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Abstract: This paper deals with the design, tuning and implementation of a digital controller for an all-
Si electric vehicle (EV) on-board battery charger operated in discontinuous conduction mode (DCM).
This charger consists of two cascaded conversion stages: a front-end power factor corrector (PFC) with
two interleaved legs and an isolated phase-shifted full bridge DC/DC converter. Both stages operate
in DCM over the complete battery charging power range, allowing lower inductance values for both
the PFC and the DC/DC filtering elements. Moreover, DCM operation ensures a large reduction
of the reverse-recovery losses in the power diodes, enabling the adoption of relatively cheap Si
devices. The main goal of the work is to address the well-known DCM control challenges, leveraging
a novel control strategy for both converter stages. This control scheme counteracts the DCM system
non-linearities with a proper feed-forward contribution and an open-loop gain adjustment, ensuring
consistent dynamical performance over the complete operating range. The designed controllers are
tuned analytically, taking into account the delay components related to the digital implementation.
Finally, the proposed control strategy is implemented on a single general purpose microcontroller
unit (MCU) and its performance is experimentally validated on a 3.3 kW battery charger prototype.

Keywords: digital control; on-board charger (OBC); discontinuous conduction mode (DCM); power
factor corrector (PFC); interleaved boost converter; isolated DC/DC; phase-shifted full bridge; battery
charging; electric vehicles (EVs)

1. Introduction

The recent advancements in power electronics and battery storage technology have
led to a growing interest in transportation electrification [1]. To charge the battery from a
conventional AC plug, both plug-in hybrid electric vehicles (PHEVs) and battery electric
vehicles (BEVs) inevitably require an on-board charger (OBC). These chargers are normally
rated at a low power (i.e., 3–6 kW), so to provide a slow overnight charge meanwhile
complying with the domestic utility ratings [2]. Since the adoption of electrified vehicles
is rising exponentially [3], OBCs represent today a central topic for both industry and
academia [1,2].

Typically, OBCs consist of two separate conversion stages interconnected by a DC-
link [1,2], as shown in Figure 1: an AC/DC converter with power factor correction (PFC)
capability and an isolated DC/DC converter that provides galvanic isolation between the
mains and the battery. The AC/DC stage regulates the power withdrawn from the grid,
while ensuring sinusoidal current absorption and unity power factor. The DC/DC stage
regulates the charging process by tightly controlling the battery-side current and rejecting
the low-frequency DC-link voltage ripple induced by single-phase operation, which may
harm the battery itself [4].

The main requirements for an OBC include (1) high efficiency, (2) high power density
(both gravimetric and volumetric), (3) low cost, (4) low grid current distortion, (5) wide
output voltage range and (6) low battery-side current ripple. Moreover, being part of
the vehicle itself, the OBC must not only comply with grid standards [5–8], but also with
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automotive standards [9,10] in terms of grid harmonic injection, electronic components
reliability, and safety. According to the mentioned requirements, the converter topology
selection and design are of primary importance, nevertheless also the converter control
strategy plays a key role in defining the OBC performance.
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DC/DC

AC

DC
DC

DC

Plug Battery

Figure 1. Schematic overview of a typical EV on-board charger.

A well-known approach to reduce the size (and possibly the cost) of traditional PFCs
is by operating them in discontinuous conduction mode (DCM) [11,12]. As opposed to
continuous conduction mode (CCM), this operating mode allows the downsizing of the
converter magnetic components (i.e., boost inductors), meanwhile ensuring the operation
of the boost diodes in zero-current switching (ZCS) conditions [13]. In particular, this op-
erating mode allows the employment of cheap Si diodes that do not require outstanding
reverse-recovery capabilities, thus being able to provide a lower on-state voltage drop.
Accordingly, DCM operation allows the achievement of efficient high-frequency operation
without the adoption of expensive SiC Schottky diodes. However, DCM also leads to
several design and control challenges, such as high RMS current stress in the active and
passive power components, increased output filtering effort, complex current sampling
and non-linear control [11,14].

It is worth noting that the highlighted benefits and drawbacks of DCM operation may
as well be applied to the DC/DC stage [15]. In particular, the phase-shifted full-bridge
(PSFB) topology is adopted in this work. Since this topology operates as a conventional buck
converter from the secondary-side point of view, it can be designed for full DCM operation.

A wide variety of control methods has been developed for boost PFC converters,
depending on whether they are operated in CCM, DCM or boundary conduction mode
(BCM) [16]. Most of these control strategies has been historically implemented with analog
circuits or with specialized integrated circuits (ICs), effectively impairing the implementa-
tion of advanced and/or flexible control solutions. Moreover, due to the recent advent of
powerful and low-cost digital signal processors (DSPs) and microcontroller units (MCUs),
industry is increasingly demanding for digital control implementations. The benefits of
digital controllers are well-known and mainly consist of excellent noise immunity, high
degree of reproducibility and considerable flexibility [17], enabling the implementation of
complex control strategies and the direct communication with the vehicle electronic control
unit (ECU). However, the digital implementation is affected by specific drawbacks, such as
limited computational capabilities and sampling, quantization and zero-order hold (ZOH)
effects, which may have a critical impact on the converter control [18,19].

Even though several digital control implementations for PFC converters operated
in CCM, DCM or mixed conduction mode (MCM) have already been published [20–25],
according to the authors’ best knowledge no clear controller design and tuning procedures
are present in the literature. Moreover, all found solutions are characterized by substantial
shortcomings, either being unable to provide constant controller bandwidth (i.e., due to the
variable system gain) [20,23–25], or completely relying on the accuracy of simplified system
models (i.e., model-predictive control), yielding steady-state and/or tracking errors [21,22].
Although in [20] the feed-forward term is changed at the transition between CCM and
DCM operating modes, the PI controller parameters are kept constant, thus resulting in a
very low control bandwidth in DCM operation. To tackle this issue, Ref. [25] proposes a
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step change of the controller gain between CCM and DCM operation; however, the DCM
gain value is kept constant (i.e., yielding variable bandwidth) and no controller tuning
procedure is provided. In particular, none of the mentioned works deals with a PFC
operated in DCM over the complete operating range, since single-phase PFC circuits are
most often designed to operate either in CCM, MCM or DCM depending on the load
current. As a further note, full digital control implementations of EV battery chargers are
rarely found in the literature [26–29], especially ones that exploit a single MCU to control
both power conversion stages [30].

Therefore, the goal of this work is to design, tune and implement on a single MCU
a full digital DCM control strategy for a 3.3 kW OBC, including both the PFC and the
isolated DC/DC stages. Differently from previous literature, the aim is to counteract the
system non-linearity related to DCM operation with a feed-forward compensation and an
open-loop gain adjustment, providing consistent dynamical performance independently
on the operating point. The major contributions of the paper are: (1) the analysis of the
DCM operation of the PFC and the DC/DC stages, (2) a clear and exhaustive multi-loop
control strategy and controller design procedure, taking into account the control delays
and ZOH effects deriving from the digital implementation, and (3) the implementation
of the proposed control strategy on a single MCU, verifying its performance on a 3.3 kW
OBC prototype.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 the considered battery charger struc-
ture and converter topologies are described, together with the basics of DCM operation.
In Section 3 the state-space model of each subsystem is derived, and the proposed multi-
loop control strategy is presented. Particular focus is reserved to the DCM current con-
trollers and their tuning. Section 4 reports the MCU-based experimental validation of the
control strategy on a 3.3 kW OBC prototype. Finally, in Section 5 the main results and
contributions of this work are summarized.

2. Structure and Operation

The considered battery charger consists of two conversion stages, as shown in Figure 2.
The AC/DC stage is a boost PFC with two interleaved legs, while the DC/DC stage is
an isolated PSFB converter, as commonly found in the literature [31]. Unconventionally;
however, both stages operate in DCM over the complete converter power output, to reduce
the size and cost of the inductive components (i.e., Li and Lo) meanwhile almost eliminating
the diode switching losses [13]. As shown in Figure 2, the battery charger also features
an output protection diode to avoid charging the output filter capacitor from the battery.
The main parameters and specifications of the OBC are reported in Table 1. In this section,
the operational basics of the considered converter stages are described.
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Figure 2. Equivalent circuit schematic of the considered OBC.
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Table 1. Main parameters and specifications of the considered OBC.

