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Abstract—A decoupled control method is proposed to achieve
simultaneous zero-voltage-switching (ZVS) at any load condi-
tion and interleaving with dynamic frequency in an N -phase
interleaved synchronous DC-DC converter. A computationally
inexpensive oscillator network generates N -phase references
which retain desired interleaved state at any loading or transient
condition. A model based controller calculates the required posi-
tive and negative peak phase current references to ensure ZVS. A
phase compensator in each phase modulates the current reference
to synchronize inductor ripple current with the respective phase
reference generated by the oscillator network. The convergence
of the oscillator network and the phase compensator are shown
using non-linear analysis and experimental results are presented.

I. INTRODUCTION

High switching frequency in power electronic converters
offer a multitude of system level improvements such as smaller
passive components, reduced ripple stress and higher power
density. However, high frequency operation is accompanied by
several major difficulties, namely higher switching stress on
the power devices and increased switching loss [1]. Resonant
and quasi-resonant topologies can reduce or eliminate such
losses by enabling soft switching, i.e., ensuring turn-on and
turn-off of power devices at zero voltage and zero current,
respectively [2]–[4]. DC-DC converters are widely used in
energy conversion systems such as in electric vehicle traction
drives, PV and thermoelectric power generation systems [5]. In
such converters, zero-voltage switching (ZVS) can be achieved
by discharging the output capacitance (Coss) of a power device
before the switch turn-on event [6], [7]. ZVS can be ensured
by effectively controlling the inductor current ripple beyond
both a positive and a negative threshold in every switching
cycle. Another widely used technology for DC-DC conversion
is multi-phase interleaved topology which offers very high
effective switching frequency leading to further reduction of
switching ripple with smaller passive components as well as
better dynamic performance [8], [9]. However, implementing
both strategies simultaneously is exceedingly challenging. In
general, multi-phase interleaving is done for fixed frequency
operation using carrier-based modulation where carriers with
required phase displacement can be generated by a standard
digital controller. However, Quasi-Sqaure Wave (QSW) based
ZVS scheme, to be applicable for a wide range of loading
conditions, does not define a fixed switching frequency but

requires switching at a dynamic frequency as a function of
the load. Interleaving strategies for dynamic frequency have
been reported for two phase systems using a master-slave
approach [1] and a democratic approach [10], both of which
suffers for systems with three or more phases. The funda-
mental contribution of this work is to simultaneously achieve
the twofold objective of ZVS and interleaving in a system
with an arbitrary N number of phases through a decoupled
control method: first, an oscillator based computationally in-
expensive method is developed for interleaved phase reference
generation. Second, a model based controller ensures ZVS at
all load conditions in each phase, while a phase compensator
(PhC) synchronizes the switch turn-on and turn-off instances
with the respective phase reference. A global higher level
controller (HLC) generates average current references for
the phases while the ZVS operation and synchronization to
respective phase reference is achieved locally in each phase
and the virtual oscillator network retains the desired phase
displacement among the phase references dynamically.

II. PROPOSED DECOUPLED CONTROL METHOD
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Fig. 1: An N -phase synchronous DC-DC converter.

A synchronous DC-DC converter with N interleaved phases
is shown in Fig. 1. The objective of this research is to develop
a general framework to achieve simultaneous interleaving and
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Fig. 2: Proposed control system for dynamic interleaving with Iavg > 0.

ZVS operation at any load condition. The proposed approach
decouples the ZVS operation and interleaving by leveraging
a model based ZVS controller (MBZC), an oscillator based
interleaved phase reference generation block, and a phase
compensator (PhC) that can synchronize the inductor ripple
current with the respective phase reference. Fig. 2 shows the
proposed control system structure for Iavg > 0. For positive
average current the inductor ripple current is controlled to
reach below a negative peak-reference I− to ensure ZVS of
the bottom switch by discharging its output capacitor; whereas
the positive peak-reference I+ is dynamically compensated to
achieve synchronization with the phase-reference generated by
the oscillator network. For a negative average current, I+ is
utilized to achieve ZVS and I− is used as a control input
for synchronization. The controller operation is similar for
Iavg > 0 and Iavg < 0. To avoid repetition, the following
subsections describe the operation of the control system for a
positive average current.

