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A Study on the Comparison of Synchronous Reluctance Motor and
Induction Motor
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Abstract - This paper represents comparisons
between induction motor and synchronous
reluctance motor(SynRM), on the basis of the
obtainable torque-per-volume. The Synchronous
Reluctance candidate has been individuated in a
motor with segmented rotor: the rotor segments
have been properly designed, to avoid rotor iron
losses.
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