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Adaptive Time-Domain Harmonic Control for
Noise-Vibration-Harshness Reduction of Electric
Drives
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Abstract—Reducing Noise, Vibration, and Harshness (NVH)
in electric drives is crucial for applications such as electric vehi-
cle drivetrains and heat-pump compressors, where strict NVH
requirements directly affect user satisfaction and component
longevity. This work presents the integration of an adaptive time-
domain harmonic controller into an existing electric-drive control
loop to attenuate harmonic disturbances. Three control structures
are proposed and analyzed, along with a modified parameter-
estimation scheme that reduces computational effort while pre-
serving estimation accuracy, making the method suitable for
embedded real-time implementation. To cope with fast operating-
point changes, a delta-learning approach combines adaptive
control with a lookup-table-based feedforward estimator, ensur-
ing fast convergence and robustness. The proposed controller
architectures are validated through simulation and testbench
experiments on a permanent-magnet synchronous machine drive,
demonstrating substantial NVH reductions across operating con-
ditions. The results confirm that time-domain adaptive harmonic
control offers a practical and theoretically grounded solution for
real-time NVH mitigation in electric drives.

I. INTRODUCTION

Addressing Noise, Vibration, and Harshness (NVH) in elec-
tric drives is crucial for the electrification of mobility and
heating. Beyond user comfort, mitigating NVH also extends
component lifetime. At low speeds, electromagnetic NVH
dominates, which is caused by harmonic oscillations in forces
and inverter voltages at multiples of the rotor’s electrical
frequency [1]-[3].

NVH mitigation can be achieved either through constructive
design or control-based methods [4]. Inspired by harmonic
disturbance rejection algorithms from other domains [5]-[8],
this work investigates a control-based approach: injecting
sinusoidal control inputs at disturbance frequencies to cancel
their effect. Implementation is challenged by the unknown
current-to-NVH transfer behavior and unmeasurable distur-
bances. However, surface accelerations, measurable e.g. by
MEMS sensors, can be used as surrogate signals to quantify
the NVH. They can therefore be utilized for offline or online
estimation of the unknown transfer behavior.

An adaptive control approach is appealing in this con-
text due to its ability to estimate system dynamics online.
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It maintains performance despite aging or temperature drift
and reduces calibration effort, addressing key challenges in
electric drives. However, integrating adaptive controllers into
electric drive control is non-trivial: the additional controller
must coexist with existing ones without interference, be com-
putationally efficient for embedded real-time execution, and
converge rapidly to cope with changes in transfer behavior
across operating points. This work addresses these challenges
in the context of Permanent-Magnet Synchronous Machine
(PSM) drives.

A. Related work

Many methods for harmonic disturbance rejection in un-
known systems have been proposed. If the open-loop dynamics
between control input and measurement signal is asymptoti-
cally stable and partial model knowledge is available, adap-
tive feedforward cancellation can be applied [9]. Feedback-
based adaptive approaches are also possible but typically
rely on model assumptions such as known relative degree or
minimum-phase behavior [10].

A widely used alternative is Harmonic Control (HC), de-
veloped independently across several research fields, which
neglects transients and reduces the problem to disturbance
attenuation in the Harmonic Steady State (HSS) [11]-[14].
Classical HC requires sufficiently accurate phase knowledge
of the transfer function to ensure stability, which is often
difficult to obtain. To address this, adaptive HC methods
have been proposed [15]. In frequency-domain adaptive HC,
amplitudes and phases are extracted using a Discrete Fourier
Transformation (DFT) [16]. While effective, the large update
period required for stability leads to slow convergence [6],
[15].

Time-domain adaptive HC avoids this limitation by working
directly with the measured signal. The stability was initially
shown using averaging arguments [17]; but also a more so-
phisticated Lyapunov-proof has arised [18], which was used to
demonstrate that larger adaptation gains can be used compared
to frequency-domain adaptive HC.

Building on these results, this work employs time-domain
adaptive HC, as it achieves stability without model knowledge
and offers faster convergence than frequency-domain methods.

B. Objective and contribution

This work investigates the integration of time-domain adap-
tive HC into the control loop of an electric drive, with
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Fig. 1. Control loop without HC.

emphasis on a theoretically sound design that guarantees
stability of both the adaptive controller and the overall system.
The approach is validated through simulations and testbench
experiments.

To overcome the key challenges of controller coexistence,
computational efficiency, and robustness under varying oper-
ating points, the main contributions are:

« Controller coexistence: Development of three control
structures that integrate adaptive time-domain HC for
NVH reduction while ensuring compatibility with the
existing control loop.

« Computational efficiency: Modification of the estima-
tion scheme to reduce matrix multiplications, achieving
equal estimation accuracy with improved suitability for
embedded real-time implementation.

+ Robustness to operating changes: Introduction of a
delta learning approach that combines adaptive time-
domain HC with a Lookup Table (LUT)-based feedfor-
ward estimator. An adaptive LUT enables online updates
that reflect parameter changes due to aging.

