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Abstract: The need to reduce energy consumption in greenhouse production has grown. Thermal
heating demand alone accounts for 80% of conventional greenhouse energy consumption; this
significantly reduces production profit. Since microclimate affects crop metabolic processes and
output, it is essential to monitor and control it to achieve both quantity and quality production with
minimum energy consumption for maximum profit. The Internet of Things (IoT) is an evolving
technology for monitoring and controlling environments that have recently been adopted to boost
greenhouse efficiency in many applications by integrating hardware and software solutions; therefore,
its adoption is thus critical in enabling greenhouse energy consumption minimisation. The first
objective of this study is to improve and validate a greenhouse dynamic air temperature model
required to simulate or predict indoor temperature. To achieve the first objective, therefore, an
existing model was enhanced and a closed loop test experimental data from the IoT cloud-based
control system platform deployed in the prototype greenhouse built in Cranfield University was
used to validate the model using an optimisation-based model fitting approach. The second goal is to
control the greenhouse air temperature in simulation using relatively simple PI and on-off control
strategies to maintain the grower’s desired setpoint irrespective of the inevitable disturbances and
to verify the potential of the controllers in minimising the total energy input to the greenhouse. For
the second objective, the simulation results showed that the two controllers maintained the desired
setpoint; however, the on-off strategy retained a sustainable oscillation, and the tuned PI effectively
maintained the desired temperature, although the average energy used by the controllers is the same.

Keywords: energy model; greenhouse climate; energy minimisation; control algorithm; IoT control-based
greenhouse

1. Introduction

Sustainable energy management is a global priority for smart agriculture. Sustainable
energy management hinges on energy use, environmental effect, and cost efficiency in
greenhouse applications. Sustainable horticulture is a challenge since a growing popu-
lation requires better agricultural output yields, which increases the industry’s energy
requirement [1]. The greenhouse microclimate provides the optimum environment to meet
global crop necessities. The greenhouse-controlled environment allows crop production in
climates and seasons that would otherwise prohibit growth, aids in prolonging seasonal
crop cultivation, and reduces transportation distances, water use, and land usage [1]. The
environment provides good growing conditions for the plants, one of which is the inside
air temperature [2]. A greenhouse can produce fresh veggies year-round with a 50% higher
yield than open-air agriculture. However, energy usage and labor costs contribute to more
than 50% of greenhouse production costs [3]. In addition, the commercial greenhouse has
the largest energy consumption compared to all other agricultural industries. In this case,
energy management in greenhouses is crucial from a broad sustainability standpoint. In
warmer regions, the cost of heating (in particular) and cooling a greenhouse can account
for approximately 50% of its total operating costs. The cost can account for 70–85% of total
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operating expenses in northern latitudes [4]. Approximately 65–85% of the total energy
used in greenhouses is for heating, while the remaining is used for transportation and
electricity [5]. So, it is clear that heating costs take up a big chunk of the greenhouse’s
operating budget. Therefore, any steps that make it cheaper to control the temperature
inside will reduce the amount of energy used and increase profit. Temperature is a major
determinant of crop development, yield, and quality. In addition to the economic benefit
associated with proper management of greenhouse heating demand, it is important that
the variable be regulated [6].

Over the years, farmers as well as researchers have tried several methods to reduce
greenhouse energy consumption, including the use of control algorithms, energy modeling,
the control of key environmental parameters, the use of technologies such as information
and communication technology (ICT), and other prevailing methods such as the use of a
variety of energy storage equipment [7]. Several systems have been used in closed and
semi-closed greenhouses to control the climate. These closed and semi-closed greenhouse
systems store heat in aquifers, buffers, heat pumps, and heat exchangers. However, control-
ling these systems is difficult because of, e.g., the different types of energy, complex energy
facilities, etc. [6]. Precision agriculture (PA) has been identified as a viable solution to the
problem. PA relies on automated sensing and control solutions to measure and control inter-
nal parameters to boost efficiency by limiting environmental effects, permitting costs, water
savings, etc. [8]. The Internet of Things (IoT) is a fast-growing technology that has recently
been used to automate and remotely control the environmental parameters in greenhouses
by using hardware resources (sensors, controllers, and actuators) and control algorithms.

