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Abstract—Integrating power electronics with batteries
can offer many advantages, including load sharing and bal-
ancing with parallel connectivity. However, parallel batter-
ies with differing voltages and power profiles can cause
large circulating currents and uncontrolled energy trans-
fers, risking system instability. To overcome these chal-
lenges, we propose a novel modular reconfigurable topol-
ogy for AC batteries, employing coupled inductors between
adjacent submodules. This approach dynamically manages
energy distribution between energy and power modules.
Under normal conditions, energy modules operate in series
or parallel configurations to deliver stable voltage and cur-
rent, ensuring efficient power delivery. During heavy loads,
such as during electric-vehicle acceleration, power mod-
ules seamlessly meet additional power demands beyond
the energy modules' capacity. The use of mutual inductors
reduces inductance along the load path for faster response
times while providing sufficient inductance to regulate cir-
culating currents and enable efficient energy transfer
among modules. The system's AC load further complicates
control, necessitating a simple yet effective feedforward-
feedback control strategy to maintain satisfactory perfor-
mance. The experimental results confirm the system’s
reliability and effectiveness, achieving over 92% power
efficiency under dynamic load changes. Steady-state
conditions demonstrate balanced current sharing, while the
advanced coupled inductor design and optimized control
strategy reduce core size by 90% and switching losses by
15%, significantly enhancing overall efficiency.

Index Terms—Bidirectional energy transfer, cascaded-
bridge converter, modular multilevel converter (MMC), re-
configurable battery systems, series/parallel module (SPM).

[. INTRODUCTION

Cascaded bridge (CB) and modular multilevel converters
(MMCs) have secured a key position in power electronics as
they offer superior power quality and reduce filter requirements
[1]-[2]. However, existing cascaded bridge designs are limited
by their basic series and bypass configurations, which restrict
their flexibility and efficiency in dynamic applications such as
electric vehicles [3]-[5]. The integration of batteries with differ-
ent voltages, type, or states of charge further complicates oper-
ation and leads to challenges such as uncontrolled energy trans-
fer, circulating currents, and instability, especially under rapid
load changes and high-power demand [6]-[9]. These problems
require precise sensing and control to maintain voltage balance
[10]-[18].

Advancements in MMC and CB topologies, including di-
ode/switch-clamped [19]-[24], series/parallel [25]-[30], and en-
ergy-exchanging designs [31]-[35], have highlighted the poten-
tial of reconfigurable battery systems. These innovations can

easily balance module voltages and employ modulation strate-
gies to manage energy exchange separately from the main load
[36]-[38]. However, limitations in load-sharing and varying
semiconductor current ratings reduce efficiency and suppress
battery ripple currents [39]-[41].

These recent advancements have been applied to batteries
and enabled reconfigurable battery management by segmenting
the system voltage into discrete module voltages to support
module states such as series, parallel, and bypass. Parallel con-
nectivity between modules introduces unique opportunities. It
facilitates load sharing and energy balancing [42]. However,
uncontrolled current flow in case of systematic voltage dispari-
ties can lead to significant power losses and thermal stress on
components. Due to the large heterogeneity of even same-time
batteries after various years of service, second-life batteries
have a low remaining value and require substantial effort for
characterization and refurbishing with conventional battery sys-
tem technology so that they cannot compete with new batteries.
Moreover, differences in battery chemistry result in distinct cell
voltages and voltage profiles, charge-discharge rates, and ther-
mal behavior [41]-[51]. System integration of such heterogene-
ous batteries

Reconfigurable battery architectures dynamically rewire a
battery and adjust the energy flow path based on internal and
external objectives and constraints. Those objectives and
constraints include demand, energy and conversion losses,
balancing, and battery operation. Reconfigurable battery sys-
tems promise the combination of energy and power modules
each to serve distinct but complementary roles for higher sys-
tem-level performance and adaptability [52]-[53]. Energy mod-
ules could primarily provide steady-state power delivery and
operate in either series or parallel configuration, which readily
maintains voltage balance across the system. These modules of-
fer high energy density for applications requiring prolonged en-
ergy output. Conversely, power modules can provide rapid
high-power bursts during events for stabilizing a grid or to ac-
celerate and break a car. These modules are characterized by
their higher power density and ability to deliver short-term en-
ergy at a high rate. The integration of these modules within a
reconfigurable framework promises seamless energy redistribu-
tion based on demand and enables the system to adapt dynami-
cally to varying load profiles [54]-[61].