« Experimental validation: Implementation and testing of
the proposed control structures on an e-drive testbench,
confirming their feasibility and effectiveness under real
operating conditions.

C. Outline

Section II introduces preliminaries, before Section III
presents the integration of the adaptive time-domain HC and
its parameter estimator, followed by a stability analysis. Sec-
tion IV introduces the delta learning approach. The concepts
are validated through simulations (Section V) and testbench
experiments (Section VI), before conclusions are drawn in
Section VII.

II. PRELIMINARIES

The typical control loop of a PSM is illustrated in Fig-
ure 1. Here i,r is a current that is typically pre-generated
to match some reference torque 7.r. The controller K reg-
ulates the currents by adjusting the voltages supplied to the
PSM, represented by the plant model G'psy [19]. The NVH
emissions of the electric drive are represented by surface
vibration quantities, denoted by y. They are modelled by an
unknown, asymptotically stable Linear Time Invariant (LTI)
transfer function Gnvy characterizing the dynamic behavior
of the NVH signal with input ¢psy and an additive external
unmeasured output disturbance p as

y = GnvaipsMm + P (D

Note that ipgys is only indirectly controllable.

A. Harmonic oscillations and NVH in electric drives

Since Gnvy is asymptotically stable, the transient response
Ytrans Of the measured NVH emissions vanishes. Thus, the to-
tal response y approaches its harmonic steady-state component
Ynss asymptotically [20], which is defined as

Ynss(t) = Z fiT (t) Oy is
(t) = {sin(wit)] 7

cos(w;t)

2

Oyi = [9%371 € R%.
Y,C,1

The goal is to achieve ypgs(t) = 0. In (2), wy > 0 are
the disturbance frequencies, which must be known to apply
harmonic control. NVH in electric machines are typically
caused by harmonic oscillations in the electromagnetic forces
and inverter voltages [2] [3]. Crucially, empirical findings
show that those oscillations occur at frequencies wej,m = Mwe]
that are multiple integers of the known electrical frequency
wel [2] [3]. The problem of mitigating harmonics at different
frequencies can be considered decoupled from each other,
therefore we refer to any wem as just w; in the following.
Moreover, considering currents in the dq-coordinate system,
it has been observed that NVH is primarily induced by the
g-component ¢y [21]. Thus, for the remainder of this work,
we consider one-dimensional control inputs. Extensions to
multidimensional signals exist and are straightforward, which
may be explored when two independent measurements y; and
y2 are available and if both the d and q component shall be
exploited [18].

B. Harmonic control

In HC it is assumed to have access to a control input u
and a measureable performance signal y for which a dynamic
relation

y(t) = Guoy(s)[u(®)] + p(b), 3)

with unknown disturbance p holds. Crucially, all signals are
assumed to only consist of their HSS response, i.e., the
transient is neglected and

q

pt) =Y [ Wi wt) =D [(B)T0ui @
i=1

i=1
Using linear system theory [20], it can be shown that the HSS
response of (3) results in

q

y(t) = [T (Gibui + bp) (5)

i=1
with

o = [Re Gy (jwr)
! Im Gyy (jwi)

—Im Gy_y (jwr)

: eR?*2. (6
Re Gyoy (jwi) ©)

The goal is to supress harmonic steady state oscillations, and
if Gj and 0, ; are known, 6, ; can be calculated as

Oui = —G; 10, (7)



to achieve ynss = 0, making the approach both intuitive and
straightforward. In our setup however, the main challenge is to
estimate the unknown transfer function G; and the unknown
disturbance ¢,; at the relevant frequencies. Since G; and
0, change online due to varying operating points and aging
effects, it is desirable to estimate them in real-time, yielding
an adaptive control scheme. Note that adaptive HC approaches
have already been studied — see, e.g., [16]-[18], where the
transfer matrix G; is estimated online. Building on these
preliminaries, the following section discusses how the adaptive
time-domain HC can be integrated into the control loop of the
electric drive.

ITI. ADAPTIVE TIME-DOMAIN HC IN ELECTRIC DRIVES:
CONTROL STRUCTURES, ESTIMATION, AND STABILITY

This section develops the core contribution of this work:
the integration of adaptive time-domain HC into the control
structure of electric drives to reduce NVH emissions.

A. Integration into the control loop

The objective is to incorporate an adaptive time-domain
HC into the control loop to mitigate NVH emissions without
affecting the existing controller K. The input to the unknown
system ¢pgy cannot be manipulated directly, but only through
the control voltages uk. Three control structures are proposed,
where each structure offers unique advantages/disadvantages
and may be favored based on the application and on which
parts of the control loop may be accessible. In all control
structures, the system formulation (3) is used, but v and G,y
vary depending on the structure.

