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Abstract—Linear small-signal models of a dc–dc converter of-
ten ignore switching dynamics; thus such models are insufficient
to fully explore the performance objective under large signal tran-
sients. Linear/nonlinear hybrid controllers are promising alter-
natives; however, they require structurally different hardware
resources along with extra antiwindup arrangements. This paper
proposes a geometric tuning method in a digitally current-mode-
controlled buck converter under continuous-conduction mode.
This considers a proportional-integral voltage controller along
with a load current feedforward in the digital domain, while the
inductor current has a traditional analog implementation. This re-
sembles a first-order switching surface with near load-invariant
regulation; thus a (fixed) small integral gain is sufficient to min-
imize the steady-state error. Using phase-plane geometry, the ob-
jective is to tune the controller gain in a way to achieve proximate
time optimal recovery using a fixed-frequency pulse-width mod-
ulator and also to retain the large-signal stability. The effects of
parameter variation and finite sampling are analyzed. The pro-
posed tuning is implemented using an FPGA device.

Index Terms—Buck converter, current-mode control (CMC),
digital pulse-width-modulator (DPWM) controller tuning,
geometric approach, time-optimal recovery.

I. INTRODUCTION

D IGITAL power management has been growing at a rapid
pace due to their ease of integration with other digital sys-

tems, ability to implement high-performance control schemes
[1]–[4], immunity to noise and analog component variations,
compact size, real-time energy optimization [5], [6], and faster
time-to-market. This paper considers a digitally current-mode-
controlled (CMC) buck converter and attempts to develop a
unified tuning method to achieve proximate time optimal (large-
signal) recovery using a fixed-frequency modulator.

A proportional-integral-derivative (PID) controller finds wide
spread applications, because of its simplicity, ease of use, and
clear functionality [7]. This is a special form of a phase lead-lag
compensator with one pole at the origin and the other at infinity.
Difficulties of offline PID controller tuning are because of un-
known load characteristics, as well as parameter uncertainties
of the converter. This necessitates real-time controller tuning for
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sake of a more optimal design over a wide operating range [8].
PID controller tuning based on model reference adaptive con-
trol were successfully applied to a continuous-conduction mode
(CCM) buck converter in [9] and [10]. Any adaptive control
should ensure stability of the adaptive loop for the controller
parameters to converge. Tuning methods based on online iden-
tification of the converter control-to-output frequency response
can overcome these limitations, which have been successfully
applied to CCM buck converters in [11] and [12]. Relay feed-
back based autotuning of a digitally controlled dc–dc converter
is proposed in [13]. An autotuning method of a PID controller
based on online frequency response measurement is presented
in [14]. A robust tuning method based on desired phase margin
was proposed in [15]. A nonlinear PID controller can achieve
improved performance [16]. However, because of ignoring the
switching dynamics using linear small-signal models, the per-
formance and stability objectives cannot be fully explored.

Time-optimal control algorithms have been reported in the
context of dc–dc converters [17]–[27]. These include bound-
ary control methods [19]–[21], which use first order, second,
or higher order, including natural switching surfaces, with the
objective to achieve time-optimal recovery. A higher order is
expected to provide a better proximity; however, sensing re-
quirements and the controller complexity increase significantly.
Moreover, majority of the above methods suffer from switch-
ing frequency variation at a steady state. Linear/nonlinear hy-
brid controllers are alternative approaches, in which a linear
pulse-width-modulation (PWM) technique is interfaced to op-
erate when the trajectory moves toward the target operating point
[22]–[24]. However, these require separate hardware resources
and additional antiwindup arrangements. The objectives of this
paper are 1) to frame a first-order switching surface in [24] to a
current-mode digital PWM controller, and 2) to tune the propor-
tional voltage controller under finite analog-to-digital converter
(ADC) sampling 3) to achieve proximate time-optimal (large-
signal) recovery, which would reduce the hardware resources
and (real-time) computational requirements.

This paper proposes a geometric tuning method in a digitally
CMC buck converter with a load current feedforward using a
PI voltage controller. Using phase-plane geometry, an optimal
proportional gain kp is analytically derived using the operating
point information. This can achieve proximate time-optimal re-
covery using a fixed-frequency modulator by varying kp in real
time. The effects of parameter variation and finite sampling are
analyzed. The proposed method is implemented using an FPGA
device.

The paper is organized as follows: Section II introduces
a geometric tuning approach in a digitally CMC buck con-
verter, including various practical aspects. Section III discusses
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Fig. 1. A synchronous buck converter under mixed-signal current mode con-
trol (MCMC) with load current feed-forward.

robustness against parameter variation and large-signal stability
analysis. Section IV presents hardware implementation and
experimentally justifies the merits of the proposed tuning.
Section V concludes the paper.

II. PROPOSED GEOMETRIC TUNING APPROACH

A. Switching Surface Formulation Using PWM Control

Consider a CMC buck converter with a load current feed-
forward and a PI voltage controller. The overall control can be
framed into a switching surface as [17]

σ = kp(vref − vo) + ki

∫
(vref − vo)dτ − (iL − io) (1)

where kp and ki are the proportional and integral gains; vref is
the reference voltage; iL and io indicate the inductor current and
load current; the error current (iL − io) indicates the capacitor
current ic for a CCM buck converter. The control mechanism in
Fig. 1 is similar to fixed frequency 1) CMC with load current
feedforward as well as 2) current injection control in [25]. For
ki = 0, (1) resembles a first-order switching surface, in which
the current error (iL − io) can be used for the derivative purpose
[26]. This can replace a direct voltage derivative and minimize
the high-frequency noise injection. This can also improve the
(load) transient response using the load current feedforward. It
significantly improves the output impedance [25] and achieves
near load-invariant regulation even in absence of an integral ac-
tion. Thus, a small (fixed) integral gain is sufficient to minimize
the steady-state error.

B. Mixed-Signal CMC (MCMC) With Load Current
Feedforward

Fig. 1 shows the schematic of a MCMC buck converter, in
which the fast-changing inductor current iL is considered in
the analog domain. A variety of power-efficient current sensing
methods are available in the literature [28] as well as in vari-
ous commercial products [29], such as LM3075, FSL4110LR,
RC5057, etc. An ADC along with an analog multiplexer (MUX)
can be used for sampling vo and io . This utilizes the real-time

tuning flexibility of the digital voltage controller Gc(z) and
allows one to implement high-performance control algorithms.

