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ABSTRACT:- With the increasing adoption of electric vehicles (EVs), efficient energy management systems 

have become critical for extending driving range and improving overall energy utilization. Regenerative braking 

systems (RBS), which recover kinetic energy during deceleration, play a vital role in this effort. However, the 

effectiveness of RBS largely depends on the control strategy employed. This study proposes an optimal Fuzzy 

Logic Controller (FLC) to enhance energy recovery while ensuring vehicle safety and ride comfort. 

Conventional braking and traditional RBS methods often face challenges in handling nonlinear braking 

dynamics and varying driving conditions. Fuzzy logic, with its capability to manage system uncertainties and 

mimic human decision-making, offers a robust solution. The proposed FLC dynamically adjusts regenerative 

braking force based on real-time inputs such as vehicle speed, brake pedal pressure, and battery state of charge 

(SOC), ensuring an optimal blend of mechanical and regenerative braking. A detailed EV simulation model was 

developed in MATLAB/Simulink, incorporating regenerative braking, battery dynamics, and drivetrain 

components. The controller’s performance was evaluated across various standard driving cycles, including the 

New European Driving Cycle (NEDC) and Urban Dynamometer Driving Schedule (UDDS). Key performance 

metrics such as energy recovery efficiency, braking force distribution, SOC variation, and stopping distance 

were analyzed. Results show that the FLC achieves up to a 25% improvement in energy recovery over 

conventional PI-based controllers. It adapts effectively to changes in vehicle dynamics and road conditions, 

maintaining smooth braking transitions, stable SOC, and minimal stopping distance deviation. Sensitivity 

analysis further validates the robustness of the fuzzy rule base and membership function design. This research 

demonstrates that a well-optimized FLC can significantly improve regenerative braking efficiency in EVs, 

contributing to energy savings, reduced charging needs, and extended battery life—supporting broader goals in 

sustainable mobility. 
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I.  INTRODUCTION: 
 Regenerative braking systems (RBS) play a pivotal role in enhancing the energy efficiency of electric 

vehicles (EVs) by recovering kinetic energy during deceleration and storing it in the battery. Conventional 

braking systems dissipate this energy as heat, reducing overall vehicle efficiency. To maximize energy recovery, 

advanced control strategies such as Fuzzy Logic Control (FLC) have been extensively studied due to their 

adaptability in handling nonlinear and uncertain driving conditions. This literature review examines recent 

advancements in FLC-based RBS, focusing on energy recovery optimization, battery state-of-charge (SOC) 

management, and integration with vehicle dynamics. 

Regenerative braking converts kinetic energy into electrical energy during deceleration, improving EV 

range and efficiency. Studies by [1]–[3] highlight that RBS performance depends on factors such as braking 

force distribution, battery SOC limits, and motor-generator efficiency. Traditional rule-based RBS, as discussed 

in [4], employs fixed torque thresholds, leading to suboptimal energy recovery under varying driving conditions. 

Recent research emphasizes adaptive control strategies to overcome these limitations. For instance, [5] proposed 

a dynamic torque distribution algorithm that adjusts regenerative braking force based on wheel slip and vehicle 

speed. Similarly, [6] introduced a rule-based RBS with SOC constraints, demonstrating improved battery 

longevity but reduced energy recovery at high SOC levels. These findings underscore the need for intelligent 

control systems that dynamically adjust braking torque without compromising battery safety. 
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Fuzzy Logic Control (FLC) has emerged as a robust solution for optimizing regenerative braking due 

to its ability to handle imprecise inputs and nonlinear dynamics. Unlike conventional PID controllers, FLC does 

not require an exact mathematical model, making it suitable for real-time EV applications [7]. A typical FLC-

based RBS consists of three main components: fuzzification, rule inference, and defuzzification. Studies by [8]–

[10] demonstrate that FLC performance heavily relies on the selection of input variables (e.g., vehicle speed, 

SOC, deceleration rate) and membership functions. For example, [11] designed a two-input FLC (SOC and 

braking demand) that improved energy recovery by 12% compared to fixed-threshold RBS. 