Parameter Description Value

P rated power 3300 W
f grid frequency 50 Hz

fsw switching frequency (both stages) 100 kHz
Vg grid RMS voltage 230 V
Vdc DC-link voltage 400 V
Vb battery voltage 250–500 V
Ci input capacitance 1.5 µF
Li input inductance 25 µH

Cdc DC-link capacitance 1.2 mF
Co output capacitance 10 µF
Lo output inductance 21 µH
n transformer turns ratio 2/3
Lr transformer leakage inductance 0.3 µH
Lm transformer magnetizing inductance 300 µH

2.1. AC/DC Stage

Several single-phase PFC topologies have been analyzed and compared in the litera-
ture [32–34]. According to these comparative evaluations, the interleaved dual-boost PFC
appears to be one of the most promising candidates for this power level (i.e., 3.3 kW) and
therefore one of the most adopted for PHEV applications [31].

The PFC circuit consists of a diode bridge, which rectifies the AC input voltage,
followed by two unidirectional boost bridge-legs operated in parallel, as illustrated in
Figure 2. These two legs are modulated with a 180° PWM phase shift, minimizing the
overall input current ripple and the stress on both input and output capacitors, meanwhile
doubling the ripple frequency [35–37]. Moreover, by having two legs in parallel, this
topology inherently splits the current among more semiconductor devices, leading to
reduced thermal stress and increased efficiency.

The considered PFC is designed to operate in DCM over the complete output power
range, so that the inductor current naturally drops to zero within every switching period.
This feature enables several key advantages, such as (1) the MOSFETs operate in hard-
switching conditions only at turn-off, leading to low switching losses, (2) the diodes mostly
avoid the reverse-recovery process due to the reduced current derivatives, allowing for
the adoption of cheap Si diodes, and (3) the inductors are largely downsized compared to
CCM, as the required inductance value drops significantly. In particular, (1) and (2) allow
for increased switching frequency operation while adopting conventional Si semiconductor
devices, thus reducing the filtering requirement (i.e., size of the passive components) and
the overall converter cost. Nevertheless, DCM also leads to high RMS current stress in the
active and passive power components and complex current sampling and control.

To ensure the DCM operation over the complete power range, the boost inductance
value Li is selected according to [11]:

Li ≤
v̂i (1− v̂i/Vdc)

2 fsw Ii,max/N
, (1)

where v̂i = 325 V (i.e., Vg = 230 VRMS) represents the grid rated peak voltage, Vdc = 400 V
the nominal DC-link voltage, fsw = 100 kHz the switching frequency of a single leg, N = 2
the number of interleaved legs and Ii,max = 20 A the peak input current at rated power.
Leveraging (1) and ensuring a reasonable margin, Li = 25 µH is selected.
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In single-phase systems, the DC-link capacitance Cdc must ensure that the peak-to-
peak voltage ripple ∆Vdc,max caused by the oscillating power absorbed from the grid
remains below a predefined level [11]:

Cdc ≥
P

2 π f Vdc ∆Vdc,max
, (2)

where P = 3.3 kW is the rated power of the PFC and f = 50 Hz is the grid frequency. In the
present case, a maximum voltage ripple ∆Vdc = ±15 V (i.e., 30 Vpp) is desired, leading to
select Cdc = 1.2 mF.

Finally, the input capacitance Ci must filter the inductor current ripple both for grid
compliance reasons and for reducing the current stress on the input diode bridge. A large
capacitance value translates in a higher filtering ability; however it reduces the input power
factor by increasing the phase shift between grid voltage and grid current, and it leads to
noticeable distortion around the current zero-crossings [38,39]. An upper filter capacitance
limit is thus given by

Ci ≤
Pmin

π f v̂2
i

tan (ϕmax), (3)

where Pmin is the minimum output power for which the maximum allowed power factor
angle ϕmax must be respected. At the same time, also a lower limit for the capacitance
value exists, depending on the grid inner inductive impedance. As the Ci value decreases,
the resonance frequency of the LCL filter composed of Li, Ci and the grid inductance in-
creases and must not fall inside the switching frequency region, in order to avoid unwanted
oscillations [38–41]. Therefore, the following relation must be verified:

Ci �
Li + Lg,min

4 π2 f 2
sw Li Lg,min

, (4)

where Lg,min is the minimum grid inductance value. A trade-off value of filter capacitance
is selected in this work, leading to Ci = 1.5 µF.

The basic waveforms of the considered PFC converter operated in DCM are illustrated
in Figure 3. Due to the unidirectional structure of the two boost legs, the inductor current
cannot change direction. Therefore, when the peak-to-peak current ripple is larger than
two times the average current value, the current becomes zero for a certain time interval.
This feature leads to a practical measurement issue, as the current is conventionally sampled
in correspondence of one or both edges of the PWM carrier. In CCM, this sampling method
allows to obtain the average current value, without the need for low-pass filtering [18].
However, in DCM, sampling in correspondence of the upper edge of the PWM carrier
yields an unpredictable value between 0 and ipk (peak current value), while sampling at
the lower edge leads to

ismp =
ipk

2
, (5)

where ismp is the sampled current and ipk/2 does not correspond in general to the average
current value (iavg), as shown in Figure 3. This issue can be solved either by oversampling
and averaging the current measurement [18,28,29], however requiring additional hardware
and/or computational burden and leading to a moving average delay, or by mathematically
adjusting the sampled current to obtain its average value. This adjustment can be easily
carried out leveraging the graphical relations of Figure 3

iavg =
1
2
(δ1 + δ2)ipk (6)

and {
Li ipk = δ1 Tsw vi

Li ipk = δ2 Tsw(vdc − vi)
(7)
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where δ1 and δ2 are defined in figure (i.e., δ1 = d is the switch duty cycle) and Tsw is the
switching period. Therefore, from (5)–(7) the following relation is obtained:

iavg = d
vdc

vdc − vi
ismp = κ ismp, (8)

where κ is the required current correction factor. It is worth noting that κ ≤ 1 and,
in particular, κ = 1 in CCM operation.

s2

s1

ii,1

vL,2 vL,1

ipk

vi

vi−vdc

Tsw

δ1 Tsw δ2 Tsw

PWM1

ii,2

d

ismp

iavg

−

PWM2

Figure 3. Basic waveforms of the interleaved dual-boost PFC operated in DCM, considering
Li = 25 µH, fsw = 100 kHz, vi = 250 V, vdc = 400 V and ii = 15 A (refer to Figure 2 for nomencla-
ture). The difference between average current (iavg), peak current (ipk) and sampled current (ismp)
is illustrated.

2.2. DC/DC Stage

The most adopted isolated unidirectional DC/DC topologies for EV battery chargers
are the phase-shifted full bridge (PSFB) and the resonant LLC converter [42]. Although the
PSFB is characterized by (1) simple control, (2) wide output voltage regulation capability
and (3) constant switching frequency operation, it is also affected by (4) high switching
losses at light load, (5) duty cycle loss and (6) high-voltage stress on the output diodes,
either requiring an RCD clamping circuit or semiconductor devices with higher breakdown
voltage [43–45]. The LLC converter, instead, takes advantage of (1) low circulating current,
(2) zero-voltage switching (ZVS) of the input MOSFET bridge and (3) zero-current switching
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(ZCS) of the output diode bridge, ensuring high efficiency under a wide operating range,
however it is affected by (4) variable switching frequency and (5) limited controllability (i.e.,
difficult to ensure proper bandwidth and to reject the DC-link voltage ripple) [29,46,47].

Mainly due to its control and regulation simplicity, the PSFB is the topology selected
herein. This converter is composed of an input full-bridge inverter, a high-frequency
transformer, an output diode bridge and an output filter inductor, as illustrated in Figure 2.
The MOSFET bridge-legs are controlled with a fixed 50% duty cycle (neglecting the dead-
times) and the two PWM signals are phase-shifted to control the voltage applied to the
transformer. Other than serving for control purposes, the phase shift also allows the
achievement of ZVS transitions during the dead-time intervals, if the switched current
value is large enough. It is worth noting that no RCD snubber circuit is present at the output
of the diode bridge, to avoid additional switching losses. Nevertheless, the diodes are
selected to withstand two times the stationary output voltage, i.e., the maximum amplitude
of the well-known output ringing [43,44].