A counter-based digital pulse-width-modulator (DPWM) is
considered, which is incremented using the rising edge of the
controller clock Fclk with the time period tclk . A set value Ns

is used to generate a fixed-frequency switching clock Fs with
the time period Ts = (Ns + 1) × tclk . The output voltage is
sampled with a rate Fv,s which is also used for computation of
the digital voltage controller Gc(z). The controller output vc [n]
is then added to the sampled load current io [n] which is sampled
at the rate of the switching clock Fs . The DPWM output vR

can be added for an optional discrete-time ramp compensation.
Thereafter, the result is converted into an equivalent analog
voltage vA using a D/A converter and directly compared with
the inductor current iL in the analog domain. The comparator
output uc is then latched using an RS flip/flop. The dead-time
circuit uses the output u to generate gate signals uH and uL

for the respective high-side and low-side MOSFETs as shown in
Fig. 1.

C. Indirect Methods for Extracting Load Current Information

The proposed tuning method in Section II-B requires load
current information, and direct sensing may not be possible, not
even practically recommended for high-current applications.

Incidentally direct sensing is not required for modern digital
devices, consisting of smart processors, of which the task sched-
ulers can provide detailed information of the sequence of tasks
along with the estimated start and end times, energy require-
ments, etc., [30], [31]. These can be directly used for extracting
the desired time-domain current and voltage profile of a task.
Thus, load current information can be obtained in a digital form,
which can be used in the proposed scheme.

Additionally, load current information can be obtained from
1) the current regulators in LED driving applications and 2) the
data bus in PMBus for dc distribution systems. Also the method
of load current estimation in [32] can be used. The load step-size
information which is required for the proposed tuning can be
obtained using any of the above indirect methods. However, a
certain degree of inaccuracy can be expected, even using a direct
sensing method, and its effect on the optimal gain formulation
should be investigated. This issue is thoroughly discussed in the
subsequent section.

D. Capacitor Current Control: Indirect Sensing and
Estimation

The proposed scheme in Fig. 1 can also be framed as current
injection control using the feedback capacitor current (iL − io)
in the inner current-loop. However, the outer voltage controller
Gc(z) and the objective of optimal gain formulation remain
the same as that of the other configuration. Here an under-
shoot/overshoot in the capacitor current represents the load step-
size after a load step-up/down transient is imposed.

Various capacitor current sensing techniques are proposed,
such as the use of current transformers [33], non-invasive sen-
sor for indirect capacitor current measurement in [34]–[36].
These methods are useful, which rely on impedance matching.



KUMAR AND KAPAT: UNIFIED DIGITAL CMC TUNING WITH NEAR OPTIMAL RECOVERY IN A CCM BUCK CONVERTER 8463

Fig. 2. Phase-plane plots under step load transients with (a) finite sampling effect, (b) ESR and detection delay, and (c) using integral gain throughout.

However, the sensed current may considerably deviate during
the initial phase of a large-signal recovery. Capacitor current
estimation techniques in [22], [24], [26] can enable high fre-
quency implementation, which require a higher ADC sampling
rate and a finite convergence time.

The proposed tuning method can be applied to any of the
above configurations to tune the digital voltage controller. How-
ever, the use of indirect sensing or estimation methods may lead
to inaccuracy in load step-size information, the effects of which
are discussed later. The rest of this paper develops a geomet-
ric controller tuning approach in a synchronous buck converter
under finite hardware resources.

E. Proximate Time Optimal Gain Formulation

Consider the state variables in (1) as x1 = iL − io = ic and
x2 = vref − vc , where ic is the capacitor current and vc is the
voltage across the capacitor. The output voltage vo would be
the same as the voltage across the capacitor, vc if the effective-
series-resistance (ESR) is ignored; thus the state-space model
of a CCM buck converter becomes

[ •
x1
•

x2

]
=

⎡
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0
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(2)
If the control signal u is set to “logic 1,” the high-side MOSFET is
turned ON; otherwise, the switch is turned OFF. The state-space
solutions for the former and the latter represent the ON- and the
OFF-state trajectories, and a general form becomes

Z2
c

∫ if

ii

x1dx1 +
∫ vf

vi

(x2 + uvin − vref )dx2 = 0 (3)

where ik and vk are initial/final conditions of x1 and x2 , respec-
tively; Zc =

√
L/C is the characteristic impedance. The index

“k” corresponds to either an initial condition index “i” or a final
condition index “f”. Using (3), the general solution can thus be
obtained as

Fi(vi, ii) = Ff (vf , if ),

Fk (vk , ik ) =
ik

2

2
+

v2
k

2Z2
c

+
[
uvin

Z2
c

vk − vref

Z2
c

vk

]
. (4)

1) Step-Up Transient: Consider a load step-up transient in
Fig. 2(a). The trajectory moves along the on-state trajectory
starting from an initial vector (0, −Δio). After intersecting σ

in (1) at (v1 , i1), it follows the off-state trajectory to reach the
final condition (0, 0). After a step-up transient is imposed, in-
stantaneous load current becomes io = io1 + Δio . Thereafter,
using (4), the on-state and the off-state trajectories can be ob-
tained [1], which are simplified as

i1 =
Δio
2vin

λup , v1 =
Δi2oZc

2

2vin

where λup =
√

4vinvref − Δi2oZc
2
. (5)

The effects due to the finite voltage-loop sampling and the tran-
sient detection delay need to be considered. After the on-state
trajectory intersects σ in (1) at (v1 , i1), the finite voltage loop
sampling may introduce a delay before the off-state trajectory
becomes active. Considering Tv,s to be the worst-case delay, the
initial conditions for the off-state trajectory are derived as

i11 = i1 + m1Tv,s , v11 = v1 −
Tv,s

C

(
Δioλup

2vin
+

m1Tv,s

2

)

(6)
where m1 is the rising slope of ic . It is apparent from Fig. 2(a)
that a delay would result in extra overshoot and undershoot,
and this would deviate from the optimal recovery condition.
However, this can be adjusted by decreasing the slope of σ such
that the on-state trajectory will intersect at (vs, is) as

is = i1 − m1Tv,s ; vs = v1 +
Tv,s

C

(
Δioλup

2vin
− m1Tv,s

2

)
.

