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Efficiency Improvement in VSI-fed SPMSM Drive 
 

Chandan Dutta 1     S. M. Tripathi 2  

 
Abstract–A model-based loss minimization control strategy is 

presented which reduces the total power loss in a surface-

mounted permanent magnet synchronous motor (SPMSM) 

drive without reducing its dynamic performance. A modified 

dynamic model of SPMSM (incorporating core loss 

resistance) is considered. The d-axis armature current is 

utilized to reduce the total power loss in a closed-loop field 

oriented controlled SPMSM drive. It is found through 

detailed computer simulations that efficiency of the drive is 

improved with model-based loss minimization algorithm as 

compared to the conventional zero d-axis current control 

strategy. 

 
Keywords–Efficiency improvement, field-oriented control 

(FOC), surface-mounted permanent magnet synchronous 

motor (SPMSM), loss minimization algorithm (LMA). 

 

 

NOMENCLATURE 

 

id  ,  iq d-q axes stator current components 

icd , icq d-q axes iron loss current components 

iod  , ioq d-q axes magnetizing current components 
vd , vq d-q axes stator voltage components 

Ld , Lq d-q axes stator winding inductances 
Rs , Rc Stator winding and iron loss resistances 
ωe Angular electrical frequency 

ωm Rotor mechanical speed 

J Moment of inertia 

Te Electromagnetic torque 

Tm Load torque 

Ψ Flux linkage due to rotor magnets 

ϴ Rotor electrical position 

P Number of pole pairs 

F Damping coefficient 

Wcu Stator winding copper losses 

Wfe Iron losses 

Pin Input power 

Pout Output power 

W Total power losses 

η Efficiency 

 

 

I.  INTRODUCTION 

 

Roughly 58% of the total absorbed electrical energy is 

used in electric motors. Therefore, minimizing the losses 

and hence efficiency optimization is an important concern 

in the industry [1–3].  
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The widely utilized induction motors exhibit poor 

efficiency due to copper losses in the rotor circuit [4–6]. 

Therefore, nowadays permanent magnet synchronous 

motors (PMSM) are used in variable-speed drive systems 

due to its high torque-inertia ratio, high power factor, low 

maintenance cost and robustness. 

 

The motor losses consist of copper losses, iron losses and 

mechanical losses. Copper losses and iron losses are 

controllable whereas mechanical losses depend on speed 

and are not controllable. Copper losses can be reduced by 

maximum torque-per ampere control (MTPA) and iron 

losses can be minimized by flux-weakening control [7–8]. 

Several control techniques have been proposed for loss 

minimization and efficiency enhancement. Zhou et al. [9] 

increased the efficiency of PMSM drive by incorporating 

MTPA with fuzzy logic for searching the optimum point. 

Solutions for MTPA equations were obtained by Newton’s 

method. Lee et al. [10] applied Lagrangian to the loss 

function and numerical techniques were used to obtain the 

solutions of the fourth order polynomial formed. Also a 

look-up table was used in the current control loop which 

was obtained by loss minimizing current sets for given 

torque and speed. Cho et al. [11] used precise parameter 

estimation for maximizing efficiency of IPMSM drive. 

Then current phase angles were utilized to determine 

maximum efficiency point. 

 

In this paper, a control method is presented which reduces 

the total controllable losses (both iron and copper losses) 

through the insertion of most optimal d-axis current. The 

results obtained are compared to those obtained with 

conventional zero d-axis current control strategy for a 

field-oriented controlled SPMSM drive. 

 

II. MODELING EQUATIONS 

 

Conventional PMSM models found in literature do not 

take iron losses into account. Therefore, in order to obtain 

a more realistic model, an iron loss resistance Rc aimed for 

accounting iron losses is inserted in parallel to the 

magnetizing branch [12–15]. The d-q axes stator current 

components (id, iq) are thus divided into the iron loss 

current components (icd, icq) and magnetizing current 

components (iod, ioq) as shown in Fig.1. 

 

The steady-state modeling equations of the SPMSM in 

synchronous reference frame taking into account the iron 

losses are given by 
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Fig.1. d-q axes equivalent circuits for SPMSM model taking iron losses 
into account under steady-state. 
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cddod iii   ;     cqqoq iii                          (4) 
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The electromagnetic torque is given by 

 

  ]   [  5.1 odoqqdoqe iiLLiPT                              (6) 

 

For a surface mounted PMSM: qd LL  , so the torque 

equation becomes 

 

oqe iPT 5.1                                                        (7) 

 

 

Fig.2. Sinusoidal back e.m.f. waveform of SPMSM. 