To solve the problems of different batteries and battery chem-
istries in one system, this work proposes a modular reconfigu-
rable AC battery system with magnetic inter-module connec-
tions for seamless bidirectional energy transfer between mod-
ules. The novel topology dynamically allocates power between
energy and power modules based on load conditions to optimize
system performance, while it reduces magnetics size and



All Rights Reserved

Bidirectional Energy Transfer '—> Sy (I:n(gjupcllzdrs 53_1"': Sy

— ! @ ———_—_—_——— *rren

Reccénftltgurable | Coupled J'_
attery - e - y u
System emt [l Em2 [ _~ | Pma [i] Pm2 [ | Pm3 SZJ it 4
— rrens | = |l -
e = T Group 1
(a) (b) ©)

Fig. 1 a) Reconfigurable battery system circuit. (b) Internal structure with bidirectional energy transfer via coupled inductors. (c) Energy and power

modules with coupled inductor configuration.

switching losses. Coupled inductors enable efficient bidirec-
tional energy transfer between the modules and ensure that the
additional power required during load spikes is effectively sup-
plied. This bidirectional transfer capability allows for rapid re-
sponse to load changes without compromising system stability
and efficiency. The inter-module DC-DC conversion function-
ality can manage power exchange not only during steady-state
operation but also during dynamic changes in load conditions.
Coupled inductors enable minimal inductance along the load
current path for rapid response, whereas they on the other hand
provide sufficient inductance for circulating currents and con-
trolled efficient module-to-module energy transfer.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section II, III,
IV, V, and VI present the proposed topology's operation princi-
ples, design considerations, and comparison with recent work,
along with simulations and experiments to verify the analysis
and evaluate system performance.

Il. TOPOLOGY DESCRIPTION

Figure 1 shows the proposed power circuit consists of five
modular units. Each unit features asymmetrical double-full-
bridge submodules connected in parallel. Coupled inductors are
strategically placed between specific submodules (e.g., between
Modules 2 and 3) to link energy and power modules, each with
different battery voltages. Each group includes the right full-
bridge of Module j, the left full-bridge of Module (j+1), their
batteries, and interconnecting components such as coupled in-
ductors.

The design integrates inter-module DC—DC conversion func-
tionality directly with the submodule structure. The transistors
in each module perform dual roles:

1. Controlling the load current (ioy) for efficient power
delivery.

2. Enabling bidirectional buck-boost DC-DC energy
transfer between adjacent modules.

The coupled inductors have two key features:

1. Common-mode balancing: The coupled inductors
evenly split iow to reduce imbalances during steady-
state operation.

2. Differential-mode operation: Substantial inductance in
the differential mode enables controlled energy trans-
fer between modules with different battery voltages.

This architecture enables seamless energy redistribution,
allowing the system to adapt dynamically to fluctuating load
conditions while maintaining balanced performance across
modules.

[1l. OPERATION PRINCIPLE
A. Operation Modes of the Interconnections Between

the Energy and Power Modules

Figure 2(a) illustrates how the system functions in four dis-
tinct operation modes: series, parallel, buck/boost, and bypass.
These modes enable dynamic energy transfer and voltage bal-
ancing while adapting to varying power demands. The use of
coupled inductors ensures effective current sharing and energy
management across modules.

Mode 1: Series Connection and Differential Choke

As Fig. 2(a) shows, when S>7, S2s, S31, and S3; are active, a
series connection between the two modules is established. The
inductor current comprises two components: one that forms oy
and the other the circulating current (i.ir.). To solve current im-
balances due to battery voltage differences, a differential induc-
tor bridges the second double full bridge submodule to the third
one. This modification introduces an inherent DC-DC stage for
adaptive battery voltage adjustment and can control the power
and energy contributions of modules, which will be explained
later.

The currents 7o and i determine the inductor currents ac-
cording to
6]
where a represents the current sharing ratio between the induc-
tors.

Iy = A lgyt T leire Iz = A lout — Leires

B. Output Voltage Calculation and Effective Induct-
ances

The number of modules connected in series determines the
string's output voltage (vout), €xpressed as

Vour = ) (Si X V), )
X=1
where s; can be either 0 (for parallel or boost/buck modes) or 1
(for series mode). The module voltage vy; represents the battery
voltage. This equation highlights that both energy and power
modules contribute to the output voltage. The contribution of all
modules increases the flexibility compared to topologies where
batteries are simply connected in parallel or are even bypassed.
Figure 2(b) shows the equivalent circuit in the series mode.
According to Fig. 2(b), iou is the summation of 7; and i>. To
analyze the inductance effects, the effective common-mode and
differential-mode inductances are derived as

Lestem = 0.5(Ly — My) + Ar, 3)
“
where Ar and AL account for additional resistive and inductive
offsets introduced by design or circuit variations. Li, Ly, M\,
and M are self and mutual inductances. These adjustments en-
hance the accuracy of energy transfer calculations and stabilize

Leff,DM = L1 + M12 + Lz + M21 + AL,

Leirc.
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Fig. 2 (a) Serial mode of asymmetrical double-full-bridge modules and (b) the
equivalent circuit of serial mode.
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Fig. 3 (a) Parallel mode and (b) the equivalent circuit of parallel mode.

