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ABSTRACT This study aims to evaluate the innovation adoption performance of the renewable energy
alternatives. Within this context, a new model is created that consists of two different stages. Firstly,
the decision combinations of innovation adoption life cycle patterns are identified by considering integer
code series. On the other side, in the second stage, the innovation adoption life cycle performance of the
renewable energy alternatives is ranked. In this framework, interval type-2 (IT2) fuzzy technique for order
preference by similarity to ideal solution (TOPSIS) methodology is taken into consideration based on alpha
cut levels. Moreover, a comparative evaluation is also conducted by considering I'T2 fuzzy VIseKriterijumska
Optimizacija I Kompromisno Resenje (VIKOR). It is identified that the analysis results are quite coherent and
reliable. The findings demonstrate that solar energy is the most appropriate renewable energy type to make
innovation. Additionally, wind and geothermal energies are also other significant renewable energy types that
have a great innovation potential. However, it is also concluded that biomass and hydroelectric energy have
lower importance in comparison with the others. Another important point is that the ranking results are quite
similar for different alpha cuts. This condition indicates that the analysis results are coherent and reliable.
It is obvious that making investment to solar energy alternatives provides opportunity to adopt technologic
innovation more easily. Therefore, it is recommended that investors should give priority to solar energy
projects so that it can be more possible to increase the efficiency and the profitability of the investments.

INDEX TERMS Renewable energy, innovation potential, integer code series, IT2 fuzzy sets, alpha cuts,

TOPSIS, VIKOR.

I. INTRODUCTION

In this section, firstly, the theoretical background is given.
After that, necessary information is given regarding the inno-
vation in renewable energy projects. Later, the usage of fuzzy
MCDM methods in these projects is identified. Finally, the
purpose and motivations of this study are defined.

A. THEORETICAL BACKGROUND

There are some social and economic advantages of renew-
able energy investments to the country. First, thanks to these
projects, countries can produce their own energy which
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reduces the dependence of countries on other countries in
terms of energy. Moreover, countries’ import payments are
also decreasing, as the energy is not purchased from abroad.
This situation has a positive influence on the reduction of
the current account deficit problem [1]. Furthermore, the car-
bon emission problem can be reduced owing to the use of
renewable energy [2]. In this way, there will be less air
pollution in the country. However, it is also possible to men-
tion some disadvantages in renewable energy projects. For
instance, the initial cost in renewable energy projects is quite
high [3]. On the other hand, most of the renewable energy
projects can be affected by seasonal differences. For example,
the efficiency of solar energy obtained in winter is very low
compared to summer [4].
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It is obvious that necessary actions should be taken to
reduce the costs of the renewable energy projects. In many
different countries, governments provide some subsidy to the
renewable energy investors, such as low-interest loans and tax
reduction [5]. These issues have a positive impact to decrease
high-cost problem of these projects. However, continuity of
such practices is not possible. In other words, it is not easy to
keep private investments afloat with constant state support.
In this framework, some applications should be made that
can reduce the costs specific to these investments [6]. In this
context, it may become more efficient to generate electricity
from renewable energy types thanks to technological inno-
vations. This stated situation will help to reduce the costs of
these projects. Therefore, renewable energy projects will be
able to attract the attention of investors, without the need for
government support [7].

B. RENEWABLE ENERGY INNOVATION

The most important reason for increasing innovations in
renewable energy is cost-based factors. The most important
disadvantage of these projects is the very high initial cost.
This stated situation is an important obstacle in the develop-
ment of renewable energy projects [8]. Investors are reluctant
to take these projects, as the high initial cost will increase
uncertainty. Therefore, lowering the costs of these projects is
an important requirement. This situation leads countries and
companies to innovate in renewable energy [9]. Thanks to
innovations in this field, electricity generation from renew-
able energy projects can be achieved at a much lower cost.
He et al. [10] aimed to identify the factors that influence
renewable energy technological innovation in China. They
reached a conclusion that to reduce the cost of renewable
energy projects, the companies should give priority to the
technological innovation. Additionally, Bayer ef al. [11] also
focused on the renewable energy policies of 74 different
countries for the period between 1990-2009. They identified
that high cost is the most significant barrier for the devel-
opment of the renewable energy investments. Because of
this situation, innovations should be increased regarding the
renewable energy alternatives.

Another way to increase innovation for renewable energy
alternatives is to achieve political stability in the country.
Renewable energy investments are long-term projects. On the
other hand, the costs of these projects are also quite high.
In this framework, every stage of renewable energy project
should be considered. In this context, very serious attention
should be paid to feasibility analysis [12]. For this purpose,
economic, technical, and financial research should be done
at the stage of starting a renewable energy innovation project.
In this way, it will be revealed whether these investments are
profitable or not. It is very important to have political stability
in the country in order to carry out these processes effectively.
The existence of political stability in a country can mini-
mize the concerns of investors and uncertainties in the mar-
ket [13]. In this way, it will be possible to increase innovation
towards renewable energy projects. Liang and Fiorino [14]
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tried to understand the implications of policy stability for
renewable energy innovation in the United States. They
highlighted the importance of the political stability for the
improvement of the technological innovation for the renew-
able energy investment projects. Moreover, Nesta et al. [15]
focused on the OECD countries regarding renewable energy
policies with the help of generalized method of moment
(GMM) methodology. It is also concluded that political sta-
bility has an important role to increase innovation for these
projects.

Another important issue for increasing the performance of
the innovations to be made for renewable energy projects is
the technological competence of countries and companies.
Research and development studies are very important to
increase the performance of renewable energy projects [16].
However, many different factors need to be considered to
increase these studies. First, countries and companies need
to allocate a substantial budget for research work. However,
allocating a budget alone is not enough to maintain an effec-
tive research activity [17]. In this context, the technological
infrastructure in the country is also of vital importance [18].
Countries with better technology can be much more success-
ful in this process than others [19]. In other words, countries
must have sufficient technological competence for innova-
tions for renewable energy projects to be successful. Rogge
and Schleich [20] made an analysis for the renewable energy
innovation in Germany and determined that technological
improvement is a necessity for the improvement of these
innovations. Similarly, Pitelis ef al. [21], Cui et al. [22] and
Cheng and Yao [23] identified that the companies should
have sufficient technological background to be successful in
renewable energy innovation.

C. FUZZY MCDM METHODS IN RENEWABLE ENERGY
INVESTMENT PROJECTS

In the literature, there are also some studies which eval-
uated renewable energy investments in different country
groups with the help of fuzzy MCDM models. For instance,
Wang et al. [24] aimed to select the renewable energy
resources for Pakistan. In the analysis process, fuzzy analytic
hierarchy process (AHP) is taken into consideration. Addi-
tionally, Alkan and Albayrak [25] made a similar study for
Turkey with the help of fuzzy MULTIMOORA methodology.
On the other side, Rani et al. [26] generated a novel model to
evaluate renewable energy technologies in India by consider-
ing VIseKriterijumska Optimizacija I Kompromisno Resenje
(VIKOR) approach with Pythagorean fuzzy sets. Moreover,
Li et al. [27] aimed to identify the innovation strategies for
renewable energy alternatives using IT2 fuzzy MCDM mod-
els. Furthermore, Dincer and Yiiksel [28] made an evaluation
to understand the appropriate renewable energy alternative
for the investment decision. For this purpose, fuzzy DEMA-
TEL and fuzzy TOPSIS approaches are taken into considera-
tion. In addition to these studies, Zhong et al. [29] determined
appropriate innovative strategies for the renewable energy
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investments by considering DEMATEL-based analytic net-
work process (DANP) model with IT2 fuzzy sets.

D. THE PURPOSE AND MOTIVATIONS OF THE STUDY

In this study, it is aimed to examine the innovation adoption
performance of the renewable energy alternatives. For this
purpose, a novel model is created that includes two different
stages. In the first stage, the decision combinations of inno-
vation adoption life cycle patterns with integer code series
are identified. On the other hand, the second stage includes
the ranking the innovation adoption life cycle performance
of the renewable energy alternatives. Within this context,
an evaluation has been performed by using technique for
order preference by similarity to ideal solution (TOPSIS)
methodology based on interval type-2 (IT2) fuzzy sets and
alpha cuts. As a result, it can be possible to identify the
appropriate renewable energy type for making innovation.
Moreover, a comparative evaluation has also been conducted
with IT2 fuzzy VIKOR methodology.

The main contribution of this study is to identify the appro-
priate renewable energy type for making innovation with the
help of a novel methodology. Hence, the findings can pave the
way for both academicians and renewable energy investors.
Additionally, this proposed model has some novelties. Firstly,
integer pattern recognition methodology is considered to
define the decision combinations of innovation adoption life
cycle patterns. The main superiority of this approach in com-
parison with other pattern recognition techniques is that the
appropriateness of the experts’ evaluations to the patterns can
be tested [30]-[32]. On the other side, considering IT2 fuzzy
sets can be helpful to handle the uncertainty in decision
making process more effectively [33]-[35].

