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Design and Analysis of Modular Multilevel
Reconfigurable Battery Converters for

Variable Bus Voltage Powertrains
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and Stefan Goetz , Member, IEEE

Abstract—Larger battery packs, an efficient battery manage-
ment system, highly efficient electromechanical conversion, and
fast battery charging are the key factors for extending the drive
range of electric vehicles and the expansion of electromobility.
We present a novel highly stable modular multilevel powertrain
design with a variable dc-bus voltage, active inner battery energy
flow control, and reduced filter size. The underlying powertrain
design replaces conventional hard-wired batteries by a modular
multilevel architecture, thus modularizing the battery pack and
increasing the energy efficiency, reducing the output filter size,
and providing full control over the output voltage and energy
flow of the battery cells. We analyse the large-signal stability of
the proposed system and compare it to dc/dc-dc/ac conventional
multiconverter powertrains, demonstrating better stability and
lower filter requirements. Further, we experimentally evaluate the
proposed system structure. In the experimental setup, we achieve
stable converter operation with the output filter capacitor reduced
by a factor of 24 and the filter inductor reduced by a factor of
17 compared to dc-dc-dc-ac reference system, thereby leading to a
significant reduction of system cost, size, and weight.

Index Terms—Efficiency, electric vehicle (EV), fast charging,
inverter, multilevel converter, reconfigurable battery, variable dc
bus.

I. INTRODUCTION

MODERN electric vehicle (EV) powertrains rely on large-
scale batteries, maximal utilization of the installed ca-

pacity, and highly efficient electromechanical energy conversion
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to extend the EV drive range. The drive range may be among
the key parameters catalysing the shift to electromobility.

At present, EV manufacturers tend to increase the dc-link
voltage up to 800 V to minimize the charging time and the con-
duction losses [1]. Although high dc-bus voltages allow faster
and more efficient charging, long series-connected battery-cell
strings suffer from a substantial loss of the usable or inaccessibil-
ity of the physical capacity due to cell-to-cell variation [2]–[4].
Furthermore, the switching losses in the inverter increase [5]–
[7], and so do the magnetic losses in the motor iron [8]. Both
loss mechanisms are negligible at high-speed and high-torque
operating regions with a high modulation index. However, the
efficiency of high-voltage powertrain drops in the low-speed
and low-torque operating points, which may dominate in urban
driving cycles, such as FTP-75 and ECE-15.

In the literature, several techniques increasing the efficiency
in the urban driving cycle are investigated [9]–[14]. These
techniques typically implement a dc–dc converter between the
battery pack and the inverter to gain control over the dc-link
voltage supplying the inverter. Bidirectional non-isolated boost
converters are among the most studied topologies in the field
[15]. The battery located at the low-voltage side of the dc–dc
converter enables shorter series-connected cell strings, thus
effectively addressing an average capacity drop caused by cell-
to-cell parameter variation.

However, such a configuration does not allow fast and/or ef-
ficient direct battery charging from a high-voltage charger. Fur-
thermore, powertrain systems with multiple conversion stages
struggle with stability concerns. The traction inverter with tight
torque control represents a constant power load (CPL) for the
dc link. CPLs are known for their destabilizing character and
exacerbate the design. Particularly, the filter design plays a key
role in the stability of such a system. Besides various complex
active stabilization techniques [16]–[20], proper filter design can
guarantee a stable system under certain conditions. Unfortu-
nately, such a design results in oversizing the filter capacitor
and a bulky as well as expensive filter [21].

Moreover, the dc–dc converter requires active components
rated for the dc bus voltage and the maximal current rating
of the motor. High-voltage semiconductor switches operate at
low switching dynamics; otherwise the switching loss will be
intolerable. Therefore, such a topology requires a large filtering
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Fig. 1. Variable dc-link voltage powertrain. (a) Conventional solution and
(b) reconfigurable solution.

inductor to sufficiently reduce the current ripple and for safe and
stable operation.

We present a novel variable dc voltage powertrain system
based on a modular reconfigurable dc battery pack, which in-
creases the energy efficiency of the battery, improves the system
stability and reliability, reduces the filter size, and provides wide
charging capability.

This article describes conventional variable voltage pow-
ertrain systems and discusses their design and limitations in
Section II. Section III presents the concept of modular multilevel
reconfigurable battery converter and evaluates its implementa-
tion in powertrain systems. Benefits and design rules of the
reconfigurable battery are discussed in Section IV and exper-
imentally evaluated in Section V. Section VI summarizes the
implementation of the modular battery system.

II. EV POWERTRAIN ARCHITECTURE

Most conventional powertrain systems comprise a hard-wired
battery pack, an inverter, and an ac motor. The unchangeable
battery pack provides a fixed voltage common for the drive
and the charging. Particularly in drive operation, a high dc-link
voltage implies low conduction losses and high efficiency in
high-speed operating points. The low-speed region, on the other
hand, suffers from unnecessarily high inverter switching and
motor iron losses [8]. Furthermore, all loads have to manage the
large voltage differences between full and depleted batteries.

Multiple converter powertrain systems, such as a wide range
of vehicles from various brands based on Toyota’s Hybrid Syn-
ergy Drive employ a nonisolated bidirectional dc–dc converter
between the battery and the inverter [see Fig. 1(a)]. The converter
provides control over the inverter dc link voltage and decouples
it from the battery voltage.

A. System Model

Typically, the battery is located on the low-voltage side of
the converter, which is operated in the step-up mode in drive

operation (see Fig. 2). Applying the state-space averaging
method, the circuit can be described as

diL
dt

= − rL
L
iL − (1− d)

vo
L

+
1

L
vi

dvo
dt

= (1− d)
1

C
iL − 1

C
io, (1)

where iL is the inductor current, rL is the inductor series resis-
tance, L is the inductance, d is the duty ratio, vo is the output
voltage, vi is the input voltage, C is the output capacitance, and
io is the output current.