From the output perspective, the PSFB operates as a unidirectional buck converter
with double the switching frequency. Therefore, due to its output inductive characteristic,
it can be operated either in CCM or in DCM. In the present case, the converter is designed
to achieve DCM operation over the complete power range, since similar advantages as
for the PFC can be obtained. In particular, due to the natural current drop to zero within
each half switching period, (1) the diode bridge reverse-recovery losses are drastically
reduced, allowing for the adoption of cheap Si diodes, (2) the output inductor can be
largely downsized compared to CCM operation and (3) the duty cycle loss phenomenon
is eliminated. However, DCM also leads to some disadvantages such as (1) quasi-ZCS of
the first leg (i.e., the bridge-leg that forces the current to rise from zero), which generates
large capacitive losses, (2) increased RMS current stress in the active and passive power
components and (3) complex current sampling and control.

Since the PSFB behaves as a buck converter, the transformer turn ratio n must be
selected to comply with the desired output voltage range. Therefore, taking into account a
margin for controllability, voltage drops and proper DCM operation, n = 2/3 is selected.

Conventionally, the leakage inductance of the transformer Lr is a parameter of primary
importance for a PSFB operated in CCM, as the ZVS operation of one MOSFET bridge-
leg depends on the energy stored by Lr, which thus defines the minimum load at which
lossless switching can be achieved. However, when operated in DCM, this bridge-leg
features quasi-ZCS operation and gains little to no advantage from the energy stored by Lr.
Therefore, in the present case, the leakage inductance should be minimized, since it only
yields an unwanted voltage drop during operation. Moreover, Lr is directly related to the
amount of leakage field in the transformer core window, thus quadratically affecting the
proximity losses in the windings [48]. With a proper interleaved arrangement of primary
and secondary windings, Lr = 0.3 µH is obtained.

In addition, it is worth reminding that the transformer magnetizing inductance Lm
does not play a major role in the usual PSFB operation, as it only yields circulating current
and should normally be maximized. However, in the present case, the magnetizing current
is the only primary current contribution that can discharge the output capacitances of
the lossy bridge-leg, avoiding a complete ZCS transition and thus reducing the switching
losses [43]. Therefore, a trade-off between increased circulating current and decreased
switching losses must be identified, leading to Lm = 300 µH in the present case.

To ensure the DCM operation over the complete power range, the output inductance
value Lo is selected according to

Lo ≤
Vo(1− nVo/Vdc)

4 fsw Io,max
, (9)

where Vo is the output voltage, Io,max is the maximum output current and n = 2/3 is the
transformer turn ratio. Since the output voltage is variable within a 250–500 V range and the
maximum output current is limited by the converter rated power (i.e., Io,max = P/Vo), the



Electronics 2021, 10, 203 8 of 27

overall minimum of (9) is found at Vo = 250 V and Io,max = 13.2 A, leading to Lo ≤ 27.5 µH.
Therefore, Lo = 21 µH is selected, accounting for a reasonable margin.

δ1
Tsw

2
δ2 

Tsw

2

Tsw 2

PWM1 PWM2

s1

s2

vp

|vs|

ip

im

io

vdc n

io,pk

−

−

−

−

io,smp

io,avg

vo

−vdc

vdc

ϑ

Figure 4. Basic waveforms of the PSFB operated in DCM, considering Lo = 21 µH, fsw = 100 kHz,
vdc = 400 V, vo = 400 V and io = 5 A (refer to Figure 2 for nomenclature). The difference between
output average current (io,avg), peak current (io,pk) and sampled current (io,smp) is illustrated.
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Finally, the output capacitance value Co is calculated to provide a proper output filter
corner frequency fc,o:

Co ≥
1

(2 π fc,o)
2Lo

, (10)

where fc,o ≤ 10 kHz leads to the selection of Co = 10 µF.
The basic waveforms highlighting the theoretical DCM operation of the considered

PSFB are illustrated in Figure 4. As in the PFC circuit, the output current cannot change
direction and is thus clamped to zero for a certain time interval within each half switching
period. The phase shift ϑ between the two bridge-leg PWM signals directly translates into
the duty cycle of the transformer primary voltage vp, which is then reflected and rectified
at the secondary side taking into account the transformer turn ratio. It is worth noting that
the secondary voltage vs jumps between 3 voltage levels, namely

vs =
Lr

Lr + n2Lo
vo ≈ 0 (11)

during the freewheeling time,

vs =
vdc
n
− Lr

Lr + n2Lo
(vdc/n− vo) ≈

vdc
n

(12)

during the active power transfer interval and vs = vo during the zero-current DCM time
period, where the approximations maintain validity for Lr � n2Lo. The secondary-side
voltage drives the load current through the output inductor, which is then reflected at the
primary and added to the transformer magnetizing current contribution im.

The same current measurement issue as for the AC/DC stage is present here, if
synchronous sampling is adopted. Consequently, also the same approach can be leveraged,
leading to:

io,avg = d
vdc
n vo

io,smp = κ io,smp (13)

where io,avg and io,smp are the average and sampled output current values, respectively,
d = ϑ/π (with ϑ in radians) is the equivalent “buck” duty cycle seen from the secondary
side and κ is the current correction factor (i.e., κ < 1 in DCM and κ = 1 in CCM).

3. Controller Design

DCM operation poses two major control challenges, which may lead to steady-state
and dynamical issues, if not properly addressed. The first challenge is related to the
sampling of the controlled current, which does not directly provide the average current
value, as highlighted in Section 2. This issue may lead to stationary current error in
the DC/DC stage, as the tracked current value would not reflect the real one, and to
large current distortion in the PFC stage, as the sampling error would vary during the
mains fundamental period. The second challenge of DCM operation is represented by the
system non-linear transfer function (i.e., duty-to-current), yielding a variable system gain
depending on the operating point. This issue leads to variable control-loop bandwidth,
thus variable dynamical response for both converter stages, and inevitably to additional
current distortion in the PFC stage. Both DCM-related challenges are addressed in this
work with proper sampling, feed-forward and gain adjustments. A simplified schematic of
the proposed multi-loop battery charger control structure is represented in Figure 5.

In this section, the relevant system state-space models are derived, and all controllers
are analytically tuned taking into account the delays related to the digital implementation.
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Figure 5. Simplified schematic of the OBC multi-loop control structure, including both con-
verter stages.

3.1. AC/DC Stage

The PFC stage is controlled by means of a cascaded dual-loop structure composed of
a DC-link voltage (vdc) controller and two current (ii,1, ii,2) controllers, as schematically
illustrated in Figure 5. The outer control loop is responsible for stabilizing the DC-link
capacitor voltage around its nominal value (i.e., 400 V), thus forcing the power balance
between the grid and the DC/DC stage. Accordingly, the output of the voltage controller
is the input current reference, which is then equally split between the two inductor current
control loops. The main goals of the PFC controller design are (1) robust grid synchro-
nization, with little sensitivity to harmonic distortion, (2) sinusoidal input current shaping,
with accurate tracking of the current reference, and (3) strong rejection of the DC-link
voltage ripple, deriving from single-phase operation.

3.1.1. Grid Synchronization

The synchronization with the grid voltage is performed by means of a second order
generalized integrator (SOGI), which is also employed as a quadrature signal generator
(QSG) [49,50], as illustrated in Figure 6. The SOGI provides a filtered grid voltage signal vα,
which represents the main harmonic at the grid fundamental frequency, while the QSG
generates a signal delayed by 90° (i.e., vβ). vα and vβ are then exploited to derive the peak
grid voltage value v̂g, while a flag signal szc is generated from the zero-crossing events of
vα. The tunable gain k is set to provide sufficient dynamical performance and adjust the
selectivity of the filter resonance [49].

vg

Gain
vα

vβ
Vg

Zero Crossing 
Detector

szc

SOGI QSG

Peak 
Calculator

Figure 6. Block diagram of the adopted grid synchronization method.

