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An Efficient Dual-Output Bipolar Buck-Boost
AC-AC Converter With Flexible Operation Range
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Abstract—Three-phase flexible ac-link (FACL) converter con-
figuration enables the production of three-phase ac voltages with
decoupled magnitude and phase using single-phase ac–ac convert-
ers. However, traditional FACL converter require six discrete ac–ac
converters. Building upon the recently introduced FACL configu-
ration that utilizes only three dual-output converters, this article
proposes a new and efficient single-input, dual-output bipolar ac–ac
converter for applications in the new FACL topology. It can provide
independent control of buck and boost voltage transfer ratios, and
both outputs are completely independent of each other, capable
of producing the same or opposite phase outputs with independent
control of their magnitudes. Moreover, all devices experience signif-
icantly smaller (and identical) voltage stresses and current stresses.
The proposed converter avoids the use of bidirectional ac switches,
thus simplifying the commutation process of traditional ac–ac
converters. The input and output currents are continuous, avoiding
harmonic pollution in the input supply and saving additional fil-
ters. Furthermore, the proposed converter has reversible operation
and can provide bidirectional power flow. An in-depth analysis of
the proposed converter is provided based on the proposed switch
modulation strategies for various operation scenarios. Detailed
comparisons with existing counterpart converters prove its better
circuit performance with smaller component stresses and ripples
and improved input/output power quality. Finally, experimental
results prove the feasibility of the proposed converter.

Index Terms—AC–AC power conversion, bipolar operation,
dual-output, flexible ac link (FACL) converter, voltage
compensation.

I. INTRODUCTION

THE integration of intermittent renewable energy sources,
coupled with diverse grid disturbances, dynamic states, and

varying loads, has significantly increased uncertainties in grid
operations. ac–ac power converters can improve grid voltage
flexibility and control [1], [2]. Traditional ac–ac power con-
version is typically achieved through back-to-back connected
indirect ac–dc–ac converters with a dc-link [3], [4]. However,
using dc-link capacitors adds weight, cost, and failure rates while
reducing system lifespan [4], [5].
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Recently, there has been increased interest in direct
pulsewidth modulation ac–ac converters [6], [7] due to their
single-stage power conversion, elimination of dc-link elec-
trolytic capacitors, simple operation, and smaller footprint. Tra-
ditional ac–ac converters [8] are adapted from dc–dc converters
by replacing unidirectional voltage-blocking devices with bidi-
rectional ac switches. However, these converters are unipolar,
providing either same-phase or antiphase output voltages, which
limits their applications primarily to full load rating direct ac
voltage regulation [9]. While simple to implement, they require
a three-winding transformer with opposite polarity taps to gen-
erate a bipolar output [10].

Bipolar output ac–ac converters [7], [10] are primarily being
developed to provide both negative and positive series voltage,
addressing grid voltage sags and swells in dynamic voltage
restorer applications [2], [7], [10]. The basic bipolar ac–ac
converter [11] is derived from a Z-source network, utilizing a
unique combination of inductors and capacitors for inverting and
noninverting operations. However, it lacks noninverting buck
operation, and the presence of numerous passive components
increases its footprint. The unified bipolar ac–ac converter [12]
reduces the number of passive components but still lacks nonin-
verting boost operation and features discontinuous input/output
currents.

Various classes of bipolar ac–ac converters have been de-
veloped to address commutation problems associated with
standard bidirectional ac device-based converters [11], [12].
These include continuous input/output current converters [13],
switching-cell-based converters [2], [7], [14], [15], and nondif-
ferential ac chopper-based converters [16], [17], [18]. However,
a fundamental limitation of these ac–ac converters is their in-
ability to produce a finite output voltage when the input voltage
crosses zero, restricting the synthesized output voltage phase
to be either in-phase or antiphase with the input voltage. The
dual-virtual quadrature source control method [19] can adjust
the output voltage phase within a limited range but requires an
auxiliary transformer to filter out the third harmonic component.
Additionally, there is a trade-off between the achievable phase
shift and the amplitude of the output voltage.

