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Abstract—The surge in electric vehicle technology has brought
attention to the manufacturing and design of 22-kW on-board
chargers using printed circuit boards (PCBs), owing to their man-
ufacturability and compact nature. However, designing transform-
ers for these applications is challenging due to the demands of
higher power and a smaller profile. The challenges include achiev-
ing optimal current distribution in parallel windings and easier
transformer structure with better thermal performance. In addi-
tion, the integration of resonant inductance is crucial for regulatory
functions and higher power densities. The integration with parallel
windings also impacts the overall transformer performance, which
needs to be analyzed. This article presents a detailed analysis and
design approach for a 22-kW PCB-based transformer with good
current sharing, controllable leakage inductance, and a simplified
core structure. The study also includes an in-depth analysis of the
transformer’s flux distribution to minimize core loss. A 22-kW
CLLC resonant converter is developed to validate the proposed
transformer using PCB-packaged devices. With its modified flux
distribution and good current sharing, the integrated transformer
enables the converter to achieve a power density of 11.6 kW/L and
a peak efficiency of 98.5%.

Index Terms—CLLC, onboard charger (OBC), planar mag-
netics.

I. INTRODUCTION

THE evolution of wide-band-gap (WBG) devices has ush-
ered in a new era marked by higher power and frequencies

for power converters, notably in applications like on-board
chargers (OBCs). Fig. 1 illustrates a typical OBC structure,
where the dc/dc stage operates between the power factor cor-
rection (PFC) stage and batteries, ensuring isolation and voltage
regulation. Existing literature showcases notable efforts in the
design of 6.6-kW OBCs utilizing various resonant converters
such as CLLC, LLC, and LCL [1], [2], [3]. In [4], an 11-kW
OBC is designed with integrated planar magnetics and a CLLC
resonant converter. Among all the excellent work, designs with
integrated planar magnetics have higher power density and com-
petitive efficiency. However, research on 22-kW OBCs, espe-
cially those incorporating integrated planar magnetics, remains

Manuscript received 5 March 2024; revised 25 April 2024; accepted 3 June
2024. Date of publication 6 June 2024; date of current version 16 July 2024.
This work was supported by AT&S and the Power Management Consortium
in CPES, Virginia Tech. Recommended for publication by Associate Editor C.
Chen. (Corresponding author: Qiang Li.)

The authors are with the CPES, Virginia Tech, Blacksburg, VA 24060 USA
(e-mail: tianlong@vt.edu; fengjin@vt.edu; lqvt@vt.edu).

Color versions of one or more figures in this article are available at
https://doi.org/10.1109/TPEL.2024.3410878.

Digital Object Identifier 10.1109/TPEL.2024.3410878

Fig. 1. Typical OBC structure.

limited [5], [6]. Several challenges must be solved if planar
integrated magnetics are used in a 22-kW converter.

A pivotal challenge lies in mitigating the current stress on
PCB windings using parallel winding configurations. Ensuring
consistent current sharing is essential [7], [8], [9], [10], [11],
[12], [13], [14]. Previous studies have explored the current distri-
bution between parallel windings related to frequency, FR4 layer
thickness, and winding arrangement. Effective solutions include
a sandwich structure with parallel secondary side windings on
the top and bottom and primary windings in the middle [8].
Then, Chen et al. [9] gave a lumped model to predict current
distribution and winding resistance, and the symmetric structure
is confirmed to offer optimal current distribution. Adjustments
in winding distances have proven effective in achieving uniform
current sharing [10]. Innovations like planar Litz winding have
been introduced to mimic the twisting of Litz wires in PCB wind-
ings [11]. While these methods achieve perfect current sharing,
careful winding designs, and considering air gap impacts are
essential.

In higher power applications, strategies such as interleaving
transformers [12] and active current-sharing methods, compen-
sating voltage differences on resonant inductances by adding
a voltage source, have been explored [13]. However, these
methods often treat the converter solely as a dc transformer
without the integration and control of resonant inductances.
Current distribution analysis models for Litz wire have been
proposed [14], yet adapting these methods for PCB windings
necessitates careful consideration of transformer structures to
enhance thermal management.

Simultaneously, the integration of resonant inductors has un-
dergone extensive exploration. Integrating resonant inductance
into the air, controlled by distances between primary and sec-
ondary windings, has been investigated [15], [16]. However,
this method, suitable for litz wire magnetics, faces limitations
due to inherent structure and high winding loss, limiting its
efficacy for PCB windings. To address these challenges, resonant
inductance has been integrated into an EI core transformer
using unbalanced winding structures and an additional center leg
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Fig. 2. Maximum flux density distributions of integrated transformers.

[17]. Although this configuration significantly increases leakage
inductance, flux in the center leg results in higher core losses.
Innovations such as integrating two EI cores and replacing center
legs with outer legs have been explored [18]. Another approach
integrates three EI cores in series connections, removing center
legs due to flux cancellation and reducing core losses and high
power density [4]. If the EI cores are integrated directly as
shown in Fig. 2(a), high flux density in the center leg is still
observed. However, the flux in the center leg is canceled if
the flux direction in the center EI core is reversed as shown
in Fig. 2(b). Due to the low flux density in the center leg, the
resonant inductance can still be integrated into the transformer
without the center leg as shown in Fig. 2(c). The flux density
and core loss are greatly reduced. However, only the leakage
inductance integration concept is explained, and detailed flux
analysis is not carried out. The inductance analysis with parallel
windings is also vacant for higher power applications. The
core arrangement guideline with more core legs is also not
discussed.

This article addresses the challenges mentioned in the trans-
former design for 22-kW OBCs. The contributions are summa-
rized as follows.

First, various planar transformer candidates are presented and
thoroughly compared for 22-kW OBCs. Integration’s impact on
the transformer characteristics is analyzed, including the cou-
pling between the windings, inductance, and flux distributions.
Different numbers of parallel windings are also compared. The
most promising candidate is chosen for the application.

