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Notice

Power Smart Control tutorials or other design advice, services or information, in-
cluding, but not limited to, reference designs, are intended to assist designers who are
developing applications that use SmartNetics; by downloading, accessing or using any
particular Power Smart Control resource in any way, you (individually or, if you are
acting on behalf of a company, your company) agree to use it solely for this purpose
and subject to the terms of this notice. Power Smart Control reserves the right to make
corrections, enhancements, improvements and other changes to its resources. You un-
derstand and agree that you remain responsible for using your independent analysis,
evaluation and judgment in designing your applications and that you have full and ex-
clusive responsibility to assure the safety of your applications and compliance of your
applications with all applicable regulations, laws and other applicable requirements.

Disclaimer

Power Smart Control S.L. (PSC) makes no representation or warranty with respect
to the adequacy or accuracy of this documentation or the software which it describes.
In no event will PSC or its direct or indirect suppliers be liable for any damages whatso-
ever including, but not limited to, direct, indirect, incidental, or consequential damages
of any character including, without limitation, loss of business profits, data, business
information, or any and all other commercial damages or losses, or for any damages in
excess of the list price for the license to the software and documentation.
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Introduction

SmartNetics is a software for the design and analysis of magnetic devices: inductors
and transformers. Although these devices can be designed to comply with any speci-
fication, SmartNetics is specially suited for magnetics to be used in medium power (15
kW - 100 kW), high frequency (15 kHz - 100 kHz) power converters.

Our approach is not to offer a single one-fits-all solution but to provide every pos-
sible design to have all the available information and, at the same time, an intuitive
graphical interface that allows the user to easily assess the impact of every value.

In every part of the software, the user can select whether to input only the minimum
amount of data and use the predefined configuration, or to manually adjust every little
design parameter. With this approach, whether it is your first time designing a mag-
netic device or you are a seasoned expert, you can design the device that best suits
your needs.

This tutorial aims to illustrate the complete design procedure for a magnetic device,
in this particular case an inductor for a 3-phase 50 Hz, 50 kW inverter with a switching
frequency of 30 kHz and refrigerated by natural convection.

Total power Phases Inductance Main frequency Switching frequency
50 kW 3 300 µH 50 Hz 30 kHz

Table 1: Main design parameters
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Design

In SmartNetics, the design procedure is divided in 5 steps:

1. Input data: enter the minimum required data for the design (inductance and
current for inductors; turns ratio, primary voltage and current for transformers).

2. Configuration: use the default configuration or modify any little aspect of the
design procedure.

3. Design: find every possible combination of parameters that, complying with the
restrictions, provide a suitable device. From those devices, select any number
that are potential candidates.

4. Selection: analyze in detail the selected subset and select the best device.

5. Device: graphically access every property of the selected device, generate a re-
port or export it to third-party software.

The aim of this tutorial is to guide the user in the 5 steps, from the definition of input
signals to the simulation and validation of the desired device in third-party software.
By default, SmartNetics opens with the first step active. The user can navigate through
steps using the 5 buttons at the left side, as shown in Figure 1. Notice how some steps
are not available until some previous requirement is met, for example, the user can not
select a design until they have generated some.

Figure 1: Lateral menus
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Input data

1 Input data

The first step is to define the target magnetic device, there are two options:

• Inductor: Defined by its inductance and current.

• Transformer: Defined by its turns ratio (n=N1/N2), current and voltage (both
referred to primary side).

The device to design can be selected with the top switch. For this example, we
are going to design an inductor; once it is selected, only the inductance and current
waveform are needed and their default values are displayed, as shown in Figure 2.

Figure 2: Default inductor

Inductance is defined in its own field. In this case, since we are going to design a
300 µH inductor, we can input 0.0003 (or 300e-6) in the dialog box, as shown in Figure
3:

Figure 3: Inductance value definition

The user can define the current waveform using one of the predefined shapes: si-
nusoidal, triangle, or rectangular; or use a generic waveform, that can be taken from
a previous measurement or simulation loading a .csv file. In this case, we are going
to design one of the inductors of a three-phase inverter, which handles a main 50 Hz
sinusoidal current with an RMS value of 72.5 A, to which a high frequency ripple (from
the 30 kHz inverter) is superimposed.
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Configuration

Since the high frequency ripple varies along the sinusoidal period, the easiest way
to reproduce it is to get the waveform from a simulation. That is done by selecting
“File” in the “Current definition” drop-down and clicking on “Load file” to select a
previously saved signal (as .csv). Once loaded, the values are displayed and the main
frequency is automatically extracted, as shown in Figure 4.