Furthermore, using alpha cuts provides an opportunity
to make evaluations for different conditions. With the help
of this situation, it is possible to check coherency of the
analysis results [36], [37]. In addition to them, the main
advantage of TOPSIS approach is using the distances to
both positive and negative ideal solutions. However, in some
other MCDM methods, only the distance to the negative
ideal solution is taken into consideration. Therefore, it is
obvious that more appropriate results can be achieved with
TOPSIS method [38]-[40]. Another important novelty of this
study is making a comparative evaluation is implemented by
using IT2 fuzzy VIKOR approach. This situation provides an
opportunity to check the consistency and coherency of the
analysis results [41]-[43].

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. The second
part of the study includes the methodology. In the third
section, analysis results are shared. Moreover, the fourth
part explains the conclusion of this study. In the final part,
limitations and implications are highlighted.

Il. METHODOLOGY
In this section, theoretical information is given regarding
integer code series, IT2 fuzzy sets, alpha level cuts, TOPSIS
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and VIKOR methodology. Finally, the details of the proposed
model are explained.

A. INTEGER CODE SERIES AND GEOMETRICAL PATTERN
RECOGNITION

Integer alphabet is demonstrated by I and § > 0 and ¢ >
0 indicate the spacings of a spacetime lattice (8, ). This
process is detailed by equation (1) [30].

Li={s=s1...80,8,€l,i=1,...,n} )]

Additionally, the piecewise constant functions are given as
Wse ([tm, tm+nl). Furthermore, f shows the constant term
which can take value of (#;_1, #;]. The equations (2)-(6) illus-

trate this situation. Within this framework, s;, i = 1,...,n
indicate real numbers and m states an integer [31].
o Uy togn] — R (©)
i=m+1,....m+n 3)
S (tm) = 510 4)
(@) =sié Q)
te(ti_1,t] and t; = ie (6)

In addition, the kth integral of a function is demonstrated as
f [k, On the other side, the kth integral of a function and the
kth derivative equals f and %1 = f. The equations (7) and
(8) indicate the details of this process [32].

f € WBs ([tm, tm+n]) (7)
S @) =0 ®)
In addition to this issue, the code ¢ (f) = s1...s, and the
powers of integers can also be used in this context. The
equations (9)-(11) includes the details of this process [32].
k—1
f[k] (Emri+1) = Zakmi ((m +i+Disi+...
i=0
+(m+ 1)fs,+1> 5ek

+ Xk:ﬂk,lﬂ,if[i] ()™ ©)

i = (%;:((z‘l)k_i‘l (me+ 1R~ (= 1R~ k)
" | A o
ﬁk,z+1,i=(l(%l)ik)!l, i= 1.k an

Additionally, the hierarchical forms of geometrical patterns
are shown in Figure 1.

The geometrical patterns for 4 different levels are indicated
in Figure 1. In this context, the functions of f (K] M), <t =<
t16 and k = 1,2, 3 are integrated. The piecewise constant
function at the level O is demonstrated in the equation (12).

O, o<ty g=je j=12,..16 (12
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FIGURE 1. Hierarchical forms of the patterns.

B. INTERVAL TYPE-2 FUZZY SETS

Interval type-2 (IT2) fuzzy sets are defined based on trape-
zoidal membership function. With the help of this situation,
it is aimed to handle uncertainties more effectively. In this
scope, A represents the set and the membership function is
donated by 145, - In addition, [ [ indicates the union over
all admissible x and u. The equation (13) shows the details of
this process [33].

A={(xw i) 1% € X Vel S 10,11, or

A=/ / ni (x,u) / (x, wx € [0, 1]
xeX Juely

On the other side, | can be replaced by ¥ as in the equa-

tion (14).
A=f / 1/ (x,wlx C [0, 1]
xeX Juely
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13)

(14)

Moreover, Figure 2 illustrates the limits of membership
functions.

Within this framework, AiU and A{“ represent the upper
and lower trapezoidal functions. Also, aiU indicates the

reference values. Furthermore, H; (A}J) and H; gA}) demon-
strate the membership values of upper and lower trape-
zoidal membership functions. This process is detailed on
equation (15) [34].

U U .U .U. iU AU
A-—(AU AL>— (ail’ ap, a3, Ay Hy (Ai )’HZ (Ai )) )

i=\A;,4; )= ~ ~

: (al. aby. ak, alysHy (L), 1o (A1)
(15)

Additionally, the equations (16)-(20), as shown at the bot-
tom of the next page, give information about the operational
details of the IT2 fuzzy sets [35].
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FIGURE 2. Membership functions.

C. ALPHA LEVEL SETS X)) ={xlpgx>apzx)>al=

An alpha level set is demonstrated as o and X () gives
information about the cut of type 1 fuzzy sets. On the other
side, X () denotes the cut of type 2 fuzzy sets. The details of
these factors are given on equations (21)-(23) [36].

[a () , b(a)]
(22)

a(a) € [aj (@), ar ()], b () € [b () by ()] (23)

On the other side, Figure 3 gives information about the alpha

X (a) = {x |y (x) > oz} =[a (o), b(a)] (21) cut of the IT2 fuzzy set.
A @A = P,A (Ag,AL)
an +a21’3‘12+322’al3+a23’al4+az4’ .
min H1 ( ,Hy (AU)) min <H2 (AU> ,Hy (Ag)) ’
= L L L (16)
a11 +a21,a12 + a5y, apy + ags, ajy + ag; i
H1 (AL)) , min <H2 (AIL) . H» (Ag))
Aoh, = (A‘ﬁ A% o (4§ ,AL)
U U LU U ,U U.
an — 324’ a12 A3, d13 ~ Ay, A1y — agl’ y
min (H; (A7) Hy (4Y)), min (Hz (A7) . 12 (A7) )
= L L L L L. a7
324’ a12 Ay3, Ay — Ay, Ay — a~21’ }
H, (A )) , min (H2 (A%) Hy (Ag))
A®A, = ( v A% A‘ZJ,AL)
U U ,U_ .U ,U_.U
allvaI’312X322’313xa2%’al4><324’ 3
mm Hl H1 (AU)) min (Hg( }J) H, (Ag)) ’
L L L ,L (18)
allxazl,alzxazz,a13xa23,al4xa24, ) )
mln H1 ,H1 (A%)) , min (H2 ( ]L) ,Ho ( %))
(k all,kxalz,k X a13, k x a14,H1 (Allj) , Ho <~P ) ,
X k X a“, kxau, k x al3, k x a14,H1 ( %) ,Ho <~Il‘)) (19)
A 1 v | v !l v U ~U
x (E “ kxalzygxam,gxam;Hl(1),H2(1) )
L L ) 7L 5
X (Exa ,kxalz,kxal3,kxal4,H1 (A1>,H2 (Al)) (20)
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FIGURE 3. Alpha cut of IT2 fuzzy set.

Additionally, equations (24) and (25) state the sub-intervals
of a () and b (&) [37].

la; (@), ar (@)],a € [O,H, (N,L)]
a(a) € L (24)
lar (@) . br @)@ € [H; (A7) . 1]
b1 (@), by ()], a € [O,H, (A,L)]
b e ) (25)
@ @by @)].a € [H; (4]).1]
D. TOPSIS

TOPSIS aims to rank different alternatives according to their
significance. Firstly, the normalized values are calculated. For
this purpose, equation (26) is taken into consideration [38].

Xij

rj = ———
[Nom v 2
Zi:lxij

In the second step, the values are weighted by considering
equation (27).

i=1,2,.mand j=1,2,.n (26)

Vij = Wi X Fjj 27

After that, the positive (A™) and negative (A ™) ideal solutions
are computed with the help of equations (28) and (29) [39].

{maxvlj for ¥ je n} (28)
{min vy for Vj e n} (29)

AT = {Vlj,vzj, ...,ij} =
A" = {Vlj,VZj,...,ij} =

In the following step, the distances to the best (Di+ ) and the

worst alternative (D;) are considered by using equations (30)
and (31) [40].

D} = ]_il (Vij —AJ.+>2 (30)
D; = i(vij—A,-‘f 31)
=
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In the final step, the relative closeness to the ideal solution
(RG;) is defined as in equation (32) [44], [45].

RC Di (32)
"D +D;
E. VIKOR
VIKOR methodology is preferred to rank different alter-
natives based on their performance. The first step of this
method is similar with TOPSIS. Moreover, the fuzzy best

value f ; and fuzzy worst value f J-_ are computed with equa-
tion (33) [46].

f; = mfzxiy and fj_ = mlln-i-y (33)

After that, the mean group utility and maximal regret are
calculated by considering equations (34) and (35) [47].

~%
(77 =)
J ~ % ~—

(-5 )

%
: (7 %))
Ri = maxj WJ~*—~_
(7 -771)
Within this framework, w; demonstrates the fuzzy weights.
Additionally, S; is Ai regarding all criteria calculated by the
total of the distance for the fuzzy best value. Furthermore,
R; is Ai as for the j-th criterion which can be computed by

maximum distance of the fuzzy best value. In the following
step, the value of Q; is calculated with equation (36) [48].

0= (5i-5") /(57 -5
+ (11— (ie,- —ie*) /(ie‘ —ie*) (36)

Within this context, v shows the weight of the strategy of
maximum group utility which is accepted as 0.5. Moreover,
1 — v represents the weight of the individual regret. Finally,

(34)

(35)
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FIGURE 4. The details of the suggested model.

the values of S, R, Q are computed. In order to control the reli-
ability of the ranking results, two different conditions must be
satisfied. Equation (37) is related to the first condition [46].

