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Abstract: The proportional integral derivative (PID) regulator is the most often utilized controller
in the industry due to its benefits. It permits linear systems to operate well, but it causes non-linear
behavior when the system is subjected to physical variable circumstances, such as temperature and
saturation. A PID controller is insufficient in this case. The proportional integral (PI) controller
inside the direct torque control (DTC) regulates the speed of the doubly fed induction motor (DFIM).
However, the system consisting of DTC and a DFIM is non-linear due to its multivariable parameters,
resulting in undesirable overshoots and torque ripples. As a result, several approaches are used
to improve the DTC’s robustness. The integration of optimization methods was discovered. These
algorithms are used to provide gains that are near-optimal, bringing the system closer to its ideal
state in order to accomplish effective torque and speed control. This article focuses on a comparative
study of the different objective functions, in order to have very effective DFIM behaviors, by using a
genetic algorithm. Agenetic algorithm (GA) is presented in this study for adjusting the optimal PID
parameters in DTC to control the DFIM, utilizing objective functions such as integral square error
(ISE), integral time absolute error (ITAE), and integral absolute error (IAE), employed independently
and in a weighted combination. This article offers a comparison of several objective functions inside
the DTC and DFIM, which will be utilized in future research into another optimization technique for
this control type. Matlab/Simulink was used to construct the novel hybrid structure based on the GA-
DTC intelligent control. The simulation results demonstrated the efficiency of the GA-DTC intelligent
control with a weighted combination, providing acceptable performance with respect to rapidity,
precision, and stability, as well as an improvement of 14.53% in the rejection time reduction, fewer
torque ripples and flux ripples on the stator and rotor by 27.88%, 15.13%, and 4.375%, respectively,
and respective increases of 32.45% and 71% in the THDs of the stator and rotor currents, which
are acceptable.

Keywords: DFIM; GA-DTC; PID; objective functions

1. Introduction

The development of new signal processing techniques paved the way for the creation
of far more complex control structures. The DTC control approach was adopted in several
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studies [1–4]. The benefits of the DTC method (dynamics, robustness, high performance,
and simplicity of implementation) are negatively influenced by the employment of hys-
teresis comparators. The comparators, in theory and practice, allow variable frequency as
well as finite frequency sampling, allowing a speed response with pseudo-random over-
shoot [5,6]. As a result, the machine’s behavior is affected, particularly at low speed and
during the variation of the machine parameters [7]. The harmonic content of the different
output signals is difficult to anticipate due to these variables. In addition to that, applying
the traditional DTC control on the DFIM generates significant torque oscillations, causing
mechanical resonances and vibrations, as well as strong noise, leading to rapid machine
aging [8].

The working principle of flux-oriented control (FOC) is to restore the DFIM’s behavior
to that of a DC machine in order to maintain torque-flux decoupling [9–11]. However, under
the scenario of direct flux-oriented control (DFOC) [11,12], this approach necessitates a
sensor situated in the air gap for a direct detection of the flux, and the sensors are susceptible
to mechanical damage (vibration, temperature, etc.) [12], and the indirect flux-oriented
control (IFOC) eliminates the utilization of a flux sensor; however, the main drawback
of this approach that the estimation is extremely sensitive to changes in the machine’s
parameters, specifically the rotor and stator time constants. Thus, the control is regulated
by six standard PID regulators, causing all of the system behaviors to be very sensitive to
parametric variation.

Many academics have recently proposed artificial intelligence-based methods for
improving the performance of conventional DTC (e.g., neural networks and fuzzy logic)
and combined controls, not mandating information on the mathematical model. For
responding to parametric changes, these methods are based on chance.

The authors of [13] recommended employing artificial intelligence approaches to
enhance the dynamic performance of direct torque control. Direct neural torque con-
trol (DTNC), direct torque fuzzy control (DTFC), and direct neural fuzzy torque control
(DTNFC) are some of the terms used to describe them, and they utilize artificial neural
networks and fuzzy logic to generate a voltage vector that can direct flux and torque toward
their set points over a set time, replacing truth tables and hysteresis comparators with con-
trollers based on artificial intelligence; these techniques have been very successful. These
approaches, in the case of DTC, allow the adjustment of the switching frequency, which
results in faster fluxes and torque responses with less distortion. However, the underlying
structure of the DTC-based method is more complicated and requires a powerful computer,
which are the major disadvantages of solutions based on artificial intelligence [14].

