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ABSTRACT In this study a new machine learning technique is presented to solve singular multi-pantograph
differential equations (SMDEs). A new optimized type-3 fuzzy logic system (T3-FLS) by unscented Kalman
filter (UKF) is proposed for solution estimation. The convergence and stability of presented algorithm are
ensured by the suggested Lyapunov analysis. By two SMDEs the effectiveness and applicability of the
suggested method is demonstrated. The statistical analysis show that the suggested method results in accurate
and robust performance and the estimated solution is well converged to the exact solution. The proposed
algorithm is simple and can be applied on various SMDEs with variable coefficients.

INDEX TERMS Machine learning, artificial intelligence, fuzzy systems, Lyapunov stability, learning

algorithm, multi-pantograph differential equations.

I. INTRODUCTION

The numerical solving of singular multi-pantograph differ-
ential equations (SMDEs) has been one of the interesting
research topic, due to the potential application of SMDEs
in various science field such as: electrodynamics, quantum
mechanics, chemical engineering, astrophysics and many
others [1], [2].

Many numerical techniques have been designed for solv-
ing SMDE:s. For example, Jiang et al. [2] propose Galerkin
method for solving of SMDE and the global convergence is
studied. In [1], by the use of variational theorem and Laplace
transform the analytical solution is estimated. A numerical
method on basis of the multistage homotopy technique has
also been suggested and its accuracy has been examined [3].
Bilal et al. [4], present the Boubeker polynomial approach
to construct a numerical solver for SMDEs and its conver-
gence is studied. In [5], the Legendre—Gauss collocation
approach is presented in contrast to Hermite collocation
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method and its versatility and convergence are examined.
Doha et al. [6], suggest the Jacobi rational-Gauss function
and a semi-analytical method. In [7], by the use of Adams and
Runge—Kutta methods a numerical technique is developed
and its performance is evaluated by some numerical exam-
ples. In [8], the reduction of SMDEs into algebraic equations
using Chelyshkov wavelet basis is studied and then by the
use of Galerkin approach a solver is proposed. Rayal and
Verma [9], propose Legendre wavelet to solve SMDEs and
the behaviour of SMDE:s using different fractional derivative
definitions is studied.

One of the recently developed approach for solving defer-
ential equations is the use of intelligent systems and learning
techniques [10]. Combination of fuzzy logic systems (FLSs)
and learning methods is applied in wide engineering prob-
lems, due to the strong capability of this approach [11]-[17].
However, on the best knowledge of authors, this powerful
tool has not been applied for solving SMDEs. However, quite
rarely techniques on basis neural networks (NNs) have been
applied on solving a simple class of differential equations.
For example, in [18], NNs and evolutionary based algorithms
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such as genetic and pattern search algorithms are employed
to solve pantograph differential equations (PDE). Similar
to [18], in [19], interior-point method is combined with NNs
to find a solution for PDEs. In [20], the Lagaris method is
developed to estimate the real solution of PDEs by a simple
NN. In [21], NNs are used to solve Painlevé equations and
the effectiveness of NNs is shown. In [22], similar to above
mentioned approaches, the solving of a class of differential
equations by NN is investigated and the genetic algorithm is
used to optimize NNGs.

In the most of above reviewed NN based solvers, only
PDEs have been studied and the singular PDEs needs more
studies. Also in the most of NN based solvers, evolutionary
methods have been used that are not suitable for online appli-
cations and also these algorithms suffer heavy computational
cost. Furthermore, in the most of the aforementioned numer-
ical methods the stability is not guaranteed. Recently, it has
been shown in literature that FLSs, specially high-order FLSs
have more capability than NNs. In various engineering appli-
cations the superiority of type-2 and type-3 FLSs have been
shown such as: decision making [23], control systems [24],
identification [25], chaotic synchronization [26], multi-agent
control systems [27], among many others.

In addition to structure of NN and FLS, the optimization
and learning approaches are also important in effectiveness.
Many optimization methods have been developed for learning
of NNs and various applications such as kernel extreme learn-
ing, support vector machine, chaotic optimization, bacterial
foraging optimization, among many others [28]-[35]. The
UKEF algorithm is also widely used in many nonlinear prob-
lems [36]-[38], because of its more accurate performance.
However, literature review shows that UKF has been rarely
used in optimization of FLSs and problem of SMDE:s.