+ 4 Sas]|S26 . S31S3; "
Vi3 Vbo—= = Vi3
527H328 icirc stHszs l
(a) (b)

Fig. 4 Buck mode (left to right) (a) linearly charging the inductors, (b) turning

to parallel mode.
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Fig. 5 Boost mode (right to left) (a) linearly charging the inductors, (b) turning
to parallel mode.
The dynamic equation governing i in series mode is derived

from Kirchhoff’s Voltage Law as

S2s[S2s

S21||S2s

d . d .
Leff,DM T leire T Leff,CM a Qlgye = 0. ()
Given the high differential-mode inductance, (d/d¢ icirc) =0,
which indicates a quasi-static circulating current in series mode.

Mode 2: Parallel Mode and Voltage Difference
In the parallel mode (Fig. 3(a)), the switches of the series
mode are toggled: switches S>s and S33 are turned on and
switches 31 and S>7 are turned off. This configuration splits the
common-mode current (i,u) equally between the inductors. The
rate of change of ii. depends on the voltage differences be-
tween the batteries. Figure 3(b) shows the equivalent circuit for
the parallel mode and entails
Ups = Vpy = (Ly + Mz + Myy + Ly + AL) TS 4 ©)
AVoffsets
where AV gser accounts for minor asymmetries in module volt-
ages or inductance mismatches.
Mode 3: Buck and Boost Modes
By creating a slight shift in the switch toggling instances of
the two full-bridges, two additional modes, known as buck and
boost modes can emerge (Figs. 4 and 5). Suppose vz > vp3 Sim-
ilar to the conventional buck converter. When Sys, S33, and Sas
are already active, S3, will be turned off and S34 will be turned
on, the left battery magnetizes the coupled inductors to that icir

increases in a clockwise direction (Fig. 4(a)) per
d . 2mgvpa
3z Leire = Lettom’ @)
where 2my is the duty cycle controlling the buck operation. The
stored energy is then discharged into the lower-voltage module
during the parallel mode.
In a specified period, v is used to charge the interconnected
inductors. Next, S34 and S3; are adjusted to transition the system

into the parallel mode (Fig. 4(b)), where S3, closes and S34

opens. According to (6), the energy stored in the interconnected
inductors is then transmitted to w3 via a circulating current.
Also, in Fig. 5(a) when S5, S33 and S»s are already active, S»s
will be turned off and S»7 will be turned on, and then, i in the
anticlockwise direction is increased by using vp3. This case is
similar to the conventional boost converter, which consists of
an inductor, a switch, a diode, and a capacitor (in this study,
battery). According to Fig. 5(b), after charging the coupled in-
ductors, S»7 is opened and S»s closed, which turns the intercon-
nection to the parallel mode and transfers the energy of the cou-
pled inductors into vy, in the form of a circulating current per
(6). The ratio between the boost/buck mode and the parallel
mode controls i in both directions without affecting oy

Mode 4: Bypass Mode

The bypass mode is only invoked when a battery module’s
participation in output voltage generation is not required. This
is achieved by activating either all top or alternatively all bot-
tom switches.

B. Voltage Balancing and Inductor-Based Energy
Transfer Control

Efficient voltage balancing is achieved by alternating be-
tween the parallel and the boost/buck mode. The voltage differ-
ence across modules determines the circulating current [62],
[63] per

d . Vpj = Upg+1y  d ,

dt feire = Leff,DM " de (Cinductor J- lCiert> . (8)
This formulation ensures that voltage discrepancies decay
exponentially over time and stabilizes the system. The induct-
ance Legepym 18 chosen such as to balance speed and stability
with its time constant 7 defined as

T = Leff,DM.

)
R
For fast energy balancing, the inductance is typically in the mi-
cro-henry range, which allows quick adjustments without ex-
cessive current ripple.

C. Switching Logic

The switching logic used in this system is based on phase-
shifted carrier (PSC) modulation and follows

State 1: [2 (1) , My —mgy > Cy,

state Lk(kEN) = 1 0 (10)
State 0: [O 1l -+ Mo~ Maz < Cy,
State 1: [(1) (1) ,  my+mgyy > C,

state Uk(kEN) = 0 1 (] 1)
State 0: [1 ol + ™o +mg, < Cy.

Each carrier Cy, serves alongside the switch states of the right
(Sks, Sk6, Sk7, and Skg) and left (S(k+1)1, S(k+1)2, S(k+1)3, and S(k+1)4)
full bridges of the K-th group, denoted as L and U,. The mod-
ulation indices m, and my, respectively govern output voltage
and energy transfer control. The controller can set negative and
positive mgy, values.