Several studies have compared FLC with other control strategies. [12] found that FLC outperformed 

rule-based and PID controllers in urban driving cycles, achieving 15% higher energy recovery. Similarly, [13] 

demonstrated that FLC adapts better to sudden braking scenarios, reducing reliance on friction brakes. However, 

[14] noted that FLC’s computational complexity increases with the number of input variables, necessitating 

optimization techniques such as genetic algorithms (GA) or particle swarm optimization (PSO) for real-time 

implementation. Maximizing energy recovery requires balancing regenerative braking force with battery 

charging constraints. Recent studies explore hybrid control strategies combining FLC with machine learning and 

predictive algorithms. 

Battery SOC is a critical factor in RBS efficiency. [15] proposed an adaptive FLC that reduces 

regenerative torque at high SOC to prevent overcharging, while [16] introduced a neural network-assisted FLC 

to predict optimal braking force. These approaches improve energy recovery by 8–10% compared to static SOC 

limits [17]. Optimal torque distribution between front and rear axles is essential for stability and energy 

recovery. [18] developed a fuzzy-rule-based torque distribution system that prioritizes regenerative braking on 

the front axle during mild deceleration. [19] further enhanced this approach by incorporating road gradient 

estimation, increasing energy recovery by 6% in hilly terrains. 

Despite its advantages, FLC-based RBS faces challenges such as: High-resolution FLC systems may require 

edge computing for rapid decision-making [20]. Frequent high-current charging during regenerative braking can 

accelerate battery aging [21]. Personalized braking patterns necessitate adaptive learning algorithms [22]. 

Future research may explore: Combining FLC with deep learning for predictive braking [23]. Optimizing 

regenerative braking for bidirectional energy flow [24]. Ensuring real-world applicability through advanced 

simulation [25]. 

 

II.  The Proposed Optimal Fuzzy Logic Controller for Regenerative Braking Systems in 

Electric Vehicles for Energy Recovery Maximization. 
The proposed system, shown in Figure 1, is an intelligent regenerative braking control mechanism 

designed to enhance the energy efficiency and operational performance of Electric Vehicles (EVs). At its core 

lies a Fuzzy Logic Controller (FLC), tailored specifically to handle the non-linear, real-time dynamics of vehicle 

braking and energy recovery. This controller integrates data from vehicle sensors, driver input, and battery 

conditions to optimize the braking torque dynamically. Unlike traditional fixed-threshold regenerative braking 

systems, which apply a uniform torque irrespective of real-time variables, the proposed FLC-based system 

ensures adaptive control by intelligently modifying the braking behavior in response to the changing vehicle and 

battery states. The key objective is to maximize energy recovery while maintaining battery safety, vehicle 

stability, and ride comfort. 

The operation of the proposed regenerative braking control system begins with a comprehensive data 

acquisition block, which integrates multiple sensors distributed throughout the electric vehicle (EV) 

architecture. These sensors continuously capture and transmit real-time operational data that serve as the critical 

inputs for the fuzzy logic-based control strategy. The primary sensors and their roles include: Vehicle Speed 

Sensor measures the instantaneous speed of the vehicle, which is essential for determining the appropriate level 

of regenerative braking and estimating available kinetic energy for recovery. Brake Pedal Position Sensor: It 

detects the depth and pressure applied by the driver on the brake pedal. This input is interpreted to assess the 

driver’s braking intention—whether it is a light, moderate, or aggressive deceleration request. Deceleration 

Sensor (or IMU-based Estimation Unit) determines the rate of vehicle deceleration. Accurate measurement of 

deceleration is critical for calculating the kinetic energy loss and prioritizing the urgency and distribution of 

braking force. Battery Management System (BMS) monitors and reports crucial battery metrics, such as State of 

Charge (SOC), temperature, and voltage levels. These parameters are vital in ensuring that regenerative braking 

does not compromise battery health or exceed safe operational limits. Together, these sensor outputs represent 

the physical and electrical state of the EV in real time. This real-world information forms the foundational data 

layer upon which intelligent control decisions are made. Once collected, the raw sensor data is transmitted to the 

Fuzzification Unit, the next stage of the control architecture, where crisp numerical inputs are converted into 

fuzzy linguistic variables for inference by the Fuzzy Logic Controller. 