Second, a general integrated transformer with good scalability
is introduced and analyzed. The current sharing can be controlled
without additional complexity so that better thermal balance is
realized between the parallel windings. The resonant inductance
is also integrated and controlled. The exposed windings give
thermal management design more possibilities with a simple
core structure.

Third, this article conducts a comprehensive analysis and
comparison of the proposed matrix transformers’ arrangements.
Detailed flux analysis and loss comparison are carried out. The
guideline with the smallest core loss is given.

Fourth, detailed design procedures are given for a 22-kW
CLLC resonant converter utilizing the introduced transformer.
The converter also uses PCB-packaged silicon carbide (SiC)

TABLE I
KEY PARAMETERS OF THE CONVERTER

devices and has proven its performance for high-power applica-
tions [19].

The topology of the whole OBC is shown in Fig. 3. Three-
phase totem pole PFC is used as the ac/dc stage. CLLC resonant
converter is used as the dc/dc stage, which is mainly analyzed
in this article. The essential parameters are detailed in Table I.

The rest of this article is organized as follows. Section II
compares different integration candidates for parallel windings
and selects the best candidate for this application. Section III
gives the analysis of a general scalable transformer, including
transformer decoupling conditions, analysis of different trans-
former configurations, and arrangement optimization of the
matrix transformers. Section IV gives the detailed design pro-
cedure of a 22-kW CLLC resonant converter with the proposed
integrated matrix transformer. Section V presents the hardware
and the experimental results. Finally, Section VI concludes this
article, summarizing key findings and suggesting directions for
future research.

II. ANALYSIS AND COMPARISON OF TRANSFORMER

CANDIDATES FOR 22-KW OBC APPLICATIONS

This chapter lists and compares all the possible transformer
candidates for 22-kW OBC applications. The analysis and com-
parison mainly focus on the inductance values, flux distribution,
and loss information.

A. Candidate I: Separate Parallel Transformers

The first instinct is to use two 11-kW transformers for a
22-kW prototype or use two 11-kW converters in parallel. For
one 22-kW prototype, only a minimum of eight devices are
needed if the devices can handle such a high current. Also,
the corresponding gate drivers and auxiliary supplies are fewer.
The maximum switching frequency of a 22-kW prototype is
also lower because of its heavier load. So, one 22-kW prototype
with two 11-kW transformers is better for the application due to



11370 IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON POWER ELECTRONICS, VOL. 39, NO. 9, SEPTEMBER 2024

Fig. 3. Structure of the 22-kW OBC system.

Fig. 4. Candidate I: Separate parallel transformers.

Fig. 5. (a) Circuit model for parallel transformers. (b) Current distribution
for different perturbations on inductance values. (c) Current distribution for
perturbation on air gaps.

its lower cost, lower maximum switching frequency, and easier
current sharing control. The transformer structure is shown in
Fig. 4. The red arrows represent the current direction of the
primary current. The blue arrows represent the current direction
of the secondary current. The three legs on the left have five
primary turns and three secondary turns. The three legs on the
right have five secondary turns and three primary turns.

While using parallel windings, the current distribution, which
is impacted by the inductance values of the parallel transformers,
cannot be neglected. The circuit model to analyze the two
parallel transformers is shown in Fig. 5. Since only the current
distribution information is needed, the calculation and analysis
only start from the point where parallel windings are introduced
and end at the load. Based on KVL and KCL, (1)–(3) can be de-
rived, where vpn is the primary voltage over the nth transformer,
ipn and isn are the primary and secondary current in the nth
transformer, Lkpn, Lksn, and Lmn are the primary leakage in-
ductance, secondary inductance, and magnetizing inductance of
the nth transformer, RL is the equivalent load resistor calculated
in (4), andCr is the resonant capacitance value. Then, the current
distribution can be calculated in (5). K1,n, K2,n, and K3,n are
the parameters defined in (6)–(8). The results of the amplitude
at the nominal condition are shown in Fig. 5(b), where δ is the
difference introduced to the inductances. The calculated results
match well with the simulation results. The leakage inductances
have a more significant impact on the current distribution. The
impact of magnetizing inductance is relatively tiny

vpn = sLkpnipn + sLmnimn (1)

ipn = isn + imn (2)

2∑
n=1

isn

(
RL+

1

sCr

)
=fracsLmnimnNtn − sLksnisn (3)

RL = 8Ro/π
2 (4)

is1
is2

=
Nt1

(
K1,2Lm1Crs

2 +K2,2s+K3,2

)
Nt2 (K1,1Lm2Crs2 −K2,1s−K3,1)

(5)

K1,n = Lmn Lkpn +N2
tnLksnLpn (6)

K2,n = Cr RL [NtnLm1Lm2 (Nt2 −Nt1) +K3,n] (7)

K3,n = Nt,n [Lm1Nt2Lp2 − Lm2Nt1Lp1] . (8)

The magnetizing inductance and leakage inductance are cal-
culated in (9) and (10), where Rg is the reluctance of the air gap.
Because of the consistency of the PCB manufacturing, the air gap
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Fig. 6. Candidate II: Integrated transformer with negative coupling.

Fig. 7. Reluctance model for candidate II.

has the most impact on the current distribution. Fig. 5(c) shows
the current amplitude distribution of the parallel transformers
with perturbation δ(Rg) on the air gaps at the nominal condition.
From the figure, the current distribution is almost in a linear re-
lationship with the magnetic reluctance. In mass production, the
difference in the air gaps between transformers is around 10% to
17%, so the perfect current sharing is hard to achieve. However,
the air gaps are almost the same within one transformer, so the
integrated transformer solutions are introduced in the following
paragraphs for perfect current distribution

Lm =
272

3Rg
(9)

Lkp = Lks =
32

3Rg
. (10)

B. Candidate II: Integrated Transformer With Negative
Coupling

To have a better current distribution, the two transformers in
candidate I are integrated on the same plate. The transformer
structure is shown in Fig. 6. Subscript one means the windings
for the transformer Tx1. Subscript two means the windings for
the transformer Tx2. The reluctance model of the transformer
is shown in Fig. 7. From the reluctance model, the inductance
matrix is calculated in (11), where vp1 and vs1 are the voltages
on the primary and secondary windings of Tx1, vp2 and vs2 are
the voltages on the primary and secondary windings of Tx2, ip1′

and is1′ are the differential of the primary and secondary current
with respect to time of Tx1, ip2′ and is2′ are the differential of the
primary and secondary current with respect to time of Tx2. From

Fig. 8. Flux distribution of candidate II.