A. 1: Switching Modes in Series, Parallel, and Boost
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Fig. 6 portrays the full-bridge states with two different mod-
ulation indices as an example. Series connection occurs when
both full bridges are in State 1, which maintains a constant cir-
culating current. Conversely, a parallel connection arises when
both modules are in State 0 so that a circulating current to fluc-
tuate as per (6), and depending on the modulation, from higher-
voltage to lower-voltage modules or vice versa. In cases where
Ly is in State 0 and Uy, is in State 1 (mgy,>0), the circulating
current grows clockwise. Conversely, L; in State 1 and U, in
State 0 entails anticlockwise circulating current (my,<0). The
durations for series, parallel, and boost states are

Ts = Tsw(my — myy), Series state,

Ty = Tsw(1 —mg —mg,), Parallel state, (12)
Ty = 2TswMaz, Boost state.
1 —m, =mtm, = 0.9sin(x)
0.8 ——m,=m -m = 0.8sin(x)

20 a2
—Carrier
0.6
0.4

0.2

< >
i g i e = >

1 and 5: Positive Series Mode

2 and 4: Positive Boost Mode
3: Positive Parallel Mode

6 and 10: Negative Series Mode
7 and 9: Negative Boost Mode
8: Negative Parallel Mode

0.8 11: Bypass Mode

-0.4

-0.6

(t)

SW

Fig. 6 The full-bridge states (L and Uy).

A. 2: Control Strategy and Diagram

Figure 7 illustrates the proposed system's control diagram.
The control approach is split into two relatively independent
components: one for regulating output voltage, employing a
straightforward PI controller (PI;) with a feedback loop to com-
pute m,. Additionally, a second PI controller (PI,) manages en-
ergy transfer between modules and computes an mgy, for each
controllable interconnection.

Output Voltage Control

Switching strategy

The bypass mode is activated when the absolute value of
2mg, is larger than both m; and m,. This happens when the
modulation indices cross zero, which prevents the coupled in-
ductor from sudden changes in the circulating current (indicated
with Reference Number 11 in Fig. 6)

C. Energy transfer between the modules consisting of
the coupled inductor

In this full-bridge configuration, the steady-state circulating
current (icjrcss), which results from the voltage difference be-
tween adjacent modules, follows

Vpj—Ub(j+1) Kdynamic-ASOCj+1

Reg + Zgyn

) (13)

Leire,Ss =

where Req = 4Rps(on)(T) + Ry; + Ry, + Ry, includes con-
tributions from the on-resistance of MOSFET switches (tem-
perature-dependent), internal battery resistances, and the equiv-
alent series resistance (ESR) of the inductor. Z,,,, accounts for
additional dynamic impedance contributions. Kqynamic reflects
the impact of state-of-charge (SOC) differences on the circulat-
ing current. ASOC;,, represents the SOC imbalance between
modules. This circulating current flows from Module j to Mod-
ule (j + 1) in parallel mode if Vpis greater than vy, .

To ensure no net flux accumulation in the coupled inductors,
the voltage integration across the inductors in each mode must
average to zero over a switching period. Neglecting resistive
elements in series mode, the voltage integrals are as follows:
for the parallel mode

Jvip dt = (W, =y, — leircKr)Ty) (14)
where Ky accounts for the resistive effects of the path;

for the boost/buck mode

Jvipdt = (=vy,,, = leircKe)To, (15)

where Kp accounts for dynamic resistance and switching ef-
fects.

[ e e SWtCNINg strateg The integrals incorporate both the voltage difference between
| 77d,open modules and the effect of the equivalent resistance, Req. For
+ balanced operation without flux accumulation, the average volt-
Vout-ref mad age across the inductors over a switching period must be zero,
Open-loop compensation _ which leads to the relationship between T}, and Ty, of
i ittt ! Vp.—Vp i+1 T
s —— B33 e T (16)
! 'd,open ! Vbj+1 Tp
Y , m, | g @ oy . L
f(Vh,70) open | ¥ 8 By substituting for T, and Ty, in terms of modulation indices,
! 4 2 wrg §’" the expression becomes
Phase-Shifted 07 j = ZMdz . (17)
PWM Vbiyq (1-my—mgy)
This relationship yields the open-loop modulation index
v v Mg open Tequired to maintain a circulating current near zero.
Right Left Therefore, my gpen for the Interconnection Group j is given by
le le
S () oo ()
Gate signals d,open VoAb,
OfeaChSW'tChes If Vb; < Vbj,,» Mdopen will be negative, which indicates

A. 3: Bypass Mode Criteria

reverse energy flow.
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To achieve a non-zero circulating current (igj.css), the addi-
tional voltage drop across the equivalent resistance Roq must be

considered. The voltage across the inductors, accounting for
icirc, 18 expressed as
[v, dt

(vb]-_vbj+1 - icircReq) Tp'
(—vij — icircReq) Ty, boost/buck state.

