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Abstract—In this paper, an offline torque sharing function (TSF)
for torque ripple reduction in switched reluctance motor (SRM)
drives over a wide speed range is proposed. The objective function
of an offline TSF is composed of two secondary objectives with a
Tikhonov factor to minimize the square of the phase current (cop-
per loss) and derivatives of current references (rate of change of
flux linkage). The proposed TSFs with different Tikhonov factors
are compared with the conventional TSFs including linear, cubic,
and exponential TSFs in terms of efficiency and torque–speed per-
formance while operating in both magnetic linear and saturation
regions. Then, the Tikhonov factor is selected based on a trade-
off between the copper loss and torque–speed performance. The
maximum torque-ripple-free speed of the selected offline TSF is
validated to be seven times as high as the best case in these con-
ventional TSFs. The performance of the offline TSF is verified
by simulations and experiments with a 2.3-kW, three-phase 12/8
SRM. Results show that the proposed offline TSF can significantly
reduce the torque ripple of SRM without increasing copper loss
over a wide speed range.

Index Terms—Offline torque sharing function (TSF), switched
reluctance motor (SRM) drives, torque ripple reduction.

I. INTRODUCTION

INDIRECT torque control of switched reluctance motors
(SRMs) [1], [2] can be classified as average torque control

and instantaneous torque control. The phase current is controlled
as a square waveform in average torque control, and therefore,
only turn-on angle and turn-off angle can be adjusted for the
given torque reference. Online and offline optimization of turn-
on and turn-off angles in average torque control are investigated
in recent publications for torque ripple reduction or efficiency
improvements [3]–[6].

Instantaneous torque control is gaining interest in the torque
ripple reduction in SRM drives, since the phase current pro-
file varies at each sampled rotor position. This adds up more
flexibility in torque ripple reduction as well as efficiency en-
hancement. Defining phase current profiles are widely discussed
in [7] and [8] to reduce commutation torque ripples. In [7], a
novel method combing both machine design and torque control
algorithm is presented to minimize torque ripples of switched

Manuscript received July 7, 2014; revised November 3, 2014 and September
5, 2014; accepted December 9, 2014. Date of publication January 9, 2015; date
of current version May 15, 2015. This work was supported in part by the Canada
Excellence Research Chairs Program. Paper no. TEC-00479-2014.

The authors are with the McMaster Institute for Automotive Research and
Technology, McMaster University, Hamilton, ON L8S 4K1, Canada (e-mail:
yej25@mcmaster.ca; bilginb@mcmaster.ca; emadi@mcmaster.ca)

Color versions of one or more of the figures in this paper are available online
at http://ieeexplore.ieee.org.

Digital Object Identifier 10.1109/TEC.2014.2383991

reluctance machine. The initial linearized phase current profile
is obtained offline, and then, fine-tuned online through torque
feedback. In [8], half sinusoidal phase current profiles are op-
timized to minimize the torque ripple covariance of an SRM
through simulation.

Torque sharing function (TSF) [9], [10] is a promising so-
lution to reduce torque ripples of an SRM. Several TSFs have
been reported, such as linear, cubic, and exponential TSFs. The
secondary objectives for the selection of TSFs include minimiz-
ing the copper loss and enhancing the torque–speed capability.
TSF can be offline or online [11]–[17]. Some TSFs are tuned
online by using estimated torque or speed feedback, and they
require additional parameters. In [11], a nonlinear logical TSF
for torque ripple reduction and efficiency enhancement is in-
troduced. In [12] and [13], an iterative learning controller is
proposed to add a compensation current to the current reference
to reduce the torque ripple resulting from nonlinearity of an
SRM. In [14], turn-on angle of an adaptive TSF is adjusted with
the speed in order to reduce torque ripples. It should be noted
that, the commutation torque ripples of an SRM are known to be
highest when the outgoing phase produces the negative torque
[15]. If the overlapping region of the torque reference is lim-
ited to positive torque producing region, the torque produced
by the incoming phase cannot be higher than the peak value
of the torque reference, and the total torque response will be
lower than the reference. This lead to higher torque ripples. In
[17], an extended-speed low-ripple torque control is presented
for the SRM. The PI compensator with total torque tracking
error is added to the torque reference of the phase with better
tracking ability. Therefore, the torque response of the incoming
phase in [17] can be higher than the total torque reference to
compensate the negative torque produced by the outgoing phase
and this TSF demonstrates better performance in torque ripple
reduction.

In the area of offline TSFs, most of the previous research has
focused on optimizing the control parameters of existing TSFs
according to one or two secondary objectives. In [18], several
popular TSFs including linear, cubic, sinusoidal, and exponen-
tial TSFs are investigated and evaluated. The turn-on and overlap
angles are optimized in order to minimize both the maximum
absolute value of rate of change of flux linkage (ARCFL) and
copper loss by using the genetic algorithm. In [19], a novel fam-
ily of TSFs is proposed and an optimal TSF is selected from the
proposed family by making a tradeoff between the copper loss
and the maximum ARCFL. The objective function is higher or-
der of copper loss and does not directly combine two secondary
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objectives. In [20], a piecewise cubic TSF with six degrees of
freedom (DoFs) is optimized to minimize the losses of SRM
drives. However, the overlapping angle in these TSFs [18]–[20]
is defined only at the positive torque production area and torque
ripples due to negative torque of the outgoing phase cannot
be reduced. In [21], a piecewise quadratic TSF with six DoFs
is proposed for torque ripple reduction of switched reluctance
generator over a wide speed range. The ripple component is
intentionally added to the torque reference, and therefore, over-
lapping region of the proposed TSF is greatly extended. This
lead to better performance in torque ripple reduction compared
to other offline TSFs [18]–[20]. However, the shape of the pro-
posed TSF is limited to quadratic waveform. Different shapes
of TSFs other than linear, quadratic, cubic, and exponential may
still have better torque speed performance.