This work is an attempt to address two main gaps in the literature. First, although
IoT hardware resources, as mentioned above, have been implemented for optimisation
in various greenhouse applications up until now, such as optimal control of soil nutrient
levels in hydroponics [9], intelligent lighting control systems [10,11], the optimisation of
greenhouse irrigation systems [12,13], and the monitoring of crop-sensitive data, that gives
the farmer real-time performance information to make informed decisions [14]. Despite
these application areas, the use of IoT hardware resources to reduce total heating energy
demand in greenhouses is uncommon in the literature; only a few works address the
subject. However, greenhouse energy models are not used to implement the control system
solution, as evidenced by these works [15,16]. Because of this, it is hard to determine if
the total energy used is reduced in these applications since all the fluxes that affected the
greenhouse climate were not accounted for in simulation and control system design.

Second, despite the availability of proprietary control systems for indoor agriculture,
growers with small- to medium-sized greenhouses or indoor growth facilities need afford-
able solutions. The increased attention to the use of advanced control algorithms, such as
model predictive control (MPC), for the optimisation of greenhouse energy use is noted in
the literature [1,17]. And it has been determined that there is a need for a straightforward,
inexpensive control algorithm that can be used by the average farmer. ON/OFF control is
a simple and affordable temperature control strategy that is rarely considered for reducing
energy use in greenhouses. To assess its suitability for minimising energy consumption,
this paper compared its performance to that of the PI control algorithm.

Consequently, the objective of this study was to meets these two needs by modifying
a physics-based dynamic air temperature model that included an energy minimisation
module to simulate a greenhouse with IoT hardware resources for indoor temperature
prediction and to test how well two simple controllers maintained the grower’s desired
indoor temperature while saving energy via simulation. In this context, the primary
objective of this project was to modify and evaluate a dynamic greenhouse air temperature
model. The model was validated using data from the experimental prototype greenhouse
with an IoT-based control system. The second objective was to evaluate how well two
control algorithms (a PI controller and an ON/OFF controller) maintained the setpoint
while minimising the total input to the greenhouse.
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Criterion for Model Selection

When energy balance equations are used to construct the differential equation of an
energy model, the approach is termed “physics-based” or “first principles” modelling.
The use of a physics-based air temperature dynamic model of a greenhouse is essential
to describing the climate inside the prototype greenhouse and the functionality of the
control equipment. This is important because to control the greenhouse a model-based
control design is necessary to understand the behaviour of the system and for prediction
for control purposes [18]. A dynamic energy simulations model helps to simulate the
temperature dynamics, and facilitate understanding of the complex mechanisms involved
in the thermal process of greenhouse operation and thus contribute to a more energy-
efficient greenhouse operation.

Although there are studies on optimal control strategies that adopt an economic crite-
rion in the simulation model to either minimise both heating and ventilation expenses [19]
or maximise profit, as seen in these works [20,21]. However, the model that directly ad-
dresses the minimisation of the total input energy use is more applicable for this work
without the inclusion of economic criteria. This approach was implemented in [7,22]. They
targeted the minimisation of the total energy input, so they are suitable physics-based mod-
els for this study; however, the latter used a steady-state model, which is not fitting for our
work. Aside from the selection of an acceptable model, the frequent use of advanced control
strategies and the necessity to balance the link between inexpensive and high-accuracy
control systems were identified in the study [17]. Therefore, our current research aims
to verify the potential of two relatively simple to implement algorithms in maintaining
the grower’s desired indoor temperature, as well as the total energy-saving potentials of
the two algorithms using an appropriate energy model. The remainder of the paper is
as follows: in Section 2, the model and experimental setup were described. In Section 3,
we used the optimisation method to simulate and validate the model. In Section 4, we
presented and analysed the results and drew a conclusion based on the control performance
and energy consumption of the two controllers.

2. Methodology

As stated previously, the physics-based temperature model based on greenhouse
climate models described in [7,23,24] serves as the basis for this work. The following
changes were made to these models: the model described in [7] has been modified so that it
can be easily applied to simulate the indoor temperature of different greenhouse setups that
are equipped with IoT hardware resources and used to build model-based controllers that
can maintain the desired temperature of different crops. The original differential equation
for air temperature is given below [7]:

dTin
dt

=
1

Ccap

(
Qsun −Qcover −Qtrans + Qlamps + Qenergy

)
(1)

where the Qenergy is described as:

Qenergy =
(
−Qvent ±Qhe + Qpipe

)
(2)