3.1.2. Current Control Loop

To accurately control the PFC input current, the duty-to-current system transfer
function must be explicitly known. In fact, as opposed to CCM operation, DCM yields
much lower system gain at low frequencies, thus leading to low control bandwidth (i.e.,
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distorted waveforms) if a proper compensation is not performed [14]. The dynamical
evolution of the average inductor current iavg can be derived from Figure 3 as

diavg

dt
=

1
Li
[δ1 vi + δ2(vi − vdc)], (14)

where δ1 = d is the system input. Since δ2 represents an unknown term, a further relation
is required to completely express the dynamical evolution of iavg. From (6) and the first
equation of (7), the following relation is obtained:

δ2 =
2 Li

δ1 Tsw vi
iavg − δ1. (15)

Therefore, substituting (15) in (14) and considering δ1 = d, the desired relation is derived:

diavg

dt
=

2(vi − vdc)

d Tsw vi
iavg +

vdc
Li

d. (16)

Equation (16) shows that the duty-to-current relation is non-linear and varies depend-
ing on vi and vdc. In particular, the steady-state current expression is obtained by setting
diavg/dt = 0 as

iavg =
Tsw vi vdc

2 Li (vdc − vi)
d2, (17)

which shows a quadratic dependence on the duty cycle.
Due to the system non-linearity, a linearized transfer function around d = D is directly

derived from (16):

Gp,i(s) =
i(s)
d(s)

∣∣∣∣
d=D

=
vdc/Li

s + 2(vdc − vi)/(D Tsw vi)
, (18)

where i(s) is the inductor current in the Laplace domain. Equation (18) shows that the
system behaves as a first order low-pass filter, with both a variable steady-state gain and a
moving pole, depending on vi, vdc and D. By inverting the steady-state solution of (17),
the stationary duty cycle is obtained as

D =

√
2 Li (vdc − vi)

Tsw vi vdc
iavg, (19)

therefore, the system steady-state gain gp,i and its pole location ωp,i may be expressed in
terms of the system input/output electrical quantities, as

gp,i = Gp,i(s)
∣∣
s=0 =

D Tsw vi vdc
2 Li (vdc − vi)

=

√
Tsw vi vdc iavg

2 Li (vdc − vi)
(20)

and

ωp,i =
2 (vdc − vi)

D Tsw vi
=

√
2 (vdc − vi) vdc

Li Tsw vi iavg
. (21)

The system transfer function dependence on vi and iavg is illustrated in Figure 7a,b,
respectively. It is worth noting that in PFC applications both vi and iavg vary sinusoidally
during each grid semi-period, while vdc is fixed to its nominal value. From (20) and (21)
it is evident that the maximum gp,i and the minimum ωp,i are obtained for the maximum
values of vi and iavg, i.e., when the PFC is operating at maximum load during the grid
voltage peak. On the contrary, gp,i → 0 and ωp,i → ∞ in correspondence of the grid voltage
zero-crossings. The large variation of the system gain and pole location during normal
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operation is a critical aspect of the PFC behavior in DCM and must be taken into account
during the current controller design phase.

vi

vi

CCMDCM

CCM

DCM

iavg

CCM

iavg

CCM

DCM

(a) (b)

−

−

−

−

−

−

DCM

Figure 7. Duty-to-current transfer function dependence on (a) the input voltage vi = 25, 75, . . . , 325 V
(with iavg = 10 A) and (b) the average inductor current iavg = 2, 4, . . . , 10 A (with vi = 325 V),
considering Li = 25 µH, fsw = 100 kHz and vdc = 400 V.

The proposed PFC digital current control scheme is illustrated in Figure 8. Both in-
ductor currents are measured, and two identical control loops are operated in parallel.
In particular, the current is sampled once per sampling period (i.e., fs = 20 kHz) and is
corrected by means of the κ factor introduced in (8). Each control loop consists of an integral
(I) regulator, a gain adjustment block, a feed-forward contribution, a duty saturation block,
a delay deriving from the digital control implementation and the plant itself.

ii,1

Iii
ZOHISR

Plant
1

0

Dff

ii,1

ii,1,avg vdc

vi

vdc vi

d1

ii,2 d2 ii,2

d1

ii,1

d1

vdc
vi

gp,i

Gain 
Adjustment

Dff
Feed 

Forward

κ1 ii,1

ii,2

Figure 8. Detailed block diagram of the two identical PFC current (ii,1, ii,2) control loops.

To accurately tune the current control-loop performance, the system delays introduced
by the digital controller implementation must be considered, as each delay reduces the
achievable control bandwidth and/or decreases the closed-loop stability margin [18,19].
The first delay component is directly related to the digital interrupt service routine (ISR),
which introduces a one sampling period delay Ts between the measured quantities and the
control signal output. The second component is linked to the zero-order hold (ZOH) effect
of one sampling period introduced by the digital update process of the reference duty cycle.
Even though the ZOH transfer function is not a pure delay, it may be considered to be such
(i.e., a Ts/2 delay) when the control bandwidth is sufficiently lower than the Nyquist fre-
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quency. Therefore, a total delay of 3Ts/2 associated with the digital control implementation
is obtained, which can be approximated with a rational Padè transfer function:

Gd,i(s) = e−s 3Ts/2 ≈ 1− s 3Ts/4
1 + s 3Ts/4

. (22)

The plant small-signal model is reported in (18) and shows a low-pass filter behavior
with variable gain and corner frequency.

To counteract the system gain variation and ensure constant control bandwidth,
a proper adjustment is performed by multiplying the current controller output with the
inverse of the plant steady-state gain gp,i, which is calculated in real time according to (20),
from the output duty cycle D and the measured values of vi and vdc.

Due to the low-pass filter nature of the plant in DCM, a purely integral current
controller is adopted, ensuring infinite steady-state gain and sufficient low-frequency
disturbance rejection capabilities. The controller transfer function is therefore

Gc,i =
kI,i

s
, (23)

where kI,i must be tuned to provide the required dynamical performance.
Moreover, to unburden the controller integrator, the reference duty cycle (19) is fed

forward, as in [20,40]. This ensures the small-signal operation of the controller, which is a
key requirement to provide stable performance with non-linear systems.

Finally, the output duty reference is saturated within [0, 1], so that the controller
anti-windup can be implemented.

Since simplified rational transfer functions have been derived for every subsystem
block, a straightforward open-loop transfer function expression is obtained as

Gol,i(s) =
1

gp,i
Gc,i(s) Gd,i(s) Gp,i(s). (24)

Therefore, the integral regulator may be tuned employing conventional techniques
in the continuous time domain. In the present work, a phase margin criteria is adopted.
The open-loop 0 dB cross-over frequency ωc,i is derived by substituting Equations (18),
(20), (22) and (23) into (24) and setting Gol,i(jωc,i) = −π + mϕ, obtaining

ωc,i =
4

3Ts

√[
kω + tan

(
π/2−mϕ

)]2
+
[
1 + kω tan

(
π/2−mϕ

)]2 − kω − tan
(

π/2−mϕ

)
kω tan

(
π/2−mϕ

)
− 1

kω � 1
≈ 4

3Ts

√
1 + tan2

(
π/2−mϕ

)
− 1

tan
(

π/2−mϕ

) ,

(25)

where kω = ωp,i/ωc,i and mϕ is the desired phase margin in radians. The approximation
ωc,i � ωp,i is normally verified in DCM. In the present case, the minimum pole frequency is
found for maximum input voltage vi = 325 V and maximum inductor current iavg = 10 A
according to (21), obtaining fp,i = ωp,i/2π ≈ 42 kHz. Since the control/sampling fre-
quency fs is fixed at 20 kHz, the maximum open-loop cross-over frequency is limited by
the digital delay and is thus much lower than the minimum system pole frequency. It is
worth noting that this approximation is mostly valid in general, nevertheless the complete
expression in (25) (i.e., cubic equation with respect to ωc,i) should be solved for systems
that require very high control bandwidth.

The integral controller coefficient is obtained setting |Gol,i(jωc,i)| = 1, as

kI,i =
ωc,i

kω

√
1 + k2

ω

kω � 1
≈ ωc,i. (26)
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In the following, mϕ = 60° is considered, ensuring a damped reference step response
and sufficient disturbance rejection capability. An open-loop cross-over frequency of
1.1 kHz is obtained, which roughly corresponds to the closed-loop control bandwidth.
Moreover, with the proposed gain compensation and integral controller tuning, the system
pole variation is pushed in a� 0 dB gain region and the control dynamical performance
remains consistent over the complete operating range.