A tightly regulated power inverter behaves as a constant-
power load. Considering the dc bus loaded by a mix of load
types, the output current is expressed as

io =
pcpl

vo
+

vo
Ro

(2)

where pcpl is the output power of the powertrain and Ro the
resistive load.

The boost converter implements a cascaded control structure
with an inner current loop and an outer voltage loop. The voltage
loop is described as

dy1
dt

= vo,ref − vo

iL,ref = kvp (vo,ref − vo) + kviy1 (3)

where y1 is the integrated voltage error, kvp is the proportional
gain, kvi is the integral gain and iL,ref is the inductor current
reference. Similarly, the current loop is described as

dy2
dt

= iL,ref − iL

d = kip (iL,ref − iL) + kiiy2, (4)

where y2 is the integrated current error, kip is the proportional
gain, and kvi is the integral gain.

The model described by (1)–(4) has four state variables iL,
vo, y1, and y2. Let all time derivatives in (1)–(4) be equal to zero
and consider a constant input voltage Vi, the steady-state values
of the state variables are

IL0 = kviY10
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√
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i − 4rL
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V 2
o, ref
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)

2rLkvi

Y20 =

2Vo0 − Vi −
√

V 2
i − 4rL

(
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)

2kiiVo0
,

Do = kiiY20. (5)

The abovementioned conditions apply for a fixed output volt-
age of the battery defined by the series–parallel configuration of
battery cells.

B. Filter Design

The boost-converter filter comprises an inductor on the input
and a capacitor on the output side of the converter. The typical
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design approach sizes the inductor and the capacitor to achieve
desired current and voltage ripple [22]. Specifically, we set the
inductor current and voltage ripple to 10 % and 1 %, respectively.
Considering the design rules in the literature [22] and parameters
in Table I, we calculate the inductor size as

L > V 2
i

(Vo − Vi)

2pofswVo ·ΔiL
(6)

where po is the output power, which is the sum power of the
resistive load and constant-power load.

To simplify the output capacitor design, we replace the
constant-power load with an equivalent resistive load. The output
capacitor is calculated as

C >
(Vo − Vi) po
2V 3

o fsw ·Δvo
. (7)

C. Charging Capability

The boost-based converter system can be charged either di-
rectly from a battery charger, or through the dc–dc converter. The
converter allows charging from any voltage source (controlled
or not) with an output voltage higher than the battery terminal
voltage and lower than the maximal dc-link voltage. The con-
verter can control the charging current, and therefore it allows
charging from un-controlled or voltage-controlled sources, thus
extending the charging capability of the system.

However, the dc–dc converter is typically rated for the power
of the drivetrain, which can be significantly lower than the power
of latest fast EV chargers [23]. Such a power rating forms a
bottleneck for the system and does not allow fast high-voltage
charging.

III. MODULAR MULTILEVEL BATTERY CONVERTER

ARCHITECTURE

The proposed powertrain system replaces the conventional
battery system and the bidirectional dc–dc converter with a
modular reconfigurable battery [see Fig. 1(b)]. Reconfigurable
batteries combine battery cells and power electronics to form a
battery pack. There are several different reconfigurable topolo-
gies [24], [25]. In general, we recognise two groups: topologies
connecting neighbouring modules only [26]–[28]; and topolo-
gies connecting even nonneighbouring ones [29]–[31]. Con-
necting nonneighbouring modules provides limited scalability
of the system and typically introduces a need for high-voltage
module components, such as semiconductors. The second group
implements structures well known from the field of modular
multilevel converters, which provide connection only between
neighbouring modules. Semiconductor switches in these topolo-
gies are rated for the maximum voltage of one module, thus
providing good scalability.

The simplest module topology for a dc reconfigurable battery
is a half-bridge, where each module can connect in series or
be bypassed. Alternatively, Fig. 3(b) depicts a three-switch
topology providing series, parallel, and bypass connections with
minimum number of switches. The general behaviour of the
parallel and bypass connections (as well as the two mentioned
topologies) from the output perspective are identical. Neither

TABLE I
SYSTEM AND CONTROL PARAMETERS

Fig. 2. Powertrain architecture based on a boost converter as for example in
Toyota’s hybrid synergy drive serves as the reference topology here.

bypassing a module nor connecting modules in parallel increases
the overall number of series-connected modules. However, since
the parallel connection can concurrently offer load sharing,
lower equivalent resistance, and balancing, the three-switch
topology may be the preferred choice in many applications [32],
[33].

Such a modular battery pack benefits from higher degrees of
freedom to control the terminal voltage in fixed discrete levels
or a combination of fixed and pulse-width modulated ones. The
resultant circuit is in essence a multilevel buck converter [see
Fig. 3(a)] [34], [35]. Switch Q2 is in the three-switch topology
complementary to both switches Q1 and Q3. In basic operation,
we consider just 3 different switch states, as described in Fig. 4.
The module configuration is applied with respect to all other
modules in the battery pack to achieve demanded instantaneous
terminal voltage.

Typically, such a multilevel converter synthesizes the output
voltage from discrete voltage levels, implementing any of the
known multilevel modulation techniques [14], [36]–[40]. Practi-
cally, phase-shifted carrier pulse-width modulation is among the
highly popular multilevel modulation techniques for its simplic-
ity and yet exceptional [41]–[44]. It evenly distributes conduc-
tion times, increases effective output frequency, and guarantees
periodical switching of all modules. Thus, it allows convenient
output filter sizing and bootstrapping of the gate driver supply
voltage.
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Considering the same mixed load conditions as for the boost
converter (2), we describe the circuit as

diL
dt

= d
Vi

L
− vo

L
− rLiL

L

dvo
dt

=
iL
C

− io
C

. (8)

We also implement the cascaded control structure with the
outer voltage loop (3) and the inner current loop (4), like the
conventional multiconverter powertrain solution. Hence, the
state-space variables remain unchanged, i.e., iL, vo, y1, and y2,
but their steady-state values differ:

Vo0 = Vo,ref

IL0 =
pcpl

Vo0
+

Vo0

Ro

Y10 =
IL0

kvi

Y20 =
(Vo0 + rLIL0)

kiiVi

D0 = kiiY20. (9)

A. Modularization

The modular feature of the reconfigurable battery introduces
several convenient design improvements and features, such as
high energy efficiency [29], [45], [46] and increased fault toler-
ance [29], [47], [48].

