified because the
fuel mass flow rate, which governs the gas turbine thermal en-
ergy output, is bounded by design and operational limits. The
resulting hot gas flow transfers heat to the superheater metal
through convection and radiation, characterized by bounded
heat transfer coefficients. Crucially, the temperature evolu-
tion of the metallic structure is limited by its thermal iner-
tia—specifically, its mass and heat capacity—which prevents
arbitrarily fast changes. Consequently, the mismatch between
the idealized, fuel-input-driven rate of temperature rise and
the actual rate of change of the metal temperature remains
bounded.

Assumption 3. The parameter d7, representing the mass flow
rate of steam leaving the desuperheater section, is positive and
sufficiently small such that K2d2

7 < 1.
This assumption ensures two key physical conditions. First,

d7 > 0 guarantees continuous steam outflow, which is neces-
sary for normal operation and thermal energy transfer in the
HRSG. Second, the condition K2d2

7 < 1 prevents excessive non-
linear gain in the dynamic model, which could otherwise lead
to unrealistic system behavior. Since K2 depends on the thermo-
physical properties and geometry of the desuperheater, and the
steam outflow d7 is typically small in normal operating regimes,
this condition is naturally satisfied in practical scenarios.

Theorem 1 (Uniform Ultimate Boundedness). Consider the
closed-loop HRSG system (1) with control law (7), Sliding
Mode Observer (3), and PINN estimator (4). Under the As-
sumptions 1 to 3, the errors e1(t), e2(t), and s(t) are uniformly
ultimately bounded with observer gains satisfying:

λ1 > K2d7 + K3Lx, λ2 > K3Lϕumax

Proof. Consider Lyapunov candidate

V(e) = 1
2 (e2

1 + e2
2 + s2), e = [e1, e2, s]⊤.

Here V is positive definite and radially unbounded and V =
1
2∥e∥

2.
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From the SMO and error definitions (3) we have

ė1 = K2d7(e2 − e1) − λ1 sat
( e1
δ1

)
, (8)

ė2 = K3
(
f (x2, u, ϕ) − f (x̂2, u, ϕ̂)

)
− λ2 sat

( e2
δ2

)
. (9)

Multiply (8) by e1 and use |e1e2| ≤ |e1||e2|:

e1ė1 = K2d7e1e2 − K2d7e2
1 − λ1e1 sat

( e1
δ1

)
≤ K2d7|e1||e2| − K2d7e2

1 − λ1|e1| + λ1δ1, (10)

For the second error, we apply Lipschitz continuity of f ,
therefore from (9) we get

e2ė2 ≤ K3Lxe2
2 + K3Lϕ|u| |ϕ − ϕ̂| |e2| − λ2e2 sat

( e2
δ2

)
≤ K3Lxe2

2 + K3Lϕumax∆ϕ |e2| − λ2|e2| + λ2δ2. (11)

For the s dynamics:

ṡ = ẋ1 − ẋref
1 ,

sṡ = s
(
ẋ1 − ẋref

1

)
= sK2 (K1d1 + d7(x2 − x1) − d3) − sẋref

1

= K2s
(
K1d1 − d3 + d7x2 − d7(s + xref

1 )
)
− sẋref

1

= −K2d7s2 + K2s
(
K1d1 − d3 + d7x2 − d7xref

1

)
− sẋref

1

≤ K2d7s2 + |s|K2
(
Mb + d7Mx2

)
+ K2d7|xref

1 ||s| + |s||ẋ
ref
1 |.

(12)

We now eliminate mixed absolute-value terms by standard
Young inequalities.

(i) The e1–e2 cross-term. For any α > 0,

K2d7|e1||e2| ≤
α

2
e2

1 +
(K2d7)2

2α
e2

2.

Substitute into (10) we obtain

e1ė1 ≤ −
(
K2d7 −

α

2

)
e2

1 +
(K2d7)2

2α
e2

2 − λ1|e1| + λ1δ1. (13)

(ii) The e2 linear term from fault uncertainty. For any µ > 0,

K3Lϕumax∆ϕ |e2| ≤
µ

2
e2

2 +
(K3Lϕumax∆ϕ)2

2µ
.