(11), it can be found that the two parallel windings are negatively
coupled. This is because the magnetic motive force (MMF) of
Tx1 and Tx2 are in opposite directions for the corresponding
legs. The magnetizing inductance and the leakage inductance
of the integrated transformer with parallel windings can be
further calculated in (12) and (13), with detailed calculations
in Appendix I. From (12) and (13), the ratio of magnetizing
inductance over the leakage inductance, Ln is 8.5, which is the
same as separate transformers. The simulated Ln value is 8.4,
which is 1.2% smaller than the calculated result.⎡
⎢⎢⎣

vp1
vs1
vp2
vs2

⎤
⎥⎥⎦ =

⎡
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305
3Rg

− 271
3Rg

− 1
3Rg

− 1
3Rg

− 271
3Rg

305
3Rg

− 1
3Rg

− 1
3Rg

− 1
3Rg

− 1
3Rg

305
3Rg
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3Rg

− 1
3Rg

− 1
3Rg

− 271
3Rg

305
3Rg

⎤
⎥⎥⎥⎦

⎡
⎢⎢⎣

ip1
′

is1
′

ip2
′

is2
′

⎤
⎥⎥⎦

(11)

Lm =
136

3Rg
(12)

Lkp = Lks =
16

3Rg
. (13)

The flux in each leg can be calculated in (14) and (15),
where Φaleg1 and Φaleg3 are the flux through the outer legs,
and Φaleg2 is the flux through the inner leg shown in Fig. 7.
The flux difference between the outer legs and the center leg is
calculated in (16). According to (16), the center leg has a stronger
flux density, and the difference will become larger with parallel
windings. The simulated maximum flux density distribution is
shown in Fig. 8

Φaleg1 = Φaleg3 =
29

6Rg
ip1 − 19

6Rg
is1 − 1

6Rg
(ip2 + is2)

(14)

Φaleg2 =
31

6Rg
ip1 − 17

6Rg
is1 +

1

6Rg
(ip2 + is2) (15)

Φdiff =
ip1 + ip2 + is1 + is2

3Rg
. (16)

The flux in each leg can be rewritten into the form shown in
(17) and (18), where Φa and Φb are calculated in (19) and (20).
Then the core loss on the three legs,Plegs_real, can be calculated
in (21), where Cm, α, and β are the parameters from Steinmetz
equation, f is the operating frequency,Vleg is the volume of each
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Fig. 9. Real core loss on legs versus flux difference on legs.

core leg,Bm1 andBm2 are the maximum flux density calculated
in (22) and (23), Ae is the cross-section area of each core leg.
The same calculation can be applied to the core legs in the other
arrays

Φaleg1 = Φaleg3 = Φa − Φb (17)

Φaleg2 = Φa +Φb (18)

Φa =
30

6Rg
ip1 − 18

6Rg
is1 (19)

Φb =
1

6Rg
(ip1 + is1 + ip2 + is2) (20)

Plegs_real = 2Cm fαBβ
m1Vleg + CmfαBβ

m2Vleg (21)

Bm1 = max

(
Φa − Φb

Ae

)
(22)

Bm2 = max

(
Φa +Φb

Ae

)
. (23)

If the flux in each leg is the same within one array, the
maximum flux density can be calculated in (24) with the same
voltage excited on the winding. Then, the core loss on the legs
in one array is calculated in (25). Fig. 9 shows the relation
between Plegs_real/Plegs_even and Φb_max/Φa_max. Plegs_real is the
real core loss on the legs with uneven flux distribution shown
in Fig. 8. Plegs_even is the optimal core loss on the legs when
the flux is evenly distributed among the legs. According to
the figure, the total core loss on the legs is the smallest if the
flux is evenly distributed among all the legs with the same
current excitation and voltage across the windings. Fig. 9 is
only used to prove that evenly distributed flux is better from
a core loss point of view under the same voltage and cur-
rent excitations. However, this is not achievable under this
structure

Bm = max

(
Φa − Φb/3

Ae

)
(24)

Plegs_even = 3Cm fαBβ
mVleg. (25)

C. Candidate III: Integrated Transformer With Positive
Coupling

To have evenly distributed flux among the legs, candidate III
is introduced by reversing the flux directions of Tx2 as shown in

Fig. 10. Candidate III: Integrated transformer with positive coupling and its
flux distribution (case I).

Fig. 11. Flux versus time for the two types of legs.

Fig. 10. The flux in the legs are calculated in (26) and (27). If
perfect current sharing is realized, the flux in the outer legs is the
same as the inner legs but with opposite directions, as calculated
in (28)

Φaleg1 = Φsleg3 =
29

6Rg
ip1 − 19

6Rg
is1 +

1

6Rg
(ip2 + is2)

(26)

Φaleg2 =
31

6Rg
ip1 − 17

6Rg
is1 − 1

6Rg
(ip2 + is2) (27)

Φaleg1 = Φaleg2 = Φaleg3 =
5

Rg
ip1 − 3

Rg
is1. (28)

For the most optimized core loss, the flux distribution on the
core plate also needs to be considered. For candidate III, only two
types of legs are included: legs with five primary windings and
three secondary windings and legs with three primary windings
and five secondary windings. The flux of these two types of
legs are calculated in (29) and (30) with directions shown in
Fig. 10. The flux versus time is plotted in Fig. 11. To have a
lower core loss on the plate, the most effective arrangement is
achieved when the flux in one leg consistently opposes the flux
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Fig. 12. Candidate III: Integrated transformer with positive coupling and its
flux distribution (case II).

