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ABSTRACT

DESIGN, ANALYSIS AND OPERATION OF [PMSMS FOR HEV APPLICATIONS

By

Abdul Rehman Tariq

Energy conservation and clean environment are the basic driving factors for the de-

velopment of Hybrid and Electrical Vehicles (HEVS). Efficient electrical machines are

one of the key components of HEVS. Interior Permanent Magnet Synchronous Machines

(IPMSMS) are getting more room in the vehicle industry due to their high power density.

wide speed range and high efficiency. This document presents the different aspects of the

design. analysis and Operation [PMSMS for HEVS applications. Finite Element Method

(FEM) and analytical methods are used for performance analysis. The issues addressed

are efficient machine design for a specific driving cycle. quantitative analysis Of machine’s

performance under overload conditions, effect Of magnet materials on machine design and

an analytical framework for faster calculation of machine losses and torque.

An efficient design of IPMSM is proposed for series hybrid bus based upon the maxi-

mization of‘the Average Driving Cycle Efficiency (.ADCE) for a typical urban driving cycle.

An optimized machine design is the outcome of many design iterations and procedure in-

volves FEM analysis for every design. Design iterations were tuned for machine geometry

and winding topology. Torque speed envelopes and efficiency maps were computed by post

processing of the FEM simulations data and Matlab programming. Inverter losses and the

power required for machine and inverter cooling was also included in the computation of

ADCE.

A method based upon the quantitative analysis is suggested to design and evaluate the

performance Of an IPMSM under overload conditions with increased cooling. Issues Of

demagnetization of the magnets and the current magnitude and angle limits were calculated

using the FEM. The procedure was demonstrated to design and analyze an IPMSM to

maximize the overloading capacity.



An analysis is presented for performance evaluation Of high power density lPMSMs

for elevated operating temperature using different magnet materials. The effect of change

in the characteristics of the permanent magnets with temperature variation is taken into

account in the design evaluation. NdFeB and SmCo magnet machines can be designed for

a specific temperature range. The availability of rare earth magnet materials (NdFeB and

SmCo) across the world at affordable cost, is becoming an issue. In this situation, the ferrite

magnets could be the only option for design of high power density PM machines. Different

machine designs including [PM and flux squeeze were analyzed and their performance is

compared to explore an efficient machine design using ferrite magnets.

FEM takes hours to set up, run and data post-processing of the experiments for every

iteration. An iterative method based upon large elements and Magnetic Equivalent Circuit

(MEC) Of the machine is developed tO reject out the relatively non-efficient designs at early

stage of the design optimization. It encompasses the time stepping transient solution of

the magnetic scalar potential Of a set of equations derived from the MEC of an IPMSM.

Finally. losses and efficiency Of the machine were calculated from magnetic scalar potential

of MEC nodes in much reduced time than required by the FEM.

Six PMSMS are designed and manufactured during this research work. First. IPMSM

is in use for various experiments in the machines test laboratory for more than two years.

Three more machines are built using different magnet materials (one each Of NdFeB, SmCo

and ferrite magnets) in the housing of off the shelf induction machines. Two high power,

water cooled IPMSMs were designed for the power train of series hybrid bus and their

manufacturing was arranged through a vendor.
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Chapter 1

Preamble

1.1 Synopsis and Objectives

Energy conservation and clean environment are the driving factors for the development Of

hybrid and electrical vehicles (HEVs). High power efficient electrical machines are the key

components Of the HEVS. Interior Permanent Magnet Synchronous Machines (IPMSMS)

are widely used in the vehicle industry due to their high power density. wide speed range

and high efficiency. Since HEVs will share a significant part of the automobile market

in near future. more investigation is being carried out for deployment of lPMSMs. This

document presents the research work done in the area of design and performance analysis

of IPMSMS.

Design of an efficient machine for a specific application in reduced time is always the

need for timely completion of the development projects. Efficiency Of IPMSMs varies in its

operating range defined by torque and speed. The torque speed requirements of the traction

machines also vary for different vehicles and driving cycles. Efficiency Of the complete

driving cycle of the traction drive is more impOItant machine design parameter than the ef-

ficiency of traction machine at one operating point. The Optimum machine design (having

maximum efficiency for the complete driving cycle) needs many iterations and Finite Ele-



ment Method (FEM) based upon solving a set of electromagnetic equations in time domain

takes long time for each design iteration. A fast but relatively less accurate method than

FEM is presented here to calculate the iron and magnet losses and torque of IPMSMS. Ma—

chine operatiipm limits in terms of maximum overload current and magnet demagnetization

are also studied to evaluate the machine performance under various operating conditions.

1.2 Principal Contributions

This thesis presents the research work in the area ofefficicnt design. analysis and operation

of the IPMSM for hybrid vehicle application. The major contributions of the research work

are the followings:

1.2.1 Design of IPMSM based upon ADCE

Average Driving Cycle Efficiency (ADCE) is the efficiency of traction drive that depends

upon the energy consumption during the complete driving cycle of the vehicle. A method

is worked out for the calculation of ADCE of a series hybrid bus. In this regard. the co-

efficients Of iron losses were calculated from the manufacturer's data of iron laminations.

Computation of iron and magnets losses was carried out with using FEM.

1.2.2 Machine operation overload

A frame work based upon the quantitative analysis of machine’s Operation under over-

load conditions is presented to evaluate its performance with increased cooling. Issues Of

demagnetization Of the magnets and the current angle limits with varying machine load

current are calculated using FEM. A method is proposed to design an IPMSM for higher

overloading capacity.



1.2.3 Effect of magnet materials on design of PMSMS

AII analysis is presented to evaluate the performance of PMSMs for elevated temperature

applications. It provides in-depth understanding of the usage of the different magnet ma-

terials for a specific design requirement. Furthermore. the machine design Options are

explored for design of high power density PMSMs without using rare earth magnet mate-

rials. Ferrite magnets are used in interior magnet as well as in the flux squeeze design, and

feasible design options are proposed in case of unavailability of rare earth magnets.

1.2.4 Acceleration of machine design

An iterative numerical method based upon the Magnetic Equivalent Circuit (MEC) of an

IPMSM is formulated for calculation of iron and magnet losses and torque in reduced time

than the FEM. IPMSMS. especially those having multilayered magnets and non-symmetric

elements of rotor geometry. Operate in deeper saturation than induction and switched re—

luctance machines. Iron and magnet losses calculation of IPMSM using MEC has not been

explored much in the past and this work contributes towards this Objective. The proposed

method is aimed to be fast and have comparable results with that of the FEM. The machine

geometry is entered to a Matlab based program that solves the MEC of IPMSM considering

the non-linearities in the lamination material due to magnetic saturation. In order to have its

true modeling. manufacturer’s supplied BH curve is used instead higher order polynomials

approximations.

1.3 Organization of Thesis

Chapter 2 presents the basic configurations of HEVs and IPMSMS. It gives an overview Of

hybrid vehicles, configuration of PMSM and their winding distribution. Mathematical r/q

axis model of a PMSM is discussed for efficient machine operation. Chapter 3 describes



about the partial differential equations associated with the electromagnetic principles of

electrical machines and machine design procedure using the FEM. It also presents the cross

saturated model of PMSM and calculation of copper. iron and magnet losses.

Chapter 4 presents a procedure for machine design and evaluation based upon the

ADCE of the traction drive. The cross saturated model of IPMSM was used to calculate the

current and its angle for efficient machine operation. Chapter 5 describes the quantitative

analysis of [PMSMs for its overload conditions. Considering magnet demagnetization. the

safe operating region in terms ofcurrent. its angle and torque speed range is explained. De-

sign consideration are also presented for [PMSMs that can be overloaded to its maximum

level.

Chapter 6 mentions the design consideration using different magnet materials for ele-

vated operating temperatures. The variation in the magnet properties and their demagneti-

zation characteristics are explained. Comparison of torque speed envelope and efficiency

is presented for machines designed for a specific application. Furthermore. the design of

high power density PMSMs are explored without using rare earth magnet materials. Ferrite

magnets are used in different designs to achieve maximum possible power density.

An analytical method based upon the MEC is discussed for [PMSMS to calculate iron

and magnet losses and torque in Chapter 7. The proposed method is applied to two different

machines, and results are compared with those Of the FEM. Chapter 8 gives the summary

of and discusses the future work. The experimental work that includes desiging. building

and testing of the various PMSMs are described in Appendix A.



Chapter 2

Background

Energy conservation needs Of the world are the driving factor for the minimization Of the

energy losses. Significant losses occur in energy conversion devices. Automobiles consti-

tute a very vast segment Ofenergy consumption devices and the majority Of the vehicles are

driven by converting the chemical energy of gasoline to mechanical energy Of the wheels

by Internal Combustion Engines (ICES). Due to low efficiency of engines. a significant

portion of the energy is converted into heat.

Hybrid and Electric Vehicles (HEVs) utilize an electric motor as well as an ICE to pro-

vide efficient operation and to reduce the emissions pollution. Vehicle design complexity

increases in hybrid vehicles due to sophisticated control and power mixing from two energy

SOUTCCS.

2.1 Configurations of HEVS

There are two basic configurations of the hybrid vehicles. series and parallel hybrid. In

series hybrid. one only energy converter provides the propulsion power. The ICE drives an

electrical generator that delivers the power to energy storage devices and propulsion motor.

The system configuration of series hybrid vehicle is shown in Fig.2.l. In parallel hybrid.
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Figure 2.1: Series hybrid configuration

more than one energy source can provide the propulsion power. ICE and electric motor are

configured in parallel with a mechanical coupling that combines the torque produced by

two sources. The system configuration of parallel hybrid vehicles is shown in Fig. 2.2.

In the series hybrid configuration. the entire mechanical energy from the engine is con-

verted into electrical energy. and the traction machine solely produces the mechanical en-

ergy required for vehicle motion and its acceleration. The traction drive has relatively large

size because it has to provide sufficient torque for acceleration. A downsized engine drives

the generator. which supplies electrical power to the traction motor. The generator also

charges the batteries when they are below than a certain state of charge. The traction motor

retums energy to the batteries/capacitor during braking.

In the parallel hybrid configuration, the engine and motor are connected to the drive

shaft through planetary gears. Power requirements of the motor in parallel hybrid is much

I Engine | Planetary

I gear
A

Motor &

Inverter

  

     

Transmission 

  
Battery

 

 

  

Figure 2.2: Parallel hybrid configuration



lower than that of a series hybrid because engine complements for total power requirement

of the vehicle. The propulsion power may be supplied by engine or battery or by both of

them together.

Series/parallel hybrid configuration or their combination can be used in a vehicle and

selection depends on the system operation to minimize the energy losses. Series hybrid

configuration is more suitable for an urban bus. which operates at lower speed and stops

frequently. Energy transformation from mechanical to electrical form and vice versa hap-

pens by electrical devices and they are more efficient than conventional engines and me-

chanical energy transformation devices. To maximize the efficiency of a series hybrid bus.

all subsystems (engine. generator. motor etc.) have to be designed and operated at their

efficient operating range. Efficient electrical machines are one of the key components Of

the hybrid vehicles.

2.2 Permanent Magnet Synchronous Machines

Electric drives are categorized based upon their operating principles. Conventional DC.

synchronous and induction machines are relatively less efficient machines. Permanent

magnet brushless DC and Permanent Magnet Synchronous Machines (PMSMs) have per-

manent magnets in them and exhibit high power density and efficiency despite of the ad-

ditional electronics required for their operation. PMSMs are replacing other electrical ma-

chines rapidly. especially in the vehicle industry due to their low losses, easy control and

wide speed range. They are more suitable in the applications requiring reduced volume e.g.

automotive. aircraft, and portable generator industries.

Three phase PMSMs are basically AC machines that have three phase windings in the

stator slots. The windings current is approximately sinusoidal and produces a rotating space

vector of the magnetic flux. There are magnets in the rotor that produce a constant flux.

Based upon the rotational construction. there are two configurations of PMSMs; interior
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(a) Exterior Rotor (b) Interior Rotor

Figure 2.3: General configuration of PMSMs

and exterior rotor as shown in Figure 2.3.

2.2.1 Location of permanent magnets

Permanent magnets can be installed on the rotor in several configurations. Their location

affects the characteristics of the machine. maximum torque, maximum speed and power

density. Based upon the rotor magnets configuration, the PMSM can be: Surface PMSM,

Inset PMSM and Interior PMSM as shown in Figure 2.4.

In a surface magnet motor the magnets are usually magnetized radially. Since the per-

meability of rare-earth magnets is almost equal to that of the air, (1 and (1 axis inductances

are usually considered to be equal. This offers simple construction of the motor, which is

less expensive because the magnets can be attached to the rotor surface.

Inset PM rotor has its magnets in the cavities on the rotor surface. It provides an addi-

tional component of the torque due to saliency. Its construction is relatively more complex

than surface PM. However. in case of interior rotor machine for both surface and inset PM

machines, keeping the magnets on the shaft against centrifugal force is an additional issue

to consider in the machine design.



 
(a) Surface PM (b) Inset PM

 

  

5\

 

(c) Interior PM

Figure 2.4: Permanent magnets location in the interior rotor configuration

The embedded or interior PM rotor has permanent magnets embedded in the deep slots.

In IPMSM, the stator synchronous inductance in the q-axis is greater than the synchronous

inductance in the d-axis, this saliency produces an additional reluctance torque that makes

it suitable for traction applications where high torque and wide speed range is desired.

9



 

 
 

(a) Concentrated (b) Distributed

Figure 2.5: Winding configuration of PMSMs

2.2.2 Winding distribution

The stator WII'ILIIIIgS distribution affects the efficiency and size of the machine. Figure

2.5 shows two basic configurations: concentrated and distributed windings. Concentrated

windings are usually designed for small and mid power machines. Their basic advantage

is the reduction of end windings. hence the copper losses and leakage flux is reduced.

Distributed windings configuration has longer end turns, and has more copper losses. how-

ever it provides back emf which is closer to sinusoidal back—emf. and hence this topology

reduces iron losses.

2.3 dq Axis Model of PMSMS

The (.111 model ofa PMSM can be developed in stator or rotor frame of reference. The model

in the rotor frame of reference is preferred because it is simpler. It allows to decouple the

flux into magnetization and torque components; the current can be decomposed in the same

fashion. The phase diagram of (III model Of a PMSM is shown in Fig. 2.6. The rotor fiux

linkages are assumed constant and aligned with the direct axis. while the flux component

in the quadrature axis is taken as zero. The core losses are neglected. The stator flux is also

represented by two components: direct and quadrature fluxes.

The stator voltage equations in the rotor frame of reference are:
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where 11?... is the stator resistance, 1‘ and i are the stator voltage and current and the subscripts

(l and (I refer to the corresponding direct and quadrature axes components. /\ is the the stator

flux linkages and grip is the electrical frequency. The direct and quadrature axis fluxes in the

rotor frame of reference are:

M = A(I—PM + Lilli] (2-3)

/\(1 : Lqu (2.4)

11



where /\(]_p I] is the stator flux linkages due to the PM. The inductances Ld and Lq

model the stator flux change due to the stator currents. In general these inductances are not

equal. because the reluctance of direct and quadrature paths are not the same. In the IPMS

shown in Fig. 2.5. the direct axis reluctance is bigger than quadrature axis reluctance. this

produces that [.(l < Lq. The electrical torque "n- is given by:

3 P
”- ) : —— — I V — I f)

f. 2 2 (Adlq /\(1/(l)
(_.5)

where P is the number of poles. Substituting (2.3) and (2.4) in (2.5). the torque is calculated

as:

3 P

v 9 9 (Ad—PAM + (Lt, L41) ’tl’q) V6)

The first component of the torque. 7“,”- is called ’Permanent magnets torque”. It is

produced due to the interaction between the rotor flux and the quadrature axis current.

The second component. Tr. is produced due to the relative change Of the reluctance of the

machine with the rotor position and is called ”Reluctance Torque'.

. P . . .

Tm : 53 (’\rl—P.II’(I) (2.7 )

3 P - . , .

T,- : 37 ((I‘rl —- Lq) Ida!) (2.8)

7} : Tn]. ‘I— 7'" (2.9)

2.4 Modes of Operation of PMSM

PMSMs are usually operated in vector control in {/(1 axis model for efficient machine op—

eration. The Operation Of the machine is restricted by mechanical and electrical limits that
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define its torque speed range. The electrical limits of the machine are the maximum cur-

rent and the maximum voltage. The maximum current is determined by the capability to

remove heat from the machine and depends on the design of the cooling system. The max-

imum voltage is restricted by the peak voltage available from the inverter and the winding

insulation grade. The mechanical limits are set by maximum torque and speed handling

capacity of the shaft and bearings. and it is defined by the machine design configuration

and its electrical limits.

The basic objectives to determine the modes of operation for calculation Of torque speed

range of PMSMs are to have high dynamic performance and low operational energy losses

while operating within voltage and current limits. The operation in the machine is divided

basically in two regions: constant torque and constant power [I]. These regions overlap

each other at base speed or corner speed.

The Operation below base speed is limited by the maximum machine current. The

induced voltage is lower than the maximum available from the inverter. In this region. the

criterion for efficient machine operation is to use the maximum torque available restricted

by the maximum current. named as ‘maximum torque per ampere’.

When the machine speed is higher than the base speed. the induced voltage (product Of

the flux and speed) would exceed its maximum limit. At this point. it is necessary to control

the flux in order to Operate the machine at the inverter voltage limit. The stator current is

controlled in a such way that one comptment id. reduces the direct axis flux and hence the

induced voltage. Under this condition the maximum current limit should be satisfied too.

The component it] is chosen in such a way that the current limit is satisfied and the torque

produced at this point is maximum but lower than the maximum torque per ampere for the

same stator current. This control technique is called ‘direct fiux weakening control'. Fig.

2.7 shows the block diagram used to control the PMSM for efficient modes of operations.

13¥
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Figure 2.7: Schematic Of the PMSM-drive control strategy

2.4.1 Maximum torque per ampere

The Maximum Torque Per Ampere (MTPA) control operates the motor in the region where

the induced voltage is lower than the maximum voltage. Then (2.6) is satisfied under the

restriction of maximum current and to maximum torque production. Considering the case

where the current is equal to the maximum current Imax, this current can be decomposed

in terms of id and iv as:

[(1 = [IIIt—IX (705(th 311d [(1 : IIIItIX 5111(6) (2.10)

were (I is the angle between the current space vector and rotor rl-axis. Substituting (2.10)

in (2.6). the torque is given by:

3 P . . 2 . . - ,

T!“ : if? (Ail—P3111113“ smile) + (Lil - Lil.) [111t1.XSl“(20)> (2'11)

The torque per ampere is given by:

7,-

7‘5 w
l
fi

(/\(l_p‘u 5111(4)) + (1.53 * (Ltd — 14(1) [lllf-IX 8111(2dj) (2.12)
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The angle where the maximum torque occurs is given by:

T,

0(7'“) t) (M)

as Z {)7 37 (“\il—P.I/-"111(‘ll+(l-3 * (L,1— L7,) Inmsinlzdj» : o (2.13)

solving for (i

 

2 '7n2
3

....