(7)
Above expression implies a conservative choice, which would
avoid any additional overshoot/undershoot. During a large-
signal recovery, the integral action can be disabled, i.e., ki = 0;
thus using (7), σ = 0 in (1) gives rise to

σ = −is + kpvs = 0. (8)

From (7) and (8), the optimal gain kp can be derived as

kp =

(
Δio
2vin

λup − m1Tv,s

)

Δi2oZ
2
c

2vin
+

Tv,s

C

(
Δio
2vin

λup − m1Tv,s

2

) . (9)

Thus, the optimal gain kp is a function of the input/output
voltage, the sampling time, and Zc . This can be computed offline
and stored using lookup tables (LUTs) along with the other
necessary parameter information.
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The current overshoot ios and the voltage undershoot vus
during load step-up transient can be derived using (5)–(8) as

ios = Δioλup/2vin ; vus = vref − vin + γ

γ =
√

(vin − vref )
2 + Δi2oZ

2
c . (10)

2) Step-Down Transient: In a pulse-width modulated dc–dc
converter under trailing edge modulation, a turn-off to turn-on
transition occurs in synchronism with the rising edge of the
switching clock. This makes it difficult to directly optimize the
(load) step-down transient response. However, an attempt to
optimize kp would certainly improve the performance over the
previously optimized kp during a load step-up transient. Con-
sider a load step-down transient with an initial load current of
io1 + Δio and a step size of Δio . Then, the optimal gain can
be derived using the similar methodology. After detecting a
(step-down) transient, the converter trajectory moves along the
off-state path from the initial vector (0, Δio), and then, changes
to the on-state trajectory after intersecting σ to reach the final
condition (0, 0). After a load step-down transient is imposed,
instantaneous load current becomes io1 − Δio . Thereafter, con-
sidering the finite (voltage-loop) sampling effect, the on-state
and off-state trajectories can be obtained using (4), which are
simplified as

i22 = i2− m2Tv,s , v22 = v2 +
Tv,s

C

(
Δioλd

2vin
+

m2Tv,s

2

)

where i2 = −Δio
2vin

λd ; v2 = −Δio
2Zc

2

2vin
,

λd =
√

4vin(vin − vref ) − Δi2oZ
2
c (11)

m2 is the falling slope of ic . Similar to a load step-up transient,
a delay due to the finite voltage-loop sampling can be compen-
sated by decreasing the slope of σ; thus the intersecting point
(vs1 , is1) of the off-state trajectory will be modified as

is1 = i2 + m2Tv,s ; vs1 = v2 −
Tv,s

C

(
Δioλd

2vin
− m2Tv,s

2

)
.

(12)
If the integral action is disabled during a large-signal recovery,
using σ = 0, (1) can be rearranged as follows:

σ = −is1 + kpvs1 = 0. (13)

From (12) and (13), the optimal gain kp can be derived as

kp =

(
Δio
2vin

λd − m2Tv,s

)

Δi2oZc
2

2vin
+

Tv,s

C

(
Δio
2vin

λd − m2Tv,s

2

) . (14)

The current undershoot and output voltage overshoot during a
load step-down transient can be derived using (11)–(14) as

ius =
Δio
2vin

λd ; vos =
√

vref
2 + Δi2oZ

2
c − vref . (15)

Fig. 3. Load transient response of a synchronous buck converter using the
proposed scheme, highlighting the finite voltage-loop sampling effects.

F. Effects of Finite Sampling and Transient Detection Delay

Consider the nominal parameter set for the synchronous buck
converter as: Ts = 5μs, i.e., fs = 200 kHz, io ∈ [1A, 7A],
vin ∈ [8V, 12V], vref = 3.3 V, L = 10μH, C = 570μF, the
capacitor ESR rc

∼= 10mΩ, and the inductor dc resistance
rL

∼= 2.2mΩ. The same parameter set has been considered for
simulation as well as experimental studies.

It can be found from (9) and (14) that beside the operating
point dependency, the voltage-loop sampling has a strong influ-
ence on kp , which can be accounted by a conservative choice of
gain. The use of uniform sampling at the same rate of the switch-
ing frequency would introduce a delay. This cannot be longer
than the switching period in worst case, which can be compen-
sated by a conservative gain choice using (9) and (14) by setting
Tv,s = Ts . Thus, a high-sampling A/D converter is not needed.
Interestingly, an existing high-frequency DPWM architecture
would further reduce the worst-case delay because of a smaller
switching period, and the proposed tuning method will be use-
ful. A comparative (simulation) study in Fig. 3 demonstrates
near time-optimal recovery under finite voltage-loop sampling,
which can be achieved by a suitable gain choice using (9) in
comparison with ideal gain choice using (16).

A similar delay may be expected while detecting a (step)
transient, as the load current is uniformly sampled. Also the
pulse-width-modulator can introduce a delay due to the mod-
ulation mechanism, which would result in extra voltage and
current overshoots/undershoots. The effects due to this detec-
tion delay can be compensated by modifying the initial con-
ditions in Fig. 2(a) during step-up and step-down transients as
[(ΔioTs/C),−Δio ], [−(ΔioTs/C), Δio ], respectively. Then,
the similar methodology in Section II-E1 can be extended to
accordingly modify the optimal value of kp . The effect of de-
lay in transient detection is shown in Fig. 2(b) on phase plane,
with gain kp,ESR ,delay derived based on above initial condi-
tions. If the sampling-induced delay and transient detection are
neglected, the overall optimal value of kp can be written using
(9) and (14) as

kp =
λ

ΔioZ2
c

; λ =

{
λup , for step-up

λd , for step-down

}
. (16)
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Conventional small-signal model-based tuning methods re-
quire to initiate certain online steps to compute tuning pa-
rameters for a given operating point. This takes considerable
amount of time, and such tuning parameters may not be readily
applicable for a large load disturbance. The proposed method
analytically computes the optimal gain kp using instantaneous
values of vin , vref , Δio , Zc , and Fs . This helps to reduce com-
putational resource requirements and time overhead. Also the
performance optimization can be extended much beyond the
local neighborhood of an operating point.

III. ROBUSTNESS AND STABILITY ANALYSIS

A. Effect of Offset in Load Current Information

In practice, a certain degree of inaccuracy exists, while ex-
tracting the load-step information using direct load current sens-
ing or indirect methods as discussed in Section II-C. Similarly,
indirect capacitor current sensing or estimation methods (in
Section II-D) may lead to inaccuracy. Thus, it is important to an-
alyze the robustness of the optimal gain computation by adding
an offset current ioff with the load current io . The switching
surface in (1), with ki = 0 is modified as

kp(vref − vo) − ic ± ioff = 0. (17)

The instantaneous load current after the transient is io ± ioff ;
thus the load step size can be modified to Δio ± ioff , and the
optimal gain in (16) will be modified as

kp =
λ

(Δio ± ioff )Z2
c

; λ =

{
λup , for step up

λd , for step down

}

λup =
√

4vinvref − (Δio ± ioff )2Z2
c

λd =
√

4vin(vin − vref ) − (Δio ± ioff )2Z2
c . (18)

Thereafter, the effect of sampling and delay in transient detection
can also be included, by replacing Δio with Δio ± ioff in (9)
and (14) for step-up and step-down transients, respectively. The
variation in the optimal gain for a given variation in the offset
load current is computed as

∂kp

∂ioff
=

∓1
λ

+
∓λ

(Δio ± ioff )2Z2
c

. (19)

For the nominal parameter set as given in Section II-F, the above
analysis shows that the optimal gain deviates by 0.2% from its
nominal value for a 10% deviation in the offset load current.
Thus, the proposed method closely retains the proximate time
optimality in presence of errors in load current information. Fur-
ther, the integral gain is enabled during steady state to minimize
the steady-state error.