A modern DFIM control approach developed in [15] was used to reduce torque ripples
by applying a genetic algorithm of DTC control to the stator and optimizing the PID speed
controller’s parameters. A total of 12V and 5Hz were applied to the rotor as power sources.
However, for such circumstances, the DFIM functions as an induction motor (IM). You
cannot drive the DFIM at excessive speeds [16].

The analysis in this article focused on the optimization of PID gains by deploying a
GA andthe execution of a hybrid GA-DTC control deployed to the DFIM in connection
with the two voltage inverters, in order to profit from the whole range of speed fluctuations,
reduce the inverters’ joule losses, and address the difficulties stated above [17,18]. The
finest advantages indicated at the start of this paragraph are found in this architecture.
The GA optimizes the parameters KD, KI, and KP of the DTC’s PID speed controller. The
major benefit of the GA formulation is that it may produce somewhat accurate results with
a simple algorithm. Selection, crossover, and mutation are all iterative processes in the
GA [19,20]. Parallel search strategies are used in a GA, and they are designed to mimic
natural genetic processes. GAs have gotten a lot of interest in control systems, including
searching for the optimal PID controller settings, because of their tremendous potential for
optimization [21–23].

Several sorts of optimization issues have been solved using a genetic algorithm in
the last 30 years. They cover a wide range of issues about not only communication
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network architecture, but also database query optimization and controlling the device [23].
Therefore, the GA has evolved into a dependable optimization approach for resolving
issues in a variety of technological domains [24,25].

On the other hand, the research of [26–28] enables further robust PID in systems of
anon-linear nature. These works employed particle swarm optimization (PSO) and grey
wolf optimizer (GWO) algorithms to optimize the PID controller in the case of an adopted
second-order DC motor system. In [29], a non-dominated sorting GA was deployed to
tune the PID control, considering a multi-objective problem. The work considered a tune to
be a robotic manipulator. To tackle the restricted optimization problem in a servo motor
system, reference [30] suggested a GA-based PID controller. When compared to PSO
and evolutionary programming (EP), GA optimization was observed to yield extremely
valuable results in relevance to overshoot, response time, and static error [31].

The gains of the PID speed controller were improved by GA, utilizing a weighted
mixture of objective functions such as integral absolute error (IAE), integral time absolute
error (ITAE), and integral square error (ISE) in comparison to the traditional DTC and a
single goal function to illustrate the robustness of the suggested intelligent method. The
Matlab/Simulink environment was used to assess this investigation.

The following objectives outline the potential improvements discussed in this article:

• Torque and fluxes ripples are minimized to the greatest extent possible (hysteresis
comparator, variability in the parameters of the machine, fluxes, torque estimators,
and inverters).

• Electromagnetic torque and speed performance are both improved.
• The stator and rotor currents’ total harmonic distortion (THD) rate is reduced.

The axes used to organize this article are as follows: The mathematical model of the
DFIM in the (alpha, beta) plane is covered in Section 2. The functionality of the DTC
control and its core structure is covered in Section 3. The method for attaining optimized
parameters of the PID speed controller is covered in Section 4. Section 5 provides the
simulation results of the GA-DTC. The analysis of the findings and a suggestion for future
study are covered in Section 6.

2. DFIM Model in (Alpha-Beta) Frame

The adequate model for establishing the controls applied to a rotating alternating
machine is the two-phase model (alpha, beta) calculated by the Concordia transform,
which allowed us to have a reduced and simple model expressed by the following
expressions [17,18]:

• Electrical equations: 
vsα = Rs·isα +

dψsα

dt

vsβ = Rs·isβ +
dψsβ

dt
vrα = Rr·isα +

dψrα

dt + ωm·ψrβ

vrβ = Rr·irβ +
dψrβ

dt −ωm·ψrα

(1)

• Magnetic equations: 
ψsα = Ls·isα + Lm·irα

ψsβ = Ls·isβ + Lm·irβ

ψrα = Lr·irα + Lm·isα

ψrβ = Lr·irβ + Lm·isβ

(2)

• Mechanical equations
Tem = p·

(
ψsαisβ − ψsβisα

)
(3)

J
dΩ
dt

+ f Ω = Tem − Tr (4)
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3. DTC Modelling

The principle of DTC control is to generate pulses that will be applied directly to
the inverter switches to generate frequency-variable currents depending on the reference
speed. To do this, the rotor and stator fluxes and the motor torque must all remain within
the defined hysteresis bands in order to avoid significant torque ripples. The use of this
strategy ensures that the torque and flux are not coupled. The seven non-zero voltage
vectors and one zero vector are represented on a 360◦ circle, which results in eight voltage
vector sequences at the outputs of the inverters, which are activated as per to the states of
the hysteresis comparators and the position of the voltage vectors. The voltage vectors are
generated subsequently and applied to the motor armatures [1].

