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Abstract: The growing need for renewable energy and zero carbon dioxide emissions has fueled the development of thermoelectric generators with improved power generating capability. Along with the endeavor to develop thermoelectric materials with greater figures of merit, the geometrical and structural optimization of thermoelectric generators is equally critical for maximum power output and efficiency. Green energy strategies that are constantly updated are a viable option for addressing the global energy issue while also protecting the environment. There have been significant focuses on the development of thermoelectric modules for a range of solar, automotive, military, and aerospace applications in recent years due to various advantages including as low vibration, great reliability and durability, and the absence of moving components. In order to enhance the system performance of the thermoelectric generator, an artificial neural network (ANN) based algorithm is proposed. Furthermore, to achieve high efficiency and system stability, a buck converter is designed and deployed. Simulation and experimental findings demonstrate that the suggested method is viable and available, and that it is almost similar to the real value in the steady state with the least power losses, making it ideal for vehicle exhaust thermoelectric generator applications. Furthermore, the proposed hybrid algorithm has a high reference value for the development of a dependable and efficient car exhaust thermoelectric generating system.
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1  Introduction

The engine is the core component of traditional fuel vehicles and gasoline-electric hybrid electric vehicles, while only about 30% of the energy of the commonly used gasoline engine is used to drive the vehicle and to be used for on-board electrical appliances during the work process, and about 40% of the energy is in the form of waste heat. The exhaust gas is emitted, and the average temperature of the exhaust pipe exceeds 250°C [1,2]. It is particularly important to improve the fuel efficiency of traditional fuel vehicles and hybrid electric vehicles and reduce harmful gas emissions. Therefore, the research on the vehicle exhaust thermoelectric power generation system is of great significance. It is to install a thermoelectric power generation module on the surface of the vehicle exhaust pipe to convert waste heat energy into electricity The DC/DC converter stores the electrical energy in the battery [3]. At present, the research on on-board exhaust gas thermoelectric power generation mainly focuses on the modeling of thermoelectric modules [4], the design and improvement of the heat transfer performance of the thermal energy box [5,6], and the improvement of the topological connection of the thermoelectric modules [7].

The output power of the automotive exhaust thermoelectric generator (AETEG) is mainly affected by the engine operating conditions and external loads. When the engine is working at a stable speed, the power value of the thermoelectric generator increases with the voltage. The growth first increases and then decreases, so there is a maximum power point [8]. The research of maximum power tracking (MPPT) focuses on photovoltaic power generation systems, including disturbance-based self-optimization algorithms, intelligent processing methods and the combination of various methods [9]. Reference [10] proposed an improved variable-step conductance increment method, using the step-size adjustment coefficient S=|dP/dV|/I to dynamically adjust the step-size change ΔUref, and at the same time to ensure the convergence of the algorithm , it is stipulated that S<1, but the constant ΔUref cannot be changed once it is selected, and it is only suitable for specific external conditions. Reference [11] proposed a zero-average conductance incremental method, which ensures dPPV/dVPV=0 in one switching cycle to reduce oscillation, but the selection of the boundary error e is a difficult problem, and if e is too large, the oscillation cannot be reduced. If e is too small, it is no different from the traditional conductance increment method. Reference [12] proposed a new BP neural network MPPT algorithm. The simulation results show that compared with the traditional conductance incremental method and disturbance observation method, the proposed algorithm has higher efficiency and smaller oscillation in steady state. But the number of required inputs (light intensity, temperature) is large. Reference [13] proposed a new direct adaptive neural network MPPT method. The online process is a learning algorithm based on the σ rule. Compared with the traditional interference observation method, its dynamic performance is greatly improved and the steady state fluctuation is greatly reduced. In addition, some scholars have designed a simple MPPT hardware circuit to reduce the loss of the converter and improve the output power of the system [14,15].

Literature [9–13] mainly studies the MPPT strategy of photovoltaic systems, but the power-voltage output characteristics of AETEG are quite different from those of photovoltaic cells (its temperature changes slowly). This paper proposes a novel approach method based on the above method. The enhanced conductance increment technique and the adaptive variable step size BP neural network approach are combined in the novel hybrid method. In the first stage, the improved conductance incremental method can quickly run at the reference point near the maximum power point. In the second stage, the MPPT controller of the BP neural network method with adaptive variable step size eliminates the vibration near the maximum power point in steady state. In order to be suitable for the AETEG system, an MPPT two-phase interleaved Buck converter with a series lag link is also designed. Both the Bode diagram and the root locus diagram show that the stable and dynamic performance of the MPPT controller with voltage closed loop is better than before. Simulation and experiments. The results demonstrate that the new hybrid method has fast tracking speed without additional circuitry and no additional power loss.