Indeed, equipping each battery cell with power electronics
may offer the best energy utilization [29], but such an extreme
degree of modularization would be highly ineffective, costly,
and unnecessary for breaking the statistics of the cell parameter
spread. Instead, we propose small series-parallel groups of cells
to form modules, e.g., <60 V.

The series-parallel configuration determines the module in-
stalled ampere-hour capacity. Whereas the physically installed
ampere-hour capacity stays constant with an increasing num-
ber of series-connected cells, the practically available capacity
follows the law of the minimum, because the smallest cell
determines the usable capacitance—when the first cell is empty,
the entire pack has to be considered so. Thus, as the cell-to-cell
parameter spread leads to a higher chance of small cells the more
cells are in the pack, the overall available capacitance suffers.

Large-scale batteries always implement a BMS to minimize
the state-of-charge disbalance, but most BMS cannot overcome
the limitation of the smallest cell. The reconfigurable battery
however can exchange charge, energy, and power between
modules to increase usable capacity and efficiency. The energy
efficiency of the reconfigurable battery is further analysed in
Section IV.

B. Filter Size Reduction

High power density is among the key parameters of mod-
ern power converters. The rapidly developing semiconductor
integration is constantly reducing the converter size. However,
passive filter components, such as inductors and capacitors,

TABLE II
SYSTEM AND CONTROL PARAMETERS

Fig. 3. Multilevel converter circuit diagrams of (a) the macrotopology and
(b) the microtopology.

dominate the size in two-level converters [49]–[51] and make
a further increase of power density difficult.

High output-voltage quality and low output-filter require-
ments are typical features of multilevel converters [34], [36].
Both features follow from a higher output-voltage resolution
and higher switching rate.

Unlike conventional two-level converters, reconfigurable bat-
tery converters provide multiple discrete voltage levels at their
terminals reflecting the module voltages. The reconfigurable
battery modulates the demanded voltage using the two nearest
levels

Vbt,h = Vmod ·
⌈

Vo

Vmod

⌉
and upright
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Fig. 4. Operational principle of the three-switch module topology. (a) Q2 is
ON, and the module is connected in series. (b) Q1 is ON, and the module with
all parallel connected modules on the left side are bypassed. (c) Q1 and Q3 are
ON, and the module is connected in parallel with the neighboring module on the
right side.

Vbt,l = Vmod ·
⌊

Vo

Vmod

⌋

where Vbt,h is the nearest higher voltage, Vbt,l is the nearest
lower voltage, Vmod is the module voltage and Vo is the desired
output voltage.

Lower voltage ratings of components in multilevel convert-
ers allow the implementation of semiconductor switches with
higher dynamics, thus an increase of the switching rate. Beside
the transistor switching rate, a proper multilevel modulation
technique can further increase the effective switching rate of
the converter. For example, the phase-shifted carrier pulsewidth
modulation (PS-PWM) can increase the effective switching rate
of the system, thus further decreasing the filter size [34], [52].
The effective switching rate depends on the number of modules
in the system as

fsw = k · fsw,mod

where fsw is the effective switching rate, fsw,mod the module
switching rate and k the number of modules in the system.

Considering PS-PWM, design of the filtering inductor follows
rules like a conventional buck converter (except for the increased

Fig. 5. Average capacity drop of series-connected strings of cells with different
quality (μ = 4 Ah, σ2 = 0.05, σ2 = 0.07, and σ2 = 0.09).

equivalent switching frequency) described in [22]:

L =
(Vbt,h − Vo)

2Vo

2Vmodfswpo ·ΔiL
. (10)

Similarly, we design the output capacitor as

C =
po ·ΔiL

8V 2
o fsw ·Δvo

. (11)

The inductor and capacitor sizes are proportional to the mod-
ule voltage. The smaller the module voltage, the closer we can
approximate the output voltage, and thus reduce the inductor
and the capacitor sizes.

C. Stability Improvement

The filter design is among the key factors influencing the
stability of multiconverter systems [21]. Indeed, a large filtering
inductor reduces the current ripple and increases the output
voltage quality; on the other hand, it reduces the system stability.
The stability can be improved by oversizing the output capacitor.
Such an approach, particularly for high-power high-voltage
systems, results in a bulky and expensive filter.

The convenient filter sizing in multilevel topologies guaran-
tees small filters and increased stability, as analysed in Sec-
tion IV.

D. Charging Capability

The dynamically reconfigurable framework of the battery
provides two options for charging: a dynamic charging mode
and a steady charging mode. The dynamic mode is in principle
equivalent to charging the battery through the dc–dc converter in
the reference topology. As the output voltage and the charging
current are controlled by the converter, the battery can be charged
from uncontrolled voltage sources. In contrast to the boost
converter, the source voltage must be lower than the maximal
battery output voltage.

The steady mode allows setting the battery to a specific
series–parallel configuration to adjust the battery terminal volt-
age according to the charger capability. The battery pack can
be charged from a controlled voltage source directly without
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switching or with low-dynamic switching [26]. The absence of
switching loss leaves more space for conduction losses, thus
increases current capability of the system allowing fast charging
[53].