B. Effect of Integral Gain During Transient

The magnitude of the discrete time integral gain of a practical
design is generally much smaller than that of the proportional
gain; thus the latter primarily drives the large signal recovery.
The job of the integral action is to rather minimize the steady-
state error, and to keep it within the zero-error bin. The use
of an integral gain during a transient recovery would make

the switching surface in (1) to be nonlinear and introduce an
explicit time-dependent memory element. Thus, it is difficult
to analytically derive the optimal gain ki using phase-plane
geometry. The switching surface in (1) with ki �= 0 is written in
mixed-signal representation as

kp(vref − vo [n]) + uint [n] − ic = 0 (20)

where the integral term uint [n] can be implemented as

uint [n] = uint [n − 1] + kiTs(vref − vo [n]). (21)

From (20) and (21), it can be found that

(kp + kiTs)(vref − vo [n]) + uint [n − 1] − ic = 0. (22)

From (22), the time varying offset term uint [n − 1] would intro-
duce extra overshoots/undershoots [also evident from Fig. 2(c)],
which can be compensated by reducing the optimal proportional
gain, as discussed in Section II-E1. A switching surface imple-
mented in (20) and (21) will provide an antiwindup arrangement
by setting a saturation limit on uint . In this proposed scheme, the
integral action is disabled during a large-signal recovery, which
needs to be reinitiated close to the new operating point. Thus,
an additional activation/deactivation arrangement is considered
as follows:

σ = kp (vref − vo [n]) + quint [n] − ic . (23)

This provides an extra flexibility to completely disable the in-
tegral action, and also to store the value of uint [n − 1] in the
memory for future use. This can be used as the initial condition
after reinitiating the integral action, which attempts to prevent
an integrator wind up. A voltage hysteresis band Δvth can be
used to detect a small-signal and/or a large-signal transient for
the activation and/or the deactivation of the integral action.

C. Effect of Resistive Load

Prior analysis was limited to a constant current load. How-
ever, it is important to extend the analysis for a resistive load,
considering R1 and R2 as the load resistances before and af-
ter the transient. Here, the output-voltage undershoot/overshoot
during a large-signal recovery results in a change δio in instan-
taneous load current, which can be derived using the voltage
undershoot vus in (10) as

δio = vus/R2 = (vref − vin + γ)/R2 (24)

δio/Δio = (vref − vin + γ)R1/vref (R1 − R2) << 1 (25)

where γ =
√

(vin − vref )
2 + Δi2oZ

2
c . The above analysis shows

that in a well-designed converter, the deviation in load current
is insignificant with respect to the load step size; thus the time
optimality conditions for a constant current load will be pre-
served for a constant resistive load. This argument will also be
consistent for a load step-down transient.

D. Effect of Capacitor ESR on Time Optimality

In a practical converter, the capacitor ESR rc plays a crucial
role in performance and stability of the converter, particularly
at a higher frequency range. Thus, it is important to analyze
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Fig. 4. Simulation results highlighting the ESR effects: (a) and (b) are related
to gains computed with and without considering the ESR.

its effects on time optimality and to modify (16) for improving
robustness. Considering the same state vector in (2), the output
voltage vo can be written in terms of x2 as

vo = vref − x2 + rC x1 . (26)

During a step-up transient, the on-time trajectory can be formu-
lated using the same equation (3). Because of the ESR-induced
voltage jump, the initial conditions in (26) need to be accord-
ingly modified, which can be written as

xi,1 = −Δio , xi,2 = rC Δio . (27)

However, the final conditions will remain unaltered. Now incor-
porating both the effects due to the ESR and the finite (voltage-
loop) sampling, the modified state vector (v1,c , i1,c), at point of
intersection of the on-time trajectory and the switching surface
σ, can be derived using (4) as follows:

i1,c = is ; v1,c = vs − rC x1 (28)

where the expression of is and vs can be found in (7). The state
vector in (28) can be further simplified as follows:

i1,c = is ; v1,c = vs − rC [(Δio/2vin) λup − m1Tv,s ]. (29)

At the intersecting point, the switching surface in (1) becomes

σ = −i1,c + kp,ESRv1,c = 0. (30)

Using (26)–(30), the modified optimal gain can derived as

1
kp,ESR

=
1
kp

− rc . (31)

This shows that the optimal gain kp,ESR is sensitive to the capac-
itor ESR. Moreover, the gain needs to be increased with the ESR;
otherwise, it would result in the slower transient performance
as shown in Fig. 4. This is mainly because of the fact that the
ESR would introduce an additional damping in the closed-loop
system. It is also important to note that

rC < rC,crit =
1
kp

(32)

where the critical ESR value rC,crit is linked with the worst-
case jump (rC,crit × Δio) in the output voltage during a load-
transient event. Thus, it is desirable that rC,crit × Δio should be

Fig. 5. Load transient response of a synchronous buck converter, highlighting
the effects of inductor variation using the proposed tuning scheme.

smaller in magnitude than Δv (voltage undershoot/overshoot)
during load step up/down transients with a step-size Δio .

Similarly, the optimal gain kp,ESR can be derived for a load
step-down transient and Fig. 4 shows the robustness of the opti-
mal gain against the variation in rC . This shows that proximate
time optimal recovery can be achieved by incorporating the ESR
effect in the gain computation in (31).

E. Robustness Against System Parameters

The proposed tuning method requires system parameter infor-
mation. Thus, it is necessary to analyze its effectiveness under
parameter uncertainty. Nominal parameter values in Section II-F
are considered for gain formulation in (31) during both load
step-up and step-down transients. However, the system param-
eter of a practical converter are expected to vary. If the actual
inductance is 20% smaller than the calculated or the rated value,
the overshoot/undershoot in the output voltage decreases in the
order of 15 mV, but the time-optimal recovery is closely re-
tained as shown in Fig. 5. Similarly, for the actual inductance
with a 20% larger magnitude, the voltage overshoot/undershoot
increases in the order of 20 mV. A smaller inductance increases
the current overshoot, which may saturate the inductor core. An
upper limit can be easily set in digital CMC to limit the peak
inductor current. However, this would increase the settling time
[3], and a tradeoff can be made using an upper current limit and
the settling time.

Consider a ±20% variation in the actual capacitance of the
buck converter; however, the nominal capacitance value is used
for the gain computation. Fig. 6 shows that for a (load) step
size of 5.34 A, the voltage overshoot/undershoot increases or
decreases in the order of 15 mV for a 20% decrease or increase
in the actual output capacitance. Moreover, the proposed tuning
closely retains proximate time optimal recovery for a consider-
able variation of system parameters.

