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ABSTRACT

Induction motor (IM) direct torque control (DTC) is prone to a number of
weaknesses, including uncertainty, external disturbances, and non-linear
dynamics. Hysteresis controllers are used in the inner loops of this control
method, whereas traditional proportional-integral (PI) controllers are
used in the outer loop. A high-performance torque and speed system
is consequently needed to assure a stable and reliable command that
can tolerate such unsettled effects. This paper treats the design of a
robust sensorless twelve-sector DTC of a three-phase IM. The speed
controller is conceived based on high-order super-twisting sliding mode
control with integral action (iSTSMC). The goal is to decrease the flux,
torque, the current ripples that constitute the major conventional DTC
drawbacks. The phase current ripples have been effectively reduced from
76.92% to 45.30% with a difference of 31.62%. A robust adaptive flux
and speed observer-based fuzzy logic mechanism are inserted to get rid
of the mechanical sensor. Satisfactory results have been got through
simulations in MATLAB/Simulink under load disturbance. In comparison
to a conventional six-sector DTC, the suggested technique has a higher
performance and lower distortion rate.

This is an open access article under the CC-BY-SA license.

1. Introduction

The induction motor (IM) (also called an asynchronous motor) is the most used motor in the
industry. It is reliable, efficient, robust, and low-cost compared to other motors (DC-motors and
PMSMs) for analogous applications [1]. However, its precise control is complicated to achieve due
to its non-linear structure, its dynamics, and the variation of its internal parameters during its running
and it is subject to unrecognized disturbances such the load torque; furthermore, some of its states are
not reachable by a measurement [2].

During the last two decades, a very appreciable development towards the control of the induction
motor has been noted, such as the vector control by flux orientation [3], the non-linear control [4],
the control by sliding mode [5], the control by linearisation inputs/outputs [6] . . . etc., as well as
DTC [7]. This last constituent is the research heart of this scientific paper.

DTC was formulated by Takahashi in the mid-1980s. It is established on a control sequence
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direct application to the inverter voltage switches positioned upstream of the induction motor [8].
This sequence choice is done by a switching table usage and 2 hysteresis regulators whose job is to
command the motor stator flux and electromagnetic torque [9].

This control quickly gave satisfaction, and its success made it more and more popular. It is a
subject of interest for many scientists and industrialists in the field of variable speed applications
such as electric traction (metro and high-speed trains TGV), aerospace, or in certain electric car pro-
totypes [10]. However, experience has shown some weaknesses of this type of control such as the
performance at the variable switching frequency, the existence of torque pulsations, and the method
of obtaining the estimated flux in the DTC which is based on straight measurement of voltage and
current instantaneous values. This kind of estimator is sensitive to integration errors at low speed
and can lead to considerable estimation errors. Also, the closed-loop speed regulation in the DTC is
usually done by a simple PI controller [11]. Although these regulators are exceptionally successful
on the market, the fact remains that the determination of their parameters (Proportional and integral
gains) sometimes remains difficult when the controlled system is prone to exterior disturbances (they
are not equipped with a disturbance estimator) [12].

The first-order SMCs generalization yields higher-order SMCs. This method, which uses higher-
order derivatives rather than just a sliding surface first derivative to achieve exceptional durability
and minimized chattering, makes it practical for electric drives [13]. Notably for systems where the
command rule occurs in the sliding variable first derivative, the sliding mode super twisting control
(SMC-ST) method has lately gained a lot of interest [14].

The gathering of speed data is an essential part of DTC for controlling the induction motors
torque and speed. In order to generate the reference torque, speed is often monitored using mechanical
sensors and afterward fed back into the inner loops. Several methods have been developed to solve this
issue, inclosing open-loop estimators [15], full-order observers [16], reduced-order observers [17],
model reference adaptive systems [18], Kalman filters [19], and neural networks [20]. Mechanical
sensors experience tear and wear over time as they are continuously employed.

A technique known as the adaptive Luenberger observer (ALO) is an appealing performance-
enhancing option for sensorless schemes because of its prompt response time and dynamic robustness
versus noise, faulty parameters, and external disturbances. The use of adaptive observers (AOs)
for sensorless motor drive control has already been suggested in the literature. Considering these
limitations, it can be very difficult to increase the observers robustness by simultaneously calculating
the rotor flux, speed, and machine parameters. By carefully choosing the observer feedback matrix
gains, it is feasible to increase resilience even in the presence of parameter variation [21].