IV. BENEFITS OF THE PROPOSED POWERTRAIN ARCHITECTURE

A. Modularization Statistics

Energy efficiency of long series-connected battery strings,
typical for large batteries, strongly relies on effective BMS
providing either passive or active balancing. Passive balancing
represents a simple and cost-effective solution to increase uti-
lization of the battery installed. Nevertheless, such a solution
does not effectively overcome the average capacity drop in
large batteries caused by cell-to-cell parameter variation. Unlike
active balancing, the passive technique is not capable of charge
redistribution among cells in the battery pack. The usable capac-
ity of a battery pack implementing passive balancing technique
is

QBP = min {QB1, QB2, . . . , QBm} (12)

where QBP is the usable capacity of the battery pack, m is number
of cells in series, and QB1 to QBm are ampere-hour capacities
of individual battery cells.

To fully utilize the installed capacity, the battery pack needs
to actively redistribute the charge in the battery pack during
runtime, respectively active balancing technique described as

QBP = mean {QB1, QB2, . . . , QBm} . (13)

The proposed multilevel topology provides a degree of free-
dom to actively control the energy flow through individual mod-
ules, thus performing active balancing on the module level [46],
[54], [55]. In addition to the module balancing, each module
implements a local passive BMS to perform balancing on the
cell level. The combination of the passive technique on the
cell level and active balancing on the module level forms a
hybrid balancing depending on the degree of modularization,
respectively, on the module size, as described by

QBP = mean {min {QB1, . . . , QBn} , . . . ,
min

{
QB(m−n), . . . , QBm

}}
(14)

where n is number of cells in a module and represents the module
size.

Considering a normal distribution of cell ampere-hour capac-
ity, the mean capacity of m series-connected cells combined with
passive balancing is expressed as

E (Qn) =

∫ ∞

−∞
Q · f (Q,μ, σ) · (1− F (Q,μ, σ))n−1dQ (15)

where Q is the ampere-hour capacity, f is the cell capacity dis-
tribution function, F is the cell capacity cumulated distribution
function, μ is the mean value, σ is the standard deviation, and n
is the number cells in series.

Indeed, large batteries require higher quality cells to minimize
the average capacity drop due to the limitation to the weakest
cell. Nevertheless, minimizing manufacturing tolerances and

Fig. 6. Step-response comparison of the reference boost converter (L=799 µH
and C=168 µF) (black line), the multilevel converter with equal output capacitor
(L = 47 µH and C = 168 µF) (red line), and the multilevel converter with proper
output filter size (L = 47 µH and C = 6.8 µF) (blue line).

preselecting cells is extremely costly and does not fully eliminate
the effect. Furthermore, even perfectly matched cells develop
parameter variation during the lifetime [56].

The proposed architecture breaks long series strings into
shorter segments increasing their average capacity, as described
in Fig. 5. Therefore, the proposed multilevel topology can reach a
higher average capacity compared to the conventional solution
considering the same high-quality cells. More interestingly, a
reconfigurable battery can achieve the same average capacity
implementing even lower-quality cells (see Fig. 5).

Furthermore, a proper control strategy of such a reconfig-
urable battery pack can increase the battery lifetime [57].

B. Stability Improvement

The proposed multilevel topology implements lower-voltage
semiconductor switches matching the module voltage, which
allow higher switching rates and provide better dynamics com-
pared to the boost converter with high-voltage semiconductors.
To yield a fair comparison, we limit the switching rate of the
proposed system to 12.5 kHz and tune the regulators of both
systems to match their output voltage step responses in speed to
set equal conditions (see Fig. 6).

The large-signal stability of the conventional boost converter
and the proposed multilevel topology loaded by a CPL and a
resistive load are studied by estimating the domain of attraction
using the second Lyapunov method and Takagi–Sugeno (TS)
multimodeling. The method yields the largest attraction domain
among nonlinear system stability analysis tools and is suitable
for nonlinear systems with multiplication, division, exponential,
and square-root nonlinearities [58].

The TS multimodel deduces a set of r linear local models
from the nonlinear system and interconnects them by nonlinear
scalar membership functions F verifying the property of the
convex sum. Considering q nonlinearities of the modeled system
(fj(x) = 1, 2, …, q), the resulting TS model has at least r = 2q

rules. With enough local linear models, the obtained TS model
is strictly equivalent to the nonlinear model [58].

Shifting the operating point to the origin and assuming con-
stant inputs (u(t) = 0), we obtain the TS autonomous model
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as

ẋ =

r∑
i=1

[F i(x)Ai(x)] · x. (16)

The system is asymptotically stable if there exists a feasible
solution of the linear matrix inequality (LMI)

P = P T > 0

AT
i · P + P ·Ai < 0 ∀i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , r} . (17)

The existence of the matrix P is conditioned by matrix Ai

fulfilling Hurwitz and A =
∑r

i=1 Ai fulfilling Hurwitz. When
these two conditions are fulfilled and there is a feasible solution
of LMI (17), the Lyapunov quadratic function is completely
known as

V (x) = xT · P · x. (18)

Importantly, no knowledge of membership functions is re-
quired for the determination of V(x).

In what follows, we combine the TS method with phase
portraits of both systems for visual stability analysis. We use
a combination of states to generate a set of phase portraits to
determine without loss of information the complete behaviour
of the immediate system dynamics for the set of initial conditions
(5) and (9) [59].