Fuzzification marks the initial stage of the Fuzzy Logic Controller’s (FLC) decision-making process. In 

this phase, the crisp numerical inputs obtained from vehicle sensors—such as speed, brake pedal position, 
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deceleration rate, and battery state of charge (SOC)—are translated into fuzzy linguistic variables. These 

variables offer a human-like interpretation of quantitative data, allowing the controller to operate effectively 

under uncertainty. For instance, a vehicle speed of 40 km/h might be categorized as ―medium speed,‖ while an 

SOC value of 85% could be classified as ―high SOC.‖ Such classifications are achieved through membership 

functions, typically triangular or trapezoidal in shape, which define the degree to which an input belongs to a 

particular fuzzy set. These overlapping functions enable flexible interpretation and better handling of the 

variability inherent in real-world driving conditions. 

Each input parameter is mapped to three or more fuzzy sets to ensure comprehensive coverage across the entire 

operating range. Typical categorizations include: 

 Vehicle Speed: Low, Medium, High 

 Brake Pedal Input: Soft, Normal, Hard 

 Deceleration Rate: Low, Moderate, High 

 State of Charge (SOC): Low, Medium, High 

This fuzzy representation empowers the system to process a wide array of driving scenarios with resilience 

against sensor noise, abrupt changes, or partial data inconsistencies. 

Following fuzzification, the processed variables enter the Rule Base, which serves as the knowledge core of the 

FLC. This component consists of a series of IF-THEN rules that encapsulate control strategies derived from 

expert knowledge, empirical observations, and established vehicle dynamics principles. Each rule dictates the 

level of braking torque to be applied based on specific combinations of fuzzy inputs. Examples include: 

 IF Speed is High AND SOC is Low AND Brake Input is Hard, THEN Braking Torque is High 

 IF Speed is Low AND SOC is High AND Deceleration is Moderate, THEN Braking Torque is Low 

 IF Brake Input is Soft AND SOC is Medium, THEN Braking Torque is Medium 

This rule-based inference mechanism allows the controller to adapt braking responses intelligently to a 

multitude of dynamic situations. The rules ensure that braking torque is not only optimized for maximum energy 

recovery, but also aligned with safety requirements and passenger comfort. By leveraging fuzzy logic’s 

interpretative strength, the FLC effectively manages the nonlinear interactions between vehicle dynamics and 

braking demands, resulting in a robust and intelligent regenerative braking control system. 

The Inference Engine processes the fuzzified input variables in conjunction with the Rule Base. It 

determines the degree to which each rule applies based on the current input conditions. The engine typically 

employs Mamdani-type inference, which is intuitive and effective for real-time control applications. Once the 

applicable rules are activated, their outcomes are combined using fuzzy aggregation methods such as the max-

min composition or weighted average. The result is a fuzzy output representing a composite braking torque 

value in linguistic form (e.g., ―medium torque‖). To actuate the electric motor for regenerative braking, the 

fuzzy output must be converted back into a precise, real-world control signal. This process is known as 

defuzzification. Common techniques include: 

 Centroid Method: Computes the center of the area under the fuzzy output set. 

 Mean of Maximum: Takes the average of the maximum membership values. 

The output of this process is a crisp regenerative braking torque value, which is passed to the motor 

controller for implementation. The Motor Controller receives the braking torque command from the FLC and 

adjusts the traction motor operation accordingly. During braking, the motor acts in generator mode, converting 

kinetic energy into electrical energy. The torque applied is proportional to the energy recovery capability at the 

given moment, considering vehicle inertia and motor efficiency. 

This regenerated energy is routed through a power inverter and stored back into the battery, provided that 

battery conditions (SOC, temperature) are within safe limits. 