Apply this in (11). Next, to convert the −λ2|e2| term into nega-
tive quadratic damping we use the inequality:

−λ2|e2| ≤ −
β

2
e2

2 −
λ2

2

2β
. (14)

Using these two bounds yields

e2ė2 = e2

(
f (x2, u, ϕ) − f (x̂2, u, ϕ̂)

)
+ λ2 sat

(
e2

δ2

)
≤ e2

(
Lx|e2| + Lϕ|u||ϕ − ϕ̂|

)
+ λ2 sat

(
e2

δ2

)
= Lxe2

2 + Lϕ|u||e2||ϕ − ϕ̂| + λ2 sat
(

e2

δ2

)
≤ Lxe2

2 +
(Lϕ|u||ϕ − ϕ̂|)2

2µ
+
µ

2
e2

2 + λ2 sat
(

e2

δ2

)
≤

(
Lx +

µ

2
+
β

2

)
e2

2 +
(Lϕ|u||ϕ − ϕ̂|)2

2µ
+ λ2δ2 −

λ2
2

2β

≤
(
K3Lx +

µ
2 −

β
2 +

(K2d7)2

2α

)
e2

2 +
(K3Lϕumax∆ϕ)2

2µ + λ2δ2 −
λ2

2
2β .

(15)

(iii) The s-terms. Use Young’s inequalities with a free con-
stant c > 0 to get

|s|K2(Mb + d7Mx2 ) ≤
c
2

s2 +
[K2(Mb + d7Mx2 )]2

2c
,

K2d7|xref
1 ||s| ≤

1
2

(xref
1 )2 +

1
2

K2
2d2

7 s2.

Combine these with (12) to obtain

sṡ ≤
(
K2d7 +

c
2
+

1
2

K2
2d2

7

)
s2 +

[K2(Mb + d7Mx2 )]2

2c
+ 1

2 (xref
1 )2.

(16)

Add (13), (15) and (16):

V̇ = e1ė1 + e2ė2 + sṡ

≤ −
(
K2d7 −

α

2

)
e2

1

+
(
K3Lx +

µ

2
−
β

2
+

(K2d7)2

2α

)
e2

2

+
(
K2d7 +

c
2
+

1
2

K2
2d2

7

)
s2 − λ1|e1|

+ λ1δ1 +
(K3Lϕumax∆ϕ)2

2µ
+ λ2δ2 +

[K2(Mb + d7Mx2 )]2

2c
+ 1

2 (xref
1 )2 −

λ2
2

2β︸                                                                                       ︷︷                                                                                       ︸
Θ(α,µ,β,c,λ1,λ2)

.

(17)

Choice of design parameters to obtain negativity: We now
choose the free parameters α, µ, β, c > 0 and the observer gains
λ1, λ2 so that the quadratic coefficients on e2

1, e
2
2, s

2 are strictly
negative.

• Choose α small enough so that

K2d7−
α

2
> 0 =⇒ coefficient of e2

1 = −
(
K2d7−

α

2

)
< 0.

This is always possible for any K2d7 > 0 by picking α ∈
(0, 2K2d7).
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• Choose β > 0 large enough so that

β

2
> K3Lx +

µ

2
+

(K2d7)2

2α
,

which makes the coefficient of e2
2 negative:

K3Lx +
µ

2
−
β

2
+

(K2d7)2

2α
< 0.

(Such a β exists because the right-hand side is finite; in-
creasing β increases the left-hand side’s negativity.)

• Choose c > 0 sufficiently small so that

K2d7 +
c
2
+

1
2

K2
2d2

7 <: κ̄s

is a finite positive number. By taking c small we make this
coefficient as close to K2d7 +

1
2 K2

2d2
7 as needed.

With α, µ, β, c chosen as above, there exist positive parame-
ters

κ1 :=
1
2

(
K2d7−

α

2

)
> 0, κ2 :=

1
2

(β
2
−K3Lx−

µ

2
−

(K2d7)2

2α

)
> 0,

and
κ3 :=

1
2

(
K2d7 +

c
2
+

1
2

K2
2d2

7

)
> 0,

such that the quadratic part of (17) can be lower bounded by

−2κ1e2
1 − 2κ2e2

2 − 2κ3s2.