F. Large Signal Stability Analysis

The switching surface in (1) with ki = 0 divides the state
space in such a way that the equilibrium points of either of the
on-state or the off-state trajectories are located in the other sides
of the switching surface. This satisfies the necessary condition
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Fig. 6. Load transient response of a synchronous buck converter, highlighting
the effects of output capacitor variation using the proposed tuning scheme.

[37]–[40] for large signal stability. Referring Fig. 2, a horizontal
switching surface in a buck converter would be in the reflective
region and acts as sliding mode control with a slower response
time. A vertical surface will be in the refractive region, which
would also be stable. Only the surface with a negative slope
in Fig. 2 would, however, make a positive feedback system
and result in an unstable operation. In the proposed tuning with
transformed state variables, the slope was positive over the entire
operating range, even considering all the practical aspects. This
would remain in the refractive region and ensure large-signal
stability [41]. The stability condition for the trajectory to hit the
switching surface is σ dσ

dt < 0, and the on-state trajectory needs
to satisfy

vin − vref + x2 > −kp
L

C
x1 . (33)

For the off-state trajectory, σ dσ
dt > 0 ensures a refractive bound-

ary, while the condition σ dσ
dt < 0 is responsible for a sliding

mode operation. Because of time-optimal recovery, the proposed
scheme considers the former condition (evident from Fig. 2), and
the off-state trajectory should satisfy

vref − x2 < kp
L

C
x1 . (34)

Large signal stability can also be ensured for the refractive
and reflective modes using direct Lyapunov approach [37]. A
transition from the refractive to the reflective or the rejective
region will occur, when either the on- or the off-state trajectory
is tangential to the boundary, and the condition becomes

kp
dx2

dt
− dx1

dt
= 0. (35)

The locus of transition points around the operating point (0, 0)
can be obtained using (36) and (37) in the on- and the off-states,
respectively, as

C (vin − vref + x2) (vref − x2) = Lx1 (x1 + io) (36)

C(x2 − vref )(vref − x2) = Lx1(x1 + io). (37)

Based on the aforementioned analysis, large-signal stability was
found to be satisfied for a wide deviation of the optimal gain, to

accommodate the effects due to all practical limitations, for the
entire operating region.

IV. HARDWARE IMPLEMENTATION

A buck converter prototype has been made, and the proposed
control is implemented using an (Vertex-5) FPGA device. The
nominal parameter set in Section II-F is considered for the exper-
imental investigation. The time period of the FPGA controller
clock is taken as tclk = 10 ns. For the prototype signal condi-
tioning circuits, two 10-bit differential pipeline A/D converters
(AD-9215) are considered for sampling both the output voltage
and the load current. However, one ADC would be enough for a
stand-alone digital controller which would require an extra ana-
log MUX. The ADC uses a differential amplifier (AD-8138) to
convert the single ended output voltage into differential form for
the reduction of common-mode noise. The output of the digital
compensator vc [n] is added with the digitized load current io [n]
(shown in Fig. 1). The output is then converted into an equivalent
analog voltage vA by using a 12-bit D/A converter (AD-9762)
followed by a differential amplifier (AD-8130). A high-speed
comparator (TLV-3501) is used to compare vA with the sensed
inductor current iL . The comparator output is then latched, and
the dead-time circuit generates the respective gate signals. A
10mΩ current sense resistor is used to sense iL followed by a
current sense amplifier (ADM-4073). Although over-rated dis-
crete components are used for the hardware implementation, the
design can be substantially optimized for stand-alone (system
and IC level) implementation.

The voltage loop is sampled at the rate of twice the switch-
ing frequency during large-signal recovery, when the integral
action is disabled. Even with D < 0.5, sub-harmonic instability
was found at steady state, due to the effects of finite sampling,
capacitor ESR, and computation delay. At steady state, beside
the activation of the integral action, an additional ramp com-
pensation is found to be sufficient to ensure fast-scale stability.
In the experimental setup, all the load transient events and the
switching frequency clocks are synchronized with respect to the
FPGA clock.

For the input voltage range of 8–12 V, the variation of the
optimal gain in (31) was found to be insignificant. Thus, kp

has been computed offline for different load step sizes, and the
computed gains with respective step sizes are stored using LUTs
in the FPGA device.

A. Load Transient Performance: A Comparative Study

1) Relay-Based Tuning: Fig. 7(a) shows the load step-up
transient of a buck converter using the relay-based tuning [13].
This results in 100-μs (or 20 cycles) settling time, 260-mV
(output) voltage undershoot, and 1.5-A current overshoot.

2) Proposed Tuning: Under the test conditions as in
Fig. 7(a), the load transient performance using the proposed
tuning is shown in Fig. 7(b). This demonstrates fast transient re-
covery with 20μs (or four cycles) settling time, 160-mV voltage
undershoot, and 2.5-A current overshoot for a step-up transient.
The proposed scheme improves the settling time by nearly five
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Fig. 7. Load transient response of a synchronous buck converter from 1 to 6 A, and vice-versa at 12 V input: (a) Step-up response using the relay-based tuning;
(b) Step-up response using the proposed tuning; (c) Step-down response using the proposed tuning.

Fig. 8. Load transient response of a synchronous buck converter using the proposed scheme: (a) Considering optimal gain for step-up throughout; (b) Step-up
response highlighting the effect for a 20% reduction in optimal gain; (c) Step-up response highlighting the effect for a 20% increase in optimal gain.

fold compared to the relay-based tuning approach [in Fig. 7(a)].
However, the current overshoot increases using the proposed
scheme. For a load step-down transient, Fig. 7(c) shows that the
proposed tuning results in 20-μs settling time, 220-mV voltage
overshoot, and 1.6-A current undershoot. Moreover, the pro-
posed tuning achieves proximate time optimal recovery for both
load step-up and step-down transients using respective optimal
gains in (9) and (14).

B. Effect of Optimal Gain Variation

It is apparent from (9) and (14) that the optimal value of kp is
sensitive to power circuit parameters which are subject to vary
within a tolerable range. For example, the nominal inductance
value may decrease as the current flowing through it increases.
Thus, kp which is computed using the nominal parameter set is
expected to deviate from its optimal value. It is, therefore, im-
portant to investigate the performance using the proposed tuning
for a deviation in kp from its optimal value. Fig. 8(a) shows the
load transient response using the optimal gain for step up (9)
used throughout. It results in a longer settling time of 30μs for
a step-down transient, as vref<(vin − vref ). Thus, a higher gain
is needed for further improvement. Fig. 8(b) shows the load
(step-up) transient with a 20% reduction in kp from its com-
puted value. The performance is more or less optimal. However,
a further reduction in kp would slow down the performance.
Similarly Fig. 8(c) shows the load (step-up) transient response
for 20% increase in kp from its computed value. The current and

voltage overshoot increases significantly as seen in Fig. 8(c). It
is reasonable to consider the gain deviation up to ±10 % of its
computed value, and the proposed tuning was found to retain
the proximate time optimal recovery.

