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Abstract: This paper outlines the design of a predictive controller combined with an active disturbance rejection control
(ADRC)-type controller to enhance the dynamic performance of the induction motor powered by a nine-level converter.
The predictive control law proposed is derived from the Poisson Laguerre model, based on predictive control. The
motor is controlled using indirect field-oriented control, both with and without a speed sensor. For speed estimation,
the Luenberger observer of order 4 is used. The predictive method utilized allows for the dynamic adjustment of control
parameters based on those of the induction motor. The paper aims to eliminate internal and external disturbances and
reduce total harmonic distortion (THD) through the use of a Nine-level cascaded H-bridge inverter. Space vector pulse
width modulation (SVPWM) signals are generated using the logic of hexagon decomposition. The SVPWM method
operates by decomposing higher-level hexagons into multiple two-level hexagons. The Poisson-Laguerre model (PLM)
is also compared with the ADRC and the proportional-integral (PI) control. Simulations with MATLAB/SIMULINK
software for an induction motor are performed to test the performance of each controller and the validity of the observer.

Keywords: nine-level cascaded h-bridge inverter, SVPWM, induction machine, Luenberger observer, active disturbance
rejection control (ADRC), Poisson-Laguerre model, indirect field oriented control (IFOC)
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1. Introduction
Currently, several researchers are working on improving the dynamic behavior of electric machines used in electric

vehicles. This research aims to minimize THD, adjust speed, and enhance torque ripple while considering internal and
external disturbances. In this context, integrating advanced control techniques such as ADRC and PLM with multilevel
converters into electric vehicle propulsion systems will enable automotive manufacturers to enhance vehicle reliability,
energy efficiency, and overall performance. This approach will also meet increasing demands for driving comfort and
reduced emissions. The inductionmotor is widely used in this field due to its robustness, cost-effectiveness, reliability, and
efficiency. Induction motors exceed DC machines regarding speed variation, even though these machines are considered
nonlinear, multivariable, and highly coupled systems [1, 2].
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The decrease of the THD of the inverter’s output voltages requires multi-level inverters. This will certainly contribute
to the reduction of torque ripples as well. There are several multi-level UPS topologies. The difference lies in the switching
mechanism and the number of voltage sources used at the input of multi-level inverters [3]. The threemost commonly used
and considered conventional topologies are the following: Multi-level inverters with looping diodes on neutral points (also
known as neutral point clamped (NPC)), Floating capacitor multi-level inverters (also known as flying capacitor (FC)),
and cascade h-bridge multi-level inverters (CH-BMI). This latter is selected for its ability to use several sources separately.
In this paper, nine-level CH-BMI converters powered by DC batteries are used. Therefore, in the future, the proposed
system may be powered by photovoltaic sources.

With the increase in voltage levels, we aim to achieve an output voltage waveform that closely resembles an ideal
sinusoidal waveform. To accomplish this, the multilevel inverter must be controlled using pulse width modulation (PWM)
or SVPWM techniques. Over the past three decades, numerous studies have been conducted for industrial applications
[4]. The most widely used modulation techniques are sinusoidal pulse width modulation (SPWM) and space vector pulse
width modulation (SVPWM). SPWMworks by comparing a low-frequency sinusoidal wave with multiple high-frequency
triangular carrier waves to generate control pulses [5, 6]. On the other hand, SVPWM reconstructs the reference voltage
vector using the inverter’s voltage vectors [7]. Each voltage vector corresponds to a specific combination of switching
states in a three-phase voltage inverter. In this context, the SVPWM algorithmic approach is proposed. This approach has
the advantage of minimizing THD and eliminating it.

Traditionally, most of the control systems are equipped with a sensor of speed connected to the rotor of the machine,
which allows the determination of the rotational speed and in certain cases the position of the rotor.  In certain industrial
processes, the sensor of speed is either encumbering or too expensive. For these reasons, most current studies focus
on enhancing the dynamic behavior of variable speed drives based on sensorless induction machines.  The absence of
the speed sensor implies the lack of this piece of information, which makes the task of algorithmic control more and
more complicated. In this context, a model reference adaptive system (MRAS)-based velocity estimator was used in the
document [8]. Luenberger state observers for estimating velocity are used [9, 10]. The results reveal the sensitivity of
estimators and open-loop observers to variations in machine parameters. The Leunberger observer used in this work is a
promising solution since it estimates real-time speed with the cancellation of external disturbances and supports unknown
internal dynamics.

For a long time, proportional integrator-type controllers [11, 12] have been used for their simplicity, but the
uncertainties of the induction motor model can make this control method inefficient in achieving the desired performance.
Variations in engine parameters, due to factors such as temperature and external disturbances can compromise control
accuracy. To ensure the required performance; special attention was paid to other types of control, namely the Active
disturbance rejection control (ADRC) approach and adaptive predictive control. The authors [13] present the performance
of an Active Disturbance Rejection Control for a five-stage H-Bridge inverter-powered induction motor using a PWM
control. Adaptive-predictive control (APC) is an emerging and robust control technique against external disturbances.
Based on the principle of predictive control of the inductionmachine, the controller has been developed by variousmethods
to increase dynamic and static performance [14].

The aim of this control method [15] is to use prediction techniques to generate efficient commands for the multi-
level inverter. This would enable achieving fast system dynamics while maintaining a feasible implementation in terms
of computation. In the same context, the authors [16] highlight the interest in associating the model predictive control
(MPC) command with multi-level converters. A Model-predictive direct power control of a three-phase three-level NPC
PWM rectifier was also used [17]. This article focuses on the development of two tuning algorithms. The first is based
on Poisson-Laguerre PLM models and the second is based on the ADRC model. The combination of two controls is also
implemented for a sensor-less induction motor powered by a nine-level inverter.