The working principle of this strategy lies in the regulation of the parameters of flux
and torque without having direct measurements of these parameters by estimating the flux
and torque and making a comparison with flux and torque references.

The fluxes in the fixed reference (α, β), are calculated using the following equations [5,6]:{
ψsα =

∫ (
Vsα − Rs·Isα

)
dt

ψsβ =
∫ (

Vsβ − Rs·Isβ

)
dt (5)

{
ψrα =

∫ (
Vrα − Rr·Irα

)
dt

ψrβ =
∫ (

Vrβ − Rr·Irβ

)
dt (6)

The machine is powered by two voltage inverters controlled by Sa, Sb, and Sc, which
are supplied with continuous voltages Udcs and Udcr, allowing them to generate voltages
expressed by: {

Vα = UDC
3 (2·Sa − Sb − Sc)

Vβ =
√

3UDC
3 (Sb − Sc)

(7)

In the DTC control, the stator and rotor fluxes are not measured, but are estimated,
which are expressed by their modules and arguments, expressed as follows:|ψ| =

√
ψ2

α + ψ2
β

θ = tan−1 ψβ

ψα

(8)

You may do it this way: it is possible to obtain the electromagnetic torque from the
following expression:

Tem = p
(

ψsα·isβ + ψsβ·isα

)
(9)

3.1. Fluxes and Torque Correctors

Fluxes are sustained in a circular crown, as demonstrated in Figure 1a. This function
is carried out by two two-level hysteresis comparators Figure 1c. A three-level hysteresis
comparator is responsible for controlling the motor’s electromagnetic torque in a clockwise
direction and counterclockwise direction, enabling the generation of positive/negative
torque. An example of a three-level hysteresis torque comparator is presented in Figure 1b.
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Figure 1. (a) Fluxes trajectory, (b) three-level torque hysteresis comparators, and (c) two-level
fluxes comparators.

3.2. Elaboration of the Switching Table

The vs. and Vr voltage vectors can be employed and selected according to the torque
and flux references, depending on the industry and the evolution of the torque and fluxes.
Using Table 1, which focuses on flux errors ∆Ψs and ∆Ψr, torque errors ∆Tem, and flux
vector locations (i = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6), the suitable vectors may be selected to regulate the
fluxes and electromagnetic torque of a doubly fed induction motor [9].

Table 1. Sequences of switching table.

Sector Si

HΨsorHΨr HTem S1 S2 S3 S4 S5 S6

1

1 v2 v3 v4 v5 v6 v1

0 v7 v0 v7 v0 v7 v0

−1 v6 v1 v2 v3 v4 v5

0

1 v3 v4 v5 v6 v1 v2

0 v0 v7 v0 v7 v0 v7

−1 v5 v6 v1 v2 v3 v4

4. Working Principal of Genetic Algorithm for PID Parameter Optimization

Genetic algorithms (GA) are a type of research method for balancing the maximization
of research space and the maximization of the use of the best results. Genetic algorithms,
according to theoretical analyses [16], are the best way to control this compromise.The
speed is controlled by a PID controller in a traditional DTC control that is of undesired
overshoots, as well as static errors, in non-linear systems. However, this case cannot be
addressed by the DTC’s inadequacies. The GA’s optimization of the parameters KP, KI,
and KD allows for the creation of ideal PID controller values at each sample time that are
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tailored to the system’s non-linearity [32,33]. The GA optimization approach is described
by Figure 2, with its simplified structure.

Figure 2. Simplified structure of the PID-DTC optimized by the GA.

Selection, crossover, and mutation are essential steps of GAs, which belong to evolu-
tionary algorithms that are based on techniques inspired by evolutionary biology. Genetic
algorithms are a subset of evolutionary algorithms that apply techniques stimulated by
evolutionary biology. This is illustrated in Algorithm 1, which is a flowchart following the
evolution principles of a genetic algorithm and depicts the sequences of operations that
take place in a genetic algorithm.

The following are the steps for implementing the GA:

Algorithm 1: Genetic Algorithm

Begin
Step 1. Make the initialization of algorithm parameters (Sigma, Iter, Gamma, Pc, Pop, nVar, Pm,
VarMin, and VarMax).
Step 2. Consider generating the parameters for the PID controller in a random fashion.
Step 3. Run the DTC automatically.
Step 4. Measure the fitness function.
Step 5. Make binary coding.
Step 6. Make the selection step.
Step 7. Make the crossover step.
Step 8. Make the mutation step.
Step 9. Focus on generating the optimum values of KD, KI, and KP.
Step 10. Consider repeating step number 3 until the maximum Iter is complete.
Step 11. Save and print the optimum solutions.
End

The synoptic structure in Figure 3 represents the new proposed GA-DTC approach
implemented on both sides of the DFIM.