2  System Model

2.1 General Structure of AETEG's New Power Supply

The structure diagram of AETEG system is shown in Fig. 1, which includes a thermal energy box, two thermoelectric conversion modules and an independent refrigeration system. Among them, the high temperature side of the thermoelectric module (TEM) is in contact with the thermal energy tank, and the low temperature side is connected with the cooling water tank. The exhaust gas outlet of the engine is connected with the inlet of the thermal energy air box for heat transfer, the exhaust gas passes through the thermal energy air box, and the exhaust pipe is passed into the atmosphere. Meanwhile, the cooling system has a water tank, two valves and an air-cooled water pump. Due to the soft output characteristics of thermoelectric devices, as the output current increases, the output voltage drops sharply, which cannot match the power supply voltage level of the load. A DC/DC converter needs to be connected to 48 V. The battery supplies power to the electrical appliances in the car.
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Figure 1: General structure of the new power supply in the proposed model

2.2 TEM Circuit Characteristics

Fig. 2 shows the circuit model of a single thermoelectric power generation device TEM, from which it can be obtained that the open circuit voltage and output power of the TEM are functions of the load and the temperature difference between the hot and cold ends [16], as shown below

UOC=nαPNΔT=nαPN(TH−TL)(1)

PL=ULIL=n2αPN2(TH−TL)(Rin+RL)×RL(2)

Rin=nρ(lNAN+lp/Ap)(3)

where αPN is the Seebeck coefficient, which is related to the temperature gradient and installation pressure, ΔT is the temperature difference between the hot and cold ends of the TEM, and n is the number of thermocouples. In Eq. (3), ρ is the resistivity, lN and lp are the lengths of the N and P-type galvanic arms of the TEM, respectively, and AN and Ap are the cross-sectional areas of the N and P-type galvanic arms, respectively. Usually, TEMs are connected in series to form a thermoelectric generator (assuming the number of TEMs is M), and the open-circuit voltage and internal resistance are respectively [17].

UTEG=∑i=1MUOC(i)(4)

RTEG=∑i=1MRin(i)(5)
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Figure 2: TEM equivalent circuit diagram

According to the power transfer theorem, when RL=RTEG, the load RL obtains the maximum power, as shown in Eq. (6)

PLmax=UTEG24RTEG(6)

In the AETEG test bench, the I-U-P characteristic curve of the thermoelectric generator is shown in Fig. 3. When the temperature difference is stable, its output power-current curve has only one extreme point, that is, the maximum power point.
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Figure 3: I-U-P characteristic curves of different heat source temperatures when the cold source temperature is 60oC

2.3 TEM Circuit Characteristics

Generally, the DC/DC converter supplies power to the battery with low voltage and high current. However, high current will cause a series of problems (high current stress, more conduction loss of the switch), and at the same time, the current ripple on the input and output sides will adversely affect the thermoelectric generator and battery. In order to reduce the current ripple on the input side, the inductor should work in the current continuous mode, but the inductor value will be very large, and its weight and volume will increase sharply, so a two-phase interleaved Buck converter is used [18–20]. Fig. 4 shows that a digitally controlled DC/DC converter is connected between AETEG and a 48 V LiFeO4 battery, and can implement the MPPT algorithm. The driving signals of the two switches Q1 and Q2 are shown in Fig. 5. They are generated by the PWM module in the DSP chip TMS320F28335, and the phase angle is staggered by 180°. The inductor currents IL1 and IL2 are half of the load current Iout, and the inductance values of L1 and L2 are becomes smaller, and the total current ripple is smaller than the single-phase ripple [18].
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Figure 4: Staggered Buck topology and MPPT control structure
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Figure 5: Circuit operating waveform in inductor current continuous mode

The DC/DC converter system is a nonlinear time-varying system, and the general linear theory cannot be directly applied. In order to carry out dynamic characteristic analysis and related design, the state space averaging method is used [19]. Ideally, two-phase interleaved Bucks can be regarded as the addition of two single-phase Bucks. According to the working process of the single Buck circuit, the state vector x=(UinILUo) is selected, which is the output voltage of the thermoelectric generator, the filter inductor current and the load side voltage. The input vector u=(Iin) is the output current of the thermoelectric generator. The output vector y=(Uin) is the output voltage of the thermoelectric generator, so the state space expression of the single Buck circuit can be established

x=Ax+Bu(7)

y=Cx+Du(8)