This research purpose is to enhance the operation of the DTC applied to the IM drive. We propose
a robust DTC strategy based on high-order sliding mode regulators with integral action (also called
super twisting), in order to command the switching table allowing the best choice of the vector voltage
sequence to be delivered to the machine while observing the torque and flux constraints [22]. The aim
of this command is to enhance the speed response and to decrease the ripple level. In the end, sliding
mode theory is more stable and resistant to disturbances than PI control, and its implementation in
software and hardware is very quite simple [23].

This research aims to enhance the classical DTC performance by substituting the PI controller
with a robust one. The suggested speed controller is obtained by analyzing the induction motor
equivalent model impact on the speed control:

• Planning a robust speed regulator based on the high-order sliding mode theory.
• Improving the sensorless operation by inserting a robust fuzzy adaptive observer.

This paper is structured as: Section 1 introduces the topic and the literature review. Section 2
details the induction motor mathematical model. Section 3 discusses the conventional and the sug-

Yassine Zahraoui (Induction Motor Performance Improvement using Super Twisting SMC and Twelve Sector DTC)



ISSN 2775-2658 International Journal of Robotics and Control Systems
Vol. 4, No. 1, 2024, pp. 50-68

52

gested DTC fundamentals. Section 4 illustrates the suggested iSTSMC controller. Section 5 explains
the fuzzy adaptive observer. Section 6 presents the simulation environment and the discussion of the
results. At last, section 7 concludes the paper.

2. Induction Motor Mathematical Modeling

The induction motor state representation depends on the selected frame and the state variables
choice for the electrical equations. The state variables choice bases on the objectives, command task,
or observation. The following equation system describes the induction motor mathematical model:{

Ẋ = A1X +B1U
Y = C1X

(1)

The state vector is X=[Isα Isβ Φrα Φrβ ]
t, the input vector is U=[Vsα Vsβ]

t, and the output vector is
Y =[Isα Isβ]

t. The stator currents Isα, Isβ and the rotor fluxes Φrα, Φrβ are the state and the input
vectors components. The stator voltages Vsα and Vsβ constitute the output vector.

This choice of variable is justified on the one hand, by the fact that the stator currents are measur-
able and on the other side because the norm of the rotor flux must be commanded. All these quantities
are expressed on their stationary reference frame α-β to be easily manipulated by the DTC control
[24]. The control matrix is A1, the input matrix is B1, and the output matrix is C1. They are defined

as:

A1=


−a1 0 a2

τr
a2Ωr

0 −a1 −a2Ωr
a2
τr

M
τr

0 − 1
τr

−Ωr

0 M
τr

Ωr − 1
τr

; B1=


1

bLs
0

0 1
bLs

0 0
0 0

 ;C1=

[
1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0

]

with a1= Rs
bLs

+1−b
bTr

; a2= 1−b
bLm

; b=1- L2
m

LsLr
; τr=Lr

Rr
, and b is the Blondel’s coefficient. As the elec-

tromechanical power is:

Pem = p
M

Lr
(ΦrαIsβ − ΦrβIsα)Ωr (2)

By dividing Pe by the mechanical speed Ωr, the electromagnetic torque can be then calculated
easily:

Tem = p
M

Lr
(ΦrαIsβ − ΦrβIsα) (3)

The rotor speed is described as:

J
dΩr

dt
= Tem − Tl − fΩr (4)

where J is the inertia of the motor, Tl is the torque of the load, and f is the coefficient of friction.
Fig. 1 demonstrates the induction motor matrix model.

Fig. 1. Induction motor state-space matrix model
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3. DTC Fundamentals

By choosing the best inverter switching states, DTC’s main goal is to directly and separately com-
mand the flux and the torque inside their hysteresis bounds. DTC offers outstanding torque command
operation, particularly in terms of a quick response, and does not need coordinate transformation,
current controllers, or PWM block [25].