Considering above motivations, in this study, a new
approach on criteria of T3-FLSs and UKF algorithm is pre-
sented for solution approximation of SMDEs. By the several
statistical examinations the well performance of the sug-
gested solver is demonstrated. The main contributions are:

« A new approach is presented to solve SMDE:s.

o For the best knowledge of authors, for the first time a

T3-FLS approach is presented for solving SMDEs.

o« A new cost function and a new learning algorithm
are presented to optimize the suggested T3-FLS based
solver.

o The closed-loop stability is proved.

« Several statistical analysis are presented to examine the
accuracy and robustness of the suggested T3-FLS based
solver.

Il. PROBLEM DESCRIPTION

The suggested approach designs FLSs and UKF algorithm.
A general view on suggested solution method is depicted
in Fig. 1. A SMDE is given as:

EO+Y k) /P +x0) /% =G (1)

k=1
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FIGURE 1. A general view of the proposed solver.

where x (0) = A; and x (0) = A,. Pr(t) and G (¢) are
continues function. The objective is tuning the parameters of
T3-FLS such that the output of T3-FLS X (¢) to be converged
to x (¢). Then the following equation is solved:

EO+Y i /Pe+20 /=G ()

k=1
To solve (2), the following cost function is considered:

2

i+ Z i (rt) [Py (1)
i=1 \ +%; (t)/Qz G(1)
1/, 2
+5 (x§+x§) 3)

wherei=1,...,N,k=1,...,n,Nh=1and ¢t = kh.

Remark 1: Tt should be noted that, the Volterra integral
equations can be considered as a special case of multi-
pantographic differential equations (see [39]-[41]).

The problem is that the parameters of T3-FLS are tuned
such that (3) to be minimized and the convergence error to be
stable. The parameters are of T3-FLS are tuned through the
UKEF algorithm and the convergence is ensured by Lyapunov
method.

IIl. TYPE-3 FLS
In this section the suggested T3-FLS solution estimator is
illustrated. The suggested structure is depicted in Fig. 2.
The computations are explained as follows. 1) For input, M
type-3 membership function (MF) A”a as shown in Fig. 3 is
considered. Each MF is divided into ¢ «-cuts.

2) Compute the rule firings:

Vs, (W) = ((u ¢, ) /9 ) @
Vo, () = ( (u—cs,) 192 ) )
ﬂf;, = ( (u- A,Q)z/_m) ©)
RPN RO

wherel =1,.... M,x € a1,...,q,a € gl,...,g[,cA”
o

and Ay a{e .tl'le center of Ay, ’92\”& and ﬂAHg are the 1'1pper

standard divisions at upper and lower a-cut, respectively,

[ A and ¥ Ay, A€ the lower standard divisions at upper and
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FIGURE 2. A general view of the proposed T3-FLS solution estimator.

va(tw) v
1 ?”&j = , , (10)
0.9 g g
o = (v + )
. o |
o ¢, = —F (11)
0.6 —le d ( I I )
+
04 4) Compute the second type-reduction:
0.3
[ -
02 ; a1,
01 )=
(3 +2)
j=1
,X% gj(l_sl le
: = i=1,....M (12)
FIGURE 3. Suggested type-3 MF. —
(+2)
=1
lower «-cut, respectively. 3) Compute the normalized rule !
firing (first type-reduction): Z &j?llét,-
7! F, = =t
- a; — L
> (v +vt) =l
=N ¢
. Vi 12 ‘l‘jfugj
by = 35— Q) t—\ I=1,....M (13)
) l 0 .
-+ 2 ( + g)
& (1/;% L‘f) AN
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5) Compute output as:

W, 0)=0"F ),
= = 1T
0=1[0).....00.01.....0m]
= = 4T
F(u)Z[Elv"'?EMaFla"'aFM] (14)

where 0 represents the vector of trainable parameters. From
(14), x (u, 6) is obtained as:

: 0x (u, 0 oF
g(u’g)ZMZQT_(u) (15)
ou ou
where
OF ) _ [9F, OF, OF aFy 1" 16
du | du’ 7 u  ou’T du

From (15,) for 4 and aF’ , one has:

L _.Bgl&j
oF, J; " u
[
ou J; (&j‘f‘gj)
vy,
2 %y

L l=1,....M (17

_'3¢1\&j
aFl B j:l ] u
o
o > (551 +£j>
j=1
t 8431@.
;gj Buj
+= L, l=1,....M  (18)
> (@+g)
J=1
e, 0P, 3?1\5« 391\(1-
From (17) and (18), the terms au'/’ 3u’, 3u-’ and au'l’

are computed as:

oA 70 792 1 2
o2 (u-cz,) [w@./ﬂgna v ot ]