1) Boost Converter: The autonomous model (16) of the pow-
ertrain system implementing boost converter was obtained from
(1)–(4) and shifting the operating point (5) to the origin, as

x1 = iL − IL0

x2 = vo − Vo0

x3 = y1 − Y10

x4 = y2 − Y20 (20)

where x = [x1, x2, x3, x4] is the new state-space variable
vector describing the deviation from the origin, respectively the
operating point. The model (19) has three nonlinearities (q = 3),
therefore there are r = 23 = 8 rules, thus eight linear models

ẋ = [F i (x1, x2)Ai (x1, x2)] · x (21)

with

f1 = x1

f2 = x2 + Vo0

f3 =
1

x2 + Vo0
. (22)

The LMI problem (17) can be formulated as

P = P T > 0

A(x1min, x2min)
T · P + P ·A (x1min, x2min) < 0

A(x1min, x2max)
T · P + P ·A (x1min, x2max) < 0

A(x1max, x2min)
T · P + P ·A (x1max, x2min) < 0

A(x1max, x2max)
T · P + P ·A (x1max, x2max) < 0 (23)

where matrix functions A are obtained by replacing nonlin-
earities f1, f2, and f3 with their minimal and maximal values.
Estimation of the largest possible domain of attraction
is an optimization task searching for the largest intervals
I1 = [x1min x1max] and I2 = [x2min x2max] which provides
a Hurwitz matrix A and a feasible solution of LMI (23). A
MATLAB program has been developed with model parameters
given in Table I and fixed x1 interval I1 = [−0.78 0.78]. Solving
LMI (23) and searching for the largest interval I1, we obtained
a positive definite matrix

P =

⎡
⎢⎢⎣

38.12 50.73 −2.05 · 104 −2.39 · 104
50.73 93.02 −3.79 · 104 −4.54 · 104

−2.05 · 104 −3.79 · 104 8.07 · 107 −2.06 · 107
−2.39 · 104 −4.54 · 104 −2.06 · 107 6.99 · 107

⎤
⎥⎥⎦
(24)

for the x2 interval I2 = [−0.64 0.64]. The Lyapunov quadratic
function is obtained from (19) shown at the bottom of this page.
The border of the attraction domain is obtained by inserting a
point lying on the border into (18).

There are two candidate points x1
min and x2

min: point of tan-
gency of the Lyapunov function V(x) and plain x1 = x1min;
and point of tangency of the Lyapunov function V(x) and plain
x2 = x2min. We find point x1

min by inserting plain x1 = x1mim

into V(x), putting the gradient equal to zero (25), and solving the
set of equations describing each coordinate

∇V (x) = 0. (25)

Similarly, we find point x2
min on plain x2 = x2min. Coordinate

x1 of point x2
min lies outside the I1 interval; thus the domain of

attraction border is

V (x) = V
(
x1

min

)
=> V (x)− 6.1 = 0. (26)

The estimated domain of attraction and phase portraits of each
state combination are displayed in Fig. 7 (further figures given
in an online supplement).

2) Multilevel Topology: Similarly, we derive the autonomous
model (27) from (2), (3), (4), and (8), and shifting the operating
point (9) to the origin (20)

ẋ =

⎡
⎢⎢⎣

−rL−Vikip

L
−kipkvpVi−1

L
kipkviVi

L
Vi

L kii
1
C

1
C

pCPL
Vo0

f1 − 1
C

1
Ro

0 0

0 −1 0 0
−1 −kvp kvi 0

⎤
⎥⎥⎦ · x. (27)

ẋ =

⎡
⎢⎢⎣

−rL−kipf2
L

−1+kiiY20−kvpkipf2
L

kvikipf2
L

kiif2
L

1+kipf1−kiiY20+kipIL0

C
kvpkipf1+kvpkipIL0

C − 1
CRo

+ pCPL
CVo0f3

−kvikipf1−kvikipIL0

C
−kiif1−kiiIL0

C

0 −1 0 0
−1 −kvp kvi 0

⎤
⎥⎥⎦ · x. (19)
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Fig. 7. Boost converter: domain of attraction (red line) and phase portrait of
x1, x2 state combination around the origin (x3 = 0 and x4 = 0).

The model (27) has one nonlinearity (q = 1), and therefore
there are r = 21 = 2 rules, thus two linear models

ẋ = [F i (x2)Ai (x2)] · x (28)

with

f1 =
1

x2 + Vo0
. (29)

The LMI problem (17) can be formulated as

P = P T > 0

A(x2min)
T · P + P ·A (x2min) < 0

A(x2max)
T · P + P ·A (x2max) < 0 (30)

where the matrix function A is obtained by replacing nonlin-
earity f1 with its minimal and maximal values. Estimation of
the largest possible domain of attraction is an optimization task
searching for the largest interval I2 = [x2min x2max] which
provides Hurwitz matrix A and a feasible solution of LMI (30). A
MATLAB program has been developed with model parameters
given in Table II. Solving LMI (30) and searching for the largest
interval I1, we obtained a positive definite matrix

P =

⎡
⎢⎢⎣

1.12 2.21 −533.18 −85.10
2.21 4.63 −3.95 · 103 −5.13 · 103

−533.18 −3.95 · 103 3.22 · 107 −1.33 · 107
−85.10 −5.13 · 103 −1.33 · 107 1.07 · 107

⎤
⎥⎥⎦ .

(31)

For the x2 interval I2= [−97.9 97.9]. The Lyapunov quadratic
function is obtained from (18). The border of the attraction
domain is obtained by (18) with a point lying on the border.

Unlike the boost converter analysis, there is just one possible
point x1

min which is a point of tangency of the Lyapunov function
V(x) and plain x2 = x2min per

V (x) = V
(
x1

min

)
=> V (x)− 45633.2 = 0. (32)

Fig. 8. Multilevel topology: domain of attraction comparison of different
output-filter capacitors: C = 168 µF (red) and C = 6.8 µF (blue). Phase portrait
of x1, x2 state combination plotted only for output filter capacitor C = 168 µF,
and x3 = 0, x4 = 0.

The large signal stability of the proposed multilevel system is
in Fig. 8. The multilevel topology exhibits a significantly larger
domain of attraction compared to the boost converter.

C. Filter Size Reduction

Proper filter design guarantees system stability with sufficient
domain of attraction. Both filter components, the filtering induc-
tor and the output capacitor, directly affect the stability region.
Increasing the output capacitance increases the stability, whereas
increasing the inductor size destabilizes the system [60].

