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Abstract

:

Maximum power point tracking (MPPT) techniques are a fundamental part in photovoltaic system design for increasing the generated output power of a photovoltaic array. Whilst varying techniques have been proposed, the adaptive neural-fuzzy inference system (ANFIS) is the most powerful method for an MPPT because of its fast response and less oscillation. However, accurate training data are a big challenge for designing an efficient ANFIS-MPPT. In this paper, an ANFIS-MPPT method based on a large experimental training data is designed to avoid the system from experiencing a high training error. Those data are collected throughout the whole of 2018 from experimental tests of a photovoltaic array installed at Brunel University, London, United Kingdom. Normally, data from experimental tests include errors and therefore are analyzed using a curve fitting technique to optimize the tuning of ANFIS model. To evaluate the performance, the proposed ANFIS-MPPT method is simulated using a MATLAB/Simulink model for a photovoltaic system. A real measurement test of a semi-cloudy day is used to calculate the average efficiency of the proposed method under varying climatic conditions. The results reveal that the proposed method accurately tracks the optimized maximum power point whilst achieving efficiencies of more than 99.3%.
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1. Introduction


Today, the fossil fuel resource is used in generation of energy. This resource has caused global warming and air pollution due to the CO2 emissions from this fuel. Moreover, the demand for energy is growing due to population growth. To address this complex issue, many researchers have turned to renewable energies in order to solve the shortage of energy in coming years and to reduce the side effects of the combustion of conventional fossil fuels. In general, renewable energies are those that come from natural resources, such as, wind, sunlight, tides and geothermal heat. The major renewable energy resources are wind turbines, photovoltaic (PV) systems, biomass, hydropower, and geothermal power. The PV system is one of the most attractive renewable energy resources because of its provision of sustainable, safe, and clean energy [1]. According to the International Energy Agency (IEA), global energy production from PV resources will reach 16% of global electricity by the 2050s [2]. However, low efficiency is a major challenge when installing this resource, because the generated power from a PV array depends upon the solar irradiations (G) and operating temperatures (T) of climatic conditions, which can result in losses of energy of up to 25% [3]. To enhance the efficiency of a PV array, a maximum power point tracking (MPPT) controller is employed with a PV system, thus achieving maximum electrical generation under different climatic conditions. The principle work of this controller is that it generates a suitable duty cycle (D) to a power conversion system, such as a DC–DC converter, allowing the PV array to achieve continuous available maximum power generation. In general, efficiency, cost, and type of application are the key issues when aiming to propose the MPPT controller for a PV system [4]. Taking these into account, several types of MPPT techniques have been proposed for PV systems, and these can be classified into two types: Conventional techniques, such as perturb and observe (P&O) [5], incremental conductance (IC) [6], and artificial intelligence techniques (AI) like the fuzzy logic controller (FLC) [7], the artificial neural network (ANN) [8], and the adaptive neuro-fuzzy inference system (ANFIS) [9].



The P&O algorithm is a widely used technique used for PV-MPPT due to its simple implementation and low cost—however, it does face various issues, such as a slow tracking speed, high fluctuation and drift issues associated with fast changing irradiation [10,11]. Consequently, the IC-MPPT is designed to overcome the limitations of the P&O algorithm. The major advantage of this algorithm is that it has a high ability to reach to the Maximum Power Point (MPP) under a rapid change of environmental conditions [12]. However, instability and measurement noise are big problems facing the operating work of a PV system due to the use of a derivative operation in this algorithm [6]. Hence, several modulations based on the power–voltage curve of PV systems have been presented to address the issues of P&O and IC-MPPTs, such as in [12,13,14], but they are considered as being insufficient solutions [15]. Consequently, AI methods based on MPPT have been introduced to address these problems. Moreover, these methods do not need complex mathematics and accurate parameters when designing systems. Specially, the FLC-MPPT is classified as a high powerful controller for a PV system due to its faster tracking speed and lesser oscillation when compared with classical MPPT controllers [16]. Furthermore, it does not require training data, unlike the ANFIS and ANN methods, thus resulting in its operating for different types of PV arrays with the same MPPT proposal. However, the major disadvantage is the drift issue associated with a change in the solar irradiation and operating temperature [17]. This is because it heavily depends on the good knowledge of a PV system, resulting in incorrect fuzzy rules and inaccurate membership functions. To address this issue, many modulations have been presented, e.g., an adaptive and optimized defined membership function of the traditional FLC-MPPT, as evidenced in [18,19,20]. The ANN is considered another powerful technique for a nonlinear system such as a PV array. Its major advantage is that it provides heuristic output using a quantification of the real numerical data. Hence, an ANN based on MPPT has less oscillation around the MPP when compared with the FLC-MPPT. However, slow training and black box work are the main weaknesses of the ANN system [21]. To solve these limitations, the ANFIS is integrated with an ANN and an FLC, which offer the most powerful intelligence techniques. The MPPT technique based on ANFIS has a fast response and small amounts of oscillation under different weather conditions due to its smaller consumption time. However, getting accurate training data and tuning the ANFIS model are big challenges to design an efficient ANFIS-MPPT controller [9].