Figure 4: Loaded current waveform

Notice how, for a waveform defined in a file, the frequency field can not be modified
(edit box turns gray), since it is extracted from the values of said file.

Once the desired inductance and current have been defined, the user can configure
the design procedure in the next step, “Configuration”.

2 Configuration

This step is accessible by the second button of the lateral menus (“Configuration”) and
is divided in 4 parts:

• Databases

• Device parts

• Models

• General
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Configuration

By default, “Databases” is selected, but the user can navigate them using the tabs
on top, as shown in the next figure:

Figure 5: Configuration tabs

In general, the default configuration can produce good results for many applica-
tions, but the user is free to use any prior knowledge to achieve an even better result.
In this particular case we are going to modify a few aspects as part of the example.

2.1 Databases

We are designing an inductor where, although there is a high frequency ripple, the low
frequency (50 Hz) component dominates. Since the peak value of the current used in
this design is 102.5 A, saturation may become a big problem, even bigger than losses.
To cover every possible scenario, instead of only using ferrite (with a saturation around
0.4 T), we are also going to consider an amorphous material (with a saturation around
1.5 T).

In this design, on top of the ferrite 3C94 by Ferroxcube, we are considering an amor-
phous material manufactured by ELESA; both materials are selected by activating their
“Contemplated?” fields in the database, as shown in Figure 6.

Figure 6: Core materials selected for the design
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Configuration

In a 50 kW three-phase converter, every inductor handles one third of that power,
around 16.7 kW. For such a high power, we are only going to select the biggest E ge-
ometry available in the database: E/100/60/28. Many ferrites area available in that
geometry but, since we are also considering an amorphous material for the design,
which is only available in C/U shapes, we are going to also add them for this design.

In the current version, only EE shapes are considered for the design, but two U/C
cores can be used side-to-side to generate an E shape, as shown in Figure 7. That is
done by checking the “Generate E cores from Us”.

Figure 7: E cores generated from U/C shapes

Since the inductor is intended for a 50 kW inverter, only some big cores are active
in this example. Once selected, the database items to be used are shown in the next
figure:

Figure 8: Core geometries selected for the design

With the aim to reduce high frequency conductor losses and to ease manufacture
in case several wires need to be used in parallel (since the selected cores are very big),
only some Litz wires have been selected (items 7, 11, and 14 in Figure 9).
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Configuration

Figure 9: Conductor geometries selected for the design

The remaining databases are left as default for this example, but the user is free to
configure what entries to use referring Conductor materials, Insulators, Wire sleeves
and Connectors.

2.2 Device parts

The next step is to configure the rules that apply to every part of the device. Here, the
user can leave everything as it is, which will be enough for many designs, or can fine
tune every parameter. There are 4 parts to be configured:

• Core

• Conductors

• Insulators

• Bobbin

Every configuration parameter is accessible (and a comprehensive definition is pro-
vided in the help installed along SmartNetics, accessible by pressing ’f1’ in any part of
the tool). If the designer has some particular requirements or some previous knowl-
edge about the design output, they can use this configuration to reduce simulation
time, by only allowing designs that they know are going to match the desired result.
As an example, we have modified 4 fields for this particular design:

• Since the selected cores are already pretty big, “Maximum stacked cores” has
been reduced from 4 to 3.
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Configuration

• Even though Litz wire is easier to handle than solid wire, the maximum number
of parallel wires, set by “Paralleled wires limit” has been reduced from 6 to 5 to
ensure an easy winding.

• At the same time “Allow a reduction of n parallel wires” has been increased from
1 to 2, to allow designs with 5, 4 (4=5-1) or only 3 (3=5-2) wires in parallel.

• Since the window of these cores is very big, a high amount of different values
for the number of turns can be possible. To reduce the imposed restriction to this
value, “Maximum N combinations” has been increased from 10 to 20.

The full configuration, once those fields have been modified, is shown in Figure 10.

Figure 10: Device parts configuration

The remaining options have been left as in the default configuration but, as in every
part of the tool, the user is free to use any prior knowledge or any information coming
from the future manufacturer to adapt the design to the particular needs of a given
project.

2.3 Models

In the next tab, “Models”, the user can select the model to be used for the calculation
of every parameter of the device, including losses, inductance and temperature. By
default the most precise models are used for the design, so we will not modify them.
The only change in the fields shown in Figure 11 is the ambient temperature, that
has been increased to 35º, knowing that the inductors are going to operate inside an
enclosure.
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Configuration

Figure 11: Models configuration

By using the most precise models the user can achieve the most accurate results but
at the cost of an increased design time. To reduce simulation time, a simpler model can
be used; for example, if the user knows that core losses are not relevant for the design
or that the regular Steinmetz approximation is enough, they can select that model for
“Core loss”; or if a rough estimation is enough, the “Maximum temperature iterations”
can be reduced. For this example, assuming no prior knowledge of the desired results,
high precision models are used.