(2)> _ ( <1)> > _ 1

0(a®) -0 (a") > = (37)
In addition, the second condition includes the acceptable
stability in decision making process. If the first condition
cannot be satisfied, the alternatives AV, A® AWM are
considered. On the other side, the solution is the combination
of the alternatives A and A®) when the second condition
cannot be satisfied [47].

F. PROPOSED MODEL

In this study, a novel model is generated that has two different
stages. Figure 4 gives information about the details of this
model.

In the first section of this study, the decision combinations
of innovation adoption life cycle patterns are determined with
integer code series. Within this context, the first step includes
the collection of the linguistic evaluations for the innovation
adoption life cycle stages of renewable energy alternatives.
The second step is related to the construction of the decision

34912

combinations of renewable energy alternatives from decision
makers’ evaluations. In the third step, the best combinations
are selected for the innovation adoption life cycle of renew-
able energy alternatives based on pattern recognition with
the integer code series. On the other hand, the innovation
adoption life cycle performance of the renewable energy
alternatives is ranked in the second stage. For this purpose,
firstly, IT2 fuzzy decision matrix is constructed. Secondly,
the defuzzified values of decision matrix are calculated. In the
third step, the weighted decision matrix is computed. After
that, the values of D +, D-, and CCi are computed. With the
help of these results, the alternatives are ranked by alpha level
sets.

It is possible to mention some novelties of this suggested
model. First of all, the integer code series are used for the
identification of the decision combinations of innovation
adoption life cycle patterns. With the help of this methodol-
ogy, it will be helpful to control the appropriateness of the
evaluations to the patterns [30]-[32]. Moreover, IT2 fuzzy
sets provides opportunity to handle the uncertainty in the
decision-making process in a better way [33]-[35]. On the
other side, owing to the alpha cuts, the results can be cal-
culated for different conditions so that the coherency of the

VOLUME 9, 2021
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findings can be evaluated [36], [37]. In addition to them,
TOPSIS methodology has also some advantages by compar-
ing with other MCDM models. For instance, in the calcu-
lation process, the distances to both negative and positive
ideal solutions are used [38]—[40]. Due to this issue, it can
be possible to reach more appropriate results [44]. Finally,
making a comparative evaluation with IT2 fuzzy VIKOR
is another important novelty of this proposed model. This
situation provides opportunity to check the consistency and
reliability of the ranking results [41]-[43].

Ill. ANALYSIS RESULTS
In this proposed model, there are two different sections. They
are detailed below.

A. SECTION 1: DETERMINING THE DECISION
COMBINATIONS OF INNOVATION ADOPTION LIFE CYCLE
PATTERNS WITH INTEGER CODE SERIES

In this section, firstly, the linguistic evaluations are obtained
for the innovation adoption life cycle stages of renewable
energy alternatives. Table 1 gives information about the eval-
uation scales based on IT2 fuzzy numbers and integer alpha-
bet.

TABLE 1. Evaluation scales based on IT2 fuzzy numbers and integer
alphabet.

Linguistic Integer
chales IT2 Fuzzy Numbers Alphgbe ¢
((0.00,0.10,0.10,0.30;1.00,1.00), ]
Weakest |4 05.0.10,0.10,0.20:0.90,0.90)) 2
poor | ((0:10,0.30,0.30,0.50:1.00,1.00), Py
(0.20,0.30,0.30,0.40;0.90,0.90))
air | ((030,050,050,0.70;1.00,1.00), 0
(0.40,0.50,0.50,0.60;0.90,0.90))
((0.50,0.70,0.70,0.90;1.00,1.00),
Good |4 60,0.70,0.70.0.80:0.90.0.90)) 1
((0.70,0.90,0.90,1.00;1.00,1.00),
Best | 0.80,0.90,0.90,0.95:0.90,090) | ?

Additionally, the decision makers’ evaluations are obtained
for the renewable energy alternatives by the stages of inno-
vation adoption life cycle. Within this context, innovators
and early adopters, early majority, late majority and laggards
are identified as the innovation adoption life cycle stages.
On the other side, renewable energy alternatives are listed
as solar (alternative 1), wind (alternative 2), biomass solar
(alternative 3), geothermal (alternative 4), and hydroelectric
energy (alternative 5). The linguistic evaluations are defined
in Table 2.

In the second step, the decision combinations of renew-
able energy alternatives are generated from decision makers’
evaluations. Tables 3-7 indicate the decision combinations for
5 different renewable energy alternatives.

In the following step, the best combinations are selected
for the innovation adoption life cycle of renewable energy
alternatives based on pattern recognition with the integer code
series. Regarding the alternative 1, the following calculations
are considered for the combinations.
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Combination 1:

Atthelevel 1,19 (11, 15) = 2)°—(1)? = 0, f19 (13, 14) =
M=) =079 (15, ) = (1)°—(2)° = 0,1 (17, 15) =
@° = m° 0, (to,10) = (D° — 1’ = 0,
Ot 1) = (0 = ()0 = 0, O (113, 118) = ° —
@ =0, 15,116) = (1)° = (D° =0,

Atthelevel 2, f1U (11, 15) = Q) = (D' + (D' = (D! %0,
fMas, ) =M= @'+ @' =) =0, W (19, 112) =
M= m'+m' = m' =0, Mz 06 = @' -
O'+M'-D'=0

Other levels of the function are not computed as
FU (11, t4) # 0O at the level 2. Similarly, the function results
are constructed for the following combinations to figure out
the most appropriate geometrical patterns at the different
levels.

Combination 2:

Atthelevel 1, f19 (11, 1) = (D' —(1)° = 0, 19 (13, 14) =
M’ =M = 0,110 15, 16) = (H° = ()" = 0,119 (17, 13) =
@° — @° 0, (to,10) = (D — 1’ = o0,
Oty 1) = (0 = ()0 = 0, (113, 114) = 2° —
@ =0, 15,116) = (1)° = (D° =0,

Atthe level 2, F11 (71, 1) = (D' = (D' + (D' =D =0,
M) =M= @'+ @' =)' =0, M (19, 112) =
W' —Mm'+m' =M =0, M6 = @' -
O'+M'-D'=0

At the level 3, f121 (11, 13) = (D> — (D% + (1)> = ()% +
> = @*+©2)? = ) = 0, fPa.ne = (1)> -
M2+ M= M*+ > =@+ 1)* = (1)? =0

Atthe level 4, fB1 (1, 116) = (1) — (D3 + (1) — (1) +
D -2+ -+ -+ (D) -3+ 2 -
@+ -1P=0

Combination 2 satisfies the hierarchical forms of geomet-
rical patterns for alternative 1 at all levels.

Combination 3:

Atthelevel 1, f19 (11, 12) = (1)°—(0)° # 0, £ (13, 14) =
(D’ — ()0 = 0,719 (15, t6) = (D° = (2)° = 0, £1% (17, 13)
@° = " = 0,10, 10 = D — @M =
Ot m) = = )0 = 0, (113, 118) = 2° -
@ =0, (15, 116) = (1)° = ()° =0,

Combination 3 is not consistent at the level 1 as
O, 1) = (1) = ©0)° #£0

Combination 4:

Atthelevel 1, 19 (¢, 1) = (2)°—(0)° £ 0, 19 (13, 14) =
(=M = 0,119 15, 16) = (N° = ()" = 0, £1% (17, 13) =
@° - @° 0./ 19, 110) = (H° = 1° = 0,
Ot 1) = (0 = (0 = 0, (113, 114) = 2° —
@° =0, (15, 116) = (1)° — (D° =0,

O, ) = 2% — (0)° # 0. Therefore, the other
hierarchical forms of geometrical patterns are not calculated
for combination 4.

Combination 5:

Atthelevel 1, 19 (¢, 1) = (D —(1)° = 0, 19 (13, 14) =
(=)0 = 0,710 (15, t6) = (D° = (2)° = 0, £1% (17, 15) =
@° = m° 0.f%(tg,110) = (0° — ()° # 0,
FO 1, m2) = (D0 = ) = 0, F1% (113, 114) = (2)° —
2)° =0, (115, 116) = (D° — (H° =0,

L
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TABLE 2. Decision makers’ linguistic evaluations for the renewable energy alternatives by the stages of innovation adoption life cycle.