C. Effect of Finite Voltage Loop Sampling and Detection
Delay

Fig. 9(a) shows the effect of finite voltage loop sampling with
Fv,s = 2Fs using ideal gain computation in (17). This results
in 3.5-A current overshoot and 160-mV voltage undershoot fol-
lowed by an additional 100-mV voltage overshoot. Compared
to Fig. 7(b), the settling time also increases to 30 μs. This is
primarily because of ignoring the finite sampling effect in the
gain computation in (16). Similarly, Fig. 9(b) shows the effect
of delay in transient detection along with sampling effect, where
the delay is approximately one switching cycle. Gain compu-
tation based on (16) results in 4-A current overshoot, 250-mV
voltage undershoot followed by an additional 120-mV voltage
overshoot. Incorporating the worst-case switching delay in (9),
time-optimal recovery is almost achieved in Fig. 9(c). Fig. 10
shows the load transient performance in a buck converter using
the proposed scheme, considering different load steps from 1 to
3.75 to 6 A. Based on the load step size, the optimal values of
kp are selected from the LUTs. The figure justifies that the pro-
posed tuning achieves proximate time-optimal recovery under
frequent load-transient events.
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Fig. 9. Load step-up response of a synchronous buck converter using the proposed scheme with Fv ,s =2Fs : (a) Effect of finite voltage-loop sampling using ideal
gain computation in (16); (b) Effect of finite sampling and delay in detection using ideal gain computation in (16); (c) Compensating the effects due to sampling
and delay by conservative gain choice in (9), considering a worst case delay equal to the switching period.

Fig. 10. Load transient response of a synchronous buck converter using the
proposed scheme, considering different load steps from 1 to 3.75 to 6 A, and
vice-versa at 12 V input.

Above experimental results clearly demonstrate that the pro-
posed tuning can achieve ultrafast recovery using a fixed-
frequency modulator, even under the finite voltage-loop
sampling, a delay in transient detection, and also in presence
of the model uncertainty within an acceptable range.

D. Efficiency

The efficiency of a dc–dc converter is generally considered at
steady-state conditions; however, frequent transients can consid-
erably affect the overall efficiency. This is particularly important
when the transient step-size increases. Thus, it is important to
minimize the switching events during a large-signal recovery.
The time-optimal recovery involves one switching action which
can drastically reduce the switching and the driver losses. Multi-
ple switching actions using a conventional (small-signal based)
tuning method can reduce the overall efficiency. For vin = 12 V,
io = 5 A, and the load-step frequency of 1 kHz, the measured
efficiency using the proposed tuning was found to be 90.6%,
whereas 86.70% efficiency was achieved using the relay-based
tuning. The (efficiency) improvement fold using the proposed
scheme is expected to further increase with the load-step fre-
quency.

In summary, the proposed approach considers a simple first-
order switching surface in [24], which resembles a digitally
CMC buck converter with a proportional voltage controller. The

objective is to analytically derive the optimal proportional gain
which is aimed to achieve near time-optimal recovery using
a fixed-frequency PWM controller only. Compared to existing
hybrid controllers, the proposed method eliminates the need for
additional controllers and extra antiwindup arrangements. The
derived gain is a function of load step size, input and output
voltages, characteristics impedance, and sampling period. This
provides design insights and guidelines for a conservative gain
choice under finite hardware resources, time delays, and the
capacitor ESR.

V. CONCLUSION

A geometric tuning method was proposed in a digitally CMC
buck converter which uses a PI voltage controller. The pro-
portional gain was analytically derived using the phase-plane
geometry, which was able to achieve proximate time optimal
load transient recovery. The effects of the finite voltage-loop
sampling, the transient-detection delay, and the capacitor ESR
were analyzed. A buck converter prototype was made, and the
proposed tuning was implemented using an FPGA device. Test
results demonstrate significant performance improvement using
the proposed tuning over the conventional small-signal-based
tuning approach. The proposed method can be extended for
other dc–dc converter topologies to achieve proximate time op-
timal recovery using a fixed-frequency modulator.

REFERENCES

[1] S. Kapat, “Near time optimal PID tuning in a digitally controlled syn-
chronous buck converter,” in Proc. IEEE 15th Workshop Control Model.
Power Electron., Jun. 2014, pp. 1–8.

[2] S. Kapat and P. T. Krein, “Improved time optimal control of a buck
converter based on capacitor current,” IEEE Trans. Power Electron.,
vol. 27, no. 3, pp. 1444–1454, Mar. 2012.

[3] L. Corradini, A. Babazadeh, A. Bjeletic, and D. Maksimovic, “Current-
limited time-optimal response in digitally controlled DC–DC converters,”
IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 25, no. 11, pp. 2869–2880, Nov. 2010.

[4] A. Radic, Z. Lukic, A. Prodic, and R. H. de Nie, “Minimum deviation dig-
ital controller IC for DC–DC switch-mode power supplies,” IEEE Trans.
Power Electron., vol. 28, no. 9, pp. 4281–4298, Sep. 2013.

[5] A. V. Peterchev and S. R. Sanders, “Digital multimode buck converter with
loss-minimizing synchronous rectifier adaptation,” IEEE Trans. Power
Electron., vol. 21, no. 6, pp. 1588–1599, Nov. 2006.

[6] S. H. Kang, D. Maksimovic, and I. Cohen, “Efficiency optimization in dig-
itally controlled flyback DC–DC converters over wide ranges of operating
conditions,” IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 27, no. 8, pp. 3734–3748,
Aug. 2012.



8470 IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON POWER ELECTRONICS, VOL. 31, NO. 12, DECEMBER 2016

[7] K. H. Ang, G. Chong, and Y. Li, “PID control system analysis, de-
sign, and technology,” IEEE Trans. Control Syst. Technol., vol. 13, no. 4,
pp. 559–576, Jul. 2005.

[8] K. J. Astrom, T. Hagglund, C. C. Hang, and W. K. Ho, “Automatic tuning
and adaptation for PID controllers—A survey,” Control Eng. Practice,
vol. 1, no. 4, pp. 699–714, 1993.

[9] L. Corradini, P. Mattavelli, W. Stefanutti, and S. Saggini, “Simplified
model reference-based autotuning for digitally controlled SMPS,” IEEE
Trans. Power Electron., vol. 23, no. 4, pp. 1956–1963, Jul. 2008.

[10] J. Morroni, R. Zane, and D. Maksimovic, “Design and implementation
of an adaptive tuning system based on desired phase margin for digitally
controlled DC–DC converters,” IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 24,
no. 2, pp. 559–564, Feb. 2009.