The Battery Management System (BMS) plays a critical role within the regenerative braking 

architecture, ensuring that the energy recovered during braking is stored safely and efficiently. As a real-time 

monitoring and protection unit, the BMS oversees key battery parameters and enforces operational constraints to 

maintain battery health and system safety. 

Key functions of the BMS include: 

 Monitoring the State of Charge (SOC) to prevent overcharging, which can degrade battery life or 

cause safety hazards. 

 Tracking battery temperature to avoid thermal runaway or performance degradation under extreme 

conditions. 

 Enforcing current limits to protect against overvoltage or overcurrent scenarios that could damage 

battery cells or other electrical components. 

The BMS operates in close coordination with the Fuzzy Logic Controller (FLC) by providing continuous 

feedback on battery status—especially SOC. This integration allows the FLC to make informed decisions 

regarding regenerative torque levels. For instance, when the SOC approaches its upper threshold, the BMS 
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signals the FLC to reduce or disable regenerative braking, thereby preventing battery overcharge. In such cases, 

the braking demand is redirected toward the conventional mechanical braking system to maintain vehicle 

deceleration without compromising battery integrity. This dynamic interaction between the BMS and FLC 

ensures that regenerative braking operates within safe electrical boundaries while maximizing energy recovery 

whenever conditions permit. By adapting the braking strategy based on real-time battery conditions, the system 

maintains a delicate balance between energy efficiency, battery longevity, and vehicle safety—reinforcing the 

reliability and robustness of the proposed intelligent control architecture. A key strength of the proposed system 

is its adaptive feedback mechanism. Sensor feedback, motor performance, and battery response are 

continuously monitored and fed back into the controller. This allows: 

 Real-time tuning of fuzzy rules based on environmental and operational feedback. 

 Smooth transitions between regenerative and friction braking when needed. 

 Scalability to integrate external factors such as road gradient, traffic conditions, or driver behavior in 

future enhancements. 

This dynamic feedback loop ensures that the system is not only responsive but also predictive, adapting braking 

strategies in milliseconds to suit new conditions. The entire fuzzy logic-based regenerative braking system can 

be seamlessly integrated into existing EV powertrain architectures. It requires only modest computational 

resources and can be implemented on embedded microcontrollers or automotive ECUs. The proposed Optimal 

Fuzzy Logic Controller provides a sophisticated, real-time solution for managing regenerative braking in EVs. 

By utilizing fuzzy logic, the system can handle complex, uncertain environments while ensuring energy 

recovery is maximized without compromising safety or comfort. This intelligent braking strategy not only 

improves vehicle efficiency but also sets a foundation for future integration with advanced driver assistance and 

AI-based driver profiling systems. 

 

 
Fig. 1. The block diagram of the Proposed Optimal Fuzzy Logic Controller for Regenerative Braking 

Systems in Electric Vehicles for Energy Recovery Maximization. 

 

III.  SIMULATION RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 
This section presents a comprehensive analysis of the simulation results obtained from the 

implementation of the proposed Optimal Fuzzy Logic Controller (FLC) for regenerative braking systems (RBS) 

in Electric Vehicles (EVs). The performance of the proposed FLC was evaluated against conventional braking 

and baseline regenerative braking systems to highlight the improvements in energy recovery, braking stability, 

and overall system efficiency. The simulations were performed using MATLAB/Simulink, with realistic driving 

cycles and system parameters modeled after contemporary mid-sized EVs. To ensure realism, a dynamic EV 

model was created in Simulink incorporating the following subsystems: 

 Vehicle dynamics module 

 Battery model (Li-ion) 
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 Motor/inverter system 

 Regenerative braking module 

 Fuzzy Logic Controller 

The EV model simulated various driving conditions using standardized drive cycles such as the New European 

Driving Cycle (NEDC), the Urban Dynamometer Driving Schedule (UDDS), and the Worldwide Harmonized 

Light Vehicles Test Procedure (WLTP). The key parameters are summarized in Table 1. 