A. High Level Controller (HLC)

The HLC block, shown in Fig. 1, is responsible for achiev-
ing a specific control objective for the entire converter. In
an interleaved DC-DC converter, the HLC block may be
responsible for regulating the DC bus voltage vbus or the
voltage across the filter capacitor vf or average inductor
current tracking may be required. Irrespective of the higher
level control objective, the HLC block generates an average
current reference to be tracked collectively by N phases. This
average current reference is sent to the MBZC.

B. Oscillator Based Interleaved Phase Reference Generation

From Fig. 1 and Fig. 2, it is evident that the N oscillators
in N phases are coupled through a virtual resistive network
using controlled voltage sources and the oscillator network can
be analyzed separately as shown in Fig. 3, with fundamental
period T0 as the only input from the MBZC. The output
voltage of the k-th oscillator unit is taken as vk = sin {φk(t)}.
With respect to an arbitrary reference frame rotating at a
frequency ω0 = 2π/T0, the average phase offset θk of the
k-th oscillator output is defined as

θk =
1

T0

∫ t

t−T0

φk(τ)dτ − ω0t (1)

The desired interleaved equilibrium of the network is defined
as

θk =
2πk

N
, ∀k ∈ N (2)

where N := {1, · · ·, N}, N ∈ N. This desired equilibrium is
identified as the so-called splay-state of the oscillators. Splay-
state in oscillator networks has been extensively studied and
several stabilization techniques have been proposed for differ-
ent applications [11]–[13]. However, for dynamic interleaving
application, a simple and computationally inexpensive method
is desirable. The following subsection describes the proposed
splay-state stabilization method.
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Fig. 3: Proposed oscillator network.

C. Splay-state Stabilization

To stabilize the desired splay-state equilibrium, the oscilla-
tor output is chosen as

φ̇k = ω0 +

bN2 c∑
n=1

Mn ×Qn,k(t), ∀k ∈ N ;

Qn,k(t) = vk(t− T0
4n

)× iosc(t)− vk(t)× iosc(t−
T0
4n

)

(3)

Here, Mn > 0 and bN2 c denotes the largest integer less
than or equal to N/2. It is worth noting that Qn,k can
be interpreted as the reactive power flowing out of the k-
th oscillator assuming a fundamental frequency of nω0. For
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Fig. 4: Phase portrait for N = 3.

N ≤ 3, the oscillators generate sinusoidal output voltage with
a single frequency, i.e., ω0, content; however, for N > 3,
the oscillators generate periodic output which contain higher
order harmonics additional to the fundamental frequency ω0.
In the following subsection, asymptotic convergence of to the
splay-state equilibrium is shown for N ≤ 3.

D. Asymptotic Convergence to Splay-state

For N ≤ 3, the oscillator output voltages contain only
fundamental frequency content and the phase offset can be
obtained without averaging the instantaneous phase φk(t).
Substituting iosc =

∑N
k=1 vk, the dynamics of the instanta-

neous phase offset θk can be expressed as

θ̇k = m×
N∑

l=1;l 6=k

sin(θk − θl) (4)

Here, m = M1. From (4), it is worth noting that the
proposed phase oscillators are repulsively coupled unlike the
Kuramoto model [14]–[16]. The Kuramoto model has been
widely used to analyze synchronization, i.e., reaching common
frequency, in phase coupled oscillator networks. However, for
generating interleaved phase references a common frequency
is not enough; at equilibrium each pair of oscillators must
maintain a phase displacement of 2π/N .