—’\(/—P.1[+\"/’\rf—P-l/ + bIIIIax(Ld — Lq) (7 14‘)

4119(1- Lq) [max
~”'

I
 

(I : ("I )s‘ _

(5 lies between 900 and 1800 in order to have positive reluctance torque when Ld < L].

which is the usual case in IPMSMS. For an specified value of stator current 1,.- : Inmx.

the angle is calculated from (2.14) and the current commands are calculated from (2. 10).

2.4.2 Direct flux weakening control

Beyond the base speed. the PMSMs Operate in direct flux weakening control. At base

speed. the machine‘s terminal voltage reaches its limit and the current space vector angle (5

should be increased as the speed increases. The value oft) is selected such that it maximizes

the output torque and keeps the motor within the voltage and current limit. It is clear that in

this region (2.14) is not longer satisfied. Combining (2.1). (2.2) and neglecting the voltage

drop in the resistor the maximum voltage in steady state can be written as:

"-7 .2 -‘2

IIIIax : 1,] +1.1

_ 0
0

: (w'("L([ [(1)7 + (M (’\</*1’.l1+[’(llfl)>

It is also required to produce the maximum torque available at this point. so the machine
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operates at its maximum current. The maximum voltage then becomes:

2 2 2 2 v2 '3 ,
“mast, Lq (I.1le _ 1(1) + (A(,_[.‘V+L(,I(,) (...16)

Re-arranging.

 

. O ‘)

11”th : cc‘( \/1(7(I+II1(I+ [\f7_[).1[ ‘I‘ ("

where

L2 _142 (2.17)
(I:

I) = 2/\(l— PAILO’

‘2 ") . ‘)

t“ = A(i—Iw‘ + 147117..“

For fixed input voltage, speed and stator current. the value of [(1 is calculated from

 

equation (2.17). and [(1 is calculated by: [,1 = \/(1%1le —~ 15).
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Chapter 3

Machine Design, Cross Saturated

Modeling and Losses Calculation

3.1 Introduction

High power Permanent Magnets Synchronous Machines (PMSMs) are well known for their

high power density and better efficiency. Due to their small volume and high flux density.

their iron core saturates deeply and they operate in the the region of magnetic non-linearity.

still they have higher efficiency than that of the induction machines for the same output

power. The optimized design of high power efficient machines is a vital requirement for

energy conservation need of the world.

Most of the analytical design methods of electromagnetic devices work well within the

linear region of the BH curve of the iron core. However their accuracy reduces for devices

operating in magnetic saturation. The Finite Element Method (FEM) is a very popular tool

for the design and analysis of electromagnetic devices. Due to division of iron core into

small elements. each element is solved for its electromagnetic problem. In this way. it

encompasses very well the non-linearities of the BH curve.

III this chapter. the procedure of the machine design and its performance calculation
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is discussed. which has been adopted in the following chapters for design and analysis of

various PM machines. Since FEM are time consuming. they are usually run for specific

current and speed for a machine geometry. An analytical machine model is used to evaluate

the machine performance at the desired torque speed range of the machine under different

current and voltage. Cross saturated model of PMSMs is an improved analytical method

and is it discussed and used here. Calculation of machine parameters were obtained from

the post processing of FEM simulations data using cross saturated model and they were

used to calculate torque speed curve. A Matlab code was written for processing of the

FEM data and calculation of torque speed envelope of the machine.

Calculation procedure of machine losses are also discussed here. Copper losses of

the machine are calculated by analytical method by calculating the conductor size and its

length. Iron and magnet losses are calculated from the FEM. FEM requires the coefficients

of iron losses. Computation Of iron losses coefficients form the manufacturer's supplied

losses data of the laminations is also discussed here.

Section 3.2 talks about machine design procedure. in which initial analytical design

method is discussed in section 3.2.1. The theory of FEM for electrical machines is pre-

sented in section 3.2.2.1 and procedure of FEM design iterations is discussed in section

3.2.2.2. Section 3.3 talks about cross saturated model for PMSMS which is used with FEM

for design analysis. Calculation of electrical losses is described in section 3.4. in which

section 3.4.1. 3.4.2 and 3.4.3 present the calculation of copper. iron and magnet losses

respectively.

3.2 Machine Design Procedure

Generally. machine design is an iterative process. Once machine design variables such as

geometry. magnets. windings. voltage and current limits are set. its performance indices e.g.

inductances. torque. speed. losses. efficiency are evaluated and compared with the desired
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parameters. The iterations of machine design variables are performed until desired design

parameters are met or approached with reasonable accuracy. Initial design is obtained from

analytical methods, and most of the FEM iterations are performed after this for the fine

tuning and Optimization.

3.2.1 Initial analytical design

The main inputs for design of electrical machine are the required output power. current

density. maximum flux density. losses and efficiency at various operating points. Current

density is usually based upon the machine cooling system. Generally, air cooled PMSMs

use current density of less than 10 A/mm2, whereas water cooled utilize up to 20 Alumni).

High power density in PMSM dictates the flux density in the iron to be in the range of

2.0 to 2.5 T. An estimate of stator teeth and back iron thickness is provided from the flux

of permanent magnets and winding mmf using linear relationship Of the magnetic circuit

permeances.

Permanent magnets are represented by a flux source in parallel with a permeance. Flux

BI'AIII

Hr-Im '

where 110 and B,- are coercivity and remanent flux density of the permanent magnet. I,” is

of a permanent magnets is (9,. : Brrlm and its parallel permeance is Cm

the length of the magnet in the direction of flux through it. and .41,” is its area perpendicular

to the flux direction.

Similarly. current carrying stator windings are modeled by time varying magnetomotive

force (mmf). The mmf for each stator tooth is calculated from a presumed winding

configuration. number of turns and the stator current. With time varying current. the rum f

of each stator tooth varies at each time step.
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3.2.2 FEM design

3.2.2.1 Governing equations used in the FEM

Transient magnetic application of FEM deals with the time dependent electromagnetic

fields. that are related by the following Maxwell‘s equations:

4 “)1?
\7 x E : —(.—- (3-1)

(H

v - [3‘ : o (3 2)

vxfizf as

f: (T S (3 4)

I} = .117 (3.5)

where

1: Electric field (V/m)

[7 Magnetic flux density (T)

[7 Magnetic field intensity (A/m)

f Current density (A/mg)

(r Conductivity (S)

)1 Permeability (H/m)

and V is vector differential operator. In Cartesian coordinate system. it is defined as:

7)" ii' 7

V E (4.1-(fig -+— (T(/( () (T; L)9 (3.6)

' ' ( .:()J' 377

(71-. (7,]. (7; are unit vector along their respective axes.

Equation (3.5) refers to magnetic properties of the material. Magnetic flux density

and magnetic field intensity can be expressed as functions of each other by the following
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relationships:

13 : )117 :> [3 : [In/1,77 (3.7)

or

17 2 NE :> If : l/Ul/I-fi (3 8)

here

[/0 Vacuum permeability = 47." x 10”7 H/m

)1) Relative permeability

I!” : l/jqj ’acuum reluctivity = l/(47r x Ill—7) m/H

I/,- Relative reluctivity

1n the presence of permanent magnets. (3.7) and (3.8) becomes

B : [lo/lj-H + B,- (3.9)

[1:1/UI/,-B — H). (3.10)

whereas

[31‘ Remanent magnet flux density of permanent magnets

[1p Coercive magnetic filed of permanent magnets

FEM meshing divides the machine geometry into small elements. Flux 2D (a software

tool based on the FEM) is used for all simulations and analysis discussed in this thesis. It

uses the magnetic vector potential (.1) for solution Of the electromagnetic fields. Equation

(3.1) implies presence ofelectric scalar potential (V) and it is related with .4 by (3.11).

1 (if

. : —‘— — W 3.11
or ( I

Combining (3.3). (3.4). (3.10) and (3.1 1) results in the following equation:
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4 —. iii
V X (11., p.) v x .4 — (1,.) + In] (T + vr

( f

I| 0 (3.12)

where

[11,-] Tensor of the relative reluctivity of the medium

.41 Magnetic vector potential (Wb/m)

[(7] Tensor of the conductivity of the medium

I" Electric scalar potential

Equation (3.12) is solved by FEM (Flux 2D) in transient magnetic application [2].

Dirichlet boundary condition are applied around the surface of stator in the FEM solution

procedure i.e. magnetic vector potential (.4) is fixed at zero. Fig. 3.1 shows a quarter of

the geometry of a typical 4 pole IPMSM for reference. Here. for the stator outer diameter.

mathematical expression of boundary conditions is ALI/N : 0. The subscript 'MN‘ repre-

sents all the nodes lying on the contour line MN. This is a valid consideration because the

back iron thickness of the machine is wide enough to keep all the magnetic flux inside the

stator core. Furthermore. it is not necessary to model the whole machine for FEM analysis.

Instead. a part of machine can be used for FEM which has to be symmetric and repetitive in

the full machine geometry. Cyclic boundary conditions are used for even number of poles

and anticyelic boundary condition are used when Odd number Of poles are modeled. During

machine rotation of the one pole geometry of Fig. 3.1. the lines LM and LN will always be

positioned at any instant of time at an angle (91 and 0.2 respectively. Its anticyelic boundary

~ 4 ...i' .4 .
conditions will be ”ILJI : TALK" and 7451—] r: 77%) . where AL II and .4] \. are the

magnetic vector potential at the nodes of the respective lines.

3.2.2.2 FEM design iterations

The characteristics of high power density electrical machine are non-linear due to deep

magnetic saturation. Therefore. it is very hard to obtain a close form solution for an opti-
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Figure 3.1: Quarter geometry of a 4 pole 105 kW IPMSM

mized design of the machine geometry. The shape of magnets and rotor is more complex

and their small variation has significant effect on the machine parameters. Many iterations

are usually required to obtain the final machine design and FEM is utilized widely for the

iterative design process [3], [4]. In the electrical machine design. the use of FEM always

refers to the solution of electromagnetic system of equations in time domain using finite

element methods with the applicable boundary conditions. and the same is applicable in

this document too.

In the FEM design procedure of electrical machines utilized in this document, machine

geometry and the electric circuit of the winding configuration are defined in the FEM soft-

ware application. Material properties are described and they are assigned to the respective

faces of the geometry. Different meshing size is also identified depending the variable con-
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centration of the magnetic flux density. The magnet material. magnetization direction and

parameters Of the electrical circuit components are defined as well. Time steps Of time de-

pendent quantities is also mentioned in transient magnetic solution. The problem is run for

a specified time and finally. the results such as voltage, current. inductance, torque. losses

etc. are obtained by post processing.

During every iteration, one or more machine design parameters are varied and its effect

is noted on the desired output parameter. Parametrization (multiple variation steps) for

certain design parameters is also used in some FEM simulations.

Refereing to Fig. 3.1. following are the major concerns of the machine geometry vari-

ation and their effect on the design of efficient high power density IPMSM:

(a) Magnet angles and thickness of the bridges (lamination area between the rotor edges

and magnets) affects the pulsation in back emf. Wider bridges reduce fiux linkage

magnets to stator, however. they do not cause much iron losses due to uni-directional

deep saturation.

(b) Air gap flux density produced by two magnets layers rotor is closer to the sinusoidal

form as compared to the single layer rotor magnets provided inner layer has more flux

density than the outer layer.

(c) Deep saturation of the iron core at no load increases the iron losses significantly at

lighter loads. Therefore. heavy saturation of the stator teeth and iron is not desirable. If

required. air pockets can be added in the magnet layers to reduce magnetic saturation

in the iron core.

((1) The thickness of the magnets affects the field weakening range directly. For a given

flux linkage and maximum current of machine. thicker magnets reduce the direct axis

inductance L11 and hence the field weakening range. On the other hand. thinner mag—

nets can increase the field weakening range but their minimum thickness is restricted

24



by demagnetization limits of the magnets. Decreased no load saturation level reduces

flux linkages of" magnets and therefore increases the field weakening range.

Once the machine geometry, windings configurations and saturation level of a machine

are set for a specific application using FEM iterations. the FEM simulation are performed

to extract the machine model. Parametric FEM simulations are setup for stator current (0 to

maximum) and its angle (0 to 7r for motoring and 0 to -'r for generating mode of Operation).

Voltage in each phase was extracted for all combinations of parameters and cross saturated

model was used to obtain the machine parameters.

3.3 Cross Saturated Model and Efficient Machine Opera-

tion

Cross saturated machine model of a PMSM takes into account the magnetic saturation

effect Of one axis on the other in (It) axes machine model. and it is used to calculate the ma—

chine inductances for different load current from the FEM simulated data. Using the same

cross saturated model and calculated inductances. torque—speed envelope of the machine

was computed for efficient machine operation.

The efficient Operating modes of PMSMS [5. 6] are:

(a). Maximum Torque/Ampere (MTPA) mode : Speed up to the corner speed.

(b). Constant power mode : Speed above the corner speed.

The cross saturated model of a PMSM discussed here is applied to the machine geom-

etry given in Fig. 3.1. The key design parameters Of this machine are tabulated in Table

3.1.

Equations (3.13) - (3.14) represent the machine model of 3-phase IPMSM in the stator

frame of reference [7].



(’(l I ITS/(1+ cc’/\(] ‘1'“

I}! : R's/i

The flux linkages in both axes are give

/\(1 Z /\

All : Armpit!)

Table 3.1: Key parameters Of4 pole 105 kW IPMSM
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n by (3.15)-(3.16):

7L LII/II + ‘VqI/lv/

+ Alf-(1+ Alift/if!

 
Machine parameter

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Value

Rated power 105 kW

Rated torque 781.4 Nm

Rated current 140 A

Maximum line voltage 480 V

Corner (base) speed 1285 RPM

Maximum speed 6000 RPM (4.7 pu)

’\(ff]!!!!) 1.03 Wb

Stator phase resistance 0.17 52

Air gap 0.8 mm

Rotor diameter 207.8 mm

Stator diameter 381 mm

Stack length 240 mm

Stator slots 24

Winding type double layer (Lap)

Slots/pole7phase 2 i‘—

 
Number of turns 1 l per coil

 
Magnet grade NdFeB N35SH

  Stator and rotor core M-l9 G24 silicon steel 
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The output torque of the machine is given by (3.17).

3 P , , , , . , .2 .2

1 :- 53—{/\(l(p111)1(1— /\(1(I”n)'l(] ‘I" ([4(] — Lqilq’ld — Alf/(I’d + Alf/(jn/I (3.17)

Equations (3.15)—(3.17) model the cross saturation of the IPMSM. in which the current

of one axis affects the flux linkages of the other through saturation. This coupling depends

on the machine geometry and the saturation level. The model indicates that the permanent

magnets affect the flux linkages in both (I and q axes. Here. Lrl and L] are self inductances.

and ..II and .1].‘1‘] (1,] are quaSI- mutual mductances [8]. It must be noted that :1 [W # .l/(.
fq‘

since these parameters do not represent the actual mutual inductances.

The conventional (lq model of IPMSM that assumes that current and flux linkages in

(I. and q axes are independent of each other can be obtained by setting A( and1(1),”). 4'14

ifq

Alt/(1 equal to zero in (3.15)—(3.17).

The torque speed curve was calculated by the inversion of (3.13)—(3.17) in ’steady

state’. The torque was computed by maximum torque per ampere up to corner speed

for rated current. At this current the current angle (5 was varied between 900—1800 and

equations (3.13). (3.14) and (3.17) were solved. The value (50. corresponding to max-

imum torque was determined. Above corner speed, when both the current and voltage

17] + ("7 me at then maxunum values. the curtent angle was InCIeased In steps. up

 

to 1800, giving id. iq. From these values and ('5, (3.13) and (3.14) were solved for a; and

corresponding T was calculated from (3.17). This allowed the determination Of the pairs

of .2! and T, for torque speed envelope of the machine as shown in Fig. 3.2.

Although the machine model with cross saturation is relatively complex. it provides

more accurate results than the conventional (lq model. Fig. 3.3 [8] depicts the torque

calculated for both models at rated current for angle 000 — 1800.

Fig. 3.3 shows that the torque calculated using the cross saturated (lq model agrees well

with that of the torque Obtained from the FEM. while the torque calculated by the simple
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Figure 3.2: Operating range of the IPMSM calculated using cross saturated (fq model.

(lq model has an error Of about 8%. Current angle for maximum torque was 1.30.50 using

cross saturated (lq model and 1:320 when calculated from the simple (lq model.

3.4 Calculation of Machine Losses

This section describes the calculation of electrical losses of IPMSM and they consist of

copper. iron and magnet losses. Copper losses are calculated analytically. Iron and magnet

losses are computed by the FEM.
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Figure 3.3: Comparison of developed torque for machine models with and without cross

saturation.

3.4.1 End windings and copper losses

End windings may be a significant portion of the windings conductors. which do not con-

tribute towards torque/EMF of the machine. Long end turn windings cause more winding

resistance and therefore losses. Each side of the winding conductor is placed in a stator

Slot. For distributed windings. the end windings length of a conductor in the coil can be ap—

proximated by average length of the are and semicircle Of the winding slots. Fig. 3.4 shows

the equivalent configuration of placement of two conductors in stator slots to calculate the

end winding length. where

R = Average distance from coil center in its Slot to the center of rotor (In)

29



  
L/

Figure 3.4: End winding representation of the distributed winding

(2 2 Angle (rad) between two sides of coil with origin as rotor center (rm!)

3 = R0 = Average arc length of each coil on the stator slot (in)

(l = Direct distance between two coil centers. which have arc length S (m)

C = 7.71/2 = Halfcircumference ofcircle having the coil centers on its boundary (III)

E = Coil extended length from stator stack before end turning (m)

Coil extended length is part of coil conductors that remains straight at the end of stack

length before bending. Its length varies 1 cm to 7 cm depending upon the size of winding

conductors and number of turns in a coil. In a practical machine windings of 30 turns/coils

of AWG 9 or equivalent conductors. extended length of 2.5 cm is reasonable. Then

 

End turn length of each coil = In”): 2E + %(S + C')

Length ofeach coil = l(- : 2.\'(-(l(,,m]+15,m.j.)