Substituting these expressions and solving for mg gpe, leads to

parallel state,

(19

_ (”bj Vb _icircReq) (1-mo)

md,open -

(20)

Vb]-+17b]-+1+icircReq
This open-loop value of mg pen acts as a feed-forward control
term that adjusts the output based on the desired circulating cur-
rent, voltage difference, and resistive losses. The feed-forward
part enables fast and precise management of energy flow be-
tween modules.

To support dynamic control objectives, the reference circu-
lating current i j ¢ ref(t) can be adjusted for tasks such as charge
balancing or load compensation per

icirc,ref(t) = KSOC(SOCan - SOC]’+1) + Kioadlioad (21)

where Kgoc is a gain for adjusting igj.crer based on state of
charge (SOC) and Kj,,4 accounts for load current compensation
and ensures a balanced load distribution. This approach allows
the system to dynamically adapt i;.. for real-time conditions to
improve both energy balancing and stability. Setting ij.c = 0
minimizes module-to-module energy exchange, while non-zero
icirc Values help balance SOC across modules per

icirc,j = SOCavg - SOCj+1' (22)

[circ,j alternates its direction within each half switching cycle
due to the inherent periodic nature of the switching operation.
This alternating behavior is fundamental to the system's design
and ensures a bidirectional energy flow between adjacent
modules. The bidirectional behavior ensures efficient energy re-
distribution between modules. Mathematically, this alternation
is expressed as

fcire () = Ksoc(S0Cavg — SOC;11). sin(wt), (23)

where sin(wt) models the alternating behavior of the current
within each switching cycle and w represents the angular fre-
quency of the switching signal.

The periodic sign change in i ; facilitates:

1. SOC Balancing: Alternating directions progressively
reduce SOC imbalances between adjacent modules.

2. Stability Enhancement: Oscillatory currents prevent
energy buildup in any single module, avoiding over-
heating or inefficiencies.

The modulation indices (Mg open) and duty cycles of the
switching signals dynamically control the magnitude of i ;.
For SOC balancing, the reference circulating current igjp¢ ref(t)
can be expressed as

icirc,ref(t) = KSOC(SOCavg - SOC:]'+1)- (24)

The alternating sign of i ; ensures that the net energy
transfer over a full switching period maintains energy balance
across the modules. During the parallel mode, iy ; equalizes
voltage differences, while in the series mode, periodic reversal

stabilizes energy transfer and prevents flux accumulation in
inductors, ensuring smooth operation across modes.

The proposed system achieves robust energy transfer man-
agement across full-bridge modules through both the open-loop
modulation indices and dynamic circulating current adjust-
ments.

[V. CONVERTER DESIGN CONSIDERATIONS

To verify the proposed system's performance in the full-
bridge configuration, it is essential to design the components for
continuous-conduction mode (CCM) operation. The continuous
conduction mode ensures steady power flow and minimizes
switching transients.

The cross-sectional area A, of the magnetic core is a critical
parameter for the inductor design, particularly to avoid satura-
tion at the peak of the circulating current. For full-bridge sys-
tems, A, can be determined by

8/7
A | KL% Lty |
’ By KK, AT

where K, is set to 48,200 (a constant related to core characteris-
tics) [64] and / is the current, proportional to the maximum am-
plitude of the circulating current. Assuming constant values of
¥, Bmax. AT, K;, and K, A, is proportional to /'®/7, which for
the proposed topology is equal to the maximum amplitude of
the circulating current. For the full-bridge configuration, A,
should be sized to handle higher peak currents than a half-
bridge, given that the circulating current will be doubled due to
the full-bridge architecture. This choice ensures that the
inductor operates without saturating at peak currents, even
under load transients.

Assuming continuous conduction and that Vb, > Vb, the

(25)

. . ti
inductor current, i; "¢ fulfills

imagnetize 2Vp;,  Md2

—_— 26
Leff,DMfsw ( )

To limit the peak local (magnetizing) circulating current, the re-

quired inductor value, Legepy should satisfy
2 max

: ‘rated
< Leire < Leire

Vb Md2
L >-b & 27
effoM = 1 5, (27)
where Qg = i5ated — jrated jrated gpq jrated are respectively

the rated output and circulating currents,. This inductor sizing
ensures the inductor can handle the peak circulating current
without saturation. The value Legepy is also adapted to the in-
creased current demands of the full-bridge configuration.

An additional low-pass LC filter is formed with Lo, and
Cout to smooth out switching ripple. For a maximum allowable
output current ripple of 15%, the required minimum inductance

for Lejjier 18

vy (mo)
Ltitcer 2 §oratedy,—

: (28)

where N is the number of modules, f;,, is the switching fre-
quency, and m is the modulation index. The lower limit of the
inductance ensures that output current ripple remains within
acceptable limits.
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To maintain voltage stability at the output, the output capac-
itor Cyy 1s selected to limit the voltage ripple to 1% of the out-
put voltage (Avyy < 0.01Vy,). The required minimum

capacitance can be determined as

Vout D
Cout = - )
Rout Avout fsw

(29)
where D is the duty cycle and R, is the load resistance.