In this paper, section 2 introduces themathematical model of the inductionmotor (actuator), which includes equations
describing the electrical and mechanical characteristics of the motor. Section 3 illustrates the nine-level converter with
SVPWM control (pre-actuator). Section 4 illustrates the Luenberger estimator and the IFOC control. Section 5 describes
the two PLM and ADRC controls; Section 6 illustrates the system block diagram. Section 7 reports the simulation results
with analyses whereas the last section is devoted to providing some conclusions of the study.
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2. Modelling of the actuator
In this paper, the chosen actuator is represented by an induction machine. Indeed, this machine is commonly used

in electric vehicle propulsion systems due to its robustness, high energy efficiency, and ability to deliver high torque at
low speed. The electrical modeling of this induction machine is generally represented in the reference frame (d, q) (1).
In this reference frame, the input vector consists of stator voltages, which facilitates the connection of the machine with
the multi-level voltage inverter.

dx
dt

= [A][x]+ [B][U ]

[y] = [C][x]

(1)

With

[x]t = [isd isq ϕrd ϕrq] , [u]t = [vsd vsq] ,

[A]t =


a11 a12ωs a13 a14ωr

a21ωs a22 a23ωr a24

a31 a32 a33 a34ωg

a41 a42 a43ωg a44

 , [B] =


b11 b12

b21 b22

b31 b32

b41 b42

 ,

a11 = a22 =−
(

1
Tsσ

+
1−σ
Trσ

)
,

a12 =−a21 = 1, a13 = a24 =
1−σ
TrMσ

, a14 =−a23 =
1−σ
σM

, a32 = a41 = 0, a33 = a44 =
−1
Tr

,

a34 =−a43 = 1, b11 = b22 =
1

σ ·Ls
, b31 = b32 = b41 = b42 = b12 = b21 = 0

The coefficients that are susceptible to variations due to changes in machine parameters (stator resistance and rotor
resistance) are denoted a11, a13, a42, a44. The matrix can be represented as given in equation (2):

[
A′]= [A]+ [∆A] (2)

With

[∆A] =


∆a11 0 ∆a13 0

0 ∆a22 0 ∆a24

∆a31 0 ∆a33 0
0 ∆a42 0 ∆a44

∆a11 = ∆a22 =−
(

Krs

Tsσ
+Krr

1−σ
Trσ

)
,
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∆a13 = ∆a24 = Krr
1−σ
TrMσ

, ∆a31 = ∆a42 = Krr
M
Tr

∆a31 = ∆a42 = Krr
M
Tr
, ∆a33 = ∆a44 = Krr

−1
Tr

,

0 ≤ Krs% ≤ 100, 0 ≤ Krr% ≤ 100. Krr and Krs are the coefficients of resistance variation.

3. Pre-actuator modeling with its PWM control
3.1 Pre-actuator modeling

The topology of the cascaded H-bridge (CHB) converter used in this article is depicted in Figure 1. It converts DC
signals into AC signals with very low harmonic distortion rates. Therefore, this topology is used to power the actuator
mentioned in section 2. Several recent patents have been filed for this topology [18, 19]. The converter consists of a
series of 12 single-phase bridges to supply power to a three-phase induction machine. Each phase contains 4 single-
phase bridges. Each bridge can switch between, +Vdci(Volts) 0, −Vdci(Volts). This topology is suitable for connecting
a renewable energy source such as photovoltaic modules to alternating current motors, especially by integrating fault
management and optimization of the PV modules [20].

Figure 1. Converter structure (Nine CHB) for a single phase

3.2 SVPWM control

Several control techniques have been used to manage the switching operations of the CHB converter mentioned
in section (3.1). It sounds like these methods are aimed at simplifying the computational complexity involved in space
vector pulse width modulation (SVPWM) techniques. By breaking down higher-level hexagons into fundamental two-
level hexagons, the mathematical computations become more manageable. This decomposition approach appears to be
a common strategy across different references, each with its own specific breakdown and transformation process. In the
first example from reference [21], a five-level space vector hexagon is broken down into six three-level hexagons, and
then each three-level hexagon is further reduced to six two-level hexagons. This process likely simplifies the calculations
involved in generating pulse width modulation signals for the inverter. Similarly, in the second example from reference
[22], a seven-level SVPWM is decomposed into six four-level hexagons, and then each four-level hexagon is transformed
into a two-level hexagon.
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Figure 2. Resolution of nine-level SVD into five-level hexagons

Figure 3. Resolution of five-level SVD into two-level hexagons
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Based on this reasoning, the nine-level DVS is depicted in Figure 2. Initially, it is compressed into six hexagons, each
consisting of five levels [7]. In total, to transition from level 9 to level 2, you would require 18 hexagons (Figure 3). It is
indeed feasible to design a control algorithm (SVPWM) for an N-level converter. For an N-level space vector diagram, it
comprises (N−1) layers and (N−1)3 triangles. Consequently, for a 9-level converter, it encompasses 93 = 729 switching
instants. Out of these 729 switching instances, 217 are independent, while the remaining 512 are redundant. The space
vector diagram consists of 8 layers and 512 triangles.

V(5α), V(5β ) respectively V(9α), V(9β ) denote the components of the real (α) and imaginary (β ) axis of V(ref5)
respectively V(ref9).