1) Structure 1 — Acceleration to voltage: In Structure 1 the
control output is the voltage upc that is added to uk to get
upsM, as illustrated in Figure 2a. The unknown system results
in

Y= GuPSM-W“PSM +p, ®)

i.e., U = UPSM and Gu_,y = GuPSM—>y = Gipsm—>yGPSM'
This approach has the advantage that frequency-domain HC
concepts as in [16] can be implemented with the same control
structure. The disadvantage is that the known model Gpg); is
not leveraged in the HC, since it treats this part of the system
as unknown. Crucially, a decoupling block Gpsu avoids that
K and HC influence each other due to their conflicting control
goals. Specifically,

inc = Gpsmunc )

ensures that the transfer behavior from i,.¢ to ¢pgy remains the
closed loop transfer behavior of the nominal control structure.
If Gpsm is equal to Gpsy, then

1K = iref — 1PSM + THC
= iyt — Gpsm(uk + unc) + Gpsmunc (10

= (]- + GPSMK)_lireﬁ

which corresponds exactly to the nominal control structure.
Accurate models are reasonable assumptions in e-drives, how-
ever, care must be taken for model mismatches regarding the
feedforward prediction.
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Fig. 2. Control architectures considered in this work. The shaded area indi-
cates the part of the system assumed unknown. (a) Structure 1 — Acceleration
to voltage. (b) Structure 2 — Acceleration to measured current. (c) Structure
3 — Acceleration to reference current.

2) Structure 2 — Acceleration to measured current: Struc-
ture 2 aims at estimating the transfer behavior from ipgy to
y. Thus, the output of the controller is the current that would
need to be added to ipgy. Since it is not possible to control
ipgm directly, the control output ¢1;¢ is converted to upc using
an inverse model of the PSM that is denoted as G‘;éM. The
control loop for Structure 2 is shown in Figure 2b. It considers

Y = Gigeyliac +p (11

= Gipsn—yGrsmGpgyine + p

as the unknown system that is to be estimated. To im-

plement G’géM, a time delay is introduced at the input to

avoid acausality in the inverse PSM model. If the condition

GPSMGAE%M = 1 holds, the HC does not influence K, if iy is

subtracted from ipgy. Then, only the current resulting from

ug remains in the feedback loop of K and (10) holds. The

main advantage of Structure 2 over Structure 1 is then that
the PSM is not part of the estimated system.

3) Structure 3 — Acceleration to reference current: Another
way to achieve that the PSM is not part of the estimated system
is to add the control output ¢ to the reference current ¢,f to
get ik. Structure 3 does — in contrast to the other two structures
— not need an exact model of G'pgy to achieve the decoupling



TABLE I
OVERVIEW OF THE THREE CONTROL STRUCTURES.

Method Input Main advantage Main disadvantage

Structure 1 upgm Similar to frequency- PSM model is as-
domain structure sumed unknown

Structure 2 ipsMm System assumed un- PSM model needs

known equals the un-
known system
No controller decou-
pling necessary

to be known exactly
for full decoupling
K closed loop is as-
sumed unknown

Structure 3 ik

of the controllers. The resulting control structure is shown in
Figure 2c. This results in the following representation of the
unknown and to be estimated system:

Y = Gyl + D (12)
Since o K
. PSM
= 13
1PSM T GPSMKZK7 (13)

the (known) closed loop of K is part of the estimated system
with

‘ GpsmK
IpSM—Y 1 + GPSMK

which is a disadvantage of this structure.

4) Comparison of the three control structures: In this sec-
tion, three control structures are presented, that are designed to
integrate adaptive time-domain HC techniques into the existing
control loop. An overview is shown in Table I. It highlights
the input v to the estimated system, the main advantage and
the main disadvantage of each structure.

y==G ik + P, (14)

B. Online parameter estimation

*

Since the true parameters G} and 67 ; are unknown, the
controller relies on their estimates Gj and 6, ;. An estimation
scheme is proposed for the general formulation (5), thus
applicable to all three control structures, and with the goal
of identifying G; and 6, ; online. Define the sampled data as

vk = y(kts), fix = fi(kts)

for each £ € N with the sampling time t5. Using the
approximation

y(kti) = yhss(ktS7 911,1,k7 ..

yk can be expressed as

15)

7011,q,k)7 (16)

q
Yo=Y Sk (GiOuin+055) -

i=1

a7
Analogously, the estimation gy is defined as
a
Uk = Z fi?k (Gixbuite + Op.ix) - (18)
i=1
More compactly, we write (18) as

q
=Y whai, (19)
i=1

with the unknown parameter vector

i = [Re Guoy(jwi Im Guosy(jwi)k Opsik Opcix]
(20)
and the regressor
9117571,1( Sin(wik‘ts) + Gu,qi,k COS(wik‘ts)
L 911757171( COS(wikts) — 911757171( Sin(wikts)
Wi == sin(wikts) @D
cos(wikts)

Here, the subscripts “s” and “c” denote the sine and cosine
components of the corresponding parameters 6, and 0, re-
spectively, as introduced in (2). We define the cost function

ol = i wihall? led)?