2.4 General

In this last step the user can set any (or every) parameter of the design. Since we don’t
have any restriction in that regard, let’s leave everything as is, including a maximum
difference between wanted and achieved inductance of 5% (“Maximum design devia-
tion” = 0.05).

Figure 12: General configuration

Having set every configuration parameter, the user can proceed to the next avail-
able step, “Design”, using the lateral menu.
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Design

3 Design

Once everything has been configured, the design process can begin, and every param-
eter combination that produces a valid result is displayed. Any numeric variable that
has any impact in the design can be selected at the right-side selectors to be used for
comparison. The default variables are selected considering the values that usually im-
pact the most in the design decision, so we are going to use them for this section, as
shown in the next figure.

Figure 13: Design results

Once every valid solution is known, we can star filtering out the ones that are con-
sidered most convenient for this particular project. To do so, simply click and drag
the cursor to select the desired devices in any graph, those designs will become high-
lighted in every other graph, enabling an easy comparison of up to 8 different variables
at the same time.

In the first place, to ensure a correct working of the converter, taking into account
that only natural convection is considered, let’s filter out the designs with a maximum
temperature higher than 100º, as shown in the next figure:
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Design

Figure 14: Design results after filtering by Temperature

Figure 14 highlights the advantages of the SmartNetics approach. As can be seen, a
device with approximately the same value in a given parameter can be built in many
different ways, and sometimes allowing a slightly increase in a parameter can allow
for a much better design in every other aspect.

At the bottom-right graph we can see that the device can be constructed by using
two or three stacked cores and at the bottom-left that it can have a very different cost
depending on the selection. Even though the device with the lowest losses (the one
that would be provided by a direct method that just gives the most efficient device)
uses 3 stacked cores, in exchange for a little increase in losses, devices that are much
more convenient can be found To reduce cost and ease manufacturability, from the
previous subset, let’s take only the designs that use only 2 stacked cores, as shown in
the next figure.

Figure 15: Design results after filtering by Stack
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Selection

Once a subset of all the possible combinations has been selected, using up to 8 vari-
ables, a detailed description of the remaining designs can be used for a fine selection
of the design to build. That can be done in the next dialog: “Selection”, which is now
available in the lateral menu.

4 Selection

In this dialog, the details of the remaining devices can be inspected in detail to select
the one that best fits the need of the current project. The definition of every parameter
can be consulted in the provided help (accessed bu pressing ’f1’ or clicking in the cor-
responding button, always available at the bottom-left corner). The user can change
the width of every field or even hide the ones not considered important, as shown in
Figure 16.

Figure 16: Selection. Available devices

The devices shown in the figure are the ones selected in the previous step, so all of
them comply with the imposed restrictions. As can be seen, every design selected uses
the same core geometry (2 stacked 2xCC0125), the same core material (an amorphous
core manufactured by ELESA) and the same wire (a 2205 strands Litz wire with a 0.071
mm diameter).

They even have very similar losses (28.05 to 31.7 W in a 50 kW converter), similar
maximum temperatures (93.1º to 98.9º), similar weights (7.0 to 7.5 kg), etc. In a differ-
ent approach, only one of these devices would be available, for example the one with
the lowest losses. This remarks the disadvantages of that approach, where designs
that are very similar in a given parameter could be discarded by a small difference that
wouldn’t even have any impact on the converter, without considering the big improve-
ment they could provide in other metrics.

The biggest differences are the length of the magnetic flux thorough air (“l g (m)”,
which is twice the distance between top and bottom core for a device with gaps in
every leg), the number of turns (“N”) and how the wires of each turn are paralleled
(“Vertical wires” and “Horizontal wires”).

Even though we have established a limit for the maximum B field (“Saturation fac-
tor” in Figure 10), for this particular project we know that there are situations when
the current can be even higher than the nominal one. To account for that, we are go-
ing to select the devices with a reduced maximum B (“B max (T)”), that correspond to

www.powersmartcontrol.com 14



Selection

the ones with the highest turns. The three last options shown in Figure 17 match that
criteria.