The term −λ1|e1| further helps negativity for large |e1|, to
avoid technicalities we simply absorb this linear term into the
quadratic negative definite part by noting that for any η > 0,

−λ1|e1| ≤ −ηe2
1 +
λ2

1

4η
.

Choosing η ∈ (0, κ1) we keep a net negative quadratic coeffi-
cient on e2

1. Concretely, pick λ1 large enough that the constant
λ2

1/(4η) is acceptable in the ultimate bound.

Putting these estimates together, we obtain from (17) the dif-
ferential inequality

V̇ ≤ −2κV + Θ̃, (18)

where
κ := min(κ1 − η, κ2, κ3) > 0

(using the small η chosen above) and Θ̃ > 0 is a finite parameter
that collects all remaining terms:

Θ̃ = λ1δ1 +
(K3Lϕumax∆ϕ)2

2µ + λ2δ2 +
[K2(Mb+d7 Mx2 )]2

2c + 1
2 (xref

1 )2 +
λ2

1
4η +

λ2
2

2β1
,

where β1 is a convenient constant coming from (14) bookkeep-
ing (absorbed into the earlier choice of β).

From (18), the comparison scalar ODE

Ẇ = −2κW + Θ̃, W(0) = V(0)

has the solution

W(t) = e−2κtV(0) +
Θ̃

2κ
(
1 − e−2κt).

By the comparison lemma V(t) ≤ W(t) for all t ≥ 0, and there-
fore

lim sup
t→∞

V(t) ≤
Θ̃

2κ
.

Returning to the Euclidean norm ∥e∥2 = 2V we obtain the uni-
form ultimate bound

lim sup
t→∞

∥e(t)∥ ≤

√
Θ̃

κ
.

Component-wise bounds follow immediately: |ei(t)| ≤ ∥e(t)∥.

With these choices, the closed-loop estimation error e is uni-
formly ultimately bounded. This completes the proof.

4.2. Boundedness of PINN Weights
Assumption 4. The total PINN loss function Ltotal(W) has a
gradient ∇W Ltotal(W) that is Lg-Lipschitz continuous on a com-
pact neighborhood Ω of the minimizer W∗:

∥∇W Ltotal(W1)−∇W Ltotal(W2)∥ ≤ Lg∥W1−W2∥, ∀W1,W2 ∈ Ω.

Moreover, Ltotal is convex on Ω:

⟨∇W Ltotal(W)−∇W Ltotal(W∗), W−W∗⟩ ≥ µg∥W−W∗∥2, ∀W ∈ Ω,

for some constants µg > 0 and Lg > 0.

Lemma 1. Under Assumption 4, for any step size 0 < η < 2
Lg

,
the following contraction inequality holds:

∥W −W∗ − η
(
∇W Ltotal(W) − ∇W Ltotal(W∗)

)
∥ ≤ ρ ∥W −W∗∥,

where

ρ :=
√

1 − 2ηµg + η2L2
g satisfies 0 < ρ < 1.

Proof. Expanding the squared norm:

∥W −W∗ − η(∇W Ltotal(W) − ∇W Ltotal(W∗))∥2

= ∥W −W∗∥2 − 2η⟨∇W Ltotal(W) − ∇W Ltotal(W∗), W −W∗⟩

+ η2∥∇W Ltotal(W) − ∇W Ltotal(W∗)∥2.

By convexity and Lg-smoothness:

⟨∇W Ltotal(W) − ∇W Ltotal(W∗), W −W∗⟩ ≥ µg∥W −W∗∥2,

∥∇W Ltotal(W) − ∇W Ltotal(W∗)∥ ≤ Lg∥W −W∗∥.

Substituting these bounds into the expansion yields:

∥W −W∗ − η(∇W Ltotal(W) − ∇W Ltotal(W∗))∥2

≤ ∥W −W∗∥2 − 2ηµg∥W −W∗∥2 + η2L2
g∥W −W∗∥2

=
(
1 − 2ηµg + η

2L2
g

)
∥W −W∗∥2.