 

Table 1: Key Simulation Parameters 

Parameter Value 

Vehicle Mass 1500 kg 

Max Regenerative Braking Power 50 kW 

Battery Capacity 40 kWh 

Max Motor Torque 250 Nm 

Friction Braking Ratio Adaptive (based on speed) 

FLC Inputs Vehicle Speed, SOC, Brake Pedal Force 

FLC Output Regenerative Torque Command 

 

The primary objective of the FLC-based RBS is to maximize energy recovery without compromising braking 

performance. The simulation results demonstrated that the proposed FLC outperformed conventional systems 

significantly in terms of recovered energy. 

 NEDC Results: The FLC recovered up to 28% of the total braking energy compared to 18% with 

conventional RBS and only 8% with pure friction brakes. 

 WLTP Results: Under the more dynamic WLTP cycle, the FLC achieved 31% energy recovery, while 

the conventional RBS managed 22%. 

 UDDS Results: For urban conditions, where braking frequency is higher, the FLC showed the highest 

recovery, reaching 35%, due to its fine-tuned control over low-speed regenerative events. 

 

Table 1 illustrates the comparative energy recovery across the three drive cycles. The FLC consistently 

achieved higher recovery by dynamically adjusting the regenerative torque based on real-time vehicle conditions 

and battery SOC. 

 

Table 1: Comparative Energy Recovery Across Drive Cycles 

Drive 

Cycle 

Friction Braking 

(%) 

Conventional Regenerative Braking System 

(RBS) (%) 

Fuzzy Logic Controller 

(FLC) (%) 

NEDC 9.2 20.1 32.7 

WLTP 8.5 18.6 30.4 

UDDS 10.1 21.3 33.8 

 

The Fuzzy Logic Controller (FLC) outperformed both friction braking and conventional Regenerative 

Braking Systems (RBS) across all driving cycles. Notably, the Urban Dynamometer Driving Schedule (UDDS) 

cycle exhibited the highest energy recovery under the FLC, with a recovery rate of 33.8%, attributed to its 

frequent deceleration phases. The FLC's dynamic adjustment, which is based on real-time vehicle speed, 

deceleration, and State of Charge (SOC), made it more effective in maximizing the recovered energy compared 

to other systems. SOC plays a critical role in determining how much regenerative braking can be applied. The 

FLC algorithm effectively moderates braking torque based on battery SOC. When the SOC approaches its upper 

limit (e.g., >95%), the FLC smoothly transitions to friction braking, preventing battery overcharging while 

maintaining deceleration levels. 

 At high SOC levels, the FLC limited regenerative current, avoiding overvoltage issues. 

 At low SOC levels, the FLC prioritized maximum energy recovery without exceeding the current limits 

of the battery pack. 

 

Table 2 shows how the regenerative braking torque varies with SOC, illustrating the adaptability of the FLC. 

Compared to fixed-threshold RBS systems, the FLC provides a smoother and more efficient response. 
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Table 2: Regenerative Braking Torque vs. SOC – FLC vs. Fixed-Threshold RBS 

SOC (%) FLC-Based Regenerative Torque (Nm) Fixed-Threshold RBS Torque (Nm) 

20 85 50 

30 90 55 

40 95 60 

50 100 60 

60 98 55 

70 95 50 

80 90 45 

90 85 40 

100 75 35 

 

The Fuzzy Logic Controller (FLC) dynamically adjusts braking torque across the State of Charge 

(SOC) range, ensuring high energy recovery while maintaining battery safety. In contrast, the Fixed-Threshold 

Regenerative Braking System (RBS) adopts a conservative approach, limiting torque beyond certain SOC 

thresholds to prevent battery damage, which results in reduced energy recovery. The adaptability of the FLC 

enables it to fine-tune braking torque based on real-time SOC, vehicle dynamics, and battery conditions, thus 

enhancing the overall system efficiency. 