 

The back e.m.f. waveform of a SPMSM is induced by the 

flux coupled with the stator winding and depends on the 

distribution of the stator winding. The SPMSM block in 

motoring mode with a closed-loop control system is 

modeled in MATLAB / Simulink platform which assumes 

that the stator winding is distributed in a manner that the 

flux established by the permanent magnets in the stator is 

sinusoidal and hence, induction of the sinusoidal back 

e.m.f. as can be seen in Fig.2.  

III. FIELD-ORIENTED CONTROLLED SPMSM DRIVE  

 

The proposed schematic is shown in Fig.3. Practically, the 

actual rotor speed of the SPMSM is measured using a 

shaft encoder or a resolver and is then compared with the 

reference rotor speed. The speed error is passed through a 

speed PI controller to generate the reference stator q-axis 

current. Reference stator d-axis current is first set to zero 

and secondly, it is obtained through model-based loss 

minimization algorithm. Using inverse Park’s 

transformation, the reference stator d-q axes currents are 

transformed into reference stator a-b-c currents. The errors 

between reference stator a-b-c currents and actual stator    

a-b-c currents are regulated through the hysteresis current 

controllers so as to generate the control signals for the 

voltage source inverter (VSI) feeding the SPMSM. 
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Fig.3. Block-diagram of proposed LMA based SPMSM drive 

 

The values of Kp and Ki are chosen as per the symmetric 

optimum PI tuning criterion (thoroughly discussed in [16]) 

and are listed in Appendix. 

 

 

IV. MODEL-BASED LOSS MINIMIZATION ALGORITHM 

 

Based on (1)–(4), the controllable copper losses can be 

expressed as 
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The total electrical losses are 
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Fig.4. Different responses when rotor accelerates from 0 to 1750 rpm at 

constant load torque of 12 N-m with conventional id = 0  
approach––(a) rotor speed  (b) stator d-q axes currents (c) Power 

loss  (d) efficiency. 
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Fig.5. Different responses when rotor accelerates from 0 to 1750 rpm at 

constant load torque of 12 N-m with proposed model-based    

LMA––(a) rotor speed (b) stator d-q axes currents (c) Power loss              
(d) efficiency. 
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Fig.6. Different responses when load torque is reduced from 12 to 6 N-m 
at constant rotor speed of 1750 rpm with conventional id = 0 

approach––(a) rotor speed (b) stator d-q axes currents (c) Power 

loss (d) efficiency.  
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Fig.7. Different responses when load torque is reduced from 12 to 6 N-m 

at constant rotor speed of 1750 rpm with proposed model-based   

LMA––(a) rotor speed (b) stator d-q axes currents (c) Power loss 
(d) efficiency. 

 



Asian Power Electronics Journal, Vol. 11, No. 1, July 2017 

25 

By differentiating (12) with respect to iod and equating it to 

zero, we get the optimum d-axis current for which losses 

are minimum i.e. 0

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The output power Pout and efficiency of the motor   is 

expressed as follows:  

 

eeout TP                                                             (14) 
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V. PERFORMANCE COMPARISON 

 

The drive is simulated using MATLAB / Simulink 

platform. The drive performance for efficiency 

enhancement is tested for various transient conditions. 

However, keeping in view the page constraint, only two 

transient cases viz. (a) start-up at rated load and                     

(b) reduction in load torque are included in this paper so as 

to provide a glimpse of the effectiveness of the proposed 

approach for efficiency improvement in the SPMSM drive.  

 

    At first, the motor is at standstill. A speed command of 

rated value (1750 rpm) at rated load (12 N-m) is given. 

The speed of the rotor sets in 0.858 seconds with 

conventional control approach (id = 0) and efficiency is 

recorded as 92.40%, while 0.854 seconds with model-

based LMA and efficiency is recorded as 93.25%. From 

the curves of Figs. 4–5, it is seen that total loss is 

minimized and the efficiency is improved.  