3.1. Flux and Torque Estimation

Basing on the stator voltages and currents measurements, the torque and the flux can be estimated.
The flux can be formulated using the IM dynamics in the fixed reference:

Φs =

∫ t

0
(Vs −RsIs)dt (5)

as a result, the α-β flux components are:{
Φsα =

∫ t
0 (Vsα −RsIsα)dt

Φsβ =
∫ t
0 (Vsβ −RsIsβ)dt

(6)

Based on the stator flux components in the α-β reference, the flux module can be determined, which
may be theoretically defined as:

Φs =
√

Φ2
sα +Φ2

sβ (7)

The product difference between the stator current and the stator flux in different references can be
used to define the electromagnetic torque, as shown in the equation (8) below:

Tem = p(IsβΦsα − IsαΦsβ) (8)

3.2. Conventional DTC Switching Table

Errors caused by the discrepancy between reference and estimated values are inputs to the hystere-
sis comparators. The switching table’s input selection is in the meantime determined by the hysteresis
controllers outputs and flux locations. The appropriate switching state vector is then selected by the
selector. The classical DTC switching table is shown in Table 1.

Table 1. The conventional DTC switching table

∆Φs ∆Tem S1 S2 S3 S4 S5 S6

1 110 010 011 001 101 100
1 0 111 000 111 000 111 000

-1 101 100 110 010 011 001
1 010 011 001 101 100 110

0 0 000 111 000 111 000 111
-1 001 101 100 110 010 011

Eight position vectors (V⃗1, V⃗2, . . ., V⃗8) are produced by this switching look-up table (Sa Sb Sc), 2
of them are null (Sa Sb Sc)=(1 1 1) or (0 0 0).

3.3. Performance Improvement Basing on Twelve Sector Partition

The estimated torque and flux are compared to their references. The comparison results is the
hysteresis controllers inputs. The flux is regulated using a 3-level comparator, while the torque is
regulated using a 5-level comparator, as shown in Fig. 2.

The flux locus is divided into twelve sectors of 30◦ each. Two switching states per sector, V⃗i and
V⃗i+3, are not taken into account in the conventional six sector DTC. As a result, the torque control is
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not efficient at its best. A zone shifting considers the first sector from 11π
6 to π

6 rather than taking it
from 0 to π

3 . A new switching table can be then created. Additionally, this new partition contains 2
unused vectors per sector (V⃗i+2 and V⃗i−1), which ambiguously affects the flux control as opposed to
the torque. So, a different method was created that, as shown in Fig. 3, divides the flux locus into 12
sectors instead of the conventional 6 sectors [26].

Fig. 2. Torque and flux hysteresis controllers

Fig. 3. Voltage vector in 12 sectors partition

As consequence, each sector will use all 6 states and ambiguity in flux and torque command can
be avoided. The vector V⃗1 causes a significant increase in flux and a minor increase in torque in
the twelve DTC. In contrast, V⃗2 causes a significant increase in torque and a negligible rise in flux.
Consequently, it is necessary now to define the variations of small and large torque [27]. This idea
results in a four-part division of the torque’s hysteresis band. Table 2 below offers then the twelve
sector switching table.

According to several research, adding more sectors marginally reduced high ripples and current
harmonics [28], [29], [30]. Space vector modulation (SVM) also offers well dynamics in the low
and high-speed range [31].

4. Integral Sliding Mode Super-Twisting Control

4.1. Principle

A novel strategy for enhancing integral sliding mode control (iSMC) operation, typically, for
rejecting disturbance and reducing chattering by fusing iSMC with super-twisting (ST) control, is
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Table 2. Twelve sector DTC – the suggested switching table

∆Φs ∆Tem S1 S2 S3 S4 S5 S6 S7 S8 S9 S10 S11 S12

2 V21 V16 V22 V17 V23 V18 V24 V19 V25 V20 V26 V15

1 V21 V2 V22 V3 V23 V4 V24 V5 V25 V6 V26 V1

1 0 V0 V7 V14 V0 V7 V14 V0 V7 V14 V0 V7 V14

-1 V26 V1 V21 V2 V22 V3 V23 V4 V24 V5 V25 V6

-2 V26 V15 V21 V16 V22 V17 V23 V18 V24 V19 V25 V20

2 V22 V17 V23 V18 V24 V19 V25 V20 V26 V15 V21 V16

1 V22 V3 V23 V4 V24 V5 V25 V6 V26 V1 V21 V2

0 0 V0 V7 V14 V0 V7 V14 V0 V7 V14 V0 V7 V14

-1 V25 V6 V26 V1 V21 V2 V22 V3 V23 V4 V24 V5

-2 V25 V20 V26 V15 V21 V16 V22 V17 V23 V18 V24 V19

2 V17 V23 V18 V24 V19 V25 V20 V26 V15 V21 V16 V22

1 V3 V23 V4 V24 V5 V25 V6 V26 V1 V21 V2 V22

-1 0 V0 V7 V14 V0 V7 V14 V0 V7 V14 V0 V7 V14

-1 V5 V25 V6 V26 V1 V21 V2 V22 V3 V23 V4 V24

-2 V19 V25 V20 V26 V15 V21 V16 V22 V17 V23 V18 V24

suggested in this research. A new integral sliding mode super-twisting control (iSTSMC) law can be
created by combining the iSMC equivalent control part and the ST discontinuous control part [32],
[33]:

