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A consideration on calculation of nonstationary signal problems in a smelting
furnace —Adoption of fuzzy average and Wigner distribution analysis

Abstract. In this paper, adoption of fuzzy average to a smelting furnace to harmonize process
computer and operators, and adoption of Wigner distribution analysis to permeability index
(nonstationary signal) of smelting furnace, are reported.
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Table 2.1 Decision—Making Model 1.

: Subjectivity
Objectivity
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GO GO STOP STOP
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Table 2.2 DecisiOn—Making Model 2.
Objectivity | GO STOP BACK
GO GO GO STOP
STOP STOP STOP STOP
BACK STOP BACK BACK
Table 2.3 Decision——Makirfg Model 3.
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Objectivity GO STOP BACK
GO GO GO STOP
STOP STOP STOP BACK
BACK STOP STOP BACK
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