The resistance of coil is:

i,-

It’.- : ' (3.18)

0:1,»

where

U Conductivity ofcoil material (S/m)
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_ . . . 4)

-4.- Cross sectIonal area of cod conductor (172,-)

A}- Number of turns in the coil

Phase resistance (RP/l) was calculated from coil resistance (3.18) and series/parallel

connection of the coils in the winding. Copper losses of the machine are:

2

P” : 31,)12,
PIII/I (3.19)

The change in the resistance of a conductor with temperature is characterized by its

linear increase with temperature and is given by (3.20).

If: R()(»1+(I~IT”YI))) (3.21))

where

I? 2 Resistance at required temperature T. (S2)

[1’0 : Known resistance at temperature To. (S2)

(1 = Thermal coefficient Of conductor (OCT 1)

T 2 Temperature at which conductor resistance to be calculated (0C)

To = Known temperature at which. resistance Of conductor is known (0C)

Efficiency analysis of machines may be desired at elevated temperature. The copper

losses are temperature dependent. and are computed accordingly at the machine's Operating

temperature using (3.20).

3.4.2 Iron losses

Machine rotation and alternating current cause the continuous change in the magnetic flux

in the stator and rotor laminations. Iron losses develop in the magnetizing material due

to flux variation and induction of eddy currents. FEM are widely used in the machine

31~



design for iron losses calculation and provide more accurate results than those obtained

by the analytical methods. However. the coefficients of iron losses are required in post

processing of FEM simulations. This section describes the calculation procedure of iron

losses coefficients from the losses data provided by the manufacturer of the laminations.

ln FEM transient magnetic application. iron losses per unit volume for each element of

iron core at one time instant ‘PI‘ and over one cycle of electrical frequency ’ll',‘ are given

b) (3- 21) fllld (3.22) lCSPCCti\el
y [2|-

 

0'12 _ r' _ z'

1’, :/.,1,-,,/f/ + 7.— ’ ‘TBS”;Af++8.(iTl.-{.H,1,;"j1")A-f (3.21)

7‘ T o 9 .-

1 1 ' a— (113(1) - (113(1) 1”)
lll—T/l/(ll_l.h1),,,fl./+—I/ ”—6— (If +A(. T Aj-(lf

f) 0

(3.22)

where

lvl, 2 Coefficient of hysteresis losses (ll'I/T2s_ 1 111.3)

In» : (Oefhclent of excess losses (ll/(1‘.s_1)'l/‘m

(T = Conductivity of laminations (52110—1

(I 2 Thickness of laminations (m)

lrf = Fill factor of laminations (IO—l)

f 2 Frequency of stator current (Hz)

[3,” = Maximum flux density (T)

The three components of lossesin (3.21) and( 3.22) are hysteresis eddy current and

excess losses. Here, f is known for the stator and it is zero for the rotor because it rotates

at synchronous speed. B was calculated by FEM solution, a and (I were readily available

from the man ufacturer’s information of laminations. and I: f was calculated from lamination

thickness and stack length of the machine using (3.23).
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Generally, losses information is available in iron losses/unit weight (W/Kg or W/lb)

versus flux density at a fixed frequency. The iron losses coefficients (K12 and If.) were

computed from the loss data of the laminations steel at two points on the losses curve

provided by the manufacturer. Since the loss curve is higher order polynomial. fine tuning

of KI). and Ix}; is required in order to closely match the given losses. Fig. 3.5 shows the

original losses curve and as it is re-computed using the calculated coefficients.

Once the coefficients (A). and Kc) are known. iron losses of the machine are calculated

by FEM post processing for the FEM simulated test.
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3.4.3 Magnet losses

The losses in the permanent magnet develop due to induced eddy currents and they were

calculated using FEM. The magnets were defined as solid conductor with their electrical

conductivity in the electrical circuit ofthe FEM simulations. A resistor is connected across

each solid conductor to simulate the effect of closed eddy currents in the magnets. Fig.

3.6 shows the electric circuit of one pole of IPMSM shown in Fig. 3.] In the FEM post

processing. ’active power” appearing in the magnets represents the magnets losses.
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Figure 3.6: FEM equivalent lumped electric circuit of one pole of an IPMSM



Chapter 4

Design and Evaluation of Traction

Machine for Hybrid Vehicles Based

upon a Given Driving Cycle

4.1 Introduction

Permanent Magnet Synchronous Machines (PMSMs) are widely used as traction machines

in the Hybrid and Electrical Vehicles (HEVs) due to their high power density, wide field

weakening range and high efficiency. Designing an electrical machine to match its applica-

tion is vital for efficient operation of an HEV. An optimized machine is usually the outcome

of many design iterations. Efficiency maps are generated for every design iteration to eval-

uate the performance of the machine and vehicle.

The conventional design approach of a PMSM machine is generally based upon the

maximization of machine efficiency at its maximum output power near corner speed and

in the field weakening region. PMSMs can also be designed with high efficiency contours

positioned at any desired place within the torque speed curve of the machine operation. In

a practical application. HEVs follow a driving cycle that is a set of data points represent-

1
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ing speed versus time of the vehicle as shown in Fig 4.1 for Federal Test Procedure (FTP)

driving cycle of an urban bus. Torque speed requirements of a traction machine are cal-

culated using vehicle parameters and the driving eyele. Machine designed for continuous

maximum power or speed in a driving cycle is an overkill for an HEV application. because

driving conditions do not demand for it.

Average (overall) Driving Cycle Efficiency (ADCE) of a traction machine is the ratio

of its output. to input energy for a driving cycle of the vehicle. ADCE of traction machine is

more important parameter than its maximum efficiency at one operating point. A traction

machine having less efficiency at one operating point can have more ADCE than the other

machine and vice versa.

A traction drive of an HEV consists of electrical machine, inverter and their cooling
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Figure 4.1: FTP driving cycle; speed vs time
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system. Most of the traction machines and inverters employ closed liquid (water/oil) cool-

ing, and utilize significant additional energy. Therefore. it makes more sense to include the

efficiency of the inverter and cooling system with that of the machine in the calculation of

ADCE for evaluation of the traction drive designed for a specific application.

In this chapter. a design evaluation procedure for electrical machines for HEVs is pre—

sented by calculating its ADCE. The method is applied two different machine designs.

Section 4.2 presents the literature review and design evaluation approach is given in sectio

4.3. Calculation of torque speed requirements and energy density for a specific bus and a

driving cycle is described in section 4.4.

4.2 Literature Review

Design and efficiency analysis of the HEVs has been presented by several researchers based

upon different aspects. Williamson at a]. have analyzed overall drive train efficiency based

upon efficiency maps and driving cycles. and proposed supervisory control for efficient

vehicle operation [9]. Rahman at a]. have proposed high ADCE or ’energy efficiency’

of EV and HEV propulsion system using a traction machine design such that frequent

operating points of the driving cycle lie under constant power region, and machine has

maximum efficiency there [10]. It is possible but not necessary that frequent operating

points and maximum energy density area of a driving cycle lie at the same place.

Schofield et al. compared the designs (in terms of machine volume) of PM brushless

DC and PMAC machines. and presented their thermal analysis for an EV application in

[11, 12]. Two machine designs were proposed in [l l] for a specific gear ratio: one for con-

tinuous Operation at maximum speed. and another for a specific driving cycle. It was shown

that the traction machine operating continuously at maximum speed of the vehicle requires

larger volume and runs at higher temperature than the machine designed and operated for

a driving cycle. In fact, the machine will never operate in continuous mode during its life
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cycle for HEV application.

The size optimization of power components (battery and ultra capacitor) is discussed

based upon driving cycle for a fuel cell HEV in [13], where traction motor is sized for

maximum vehicle power demand. Similarly. a method of optimizing the size of engine.

traction drive and batteries is presented for different urban driving cycles [14]. Gao et (11.

presented efficiency analysis of a series hybrid bus based upon the different topologies of

supervisory control [ 15].

4.3 I Machine Design and Evaluation Approach

High ADCE of a HEV requires efficient design of traction drive for a specific driving cy-

cle. Often. volume and temperature limits are also set as design constraints for the traction

machines for HEVs. Electrical machines discussed here are designed taking into consider-

ation the space and operational constraints on a bus of the Mass Transportation Authority

(MTA) in Flint. Michigan.

In this chapter, a new approach is proposed to maximize the ADCE of the traction

drive. It encompasses the design, thermal analysis and evaluation of an interior PMSM.

The design was tuned in terms of geometry. windings and magnet materials as mentioned

in section 3.2.2.2. The design objective was to place contours of maximum efficiency

around the high energy density area of the FTP driving cycle of Fig. 4.1 for the series

hybrid bus. The designed IPMSM based upon the proposed method was compared with a

design that was obtained by not following this approach. Performance of both machines

was evaluated for ADCE for the following identical design parameters:

1. Coverage of more than 99% torque speed points of the driving cycle requirements.

2. Machine volume and size of cooling jacket.

'
0
»
)

. Maximum hot spot temperature.

4. Rated voltage and current of the inverter and dc link voltage.
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The traction drive consists of traction machine. inverter and cooling system. The effect

of electrical machine on the ADCE is more dominant than that of the inverter and cooling

system due to its relatively wide efficiency range. Therefore. the inverter and cooling sys-

tem are the same for the both machines discussed here. However. their energy consumption

will be different. and it is included in the design evaluation of the both machines. In or-

der to include the effect of variable dc link voltage on machine losses, a PWM model of

inverter can be explored further.

4.4 Driving Cycle and Energy Density

A driving cycle of a vehicle is represented by its road speed versus time. Driving cycles are

generated by different countries and organizations to assess the performance of vehicles in

various ways such as fuel consumption, polluting emissions and acceleration time of the

vehicle. An FTP driving cycle shown in Fig. 4.1 is used here as design input. Design

specification of traction machine requires driving cycle information expressed in terms of

torque versus speed points. The following parameters of a bus of the MTA Flint are used

to calculate the torque-speed requirements for the design of traction machines.

1. Bus weight including passengers = mm“, 216.500 Kg

[
‘
0

. Front area of bus 2 “lf = 9.47 1122

3. Tire radius = Hill/7‘ =().45 m

4. Machine shaft to wheel axle gear ratio = (1',- = 8.24

The torque and speed of the traction machine can be calculated as:

[ll/Hrs- X Rig/Ir

C,-

 
T/n : (4-1)
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where T,,, is required torque of the motor and FI) 1 1 s, is traction force of the bus to travel at

the desired speed of the driving cycle.

Ffms : F T Froll/Hy]

. g. . . . 7

(1m rml T [m ror/ynumzr T [urn [rut/(m (4")

where the components forces are:

Fro/lint} : ”’lms X g X ('os(ar('t1111(111'11111")) (4.3)

[0151.le : 7]!!le X!) X .si11(21.I'("talt(gl'm/1 )) (4.4)

w , , . ._ ‘7 -

lltlt‘IYN/I/IHIHHT' : 0.5 X (III' (hats/f1) X .4 l- X (frag emf/111121: X bus .sprrrl“ (4.3)

lriz‘in '1 ('1 /— bus .- IX (1 ‘(/(./ ( spur s spur) (4.6)

film-i .s/(r'p

 

}‘(l(‘('(‘/('I'(’Iff()ll : HIM/H

The rotational speed of the motor is:

, (I'I‘iz'm ('1 ‘lr—i' )(‘(‘(I —+— buy .1 )(w/l (I -

-l/ufor spr 1 (/ (I‘ml/sr'r) : ( {1 'fl 81‘ s S] ) X —)—,—- (4.7)

3 I‘M/re

 

Fig. 4.2 represents the operating points of FTP driving cycle in terms of torque and

speed requirements for one traction drive. which is calculated using a commercial soft-

ware Advisor [16,]. Two identical traction machines running at same speed and connected

through a summation gear box. will drive the bus each sharing half of the torque required

by the bus. In order to achieve the required performance of the FTP driving cycle by the

vehicle. the torque speed envelope of the each traction machine should cover most of the

the operation points.

Each operating point of the driving cycle is shown by a ’">+< in Fig. 4.2. and it represents

the operation of the traction drive for one second. The density of these points represents

the operational time density of the traction machine in its torque-speed envelope. However.

the power at each operational point varies. Thus, the energy density of the driving cycle is_

hr
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Figure 4.2: Torque speed command points of an FTP driving cycle at the machine shaft

different from its operational time density. A mesh 0n the torque speed map was generated

for Fig. 4.2, and the energy required to drive the bus was calculated for each mesh unit.

Fig. 4.3 shows the contours of equal energy superimposed on the torque speed points of

FTP driving cycle to drive the bus. In order to maximize ADCE, the efficiency map of a

traction machine should have contours of high efficiency close to the region of high energy

density of Fig. 4.3.

4.5 Machine Design

Two different machines were designed and analyzed for the application of proposed ap-

proach as shown in Fig. 4.4 and their key parameters are given Table 4.1. Both machines
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Figure 4.3: Torque speed points of an FTP driving cycle and the energy density contours

were targeted to cover the 99% of the operating points of the driving cycles. Stator of

both machines is same and rotors are different. Design iterations by FEM were carried

to minimize machine losses. Torque speed curve of both machines were calculated from

post processing of the FEM simulation data in Matlab using cross saturated machine model

for efficient machine operation as discussed in section 3.3, Both machines have the same

maximum voltage. however, their maximum current is different as shown in Table 4.1.

Maximum torque per ampere operating strategy was used up to corner speed, and voltage

and current limits were used for higher speed [17]. The torque speed curves of both ma-

chines in motoring mode, superimposed on the operating points of the driving cycle are

given in Fig 4.5.

Analysis shows that input current of machine M1 is more than that of the machine M2
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(b) (C)

Figure 4.4: Quarter geometry of two traction machines designed for FTP driving cycle: (a)

Stator; (b) Rotor of machine Ml : (c) Rotor of machine M2 .

for same maximum output torque. Similarly, field weakening range of both machines is

also different. However, both machines were capable to cover the 99% of the operating

points of the driving cycle. Machines are further compared for their efficiency map as well
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as ADCE of the traction drive in the next two sections.

4.6 Losses and Efficiency Map Calculation

To generate the efficiency map. power losses were computed under the torque speed curve

of the both machines. Both axes ofthe torque speed curve were divided into small steps and

the area under this curve was meshed. The machine current and its angle was calculated on

the mesh intersection points for efficient machine operation using cross saturated machine

Table 4.1: Key parameters used for two IPMSMs designed for an FTP driving cycle

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Machine parameter Value

Rated power 140 kW

Rated torque 760 Nm

Maximum line voltage 480 V

Rated current M1 198 A

Rated current M2 180 A

Corner (base) speed 1760 RPM

 

Maximum speed M1 7000 RPM (4.00 pa)

 

Maximum speed M2 5000 RPM (2.84 pu)

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Air gap 1.0 mm

Rotor diameter 90.0 mm

Stator diameter 165.1 mm

Stack length 200 mm

Stator slots 24

Winding type double layer (Lap)

Slots/pole/phase 2

Number of turns 6.5 per coil

Magnet grade NdFeB N3SSH

 

Stator and rotor core M29 (315 C5 silicon steel    
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Figure 4.5: Torque speed curves of two IPMSMs designed for FTP driving cycle

model as discussed in section 3.3. FEM simulations were used to calculate iron and magnet

losses for each mesh point for the computed current.

4.6.1 Machine losses

Machine losses were computed using the calculated current and respective FEM simula-

tions on these mesh points of the operating region of the machines. Copper losses of the

machines were calculated analytically from conductor gauge, length and current passing

through them as discussed in section 3.4.1. Iron losses were calculated from the post pro-

cessing data of the FEM simulations of each mesh point. Iron losses coefficients required

by the FEM were calculated from the loss data of the iron laminations as mentioned in sec-
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tion 3.4.2. Similarly, magnet losses were calculated from FEM as outlined in section 3.4.3.

Copper, iron and magnet losses were summed up at each mesh point to find total electri-

cal losses of the machine. Machine efficiency was calculated from output power (P0) and

losses from (4.8), and efficiency map of the both machines were generated and are given in

Fig. 4.6 and 4.7.

P0
Efficiency 2W (4.8)
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Figure 4.6: Efficiency map of machine M1
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4.6.2 Inverter losses
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Figure 4.7: Efficiency map of machine M2

Inverter losses were computed for every mesh point using an online software SemiSel

(Semikron Semiconductor Selection) [18]. This software provides interactive calculation

of power dissipation and temperatures for inverters and power semiconductors. The input

parameters such as voltage, current. power factor. switching frequency were provided as

input for each mesh point to the software, the corresponding losses of the inverter were

obtained as output. Combining the inverter losses with machine losses at all mesh points

of the operating region, the efficiency map of the each motor including its inverter was

calculated. and is given in Fig. 4.8 and 4.9.
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Figure 4.8: Efficiency map of machine Ml including inverter

4.6.3 Cooling power

Owing to the high power density, both machines were designed to be cooled by stator water

jacket. Similarly, inverters are also water cooled. To keep the same maximum operating

temperature of each drive (machine and inverter), energy required for the cooling effort for

each drive was estimated from the total losses of each machine and inverter at comer of its

toque speed curve. The power required by the cooling pumps was considered as losses for

the traction drive because it does not contribute to the useful output energy. Based upon the

power rating and flow rate of the commercially available water circulating pumps, it was

estimated that 5% power of the total machine and inverter losses (at comer speed) will be

required by the cooling pump that will circulate the water in the motor and inverter. This
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Figure 4.9: Efficiency map of machine M2 including inverter

assumption is used here due to unavailability of the results by transient thermal analysis

of the machine and inverter, which can provide the accurate energy required for cooling

effort and it is beyond the scope of this work. Although, the machine and inverter losses

vary in time during the driving cycle, the cooling pumps usually keep running even during

stopover time of the bus. Therefore, the continuous power consumption of 5% of the total .

machine and inverter losses for the whole time of the driving cycle was reasonable. The

calculation for the required cooling energy and its inclusion in the ADCE is given in Table

4.2.

49



4.7 Calculation of ADCE

The ADCE of the traction drive was computed by calculating the total input and output

energy of the traction machine during the complete driving cycle. The electrical machine

operates in motoring mode during accelerating and cruising of the bus. and in generating

mode during braking. Therefore. input and output power and energy for each case was

worked out as per followings:

 

Motoring mode output power : Torqur >< .S'pr-(stl (4.9)

Motoring mode input power : Output pou'm' + L().s.s(‘.s (4.10)

Generating mode input power : Torque x 51w (1 (4.1 l)

Generating mode output power : Inf/mt [)(Nt‘t‘l‘ — Les-sir s (4.12)

fl) . . PUJV .

Input Power at 1: operating point :2 17,- I" : (4.13)

e ’U.‘

where P”). and I/I‘. are the output power and efficiency of the traction drive at the AM

operating point respectively. The losses in (4.10) and (4.12) are the sum of the machine

and inverter losses and input power of the cooling pump. The ADCE of the driving cycle

is the ratio of output to input energy of the traction drive and was calculated by (4.14).