In this paper, ANFIS was used to determine the MPP of a PV array based on a large amount of real training data. Those for this model were collected from the experimental test of a PV array installed at Brunel University, London, UK, and then they were analyzed and optimized using a curve fitting technique to get an accurate design. The G and T of weather conditions were selected as the input, and the reference power (Pref.) of the PV array at the MPP as the output. In the same weather conditions, the actual PV power (Pact.) was measured using a sensed voltage and the current of a PV Simulink operation. These two power sources were compared, and the error (e) was given to a proportional-integral (PI) controller to generate the D of a DC–DC converter, and this D was converted to the signal (S) by a pulse width modulation (PWM) to adjust the operating MPP of the PV array, as shown in Figure 1. The results prove that the proposed method has the fastest tracking speed, least fluctuation around the MPP and highest power. Moreover, it is the most accurate for tracking the MPP and avoiding the drift phenomenon. Furthermore, it achieved the highest efficiency compared with the FLC- and P&O-MPPTs. The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces literature reviews based on the use of ANFIS with the PV-MPPT, while Section 3 covers the PV system. Section 4 discusses the MPPT using the ANFIS algorithms. The methodologies of collected and optimized data, as well as the training of the proposed ANFIS model are explained in Section 5, Section 6 and Section 7, respectively, whereas the results and discussion are presented in Section 8. The real measurement test results of one day are provided in Section 9, with Section 10 containing the conclusion.




2. Related Works


The MPPT controller, based on artificial intelligent techniques, for a PV system has been widely used in recent years. As mentioned earlier, this is because it can solve the significant issues associated with the classical MPPT methods. Moreover, these methods do not need complex mathematics or accurate elements when proposing the system. Specifically, the ANFIS technique based on the MPPT controller is considered one of the most powerful methods for a PV system because it experiences less fluctuation around the optimized MPP, has a fast tracking speed, and has a low computation time. However, the main disadvantages are the lack of accurate training data and tuning of the ANFIS model. Hence, several types of ANFIS-MPPTs have been designed using different types of training data. Among them, in [22], the authors developed an MPPT technique based on adaptive ANFIS and hill climbing (HC) techniques to increase the generated energy from a PV system. This proposed technique is a combination of two stages to adjust the property duty cycle of a boost converter for MPP tracking. In the first stage, the duty cycle is estimated, whilst in the second, an exact duty cycle corresponding to the optimized MPP is determined. In order to construct the training of the ANFIS system, the ranges of the T and the G are determined according to the latitude and longitude of the site of the PV system. With same ideal, the authors in [23] presented an intelligent MPPT for a PV system using a hybrid ANFIS and particle swarm optimization (PSO) technique to reduce the converging time of the MPPT algorithm under partially shaded conditions. The G and T were selected as the input, whilst the optimal duty cycle was the output, which was optimized using the PSO algorithm. The data of the ANFIS system were collected from different scenarios of the PV operating system under varying partial shadings. Whereas these proposals increased the efficiency of the PV system, their implementations became overly complex due to an additional step unit.



Next, the authors in [24] presented a comparative study among P&O-ANFIS, PSO-ANFIS and ANN-MPPTs for a stand-alone PV system under partial shade conditions. The training data of the ANN method were collected from a single operating test of the PV array, while the P&O-ANFIS and PSO-ANFIS were derived from the operational PV system, with P&O and PSO, respectively. In [25], the researchers designed an efficient ANFIS-MPPT method based on a large training dataset for PV systems. The inputs of the proposed ANFIS technique consisted of the G and T of climatic conditions, whilst the output was the optimized PV voltage at the MPP. The large training dataset was collected from Simulink operation tests of a PV module under a varying range of weather conditions to avoid the system having a high training error. In [26], the researchers modelled an intelligent MPPT controller based on ANFIS to solve the complexity of the tracking mechanism of a PV system. The T and G of the weather conditions were used as inputs of the training data of the proposed method, while the output was the value of maximum power from the PV array at a specific temperature operation and irradiance level.