However, we removed the effect of (a) the heat transfer through crop transpiration
Qtrans from Equation (1) and replaced it with Qsoil = Kcoe(Ts − Tin)Ag [24], which accounts
for the heat transfer between the internal air and soil as shown in Equation (3) below.
(b) The effect of the heat imposed on the greenhouse through solar radiation Qsun and heat
loss through the cover Qcov were both replaced with the equations in [23]. (c) The effect
of the heat gain due to artificial lighting Qlamps in Equation (1) was ignored in this work.
(d) In Equation (2), from the energy input term Qenergy, the heat exchange with outdoor
air due to the natural ventilation Qvent from [7] was used; however, the effect of heating
by the pipe rail heating system Qpipe was ignored. In the model simulation, the effect
of active heating or cooling by the heat exchangers, ±Qhe was replaced with +Qpower as
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shown in Equation (3) below. As a result, the heating and vent were combined into a
single manipulating input variable Qenergy, implying that a negative energy flux removes
heat from the greenhouse air (cooling), whereas a positive energy flux adds heat to the
greenhouse air (heating). The air temperature model that resulted is:

dTin
dt

=
1

Ccap
(
Qsun −Qcov −Qsoil + Qenergy

)
(3)

For simulation reasons, we replaced Qenergy in Equation (3) with Equation (4) below:

Qenergy =
(
−Qvent + Qpower

)
(4)

where Ccap represents the heat capacity of the greenhouse air. The model for the specific
heat capacity of the greenhouse air is adopted from [24], given as:

Ccap= Rhoa ∗ Ca ∗Vg (5)

The models in Equations (6)–(9) below represent the individual fluxes that affect
greenhouse air temperature (note that the descriptions of all the variables and parameters
are given in Nomenclature), as described in Equation (3). They are expressed in detail
below as: Qsun, which represents the heat load imposed on the greenhouse by the sun, is
computed using the solar radiation model derived in [23], which was simplified by [24] in
Equation (6) as:

Qsun = Crad ∗Qrad ∗ Ag (6)

The convective heat loss via the cover Qcov is described below as [24]:

Qcov = Qcoe ∗ (Tout − Tin) ∗ Ac (7)

The heat transfer between the internal air and soil is described as [24]:

Qsoil = Kcoe ∗ (Ts − Tin) ∗ Ag (8)

Lastly, for simulation purposes, since Qvent is the heat lost through natural ventilation,
it is realised in the experiment through the opening of the roof window and computed
using the model below [7] as:

Qvent= Qven ∗ Rhoa ∗ Ca ∗ (Tout − Tin) (9)

A simulation algorithm developed in Python was used to numerically solve Equation (3).
The result and validation procedure are presented in Section 3. Few assumptions were made
in the system model simulation. We assumed that: (1) the greenhouse air is homogeneous,
i.e., it was counted as a perfectly stirred tank; and (2) the floor area is assumed to have
been directly planted on, instead of the pots that were used. (3) Furthermore, the feedback
effects of crop growth on air temperature were ignored.

2.1. Experimental Set-Up

The 4-by-6-foot prototype greenhouse shown in Figure 1 below is located at Cranfield
University, United Kingdom (52◦ N, 0◦ E). The greenhouse has a floor area of 12.5 m2.
The roof consisted of a single aluminium frame vent mounted at a slope of 60◦. These
ventilation windows measured 0.6 × 0.6 m2 and had a maximum opening angle of 60◦. An
experiment was set up in May 2022 to measure the temperature dynamics in the greenhouse
air and obtain data for the calibration and validation of the improved air temperature model
in Equation (3).
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Figure 1. Experimental greenhouse.

Although the indoor data that was used for the validation was from this greenhouse
system, the exogenous data were obtained from the Cranfield weather station as shown in
Figure 2.
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Figure 2. Solar irradiance (left scale), outdoor temperature, and wind speed (right scale).

The greenhouse is equipped with a 2 kW heater (placed in the upper middle green
rack), artificial lighting, natural ventilation, and three green planting racks consisting of
two 50 W bulbs and one 25 W bulb. These heating bulbs were used as an additional
IoT-supported heating system to maintain the desired microclimate temperature around
the plant and were thus placed in the lower racks on the greenhouse floor. However, the
greenhouse is simulated as a single input, single output (SISO) system. Only the centre
sensor temperature reading was used as the output variable measurement of the system as
shown in the control system schematic diagram in Figure 3 below.
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2.2. IoT System Architecture

The simple and efficient IoT cloud-based control system is shown in the schematic
diagram in Figure 4, which consists of a sensing part, a controlling part, and an actuating
part (four of the IoT cloud-based control systems in total were deployed in the greenhouse,
one in the upper middle green rack and three others placed in the lower racks as previously
described). The main units of the established IoT cloud-based control system are as follows:

• Arduino Nano 33 IoT microcontroller;
• K-type thermocouple sensor connected to the microcontroller;
• A Wi-Fi connection;
• Heater and electric bulbs;
• Arduino IoT cloud platform;
• User interface.
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Four of the IoT-based control systems were deployed in the greenhouse. Each of them
starts operation by activating the sensor attached to the Arduino 33 IoT microcontroller. The
K-type thermocouple sensor is positioned to measure the air (microclimate) temperature.
The sensor reports its collected data to the microcontroller in real-time. Consequently, the
microcontroller directly transmits the collected data to the Arduino IoT cloud platform
through the phone that was turned into a Wi-Fi hotspot. The user gets access to the real-time
data at any time of the day or in real-time, either through the Arduino IoT Cloud platform
via the mobile app Figure 3d or through the computer web-based user interface as shown
in Figure 3e.

Regarding the real-time decisions, we wrote the code partly shown in Figure 3c to
read data from the sensor and to control the heater in real-time. This code was written
using Arduino IDE and modified using the Arduino Create web editor, and we uploaded
the sketch directly to the Arduino microcontroller from the web browser. The real-time
decisions are then made by the microcontroller based on the software that is running on
the Arduino microcontroller.

2.3. Schematic Diagram Design

The control system schematic diagram was designed using EasyEDA online design
tool. EasyEDA is a web-based circuit design, circuit simulator, and PCB design tool that
is free and simple to use. The IoT-based control system schematic diagram was designed
using this tool and presented in Figure 4.

2.4. Hardware Design

We chose the Arduino Nano 33 IoT microcontroller board to manage the sensor and
actuator that were placed in the greenhouse. The Nano 33 IoT board is a low-power
microcontroller with integrated Wi-Fi, Bluetooth, an inertial measurement unit (IMU), and
a real-time clock (RTC). It has the same pins and form factor as the previous 8-bit Nano
board and consists of 22 digital input and output pins, including 8 analogue input pins and
14 digital pins, 11 of which can be used for PWM output. The board has one 5 V, one 3.3 V,
and two ground pins. As shown in Figure 3a, to connect the sensor and actuator (relay)
to the Arduino microcontroller, we used a total of 4 pins. This provides an opportunity to
extend the scale of the control system in the future.

MAX6675 was used in the design of the control system. MAX6675 is an analog-to-
digital converter that converts the K-type thermocouple’s voltage output into a digital
signal that the Arduino Nano 33 IoT board can read. The Arduino Nano 33 IoT board is
compatible with the MAX6675, which operates at 3.3 V and has a maximum output current
of 50 mA, well within the maximum output current of the Arduino Nano 33 IoT board.

We used a 40 A SSR-40DA relay. This solid-state relay can switch up to 40 A of 24–380 V
AC loads. Although the maximum current that can be sourced by a single microcontroller
pin is significantly less than 200 mA, the SSR is designed to operate directly from logic-level
outputs. This simplifies the design, reduces the number of components, and eliminates
the need for additional circuitry, making it ideal for switching power in industrial and
household appliances. Nonetheless, if available, a simple transistor or optocoupler circuit
will serve as a buffer between the microcontroller and the device.

The 2-kW heater used in the IoT-based control system operates at 240 V AC and draws
approximately 8.33 A of current. This falls within the rating of the SSR-40DA 40 A relay,
making it suitable for the heater.

2.5. Software Design

After developing a PID algorithm in the Arduino IDE and modifying it with the
Arduino Create web editor, we uploaded the sketch to the Arduino microcontroller directly
from the web. Figure 3c depicts a portion of the code that was developed in the IDE. The
IoT cloud configuration procedure is described in detail below.
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1. The first step involves setting up a local laptop with an Arduino Create plugin. This
plugin allows the Arduino 33 IoT board to communicate with the Arduino IoT Cloud
via a micro-USB connection;

2. The hardware setup in Figure 3a shows the connection of the Arduino 33 IoT board to
the thermocouple sensor and the SSR;

3. The board is then configured through the Arduino Create plugin mentioned in step 1.
This process involves following simple instructions to register the device in the cloud
and establish communication with the cloud via Wi-Fi;

4. In the Arduino Cloud platform, the microcontrollers are referred to as “things.”
Figure 3e shows the four connected microcontrollers called “things.” Each of these
“things” has properties (a property is a cloud variable) that can be viewed and modi-
fied from the Arduino cloud platform;

5. For each of the microcontrollers, two properties are set up: TCCelcius or thermo
(which represents temperature measured in degrees Celsius) and a relay (to vary the
control input signal to the heater). The value of the temperature variables is set to
range from 0–100 in the cloud, and the variable permission that is set is “Read Only”
(this means the variable can only be read from the Arduino pin it is connected to but
cannot be used to output voltage);

6. The relay variable is set to range from 0–255 in the cloud, which is the maximum
output that the Arduino PWM pin is allowed to output, and the variable permission
that is set is “ReadWrite” (which means that it can both receive and send data to the
Arduino pin that controls the relay. This allows the Arduino Cloud platform to modify
the relay’s control input signal and turn the relay on and off as needed.);

7. The data updating status is set for both the TCCelcius or thermo and relay vari-
ables to update data “on change,” which means that data is updated as soon as it
becomes available.