In this paper, an offline TSF for torque ripple reduction of
SRM drives over a wide speed range is proposed. Unlike offline
TSFs mentioned earlier, the shape of proposed TSF is flexible,
and not limited to a specific type. Also, according to the balance
between torque speed performance and efficiency, the turn-off or
overlapping angle of the proposed TSF can be adjusted and will
not be limited to positive torque production area. The objective
function of the proposed TSFs directly combines the squares
of the phase current (copper loss) and derivatives of current
reference (rate of change of flux linkage) with a Tikhonov factor.
TSF becomes equality constraint of the optimization problem,
while phase current limits become inequality constraints of the
problems. Then, the analytical expression of the proposed TSFs
with different Tikhonov factors can be derived by using method
of Lagrange multipliers. The effect of Tikhonov factors on the
torque–speed performance and the efficiency of an SRM drive
are also investigated in this paper. Performance of conventional
TSFs and the proposed TSFs are compared in terms of efficiency
and torque–speed performance over the wide speed range. By
balancing between the torque speed performance and efficiency,
an offline TSF with a specific Tikhonov factor is selected. The
simulation and experimental results are provided to verify the
performance of the proposed offline TSF both in linear and
saturated magnetic region.

II. TSF

A. Torque Control of SRM

Applying the torque control with TSF, the individual phase
torque reference defined by TSF is converted to the current
reference according to torque–current–position characteristics.
The most common TSFs are linear, cubic, and exponential TSF
and their details can be found in [18]. During the commutation,
the torque reference of kth phase is defined as

Te ref (k) =

⎧
⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨

⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

0 0 ≤ θ < θon

Te reffrise(θ) θon ≤ θ < θon + θov

Te ref θon + θov ≤ θ < θoff

Te refffall(θ) θoff ≤ θ < θoff + θov

0 θoff + θov ≤ θ ≤ θp

(1)

where Te ref (k) is the reference torque for kth phase, Te ref is
total torque reference; frise(θ) is the rising TSF for the incoming
phase; ffall(θ) is the decreasing TSF for the outgoing phase; θon ,
θoff , θov , and θp are turn-on angle, turn-off angle, overlapping
angle, and rotor pole pitch, respectively.

B. Evaluation Criteria of TSFs

In order to evaluate the torque–speed performance and effi-
ciency of TSFs, two criteria are defined as follows.

1) Rate of Change of Flux Linkage with Respect to Rotor
Position: The rate of change of flux linkage with respect
to the rotor position is an important criterion to evaluate
the torque–speed performance. The maximum ARCFL
Mλ is defined as

Mλ = max
{

dλrise

dθ
,−dλfall

dθ

}

(2)

where λrise is the rising flux linkage for the incoming
phase and λfall is the decreasing flux linkage for the out-
going phase.
The maximum torque-ripple-free speed (TRFS) ωmax
could be derived as follows, where Vdc is the dc-link
voltage:

ωmax =
Vdc

Mλ

. (3)

2) Copper Loss of Electric Machine: RMS phase current can
be derived as

Irms =

√

1
θp

(∫ θo f f

θo n

i2kdθ +
∫ θo f f

θo n

i2k−1dθ

)

. (4)

III. PROPOSED OFFLINE TSFS

A. Derivation of the Proposed Offline TSFs

In this section, the derivation of the proposed offline TSFs
will be described, which minimize ARCFL and copper loss of
SRM drives over the wide speed range. If instantaneous squared
currents, shown in (5) and (6), are minimized in each rotor
position, RMS current in (4) can be minimized accordingly.

Pk−1 = i2k−1(θ) (5)

Pk = i2k (θ). (6)

As discussed earlier, ARCFL needs to be minimized in or-
der to maximize the TRFS range. The derivatives of current
reference may be negative; thus absolute value of derivative of
current references should be considered. The derivatives of the
current references of outgoing phase and incoming phase can
be represented as

dk−1 =
ik−1(θ) − ik−1(θ0)

Δθ
(7)

dk =
ik (θ) − ik (θ0)

Δθ
(8)

where ik (θ0) and ik (θ) are kth phase currents at previous posi-
tion θ0 and present position θ. Variation of position is defined
as Δθ = θ − θ0 .
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The objective function of an offline TSF combines both
copper loss and square of derivatives of current references
with Tikhonov factors. The objective function J is defined as
(9), where the objective function includes four objectives: the
squared current of outgoing phase, the squared current of in-
coming phase, square current derivatives of incoming phase and
outgoing phase. The Tikhonov factors are weight factors indi-
cating the importance of each objective.