 
Table 1: Summary of different transient cases presented 

Performance 

parameters 

Conventional id=0 

approach 

Model-based 

LMA 

Case 1- Speed: 0 rpm to 1750 rpm 

at Load Torque: 12 N-m 

Maximum          

overshoot (%) 
0.510 0.570 

Drive settling  

time (s) 
0.858 0.854 

Efficiency (%) 92.40 93.25 

Case 2- Load Torque: 12 N-m to 6 N-m 

at Speed: 1750 rpm 

Maximum          

overshoot (%) 
2.070 2.060 

Drive settling  

time (s) 
0.098 0.096 

Efficiency (%) 91.60 92.95 

 

Further, the load torque on the motor running at 1750 rpm 

is decreased from 12 N-m to 6 N-m at time t = 1 sec. As a 

result, the rotor speed tends to increase however, it again 

settles to 1750 rpm in 0.098 seconds with conventional 

control approach and efficiency is recorded 91.60% while 

0.096 sec. with model-based LMA and efficiency is noted 

as 92.95%. From the curves of Fig.6 and Fig.7 it is seen 

that losses are minimized and efficiency is improved for 

this case also. 

 

From Table–1, it can be seen that the drive settling time 

and maximum overshoot is nearly the same for both 

control strategies. From this a conclusion can be made that 

the dynamic performance of the drive is not affected and 

still the efficiency is improved. 

 

VI. CONCLUSIONS 

A model-based LMA scheme for SPMSM drive was 

presented. The d-axis armature current was utilized and 

optimally controlled for loss minimization and hence 

maximizing the efficiency. To compare the performance 

of the drive, field-oriented control strategy, firstly with 

conventional zero d-axis current control and secondly with 

model-based loss minimization algorithm was adopted. 

Results of simulation show that the dynamic performance 

of the drive is not affected and efficiency of the drive is 

improved with model-based loss minimization algorithm. 

APPENDIX 

Parameters of the SPMSM used in simulation model are as 

follows: Power Po = 2.2 kW; Number of pole pairs P = 5; 

J = 0.007 Kg-m2; Rs = 1.72 Ω; Rc = 700 Ω; ψ = 0.244 Wb; 

Ld = 20.5 mH; Lq = 20.5 mH; PI Controller parameters:   

Kp = 0.7876; Ki = 271.5862 

 

REFERENCES 

 
[1] Mukhtar Ahmed, “High performance AC drives: modeling, 

analysis and control”, Springer, 2010. 

[2] Chunting Chris Mi, Gordon R. Slemon and Richard Bonert, 

“Minimization of iron losses of permanent magnet 

synchronous machines”, IEEE Trans. on Energy Convers., 

Vol. 20, No. 1, March 2005, pp. 121-127. 

[3] Rajendra Aparnathi and Ved Vyas Dwivedi, “Electrical 

machine and drive (Introduce to advance control)”, Lulu 

Engineering Academic Publication, USA, 2013. 

[4] R.D. Findlay, N. Stranges and D.K. MacKay, “Losses due 

to rotational flux in three-phase induction motors”, IEEE 

Trans. Energy Convers., Vol. 9, No. 3, Sep. 1994, pp. 543-

549. 

[5] S. Lim and K. Nam, “Loss-minimizing control scheme for 

induction motors”, Proc. Inst. Elect. Eng., Vol. 151, No. 4, 

Jul. 2004, pp. 385-397.  

[6] F. Abrahamsen, F. Blaabjerg, J.K. Pedersen and P.B. 

Thoegersen, “Efficiency-optimized control of medium-size 

induction motor drives”, IEEE Trans. Ind. Appl., Vol. 37, 

No. 6, Nov./Dec. 2001, pp. 1761-1767. 

[7] S.D. Wee, M.H. Shin and D.S. Hyun, “Stator-flux-oriented 

control of induction motor considering iron loss”, IEEE 

Trans. Ind. Electron., Vol. 48, No. 3, Jun. 2001, pp. 602-608. 

[8] T.M. Jhans, “Flux-weakening regime operation of an 

interior permanent magnet synchronous motor drive”, IEEE 

Trans. Ind. Appl., Vol. 1A-23, No. 4, Jul./Aug. 1987, pp. 

681-689. 