The splay-state equilibrium set of the oscillators can be
alternatively defined as θeq ∈ RN where |θk − θl| =
2π
N , ∀k, l ∈ N and k 6= l. For θ = [θ1 · · · θN ]T , we choose

V =
1

2
θ̇T θ̇ (5)

Taking time derivative of (5) and substituting θ̇ using (4), it
follows

V̇ = m×
N∑
k=1

N∑
l=1

(θ̇k − θ̇l)2 × cos(θk − θl) (6)

1) N = 2: For a collection of two oscillators, solving (4),
the equilibrium set is obtained as {(0, 0), (0, π)} where (0, π)
is the desired interleaved equilibrium. In G := {θ ∈ R2 :
|θ1 − θ2| < π

2 }, a neighborhood set of the equilibrium (0, 0),
V > 0 and V̇ > 0. Arguing Chetaev’s instability theory,
it follows that (0, 0) is an unstable equilibrium. Moreover,
d
dt (θ2 − θ1) = 2 × m sin(θ2 − θ1) which has same sign
as (θ2 − θ1) in G. Therefore, the oscillators always tend to
diverge from each other and exit G. In the remainder of
[0, 2π], the quadratic Lyapunov function V̇ < 0 except at
the equilibrium (0, π). Therefore, a system of two proposed
oscillators starting from any initial point within G will always
exit the set and subsequently converge asymptotically to the
desired interleaved equilibrium point.

2) N = 3: Without loss of any generality θ1 can be taken
as the reference phase and with respect to θ1 the relative states
are defined as θ21 := (θ2 − θ1), θ31 := (θ3 − θ1). Using the
relative phase states the oscillator dynamics can be expressed
as follows

θ̇k1 = m× {sin(θk1 − θl1) + 2 sin(θk1) + sin(θl1)} ,
∀k, l ∈ {2, 3}

(7)

Solving (7), the equilibrium set is obtained as (θ21, θ31) ∈
{(0, 0), (π, π), ( 2π

3 ,
4π
3 ), ( 4π

3 ,
2π
3 )}. Arguing Chetaev’s theo-

rem, it can be shown that (0, 0) and (π, π) are both unstable
equilibrium points as they lie in the set where |θ21| < π

2 ,
|θ31| < π

2 , and |θ21 − θ31| < π
2 . For |θk − θl| > π

2 , the
negative Lyapunov derivative V̇ < 0 establishes asymptotic
convergence to either of the desired interleaved equilibrium
points. Fig. 4 shows the phase-portrait of an oscillator network
with N = 3. It is evident that except the desired interleaved
points all other equilibrium points are saddle points, i.e.,
unstable. Infinitesimally small perturbation from these saddle
points drives the network to one of the desired equilibriums
which is shown by the trajectories of the network starting
from initial conditions very close to the undesired equilibrium
points. The sign of the oscillator output voltage is taken as the
phase reference vck.

vck(t) = sgn{vk(t)} (8)

Only the HLC and the oscillator network correspond glob-
ally to all N phases but the rest of the control system is local
to each phase and hence the subscript k denoting k-th phase
will be dropped for further analysis.

E. Model Based ZVS Controller (MBZC)

For DC-DC converters, soft-switching is typically achieved
by using Critical Mode (CRM) operation. However, for CRM
operation there is a finite boundary of the input to output
voltage ratio under which ZVS can be achieved. For achieving
ZVS for a wide operating range, a unified control method was
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Fig. 5: Typical waveforms for Boost ZVS current control

proposed in [17] using a hybrid current control strategy for
Boost PFC, which is equally applicable for a DC-DC buck or
boost converter.

In essence, the ZVS controller is similar to a hysteresis
controller. The positive and negative peak current references,
i.e., I+0 and I−0 respectively, are generated based on the Iavg
command from the HLC. To ensure ZVS margin, i.e., sufficient
positive and negative current swing to discharge the Coss
of both the top and bottom power switches, for Iavg > 0
the negative peak reference is modulated; The positive peak
reference is dynamically compensated to synchronize with the
respective phase-reference. The negative peak current control
enables switching frequency limitation as well. Alternatively,
I+0 is used for ZVS and I−0 is utilized for phase synchro-
nization in case of Iavg < 0. Figs. 5 and 6 summarize the
ZVS control scheme, where Zn =

√
L/2Coss is defined

as the characteristic impedance of a half-bridge, L denotes
the inductance, and Coss is the output capacitance of the
individual MOSFET switch.