19)
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3(131@1- 2(M_CAl|a>/ j‘ wl Z (Wl +Iﬂl )

Sl
2

' E(rw))

732 (1= )[W/é? + vl /92 }
gjl:1 Alja 947" Ana ;' Al

5 (es)]

(20
M
aq_sllaj -2 (u — CA”a> /Q‘%”aﬂa g (Wéj + wl )
ou - M 2
Lo+l ]
[22% (¢Q” Iéﬂﬁ>
! %2<u—c ) G52 1yl /o2
—O_lj =1 All o A” —Ol] _Al\a
_ " 5
yLo+ vyl }
|:r§l (waj &j>
21
3¢lla, —2 (u CA/I&) /Qf%}uaz‘llj =1 (Jf‘i + Kfl,)
ou - M [/ _ 2
()
I=1 ! &
M _
—flj l; 2 (M o CAI\O() [ é// f%” —(lx /_.%]ail

(22)
Similarly, from (15), i (#) is computed as:
. 9% (u, 6 aF
Py =28 _ grdF @ (23)
ou ou
where
oF OF aF, OF OF
W _ |3, 0Ey 9F1 - Fm| o,
ou ou u  du ou
From (24), 35 and BBFL > are computed as:
X‘: _
. o
0 Lo
’ 2(&#%)
j=1
L Bgf”mj
;Q] du
+-= L I=1,....M  (25)
> "+g)
j:l(] !
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¢ — ad)lloz
. 3 Gl
o B Pt J du
ou &
Cox(ate)
j=1
L 0
legj Buj
+= L, l=1,...,M  (26)
Z(_j+gj)
j=1
31a e 9. 9,
where q;’;’ s 4;1*’, 3’; d a” L, are computed as
3¢y4,
ou
=20 S (T 4+ ) =2 (umcy, ) 157
j” % =\ Ay A
Otj -
M
2 (u—c; m2wlz vl 4yl )+
Alja A|a Gfj — 9 a;
71 5 1 /532 I 792
m%éz@ﬂEQ[%w% w/ih}
= 2
[121 (]/fé’jLz‘l")]
=2 (u=cz,) 192 w!,,z(wl +vL).
%/1:2 A l 192 ! ﬁZ
z u—cz. Kﬁ%/ A + v, /_A”
- 4
[Z(w&,w’ )}
=1
3¢_51|gj
ou

—2u

A” l:l

i 2
-2 (u B cAllDt) /l?Ana

Vo >

vl 0

M
i z(}l+w1) 2 (u- %W)/im-

(Jfgw ,)+
=1 Y

732 (1=, )[W /92
gjl:l Al o A,

]

=1

50 ew)]

—2(u—cy /0 B2 gﬁl E ng + gﬁl .
Al\u A” —j 2j —Olj
2

M 1 2 l 2
D (u - cAl\a) [woﬁ/ﬁ;\laj +£°‘1/2A’°’jj|

2
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= ew)]

4

3¢1\a,
ou
M
—2u Z (Ip‘é] + ﬂfi,) -2 (u — CA”a) /Qg”&..
*Aua =1 '
—2 (u - cAua) /le\&.%j % (I'Z‘éf + £‘13‘/) *
) v 1%4;2( CA”Q) [%/ﬁz +yL o3 }
= 2
[;M¢g+wzﬂ
-2 (” €At >/—Au Vg % (% +ﬂ%)'
M
32 (u — c;ma) [Wij/ﬁjl +¥5, /2/21” :|
Y= — (29)
[121 (wéj +yl )}
aél\gj
au

ou 1 M Tl / 2 ~ v2
QTW-K% 121 gf+£‘lj B (M_CA’W) /_A”ﬁj.
N 2 I u 7 l
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M

lé:l (u Ao )I:wl /192 +£ilj/QAldj}
M 4
[Z <rh€. +y! )]
=1 - -4

IV. LEARNING METHOD
The parameters are of T3-FLS are tuned through the UKF

algorithm. To apply UKF algorithm, the following state-space
model is considered:
wit+1D)=w)+v (@)
viwe+ D+ D =vw@), )+ x @

(30)

€1y

where
v (w, t)
xMU—Dt—DD

Fov,n|+

_J_

oOF (t) [ X (w (D), ”kl)) )
,;[ o (+{x(w(t—1> rk(t—l))‘)}/Pk(t)
+[F (t

O (Fw@. 0]+ Fwe—1,t—D])]/0*®
(32)
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where ¥ (t)/x (t) are measurement/process noise with
covariance ¢/& and zeros mean and w is the vector of trainable
parameters that is defined as:

w=1[0,.....04]" (33)

The training algorithm is explained step-by-step in below.