2 21

which is to be minimized, where the normalization error is
defined as

Jk (Z‘k) (22)

ex = Me(Y — D) (23)

Since this a positive semi-definite quadratic cost function,
standard methods with provable convergence rates can be
employed. Considering the computational budget, the gradient
method is used. Following [22], this leads to the adaptive law

Tik+1 = Tik + Lwi kex. (24)
Here specifically, the normalization factor is chosen as
1
(25)

e = .
1 300 1Ol l?

This particular choice of the normalization factor is needed for
the stability theorem in the next section and is one modification
over [17]. The learning rate I" is chosen as

I' = diag(va, Y, ¥ Tp) (26)

to provide individual learning rates vg,v, > 0 for the
transfer function and the disturbance parameters. Note that
unlike in [18], Gix and 6, ;) are estimated jointly, which
will be especially beneficial in the context of computational
limitations. Finally, the estimated parameters x; i are then used
to construct G and 6, ;. This approach ensures that the
block structure of Gj i is preserved without adding additional
terms to the estimation equations as in [18]. In summary, the
control law is given by (24) with

Ouix = =G Op ik 27)

The control architecture is shown in Figure 3.

C. Stability theorem

Since the control law (27) is used for all & € N, it is
also used when the parameters are incorrectly initialized. A
stability theorem ensures that stability of the controller and
convergence of gy, to zero can be guaranteed for all initial
conditions G and 0, ; o, i.e. the same properties as in [18]
can be shown for the computationally efficient estimation
scheme proposed in the previous subsection.

We make the following assumptions:
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Fig. 3. Feedback interconnection with adaptive time-domain harmonic controller (inside shaded area).

Assumption 1. The following conditions hold for all ¢
1,...,qand all k£ € N:

(la) The transfer function satisfies rank G,y (jwi) = L.
(1b) The disturbance frequencies wy, . ..,wq are known.
(Ic) The output satisfies yx = Ynss(kts, Ou 1k - - -5 Ouqk)-
(1d) There exists € > 0 such that )\min(GLkGiT,k) > €.

Assumption (1a) implies that the number of actuators must be
at least as large as the number of performance measurements.
This is always fulfilled in the considered setup, since y € R
and v € R. Assumption (1b) is fulfilled, since the harmonic
disturbance frequencies are known to be integer multiples of
the known electrical frequency we;. The HSS assumption (1c)
indicates the stability theorem is valid assuming the transient
response Y ans vanished. Given that Gnvyy is asymptotically
stable with relatively fast dynamics, this assumption is con-
sidered to be met.. Assumption (1d) infers that there exists a
singularity at (z; .1, %ix,2) = O that is to be avoided. Using

T —x;
Gi’k — |: 1,k,1 1,k72:| c R2X2

(28)
Tik,2 Tik,1

with Tik,1 = Re Gu%y(jwi)k and Tik,2 = Im Gu*)y(jwi)k,
it follows

2 2
Tk T Tk 2 0
G, kle = [ 0 xi2,k,1 +xi2,k,2:| 29)
and therefore
Amin(GixGly) = @41 + 20y (30)

This implies Amin (GikGY)) > € if (@111, 2ik2) 7# 0. This
requirement is inherently met in the initial estimation phase
if the initial values 1, i 0,2 are chosen sufficiently large.
After the initial phase the singularity can be avoided by
suitable algorithm modifications, such as the addition of an
arbitrary perturbation to the parameters in regions of small
amplitudes or the interruption of the z; 1, Tj k2 update until
the gradient forces an amplitude growth again.
For the stability theorem, define the closed-loop system

ykuflTk (65— GI Gl

which follows when the control law (27) is plugged into the
system formulation (17). Define the parameter estimation error
as

€29

Tix = Tix — oz, (32)

The following theorem provides the stability conditions for the
closed-loop system.

Theorem 1. Consider the closed-loop system (31) that is
generated using the estimation (24) and the control (27) and
consider the parameter estimation error (32). Assume that
Assumption 1 is satisfied. Then, for all o > 2& + ¢y, the
following statements hold:
) (F1x...Tqxk) 0 is a uniformly Lyapunov stable
equilibrium of (31) and (32).
2) Let Z10...Zq,0 € R%. Then xix and 6, ;x are bounded
and limkg)oo Yk = 0.

The proof follows along the lines of [18], with necessary
adaptations for the modified estimator scheme. A concise proof
sketch is given in Appendix A. Note that the proof does not
introduce any restrictions for 1 ...Zq,0. Therefore, part 2)
of Theorem 1 holds globally, which means that
1) yx converges to zero for all initial parameter estimates
21,0 ---2q,0-
2) It is always possible to find o such that o > 3¢ + g,
holds and (32) is fulfilled.