In this section, boost mode of operation,i.e., Iavg > 0
is used to derive the analytical model and ZVS operation.
However, due to the synchronous nature of the topoplogy, it is
identically applicable for buck operation, albeit with a change
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Fig. 6: State trajectory for ZVS in boost operation.

in reference current direction and definition of active switch.
From Fig. 6, an analytical model can be derived [17]. During

resonance period tr1,

IBoff
=

√
I+2 − (Vf/Zn)

2
,

ITon
=

√
I+2 − [(Vbus − Vf ) /Zn]

2
(9)

During resonance period tr2,

I− = −
√
{(Vbus − Vf ) /Zn}2 + I2Toff

,

IBon = −
√
I+2 − (Vf/Zn)

2
,

I+ = 2Iavg − I−

(10)

It should be noted that the resonance periods tr1 and tr2
arise from the dead-time injected between the gating pulses
of the top and the bottom switches. For accomplishing both
ZVS and switching frequency margin, IToff

is constrained by
IToff

= −max {0, Iα, Iβ}, where

Iα =
Vbus (2Vf − Vbus)

Z2
n

,

Iβ =

[
max

{
Vf (Vbus − Vf )

2Lfswmax
Vbus

− Iavg, 0
}]2
−
(
Vbus − Vf

Zn

)2

(11)

The constrain on IToff
leads to the required ZVS time given

as

tZV S = −L
IToff

Vbus − Vf
(12)

Here tZV S is defined as the additional time that the top
switch needs to be kept turned on after the inductor current
reaches zero. Thus, control of tZV S ensures sufficient negative
current for the inductor so that the Coss of active switch,
i.e., bottom switch, is completely discharged ensuring ZVS
trnasition. This is also evident from Fig. 6 where the state
reaches zero voltage (along the y-axis). The MBZC consists
of a zero crossing detector (ZCD) which gives a rising edge
on the falling slope of the inductor current and vice-versa,
shown in Fig. 7. For a positive average inductor current
commanded by HLC, the MBZC delays the ZCD output signal
by tZV S . The delayed signal is used to set the S − R latch
which consequently turns on the active switch and the negative
inductor current resulted by the delay ensures its ZVS turn-on.

F. Phase Compensator (PhC)

The phase compensator update is triggered by the falling
zero crossing of the carrier signal vc of the respective phase.
The PhC dynamically modifies the peak current reference I+0
as (13) at the n-th zero crossing edge of vc.

I+[n+ 1] = u[n]× I+0 = (1 + γ)× I+0 (13)
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Fig. 8: Sliding surface of PhC

Here γ = −Kps × ∆δ[n] = −Kps × 2π∆t[n]/T0 where
∆δ denotes the phase error between inductor current and
respective carrier. The choice of KPS can be made using the
dynamics of ∆δ given by (14).

∆δ[n+ 1] = ∆δ[n]− ξ ×KPS∆δ + (ξ − ξ̂) (14)

where ξ :=
2πLI+0
T0

(
1
vf

+ 1
vbus−vf

)
and ξ̂ is the estimate of

ξ by the controller. From (14), it is evident that ∆δ decays
exponentially for ξ × KPS∆δ > (ξ − ξ̂). However, on the
sliding surface shown in Fig. 8, due to the estimation error a
chattering zone emerges whose boundary is given by

max{∆δS} <
max{ξ − ξ̂}
KPSξ

(15)

The estimation error may be dynamically compensated by
incorporating an integral part to γ in (13).

γ(z) = −KPS

(
1 +

T0/Ti
1− z−1

)
×∆δ(z) (16)

III. SIMULATION AND EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

A. Simulation

To evaluate the the proposed controller, a 10 kW three-
phase interleaved boost converter with a 400 V DC bus is
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Fig. 9: Simulated response of a 3-phase converter to a step
change in average IT reference.

simulated in PSIM. Fig. 9 shows the system response before
and after a step change in the total average current reference,
IT (=3Iavg) from 44.5 A to 49.5 A. The system reaches the
desired interleaved state within three switching cycles with
very small transient. The high positive peak of phase currents
enable ZVS of the top switches whereas the negative swing of
the phase currents of ≈ -4 A ensures that the bottom switches
reach ZVS.

B. Experiment

To validate each part of the proposed control method, sepa-
rate experiments are conducted. Firstly, the oscillator network
is tested to verify the splay-state stabilization.