4.1. GA Operators and Parameters

Operators are crucial to a GA’s potential success. The selection, crossing, and mutation
operators are the three main ones. Although the fundamentals of each of these operators
are simple to comprehend, it can be challenging to convey the individual significance of
each operator to the GA’s performance. This is partly because each of these operators acts
in accordance with different criteria that are unique to it (selective value of the individuals,
probability of activation of the operator, etc.).
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Figure 3. GA-DTC control schematic applied to DFIM.

4.2. Chromosome Coding

This algorithm begins with a binary coding of solutions in the form of chromosomes,
defined as a group of genes or bits in the logical foundation [24]. GAs use coding techniques,
which is their key distinction from other search optimization strategies. In most cases, a
GA employs binary coding [34,35]. Since it depends on the situation, it is impossible to
declare which coding approach is best. Real numbers are simpler to utilize, but only for a
particular issue. It is necessary to specify the PID controller’s performance limits before
calculating its coefficients. The method developed establishes the lowerboundary for zero
PID coefficients. In order to solve an encoding issue, a GA cannot act alone. Therefore, the
GA results are impacted by an improper encoding format. According to this work, each
PID parameter was treated as a gene and was encoded as a separate chromosome [36,37].

4.3. Fitness

The selection of the objective functions considered to assess each chromosome’s
appropriateness is a crucial phase in GA implementation. Performance indices were
employed in several publications [38,39] as objective functions. While using ISE, IAE, and
ITAE in [18], the authors of [40] utilizedmean squared error (MSE), integral time absolute
error (ITAE), integral absolute error (IAE), and integral square error (ISE). In this work, the
speed error signal e(t) = Ωref(t)−Ω(t) was minimized and compared using the performance
indices IAE, ITAE, and ISE, as well as a combination of the three indices, to determine
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which was most appropriate. The following description of the performance indices is
required [41,42]:

IAE =
∫ t

0
|e(t)|dt (10)

ISE =
∫ t

0
e(t)2dt (11)

ITAE =
∫ t

0
t·|e(t)|dt (12)

Fw = ω1 × IAE + ω2 × ISE + ω3 × ITAE (13)

where Fw is the weighted function, e(t) is the error signal, and ω1, ω2, and ω3 are the weights.
The genetic algorithm was used in this work for minimizing the error among the

reference and the real speed of the motor. This operation is carried out by increasing the
fitness value represented by the expression 14, which automatically reduces the error. For
each iteration of the regulator, gains are generated in such a way as to maximize the fitness.
The gains that allow to have a very low error are considered optimal solutions [43].

Fitness_Value =
1

Objecitves_Functions
(14)

4.4. Initialization of Populations

Once the coding is chosen, an initial population made up of admissible solutions to
the problem must be determined. Several mechanisms for generating the initial population
have been used in the literature [44,45]. The choice of initialization is made according to
the knowledge that the user has about the problem. If they have no particular information,
then a random initialization, as uniform as possible in order to favor an exploration of the
maximum search space, is the most suitable. However, in other cases, it is possible to use
other mechanisms. Moreover, this step presents a main problem, which is that of the choice
of the size of the population. A population that is too large increases the computation time
and requires considerable memory space, while a population that is too small leads to
obtaining a local optimum. Grefenstette claimed that a population size of between 10 and
160 is ideal for the genetic algorithm. However, the study also demonstrated that the odds
of crossover, mutation, and population size have non-linear connections. For classification
issues, Odeyato recommended a range of 100–400, whereas Robertson utilized sizes up to
8000. In a different study, Goldberg examined the ideal population size for sequential and
parallel genetic algorithms. The choice of the initial population of people has a significant
impact on how quickly the algorithm runs. In this study, the best population size used was
20 individuals, found after many experiments, which proved its efficiency.

4.5. Selection Operator

An intermediate population to the population of the current generation ’i’ is formed at
each generation using the selection operator. After that, these populations are combined
and altered to create the population of generation ‘i+1′. The chromosomes are chosen from
the most adaptable people. There are numerous methods for selecting candidates, but we
focused on the best-known ones:

1. The simplest one, known as “ranking”, consists of classifying the n chromosomes of
the population by increasing the order of their respective evaluation (or decreasing
the order, depending on the objective). The first m individuals are then selected. Thus,
only the best individuals are kept.