N

2 PO}: . I];

  

E -: .

’](l(‘(' : ADCE : .0 Z A 1 (4.14)
L]. I1 )

1:1 111/.- - ’1.-

where PM. is the input of the traction drive at km operating point. and E0, E1: are output

and input energies of the traction for the whole driving cycle. 72 is the number of operating

points of the driving cycle and ’A- is the corresponding time of the each operating point. IA.

is 1 sec for all operating points of F'I‘P driving cycle discussed here . ADCE was calculated

using Matlab program. Machine and inverter losses at at every operating point of the driv-
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Table 4.2: Calculation of ADCE of two [PMSMs designed for FTP driving cycle

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

    

Machine Parameter Machine M1 Machine MZ

Speed (RPM) 1760 1760

Torque (Nm) 760 760

At Rated current (A) 198 180

corner Stator phase resistance (S 2,) 0.04 0.04

of Copper losses (W) = (1. 4704.5 3888.0

torque Iron losses (W) = 1.) 535.5 590.0

speed Magnet losses (W) = r- 17.5 97.0

curve Inverter losses (W) = (1 2103.0 1858.5

Total losses ((1. +12+ (7 + (I) (W) = (3 7360.5 6433.5

Cooling power (0.05 x e) ('W') 368.0 321.7

Output Energy (kWh) 14.86 14.76

For Machine & Inverter losses energy (kWh) 0.84 1.01

driving Energy required for cooling effort (kWh) 0.25 0.22

cycle Total input energy (kWh) 15.95 15.99

Average driving cycle efficiency (ADCE) (9'0) 93.2 92.3

 

ing cycle were calculated by linear interpolation of the respective efficiency map. Table 4.2

shows the results for both machines under consideration.

4.8 Discussion of Results

Both machines fulfill the driving cycle requirements as shown in Fig. 4.5. Machine M2

has double layer of magnets and needs less stator current for maximum required torque and

has less losses on its torque speed envelope boundary. Thus. it needs less cooling effort

i.e. a cooling pump of less power to keep the maximum hot spot temperature less than a

fixed value. On the other hand, Machine M1 has single layer of magnets and requires more

stator current for maximum required torque and thus needs more cooling effort. It looked
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as M2 would be more suitable design for this application than Ml but this is not the case.

When the efficiency map of each of them was generated and ADCE was calculated. it came

out that ADCE of Ml and M2 is 93.2% and 92.3% respectively as shown in Table 4.2. It

was due to the fact that high energy density contours of M1 were closer to the high energy

density of the driving cycle than that of the M2.

Since machine design is an iterative process. many iterations are required to reach the

final design. The use of geometric parameterizations in FEM simulations and analysis

leads to a design very close to the "optimized design“ as M1 was obtained for a specific

apphcafion.

4.9 Conclusions

An approach based upon the ADCE of a traction drive is presented for the design of an

electrical machine for an urban HEV bus. It has been emphasized that the design of the

traction drive should have maximum ADCE instead of maximizing its efficiency at one

operating point. Since the inverter losses and power required for the machine and inverter

cooling are the significant portions of the energy used. they are included in the calculation

of ADCE to optimize the machine design. The applicability of this approach was demon-

strated by two machine designs. It was shown that design (M l ). even though requires more

current than design (MZ) for the same output torque, has more ADCE and is more suitable

design for the specific bus and driving cycle application.



Chapter 5

Overload Considerations for Design and

Operation of IPMSMs

5.1 Introduction

Although IPMSMs and their cooling are designed to match the rated power, power demands

other than rated may arise. To achieve more power than the original machine design allows,

one may keep the same machine dimensions and basic electromagnetic design, but increase

the cooling. Overloading without overheating could happen either by increased cooling

or only for short period of time without additional cooling. Increase in cooling may be

achieved by one or more of the following: changing the coolant type. reducing the inlet

coolant temperature and increasing its flow rate. Modifications of the cooling system can

compensate for the increase in machine losses in the windings, magnets, or iron. Increasing

the allowed stator current affects the machine performance in other ways as well. These

include demagnetization of the magnets and hence shrinking of the speed range to avoid

this. The effects of overloading and consideration for the design and Operation of the

IPMSMs are discussed quantitatively in this chapter.

To account for higher stator current with higher temperatures. the effects on efficiency.
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torque and speed range by changing the magnet material from the more commonly used

NdFeB to SmCo are also studied and discussed.

In this chapter. the literature review is given in section 5.2. The adopted analysis ap-

proach is outlined in section 5.3. The baseline machine and the cross saturated (lq model

are presented in section 5.4. The operating range of this machine is discussed in detail in

section 5.5. Three alterative designs are presented in section 5.6. Operating limits and effi-

ciency are discussed and compared in section 5.7. The use of SmCo magnets as alternative

to NdFeB ones is studied in section 5.8. and finally section 5.9 presents results.

5.2 Literature Review

Overloading of electrical machines increases their temperature and increased cooling is re-

quired for continuous machine operation. Due to high power density. IPMSMs are usually

designed with a cooling system of forced air. water or oil. Different cooling techniques

have been used to keep the machine temperature within limits defined by the magnets and

insulation properties [.19].

Beyond output power. higher stator current causes changes in the operating range of

an IPMSM. The characteristics affected are not only the produced torque. but also the

losses in the windings, the magnets and the iron. and hence efficiency. Looking at the

machine operation from another viewpoint. it is necessary to change the operating mode

with increased current in order to avoid permanent damage to the magnets [20. 21‘]. This

means changes in the angle of the current space vector as well. The limit of the negative

(l-axis current component to avoid demagnetization of the magnets varies nonlinearly with

the magnitude of the stator current and its angle. due to magnetic cross saturation in the

(l and q axes. Earlier work on overloading of PM machines was presented by Demerdash.

Nyamusa and Nehl in [22]. They compared the overload performance of two PM brushless

DC machines using different magnet materials. In their work. the effect of demagnetization
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of the magnets on the machine parameters was addressed in order to analyze the machine

performance with partially demagnetized magnets.

Finite Elements Method (FEM) is a powerful and economical tool to design and char-

acterize the performance of electrical machines [23]. [24]. [25]. Based upon a 2-D FEM

analysis. [26] presents the impact of temperature and various grades of NdFeB magnets on

the performance of an 1PM machine. In [27]. the FEM is also employed to evaluate the

effect of slot opening on the machine performance for concentrated winding interior and

surface PM machines.

5.3 Analysis Approach

Overloading effects are studied for a baseline machine using FEM, as well as for machines

with the same stator but modified rotor design. A cross-saturated model is developed using

Matlab and shown to be more accurate than the classic one. FEM analysis provided the

parameters for the machine model. The operating range for efficient operation was calcu-

lated by this model and the demagnetization limit of the magnets was determined by FEM.

FEM was also used to tune up the machine geometry [28] for the baseline machine design

optimization.

The relationship between increased stator current and machine operating characteristics

is explored assuming fixed maximum voltage. stator design. and for the first part, magnet

material. It is also assumed that adequate cooling can be provided to keep the windings and

the magnets within the appropriate temperature limits. hence. cooling itself is not a topic

of this study.

After many design iterations. three viable designs were selected for comparison; they

differ in air gap. magnet thickness and bridge width, but have the same stator geometry.

Extensive FEM simulations were used to study each design. Standard Matlab programs

were used to process the FEM data for the calculation of machine parameters and operating
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regions under different stator currents.

An alternative to increased cooling with higher current is to use magnets that are more

robust with respect to higher temperatures. The use of SmCo magnets was studied here

for the same stator geometry, as an alternative to NdFeB. and conclusions were reached

regarding losses. efficiency and speed range.

5.4 Baseline Machine Design and Modeling

A 3-phase. 105 kW, 4-pole IPMSM was designed as the baseline machine using FEM it-

erations. The designed machine was aimed to drive a high power series hybrid bus with
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Figure 5.1: Quarter geometry of a 105 kW rated power baseline IPMSM
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restricted volume. It is water cooled and has double layer permanent magnet rotor. The ma-

chine geometry and its key design parameters are given Fig. 3.1 and Table 3.1 respectively.

The same are copied in this chapter in Fig. 5.1 and Table 5.1 for convenience. The cross

saturated model of the IPMSM was used to calculate the machine parameters and torque

speed envelope of the machine for efficient machine operation as discussed in 3.3.

Although the machine model with cross saturatirm is relatively complex. it provides

more accurate results than the conventional (lq model as already mentioned in section 3.3.

Table 5.1: Key parameters of a baseline 4 pole 105 kW IPMSM

 

Value

105 kW

Machine parameter

 

Rated power

 

Rated torque 781.4 Nm

 

 

 

Rated current 140 A

Maximum line voltage 480 V

Corner (base) speed 1285 RPM

 

Maximum speed 6000 RPM (4.7 pu)

 

 

 

 

 

(l-axis permanent magnet flux 1.03 Wb

Stator phase resistance 0.17 Q

Air gap 0.8 mm

Rotor diameter 207.8 mm

Stator diameter 381 mm

 

Stack length 240 mm

 

Stator slots 24
 

Winding type double layer (Lap)

 

Slots/pole/phase 7
‘-

 

Number of turns 1 l per coil

 

Magnet grade NdFeB N35SH

  Stator and rotor core  M-19 G24 silicon steel
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Figure 5.2: Operating range of the baseline machine calculated using cross saturated (lq

model

Fig.5.2 shows the torque-speed envelope of the baseline machine calculated using the cross

saturated (Iq model. for efficient machine operation.

5.4.1 Demagnetization of NdFeB magnets

To avoid demagnetization of the magnets in IPMSMs. the current in the negative (l-axis

should be limited. Fig. 5.3 shows the demagnetization curves of NdFeB grade N3SSH

permanent magnets at different temperatures [29]. It can be seen that 0.5 T is the safe lower

limit of magnetic flux density. which is just above the demagnetization knee at 1500C.

Therefore. the lower limit of the flux density in the permanent magnets has been set at 0.5

T for the analysis presented here.
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Figure 5.3: Demagnetization curves of NdFeB grade N3SSH permanent magnets

When cross saturation in not taken into account. the calculated negative (l-axis current

corresponding to the demagnetization limit of the permanent magnets remains constant for

all stator currents. On the other hand, when cross saturation is considered, this calculated

current varies with the (1 axis current. This topic is discussed further in the next section.

5.5 Baseline Machine Operation

In order to analyze the machine operation, it is assumed that maximum line voltage of the

machine is 480 V rms and sufficient cooling is available to keep the machine temperature

less than 1500C.
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5.5.1 Operation below rated current

Fig. 5.4 shows the the operating curves of the baseline machine at and below rated cun'ent.

FEM analysis was carried out for different values of the stator current. and its angle was

varied from 900 to 1800. At rated current, the maximum speed of the machine in the

constant power mode is about 4.4 times the corner speed. Fig. 5.5 shows the flux density

when rated current was applied along the negative d-axis. The flux density in the magnets

remained above the knee of the demagnetization curve. Therefore, the machine can operate

safely up to rated current for all current angles with maximum operating temperature of

1500C. The corner speed and torque of the machine varies with changing stator current as

it is shown in Fig. 5.4.
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Figure 5.4: Operating curves of the baseline machine up to rated current
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Figure 5.5: Magnetic flux distribution of the baseline machine with rated current along

negative (l-axis

5.5.2 Operation above rated current

Fig. 5.6 shows the operating curves of the baseline machine for different current levels,

including higher than rated. They are calculated from the cross saturated dq model but

without considering the demagnetization limit of the magnets. From Fig. 5.6, it appears

that the machine can operate with stator current of 1.4 pa in MTPA mode of operation and

it can develop 1.37 pu torque. It also appears that the machine with 1.4 pu current has a

wider field weakening range than with the rated current.

When the demagnetization limit of the magnets is considered, it is recognized that

the operation discussed above is not possible. The machine can still operate safely above

its demagnetization limit for maximum current of 1.1 pu with current angle up to 180°.

Safe operation at current higher than 1.1 pu requires a decrease in the current angle for an

increase in the current magnitude. Fig. 5.7 shows the flux density distribution with stator
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Figure 5.6: Operating curves of the baseline machine without considering demagnetization

limit

current of 1.4 pu applied at angle of 1350 (1d : —0.99 pu). There the flux density is less

than 0.5 T in some portion of the magnets, causing their demagnetization. This of course

is not an acceptable machine operation.

Table 5.2 shows the stator current and the corresponding limit of the current angle

for both safe and unsafe operating regions when demagnetization is taken into account.

Fig. 5.8 summarizes these results in pictorial view, and shows the operating region of the

machine. We make the following observations and conclusions from Table 5.2 and Fig.

5.8:

1. Operation up to 1.1 pu current is possible in any region of operation. At this current,

the machine provides maximum torque of 1.09 pu below the corner speed and 1.09
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Figure 5.7: Magnetic flux distribution for 1.4 pu current at angle of 1350(Id = —0.99 pu)

pu power in the whole field weakening range.

2. For 1.2 pu stator current, the machine can operate below the corner speed in MTPA

mode and produce 1.19 pu torque. However, its maximum speed is limited to 2.25

pa in the constant power region. This is due to the limit on the current angle of 1700

in order to operate the machine without demagnetizing the magnets.

3. The operational range of the machine is further limited for higher currents. At 1.3

pu current, the angle for MTPA mode is 1430, while the angle limit is 1300 to avoid

demagnetization. This means that the machine cannot be driven in MTPA mode of

operation. Furthermore, the machine cannot operate in constant power mode as well,

because the current angle cannot be increased more than its limit of 1300.

4. Similarly, torque and speed limits are reduced further for 1.4 pu current, as shown in

the Table 5.2. Moreover, the machine can’t operate at any angle for more than 1.4 pu
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Figure 5.8: Operating curves of baseline machine for rated and higher current considering

demagnetization limit of magnets

stator current and this is the upper current limit of the machine.

5. Due to cross saturation. the upper limit of the negative (l—axis current is reduced (from

1.18 pu to 0.7 ptr) for respective increase in the stator current (from 1.2 pu to 1.4 pu)

for safe machine operation.

64



Table 5.2: Machine operation for MPTA mode and demagnetization limit

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

Stator Without considering To avoid

current demagnetization demagnetization

(pu) Max current Id Max Torque Max current [(1 Max torque

angle (pu) (pu) angle (pu) (pu)

1.0 (rated) 136.50 -0.73 1.0 1800 * -1.0 1.0

1.1 139.50 -0.84 1.09 1800 * -1.1 1.09

1.2 141.00 -0.93 1.19 1700* -1.18 1.19

1.3 143.00 -1.04 1.28 1300 -0.84 1.23

1.4 145.50 -l.15 1.37 1200 -0.70 1.22      
 

* Angle higher than required for MTPA operation without considering demagnetization. It

shows that machine operation is safe up to corner speed under MTPA for the corresponding

stator current.

5.6 Machine Design Variants for Operation Above Rated

Current

not dernagnetized.

In this section. the machine is redesigned in order to achieve the best operational charac-

teristics with increased cooling. In this exercise the total machine volume. magnet grade.

iron core and outer dimensions are kept constant. In the analysis of the machine operation,

the stator current is increased to take advantage ofthe better cooling, while the magnets are

Keeping the stator unchanged. three possible variations of the rotor are selected:

0 Increased air gap.

0 Thicker magnets.

0 Increased bridge width.

Fig. 5.9 shows the geometry of rotor and air gap for the baseline machine and three
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Figure 5.9: Comparison of different designs: (a) baseline machine: (b) increased air gap:

(c) thicker magnets: ((1) increased bridge width.

design variants. In each design. the light and dark gray shades represent the magnets and

air respectively. FEM and Matlab programs are used for each case to find the machine pa-

rameters, operating range, demagnetization limit, and corresponding magnitude and angle

of the stator current.

In the remaining part of this chapter, rated conditions (1 pu). refers to those ofthe base-
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line design. The design modifications for each option are discussed with respect to the

baseline machine. Maximum current for each design refers to maximum stator overload

current that can be used in the full speed range without demagnetization of the magnets.

Maximum speed of machine is the speed. when its torque is reduced to 0.2 pu in the con-

stant power region.

5.6.1 Increased air gap

The air gap of machine was increased to twice than that of the baseline machine. This was

done by adding 0.8 mm depth from the stator teeth to the air gap. however. the slot opening

of the stator and rotor remained unchanged. Fig. 5% shows the resulting rotor geometry.

This design provides less torque at rated current but allows higher maximum stator

current (1.2 pu) than that of the baseline machine. Fig. 5.10 shows the operating range of

this machine for rated current and higher than that. The torque is reduced to 0.93 pu for

rated current. The maximum torque in MTPA mode is 1.12 pu and the maximum power

in the whole field weakening region is 1.14 pa. They can be achieved at maximum stator

current of 1.2 pu. The maximum speed during field weakening at rated and maximum

current is almost the same as that of the baseline design.

5.6.2 Thicker magnets

In this design variation. the thickness of the internal layer of magnets was increased to

1.5 times that of the baseline machine. while the thickness of the outer layer remained

unchanged. Fig. 5.9c shows the geometry of this machine. This was opted because it is the

internal layer which dernagnetizes first due to high current in the negative (l-axis.

The operating ranges of the thicker magnet machine for rated and higher stator current

are shown in Fig. 5.1 1. It provides the same torque (1.0 pu) as that of the baseline machine

at rated current but allows much higher current (1.4 pu) producing maximum torque of
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Figure 5.10: Operating curves of the machine having increased air gap

1.38 pa. The maximum speed at the rated and maximum current is 3.7 pu and 6.2 pu

respectively.

5.6.3 Increased width of bridges

The bridge width (the minimum distance between any magnet and the rotor surface or

between two magnets in the rotor core) has been increased to twice than that of the baseline

machine. The magnet width and the air gap remained unchanged. Fig. 5.9d shows the

geometry of the machine with increased bridge width.

Like the increased air gap design. this design provides less torque at rated current but

allows higher maximum stator current (1.2 pu) than that of the baseline machine. Fig. 5.12

68



 

1.4 . . ‘J‘ I T T T
 

 

:‘. § } f ---1.0pu

f'""".\\ 3 g g '----1.1pu

1'2“.--.z-i...\\......,.. ....... ....... _1.2pU"

_._,_._1.\'\ ’ T i ---1.3pu

   

T
o
r
q
u
e

(
p
u
)

.
0
a
:

.
O
m

.
0

4:
.

0.2 ..