V. COMPARISON WITH SIMILAR CONVERTERS
A. Comparison and Loss Analysis of the Proposed
Converter Topology

Table I presents a comparison between the proposed topol-
ogy and prior designs. The key distinction lies in the current
flow between adjacent modules and the modulation strategy.
Figure 8 illustrates three different interconnection circuits for
the modules of the topologies listed in Table I: Figs. 8(a), 8(b),
and 8(c) depict the connections in the proposed circuit and the
literature [69, 72], [65-68, 70-71, 15, 74], and [73]. According
to Fig. 8(a), the current passing through the coupled inductors
iS igut/2 + icire, While in Fig. 8(b), the magnetization current is
(lout/2 + icirc)- However, in the proposed topology, only
icirc contributes to the magnetization current, meaning that iy,
typically much larger than i.., does not impact the core size,
allowing for a significantly smaller magnetic core in the pro-
posed design.

Figure 8(c) illustrates an alternative design with a separate
current path for the circulating current as presented in the liter-
ature [73]. While i, flows through the inductor in this case,
the amplitude of i is notably higher than in the proposed so-
lution, as the load is not automatically divided between the two
parallel modules. As a result, the RMS current in the batteries
is considerably larger, despite a similar average current. When
comparing losses, although the inductor values in the literature
are akin to the proposed system, the total transistor losses are
higher.

El

---LH0.500,
(@) (b) ©

Fig. 8 icirc and iy, flowing through the inductors in different topologies.

Configurations where all modules are active continuously
[15], [65- 73, 74] cause higher losses due to continuous switch-
ing compared to the proposed system, which engages modules
selectively.

Table I
Comparison with Prior Approaches
Converter Inductor cur- Bidirectional Load current
topology rent rating Energy trans- sharing
fer
[65] iout/Z + icirc no yes
[66] iout/2 + lcirc no no
[67] iout/2 + lcirc no no
[68] iout/2 + icirc no no
[69] iout/z + icirc no yes
[70] iout/2 + lcirc no no
[71] iout/2 + lcirc no no

[72] iout/z + icirc no yes

[73] Tcirc no no

[15] iout/z + icirc yes no

[74] iout/z + icirc no no
Proposed Tout/2 + lcirc yes yes
converter

The proposed system reduces switching events by limiting ac-
tive modules under normal conditions, leading to lower transis-
tor losses and improved efficiency during typical operation.

As Table II demonstrates, the first two modules of the pro-
posed circuit generate the output voltage, while the rest are con-
nected in parallel and boost mode. In contrast to the previous
literature [15, 65-74], however, all of the operational modes are
active between the groups.

Switching and conduction losses (P.onq and P, ) in both the
proposed system and the literature [69], [72], are calculated
based on several parameters, including i, and ig... The tran-
sistor conduction losses are proportional to (i,,)?, and switch-
ing losses depend on i;.

Table I
States between modules while energy modules are working
Topology [15], [65- 73, Proposed
74] converter
Group 0: The left full s, by By
bridge of module 1 and
the right full bridge of
module 5
Group 1 s, p, bo S, p
Group 2 s, p, bo p, bo
Group 3 s, p, bo P
Group 4 s, p, bo P

* Series: s, parallel: p, boost: bo, bypass: by

For the proposed converter, we must consider the negative half

cycle of the modulation index. So, all of the PcondGroupo and
Piwgroup o Should be doubled:
Peondgno =
Cout i/ \
2rps 2( 2 /2> (1 —my—myy) +
®Psw11+Pswiz (30)
i)/ \ )
+2< ’ /2> (1 =mg —mg) |,
Pswss+Pswse
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conderopr

2
lout :
+ g
21ps <( Cm)/z) (mo —mgy) +

: 2
_ Lout .
PcondGmuM - 27qDS ( 2 + lcirc) (1 —Mmy — mdz) +

XPsw17+Pswig

lcirc)/2> (mo + mdz) +

lout
) <(T -

5 *Pgsw4s
(lo_Ut + lClI‘C) (1 — My — mdz) +
%Pswag
iout . 2 (34)
( 5 lcirc) (1 —my — mdz) +

*Psws2

*Powz+Pswzz ot . \2
(l"“t + lmc) (1—my —mgy) + 31 ( 2 ldrc) (1 —mp —may)

P ®Psws3
(Lozu t+ Cer) (1 -mg—mgy) + where 1 is the drain—source internal resistance.