2. Selection by roulette wheel: This consists of associating to each chromosome a segment
whose length is proportional to its fitness. These segments are then concatenated on a
graduated axis that is normalized between 0 and 1(uniform distribution between 0
and 1); then, we identify the selected segment and the corresponding chromosome.
With this technique, good chromosomes are selected more often than bad ones, and
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the same chromosome can, with this method, be selected several times. Nevertheless,
in small populations, it is difficult to obtain the exact mathematical expectation of the
selection because of the small number of draws. The selection bias will be more or
less strong depending on the size of the population.

3. Selection by tournament: this technique randomly draws two or more individu-
als from the population, and the strongest is selected, i.e., the one with the most
interesting fitness.

4. Random selection: as its name indicates, this type of selection chooses the chromosome
according to a uniform distribution.

In this study, we chose tournament selection, which is used most often by many
authors [46,47].

4.6. Crossover Operator

Crossover allows two parents to mate to form two offspring. The idea is that the
children keep the best characteristics of their parents. The principle of crossing consists of
recombining the good parts of the chromosomes of the two parents, P1 and P2, to generate
two children, E1 and E2, of better quality. For example, using binary representation, two
strings, 00000000 and 11111111, could intersect at the fifth bit into each other to produce
two new children, 11110000 and 00001111, respectively, of probability 0.5, which has half of
the chromosome [48]. Crossover should be avoided by choosing a crossover probability
between 0.6 and 0.99 [49]. In this study, the probability used was 0.8, chosen as the
probability value of the crossover operator.

4.7. Mutation Operator

Figure 4 provides a flowchart that follows the GA’s evolutionary guidelines while
describing the steps of operations considered in a GA. The algorithm expresses the GA
execution process in the following steps. The mutation is responsible for preventing
the algorithm from converging too fast to a local optimum, allowing us to explore the
search space. The idea behind mutation is to alter one of these chromosomes in order to
investigate a potentially more intriguing region of the search space. Although it gives
genetic algorithms the virtue of ergodicity, mutation is traditionally thought of as a marginal
operator (i.e., all points of the search space can be reached). Consequently, this operator
is crucial. This quantity must lie within the interval [0.001, 0.01] [50,51] for mutation
to contribute new information to the genetic chromosome and prevent the population
from accelerating toward a local optimum in a particular environment. The setting of the
probability Pm value was considered as 0.001 in the targeted study [51].
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Figure 4. Flowchart of the GA.

5. Simulation Approach and Considerations

Under the environment of MATLAB/Simulink, the PID controller based on a GA was
used to simulate the DTC control of a DFIM, including ISE, IAE, and ITAE, separately and
in a weighted combination, with the aim of finding optimal gains that meet the problem
requirements. GA parameters (VarPmin, VarPmax, VarImin, VarImax, VarDmin, VarDmax,
Pop, and niter) must be initialized to very large values at initialization (VarDmax = VarImax
= VarPmax = 100, VarDmin = = VarImin = VarPmin− 100, Pop = 100, and niter = 100) to
increase the possibility of optimal values for KP, Ki, and KD. However, in this case, the
system’s convergence is attained only after a certainconsiderable amount of time, possibly
reaching a few days, and from the optimal value, the range of change of these parameters
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may be reduced to a value near the optimal value, because the system would converge to
the optimal valuesand then return from these values optimally, reducing the number of
iterations, because the system converged toward its optimumtargets.As a result, the system
can swiftly converge on the ideal answer. The GA-generated PID controller’s parameter
values fell within the fluctuation range shown in Table 2. The settings in Tables A1 and A2
in the Appendix A, were used to configure the system, and the system was then tested
for reference speed and torque. On a 0.8 kW machine, the simulation results of the two
techniques, standard DTC and GA-DTC, were examined and set up as follows:

• Sampling time: fs = 0.0001 s.
• Hysteresis bands: ∆Ψr = ±0.001 Wb, ∆Ψs = ±0.001 Wb, and ∆Tem = ±0.01 Nm.
• Nominal load (TL = 5 Nm) at t = 0.5s.

Table 2. Band of PID parameters.