Fig. 13. Reluctance model of case II.

in all surrounding legs. Therefore, the arrangement depicted in
Fig. 12 is proposed, where legs of the same type are positioned
adjacent to each other but in opposite directions noted as case
II. This approach reduces the core loss by 17%, dropping from
98 to 81 W

Φ5P3S =
5

Rg
ip1 − 3

Rg
is1 (29)

Φ3P5S =
5

Rg
is1 − 3

Rg
ip1. (30)

The reluctance model of the optimized transformer case II is
shown in Fig. 13. The inductance matrix can be calculated in
(31). From (31), the two parallel windings are positively cou-
pled. The magnetizing inductance and the leakage inductance
of the transformer are calculated in (32) and (33). The Ln of
candidate III is 7.5, which is different from separate transformers
because of the coupling. The simulated Ln value is also 7.5,

which is the same as the calculations

⎡
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(31)

Lm =
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Rg
(32)

Lkp = Lks =
6

Rg
. (33)

D. Candidate IV: Integrated Transformer With Decoupled
Parallel Windings

Based on the previous analysis, the parallel windings are
negatively coupled with candidate II and positively coupled with
candidate III. This paragraph will derive candidates without
coupling between the parallel windings for a comprehensive
comparison.

From Figs. 12 and 13, Leg1 and Leg2 have the same MMF
in opposite directions. So, their total MMF excitations on the
other legs is zero. If MMF is excited on Leg1 and Leg2 from
other legs, the voltages excited on the windings around Leg1 and
Leg2 have the same amount with opposite directions. There-
fore, if Leg1 and Leg2 are considered as one transformer, it
will be decoupled from the other legs. For candidate III, the
legs that do not meet the previous analysis are in the yellow
block shown in Fig. 12. The parallel windings could decouple
from each other by modifying the winding arrangements in the
block.

The first way is to change the winding arrangements, as
shown in Fig. 14 noted as case I. The inductance matrix for
the transformer in Fig. 14 is calculated in (34). The parallel
windings are decoupled from each other. Then, the magnetizing
inductance and leakage inductance are calculated in (35) and
(36). The simulated Ln value is also 11.5, which is the same as
the calculations

⎡
⎢⎢⎣

vp1
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vp2
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⎤
⎥⎥⎦ = s
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0 0
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⎤
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′
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′

⎤
⎥⎥⎦

(34)

Lm =
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Rg
(35)

Lkp = Lks =
4

Rg
. (36)

The second way is to eliminate the coupled legs as shown
in Fig. 15 noted as case II. The inductance matrix of the
transformer shown in Fig. 15 is calculated in (37). The mag-
netizing inductance and leakage inductance are calculated in
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Fig. 14. Candidate IV: Integrated transformer with decoupling and its flux
distribution (case I).

Fig. 15. Candidate IV: Integrated transformer with decoupling and its flux
distribution (case II).

(38) and (39)⎡
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TABLE II
COMPARISON BETWEEN THE TWO DECOUPLED TRANSFORMER

TABLE III
PARAMETERS OF ALL THE CANDIDATES

TABLE IV
PARAMETERS OF TRANSFORMERS WITH DIFFERENT PARALLEL WINDINGS

The comparison of the two decoupled transformers is shown
in Table II. The leakage inductance for the 12-leg transformer
is so small that the operating frequency at the minimum output
voltage will be 400 kHz. The total loss of the 8-leg transformer
is close to the total loss of the 12-leg core, but the leakage
inductance is 52% larger. So, the 8-leg transformer is selected
as candidate III at last.

E. Comparison Between the Candidates

This section compares and concludes the previously proposed
candidates. The detailed information is shown in Table III.

After comparison, the performance of candidate II is close
to separate transformers in terms of inductance, loss, and foot-
print. Candidate III has 16% more leakage inductance under the
same footprint and loss. Candidate IV has 12% smaller total
loss under the same leakage inductance and similar footprint.
Overall, candidate IV has the smallest total loss with the most
leakage inductance integrated among all the four candidates, and
is selected for further analysis.

F. Number of Parallel Windings Selection

All the previous sections only discuss the cases with two
parallel windings. Since the good current sharing can be realized
in a simple way, more parallel windings could also be intro-
duced. This section focuses on selecting the number of parallel
windings. The transformers with three parallel windings and
four parallel windings are shown in Fig. 16. The transformer
information is shown in Table IV. If no parallel windings are
introduced, one four-leg transformer is used to handle 22 kW,
assuming the core loss is Pcore, and winding loss is Pw for the
transformer. When the number of parallel windings increases,
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Fig. 16. Decoupled transformer with parallel windings. (a) Three parallel
windings. (b) Four parallel windings.

the winding loss decreases, but the core loss increases. The total
loss, Ptot is calculated in (40), where n is the number of parallel
windings. If the reduced winding loss from parallel windings is
smaller than the increased core loss, no more parallel windings
should be added. Therefore, the most optimized number of paral-
lel windings is realized when the winding loss is close to the core
loss, and the optimal number of parallel windings is calculated in
(41). Finally, the candidate with two parallel windings is selected
for further analysis and optimization because of the smallest total
loss and footprint

Ptot = nPc + Pw/n
2 (40)

nop = 3
√

Pw/Pc. (41)

III. GENERAL ANALYSIS AND MODEL OF THE PROPOSED

HIGH-POWER TRANSFORMER

The proposed transformer for 22 kW is shown in Fig. 17(a).
Some modifications on the core plate are made to the transformer
by exposing the windings under the core plate. In this way,
the thermal management for the PCB windings will be better,
but with a thicker plate and similar core loss. The previous
comparison and analysis are only for one specific case. A more
general model of the transformer is derived in this chapter,
which includes arbitrary numbers of windings around the core
legs, excitation directions, and connection patterns. As shown
in Fig. 17(a), one matrix transformer is defined with two legs.

Fig. 17. Proposed scalable high-power transformer. (a) 3-D model of four
transformers with independent excitations. (b) Reluctance model of the trans-
former.