In a three-phase ac system, a novel method for synthesizing
a single-phase output voltage with adjustable amplitude and
phase has been developed using two ac–ac converters fed from
two phase lines [20], [21], [22], [23], [24]. Conventional flex-
ible ac-link (FACL) converters [20], [21], [22] utilize unipolar
ac choppers, restricting output phase-shift control to a single
quadrant. A recent proposal [23] replaces unipolar converters
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Fig. 1. Three-phase FACL topologies. (a) Developed in [23] implemented with
single output converters of [16] and its voltage synthesis process. (b) Developed
in [24].

with bipolar ac–ac converters [16], enabling operation across all
four quadrants. This three-phase FACL converter configuration,
depicted in Fig. 1(a), features two bipolar ac–ac converters, each
supplied from separate phase lines, with their outputs connected
in series to generate a single-phase output with controllable
amplitude (only step-down) and phase (fully adjustable). For
example, the phase-A output voltage vFA can be synthesized by
integrating the outputs of two converters fed from phase-B and
phase-C supply lines (vA and vB). The generated phase voltages
(vFA, vFB , and vFC) can independently feed loads and manage
full-load power processing or be injected in series with input line
voltages (vA, vB and vC), providing controllable voltage across
the load bus line to mitigate voltage sags and swells, including
phase jumps, for passive loads. Additionally, the phase-shifted
voltage across the load bus can regulate power flow when an
active load is connected. However, this FACL configuration has
several limitations: it requires six ac–ac converters to provide
three-phase output voltages, increasing component count, im-
plementation cost, and complexity; it uses buck-type ac choppers
[16], limiting the achievable voltage amplitude; and it draws dis-
continuous current from ac mains, increasing input current total
harmonic distortion (THD) and necessitating sizeable LC filters.

Introducing a significant step-forward in FACL converter
development, the research in [24] proposed an improved three-
phase FACL converter [24], consisting of four-leg dual-output
converters, as illustrated in Fig. 1(b). This configuration neces-
sitates only three converters, thereby reducing the FACL design

and implementation complexity with reduced component count
and cost. However, the dual-output converter in [24] imposes
certain constraints on the buck and boost duty ratios and voltage
gains. Specifically, the boost module operates with half the duty
cycle range of a traditional boost converter, with a minimum
voltage gain of 2, while the buck module is limited to a duty
ratio of [0, 0.5] and a voltage gain below 0.5. These constraints
increase the voltage stress on switches, the current and voltage
ripples in passive components, and require the large and costly
components.

Inspired from the work in [24], this research proposes
a new dual-output bipolar buck-boost ac–ac converter and
its modulation strategies for application in FACL con-
verter. The proposed converter has the following salient
characteristics and improvements over the previous work
in [24].

1) Buck and boost stages are fully decoupled and inde-
pendent. Boost voltage gain can be adjusted from 1 to
beyond, and buck voltage gain can be varied from 0 to
1, independent of each other. This solves the duty ratio
and gain constraints of the previous work, improving the
operation range of the converter.

2) The proposed operations are very efficient with much
smaller component voltage and current stresses.

3) Both outputs can be modulated independently of each
other in terms of both their amplitude and voltage polarity.

4) It draws continuous current from ac mains and provides
continuous output currents. Moreover, its inductor de-
mand is significantly reduced.

5) Only three proposed converters are required to implement
three-phase FACL.

6) Proposed converter does not have commutation issues of
traditional ac–ac converters with bidirectional ac switches.

The rest of this article is organized as follows. Section II
introduces proposed topology and its operation. Section III ana-
lyzes voltage/current stress and ripple in the proposed converter.
Section IV compares it with conventional FACL converters,
while Section V presents simulation and experimental results.
Finally, Section VI concludes the article.

II. PROPOSED AC–AC CONVERTER AND ITS OPERATION

Fig. 2 illustrates the proposed dual-output bipolar buck-boost
ac–ac converter, for application in improved three-phase FACL
converter, as illustrated in Fig. 1(b). It comprises a boost in-
put module, which includes an input LC filter LinCin along
with switches S1 − S4. This module provides a step-up and
rectified voltage across capacitor Ci with a voltage gain of
1 and beyond. Two output buck modules are fed from ca-
pacitor Ci: Buck module-1 consists of switches S5 − S8 and
output LC filter Lo1Co1 and generates output voltage of vo1;
Buck module-2 comprises of switches S9 − S12 and output
LC filter Lo2Co2 and produces voltage of vo2. The gains of
the buck modules1 and 2 can be adjusted within a complete
range of [0, 1] independent of each other and that of input boost
module.
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Fig. 2. Proposed dual-output bipolar buck-boost AC–AC converter.

Fig. 3. Switch control signals for noninverting outputs with different ampli-
tudes.