Taking square roots gives the contraction inequality:

∥W −W∗ − η(∇W Ltotal(W) − ∇W Ltotal(W∗))∥ ≤ ρ∥W −W∗∥,

with ρ =
√

1 − 2ηµg + η2L2
g < 1.
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Theorem 2. (Bounded Weight Deviation). Let W̃k = Wk −W∗

denote the weight deviation at iteration k. Suppose Assump-
tion 4 holds on a neighborhood Ω of W∗, the iterates satisfy
Wk ∈ Ω for all k, the ideal weights satisfy ∥W∗∥ ≤ M, and the
gradient mismatch at W∗ is bounded by ∥∇W Ltotal(W∗)∥ ≤ ζ. If
0 < η < 2µg

L2
g

, then the PINN weight deviation obeys:

∥W̃k∥ ≤ ρ
k∥W̃0∥ +

ηζ

1 − ρ
, ρ :=

√
1 − 2ηµg + η2L2

g ∈ (0, 1).

In particular, {W̃k} is uniformly bounded for all k ≥ 0, and the
bound decays geometrically to a neighborhood of radius ηζ

1−ρ .

Proof. From the weight update law,

W̃k+1 = W̃k − η
(
∇W Ltotal(Wk) − ∇W Ltotal(W∗)

)
− η∇W Ltotal(W∗),

take norms and apply the triangle inequality together with
Lemma 1 (valid on Ω):

∥W̃k+1∥ ≤
∥∥∥W̃k − η

(
∇W Ltotal(Wk) − ∇W Ltotal(W∗)

)∥∥∥ + η∥∇W Ltotal(W∗)∥ ≤ ρ ∥W̃k∥ + ηζ.

Solving the linear recurrence gives

∥W̃k∥ ≤ ρ
k∥W̃0∥+ηζ

k−1∑
i=0

ρi = ρk∥W̃0∥+
ηζ (1 − ρk)

1 − ρ
≤ ρk∥W̃0∥+

ηζ

1 − ρ
.

Finally, ρ < 1 holds because 0 < η < 2µg

L2
g

implies 1 − 2ηµg +

η2L2
g < 1.

Corollary 1. The actual weights remain bounded:

∥Wk∥ ≤ M + ρk∥W̃0∥ +
ηζ

1 − ρ
∀ k ≥ 0.

5. Simulation Results

To evaluate the effectiveness of the proposed SMO-PINN-
SMC framework, we conducted simulation studies using real
operational data collected from the Parehsar combined cycle
power plant. The objective is to validate the integrated per-
formance of the PINN for fault estimation, the SMO for state
reconstruction, and the SMC for robust tracking under actuator
degradation.

All dynamic models, estimators, and controllers were imple-
mented in Python and tested directly on measurement data from
a functioning HRSG superheater unit. The results highlight key
aspects of the system performance under fault-tolerant control.

5.1. Validation Using Continuous Maintenance Data
To validate the fault estimation performance, we leverage

continuous valve position measurements from maintenance
logs at Pareh-sar power plant during a documented 1-hour valve
degradation event. Using high-frequency position sensors, we
calculate the true fault level in real-time:

ϕtrue(t) = 1 −
uactual(t)
ucmd(t)

where:

• ucmd(t): Valve position commanded by DCS

• uactual(t): Actual valve position measured by maintenance
sensors

Fig. 6 shows the direct comparison between the PINN esti-
mate ϕ̂(t) and the continuously measured ϕtrue(t).

The key Observations are:

1. Transient Tracking: The PINN accurately captures rapid
fault development.

2. Steady-State Accuracy: During stable periods, estimation
error remains small.

3. Noise Rejection: High-frequency sensor noise in uactual is
effectively filtered while preserving fault dynamics

4. Control Impact: The controller maintained the steam tem-
perature within ±1◦C despite ϕ changes.

This continuous validation demonstrates the PINN’s capa-
bility to quantify actuator degradation with precision sufficient
for:

• Automated fault compensation without operator interven-
tion

• Real-time health monitoring of critical valves

Fig. 6 shows the estimated actuator fault ϕ̂(t) produced by the
PINN. The estimation remains smooth and bounded throughout
the operation and accurately captures the time-varying nature
of the fault. By incorporating the governing physics into its
loss function, the PINN maintains dynamic consistency while
providing real-time estimates of the actuator effectiveness.

Fig. 7 presents the state estimation results for the unmeasured
variable x2(t), representing the steam temperature within the
attemperator section. Despite the absence of direct measure-
ments, the SMO effectively reconstructs x̂2(t), which is essen-
tial for both control synthesis and fault inference.