In [27], the authors designed an intelligent MPPT technique based ANFIS for a solar PV system to reduce converge tracking time under a fast change in weather conditions. The key point of this proposal is that the maximum power of the PV module was adjusted under specific conditions. The proposed ANFIS-MPPT was trained by the G and T of the Simulink operation of a PV module under varying weather conditions, and the output was the maximum power. In [28], the scholars designed an intelligent MPPT controller based on ANFIS to generate the maximum power of a PV system in the standalone operation. The maximum power generation of the load was ensured by an adaptive ANFIS-MPPT with a quasi-Z-source inverter. The inputs of the proposed ANFIS method consisted of the G and T, whereas the output gave the optimism voltage at the MPP of each of the weather conditions. The training data were collected based on a simulation test of a single PV module under various environmental conditions. In [29], the authors proposed and implemented an intelligent MPPT method using an ANFIS model to enhance the performance of a PV system. The main contribution of this work was eliminating the need for inputting irradiance sensor. The PV voltage, PV current, and temperature operation were selected as the input, whilst the optimal PV voltage at the MPP was the output of the ANFIS model. The data of the ANFIS system were collected from Simulink operation tests of a PV system under varying climate conditions.



In [30], the authors designed an intelligent MPPT based on ANFIS for a PV system to generate maximum output power. This work involved utilizing the maximum power for energy storage using a single ended primary inductor converter (SEPIC). The G and T were selected as the input, with the optimal PV current at the MPP being the output of the ANFIS model. The data of ANFIS system were collected from characteristics of the PV array under varying weather conditions. In [31], the scholars designed and implemented an ANFIS-MPPT technique using an Field Programmable Gate Array (FPGA) board for standalone photovoltaic systems to demonstrate the usefulness of ANFIS. The solar irradiance and temperature operation were selected as the inputs of the ANFIS model, whilst the optimal current was the output. The training data were used to define the input membership function of the proposed method by assuming that the PV array was located in the south of Iraq. In [32], an intelligent approach to optimizing the efficiency of a PV system by the ANFIS-MPPT technique was presented. The system consisted of a PV array, an MPPT controller, a DC/DC converter and a DC motor pump. The PV current and PV power were selected as the input, with the duty cycle being the output of the proposed MPPT method. The data of ANFIS system were collected from several experiments performed on a PV array under varying values of the G and a constant T at 25 °C. In [33], an intelligent MPPT controller was proposed for a PV system using an ANFIS model to track the MPP under varying climatic conditions. The inputs of the proposed ANFIS technique consisted of the current and voltage of a PV module, whilst the output gave the propertied duty cycle for a power conversion system. The proposed ANFIS method generated change in the duty cycle based on a historical change of PV power and derivate in this value. In [34], authors designed an efficient MPPT technique based ANFIS for PV systems to determine the MPP under different weather conditions. The G and T were selected as the inputs of the ANFIS model, whereas the optimal voltage at the MPP was the output. The data of ANFIS model were collected from the power–voltage curve of a PV array under different weather conditions.



The results in [24,25,26,27,28,29,30,31,32,33,34] reported that the conventional ANFIS-MPPT based on theatrical data increased tracking speed and reduced oscillations. However, they were not achieving a higher efficiency when compared with hybrid methods because of a shortage of accurate training data. Consequently, the author in [35] proposed an intelligent MPPT technique based on ANFIS for standalone PV systems using a large amount of real data. The G and T were selected as the input of the ANFIS model, whereas the optimal voltages at the MPP and duty cycle were the outputs. The training data of the proposed ANFIS system were collected from experimental testing of a PV array installed in Ottawa, Canada. With the same idea, scholars in [36] presented a novel methodology for maximum power point tracking of a grid-connected photovoltaic system using the experimental data of a PV system installed in Tokyo, Japan. The G and T were used as input training data of the proposed ANFIS method, and the output was the reference voltage. Though those proposed methods in [35,36] trained using the real data, they were not optimized. Hence, the MPPT tacker achieved a lower efficiency compared with a hybrid algorithm under different weather conditions. In this work, experimental training data were collected during one year from the experimental tests of a PV array installed at Brunel University London, London, United Kingdom, and then they were analyzed and optimized using the curve fitting technique to design an efficient MPPT controller for PV systems.