Table 1. Mapping of V(ref2) from V(ref5)  and mapping of V(ref5) from V(ref9)

Mapping of V(ref2) from V(ref5)  and
1.9 =< Coefficient k1, k2 <=3.5 (Part 1)

Mapping of V(ref5) from V(ref9)
and 3.5=< K3 <= 4 (Part 2)

H Voltage Vα(2) Voltage Vβ (2) θ (rad) H Voltage Vα(5) Voltage Vβ (5) θ (rad)

1 Vα(5)− (k1 ·Vdc) Vβ (5) [345 15] A Vα(9)− (Vdc) Vβ (9) [11π/6 π/6]

2 Vα(5)− (k2 ·Vdc
cos(π/9))

Vα(5)− (k2 ·Vdc
sin(π/9)) [π/12 π/6] B Vα(9)− (K3 ·Vdc

cos(π/3))
Vα(9)− (K3 ·Vdc

sin(π/3)) [π/6 π/2]

3 Vα(5)− (k2 ·Vdc
cos(2π/9))

Vα(5)− (k2 ·Vdc
sin(2π/9)) [π/6 π/4] C Vα(9)− (K3 ·Vdc

cos(2π/3))
Vα(9)− (K3 ·Vdc
sin(2π/3)) [π/2 5π/6]

4 Vα(5)− (k1 ·Vdc
cos(π/3))

Vα(5)− (3Vdc
sin(π/3)) [π/4 5π/12] D Vα(9)+(K3 ·Vdc) Vα(9)− (K3 ·Vdc) [5π/6 7π/6]

5 Vα(5)− (k2 ·Vdc
cos(4π/9))

Vα(5)− (k2 ·Vdc
sin(4π/9)) [5π/12 π/2] E Vα(9)− (K3 ·Vdc

cos(4π/3))
Vα(9)− (K3 ·Vdc
sin(4π/3)) [7π/6 π/2]

6 Vα(5)− (k2 ·Vdc
cos(5π/9))

Vα(5)− (k2 ·Vdc
sin(5π/9)) [π/2 7π/12] F Vα(9)− (K3 ·Vdc

cos(5π/3))
Vα(9)− (K3 ·Vdc
sin(5π/3)) [3π/2 1π/6]

7 Vα(5)− (k1 ·Vdc
cos(2π/3))

Vα(5)− (3Vdc
sin(2π/3)) [7π/12 3π/4]

8 Vα(5)− (k2 ·Vdc
cos(7π/9))

Vα(5)− (k2 ·Vdc
sin(7π/9)) [3π/4 5π/6]

9 Vα(5)− (k2 ·Vdc
cos(8π/9))

Vα(5)− (k2 ·Vdc
sin(8π/9)) [5π/6 11π/12]

10 Vα(5)+(k1 ·Vdc) Vα(5) [11π/12 13π/12]

11 Vα(5)− (k2 ·Vdc
cos(10π/9))

Vα(5)− (k2 ·Vdc
sin(10π/9)) [13π/12 7π/6]

12 Vα(5)− (k2 ·Vdc
cos(11π/9))

Vα(5)− (k2 ·Vdc
sin(11π/9)) [7π/6 15π/12]

13 Vα(5)(k1 ·Vdc
cos(4π/3))

Vα(5)− (k1 ·Vdc
sin(4π/3)) [15π/12 17π/12]

14 Vα(5)− (k2 ·Vdc
cos(13π/9))

Vα(5)− (k2 ·Vdc
sin(13π/9)) [17π/12 3π/2]

15 Vα(5)− (k2 ·Vdc
cos(14π/9))

Vα(5)− (k2 ·Vdc
sin(14π/9)) [3π/2 19π/12 ]

16 Vα(5)− (k1 ·Vdc
cos(5π/3))

Vα(5)(k1 ·Vdc
sin(5π/3)) [19π/12 21π/12]

17 Vα(5)− (k2 ·Vdc
cos(16π/9))

Vα(5)− (k2 ·Vdc
sin(16π/9)) [21π/12 11π/6]

18 Vα(5)− (k2 ·Vdc
cos(17π/9))

Vα(5)− (k2 ·Vdc
sin(17π/9)) [11π/6 23π/12]

The principle of the algorithm involves establishing the relationships between the voltages in the (α, β ) frame
while transitioning from the 9-level inverter to the 5-level inverter. Then, finding the relationships, still within the same
(α, β ) frame, between the 5-level inverter and the 2-level inverter. Finally, positioning the angle θ within the appropriate
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range. Table 1 enables the assembly of expressions for different voltages, facilitating transitions between levels (9 -5 - 2).
Additionally, it provides the values of the angle position θ for each transition. In the proposed algorithm, the values of
the coefficients K1, K2 and K3 were well-chosen after several simulation tests. The correct choice of these coefficients
increases the number of pulses for each voltage level (Vdc, 2 Vdc, 3 Vdc, and 4 Vdc).

4. Development of the observer of Luenberger and IFOC control
4.1 Expressions of the observability matrix gains

In the absence of a speed sensor, a deterministic machine observation model to reconstruct the rotation speed is
developed. For this purpose, a state observer called a Luenberger observer is used. The determination of the observability
coefficients requires the modeling of the induction machine in the mark (α, β ). Referring to [23, 24], the estimated state
model is given by equation (3):

d[x̂]
dt

= [Â][x̂(k)]+ [B][U ]+ [Kobs] [ε]

[ŷ] = [Ĉ][x̂]

[ε] = [y]− [ŷ]

(3)

With

[Â] =


a11 0 a13 a14 · ω̂r

0 a22 a23 · ω̂r a24

a31 a32 a33 −a34 · ω̂r

a41 a42 −a43 · ω̂r a44

 , [B] =


b11 b12

b21 b22

b31 b32

b41 b42

 and [C] =

[
1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0

]

x̂t =
[
îsα , îsβ , φ̂rα , φ̂rβ

]
, ŷt =

[
îsα , îsβ

]
and [Kobs] =

[
k11 k12 k13 k14

k21 k22 k23 k24

]

