(AD CHERNT (%3

2000dx chst™

m2lole RS240 Qs R

7188 HECHRIATS sALETE =28 2000. 7. 7-8

HSI1e AUEE Mo

TEAE I S LS, olag

HATSLHS |0 **QAIHE!

&1k rsMElis 010

Maximum Efficiency Control of an Induction Motor Drive
by Parameter Adaptive Compensation

*Jin-Geun Shon*. Myung-Gyu Choi*

. Jong-Chan Park** Chae-Dong Na***, Sung-Bum Lee***

*Kyungwon College. **Osan College. ***DONG SEQUL College

Abstract - In this paper, a maximum efficiency
control technique of real-time processing in
which parameter variation is compensated in
vector control of an induction motors(I.M.) is
proposed. Based on equivalent model of .M., a
loss  minimization factor(LMF) with the
" variations of speed is derived. To solve problem
of inaccuracy of LMF curves due to machine
parameter variation, rotor resistance estimation
is performed by using instantaneous reactive
power. The estimated rotor resistance values
are applied to the maximum efficiency contrel
with a LMF.

.M £

TH9er AEHE FEHENY AL &
% B39 FAAHFAN 18 Afole HdA
HAR A& BARAlds BEF &9 BT
E&o] Wt A}HEBZ o]lF HA3Y) 93
:1‘7} Also] $th(1-3). a8y gRE
A7 vlE] Ao gen e ddAoz
stez FPAT SxAo A 2 g0l
3 A AY dEd #F 2t nFP

2

oo

A

2

£
00 At FHo
%2

Flo o (&

s

r-{o

i

i ) o 8 ofk mo X
k1
ml

o 22
9, lo ofh >
03
?E

ox S

X 719 FAA A eegdsn ¥
I o] ZA HIDZ o]E BAEA
£ ¥A73 Zi?‘sw?lé ARHEI dH &
SEEALY A 2 &9
< UrEMD% 7@ Flelol e B39 9
719 Fr1H9 &4 aga x4
st HAAQ AL FE A3HAF)
2]
AE AR Xif%} Mo g E*‘% 3
2d7)1F ASA(MRAC)7IM S ©4)s
# %714 ﬂl%ﬂ%}irﬁi ﬂ?ﬂ =38
i‘l"rﬂ go E."'l T)\]TE;ﬁﬁ% 7]
@o}@‘ﬂ 2o HE7] EARdAAN FE
D}E ZlERdd vg 7ol Al*%‘:] o] %EH’/
73 BAE AY e FEHE79 %‘AP&
HAYEE SA7IY A2 ol LAY
E@%ﬂ«l E4AGE T8 e 07}‘”‘
5 ’“*‘»Mi} AF(LMF)E 73%F o0& &8
Afot B3R AFAbole] #AC AR ggdsle 28
Aol gy el (8],
AJME HANES AorEe &INE HEsly] 95
o n&AA DSP(TMS320C31)9) 1& A9
%}EJEJ% 485t FEHE7]9 HE Ao
&
]

=

W
Il

oft
i ox

Ejzrshr&%rs‘;_zsh_&
8
—EO':H-EOIF-&
i
2:
LK
2
_>.:

X,

gr

do U £ (o bor PR o2l ok

N
s

A oy wv fm v 52 &

2 e

mnﬂi“w
nl_rlr o) jng‘ ‘:o
U o0 S FI 9L ofy
oM B2
F‘“EE fﬁi
a*
v
1.