In order to meet the requirements of FACL converter, the
proposed topology is required to generate two output voltages
with independent magnitudes and provide four polarity
combinations: both outputs are noninverting, both outputs are
inverting, output-1 is noninverting while output-2 is inverting,
and output-1 is inverting while output-2 is noninverting.

A. Both Noninverting Outputs With Different Amplitudes

Fig. 3 shows the proposed switch modulation strategy to
produce two noninverting buck-boost outputs with different
amplitudes. Input side switches S1 and S2 are line-frequency
modulated, and switches S2 and S3 are modulated at switching
frequency by comparing reference signal Vi with triangular
carrier signal vtri. For positive input half-cycle vin > 0, switch
S1 is completely ON andS2 is completely OFF. On-time of switch
S3 represents the interval DiTs, and on-time of its complemen-
tary switch S4 makes up interval (1−Di)Ts. Switches S5, S7

(of module-1) and S9, S11 (of module-2) are line-frequency
modulated. Switches S6, S8 (of module-1) and S10, S12 (of
module-2) are high-frequency modulated by comparing refer-
ence signals Vo1 and Vo2 with vtri. For vin > 0, switches S5, S11

are completely ON and S7, S9 are OFF. On-time of switches
S8 and S12 represent the time intervals Do1Ts and Do2Ts,

respectively. Switches S6 and S11 are switched complemen-
tary to switches S8 and S12, respectively. Notably, references
Vi, Vo1, and Vo2 can be independently adjusted from 0 to 1,
offering greater operational flexibility in the proposed converter
compared to [24]. For vin > 0, four equivalent circuits exist
as shown in Fig. 4. Circuit operation for vin > 0 is explained
later.

1) Interval-1[0∼ DiTs]: Switches S1, S3, S5, S8, S10 and
S11 are ON [see Fig. 4(a)]. The other switches are OFF. The
input inductor Lin stores energy from the input source through
switches S1 and S3. Capacitor Ci provides energy to inductor
Lo1 and load-1 through switches S5 and S8. It also supplies
energy to output inductor Lo2 and load-2 through switches S10

andS11. Positive capacitorCi voltages appear across both output
LC filters. Applying KVL, we get the following circuit voltage
relations:{

vLin− vin = 0; vLo1− vCi =−vo1; vLo2− vCi = −vo2 .
(1)

2) Interval-2 [DiTs ∼ Do1Ts]: All switching states remain
same except input side switch S3 is turned-OFF and S4 is turned-
ON [see Fig. 4(b)]. Input source vin and inductor Lin together
provide energy to charge capacitor Ci through switches S1 and
S4. Capacitor Ci keeps providing energy to inductors Lo1, Lo2

and both loads as in previous interval. Applying KVL, we get
the following circuit voltage relations:{
vLin− vin =−vCi; vLo1− vCi =−vo1 ; vLo2− vCi =−vo2 .

(2)
3) Interval-3 [Do1Ts ∼ Do2Ts]: Switching signals and

states of input boosting stage and buck module-2 remain same
as in interval-2. For buck module-1, switch S8 is turned-OFF and
S6 is turned-ON [see Fig. 1(c)[. Load-1 is disconnected from the
main circuit and it is feed by energy from inductor Lo1. Inductor
Lo1 current freewheels through switches S5 and S6. Applying
KVL, we get{

vLin − vin = −vCi; vLo1 = −vo1 ; vLo2 − vCi = −vo2 .
(3)

4) Interval-4 [ Do2Ts ∼ Ts]: The buck module-2 undergoes
switching transition. Switch S10 is turned-OFF and S6 is turned-
ON. Now load-2 is also disconnected from input circuit and
inductor Lo2 supports the load. Inductor Lo2 current freewheels
through switches S11 and S12. Switching states and operations
of input boosting stage and load-1 remain the same as in previous
interval. Applying KVL, we get{

vLin − vin = −vCi; vLo1 = −vo1 ; vLo2 = −vo2 . (4)

By making average inductors voltages zero for a switching-
cycle, capacitor Ci voltage and output voltages vo1 and vo2 can
be determined as{

vCi =
1

1−Di
vin; vo1 = Do1 vCi; vo2 = Do2 vCi . (5)

In (5), assume Gi =
vCi

vin
, Go1 = vo1

vCi
and Go2 = vo2

vCi
. Then

input to output voltage transfer ratios Goi1 = vo1

vin
and Goi2 =

vo2

vin
of both outputs are given by{

Goi1 = vo1

vin
= Do1

1−Di
; Goi2 = vo2

vin
= Do2

1−Di
. (6)
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Fig. 4. Equivalent circuits for both noninverting buck-boost outputs with different amplitudes. (a) Interval-1. (b) Interval-2. (c) Interval-3. (d) Interval-4.