  
  

Figure 5.1 1: Operating curves of the machine having thicker magnets

shows the operating range of the machine for rated current and higher. It was observed that

torque is decreased to 0.94 pu for the rated current. Maximum current is 1.2 pu. which

can produce 1.21 pu of torque and 1.25 pu of power in the field weakening range. In this

design, maximum speed with field weakening, both at rated and overload conditions, is

almost the same, about 5.2 pu.
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Figure 5.12: Operating curves of the machine having wider rotor bridges

5.7 Comparison of Machine Design Variants

5.7.1 Operating regions

Table 5.3 compares three designs in terms of torque, power and maximum speed at rated

and maximum current. Thicker magnet design allows higher maximum current and devel-

ops rnore torque and power than other designs. Although. at the rated current. its maximum

speed (3.7 pu) is less than that of the baseline machine (4.4 pu). But. at maximum current,

its maximum speed is more than that of the baseline machine. This shows that torque speed

envelope of the baseline machine is the subset of the thicker magnet machine. Therefore,

thicker magnet design is the best choice for the machine operation at higher currents with-

out changing its size. The additional losses will have to be compensated for by the increased
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cooling.

Since the permeability of NdFeB permanent magnets is almost the same as that of air.

one can consider the effect of adding a layer of air equal to the increased thickness of

magnets to increase reluctance torque. Fig. 5.13 shows the geometry of this machine.

which has an air layer of thickness equal to the half of the magnet thickness, along the

internal magnet layer. Fig.

current conditions. taking

because the machine cannot operate in MTPA mode even at its rated current. It can operate

in full speed range up to 50% of the rated current (0.5 pu) due to demagnetization limit of

the magnets. Furthermore. the maximum speed ofthis machine is much less than that ofthe

Table 5.3: Comparison of machine design variations

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Design Machine Design Variants

Parameter Baseline Increased Thicker Wide

Machine Airgap Magnets Bridges

Max torque at

rated current (pu) 1.0 0.93 1.0 0.94

Max

current (pu) 1.1 1 2 1.4 1.2

Max torque at max

current (pu) 1.09 1.12 1.38 1.21

Max power in constant

power region (pu) 1.1 1.14 1.39 1.25

Max speed at

rated current (pu) 4.4 4.4 3.7 5.2

Max speed at max

current (pu) 5.1 5.1 6.2 5.2    
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5.14 shows the operating range. of this machine under different

demagnetization into account. This design is not acceptable.

 



 

 

 

  
 

    

 

   

 

  

     
 

Figure 5.13: Geometry of the machine having air with internal magnet layer

baseline machine, because it can not operate in field weakening for current above 0.5 pu.

Comparing this design to one with thicker magnets, its operating range is too small. This is

caused by less flux in the magnetic circuit due to increased reluctance, and demagnetization

starts with less stator current.

5.7.2 Efficiency

The baseline machine was an optimized design for efficient operation in the specific region

of operation. Although increased cooling of the machine with thicker magnets allows for

wider operation range. one can expect it to also cause performance degradation. These

effects are discussed in this section.

The four machine design variants were compared for efficiency at the rated torque and

speed. It can be seen from figures 5.8, 5.10, 5.11 and 5.12 that the comer speed of all

designs is almost 1 pu at rated current. However. the developed torque is different. summa-
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Figure 5.14: Operating curves of the machine having air with internal magnet layer

rized in Table 5.3. Rated current produces less than 1.0 pu torque for two designs (increased

air gap and wide bridges), i.e. they require more than the rated current to produce rated

torque. Higher current increases losses. reducing the efficiency of machine. Consequently.

the design with thicker magnets has efficiency equal to that of the baseline machine at rated

torque and speed.

The efficiency of the baseline and the thicker magnets designs is further compared for

full speed range under efficient machine operation. Copper losses are calculated from the

winding resistance and they are the same for a fixed stator current for all designs discussed

in this chapter. Iron and magnet losses are computed from FEM analysis ofthe two designs.

Following observations are made from this analysis:
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1. The baseline and thicker magnet designs have the same efficiency at lower speeds.

however at higher speed the efficiency of the thicker magnet design is less than that

of the baseline machine. Fig. 5.15 shows comparison of efficiency vs speed of both

designs at rated current. The thicker magnet design has less (l-axis inductance and

more flux of permanent magnets for the same stator current. resulting in reduction

of the field weakening range compared to the baseline design. Consequently, at a

fixed speed and current in the field weakening operation. the thicker magnets design

provides less torque. This causes a sharp reduction in the efficiency for the thicker

magnets design at higher speeds.

2. The efficiency of the thicker magnets design at its maximum current (1.4 pu) is less
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Figure 5.15: Efficiency vs speed comparison at rated current
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than the efficiency of the baseline design at its maximum current (1.1 pu) for the

whole speed range and Fig. 5.16 shows this result. Comparing these two designs at

rated speed. the increase in the iron and copper losses of the thicker magnet design is

5% and 62% respectively: on the other hand the increase in its output power is only

by 26%.

The thicker magnets design provides wider torque speed operating range with increased

cooling, but at the cost of reduction in the efficiency for higher speeds at rated current.
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Figure 5.16: Efficiency vs speed comparison at maximum current
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5.8 NdFeB vs SmCo magnets for overload operation

The machines discussed in this chapter so far used NdFeB magnets. However. SmCo

magnets are an alternate option for the design of high power density machines intended

for high temperature operation [30]. The differences in the machine operating range and its

efficiency are investigated here for NdFeB (grade N3SSH) and SmCo (grade 2:17) magnets

[31 ]. SmCo magnets have lower 13,- but higher operating temperature than NdFeB magnets.

as shown in Table 5.4. Unlike NdFeB magnets presented in Fig. 5.3. the demagnetization

curves of SmCo magnets do not exhibit a knee. and therefore they don't get demagnetizcd

at low flux density.

SmCo magnets for the same magnetic circuit generally produces lower flux density. To

perform the analysis in this section. of the rotor geometries analyzed for NdFeB magnets.

the one with the thinner magnets was selected. i.e. the baseline machine design discussed

in section 5.4. The design with thicker magnet was considered previously to avoid demag-

netization of the NdFeB magnets. which is not a concern here. while it did not produce

appreciatively higher magnet flux. which would have been desired with SmCo magnets.

All geometrical parameters of the design remain unchanged.

The FEM analysis was used to study the performance of both machines. We compare

the current. torque and efficiency under three different load conditions at the corner speed.

The results are summarized in Table 5.5 and the following observations are made:

1. In order to achieve the same (rated) torque. the SmCo machine requires more current

Table 5.4: Magnetic characteristics of NdFeB and SmCo magnets

 

Material EMT) ll('(lr'rl/IN) BHUrJ/m3) [In]. .T/(I.I‘T(OC')

 

NdFeB 0.7—1.41 310-1500 35-385 1.05—1.25 80-200

 

SmCo 0.55— 1 . 15 360-820 56-246 1.02-1.1 300-550        
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Table 5.5: Comparison of baseline machine operation using NdFeB and SmCo magnets

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

Comparison at Machine NdFeB SmCo

corner speed parameter machine machine

Rated torque Current (pu) 1.0 1.1

Efficiency (%) 94.7 93.5

Rated current Maximum torque (pu) 1.0 0.91

Efficiency (‘70) 94.7 94.1

Maximum torque (pu) 1.23 1.18

1.3 pu current Efficiency (‘70) 93.3 92.9

Operation beyond No Yes

corner speed

Maximum operating temperature 1500C 3000C      
(1.1 pu) and has lower efficiency than the NdFeB machine.

2. At rated current. the SmCo machine produces lower torque and efficiency than the

NdFeB one. The difference in the efficiency of the two machines is less. due to equal

copper losses. which are dominant at the rated current.

3. At 1.3 pu current. torque of both machines is comparable. Efficiency difference is

also less. Reduced torque by NdFeB machine is due to the current angle constraint

imposed by demagnetization limit of the magnets. and therefore MTPA operation

could not be realized. The SmCo machine can operate beyond corner speed at over-

load condition. whereas NdFeB can't.

Within rated operation and at maximum temperature (1500C for N3SSH), the NdFeB

magnets machine is more efficient than that of SmCo. Efficiencies of NdFeB and SmCo

machine are comparable under overload conditions. For high temperature, SmCo is the sole

choice. Moreover. SmCo magnets provide full speed range for higher overload operation
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Table 5.6: Summary of design and analysis of IPMSMs

 

  

 

 

  

5 Machine parameter Baseline Thicker magnet SmCo

design NdFeB magnets

Maximum current 1.1 pu About 27% increase in

Max torque at max current 1.09 pu current and torque

Max speed at max current 5.1 pu 21% 31%

increase decrease

Efficiency at rated current 94.7% Negligible change

at corner speed

 

 

Efficiency at rated current 87.3% 3.6 ‘70 6.7%

at 3.5 x corner speed decrease decrease

Maximum Temperature 1500C 1500C 3000C      

than the NdFeB magnets. irrespective of the machine temperature.

Table 5.6 summarizes the findings of this chapter.

5.9 Summary and Conclusions

The design and operation of an IPMSM has been explored for overload operation. The

cross saturated (Iq model provides more accurate machine parameters than conventional (fr)

model. NdFeB magnets are used to achieve high power density. Demagnetization of the

magnets is taken into account in the analysis. which occurs for one of two reasons: high

temperature and low flux density in the magnets. caused by large current along the negative

(l-axis.

Machine operation for higher than rated stator current can be achieved with increased

cooling. Any specific design of IPMSM can operate safely up to power higher than rated. if

such room is provided by the designer. For even heavier overloading the machine maximum
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speed has to be reduced and its torque-speed envelope shrinks. Analysis of an optimized

baseline design of 105 kW IPMSM is presented for gradually increasing overload condi-

tions. Demagnetization is shown to be the result not only of negative d-axis current. but

also of the cross-saturation caused by the q-axis current component.

The IPMSM can be redesigned in more than one ways to increase the operation range

under improved cooling. In the design variations studied here. the magnet grade. iron core

and machine volume remained the same. Among three design modifications in the rotor

geometry. thicker magnets design allowed more overload operation with full speed range

but with reduced efficiency as compared to the baseline design.

As an alternate to increased machine cooling, the rotor geometry of the baseline ma-

chine but with SmCo magnets was also analyzed. The machine with SmCo magnets shows

lower efficiency than the NdFeB machine at rated operation. However. SmCo allowes full

speed range overload operation at higher temperature.
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Chapter 6

Characteristics of Magnet Materials and

Their Consideration in the Design of

PMSMs

6.1 Introduction

Rare earth magnet materials are the basis of good performance of Permanent Magnet Syn-

chronous Machines (PMSMs) [32]. NdFeB magnets are usually the first choice for the

design of high power PMSMs due to their high energy. Special attention is required for

the design of PMSMs for elevated temperature operation, which can happen due to severe

weather and/or insufficient cooling. This requirement motivates for the consideration of

different magnet materials for design of PMSMs.

The characteristic parameters of permanent magnets vary with temperature. They are

remanent flux density, coercivity, and demagnetization flux density. The rate of change

in these parameters with temperature is different for each magnet material. High power

PMSMs for vehicle application can face temperatures outside the range of -350C to 1900C,

therefore, their operating temperature is an important design consideration. Due to temper-
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ature dependent characteristics of the magnets, a PM machine designed for a specific op-

erating temperature shows different characteristics with temperature variation. Therefore.

it is necessary to analyze the machine performance over its intended operating temperature

range.

The operating temperature of PMSMs is limited by maximum temperature of the wind-

ings insulation and the magnets. High temperature winding insulation and SmCo or ferrite

magnets are options for high temperature machine operation. The use of high temperature

winding insulation does not affect the machine's operating characteristics. On the other

hand. different magnet materials and machine temperature have significant impact on the

machine performance. and this issue is explored in this chapter.

SmCo magnets are a substitute of NdFeB magnets for high power PM machines. The

remanent flux density of NdFeB magnets reduces with increase in temperature at faster rate

than that of the SmCo magnets. and it becomes comparable at high temperature. One of

the objectives of this chapter is the design considerations of an IPMSM for wide temper-

ature environment using NdFeB and SmCo magnets. Initially, An IPMSM was designed

using NdFeB magnets for its optimum operation to meet torque speed requirements of an

urban Federal Test Procedure (FTP) cycle for a series hybrid bus. Then. the machine was

redesigned using SmCo magnets. Quantitative performance analysis of the both machines

was carried out at two different temperatures for each design with NdFeB as well as SmCo

magnets. Demagnetization of the magnets is taken into account considering flux and tem-

perature variation during machine operation. Comparison of torque speed and efficiency is

worked out for every design option.

Design of high power PMSMs using ferrite magnets is the second topic of discussion.

Ferrite magnets can also work at higher temperature than that of the NdFeB. A machine

design using ferrite magnets is intended for the same application of series hybrid bus for

FTP driving cycle. Ferrite magnets have less remanent flux density and thus ferrite PMSMs

have have less power density. Issues have initiated about the availability of rare earth
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magnet materials across the world [33]. In case of their non-availability. ferrites magnets

could be the only choice for PM machines utilized in the emerging technology of HEVs

and wind energy. This motivates the design of PMSMs without using rare earth magnets. A

few variants of PMSle using ferrite magnets are discussed including flux squeeze design

[34]. Comparison of their torque speed characteristics leads to the selection of potential

design for hybrid bus application.

FEM is used to determine machine parameters. Torque speed envelopes and efficiency

are calculated by writing a program code in the Matlab. Cross saturated machine model

[8] is employed to determine the machine operating range for maximum torque per ampere

operation [6] below corner speed and operation under maximum current and voltage above

corner speed. Copper losses are calculated analytically and iron losses are computed by the

FEM. Magsoft‘s Flux2D is used as a FEM tool for design and analysis.

6.2 Literature Review

Different approaches are used by researchers and engineers for the design and performance

analysis of electrical machines. In [35]. thermal analysis of PMSMs and temperature rise

for different rotor configurations shows that the magnets of surface PM machines are more

vulnerable to get dernagnetized than that of the interior PMSMs. Design and analysis of

an IPMSM was presented for field weakening range using extensive FEM in [36]. Opti-

mization of rotor saliency and machine efficiency is discussed for the design of an IPMSM

in [37]. The issues of design and analysis of PMSMs for high temperature application and

design for high power density machines without using rare earth magnets is not explored

so far in the literature.



6.3 Properties of Permanent Magnets and Their Selection

Significant variations exists in the characteristics of the magnet materials used for electrical

machine applications. Four types of permanent magnet materials are commonly utilized for

PM machines. They are NdFeB (Neodymium Ferrous Boron). SmCo (Samarium Cobalt).

AlNiCo (Aluminium Nickel Cobalt) and Ferrites. Fig. 6.1 shows typical demagnetization

characteristics of each material type and Table 6.1 lists the range of their parameters.

NdFeB magnets have highest [1,- and H(- but their maximum operating temperature is

less than that of the SmCo magnets. SmCo have high operating temperature. a little less Br

than NdFeB but they have more conductivity than NdFeB. AlNiCo have minimum I[(' but

can work at high temperatures. Finally, ferrites have medium Hp, lowest 13,- and relatively

high operating temperature. Comparing the relative cost. SmCo are the most expensive
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Figure 6.1: Demagnetization characteristics of magnet materials
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Table 6.1: Characteristics of permanent magnet materials

 

 

 

 

 

Parameter NdFeB SmCo AlNiCo Ferrite

13,. (T) 0.7—1.41 055—1. 15 0.7—1.35 0.22—0.42

11... (AA/m) 3 111—1500 360—820 44—151 151—254

[5’ H (1.1/mi") - 5—385 56—246 1 1.0—59.0 90—330

,1”... 1.05-1.25 102-11 1.5—4 1.05—1.35
 

TM (00) 100—200 200—550 200—500 100—250

 

 

 

 

(1,3,. (Sf/QC) -0.11 -0035 0.02 -0.18

5”,. (‘7: /0(') -0.6 -0.3 0015 +0.4

0 (52—11171) 0.03 x 10“ 1.25 x 10‘i 2 x ref1 1 x 10’6

Relative Cost 333 3333 33 3       
 

and ferrites are the cheapest. The range of operating temperature of the different magnets

(given in Table 6.1) is also a key factor in deciding their usage in a specific application.

High power IPMSMs experience large stator currents and are often operated under field

weakening. Apart from the field weakening beyond corner speed. a magnetic field opposing

permanent magnets is also generated in Maximum Torque Per Ampere (MTPA) mode.

below the corner speed [5], [6]. [8]. [38]. Therefore. the flux density in the permanent

magnets is reduced by stator current in MTPA and constant power region ofoperation. High

power density PMSMs have large stator ampere turns and therefore. permanent magnets are

always vulnerable to get demagnetized. At the same time. high air gap flux density from

permanent magnets is also demanded for high power density. NdFeB and SmCo magnets

have relatively high Br and Hp: they are more suitable for high power density PMSM. On

the other hand. AlNiCo magnets are not feasible for such machines due to their low Hp.
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6.4 Demagnetization of Permanent Magnets

A permanent magnet. while installed in a PMSM, can get dernagnetizcd by either ofthe two

reasons; temperature rise higher than its maximum operating temperature. or flux density

reduction in the magnet less than that ofthe knee ofthe demagnetization curve. Insufficient

cooling and increase in the iron and magnet losses cause the temperature escalation in

the magnets. On the other hand, flux density in the magnets is reduced by stator current

applied along the negative (f—axis of the machine. Flux density reduction in the magnets

has nonlinear relationship with current magnitude and angle due to cross saturation of the

PMSMs [38].

Furthermore. the flux density et_)rresponding to the knee of demagnetization curves is

also temperature dependent as shown in Fig. 5.3. 6.2 and 6.3 for NdFeB. SmCo and Ferrite
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Figure 6.2: Demagnetization curves of SmCo grade 2:17 magnets
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Figure 6.3: Demagnetization curves of Ferrite magnets

magnets respectively. For example, Fig. 5.3 shows that knee of the demagnetization curve

of NdFeB grade N3SSH lies at 0.2T and 0.4T for magnet temperatures of 120°C and 150°C

respectively. The reduction in B,‘ and Hg with increase in temperature are due to negative

thermal coefficients ”Br and .7th as mentioned in Table 6.1. Ferrite magnets have positive

thermal 1H(:9 that shows their demagnetization occurs with temperature drop. Therefore.

before getting demagnetized. the minimum fiux density in the magnets (knee point) varies

with temperature and the negative (l-axis current.