3. Photovoltaic System


The fundamental element of photovoltaic system is a solar cell. It converts the lighting into electrical energy. In typical solar cell, the resistances are not included, but in workable case, they are implanted and connected with PV diode, as shown in Figure 2.



This is because the p–n junction and semiconductor of the PV diode are non-ideal and resistant, respectively, resulting in the implantation of a shunt and series resistances. Kirchhoff’s law, as given in Equation (1) [2], can find the current generator from the solar cell:


IPV=IL−Id−Ish



(1)




where IL is the current generator, which is given in Equation (2):


IL=G{ISC[1+ka(T−TSTC)]}



(2)




where G is the solar irradiation, T is the ambiance temperature of climate conditions, ISC is the short circuit current of PV cell, ka is the temperature coefficient, TSTC is the T of PV cell under a standard test conditions (STC), and Id is the current of PV diode which given by Shockley’s Equation (3):


Id=I0{exp(qVdnkT)−1}



(3)




where Io is the current of PV diode at saturation conditions; Vd is the terminal voltage on PV diode; q and k are an electrical charge (1.69 × 10−19 C) and Boltzmann’s fixed (1.38 × 10−23 J/K), respectively; and n is the PV diode factor. Now, the universal equation that describes the I–V characteristic chart of the PV cell is given by Equation (4):


IPV=IL−I0[exp(q(VPV+I RS)nkT)−1]−[VPV+I RSRsh]



(4)




where IPV is the PV current and VPV is the PV voltage. To obtain wanted voltage and current, The PV cells are connected in series and parallel in various topologies to get an optimized PV module, and then they are connected in varying configurations to get a desired PV array. In current work, the PV array consisted of a 925 W, five-module (Sharp NU-S5E3E 185) PV generator installed at Brunel University London, UK, as shown in Figure 3. The main parameters of the PV model are given in Table 1. To simulate the current–voltage characteristics, Equations (1)–(4) are used. As presented in Figure 4, there are individual points on the I–V characteristics of the PV array, which are recognized as the maximum power point (MPP) and the location of those points shifts regarding to the G and T of climatic conditions: The maximum available power of the PV array increases as the G increases; conversely, a PV generator is more efficient at low operation temperature [37]. To solve those problems, a power conversion system, such as a DC–DC converter and an MPPT controller are employed in PV systems, resulting in maximum power generation under various environmental conditions. In addition, this system improves the reliability and stability of the PV generation. A DC–DC boost converter has been widely used for photovoltaic conversion systems because of its easily adaptive MPPT controller. The DC–DC boost converter is usually used to regulate and provide a voltage on output side more than the input side. The voltage gain of a DC–DC boost converter is shown as in Equation (5):


Gn=VoVi=1(1−D)



(5)




where Vo is the output voltage, Vi is the input voltage, and D is the duty cycle of the MPPT controller, which is converted to a signal by the PWM. To generate this D, several proposals have been designed in recent years, such as the P&O, IC, FLC and ANN-MPPT methods.




4. ANFIS Technique


The adaptive neural-fuzzy interference system (ANFIS) technique is considered a hybrid method based on the architecture of a neural network and fuzzy logic inference. The ANFIS technique has a number of nonlinear applications in many sectors, such as engineering, chemistry, manufacturing, and physics. Particularly, in the areas of electrical engineering, there are a PV array and a wind turbine. The ANFIS structure consists of five layers: Fuzzification, rules, normalization, consequent, and addition, as shown in Figure 5. In the first layer, every node of the training data is an adaptive node, with the node function using Equations (6) and (7):


A1,i=μxi(x)  for  i=1,2



(6)






A1,i=μyi−2(y)  for  i= 3,4



(7)




where μ is the defined membership function and A1,i is the defined membership value for the inputs x and y. The subscripted 1 and i is the layer number and node number of the training data, respectively. The defined membership functions can be any shaped function, such as triangular, trapezoidal or Gaussian. The best membership functions achieve less training error. In Layer 2, every node is a fixed node based on one fuzzy rule. The output value is given by Equation (8):