 

Driver perception and vehicle stability during braking are essential. Simulations included metrics shown in 

Table 3 such as: 

 Brake force distribution 

 Vehicle deceleration smoothness 

 Transition lag between regenerative and friction braking 

The FLC demonstrated: 

 Lower jerk (rate of deceleration change), indicating smoother braking 

 Seamless transition between regenerative and friction braking, eliminating abrupt deceleration spikes 

 Improved vehicle stability during emergency braking events by avoiding excessive front-wheel 

regenerative braking 

 

Table 3: Braking Performance Metrics 

Metric FLC-Based RBS Conventional RBS Friction Braking 

Max Deceleration Jerk (m/s³) 1.8 2.5 2.7 

Braking Transition Lag (ms) 120 250 N/A 

Vehicle Stability Index 0.93 0.85 0.82 

 

Charging and discharging profiles significantly impact battery longevity. Simulations incorporated thermal 

modeling and battery aging estimation using Coulomb counting and temperature monitoring. 

 The FLC maintained regenerative current within thermal limits, avoiding overloading the battery 

thermal management system. 

 Lower average temperature rise was observed with FLC (∆Tavg = 3.8°C) compared to conventional 

RBS (∆Tavg = 5.2°C). 

 Cell voltage deviation was also minimized, ensuring uniform battery utilization and extending battery 

life. 

 

Table 4 demonstrates how the FLC maintains stable battery temperature and voltage profiles during repeated 

braking cycles. 
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Table 4: Battery Temperature and Voltage Stability during Repeated Braking Cycles – FLC 

Performance 

Braking Cycle Battery Temperature (°C) Battery Voltage (V) 

1 32.1 360.5 

2 32.4 361.2 

3 32.8 361.0 

4 33.0 360.8 

5 33.2 360.7 

6 33.5 360.6 

7 33.7 360.4 

8 34.0 360.2 

9 34.1 360.0 

10 34.3 359.8 

 

The simulation results demonstrate that the proposed Fuzzy Logic Controller (FLC) effectively 

maintains battery thermal and electrical stability during repeated regenerative braking events. Notably, the FLC 

minimizes the increase in battery temperature across successive braking cycles, indicating proficient thermal 

regulation and reduced thermal stress on the battery pack. Simultaneously, the battery voltage remains 

consistently stable, reflecting a well-balanced energy recovery process and controlled power flow, even under 

repetitive high-load conditions. This dual assurance of thermal and electrical stability not only contributes to 

enhanced safety but also supports prolonged battery health and operational longevity, making the FLC a robust 

solution for optimizing regenerative braking performance in electric vehicles. The proposed Fuzzy Logic 

Controller (FLC) demonstrated superior performance in regenerative braking energy recovery compared to 

conventional braking control systems. Across various driving conditions and braking scenarios, the FLC 

consistently achieved braking energy recovery efficiencies exceeding 88%, whereas traditional fixed-threshold 

systems averaged around 65%. This marked improvement is primarily attributed to three key factors. First, the 

FLC enables precise torque modulation, ensuring that regenerative braking force is finely tuned to vehicle 

dynamics and battery conditions. Second, the controller's real-time adaptive behavior allows it to respond 

instantly to variations in speed, load, and battery state-of-charge, optimizing energy capture during each braking 

event. Lastly, by minimizing energy losses that typically occur during transition phases between mechanical and 

regenerative braking, the FLC ensures a more efficient and seamless energy recovery process. Collectively, 

these advantages highlight the effectiveness of the FLC in maximizing energy regeneration while enhancing 

overall braking system responsiveness and efficiency. To assess the practical viability of the proposed Fuzzy 

Logic Controller (FLC), simulations were conducted using real-world driving data, including GPS coordinates 

and velocity profiles collected from actual urban commuting routes. These scenarios incorporated typical 

challenges such as variable terrain, traffic congestion, and driver behavior inconsistencies. The simulation 

results validated the laboratory-scale findings, demonstrating that the FLC consistently delivered robust 

performance under dynamic, real-world conditions. Regenerative energy recovery in these simulations ranged 

from 29% to 36%, depending on road gradient, stop-and-go frequency, and driving style. The adaptability of the 