It is a safer practice to design a machine and its control for the worst case. It dictates that

if the maximum current is applied along negative d-axis of the machine, the flux density

in the magnets should not be reduced less than the knee of the respective demagnetization

curve within the operating temperature range of the magnets. This criterion is used for all

machine designs discussed here for the demagnetization limit of the magnets.
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6.5 Effect of Magnet Materials and Temperature

The temperature of electrical machines increases much higher than the room temperature

during their Operation especially that of high power density machines. To achieve the

required characteristics of the PM machines. it is necessary to take into account the effect of

temperature variation that machines will be face during their operation. This consideration

is explored here for design of two different machines using NdFeB and SmCo magnets.

which are the potential candidates (based upon their high 13’,- and lip) for high power

density PM machines. The performance of both machines is evaluated at two different

temperatures.

Magnet material and its grade is selected based upon the operating temperature and the

required air gap flux density to match the torque speed requirements for FTP driving cycle

shown in Fig 4.2. The maximum operating temperature of the machine depends upon the

thermal design of the machine. It is assumed that thermal design of the machine ensures

safe machine operation.

6.5.1 Machine designs

Based upon high 13,- and lip of the NdFeB magnets as discussed in section 6.3, they are

the first choice in order to design high power density PM machines. NdFeB magnets have

different grades within its family, which vary in [3,. and maximum operating temperature

as shown in Table 6.2.

The power requirements of traction motor for a series hybrid bus are based upon the

FTP driving cycle as described earlier in section 4.4. The design is aimed to cover max-

imum possible torque speed points of Fig. 4.2. Fig. 6.4 and 6.5 show the geometry and

torque speed envelope respectively of NdFeB machine designed to meet the driving cycle

requirements of Fig. 4.2. The rated machine parameters are tabulated in Table 6.3. The

torque speed envelope was calculated using the cross saturated model for efficient machine
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Table 6.2: Grades of NdFeB magnets

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

     
   

 

Magnet grade B,- (T) Maximum operating temperature (0C)

N 1.17-1.48 80

NM 1.17-1.45 100

NH l.l4-l.42 120

NSH 1.08-1.37 [50

NUH 1.08-1.29 180

NEH 1.04-1.26 200

Magnets

D Iron core

   
Figure 6.4: NdFeB machine geometry

operation as described in section 3.3. The line voltage is 480 V in all designs presented

here. Furthermore, the parameters values of this NdFeB machine listed in Table 6.3 are

used as base values for the other designs. Maximum speed refers to the speed when torque

at rated current is 0.3 pu.

Since the NdFeB magnets experience a knee in their demagnetization curves, it is im-

portant to evaluate their possibility of demagnetization during their operation and it was

calculated by FEM analysis. Flux density in the magnets was observed for varying current
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Figure 6.5: Torque speed envelope of NdFeB machine

magnitude and its angle. Fig. 6.6 shows the flux density in the machine. when maximum

current (1.4 pu) is applied along negative (fl-axis. It shows that flux density in the magnets

remains more than 0.45T. The knee of demagnetization curve of N3SSH at 1500C is 0.4

T as shown in Fig. 6.4. Therefore, the safe machine operation is ensured for maximum

current applied at any angle and to have sufficient machine cooling to keep the magnets

temperature less than 1500C. FEM analysis shows that demagnetization of the magnets

stans for current higher than 1.4 pu in negative (l-axis.

In order to operate the machine at temperatures higher than 2000C, SmCo magnets

replace the NdFeB magnets in the Fig. 6.4 as a first iteration. Since SmCo magnets have

less flux density than that of the NdFeB, the SmCo magnets can not just replace the NdFeB

magnets to have similar machine perforrmmce. Rotor of the NdFeB machine discussed was
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Table 6.3: Key parameters of the machine designed with NdFeB magnets

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

     
 

Machine Parameter Value Machine Parameter Value

Rated power 140 kW Rated torque 760 Nm

Rated current 198 A Line voltage 480 V

Corner (base) speed 1760 RPM Stack length 200 mm

Maximum speed 7000 RPM (4.00 pu) Air gap 1 mm

Maximum current 235 A Stator diameter 330.2 mm

Winding type double layer (Lap) Stator slots 24

Coil pitch 1500 Elect Rotor diameter 180 mm

Magnet grade NdFeB N3SSH Number of turns 6.5 per coil

Stator and rotor core M15629 silicon steel Slots/pole/phase 2

B < 0.45T J

 

B Z 0.45T

Figure 6.6: Flux density in NdFeB magnets with maximum current in negative d-axis
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redesigned as rotor B shown in Fig. 6.8. Rotor of machine shown in Fig. 6.4 is named as

rotor A for comparison purposes ans is shown in Fig. 6.7. Rotor B (Fig. 6.8) was designed

to have more air gap flux density considering that the basic design criteria remains the same

i.e. to meet the torque speed requirements of the hybrid bus for FTP driving cycle.

6.5.2 Design comparison and discussion of results

Two variants of IPMSM. whose rotors are shown in Fig. 6.7 and 6.8. are compared to study

the effect of magnet materials and temperature variation on the machine performance. Both

machines have same outer diameter. stack length and identical stators.

The machine performance results discussed here are in pa quantities. Machine designed

with rotor A using NdFeB magnets is taken as baseline machine and its parameters given

in Table 6.1 are taken as base values for pu representation. Refereing to Table 6.4 and Fig.

6.9 and 6.10. following observations can be made:

[3 Magnets

   
Figure 6.7: Rotor design A
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Figure 6.8: Rotor design B

Table 6.4: Comparison of machine design variations at different temperatures

  

 

  
 

 

    

 

 

  
  

Machine design Current for demanded Mgimum 92 Effigency

variants and torque (up to speed in at corner

operating temperature corner speed) FW (pu) speed

TNdFeB 500C 1.() 3.69 96.3

Rotor A i . 19(10C 1.13 2.72 ‘ 93.2

r SmCo 500C 1.18 2.72 i 95.3

1 1900C 1.35 2.42 92.7

— T NdFeB SOOCT 77.— 0.95 —‘ — 3.07 —T 96.6 A

Rotor B i 1900C 1.06 3.46 94.0 T

l SmCo 511% 1.06 . 3.46 . 95.8

g _ lL 19(10C 1.10 ‘ _i 3.09 93.6      
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Figure 6.9: Operating range of four NdFeB and SmCo machine variants at two different

temperatures

1. At low temperature (500C), rotor design A with NdFeB magnets is the best choice. It

has maximum speed (3.69 pa) in the field weakening among all other design options

and provides efficiency of 96.3% at corner speed.

2. At high temperature (1900C). irrespective of the magnet materials, design A can not

meet the torque speed requirements of the driving cycle due to its less field weakening

range. Furthermore. its efficiency at comer speed is reduced (93.2% for NdFeB and

95.3% for SmCo magnets) due to higher current required to provide the base torque.

3. Design B is suitable for high temperature (1900C). NdFeB magnets provide wider

field weakening and high efficiency than the SmCo magnets in this case too.
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Figure 6.10: Efficiency of four NdFeB and SmCo machine variants at two different tem-

peratures

4. Efficiency of machines as shown in Fig. 6.10 is compared up to the comer speed.

Above the comer speed, higher is the current, lesser is the efficiency for same output

torque of a machine because additional current contributes towards the machines

losses.

5. For wide temperature range (\SOOC-19OOC) of operation, both NdFeB and SmCo

magnets used in rotor B have almost the same maximum speed in field weakening.

However. NdFeB magnets exhibit higher efficiency than SmCo magnets over the

whole temperature range.

6. NdFeB is the preferred magnet material to be used for wide temperature range up
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to 2000C (the maximum possible temperature for NdFeB). However, the machine

design should be optimized for high temperature. Rotor B is the optimized design

for high temperature using NdFeB magnets. and for low temperature using SmCo

liiilgliCtS.

7. SmCo magnets is the only solution for temperature higher than 2()()OC. Furthermore.

a machine designed with SmCo magnets for lower temperature can work over a wide

range of temperature without much decrease in the field weakening range and effi-

ciency as compared to the NdFeB magnets.

6.6 Machine Design Using Ferrite Magnets

6.6.1 Machine design variants

Ferrite magnets can work at temperature higher than 2()()OC. Moreover, the availability of

rare earth magnet materials at reduced cost across the world is becoming an issue. There—

fore. the possibility of using ferrite magnets is explored here for design of high power

machines e.g. HEVs applications. Ferrites have low Br than NdFeB and SmCo magnets

as mentioned in Table 6.1. Therefore. a machine designed with ferrite magnets will pro-

vide less torque density than that of a machine using NdFeB/SmCo magnets for the same

machine volume. To achieve the maximum possible power density without using rare earth

magnets, various design options are explored including the flux squeeze (FS) design [3.9].

The operation of ferrite magnet machine is limited at lower end of temperatures (-200 to

-4()O) due to their demagnetization as shown in Fig. 6.3.

The feasible design variants were explored by varying numbers of turns. slots. poles.

rotor diameter and the placement of the magnets. Outer diameter of stator, stack length

and the speed range (required for FTP driving cycle) were kept same as that ofthe baseline

machine. Flux Squeeze (FS) design as vell 1PM design were tried. Initially, the ferrite
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Figure 6.11: 8 pole 1PM machine using ferrite magnets (Machine C)

magnets were inserted in the machine B, whose stator and rotor are shown in Fig. 6.4 and

6.8 respectively. Three more design were analyzed. Fig. 6.11 shows machine C. which is

a 8 pole 1PM. Similarly. machine D and E are 8 and 12 pole flux squeeze machines using

ferrite magnets and are shown in Fig. 6.12 and 6.13 respectively. Flux squeeze design

impart more air gap flux density but they don’t provide the reluctance torque component

that is available from IPM machines.

6.6.2 Discussion of results

Since the ferrite magnet machine have lesser torque density than that of the machine using

rare earth magnets. the comparison is made for maximum available torque and efficiency

at corner point of torque speed curves. Fig. 6.14 shows the torque speed ranges of four

different ferrite magnet machines. Table 6.5 summariness the comparison of the results.

We make the following observations:
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Figure 6.12: 8 pole flux squeeze machine using ferrite magnets (Machine D)

Magnets

13 Core

I Non-magnetic

shafl

Figure 6.13: 12 pole flux squeeze machine using ferrite magnets (Machine E)
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Figure 6.14: Torque speed curves of four ferrite magnet machines

Table 6.5: Comparison of ferrite machine designs

 

 

 

 

 

Machine Slots/ Current Max torque ‘70 Efficiency

Design Poles (pu) (pu) at comer point

Machine B (1PM) 24/4 0.54 0.37 97.2

Machine C (1PM) 48/8 0.68 0.53 97.3

Machine D (FS) 48/8 0.61 0.42 97.1

Machine E (FS) 36/12 0.58 0.42 96.7       
 

1. Replacing rare earth magnets by ferrite, we get only 37% of the baseline machine

torque.
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1
0

Number of poles are increased to get. more air gap flux. This increases the power

frequency of the stator current for the same shaft speed as that of baseline machine.

thus increasing the iron losses of the machine.

3. Back emf of flux squeeze design is closer to square wave as compared to the 1PM

design. producing more harmonic iron losses.

4. The output power from 8 pole and 12 pole flux squeeze design is almost the same

(42% ). however. they differ in the efliciency due to different harmonics in the flux

density. 12 pole machine has more contents of high frequency harmonics.

5. An 8 pole 1PM machine is more suitable design for ferrite magnets because it can

provide maximum power density (53% of the baseline machine power) among other

design options and shows maximum efficiency as well.

6.7 Conclusions

Design and analysis of 140 kW IPMSM is presented for a series hybrid bus application

for high temperature application using NdFeB and SmCo magnets. Reduced flux density

of permanent magnets was taken into account with temperature increase. A 4-p01e NdFeB

baseline machine shows efficient and wide speed range operation. SmCo magnets are al-

ternate of NdFeB for high temperature operation of the machine. However. the machine

efliciency is reduced when NdFeB magnets are replaced by SmCo. An improvement in the

torque and efficiency was achieved when machine rotor is redesigned for SmCo magnets

but still machine efficiency remains less than that of the NdFeB machine. Beyond 2000,

SmCo magnets are the only option for high power density machines.

The design of high power PMSMs is also explored without using rare earth magnets.

In that case. ferrite magnets could be the only choice that can work for high temperature

as well. 1PM and flux squeeze designs were tried with increased number of poles. Among
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ferrite magnet designs, 8 pole 1PM design provided the maximum power density. which is

53% of that of the baseline NdFeB machine.
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Chapter 7

Iron and Magnet Losses and Torque

Calculation using Magnetic Equivalent

Circuit

7.1 Introduction

A faster and simpler approach for the calculation of iron and magnet losses and torque of

an Interior Permanent Magnet Synchronous Machine (IPMSM) than Finite Element Meth-

ods (FEM) is presented here. It uses Magnetic Equivalent Circuit (MEC) based on lumped

large elements and takes into account magnetic saturation and magnet eddy currents. The

machine is represented by non-linear and constant reluctance elements and flux sources.

Solution of the non-linear magnetic circuit is obtained by an iterative method. The results

allow the calculation of losses and torque of the machine. Due to the approximations used

in the formulation of the MEC. this method is less accurate but faster than non-linear tran-

sient magnetic FEM, and is more useful for the comparison of different machine designs

during design optimization.

This approach for modeling of MEC starts with that in [40] and adds a number of
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improvements and adaptations. A simple 2-D MEC model of a radial flux IPMSM based

on the limited and large iron core elements is used that works well for no load as well as

for varying load conditions. The B—H curve of the iron core material was modeled using

cubic splines. The iron core and air gap were divided into saturating and non-saturating

elements respectively. The winding current and magnets were represented by mmf and

flux source. Re—meshing of air gap elements with stator and rotor elements nodes was

performed at every time step. Time dependent solution of the llux led to the calculation of

iron and magnet losses and torque of the machine.

Reduced accuracy due to the use of large core elements is compensated for in ways that

avoid increasing the element count and prolonging solution: data points of B-H curve are

used instead of an approximated analytical function, considerations are developed that lead

to a careful design of elements and element sizes, and a new type of element is proposed

that has two possible axes of flux for areas where the direction of flux varies in the time

domain.

An overview earlier work on this topic was presented in [41]. Further details were pre-

sented in [42]. Here. the MEC method is discussed in detail, including the considerations

for the creation of elements, improvement in the iron losses algorithm, and torque calcu-

lation. Magsoft’s Flux 2D. a commercial software package has been used as FEM tool.

Solution of MEC and losses calculation is worked out using Matlab®. Although, the pro-

posed method requires the geometrical dimensions of all elements of the MEC, however,

most elements of the IPMSMs are symmetrical. The programming effort for each design

iteration is primarily to enter the dimensions of only a few elements in the Matlab program.

Each machine presented in this paper took about 10- 15 minutes for this task.

The literature review ofthe various methods for calculation of machine losses and MEC

is discussed in section 7.2. The overview of MEC approach for IPMSMs is presented in

section 7.3. Considerations for the creation ofelements are described in section 7.4. Devel—

opment of mathematical model of MEC for a typical IPMSM and its solution is discussed
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in section 7.5. Calculation of the iron and magnet losses are explained next in section 7.6.

Application of the MEC method to two different machines. calculation of torque. and com-

parison with FEM results are presented in section 7.7. Finally, conclusions in section 7.8,

give a summary and discuss potential utilization of the proposed method.

7.2 Literature Review

Analytical methods presented by Mi ct al. [43] and Roshen [44] cover stator iron losses for

Permanent Magnet (PM) machines. Dlala [45] proposed a calculation method based on the

modeling of the BH curve and the magnetic properties of the lamination material. Roshen

presented an accurate method of core losses calculation for AC machines that addresses

non- sinusoidal waveforms as well [46], [47]. The method is based upon a piece-wise

linear modeling of the flux density in the time domain.

FEM is generally used to calculate iron losses with better accuracy. Computation of iron

losses components for PMSMs was given by Yamazaki and Seto [48] with improvements

proposed by Seo er al. [49] using variable iron loss coefficients. A dynamic loss model of

the lamination material is presented by Belahcen and Arkkio in [50] to calculate the iron

losses of electrical machines using FEM.

A widely used fast analytical machine design software tool (SPEED) includes a module

that provides rapid sizing and calculates the performance characteristics of PM machines

based upon linear characteristics of the material [34]. Calculation of the iron losses under

magnetic saturation is handled by interfacing of SPEED with FEM [51].

MEC is also known as Reluctance Network Analysis (RNA), and its application for

electrical machines were introduced by Ostovié [40]. Improvements were made in MEC

/RNA to estimate the performance of electromagnetic devices and electrical machines ['52,

53. 54, 55. 56. 57. 58, 59, 60]. Performance analysis using MEC is receiving more attention.

especially during the early design optimization. Its key advantages are the higher accuracy
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than the analytical and lumped parameter models and lower computational time than the

FEM.

The majority of the work based on MEC addresses induction and switched reluctance

machines and electromagnetic actuators [52, 53, 54, 55. 56. 57, 58. 59, 60]. Kim et al.

[52] calculated the static characteristics of a linear brushless DC machine using MEC,

neglecting the reluctance of the iron core. RNA based iron loss calculation of a switched

reluctance motor in [53] utilized an analytical function to approximate the B—H' curve of

the iron core. Perho presented RNA based performance analysis of an induction machine

using a BH curve approximated by a third order function [54]. MEC was also used to model

a voltage fed induction machine [55] in the (It; frame of reference for different operating

conditions. Derbas er a]. [601 compared mesh—based to node-based analysis of nonlinear

magnetic circuits.

To improve the accuracy of the MEC/RNA and to capture the effects of saturation. leak-

age and fringing of the flux. refinement of the elements was used. The switched reluctance

machine was studied in [56], and an electromagnetic actuator in [57]. 3-D MEC was in-

troduced in [58]. [59]. and encouraging results were obtained for an induction machine.

Increasing the number of elements and using 3-D networks for MEC provides better accu-

racy. and development of MEC in this direction may replace the need of FEM. However,

MEC will loose its key advantage of faster calculation due to increased size of the system

ofequafions[54[

A lumped parameter model for flux switching PM machine by Zhu ct al. [61] was used

to calculate back EMF, stator inductance and developed torque. A comparison between

lumped parameters and FEM for the calculation of (l and q axes inductances in PM ma-

chines was discussed in [62]. More detailed work was presented. in [63] for the calculation

of (1 and q axes inductances and torque for saturated IPMSM. Recent work on IPMSM by

Zhu et al. [64] shows good match of fundamental air gap flux density compared with that

of FEM for no load. neglecting the reluctance of stator and rotor iron. and using fixed sat-
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Figure 7.1: MEC circuit model of a permanent magnet

uration level in the bridges. Analysis at a varying load will need further refinement of the

elements due to saturation of the iron core.

7.3 MEC Approach

The first task of MEC is to divide the machine geometry into enough elements to reflect all

its electromagnetic properties. The number of elements should allow the solutions of the

MEC with reasonable accuracy in time significantly lower than FEM.