ﬂo{&irm
0 Mo
%’r

St 434w Eg Hzwvlol AAIZE A
A& AR E SHEAY Aelglo]l 3 A
° } 3 el ﬁl F4H il?ﬂx}v A& LMFl

i
o
g,
£
it
Ly
rfl
oy i
r
fop
o
Ho
2
o
4
o
i
4
pach
32
fiu)

2. Hdizg Hoioly

2.1 XIH £MAHL
FEHEAS DRASG HUAS BEAY( Rys Rus
Ry Rp)& 28@ $71 SUREAS d—q % 57
2ol PHAY ST del HAA A P
d—g¢%°l d%el dAHel Utkz ABAA %o A
£e 0o "o EF FAREEL AHAS] vl et
e ops wHQUHAL, L,e RAlsw 387

qEe J_%“P o nlgted wj§ ZFomw A H
22E RAUGE FIyRdAe) FszE o9
2-13 ] a5 4 Ah(1,6).
Rs @eL.mids (G)e—(br)Lmids
AL + M\ = M+
Vv U/ U
+
|2 Res Lm SR
Vqs Vb qusl< Rot @ <
iqs lqms iqmr=-iqms
Rs
AW
+
Vs va=o 8

a3 2-1. &4g s M. MoMEl Soisz
Fig. 2-1. Equivalent circuit of .M in steady
state.

292-19) BAZ olfatd AEAEIY WA
£4(547 2E) AL BASH g3 2o8).

1) 2R B

Py = R (4 + %) (1)
2) nA A HE

R
P, = % (RZEE+LE ot &

(Rys + R)?
+2R7Lm @y, iqs ids) (2)
3) FHAe] &

R,
Pcr N (Rq/s + Rr)z

- 2quSmeriqsids) (3)

2 22
( afs + merlds

-162-



S 8TS) Hi5s U ATl =2F
med 14e] tiF WA AV A 24 A4)9 2 3 A%E dfio) 394 44 A% AR G2
o] 7 4 it} staale AR ALo] 7 .«tcm FEA o] ey
X GRE o] Y8 A2 ALE ARY 1/4 A
_ - gt
Pr=betPutbo = Mo & Kdo) - iala o5} ol A%E A WAA WANE AR A
A7 A 8 EZR A &4 A43 249 Fd wet Wz
' s ATsE Aoleid Al WEA ) (FOC)
K = Rl By R+ R, Ry (5) A BetE AT A YT $EH0R &4e Hag
! Ry + R, & % 9o, @ A Fdel YoM ndE DSPE
L% 0’ + R, R4+R, R, ol AL BE P Y 2AEL ANV A
Kfw) = S (6) ooz ury $astn BPAD Aor} st
* oleld BAd <ste] AREE AojLuARe 1Y
Al o o A N 9-49F o] s B Aol A8H SR
2.2 —*—IEH EEX'“O{E T{L_} L-IAE'—"liﬁl'?:“T —9} u‘}i}ﬂiﬁi 07%0}@1 2ol LMFS’*}‘«} g‘/\ég}/{_%
Folzl &wsh Eao ol HULEAE g 4 LTS TH2-ds Zel Hehd
&% Afs 228 Ao BANS AT o] 4~ —
@?}q ! ——_| {\] Rl
. . - W] o
tags = Kmin((l)) ‘ chl (7} .Ef_’ \ nn(!) } I . Ids
NN Ko (0)e £4 H 2845 (LMF)o o & ¥ + K '
A% (DA a Gg3t 2ol A -
_ K,
Kmin(w) = Kd( 0)) ]‘
- R{R,y + R,) + R R, .
B \/ R(Ry + R) + Lidt O [_L‘—“-
2227 A(8)d A% £xrwWEd wE LMPF i‘ -
o #g e aaom gy o] e FEAEY ¥
$A% e=dsl odod HAA Akl WEITH