The reluctance model of the transformer is shown in
Fig. 17(b), identifying the excitations, flux, and key parameters.
For the nth transformer, the primary current is defined as ipn,
and the secondary current is defined as isn. Φ1n and Φ2n are the
flux flowing through the specified legs. Rg is the reluctance of
the air gap. All the following discussions in this chapter will be
based on the transformer.

A. Coupling Analysis of the Matrix Transformers

Based on the reluctance model, the MMF on the specified
legs can be calculated in (42) and (43). The defined flux flowing
through each leg is calculated in (44) and (45). Then, the flux
linkage of the nth transformer can be calculated in (46) and (47),
indicating that all the matrix transformers are coupled with each
other. The inductance matrix will be an 8× 8 matrix, as shown in
(48) shown at the bottom of the next page, where vpn and vsnare
the voltages induced on the primary and secondary side winding
for the nth transformer, ipn′ and isn

′ are the differentials of the
current excitations flowing through the primary and secondary
side windings with respect to time for the nth transformer. The
self-inductances of the primary and secondary side windings for
the nth transformer, Lp,n and Ls,n, are calculated in (49) and
(50). The mutual inductances between different windings are
calculated in (51)–(54), where Mpn,sn is the mutual inductance
between the primary and secondary windings of the nth trans-
former, Mpn,pm is the mutual inductance between the primary
windings of the nth and mth transformer, Mpn,sm is the mutual
inductance between the primary winding of the nth transformer
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and secondary winding of the mth transformer, and Msn,sm

is the mutual inductance between the secondary windings of
the nth and mth transformer. From the equations, the matrix
transformers are coupled with each other, making it hard to
design and analyze. So, the matrix transformers need to be
decoupled for free connections.

From (51)–(54), the matrix transformers are still coupled if
the mutual inductances are not zero. A matrix transformer can be
decoupled from the other matrix transformers if (55) is satisfied.
The flux inside the matrix transformer, Φtn is simplified as (56).
So, the decoupling requirement is found with a proper physical
explanation

F1n = Np1n ipn −Ns1nisn (42)

F2n = Np2n ipn −Ns2nisn (43)

Φ1n =
F1n

Rg
+ 7

4∑
n=1

F2n − F1n

56Rg
(44)

Φ2n =
F2n

Rg
+ 7

4∑
n=1

F1n − F2n

56Rg
(45)

λpn = Np1nΦ1n +Np2nΦ2n (46)

λsn = Ns1nΦ1n +Ns2nΦ2n (47)

Lp,n =
7(N2

p1n +N2
p2n) + 2Np1nNp2n

8Rg
(49)

Ls,n =
7(N2

s1n +N2
s2n) + 2Ns1nNs2n

8Rg
(50)

Mpn,sn =

− 7 (Np1nNs1n+Np2nNs2n)+Np1nNs2n+Np2nNs1n

8Rg

(51)

Mpn,pm =
Np1n(Np2m −Np1m) +Np2n (Np1m −Np2m)

8Rg

(52)

Mpn,sm =
Np1n (Ns1m −Ns2m) +Np2n (Ns2m −Ns1m)

8Rg

(53)

Msn,sm =
Ns1n(Ns1m −Ns2m) +Ns2n(Ns2m −Ns1m)

8Rg

(54)

Np2n = Np1n = Npn; Ns2n = Ns1n = Nsn (55)

Fig. 18. Transformer T model.

Φtn =
Npnip −Nsnis

Rg
. (56)

B. Analysis of Transformer Configurations

The previous section analyzes the coupling between the ma-
trix transformers. The impact of different connection patterns on
the transformer performance will be introduced in this section.

Fig. 18 shows the general T-model of one single matrix
transformer, where Ntn is the turns ratio, Lmn is the magne-
tizing inductance, and Lkpn, Lksn are the leakage inductances
calculated in (57)–(60)

Ntn = Npn /Nsn (57)

Lmn = −NtnMpn,sn = 2N2
pn/Rg (58)

Lkpn = Lpn − Lmn = 0 (59)

Lksn = Lsn − Lmn

N2
tn

= 0. (60)

If all the matrix transformers are connected in series, the
turns ratio, magnetizing inductance, and leakage inductances
can be calculated using the T-model in (61)–(64). From
the equations, the leakage inductance is mainly introduced
by the difference of the primary and secondary turns numbers.
The same calculation process can be applied to circumstances
with more matrix transformers integrated. So, the series con-
nection could introduce leakage inductance and reduce the volt-
second at high voltage applications based on Faraday’s law

Nt =

∑4
n=1 Npn∑4
n=1 Nsn

(61)

Lm =

∑4
n=1 Npn∑4
n=1 Nsn

·
4∑

n=1

2NpnNsn

Rg
(62)

Lkp =
4∑

n=1

4N2
pn

Rg
−

∑4
n=1 Npn∑4
n=1 Nsn

·
4∑

n=1

2NpnNsn

Rg
(63)

⎡
⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

vp1
vs1
vp2
vs2
vp3
vs3
vp4
vs4

⎤
⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦
= s

⎡
⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣
Mp2,s1

Lp,1 Mp1,s1 Mp1,p2 Mp1,s2 Mp1,p3 Mp1,s3 Mp1,p4 Mp1,s4

Mp1,s1 Ls,1 Mp2,s1 Ms1,s2 Mp3,s1 Ms1,s3 Mp4,s1 Ms1,s4

Mp1,p2 Mp2,s1 Lp,2 Mp2,s2 Mp2,p3 Mp2,s3 Mp2,p4 Mp2,s4

Mp1,s2 Ms2,s1 Mp2,s2 Ls,2 Mp3,s2 Ms2,s3 Mp4,s2 Ms2,s4

Mp1,p3 Mp3,s1 Mp2,p3 Mp3,s2 Lp,3 Mp3,s3 Mp3,p4 Mp3,s4

Mp1,s3 Ms3,s1 Mp2,s3 Ms2,s3 Mp3,s3 Ls,3 Mp4,s3 Ms3,s4

Mp1,p4 Mp4,s1 Mp2,p4 Mp4,s2 Mp3,p4 Mp4,s3 Lp,4 Mp4,s4

Mp1,s4 Ms4,s1 Mp2,s4 Ms2,s4 Mp3,s4 Ms3,s4 Mp4,s4 Ls,4

⎤
⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦

⎡
⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

i′p1
i′s1
i′p2
i′s2
i′p3
i′s3
i′p4
i′s4

⎤
⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦

(48)



YUAN et al.: ANALYSIS AND COMPARISON OF INTEGRATED PLANAR TRANSFORMERS FOR 22-KW ON-BOARD CHARGERS 11377

Fig. 19. Transformer with hybrid connection.