From the state matrix, it is noticed that the system has several symmetries. This will directly influence the observation
matrix, which must also have symmetries [25]. Therefore, we can write:

k11 = k22, k13 = k24, k12 =−k21, k14 =−k23

We consider a system of order n, whose equations are given by (1): In this case, the system is said to be completely
observable if there is a moment t1 ≥ t0, such that the knowledge of the input [U (t0, t1)] and the knowledge of the output
[Y (t0, t1)] for all values is sufficient to determine the initial state [x(t0)] = [x0]. The observability criterion is that the
dimension matrix (n, m× n) known as the observability matrix is of maximum rank (or rank = n). This matrix is given
by equation (4):
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[Wobs] =


C

C ·A
C ·A2

· · ·
C ·An−1

 (4)

The dynamics of the observer depend on the matrix [A′d] and its values which are the roots of (5): [S · I−A′d] with:

[
A′d
]
= [A]− [Kobs ] [C] (5)

The expressions of the observability matrix gains are given by equations (6-9)

k11 = (k−1)
(

1
σ

(
1
Ts

+
(1−σ)Rr

Lr

)
+

Rr

Lr

)
(6)

k12 = (1− k)ωr (7)

k13 =
(
1− k2)(MRr

Lr
− LsLr

M

(
1
Ts

+
(1−σ)Rr

Lr

))
+

LsLr(1− k)
M

(
1
σ

(
1
Ts

+
(1−σ)Rr

Lr

)
+

Rr

Lr

)
(8)

k14 =
σLsLrωr(1− k)

M
(9)

4.2 Expressions of the observability matrix gains

To enhance the accuracy of estimation, many researchers have suggested the utilization of a PI-type adaptation
mechanism. This approach aims to refine the estimation process and improve overall accuracy. To determine the
coefficients of adapter P and I, minimizing the estimation error ([e(k)] = [x(k)]− [x̂(k)]) as much as possible between
the actual and the estimated state vectors is sufficient. The Lyapunov function is used in the stability theory of dynamic
systems [26, 27]. The expression of this function is given by equation (10).

V = (x− x̂)(x− x̂)T +
(ωr − ω̂r)

2

ρ
(10)

Where: ρ stands for a positive constant coefficient, while (x − x̂) symbolizes the estimation error vector. The
derivative of V in time, which should be negative, is defined by (11) the following equation:

dV
dt

=
d(x− x̂)

dt
(x− x̂)T +

d(x− x̂)T

dt
(x− x̂)+

1
ρ

d (ωr − ω̂r)
2

dt
(11)

Equation (11) can be expanded to obtain equation (12). The latter can be further expanded to obtain equation (13).
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dV
dt

=
d(x− x̂)

dt
(x− x̂)T +

d(x− x̂)T

dt
(x− x̂)+

1
ρ

d (ωr − ω̂r)
2

dt
(12)

dV
dt

=
[
(B−AK)T +(B−AK)

]
(x− x̂)T (x− x̂)

+2(ωr − ω̂r)
σLsLr

M
(1− k)

(
φ̂rβ
(
isα − îsα

)
− φ̂rα

(
isβ − îsβ

))

− 2(ωr − ω̂r)

ρ
dω̂r

dt
(13)

The expression
[
(B−AK)T +(B−AK)

]
(x− x̂)T (x− x̂) is always negative. Both last terms may be set to zero since

(14) they are insignificant in comparison with the first.

2(ωr − ω̂r)
σLsLr

M
(1− k)

(
φ̂rβ
(
isα − îsα

)
− φ̂rα

(
isβ − îsβ

))
− 2(ωr − ω̂r)

ρ
dω̂r

dt
= 0 (14)

Thus, the expression of ω̂r becomes (15):

ω̂r = ρ
σLsLr

M
(1− k)

∫ (
φ̂rβ
(
isα − îsα

)
− φ̂rα

(
isβ − îsβ

))
dt (15)

Many scientists have suggested an adaptation mechanism for PI to improve the accuracy of estimates. The following
expression (16) gives that of the estimated speed:

ω̂r =

(
Kp +

Ki

s

)(
φ̂rβ
(
isα − îsα

)
− φ̂rα

(
isβ − îsβ

))
(16)

Where: Kp and Ki are positive constants (17).

ω̂r =

(
Kpωr +

Kiωr

s

)
· eωr (17)

With

et =
[
isα − îsα , isβ − îsβ , φrα − φ̂rα , φrβ − φ̂rβ

]
, and eωr =

[(
iαs − îαs

)
φ̂rβ −

(
iβ s − îβ s

)
φ̂rα
]

Just fine-tune the gains Kp and Ki to get an estimated speed similar to the actual rotation speed.
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4.3 Indirect field-oriented control approach

The direct state model obtained in Section 2 for designing speed controllers based on induction machines is very
challenging, if not impossible. Therefore, researchers use models that resemble those of a DC machine. Currently, the
IFOC approach is widely used in speed variation devices by induction machines. This gives a model that resembles that
of a DC machine. In this architecture, flux and torque are decoupled and controlled separately. The estimated angular
frequency (obtained from Luenberger Observer) is given below (18), based on references [24, 28].

ω̂s = ω̂r + ω̂g (18)

The space angle θ̂s can be written as given in equation (19):

θ̂s =
∫

ω̂sdt (19)

The asynchronous machine equations used in the control circuit are given by equations (20) and (21):

0 = Rrird +
dφrd

dt
−ωgφrq (20)

0 = Rrird +
dφrq

dt
+ωgφrd (21)

For decoupling control, we have φrq = 0, φrd = φr The expressions of the sliding pulsation ω̂g and the torqueCe are
given by (22) and (23):

ω̂g =
isq

iφ Lr
R̂r (22)

Ce = p
M2

Lr
iφ isq (23)

The mechanical speed estimated as a function of electromagnetic torque and load torque is given by the following
expression (24):

J
dΩ̂r

dt
=−K f Ω̂r +(Ce −Cr) (24)