J = mi2k−1(θ) + ni2k (θ)

+ s

[
ik−1(θ) − ik−1(θ0)

Δθ

]2

+ t

[
ik (θ) − ik (θ0)

Δθ

]2

(9)

where m, n, s, and t are initial Tikhonov factors.
Objective function in (9) is simplified to

J = ai2k−1(θ) + bi2k (θ) + c
[
ik−1(θ) − ik−1(θ0)

]2

+ d [ik (θ) − ik (θ0)]
2 (10)

where a, b, c, and d are all new Tikhonov factors. These param-
eters are defined as follows:

a = m; b = n; c =
s

Δθ2 ; d =
t

Δθ2 . (11)

According to definition of TSF, the sum of the torque refer-
ence of two phases should be equal to the total reference. Thus,
this equality constraint is obtained in the following equation:

1
2

∂L(θ, ik−1)
∂θ

i2k−1(θ) +
1
2

∂L(θ, ik )
∂θ

i2k (θ) = Te ref . (12)

The current reference of both phases should not exceed
the maximum current Imax . Thus, inequality constraints are
obtained as follows:

ik−1 ≤ Imax (13)

ik ≤ Imax . (14)

Finally, the optimization problem is represented as

min J = ai2k−1(θ) + bi2k (θ)

+ c [ik−1(θ) − ik−1(θ0)]
2 + d [ik (θ) − ik (θ0)]

2

Subject to
⎧
⎨

⎩

1
2

∂L(θ,ik −1 )
∂θ i2k−1(θ) + 1

2
∂L(θ,ik )

∂θ i2k (θ) = Te ref

ik−1 ≤ Imax; ik ≤ Imax .

(15)

Method of Lagrange multipliers [22] is applied to solve
the optimization problem. Lagrange function with optimization
problem in (15) can be represented as

ξ = ai2k−1(θ) + bi2k (θ) + c [ik−1(θ) − ik−1(θ0)]
2

+ d [ik (θ) − ik (θ0)]
2

+ λ1

[
1
2

∂L(θ,ik −1 )
∂θ i2k−1(θ) + 1

2
∂L(θ,ik )

∂θ i2k (θ) − Te ref

]

+ λ2 [ik−1(θ) − Imax] + λ3 [ik (θ) − Imax]

(16)

where λ1 , λ2 , and λ3 are Lagrange multipliers.
According to Lagrange multipliers [22], inequality con-

straints listed in (13) and (14) have to satisfy the

following equations:

λ2(ik−1(θ) − Imax) = 0 (17)

λ3(ik (θ) − Imax) = 0. (18)

In order to meet the requirement in the aforementioned equa-
tions, four possible cases need to be considered, which are
shown in (19)–(22), respectively. The fourth case cannot meet
the equality constraint in (12) since two phase currents are both
equal to the maximum current. Therefore, the fourth case will
not be considered.

λ2 = 0; λ3 = 0; ik−1(θ) < Imax; ik (θ) < Imax (19)

λ2 �= 0; λ3 = 0; ik−1(θ) = Imax; ik (θ) < Imax (20)

λ2 = 0; λ3 �= 0; ik−1(θ) < Imax; ik (θ) = Imax (21)

λ2 = 0; λ3 = 0; ik−1(θ) = Imax; ik (θ) = Imax . (22)

For the first case, according to the theory of Lagrange Multi-
plier, the minimum point is obtained by solving

∂ξ

∂ik
= 0;

∂ζ

∂ik−1
= 0;

∂ζ

∂λ1
= 0 (23)

where (23) stands for partial derivatives of the Lagrange function
with respect to ik , ik−1 , and λ1 .

First, the derivative of the Lagrange function with respect to
the current of incoming phase is set to zero

∂ζ

∂ik (θ)
= 0. (24)

Solving (24), the following equation can be derived:

(2b + 2d + λ1)ik (θ) = 2dik (θ0). (25)

Since 2b + 2d + λ1 �= 0, (26) can be rewritten as (27). This
will be verified later when λ1 is obtained at the end.

ik (θ) =
2d

(2b + 2d + λ1)
ik (θ0). (26)

Similarly, the following equation can be derived for the out-
going phase:

ik−1(θ) =
2c

(2a + 2c + λ1)
ik−1(θ0). (27)

Finally, substituting (26) and (27) into (12), Lagrange fac-
tor λ1 is obtained. By putting λ1 to (26) and (27), the current
references are derived. If these values are no greater than the
maximum current, the first case in (19) is satisfied and the cur-
rent reference is confirmed. If the current reference of either
phase is calculated greater than the maximum current, the first
case cannot be satisfied, and the second or third case is applied. It
should be noted that, initial value of the current reference should
be set according to (26) and (27). Thus, for the proposed offline
TSF, both turn-on angle and initial value should be predefined,
which is similar to conventional TSFs. However, turn-off angle
of conventional TSFs is defined only at the positive torque pro-
duction area, which may cause higher torque ripples at higher
speeds. In order to avoid this problem, turn-off (or overlapping)
angle of the proposed TSF is adjusted so that turn-off angle can
be extended to negative torque production areas.
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Fig. 1. Torque reference, current reference, flux linkage, and rate of change
of flux linkage of conventional TSFs. (a) Reference torque. (b) Rate of change
of flux linkage. (c) ARCFL.

Fig. 2. Finite-element analysis (FEA) inductance profiles of 12/8 SRM.

B. Selection Guide of Tikhonov Factors

In order to solve the optimization problem in (15), the
Tikhonov factors need to be determined. Tikhonov factor in-
dicates the importance of a certain objective. The relative dif-
ference between the selected values and the base value defines
the importance of the objective function. For this purpose, the
Tikhonov factor of derivative of incoming phase d is set as 1.
The ratio between maximum ARCFL of outgoing phase and
maximum ARCFL incoming phase is denoted as follows:

r = max
(

−dλfall

dθ

)

/max
(

dλrise

dθ

)

. (28)

Typical waveforms of reference torque, and rate of change
of flux linkage are shown in Fig. 1 for the studied 12/8 SRM.
Inductance profile of the studied motor is shown in Fig. 2. All
angles in this paper are mechanical angles. Torque reference is
set to 1 Nm. After simulations with different turn-on angles and
overlapping angles, θon , θoff , and θov of linear TSF, cubic TSF,
and exponential TSF is set to 5°, 20° and 2.5° considering both
torque–speed performance and copper loss.