PID Parameters KP KI KD

Minimum Value 0 0 0

Maximum Value 100 10 1

5.1. Simulation Results

After several simulations test, the GA by using objective functions used separately
and with a combined association, the simulations results of the proposed approach are
presented as follows (Figures 5–10):

Figure 5. Speed responses of the DTC control without and with the objective functions.
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Figure 6. DTC performances. (a) The electromagnetic torque response. (b) The fluxes response.
(c,d) The stator and rotor currents. (e,f) Harmonic spectra of the stator and rotor currents.
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Figure 7. GA-DTC-ITAE performances. (a) The electromagnetic torque response. (b) The fluxes
response. (c,d) The stator and rotor currents. (e,f) Harmonic spectra of the stator and rotor currents.
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Figure 8. GA-DTC-IAE performances. (a) The electromagnetic torque response. (b) The fluxes
response. (c,d) The stator and rotor currents. (e,f) Harmonic spectra of the stator and rotor currents.
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Figure 9. GA-DTC-ISE performances. (a) The electromagnetic torque response. (b) The fluxes
response. (c,d) The stator and rotor currents. (e,f) Harmonic spectra of the stator and rotor currents.
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Figure 10. GA-DTC-weighted performances. (a) The electromagnetic torque response. (b) The fluxes
response. (c,d) The stator and rotor currents. (e,f) Harmonic spectra of the stator and rotor currents.

5.2. Interpretation

To evaluate the tracking capabilities of the conventional DTC and the suggested GA-
DTC, optimized utilizing the ISE, IAE, and ITAE functions, independently, as well as the
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weighted combination of these three functions as objective functions, speed and torque
setpoints were introduced.

The weighting factors associated with each of the combined objective functions were
as follows: w3 = 04; w2 = 0.2; and w1 = 0.4. Therewas no analytical method to choose the
weights of the weighted function; it was based on the principle of chance.Each time we
proposed values and ran the simulation, we saved the results and modified the weights
again, comparing the results of each weight and taking the weights that had the greatest
impact on the results that were estimated as optimal weights; in our study, we proposed
the weights mentioned above.

The responses in Figure 5 show that the controllers can train the MADA to follow
the variability in the reference speed at no load and at load, as the set speed varied
respectively in the range of [78.5 rad/s, 157 rad/s] and [−157 rad/s, −78.5 rad/s] during
the progressive variation. It is quite remarkable that, as shown in Figure 5, the motor speed
settled on the reference for the AG-CDC control withISE, IAE, and ITAEused separately
and with weighted objective functions, and required less response time than the CDC
control, especially the weighted AG-CDC control, with an improvement of 39.8% (40.2 ms
for the classical CDC control and 40.2 ms for the weighted AG-CDC control).So, we sawthat
the cancellation of the overshoot for the AG-CDC-ISE and weighted control registered a
100% reduction during the whole training phase, as well as a significant reduction of the
undershoot by 6.25% (3.2 rad/s in terms of the conventional CDC control and 3 rad/s in
terms of the weighted AG-CDC control); on the other hand, the rejection time necessary
for the machine speed to reach its reference after the application of a load torque showed
an improvement of 14.53% for the weighted control (1.17 ms for the conventional CDC
control and 1 ms for the weighted AG-CDC control), which means an absolute adaptation
of the speed to each disturbance.On the other hand, the different techniques showed good
speed tracking throughout the reference, with a difference in response time and overshoot,
finding that the GA-DTC-ISE control and a combined control allowed to have a perfect
use of rotational speed, which proved the efficiency of the proposed control, especially
with the ISE function and with a combination of objective functions. Table 3 shows the
different performance measures of speed, torque, and flux ripples, as well as the THDs of
the stator/rotor currents.

Table 3. Performance measures ofclassic DTC and GA-DTC.

GA-DTC Classic DTC Improvement (%)
Classic DTC/Weighted GA-DTCCharacteristics ITAE IAE ISE Weighted -