By introducing the concept of decoupling and based on the IFOC structure, the following expressions can be used
(25):
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V̂sdre f = v∗sd − êd

V̂sqre f = v∗sq − êq

(25)

Based on the principle of indirect decoupling [21], the reference voltages for the stator windings are given by equation
(26).


v∗sd = σLs

disd

dt
+σLs

(
1

Ts ·σ
+

1−σ
Tr ·σ

)
i∗sd

v∗sq = σLs
disq

dt
+σLs

(
1

Ts ·σ
+

1−σ
Tr ·σ

)
i∗sq

(26)

5. Predictive control and ADRC control
5.1 Adjustment of coefficients using predictive control based on the Poisson-Laguerre model

In systems control, it is always necessary to have an idea of the behavior and complexity of these systems. The
information obtained based on the index or impulsive responsesmakes it possible to determine the dominant time constants
and the resonance frequencies of the system to be controlled [29]. This information is very useful in determining the order
of the system when establishing the model. Among the different representations of continuous linear systems, orthogonal
series such as Legendre [30] and the Poisson-Laguerre models [29] indicate a high efficiency in the representation of well-
damped systems. The application of this PLMmodel helps improve the response time ofmechanical variables, specifically
the mechanical rotation speed of the actuator. The purpose of this section is to describe the Poisson-Laguerre models used
in the modelling of the vector-controlled inductionmachine. The classical Poisson-Laguerre impulse functions are defined
by equation (27), referring to [31].

pk(t, λ ) =
tke−λ t

k!
, k = 1, 2, . . . (27)

With λ (réel)> 0.
The Laplace transform is given by (28):

πk(s, λ ) =
1

(s+λ )k (28)

The following series represent these PLM models [29]. We, then, adopt the models given by the expression (29) for
a transfer function (G(s)) between electromagnetic torque and mechanical speed.

G(s) =
n

∑
i=1

giπi(s+λ ) =
n

∑
i=1

gi
1

(s+λ )i (29)

Where: λ > 0 is the dominating pole of the system, {gi} are the PL parameters and (n) is the truncation order of the
PL series.

Volume 5 Issue 4|2024| 4451 Contemporary Mathematics



The following state space representation is obtained (30):

ẋPL(t) = APLxPL(t)+BPLu(t)

y(t) = gT xPL(t)

(30)

Where gT = [g1 . . . gn] , xPL(t) =
[
xPL

1 (t) . . . xPL
n (t)

]T

APL =



−λ 0 · · · · · · 0

1 −λ
. . .

...

0
. . . . . . . . .

...
...

. . . . . . . . . 0
0 . . . 0 1 −λ


and BPL =


1
0
...
0



The control signal is denoted by u(t), the state vector by xPL(t) =
[
xPL

1 (t) . . . xPL
n (t)

]T , and the output of the PL
models by y(t). These statements are derived as given in equation (31).

xPL
i+1(t) =

1
(s+λ )

xPL
i (t) =

1
(s+λ )i+1 u(t), xPL

0 (t) = u(t) (31)

The PLM requires knowledge of the dominant pole λ , of the system, and identification of the model parameters
{gi}. The optimal value of λ is determined by minimizing the criterion Jg(λ ) of equation (32), where yk represents the
measured output of the actual system and ĝxk = ŷk is the estimated output by the PLM.

Je(λ ) =
N

∑
k=1

|yk − ĝxk| (32)

The recursive least squares algorithm is used to identify unknown parameters (ĝ) of the PLM.

5.2 Predictive control law (predictive control (APC) applied to motor using PLM)

The objective of predictive control is to generate a control signal u(t) that ensures the controlled variable y(t) aligns
with a desired reference value r(t) over a specified future prediction horizon T > 0. This could be expressed by equation
(33), referring to [32].

y(t +T ) = r(t +T ) (33)

Based on the Maclaurin series, the output predictor y(t +T ) can be written as (34), referring to [32].
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y(t +T ) = y(t)+
+∞

∑
i=1

T i

i!
di

dt i y(t) (34)

Taking into account the Poisson-Laguerre model (PLM), equation (30), we will have the expression (35).

y(t +T ) = y(t)+gT M(T )xPL(t)+KTU(t) (35)

With

M(T ) =
+∞

∑
i=1

T i

i!
Ai = eAT − In = e−λT Γ(T )− I; Γ(T ) =



1 0 · · · 0

T 1
. . .

...
...

. . . . . . 0
T n−1

(n−1)!
· · · T 1

 ,

Where K(T ) = [k1(T ) k2(T ) . . .]
T

ki(T ) = gT A−i

[
e−λT Γ(T )−

i

∑
j=1

(AT ) j−1

( j−1)!

]
B and U(t) =

[
u(t)

du(t)
dt

d2u(t)
dt2 . . .

]T

Substitution of equation (33) in (35) leads to (36):

K∗(s)u(t) = [r(t +T )− y(t)]−gT M(T )xPL(T ) (36)

Where: The function K∗(s), is written (37):

K∗(s) =
+∞

∑
i=1

ki(T )si−1 (37)

The series (37) must be truncated in a well-defined order while applying the following constraint to the control signal.
This constraint is given by equation (38).

diu(t)
dt

= 0 ∀i ≥ Nu (38)

The relation (38) implies that the higher-order derivatives are null. Therefore (36) can be written as (39):

K(s)u(t) = [r(t +T )− y(t)]−gT M(T )xPL(T ) (39)
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In equation (39), we can extract the function K(s) as written in equation (40):

K(s) = kNu(T )sNu−1 + . . .+ k2(T )s+ k1(T ) (40)

If we notice (41) that:

F(s) =
1

K(s)
(41)

The control signal, which will be determined based on the stability of the function, is given (42):

u(t) = F(s)[r(t +T )− y(t)]−F(s)gT M(T )xPL(T ) (42)

To be stable, the following conditions must be met. Based on this inequality (43), we can derive these conditions.