An IPMSM is made of iron core. permanent magnets. air gap. and current carrying

windings. Permanent magnet elements have constant permeance. since their relative per-

meability is almost equal to that of the air. Each permanent magnet is represented by a flux

source and a parallel non-saturating reluctance, as shown in Fig. 7.1[40].

Br-‘lm

”('1)”

[l(- and Br,- arc coercivity and remanent flux density of the permanent magnet. I," is the

Flux of this source is (.7),- : 13,-.4m and its parallel permeance is Gm : , where

length of the magnet in the direction of flux through it. and A,” is its area perpendicular to

the flux direction.

Similarly. current carrying stator windings are modeled by time varying magnetomotive

force (mmf). The mmf for each stator tooth is calculated from the winding configuration.

number of turns and the stator current. With time varying current. the mmf of each stator
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tooth varies at each time step.

The iron core and air gap are divided into rectangular elements. The permeance of a

uniform material is given by:

yum-:1

C: —-—— 7.1I ( )

where :1, I are area and length of the elements, and 110, 11.,- are the absolute and relative

permeability.

In order to determine the length and area of each element, the expected flux direction

and its variation are established first. One side of every element is along the axial direction

and it is equal to the stack length of the machine. Other side of the area is the element

width. The length of each element is taken along the flux direction.

Due to the magnetic saturation. /I~,~ varies widely and it is recalculated for all saturated

elements at each iteration of every time step. The geometry of air gap elements and their

interface with stator and rotor elements also varies at each time step due to machine rota-

tion.

7.4 Formation of Elements

The machine geometry is divided into large elements so that the magnetic flux can be

approximately uniform in each element at any instant. The geometry of elements, with

the exception of those in the air gap. is invariable. Stator teeth and back iron elements are

symmetric. Rotational symmetry is also used to minimize the number of elements.

7.4.1 Stator elements

The stator elements for one quarter of a 3 phase, 4 pole. 24 slot. 20 kW, IPMSM are shown

in Fig. 7.2. Each tooth is taken as one element, and its length is equal to the depth of the
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Figure 7.2: Large elements of quarter geometry of stator
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slot. The flux direction in every stator tooth remains along its length, radial to the axis of

rotation. Since the width of stator teeth is not uniform along its length. it is taken as the

weighted average of the teeth segments.

A back iron element is created between every two adjacent teeth. The width of each

element is the difference of the outer and the inner radius of the yoke. Its length is the

weighted average of minimum and maximum arc distances in the yoke, which correspond

to the inner and outer yoke radii.

7.4.2 Rotor elements

The llux paths in the rotor are more complex than in the stator. The flux direction in the

rotor elements varies significantly with the magnitude and phase of the load current as

shown in Fig. 7.3. and this is reflected in the type and geometry ofelements of Fig. 7.5 and

7.4 discussed in this section.

7.4.2.1 Permanent magnets

Each magnet is represented by a linear permeance in parallel with a flux source as that of

Fig. 7.1. Air pockets between the magnets are also represented by linear permeance. Half

ofeach air pocket permeance is added to the permeance of the magnet on its each side. This

results in one permeance parallel to each flux source as shown by Gm]. Gm? G,,,3. 01114

and C
1115'

7.4.2.2 Bridges

Bridges are the narrow llux paths of iron core between two magnets. and between a magnet

and rotor edge. Deeply saturated bridges (outer layer rotor edge) are represented by an

equivalent air permeance Gbrl' Bridges near rotor edge of inner magnet layer are not fully

saturated and are treated as saturating permeance (1'13. Similarly. the permeance between
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Figure 7.3: Flux lines of FEM representing the flux path in the rotor with load variation

the magnets are saturating too. and they are split into two G 14. each half is in parallel with

the magnet on its side.
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Figure 7.4: Geometry of quarter rotor
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E Saturating elements

[:1 Non-saturating elements

    
+ Flux source

 

---d

---J

   

  
Figure 7.5: Elements of quarter rotor

7.4.2.3 Rotor iron between outer magnet layer and air gap

In this area of core. there is varying flux direction due to varying rotor position and load

current, but much less than the other rotor elements. The flux direction in this part is

modeled as perpendicular to the magnet thickness in 6'1 and 02 elements. The width of

each of these elements is equal to one third of the total arc length of the rotor surface in

front of the outer magnet layer. These three permeances have a common node on the rotor
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surface.

7.4.2.4 Rotor iron between magnet layers and around shaft

This part of rotor has flux direction that varies from the perpendicular to tangent to the

magnet surface. To include this effect, the iron core of rutor is ‘counted‘ twice in the for—

mulation of elements. The first time it is assumed that the flux path is along one direction,

i.e. perpendicular to the magnet thickness. Here the iron core is divided into elements

G3. G4. 6'9. 6'10. G11. G12.G'15.Gw.017 and 618- The second time the flux path

is modeled as tangential to the magnet thickness. This results in the formation of elements

(1'5. CU, C7. ("8 (7'19. (1'20. 6'21. 6'22 and 023. Applying this approach, the dimen-

sions of all rotor elements are calculated and are listed in Table 7.1.

7.4.2.5 Air gap

Air gap between stator and rotor is modeled as rectangular linear elements. Each element

length is equal to that of the air gap. Their width is the air gap arc of the overlapping

angle of stator and rotor elements, and it varies at every time step due to machine rotation.

Between non-overlapping stator teeth and rotor elements, the air gap permeance is zero.

7.5 MEC of IPMSM

The MEC model of one pole pair is shown in Fig. 7.6. The physical connection between

the left and right ends of the magnetic circuit is modeled through common variables. To

simplify the MEC, two permeance elements in series with each flux source are combined to

one element. A linear leakage permeance exists between every two stator teeth due to stator

slot opening. The mmf source of the stator teeth depends on the winding configuration.

coil pitch. number of turns. and input current [40*].

Ill



112

S
t
a
t
o
r

B
a
c
k

i
r
o
n

1
’
1
5
&
1

M
£
1
3
w

S
t
a
t
o
r

§
§

§
§

§
T
e
e
t
h

‘

2
,
1
9
2
,
2
9

2
‘
3
9
.
-
2
,
4
9

-
2
,
5
9
2
,
6
9

2
,
7
9
2
8
9

2
,
9
9

2
-
,
1
o
—

.....
W

 

 

  
 

 

 
 

{Ii/(17 I

- a

R
o
t
o
r
w
i
t
h

M
a
g
n
e
t
s

//

CO

V

m

m
N

m

9'”

 
 

 
a
s
s

s
e
x

m
s
m

5
,
7

5
,
8

a
s

6
,
8

6
,
9

6
,
1
0

6
,
1
1

6
,
1
2

6
,
1
3

6
,
1
4

 
 

 
 

 
 

D

m

\U

“-552—

Pfi-

m

W

C—

lml

W

1'11:-

a

W

@—

~123-

[A

(U

D—

 
 

 
 

 

 

  
 

  
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

N
m

m
0
°

7
,
5

 
 

7
1
0

7
11

7
’
7

m
w
—
m
s
—
I
m

w
 

 

I
S
a
t
u
r
a
t
i
n
g
R
e
l
u
c
t
a
n
c
e

D
N
o
n
-
s
a
t
u
r
a
t
i
n
g
R
e
l
u
c
t
a
n
c
e

F
i
g
u
r
e

7
.
6
:
M
a
g
n
e
t
i
c
e
q
u
i
v
a
l
e
n
t
c
i
r
c
u
i
t
o
f
a
p
o
l
e
p
a
i
r
o
f
a
n
I
P
M
S
M



Table 7.1: Length and width of the rotor elements

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

        

Element # Length (mm) Width (mm) Element # Length (mm) Width (mm)

C3 9.15 16.26 ("11 4.00 1.00

([1 8.52 27.15 (1'15 10.63 12.60

(1'5 4.02 18.79 (116‘ 10.63 12.60

("(5 9.19 18.29 (1'17- 13.32 13.24

C7— 903 18.29 ("‘18 13.32 16.78

(lg 18.15 17.04 G19 8.07 21.25

(a, 9.15 12.60 (3'31) 15.50 21.25

(1’ 1 0 9.15 12.60 (1'21 9.96 21.25

(111 8.52 13.24 (#33 13.53 13.32

("1'2 8.52 16.78 (1'23 16.78 13.32

(51;; 5.00 2.05 C31 6.10 5.63
 

7.5.1 Derivation of MEC

In order to calculate the flux through each reluctance of Fig. 7.6, the magnetic scalar po-

tential at every node 1'. [j is defined. Vector notation is used to write the system of equations

containing the magnetic circuit variables and parameters. Followings are the vectors of

unknown magnetic scalar potential of the nodes of different sections of Fig. 7.6.

171 Stator back iron.

117) Stator teeth.

11?; Rotor surface.

11,]. 1.15. ”6' and 117 Inter1or rotor.

Similarly. the following machine parameters are also used in the development of MEC.

—a

.755, Stator teeth mmf vector.

05f Stator teeth llux vector.

735., Stator teeth reluctances diagonal matrix.
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The reluctance of an element in the circuit is represented by 721-”. and 6",.” : 1/‘R,.-,-,/

denotes the corresponding permeance of the same element.

Taking one rotor node as reference, we write a set of equations for all nodes. For a stator

back iron node 1 (1111) of Fig. 7.6. G and G
141/ '1 sylg

are the permeances of the element

between nodes 1 and 2 and nodes 1 and 12 respectively, (5"st is the flux in the stator tooth

1 from stator back iron towards the air gap. Then:

(“1.1 '- “1.12) G's-([12 + ("1.1 — “1.2) (’vsyl = 92.11

Similarly at node 2:

(U132 — (11.1) (:91/1 ‘1‘ ((11.2 —111”3) (I'H'I/Z : _(j).sl‘2

and at the last node of stator back iron:

(“1.12 - "1.11) (is-1,11 + (“1.12 — "1.1) 0.41/12 = -<.9..-112

ln matrix form,

—¢

A1111] : — ‘5’sf

Where

F 05.11.12 +
Gsyl

—G“!/l

A11 = —G"'-’/1 Cat/'1 1* (7.51/2

c "(1.41/12
0 

For all nodes of the magnetic circuit of Fig. 7.6:
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 (fist/11 + 0.91/1'2 d

(7.2)

(7.3)

(7.4)

(7.5)



Aumk=fl§1

Azy61<Aarfi=ZOQ

AMQ+Amfi+Amfl+Amfi+Amfi=0

AtWB+A4w1+ArWS=0$4 (7m

Aavfi‘rAarQ-any6‘fAstr=0$3

—o

Amfi+Amfl+Amfi:mm

‘r’iltTA7315; + A70“T3 + A77“? =

Here 011111 0mg. (.‘>,,,(; and (5’11)? are the vectors of llux sources of permanent magnets

at the respective nodes.

In matrix form,

Where

A211

Afi:5 (7D

A“ a o o o 1) o

(1 A22 A23 0 0 0 (1

0 A30 Asa A34 A37 0 A3"

A50 0

(1 ll (1 (1 A05 A66 A6"

11 (1 A73 (1 (1 A70 A‘“  
:[111 11;) 11?; 111 (I? '11“ (1";

—¢ —0 —9 —0 —-¢ —9 —o l

(J): _c 1.‘ A 4 47- , ‘ . _

l ("sf C’s-f 0 (31714 0111:) (”1116 “11211

are the permeance matrices of the magnetic circuit.
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Magnetic scalar potential of the stator back iron and stator teeth nodes is related to the

teeth III/11f by:

1141 : 1172 + .71; + 725,0; (7.8)

In system (7.7), the unknown variables are the scalar magnetic potential of the nodes

(171. 117). 11?}. It]. 11?. 117; and 1177) and the flux through the stator teeth ((315,). Using (7.8). we

solve system (7.7) to eliminate 05,4 and 1171. This leads to the following reduced system of

equations for the magnetic equivalent circuit of the IPMSM:

  

AU : (2

where P _

X1 X2 0 (l 0 11

A32 Ass A54 Ass 9 As?

A 0 A_ 1' A A, ~ 0 0
A ___ 1.1 11 1)

0 Ass A34 A55 Ant; 0

(l U 0 Al) ) AUG A111

('1 A73 0 0 A70 A77

and

X1: A11+(I + A1173'q‘1AL12

X2 : (1+ A] I'R’h‘l‘ 1A23

:_ -—o —o —-o —v —0 -—~I T

U_['112 U3 {/4 ’(Ir') “0 1171

,

A ‘

—o —o —o —o

.32 _ ’ ' -' ' - 4 -. . ..

(" l Allfsf 0 “m4 C’11).) “1111) “1111]
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7.5.2 Solution of MEC

In order to calculate the flux through each element of Fig. 7.6. the Magnetic Scalar Potential

(MSP) of each node was computed first. For this purpose, the non-linear system (7.9) was

solved iteratively for every time step using Successive Over Relaxation (SOR) method [65].

The calculation of if] was worked out from (7.8) and the first equation of system(7.7). and

it resulted into (7.10):

111 z (1 + [1’514:111)_1(:112 + at) (7.10)

The solution was obtained for half the cycle of the input current due to current symme-

try. The stator nodes position was fixed. however, the rotor surface nodes were moving due

to machine rotation, and their position was tracked in the solution of MEC. The overlap an-

gle between stator and rotor nodes varied at each time step. and this affected the reluctance

and connections of the air gap elements. Linear reluctance elements (other than in the air

gap) were calculated only once, while the air gap reluctance was computed for every time

step. The relative permeability of saturated elements was adjusted in every iteration. A

cubic spline interpolation was used to represent the curve from discrete BH data points and

flux density was calculated from the MSP of the nodes. The magnetic flux and flux density

in each element was calculated from the MSP of the nodes and the respective area of the

elements.

7.6 Calculation of Iron and Magnetic Losses

7.6.1 Iron losses -

The iron losses were calculated by post processing of the MSP of the nodes of MEC. The

iron losses are divided into three categories:
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1. Hysteresis losses

. . . 9
H}! : [\hl‘j'BI—Hf (7.11)

2. Eddy current losses

T , r

11' 1/‘1, (13 .113 211 717)
. 2 — -(T— —— ' . ..

( T. \f 11?. (If ( (

0

3. Excess losses

1 T (113’ 1‘5

0

where

[‘71. = Coeflicicnt of hysteresis losses (ll'/T2s_11n3)

1:,» = Coefficient ofexcess losses (117/(Ts—1)3/21113)

a = Conductivity oflaminations (12110—1

(1 = Thickness oflaminations (m)

'1')” = Fill factor oflaminations (0—1)

f = Frequency of stator current (H .3)

B,,,= Maximum llux density (T)

Her . f is known for the stator and it is zero for the rotor. B was calculated from MSP(
D

for each element at each time step, (7 and (1 were readily available from the manufacturer‘s

information of laminations. and [ff was calculated from lamination thickness and stack

length of the machine. The iron losses coefficients (If), and 1%) were computed from the

loss data of the laminations steel as described in section 3.4.2.
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7.6.2 Losses in the permanent magnets

In magnets, for operation on the recoil line, hysteresis losses are not significant. nor are

excess losses. The eddy current losses in the permanent magnets were calculated by cott-

sidering the eddy current paths there as shown in Fig. 7.7 [66]. Considering L, T and 11"

as length. thickness and width of the magnet respectively: B is flux density and .4 : Lll'

is magnet area perpendicular to the flux. The time varying flux in the magnet induces EMF

(1 ). and hence the eddy currents. The magnet length is along the axis of machine stack.

EMF (1') is induced in each side of the magnet along its length. causing eddy currents to

flow. The eddy loop has ‘21" voltage source due to two voltage sources in series.

(’0 (“13:11 , .4 (H3

’ :> 1' — —gt':_:___ _ — (7.14)

(H (H 2 (H

Representing the llux density in Fourier series,

(, .11 (I x .,

1' :— 33; ((H ('()S(Nwlf) _HH)

._ 11:1

4'1 1 Y

: —: Z (—n(",,si11(gnd'f)) (7.15)

‘- 11:1

 

   Current

Path

 

 

Figure 7.7: Eddy current flow in the magnets
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The current in the magnets will be 111"][15/[1’ 1: and the 17,-”..5- is calculated as:
[1.111]

 

271'

1' 1

Hits : .—_

27'

\1‘11

 

 
 (7.16)

 

Assuming that the magnets are much longer than wide. the major current path is along

the length of magnet. The current path in each direction occupies half of the magnet. Then

area of eddy current path is

  

 

 

Alia/II. : % : RIM—11h_/)T;1fl[_ (7'17)

p is the resistivity of the magnets. The current density in the magnets is:

J : i : 11111.5 1 : 11111.4 : (7.18)

A [11111111 Apt/H). Zl’L‘ '

Magnet eddy cunent power density d1st11but1on 1s O1ven bv

: .12 I 112:1? i (:1 .719.

From MSP of all nodes of the MEC, the flux density in the magnets is calculated from

the linear relationship of mmf and flux. Magnet losses at different loads are calculated

using (7.19) and Fast Fourier Transform (FFT).
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7.7 Application of the Proposed Method

7.7.1 Flux density in the stator teeth

The flux density calculated from MEC was compared to that computed using FEM. One

pole in FEM had 4092 elements and 8138 nodes, whereas there are only 144 elements (88

saturating and 56 non-saturating) and 72 nodes in a pole pair of the machine for MEC. Fig.

7.8 and 7.9 show the comparison of space and time variation of the flux density at no load.

Fig. 7.8 shows the flux density on an arc path in the stator teeth at an instant of time and

Fig. 7.9 shows the time variation of the flux density in a stator tooth. Similar comparison

is shown for rated machine current in Fig. 7.10 and 7.11. Flux density calculated by the
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Figure 7.9: Time variation of flux density in a stator tooth at no load

proposed method in the stator teeth agrees with that computed by FEM.

7.7.2 Iron and magnet losses

The proposed method was used in two variations of a machine design to calculate iron and

magnet losses. The baseline machine has the geometry of Fig. 7.2, 7.4 and 7.5, while the

modified one has 1.5 times thicker magnets in its interior layer. All other parameters were

the same. The results are compared to those of FEM in Table 7.2.