The tracking performance of the outgoing phase is usually
much poorer than that of incoming phase. As shown in Fig. 1(c),
r is around 10 in the studied SRM. In order to ensure that incom-
ing phase and outgoing phase have relatively similar ARCFL,

Fig. 3. Torque reference, current reference, flux linkage, and rate of change
of flux linkage of proposed TSFs. (a) Reference torque. (b) Reference current.
(c) Rate of change of flux linkage.

ARCFL of the outgoing phase should be minimized by r times.
Since ARCFL is represented as the derivative of current refer-
ence in the objective function, the squared current reference of
the outgoing phase should be minimized by r2 times. Therefore,
the Tikhonov factor of derivative of outgoing phase current ref-
erence is set to r2 times as high as that of the incoming phase
c = r2 × d = r2 . Then, only a and b need to be defined. Since
the Tikhonov factor of derivative of the outgoing phase (c) is
set r2 times as high as that of incoming phase (d), the Tikhonov
factor of the squared current of the outgoing phase (a) should be
relatively higher than that of the incoming phase (b). Otherwise,
relative importance of the square of outgoing phase current ref-
erence is decreased compared with derivative of outgoing phase
current reference. This may increase the square of the current of
an outgoing phase. Therefore, the Tikhonov factor of the square
of the current of an outgoing phase can be set h (h > 1) times as
high as that of the incoming phase. The selection of h is depen-
dent on the characteristics of an SRM and subject to changes.
For simplification, h is initially set to r. If b is set to be the
value q, the objective function in (15) is simplified as (29). The
selection of Tikhonov factors is dependent on the characteristics
of an SRM, and therefore, there is no analytical expression.

J = q(ri2k−1(θ) + i2k (θ)) + r2(ik−1(θ) − ik−1(θ0))2

+ (ik (θ) − ik (θ0))2 . (29)

According to (29), q can be adjusted to balance between
copper loss and the square of the current reference derivatives.
If q is selected larger, the copper losses are emphasized. Fig. 3
shows waveforms of reference torque, reference current, and
rate of change of flux linkage.

When q is selected as 0.2, the current reference of the out-
going phase is not zero at the end of commutation, which may
have higher copper loss. When q increases to 0.4, the current
reference of the outgoing phase decreases to zero and an over-
lapping angle is about 11°. As q increases to 1, the overlapping
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angle decreases to 5° and no significant negative torque is pro-
duced, which is similar to conventional TSFs. By decreasing the
value of q, the rate of change of current reference is decreased,
leading to increased overlapping region. Flux linkage of offline
TSFs shown in Fig. 3 changes much more smoothly than those
of conventional TSFs, due to much lower rate of change of the
current reference. Compared with conventional TSFs, the max-
imum ARCFL of the proposed TSFs is significantly reduced.

C. ARCFL of Conventional and Proposed TSFs

ARCFL of the outgoing phase is much higher than that of the
incoming phase in all three types of conventional TSFs. Thus,
the maximum TRFS is actually determined by the outgoing
phase. As shown in Fig. 1, when the torque reference is set to
1 Nm, the maximum ARCFL of linear TSF, cubic TSF, and
exponential TSF are 18.8, 7.15, and 27.2 Wb/rad, respectively.
According to (3), the maximum TRFS of linear TSF, cubic
TSF, and exponential TSF are calculated as 16, 42, and 11
rad/s, respectively. Therefore, the maximum TRFS of linear
TSF, cubic TSF, and exponential TSF are only 152, 400, and
105 r/min, respectively.

The maximum ARCFL of the proposed family of TSFs in-
creases as the value of q increases. Therefore, the maximum
TRFS will be decreased by increasing the value of q. When
q = 0.4, Mλ is equal to 1 Wb/rad and the maximum TRFS is
2866 r/min. Thus, the maximum TRFS of the proposed offline
TSF is seven times as high as that of cubic TSF, 18 times as
high as that of linear TSF, and 27 times as high as that of the
exponential TSF.

IV. TORQUE PROFILE CONSIDERING MAGNETIC SATURATION

The offline TSF can be derived by solving the optimization
problem in (15); however, the torque equation in (12) is only
working in linear magnetic region. As analyzed in [17], nonlin-
ear torque profile of an SRM can be expressed analytically as
follows:

Tek (θ, i) =
a(θ)i2k (θ)

(1 + b(θ)i3k (θ))
1
3

(30)

where a (θ) and b (θ) are the position-dependent parameters.
By selecting the parameters a (θ) and b (θ), the calculated pro-

files using (30) matches closely with ones from finite-element
simulations profiles or the ones from experimental measure-
ments for different rotor positions and current levels as shown
in Fig. 4. By inverting the torque equation in (30), the current
reference can be obtained as follows:

ik (θ) =
Tek (θ, i)

a(θ)

⎛

⎝
b(θ)
2

+

√

b2(θ)
4

+
(

a(θ)
Tek (θ, i)

)3
⎞

⎠

1
3

.