∀i = 1 . . . Nuki(T )> 0 (43)

The relation (42) can be described in the following manner:
- If Nu = 1. Then, this expression is a state feedback control.
- If Nu > 1. Then, this expression is a state feedback control. Based on the expression (42), the control signal takes

the following form (44):

u(t) = F(s)[r(t +T )− y(t)]−F(s)C(s)u(t) (44)

Where: The functionC(s), is written (45):

C(s) =
n

∑
i=1

ci(T )
1

(s+λ )i (45)

And (46):

[c1(T ) c2(T ) . . . cn(T )] = cT (T ) = gT M(T ) (46)

Figure 4 highlights the speed control of the induction machine using the predictive control based on the Poisson-
Laguerre model [32].
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Figure 4. Predictive control (based on PLM) block diagram to control mechanical rotation speed

Figure 5. ADRC controller using ESO

5.3 Active disturbance rejection controller

Various internal disturbances, including rotor and stator resistance variations and external disruptions like load
torque and speed fluctuations, can impact machine performance, particularly noticeable at low speeds. Hence, employing
active disturbance rejection control serves as a dependable control strategy. ADRC, stemming from proportional-integral
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derivation (PID), is its cornerstone, relying on error-based control instead of amodel [33, 34]. In this control, The Extended
State Observer (ESO) is used (see Figure 5). Indeed, The ESO is a robust observer utilized in control systems to estimate
both the system state and the disturbance state. This capability enables more precise control even in the presence of
uncertainties and disturbances, with a fast response time. The main equation of an Active Disturbance Rejection Control
(ADRC) controller is given by (47).

y = f (y, ε, t)+b0u (47)

In this context: u denotes an input variable, y represents an output variable, b0 stands for a constant, and ε signifies
the total of external and internal disturbances.

Expressing equation (47) using the state-space form yields (48):


y =

(
1
0

)T

· x

ẋ =

(
0 1
0 0

)
· x+

(
1
0

)
·b0u+

(
0
1

)
· ḟ

(48)

The following equation expresses the Extended State Observer (49):


ŷ =

(
1
0

)T

· z

ż =

(
0 1
0 0

)
· z+

(
1
0

)
·b0u+

(
2ω0

ω2
0

)
· (y− ŷ)

(49)

With: ω0 being the observer bandwidth, determined by pole placement, aiming to achieve a rapid and highquality
output.

Following ADRC, a control law is then established by (50):

u =
u0 − z2

b0
(50)

Where z2 stands as a precise estimation of “ f ”, and as an accurate estimation of “y”.
The resulting equation (47) becomes (51).

{
u0 = Kp (h− z1)

ẏ = u0 +( f − z2)≈ u0
(51)

Where: h denotes the reference input signal.
Equation (24) can be converted to the canonical form ADRC. This gives the corresponding equation below (52).

Contemporary Mathematics 4456 | Abdellah Oukassi, et al.



dΩ
dt

= fΩ(Ω, ε, t)+
Cem(t)

J
(52)

Equations (26) above can be expressed in ADRC canonical form as the corresponding equations below (53), (54):

disd

dt
= fd (isd , ε, t)+

Vsd(t)
Lsσ

(53)

disq

dt
= fq (isq, ε, t)+

Vsq(t)
Lsσ

(54)

Figure 6. System proposed for a sensorless induction machine powered by a nine-level converter using three ADRC-type controls

6. Proposed system
In Figure 6, the proposed system is based on the ADRC command (ADRC for Ce = f (ω)), ADRC control for

Vsd = f (Isd), and ADRC control for Vsq = f (Isq)). The block diagram not mentioned here contains only three IPs instead
of three ADRCs. The control of the cascade converter switches is managed by an SVPWM. The proposed system block
diagrams are illustrated in Figure 6 and Figure 7. In Figure 7, the combination between the PLM control is ADRC is used
(PLM forCe = f (ω), ADRC control for Vsd = f (Isd), and ADRC control for Vsq = f (isq)). In this figure, the mechanical
speed is estimated using a state observer (Leunberger observer) and compared to the reference speed. Based on the model
of Predictive Current Control (PLM), a reference electromagnetic torque is obtained. Subsequently, the principles of field-
oriented control (FOC) are applied to determine the reference quadrature stator current isq. This control principle is also
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used to derive a reference direct stator current isd . By combining the indirect method of field control with the principles of
Active Disturbance Rejection Control (ADRC), reference voltagesVsd andVsq are established. The inverse Park matrix is
employed to derive the three reference voltagesVsa,Vsb, andVsc. These waveforms are utilized in an algorithm to calculate
and determine the switching times of the nine-level converter switches. This converter generates three voltages to supply
the asynchronous machine stator. In closed-loop operation, sensors for the three stator voltages and three stator currents
are used to reconstruct a state model of the machine. Using this observed model, the rotational speed is estimated. In
Figure 6, the proposed system is based on the ADRC command (ADRC forCe = f (ω)), ADRC control for Vsd = f (Isd),
and ADRC control for Vsq = f (Isq)). The block diagram not mentioned here contains only three IPs instead of three
ADRCs. The control of the cascade converter switches is managed by an SVPWM.

Figure 7. System proposed for a sensor-less induction machine powered by a nine-level converter by combining a PLM control and two ADRC controls

7. Simulation results
To assess the performance and robustness of the control strategies (Poisson Laguerre model, ADRC, and PI), the

machine model and its vector control are simulated using Matlab/Simulink. In this paper, the studied machine is powered
by a nine-level voltage inverter. In this section, two tests are simulated. While the first test is devoted to illustrating the
response of the machine during the variation of the load torque, the second test is meant to test the robustness (variations
of parameters). In simulation tests, the predictive control based on Laguerre Poisson models is compared to two controls
(ADRC and the classical PI approach).

