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Multivariable control performance assessment techniques based on user-
specified benchmark
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Abstract: The complicacy of computation procedures and the requirement of a general interactor pose a challenging issue
for industrial applications of user-specified benchmark based performance monitoring techniques. Therefore, to reduce the
model requirement of a general interactor, two improved computational methods are presented in this paper, which only

require routine operating data and the estimate of input/output delays or the order of interactor matrix. Simulation examples

show the superiority and effectiveness of the two proposed methods.
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