3.1.3. Voltage Control Loop

The DC-link voltage controller is responsible to adjust the active power absorbed from
the grid to balance the power absorbed by the DC/DC stage, thus keeping vdc equal to its
reference value. The dynamical relation between the input current and the DC-link voltage
is obtained leveraging the capacitor charge balance

dvdc
dt

=
idc,i − idc,o

Cdc
(27)

and the average input/output power balance (i.e., neglecting losses)

P =
1
2

v̂g îg = vdc idc,i, (28)

where idc,i and idc,o are reported in Figure 2. Assuming the load current idc,o as a disturbance
component, the plant behaves as a pure integrator and its transfer function is derived from
(27) and (28), as

Gp,vdc(s) =
vdc(s)
îg(s)

∣∣∣∣∣
vdc=Vdc

=
1
2

v̂g

Vdc

1
s Cdc

. (29)

Due to its dependence on vdc, Gp,vdc(s) is non-linear. Nevertheless, the plant non-linearity
can be compensated by control means, multiplying the regulator output with the measured
DC-link voltage.

The DC-link voltage control structure is illustrated in Figure 9. The control loop is
composed of a moving average filter (MAF), a proportional-integral (PI) regulator, a feed-
forward contribution, two gain adjustment products, a peak current saturation block, an
input current shaper, a ZOH block, the current control loop and the plant transfer function.

PI
vdc vdc

Plant

idc,o

Current 
Loop

ii

idc,o

MAF

ZOH

0

Ii,max
Gain 

Adjustment

vi

Feed 
Forward

P
vdc,avg

vg

Current 
Shaper

ii

vg

ii idc,i

vdc,avg

vdc,avg vdc

Figure 9. Detailed block diagram of the PFC DC-link voltage (vdc) control loop.

The DC-link voltage measurement is passed through a MAF, to avoid any feedback
of the 100 Hz voltage oscillation deriving from the single-phase active power pulsation.
The MAF is synchronized with the zero-crossing signal szc provided by the zero-crossing
detector of Figure 6. Therefore, vdc is sampled at fs and averaged during each grid
semi-period, introducing a moving average delay of T/4, where T = 1/ f is the grid
voltage period.

To reduce the MCU computational burden, the voltage control loop is only executed
in correspondence of the grid voltage zero-crossings (i.e., at 100 Hz). Although the ISR
execution delay is negligible for the voltage control loop, as fs � 2 f , the discretized update
of the controller output once every T/2 introduces a ZOH effect, which approximately
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corresponds to a delay of T/4. Therefore, a total delay of T/2 associated with the MAF and
the ZOH is obtained, which can be approximated with a rational Padè transfer function:

Gd,vdc
(s) = e−s T/2 ≈ 1− s T/4

1 + s T/4
. (30)

Even though the plant behaves as a pure integrator, a PI regulator is selected to
improve the controller dynamical performance and to ensure zero steady-state error when
disturbances are not correctly compensated. The controller transfer function is therefore

Gc,vdc(s) = kP,vdc +
kI,vdc

s
. (31)

Since the power absorbed by the DC/DC stage is known (i.e., the reference charging
power), idc,o can be easily estimated and its value is fed forward to unburden the integral
part of the PI regulator and thus improve the disturbance rejection capabilities of the
control loop.

Due to the plant non-linear behavior, the vdc dependence is compensated by multiply-
ing the controller output with the measured voltage. Furthermore, the controller gain is
adjusted to compensate for the plant dependence on the grid peak voltage v̂g.

Since the effect of the input filter capacitor Ci can be neglected for low-frequency
operation (i.e., 50 Hz), the grid current ig is approximately equal to the local average of
the input current ii and the peak grid voltage v̂g can be considered equal to the peak
input voltage vi. Therefore, the output of the voltage controller directly becomes the peak
input current reference and is then saturated within [0, Ii,max], where Ii,max is the maximum
converter input peak current. Finally, the instantaneous current reference i∗i is shaped
according to the normalized input voltage vi/v̂g, to yield a rectified sine shape in phase
with vi. Since the dynamics of the current controller are much faster than the voltage
controller ones, the current loop block may be considered to be an ideal actuator (i.e.,
a unity gain).

Therefore, the control open-loop transfer function can be expressed as

Gol,vdc
(s) = 2

vdc
v̂g

Gc,vdc(s) Gd,vdc
(s) Gp,vdc(s). (32)

The PI regulator is tuned according to a phase margin criteria, aiming for best distur-
bance rejection performance. The open-loop 0 dB cross-over frequency ωc,vdc is derived by
substituting Equations (29)–(31) into (32) and setting Gol,vdc

(jωc,vdc) = −π + mϕ, obtaining

ωc,vdc =
4
T

√
[1 + k2

z]
[
1 + tan2

(
mϕ

)]
− kz − tan

(
mϕ

)
1− kz tan

(
mϕ

)
kz � 1
≈ 4

T

[
− tan(mϕ) +

√
1 + tan2(mϕ)

]
,

(33)

where kz = ωz,vdc /ωc,vdc is the ratio between the PI zero and the open-loop cross-over
frequency. Setting mϕ = 45°, an open-loop cross-over frequency of 10 Hz is obtained and
the PI regulator parameters are calculated as

kP,vdc = ωc,vdc Cdc
1√

1 + k2
z

kz � 1
≈ ωc,vdc Cdc

kI,vdc = ωz,vdc kP,vdc

(34)

where the PI zero is set to ωc,vdc /5, to maximize the low-frequency disturbance rejection
capabilities of the voltage controller.
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3.2. DC/DC Stage

The main tasks of the DC/DC stage are (1) to regulate the charging process (i.e., the
charging current) either in constant voltage (CV) or in constant current (CC) modes and (2)
to reject the 100 Hz DC-link voltage oscillation, in order not to harm the battery. Accord-
ingly, the PSFB converter is controlled with a cascaded dual-loop structure composed of an
output voltage (vo) controller and an output current (io) controller, as shown in Figure 5.
The io controller provides accurate output current regulation by acting on the PWM phase
shift (ϑ) of the primary full bridge. This control loop must ensure sufficient dynamical
performance to reject the low-frequency DC-link voltage ripple. The vo controller tracks
the battery voltage reference, which is ideally provided by the battery management sys-
tem (BMS) or by the charging strategy implemented on the MCU. This control loop only
plays a role during start-up and in CV battery charging mode, i.e., at the very end of the
charging process. The voltage reference is always set to the fully charged maximum battery
voltage value Vb,max and, during most of the charging process, the OBC operates in CC
mode. In this condition, the output of the voltage controller is saturated to the maximum
output current Io,max, which is either limited by the vehicle BMS (Ib,max) or by the converter
current/power boundaries. Therefore, the voltage control dynamics are not of primary
importance in the present application, nevertheless a tuning procedure for both the current
and the voltage controllers is provided in this section.

3.2.1. Current Control Loop

Similar considerations as for the PFC stage can be made for the DC/DC small-signal
transfer function. However, being the PSFB a buck-type converter, different expressions for
the steady-state gain and the system pole are obtained.

Neglecting the non-idealities related to the secondary-side voltage reported in (11)
and (12), the dynamical evolution of the average output inductor current io,avg can be
derived from Figure 4 as

dio,avg

dt
=

1
Lo

[δ1(vdc/n− vo)− δ2 vo], (35)

where δ1 = d = ϑ/π is the equivalent buck switch duty cycle and ϑ (expressed in radians)
is the system input. The same procedure as for the PFC system analysis is leveraged here,
leading to the non-linear relation

dio,avg

dt
=

4 π vo

ϑ Tsw (vo − vdc/n)
io,avg +

vdc
π n Lo

ϑ, (36)

which varies with vdc and vo. The steady-state current expression is obtained by setting
dio,avg/dt = 0:

io,avg =
Tsw vdc (vdc/n− vo)

4 π2 n Lo vo
ϑ2, (37)

which shows a quadratic dependence on the phase shift. Due to the non-linear phase-shift-
to-current relation, a linearized system transfer function around ϑ = Θ is directly derived
from (36):

Gp,io(s) =
io(s)
ϑ(s)

∣∣∣∣
ϑ=Θ

=
vdc/(π n Lo)

s + 4 π vo/[Θ Tsw (vdc/n− vo)]
, (38)

where io(s) is the output inductor current in the Laplace domain. Equation (38) shows that
the system behaves as a first order low-pass filter, with both a variable steady-state gain
and a moving pole, as the PFC. By inverting the steady-state solution of (37), the stationary
phase shift is obtained as

Θ =

√
4 π2 n Lo vo

Tsw vdc (vdc/n− vo)
io,avg, (39)
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therefore the system steady-state gain gp,io and its pole location ωp,io may be expressed in
terms of the system input/output electrical quantities, as

gp,io = Gp,io(s)
∣∣
s=0 =

Θ Tsw vdc (vdc/n− vo)

4 π2 n Lo vo
=

√
Tsw vdc (vdc/n− vo) io,avg

4 π2 n Lo vo
(40)

and

ωp,io =
4 π vo

Θ Tsw (vdc/n− vo)
=

√
4 vdc vo

n Lo Tsw (vdc/n− vo) io,avg
. (41)

Both gp,io and ωp,io vary similarly to Figure 7, since for increasing io,avg and decreasing
vo the steady-state gain increases, and the pole location gets lower.