Time/Alternatives Alternative 1 Alternative 2 Alternative 3 Alternative 4 Alternative 5
Groups Stages Time | DM1 | DM2 | DM3 | DM1 | DM2 | DM3 | DMI | DM2 | DM3 | DM1 | DM2 | DM3 | DMI DM2 DM3
| Stage 1 Tl G G B B B B G G G G G B G G G
“":‘g““fs Stage 2 T2 P F F W W W W F F W W W W W W
?f dopferri' Stage 3 T3 G G G G G G B B B B B B G B G
Stage 4 T4 P P P W P W P P P W W W P F F
Stage 1 TS G G G B B B F G G B B B B B B
Early Stage 2 T6 W W W W W 4 P P P W W 4 P P P
Majority Stage 3 T7 B B B B B B G G G G G G G G G
Stage 4 T8 P P P W F F P P P P P P W W W
Stage 1 T9 F G G G G G B B B G G G G B B
Late Stage 2 T10 P P P P P P W W W P F F W W W
Majority Stage 3 TI1 G G G G G G G G G G G G G B B
Stage 4 TI2 P P P P P P P P P P P P P P P
Stage 1 T13 B B B G G G F G F G G G G G G
Lageards Stage 2 T14 W W W P P P P P P P P P P P P
g8 Stage3 | TI5 G G G G G G B B B G G G B B B
Stage 4 T16 P P P P F P W W W P P P W W W
TABLE 3. Decision combinations for renewable energy alternative 1.
Alternative 1 T1 T2 T3 T4 T5 T6 T7 T8 T9 T10 T11 T12 T13 T14 T15 T16
Combination 1 B P G P G W B P G P G P B \ G P
Combination 2 G P G P G W B P G P G P B W G P
Combination 3 G F G P G w B P G P G P B w G P
Combination 4 B F G P G w B P G P G P B w G P
Combination 5 G P G P G w B P F P G P B w G P
Combination 6 B P G P G W B P F P G P B W G P
Combination 7 G F G P G W B P F P G P B w G P
Combination 8 B F G P G W B P F P G P B W G P
TABLE 4. Decision combinations for renewable energy alternative 2.
Alternative 2 T1 T2 T3 T4 T5 Té6 T7 T8 T9 T10 T11 T12 T13 T14 T15 T16
Combination 1 B w G P B w B w G P G P G P G F
Combination 2 B Y G W B 4 B Y G P G P G P G F
Combination 3 B W G P B W B F G P G P G P G F
Combination 4 B w G W B w B F G P G P G P G F
Combination 5 B w G P B w B w G P G P G P G P
Combination 6 B w G w B w B w G P G P G P G P
Combination 7 B W G P B w B F G P G P G P G P
Combination 8 B w G W B w B F G P G P G P G P
TABLE 5. Decision combinations for renewable energy alternative 3.
Alternative 3 T1 T2 T3 T4 T5 Té T7 T8 T9 T10 T11 T12 T13 T14 T15 T16
Combination 1 G \ B P F P G P B w G P F P B \\
Combination 2 G w B P G P G P B w G P G P B W
Combination 3 G W B P F P G P B W G P G P B W
Combination 4 G w B P G P G P B w G P F P B W
TABLE 6. Decision combinations for renewable energy alternative 4.
Alternative 4 T1 T2 T3 T4 TS5 T6 T7 T8 T9 T10 T11 T12 T13 T14 T15 T16
Combination 1 B W B W B W G P G P G P G P G P
Combination 2 G w B W B W G P G P G P G P G P
Combination 3 B w B W B w G P G F G P G P G P
Combination 4 G w B W B w G P G F G P G P G P

£ (29, 110) = (0)° — (1)° # 0 for combination 5. For this
reason, it is impossible to go ahead with the computation of
other levels.

Combination 6:

Atthelevel 1,1 (11, 1) = (2)° — (1) = 0,719 (13, 1) =
(2= 1) = 0,119 (15, 16) = (1)° = (2)° = 0,19 (17, 15) =
@° - =

34914

0,f%(t9,110) = ©° — (1)° # o,

Ot = % = ° =0, [ (113, 114) = 2° —
2)° =0,19 (115, 116) = (1)° — (1)° =0,
Combination 6 is not equal to zero at the level 1 for

O (19, 10).
Combination 7:

Atthelevel 1, 19 (¢, 1) = (D= (0)° £ 0, 19 (15, 14) =

M — 1°

0,/ s, 1) = (1D° — 2° = o,
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TABLE 7. Decision combinations for renewable energy alternative 5.

-
IS
=
=S

Alternative 5

=
Ll
=
o
5%
0
-
—_
=

Combination 1

Combination 2

Combination 3

Combination 4

Combination 5

Combination 6

Combination 7

Combination 8

Combination 9

Combination 10

Combination 11

Combination 12

Combination 13

Combination 14

Combination 15

olalalalalalalalalalalalalalalald
=2 == (== (== =|=|=|2|1=12|1E]3
w(o|w|o|m|o|w|o|m|o|w|o|m|a|w|o|F
=S iesiia-hia-Aiesl ool iavlia=l kool el iavll ia=l ool kool fa-l hav]

w|w|w|w|w|w|w|w|w|w|w|w|w|w|w|w| 5
a=Jia=Ala-Aia-A =l in-d -] iav] iavl lnvl vl Ravl invd Ravl favl Rav]

olalalalalalalalalalalalalalalal|d

R ] R el B et B Bt B B B S e B el R
w|m|w|w|aloo|e|=|w|w|=|alo|alal
sgi=|=|=2 (=== = === =\ ===

w|w|w|w|w|w|w|w|o|o|o|o|o|o|o]e|2
||| ||| ||| ||| |||~ |2
ololololo|olololo|ololololo|olal
w-c-u-u-u-u-u-u-cw-u-uw-uw-ug
ssifievhivelivsdiovhivelivs)iov]ivel fusdovh LvelfvshovhLvel fus) :j
g=|=|=2 (=== |= === === =

Combination 16

TABLE 8. Decision combinations of innovation adoption life cycle patterns for renewable energy alternatives.

Alternative 2
(Combination 5)

Alternative 1
(Combination 2)

Time/
Alternatives

(Combination 2)

Alternative 4 Alternative 5
(Combination 1) | (Combination 6)

Alternative 3

T1

G B G

T2

T3

T4

T5

T6

T7

T8

T9

T10

T11

T12

T13

T14

T15

S|lQlg|o|m|alz|a|w(m|ZE|a|v|al=|a
S|l |o|v|alv|a|E|w|E|w|v|a||w

T16

slw|w|Qe|o|Z|w| v o= |a|w|w|=
—s|lal=|alm|al|a|va|g = = lw|=
slwli=|alm|ol=E e a|v | w|v|w| =

7, 18) = @)° = (1) = 0,1 (19, 110) = (0)° — (1) #
0, f (11, 112) = ()° = (D° = 0, 1O (113, 114) = (2)° -
2)° =0, (115, 116) = ()° = ()° =0,

Ol ) = (1)° = 0)° # 0. Due to this situation,
it is identified that combination 7 cannot be illustrated for the
level 2,3, and 4.

Combination 8:

Atthelevel 1,1 (11, 1) = (2)° = (0)° # 0, 1% (13, 14) =
M= M)° =0, s, 16) = (1)° = (2)° = 0,10 (17, 15) =
2° =M = 0%, n0) = ©° - 1° # 0,
FOt,n2) = 1 = M° =0, [ 3, 00) = (2° -
2)° = 0,11 (115, 116) = ()° — () =0,

Ol ) = 22 — (0)° # 0 and combination 8 is
not appropriate for the hierarchical forms of geometrical
patterns at all levels. Similar procedure is also applied for
the combinations of other alternatives and the combinations
are selected that are consistent for the innovation adoption
life cycle patterns at all levels. The results are presented
in Table 8.

VOLUME 9, 2021

B. SECTION 2: RANKING THE INNOVATION ADOPTION
LIFE CYCLE PERFORMANCE OF THE RENEWABLE ENERGY
ALTERNATIVES

The first step of this section includes the construction of
IT2 fuzzy decision matrix. Table 9 gives information about
the details of this matrix.

In the next step, the defuzzfied values of decision matrix
are calculated. Table 10 demonstrates this matrix for the fact
that alpha-level set is equal to zero.

The following step is related to the calculation of the
weighted decision matrix. Groups weighs of innovation adop-
tion life cycle are given in theory as 16% for innovators and
early Adopters; 34% for early majority; 34% for late major-
ity; 16% for laggards. For this study, each group is divided
into 4 stages to be able to define the hierarchical forms
of geometrical patterns with integer code series. Accord-
ingly, the weights are normalized by considering 16 dif-
ferent time spans. The time weights are calculated as 4%
for time 1-4; 8.5% for time 5-12; 4% for time 13-16. The
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TABLE 9. IT2 fuzzy decision matrix.