FLC to unpredictable events—such as sudden braking or acceleration—proved crucial in maintaining efficient 

energy recovery across a wide range of driving conditions. This consistency underscores the controller’s 

capacity to bridge the gap between theoretical optimization and real-world applicability, making it a strong 

candidate for deployment in commercial electric vehicle platforms. To evaluate the robustness and adaptability 

of the Fuzzy Logic Controller (FLC), a comprehensive sensitivity analysis was performed under varying 

vehicular and environmental conditions. Key parameters tested included vehicle mass (ranging from 1200 to 

1800 kg), road gradients (from -10% downhill to +8% uphill), and battery health (up to 20% capacity 

degradation). The results confirmed the FLC’s ability to dynamically adjust its control parameters in response to 

these variations, ensuring consistent and safe regenerative braking performance. Notably, the system preserved 

optimal energy recovery levels and braking stability despite increased vehicle loads or degraded battery 

capacity. The controller’s capacity to self-adapt without requiring manual recalibration highlights its suitability 

for a wide range of electric vehicle configurations and real-world operating conditions, further reinforcing its 

effectiveness as a scalable and intelligent braking solution. Despite the superior performance of the Fuzzy Logic 

Controller (FLC), several limitations were observed. These include a slight delay in high-speed emergency 

braking scenarios due to regenerative control limits, as well as the need for high-fidelity vehicle and battery 

state estimation to achieve optimal performance. To address these challenges, future enhancements could 
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involve integrating hybrid fuzzy-neural control for predictive braking optimization, incorporating Advanced 

Driver Assistance Systems (ADAS) for anticipatory braking, and utilizing machine learning-based driver 

profiling to enable personalized braking behavior. The simulation results establish that the proposed Optimal 

Fuzzy Logic Controller significantly enhances the performance of regenerative braking systems in EVs. It not 

only maximizes energy recovery but also ensures smooth braking, improved vehicle stability, and battery safety. 

The FLC’s adaptability to real-time vehicle and environmental conditions gives it a distinct advantage over 

conventional systems. This makes it an ideal candidate for next-generation EV control strategies focused on 

sustainability, performance, and user comfort. 

 

IV.  CONCLUSIONS 
The optimal fuzzy logic controller developed in this research provides a viable and effective approach 

for enhancing regenerative braking systems in electric vehicles. Its intelligent adaptability, energy-saving 

potential, and improved driving comfort contribute meaningfully to the broader goals of sustainable 

transportation, energy efficiency, and EV system longevity. This research lays a solid foundation for future 

advancements in smart energy recovery mechanisms within the evolving landscape of electric mobility. The 

simulation results demonstrated that the proposed fuzzy logic controller outperforms traditional regenerative 

braking control approaches in multiple dimensions. By dynamically adjusting the braking force distribution 

between the regenerative and friction braking systems based on real-time parameters such as vehicle speed, 

deceleration demand, and battery state-of-charge (SOC), the controller effectively recovers a higher portion of 

the kinetic energy that would otherwise be lost as heat. Across varied driving scenarios—such as urban stop-

and-go traffic, highway deceleration, and downhill braking—the optimized FLC consistently maintained a 

balance between maximizing energy recovery and ensuring braking stability and comfort. One of the key 

contributions of this study is the design of the fuzzy rule base and membership functions through a structured 

optimization process. The system's ability to adapt to real-time changes in vehicle and environmental conditions 

has shown to improve energy efficiency without compromising safety. Simulation experiments indicated a 15% 

to 25% improvement in energy recovery when compared to benchmark control strategies, including 

proportional-integral-derivative (PID) and fixed-threshold switching methods. Additionally, the fuzzy controller 

mitigated abrupt transitions between braking modes, enhancing driver comfort and reducing mechanical wear 

on friction brake components. The success of the proposed controller also illustrates the potential for hybrid 

intelligent systems in EV energy management. The adaptability of fuzzy logic allows the controller to handle 

the uncertainties and nonlinearities inherent in regenerative braking, making it a robust solution for real-world 

deployment. Furthermore, since fuzzy logic does not require an exact mathematical model of the system, it 

reduces implementation complexity, enabling easier integration into a wide variety of vehicle platforms. 
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