In the formula, the state and input matrix are A=(NPQ)T, B=(1C100)T, N=(0d/L0)T, P=(−dC1R(1−2d)/L1/C2), Q=(0(1−2d)/L−1/(C2R0)). In Eq. (8), the output and feedforward matrices are C=(100), D=(0) in sequence. According to the single-phase Buck model, the state, input, output and feedforward matrix of the two-phase interleaved Buck circuit are (2N2P2Q)T, (1/C100)T, (100), (0) respectively. A disturbance is added at the steady state point, and the nonlinear AC small-signal state equation of the two-phase interleaved Buck circuit is:

(dU^indtdi^LdtdU^odt)=[000000000][U^ini^LU^o]+[1C100]Iin+[−U^inC12(U^in−2Ri^L−2U^o)L0]d^(9)

Since the equivalent resistance R of the filter inductor is very small, its influence can be ignored, so the transfer function of the DC/DC input voltage to the duty cycle d is:

U^in(s)d^(s)=a3s2+a2s+a1b3s2+b2s+b1(10)

where a3=IinC2RoL; a2=IinL; a1=2RoIin(2d−1); b3=d2C1C2Ro; b2=d2(C1+2dC2Ro); b1=2d3.

A PI controller is designed using the converter element parameters shown in Tab. 1 and the circuit parameters of the thermoelectric generator at rated power to improve the dynamic stability performance of the feedback MPPT control loop.
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Transfer function of DC/DC input voltage to duty cycle d

Gvd(s)=1.344×10−6×s2+5.6×10−4×s−5.042.49×10−6×s2+1.54×10−3×s+0.2(11)

The transfer function of DC/DC input voltage to duty cycle before and after correction is shown in Fig. 6, the cut-off frequency of Gvd(s) before correction is 2.05 × 103 rad/s, the phase angle margin γ = −179°, amplitude margin h = −28 dB, the system is unstable. Design a series lag correction link Gc(s)=(−0.25s+1)/s in MATLAB’s sisotool, where Kp=−0.25, Ti=−0.25, the corrected open-loop transfer function Go(s)=Gc(s)×Gvd(s), h=17.4 dB, γ = 44.1°, cutoff frequency 681 rad/s, the steady-state performance of the system is greatly improved. The root locus diagram of Go(s) is shown in Fig. 7, and the adjustment time is ts = 4.4/σ = 0.76 s, indicating that the dynamic performance has been improved.
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Figure 6: Bode plot of Gvd(s) before correction and Go(s) after correction
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Figure 7: Corrected Go(s) root locus

3  Proposed Algorithm

3.1 Modified Conductance Incremental Method

Usually, the incremental conductance method adopts a fixed-step strategy, and the selection of the step change ΔD is blind. As shown in Fig. 8, Reference [21] proposed that D(k+1)=D(k)±N.|ΔP/ΔV|, and the scale factors N1 and N2 are determined according to curves 1 and 2 in turn. When N1 is used, curve 1 runs with a fixed step size ΔDmax most of the time, if the temperature of the thermoelectric generator changes, the system will oscillate violently, affecting the tracking efficiency. When N2 is used, most of the curve 1 runs with variable step size N.|ΔP/ΔV|, and the response speed is slow, so there is a “dead zone” space for this method.

[image: images]

Figure 8: Schematic diagram of variable step size algorithm

In order to solve the problem of the proportional coefficient N of the traditional variable-step conductance increment algorithm, this paper proposes a new improved conductance increment method in the first stage of MPPT. It can be seen from Fig. 9, the curve Cn=Pn||ΔP/ΔV(n=1,2,3,…) is symmetrical about the maximum power point of PV curve 1, and the change trend on MPP is to increase first and then decrease. At the same time, with the increase of n, the extreme point of Cn is closer to the maximum power point of curve 1, but the amount of calculation increases exponentially. When n=3, the algorithm tracks the maximum power better, and requires the DSP chip TMS320F28335 to calculate moderately. The specific process is as follows

{dC3dV>0∩dPdV>0  D(k+1)=D(k)−|ΔDmax|dC3dV≤0∩dPdV>0  D(k+1)=D(k)−|ΔDANN|dC3dV>0∩dPdV<0  D(k+1)=D(k)+|ΔDANN|dC3dV≤0∩dPdV<0  D(k+1)=D(k)+|ΔDmax|(12)

In the formula, ΔDmax is the maximum step size change in the MPPT process, and ΔDANN is the output value of the second-stage adaptive variable step size BP neural network method.