((0,0.1,0.1,0.3;1,1),(0.05,0.
1,0.1,0.2;0.9,0.9))

((0.1,0.3,0.3,0.5;1,1),(0.2,0
3,0.3,0.4;0.9,0.9))

((0.1,0.3,0.3,0.5;1,1),(0.2,0
3,0.3,0.4;0.9,0.9))

((0.1,0.3,0.3,0.5;1,1),(0.2,0
3,0.3,0.4;0.9,0.9))

((0.1,0.3,0.3,0.5;1,1),(0.2,0
3,0.3,0.4;0.9,0.9))

((0.3,0.5,0.5,0.7;1,1),(0.4,0
5,0.5,0.6;0.9,0.9))

((0.5,0.7,0.7,0.9;1,1),(0.6,0
7,0.7,0.8;0.9,0.9))

((0,0.1,0.1,0.3;1,1),(0.05,0.
1,0.1,0.2;0.9,0.9))

((0.5,0.7,0.7,0.9;1,1),(0.6,0
7,0.7,0.8;0.9,0.9))

((0,0.1,0.1,0.3;1,1),(0.05,0.
1,0.1,0.2;0.9,0.9))

((0.3,0.5,0.5,0.7;1,1),(0.4,0
15,0.5,0.6;0.9,0.9))

((0.1,0.3,0.3,0.5;1,1),(0.2,0
3,0.3,0.4;0.9,0.9))

((0.7,0.9,0.9,1;1,1),(0.8,0.9
,0.9,0.95;0.9,0.9))

((0.3,0.5,0.5,0.7;1,1),(0.4,0
5,0.5,0.6;0.9,0.9))

((0.7,0.9,0.9,1;1,1),(0.8,0.9
,0.9,0.95;0.9,0.9))

Alternative 1 Alternative 2 Alternative 3 Alternative 4 Alternative 5

T | ((0.5,0.7,0.7,0.9;1,1),(0.6,0 | ((0.7,0.9,0.9,1;1,1),(0.8,0.9 | ((0.5,0.7,0.7,0.9;1,1),(0.6,0 | ((0.7,0.9,0.9,1;1,1),(0.8,0.9 | ((0.5,0.7,0.7,0.9;1,1),(0.6,0
1 .7,0.7,0.8;0.9,0.9)) ,0.9,0.95;0.9,0.9)) .7,0.7,0.8;0.9,0.9)) ,0.9,0.95;0.9,0.9)) .7,0.7,0.8;0.9,0.9))

T | ((0.1,0.3,0.3,0.5;1,1),(0.2,0 | ((0,0.1,0.1,0.3;1,1),(0.05,0. | ((0,0.1,0.1,0.3;1,1),(0.05,0. | ((0,0.1,0.1,0.3;1,1),(0.05,0. | ((0,0.1,0.1,0.3;1,1),(0.05,0.
2 .3,0.3,0.4;0.9,0.9)) 1,0.1,0.2;0.9,0.9)) 1,0.1,0.2;0.9,0.9)) 1,0.1,0.2;0.9,0.9)) 1,0.1,0.2;0.9,0.9))

T | ((0.5,0.7,0.7,0.9;1,1),(0.6,0 | ((0.5,0.7,0.7,0.9;1,1),(0.6,0 | ((0.7,0.9,0.9,1;1,1),(0.8,0.9 | ((0,0.1,0.1,0.3;1,1),(0.05,0. | ((0.7,0.9,0.9,1;1,1),(0.8,0.9
3 .7,0.7,0.8;0.9,0.9)) .7,0.7,0.8;0.9,0.9)) ,0.9,0.95;0.9,0.9)) 1,0.1,0.2;0.9,0.9)) ,0.9,0.95;0.9,0.9))

T | ((0.1,0.3,0.3,0.5;1,1),(0.2,0 | ((0.1,0.3,0.3,0.5;1,1),(0.2,0 | ((0.1,0.3,0.3,0.5;1,1),(0.2,0 | ((0.7,0.9,0.9,1;1,1),(0.8,0.9 | ((0.1,0.3,0.3,0.5;1,1),(0.2,0
4 .3,0.3,0.4;0.9,0.9)) .3,0.3,0.4,0.9,0.9)) .3,0.3,0.4;0.9,0.9)) ,0.9,0.95;0.9,0.9)) .3,0.3,0.4;0.9,0.9))

T | ((0.5,0.7,0.7,0.9;1,1),(0.6,0 | ((0.7,0.9,0.9,1;1,1),(0.8,0.9 | ((0.3,0.5,0.5,0.7;1,1),(0.4,0 | ((0.7,0.9,0.9,1;1,1),(0.8,0.9 | ((0.7,0.9,0.9,1;1,1),(0.8,0.9
5 .7,0.7,0.8;0.9,0.9)) ,0.9,0.95;0.9,0.9)) .5,0.5,0.6;0.9,0.9)) ,0.9,0.95;0.9,0.9)) ,0.9,0.95;0.9,0.9))

T | ((0,0.1,0.1,0.3;1,1),(0.05,0. | ((0,0.1,0.1,0.3;1,1),(0.05,0. | ((0.1,0.3,0.3,0.5;1,1),(0.2,0 | ((0,0.1,0.1,0.3;1,1),(0.05,0. | ((0.1,0.3,0.3,0.5;1,1),(0.2,0
6 1,0.1,0.2;0.9,0.9)) 1,0.1,0.2;0.9,0.9)) .3,0.3,0.4;0.9,0.9)) 1,0.1,0.2;0.9,0.9)) .3,0.3,0.4;,0.9,0.9))

T | ((0.7,0.9,0.9,1;1,1),(0.8,0.9 | ((0.7,0.9,0.9,1;1,1),(0.8,0.9 | ((0.5,0.7,0.7,0.9;1,1),(0.6,0 | ((0.3,0.5,0.5,0.7;1,1),(0.4,0 | ((0.5,0.7,0.7,0.9;1,1),(0.6,0
7 ,0.9,0.95;0.9,0.9)) ,0.9,0.95;0.9,0.9)) .7,0.7,0.8;0.9,0.9)) .5,0.5,0.6;0.9,0.9)) .7,0.7,0.8;0.9,0.9))

T | ((0.1,0.3,0.3,0.5;1,1),(0.2,0 | ((0,0.1,0.1,0.3;1,1),(0.05,0. | ((0.3,0.5,0.5,0.7;1,1),(0.4,0 | ((0.3,0.5,0.5,0.7;1,1),(0.4,0 | ((0,0.1,0.1,0.3;1,1),(0.05,0.
8 .3,0.3,0.4;0.9,0.9)) 1,0.1,0.2;0.9,0.9)) .5,0.5,0.6;0.9,0.9)) .5,0.5,0.6;0.9,0.9)) 1,0.1,0.2;0.9,0.9))

T | ((0.5,0.7,0.7,0.9;1,1),(0.6,0 | ((0.5,0.7,0.7,0.9;1,1),(0.6,0 | ((0.7,0.9,0.9,1;1,1),(0.8,0.9 | ((0.5,0.7,0.7,0.9;1,1),(0.6,0 | ((0.7,0.9,0.9,1;1,1),(0.8,0.9
9 .7,0.7,0.8;0.9,0.9)) .7,0.7,0.8;0.9,0.9)) ,0.9,0.95;0.9,0.9)) .7,0.7,0.8;0.9,0.9)) ,0.9,0.95;0.9,0.9))

T ((0.5,0.7,0.7,0.9;1,1),(0.6,0 | ((0.1,0.3,0.3,0.5;1,1),(0.2,0 | ((0,0.1,0.1,0.3;1,1),(0.05,0. | ((0.1,0.3,0.3,0.5;1,1),(0.2,0 | ((0,0.1,0.1,0.3;1,1),(0.05,0.
0 .7,0.7,0.8;0.9,0.9)) .3,0.3,0.4;0.9,0.9)) 1,0.1,0.2;0.9,0.9)) .3,0.3,0.4;0.9,0.9)) 1,0.1,0.2;0.9,0.9))

T ((0.1,0.3,0.3,0.5;1,1),(0.2,0 | ((0.5,0.7,0.7,0.9;1,1),(0.6,0 | ((0.3,0.5,0.5,0.7;1,1),(0.4,0 | ((0.5,0.7,0.7,0.9;1,1),(0.6,0 | ((0.5,0.7,0.7,0.9;1,1),(0.6,0
1 .3,0.3,0.4;0.9,0.9)) .7,0.7,0.8;0.9,0.9)) .5,0.5,0.6;0.9,0.9)) .7,0.7,0.8;0.9,0.9)) .7,0.7,0.8;0.9,0.9))

Ff ((0.1,0.3,0.3,0.5;1,1),(0.2,0 | ((0.1,0.3,0.3,0.5;1,1),(0.2,0 | ((0.3,0.5,0.5,0.7;1,1),(0.4,0 | ((0.1,0.3,0.3,0.5;1,1),(0.2,0 | ((0.1,0.3,0.3,0.5;1,1),(0.2,0
5 .3,0.3,0.4;0.9,0.9)) .3,0.3,0.4;0.9,0.9)) .5,0.5,0.6;0.9,0.9)) .3,0.3,0.4;0.9,0.9)) .3,0.3,0.4;0.9,0.9))

1{ ((0.7,0.9,0.9,1;1,1),(0.8,0.9 | ((0.5,0.7,0.7,0.9;1,1),(0.6,0 | ((0.5,0.7,0.7,0.9;1,1),(0.6,0 | ((0.3,0.5,0.5,0.7;1,1),(0.4,0 | ((0.5,0.7,0.7,0.9;1,1),(0.6,0
3 ,0.9,0.95;0.9,0.9)) .7,0.7,0.8;0.9,0.9)) .7,0.7,0.8;0.9,0.9)) .5,0.5,0.6;0.9,0.9)) .7,0.7,0.8;0.9,0.9))

T

1

4

T

1

5

T

1

6

TABLE 10. Defuzzified decision matrix (alpha-level set: 0).

TABLE 11. Weighted decision matrix (alpha-level set: 0).