(31)

Thus, torque reference defined by the offline TSF or other
conventional TSFs applies to an SRM operating either in linear
magnetic region or saturation magnetic region and the applica-

Fig. 4. Comparison of FEA, calculated and measured torque profile.

tion of the proposed offline TSF can be extended to magnetic
saturation region.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

The proposed and conventional TSFs are compared in terms
of RMS current and torque ripples by simulation. The current
hysteresis band is set to 0.5 A. In order to verify the performance
of the proposed offline TSF in both linear magnetic region and
magnetic saturation region, torque reference is set to be 1.5 and
3 Nm, respectively.

The torque ripple Trip is defined as

Trip =
Tmax − Tmin

Tav
(32)

where Tav , Tmax , and Tmin are the average torque, maximum
torque, and minimum torque, respectively.

There is a sampling time limitation in the digital implemen-
tation of current hysteresis controller, which results in higher
current ripples leading to higher torque ripples. Therefore, the
sampling time becomes an important factor determining the
torque ripples of both conventional TSFs and the proposed of-
fline TSF. In simulation, the sampling time tsample is set to 0.1
and 5 μs, respectively. When tsample is set to 0.1 μs, the torque
ripples are mostly contributed by the tracking performance of
TSFs rather than higher sampling time, and hence, the tracking
performance of the TSFs can be compared more effectively in
terms of torque ripple. Due to the limitation of the digital con-
troller hardware, the sampling time is 5 μs in the experiments.
Therefore, the sampling time in simulation is also set to 5 μs
so that a fair comparison between the experimental results and
simulation results can be conducted. Same operating conditions
have been applied with tsample 5 μs, so the effect of sampling
time on torque ripples using different TSFs can be investigated
by simulation.

A. Simulation results (tsample = 0.1 μs)

In this section, torque ripples and RMS current are compared
when the sampling time is set to 0.1 μs. Also, torque ripples of
TSFs are influenced by the overlapping angle [18] and current
hysteresis bands. Therefore, comparison between conventional
TSFs and the proposed offline TSF is conducted at different
overlapping angles and current hysteresis bands.
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Fig. 5. Comparison of torque ripples and RMS current of different TSFs
(Tref = 1.5 Nm, θov = 2.5◦, tsam ple = 0.1 μs). (a) Torque ripples. (b) RMS
current.

The torque ripple and RMS current (θon = 5◦, θov = 2.5◦)
are compared in Fig. 5(a) and (b) when the torque reference is
1.5 Nm. The torque ripples of conventional TSFs at 3000 r/min
are almost two times as high as those at 300 r/min. The proposed
TSFs show much lower torque ripple when q is less than 0.6
at 3000 r/min. It should be noted that the proposed TSFs show
slight increase in torque ripple at lower speed, which is caused by
inherent current ripple of the hysteresis controller. By decreas-
ing the current hysteresis band, torque ripple at lower speed
can be further reduced. The RMS currents of the offline TSF
(q = 0.2) and exponential TSF are higher, which are not shown
in Fig. 5(b). When q = 0.4 and 0.6, offline TSFs show similar
RMS current as the linear and cubic TSFs with much lower
commutation torque ripple. Considering torque–speed capabil-
ity, an offline TSF (q = 0.4) is a promising choice for torque
ripple reduction with relatively lower losses.

Similar comparison can also be applied to magnetic saturation
region (Tref = 3 Nm) as shown in Fig. 6. Torque ripples with
different current hysteresis bands are compared in Fig. 6(a) and
(b) to investigate the effect of hysteresis band on torque ripples
of different TSFs. By decreasing the current hysteresis band
from 0.5 to 0.1 A, the offline TSF (q = 0.4) produces only 5%
torque ripples up to 1800 r/min, which is around one-third of the
linear TSF, one-fifth of the exponential TSF, and one-sixth of the
cubic TSF. At the speed less than 600 r/min, torque ripples of the
cubic TSF and the proposed offline TSF (q = 0.4) are 4.2% and
5%, respectively. Therefore, by decreasing the current hysteresis
band, the difference in torque ripples between the cubic TSF and
proposed offline TSF (q = 0.4) at low speed can be neglected.
With 0.5-A current hysteresis band, the torque ripples of the
offline TSF is only 16.6% up to 1800 rpm, while torque ripples
of conventional TSFs are increased significantly. The offline
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Fig. 6. Comparison of torque ripples of different TSFs in magnetic saturation
region (Tref = 3 Nm, θov = 2.5◦, tsam ple = 0.1 μs). (a) Hysteresis band =
0.5 A (b) hysteresis band = 0.1 A.

TSF with a lower current hysteresis band achieves better torque
ripple reduction; however, switching losses are getting higher.
Also, due to higher average torque output, the torque ripples
at magnetic saturation region are lower than that in the linear
magnetic region with the same hysteresis band.

In order to provide a fair comparison between conventional
TSFs and the proposed offline TSF, turn-on angle, turn-off an-
gle, and overlapping angles can be also selected based on min-
imization of copper loss [9]. In conventional TSFs, the com-
mutation angle θi

c is the intermediate point of commutation
(θon,θon + θov ). Therefore, θon , θoff , and θov of the linear TSF,
cubic TSF, and exponential TSF are set to 6°, 21° and 1.5°,
respectively.

The torque ripple and RMS current are compared in Fig. 7(a)
and (b) using turn-on angle and overlapping angle (θon = 6◦,
θov = 1.5◦) when the torque reference is 1.5 Nm. Compared
with torque ripples shown in Fig. 5(a), the torque ripples of the
conventional TSF are increased due to poorer tracking capabil-
ity. Since the selection of turn-on angle and overlapping angle
(θon = 5◦, θov = 1.5◦) is based on the minimum copper loss,
very slight decrease in the RMS current of conventional TSFs
can be observed compared to the results in Fig. 5(b).

