2007 A% CYBHED|Es| EMECS®EEl FAH =3

Response Surface MethodE Ol &%t 2 ¢
2N,
By

o o
El A
> oo
™

=28 (2007.10.25-10.26)

BLDC ME7] J7XA Ha HH3} o7

AlEA
prut

&3}

e
o 4

A Permanent Magnet Pole Shape Optimization
for a BLDC Motor by using Response Surface Method
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Department of Electrical Engineering, Hongik University
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