[image: images]

Figure 9: Schematic diagram of the improved variable-step conductance increment method

3.2 Adaptive Variable Step Size BP Neural Network Method

The advantage of a neural network is that it does not require an accurate mathematical model, but it can establish complex nonlinear relationships between input and output. In this paper, the feedforward BP-ANN method is adopted. There are three-layer networks. The transfer functions of the hidden layer and the output layer are tansig and purelin. The neural structure is trained by the gradient descent method. The input layer has two neurons, the hidden layer has 5 neurons, and the output layer consists of only one neuron. As shown in Fig. 10, the two input quantities are the change dV of the output voltage of the thermoelectric generator and the change dP of the output power, and the output quantity is the increase or decrease of the normalized duty cycle (±1).
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Figure 10: Proposed BP neural network configuration

In order to adjust the weights, according to the gradient descent method, the formula is as follows

{ΔWji=η.∂E∂netj.oiΔWkj=η.∂E∂netk.ok(13)

where η is the learning rate; E is the error between the actual output and the expected output; netj, netk are the input of neurons in the hidden layer and output layer respectively; oi and ok are the outputs of neurons in the input layer and hidden layer, respectively.

The neural network established in MATLAB is shown in Fig. 11. After 444 training iterations, the root mean square error (RMSE) can reach 6.86 × 103.
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Figure 11: Error training result

The adopted BP neural network method operates in two modes: Offline and online. Firstly, in offline mode, collect 200 sets of experimental data of the conductance incremental method with a fixed step size ΔD=0.001 under a fixed external condition, use the back-propagation algorithm to train the data, and find a suitable neural network structure. Then, the online mode uses the offline BP neural network for MPPT. The basic principle of MPPT of BP neural network method is shown in the following formula

[dP>0∩dV>0  OutANN=−1dP>0∩dV<0  OutANN=+1dP<0∩dV>0  OutANN=+1dP<0∩dV<0  OutANN=−1(14)

When the on-board thermoelectric generator is running in a steady state, the temperature of the exhaust pipe and the output power of the thermoelectric generator do not change or change slowly. When the operating conditions of the engine suddenly change, the temperature and flow rate of the exhaust gas will change drastically, resulting in a sudden change in the output power of the thermoelectric generator. If the traditional fixed-step BP neural network method is used to find the new maximum power point, the dilemma of slow convergence speed and steady-state oscillation will occur. Because choosing a larger step size can ensure that the dynamic time is shortened, but steady-state oscillation is inevitable. Choosing a smaller step size can reduce steady-state oscillation, but it will be accompanied by the problem of poor dynamic performance. In order to account for the on-board thermoelectric generator's tracking speed and steady-state accuracy, this paper proposes an adaptive variable step size adjustment strategy according to the power variation characteristics of the on-board thermoelectric generator, as shown below.

D(K)=D(K−1)±(C+e−|dP|2)(15)

{C=Cmaxe−|dP|2≤αminC=(e−|dP|2−αmin).(Cmax−Cmin)αmax−αminC=Cmine−|dP|2≥αmax+Cminαmin<e−|dP|2<αmax(16)

In the formula, D(K) and D(K−1) are the duty ratios of the switches at time K and K−1, respectively. e−|dP|2 is the step size change dimension factor; αmax and αmin are the upper and lower thresholds of the set dimensioning factor, respectively; C is the step change adjustment factor; Cmax and Cmin are the maximum and minimum adjustment factors, respectively. The adaptive variable step size adjustment strategy proposed in this paper is more reliable than the online mode variable step size method proposed by [22]. If the second stage of the maximum power tracking of the on-board thermoelectric power generation adopts the online mode variable step method [22], that is, ΔD=E+M.dP, where E is the fixed step value, and M is the proportional coefficient. With the change of engine operating conditions, the output power of the thermoelectric generator also changes, which leads to blindness in the selection of M. In addition, the step size change dimensionalization factor e−|dP|2 used in this paper replaces the power change dP of [22], and the value range of the adjustment factor C is narrowed, which can avoid the divergence of the MPPT controller.

In the adaptive variable step size adjustment strategy, the dimensioning factor e−|dP|2 can reflect the change speed of the output power of the on-board thermoelectric power generation in real time. When the dimensioning factor e−|dP|2 is between the upper threshold αmax and the lower threshold αmin, it is considered that the state of the thermoelectric generator has undergone a moderate change, and the adjustment factor C can be adaptively changed according to the speed of the output power change.