D. Parameter convergence

Convergence of zj to the true parameters x; is neither
required by the stability proof, nor is it implied by it. However,
studying when these parameters converge to their actual true
value will be beneficial for the modifications that are proposed
in the following sections. Consider the following Proposition.

Proposition 1. ( [23]) Consider the harmonic mode ¢ and
assume Jy is p; k-strongly convex and L; x-smooth in ;. Then,
if the learning rate is chosen as

2
i+ Ly

for all £, then the adaptive law (24) generates a sequence ; x
such that

VG Vp S

4 — 2| < pifillao — 2|
with
2min(ya, Yp) ik Li x

ik + Lix '
Since Ji is twice differentiable, 1 x and L; can be deter-
mined as minimum and maximum eigenvalue of the Hessian
H; . of Jy.. However, note that if Jy is defined as in (22), then
0%J

pik=1~—

Hiy = = T Wi Wik, (33)



which is rank deficient. Thus, Proposition 1 is not applicable
to (22) and no statement about parameter convergence can be
made.

To circumvent this issue, dynamic regressor extension can
be applied [24], [25]. Note that to uniquely identify four
parameters in a regression problem, at least four linearly in-
dependent measurement equations are required. When having
only one measurement at each k, a widely applied technique
is to filter this sequence with four linearly independent linear
filters, thus giving four linearly independent sequences which
yield a well-posed problem. Consider

with
Hi(z) = % (35)

Distinct values of the time-constants 7} are chosen to guarantee
linear independence among the generated filtered signals.
Define

(bi,k = ’H[wi}k] S R4X4

Y= My € RY, (36)

and
ol = L P

Jk(a:k) 9

(37

Then,

Hix = m®] @ik, (38)
and thus, regularity of the Hessian matrix can be achieved.

Note that H;  may still become rank deficient, for instance
when w;x = 0. Hence, the data must still satisfy some
excitation requirements. In contrast, if Hj) has full rank
and hence, p;x < 1, w;i must have been sufficiently rich.
Therefore, a phase of iterations where p; < 1 indicates a
phase of qualitative parameter updates and therefore, a good
estimation phase. This intuition will be significant for later
proposed modifications of the estimation scheme.

IV. DELTA LEARNING BASED FEEDFORWARD ESTIMATION

In non-adaptive HC, it is well known that the phase of the
model used for the control law LGIHy(wi) and the phase of
the true system ZGy_,y(w;)* must lie within a 90° margin
to guarantee stability [17]. In contrast, the adaptive scheme
ensures stability for all parameter initializations, even when
they are arbitrary bad. However, while preserving stability,
deviations from the £90° range may still degrade transient
performance drastically. This effect is particularly relevant
during speed changes, where ZG\y_,y(jw;) shifts due to its
frequency dependence. The stable range shifts accordingly,
requiring time for the estimated parameters to adapt. To
counteract this effect, this section introduces a delta learning
approach that integrates a LUT-based feedforward estimation.
An adaptive LUT is proposed that continuously updates during
operation and reuses stored parameter values at previously
visited operating points.

ykL Delta [A%ik
—>| estimator

. ”
—_—
Lookup

Tk table

Control | [Pk

law

TFF,ik

Fig. 4. Delta learning adaptive controller.

A. Integration of delta learning into the harmonic controller

Recall that the adaptive controller consists of an estimator
that calculates x; x41 based on yx and the previous output of
the controller 6, ;, along with a control law that computes
Ou,ik+1 based on zj 1. Figure 4 shows how this adaptive
controller is extended to incorporate the delta learning concept.
The LUT provides feedforward parameter estimates Ty k
based on the current operating point, which is defined by the
torque 7% and the rotor speed ny.

Instead of using (22), we consider the shifted optimization
problem

=>4 wl (zppik + Azip)|?
win J(Ax; ) — M|y i1 Wik (TFFik i) |
Aﬁfi,k ’ 2

(39)
and calculate the gradient w.rt. Ax;x. A key challenge
is that infinitely many parameter combinations produce the
same control output, so the adaptive controller can achieve
correct performance without identifying the true parameter
values. This could lead to parameter drift, where the sum
Zix = Trr ik + Az diverges from the feedforward estimate,
even if the control output remains correct. While the stability
proof confirms that this does not lead to instability in the
chosen setup, the benefits of improved performance during
speed changes — achieved through the delta learning approach
— could be compromised. To counteract this, a damping term is
introduced into the adaptive law (24), resulting in the modified
adaptive law

A.’L‘i’kJ’»l = (1 — O')Al'i’k =+ Fwi,kek, 40)

with the scalar design parameter ¢ > (. Note that this
modification is known as o-modification or leakage and is
common to enhance robustness of adaptive control schemes
[22], [26].

B. Lookup table setup

Initially, the LUT is populated with identified parameters.
Then, it is subsequently updated online.