Figure 17: Selection. Subset of available devices

Every selected design uses 4 wires in parallel for each turn. The difference between
the remaining devices is how those 4 wires area paralleled: 4x1, 2x2 and 1x4 (“Vertical
wires” x “Horizontal wires”). With the aim to ease manufacturability, let’s select the
one with a wire paralleling strategy that produces a stack closer to a square: 2x2.

Once the desired design is found, it can be selected by clicking in the “Select design”
button below. Once done, the data of the device is replicated at the bottom, as shown
in the next figure:

Figure 18: Selection. Single device

Please, keep in mind that, for devices with a single gap, the total length of the mag-
netic flux thorough air (“l g (m)”) is the same as the gap distance. For this particular
example we have selected standard gapping, which means we have gaps in every leg.
This means the “l g (m)” value corresponds to twice the gap, since it is traversed twice
by the magnetic flux (this also applies for distributed gaps).

Once a design is selected, the last button on the lateral menu, “Device”, is enabled
and the user can proceed with the last step of the process.
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Device

5 Device

In this last dialog, the user can see the details of the selected device and export it to
third-party tools for validation.

The user can navigate through the 5 available tabs:

• Geometry

• Performance

• Report

• Ansys

• Altair

5.1 Geometry

In this first tab, a graphical representation of the device is shown, along with a drawing
of a single core and wire with their main dimensions.

Figure 19: Geometry visualization

5.2 Performance

In the second tab, the user can see the distribution of temperatures in the different
parts of the device, depicted in Figure 20. The temperatures shown are calculated for
the center of the device and divided in: center of the central column, center of the
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Device

lateral columns, center of the top and bottom yokes and center of the windings (one
winding for inductors and two for transformers).

Figure 20: Temperature distribution

5.3 Model impact

Although the model to be used for every calculation was selected in the second step
(“Configuration”), the user can see in this tab the results that would have been pro-
vided by the other available models. This way, the user can get important information
that can help them in the current design and in future ones. The impact of the models
selected for the calculation of core loss, conductor loss and inductance are shown in
Figure 21.

Figure 21: Model impact
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Device

In the case of core loss (displayed at the top left corner), by selecting the most pre-
cise model (“iGSE”) the underestimation given by the use of the regular Steinmetz
model (“SE”) or the overestimation provided for this particular waveform by its gen-
eralization (“GSE”) can be avoided. For the conductor loss (top right corner), the fact
that the selection of the Litz wire was the correct choice is highlighted by assessing
that skin and proximity losses have a very small impact in total loss (Skin, Dowell and
Villar models very similar to DC model). Lastly, at the bottom left corner, the induc-
tance model comparison demonstrates that, once the gap starts having a high value
(1.75 mm in this particular case), the fringing effects can not be omitted, and using a
model like Schwarz-Christofel 3D is compulsory.

5.4 Report

In the fourth tab, the user can generate a high-resolution report that includes the de-
sired information. The user can select what fields to include in said report:

• Include geometry: includes the graphs displayed in the “Geometry” tab.

• Include performance: includes the graph displayed in the “Performance” tab.

• Include model impact: includes the graphs displayed in the “Model impact” tab.

• Include component list: generates a list of the components needed to build the
device.

• Include input signals: replicates the signals (current for inductors; current and
voltage for transformers) used as input for the design in the first dialog.

• Include design configuration: generates a list of every configuration option.

Once the desired options are selected, the user can press on “Generate report” to
generate the PDF file in the path selected below.

Figure 22: Report configuration
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Device

Please, keep in mind that the PDF is generated by a LaTeX file that need MikTex to
compile. If it is not installed, the user will be asked to do so (and guided thorough its
corresponding Help section).

5.5 Ansys

Every design in SmartNetics is based on analytical models. This way, thousands of
possible combinations can be tried in a short time. Once a particular design is selected,
a deeper analysis can be carried out by means of Finite Elements tools.

In this regard, SmartNetics allows the direct exportation to Ansys-Maxwell and
Ansys-IcePack, where the device can be simulated. To do so, the first step is to generate
the model, which is defined in a python script. This is done when clicking on “Generate
Ansys model” and no Ansys installation is required.

Once the model is created, the user can launch Ansys themselves and run it, in the
same computer SmartNetics is installed or any other with a valid Ansys license. Ansys
can also be launched from this same screen, by clicking on “Launch Ansys” (Ansys is
a third-party software and has to be installed beforehand).

In the case of Ansys, the user can carry electromagnetic simulations by means of
Ansys-Maxwell or Temperature simulation by means of Ansys-IcePack. For this exam-
ple we will run a temperature simulation, taking into account insulators, wire sleeves
and bobbin for an increased precision. To reduce simulation time, the X and Y region
percentages have been reduced to 25% and, taking advantage of its symmetry, only
one quarter of the device is going to be simulated (2.25D under “Generate symmetry
simplifications”). The full simulation configuration is shown in Figure 23.