1) The sigma points are computed as:
wp=wp+wy, h=1...,2M (34)

where wy, is:
o = (\/Mn(t))T, h=1,....M (35)
—(,/Mn(z))r, h=1,....M (36

where 7 represents the covariance matrix. 2) For each wy in
(34), compute the cost function v as:

WhiM =

Vi (ﬁ/fl,t)
- 31;:” (}é(fvh(t) t)‘—i— }é(wh(r—l),z—l)()
* or @ (|t 6@ nn

P} ()

=L 7 \+fae - ne-)

k
+[F @) (|2 Gon (1), 0| +|% Gop (1= 1), 1= D])] /Q* (1)

(37)

3) From (37), compute the mean of v, h =1, ...,2 (M) as:
M

v =Y v/ (2M) (38)
h=1

4) From (38) for the covariance of forecasted measurements
(7ty), one has:

oM
o7 2 n = v +¢ (39)
h=1
5) Compute cross-covariance my,y as:
| ™
T = 7 1; (on — W) (g — vm) (40)
where
| M
W= — 1 41
W= 2 W 41)
h=1

6) The Kalman gain is obtained as:
K (t) = myerr; ! (42)
7) Update the vector of parameters w as:
wit+1D)=w()—K@)vn @) (43)
8) Update the covariance matrix 7 as:
T+ ) =7@)—K @)K’ () (44)
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V. STABILITY AND CONVERGENCE ANALYSIS
The main results for the stability analysis is summarized in
Theorem V:

Theorem 1: By the proposed adaptation law (43),
the dynamic of the convergence error is stable.

Proof:

To stability and convergence analysis the following Lya-

punov function is taken to account:
2

FO@w.n+ ZX(G(t) rit) [P (1)

+x (0 (1), 1) /Q (t) —-G@)
Then time difference of V (k) in (45), yields:
Vi)y—-vae—-1

V() = (45)

FOm.n+ Zx(e (1), rct) [Py (1)
+X (0 (1), t)/Q(t)—G(t)
x(@(t—l) (t— 1)+

- kZIX(G(t—l) et —1) /P (t = 1)+

XYO@—-D,¢-1)/Qt-D-G@—-1
(46)

Considering the fact that sample time is enough small the
equation (46) can be simplified as:

Vi) —V(—1)
o 2
fow.n| -

+Xn: Ux © (). rkt)‘z -
k=1

/L o+ @ 0.0 =[x @ a1, 1=D]*] /0* )

=

. 2
fc(@(t—l),t—l)‘

. 2
fc(e(r—l),rk(r—l)ﬂ

(47)
From (23) and (47), one has:
\;é(e(z),z))z— F0u—1,t— 1)‘2
(v
(48)

Similarly, from (15) and (47), one has:
. 2, 2
e nn[ = i@ a-1.nc-1)

7 OF (1) KCIGY rkt)‘
o \FO -1, n@-1)

=00 —-0@—-1]

(49)
Also, from (14) and (47), one can writes:
@@, 0| - %
<00 -6@—DI"F©)(E© 0,0
+]E@ @ —1),t—1)) (50)
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Then from equations (48-50), the inequality (47), becomes:

Ve —V@E—1)
<w®-6@¢-DnI"
oF .. .
: af)(ﬁw(n,n‘+.ﬁw(t—lyt—1ﬂ)
| 9F (1) xwa)mﬂ‘ 5
+ AG)
217 e, na-n|) "
2O @, 0|+ >

From tuning rules (43), the inequality (51), becomes:

V)=V (-1
< —Kvy
a”” xwa—l)t—nD 2
| aFe x(e(t) )| + P2t
kgl[ o a-n.na-n)|) |
ﬂwﬂM+ >
HEOU00-1), - 1”)]/Q @
(52)

From (52), it is realized that V () — V (t — 1) < 0 and then
from Laypunov theorem the stability is proved.

VI. SIMULATIONS

In this section the proficiency of the suggested solver is
evaluated in two examples. To evaluate the performance of
the suggested scenario, the following measures are taken to
account.