ω

Response Time (ms) 24.2 24.2 24.2 24.2 40.2 39.8

Overshoot (rad/s) 1.37 0.35 0 0 6.13 100

Rejection Time (ms) 1.04 1 30 1 1.17 14.53

Undershoot (rad/s) 3.6 3.9 3.5 3 3.2 6.25

Tem

Response Time (ms) 0.76 0.75 0.71 0.68 0.69 1.45

Overshoot (Nm) 4.035 3.265 2.967 3.26 3.809 14.41

Ripples (Nm) 2.914 2.87 2.739 2.59 3.591 27.88

Ψs Ripples (wb) 0.0716 0.0715 0.0713 0.0617 0.0727 15.13

Ψr Ripples (wb) 0.0159 0.0158 0.0156 0.0153 0.016 4.375

isa THD (%) 6.21 6.74 5.8 5.6 8.29 32.45

Ira THD (%) 3.14 2.28 2.35 2.21 7.62 71

From Figures 6a–10a can notice that the control proposed with the use of ISE, ITAE,
and IAE, separately and combined, allowed to have a very acceptable follow-up profit,
especially with a sudden variation of the load, which confirmed the effectiveness of the pro-
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posed strategies. However, the GA-DTC control function with ISE and with a combination
of objective functions allowed for perfect tracking, with a reduction in significant ripples
compared to the conventional CDC approach and compared to other objective functions,
which showed improvements of 27.88% (3.591 Nm in the case of the conventional CDC
control and 2.59 Nm in the case of the weighted AG-CDC control), so it can be said that
the ISE and weighted approaches present a tracking of the reference setpoint without
any underruns, as is shown in the conventional CDC approach. On the other hand, the
torque behaviors at the start and at the sudden changes of speed were similar for all the
control strategies, which is normal, because it is difficult or impossible to have a control
that allows to completely cancel the call to the currents during the moments mentioned
above. However, they are limited through a saturation block, which is the torque band
that is chosen between +15 Nm and −15 Nm in order not to exceed the recommended
starting torque.

Using a weighted combination, the stator and rotor flux waveforms for the proposed
AG-CDC controls are demonstrated in Figures 6b–10b. The combined objective functions
exhibited a good dynamic range, and the latter resulted in a reduction of the stator and
rotor ripples by 15.13% and 4.375%, respectively (0.0727 Wb and 0.016 Wb, respectively,
in terms of the conventional CDC control, and 0.0617 Wb and 0.0153 Wb, respectively,
in terms of the weighted AG-CDC control). Because of these characteristics, the AG is
well-suited for high-performance applications.

Figures 6c,d–10c,d, illustrate the stator and rotor currents that are sinusoidal, with
variable harmonics as a function of load variation, as well as the impact of the optimal
gains of each strategy, using the weighted and separated objective functions. However,
what interests us is the harmonic spectral analysis of the currents to measure the rate of
harmonic distortion. It is well-known that the rates of THDs are the image of the torque
ripples. With a high rate, further ripples would be created from the torque and vice versa.
It can be observed in Figures 6e,f–10e,f that the THD of the strategy with the weighted
objective functions, compared to the separate objective functions as is illustrated on the
figures, allowed a reduction of the THD of 32.45% and 71% for the stator and rotor currents,
respectively, (8.29% and 7.62%, respectively, in terms of the conventional CDC control, and
5.6% and 2.21%, respectively, in terms of the weighted AG-CDC control).

Overall, one can say that the GA-enhanced CDC approach, especially with a weighted
combination of objective functions, presents an effective solution to overcome the low
robustness of the PID speed controller, which allows almost total control of the speed
performance and an acceptable reduction of torque ripples (Table 4).

Table 4. Parameters of PID controller under DTC and GA-DTC.

Controller Parameters Classic DTC
GA-DTC

ITAE IAE ISE Weighted

KP 18 87.5096 48.5655 89.8234 72.8895

KI 0.8 0.0162 0.0141 0.2338 0.0729

KD 0 3.7311 −0.8231 5.5144 0.5262

6. Discussion and Comparison

A number of techniques for controlling the motor at different speeds and torques
have been described in the technical literature for the DFIM. As an example, consider the
FOC control developed by [18], which is very sensitive to variations in the parameters of
the motor. The torque ripples of this strategy are 2.7 Nm, and the response time is 0.56 s.
Because of the drawbacks of the controls outlined above, the DTC emerges as the most
suited option, which is known by its robustness, a response time of 0.0402 s, and 3.28 Nm
for the torque ripples. In ref. [23], the authors replaced the torque and flux hysteresis
comparators with three PI controllers in DTC in order to have a new control, named space
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vector modulation (DTC-SVM), but this technique is not robust, due to linear PI controllers
sensitive to parametric variations, which presents a response time of 0.16 s and 3.28 Nm
for torque ripples. In ref. [40], the authors used a new optimization algorithm, named
the rooted tree optimization algorithm (RTOA), to optimize PI gains in order to have a
robust behavior in the DFIM, but the higher torque ripples remain the major drawbacks
of this technique.However, in our proposed technique based on GA with DTC, by using
combined objective functions, showed great DFIM behaviors, which were presented by a
rapid response time of 0.0242 s, and medium and smallest torque ripples of 2.59 Nm. The
performance of several techniques used in the DFIM is shown in the following table, which
may be found below (Table 5).

Table 5. Comparison between our proposed approach and some control strategies published recently.