Figure 23: Ansys simulation configuration
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Device

Once the user clicks on “Generate Ansys model” and then on “Launch Ansys”, the
simulator automatically opens and build the geometry, assigning the required materi-
als, boundaries and perturbations, as shown in the next figure.

Figure 24: Ansys 2.25 geometry

Once the model is generated, the user can click on “Analyze all” to start the simu-
lation, as shown in Figure 25.

Figure 25: Ansys “Analyze all” button

*Since this is a very complex model, inside Ansys-IcePack the negative Z boundary
was edited to be a 25% and the Mesh region was edited to achieve a good convergence,
as shown in the next figure:
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Device

Figure 26: Ansys-IcePack mesh configuration

The simulation results are shown in the next figure for the YZ plane.

Figure 27: Ansys-IcePack temperature results

As can be seen, there is a very good match between the simulation and the estima-
tion shown in Figure 20, taking into account that only the highest temperature of every
part is calculated, instead of an accurate distribution. This highlights one of the ad-
vantages of proposed approach: first use analytical equations, that allow the design of
thousands of magnetics in a very short amount of time; and then validate the decision
with a Finite Elements software, that can achieve a very high precision but at the cost
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Device

of an increase in time and resources (for this particular example, a two hour simulation
requiring 47 GB of RAM).

5.6 Altair

The remaining option for the validation of the design in a third-party software is the
simulation in another Finite Elements tool: Altair-Flux. The configuration options are
shown in Figure 28 and are similar to the ones in Ansys, with slight changes due to the
differences in both programs.

As in the previous step, the user can click on “Generate Flux model” (no Flux in-
stallation is required) to generate a python file with the full description of the model,
including geometry, materials, main waveform values, etc. Once generated, the user
can run the simulation on a different machine or on the one SmartNetics is installed, by
clicking on “Launch Flux” (for this step Flux must be previously installed in the path
selected below).

Figure 28: Flux simulation configuration

Since “Run automatically” is checked, once the model is built inside Flux, the sim-
ulation starts automatically. The results of the simulation are displayed in the next
figure, where the B field is shown. As can be seen, the B field matches the one pre-
dicted on average for the whole core (shown in Figure 18 as “B max (T)”), which is one
of the estimated device parameters.
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Device

Figure 29: Flux simulation results. B field

The inductance and resistance calculated values are shown in the “Output” box
inside Flux. As can be seen, the inductance value is a bit lower than expected (280 µH
versus the expected 300 µH), as shown in the next figure.

Figure 30: Flux simulation results. Output

That can be in part explained by the simplifications assumed when doing a 2D
model of a 3D device but, on top of that, thanks to the accurate Finite Elements model,
we can achieve a better insight into the device specifics. To do so, we can display the
H field as well, as shown in Figure 31.

Figure 31: Flux simulation results. H field
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Device

As can be seen, the H filed around the gap enters the wires next to it, which can
also explain some of the difference. Once again, this highlights the advantages of the
combination of an analytical approach, that allows the selection of the best device, and
the Finite Elements simulation, that allows a deep understanding of the details of the
device, letting the user take measures before manufacturing, like increasing the gap-
wires distance by increasing the bobbin thickness, for example.
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Conclusion

In this tutorial, an example on how to fully design, export and simulate an inductor
using SmartNetics has been carried out. Starting from a current and inductance defini-
tion, the user can control any aspect of the design process. Once every possible device
is designed, the user can easily select the one that best suits their needs and, for the
selected design, they can generate a report or export it for simulation in third-party
Finite Elements Analysis software.

As has been shown, the advantage of the proposed approach over the classical one
(where only the device that is the best in one or two properties is provided) is clear.
Thanks to this strategy, a device that has only a slightly lower performance in one
aspect (and so would be discarded in the classical approach) but much better in every
other, can be identified, allowing the selection of the device that best suits the current
project.

Once the device that is considered best for the project (regardless of the definition
of “best”) is selected, the user can export it to third-party software for its validation. In
this tutorial, we have validated the result against two Finite Elements Analysis tools:
Ansys-IcePack and Altair-Flux, with very good results in both of them, assessing the
validity of the proposed approach.

This tutorial is intended as an example, so the user is encouraged to try different
configurations to find the one that is best suited for their particular project.

Please, keep in mind that the images shown in this document may not exactly coin-
cide with the options and distribution shown in the application, since different updates
may incur in slight changes.
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