A2,i=ωi=μXi (x)μYi (y)  i=1,2



(8)




In Layer 3, every node is fixed based on the normalization of the firing strength, using Equation (9):


A3,1=ωi=ωiω1+w2



(9)




In Layer 4, every node is adapted and calculated based on the rule consequent, as given in Equation (10):


A4,1=ωifi=ωi(pi x+qi y+ri)



(10)




where pi, qi and ri are consequent parameters which require being optimized in the training operation. In Layer 5, all input nodes are summed together to get the final output signal, as given in Equation (11):


A5,1=∑iωifi=∑iωifi∑iωi



(11)







The traditional ANFIS-MPPT method usually has two inputs and one output, such as in [9]. The operating temperature and irradiance level are usually used as inputs to the training data of the ANFIS method, and the output is the reference power. Under the same weather conditions, the actual PV power is calculated using the sensed voltage and current of the PV operation. These two power readings are compared, and the error is given to a PI controller to generate the signal of a DC–DC convertor by a PWM generator to adjust the operating MPP of the PV module. In general, the MPPT technique based on ANFIS has been designed to solve the limitations of an intelligent system. In addition, it can adjust its elements to give a faster response and less fluctuation under different weather conditions due to less time being consumed in the defuzzification stage. However, accurate training data and tuning ANFIS model are big challenges when designing an efficient ANFIS-MPPT.




5. Methodology of Collected Data


A micro-grid PV system was installed at Brunel University London, London, UK, to collect real training data, as shown in Figure 6. The PV array consisted of five PV modules connected in series. This PV array was connected to the micro-grid through a dedicated Sunny Boy inverter. The main reason for using this inverter is that it conformed to the regulations concerning small-scale PV generation. In addition, it has an inbuilt communication system, an anti-islanding unit and voltage protection. To measure and collect the electrical parameters of the PV system, the Sunny Boy controller pulse was connected to the inverter by RS485 transmission protocols. In addition, a weather station comprising of a pyrometer, hydrometer, anemometer and wind vane was installed and connected to the PV system for studying and analyzing the dependence of weather parameters. Though four parameters of weather conditions (irradiation, temperature, wind speed and humidity) were measured, the solar irradiation and ambiance temperature were selected to design the PV-MPPT systems because they are the most effective on PV systems than other parameters according to the general equation of a PV cell. The ranges of the ambient temperature and solar irradiance were determined according to the latitude and longitude of Uxbridge, London, UK. They were 51.531 and −0.474, respectively. Both the weather station and PV system were monitored and controlled through supervisory control and data acquisition (SCADA), and then the data were recorded by a data logger connected to a PC computer terminal and linked to the internet though Brunel university’s local area network (LAN) using TCP/IP and SBC net port system commination. The collected data log daily at 5-minute intervals throughout the whole of 2018 and record by the Microsoft Excel software of a PC. In the night, the collected system switched off then woke up every 15 minutes to check whether it could reach the PV system, otherwise it returned to power-save mode. To avoid failure identification, the data were sent daily/hourly via external modem. About 48,500 data sets were collected for one year.




6. Curve Fitting Technique


It is very common in engineering practice to obtain and record real data from device systems. Engineers use these data to understand underlying properties and solve issues of the system. However, it is not easy or even possible to determine the relationship that describes the behavior of the system using the real data. The regression analysis of data is a statistical procedure and can be used to identify the relationships among different points. Whilst there are varying methods of the regression, curve fitting technique is considered as one of the best methods which is utilized in this work. This technique is attempted to find a mathematical function that can describe the measurements of real data as accurately as possible. It is not necessary that the obtained function pass through all the real data points. However, the smallest possible error of a fitting curve should be received, and defined as in Equation (12):


p=∑i=1nri2=∑i=1n[yi−(a1xi+a0)]2



(12)




where ri is the residual vector of each data point, yi the value of the straight line evaluated at xi, ai and a0 are the coefficients of curve fitting, and n is the number of data. For example, the equations of the curve fitting coefficients for five points are written as Equations (13)–(17):


a1x1+a0=y1



(13)






a1x2+a0=y2



(14)






a1x3+a0=y3



(15)






a1x4+a0=y4



(16)






a1x5+a0=y5



(17)




Now, those above five equations are written in a more compact method using a matrix notation, as defined in Equation (18):