T ∗
em = Temeq + TemST (9)

Basing on the iSMC theory, a new surface is chosen:

S(t) = e(t)−
∫ t

0
γe(τ)dτ (10)

where Temeq is defined as:{
TemST = J [−αΩ

√
|(S(t))|sign(S(t)) + Tem1 ]

Ṫem1 = −βΩsign(S(t))
(11)

whence,

TemST =J [−αΩ

√
|(S(t))|sign(S(t))−βΩ

∫ t

0
sign(S(τ)dτ)] (12)

The two gains αΩ and βΩ are determined as:{
βΩ > η

δM

αΩ ⩾ 4ηδM (βΩ+η)
δ3m(βΩ−η)

(13)

where η designates the uncertain function Φ lower and upper positive bands at the sliding manifold
second derivative, which in this instance is Ωr, and δM and δm represent the uncertain function µ
lower and upper positive bands, respectively.

η ⩾ Φ and δM ⩾ µ ⩾ δm (14)

ˆ̈Ωr = Φ(x, t) + µ(x, t)Ṫem (15)

η, δM and δm are regarded as positive constants in this equation. As a result, the suggested control
law employing the sliding surface presented in (10) can be structured as follows:

T ∗
emST

=J [
f

J
Ωr + f + Ω̇∗

r(t) + γe(t)]+

J [−αΩ

√
|(S(t))|sign(S(t))− βΩ

∫ t

0
sign(S(τ)dτ)]

(16)
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4.2. Stability Analysis for Integral Super-twisting SMC

The Lyapunov-based stability of the suggested command law is thus covered in the next part. The
iSTSMC-based law should satisfy the Lyapunov stability. Here, the closed-loop system stability is
demonstrated using a common STC technique [34] [35]. A new space vector is also given as:{

ZST = (z1, z2)
t = (λω

√
|(S(t))|sgn(S(t)), u1)

u̇1 = −βωsgn(S(t))
(17)

A function of Lyapunov stability To demonstrate the suggested regulator stability, ViSTC is chosen:

ViST =
1

2
ztSTQzST (18)

Q is a positive matrix with the following definition:

Q =

[
q11 q12
q21 q22

]
(19)

The derivative of (18) can be expressed as follows:

V̇iST = ztSTQżST ⩽ 0 (20)

A quadratic Lyapunov equation’s answer is as follows:

AtQ+QA = −P (21)

where P=PT>0, A is Hurwitz given as:

A =

[
−1

2αω
1
2

−βω 0

]
(22)

Therefore, V̇iSTC in (20) can be represented as follows by applying the solution in (21) and replacing
zST into (19): {

V̇iSTC = −1√
|S(t)|

ztST [−AtQ−QA]żST

V̇iSTC = ξmin[−AtQ−QA] 1√
ξmin

Q||Zt
ST || ⩽ 0

(23)

Where 1√
|S(t)|

̸=0. By resolving the linear matrix inequality (LMI), the matrix AtQ+QA can be made

to be negative:
AtQ+QA < 0 (24)

The proposed control paradigm now possesses a stable state.

5. Adaptive Luenberger Observer

5.1. Principle

The Luenberger observer is generally described by the following state equation:{
ˆ̇X = AΩrX̂ +B1U + L1(Y − Ŷ )

Y = C1X̂
(25)

The purpose of this observer is to make the observed state converge toward its real value [36]. The
observer margin can be given as:

ε = X − X̂ (26)
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The observer error dynamics can also be defined as a function of the gain matrix L1:

ε̇ = (AΩr − L1C1)ε (27)

The observer dynamics are given by the following characteristic equation:

det(sI − (AΩr − L1C1)) = 0 (28)

The observer matrix L1 gains are selected by the classical pole placement method. The common rule
is to select the observer poles 5 to 6 times quicker than those of the observed system.