The proposed PSFB output current control loop is illustrated in Figure 10. The current
is measured once per sampling period; however, it is passed through a hardware low-pass
filter to extract its mean value, instead of correcting the measurement with the κ factor
adopted for the PFC. This is because the sampling process is not synchronized with the
current ripple and the output inductor current measurement is extremely noisy, as DCM
operation leads to large and prolonged oscillations at the secondary side (see Figure 18).
Due to the high frequency of the rectified output current (i.e., 200 kHz) and to the limited
dynamical control requirements of the DC/DC converter, the adopted filtering measure
does not substantially affect the performance of the current controller. Therefore, the pro-
posed control loop is composed of a low-pass filter on the current measurement, an integral
(I) regulator, a gain adjustment block, a feed-forward contribution, a phase-shift saturation
block, a delay deriving from the digital control implementation and the plant itself.

I ZOHISR
io

Plant

0io,avg vdc
vo

Gain 
Adjustment

vdc vo

Feed 
Forward

io

ϑio

Filter

Θff

ϑ

gp,io

π

Θff

io

Figure 10. Detailed block diagram of the DC/DC output current (io) control loop.

The low-pass filter on the current measurement can be expressed as

Gf,io =
ωf

s + ωf
, (42)

where ωf = 2 π ff is the corner frequency of the hardware filter and ff = 1 kHz.
The discretized current control execution results in the usual digital delay components

related to the ISR (Ts) and the output ZOH effect (Ts/2). Therefore, a total delay of 3Ts/2 re-
sults:

Gd,io(s) = e−s 3Ts/2 ≈ 1− s 3Ts/4
1 + s 3Ts/4

. (43)

The plant small-signal model is reported in (38) and shows a low-pass filter behavior
with variable gain and corner frequency, similarly to the PFC case. Accordingly, to counter-
act the system gain variation, a proper adjustment is performed by multiplying the current
controller output with the inverse of the plant steady-state gain gp,io , which is calculated in
real time according to (40), knowing the output phase shift ϑ and the measured values of
vdc and vo.
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Also, in this case, a purely integral current controller is adopted, due to the low-pass
filter nature of the plant. The controller transfer function is therefore

Gc,io =
kI,io

s
, (44)

where kI,io must be tuned to provide the required dynamical performance.
Moreover, to unburden the controller integrator, the reference phase shift (39) is

fed forward. As already explained before, this ensures the small-signal operation of the
controller and provides stable dynamical performance.

Finally, to avoid exceeding the phase shift limits of [0, π], the current controller output
is saturated, and the anti-windup of the integral regulator is implemented.

Therefore, the open-loop transfer function expression is obtained as

Gol,io(s) =
1

gp,io
Gf,io(s) Gd,io(s) Gc,io(s) Gp,io(s) (45)

and the I regulator can be tuned analytically. The open-loop 0 dB cross-over frequency ωc,io
is derived by substituting Equations (38), (40), (42)–(44) into (45) and setting Gol,io(jωc,io) =
−π +mϕ. Since the low-pass filter on the current measurement limits the maximum control
open-loop corner frequency, the effect of the high-frequency plant pole can be completely
neglected, as the worst-case plant pole location is found for minimum output voltage
vo = 250 V and maximum output current io,avg = Io,max = 13.2 A according to (41), obtain-
ing fp,io = ωp,io /2π ≈ 125 kHz. Therefore, the open-loop cross-over frequency expression
is derived as

ωc,io =
4

3Ts

√[
kω + tan

(
π/2−mϕ

)]2
+
[
1 + kω tan

(
π/2−mϕ

)]2 − kω − tan
(

π/2−mϕ

)
kω tan

(
π/2−mϕ

)
− 1

kω � 1
≈ 4

3Ts

√
1 + tan2

(
π/2−mϕ

)
− 1

tan
(

π/2−mϕ

) ,

(46)

where kω = ωf/ωc,io and mϕ is the desired phase margin in radians. In general, the approx-
imation ωc,io � ωp,io is not always verified, as it depends on the dynamical performance
required from the control loop. In the present case, the battery charger application allows
for low controller bandwidth, as the main task of the current control loop is to reject
the 100 Hz DC-link voltage ripple, therefore ωc,io � ωp,io can be assumed. The integral
controller coefficient is obtained setting |Gol,io(jωc,io)| = 1, as

kI,io =
ωc,io
kω

√
1 + k2

ω

kω � 1
≈ ωc,io . (47)

Considering ωc,io = ωf/4, a phase margin of 70° and a constant open-loop cross-over
frequency of roughly 250 Hz is obtained.

3.2.2. Voltage Control Loop

The output voltage controller is responsible for adjusting the PSFB output current to
regulate the voltage on the output filter capacitor Co. The dynamical relation between the
output current and the output voltage is obtained leveraging the capacitor charge balance

dvo

dt
=

io − ib
Co

, (48)
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where ib is the current flowing into the battery. Since ib can be assumed as a control
disturbance, the plant behaves as a pure integrator and its transfer function is derived from
(48) as

Gp,vo(s) =
vo(s)
io(s)

∣∣∣∣
vo=Vo

=
1

s Co
. (49)

The complete output voltage control schematic is illustrated in Figure 11. The control
loop consists of a proportional-integral (PI) regulator, an optional feed-forward contribu-
tion, a reference current saturation block, the output current control loop and the plant
transfer function. All digital delays can be neglected in this control loop, since they are far
from the controller bandwidth.

PI
vo vo

Plant

ib

Current 
Loop

io

0

Io,maxFeed 
Forward

vo
vo

P

io

ib

Figure 11. Detailed block diagram of the DC/DC output voltage (vo) control loop.

When the measurement of the battery current ib is available, its value can be fed
forward. Moreover, even though the plant behaves as an integrator, a PI regulator is
selected to improve the controller dynamical performance and to ensure zero steady-state
error when ib is not known and cannot be fed forward. The controller transfer function
is therefore

Gc,vo(s) = kP,vo +
kI,vo

s
. (50)

To ensure not to exceed the converter current/power limits, the output of the current
controller is saturated within [0, Io,max], where Io,max = P/vo, and an anti-windup scheme
is implemented. Finally, the current loop may be considered to be a unity gain block, as its
actuation dynamics are much faster than the voltage loop ones.

The control open-loop transfer function can be expressed as

Gol,vo(s) = Gc,vo(s) Gp,vo(s). (51)

If the open-loop 0 dB cross-over frequency ωc,vo is set sufficiently lower than the
bandwidth of the current control loop (i.e., ≈ ωc,io ), the dynamics of the two loops do not
interfere with each other. Therefore, ωc,vo is set to ωc,io /10, resulting in the present case in
a 25 Hz open-loop cross-over frequency. The controller parameters are thus derived as{

kP,vo = ωc,vo Co

kI,vo = ωz,vo kP,vo

(52)

where the PI zero ωz,vo = kI,vo /kP,vo is set to ωc,vo /5.

4. Simulation and Experimental Results

The controller design procedure proposed in Section 3 is here applied to the considered
3.3 kW OBC. The specifications and the operating region of the converter are reported in
Table 1. The control frequency fs is set to 20 kHz (i.e., fsw/5), to provide sufficient time
for the MCU control execution. To validate the theoretical assumptions, the converter
dynamical performance is tested both in simulation and experimentally on the converter
prototype illustrated in Figure 12.
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Figure 12. View of the 3.3 kW OBC prototype under test: (a) PFC stage and (b) DC/DC stage.