RMSE = (53)
N
VAR =3 (x — &)’/ (N = 1) (54)
i=1
P 22
v 2 (6 — %)
TIC = s (55)

N
/ Xt + %2@
=

where N represents the number of data, x; is the real solution
at i — th sample, X; is the estimated solution by T3-FLS
at i — th sample and RMSE, VAF and TIC represent-root-
mean-square-error, variance and Theil’s inequality coeffi-
cient, respectively. g

Example 1: In this example, the following SMDE is con-
sidered:

X (t)—}-%)'c (t/2)+t125c (t/4)+1L_tx (tH)=H (1) 0<tr<1
(56)

225698

FIGURE 4. Example 1: (a): Solution performance; (b): Rule parameters of
T3-FLS.

0.04 0.025

I Worst
[ Mean
] Best

0.005

FIT RMSE VAR Tic
(b)

FIGURE 5. Example 1: (a): Trajectories of AE; (b): The values of VAR, FIT,
TIC and RMSE.

where

H(t)=e’+;et/2+tlzet/4+ 1ite’ &)
The number rules is considered to be 10. The centers of MFs
are in [0, 0.25, ..., 1]. The number of «-cuts is considered
to be 4. After 15 runs the results are presented as follows.
The trajectories of the best estimated and real solutions and
mean of estimations are given in Fig. 4(a) and the parameters
of T3-FLS are given in Fig. 4(b). The trajectory of absolute
error (AE) is shown in Fig. 5(a) and values of other indexes
are given in Fig. 5(b). The results of statistical analysis for
TIC, RMSE, VAR and FIT are depicted in Figs 7- 9. It is
observed that the value of RMSE is significantly small and
the trajectory of output of T3-FLS X is well converged to the
real solution x(¢) = exp(t).

To better show the robustness and accuracy of the sug-
gested method, the values of interquartile range (IR), mean of
AE, median (Med) and minimum (Min) are given in Table 1.
It is observed that the values of mean item are in range of
1073 to 1072 and the values of IR item are in the range of
1073, that indicates an accurate performance.

Example 2: For the second examination, we consider a
SMDE as:

x‘(r>+%fc (t/2)+t125c (t/4)+1L_tx (O)=R(1). 0<i<I
(58)
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1

10 Tic

Iteration TIC x10° (c)
(a) (b)

FIGURE 6. Example 1: TIC examination: (a): Trajectory; (b): Histogram; (c):
Box plot.

0.022 5

0.022 -

0.018 0.018

o
2
S o016

RMSE

s
0.016 T 25
8

0.014 0.014

1 0.012
0.012

001 002
RMSE

lion
(a) (b)

003 004

FIGURE 7. Example 1: RMSE examination: (a): Trajectory; (b): Histogram;
(c): Box plot.

25

VAR
w
Value

4

1
VAR
VAR x10* (c)

ation
(a) (b)

FIGURE 8. Example 1: VAR examination: (a): Trajectory; (b): Histogram;
(c): Box plot.

where

t
1—1¢

R() = —; sin (t/2) — tlz sin (¢/4) + cos(t) (59)
The simulation parameters are same as Example 1. After
15 runs the results are presented as follows. The trajectories of
the best estimated and real solutions and mean of estimations
are given in Fig. 10(a) and the parameters T3-FLS are given
in Fig. 10(b). The trajectory of AE is shown in Fig. 11(a) and
value of other indexes are given in Fig. 11(b). The results of
statistical analysis for FIT, TIC, VAR and RMSE are depicted
in Figs 13- 15. It is observed that the value of RMSE is

VOLUME 8, 2020

0.5 1 15
Fitness

(b)

2 25
x10°

FIGURE 9. Example 1: FIT examination: (a): Trajectory; (b): Histogram; (c):

Box plot.

TABLE 1. Example 1: Statistical analysis.

t Min Med IR Mean

0 0.0001 0.0026 0.0026 0.0015
0.0500 0.0003 0.0025 0.0024 0.0011
0.1000 0.0003 0.0025 0.0024 0.0018
0.1500 0.0009 0.0028 0.0025 0.0016
0.2000 0.0001 0.0034 0.0031 0.0021
0.2500 0.0004 0.0041 0.0037 0.0031
0.3000 0.0006 0.0050 0.0049 0.0039
0.3500 0.0002 0.0059 0.0061 0.0044
0.4000 0.0007 0.0070 0.0062 0.0046
0.4500 0.0024 0.0083 0.0069 0.0053
0.5000 0.0009 0.0097 0.0090 0.0083
0.5500 0.0009 0.0116 0.0123 0.0122
0.6000 0.0024 0.0149 0.0162 0.0110
0.6500 0.0064 0.0191 0.0201 0.0091
0.7000 0.0108 0.0235 0.0238 0.0068
0.7500 0.0155 0.0278 0.0273 0.0053
0.8000 0.0201 0.0315 0.0316 0.0056
0.8500 0.0241 0.0343 0.0341 0.0045
0.9000 0.0271 0.0356 0.0360 0.0052
0.9500 0.0285 0.0348 0.0352 0.0051
1.0000 0.0263 0.0313 0.0312 0.0045

