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Table 1 The parameters used for the simulation

Prax 35000 [W] R, 10.1 [mQ]
T s 205 [N-m] 2., 436 [mWh]
L, 24.3 [pH] PP 8

L, 29.3 [pH] J(Inertia) 0123 {kg-m’]
T, 20 [us] oy 41152

Wy 10 [kHz] o, 34129
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Fig. 4 The performance of FCS-MPC and FCS-MFPC according to V.
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