5.2. Application to Induction Motor Flux and Speed Observation

The matrix ÂΩr is an estimate of the matrix AΩr when the mechanical speed is a parameter to be
observed and L1 denotes the matrix of the gains of the observer:

AΩr=

[
−λI2 γ( I2τr − Ω̂rJ)
M
τr
I2 −( I2τr − Ω̂rJ)

]
; L1=−

[
l1I2 l2J
l3I2 l4J

]
=

[
L

′
1

L
′
2

]
In equation (25), the observed state variables are X̂=

[
Ŷs Φ̂r

]t
. The observer gain matrix is multi-

plied by the error vector εIs=Is-Îs, where Is and Îs are the real and observed stator current vectors
respectively. The observed mechanical speed is generated from an adaptation mechanism.

The observer gain matrix L1 must provide stability and observational dynamics such that AΩr -
L1C1 is asymptotically stable. Thus, this matrix should be chosen such that all eigenvalues of AΩr -
L1C1 have negative real parts.

To guarantee the entire speed range stability, the classic procedure consists in choosing the ob-
server poles proportional to the motor poles. Let’s define k, the unique adjustment proportionality
constant of generally small value (k⩾1) [37].

If the induction motor poles are given by pIM , the observer poles pLO are selected by the follow-
ing expression:

pLO = k × pIM (29)

The open loop system characteristic equation det[pIMI2-AΩr ]=0 is defined as:

p2IM+(λI2+
I2
τr

−ΩrJ)pIM+(αI2−γ
M

τr
I2)(

I2
τr

− ΩrJ)=0 (30)

The observer dynamics is specified in closed loop according to the next characteristic equation
det[pLOI2 − (AΩr − L1C1)]=0:

p2LO + (L1 + λI2 +
I2
τr

− ΩrJ)pLO + [(λI2 − α
M

τr
I2)− (L1 + αL2)](

I2
τr

− ΩrJ) = 0 (31)

By substituting (29) in (31) and by identifying k2× (30) and (31), the observer gain matrix coefficients
are: 

l1 = (k − 1)(λ+ 1
τr
)

l2 = −(k − 1)Ω̂r

l3 = (k2 − 1)(λγ − M
τr
) + k−1

γ (α+ 1
τr
)

l4 = − (k−1)
γ Ω̂r

(32)

The adaptation mechanism is deduced from Lyapunov’s theorem. The observation margin on the
rotor flux and the stator current, that is none other than the margin between the observer and the
motor model, is expressed by:

ε̇ = (AΩr − L1C1)ε−∆AΩr x̂ (33)
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The state error matrix ∆AΩr is expressed by:

∆AΩr = AΩr − ÂΩr =

[
0 γ∆ΩrJ
0 −∆ΩrJ

]
(34)

The variation ∆AΩr becomes zero when Ωr is measured. When it is not, it is assumed as an unknown
constant parameter where ε=X-X̂=[εIsαεIsαεΦrαεΦrβ

]t and ∆Ωr=Ωr-Ω̂r.

5.3. Stability Analysis of Adaptive Luenberger Observer

Let Lyapunov’s candidate positive function be defined by:

V = εtε+
(∆Ωr)

2

χ
(35)

Its time derivative is:
V̇ = ε̇tε+ εtε̇+

2

χ
∆ΩrΩ̂r (36)

By replacing ε̇ by its expression given in (35), (36) becomes:

V̇ = εt[(AΩr − L1C1)
t + (AΩr − L1C1)]ε− 2µ(εIsαΦ̂rβ − εIsβ Φ̂rα)∆Ωr +

2

χ
∆ΩrΩ̂r (37)

With εIsα=Isα-Îsα et εIsβ=Isβ-Îsβ . A sufficient condition to have an asymptotic stability is that it is
necessary to cancel the last two terms of (37) so that V̇ is negative, since the other terms of the second
member of this equation are always negative, the observer rotor speed adaptation law is then deduced
by:

Ω̂r = χµ

∫ t

0
(εisα ϕ̂rβ − εisβ ϕ̂rα)dt (38)

Where χ is given as a positive parameter. Nevertheless, this adaptation law has been applied for an
almost constant speed. To enhance the dynamics of observation of the speed, it is generally proposed
to use a PI regulator instead of a pure integrator [38], and (38) can be written as:

Ω̂r=Kp(εIsαΦ̂rβ−εIsβΦ̂rα)+Ki

∫ t

0
(εIsαΦ̂rβ−εIsβΦ̂rα)dt (39)

With Kp and Ki are the PI regulator gains.