FIGURE 10. Example 2: (a): Solution performance; (b): Rule parameters of

T3-FLS.

significantly small and the trajectory of output of T3-FLS x
is well converged to the real solution x(¢) = cos(¢).
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FIGURE 11. Example 2: (a): Trajectories of AE; (b): The values of FIT, TIC,
RMSE and VAR.
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FIGURE 12. Example 2: TIC examination: (a): Trajectory; (b): Histogram;
(c): Box plot.
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FIGURE 13. Example 2: RMSE examination: (a): Trajectory; (b): Histogram;
(c): Box plot.

To better show the robustness and accuracy of the sug-
gested method, the values IR, mean of AE, Med and Min are
given in Table 2. It is realized that the values mean item are
in range of 1073 to 1072 and the values of IR index are small
enough that indicate an accurate solution.

Example 3: In this example a comparison is given to
better show the superiority of the suggested scheme. The
performance is compared with NN based approach that has
been presented in [18]. In [18], NNs and evolutionary based
algorithms such as genetic and pattern search algorithms
(G-PSAs) are employed to solve PDEs. In this example the
method of [18] is applied on the equations of Examples 1-2.

225700
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FIGURE 14. Example 2: VAR examination: (a): Trajectory; (b): Histogram;
(c): Box plot.
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FIGURE 15. Example 2: FIT examination: (a): Trajectory; (b): Histogram;
(c): Box plot.

TABLE 2. Example 2: Statistical analysis.

t Min Med IR Mean

0 0.0000 0.0013 0.0011 0.0015
0.0500 0.0002 0.0012 0.0010 0.0013
0.1000 0.0000 0.0012 0.0011 0.0015
0.1500 0.0001 0.0014 0.0014 0.0017
0.2000 0.0000 0.0018 0.0016 0.0019
0.2500 0.0004 0.0025 0.0022 0.0024
0.3000 0.0006 0.0034 0.0030 0.0026
0.3500 0.0003 0.0046 0.0050 0.0030
0.4000 0.0018 0.0061 0.0062 0.0035
0.4500 0.0027 0.0078 0.0077 0.0046
0.5000 0.0038 0.0095 0.0096 0.0053
0.5500 0.0049 0.0113 0.0115 0.0055
0.6000 0.0061 0.0129 0.0124 0.0056
0.6500 0.0073 0.0142 0.0130 0.0052
0.7000 0.0084 0.0153 0.0151 0.0053
0.7500 0.0093 0.0160 0.0164 0.0054
0.8000 0.0099 0.0161 0.0164 0.0049
0.8500 0.0102 0.0158 0.0159 0.0046
0.9000 0.0100 0.0147 0.0147 0.0039
0.9500 0.0080 0.0130 0.0129 0.0033
1.0000 0.0054 0.0106 0.0105 0.0028

The values of mean of RMSE after 10 epoches are given
in Table 3. From Table 3, the superiority the suggested fuzzy
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TABLE 3. Example 3: RMSE comparison for different methods.

Equation
Method (56) (58)
NNs & 0.0231 0.0108
G-PSAs [18]
T3-FLS & UKF 0.0165 0.0085

based solver is demonstrated. It should be noted that the
computational cost of the learning method in [18] is more
than the suggested method in this paper.

Remark 2: Concerning the numerical analysis, the read-
ers can observe the CESTAC method and the CADNA library.

Remark 3: In this study only the rule parameters are
updated. Then the main drawback is that, the structure is not
tuned. For the future studies, the structure optimality of the
suggested fuzzy system can be taken into account.

VIl. CONCLUSION

In this study, a new robust and stable approach using T3-
FLS and UKEF is presented for solving of SMDEs. Two
numerical simulations are given to show the applicability of
the suggested solver. The stability is proved by Lyapunov
approach. Several statistical examination are provided to
show the superiority of the suggested algorithm such as:
studding of RMSE, TIC, Interquartile Range and Variance,
metrics. It is shown that the values of RMSE in two examples
are significantly small and the trajectories of output of FLSs
are well converged to the real solutions.
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