Ab=y



(18)




where


A=[x11x21x31x41x51], b=[a1a0], y=[y1y2y3y4y5]








Now, the residual matrix notation is written as Equation (19):


r=y−Ab



(19)




Substituting Equation (19) into Equation (12), the following is obtained:


p=∑i=1nri2=rTr=yTy−2yTAb+bTATAb



(20)




where rT is the transposed residual matrix notation. To minimize the value of p, the derivation process is used. This gives us Equation (21):


∂p∂b=0=−2yTA+2ATAb



(21)




Now, the coefficients of fitting curve (b) are defined in Equation (22):


b=(ATA)−1yTA



(22)




In this application, the y-axis is the PV power and the x-axis is the irradiance and temperature of weather conditions. In addition, the second order polynomial of last squares is used to get a best fit. To draw those fitting curves, MATLAB code is generated based on Equations (22) and (12). As seen in Figure 7, the power generation of a PV array increases as solar irradiance increases; conversely, it is better for a low temperature operation than a raised one. In addition, the PV-generated power almost depends on the irradiance as linearity. In contrast, the operating temperature is less effective on PV power generation as well as non-optimized linearity. Those conceptions will be used in Section 7 to adjust the defined membership function of the proposed ANFIS model.




7. Training of Proposed ANFIS Network


Using a MATLAB/Simulink model, an efficient ANFIS-MPPT method based on large PV system data set was designed to stop the system from having a high training error. The inputs of the proposed ANFIS technique consisted of the irradiance and temperature, which were collected by a weather station, and the reference power was measured from the PV installed array as the output of the ANFIS system. The estimation accurate PV power depends on the training dataset; therefore, it was very important to select training data with wide variations of the solar irradiance and operating temperature [38]. Hence, Hence, 40 days data were used, which consists of 10 days per season, such that different weather conditions are included . About 6200 data sets were used to train the proposed ANFIS model. The selected data were used to train ANFIS as it generates more accurate model in comparison to using the whole data set, as shown in Table 2. To select the best membership function for the ANFIS model, different types of membership functions were tested. The linear type for the output membership functions and the triangular type for the input membership functions (trimf) achieved less tolerance of the mean square error (MSE) about 0.0708, as shown in Table 3. In addition, triangular membership functions have a simple formula and high computational efficiency [31]. As mentioned in Section 6, the PV generated power depends proportionally on the irradiance. In contrast, the operating temperature has less effect on the PV power generation on non-optimized linearity . According to those conceptions, the numbers of input membership functions (mf) of solar irradiance were selected more than the numbers of input membership functions of operating temperature to predict accurate power generations under varying conditions. In addition, the variable second input was adjusted according to the fitting curve of the operating temperature. Hence, the state of non-optimized linearity was avoided in the second input. Those membership functions for each input were learned by the ANFIS model based on 15 fuzzy rules derived from eight input-defined membership functions, as shown in Figure 8. The fuzzy inference system was trained based on the hybrid optimization method by combining the back propagation gradient techniques and the least squares. The surface training data indicates that the reference power increased smoothly, with an increase in the radiation level and a decrease in the temperature, as shown in Figure 9.




8. Results and Discussion


To assess the performance, a MATLAB/Simulink model for a stand-alone PV system simulated the P&O-MPPT, FLC-MPPT and ANFIS-MPPT systems. This PV system consisted of a PV array, a DC–DC boost converter, and an MPPT controller and load. The main parameters of the PV model are given in Table 1. The PV array consisted of five PV modules connected in series. The simulation was separated into two parts: Fixed and variation regarding an input G. The input G and T of the first part were fixed at 1000 W/m2 and 25 °C, respectively. As presented in the zoomed part of Figure 10a, the converging time of the power tracker for the ANFIS-MPPT method was the highest when compared to the FLC-MPPT and the P&O-MPPT, being about 0.07, 0.11 and 0.13 s, respectively. Moreover, it had the least smooth fluctuation around the MPP for the steady-state, thus resulting in less computation time, as shown in the zoom-in of Figure 10b,c. Furthermore, it is more accurate for addressing the optimized MPP when compared with the FLC-MPPT, as presented in the zoomed part of Figure 10b, due to the large and accurate training dataset. As a result, the PV voltage at the MPP for the ANFIS-MPPT was in the middle of the optimized voltage of the P&O-MPPT, while the PV voltage at the MPP for the FLC-MPPT was to the right of the optimized voltage of the P&O-MPPT with medium oscillation. However, the fluctuation problem was the highest in the P&O-MPPT, owing to the continuous perturbation of the P&O tracker for reaching the optimized MPP. Therefore, the lost power in the ANFIS-MPPT was less than for the FLC-MPPT and the P&O-MPPT. As a result, the output power of the ANFIS-MPPT, the FLC-MPPT and the P&O-MPPT, after they reached the optimized MPP, were about 924.50, 923.25 and 922.50 W, respectively, as presented in the zoomed part of Figure 10a.