Fig. 5. Three-dimensional voltage gain plots versus two duty ratios.

Fig. 6. Switch control signals for one noninverting output and one inverting
output with different amplitudes.

All three duty ratios Di, Do1 and Do2 can be adjusted in
the full range [0,1] and completely independent of each other.
Fig. 5 shows a three-dimensional plot of gain Goi1 (or Goi2)
with variations in duty ratios Di and Do1 (or Do2). As observed,
they are numerous combinations of Di and Do1 (or Do2) which
provide the same gainGoi1 (orGoi2). The bold lines “a” and “b”
on the curve are special cases when Di = 0 and Do1 = 1 (or
Do2 = 1), respectively. For operation along curve ‘a’, switches
S3 and S4 are power-frequency modulated, Gi = 1 and Goi1 =
Go1 . Thus, this is an efficient buck operation scenario where
only the duty ratios Do1 and Do2 are modulated (and hence only
buck modules are activated). Similarly, the operation along curve
‘b’ is efficient boost operation scenario in which switches S6,
S8, S10, and S12 are power-frequency modulated with Go1 =
Go2 = 1, and only the boost duty ratio Di is modulated.

Fig. 7. Equivalent circuits for noninverting output-1 and inverting output-2.
(a) Interval-a. (b) Interval-b.

B. One Noninverting Output and One Inverting Output With
Different Amplitudes

Fig. 6 illustrates the proposed switch modulation to generate
noninverting output-1 and inverting output-2. The reference
signals Vi, Vo1 and switch control signals (S1 − S8) of the input
boost stage and buck module-1 remain the same. The only
difference lies in modulation signals of switches S9 − S12 of
module-2. Switches S9 and S11 operate complementary at the
power frequency again, but switch S9 is now fully turned-ON for
vin > 0. Switches S10 and S12 operate at switching frequency
by comparing Vo2 with vtri. However, the on-time of switch S12

now constitutes the time interval Do2Ts, while that of switch
S10 constitutes the time interval (1−Do2)Ts. There are four
operation intervals again, but the operation of the boosting stage
and output-1 remains the same as in the previous operation.
Therefore, only two intervals are explained corresponding to
the operation of output module-2.

1) Interval-a [0∼Do2Ts]: During this interval, switches S9

and S12 are turned on (Fig. 7(a)). Capacitor Ci provides energy
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Fig. 8. Switch voltage stresses as function of voltage gains Gi and Goi.
(a) Buck operation. (b) Boost operation.

to output inductor Lo2 and load-2. The polarity of capacitor
Ci voltage as applied across the output LC filter of load-2 is re-
versed. This inverts the load-2 voltagevo2 in comparison with the
input voltagevin. This interval combines intervals-1 [0 ∼ DiTs],
interval-2 [DiTs ∼ Do1Ts], and interval-3 [Do1Ts ∼ Do2Ts] of
the previous operation, and current loops of the input boosting
stage and output module-1 are illustrated by solid and dotted
lines. The voltage across inductor Lo2 is given by as a function
of capacitor Ci voltage and load-2 voltage vo2{

vLo2 = −vo2 + vCi . (7)

2) Interval-b [Do2Ts∼ Ts]: The output module-2 undergoes
switching transition (Fig. 7(b)). Switch S12 is turned-OFF, and
S10 is turned-ON. Now, the output module-2 is disconnected
from the input, and inductor Lo2 supports the load-2. Inductor
Lo2 current freewheels through switches S9 and S10. Switching
states and operations of the input boosting stage and output
module-1 remain the same as in the previous interval. The
voltage across inductor Lo2 is given by{

vLo2 = −vo2 . (8)

Input to output voltage gains Goi1, Goi2 for both outputs are
given by{

Goi1 = vo2

vin
= Do1

1 − Di
; Goi2 = vo2

vin
= − Do2

1−Di
. (9)

Negative sign “-” in expression of Goi2 represents the reversal
of its output voltage polarity.