[11] M. Shirazi, L. Corradini, R. Zane, and D. Maksimovic, “Autotuning tech-
niques for digitally-controlled point-of-load converters with wide range
of capacitive loads,” in Proc. IEEE Annu. Appl. Power Electron. Conf.
Expo., 2007, pp. 14–20.

[12] W. Stefanutti, P. Mattavelli, S. Saggini, and M. Ghioni, “A PID autotuning
method for digitally controlled DC–DC boost converters,” in Proc. Eur.
Conf. Power Electron. Appl., pp. P.1–P.10, 2005.

[13] W. Stefanutti, P. Mattavelli, S. Saggini, Member, and M. Ghioni, Member,
“Autotuning of digitally controlled DC–DC converters based on relay
feedback,” IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 22, no. 1, pp. 199–207,
Jan. 2007.

[14] M. Shirazi, R. Zane, and D. Maksimovic, “An autotuning digital controller
for DC–DC power converters based on online frequency-response mea-
surement,” IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 24, no. 11, pp. 2578–2588,
Nov. 2009.

[15] J. Morroni, L. Corradini, R. Zane, and D. Maksimovic, “Robust adaptive
tuning of digitally controlled switched-mode power supplies,” in Proc.
IEEE Annu. Appl. Power Electron. Conf. Expo., 2009, pp. 240–246.

[16] V. Yousefzadeh and S. Choudhury, “Nonlinear digital PID controller for
DC-DC converters,” in Proc. IEEE Annu. Appl. Power Electron. Conf.
Expo., 2008, pp. 1704–1709.

[17] P. T. Krein, Elements of Power Electronics. New York, NY, USA: Oxford
Univ. Press, 1998.

[18] W. Burns and T. Wilson, “Analytic derivation and evaluation of a state
trajectory control law for DC–DC converters,” in Proc. IEEE Annu. Power
Electron. Spec. Conf., 1977, pp. 70–85.

[19] K. K. S. Leung and H. S. H. Chung, “Derivation of a second-order switch-
ing surface in the boundary control of buck converters,” IEEE Power
Electron. Lett., vol. 20, no. 2, pp. 63–67, Jun. 2004.

[20] M. Ordonez, M. T. Iqbal, and J. E. Quaicoe, “Selection of a curved switch-
ing surface for buck converters,” IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 21,
no. 4, pp. 1148–1153, Jul. 2006.

[21] G. Pitel and P. T. Krein, “Minimum-time transient recovery for DC-DC
converters using raster control surfaces,” IEEE Trans. Power Electron.,
vol. 24, no. 12, pp. 2692–2703, Dec. 2009.

[22] V. Yousefzadeh, A. Babazadeh, B. Ramachandran, E. Alarcón, L. Pao, and
D. Maksimovic, “Proximate time-optimal digital control for synchronous
buck DC–DC converters,” IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 23, no. 4,
pp. 2018–2026, Jul. 2008.

[23] L. Corradini, A. Costabeber, P. Mattavelli, and S. Saggini, “Parameter-
independent time-optimal digital control for point-of-load converters,”
IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 24, no. 10, pp. 2235–2248, Oct. 2009.

[24] A. Babazadeh and D. Maksimovic, “Hybrid digital adaptive control for
fast transient response in synchronous buck DC–DC converters,” IEEE
Trans. Power Electron., vol. 24, no. 11, pp. 2625–2638, Nov. 2009.

[25] G. K. Schoneman and D. M. Mitchell, “Output impedance considerations
for switching regulators with current-injected control,” IEEE Trans. Power
Electron., vol. 4, no. 1, pp. 25–35, Jan. 1989.

[26] S. Kapat and P. Krein, “Formulation of PID control for DC–DC converters
based on capacitor current: A geometric context,” IEEE Trans. Power
Electron., vol. 27, no. 3, pp. 1424–1432, Mar. 2012.

[27] M. M. Peretz, B. Mahdavikhah, and A. Prodic, “Hardware-efficient
programmable-deviation controller for indirect energy transfer DC–DC
converters,” IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 30, no. 6, pp. 3376–3388,
Jun. 2015.

[28] H. P. Forghani-Zadeh and G. A. Rincon-Mora, “Current-sensing tech-
niques for DC–DC converters,” in Proc. 45th Midwest Symp. Circuit Syst.,
2002, vol. 2, pp. 577–580.

[29] R. Lenk, “Application bulletin AB-20 optimum current-sensing techniques
in CPU converters,” Application Note, Fairchild Semiconductors, San
Jose, CA, USA, 1999.

[30] S. Zhenyu, C. K. Tse, and S. C. Tan, “Pre-energized auxiliary circuits
for very fast transient loads: Coping with load informed power manage-
ment for computer loads,” IEEE Trans. Circuit Syst. I, vol. 61, no. 2,
pp. 637–648, Feb. 2014.

[31] P. S. Shenoy and P. T. Krein, “Power supply aware computing,” in Proc.
IEEE Int. Conf. Energy Aware Comput., 2010, pp. 1–4.

[32] A. V. Peterchev and S. R. Sanders, “Load-line regulation with estimated
load-current feedforward: Application to microprocessor voltage regu-
lators,” IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 21, no. 6, pp. 1704–1717,
Nov. 2006.

[33] R. Redl and N. Sokal, “Near-optimum dynamic regulation of DC–DC
converters using feed-forward of output current and input voltage with
current-mode control,” IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. PE-1, no. 3,
pp. 181–192, Jul. 1986.

[34] J. Cortes, V. Svikovic, P. Alou, J. A. Oliver, and J. A. Cobos, “v1 concept:
Designing a voltage mode control as current mode with near time-optimal
response for buck-type converters,” IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 30,
no. 10, pp. 5829–5841, Oct. 2015.

[35] S. C. Huerta, P. Alou, J. A. Oliver, O. Garcia, J. A. Cobos, and A. Aboual-
fotouh, “Design methodology of a non-invasive sensor to measure the
current of the output capacitor for a very fast nonlinear control,” in Proc.
IEEE Annu. Appl. Power Electron. Conf. Expo., 2009, pp. 806–811.

[36] Y. Yan, P. H. Liu, F. Lee, Q. Li, and S. Tian, “V2 control with capacitor
current ramp compensation using lossless capacitor current sensing,” in
Proc. IEEE Energy Convers. Congr. Expo., Sep. 2013, pp. 117–124.

[37] R. Munzert and P. T. Krein, “Issues in boundary control,” in Proc. IEEE
Power Electron. Spec. Conf., Baveno, Italy, Jun. 1996, pp. 810–816.

[38] C. N. Onwuchekwa and A. Kwasinski, “Analysis of boundary control for
buck converters with instantaneous constant power loads,” IEEE Trans.
Power Electron., vol. 25, no. 8, pp. 2018–2032, Aug. 2010.