To sum up, a new hybrid MPPT algorithm is proposed as shown in Fig. 12.
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Figure 12: Proposed control algorithm flowchart

4  Simulation and Experimental Analysis

4.1 MATLAB/Simulink Modeling

The equivalent circuit model of a single thermoelectric module is a voltage source connected in series with a resistor, and its output is related to the temperature difference between the hot and cold ends. As shown in Fig. 13, the Simulink model of the thermoelectric generator consists of 60 thermoelectric modules (Bi2Te3) connected in series.

Set the initial temperature difference of the thermoelectric generator ΔT1=198.7oC, change to ΔT2=94.7oC at 3 s, then jump to ΔT3=198.7oC at 6 s, and finally change to ΔT1=57.9oC at t = 10 s. In order to compare the performance of each method more precisely, this paper uses three criteria that is, MPPT tracking accuracy, response time, and overshoot.

4.2 Simulation Results

The simulation results of the proposed algorithm, the separate improved conductance incremental method (SIINC) and the separate BP artificial neural network method (SBP-ANN) are shown in Figs. 14–16. Fig. 14 shows the simulation waveforms of the tracking accuracy of the three MPPT algorithms. It can be seen that when the temperature difference of the thermoelectric generator is ΔT=198.7°C, the average tracking powers of HM, SBP-ANN and SIINC are 205.3, 205.2, and 203.6 W in turn. At the same time, when the thermoelectric generator temperature difference ΔT= 94.7°C, the average power values of HM, SBP-ANN and SIINC tracking are 97.9, 97.7, 95.3 W in turn.
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Figure 13: Simulink model of thermoelectric generator
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Figure 14: Comparison of the MPPT tracking accuracy for the algorithms
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Figure 15: Comparison of the MPPT response time of the algorithms
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Figure 16: Comparison of the MPPT overshoot for the algorithms

It shows that the HM and SBP-ANN search for the maximum power is very close to the theoretical value, and the steady-state accuracy is very high. However, when SIINC tracks the maximum power, the duty cycle of the DC/DC converter changes drastically, resulting in a lot of power loss, so its steady-state accuracy is not high.

As shown in Fig. 15, when ΔT is from 0°C to 198.7°C, the response times of HM, SIINC and SBP-ANN for tracking the maximum power are 1.8 s, 0.84 s and 2 s respectively. It shows that in each switching cycle, the SIINC adopts the largest step size change, so the startup time and response time are the shortest, and the HM proposed in this paper combines the advantages of SBP-ANN and SIINC, and has good startup speed and response speed. However, the SBP-ANN collects the experimental data of the conductance increment method with a fixed step size ΔD=0.001, and the duty cycle of the DC/DC converter changes the slowest, so its response time is the longest.

As shown in Fig. 16, when ΔT is from 198.7°C to 57.9°C, the overshoot of HM tracking the maximum power (43.9 W) is 2.01 times that of SIINC (21.8 W) and 0.95 times that of SBP-ANN (46 W). It shows that the dynamic performance of the proposed HM algorithm is worse than that of SBP-ANN, but not as good as SIINC. For SIINC, when the temperature is abruptly changed, its step size change ΔD is the smallest, so its overshoot is the smallest and the dynamic performance is the best.

4.3 Test Results Evaluation

In order to verify the effectiveness of the proposed HM algorithm, a test bench was created for AETEG which is depicted in Fig. 17, the car engine model is Citroen Sega 2.0 PSA RFN 10LH3X, the capacity is 1997 mL, the maximum power is 108 kW (6000 r/min), the maximum Torque 200 NM (4000 r/min). The heat conduction area of the heat energy air box is 542 mm × 280 mm, and the cooling area of the cold source water tank is also 542 mm × 280 mm. The material of the thermoelectric module is Bi2Te3, and the number is 60. The rated power of the DC/DC converter is 1 kW, and the specific parameters are shown in Tab. 1. Following the steady-state tracking test, the thermoelectric generator is directly connected to the electronic load, and the true maximum power of the thermoelectric generator is determined using the current sweep method. The thermoelectric generator is then linked to the 48 V battery through the DC/DC converter included into the MPPT algorithm. Secondly, we performed dynamic tracking experiment. At 1.6 s, the speed and torque of the car engine jump from 3000 r/min@65NM to 2600 r/min@58NM. The proposed HM algorithm and the traditional SIINC, SBP-ANN algorithms are embedded into the digital controller TMS320F28335, its PWM module outputs the drive signal to the IGBT device to realize the MPPT algorithm.