III. COMPONENT STRESSES AND DESIGN DISCUSSION

A. Switch Voltage and Current Stresses

The blocking voltages of switches vs are same as capacitor
Ci voltage vCi. They are given by{

vs =
vo

Go12
= vo

Goi12

Gi
. (10)

From (10), normalized switch voltage stresses (vs/vo) are
plotted against variations in boosting gain Gi and overall (in-
put to output) gain Goi12 for buck and boost operations in
Fig. 8(a) and (b), respectively. From the graphs, for the same gain
Goi12, there are different voltage stresses for different values
of Gi (and Go12). However, for buck operation, the minimum
vs/vo occurs along the points in graphs where Gi is 1 (i.e.,
Goi12 = Go12 ), as highlighted by the black line in Fig. 8(a).

This voltage stress vs will be maximum for minimum Goi12,
i.e., when the input voltage vin is highest. Similarly, for boost
operation, the minimum voltage stress vs/vo is equal to 1 (when
vs = vo ) for boost operation whenGoi12 = Gi (or buck module
gain Goi12 = 1) as shown by the red line in Fig. 8(b).

The current stresses is of switching devices are given by{
is1−s4 = iin = io1 Goi1 + io2Go2

is5−s8 = io1 ; is9−s12
. (11)

As observed, current stresses of switches S5 − S8 and
S9 − S12 are same as the load-1 and load-2 currents, respec-
tively, which only depends on load power. Switches S1 − S4

experience maximum current stresses for maximum gain (or
minimum input voltage) during boost operation.

B. Passive Components

The current ripples ΔiLin of inductors Lin, Lo1 and Lo2 can
be find as {

Δ iLin =
vo1,2

fsLin

Gi−1
Gi

2

Δ iLo1,2 =
vo1,2

fsLo
(1−Go1,2)

. (12)

Inductor Lin, Lo1 and Lo2 values can be decided to contain
their current ripples to α% of their peak current stressesIL,
Δ iL = α%IL.

The voltage ripple of capacitor Ci is given by{
Δ vCi =

io
fsCi

Gi−1
Gi

. (13)

The maximum capacitor voltage stressVCi can be determined
by (21). Capacitor value Ci can be decided to limit its voltage
ripple to β% of its voltage stress VCi, Δ vCi = β%VCi.

IV. COMPARISON WITH EXISTING CONVERTERS FOR FACL
CONVERTER APPLICATIONS

Table I gives a comparison of the salient features of the pro-
posed dual-output bipolar ac–ac converter and existing unipolar
[22] and bipolar ac–ac converters [15], [23], [24] for FACL
converter applications. The unipolar converter in [22] limits
the phase control range to a single quadrant and requires a
safe-commutation strategy due to the use of bidirectional ac
switching devices. The bipolar converter in [15] adopts a dual-
buck structure to eliminate the commutation issue; however,
it requires too many semiconductor devices (16) for a single
converter and suffers from lower magnetic utilization. Moreover,
its noninverting and inverting outputs are asymmetric, compli-
cating circuit design, control, and optimization. The converter
in [23] provides a symmetric bipolar output, but has a limited
voltage transfer ratio due to its only step-down operation, and it
produces discontinuous input current. All these topologies [15],
[22], [23] provide a single output, necessitating the use of six
discrete converters for FACL converter implementation. On the
other hand, the converter in [24] reduces the number of discrete
converters to three and maintains continuous input current. Nev-
ertheless, its restricted duty ratio range and limitations on buck
and boost voltage gains result in significantly higher component
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TABLE I
COMPARISONS WITH EXISTING CONVERTER TOPOLOGIES FOR FACL APPLICATIONS

Fig. 9. Theoretical comparison plots. (a) Switch voltages. (b) Inductor current ripples. (c) Capacitor voltage ripples.

voltage stresses and ripples, increasing component demand and
cost while compromising input/output power quality.

The proposed converter stands out as the only reported so-
lution employing three discrete modules for FACL topology
implementation while achieving complete decoupling between
the input boost and output buck modules. This enables flexible
and efficient operation with reduced component stresses, lower
ripples, and enhanced power quality. A detailed comparison of
the proposed converter with [24] is provided below.

A. Switching Devices Stress Comparisons

The switch voltage stresses vs of the proposed and the latest
developed dual-output bipolar ac–ac converter [24] are given by

⎧⎪⎪⎨
⎪⎪⎩

vs = vo
(Goi+1)

Goi
Basic buck− boost

vs =
2

Goi
vo (Buck), 2vo (Boost) [24]

vs =
vo

Goi
(Buck), vo (Boost) Proposed

. (14)

The switch voltage stresses vs of the proposed, four-leg con-
verter [24], and basic (inverting) buck-boost ac–ac converters
are plotted in Fig. 9(a). It is observed that the switches of the
proposed converter have the least voltage stresses. The switch
voltage stresses of the four-leg converter are even higher than
those of a basic (inverting) buck-boost converter. The switch
current stresses of the proposed and converter in [24] are same,
and therefore, proposed converter require switching devices with
smaller voltage and power ratings.