7.1 Choice of PLM control parameters

To assess the performance of predictive control based on PL models, the following test is performed on the variation
of the speed: the reference speed value is kept at 0 rad/s from 0 to 1 second, then increased to 100 rad/s from 1 to 4 seconds.
Figure 8 illustrates a comparison among the three proposed cases (case 1, case 2, and case 3) for values different from λ
The adjustment coefficients for the PLM used were:
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• Case 1 (PLM1): λ = 1.4, n = 3, g1 =−1.8994, g2 =−0.0601, g3 =−0.0333.
• Case 2 (PLM2): λ = 1.2, n = 3, g1 =−1.3054, g2 = 0.1408, g3 = 0.1980.
• Case 3 (PLM3): λ = 1.6, n = 3, g1 =−2.2084, g2 =−0.0698, g3 =−0.0388.
The parameters of induction motor are: Ls = 0.973 H, Lr = 0.3558 H, Rs = 6.8 Ω, Rr = 5.4 Ω; M = 0.39 H, p = 2,

J = 0.02 kg·m2; K f = 0.0025 N·m·s/rad, P =1 kw. The flux rotor reference is maintained at 0.89 Wb.

Figure 8. Evolution of the mechanical speed in the three cases (PLM1, PLM2, and PLM3)

The speed forms have been zoomed on the time interval [1.2 s, 3 s] Figure 9. Note that the mechanical speed curve
obtained with the second case parameters is good. The speed curve is almost similar for all three cases. So we use this
PLM2 case to compare it with the ADRC and PI command.

Figure 9. Evolution of mechanical speed for the three cases (PLM1, PLM2, and PLM3) zoomed in from 1.2 to 3 seconds
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7.2 Load torque variation test and speed variation test

In this test scenario, the reference speed remains constant at 0 rad/s from 0 to 1 second, then ramps up to 100 rad/s
from 1 second to 6 seconds, and subsequently decreases to -100 rad/s from 6 seconds to 10 seconds. Concurrently, the
load torque is maintained at 0 N·m from 0 seconds to 4 seconds, increases to 5 N·m from 4 seconds to 8 seconds, and
finally decreases to -1 N·m from 8 seconds to 10 seconds. The ADRC corrector parameters used to compare with the
PLM command are: ADRC for, Ce = f (ω) : Kpw = 6.6667, b0 = 50. ADRC control for Vsq = f (isq) : Kpiq = 363.6364,
biq = 24.0964. ADRC control for Vsd = f (isd) : bid = 24.0964, Kpid = 363.6364. The adjustment coefficients for the
PLM used were Case 2: λ = 1.2, n = 3, g1 =−1.3054, g2 = 0.1408, g3 =−0.1980. The PI corrector parameters used to
compare with the PLM command are: Kp = 0.2397, Ki = 0.7201.

Figure 10. Phase voltages obtained at the output of the nine-level converter

Figure 11. Phase voltages were obtained at the output of the nine-level converter (zoomed in from 2.1 seconds to 2.3 seconds)
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The mechanical speed is estimated using the Luenberger observer technique. Initially, the simulation result (Figure
10) shows the output voltages applied to the machine. It is worth noting that the output voltage has 9 levels with a
THD value of 13.89%. This value is significantly lower compared to what is achieved with a 3 or 5-level converter. By
reducing the THD, the voltage becomes cleaner with fewer undesirable harmonics. This results in a more stable and
consistent voltage, reducing electrical interferences and enhancing the performance of electrical equipment connected
to the grid. The voltage forms have been zoomed on the time interval [2.1 s, 2.3 s] (Figure 11). It is noticed that the
closed-loop system works correctly since the simple voltages applied to the machine have nine levels.

The stator currents are illustrated in Figure 12 while the same currents have been zoomed on the interval [5 s 5.5 s].
We note the trend of the curves of the currents towards sinusoidal form (Figure 13).

Figure 12. The stator currents obtained at the output of the induction motor

Figure 13. The stator currents obtained at the output of the induction motor (zoomed between 1.2 s and 2 s)
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Figure 14 shows the rotor speed curve (actual and estimated) for three systems (PLM, ADRC, PI). In this figure, the
speed response with ADRC follows the reference speed is faster than that obtained by the PLM and PI commands. Indeed,
by observing the evolution of the mechanical speed waveform, we note that a steady state is reached after 0.25 seconds
for the ADRC control, after 0.45 seconds for the PLM control, while for the PI control, a steady state is achieved after
0.65 seconds.

Figure 14. Evolution of the actual and estimated mechanical speed in the three cases (PLM2, ADRC, and PI)

Figure 15. Evolution of the electromagnetic torque in the three cases (PLM2, ADRC, and PI)

Figure 15 clearly demonstrates that the torque performance of the system with ADRC is better than that obtained
using PLM2 and PI controllers. The amplitude of the torque during the speed variation is well limited with the ADRC
control. Similarly, the load torque variation is quickly taken by the ADRC control in comparison with that of PLM and
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PI. In all three cases, electromagnetic torque interferences are significantly reduced due to the decrease in Total Harmonic
Distortion (THD) of the asynchronous machine’s supply voltage. This helps maintain the smooth and reliable operation
of the machine.

The various findings drawn from the results are illustrated in Table 2. This table clearly shows the impact of the
three controls: PI, ADRC, and PLM, on the proposed system, particularly on the evolution of the mechanical speed of the
asynchronous machine.