The losses were calculated at three different load current levels: no load, half load, and

full load. MEC gives losses between 6-12% lower than those calculated by FEM at all

load conditions, in both machines. Errors are in the same direction. Losses of the modified
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Figure 7.10: Space variation of flux density in stator teeth at full load

Table 7.2: Comparison of iron and magnet losses calculated using FEM and MEC

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

    

Machine Type Load Current FEM (W) MEC (W) c/c Error

0 9% 68.2 60.7 -11.0 ‘7c

Baseline Machine 50 ‘70 146.5 138.3 -5.6 C/o

100 "/r 212.3 194.6 -8.3%

0 "/0 72.4 65.1 ~10.1 %

Modified Machine 50 “/0 140.9 134.7 -4.4 %

100 ‘/r 204.2 180.8 —11.4 (7(  
 

machine calculated by FEM are higher at no load. and lower at half and full load than those

of the baseline machine. This relation is similar to the results obtained from the proposed

method using MEC model. An alternate and more accurate method to calculate the iron
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Figure 7.1 1: Time variation of flux density in a stator tooth at full load

and magnet losses from the flux density of each reluctance of the MEC using piece wise

linear model is discussed in [46] and [47].

7.7.3 Developed torque

The developed torque of the machine was calculated by Arkkio's method. a variant of

Maxwell Stress Tensor method [67, 68]. From the MSP at each node of the MEC, normal

(13,") and tangential (Bi) components of the flux density in the air gap were calculated for

all stator and rotor overlapping elements at each time step. Arkkio’s method uses (7.20) to

calculate the instantaneous torque of the machine:
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where I. is stack length of the machine. rug is the mean air gap radius and r5, r,- are stator

inner and rotor outer radius respectively. and the integration is over all elements of the

air gap. Since there exists only one air gap element between every overlapping stator and

rotor element. Therefore (ls of (7.20) is expressed as (Is : (r5 -— -r,-)r(,g(lf), where 1‘) is the

overlapping angle between every stator and rotor elements. Then. (7.20) is written as:

L
_l-
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u) I
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Table 7.3 compares average torque of the two machines discussed earlier in this section.

The torque was calculated by FEM and MEC at rated current applied in the quadrature axis

of the machine. The error is within 12% in the same direction as that of the losses in

Table 7.2. which shows that torque calculation results are also consistent with those of iron

and magnet losses. Losses and torque calculation took 195 s using the proposed method.

whereas FEM spent about 3 hours.

Table 7.3.: Torque comparison rated current calculated using FEM and MEC

 

Machine Type FEM (Nm) MEC (Nm) % Error

Baseline Machine 26.1 24.4 -6.5 9?:

Modified Machine 28.8 25.5 -11.4 ‘70

 

 

      

7.8 Conclusions

A numerical method based on a MEC model was developed for the calculation of iron and

magnet losses and torque of IPMSMs. Starting from the basic geometry. winding configu-

ration and input currents of the machine. a system of non-linear equations was derived and
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solved in the time domain for the MSP of the nodes. The system of equations is non-linear.

and it was solved iteratively at each time step. using the BH data points of the iron core

material. The llux density in each element was calculated from the MSP of the nodes. and

this led to the calculation of the iron and magnet losses of the machine.

The results of the proposed method were compared to those obtained using FEM. The

proposed method gave lower iron and magnet losses and torque than those calculated by

FEM when it was applied to two different machines. Although this difference is significant.

the results of the loss calculations for these designs show similar trends as those obtained

using FEM. The proposed method requires much less time for calculation of iron losses

and torque than FEM. Therefore this method can be useful for early sizing and efficiency

comparison of several machine designs in reduced time. The MEC model ofa machine can

be developed easily from its geometry. thus shortening the total computation time. Fur-

thermore. the dimensions of elements for each run can be generated automatically through

parametrization.
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Chapter 8

Summary and Future Work

The summary of the research tasks accomplished and their future research growth is given

here:

8.1 Machine Design Based Upon ADCE

A design approach of IPMSM was presented for an HEV series bus for an urban driving

cycle. The approach is based upon the maximization of average driving cycle efficiency.

Inverter losses and power required for the machine and inverter cooling are also included

in the calculation of ADCE to optimize the design of IPMSM. The applicability of this

approach was demonstrated by two machine designs. During the calculation of machine

efficiency by FEM. the machine current was assumed sinusoidal and therefore the losses

due to PWM effects were not taken into account. Also the power required by the cooling

effort was assumed as fixed percentage of the total machine and inverter losses. As a

future extension of this work. a PWM model of inverter can be added in the calculation of

machine losses. Furthermore. transient thermal analysis of the machine and inverter may

also be included in the computation of ADCE to obtain more accurate results.

127



8.2 Overload Operating Conditions of IPMSM

The design and operation of an IPMSM has been explored for overload conditions using

cross saturated (lq model for more accurate machine parameters than obtained using con-

ventional (lq model.

Machine operation for higher than rated stator current can be achieved with increased

cooling. Any specific design of IPMSM can operate safely up to power higher than rated,

if such room is provided by the designer. Analysis of a baseline design of 105 kW IPMSM

is presented for gradually increasing overload conditions. Demagnetization is shown to be

the result not only of negative d-axis current. but also of the cross-saturation caused by the

q-axis current component.

The IPMSM can be redesigned in more than one configurations to increase the oper-

ation range with increased cooling. Efficiency and torque speed range of various designs

was studied. Among three design modifications in the rotor geometry, it was found that

thicker magnets design allowed more overload operation with full speed range but with re-

duced efficiency as compared to the baseline design. As an alternate to increased machine

cooling. use of SmCo magnets was also analyzed. Transient thermal analysis may be in-

cluded in future work to remove the assumption of availability of sufficient cooling to keep

the machine temperature within its specified limits.

8.3 Consideration of Different Magnet Materials for PM

Machine Design

Design and analysis of two IPMSMs has been presented for a series hybrid bus applica-

tion for high temperatures using NdFeB and SmCo magnets. Reduced flux density in the

magnets was taken into account with temperature rise. The machine operation for a hybrid

bus was analyzed at a low and a high end temperature. A 4-pole NdFeB baseline machine
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provides the efficient and wide speed range operation. SmCo magnets is the feasible op-

tion for higher temperature operation of the machine. However. the machine efficiency is

reduced when NdFeB magnets are replaced by SmCo magnets. Redesigning of machine

with SmCo magnets showed a little improvement.

The design of high power density machines was also investigated without using rare

earth magnet materials considering the high temperature operation. Interior PM and llux

squeeze design was explored using ferrite magnets with increased number of poles. Al-

though ferrite magnets can operate at higher temperature than NdFeB, but they provide

lesser flux density than that of the NdFeB and SmCo magnets. Interior PM design showed

better performance than llux squeeze design for ferrite magnets due to availability of reluc-

tance torque.

1n the future work. transient thermal analysis of the machine may be explored to find

out actual machine temperature for a specific driving cycle. Experimental work to test

the performance and efficient control of three machines designed and built with different

magnets, may also be undertaken as future work.

8.4 Losses and Torque Calculation ofIPMSMs Using MEC

A numerical method based on a MEC model was developed for the calculation of iron and

magnet losses and torque of IPMSMs. Starting from the basic geometry. winding configu-

ration and input currents of the machine, a system of non-linear equations was derived and

solved in the time domain for the MSP of the nodes. The system of equations is non-linear.

and it was solved iteratively at each time step using the BH data points of the iron core

material. The flux density in each element was calculated from the MSP of the nodes. and

this led to the calculation of the iron and magnet losses of the machine.

The results of the proposed method were compared to those obtained using FEM. The

results are comparable and the proposed method requires much less time for calculation
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of iron losses and torque than the FEM. Therefore the suggested method can be useful

for early sizing and efficiency comparison of several machine designs in reduced time.

The MEC model of a machine can be developed easily from its geometry, thus shortening

the total computation time. Furthermore, the dimensions of elements for each run can be

generated automatically through parametrization, that can be explored in the future work

of this task.
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APPENDIX A

Experimental Work

This appendix describes the activities and information related to the PMSMs that were

designed, built and tested during this research work.

A.1 20 kW Lab Model IPMSM

Initially. an 1PMSM was designed and built locally to validate the design parameters and

to run the control experiments. The machine was not built in regular housing, instead

aluminium plates were used to provide housing structure for its operation in the lab envi-

romnent. The machine has the following design parameters:

0 NdFeB magnets

0 Three phase

0 24 slots

0 4 poles

0 Line voltage 480 V

o Stack length 101.6 mm

o Winding pitch of 12th electrical

0 Double layer winding with 30 turns per coil of copper conductor AWG 14 or equiv-

alcnt.
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(a) Rotor (b) Stator

Figure A. 1: Stator and rotor geometry for one pole of 20 kW NdFeB IPMSM

  

 
(a) Flux density (b) Flux paths

Figure A2: 20 kW NdFeB IPMSM; FEM flux density and flux paths at rated current in

q—axis

Fig. A.1 shows the geometry of the machine. All dimensions are in millimeters (mm).

Fig. A.2 shows FEM results of flux density and flux path in the machine, when rated

current was applied along q-axis of the machine. Fig. A.3 shows stator and rotor lamina-

133



 
(a) Stator (b) Rotor

Figure A.3: Stator and rotor laminations of 20 kW NdFeB IPMSM

 
Figure A.4: Assembly of 20 kW NdFeB IPMSM

tions. Fig.A.4 exhibits the assembly of the machine, when permanent magnet rotor was

installed in the stator. Fig. A.5 shows the FEM and measured back EMF. The difference is

about 15 % and it might be due to the collar of mild steel rotor shaft that provides path for

leakage flux of the permanent magnets.
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Figure A.5: FEM and measured back EMF of 20 kW NdFeB 1PMSM at 450 rpm

A.2 Machines for High Temperature Operation

To evaluate the design options of high power density PM machines for the hybrid bus appli-

cation and intended for high temperature operation, scaled down models of the bus driving

machines are designed, built and tested using NdFeB and SmCo magnets. Additionally, the

machine design options without using rare earth magnet materials was also explored and

a flux squeeze PM machine with ferrite magnets is designed to build. To reduce the cost

of manufacturing of housing for customized prototype machines, these three machines are

built in the housing of commercially available 3 kW induction machine.
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A.2.1 10 kW NdFeB machine

Fig. A.6 shows the geometry of the 10 kW NdFeB machine. It has the following design

parameters:

0 NdFeB magnets

0 Three phase

0 24 slots

0 4 poles

0 Line voltage 480 V

o Stack length 72 mm

o Winding pitch of 1500 electrical

0 Double layer winding with 32 turns per coil of copper conductor AWG 16 or equiv-

alent.

Fig. A.7 shows the FEM results of flux density and flux paths at rated current applied

in q-axis. Fig. A.8 shows the stator and rotor laminations stacks.
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(a) Rotor (b) Stator

Figure A.6: Stator and rotor geometry for one pole of 10 kW NdFeB IPMSM



 
(a) Flux density (b) Flux paths

Figure A.7: 10 kW NdFeB IPMSM; FEM flux density and flux paths at rated current in

q-axis

  
(a) Stator (b) Rotor

Figure A.8: Stator and rotor laminations stack of 10 kW NdFeB IPMSM

A.2.2 10 kW SmCo machine

Fig. A.9 shows the geometry of 10 kW SmCo machine. It has the following design param-

CtCl‘SZ
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o SmCo magnets

0 Three phase

0 24 slots

0 4 poles

0 Line voltage 480 V

o Stack length 72 mm

o Winding pitch of 1500 electrical

0 Double layer winding with 32 turns per coil of copper conductor AWG 16 or equiv-

alent.

Fig. A.10 shows the FEM results of flux density and flux paths at rated current applied

in q-axis. Fig. A.11 shows the stator and rotor laminations stacks.
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(a) Rotor (b) Stator

Figure A.9: Stator and rotor geometry for one pole of 10 kW SmCo IPMSM

A.2.3 6 kW ferrite machine

Fig. A. 12 shows the geometry of 6 kW ferrite magnet machine. It has the following design

parameters:



 1

(a) Flux density (b) Flux paths

Figure A.10: 10 kW SmCo 1PMSM; FEM flux density and flux paths at rated current in

q-axis

 '1' 1p"

'.‘ L3")?!- "

(a) Stator (b) Rotor

Figure Al 1: Stator and rotor laminations stack of 10 kW SmCo IPMSM

o Ferrite magnets

0 Three phase

0 36 slots
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12 poles

Line voltage 480 V

Stack length 72 mm

Winding pitch of 1200 electrical

Double layer winding with 27 turns per coil of copper conductor AWG '16 or equiv-

alent.

Fig. A.13 shows the FEM results of flux density and flux paths at rated current applied

in q-axis. Fig. A. 14 shows the stator and rotor laminations stacks.
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l

(a) Rotor (b) Stator

 
Figure A.12: Stator and rotor geometry for a pole pair 6 kW fiux squeeze ferrite PMSM

A.3 125 kW IPMSM Traction Machine for Hybrid Bus

Fig. A. 15 shows the geometry of 125 kW water cooled IPMSM design for traction of series

hybrid bus. The machine has following parameters:

0 NdFeB magnets

0 Three phase

a 24 slots

0 4 poles
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(a) Flux density (b) Flux paths

Figure A.13: 6 kW flux squeeze ferrite PMSM; FEM flux density and flux paths at rated

current in q-axis
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(a) Stator (b) Rotor

Figure A. 14: Stator and rotor laminations stack 6 kW fiux squeeze ferrite PMSM

0 Line voltage 480 V

o Stack length 200 mm

o Winding pitch of 1500 electrical
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0 Double layer winding with 6.5 turns per coil of copper conductor AWG 10 or equiv-

alent.

Fig. A.16 shows the FEM results of flux density and flux paths at rated current ap-

plied in q-axis. Fig. A.17 shows the rotor lamination and its mandrel fixture to stack the
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(a) Rotor (b) Stator

Figure A. 15: Stator and rotor geometry for one pole of 125kW NdFeB IPMSM

AA 125 kW IPMSM Generator for Hybrid Bus

Fig. A.18 shows the geometry of 125 kW water cooled IPMSM, which will be used as

generator/engine starter for series hybrid bus. The machine has following parameters:

0 NdFeB magnets

Three phase

48 slots

8 poles

Line voltage 480 V

Stack length 150 mm



 

 

  
(a) Flux density (b) Flux paths

Figure A.16: 125kW NdFeB IPMSM; FEM flux density and flux paths at rated current in

q-axis

 
(a) Rotor (b) Rotor lamination stacking fixture

Figure A.17: Rotor laminations and its stacking fixture of 125kW NdFeB IPMSM

o Winding pitch of 1500 electrical

0 Double layer winding with 7 turns per coil of copper conductor AWG 7 or equivalent.
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Fig. A.19 shows the FEM results of flux density and flux paths at rated current ap-

plied in q-axis. Fig. A.20 shows the rotor lamination and its mandrel fixture to stack the

laminations and insert the magnets.
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(a) Rotor (b) Stator

Figure A. 18: Stator and rotor geometry for one pole of 125 kW NdFeB IPM generator
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(a) Flux density (b) Flux paths

Figure A.19: 125 kW NdFeB 1PM generator: FEM flux density and flux paths at rated

current in q—axiss
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(a) Rotor (b) Rotor magnets installation fixture

Figure A.20: Rotor laminations and its stacking/magnets installation fixture of 125 kW

NdFeB generator

A.5 Laboratory Test Setup for PMSMs

This section describes the experimental setup that was built to test and verify the param-

eters of manufactured PM machines. Two types of tests were planned for every machine;

measurement of back Electromotive Force (EMF) and driving the machine in torque and/or

IPMSM TOTQUG' Dynamometer

meter

 
Figure A.21: PM machine and dynamometer
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speed control mode. External dynamometer was used for this purpose. Fig. A.21 shows

a PMSM connected with dynamometer and Fig. A.22 shows inverter and its measurement

and control platform based upon FPGA and RT—linux based system. Fig. A.23 shows the

block diagram of system interconnection and control.

RT-linux system FPGA Inverter

 

 
Figure A.22: Controller and inverter
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Figure A.23: Block diagram of system interconnection and control setup

The test setup developed is composed of the the following devices:

0 Real time controller based on RT-linux and Field Programmable Gate Array (FPGA).
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Sensors: Voltage, current, rotor position and torque.

o Inverter.

o Dynamometcr and its control.

PMSM under test.

A.5.1 Real time controller based on RT-linux and FPGA

A Personal Computer (PC) running on RT-linux operating system was used as the con-

troller. A Xilinx based customized FPGA l/O board was developed to handle the control

Inputs and Outputs (1/0) as shown in Fig. A.24. Communication between the FPGA I/O

board and the PC was established via EPP parallel port. Following signals are the inputs

and outputs of the FPGA l/O board.

0 Measure: DC-link voltage.

0 Measure: Phase currents.

Measure: Phase voltage.

0 Measure: Rotor position.

Output: Pulse Width Modulated (PWM) pulses for inverter.

A.5.2 Sensors: voltage, current, rotor position and torque

Following sensors were used to acquire signals for measurement. control and analysis.

Current and voltage sensors are shown in Fig. A25

0 Two phase currents were measured using current transducers LEM (LA-100p) with

rated accuracy of 0.45% and bandwidth of O-200kHz. The measured currents were

used as feedback signal for control running in RT—linux.
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Figure A.25: Current and voltage sensors

0 Phase voltage was measured using voltage transducer LEM (LV-25p) with rated accu-

racy of 0.45% and bandwidth of 0-200kHz. It was used to calibrate the rotor position

SCDSOT.
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o A quadrature encoder BEI (H25) having 1024 counts per revolution (4096 for quadra-

ture) and an index pulse, was used to measure the rotor position for torque/speed

control.

0 DC link voltage was measured with voltage sensor LEM (LV-IOOp).

0 Torque sensor PCB (STS 5100) with a peak torque of 110 Nm with an amplifier PCB

(SERIES 8159) was used to measure the shaft torque.

A.5.3 Inverter

A lab model conventional PWM inverter was designed and assembled to operate PMSMs

as shown in Fig. A26. The Integrated Power Module (1PM) selected was a Powerex

(pm75clal20) with a rated voltage of 1200 V DC and a rated current of 75 A. The gate

drive was Powerex BP73. A bank of capacitor of 240 pF was used for the DC-link.
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Figure A.26: Inverter
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A.5.4 Dynamometcr and its control

An Emerson dynamometer based on DC machine of 20 HP is used in the experiments to

control the speed (or torque) of the test machine. The DC machine has a maximum current

of 60 A, maximum voltage of 220 V and maximum torque of 80 Nm. It operates at a rated

speed with full field of 1750 rpm, and during field weakening up to maximum speed of

2400 rpm.

 
Figure A.27: Dynamometcr and its manual control panel

The dynamometer can be operated by its manual control panel as well as through remote

computer interface. Fig. A.27 shows the dynamometer and its manual control panel. Fig.

A.28 shows National Instrument interface card and its interface circuitry that was developed

for remote control, and it was connected to the computer through USB port. Lab-view

software was installed on the PC and virtual instrument control panel was developed as

shown in Fig. A29.
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Figure A.29: Virtual instrument in the Lab-view
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