B. Passive Component Comparisons

The inductor current ripples ΔiL of the counterpart four-leg
converter [24] are given by{
Δ iLin=

vo1,2

fsLin

1
Goi12

; Δ iLo=
vo1,2

fsLo1,2
(1− 0.5Goi12) Buck

Δ iLin =
0.5vo1,2

fsLin
; Δ iLo =

vo1,2

fsLo1,2

Goi12−0.5
Goi12

2 Boost
.

(15)
The normalized inductor current ripples ΔiL/k (k =

vo1,2

fsLin
)

of the proposed converter [from (12)] and four-leg converter
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Fig. 10. (a) and (b) Simulation waveforms for step-down operation with two noninverting outputs: (a) Converter in [24]. (b) Proposed converter. (c) and (d)
Simulation waveforms for boost operation with noninverting output-1 and inverting output-2. (c) Converter in [24]. (d) Proposed converter.

[24] are plotted in Fig. 9(b). It is observed that the input and
output inductor current ripples of the proposed converter are
much lower than those of the four-leg converter for both buck
and boost operations. Moreover, the input and output inductor
current ripples of the proposed converter are negligible for buck
and boost operations, respectively, due to the absence of high-
frequency switching; while the same inductors of the four-leg
converter have much higher ripples. Therefore, the proposed
converter can reduce its inductance requirement. Additionally,
the volume of the inductors is directly proportional to their stored
energy WL ( = 1

2 LI2L), where L is the inductance, and IL is
the peak inductor current. The peak currents are the same for
both converters. However, the proposed converter uses much
smaller inductance values [see Fig. 9(b)], leading to a significant
reduction in inductor requirement and volume.

The capacitor Ci voltage ripples ΔvCi of the proposed and
counterpart converter are provided as follows:{

Δ vCi =
io

fsCi

Goi12
+1

2 [24] . (16)

The capacitor Ci voltage ripples ΔvCi/k (k = io
fsCi

) of the
proposed converter [from (13)] and counterpart converter [24]
are plotted in Fig. 9(c). It is observed that the proposed converter
has much lower capacitor voltage ripple, and therefore, much
lower capacitor Ci requirement. Moreover, it would have much
lower stored energy due to the smaller capacitor value and its
voltage stress, thus reducing the capacitor requirement, volume,
and cost.

C. Simulation Results and Comparisons

Fig. 10(a) and (b) depict the simulated waveforms of the
input voltage vin, output voltages vo1, vo2, capacitor Ci voltage
vCi, input inductor current iLin and output inductor currents
iLo1, iLo2 of the conventional converter [24] and proposed
converter, respectively. Two noninverting decoupled outputs of
vo1 = 150 Vpeak and vo2 = 100 Vpeak are produced for buck
operation when input line voltage vin is 200 Vpeak. Notably,
the capacitor voltage vCi of topology in [24] is raised to a
much higher value of 400 Vpeak, which represents the min-
imum achievable voltage across capacitor Ci. Consequently,
the switching devices in [24] would also experience the same

Fig. 11. Block diagram of the close loop control of the proposed dual-output
converter.

voltage stress of 400 Vpeak, significantly increasing their voltage
rating. In the proposed converter, the capacitor Ci voltage is
only 200 Vpeak, which is half of the voltage stress than [24].
Therefore, the switches in the proposed converter also expe-
rience only half of the voltage stresses compared to those in
[24]. Moreover, the input and output inductor current ripples
(ΔiLin,ΔiLo1, and ΔiLo2) of the proposed converter are much
smaller.

Fig. 10(c) and (d) illustrates the same simulated waveforms of
vin, vo1, vo2, vCi, iLin, iLo1, and iLo2for the converter in [24] and
the proposed converter, respectively, to generate noninverting
output-1 and inverting output-2. Output-1 and output-2 have
peak values of vo1 = 150 Vpeak and vo1 = 100 Vpeak, respec-
tively, achieved by boosting an input voltage vin of 75 Vpeak.
Notably, the capacitor Ci voltage of the proposed converter
is only 150 Vpeak compared to 300 Vpeakfor [24]. Once again,
the capacitor Ci and switch voltage stresses are reduced for
the proposed converter. Furthermore, the input inductor and
output inductor current ripples of the proposed converter are
also significantly lower compared to those in [24].