The large-signal stability analysis of the boost converter and
the multilevel topology demonstrates a multiple times larger
stability region of the proposed multilevel solution. The anal-
ysis considers the same output-capacitor size. Nevertheless, the
multilevel topology does not require such a bulky output filter.
Reducing the output-capacitor size, we find a positive definite
matrix P as

P =

⎡
⎢⎢⎣

11.66 1.03 −202.45 −286.32
1.03 4.02 −713.02 −9.82 · 103

−202.45 −713.02 5.73 · 107 −2.15 · 107
−286.32 −9.82 · 103 −2.15 · 107 4.15 · 107

⎤
⎥⎥⎦ (33)

for an output capacitance C = 6.8 µF and I2 = [−40.2 40.2].
The corresponding border of the domain of attraction

V (x)− 1462.7 = 0 (34)

is compared to the boost converter solution implementing an
output capacitor C = 168 µF (see Fig. 8, further plots in the
online supplement).

The multilevel topology exhibits a significantly larger domain
of attraction compared to the reference boost converter, with the
output capacitor reduced by a factor of 24.
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Fig. 9. Experimental setup to evaluate stability. (a) Block diagram. (b) Refer-
ence boost converter. (c) reconfigurable battery.

V. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

A. Experimental Setup

We developed an experimental reference setup implementing
a boost converter and a setup implementing the proposed re-
configurable topology. Both setups are supplied from multiple
24 V, 6200 mAh, 40 C battery packs (Zippy Technology Corp.,
Taiwan).

We loaded both setups with a resistor Ro = 100Ω and a dc–dc
load converter CFB600W-110S (Cincon, Taiwan) with an input
voltage range of 43 to 160 V, 48 V output voltage, 600 W output
power and 500 µs settling time. The dc–dc load converter is
operated in a constant-output-voltage mode and is loaded by a
resistor RCPL, which determines the output power. In such a con-
figuration, the dc–dc load converter consumes a constant power
from the input’s perspective. Further, we equipped the output
circuit with a semiconductor switch IPT015N10N5 (Infineon,
Germany) to generate sharp load steps [see Fig. 9(a)].

For both setups, we developed the control algorithm in C and
implemented it on a TMS320F28379D (Texas Instruments, TX,
USA). The current feedback is based on the current transducer
LES 15-NP (LEM, Switzerland) and the voltage feedback on
TLC2272 (Texas Instruments, USA).

The reference setup comprises a 48 V battery pack (12s2p),
a boost converter of 650 V, 40 A transistors IKW40N65H5

Fig. 10. Step response of the boost converter (L = 799 µH and C = 168 µF)
constantly loaded by Rload = 100 Ω and constant-power load steps of
(a) PCPL = 350 W. (b) PCPL = 450 W, and (c) PCPL = 550 W, instability and
diverting voltage clearly visible. Scaling of the voltage plots 10 V/div, current
plots 10 A/div, time scale 2 ms/div.

(Infineon, Germany), a custom filtering inductor 799 µH wound
on a Kool Mµ core 77336A7 (Magnetics, USA PA), and 168 µF
of three electrolytic output capacitors EKXJ201ELL560MJ25S
(United Chemi-Con, IL, USA) [see Fig. 9(b)]. The control
algorithm contains an inner current loop and an outer voltage
loop (see Fig. 2).

The second setup evaluates a reconfigurable battery of
five modules, each with a 24 V battery and a three-switch
power electronic topology implementing IPT015N10N5 (In-
fineon, Germany). The output filter uses a 47 µH inductor
7443783533470 (Wuerth, Germany) and a 6.8 µF output ca-
pacitor 672D685H150CG5C (Vishay, PA USA) [see Fig. 9(c)].
Like in the reference setup control algorithm, there is an inner
current and an outer voltage loop [see Fig. 3(a)].

We used a 12-bit oscilloscope HDO8000A (Teledyne Lecroy,
NY, USA), wide-bandwidth differential probes HVD3206A
(Teledyne Lecroy, NY, USA), and current clamps P01120043A
(Chauvin Arnoux, France) for all measurements, including the
dc-link voltage, the voltage across load resistor RCPL, current
flowing through load resistor RCPL, and the inductor current.

B. Test Procedure

The test procedure is the same for each setup. We operate the
setup at the nominal operating voltage Vo = 100 V and load
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Fig. 11. Step response of the reconfigurable multilevel battery topology
(L = 47 µH and C = 168 µF) constantly loaded by Rload = 100 Ω and
constant-power load steps of (a) PCPL = 350 W, (b) PCPL = 450 W, (c)
PCPL = 550 W, and (d) PCPL = 850 W. Scaling of the voltage plots 10 V/div,
current plots 10 A/div, time scale 2 ms/div.

the dc link with: the resistor Ro = 100 Ω resulting in 100 W
resistive load; and the dc–dc converter with no load (SCPL is
OFF). We set the output power of the dc–dc by setting resistor
RCPL according to

PCPL ≈ (48 V)2

RCPL
. (35)

Switching SCPL ON generates load step of defined power with
constant-power load characteristic, which evaluates stability of
the dc-link supply.

We set the over-current protection of the converter to 40 A and
the over-voltage protection to 140 V in the control algorithm.
Upon exceeding these values, the controller turns all PWM
outputs OFF, driving the system to the passive state.

Fig. 12. Step response of the reconfigurable multilevel battery topology
(L = 47 µH and C = 6.8 µF) constantly loaded by Rload = 100 Ω and
constant-power load steps of (a) PCPL = 350 W, (b) PCPL = 450 W,
(c) PCPL = 550 W, and (d) PCPL = 850 W. Scaling of the voltage plots
10 V/div, current plots 10 A/div, time scale 2 ms/div.