B. Simulation Results (tsample = 5 μs)

The sampling time is increased to 5 μs to investigate the effect
of the sampling time on torque ripples. Fig. 8 shows simulation
results at 3000 r/min when the torque reference is 1.5 Nm. As
the sampling time is increased to 5 μs, the torque ripples of the
linear TSF, cubic TSF, exponential TSF, and offline TSF are
increased to 67%, 73%, 67%, and 43%, respectively. According
to simulation results of the offline TSF in Fig. 8(d), the tracking
error of the offline TSF is still close to zero. Therefore, the
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Fig. 7. Comparison of torque ripples and RMS current of different TSFs
(Tref = 1.5 Nm, θov = 1.5◦, tsam ple = 0.1 μs). (a) Torque ripples. (b) RMS
current.

maximum TRFS is proven to be around 3000 r/min, which is not
affected by the sampling time. Even though the torque ripples of
an offline TSF are increased, the offline TSF still demonstrates
better performance in torque ripple reduction compared with
conventional TSFs in linear magnetic region.

Fig. 9 shows simulation results of the linear, cubic, exponen-
tial, and proposed offline TSF at 1800 r/min when the torque
reference is 3 Nm. According to the simulation results for tsample
of 0.1 μs, the torque ripples of linear TSF, cubic TSF, exponen-
tial TSF, and offline TSF at 1800 r/min were around 25%, 33%,
33%, and 17%, respectively. As the sampling time is increased
to 5 μs, the torque ripples of the linear TSF, cubic TSF, ex-
ponential TSF, and offline TSF are 53%, 57%, 63% and 37%,
respectively. Similarly, as shown in Fig. 9(d), the maximum of
the proposed offline TSF is around 1800 r/min, when the torque
reference is set to 3 Nm. With higher sampling time, the torque
ripple of the offline TSF is still smaller than conventional TSFs
in magnetic saturation region.

VI. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

The proposed offline TSF (q = 0.4) is verified in a 2.3-kW,
three-phase 12/8 SRM. A field-programmable gate ar-
ray (FPGA) EP3C25Q240 is used for digital implementation of
the proposed offline TSFs. In the experiment, current hysteresis
band is set to 0.5 A and dc-link voltage is set to 300 V. The sam-
pling time of the digital controller is set to 5 μs. Torque–current–
position characteristics can be stored as look-up tables in FPGA.
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Fig. 8. Simulation results (speed = 3000 r/min, Tref = 1.5 Nm, θov = 2.5◦).
(a) Linear TSF. (b) Cubic TSF. (c) Exponential TSF. (d) Proposed TSF(q = 0.4).

By measuring the phase current and rotor position, instanta-
neous torque profiles can be estimated. The proposed offline
TSF (q = 0.4) is compared to linear TSF, cubic TSF, and ex-
ponential TSF. Similarly, the experimental SRM is operating in
two different operating conditions: 1) Tref = 1.5 Nm, speed =
3000 r/min, tsample = 5 μs; and 2) Tref = 3 Nm, speed = 1800
r/min, tsample = 5 μs. Experimental results will be compared
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Fig. 9. Simulation results (speed = 1800 r/min, Tref = 3 Nm, θov = 2.5◦).
(a) Linear TSF. (b) Cubic TSF. (c) Exponential TSF. (d) Proposed TSF(q = 0.4).

with simulation results at the same torque reference, the same
speed, and the same sampling time.

A. Experimental Results at 3000 r/min (Tref = 1.5 Nm,
θov = 2.5◦)

Fig. 10 shows experimental at 3000 r/min when the torque
reference is set to 1.5 Nm. The motor is working in linear mag-

Fig. 10. Experimental results (Speed = 3000 r/min, Tref = 1.5 Nm, θov =
2.5◦). (a) Linear TSF. (b) Cubic TSF. (c) Exponential TSF. (d) Offline TSF
(q = 0.4).

netic region. According to theoretical analysis and simulation
results, the maximum TRFS of the offline TSF (q = 0.4) is close
to 3000 r/min. As shown in Fig. 10(d), the tracking error of the
proposed offline TSF can be negligible, and therefore, the max-
imum TRFS of the proposed TSF is verified to be around 3000
r/min by the experiment. Also, the torque ripples of the linear
TSF, cubic TSF, and exponential TSF at 3000 r/min is around
67%, 80%, 67%, and 47%, compared to 67%, 73%, 67%, and
43% torque ripples in simulation results in Fig. 8. Therefore,
the experimental results of TSFs match the simulation results
in terms of torque ripples, torque response, and current wave-
forms at the same operation condition. At 3000 r/min, the offline
TSF (q = 0.4) achieves much better tracking and output torque
is almost flat ignoring the torque ripple of current hysteresis
controller. Compared with the offline TSF (q = 0.4), the con-
ventional TSFs shows much higher torque ripples, due to current
tracking error. Among three conventional TSFs, the linear TSF
shows slight decreases in torque ripples compared with cubic
TSF and exponential TSF.