Although the temperature range was set on the cloud from 0–100, the PID algorithm
running on the device is already programmed to a setpoint of 23 ◦C that is required for the
plant in our work. The control system input and output data are given in Figure 5.
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3. Simulation and Validation

In this section, we performed a simulation to validate the improved model in Equation (3)
using the IoT-based control system’s (closed loop) measured indoor temperature data
depicted in Figure 5. Validation entails determining if the improved model adequately
represents the pilot greenhouse. In the following section, a method for validating the
applicability of the proposed model is described using the energy balance model presented
in Equation (3).

The work done in this section aims to estimate two model parameters in Python that
can predict indoor temperature based on Equation (3). This is achieved by optimising the
predicted output to match the experimental measurements of the real system shown in
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Figure 5 using an optimisation technique. The following steps were followed to formulate
the parameter estimation problem as an optimisation problem. The least squares method
was used, and the objective function to be minimised is the sum of squared prediction
errors given below.

SSE =
N

∑
k=1

e(k)2 (10)

where e(k) represents the prediction error, which is the difference between the observed
temperature Tinobs(k) and the predicted indoor temperature (Tinpred), given as:

e(k) = Tinobs(k)− Tinpred(k) (11)

where Tinobs is observed temperature values which are taken from Figure 5 and Tinpred
is the predicted indoor temperature that was calculated through simulations. The goal is
to optimize the prediction errors and make the predicted output as similar as possible to
the experimental measurements. The optimization problem was solved using the Python
library SciPy, which provides a function called “curve_fit” that implements the least squares
method. The “curve_fit” function requires as input the model function (Equation (3)), the
experimental data (indoor temperature measurements), and an initial guess for the param-
eters. The output of the “curve_fit” function is the estimated parameters that optimize the
objective function (i.e., the sum of squared prediction errors).

The estimated model parameters were used to simulate the Indoor temperature of
the greenhouse over a period of one day (using the 25 May 2022 data). The simulation
results were compared to the experimental measurements to assess the accuracy of the
model. The comparison showed that the model with the estimated parameters was able to
predict the indoor temperature of the greenhouse with reasonable accuracy. This confirmed
the validity of the physics-based dynamic model and the effectiveness of the parameter
estimation technique used in this work.

Overall, the work in this section demonstrates the importance of parameter estimation
in model-based control of indoor temperature in greenhouses. The optimizationn technique
used in this work can be applied to other models and experimental data to estimate model
parameters and improve the accuracy of the model predictions.

3.1. Simulation Conditions

The model in Equation (3) was solved numerically in Python; we used a static environ-
mental data of the solar radiation [W/m2], the wind speed [m/s], and outdoor temperature
[◦C] measured on 25 May 2022 shown in Figure 2 (obtained from the Cranfield weather
station as previously discussed) as inputs to the model.

The known thermophysical properties of the greenhouse cover, soil, vent and heater
parameters are used as input parameters to the model. Values shown below in Table 1 are
the other required parameter values that were obtained from the literature.

Table 1. Parameters adopted in the literature [24].

Parameters Values

Crad 0.1
Ca 1000

Rhoa 1.29

Since the dynamic model for the greenhouse air temperature is modified from an
existing energy balance equation as previously explained, assuming the greenhouse is a
perfectly stirred tank (homogeneous condition) and that the model is a single differential
equation with a separate energy input module in Equation (4). We modified the model so
that it can predict the air temperature accurately. Two unknown model parameters, which
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are the total ventilation flux from indoor to outdoor air Qven in Equation (9), and the soil
surface temperature, Ts, in Equation (8) are estimated, and the values are shown in Table 2.

Table 2. Optimised model parameters.

Estimated Parameters Identified Value

Qven 0.29
Ts 11.05

As previously discussed, the least square method is applied to estimate these parame-
ters using the dynamic model; in this method the unknown parameters are adjusted until
the difference between the measured and the simulated temperature is minimised in the
least square sense. This method gives good estimates after several iterations with an initial
guess (Ts = 20.58 and Qven = −5.88). The evaluated model from the experimental data
with a minimum sum of squared errors (SSE) is realised.