Lks =

4∑
n=1

4N2
sn

Rg
−

∑4
n=1 Nsn∑4
n=1 Npn

·
4∑

n=1

2NpnNsn

Rg
. (64)

Parallel connections are adopted to reduce the current stress
on the PCB windings. Based on the previous analysis, the cur-
rent distribution is mainly impacted by the leakage inductance,
controlled by the turns number and air gap. Therefore, the
hybrid connection is proposed. The circuit diagram of the hybrid
connection is shown in Fig. 19. Tx1 and Tx2 are connected
in series, and Tx3 and Tx4 are connected in series. Then, the
windings are connected in parallel. Good current sharing can
be realized if (65) can be realized by controlling the turns
numbers

Lkp,1−2 = Lkp,3−4

Lks,1−2 = Lks,3−4. (65)

C. Matrix Transformers Arrangement and Flux Distributions

Since all the transformers are decoupled, the matrix trans-
formers can be freely arranged. The arrangements do not impact
the flux in the core legs or the inductances but affect the flux
distribution on the core plates. To analyze the flux distribution
on the plate, the total flux is separated into two components as
calculated in (66). One is the triangular waveform generated by
the magnetizing current; the other is the sinusoidal waveform
generated by the load current.

Φtn =
Npnim
Rg

+
(Npn −Nsn) is

Rg
. (66)

The plate flux distribution is impacted by the MMF and
the reluctance on the core. Therefore, different arrangements
have different flux distributions on the plate. An arrangement
satisfying (65) is shown in Fig. 20(a), where Rc is the core
reluctance, much smaller than Rg . The blue and red arrows
indicate the winding directions around the core legs. The white
dots and crosses show the direction of the magnetizing flux,
which are triangular waveforms. Based on the reluctance model,
the flux through all the paths could be analyzed. The flux is
shown in Fig. 20(b), calculated based on (33). According to the
figure, path two (P2) and path three (P3) only have triangular flux
going through. P4 only has sinusoidal flux going through. P1 has

TABLE V
TRANSFORMER ARRANGEMENT COMPARISON

both kinds of flux going through. Fig. 20(a) shows the maximum
flux density of the transformer. Based on the simulation, the core
loss for case I is 99 W at the nominal condition. From the anal-
ysis, the flux is not evenly distributed, especially the sinusoidal
flux.

To have the best flux distribution, the flux in one leg con-
sistently opposes the flux in all surrounding legs, as shown in
Fig. 21(a). In this arrangement, the horizontal reluctance and
vertical reluctance are the same for both kinds of legs. More
evenly distributed flux is realized. The calculated flux distribu-
tion is shown in Fig. 21(b). P2 and P3 now have sinusoidal flux.
Both the flux through P1 and P4 are reduced. The maximum flux
is reduced by 20 μWb compared to arrangement I. The core loss
for case II is 80 W, a 20% reduction.

Although arrangement II can realize the lowest core loss,
the winding inlets and outlets are on the short edge for PCB
layout, which is better suited for narrow PCB layouts. However,
the transformer will fit into the final hardware better in this
work. Therefore, arrangement III is proposed with winding inlets
and outlets on the long edge is shown in Fig. 22(a). The flux
distribution is calculated in Fig. 22(b).

Table V shows the information on the cases discussed. Ar-
rangement IV uses two separate four-leg transformers with
the same winding patterns shown in Fig. 23, assuming good
current sharing is realized for both transformers. Compared to
separate cores, the best structure has a 22% core loss reduction.
Considering loss and layout, arrangement III is selected at last.

IV. CLLC RESONANT CONVERTER DESIGN STEPS AND

CONSIDERATIONS

This paragraph discusses the design steps and considerations
of the CLLC resonant converter, including topology comparison
and transformer parameter selection. The design flowchart is
shown in Fig. 24.

A. Transformer Parameter Design

This section focuses on the transformer parameters design,
including magnetizing inductanceLm, turns ratio n, and leakage
inductance Lk.

First, the device loss for different dead time, td is swept as
shown in Fig. 25. To achieve zero voltage switching (ZVS),
the magnetizing inductance should satisfy (67), where Ts is
the switching period, td is the dead time, Coss is the output
capacitance of the device, and n is the turns ratio. Small mag-
netizing inductance means larger magnetizing current and more
device loss, so the boundary of inductance values are chosen for
different dead time. The total device loss includes the conduction
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Fig. 20. Arrangement I: (a) winding arrangement and core flux distribution; (b) calculated flux on the core plates.

Fig. 21. Arrangement II: (a) winding arrangement and core flux distribution; (b) calculated flux on the core plates.

loss for the primary and the secondary devices calculated in
(68), the primary turnoff loss calculated in (69), and the driving
loss calculated in (70), where NQ and NSR are the number of
primary and secondary side devices, Irms_Q and Irms_SR are
the RMS current flowing through the primary and secondary
devices, Rds_on_Q and Rds_on_SR are the drain-to-source on
resistance of the primary and secondary devices, Eoff is the
turn off energy, fsw is the switching frequency, Vf_Q and Vf_SR

are the gate voltage amplitude for the primary and secondary

devices,Qg_Q andQg_SR are the total gate charge of the primary
and secondary devices. At last, td is selected to be 130 ns for the
lowest device loss, and Lm is selected to be 33 μH for ZVS

Lm ≤
(
Ts

2 − td
)
td

16Coss (1 + 1/n2)
(67)

Pcond = NQ I2rms_QRds_on_Q +NSRI
2
rms_SRRds_on_SR

(68)
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Fig. 22. Arrangement III: (a) winding arrangement and core flux distribution; (b) calculated flux on the core plates.