B. Experimental results at 1800 r/min (Tref = 3 Nm,
θov = 2.5◦)

Fig. 11 shows experimental results at 1800 r/min when the
torque reference is set to 3 Nm. The motor is working in mag-
netic saturation region. As shown in Fig. 11(d), the tracking
error of the proposed offline TSF is close to zero, which ex-
perimentally validate that the maximum TRFS of the proposed
TSF is around 1800 r/min. Since the maximum TRFS of the
offline TSF (q = 0.4) is much higher than conventional TSFs,
the offline TSF (q = 0.4) achieves better tracking at 1800 r/min
than conventional TSFs. Therefore, the offline TSF (q = 0.4)
shows lower ripples than conventional TSFs. Experimental re-
sults shown in Fig. 11 show that the torque ripples of linear
TSF, cubic TSF, and exponential TSF are around 53%, 60%,
and 40%, which is close to the simulation results in Fig. 9. The
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Fig. 11. Experimental results (Speed = 1800 r/min, Tref = 3 Nm, θov =
2.5◦). (a) Linear TSF. (b) Cubic TSF. (c) Exponential TSF. (d) Offline TSF(q =
0.4).

application of an offline TSF in magnetic saturation region is
verified by this experiment.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this paper, a novel offline TSF for torque ripple reduc-
tion with high efficiency is proposed. The objectives of the of-
fline TSF are composed of both minimization of copper loss
and torque–speed performance with a Tikhonov factor. The
Tikhonov factor (q = 0.4) is selected in this paper consider-
ing the torque–speed performance and efficiency of the SRM
drive. Performance of conventional TSFs and the proposed of-
fline TSFs are evaluated in terms of RMS and rate of change
of flux linkage with respect to the rotor position. The maxi-
mum TRFS of the offline TSF (q = 0.4) is increased to almost
3000 r/min, which is seven times as high as cubic TSF, 18 times
as high as linear TSF, and 27 times as high as exponential TSF.
The simulation results show that the offline TSF (q = 0.4) has
comparable copper loss as the linear and cubic TSFs, and much
lower commutation torque ripple both in linear and saturation
magnetic region. The performance of the proposed offline TSF
(q = 0.4) is verified with an experimental 2.3-kW, three-phase
12/8 SRM drive.
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[19] V. P. Vujičić, “Minimization of torque ripple and copper losses in
switched reluctance drive,” IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 27, no. 1,
pp. 388–399, Jan. 2012.

[20] A. C. Pop, V. Petrus, C. S. Martis, V. Iancu and J. Gyselinck, “Compar-
ative study of different torque sharing functions for losses minimization
in switched reluctance motors used in electric vehicles propulsion,” in
Proc. Int. Conf. Optim. Elect. Electron. Equip., Brasov, Romania, 2012,
pp. 356–365.

[21] P. Kiwoo, X. Liu, and Z. Chen, “A non-unity torque sharing function for
torque ripple minimization of switched reluctance generators,” in Proc.
Eur. Conf. Power Electron. Appl., Lille, France, 2013, pp. 1–10.

[22] S. Boyd, Convex Optimizationon. Cambridge, U.K.: Cambridge Univ.
Press, 2009.

Jin Ye (S’13–M’14) received the B.S. and M.S. de-
grees in electrical engineering from Xi’an Jiaotong
University, Xi’an, China, in 2008 and 2011, respec-
tively, and the Ph.D. degree in electrical engineering
from McMaster University, Hamilton, ON, Canada,
in 2014.

She is currently a Postdoctoral Research Associate
at the McMaster Institute for Automotive Research
and Technology, McMaster University. Her main re-
search interests include advanced control methods for
power electronics and electric machines, automotive

power electronics, and energy management systems for electrified vehicles.



YE et al.: OFFLINE TORQUE SHARING FUNCTION FOR TORQUE RIPPLE REDUCTION IN SWITCHED RELUCTANCE MOTOR DRIVES 735

Berker Bilgin (S’09–M’12) received the Ph.D. de-
gree in electrical engineering from the Illinois Insti-
tute of Technology, Chicago, IL, USA in 2011.

He is a Senior Principle Research Engineer and
Canada Excellence Research Chair in Hybrid Pow-
ertrain Program, McMaster Institute for Automo-
tive Research and Technology, McMaster University,
Hamilton, ON, Canada. He is managing many mul-
tidisciplinary projects on the design of electric ma-
chines, power electronics, electric motor drives, and
electrified powertrains.

Dr. Bilgin is on the organizing committee of the IEEE Transportation Elec-
trification Conference and Expo. He is also serving as an Editor for the IEEE
TRANSPORTATION ELECTRIFICATION NEWSLETTER.

Ali Emadi (S’98–M’00–SM’03–F’13) received the
B.S. and M.S. degrees in electrical engineering with
highest distinction from the Sharif University of
Technology, Tehran, Iran, in 1995 and 1997, respec-
tively, and the Ph.D. degree in electrical engineering
from Texas A&M University, College Station, TX,
USA, in 2000.

He is the Canada Excellence Research Chair in
Hybrid Powertrain Program and the Director of the
McMaster Institute for Automotive Research and
Technology, McMaster University, Hamilton, ON,

Canada. Before joining McMaster University, he was the Harris Perlstein En-
dowed Chair Professor of Engineering and the Director of the Electric Power
and Power Electronics Center and Grainger Laboratories, Illinois Institute of
Technology (IIT), Chicago, IL, USA. In addition, he was the Founder, Chair-
man, and President of Hybrid Electric Vehicle Technologies, Inc.—a university
spin-off company of IIT. He is the principal author/coauthor of more than 300
journal and conference papers, as well as several books including Vehicular
Electric Power Systems (CRC Press, 2003), Energy Efficient Electric Motors
(CRC Press, 2004), Uninterruptible Power Supplies and Active Filters (CRC
Press, 2004), Modern Electric, Hybrid Electric, and Fuel Cell Vehicles, Second
Edition (CRC Press, 2009), and Integrated Power Electronic Converters and
Digital Control (CRC Press, 2009). He is also the Editor of the Handbook of
Automotive Power Electronics and Motor Drives (CRC Press, 2005).