The numerical values of capacitorCi voltage, inductor current
ripples, and THDs of input and outputs for simulation results of
Fig. 11(a), (b), (c), and (d) are compared in Table II, for both buck
and boost operations. All numerical values show the superiority
of the proposed converter in terms of its lower component
voltage stresses, current ripples, less THD and improved power
quality of its input and outputs.
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TABLE II
COMPARISON OF VOLTAGE STRESSES, CURRENT RIPPLES AND THDS OF TWO

CONVERTERS

TABLE III
COMPONENT SPECIFICATIONS AND EXPERIMENTAL CONDITIONS

D. Close-Loop Control of the Proposed Converter

The control block diagram is shown in Fig. 11. The input
voltage vin and output voltages (vo1 and vo2) are sensed, and
their peak values (Vin, Vo1, and Vo2) are detected using a peak
voltage detector [25], through the following relation:√

V 2
in/oSin2 (ωt) + V 2

in/oCos2 (ωt) = Vin/o. (17)

The converter operates in two modes depending on the value
of the input voltage compared to the output voltages.

Mode-1 [Vin > (Vo1 and Vo2)]: When the peak input voltage
Vin is higher than both peak output voltages Vo1and Vo2, the
buck mode is activated. In this mode, the duty ratio (Di) of the
input stage is set to 0, and the input switches are modulated at line
frequency, providing vCi = vin . The peak detected values of the
output voltages (Vo1and Vo2) are compared with their respective
reference values (Vref1and Vref2), and the error signals are fed
to two PI controllers, generating the dynamic control duty ratios
(Do1(t) and Do2(t)).

Mode-2 [Vin < (Vo1 or/and Vo2)]: In this case, the peak input
voltageVin is lower than at least one of the output voltages (Vo1or
Vo2) or both. The duty ratio of the one of the output modules
is set to 1. For instance, when Vo1 > Vo2, the duty ratio Do1 is
set to 1, and vCi = vo1 . The peak output voltage Vo1 is then
compared with Vref1, and the error signal is fed to a PI controller
to adjust the duty ratio Di (instead of Do1) and regulate Vo1 to
the desired value. Additionally, the duty ratio Do1 for output
module-2 is generated by comparing Vo2 with Vref2 and feeding
the error signal to the PI controller. This way, the voltage vCi is
only raised to the maximum required output voltage (Vo1 in this
case), keeping the voltage stresses on the switching devices to a
minimum.

V. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

To validate the theoretical analysis, we constructed a hardware
prototype with specifications outlined in Table III. Figs. 12
and 13 exhibit the experimental outcomes for buck operation,
aiming to produce vo1 = 150 Vpeak and vo2 = 100 Vpeak from

Fig. 12. Experimental results for buck operation with two different output volt-
age magnitudes. (a) Both outputs are noninverting. (b) Output-1 is noninverting
and output-2 is inverting.

Fig. 13. (a) Experimental results of input and output-1 inductor currents and
switch voltage stresses. (b) Zoom-in waveforms of Fig. 12(a).

Fig. 14. Experimental results for boost operation with two different output
voltage magnitudes. (a) Both outputs are inverting. (b) Output-1 is noninverting
and output-2 is inverting.

Fig. 15. (a) Experimental results of input and output-1 inductor currents and
switch voltage stresses. (b) Zoom-in waveforms of Fig. 14(a).

a high input voltage vin of 200 Vpeak. In this operation, both
outputs are noninverting. The boost duty ratio Di is set to 0,
and buck module duty ratios Do1, Do2 are fixed at 0.75 and 0.5,
respectively. Fig. 12(a) illustrates the waveforms of input voltage
vin, capacitor Ci voltage, output-1 voltage vo1, and output-2
voltage vo2 when both outs are noninverting. Fig. 12(b) shows
the same waveforms when output-1 is noninverting but output-2
is inverting. As observed, the voltage across capacitor Ci is
clamped to vin with a peak value of 200Vpeak. Fig. 13 displays the
waveforms of input (inductor) current, output-1 inductor current
and voltage stresses of switches S7 and S11.
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Fig. 16. (a) Experimental results of input and output-1 inductor currents and
switch voltage stresses. (b) Zoom-in waveforms of Fig. 14(a).