5.4. Fuzzy Logic Approach of Luenberger Observer

The rotational speed estimation techniques basing on the induction motor model have the disad-
vantage of dependence on the motor parameters which adds to the difficulties of adjusting the gains
of the adaptation mechanism. In this paragraph, a fuzzy adaptation mechanism will be proposed
to observe the induction motor rotational speed. Thus, the error εΩ will be adjusted using a fuzzy
controller (FLC) replacing the classic PI regulator. The error εΩ=εIsαΦ̂rβ-εIsβ Φ̂rα and the variation
of the error ∆εΩ=εΩk

-εΩk−1
are then regarded as the fuzzy controller input variables, whose fuzzy

output will give the estimated speed variation ∆Ω̂r=Ω̂k-Ω̂k−1 [39]. Fig. 4 shows the adaptation
mechanism fuzzy regulator structure.

The estimated input and output linguistic variablesfuzzification was reached by symmetric trian-
gular membership functions on a normalized speech universe on the interval [-1,+1] for each variable
as illustrated in Fig. 5 [40].

Furthermore, the inference rules utilized to establish the output variable as a function of the input
variables are gathered in Table 3 above.
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Table 3. The fuzzy mechanism inference matrix

∆εΩn |εΩn NB NM NS Z PS PM PB

PB Z PS PM PB PB PB PB
PM NS Z PS PM PB PB PB
PS NM NS Z PS PM PB PB
Z NB NM NS Z PS PM PB
NS NB NB NM NS Z PS PM
NM NB NB NB NM NS Z PS
NB NB NB NB NB NM NS Z

Fig. 4. The observer fuzzy mechanism block diagram

N is Negative, P is Positive, B is Big, M is Medium, S is Small, and Z is Zero. NB hence
means Negative Big. The triangular membership functions in fuzzy control drive to a good linguis-
tic classification which has positive effects on control and operational decisions. Fig. 6 shows the
suggested control schema.

Fig. 5. Membership functions of the observer fuzzy mechanism

6. Results and Discussion

6.1. Simulation Environment

A full comparison of the conventional DTC and the suggested 12-sector iSTSMC-DTC-based
fuzzy ALO is presented in this research paper. The simulation results have been got by the famous
simulation software MATLAB/Simulink. The rated parameters and power of the motor used in the
simulation are listed in Table 4.

The tests in Fig. 7 and Fig. 11 highlight the induction machine starting according to a ramp speed
of 100 rad/s. A load of 10 N.m is applied at t1=0.8s and removed at t2=1.8s to prove the system’s
robustness.
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Fig. 6. The suggested control schema

Table 4. Parameters of the induction motor used in the simulation

Rated power 3 kW

Rated speed 1440 rpm

Pair pole 2
Frequency 50 Hz
Line voltage 220 / 380 V
Phase current 12.5 / 7.2 A
Stator resistance 2.2 Ω
Rotor resistance 2.68 Ω
Stator inductance 0.229 H
Rotor inductance 0.229 H
Mutual inductance 0.217 H
Moment of inertia 0.047 kg.m2

Viscous friction coefficient 0.004 N.s.rad−1

6.2. Results Discussion

We can clearly see that both techniques have good dynamics when starting up. The applied load
disturbance does not assign the speed track a lot. The proposed iSTSMC-DTC in Fig. 7(b) maintains
a good speed response better than the classical DTC in Fig. 7(a). The proposed technique is more
robust, and the speed error in Fig. 7(d) is lower than that of the conventional technique in Fig. 7(c).

As mentioned before, a load of 10 N.m is applied at 0.8s and removed at 1.8s. The electromagnetic
torque waveform of the suggested technique in Fig. 7(f) is smoother than that of the conventional DTC
in Fig. 7(e), the smoothest the torque is, the lowest the THD is. This is well shown in Fig. 8(b) when
the proposed technique has a reduced ripple level (54.89%) compared to conventional DTC (88.72%)
in Fig. 8(a).