(0.5Rr{R{1.5Ry), 18337 o] LMF7} #siA =

a8 2-4. LMFoll 2l XIS 2 Ml Hoj7| 74

o B8] A&ddo 1 Wyl A vEhgs o & Fig. 2-4. Config.of flux controlier using LMF.
o]
A EE FEAEY AAH &9 P AA &4 P, &
1.4 o FAANA E&2 o5 Fo] Ag 4 U
P P
1.2 k \l\‘\ 7 2 =
s ‘ N\ P,+ P, -
o \\‘ = L., i lgs Wy
Eog |7 L3R — e 7 (9)
£ - Lo fas dgs 0, + { K, i + Kag(w) %)
X0 ‘—— 0.5R
oet 4 21 (9)ell A 3l AP Fe ug g&o W
0.2 3 2 geel VA%( 9p/dR,)E 1H2-59 ol el
g . . . - L=
001 63 06 03 12 5 138
Speed{p.u,] J 1 002
33 2-2. Rr $EA &zwsio] me LMF st — D g
Fig. 2-2. Characteristics curve of LMF with i o4
the variations of Rr. f & 008
£ JUEE $HS 9D 2R B9 FEAo) | 2w G
Aolgte sgelM Qo7 glolmz o] Ty | G owe N
FE 182-3F ol AHE HF FAXNE Hsjo} LB oo ozer S
{?}q” t 0.1 S N
b o T
| 012 T Toe T o8 Tae 1 12 1a
A | Load Torgue [pu)
Rated | : e
Point | a8 2-5. ROl ThE E3 O} &8 s
Fig. 2-5. Torque vs. efficiency sensitivity
related to R..
1/4 Rated
ot Wby §ERE7le edE exdstd o@ WA
— o Aez HEL nEE A JgE & B 7 ol
ot el $REAL F HA AT E 93T E
y ol 5 5 51
7 2-3. XpEE XMEo A £9e] Hug o] tﬁf?} 2ge] "asith oo il
A vt N | 3} 2. A
Fig. 2-3. Limit value of is 3o} e e 2 ARE AYH

-163-



(AD CHEIED|BE]

3. XX XMFo HSHY(MRAC)

282 HAREAANNY SAFEAEE 2(10)7 2ol
TAY 5 A%, o] e Wy BASHE ALEaA
gon nFA GAZRE AZ shsd geloh(7).

Q{: VZS l;: - Vsds i:s (10)

dtRog Agay e 34 FEHREIY A
AZA AN AR Vi, Vo2 Ao did A=
S A1 2ol A&n FHE SAIREAFY 4
< 4L 4 g

L,

Q = Frla g A= i i)

+ L i i )
of Aol A2 WH(ix, v AFUlL 242
HEANA L DA A&, 2,)2 FEA|RR &
ANFERES FHAE 2 (12)9 o] & + Utk

5 o— Im(s d p _ . d o
O = il G oo G Pl (12)
=S d s N3 d i)
+L, ( 12 Elas_las —;Zlds)

a2 o] BN HAA A& FFAL WA A
Fe TAHnE oAE SuleA Bo. gEky 43
@ eATEdE] A(1)H FE SATFEAL 2
(12)e14 A o3 40,8 N(13)F o] Aolg +
st

AQ: - Qi_ Q\t
L (13)
= LM (lfis%(/{fy—— Asar) - lf)s%(Atsir_ A/\sdr))

YuHoz gEaEsld HANE HAR Aol
o gweA AsEDe 4(13)8 34409
2 35" 4(14)9 2ol Do,

z )
R
AQ,'=%wewS,L, li ) ? 3 R T
, [1+{e %) o+

off I

31 R,=R,° H& Afde £AFEAY) 2303
7t 90l 85 ¢ § U ol A(11)ERYH FI @,
£ B 7EES 2d2, A(12)8 Ferde] F35
R
4K dt
\ Jo b—y
As
_m_'. ' Reactive —/—
Flux Power Efror Limiter
Observer .
—- Estimater R
\ - |0
q
) Qi
labes
Reactive
Vaes Power

a3 2-6. MRACE o|2% 3|MA XM& XM7Y
Fig. 2-6. Estimation of rotor resistance
by using MRAC.

