LLC ZAW e o
A comparative analysis of Center-tap and Current-doubler loss for LLC
resonant converter
Jung Yoon Shin", Soon Sang Hwang™, Hag Wone Kim", Kwan Yuhl Cho", Byung Kuk Lim"
Korea National University of Transportation® DongahElecomm R&D Center™

A _MrmL %mﬂﬁﬂuﬁr% %f%ﬂ iy
L Y ol
I . _ =T E%woﬂ 7 P IR
o 5 ) T 2% o Mo i
= = ~ o J ~ o 0 —~
g E R R N
o _ i~ 2 = 0 <
L S OFY YE3TEo T
$ S ~q w0 H X 1 = To!
pu E! do oo I % ol g
= = = — N o [ —~ R — 0 e
S 23 - Fo y H oAk
T o vE AR E e mET s T
= ol 2 o#a ) &,o K ,| o#a =) i < 0
= 5 T o Fm N Eoa K wELT &
k3 =T o g B = T XoowE
U3 e T w2 N @w
£5g ®x %muuo#@r_ﬂﬁﬂxr Kol oW o N
T2 =N ey ®ESN BT ot
e - RO RO W . | To Nr
—AN— H = B M oom g N B Am_ﬂxm_ﬂ ATEW
55 T aWad 9T L% Topdx R
— 0 23 on ) ol RS
E e WameaTix T Wa o A e
Il 3 @838 —_ oo B o R — = A oy oy 9
] = - e ~ EL o Coy N EL o 0 EO »C 7E
5 @mvl HrPASREgpg W Ry
5 - &2 mmoﬂ!ﬂuEA 7L1rmmoﬂ!ﬂu o|.1a_1xﬂﬂp|zoo#1m
— ol & LEW AC _ZLEW |A _— =
L Kr = = ueLqﬂ»ummAu EL,o| 7%&%&0%3&(
[ © = — & - A _ o —.
y 2 g8 zrelTows e dAgTge T
8 N85 WE _JULD% TE M BT X o
i " o S
. . = - étﬁdﬂ”rklw%!oﬁaﬂxrix_ﬁg n/_]oru?_mﬂlm;wﬂﬂt
o aaad I FTE N W TN B = o
— Mo NAror o M T N A om 4) ol T T
mnﬂﬂlﬂx_.oﬁa pr ooy we W W e B oK w o Mo
ééﬂﬂﬂ%ﬁa %ﬁ%%ﬂ%ﬂﬂﬂ Z_édrnum%
- . o E S o B = :
e P TUTRMT D SRETT
e = R R e TR T aa! = X
2 Ll.At S0 o X %o A 5% R T o o M opo L T
KB oy B ooV gy m° ~ A <o _, 0
wLg NURERERBE e
Mﬂﬂﬁ.WOEBTEW ﬂ‘uAIQIPL]EWEﬂWII{. Modﬂdlumoﬂ!ﬂ/u
Ko oy & oy & o T do N Uﬂlﬂom o1 = e =
mo Neﬂa o B A g N e B e KT - R wﬂﬁ
G IR = o R o MR
5 ﬁ_],mi,m.ﬂﬂxrwm MM ST esny MﬂZme%_E?zﬁ
T FLEeeo% W ° o Txs oy, P W WL oo PR
o T2 WYy T T oT Tl il g P
= ﬂlOEOdl ¢ < Mmﬂﬂ At_éﬁﬁemll,w ___.__H,|7 Eodl
n R Mﬂﬂtﬂul . T <) o e _1ZrAt o B o . T e S
m o Re W E T ® — 1&%2@4@&% l HEHo;ﬂoCT7
< " P oo — = =0 T E g | Moar
o ) o = ‘LENLMLHQHL MEEE - T R =
T oo = <D gy o N HYw 2o &
D g R T R L omE Py T T
= g ;mL 2% = e ML e ws_ M 5 o - ua o
) ﬂWMﬂ% %9&%@7%%@% ™ Mo o BE T~
= W oqu O iy ; - z 2o o
Hw;ﬂﬂ A w@lio;uﬁwwhﬂé% %wuﬂwa
TaeIg¥T SR ST T o
DEP&Q%LﬂWﬂL Co Eiﬂﬂdﬂio}dﬂ mhMﬂJEIJ.EIot
%_é_@o.iwa £ Li?ﬂ%mﬂtmﬂshmﬁ T T
. . ~ <o} . — 0
WHTS WY A N N -
oW WmE YT W BT N T ok T

hyA
it

kU 2;1}_

=

13} =
@)} 2ol

Al
S

L
T

Rdc

X Rdcl
X Rd(Q

2
X
2

I

1s
2
by

Rﬁ apl,cop
Rﬁ ap2,cop

P copperloss

LLC AWErt 3

Els

[€]

A

o] 7



4 gAY g2 4 Q) 2ol 78+ 3
o, ol f AFE(p)E 2.38x10 [Q/mlelw ¥ & Hit
A1 Zol(MLT), =49 WAE(r), Nnos 52 APAo=

_ 12 (2.38x107%) x 9.57
7% (0.65x1072)2

8% (2.38107%) x9.57 _3

R,,= =6.44x10""|2
92 15 (0.06 % 1072)? X 250 i

21 (3)olA U2 AE A kS o83t A ()94 HF
HS ol g8l Alxted AEY WA 12 3 22 F9] F
E& T & 9o olF At &9 13 = &L 745[W]
22} 28 5253[Wlo] oA Hux Aew w2l
(Ptap,cop) 127.11[W7} @t} vz kA| 2 v A&
Agk WHo R WYr|e &S T F glon ol
A Ao 13 = £48 2091[W], 23 =2 32.86(
Edol YeoA HEE wAF 2 W] A
(Pdoubler,cop) 53.78[W17} U2t} Egk wjdfF 329
8o 3o Agtd JdYE &47A 1ol st
H oYL YoMl U WHow FES T
858[Wleh= ghol vt}

AEo| A F|zEE 2 EA JAF &S Fele] A
ShH 2l(4)e} 2ol AElHH, o]& o] gste AAAT gaAls)
= o9 HES F 4 9

Pmreloss = K(/"B7}L3f25VL (4)

o] W Kc®} Bmax & AFALA ©Hlo|HE Al&3dt= 3t
ojt}, B E=&o Asldxte] PL 7S 7|Eo® A d3ow
°]& o] g3t
27.94[W1el™
25.07Wlelt}. &
o2 Husye

&) vi§ 2g

=20.59x1073[2] 3

LI

2
fE oo o rpr 1o (B oft mx

Il o

-4
of
o

oot o 2

i

& e @ A" sz 4%

A5 gAe] AEe AHwE Ad vk

of ) BEL v§ Aope TEL FA

AEIR 4o wa) AR e e
3}

A% A% & Q.

e
D\
r

i

1

o &

o zZ
offl o

=

2.3 2X Fo| AMZtat EF AU HlW

1 MEHD MR walo] S&of st Aldgit EFEE |
Table 2 Comparison of estimation data and experimental value for
center—tap and current-doubler
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Fig. 2 Primary and Secondary Current waveform
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