We run three tests: evaluate the stability of the boost converter
(L= 799 µH and C= 168 µF); evaluate the stability of the recon-
figurable battery with the same output capacitor (L = 47 µH and
C = 168 µF); evaluate the stability of the reconfigurable battery
with reduced output capacitor (L = 47 µH and C = 6.8 µF).

C. Results

We experimentally tested both systems in response to CPL
under load steps PCPL: 350; 450; 550; and 850 W. The boost con-
verter became unstable at load step PCPL = 550 W and higher,
triggering the over-current protection (see Fig. 10). The pro-
posed reconfigurable topology with equivalent output capacitor
was perfectly stable under all the tested load steps. Furthermore,
the output voltage exhibits significantly higher output voltage
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Fig. 13. Profile of the dc-link voltage generated by the multilevel converter (L = 47 µH and C = 6.8 µF) continuously loaded by Rload = 100 Ω and constant
power load PCPL = 200 W. Oscillograms on the left side display dc-link voltage Vo, modulated battery terminal voltage Vbat, and inductor current IL. The output
voltage profile comprises the following transitions: 60 V → 100 V → 70 V → 50 V. Oscillograms on the right-side display details of the transient from 60 to 100 V.
Scaling of voltage plots is 20 V/div; of current plot 20 A/div, the time scale is 500 ms/div (left-side oscillograms) and 500 µs/div (right-side oscillograms).

quality compared to the boost converter (see Fig. 11). Finally, we
reduced the output filter of the reconfigurable battery to 6.8 µF
and we observed no stability issues (see Fig. 12).

In addition to the stability comparison, we evaluated the
variable output voltage feature of the reconfigurable battery.
We generated an output voltage profile with multiple output
voltage transients (see Fig. 13)

VI. CONCLUSION

In this article, we propose a reconfigurable battery converter
to replace the conventional variable voltage powertrain of a
hard-wired battery pack and bidirectional dc–dc to increase
energy efficiency, reduce dc-link filter size, improve stability,
and extend battery charging capability.

The proposed powertrain system modularizes the battery and
implements a dynamically reconfigurable framework provid-
ing active balancing of battery modules. We setup a statistical
model and evaluated capacity gain and benefits of modularisa-
tion. Breaking long hard-wired series-connected battery strings
into shorter segments reduces the average capacity drop. The
higher energy efficiency and balancing ability of the system
allow implementation of cheaper, lower quality, or second-life
cells.

Multilevel output voltage in combination with a proper control
strategy interleaving and phase-shifting module operation guar-
anties high output voltage quality and significantly simplifies the
dc-link filter design. The buck-converter character of the recon-
figurable battery further increases stability of the powertrain.

We designed a reference powertrain system implementing the
boost converter, set the same switching rate, tuned both systems
up to the same speed matching their step responses and evaluated
the large-signal stability including the domain of attraction. The

proposed powertrain system exhibits a multiple times larger
domain of attraction compared to the reference system.

Further, we built two experimental setups: the reference boost
converter and the proposed reconfigurable system. We experi-
mentally evaluated the stability of both systems under mixed
load conditions by load steps at nominal output voltage. The
reference boost converter became unstable at a load step of
PCPL = 550 W. The proposed reconfigurable system imple-
menting the same output capacitor was stable across the entire
test range of 0 ≤ PCPL ≤ 850 W.

Finally, we reduced the output capacitor of the reconfigurable
battery by a factor of 24 and evaluated the stability. The system
output voltage quality matched the output quality of the refer-
ence boost converter, but was perfectly stable across the entire
test range of 0 ≤ PCPL ≤ 850 W.

In the experimental setup, we manage to reduce the inductor
a size by factor of 17 and the capacitor size by a factor of 24 and
to significantly increase the stability compared to the reference
system implementing a boost converter.
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[32] N. Tashakor, M. Kılıçtaş, J. Fang, and S. M. Goetz, “Switch-Clamped
modular multilevel converters with sensorless voltage balancing control,”
IEEE Trans. Ind. Electron., vol. 68, no. 10, pp. 9586–9597, Oct. 2021.

[33] J. Fang, F. Blaabjerg, S. Liu, and S. M. Goetz, “A review of multilevel con-
verters with parallel connectivity,” IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 36,
no. 11, pp. 12468–12489, Nov. 2021.

[34] J. Rodriguez et al., “Multilevel converters: An enabling technology for
high-Power applications,” Proc. IEEE, vol. 97, no. 11, pp. 1786–1817,
Nov. 2009.

[35] A. M. Trzynadlowski, Introduction to Modern Power Electronics. Hobo-
ken, NJ, USA: Wiley, 2015.

[36] L. G. Franquelo, J. Rodriguez, J. I. Leon, S. Kouro, R. Portillo, and M. A.
M. Prats, “The age of multilevel converters arrives,” IEEE Ind. Electron.
Mag., vol. 2, no. 2, pp. 28–39, Jun. 2008.

[37] S. M. Goetz, A. V. Peterchev, and T. Weyh, “Modular multilevel converter
with series and parallel module connectivity: Topology and control,” IEEE
Trans. Power Electron., vol. 30, no. 1, pp. 203–215, Jan. 2015.

[38] Z. Li, R. Lizana, Z. Yu, S. Sha, A. V. Peterchev, and S. M. Goetz, “A
modular multilevel series/parallel converter for a wide frequency range
operation,” IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 34, no. 10, pp. 9854–9865,
Oct. 2019.

[39] Z. Li, R. Lizana, A. V. Peterchev, and S. M. Goetz, “Predictive control of
modular multilevel series/parallel converter for battery systems,” in Proc.
IEEE Energy Convers. Congr. Expo., 2017, pp. 5685–5691.

[40] Z. Li, J. K. Motwani, Z. Zeng, S. M. Lukic, A. V. Peterchev, and S. M.
Goetz, “A reduced series/parallel module for cascade multilevel static
compensators supporting sensorless balancing,” IEEE Trans. Ind. Elec-
tron., vol. 68, no. 1, pp. 15–24, Jan. 2021.