2 4gsel 059 o | o5
& F oAt 99 0 A AYE FPeE P
443 Aol

ad 2-62 oY ¢nPFTE EUR RAVE A3
Ao} 7IE FPF JAA A 3 duFS 7
g Zloltt

4. Al2dold % YA

a¥2-7E AEVE FASER A% ded A
8 AR(d% AF)E AF1es=4.7(AD AN FH 4
QAR RFolM RAEAE WFAA Hiit wmeby
A& HotEAd Bt 4% ARE HAs] Aojyod
3 2EEE A st A 49% 5 A

o
©

Idse4.7(A]

w o ;\

tds=1.2[A]

08 1 1.5
Load Torquel[pu]

28 2-7. 4% M7 vigo| 2 23 o EE6i3
Fig. 2-7. Efficiency vs. torque for I.

a92-9% 71Ee dutAd WEA o (FOC)71H &
FP3 & BF S8 did AEALM FHRE
B gk @2 F3dMe E&o] AstdgS AT &
Atk 1Y2-102 HAEE Aoyl T T &AL
o] Adoltt, A &L ¥IEAM Wi JF AFE HA
3 Aojgod i nELERZ Aol shEditte AL
gAg £ Atk 2¥2-112 ALE AAA 2" HA
E5 telojageln

o ° o
2 2 H
g

Etficioncy

o
N

o5 1 15
Load Torque [pu)

a8 2-9. FOCo| oM E3 Of &8
Fig. 2-9. Torque vs. efficiency in
conventional vector control(FOC).

.

“'// o

[ ————

f

Eftficisncy

Efficiency

e
v

o

05 1.5

Load Torque [pul .

a8 2-10. sdiEEHMo7|Hol tist E3 O 28

Fig. 2-10. Torgue vs. efficiency in high
efficiency operation.

-164-



HIELRATS| Ho|58 9 st =23

4

i vt

e
¥

e |

'y
Koo !
._J__‘

N

A i

\
<,
4

e |

T 2-11. HWEHoo] UM iz E2Ho{7™o
Cist M 25clolofazy

overall block diagram of the
proposed control system.

Fig. 2-11.

2

a™¥2-12+¢
la's TT7}‘ /(110114
JPAA A = 2 A
500(rpmloz A%
g /MHsE S 4
Alel] A2 AFx
I Uee HoFm
Al
82-13&
F= 9g
o FH<
+7) 5

2 o

Al 2% K (@) et
HoFm glon LI 2
Bogda gl o
1,500{rpm}o 8 &
AF AFY Wz g o
o] Ajo] 5o OE]_;HB‘_‘:B‘E Xﬂoig

o I:Dl
"40

l:)‘ 1l
tlo ro
I

i tt ko
Mo
2
_(?E
=

o}{‘_%
Ny
rir

2

oo o}ﬂ —lo
o 2

r
E
Rl
z H
Salh
jsifed
i

9,

&NIOLIQL‘

N N

Tl
2oLt
o, =

1

o, ¥

o

AR

b K

L=,
Di o] % v‘?“é‘}‘ﬁ%ﬂ]
%

S
-
1'0H,£

N

N,

N

N,
o, gy B

b &

4
02:,"
o
E o
fa

L E O 1 1 ol

ttlo

A

o
o
2]
2,

Actual 1500 P

Speed ) ' '

500{rpm]
i

0
81A]

las [A}

4.7{A]
ld,[Al"“w el ottt S cstrod e

i [Al

ag 2-12.

L

HUEE 2HIIYHE Hest 420

FotEe 8 (R,=

Fig. 2-12. Dynamic responses of \oad
variation in maximum efficiency operation.

Actual /““‘ 1500 [rpn
Speed §
— R100[rpm
,,,,,, Ly)
e et g ettt R (2]
Estimated |
R: prommetetrend 0.5R(
- B
8 [A]
61A]
Fos [A] € oa
COAMIAl
| 8.5[Al
i 1A] 4l o
| -8.5041
| 1A

1sec/div
a2l 2-13. MRAC?[8HE HZ38 Aol
ML MEgat Hse FELE
Fig. 2-13. Output waveforms of load change
after estimated rotor resistance(1500(rpm]}).