Dr. Emadi received numerous awards and recognitions. He was the Advisor
for the Formula Hybrid Teams at IIT and McMaster University, which won
the GM Best Engineered Hybrid Systems Award at the 2010 and 2013 com-
petitions, respectively. He was the Inaugural General Chair of the 2012 IEEE
Transportation Electrification Conference and Expo, and has chaired several
IEEE and Society of Automotive Engineers (SAE) conferences in the areas of
vehicle power and propulsion.



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 0
  /ParseDSCComments false
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo true
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
    /Algerian
    /Arial-Black
    /Arial-BlackItalic
    /Arial-BoldItalicMT
    /Arial-BoldMT
    /Arial-ItalicMT
    /ArialMT
    /ArialNarrow
    /ArialNarrow-Bold
    /ArialNarrow-BoldItalic
    /ArialNarrow-Italic
    /ArialUnicodeMS
    /BaskOldFace
    /Batang
    /Bauhaus93
    /BellMT
    /BellMTBold
    /BellMTItalic
    /BerlinSansFB-Bold
    /BerlinSansFBDemi-Bold
    /BerlinSansFB-Reg
    /BernardMT-Condensed
    /BodoniMTPosterCompressed
    /BookAntiqua
    /BookAntiqua-Bold
    /BookAntiqua-BoldItalic
    /BookAntiqua-Italic
    /BookmanOldStyle
    /BookmanOldStyle-Bold
    /BookmanOldStyle-BoldItalic
    /BookmanOldStyle-Italic
    /BookshelfSymbolSeven
    /BritannicBold
    /Broadway
    /BrushScriptMT
    /CalifornianFB-Bold
    /CalifornianFB-Italic
    /CalifornianFB-Reg
    /Centaur
    /Century
    /CenturyGothic
    /CenturyGothic-Bold
    /CenturyGothic-BoldItalic
    /CenturyGothic-Italic
    /CenturySchoolbook
    /CenturySchoolbook-Bold
    /CenturySchoolbook-BoldItalic
    /CenturySchoolbook-Italic
    /Chiller-Regular
    /ColonnaMT
    /ComicSansMS
    /ComicSansMS-Bold
    /CooperBlack
    /CourierNewPS-BoldItalicMT
    /CourierNewPS-BoldMT
    /CourierNewPS-ItalicMT
    /CourierNewPSMT
    /EstrangeloEdessa
    /FootlightMTLight
    /FreestyleScript-Regular
    /Garamond
    /Garamond-Bold
    /Garamond-Italic
    /Georgia
    /Georgia-Bold
    /Georgia-BoldItalic
    /Georgia-Italic
    /Haettenschweiler
    /HarlowSolid
    /Harrington
    /HighTowerText-Italic
    /HighTowerText-Reg
    /Impact
    /InformalRoman-Regular
    /Jokerman-Regular
    /JuiceITC-Regular
    /KristenITC-Regular
    /KuenstlerScript-Black
    /KuenstlerScript-Medium
    /KuenstlerScript-TwoBold
    /KunstlerScript
    /LatinWide
    /LetterGothicMT
    /LetterGothicMT-Bold
    /LetterGothicMT-BoldOblique
    /LetterGothicMT-Oblique
    /LucidaBright
    /LucidaBright-Demi
    /LucidaBright-DemiItalic
    /LucidaBright-Italic
    /LucidaCalligraphy-Italic
    /LucidaConsole
    /LucidaFax
    /LucidaFax-Demi
    /LucidaFax-DemiItalic
    /LucidaFax-Italic
    /LucidaHandwriting-Italic
    /LucidaSansUnicode
    /Magneto-Bold
    /MaturaMTScriptCapitals
    /MediciScriptLTStd
    /MicrosoftSansSerif
    /Mistral
    /Modern-Regular
    /MonotypeCorsiva
    /MS-Mincho
    /MSReferenceSansSerif
    /MSReferenceSpecialty
    /NiagaraEngraved-Reg
    /NiagaraSolid-Reg
    /NuptialScript
    /OldEnglishTextMT
    /Onyx
    /PalatinoLinotype-Bold
    /PalatinoLinotype-BoldItalic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Italic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Roman
    /Parchment-Regular
    /Playbill
    /PMingLiU
    /PoorRichard-Regular
    /Ravie
    /ShowcardGothic-Reg
    /SimSun
    /SnapITC-Regular
    /Stencil
    /SymbolMT
    /Tahoma
    /Tahoma-Bold
    /TempusSansITC
    /TimesNewRomanMT-ExtraBold
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-Bold
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-BoldCond
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-BoldIt
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-Cond
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-CondIt
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-Italic
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-ItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPSMT
    /Times-Roman
    /Trebuchet-BoldItalic
    /TrebuchetMS
    /TrebuchetMS-Bold
    /TrebuchetMS-Italic
    /Verdana
    /Verdana-Bold
    /Verdana-BoldItalic
    /Verdana-Italic
    /VinerHandITC
    /Vivaldii
    /VladimirScript
    /Webdings
    /Wingdings2
    /Wingdings3
    /Wingdings-Regular
    /ZapfChanceryStd-Demi
    /ZWAdobeF
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create PDFs that match the "Suggested"  settings for PDF Specification 4.0)
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