1) Splay-state Stabilization in Oscillator Network: To ver-
ify the stable splay-state equilibrium, an oscillator network
with N = 3 is taken. The discrete implementation of the
oscillator network is done with a sampling rate of 1 MHz.
The three oscillators are initialized with minimal phase mis-
match and a fundamental reference frequency of 25 kHz. The
network quickly reached the desired splay-state equilibrium.
To demonstrate the accuracy of phase displacement and syn-
chronization speed, a step change in reference frequency to 20
kHz is introduced, shown in Fig. 10. It is worth noting that
the sign of each oscillator output voltage is taken to obtain the
phase reference and observed on the scope.

The phase displacement between each pair of phase refer-
ences is extracted from the experimental test data and shown
in Fig. 11, which shows that steady state is reached within
one-third of a cycle.

2) ZCD and Peak Detection: Next the ZCD circuit and the
peak detector circuit are tested in open-loop condition, i.e., the
power switches are controlled with a fixed gate signal. Except
the ZVS model block the entire MBZC is implemented using
shunt current sensor, digital to analog converter (DAC) and
high-speed analog comparators. The peak current reference is
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Fig. 10: Phase reference generation (N = 3).
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Fig. 11: Phase displacement extracted from Fig. 10.

set at I+0 = 1.73 A and the peak detection signal, shown in
Fig. 12, does not exhibit any significant delay. The ZCD signal
exhibits a delay thys which is caused by the hysteresis band of
the ZCD comparator. However, thys is considered as a fixed
offset by the MBZC while dispatching tZV S and thus can be
compensated.

𝒕𝒉𝒚𝒔 
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𝑰+ 

𝑹 
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𝐈𝐧𝐝𝐮𝐜𝐭𝐨𝐫 𝐜𝐮𝐫𝐫𝐞𝐧𝐭  

Fig. 12: Peak detection and ZCD in open loop.

3) Phase Compensator (PhC): Fig. 13 shows the oper-
ation of the PhC. Since each phase is equipped with a
separate phase compensator, results are shown for a single
phase. Initially the PhC is not used and therefore, the power
switches are controlled based on the nominal peak current
I+0 . Without phase compensation, the inductor current zero-
crossing exhibits significant phase mismatch with the phase

𝐏𝐡𝐚𝐬𝐞 𝐫𝐞𝐟𝐞𝐫𝐞𝐧𝐜𝐞 𝒗𝒄 

 𝒊 

 𝐏𝐡𝐚𝐬𝐞 𝐜𝐨𝐦𝐩𝐞𝐧𝐬𝐚𝐭𝐨𝐫 𝐚𝐜𝐭𝐢𝐯𝐚𝐭𝐞𝐝 

 𝒊 = 𝟎 

 𝐏𝐡𝐚𝐬𝐞 𝐦𝐢𝐬𝐦𝐚𝐭𝐜𝐡 

 𝒕𝒑𝒔𝒂 

Fig. 13: Phase compensator synchronizes the inductor current
with a given phase reference with minimal transient.
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 𝒕𝒄𝒍𝒄 

Fig. 14: Phase compensator synchronizes the inductor current
with a given phase reference with minimal transient. Without
integral compensation in PhC, small oscillations are observed
int iT due to model imperfection.

𝒊𝟏 

𝐒𝐭𝐞𝐩 𝐜𝐡𝐚𝐧𝐠𝐞 𝐢𝐧 𝑰𝟎
+ 

𝒊𝟐 

𝒊𝑻 

𝒊𝟏 

𝐒𝐭𝐞𝐩 𝐜𝐡𝐚𝐧𝐠𝐞 𝐢𝐧 𝑰𝟎
+ 

𝒊𝟐 

𝒊𝑻 

Fig. 15: System response to a step change in peak current
reference I+0 . Integral compensation completely eliminates
oscillations due to model mismatch.

reference. At t = tpsa, PhC is activated with Kps = 1/4π
and synchronization is immediately achieved with minimal
transients in the inductor current.
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4) Complete Closed-Loop Control: The proposed complete
control system is tested with a two-phase system. To avoid
dynamics of the HLC such as a voltage control loop, two DC
voltage sources are used as Vbus and Vf . Initially, both phases
are controlled with a fixed duty-ratio using two carriers with
arbitrary phase displacement. In absence of interleaving, the
inductor currents of the two phases add to give a large ripple
current in the total current iT , shown in Fig. 14. At t = tclc,
the proposed control system is activated and interleaving is
achieved within one cycle. It is worth noting that to ensure
ZVS, I− is set at −2 A. The effect of interleaving is evident in
iT : the ripple at the effective switching frequency is eliminated
and ripple with a period equaling half of that of the phase
currents is observed.