“Pewts Equivalently, P.,,q4 for the topology [69], [72] follows
(iozut - icirc)z (1 —-my—mgy) + Peond,..., =

roup
®Psw22
i ;

.V 27ps 2( Tl ) (1-2mgy) +
(OTM - lcirc) (1 —my —myy)

XPsw23

Pcondﬁmupz = 2rpg (DTut c1rc) (1-my +mgy) +

&Psw11+Pswi2 (35)

<(lout + icirc)/2>2 1- Zmdz)\’

P +P +P +P
*Psw2s sw55TEPsws6TFsws7 P swss

(lo_ut + lc1rc) (1 —my + mdz) +

XPsw28
2

icirc) (1 —my + mdz) +

(32) PCO“dGroup 1,2,3,4

(iout _
2
XPsw33

. 2
Lout .
( 5 lcirc) (1 —my

o (((lout + Lcer)/2>2 D+

XPsw32
(iout _
2

. 2
lcirc) (Zmdz)

&Psw34

. 2
_ lout .
PcondcmupS - 27"DS ( 5 + lcirc) (1 —my — mdz) +

~ma) * <(_ o)y 2>z (1~ 2m) + <(_ ’

*Psw1g
2
l
Cer)/2> (1 — mO + mdz) +

%Psw1s

XPsw22
2

(% - icirc)/
2| =mg+mg,) +
XPsw23

) ((lo—“t + lcer)/2> (mo _ mdz) + ((% -

l-drc)/zf (Zmdz))

XPsw3s %Pswz21+Pswi17 *Psw24
lout
+L)1—m—m+ I o
( cire) 0 az) The switching losses for the proposed circuit and benchmark circuits in
*Psw3sg (33)  intheliterature [69], [72] follow
iout .
( 02u - Lcirc) (1 —my— mdz) + .
4 (lom - icirc)
*Powaz SWroup 0,1,234 = va ? /2 +
; 2
lout - %Psw11+Psw22
( 5 lcirc) (1 —mg —mygy) +Psw13tPswis (37)
XPswa3 .
4 (lo_ut + icirc)/
s
2 2 % (tri Tt + bty + tfv)'
XPsws7+Pswsg

+Pswss5+Pswse

(3¢
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Fig. 9 Comparison between transistor conduction losses in [69], [72] and the
presented circuit according to the ratio of igj.c/ ioyt-

This comparison considers batteries and inductors to be ideal.
The losses are compared with the assumption of an equal effec-
tive modulation index, switching pattern, 1ps, fsw»> Vb, tris this
t.v, and tg for all switches. Consequently, iy, and i are the
only two effective factors in the losses. Figure 9 compares the
transistor power losses of benchmark circuits from the literature
[69], [72] with the presented work according to the ratio
icire/lout based on (30)—(37). For all the ratios of igirc/iout, the
total losses of the switches in the literature [69], [72] are much
higher than the presented work.

Also, as previously stated, contrary to the literature [15], [65-
68, 70-71, 74], the magnetization current in the proposed topol-
ogy is only i, decreasing the core size significantly. As a re-
sult, under this circumstance, the inductor current in the topol-
ogies in Figs. 8(a), (b), and (c) is either

iout/z + icirc [73] or
icire [15], [69, 72], [65-68, 70-71, 74] and the pro-
posed circuit.

Additionally, according to (25), Ap is proportional to 116/7;
using (25) and (38), Figure 10 highlights the substantial reduc-
tion in core dimensions in the proposed system, with a circulat-
ing current limited to 50% of the output current and a 0.1 i,
ripple current. Consequently, the proposed solution requires
less than one-fifth of the magnetic core cross-section area com-
pared to other designs.

According to Fig. 8(a), iy is evenly distributed across the
two coupled inductors and consequently between the two bat-
tery modules in the proposed circuit and selected literature [15],
[69, 72], [65-68, 70-71, 74]. Due to this benefit, two adjacent
batteries can share the load, which reduces the peak load current
of each module. Consequently, the RMS of the modules’ current
and then the conduction losses decreases. Furthermore, in Fig.
8(c), the load current is not shared between the modules in par-
allel, which increases the peak current of the batteries as well
as the magnitude of the circulating currents among the modules
and subsequently requires larger inductor core sizes.

Interestingly, only two examples from the literature [15] and
the proposed circuit benefit from bidirectional energy transfer.
The main advantages of the proposed topology and modulation
scheme are significant reduction of the magnetic core size with
identical energy transfer capability, bidirectional energy trans-
fer with improved efficiency, better load sharing between mod-
ules, lower peak load current on the battery modules, and the
possibility of combining modules with different voltages as
well as characteristics [65], [69], [72].