1) Transfer function G,_,: The first two parameters
in (20) correspond to the real and imaginary parts of
Gy (jwi), which vary with the speed 7, but not with torque
T. They are initialized offline by measuring at least two
different HSS responses and calculating the parameters via
regression.
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2) Disturbance parameters 6, s and 0, .: The disturbance

parameters depend on both n and torque 7' and are stored in
a two-dimensional LUT. They are initialized similarly from
offline measurements at selected support points.
For both cases, feedforward parameter values at operating
points between the support points are obtained via linear (for
G) or bilinear (for 6,) interpolation, and extrapolated if outside
the grid.

C. Online-adaptation of the lookup table

Note that the scheme with the shifted optimization prob-
lem (39) heavily relies on an accurate true parameter predic-
tion. Wrong parameter estimates may even have a detrimental
effect on the delta-learning approach. This is especially critical
in e-drive systems, where the system behavior is inherently
changing during its lifetime due to aging effects. Therefore,
we propose an online-adaptation scheme of the LUT.

Crucially, the LUT shall be only updated, when (i) the
feedforward parameters deviate from the actual estimated
parameters Trr ik + Az, and (ii), if the data is informative
enough. Point (i) is addressed by simply stopping any LUT-
updates when Ax; = 0. To achieve point (ii), we leverage
the convergence rate p; i which is obtained from Proposition 1.
Following the discussions of Subsection III-D, if p; i < 1, then
the data is suitable for parameter updates and a LUT update is
desirable. The smaller p;  the better the regression equations
are conditioned and the larger the LUT update shall be.

Consider Figure 5. Compared to the structure shown in
Figure 4, two additional blocks are introduced. The estimation
quality is evaluated in the ”Quality Evaluator” block, which
leverages internal properties of the delta estimator to compute
Pi k-

The LUT is now generated by the new “’Adaptive LUT”
block, which performs the LUT update following

— pix) B Az,

where [ is the learning rate. The LUT is continuously updated
as long as pjx < 1 and ||Az; k|| > 0. In other words, updates
occur when the estimator is reliable and detects a discrepancy
between the feedforward parameters and the true parameters.

LUT(nk,Tk) — LUT(’I’Lk, Tk) + (1 41)

Remark. We emphasize that dynamic regressor extension is
only applied to compute p; i for the dynamic regressor exten-
sion and not in the control law introduced in Subsection III-B.
The main reason is the limited computational budget imposed
by the typically short sampling times in e-drive systems. The
LUT adaptation is not real-time critical and thus, dynamic
regressor extension may be applied here.

D. Active learning

Parameter convergence requires sufficient excitation, i.e.
pi,xk < 1. However, since the control law (27) enforces y = 0,
a lack of excitation will eventually be achieved by design. To
address this, an active learning law is introduced. It is well
known that for a n-th order system linear in its parameters, 5
distinct frequencies in the reference signal are sufficient [27].
Thus, consider the following excitation law

Ouix = Gy Yaesix — Opix) (42)
with Y i being an excitation signal
A1k cos (war ikt
Ydes’i}k _ all,ik ( all,i s) 7 (43)
Aal2,i x €0S (wai2,ikts)

containing two distinct frequencies waii ik 7 Wal2ik. This
enforces

q
T
Yk = E JixYdes,ik

i=1

(44)

which ensures sufficient excitation.

Now note that permanent excitation is desirable for param-
eter convergence on the one hand, but undesirable on the
performance level on the other hand, since y still reflects
an NVH signal. Thus, active learning is activated only if
Az;x # 0 and excitation is insufficient. The amplitudes are
set as

Aani i x = Aal2i x = max (07 @) S| Az, (45)

with tuning factor § > 0 and threshold € > 0. If 1 — p; x > ¢,
excitation is sufficient and active learning is disabled.

Thus, the delta learning approach with adaptive LUT en-
sures that Az;j — 0, while active learning is only applied
when necessary.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

This section presents simulation results for the concepts
introduced in Section III. The results are obtained from a
closed-loop simulation in MATLAB/Simulink, which includes
a simulation model of the PSM and an implementation of a
Field Oriented Controller (FOC) K to achieve the control loop
presented in Figure 1. The unknown NVH transfer behavior is
modeled as a second order filter, which takes i, as its input.
Additionally, the disturbance p is modeled as a sinusoidal
signal in the 12" electrical harmonic frequency. This distur-
bance is added to the output of the NVH transfer function and
yields y. The HC controllers are implemented and connected
as described in Section III. To enhance realism, random noise
is added to the rotational speed, the PSM currents, and the
measured NVH signal y. The amplitudes of the disturbance
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Fig. 6. Reduction of the 12" electrical harmonic in y comparing the time-
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TABLE I
PERFORMANCE INDICATORS FOR DIFFERENT CONTROL STRUCTURES.