To highlight the impact of imperfection in the model used by
MBZC, initially the PhC is run without integral compensation.
The total current iT shows small irregular oscillations on
top of the expected 2nd-harmonic ripple. Next an integral
compensation is added with Ti/T0 = 100 and the oscillation
is completely eliminated, shown in Fig. 15. To evaluate the
dynamic performance, a step change in peak current reference
I+0 is introduced from 5.75A to 2.6A, i.e., a 55% decrease in
positive peak-reference. The system retains interleaving with
minimal transients, shown in Fig. 15.
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Fig. 16: Gate signals and drain-to-source voltages vDS for top
and bottom switches of phase 1.

To illustrate the ZVS transition of the top and bottom
switches of one phase, the gate signals and the drain-to-source
voltage vDS are shown in Fig. 16. It is evident that for both
switches, turn-on signal is sent to the gate after vDS has fallen
to zero; therfore, ZVS operation is achieved for both switches.

IV. CONCLUSION

A control scheme for a multi-phase synchronous DC-DC
converter with dynamic interleaving under all loading con-
ditions has been developed. The interleaving among phases
under dynamically varying switching frequency conditions is
achieved by stabilizing the splay-state equilibrium in a virtual
oscillator network. The oscillator outputs are used as phase-
references for the phases and the inductor current ripple in
each phase is synchronized to its respective reference by a

phase-compensator. A complete decoupled higher level model
based controller ensures ZVS simultaneously.

REFERENCES

[1] Z. Liu, Z. Huang, F. C. Lee, and Q. Li, “Digital-Based Interleaving
Control for GaN-Based MHz CRM Totem-Pole PFC,” IEEE Journal of
Emerging and Selected Topics in Power Electronics, vol. 4, no. 3, pp.
808–814, sep 2016.

[2] K. D. T. Ngo, “Generalization of resonant switches and quasi-resonant
DC-DC converters,” in 1987 IEEE Power Electronics Specialists Con-
ference. IEEE, jun 1987, pp. 395–403.

[3] V. Vorperian, “Quasi-square-wave converters: topologies and analysis,”
IEEE Transactions on Power Electronics, vol. 3, no. 2, pp. 183–191,
apr 1988.

[4] D. Maksimovic and S. Cuk, “Constant-frequency control of quasi-
resonant converters,” IEEE Transactions on Power Electronics, vol. 6,
no. 1, pp. 141–150, 1991.

[5] H. Wu, V. Pickert, D. Giaouris, and B. Ji, “Nonlinear Analysis and
Control of Interleaved Boost Converter Using Real-Time Cycle to
Cycle Variable Slope Compensation,” IEEE Transactions on Power
Electronics, vol. 32, no. 9, pp. 7256–7270, sep 2017.

[6] D. Sable, F. Lee, and B. Cho, “A zero-voltage-switching bidirectional
battery charger/discharger for the NASA EOS satellite,” in [Proceed-
ings] APEC ’92 Seventh Annual Applied Power Electronics Conference
and Exposition. IEEE, 1992, pp. 614–621.

[7] C. Henze, H. Martin, and D. Parsley, “Zero-voltage switching in high
frequency power converters using pulse width modulation,” in APEC
’88 Third Annual IEEE Applied Power Electronics Conference and
Exposition. IEEE, 1988, pp. 33–40.

[8] Jiun-Ren Tsai, Tsai-Fu Wu, Chang-Yu Wu, Yaow-Ming Chen, and Ming-
Chuan Lee, “Interleaving Phase Shifters for Critical-Mode Boost PFC,”
IEEE Transactions on Power Electronics, vol. 23, no. 3, pp. 1348–1357,
may 2008.