[39] O. Kirshenboim and M. M. Peretz, “Stability analysis of boundary and
hybrid controllers for indirect energy transfer converters,” IEEE Trans.
Power Electron., vol. 31, no. 4, pp. 3360–3371, Apr. 2016.

[40] W. W. Burns and T. G. Wilson, “A state trajectories used to observe and
control DC–DC converter,” IEEE Trans. Aerosp. Electron. Syst., vol. 12,
no. 6, pp. 706–717, Nov. 1976.

[41] M. Greuel, R. Muyshondt, and P. T. Krein, “Design approaches to bound-
ary controllers,” in Proc. IEEE Annu. Power Electron. Spec. Conf., St.
Louis, MO, USA, Jun. 1997, pp. 672–678.

V. Inder Kumar (SM’15) received the B.Tech. de-
gree in electrical engineering from Jawaharlal Nehru
Technological University College of Engineering,
Hyderabad, India, in 2012, and the M.Tech. the-
sis work in electrical engineering from IIT Kharag-
pur, Kharagpur, India, in 2014, where he is currently
working toward the Ph.D. degree.

His research interests includes analysis, modeling
and nonlinear digital control of dc–dc power convert-
ers, and applications to dynamic voltage scaling and
RF power amplifier.

Santanu Kapat (M’10) received the M.Tech. and the
Ph.D. degrees in electrical engineering from the IIT
Kharagpur, Kharagpur, India, in 2006 and 2010, re-
spectively.

From 2009 to 2010, he was a Visiting Scholar with
the Department of Electrical and Computer Engi-
neering, University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign.
From 2010 to 2011, he was a Research Engineer at
GE Global Research, Bangalore, India. Since 2011,
he has been with the Department of Electrical En-
gineering, IIT Kharagpur, where he is an Assistant

Professor. His research interests include analysis and design of digital and
nonlinear control in switching power converters, and applications to dynamic
voltage scaling, RF power amplifier, LED drivers, and dc nanogrid.

Dr. Kapat has been an Associate Editor for the IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON

POWER ELECTRONICS since 2015.



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 0
  /ParseDSCComments false
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo true
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
    /Algerian
    /Arial-Black
    /Arial-BlackItalic
    /Arial-BoldItalicMT
    /Arial-BoldMT
    /Arial-ItalicMT
    /ArialMT
    /ArialNarrow
    /ArialNarrow-Bold
    /ArialNarrow-BoldItalic
    /ArialNarrow-Italic
    /ArialUnicodeMS
    /BaskOldFace
    /Batang
    /Bauhaus93
    /BellMT
    /BellMTBold
    /BellMTItalic
    /BerlinSansFB-Bold
    /BerlinSansFBDemi-Bold
    /BerlinSansFB-Reg
    /BernardMT-Condensed
    /BodoniMTPosterCompressed
    /BookAntiqua
    /BookAntiqua-Bold
    /BookAntiqua-BoldItalic
    /BookAntiqua-Italic
    /BookmanOldStyle
    /BookmanOldStyle-Bold
    /BookmanOldStyle-BoldItalic
    /BookmanOldStyle-Italic
    /BookshelfSymbolSeven
    /BritannicBold
    /Broadway
    /BrushScriptMT
    /CalifornianFB-Bold
    /CalifornianFB-Italic
    /CalifornianFB-Reg
    /Centaur
    /Century
    /CenturyGothic
    /CenturyGothic-Bold
    /CenturyGothic-BoldItalic
    /CenturyGothic-Italic
    /CenturySchoolbook
    /CenturySchoolbook-Bold
    /CenturySchoolbook-BoldItalic
    /CenturySchoolbook-Italic
    /Chiller-Regular
    /ColonnaMT
    /ComicSansMS
    /ComicSansMS-Bold
    /CooperBlack
    /CourierNewPS-BoldItalicMT
    /CourierNewPS-BoldMT
    /CourierNewPS-ItalicMT
    /CourierNewPSMT
    /EstrangeloEdessa
    /FootlightMTLight
    /FreestyleScript-Regular
    /Garamond
    /Garamond-Bold
    /Garamond-Italic
    /Georgia
    /Georgia-Bold
    /Georgia-BoldItalic
    /Georgia-Italic
    /Haettenschweiler
    /HarlowSolid
    /Harrington
    /HighTowerText-Italic
    /HighTowerText-Reg
    /Impact
    /InformalRoman-Regular
    /Jokerman-Regular
    /JuiceITC-Regular
    /KristenITC-Regular
    /KuenstlerScript-Black
    /KuenstlerScript-Medium
    /KuenstlerScript-TwoBold
    /KunstlerScript
    /LatinWide
    /LetterGothicMT
    /LetterGothicMT-Bold
    /LetterGothicMT-BoldOblique
    /LetterGothicMT-Oblique
    /LucidaBright
    /LucidaBright-Demi
    /LucidaBright-DemiItalic
    /LucidaBright-Italic
    /LucidaCalligraphy-Italic
    /LucidaConsole
    /LucidaFax
    /LucidaFax-Demi
    /LucidaFax-DemiItalic
    /LucidaFax-Italic
    /LucidaHandwriting-Italic
    /LucidaSansUnicode
    /Magneto-Bold
    /MaturaMTScriptCapitals
    /MediciScriptLTStd
    /MicrosoftSansSerif
    /Mistral
    /Modern-Regular
    /MonotypeCorsiva
    /MS-Mincho
    /MSReferenceSansSerif
    /MSReferenceSpecialty
    /NiagaraEngraved-Reg
    /NiagaraSolid-Reg
    /NuptialScript
    /OldEnglishTextMT
    /Onyx
    /PalatinoLinotype-Bold
    /PalatinoLinotype-BoldItalic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Italic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Roman
    /Parchment-Regular
    /Playbill
    /PMingLiU
    /PoorRichard-Regular
    /Ravie
    /ShowcardGothic-Reg
    /SimSun
    /SnapITC-Regular
    /Stencil
    /SymbolMT
    /Tahoma
    /Tahoma-Bold
    /TempusSansITC
    /TimesNewRomanMT-ExtraBold
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-Bold
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-BoldCond
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-BoldIt
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-Cond
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-CondIt
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-Italic
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-ItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPSMT
    /Times-Roman
    /Trebuchet-BoldItalic
    /TrebuchetMS
    /TrebuchetMS-Bold
    /TrebuchetMS-Italic
    /Verdana
    /Verdana-Bold
    /Verdana-BoldItalic
    /Verdana-Italic
    /VinerHandITC
    /Vivaldii
    /VladimirScript
    /Webdings
    /Wingdings2
    /Wingdings3
    /Wingdings-Regular
    /ZapfChanceryStd-Demi
    /ZWAdobeF
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create PDFs that match the "Suggested"  settings for PDF Specification 4.0)
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