Fig. 23. Arrangement IV: (a) winding arrangement and core flux distribution; (b) calculated flux on the core plates.

Pturn_off = NQ Eofffsw (69)

Pdri = NQ Vf_QQg_Qfsw +NSRVf_SRQg_SRfsw (70)

Ln = Lm
Lr

. (71)

Then, the operating frequency range for different possible
turns numbers and Ln defined in (71) are compared as shown in
Table VI using eight layers PCB. From the table, the frequency
range is minimized when the turns ratio is equal to one. For larger
Ln, the maximum switching frequency is 400 kHz, dramatically

TABLE VI
FREQUENCY RANGE FOR DIFFERENT PARAMETERS
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Fig. 24. Design steps of the proposed transformer.

Fig. 25. Device loss versus dead time at the nominal condition.

TABLE VII
RESONANT TANK PARAMETERS

increasing the loss at the lowest output voltage. For smaller
Ln, the interleaving of the transformer windings is sacrificed.
So, both winding land core losses are increased, lowering the
peak efficiency. When Ln equals 7.5, the maximum frequency
is below 350 kHz, and the transformer loss is acceptable. So, Ln

is selected to be 7.5 at last. The final resonant tank parameters
are shown in Table VII.

B. Transformer Materials Selection and Optimization
Parameters Definition

This section selects the core material, and winding thickness,
and defines the parameters that must be optimized.

The core loss density versus the maximum flux density at the
resonant frequency is shown in Fig. 26. DMR96A was chosen
because of the smaller core loss density. The skin depth of copper
at 250 kHz is about 130 μm, so 4 oz copper is selected, whose
thickness is around 139 μm.

Fig. 26. Core loss density of different materials at 250 kHz.

Fig. 27. Transformer optimization parameters definition.

The transformer optimization parameters are defined in
Fig. 27, including the core radius r and winding width c. The op-
timization process will be the tradeoff between the transformer
footprint and the total loss. Different r and c combinations will
also impact the distribution of core loss and winding loss.

C. Transformer Optimization Process

After defining the optimization parameters, this part shows the
optimization process based on the nominal condition at 22 kW
750 V input voltage.

finite element analysis (FEA) simulations are run for different
r and c combinations. The core loss is obtained from the 3-
D simulations, including hysteresis loss and eddy current loss
[20]. The winding loss is obtained from the 2-D simulations
because of the finer mesh. The results are shown in Fig. 28.
When the core radius increases, core loss will decrease with a
larger cross-sectional area, and winding loss will increase with
more extended windings. When the winding width increases, the
winding loss will decrease with a smaller current density, and
core loss only increases slightly because of the limited impact
on the total core volume.

Fig. 28(c) shows the plot of the total loss of the transformer.
The dashed lines represent transformers with the same footprint.
Each dashed line is tangent to a curve with the same total loss.
The intersection point means the transformer with the smallest
loss under the same footprint. If all the intersection points are
collected, Fig. 29 can be obtained with the optimal cases. The
total transformer loss tends to be flat when the footprint is close
to 13000 mm2.
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Fig. 28. Loss information for different r and c combinations: (a) core loss; (b)
winding loss; and (c) total loss.

Fig. 29. Detailed loss distribution of the optimal design points.

Considering the PCB layout, the final footprint is selected to
be 12480 mm2. The final transformer parameters are shown in
Table VIII.

V. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

A. Converter Prototype

The prototype is shown in Fig. 30. The details are shown in
Table IX.

TABLE VIII
TRANSFORMER DETAILS

Fig. 30. 22-kW CLLC resonant converter prototype.

TABLE IX
PROTOTYPE DETAILS

The devices are commercial dies packaged into the PCB by
AT&S [19]. The Ln value in the real transformer is 7.3, which
is only 2.6% away from the calculation result of 7.5. The main
power stage uses a 4-layer, 4-oz PCB. Another 4-layer, 4-oz
PCB daughter board is connected to the bottom only for the
PCB windings.

B. Experimental Testing Results

Figs. 31 and 32 show the tested results at different conditions.
Vds_Q2 and Vgs_Q2 are the drain to source voltage and the

gate voltage for the primary low side switch. Ip_1 and Ip_2 are
the currents flowing through the parallel primary side windings,
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Fig. 31. Testing waveforms at different conditions. (a) Vin = Vo =850 V, Po = 4.4 kW; (b) Vin = Vo =850 V, Po = 22 kW; (c) Vin = Vo = 750 V, Po =
4.4 kW; (d) Vin = Vo = 750 V, Po = 22 kW.

TABLE X
PERFORMANCE COMPARISON

respectively.Vds_SR2 andVgs_SR2 are the drain to source voltage
and the gate voltage for the secondary low side switch. Is_1

and Is_2 are the currents flowing through the parallel secondary
side windings, respectively, Ip, Is, and Im are the total primary
side current, total secondary side current, and the magnetizing
current, respectively.

The current is more triangular at the light load from the
waveforms because magnetizing current takes the majority.
When the load increases, the waveform becomes a sinusoidal
waveform because the load current takes the majority. Perfect
current sharing is realized under all the conditions.

The converter efficiency at different load conditions is shown
in Fig. 33. The full load power is 22 kW. The efficiency at
different output voltages is shown in Fig. 34. Fig. 35 shows
the loss decomposition at the nominal condition.

Magnetic loss and device loss take a larger composition. The
other loss includes the loss on vias, ESR loss of the resonant
capacitors and decoupling capacitors, and loss on the PCB
traces.

The maximum current limit is 30 A in the charging profile.
The peak efficiency is 98.5%. The highest full load efficiency is
98.4%.