3.2. Validation Results

Figure 6 shows the results of the simulation for the validation of the model in
Equation (3). In the time interval 0.0–20.0 min, the simulated indoor air temperature based
on the estimated model is plotted together with the real measured indoor temperature. The
simulation runs with the initial state value set equal to the real measured state at t = 0.0.
The highest discrepancy is found within 12.5–17.5 min between the simulated indoor air
temperature and the actual measured temperature during this period, which is roughly
2 ◦C. The modified physics-based model can correctly estimate the inside temperature.
The initial SSE objective in the values is Figure 6a below and the final SSE objective after
optimisation is depicted. The optimization-based model adaption strategy for simulating
greenhouse air temperature offers promising results: it produces a model that fits well
and yields predictions that are approximately equal to the values of the measured air
temperature data.
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The optimised model was used to calculate the required static operating point (Qenergy0,
Tin0). We calculated the operating point from the model to determine the required static
control input energy (Qenergy0) needed to bring the indoor temperature to a static (constant
value) response of 23 ◦C in Python by setting the obtained air temperature dynamics
equation to zero. This simulation was intended to test whether the model can be used in
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varying weather conditions, as shown in Figure 7 below. The operating point was calculated
using one day’s data; three simulations were done in all. The input disturbances (outdoor
temperature and solar irradiation) were adjusted to 10.5 ◦C and 108.2 W/m2, 16.0 ◦C and
333.0 W/m2 and finally 22.0 ◦C and 400.0 W/m2, respectively, for 7000 s. Figure 7a–c below
show what is required to maintain the reference indoor value under different circumstances.
Results show that even if the outdoor conditions change, provided there is a correct actuator
(either a heating or cooling system), the desired indoor temperature can be maintained.
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4. Controller Design

The dynamic behaviour of a process defines how the measured process variable
changes over time as a result of the controller output and any disturbance factors; under-
standing process dynamics is critical when designing and tuning a controller. The controller
output in our experiment is a pulse-width modulated (PWM) signal from the Arduino
microcontroller.

This signal varies between 0 and 255, and is used to control the state of a relay that
operates the actuator (heating system). Depending on the value of the PWM signal, the
relay may switch on or off, thereby affecting the process variable. However, due to external
disturbance factors (Figure 2) that highly influenced the measured air temperature, we
needed to calculate the required static input energy to enforce the indoor temperature to
the desired static (steady state) temperature value of 23 ◦C using the system model.

To design a PI control system, we needed to estimate the dynamic properties of the
process. For this requirement, the calculated steady-state operating point in Figure 7a
was used in the simulation of a Doublet test to confirm how the indoor air temperature
responds to changes in the input signal and disturbances, as shown in Figure 8. Generally, in
a Doublet test, a system is allowed to stabilize at some step input signal and corresponding
temperature. The equilibrium is then disrupted either by raising or lowering the step input
signal, and the resulting dynamic response time is measured [25].
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With the method described, we were able to get the dynamics process data for the
design of the control system, as shown in Figure 8 above. By fitting a first-order plus
dead-time (FOPDT) model to the dynamic process response data, we estimated the key
properties of the process dynamics. The FOPDT model parameters were used in Section 4.5
to design the tuned controller and are shown in Table 3. Although we designed two
controllers, we evaluated the results of three controllers in the simulation, resulting in a
total of three controllers described in this work: an ON/OFF control, a PI controller with
gains determined by trial and error, and a tuned PI controller design. We provide a brief
discussion of the two-control method below, along with an evaluation of their performance.

Table 3. FOPDT process parameters.

Parameters Values

Kp 0.04
τp 151.9
θp 11.8

4.1. ON/OFF Controller

An ON/OFF controller is a simple control based on two rules, and it may be used as a
substitute for a PID controller, particularly in temperature control. A thermostat is a typical
example of an ON/OFF controller that is usually used in room temperature control. The
ON/OFF controller function is given in [26]. We set the control signal input value to vary
between a maximum of 3640.2 when in heating mode and −3640.2 (W) minimum when in
cooling mode, as calculated from the static test that required energy input. The function is
given as:

u(t) =

{
umax i f e ≥ 0
umin i f e < 0

(12)

where
e = r(t)− y(t) (13)

e(t) is the control error, r(t) is the setpoint or reference signal and y(t) is the process output
measurement, umax is the maximum control signal, usually 100%, and umin is usually 0%.
However, umax is set as 3640.2 and since we used umin as cooling in our simulation, it was
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set as −3640.2, The output of the control algorithm is the power supply set as the Qenergy
for the simulation of the control system.