Table 2. Comparison of the three controls PLM, ADRC, and PI in response to variations in speed and torque

Type of control Impact on the system due to step changes in rotational speed and load torque

PI

- It is simple to implement and effective for stable systems with predictable disturbances. However, it may not
handle varying or complex disturbances well without tuning adjustments.
- PI control can ensure stable speed rise, but it may require fine-tuning of

parameters to prevent oscillations or overshoot.
- The response time under PI control can be relatively fast for well-tuned and stable systems, but it may be limited by

the need to manually adjust proportional and integral parameters for different operating conditions.
- PI control can maintain effective regulation of electromagnetic torque provided that the parameters

are properly tuned for the specific characteristics of the motor.

PLM

- By employing predictive models and adaptive strategies, PLM optimizes speed ramp-up by
continuously adjusting controls to minimize errors and maximize motor performance.

- By utilizing adaptive models, PLM can adjust its control strategies to optimize electromagnetic torque
based on operational conditions and load requirements.

- PLM provides a fast response time by using predictive models to anticipate system variations
and adjust control actions accordingly.

ADRC

- ADRC is effective in handling external and internal disturbances affecting the speed of asynchronous motors,
offering a quick and stable response even under varying load conditions or disturbances.

- By actively rejecting disturbances, ADRC can maintain more stable electromagnetic torque
in the presence of load variations or changing dynamic conditions.

- ADRC typically has a fast response time because it can quickly estimate
and react to disturbances.

Figure 16. The curves of the rotor flux along axes α and β
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7.3 Validity test of the Luenberger observer

Under the same conditions of section 7.2, Figure 16 shows the observed state vector and in particular the two flux
(rotor flux on axis α , rotor flux on axis β ). The flux is zoomed on the interval [2 s 2.5 s]. Figure 17 shows that the
waveform of the flow along the axes is sinusoidal.

Figure 17. The curves of the rotor flux along axes α and β (zoomed between 1.2 s and 2 s)

7.4 Robustness test: IM operation with rotor resistance variation and moment of inertia variation

To test the robustness of the proposed system, some machine parameters (rotor resistance Rr and moment of inertia
J) are modified. Indeed, these parameters may vary due to internal disturbances or other external physical phenomena.
The system is tested by simulation in the following case: The parametric variations are 50% of the resistance of the
rotor Rr at 5.5 s and 50% of the moment of inertia J at 5.5 s. After the variations that affected the parameters (Rr and
J) at t = 5.5 s. It is observed that variations in these parameters do not impact the stability of the system. Figure 18
illustrates the evolution of the mechanical speed (actual and estimated). Based on the evolution of the mechanical speed
waveform, at t = 5.5 s (the onset of internal and external parameter variations), and at t = 6 s (when the rotation direction
is reversed), we observe that steady-state is reached more quickly with the ADRC control compared to PLM and PI
controls. Furthermore, comparing the results between Figure 14 (without internal parameter variations) and Figure 18
(with internal and external parameter variations), we notice a slight overshoot in all three-speed curves (ADRC, PLM,
PI) in Figure 18. The overshoot observed with ADRC is slightly lower than that with PLM and PI controls. Figure 19
illustrates the evolution of the electromagnetic torque. Despite the parametric variations at t = 5.5 s, we find that in all
three cases (PLM, ADRC, and PI) the electromagnetic torque was not affected. However, the ADRC-based system is
better than the PLM and PI based system.

The conclusions drawn from the results are illustrated in Table 3, clearly demonstrating the impact of the three
controls-PI, ADRC, and PLM-on the proposed system in response to variations in internal and external parameters.
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Figure 18. Evolution of the actual and estimated mechanical speed (PLM, ADRC, and PI)

Figure 19. Simulated electromagnetic torque curves (PLM, ADRC, and PI)

Table 3. Comparison of the three controls PLM, ADRC, and PI in response to variations in internal and external parameters

Type of control Impact on the system due to changes in internal and external parameters

PI - Less effective in directly managing resistance variations as they rely on simpler models
and may require manual adjustments to compensate for parameter changes.

PLM - May require more frequent parameter adjustments to maintain motor performance
when the moment of inertia changes.

ADRC
- Generally capable of adapting and rejecting the effects of resistance variations due to its ability

to estimate and actively compensate for disturbances.
- Can more effectively adjust the control to respond to changes in the moment of

inertia using advanced prediction and estimation techniques.
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8. Conclusion
In this paper, an APC derived from PLM to improve the dynamic performance of a sensor-less induction motor was

developed. The machine whose field is indirectly oriented was powered by a nine-level CHB inverter using SVPWM
techniques. PLM control performance was compared to ADRC and PI controls. The results demonstrate a good dynamic
performance of the proposed solutions. According to the simulation results, the system based on the ADRC control has a
fast response time and accurate output. Indeed, we observed that the closed-loop system using ADRC is 1.8 times faster
than the one using PLM, and 2.6 times faster than the one using PI in terms of response time. We also found that the
ADRC control provides greater accuracy compared to the PLM and PI controls. With ADRC control, the dynamics of the
system quickly converges to the stationary state. During simulations, we noted that ADRC parameters can be adjusted
quickly to improve the accuracy of setpoint tracking. The curves of the mechanical quantities confirm that the system
with ADRC surpasses the conventional control based on PLM and PI. The Cascade H-Bridge (CHB) Inverter structure
was introduced, increasing the output voltage level to nine levels. In addition, the THD was significantly reduced by a
factor of 3.16 compared to the conventional SVPWM level 3 control. Finally, from these results, it can be concluded that
ADRC is often preferable in environments where operating conditions are variable and quick responses to disturbances
are crucial. PI and PLM are simpler and less computationally intensive but may require more frequent monitoring and
adjustments to maintain motor performance in the face of parameter changes such as resistance and inertia. In the future,
it is planned to explore the use of artificial intelligence techniques, such as neural networks, to implement the nine-level
SVPWM algorithm as well as the three control methods in an experimental setup. Our ambition is to implement these
controls in an electric car as well as in a helicopter.
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