Fig. 36 shows the thermal performance at 550 V, 16.5 kW at
the worst case after 10 min. The ambient temperature is 25 °C.
The maximum winding temperature is 80 °C. The maximum
core temperature is 55 °C. The thermal distribution on the core
plate matches the flux distribution analysis well. Since the PCB
windings are exposed, the thermal performance could be better
with a customized cold plate. The comparison between this work
and the other works is shown in Table X.
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Fig. 32. Testing waveforms at different conditions. (a) Vin = Vo = 650 V,
Po = 4.4 kW; (b) Vin = Vo = 650 V, Po = 19.8 kW; (c) Vo = 650 V, Vo =
600 V, Po = 18 kW; (d) Vo = 650 V, Vo =550 V, Po = 16.5 kW.

Fig. 33. Converter efficiency under different load conditions (Po_max =
22 kW).

Fig. 34. Converter efficiency for different output voltage in the charging profile
(Io_max = 30 A).

Fig. 35. Loss decomposition at the nominal condition ( Vin = Vo = 750 V,
Po = 22 kW).

Fig. 36. Thermal performance at the worst case ( Vo = 550 V, Po =
16.5 kW, 10 min).

VI. CONCLUSION

This article proposes a 22-kW planar transformer design with
a detailed analysis of the coupling behavior, current, and flux
distributions. The excitations on the core legs are found to impact
the coupling of the parallel windings. The parallel windings can
have positive coupling, negative coupling, and decoupling be-
haviors with different excitations. Different numbers of parallel
windings are also compared.



11384 IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON POWER ELECTRONICS, VOL. 39, NO. 9, SEPTEMBER 2024

A way to decouple the matrix transformers without decou-
pling legs is proposed to expose the windings for better thermal
performance. The perfect current sharing is realized under all the
conditions. The transformer also has good scalability because
of the good current sharing. The analyzed and most optimized
matrix transformers’ arrangement has a 22% smaller core loss
than two separated transformers.

Because of the integrated planar transformer and the optimiza-
tion process, the 22-kW CLLC resonant converter prototype
could reach 98.5% peak efficiency and 11.6 kW/L power density.
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APPENDIX I
INDUCTANCE CALCULATIONS FOR CANDIDATE II

The detailed inductance calculations are derived in this ap-
pendix for candidate II with negative coupling. The reluctance
model is shown in Fig. 7. The MMFs generated by the windings
in different legs are calculated in (A1)–(A4) as Faleg1 - Fdleg3,
where ip1, ip2 are the current excitations for the primary two
parallel windings, is1, is2 are the current excitations for the
secondary two parallel windings

Faleg1 = Faleg2 = Faleg3 = 5ip1 − 3is1 (A1)

Fbleg1 = Fbleg2 = Fbleg3 = 3ip1 − 5is1 (A2)

Fcleg1 = Fcleg2 = Fcleg3 = 5ip2 − 3is2 (A3)

Fdleg1 = Fdleg2 = Fdleg3 = 3ip2 − 5is2. (A4)

The next step is to calculate the flux in each leg. Unlike
the proposed decoupled case, the calculations for the coupled
transformers are more complicated because the flux from the
other legs needs to be considered. The flux in each leg is
calculated in (A5)–(A12), with directions shown in Fig. 7. Rg

is the reluctance of the air gap

Φaleg1 = Φaleg3 =
29

6Rg
ip1 − 19

6Rg
is1 − 1

6Rg
(ip2 + is2)

(A5)

Φaleg2 = Φaleg2 =
31

6Rg
ip1 − 17

6Rg
is1 +

1

6Rg
(ip2 + is2)

(A6)

Φbleg1 = Φbleg3 =
29

6Rg
is1 − 19

6Rg
ip1 − 1

6Rg
(ip2 + is2)

(A7)

Φbleg2 =
31

6Rg
is1 − 17

6Rg
ip1 +

1

6Rg
(ip2 + is2) (A8)

Φcleg1 = Φcleg3 =
29

6Rg
ip2 − 19

6Rg
is2 − 1

6Rg
(ip1 + is1)

(A9)

Φcleg2 =
31

6Rg
ip2 − 17

6Rg
is2 +

1

6Rg
(ip1 + is1) (A10)

Φdleg1 = Φdleg3 =
29

6Rg
is2 − 19

6Rg
ip2 − 1

6Rg
(ip1 + is1)

(A11)

Φdleg2 =
31

6Rg
is2 − 17

6Rg
ip2 +

1

6Rg
(ip2 + is2) . (A12)

Based on Faraday’s law shown in (A13), the total voltage of
each winding is the summation of the voltage induced on each
leg

v = N · dΦ
dt

. (A13)

Then we can get the inductance matrix calculated in (A14),
where vp1, vp2 are the voltage induced on the two primary
parallel windings, vs1, vs2 are the voltage induced on the two
secondary parallel windings⎡
⎢⎢⎣

vp1
vs1
vp2
vs2

⎤
⎥⎥⎦ =

⎡
⎢⎢⎢⎣

305
3Rg

− 271
3Rg

− 1
3Rg

− 1
3Rg

− 271
3Rg

305
3Rg

− 1
3Rg

− 1
3Rg

− 1
3Rg

− 1
3Rg

305
3Rg

− 271
3Rg

− 1
3Rg

− 1
3Rg

− 271
3Rg

305
3Rg

⎤
⎥⎥⎥⎦
⎡
⎢⎢⎣

ip1
′

is1
′

ip2
′

is2
′

⎤
⎥⎥⎦ .

(A14)
Since parallel windings are introduced to the transformer,

(A15) and (A16) is met if the transformer is seen as a whole,
where vp, vs are the total voltage across the primary and
secondary windings, ip, is are the total current excitations
for the primary and secondary windings. Then (A14) can be
transformed into (A17), with the self-inductance and the mutual
inductance. From the T model shown in Fig. 18, the magnetizing
inductance and leakage inductance can be calculated in (A18)
and (A19)

vp = vp1 = vp2 ; vs = vs1 = vs2 (A15)

ip = ip1 + ip2; is = is1 + is2 (A16)[
vp
vs

]
=

[
152
3Rg

− 136
3Rg

− 136
3Rg

152
3Rg

] [
ip
is

]
(A17)

Lm =
136

3Rg
(A18)

Lkp = Lks =
16

3Rg
. (A19)
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