Performance Indicator FD T™DS1 TDS2 TDS3
Time until |Yg 12] is < 0.05 [J0A327 0.084 0.084 0.096
Mean of |Y91,12\ 0.052 0.019 0.017 0.03

Maximum |Ya) 12| after 0.5s | 0086 0076 0012  0.037
Mean of |Yq 12| in Interval 1 | 0.005 0.003 0.002 0.002
Mean of |Yq 12| in Interval 2 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001

Interval 1: ¢ = [0.2s,0.5s], Interval 2: ¢ = [0.7s,1.0s], FD:
frequency-domain, TD: time-domain

and the random noise are chosen to match the levels observed
on the testbench, which is introduced in the next section.

In Figure 6, the results are shown for all three control struc-
tures, along with the comparison of an adaptive frequency-
domain HC controller [16] as benchmark. These results are
derived from a simulation where the rotational speed is set
to Nmech = 1000 rpm for the first 0.5s and then reduced
to Nech = 800 rpm for the remaining 0.5s. The presented
signals for |Yu 12| — the amplitudes of the 120 electrical
harmonic in y — are the result of a DFT analysis performed at
the end of each electrical period, which leads to the discrete
update steps of the signal. For each control structure, the gain
v is selected through a basic parameter tuning process to
ensure that each structure performs well individually. Table II
evaluates the results based on five performance indicators
related to convergence speed and steady-state error.

Among the three time-domain control structures, no major
differences in performance are observed; variations due to
different gains or initial conditions are larger than differences
between the structures themselves. All three, however, outper-
form the benchmark controller in terms of faster convergence
and lower mean values of |Y 12/

VI. TESTBENCH RESULTS

In this section, the adaptive time-domain HC, along with
its extensions, is examined on the testbench. In all presented
results, the rotational speed 7nech, the torque 7' and the
measured laser signal y are given normalized by scaling
factors.

0.8 1

Fig. 7. Testbench setup.

A. Testbench setup

The testbench setup is shown in Figure 7. It shows the
Laser Doppler Vibrometer (LDV) measuring NVH emissions
in the form of surface vibrations on the housing of the used
48V PSM. The PSM is coupled to a load machine, which
regulates the rotational speed to maintain a constant reference
value. The controller is implemented in MATLAB/Simulink
and online computation is performed on a dSPACE RTT 1007
setup. The sampling rate is set to 10 kHz, corresponding to
a sampling time of t; = 100 ps. To evaluate NVH reduction
under different conditions, various operating points are tested
in the experiment to assess the performance of the controllers.
This experiment is well-suited for controller evaluation, as all
parameters estimated online vary throughout the experiment.
Here, mainly the results of reducing the 12th electrical har-
monic are presented. In Subsection VI-F, it is demonstrated
how the approach can be applied to reduce multiple harmonics.

B. Open loop experiment

To demonstrate the nominal NVH pollution, an open loop
experiment without HC is performed. The results of this
experiment using the control loop without HC are shown in
Figure 8. The third subplot shows the amplitude of the laser
signal y in the 12" electrical frequency for three runs of the
same experiment. The complete frequency spectrum of y over
all three rotational speeds is shown in Figure 9. In all three
intervals, the most prominent frequency components are the
27 and 12" electrical harmonics.

C. Adaptive time-domain harmonic control

Here, the experiment is repeated with the adaptive time-
domain HC deployed. Figure 10 shows the outcomes of three
runs of the same experiment. Due to space reasons, only the
results for structure 1 are displayed, however, we note that the
experiment outcomes do only differ slightly. In fact, the dis-
crepancy among different runs for the same control structure —
originating from different parameter initializations — is larger
than the differences among the structures themselves. Thus, the
insights discussed here for Structure 1 also apply to the other
two structures. The 12" electrical harmonic is significantly
reduced for most of the duration, while the performance after
the speed change from 0.6 p.u. to 1 p.u. varies considerably
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between runs. For the different runs, the same controller with
the same parameterization is used, with the initial parameter
values being the only difference.

To explain the spikes around 60 seconds, and why only run 1
and 2 are affected, observe Figure 11 that shows the identified
and estimated phase ZG,_,y (jw). Recall that outside a phase
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Fig. 11. Amplitude |Y¢; 12| and the estimated phase of GNvH,u—y (jWel,12)
compared to the identified phase during the speed change.

range of [£G_, (jw) — £Ghyy(jw)| < 90°, the nominal
HC becomes unstable. We indeed observe that our adaptive
formulation can leave this range without harming stability,
but with detrimental effects on the transient performance. In
contrast, observe how run 3 stays within the nominal stable

range and thus, shows only a mild spike in the amplitude.

D. Delta learning approach

Note that the observations in Figure 11 motivate the use
of the identified parameters as feedforward estimates in the
proposed delta learning scheme described in Section IV. The
results of five experimental runs are illustrated in Figure 12.
The results indicate a significant reduction in the 12" elec-
trical harmonic across all experiment runs throughout the
complete duration of the experiment.