[41] Z. Li, R. Lizana, A. V. Peterchev, and S. M. Goetz, “Distributed balancing
control for modular multilevel Series/Parallel converter with capability of
sensorless operation,” in Proc. IEEE Energy Convers. Congr. Expo., 2017,
pp. 1787–1793.

[42] Z. Li, R. Lizana, S. Sha, Z. Yu, A. V. Peterchev, and S. M. Goetz,
“Module implementation and modulation strategy for sensorless balancing
in modular multilevel converters,” IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 34,
no. 9, pp. 8405–8416, Sep. 2019.

[43] B. P. McGrath and D. G. Holmes, “A comparison of multicarrier PWM
strategies for cascaded and neutral point clamped multilevel inverters,”
in Proc. IEEE 31st Annu. Power Electron. Specialists Conf.. Conf. Proc.,
2000, vol. 2, pp. 674–679.

[44] A. Antonio-Ferreira, C. Collados-Rodriguez, and O. Gomis-Bellmunt,
“Modulation techniques applied to medium voltage modular multilevel
converters for renewable energy integration: A review,” Elect. Power Syst.
Res., vol. 155, pp. 21–39, 2018.

[45] S. Ci, J. Zhang, H. Sharif, and M. Alahmad, “A novel design of adap-
tive reconfigurable multicell battery for power-aware embedded net-
worked sensing systems,” in Proc. IEEE Glob. Telecommun. Conf., 2007,
pp. 1043–1047.

[46] G. Gunlu, “Dynamically reconfigurable independent cellular switching
circuits for managing battery modules,” IEEE Trans. Energy Convers.,
vol. 32, no. 1, pp. 194–201, Mar. 2017.

[47] H. Kim and K. G. Shin, “On dynamic reconfiguration of a large-scale
battery system,” in Proc. 15th IEEE Real-Time Embedded Technol. Appl.
Symp., 2009, pp. 87–96.

[48] H. Kim and K. G. Shin, “Dependable, efficient, scalable architecture for
management of large-scale batteries,” in Proc. 1st ACM/IEEE Int. Conf.
Cyber-Phys. Syst., 2010, pp. 178–187.

[49] J. Kim, M. Kim, C. Yeon, and G. Moon, “Analysis and design of Boost-
LLC converter for high power density AC-DC adapter,” in Proc. IEEE
ECCE Asia Downunder, 2013, pp. 6–11.



142 IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON POWER ELECTRONICS, VOL. 38, NO. 1, JANUARY 2023

[50] L. Gu, J. Sun, M. Xu, Q. Zuo, and J. Fan, “Size reduction of the inductor in
critical conduction mode PFC converter,” in Proc. 26th Annu. IEEE Appl.
Power Electron. Conf. Expo., 2011, pp. 550–557.

[51] T. Burress, “Electrical performance, reliability analysis, and character-
ization,” Oakridge Nat. Lab., Oak Ridge, TN, USA, 2017, [Online].
Available: https://www.energy.gov/sites/prod/files/2017/06/f34/edt087_
burress_2017_o.pdf

[52] N. Tashakor, Z. Li, and S. M. Goetz, “A generic scheduling algorithm for
low-frequency switching in modular multilevel converters with parallel
functionality,” IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 36, no. 3, pp. 2852–2863,
Mar. 2021.

[53] P. Kumar, H. Visairo-Cruz, and S. Noble, “Reconfigurable battery pack,”
U.S. Patent 2009/0085553 A1, 11/906,177, Apr. 2, 2009.

[54] N. Lin, S. Ci, D. Wu, and H. Guo, “An optimization framework for dy-
namically reconfigurable battery systems,” IEEE Trans. Energy Convers.,
vol. 33, no. 4, pp. 1669–1676, Dec. 2018.

[55] S. M. Goetz, Z. Li, X. Liang, C. Zhang, S. M. Lukic, and A. V. Peterchev,
“Control of modular multilevel converter with parallel connectivity—
Application to battery systems,” IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 32,
no. 11, pp. 8381–8392, Nov. 2017.

[56] M. Baumann, L. Wildfeuer, S. Rohr, and M. J. J. O. E. S. Lienkamp, “Pa-
rameter variations within Li-Ion battery packs–Theoretical investigations
and experimental quantification,” J. Energy Storage, vol. 18, pp. 295–307,
2018.

[57] Z. Ma et al., “Multilayer SOH equalization scheme for MMC battery
energy storage system,” IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 35, no. 12,
pp. 13514–13527, Dec. 2020.

[58] D. Marx, P. Magne, B. Nahid-Mobarakeh, S. Pierfederici, and B. Davat,
“Large signal stability analysis tools in DC power systems with constant
power loads and variable power Loads—A review,” IEEE Trans. Power
Electron., vol. 27, no. 4, pp. 1773–1787, Apr. 2012.

[59] M. Rodríguez Licea, F. J. Perez-Pinal, J. C. Nunez Perez, and Y. Sandoval-
Ibarra, “On the n-dimensional phase portraits,” Appl. Sci., vol. 9, 2019,
Art. no. 872.

[60] P. Magne, D. Marx, B. Nahid-Mobarakeh, and S. Pierfederici, “Large-
Signal stabilization of a DC-Link supplying a constant power load using
a virtual capacitor: Impact on the domain of attraction,” IEEE Trans. Ind.
Appl., vol. 48, no. 3, pp. 878–887, May/Jun. 2012.

https://www.energy.gov/sites/prod/files/2017/06/f34/edt087_burress_2017_o.pdf
https://www.energy.gov/sites/prod/files/2017/06/f34/edt087_burress_2017_o.pdf


<<
  /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 true
  /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 false
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 900
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00111
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /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 false
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 1200
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00083
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /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 false
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00063
  /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