Al | A2 | A3 | A4 | A5 Al | A2 | A3 | A4 | A5
T1 ]10.70 | 0.86 | 0.70 | 0.86 | 0.70 T1 |1 0.03 |0.03 |0.03]0.03]0.03
T2 1030 0.14 | 0.14 | 0.14 | 0.14 T2 |1 0.01 | 0.01 | 0.01 | 0.01 | 0.01
T3 ]10.70 | 0.70 | 0.86 | 0.14 | 0.86 T3 |10.03|0.03 |0.03]0.01]0.03
T4 ]10.30 | 0.30 | 0.30 | 0.86 | 0.30 T4 | 0.01 | 0.01 | 0.01 | 0.03 | 0.01
T5 ]10.70 | 0.86 | 0.50 | 0.86 | 0.86 T5 |1 0.06 | 0.07 | 0.04 | 0.07 | 0.07
T6 | 0.14 | 0.14 | 0.30 | 0.14 | 0.30 T6 | 0.01 | 0.01 | 0.03 | 0.01 | 0.03
T7 10.86 | 0.86 | 0.70 | 0.50 | 0.70 T7 10.07 | 0.07 | 0.06 | 0.04 | 0.06
T8 ]10.30 | 0.14 | 0.50 | 0.50 | 0.14 T8 |10.03|0.01 |0.040.040.01
T9 10.70 | 0.70 | 0.86 | 0.70 | 0.86 T9 10.06 | 0.06 | 0.07 | 0.06 | 0.07
T10 ] 0.70 | 0.30 | 0.14 | 0.30 | 0.14 T10 | 0.06 | 0.03 | 0.01 | 0.03 | 0.01
T11 ] 0.30 | 0.70 | 0.50 | 0.70 | 0.70 T11 | 0.03 | 0.06 | 0.04 | 0.06 | 0.06
T12 1 0.30 | 0.30 | 0.50 | 0.30 | 0.30 T12 | 0.03 | 0.03 | 0.04 | 0.03 | 0.03
T13 ] 0.86 | 0.70 | 0.70 | 0.50 | 0.70 T13 | 0.03 | 0.03 | 0.03 | 0.02 | 0.03
T14 1 0.14 | 0.30 | 0.30 | 0.30 | 0.30 T14 | 0.01 | 0.01 | 0.01 | 0.01 | 0.01
T1510.50 | 0.70 | 0.14 | 0.70 | 0.14 T15 ] 0.02 | 0.03 | 0.01 | 0.03 | 0.01
T16 | 0.50 | 0.30 | 0.86 | 0.50 | 0.86 T16 | 0.02 | 0.01 | 0.03 | 0.02 | 0.03

details of the weighted decision matrix are demonstrated on
Table 11.

After that, the values of D+, D—, and CCi are calculated
and the details are given in Table 12.

Finally, renewable energy alternatives are ranked for dif-
ferent alpha sets. Table 13 explains the analysis results.

Table 13 indicates that solar (A1) is the best renewable
energy alternative for innovation potential. Additionally, it is
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TABLE 12. The values of D+, D— and CCi (alpha-level set: 0).

Alternatives | D+ D- CCi
Alternative 1 | 0.057 | 0.069 | 0.549
Alternative 2 | 0.063 | 0.066 | 0.515
Alternative 3 | 0.070 | 0.060 | 0.464
Alternative 4 | 0.064 | 0.066 | 0.510
Alternative 5 | 0.070 | 0.065 | 0.483

also identified that wind (A2) is also another significant
renewable energy type that has a great innovation potential.
Moreover, geothermal energy (A4) has the third rank with
respect to the innovation potential. On the other side, it is
also concluded that biomass (A3) and hydroelectric energy
(5) have lower importance in comparison with the others.
Furthermore, the ranking results are quite similar for different
alpha cuts. This condition demonstrates that the analysis
results are coherent and reliable. On the other side, a com-
parative analysis has also been performed by considering
IT2 fuzzy VIKOR methodology. The ranking results are
demonstrated on Table 14.

Table 14 indicates that the analysis results of IT2 fuzzy
TOPSIS and IT2 fuzzy VIKOR are quite similar. This situa-
tion gives information that the ranking results are consistent.

IV. CONCLUSION

The aim of this study is to evaluate the innovation adoption
performance of the renewable energy alternatives. For this
purpose, a 2-stage model is constructed by considering the
integer code series enhanced I'T2 fuzzy decision support sys-
tem with alpha cuts. The first stage includes the identification
of the decision combinations of innovation adoption life cycle
patterns with integer code series. On the other side, in the

second stage, the innovation adoption life cycle performance
of the renewable energy alternatives is ranked. In this regard,
IT2 fuzzy TOPSIS methodology is taken into consideration
with alpha cuts. Moreover, a comparative evaluation is also
conducted by considering IT2 fuzzy VIKOR. It is identi-
fied that the analysis results are quite coherent and reliable.
The findings indicate that solar energy is the most appropri-
ate renewable energy type to make innovation. Hence, it is
obvious that making investment to solar energy alternatives
provides opportunity to adopt technologic innovation more
easily. Moreover, wind is found as another significant renew-
able energy type that has a great innovation potential. How-
ever, biomass and hydroelectricity have lower importance in
comparison with others. Additionally, the ranking results are
the same for different alpha cuts. Thus, it is obvious that the
analysis results are coherent and reliable.

V. LIMITATIONS AND IMPLICATIONS

The very high initial costs are one of the most important
obstacles in increasing renewable energy investments. There-
fore, this problem should be reduced by focusing on research
and development studies. The reason for this is that tech-
nological developments for renewable energy alternatives
contribute to the reduction of costs. However, this situation
stated for each type of renewable energy may not be as
important. The results obtained in this study are that the
innovation potential of solar energy is very good compared
to others. Thanks to technological developments, the capacity
of electrical energy obtained from solar energy has increased
significantly especially in recent years. Considering this
information, it is predicted that technological developments
for solar energy will increase even more in the coming years.
In this context, it would be appropriate for investors who
want to invest in renewable energy alternatives to prioritize

TABLE 13. Ranking results of renewable energy alternatives by alpha level sets with IT2 fuzzy TOPSIS.

Alpha Levels
Alternatives
0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1 Average
Al 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
A2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
A3 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5
A4 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
A5 4| 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 | 4 4
TABLE 14. Ranking results of renewable energy alternatives by alpha level sets with IT2 fuzzy VIKOR.
Alpha Levels
Alternatives
0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1 Average
Al 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
A2 2 2 2 2 3 3 2 2 2 2 2 2
A3 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5
A4 3 3 3 3 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3
A5 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4
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solar energy. Thanks to the predicted technological advances,
the costs of solar energy investments will be reduced signif-
icantly. On the other hand, it is obvious that the efficiency
of solar energy investments will be much higher compared
to other renewable energy types with the increased capacity.
This situation will contribute both to increase the profitability
of renewable energy investors and to the achievement of the
sustainable development goals of the countries.

There are many studies in the literature indicating that
the innovation potential of solar energy investments is high.
For example, Saymbetov et al. [49], Wong et al. [50] and
Dahlioui et al. [51] stated that important work has been
done to increase the efficiency of electrical energy produc-
tion with solar cells. In this context, with the application
of the biaxial photovoltaic system, it is possible to move
the system carrying the solar panels to direct them to the
sun. In this way, maximum benefit from solar energy can
be achieved. This situation also contributes to the increase
in the amount of obtained electricity. In addition to these
studies, Cheng et al. [52] and Li ef al. [53] conducted an
analysis of renewable energy investments. As a result, it is
identified that investors should give priority to solar energy
projects. Technological developments regarding solar energy
investments have been shown as the main reason for this
situation. They indicated that solar energy investments will
be much more efficient than others. Also, Li et al. [54],
Ahmed et al. [55] and Kabir et al. [56] underlined that owing
to the technological developments, solar energy investments
will be even more effective in the future. In this way, it was
stated that solar energy projects will both provide significant
profit to investors and contribute to the economic develop-
ment of the country.

The main contribution of this study is generating a novel
model to evaluate the innovation potential of renewable
energy alternatives by considering IT2 fuzzy TOPSIS based
on the integer code series and alpha cuts. However, focusing
on only the innovation potential of the renewable energy
investments is a significant limitation of this study. In the
future studies, more specific analysis can be conducted, such
as technological improvements of these energy types. Addi-
tionally, it is also possible to examine renewable energy types
separately. On the other side, different methodologies can
be considered in the analysis process, such as DEMATEL,
and MOORA. In addition to these issues, another significant
limitation of this study is that there is no industrial applica-
tion. Instead of this situation, this study has a leading role for
the investors. Hence, in the following studies, an industrial
evaluation can be conducted based on the innovation of the
renewable energy projects.

REFERENCES

[1] M. Shahbaz, C. Raghutla, K. R. Chittedi, Z. Jiao, and X. V. Vo, “The effect
of renewable energy consumption on economic growth: Evidence from the
renewable energy country attractive index,” Energy, vol. 207, Sep. 2020,
Art. no. 118162.

[2] S. A. R. Khan, Z. Yu, A. Belhadi, and A. Mardani, “Investigating the
effects of renewable energy on international trade and environmental qual-
ity,” J. Environ. Manage., vol. 272, Oct. 2020, Art. no. 111089.