Publication Approaches Response Time (s) Torque Ripples
(Nm) Robustness

[17] Field-oriented control 0.56 2.7 Not robust
DTC studied in this work DTC 0.0402 3.591 Robust

[22] DTC-SVM 0.16 3.28 Not robust
[37] RTOA-DTC 0.1561 12 Robust

Proposed technique GA-DTC 0.0242 2.59 Robust

7. Conclusions

The GA-DTC approach was developed and used in this research to optimize the
KP, KI, and KD PID controller parameters for a doubly fed induction motor driven by
two voltage inverters, utilizing this algorithm’s optimized controller parameters and a
weighted combination of the performance indices ISE, IAE, and ITAE. The main goal of
this study focused on a comparison of different controls with different objective functions,
used separately and in combination. The proposed controls showed significant efficiency
in monitoring speed and torque references.

Performance metrics, such as speed overshoot and rejection time, fluxes and torque
ripples, and current THD, all showed significant improvements under the GA-DTC using
combined objective functions. The following bullet points sum up the improvements made
to the DFIM performances:

• Eliminating speed overshoot for all reference speed variations, both with and with-
out torque.

• A14.53% improvement in rejection time reduction.
• Lowering the torque ripples and flux ripples on the stator and rotor by 27.88%, 15.13%,

and 4.375%, respectively.
• Respective increases of 32.45% and 71% in the THDs of the stator and rotor currents,

which are acceptable.

The GA-DTC control improved the classic DTC control’s resilience by boosting its
effectiveness, quickness, rapidity, and stability under transient and dynamic conditions.

Future research will focus on the following areas to boost technical and scientific
development:

• Enhancement of DFIM performances by using artificial neuron networks.
• Using an experimental test bench to validate the GA-DTC approach.
• Using other optimization algorithms to tune the PID controller (ACO, ABC).
• Establishment of H infinite technique to improve DFIM performances.
• Theoretical and experimental validation of the DTC for the DFIM by using ANFIS.
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Appendix A

Table A1. DFIM parameters.

Symbols Values (Unit)

Pn 1.5 Kw
Vs 400 v
Vr 130 v
P 2
f 50 Hz

Rs 1.75 Ω
Rr 1.68 Ω
Ls 0.295 H
Lr 0.104 H
M 0.165 H
f 0.0027 kg.m2/s
J 0.01 kg.m2

Table A2. Parameters of the GA.

Description Type/Value

Population size 20
Maximum iteration 50

Crossover probability 0.9
Mutation probability 0.001

Beta 1
Sigma 0.1

Gamma 0.1
Coding Binary

Selection Uniform
Crossover Roulette wheel selection
Mutation Uniform
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Table A3. Nomenclature.

Parameters Description

Vsα, Vsβ,Vrα, and Vrβ Stator and rotor voltages in (α, β) plan
Udcsand Udcr Stator and rotor direct voltages

Isα, Isβ, Irα, and Irβ Stator and rotor currents in (α, β) plan
Ψsα, Ψsβ, Ψrα, and Ψrβ Stator and rotor fluxes in (α, β) plan

Rs, Rr Stator and rotor resistors
Ls, Lr Stator and rotor inductors

Lm Mutual inductance
P Number of pairs of poles

ωr Rotor angular speed
ωs Stator angular speed
Ω Rotation speed

Tem Electromagnetic torque
Tr Resistant torque
f Viscous friction coefficient
J Moment of inertia
It Iteration

Pop Population size
Pc Crossover probability
Pm Mutation probability

nvar Variable number
VarPmax Kp maximum value
VarPmin Kp minimum value
VarImax Ki maximum value
VarImin Ki minimum value

VarDmax Kd maximum value
VarDmin Kd maximum value

Table A4. Abbreviation table.

Abbreviation Wording

DTC Direct Torque Control
DFIM Doubly Fed Induction Motor
DFOC Direct Flux-Oriented Control
FOC Flux-Oriented Control
IFOC Indirect Flux-Oriented Control
GA Genetic Algorithm

GA-DTC Genetic Algorithm-Direct Torque Control
EP Evolutionary Programming

GWO Grey Wolf Optimizer
PSO Particle Swarm Optimization
PID Proportional Integrator Derivative

DTFC Direct Torque Fuzzy Control
ANFIS Adaptive Neuro-Fuzzy Inference System
DTNFC Direct Neural Fuzzy Torque Control
DTNC Direct Torque Neural Control

ISE Integral Square Error
IAE Integral Absolute Error
MSE Mean Squared Error
THD Total Harmonic Distortion
ITAE Integral Time Absolute Error
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