Qenergy = Qenergyhaeting = 3640.2 or Qenergycooling = −3640.2 (14)

4.2. PI Controller

According to the authors in [27], a traditional PI controller accelerates response. How-
ever, PI controllers require tuning of the proportional gain and integral time to set their
appropriate value based on the thermophysics of the particular heating equipment [28],
in this research we used the trial-and-error method to obtain the first PI control output
and later the estimated process constants from the FOPDT model fitting were used in
a correlation to obtain initial estimates of the second PI control tuning parameters. The
standard PI controller function is given in this form:

u(t) = Kce(t) +
Kc

Ti

∫ t

0
e(t)dθ (15)

where Kc is the proportional gain, Ti is the integral time constant and e(t) is the control
error. For the PI controller, to avoid the windup generated by the interplay of integral
action and saturations, we limit the control law variations so that the controller output
never exceeds the actuator limit ulim

i given as follows [29]:

ui =

{
ulim

i if |umin| ≥ ulim
i

umin otherwise
(16)

4.3. Controls Simulation Result and Discussion

The controller design simulation was executed in Python for 1440 min each; these were
intended to create a 1-day test from 6 a.m. to 6 a.m. of the next day. For the trial-and-error
controller tuning, the parameters were given as; Kc set to 80 (W/K) and the Ti value was
set to 5.9 (s). We used the trial-and-error method to obtain these values. However, these
controller parameters can be changed to different values. The trial-and-error PI controller’s
parameters are shown in Table 4 below.

Table 4. PI tuning trial and error values.

Parameters Values

Kc 80
Ti 5.9

The work aims to evaluate the performance of the controllers in disturbance rejection
and to determine the control algorithm that minimises the total input energy (heat). To
achieve this, both controllers were given the same parameter values as shown in Table 5.
The static value of solar radiation Qrad, outdoor temperature Tout, the desired temperature
set point Tin_sp and initial temperature Tin_initial were used in the simulation. The control
energy input (heat) was limited to the derived static control input energy of 3640.2 (W)
u_max and u_min = −3640.2 as the actuator limit (given in Equation (17)). The Qrad and
Tout values were obtained from the outdoor disturbance data.

Table 5. Trial and error PI and ON/OFF control parameters.

Parameters Values

Qrad 108.2
Tout 10.5

Tin_sp 23
Tin_initial 0 ◦C
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The remaining values used in the simulation for the ON/OFF and PI controller were
given below in Table 5.

4.4. Controller Results

Figure 9a,b depicts the result of the ON/OFF and PI controller, with a static input
disturbances value.
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Figure 9a,b above, shows the outcome of the ON/OFF controller and the PI controller,
respectively, during a 24-h simulation period. The ON/OFF control is based on a simple
rule that turns the heating system on and off based on the difference between the desired
temperature and the actual temperature. As depicted in Figure 9a, the ON/OFF controller
was employed to regulate the indoor temperature. Although both controllers achieved the
targeted indoor temperature, the ON/OFF controller had a non-zero control error. On the
other hand, the PI controller, which was tuned through a trial-and-error approach, resulted
in oscillatory and marginally delayed closed-loop responses during the transient phase,
which eventually yielded stable results. To compare the energy-saving potential of the two
controllers, Figure 9a,b shows that the average control input (heat) required to regulate
the temperature for the two controllers is nearly the same. However, the PI controller
shows superior performance in terms of control error and oscillations. In the next section,
we discuss the simulation procedure for tuning the PI controller to achieve better control
performance in comparison to the two controllers designed above.

4.5. Tuning the PI Controller

In this subsection, the PI controller was tuned following the six-step process described
in [30], which was summarised into three steps.

First, the controller output was simulated to approach the design level of operation
and the data were recorded as process responses shown in Figure 8.

Second, the process data was analsed to estimate the process gain (Kp), process time
constant (τp), and process dead time (θp) using a first order plus dead time (FOPDT) model
given by Equation (17) below.

τp
dTin(t)

dt
= −Tin(t) + KpU

(
t− θp

)
(17)

Lastly, the resultant FOPDT model was used to obtain the initial tuning parameters
for the PI controller given in Table 3.