The accuracy of this state reconstruction is quantified in
Fig. 8, which displays the absolute estimation error |x2(t) −
x̂2(t)|. The error converges rapidly to a small neighborhood
around zero and remains bounded throughout, even under ac-
tive control and varying fault conditions. This behavior aligns
with the theoretical stability guarantees established in the pre-
vious section.

Fig. 9 compares the system output temperature x1(t) with the
desired reference trajectory xref

1 (t), and also includes the base-
line PID response for comparison. The proposed SMC ensures
tracking after a brief transient, with bounded fluctuations that
reflect the expected chattering behavior of sliding mode control.
The results confirm the controller’s resilience to fault-induced
degradation.

The tracking performance is further highlighted in Fig. 10,
which shows the tracking error e(t) = x1(t) − xref

1 (t). The error
decreases sharply and remains confined within a narrow bound-
ary, validating the stability and precision of the closed-loop sys-
tem.
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Fig. 11 compares the control inputs u(t) from the proposed
SMC-based controller and the conventional PID controller. The
PID controller parameters used for the comparison were tuned
based on the HRSG superheater dynamics: proportional gain
Kp = 1.5, integral gain Ki = 96, and derivative gain Kd = 0
(derivative action was not used). These values were selected
to balance responsiveness and stability under normal operating
conditions. The SMC input exhibits sharp, event-triggered ac-
tivations in response to the fault, resulting in a more aggressive
valve opening to compensate for the loss of effectiveness. In
contrast, the PID controller reacts slowly, treating the actuator
as healthy and failing to adjust adequately to the fault. Since
the SMC strategy is fault-tolerant, it intentionally increases the
control input to open the valve further and counteract the re-
duced effectiveness of the actuator. This difference in control
behavior leads to superior fault compensation under SMC, al-
lowing the steam temperature to fluctuate around the desired
value. In contrast, the PID case shows noticeable overshoot
and a prolonged settling time before reaching the setpoint.

Collectively, these results demonstrate that the proposed ar-
chitecture achieves reliable fault estimation, accurate state re-
construction, and robust output tracking under partial actuator
failure. The combination of PINN-based learning and model-
based control enables real-time adaptability without requiring
full state measurement or fault instrumentation.

Figure 6: PINN Estimated Fault ϕ̂(t)

Figure 7: SMO: Estimated State x̂2(t) vs real x2(t)

Figure 8: Observer Estimation Error |x2 − x̂2 |

Figure 9: Controlled Output Temperature via SMC

Figure 10: Tracking Error e(t) = x1 − xref
1

6. Conclusion

This study proposed a fault-tolerant control framework
for regulating superheater steam temperature in heat recov-
ery steam generator systems subject to multiplicative actuator
faults. The architecture integrates a sliding mode observer and
a physics-informed neural network to achieve simultaneous es-
timation of the unmeasured internal state and time-varying ac-
tuator effectiveness, enabling real-time control adaptation with-
out direct fault measurements.

The actuator fault—modeled as a dynamic loss of spray valve
effectiveness—was addressed using the PINN, which leveraged
the system’s nonlinear dynamics within a physics-informed loss
function to estimate the fault signal. The SMO provided state
estimation despite measurement constraints, and the combined
SMO-PINN structure enabled accurate reconstruction of latent
system variables and actuator behavior.

A Lyapunov-based analysis provided the uniform ultimate
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Figure 11: Control Input u(t) from the SMC compared to conventional PID

boundedness of the estimation and tracking errors under rea-
sonable assumptions. The theoretical results were evaluated us-
ing simulations based on real HRSG operational data from the
Parehsar power plant. The proposed controller achieved smooth
input signals, robust tracking performance, and effective com-
pensation under actuator degradation. Additionally, the modu-
lar proposed architecture is readily extendable to other nonlin-
ear industrial systems with similar fault structures.

In summary, the SMO-PINN-SMC framework offers a prac-
tical and scalable solution for fault-tolerant temperature reg-
ulation in HRSG systems. Future research directions include
handling sensor faults and deploying the method for predictive
maintenance and early fault diagnosis in combined-cycle power
plants.
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