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Fig.1 Circuit of DAB converter
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Fig.2 Certain Waveform during EPS operation of DAB conver ter
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Table 1 Parameters of the simulation

Parameter Value Parameter Value
Vin[V] 750 Vout [V] 750, 400
Lk [uH] 180 Pout [W] 500, 1500

n 1 fow [KHZ] 40

Cou[F] 120 A 0.0002
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Fig.5 Transient Response Comparison Waveform under Load
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Fig.6 Transient Response Comparison Waveform under Output
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Fig.7 Inductor Current Peak Comparison Waveform in Steady State
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