Figs. 14 and 15 depict the experimental outcomes for boost
operation to generate vo1 = 100 vpeak and vo2 = 150 vpeak from
a low input voltage vin of 75 vpeak. The boost duty ratio Di is
set to 0.5 to elevate vCi to 150 Vpeak, while the buck module
duty ratios Do1 and Do2are set at 0.67 and 1, respectively. In
Fig. 14(a), the measured waveforms include the input voltage
vin, output-1 voltage vo1, output-2 voltage vo2, and capacitor Ci

voltage when both outputs are inverting. Fig. 14(b) illustrates
the same waveforms when output-1 become noninverting and
output-2 is inverting. Fig. 15 displays the waveforms of input
(inductor) current iLin, output-1 inductor current iLo and voltage
stresses of switches S3 and S8.

To demonstrate the effectiveness of the developed control (see
Fig. 10), transient experimental results of the input voltage vin,
capacitor Ci voltage vCi, and output voltages (vo1, vo2) are
shown in Fig. 16. Fig. 16(a) presents the waveforms of vin,
vCi, vo1, and vo2 when vin drops from 150 Vrms to 110 Vrms.
Whereas, output voltages vo1 and vo2 are regulated at 70 Vrms

and 110 Vrms, respectively. In this case, the input boost stage
duty ratio Db is set to 0, and the rectified input voltage appear
across Ci, vCi = |vin| . Meanwhile, vo1 and vo2 are maintained
at their desired values of 70 Vrms and 110 Vrms, respectively,
by dynamically adjusting the duty ratios Do1(t) and Do2(t).
Fig. 16(b) illustrates the waveforms of vin, vCi, vo1, and vo2
when vo1 = 110 Vrms and vo2 = 70 Vrms, as the input voltage
vin is stepped up from 70 Vrms to 100 Vrms. In this scenario, duty
ratioDo1 is set at 1, and vo1 is realized by simply unfolding of the
capacitor Ci voltage, vCi = | vo1| . The boost duty ratio Db(t)
is dynamically controlled to regulate vo1 = vCi = 110 Vrms,
while buck duty ratio Do2(t) is also dynamically adjusted to
maintain vo2 at 70 Vrms.

Fig. 17 shows the measured THDs of the input current
(THDiin) and output voltage (THDvo) for a wide input voltage
range, Vin = 75 ∼ 200 Vpeak, with a fixed output voltage of

Fig. 17. Measured total harmonic distortion (THD) of the proposed converter.

Fig. 18. Variations of power conversion efficiency versus voltage gain.

Fig. 19. Photo of the hardware prototype.

Vo = 150 Vpeak . The THD is minimized at Vin = 150 Vpeak

(when Vin = Vo ), as there is no high-frequency switching, re-
sulting in negligible current ripple. THD increases asVin deviates
from Vo in both buck and boost operation. Overall, the output
voltage THD remains below 2.5%, and the input current THD
is limited to within 3.5%.

Fig. 18 shows the measured power conversion efficiency
of the proposed converter for both buck and boost opera-
tions with different voltage gains (and input voltages) when
vo = 100 Vpeak. As observed, efficiency is maximum at unity
gain ( vin = vo = 100 Vpeak) due to the absence of high-
frequency switching and related loss. Efficiency decreases as
voltage gain deviates from unity (with increase in different
between input and output voltages). Fig. 19 shows the hardware
prototype of the proposed converter. The experimental results
confirm the advantages of the proposed converter.

VI. CONCLUSION

This article presents a single-input and dual-output bipolar
buck-boost ac–ac converter along with its modulation strategies.
The two outputs of the proposed converter are fully decoupled,
allowing for independent adjustment of magnitudes and polari-
ties relative to each other and the input voltage. Key advantages
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of the proposed converter include the use of unidirectional
switching devices, eliminating commutation issues, as well as
continuous input and output currents, bidirectional operation,
and support for nonunity power factor loads. Comprehensive
comparisons with recently developed solutions demonstrate that
the proposed converter offers more flexible operation across
wider ranges, with lower component voltage stresses, reduced
current and voltage ripples, and improved input and output
power quality. Theoretical claims are supported by detailed
simulation and experimental results. The proposed converter is
well-suited for implementing flexible ac-link converters with
decoupled control of three-phase amplitudes and phases in dis-
tributed networks, without relying on conventional back-to-back
ac–dc–ac converters with enormous and less reliable dc-link
capacitors.
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