Both the basic DTC and the suggested iSTSMC-DTC show stable waveforms in their flux re-
sponses. The stator flux tracks perfectly its reference which is 1 Wb. Nevertheless, the basic DTC
in Fig. 7(g) shows a chopped stator flux waveform which indicates a high ripple level, while the pro-
posed DTC in Fig. 7(h) shows a smoother waveform. This is justified in Fig. 9(b) where the suggested
iSTSMC-DTC has a lower THD level (71.97%) compared to the basic DTC (119.73%) in Fig. 9(a).

Yassine Zahraoui (Induction Motor Performance Improvement using Super Twisting SMC and Twelve Sector DTC)



61 International Journal of Robotics and Control Systems
Vol. 4, No. 1, 2024, pp. 50-68

ISSN 2775-2658

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2

Time (s)

0

20

40

60

80

100

M
e

c
h

a
n

ic
a

l 
s
p

e
e

d
 (

ra
d

/s
)

Reference speed

Real speed
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(d) Speed error: proposed DTC
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(f) Electromagnetic torque: proposed DTC
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(m) Flux shape: basic DTC (n) Flux shape: suggested DTC

Fig. 7. Test under Ramp-Speed with Load Application

(a) Torque THD: basic DTC (b) Torque THD: suggested DTC

Fig. 8. Torque THD Improvement

(a) Flux THD: basic DTC (b) Flux THD: suggested DTC

Fig. 9. Flux THD improvement
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(a) Phase current THD: basic DTC (b) Phase current THD: suggested DTC

Fig. 10. Phase current THD improvement
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Fig. 11. Accuracy and precision of the fuzzy ALO observer
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The basic DTC and the suggested iSTSMC-DTC show sinusoid waveforms in their stator current
response. The current magnitude increased instantly directly after the load application. However, the
basic DTC in Fig. 7(i) shows a chopped stator current waveform which indicates a high ripple level,
while the proposed DTC in Fig. 7(j) shows a smoother waveform. This is justified in Fig. 10(b) where
the suggested iSTSMC-DTC has a lower THD level (45.30%) compared to the conventional DTC
(76.92%) in Fig. 9(a).

The evolution of the flux, such as its circular trajectory and magnitude, may be observed also. Ac-
cording to flux magnitude, the ripples surpass the hysteresis bands, which might be seen in Fig. 7(m).
In addition, and because the zone changing, the flux takes initially a few steps before catching the
referenced flux magnitude in Fig. 7(k). Also, the flux components show a fair waveform but a high
ripple level. The suggested iSTSMC-DTC shows a decreased level of flux ripples, faster magnitude
tracking at the start-up, and better components waveform compared to the conventional DTC. This is
because the flux vector better zone selection in the suggested technique Fig. 7(l).

Highlights the sensorless control effectiveness show in Fig. 11. The speed margin between the
real and the observed speed in Fig. 11(a) does not exceed 0.25 rad/s Fig. 11(b). And the flux margin
between the observed and the real flux in Fig. 11(c) is very very little and does not exceed 16×10−5

Wb Fig. 11(d). The fuzzy adaptation mechanism in the adaptive Luenberger observer allows a perfect
tracking of the real quantities with less static error. The choice of seven membership functions in the
fuzzy algorithm allows a smooth choice of the suitable value to adjust the observed mechanical speed.
The fuzzy ALO described in this research is an extended observer, it observes four state parameters
and the mechanical speed. The four parameters are the motor state vector: Isα, Isβ , Φsα, and Φsβ .

7. Conclusion

This research suggested a twelve-sector DTC based on high-order SMC for induction motor per-
formance improvement. The technique is built on the fundamental induction motor and two-level
inverter equations. The suggested control is designed by mixing the integral sliding mode control and
super-twisting algorithm, that not only solved the problem of chattering but also enhanced the global
system stability and robustness. The Lyapunov theorem has been used to mathematically examine
and demonstrate the system stability, and the twelve-sector iSTSMC-DTC command has been com-
pared with the classical six-sector PI-DTC under load disturbance. The superiority of the suggested
technique for disturbance rejection, overshoot, and load variations is shown by the simulation re-
sults. Besides, the suggested fuzzy ALO gave superior performance in closed-loop with the iSTSMC
regulator. Basing on the obtained results in this research, it is clear that the principal ameliorations
are:

• Elimination of natural chattering in basic SMC.
• The rotor speed quick response in the transient regime.
• The twelve-sector DTC based on iSTSMC with fuzzy ALO makes the system very accurate

and faster.
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