Crucially, observe how the spike from Figure 10 can be
successfully mitigated, highlighting the effect of the delta
learning approach. This complies with Figure 13, where again
the phase difference of identified and estimated system is
displayed. Observe in the third subplot how the estimated
phase, consisting of prior information plus delta estimation,
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parameter value using control Structure 1 with the delta learning approach.

now aligns well with the identified phase of the system, in
contrast to Figure 11. Moreover, observe in the first two sub-
plots how incorrect feedforward parameters are counteracted
by the delta estimate. In particular, the delta estimator captures
small high-frequency changes in the parameters.

E. Online-adaptation of the lookup table

Here, testbench results for the online adaptation of the LUT
from Subsection IV-C in combination with active learning
from Subsection IV-D are presented. In Figure 14, results
are shown for a testbench experiment operated at two op-
erating points with different torques, each tested twice. Ini-
tially, 0, s pr and 0, . pr show a large deviation from the
true parameters 0 o and 07 . due to incorrect LUT entries.
The results demonstrate that when an operating point with
significant deviation is reached, the delta estimator estimates

the difference between the feedforward and true parameters.
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Fig. 14. Reduction of the 12" electrical harmonic in the laser signal using
the delta learning approach with online-adaptation of the lookup table.

This is achieved by enabling active learning which leads to
a high estimation quality. The LUT is updated, reducing the
deviation between the feedforward and true parameters, which
in turn lowers the delta parameters. When the operating point
is reached a second time, performance in reducing the 12th
electrical harmonic improves significantly, as shown by the
performance indicators in Table III.

TABLE III
PERFORMANCE INDICATORS FOR REACHING AN OPERATING POINT WITH
INCORRECT FEEDFORWARD ESTIMATES AND A SECOND TIME WITH
UPDATED VALUES.

Performance Indicator First time  Second time
Maximum of |Yq 12| for T = 0.5 p.u. 0.4068 0.0314
Maximum of |Yg 12| for T'= 0.3 p.u. 0.1436 0.0436
Mean value of |Yey 12| for T'= 0.5 p.u. 0.0267 0.0097
Mean value of |Yg 12| for T'= 0.3 p.u. 0.0202 0.0116
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FE. Reduction of multiple frequencies

Figure 15 illustrates the results for reducing four differ-
ent disturbance frequencies simultaneously for an experiment
where the operating point is changed twice. It is evident
that the 274, 4th 6t and 120 electrical harmonics can be
successfully reduced in parallel.

VII. CONCLUSION

This work advances adaptive time-domain HC from theory
to practice for NVH mitigation in electric drives. Three control
structures were developed to integrate the adaptive controller
into existing loops, and the estimation scheme was refined to
reduce computational effort for embedded use.

Simulations and testbench experiments confirm faster con-
vergence than frequency-domain HC, but also reveal limita-
tions during rapid speed changes. To ensure robustness across
operating points, a delta learning scheme was introduced that
combines the adaptive controller with a LUT-based feedfor-
ward estimator, complemented by an adaptive LUT for lifetime
robustness through online updates.

Future work could include a rigorous stability analysis
of the extended delta learning structure to ensure that the
combination of the adaptive controller and adaptive LUT does
not introduce undesired interactions in the overall system.
In addition, while the adaptive time-domain HC with delta
learning has shown promising performance, other adaptive
control concepts recently proposed in the literature — such as
sliding mode control [28] or predictive cost adaptive control
[29] — could be explored.

APPENDIX A
PROOF SKETCH OF THEOREM 1

Proof. Subtracting axi from both sides of (24) yields

ZTik+1 = Tix + Dw; kex (46)

Considering the individual estimation errors of (32) as

éi,k = Gi,k — aGi* 9},71,1{ = 9p’17k — 049* (47)

p,i’

and splitting (46) yields

Gix+1 = Gix +vemWa,ix¥x (48a)
with
— = OusikSik T OucikCi
WG’Lk _ |:l; b:| 7 u,s,i,k°i,k u,c,i,kCik (48b)
a b = 0us,ikCik — Ouc,ikSik
and
~ = Six|
Opik+1 = Opix + YTk L_ } Uk (48¢)
17
for s;x = sin(wikts) and ¢ x = cos (wikts). Defining the

Lyapunov function measuring all parameter estimation errors
PR IR
V(E. - dqr) = — Y 0pixl® + — D I1Girllz (49)
R RAS g
the corresponding Lyapunov difference is

AV(k) =V (i‘17k+1 . i‘qyk+1) -V (jl,k - .i‘q)k) .

Using straightforward reformulations and noting from (25) that
me < 1 and M Y L, ||6u,ix|* < 1, one obtains the bound

(50)

AV(K) < ~dmc(a—qp— S )ud. D
Since this is the same bound as in [18], all claims of Theorem 1
follow by the standard arguments in [18]. O
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