In the second part, the input G level was rapidly increased from 200 to 1000 W/m2 at 1 to 2 s, whereas the T operation was kept at 25 °C. As presented in Figure 11a, the power tracker of the ANFIS-MPPT turned out to be accurate in addressing the valid direction due to its large training and optimized tuning of the proposed model, whereas that of the FLC-MPPT and the P&O-MPPT was lost it when the input irradiation changed suddenly. As a result, they took a longer time than the MPPT based on the ANFIS to address the drift issue phenomenon, as shown in Figure 11. In addition, it was more robust in addressing the right direction during a rapid change in solar irradiance. In another words, this issue was more effective on the P&O-MPPT then the FLC-MPPT. To assess the ANFIS-MPPT further, Table 4 compares its properties with the FLC-MPPT and the P&O-MPPT. As can be seen, the ANFIS-MPPT had the highest converging time to reach the tricking power into a steady state conditions, the least fluctuation, and the highest output power. Moreover, it was the most accurate in tracking the MPP and avoiding the drift phenomenon.




9. Real Measurement Test


To evaluate this proposal, the three previous techniques were compared based on real measurements of the input solar irradiance and temperature for one day on 10 June 2018 (05.00 am–20.00 pm), as shown in Figure 12a,b. Those data were collected as mentioned in Section 5. The comparison between the ANFIS-MPPT and the P&O-MPPT is shown in Figure 13a. Obviously, the power tracker of the latter method was almost as perfect as the former during a slow moving in the weather conditions due to the large and constant step size of the incremental duty cycle. However, it drifted away from the correct direction when the G and T rapidly increased, because it was not able to cope with the rapid change in the input G. That is, the issue became much more spectacular when the input G suddenly changed. However, the tracking power of the P&O-MPPT addressed the appropriate direction under the different cases of decreasing irradiation, as shown in the zoomed part of Figure 13a. The comparison between the ANFIS-MPPT and the FLC-MPPT is presented in Figure 13b. While the latter method suffers from the drift problem under rapid changes in atmospheric conditions (increasing and decreasing the climatic conditions), as shown in the zoomed part of Figure 13b, the problem can be seen as being minimal when compared to the P&O-MPPT. This is because the MPPT tracking of FLC enabled it to address the problem early. In contrast, the tracking power of the ANFIS-MPPT was based on large training data, and, as such, it avoided the problem under different weather conditions. To determine the efficiency of the MPPT controller, the average MPPT efficiency formula was utilized, as presented in Equation (23) [39]:


η·MPPT(avarge)=∫Pout(t)dt∫Pmax(t)dt



(23)




where Pout and Pmax are the actual and theoretical power of the PV array, respectively. The actual PV power was determined using the simulated voltage and current of the PV array and then multiplied. The theoretical power was calculated based on Equations (1)–(4). The tracking time (t) was determined regarding the ability of the MPPT power tracker to reach the optimized MPP under different climatic conditions. Whereas the efficiency of the ANFIS-MPPT for a beginning day appeared to be the lowest, it achieved an average efficiency of 99.3% under all the different climatic conditions, while those for the FLC and the P&O-MPPT were 96.8% and 92.6%, respectively, as presented in Figure 14a,b.