The FOPDT model parameters estimated from the process data were used to generate
initial estimations of the controller tuning parameters based on a correlation. The Internal
Model Control (IMC) tuning correlations with moderate tuning [31] were then applied
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to obtain the PI controller parameters. The moderate tuning involves setting τc to be the
larger of 0.1.τp or 0.8 θp i.e., τc = max

(
0.1τp, 0.8θp

)
:

Kc =
1

Kp

τp

(θp + τc)
(18)

Ti = τp (19)

where τc is the closed loop time constant, Kc is the proportional gain and Ti is the integral
time constant. Table 6 below shows the resulting tuned controller parameters.

Table 6. Tuned PI controller parameters.

Parameters Values

Kc 132.4
τi 151.9

The above controller parameters were used as the new PI algorithm controller con-
stants and the resultant response is given in Figure 10 below.
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The ON/OFF controller is known for its simplicity and the fact that it does not require
tuning, which makes it a popular choice for many applications. However, its inherent
sustained oscillations can be a drawback. In this study, a comparison between the ON/OFF
controller and the tuned PI controller (as shown in Figure 10) revealed that the PI controller
offers smoother control, making it the preferred option for the greenhouse. The tuned PI
controller not only provides excellent control with zero steady-state control error but also
offers good system stability when the controller gain and integral time are appropriately
tuned. In cases where heuristic tuning methods are required, appropriate values should be
selected to ensure a good result. It is worth noting that the average steady-state control
input signal (heat) of the two controllers is almost identical.
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5. Conclusions

The greenhouse sector faces significant challenges with high energy consumption
that require practical solutions. Precision agriculture, using IoT technology to monitor
and control greenhouses, offers a promising solution. By incorporating efficient control
strategies and hardware resources, real-time monitoring, and management of the heating
system, which is the primary source of excessive energy use, becomes possible. Although
IoT technology has been used in greenhouses, there is limited research on its use for
minimising heating energy demand. This study presents an improved physics-based air
temperature model that simulates a greenhouse equipped with IoT hardware resources for
predicting indoor air temperature. The model was validated using measured data from
an IoT cloud-based control system platform deployed in the greenhouse. The modified
model, adapted through an optimisation-based model fitting technique, had a maximum
discrepancy of 2 ◦C between simulated and actual measured indoor air temperature.

To control the greenhouse’s air temperature, an on-off control and a PI control algo-
rithm were implemented. While both controllers efficiently maintained the desired indoor
temperature in simulation, the on-off controller had a non-zero mean control deviation
from the setpoint, while the tuned PI controller offered smoother control and was chosen as
the best option. However, the on-off controller’s low cost makes it a simple and workable
control design for a small- or medium-sized greenhouse IoT control system solution. Its
performance in a real greenhouse has not been verified. Regarding energy-saving potential,
the simulated results confirmed that the two control strategies required the same steady-
state control input signals (heat) to maintain the desired indoor temperature. However,
further experimentation or research is needed to verify the IoT cloud-based control system
platform’s use in a commercial-size greenhouse.

Future work will optimise the designed on-off control to achieve the plant’s maxi-
mum tolerable temperature, enabling temperature range variations instead of a precise
temperature setpoint. This approach, using optimisation techniques, will achieve energy
minimisation. The performance of the optimised on-off controller will be compared with
PI, PID, and an MPC controller, using optimisation methods for disturbance rejection and
energy minimization.
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Nomenclature

Ccap Heat capacity of the greenhouse air (J/m2 ◦C)
Rhoa The air density (~1.29 kg·m−3)
Ca Specific heat capacity of air (at 5500 J·kg−1·◦C−1)
Vg Greenhouse volume (m3)
Qsun Heat load imposed on the greenhouse by the sun
Crad Transmitted (coefficient) solar radiation by structural components
Qrad Outdoor solar radiation (W m−2)
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Ag Greenhouse surface area in (m2)
Qcover Convective heat loss via the cover
Qcoe Convective heat transfer coefficient of polycarbonate
Tout Outdoor temperature (◦C)
Tin Indoor temperature (◦C)
Ac Greenhouse cover material area (m2)
Qsoil Heat transfer between the internal air and the soil
Kcoe Soil heat transfer coefficient (W ◦C−1)
Ts Soil surface temperature in (◦C)
Qenergy Energy input term (W)
Qenergyon Heating system ON (W)
Qenergyo f f Heating system OFF (W)
Qvent Heat lost through natural ventilation
Qven Total ventilation flux from indoor to outdoor air (m3 s−1)
# Model parameters and values
Crad = 0.1
Qrad = 108.2
Ag = 12.5
Qcoe = 0.21
Ac = 2.2
Ts = 11.05
Rhoa = 1.29
Kcoe = −7.88
Vg = 3.87
Ca = 1000.0
Qven = 0.29
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