34918

[3]

[4

[l

[5]

[6]

[71

[8

—

[9]

(10]

(11]

[12]

[13]

(14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

(18]

[19]

[20]

(21]

(22]

(23]

R. Vakulchuk, I. Overland, and D. Scholten, ‘“Renewable energy and
geopolitics: A review,” Renew. Sustain. Energy Rev., vol. 122, Apr. 2020,
Art. no. 109547.

L. J. Sonter, M. C. Dade, J. E. M. Watson, and R. K. Valenta, ‘“‘Renewable
energy production will exacerbate mining threats to biodiversity,” Nature
Commun., vol. 11, no. 1, pp. 1-6, Dec. 2020.

C. Inés, P. L. Guilherme, M.-G. Esther, G. Swantje, H. Stephen, and
H. Lars, “Regulatory challenges and opportunities for collective renew-
able energy prosumers in the EU,” Energy Policy, vol. 138, Mar. 2020,
Art. no. 111212.

R. Wang, Q. Sun, W. Hu, Y. Li, D. Ma, and P. Wang, “SoC-based droop
coefficients stability region analysis of the battery for stand-alone supply
systems with constant power loads,” IEEE Trans. Power Electron., early
access, Jan. 5, 2021, doi: 10.1109/TPEL.2021.3049241.

Y. Li, W. Gao, W. Yan, S. Huang, R. Wang, V. Gevorgian, and D. W. Gao,
“Data-driven optimal control strategy for virtual synchronous generator
via deep reinforcement learning approach,” J. Mod. Power Syst. Clean
Energy, early access, Jan. 25, 2021, doi: 10.35833/MPCE.2020.000267.
L. Yushuai, W. Gao, W. Gao, H. Zhang, and J. Zhou, ““A distributed double-
Newton descent algorithm for cooperative energy management of multiple
energy bodies in energy Internet,” IEEE Trans. Ind. Informat., early access,
Oct. 12, 2020, doi: 10.1109/T11.2020.3029974.

G. Surie, “Creating the innovation ecosystem for renewable energy via
social entrepreneurship: Insights from India,” Technol. Forecasting Social
Change, vol. 121, pp. 184-195, Aug. 2017.

Z.-X. He, S.-C. Xu, Q.-B. Li, and B. Zhao, ‘“Factors that influence
renewable energy technological innovation in China: A dynamic panel
approach,” Sustainability, vol. 10, no. 2, p. 124, Jan. 2018.

P. Bayer, L. Dolan, and J. Urpelainen, “Global patterns of renewable
energy innovation, 1990-2009,” Energy Sustain. Develop., vol. 17, no. 3,
pp. 288-295, Jun. 2013.

J. S. Lacerda and J. C. J. M. van den Bergh, “Effectiveness of an ‘open
innovation’ approach in renewable energy: Empirical evidence from a
survey on solar and wind power,” Renew. Sustain. Energy Rev., vol. 118,
Feb. 2020, Art. no. 109505.

D. Saygin, R. Kempener, N. Wagner, M. Ayuso, and D. Gielen,
“The implications for renewable energy innovation of doubling the share
of renewables in the global energy mix between 2010 and 2030,” Energies,
vol. 8, no. 6, pp. 5828-5865, Jun. 2015.

J. Liang and D. J. Fiorino, ““The implications of policy stability for renew-
able energy innovation in the united states, 1974-2009: Implications of
policy stability,” Policy Stud. J., vol. 41, no. 1, pp. 97-118, Feb. 2013.

L. Nesta, F. Vona, and F. Nicolli, “Environmental policies, competition and
innovation in renewable energy,” J. Environ. Econ. Manage., vol. 67, no. 3,
pp. 396411, May 2014.

J. Noailly and R. Smeets, “Directing technical change from fossil-fuel to
renewable energy innovation: An application using firm-level patent data,”
J. Environ. Econ. Manage., vol. 72, pp. 15-37, Jul. 2015.

A. T. Pitelis, “Industrial policy for renewable energy: The innovation
impact of European policy instruments and their interactions,” Competi-
tion Change, vol. 22, no. 3, pp. 227-254, Jun. 2018.

H. L. Mendonga, T. D. L. van Aduard de Macedo-Soares, and
M. V. D. A. Fonseca, ‘“Working towards a framework based on mission-
oriented practices for assessing renewable energy innovation policies,”
J. Cleaner Prod., vol. 193, pp. 709-719, Aug. 2018.

F. Groba and J. Cao, “Chinese renewable energy technology exports: The
role of policy, innovation and markets,” Environ. Resour. Econ., vol. 60,
no. 2, pp. 243-283, Feb. 2015.

K. S. Rogge and J. Schleich, “Exploring the role of instrument design
and instrument interaction for eco-innovation: A survey-based analysis of
renewable energy innovation in Germany,” in New Developments in Eco-
Innovation Research. Cham, Switzerland: Springer, 2018, pp. 233-256.
A. Pitelis, N. Vasilakos, and K. Chalvatzis, ‘‘Fostering innovation in renew-
able energy technologies: Choice of policy instruments and effectiveness,”
Renew. Energy, vol. 151, pp. 1163-1172, May 2020.

J. Cui, X. Liu, Y. Sun, and H. Yu, “Can CDM projects trigger host
countries’ innovation in renewable energy? Evidence of firm-level dataset
from China,” Energy Policy, vol. 139, Apr. 2020, Art. no. 111349.

Y. Cheng and X. Yao, “Carbon intensity reduction assessment of renewable
energy technology innovation in China: A panel data model with cross-
section dependence and slope heterogeneity,” Renew. Sustain. Energy Rev.,
vol. 135, Jan. 2021, Art. no. 110157.

VOLUME 9, 2021


http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TPEL.2021.3049241
http://dx.doi.org/10.35833/MPCE.2020.000267
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TII.2020.3029974

Y. Zhao et al.: Integer Code Series Enhanced IT2 Fuzzy Decision Support System With Alpha Cuts

IEEE Access

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

[28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

[32]

[33]

[34]

[35]

[36]

[37]

[38]

[39]

[40]

[41]

[42]

[43]

Y. Wang, L. Xu, and Y. A. Solangi, “Strategic renewable energy resources
selection for pakistan: Based on SWOT-fuzzy AHP approach,” Sustain.
Cities Soc., vol. 52, Jan. 2020, Art. no. 101861.

O. Alkan and O. K. Albayrak, “Ranking of renewable energy
sources for regions in turkey by fuzzy entropy based fuzzy COPRAS
and fuzzy MULTIMOORA,” Renew. Energy, vol. 162, pp.712-726,
Dec. 2020.

P. Rani, A. R. Mishra, K. R. Pardasani, A. Mardani, H. Liao, and
D. Streimikiene, “A novel VIKOR approach based on entropy and
divergence measures of pythagorean fuzzy sets to evaluate renewable
energy technologies in india,” J. Cleaner Prod., vol. 238, Nov. 2019,
Art. no. 117936.

X. Li, S. Zhu, S. Yiiksel, H. Dincer, and G. G. Ubay, “Kano-based
mapping of innovation strategies for renewable energy alternatives using
hybrid interval type-2 fuzzy decision-making approach,” Energy, vol. 211,
Nov. 2020, Art. no. 118679.

H. Dincer and S. Yiiksel, “Multidimensional evaluation of global invest-
ments on the renewable energy with the integrated fuzzy decision-
making model under the hesitancy,” Int. J. Energy Res., vol. 43, no. 5,
pp. 1775-1784, Apr. 2019.

J. Zhong, X. Hu, S. Yuksel, H. Dincer, and G. G. Ubay, “Analyz-
ing the investments strategies for renewable energies based on multi-
criteria decision model,” IEEE Access, vol. 8, pp.118818-118840,
2020.

I. Lopez-Yanez and C. Yanez-Marquez, ‘“Using binary decision diagrams
to efficiently represent alpha-beta associative memories,” in Proc. Elec-
tron., Robot. Automot. Mech. Conf. (CERMA), Sep. 2006, pp. 172-177.
C. Yiiiez, E. Felipe-Riveron, I. Lopez-Yanez, and R. Flores-Carapia,
“A novel approach to automatic color matching,” in Proc.
Iberoamerican Congr. Pattern Recognit. Berlin, Germany: Springer, 2006,
pp. 529-538.

I. R. Godinez, 1. Lépez-Yanez, and C. Yanez-Marquez, “Classifying pat-
terns in bioinformatics databases by using Alpha-Beta associative mem-
ories,” in Biomedical Data and Applications. Berlin, Germany: Springer,
2009, pp. 187-210.

D. Qiu, H. Dinger, S. Yiiksel, and G. G. Ubay, “Multi-faceted analysis of
systematic risk-based wind energy investment decisions in €7 economies
using modified hybrid modeling with IT2 fuzzy sets,” Energies, vol. 13,
no. 6, p. 1423, Mar. 2020.

A. C. Tolga, I. B. Parlak, and O. Castillo, “Finite-interval-valued type-2
Gaussian fuzzy numbers applied to fuzzy TODIM in a healthcare prob-
lem,” Eng. Appl. Artif. Intell., vol. 87, Jan. 2020, Art. no. 103352.