4.1. Simulation Results

A complete system simulation is set up in PLECS environment, adopting a custom
C-code script for the OBC control strategy implementation. To simulate the discretized
operation of the MCU, the control code is executed once per sampling period (i.e., at
fs = 20 kHz) and the controller outputs are made available at the next sampling instant.
To verify the small-signal tuning of all controllers, the simulated closed-loop transfer
functions are compared to the ones derived analytically in Section 3. Accordingly, several
simulations are performed by setting sinusoidal references with different frequencies
at each controller input, measuring the system response and calculating its magnitude
and phase by means of discrete Fourier transform (DFT) post-processing in MATLAB
environment. It is worth noting that a DC offset is added to the references of the current
controllers, to comply with the unidirectional nature of both converter stages.

4.1.1. AC/DC Stage

The closed-loop PFC current control transfer function is reported in Figure 13a, where
the open-loop cross-over frequency has been set to 1.1 kHz. Even though the system
steady-state gain and high-frequency pole vary with the operating point, the proposed gain
adjustment allows the obtaining of a closed-loop transfer function practically independent
on these variations.

The transfer function of the DC-link voltage control loop is illustrated in Figure 13b.
An open-loop cross-over frequency of 10 Hz has been set, taking into account the effect of
the ZOH and MAF delays on the control stability.

It is observed that the analytical models derived in Section 3 show a high level of
accuracy over the complete control frequency range, thus providing a first validation of the
proposed PFC controller design procedure.

4.1.2. DC/DC Stage

The closed-loop DC/DC output current control transfer function is reported in
Figure 14a, where the open-loop cross-over frequency has been set to 250 Hz. Also here,
the proposed gain adjustment procedure allows the obtaining of constant closed-loop per-
formance.

The transfer function of the output voltage control loop is illustrated in Figure 14b.
An open-loop cross-over frequency of 25 Hz (i.e., ωc,io /10) has been set, to be sufficiently
decoupled from the current control loop.

The good matching between analytical and simulated results provides a first validation
of the proposed DC/DC controller design procedure.
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Figure 13. Analytically derived and simulated closed-loop transfer functions of the PFC current
controllers (a) and DC-link voltage controller (b).
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Figure 14. Analytically derived and simulated closed-loop transfer functions of the DC/DC output
current controller (a) and output voltage controller (b).

4.2. Experimental Results

The steady-state and dynamical performance of the proposed control strategy are
tested on the 3.3 kW OBC prototype shown in Figure 12. The complete converter control is
implemented on a STM32F732RE MCU from ST Microelectronics, featuring a CORTEX-M7
core with a 216 MHz clock frequency. The MCU ISR runs at fs = 20 kHz and the average
control execution time is 36 µs, which corresponds to 72 % of the control period Ts.

The experimental tests are carried out using a grid emulator connected at the input of
the PFC, emulating the European low-voltage grid (i.e., Vg = 230 VRMS, f = 50 Hz), and an
electronic load connected at the output of the DC/DC, emulating the battery under charge.

All measurements are performed with a Teledyne LeCroy 500 MHz, 12-bit, 10 GS/s,
8-channel oscilloscope, employing isolated high-voltage differential probes for voltage
measurements and standard current probes for current measurements. The accuracy of
the measurement setup is guaranteed by the manufacturer to be within 1 % total error,
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especially considering that the frequency of the measured signals is far less than the
bandwidth of both probes and oscilloscope.

4.2.1. AC/DC Stage

The PFC steady-state control performance is shown in Figure 15. The current absorbed
from the grid is sinusoidal with a high power factor (PF) and low total harmonic distortion
(THD) over the complete converter operation, achieving better performance for increasing
power levels. In particular, the presented results are in line with the best performance
achieved in previous literature, such as [20] (i.e., PI controller with sample correction and
feed-forward contribution) and [21] (i.e., model-predictive control), while being substan-
tially better than the ones reported in [23] (i.e., PI controller with sample and feed-forward
corrections). It is worth noting that the considered PFC circuit, differently from the reported
literature, is operated in full DCM over the complete power range. This feature, while
providing all the benefits illustrated in Section 1, leads to severe control challenges at light
load (i.e., deep DCM operation), since small errors affecting the sampling process or the
duty cycle actuation can largely downgrade the current control performance and accuracy.
Therefore, the results achieved herein must be considered accordingly.

(a) (b) (c)
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200 V/div
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2 A/div
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CH 2
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CH 1
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20 A/div
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PF = 0.999
THD = 2.18%

PF = 0.998
THD = 2.87%

PF = 0.977
THD = 8.62%

Figure 15. Experimental grid-side voltage (vg) and current (ig) waveforms for (a) 10 % load
(P = 330 W), (b) 50 % load (P = 1650 W) and (c) 100 % load (P = 3300 W). The scale of ig is
changed according to P.

A highlight of the DCM inductor currents is provided in Figure 16a,b. It is observed
that the two currents ii,1 and ii,2 are well balanced, due to the independent current con-
trollers. In Figure 16c,d the effectiveness of the 180° interleaving between the two switching
legs is demonstrated, resulting in an input current waveform with substantially lower
ripple. The measured input rectified voltage vi is also shown, which serves as current
shaper for the inductor current control loops.

Finally, the steady-state and dynamical performance of the DC-link voltage loop are
illustrated in Figure 17. The voltage control loop is subject to a load step, i.e., a step in
the power absorbed by the DC/DC stage. The effect of the feed-forward term is evident,
as it strongly limits the maximum DC-link voltage drop, while the integral part of the PI
controller slowly leads to zero steady-state error. Moreover, during operation, the moving
average filter allows the controller to avoid reacting to the 100 Hz voltage ripple induced
by the single-phase active power oscillation.
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Figure 16. Experimental waveforms of (a,b) the inductor currents (ii,1 and ii,2) and (c,d) the input
capacitor voltage (vi) and the input current (ii) for 50 % load (P = 1650 W).

CH 1
200 V/div

CH 2
5 A/div

vg

ib
vdc

CH 3
25 V/div

CH 4
25 V/div

vdc

load 
step

vdc,avg
from 
DAC

Figure 17. Experimental DC-link voltage (vdc) response to a load step between P = 800 W (≈ 25 %)
and P = 2400 W (≈ 75 %).

4.2.2. DC/DC Stage

An example of the steady-state operating waveforms of the PSFB is reported in
Figure 18. It is worth observing that several non-ideal phenomena take place and affect the
converter waveforms. In particular, the output diode bridge causes a large current drop at
the primary side during the freewheeling interval, as the energy stored in the transformer
leakage inductance charges the diode junction capacitances. Moreover, two separate
oscillations are present at the transformer secondary side, one related to the conventional
PSFB operation with unclamped diode bridge voltage [43,44] and the other deriving from
DCM operation [51], as indicated in Figure 18. Even though both phenomena involve
the diode bridge junction capacitances, the first oscillation occurs with the transformer
leakage inductance Lr and is centered around vdc/n, while the second oscillation involves
the output inductance Lo and occurs around vo, hence showing a lower frequency and less
resistive damping.
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Figure 18. Experimental PSFB waveforms at Vb = 400 V and Ib = 6 A: (a) primary transformer
voltage (vp) and current (ip) and (b) secondary rectified voltage (vr) and output current (io).

The dynamical performance of the closed-loop current control is highlighted in
Figure 19, where the response of the system to a reference output current step is shown.
Figure 18a validates the tuning of the integral regulator, as the feed-forward block is
turned off. In Figure 18b, instead, the complete control diagram reported in Figure 10
is implemented. The immediate response after the step is provided by the feed-forward
term, which compensates for most of the reference step (i.e., except for non-idealities
and modeling errors), while the slower dynamical contribution is given by the integral
controller, ensuring a zero steady-state error.

(a)

(b)

CH 1
4 A/div

CH 2
4 A/div

CH 1
4 A/div

CH 2
4 A/div

io

io

ibib

ioio

ibib

ioio

feed-forward 
contribution
feed-forward 
contribution

integral contributionintegral contribution

Figure 19. Experimental output current (io) response to a reference step from 2 A (P = 800 W) to 6 A
(P = 2400 W) with Vb = 400 V: (a) only integral controller, (b) feed-forward + integral controller.