[9] O. Hegazy, J. V. Mierlo, and P. Lataire, “Analysis, modeling, and
implementation of a multidevice interleaved DC/DC converter for fuel
cell hybrid electric vehicles,” IEEE Transactions on Power Electronics,
vol. 27, no. 11, pp. 4445–4458, nov 2012.

[10] B. Lu, “A novel control method for interleaved transition mode PFC,” in
2008 Twenty-Third Annual IEEE Applied Power Electronics Conference
and Exposition. IEEE, feb 2008, pp. 697–701.

[11] D. Paley, N. Leonard, and R. Sepulchre, “Oscillator Models and Col-
lective Motion: Splay State Stabilization of Self-Propelled Particles,”
in Proceedings of the 44th IEEE Conference on Decision and Control.
Seville, Spain: IEEE, 2005, pp. 3935–3940.

[12] D. Anderson, A. Tenzer, G. Barlev, M. Girvan, T. M. Antonsen, and
E. Ott, “Multiscale dynamics in communities of phase oscillators,”
Chaos: An Interdisciplinary Journal of Nonlinear Science, vol. 22, no. 1,
p. 013102, Mar. 2012.

[13] A. Jain and D. Ghose, “Stabilization of collective motion in synchro-
nized, balanced and splay phase arrangements on a desired circle,” in
2015 American Control Conference (ACC). Chicago, IL, USA: IEEE,
Jul. 2015, pp. 731–736.

[14] N. Chopra and M. W. Spong, “On Exponential Synchronization of Ku-
ramoto Oscillators,” IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control, vol. 54,
no. 2, pp. 353–357, Feb. 2009.

[15] F. Dörfler and F. Bullo, “Synchronization and Transient Stability in
Power Networks and Nonuniform Kuramoto Oscillators,” SIAM Journal
on Control and Optimization, vol. 50, no. 3, pp. 1616–1642, Jan. 2012.

[16] J. W. Simpson-Porco, F. Dörfler, and F. Bullo, “Droop-Controlled In-
verters are Kuramoto Oscillators*,” IFAC Proceedings Volumes, vol. 45,
no. 26, pp. 264–269, Sep. 2012.

[17] Q. Huang, R. Yu, A. Q. Huang, and W. Yu, “Adaptive zero-voltage-
switching control and hybrid current control for high efficiency GaN-
based MHz Totem-pole PFC rectifier,” in 2017 IEEE Applied Power
Electronics Conference and Exposition (APEC). IEEE, mar 2017, pp.
1763–1770.

233


	MAIN MENU
	Go to Previous View
	Help
	Search
	Print
	Author Index
	Table of Contents


 
 
    
   HistoryItem_V1
   TrimAndShift
        
     Range: all pages
     Trim: fix size 8.500 x 11.000 inches / 215.9 x 279.4 mm
     Shift: move up by 3.60 points
     Normalise (advanced option): 'original'
      

        
     32
            
       D:20170330081459
       792.0000
       US Letter
       Blank
       612.0000
          

     Tall
     1
     0
     No
     675
     322
     Fixed
     Up
     3.6000
     0.0000
            
                
         Both
         AllDoc
              

       PDDoc
          

     Uniform
     0.0000
     Top
      

        
     QITE_QuiteImposingPlus2
     Quite Imposing Plus 2.9
     Quite Imposing Plus 2
     1
      

        
     7
     6
     7
      

   1
  

    
   HistoryItem_V1
   TrimAndShift
        
     Range: From page 1 to page 1
     Trim: none
     Shift: move up by 3.60 points
     Normalise (advanced option): 'original'
      

        
     32
     1
     0
     No
     675
     322
     Fixed
     Up
     3.6000
     0.0000
            
                
         Both
         1
         SubDoc
         1
              

      
       PDDoc
          

     None
     0.0000
     Top
      

        
     QITE_QuiteImposingPlus2
     Quite Imposing Plus 2.9
     Quite Imposing Plus 2
     1
      

        
     7
     0
     1
      

   1
  

 HistoryList_V1
 qi2base