Actual f \ r | /"mu‘!SOO[rpm]
Speed bt~ w-—/ ook 1000 Irpmi
4100 [rpm]
0
—w*rﬁrﬁ-‘“‘bm-‘h R Q]
Estimated
R. O ' 0.5R Q]
1B

s [A] J\‘ — J J.a- —-I! 580[AI
U U U B[Al

T T
lss[A] it o Tl B Sl o

1sec/div
ozl 2-14. £20M8A] SEXNE =4
Hojel sA] 8oty

Fig. 2-14. Dynamic responses of high
efficiency operation and rotor resistance

o ZHHES

estimation. - Speed variation

Actual / . 1500 ]

Speed i i T + i L
eed 100
L no [rprn]
e e e R, (]

Estimated + s l +
R, v Sdnaped 0.5R[Q]
B

0

4.7(A]

§ , RES
R P W aWals'

1o TA] g s

1sec/div

& 2-15. F3UAl S MANE =Y HoEe
Hojel sA Y
Fig. 2-15. Dynamic responses of high
efficiency operation and rotor resistance
estimation. - Load variation

-165~



(Ah CHEFXD[EtE

5.2 B

A Awrel A AMgHE Trzﬂ%ﬂ F-EA 28
A, AHUAE H7slr) Haﬂ*it &z g B3lo B#s)
A AAY A7t Hd LY RIdA LA
st Alojzi7l Agizes Y gsir,

712 WE A o) ( FOC)—J AL ALE AFRE dASA
Aolsleng FEAL s}ur Z““‘/%‘r‘d’*] AE7)9
4ol & AYE A% & 5 ¥ A%it} e Hgas
Aol7|ge Aol ALE HARE EaT xd T} &4
A3 24(LMF)2 43 #Ad o tﬂi}o}ii xil
Ao zH 71E FOCY AS B} AL/ARsA] A%
719 £48 ALY ¢ Y08S At

o2 % 21101“‘4-3— A L3 Aol ot Ay
A%t ol HME719 dEvEd oEsER ol U
Bol Hastt} ofd i AN L 4= 7153 A
F718 £AFEANYE ol &t BA vEHss U
33 ole] FAZRE A AY gL A RAise
Hioltt, ol HEr] B2 o3 114 B 7l
FHFET gREA] Wz ¢ ZAFP aHRE AL
F dthe AAo] U

A2 A3 gk B 2% JUWEE AorgEed ol
& B3-S ZEE7] 959 dxg HIOMMJE 74
st AEE FYPsiFon, 1 A7 AgE LaeE9
B34S 33 gt

#Fa g d)

I‘

(1) D. S. Kirschen, D. W. Novotny and T. A.
Lipo,’On-Line Efficiency Optimization of a Variable
Frequency Induction Motor Drive’. IEEE Trans. on
Ind. App.. Vol. IA-21, No.4, pp. 610~616, May
1991.

(2) Jimmie J. Cathey and Parriz Famouri, ‘Loss

Minimization Control of an Induction Motor
Drive’, IEEE Trans. on Ind. Appl., Vol.27, No.1l.
pp.32~37, 1991.

(3] R. D. Lorenz et al, 'Increasing The Dynamic
Torque Per . Ampere Capability of Induction
Machines’, IEEE Trans. on Ind. Appl.. Vol. 30,
No. 1, pp. 146~153, Jan./Feb. 1994. i

(4] JinGeun Shon et al, ‘Loss Minimization
Control  Induction Motor Drive using DSP’,
Proceedings of ITC-CSCC, Vol.2, pp.796-799. July
1996.

(5) JinGeun Shon et al, ‘Adjustable Speed Control
of Induction Motor Using On-Line Efficiency
Maximization Method’, Proc. of ICEE. Vol.2,
pp.854-858, August 1996.

(6) £, L7, AFH, AYX 'FTAEIY &¢
EdxelE $ig  delvly ¥ Ag  wasYy,
AAARES] =82, A3d 33, pp.206-213, 1998. 8.

(7] &2, "=, 224, A3F:, A2 Aolo) 937
FedFrI £4 F4d, AN =8, 458 A11E,
pp.1557-1565, 1996. 11.

(8] JinGeun Shon et al, ‘Optimal Efficiency
Control of an Induction Motor Drive Using the Rotor
Resistance Identification”, Proceedings of the
International Conference on Electrical Engineering
(ICEE’ 99). Vol.2, pp.279-282. August 1999,

- 166 -