[9] Guangxu Zhou and Jin-Woo Ahn, “A novel efficiency 

optimization strategy of IPMSM for pump application”, 

Journal of Electrical Engineering & Technology, Vol. 4, No. 

4, 2009, pp. 515-520. 



Chandan Dutta et. al: Efficiency Improvement in VSI-fed… 

26 

[10] Jung-Gi Lee, Kwang-Hee Nam, Sun-Ho Lee, Soe-Ho Choi, 

and Soon-Woo Kwon, “A look-up table based loss 

minimizing control for FCEV permanent magnet 

synchronous motors”, Journal of Electrical Engineering & 

Technology, Vol. 4, No. 2, 2009, pp. 201-210. 

[11] Gyu-Won Cho, Cheol-Min Kim, and Gyu-Tak Kim, “The 

maximum efficiency driving in IPMSM by precise 

estimation of current phase angle,” Journal of Electrical 

Engineering & Technology, Vol. 8, No. 5, 2013, pp. 1221-

1226. 

[12] C. Dutta and S.M. Tripathi, “Comparison between 

conventional and loss d-q model of PMSM”, International 

Conf. on Emerging Trends in Electrical, Electronics and 

Sustainable Energy Systems, Sultanpur, India, 2016, Vol. 2, 

pp. 160-164. 

[13] M. Nasir Uddin, HonBin Zou and F. Azevedo, “Online loss 

minimization based adaptive flux observer for direct torque 

and flux control of PMSM drive”, IEEE Trans. on Ind. 

Appl., Vol. 52, No. 1, Jan.-Feb 2016, pp. 425-431. 

[14] M. Nasir Uddin and Ronald S. Rebeiro, “Online efficiency 

optimization of a fuzzy-logic-controller-based IPMSM 

drive”, IEEE Trans. on Ind. Appl., Vol. 47, No. 2, 

March/April 2011, pp. 1043-1050. 

[15] Waleed Hassan and Bingsen Wang, “Efficiency 

optimization of PMSM based drive system”, 7th 

International Power Electronics and Motion Control 

Conference (IPEMC), Harbin, 2012, pp. 1027-1033. 

[16] S.M. Tripathi, A.N. Tiwari and D. Singh, “Optimum design 

of propotional-integral controllers in grid-integrated PMSG-

based wind energry conversion system”, Int. Trans. Electr. 

Energy Syst., Vol. 26, Issue 5, May 2016, pp. 1006-1031. 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 

The work is supported by the World Bank assisted 

TEQIP–II at KNIT, Sultanpur by providing seed money 

grant for P.G. Project under ‘Research Promotion Scheme’ 

(No. 369 / WBTEQIP / 2015). 

 

BIOGRAPHIES 

 
Chandan Dutta received his B.Tech. degree 

from Uttar Pradesh Technical University, 
Lucknow, India in the year 2013 and completed 

his M.Tech. degree in Power Electronics & 

Drives from Kamla Nehru Institute of 
Technology, (U.P.) India  in the year 2016. His 

fields of current interest include power 
electronics and electric drives.  

 

 
 

 

Saurabh Mani Tripathi was born in Amethi 
(U.P.), India and is presently working as Assistant 

Professor of Electrical Engineering at Kamla 

Nehru Institute of Technology, Sultanpur (U.P.) 
India. He obtained his B.Tech. degree in Electrical 

& Electronics Engineering and did his M.Tech. in 

Electrical Engineering with specialization in 
Power Electronics & Drives from Uttar Pradesh 

Technical University, Lucknow, India in the years 

2006 and 2009, respectively. He obtained his 
Ph.D. degree in Electrical Engineering from Dr. A.P.J. Abdul Kalam 

Technical University, Lucknow, India in the year 2016. He has authored 

three engineering books and has published over 35 research papers in 
reputed international / national journals and conferences as well. He has 

also concluded two research projects successfully. He was honored 

‘Author of the Month’ in January–2009 issue of ‘The Librarian Journal’ 
published by Laxmi Publications, New Delhi, India. He also got 

recognition in Marquis Who’s Who in the World (A Who’s Who in 

America Publication). He has supervised over 16 dissertations of M. Tech. 
students. He is the Member of the IE(I), IAENG, ISEE, WASET as well 

as the Life Member of the ISTE. His areas of current interest include 

electrical drives, renewable energy systems and power quality. 

 

 

 

 