[image: images]

Figure 17: AETEG test bench with embedded MPPT algorithm

When the automobile engine runs in two stable conditions (3000 r/min@65NM, 2600 r/min@ 58NM), the results are shown in Tabs. 2 and 3 and Figs. 18 and 19. As shown in Fig. 18, the maximum tracking powers of HM, SIINC and SBP-ANN are 114.87 W, 110.49 W and 112.45 W in turn, and the deviation rate of the proposed algorithm is the smallest (1.53%), indicating that it’s steady-state accuracy is the highest and consistent with the simulation results. Due to the existence of actual circuit losses (switching losses of switching tubes, impedance losses of wires), the MPPT result has a certain error with the actual value.
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Figure 18: The actual output of AETEG and the results of different MPPT algorithms at 3000 r/min@65 NM
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Figure 19: The actual output of AETEG and the results of different MPPT algorithms at 2600 r/min@58 NM

As shown in Fig. 19, the HM, SIINC and SBP-ANN algorithms find the maximum powers to be 39.2, 35.9 and 37.9 W respectively. In addition, when the engine speed and torque suddenly change from 0 to 3000r/min@65NM, the maximum power tracking start time of the proposed algorithm is 2 s, which is 0.4 s more than SIINC but 0.8 s less than the SBP-ANN algorithm, indicating that the starting speed and response speed of the suggested approach is a hybrid of SIINC and SBP-ANN, which matches the simulation findings. Since BP-ANN is used in the second stage of the proposed algorithm, its step size change is smaller than the ΔD of SIINC method, so the startup time is not as good as SIINC (See Fig. 20).

[image: images]

Figure 20: The results of different MPPT algorithms when the speed and torque of the car engine jumped from 3000 r/min@65 NM to 2600 r/min@58 NM

Among them, the response times of proposed, SIINC and SBP-ANN algorithms are 2.4, 2 and 3.2 s, indicating that SIINC has the shortest dynamic response time, but its overshoot of 5.9 W is greater than 2.1 W of proposed algorithm and 3.8 W of SBP-ANN algorithm, causing great damage to the circuit components of the DC/DC converter. The experimental results show that the proposed algorithm outperforms the traditional SIINC and SBP-ANN algorithms in terms of stability and dynamic performance.

5  Conclusion

This paper proposed a novel algorithm for thermoelectric generator based on neural networks.

(1) The AETEG system based on the 48 V electrical architecture is proposed, which can improve the fuel economy of the vehicle and achieve the effect of energy saving and emission reduction.

(2) The design and implementation of the double closed-loop interleaved Buck converter ensures the high efficiency and stability of the AETEG system.

(3) Based on the maximum power tracking strategy, the improved conductance increment method can be used when far from the maximum power point, which can improve the dynamic performance of the system. When approaching the maximum power point, the adaptive variable step size BP neural network method can reduce the steady-state oscillation.

(4) Simulation and experimental results show that the hybrid method proposed in this paper can not only improve the output power of the on-board thermoelectric generator, but also reduce the response time of the system.
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Table 3: Comparison of algorithms results at 2600 r/min@58NM

Factor Actual value SIINC SBP-ANN Proposed
algorithm algorithm

Hot end temperature 105.1 105.1 105.1 105.1

Ty (°0)

Cold end temperature 59.5 59.5 59.5 59.5

T.(°C)

Voltage U (V) 50.7 63.8 82.5 57.2

Current I (A) 0.79 0.56 0.46 0.68

Power P (W) 40.1 359 37.9 39.2

Deviation rate e (%) 0 10.4 5.50 2.24
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Table 1: Corresponding component parameters of two-phase interleaved parallel Buck DC/DC
converters

Parameter Numerical value
Rated power P 1 kW

Input voltage U, 50~350

Output voltage U, 45~55

Input side capacitance C, 4700 uF
Output side capacitor C, 80 uF

Output side inductance L 400 uH
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Table 2: Comparison of algorithms results under 3000 r/min@65NM conditions

Factor Actual value SIINC algorithm  SBP-ANN Proposed
algorithm

Hot end temperature 226.9 226.9 226.9 226.9

Ty (°C)

Cold end temperature 62.4 62.4 62.9 62.4

T. (°C)

Voltage U (V) 100.4 100.4 100.4 100.4

Current I (A) 1.16 1.08 1.07 0.94

Power P (W) 116.66 110.49 112.45 114.87

Deviation rate e (%) 0 5.28 3.61 1.53
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