L. Du, H. Dinger, I. Ersin, and S. Yiiksel, “IT2 fuzzy-based multidimen-
sional evaluation of coal energy for sustainable economic development,”
Energies, vol. 13, no. 10, p. 2453, May 2020.

Y.-Y. Yang, X.-W. Liu, and F. Liu, “Trapezoidal interval type-2 fuzzy
TOPSIS using alpha-cuts,” Int. J. Fuzzy Syst., vol. 22, no. 1, pp. 293-309,
Feb. 2020.

S. R. Kannan, R. K. Mohapatra, and T.-P. Hong, “The invention of new
sequences through classifying and counting fuzzy matrices,” Soft Comput.,
pp. 1-14, Oct. 2020.

L. Zhang, J. Zhan, and Y. Yao, “Intuitionistic fuzzy TOPSIS method based
on CVPIFRS models: An application to biomedical problems,” Inf. Sci.,
vol. 517, pp. 315-339, May 2020.

M. Akram, Shumaiza, and M. Arshad, “Bipolar fuzzy TOPSIS and bipolar
fuzzy ELECTRE-I methods to diagnosis,” Comput. Appl. Math., vol. 39,
no. 1, pp. 1-21, Mar. 2020.

P. Rani, A. R. Mishra, A. Mardani, F. Cavallaro, M. Alrasheedi, and
A. Alrashidi, “A novel approach to extended fuzzy TOPSIS based on new
divergence measures for renewable energy sources selection,” J. Cleaner
Prod., vol. 257, Jun. 2020, Art. no. 120352.

H. Dincer and S. Yiiksel, “Comparative evaluation of BSC-based new
service development competencies in turkish banking sector with the
integrated fuzzy hybrid MCDM using content analysis,” Int. J. Fuzzy Syst.,
vol. 20, no. 8, pp. 2497-2516, Dec. 2018.

H. Dinger and S. Yiiksel, “An integrated stochastic fuzzy MCDM approach
to the balanced scorecard-based service evaluation,” Math. Comput.
Simul., vol. 166, pp. 93-112, Dec. 2019.

S. Kumar, B. Singh, M. A. Qadri, Y. S. Kumar, and A. Haleem, “A frame-
work for comparative evaluation of lean performance of firms using fuzzy
TOPSIS,” Int. J. Productiv. Qual. Manage., vol. 11, no. 4, pp. 371-392,
2013.

VOLUME 9, 2021

(44]

[45]

[46]

(47]

(48]

[49]

[50]

(51]

(52]

[53]

[54]

[55]

[56]

“

B. Daneshvar Rouyendegh, A. Yildizbasi, and U. Z. B. Arikan, “Using
intuitionistic fuzzy TOPSIS in site selection of wind power plants in
turkey,” Adv. Fuzzy Syst., vol. 2018, pp. 1-14, Aug. 2018.

B. D. Rouyendegh, A. Yildizbasi, and P. Ustiinyer, “Intuitionistic fuzzy
TOPSIS method for green supplier selection problem,” Soft Comput.,
vol. 24, no. 3, pp. 2215-2228, Feb. 2020.

M. Gul, M. F. Ak, and A. F. Guneri, “Pythagorean fuzzy VIKOR-based
approach for safety risk assessment in mine industry,” J. Saf. Res., vol. 69,
pp. 135-153, Jun. 2019.

T.-Y. Chen, “Remoteness index-based pythagorean fuzzy VIKOR methods
with a generalized distance measure for multiple criteria decision analy-
sis,” Inf. Fusion, vol. 41, pp. 129-150, May 2018.

W. Yang and Y. Pang, “Hesitant interval-valued pythagorean fuzzy
VIKOR method,” Int. J. Intell. Syst., vol. 34, no. 5, pp.754-789,
May 2019.

A. K. Saymbetov, M. K. Nurgaliyev, Y. Tulkibaiuly, Y. K. Toshmurodov,
Y. D. Nalibayev, G. B. Dosymbetova, N. B. Kuttybay,
M. M. Gylymzhanova, and Y. A. Svanbayev, “Method for increasing the
efficiency of a biaxial solar tracker with exact solar orientation,” Appl.
Sol. Energy, vol. 54, no. 2, pp. 126-130, Mar. 2018.

Y.-T. Wong, P-C. Lin, C.-W. Tseng, Y.-W. Huang, Y.-A. Su,
W.-C. Chen, and C.-C. Chueh, “Biaxially-extended side-chain
engineering of benzodithiophene-based conjugated polymers and
their applications in polymer solar cells,” Organic Electron., vol. 79,
Apr. 2020, Art. no. 105630.

D. Dahlioui, S. E. Ayane, S. M. Alaoui, A. Barhdadi, G. Dambrine,
E. Menard, and J. Boardman, “Innovative cleaning technique for PV
modules on helioslite biaxial solar trackers,” in Proc. 6th Int. Renew.
Sustain. Energy Conf. (IRSEC), Dec. 2018, pp. 1-4.

F. Cheng, M. Lin, S. Yuksel, H. Dincer, and H. Kalkavan, “A hybrid
hesitant 2-tuple IVSF decision making approach to analyze PERT-
based critical paths of new service development process for renew-
able energy investment projects,” IEEE Access, vol. 9, pp. 3947-3969,
2021.

Y.-X. Li, Z.-X. Wu, H. Dincer, H. Kalkavan, and S. Yiiksel, “Analyzing
TRIZ-based strategic priorities of customer expectations for renewable
energy investments with interval type-2 fuzzy modeling,” Energy Rep.,
vol. 7, pp. 95-108, Nov. 2021.

M.-J. Li, H.-H. Zhu, J.-Q. Guo, K. Wang, and W.-Q. Tao, “The devel-
opment technology and applications of supercritical CO2 power cycle in
nuclear energy, solar energy and other energy industries,” Appl. Thermal
Eng., vol. 126, pp. 255-275, Nov. 2017.

F. E. Ahmed, R. Hashaikeh, and N. Hilal, ““Solar powered desalination—
technology, energy and future outlook,” Desalination, vol. 453, pp. 54-76,
Mar. 2019.

E. Kabir, P. Kumar, S. Kumar, A. A. Adelodun, and K.-H. Kim, “Solar
energy: Potential and future prospects,” Renew. Sustain. Energy Rev.,
vol. 82, pp. 894-900, Feb. 2018.

YIQING ZHAO received the B.S. degree in
applied computing and the M.A. degree in applied
international business from the University of
Greenwich, London, UK., in 2010 and 2012,
respectively, and the Ph.D. degree from Anglia
Ruskin University, Essex, U.K., in 2018. Since
2018, he has been a Lecturer with the Logistics
School, Linyi University, China. He is the author
of two articles. His research interests include
energy investment, green supply chain manage-

ment, fuzzy decision supports, regression analysis, and big data analysis.

34919



IEEE Access

Y. Zhao et al.: Integer Code Series Enhanced IT2 Fuzzy Decision Support System With Alpha Cuts

FEI CHENG received the B.S. degree in bio-
engineering from Henan Agricultural University,
China, in 2003, and the M.E. degree in political
economy from Central China Normal University,
‘Wuhan, China, in 2007. From 2007 to 2014, he was
a Lecturer with Yulin Normal University, Yulin,
China. He is currently pursuing the Ph.D. degree
in finance with the School of Finance, Shanghai
University of Finance and Economics, Shanghai,
China. He is the author of more than six articles.
His research interests include energy investment, corporate finance, and
mathematical modeling.

SERHAT YUKSEL received the B.S. degree in
business administration (in English) from Yeditepe
University, in 2006, with full scholarship, the mas-
ter’s degree in economics from Bogazici Univer-
sity, in 2008, and the Ph.D. degree in banking
from Marmara University, in 2015. He is currently
an Associate Professor of finance with Istanbul
Medipol University. Prior to this, he worked as a
Senior Internal Auditor at Finansbank, Istanbul,
: : Turkey, for seven years, and as an Assistant Profes-
sor with Konya Food and Agriculture University, for one year. His research
interests include energy economics, banking, finance, and financial crisis.
He has more than 140 scientific articles and some of them are indexed in
SSCI, SCI, Scopus, and EconLit. He is also an editor of some books that
would be published by Springer and IGI Global.

34920

HASAN DINCER received the B.A. degree in
financial markets and investment management
from Marmara University, and the Ph.D. degree
in finance and banking with his thesis titled “The
Effect of Changes on the Competitive Strate-
gies of New Service Development in the Banking
Sector.”” He is currently a Professor of finance
with the Faculty of Economics and Administrative
Sciences, Istanbul Medipol University, Istanbul,
Turkey. He has work experience in the finance
industry as a Portfolio Specialist, and his major academic studies focusing on
financial instruments, performance evaluation, and economics. He has over
200 scientific articles and some of them are indexed in SSCI, SCI-Expended,
and Scopus. In addition to them, he is also an editor of many different books
published by Springer and IGI Global. He is the Founder Member of the
Society for the Study of Business and Finance (SSBF) and an Executive
Editor of the International Journal of Finance & Banking Studies (IJFBS).

VOLUME 9, 2021