10. Conclusion


An efficient MPPT technique based on ANFIS using a real photovoltaic system data has been designed. The large training dataset was collected during one year from the experimental testing of a PV array installed at Brunel University London, Uxbridge, UK, and then they were analyzed and optimized using a fitting curve technique to avoid the system from having a high training error. The solar irradiation and ambiance temperature were selected as the inputs, whilst the maximum available power from the PV array was the output of what is termed the ANFIS model. Under the same weather conditions, actual PV power was measured using a sensed voltage and the current of a PV Simulink operation. These two power outputs were compared, and the error was given to a PI controller to generate the signal of a DC–DC converter by the PWM generator to adjust the operating MPP of the PV array. To sum up, a literature review on the ANFIS-MPPT for a PV system has been presented. The methodologies of the collected and optimized data as well as the tuning of proposed ANFIS model have been explained. The P&O-MPPT, the FLC-MPPT and the proposed ANFIS method were simulated and then compared regarding their popular features. The real test outcomes for a semi-cloudy day were used to determine the efficiency of the proposed technique under varying climatic conditions. The results have demonstrated that the proposed method exhibits higher generated power and no deviation from the optimized MPP during different climate conditions than the alternative ones proposed, achieving efficiencies of greater than 99.3%. Finally, the implementation of this proposal can considered simpler than hybrid methods.
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Figure 1. The diagram of photovoltaic (PV) system using an adaptive neuro-fuzzy inference system- maximum power point tracker (ANFIS-MPPT). 
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Figure 2. Equivalent circuit of PV cell [7]. 
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Figure 3. The studied PV array installed at Brunel University London, UK. 
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Figure 4. Power–voltage (P–V) characteristic of a PV array under: (a) Different values of G at a constant T of 25 °C; (b) different values of T at a constant G of 1000 W/m2. 
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Figure 5. A block diagram of the ANFIS model [25]. 
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Figure 6. A general diagram of data collection system. 
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Figure 7. Fitting curve of (a) PV power versus irradiance; (b) PV power versus temperature. 
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Figure 8. The defined membership function for (a) irradiance and (b) temperature. 
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Figure 9. A surface between inputs irradiance and temperature vs PV power. 
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Figure 10. PV array system for the ANFIS method versus the P&O and FLC methods under a fixed irradiation condition: (a) Power, (b) voltage, and (c) duty cycle. 
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Figure 11. (a) PV array system for ANFIS versus the P&O and FLC methods under a rapid change in climatic conditions: (a) Power, (b) voltage, and (c) duty cycle. 
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Figure 12. (a) Real measurement test of one day of: (a) Solar irradiance and (b) operating temperature. 
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Figure 13. (a) Tracking power for P&O versus the ANFIS method and (b) tracking power for the FLC versus the ANFIS technique. 
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Figure 14. The efficiency of the generated power of the PV array under the real measurement test for: (a) the P&O-MPPT versus the ANFIS-MPPT; and (b) the FL-MPPT versus the ANFIS-MPPT. 
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Table 1. PV module characteristics.
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	Parameters
	Value





	Cell number
	48



	Dimensions
	1.318 × 994 × 46 mm



	Nominal power
	185 W



	Open circuit voltage
	30.2 V



	Maximum power voltage
	24 V



	short circuit current
	8.54 A



	Maximum power current
	7.71 A



	Temperature Coefficient (Pmax)
	−0.485%/°C



	Temperature Coefficient (Isc)
	+0.053%/°C



	Temperature Coefficient (Voc)
	−104 mV/°C
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Table 2. Simulation ANFIS model based on optimized data vs. total data.
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	Model
	Training Time
	Number of Epochs
	Error (%)





	Optimized data
	Very short
	50
	8



	Total data
	Too long
	980
	14
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Table 3. Mean square error (MSE) for different input membership functions.
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	Purpose
	Function
	Error





	Triangular mf.
	trimf
	0.0708



	Trapezoidal mf.
	trapmf
	0.1085



	Generalized bell curve mf.
	gbellmf
	0.0787



	Gaussian curve mf.
	gaussmf
	0.0766



	Two-sided Gaussian curve mf.
	gauss2mf
	0.0894



	PI-shaped curve mf.
	pimf
	0.1215



	Difference of two sigmoid mf.
	dsigmf
	0.0808



	Product of two sigmoid mf.
	psigmf
	0.0819
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Table 4. A comparison of the properties of the ANFIC, perturb and observe (P&O) and fuzzy logic controller (FLC)-MPPT.
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	MPPT
	Converging Time (s)
	Oscillation
	Drift Problem
	Output Power (W)





	ANFIS-MPPT
	0.07
	low
	avoidance
	924.50



	FLC-MPPT
	0.11
	medium
	suffering
	923.25



	P&O-MPPT
	0.13
	High
	suffering
	922.50
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