To conclude, it is worth mentioning that the large-signal dynamical performance of the
voltage loop is not verified experimentally, as the battery load (i.e., a voltage source with
low internal impedance) does not comply with reference output voltage steps. In practice,
the voltage controller only intervenes during the converter start-up, when the output
voltage reference is ramped within a defined time period. During this interval, the battery
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remains unconnected, as the output protection diode (see Figures 2 and 12) is reverse biased,
therefore the voltage of the output capacitor vo is actively controlled. When the output
diode gets forward biased (i.e., vo ≥ Vb), the battery is effectively connected in parallel to
Co and the voltage controller output gets saturated to Io,max (i.e., CC mode). Consequently,
the large-signal dynamical response of the closed-loop voltage controller does not play a
significant role in the present application and is thus not verified experimentally.

5. Conclusions

This work has presented a design, tuning and implementation procedure for a digitally
controlled EV battery charger operated in DCM. The main design and operation features
of the AC/DC stage (interleaved dual-boost converter) and the isolated DC/DC stage
(phase-shifted full-bridge converter) have been recalled, together with the basic advantages
and drawbacks related to DCM operation. The state-space model of each subsystem has
been derived and exploited to analytically design the loop controllers (i.e., ii,1, ii,2, vdc, io
and vo). In particular, the plant transfer function non-linearities and the delays introduced
by the digital control implementation have been taken into account in the design process,
yielding an accurate tuning methodology and consistent dynamical performance over the
complete operating range. Finally, the control strategy has been implemented on a single
general purpose automotive-compliant MCU and its performance has been experimentally
verified on a 3.3 kW OBC prototype, highlighting the validity and the benefits of the
proposed solution.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, D.C., M.G. and F.M.; methodology, D.C., M.G. and F.M.;
software, M.G.; validation, D.C., M.G. and F.M.; formal analysis, D.C.; investigation, D.C., M.G. and
F.M.; resources, F.M. and R.B.; data curation, D.C. and M.G.; writing—original draft preparation,
D.C.; writing—review and editing, D.C., M.G., F.M. and R.B.; visualization, D.C.; supervision, F.M.
and R.B.; project administration, F.M. and R.B.; funding acquisition, R.B. All authors have read and
agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by the Power Electronics Innovation Center (PEIC), Politecnico
di Torino, and the Applications Laboratory for Power Systems (ALPS), Vishay Semiconductor
Italiana S.p.A.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Williamson, S.S.; Rathore, A.K.; Musavi, F. Industrial Electronics for Electric Transportation: Current State-of-the-Art and Future

Challenges. IEEE Trans. Ind. Electron. 2015, 62, 3021–3032. [CrossRef]
2. Yilmaz, M.; Krein, P.T. Review of Battery Charger Topologies, Charging Power Levels, and Infrastructure for Plug-In Electric and

Hybrid Vehicles. IEEE Trans. Power Electron. 2013, 28, 2151–2169. [CrossRef]
3. IEA. Global EV Outlook. 2020. Available online: www.iea.org/reports/global-ev-outlook-2020 (accessed on 19 December 2020).
4. Uddin, K.; Moore, A.D.; Barai, A.; Marco, J. The Effects of High Frequency Current Ripple on Electric Vehicle Battery Performance.

Appl. Energy 2016, 178, 142–154. [CrossRef]
5. IEEE Standard for Interconnection and Interoperability of Distributed Energy Resources with Associated Electric Power Systems Interfaces;

IEEE Std 1547-2018 (Revision of IEEE Std 1547-2003); IEEE: New York, NY, USA, 2018; pp. 1–138. [CrossRef]
6. IEC 61000-3: Electromagnetic Compatibility (EMC)—Part 3: Limit; IEC: Geneva, Switzerland, 2018.
7. CISPR 14-1:2016: Electromagnetic Compatibility—Requirements for Household Appliances, Electric Tools and Similar Apparatus—Part 1:

Emission; IEC: Geneva, Switzerland, 2016.
8. J2894/1_201901: Power Quality Requirements for Plug-In Electric Vehicle Chargers; SAE International: Troy, MI, USA, 2019. [CrossRef]
9. AEC—Q100: Failure Mechanism Based Stress Test Qualification for Integrated Circuits. Available online: http://www.aecouncil.

com/Documents/AEC_Q100_Rev_H_Base_Document.pdf (accessed on 16 January 2021).
10. AEC—Q200: Stress Test Qualification for Passive Components. Available online: http://www.aecouncil.com/Documents/AEC_

Q200_Rev_D_Base_Document.pdf (accessed on 16 January 2021).
11. Nussbaumer, T.; Raggl, K.; Kolar, J.W. Design Guidelines for Interleaved Single-Phase Boost PFC Circuits. IEEE Trans. Ind. Electron.

2009, 56, 2559–2573. [CrossRef]
12. Raggl, K.; Nussbaumer, T.; Doerig, G.; Biela, J.; Kolar, J.W. Comprehensive Design and Optimization of a High-Power-Density

Single-Phase Boost PFC. IEEE Trans. Ind. Electron. 2009, 56, 2574–2587. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1109/TIE.2015.2409052
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TPEL.2012.2212917
www.iea.org/reports/global-ev-outlook-2020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2016.06.033
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/IEEESTD.2018.8332112
http://dx.doi.org/10.4271/J2894/1_201901
http://www.aecouncil.com/Documents/AEC_Q100_Rev_H_Base_Document.pdf
http://www.aecouncil.com/Documents/AEC_Q100_Rev_H_Base_Document.pdf
http://www.aecouncil.com/Documents/AEC_Q200_Rev_D_Base_Document.pdf
http://www.aecouncil.com/Documents/AEC_Q200_Rev_D_Base_Document.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TIE.2009.2020073
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TIE.2009.2020074


Electronics 2021, 10, 203 26 of 27

13. Borlo, S.; Cittanti, D.; Gregorio, M.; Mandrile, F.; Musumeci, S. Comparative CCM-DCM Design Evaluation of Power Inductors
in Interleaved PFC Stage for Electric Vehicle Battery Chargers. In Proceedings of the International Conference on Clean Electrical
Power (ICCEP), Otranto, Italy, 2–4 July 2019; pp. 180–186. [CrossRef]

14. Sun, J.; Mitchell, D.M.; Greuel, M.F.; Krein, P.T.; Bass, R.M. Averaged Modeling of PWM Converters Operating in Discontinuous
Conduction Mode. IEEE Trans. Power Electron. 2001, 16, 482–492. [CrossRef]

15. Gautam, D.S.; Musavi, F.; Eberle, W.; Dunford, W.G. A Zero-Voltage Switching Full-Bridge DC–DC Converter With Capacitive
Output Filter for Plug-In Hybrid Electric Vehicle Battery Charging. IEEE Trans. Power Electron. 2013, 28, 5728–5735. [CrossRef]

16. Rossetto, L.; Spiazzi, G.; Tenti, P. Control Techniques for Power Factor Correction Converters. In Proceedings of the International
Conference on Power Electronics and Motion Control (PEMC), Warsaw, Poland, 20–22 September 1994.

17. Buccella, C.; Cecati, C.; Latafat, H. Digital Control of Power Converters—A Survey. IEEE Trans. Ind. Inform. 2012, 8, 437–447.
[CrossRef]

18. Blasko, V.; Kaura, V.; Niewiadomski, W. Sampling of Discontinuous Voltage and Current Signals in Electrical Drives: A System
Approach. In Proceedings of the IAS ’97. Conference Record of the 1997 IEEE Industry Applications Conference Thirty-Second
IAS Annual Meeting, New Orleans, LA, USA, 5–9 October 1997; Volume 1, pp. 682–689. [CrossRef]

19. Nussbaumer, T.; Heldwein, M.L.; Gong, G.; Round, S.D.; Kolar, J.W. Comparison of Prediction Techniques to Compensate Time
Delays Caused by Digital Control of a Three-Phase Buck-Type PWM Rectifier System. IEEE Trans. Ind. Electron. 2008, 55, 791–799.
[CrossRef]

20. De Gusseme, K.; Van de Sype, D.M.; Van den Bossche, A.P.M.; Melkebeek, J.A. Digitally Controlled Boost Power-Factor-Correction
Converters Operating in Both Continuous and Ciscontinuous Conduction Mode. IEEE Trans. Ind. Electron. 2005, 52, 88–97.
[CrossRef]

21. Roggia, L.; Beltrame, F.; Baggio, J.E.; Pinheiro, J.R. Digital Current Controllers Applied to the Boost Power Factor Correction
Converter with Load Variation. IET Power Electron. 2012, 5, 532–541. [CrossRef]
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