(38)
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Fig. 10 Logarithmic comparison between core dimensions according to the ratio
of icirc/ iout-

B. Comprehensive Comparison of Power Management
Configurations: Efficiency, Complexity, and Flexibility

This section compares key elements of two power manage-
ment systems configurations, specifically previous work that in-
tegrates batteries and ultracapacitors for microgrid applications
[75-80] and the proposed circuit. Table III summarizes the com-
parison with a focus on the number of components, control
complexity, flexibility, and system efficiency.

= Component count: Previous work [75-80] involves the
use of separate bidirectional DC/DC converters for in-
terfacing both batteries and ultracapacitors with the
module. These converters require multiple power
switches, inductors, and capacitors to manage bidirec-
tional energy flow. Additionally, two converters are
necessary—one for the battery and one for the ultraca-
pacitor. This increases the overall component count
and complexity of the system. In contrast, the pro-
posed topology simplifies the architecture by using a
quasi-DC/DC converter inherently available without
adding extra components.

Table IIT
Comparison Between the Elements of Power Management Systems

Converter Interfac- Energy Control Flexibility in en-
topology ing ele- transfer complexity ergy management
ments

[75] DAB, C bad yes no

[76] DAB, C bad yes no

[77] DAB, C bad yes no

[78] DAB, C bad yes no

[79] DAB, C bad yes no

[80] DAB, C bad yes no
Proposed - good no yes
converter

* Capacitor: C, Dual Active Bridge: DAB

= Control complexity: The use of dedicated DC/DC con-
verters for batteries and ultracapacitors may provide
flexibility but also tends to increase control complexity
for dynamic load and energy sharing [75-80]. The pre-
sented system integrates the modes and requires fewer
control variables. The coupled inductors further in-
crease energy transfer efficiency and streamlines the
control of energy flow between batteries of different
voltages without the need for ultracapacitors.

=  Flexibility in energy management: The combination of
ultracapacitors for high power and batteries for energy
in the prior art adds to the system's design complexity
[75-80]. The proposed configuration demonstrates
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flexibility by dynamically managing energy between
battery modules of different voltages, types, or even
age. Coupled inductors and quasi-DC/DC conversion
modes (buck, boost, and parallel) allow the system to
rapidly distribute energy as needed during load fluctu-
ations, such as EV acceleration or deceleration. The
concept minimizes the inductance in the load path and
maximizing the one for circulating currents to opti-
mize energy transfer and reduce losses during high-
power operation.

= Energy transfer efficiency: Although ultracapacitors
are efficient in providing fast energy discharge for
transient loads, the separate converters introduce
power losses, particularly when switching between
different operational modes. The use of coupled induc-
tors in the MMSPC, in contrast, significantly increases
energy transfer efficiency. The inductors minimize
losses during energy exchange between battery mod-
ules due to their low resistance and magnetic losses.
The system can further flexibly shift between buck,
boost, and parallel without a mode change and mini-
mize unnecessary multiple conversion (e.g., from bat-
teries into capacitors and out of capacitors again into
the load). This results in higher energy efficiency, es-
pecially during periods of fluctuating load demands.

VI. SIMULATION RESULTS
Scenario 1: Dynamic Output Power Above and Below

Energy Module Capacity

TABLE IV
SYSTEM PARAMETERS
Parameter Simulation Experiment
Carrier frequency for 2 kHz 2 kHz

quasi DC-DC circuits
Number of modules 5 5
Battery nominal voltage 22 V<vy, <23V 22 V<v, <23V
VUpn 22 V<y,,<23V 22 V<y,,<23V
22 V<Vh3<23 A\ 22 V<Vh3<23 A\

22 V<V]]4<23 Vv 22 V<V/74<23 \Y%
22 V<ys<23 V 22 V<ys<23 V
Coupled inductor 25 uH 25 uH
Letsem 0 pH ~0pH
Leff,DM 100 ]JH 100 MH
Switch MOSFET MOSFET
rps: 1 mQ rps. 2 mQ
vps: 100 V vps: 100 V
ip: 300 A ip: 300 A
t,: 20 ns t.: 13 ns
t;: 20 ns t: 17 ns
Load resistance (1,10) ©Q, 100 pH (1,10) ©, 100 pH
Output power 0.2-2kW 0.2 -2 kW
Output capacitance 600 puF 430 uF
DC inductance (Lgjrer) 0.5 mH 0.33 mH

We modelled the proposed system and its modulation strat-
egy in MATLAB/Simulink with a resistive-inductive load, as
outlined in Table IV. The system uses a phase-shifted carrier
(PSC) modulation at a 2 kHz carrier frequency and consists of
five modules with voltage levels v,,=22.7 V, 1,,=22.7 V,
Vp3=22.4 V, 1,,=22.4 V, vp,5=22.4 V. Modules 1 and 2 act as
energy modules for steady-state power, while Modules 3, 4, and

5 are power modules for high demand, such acceleration and
regenerative braking.

Figure 11 displays the system's output voltage, current, and
power. Until #= 1 s, the output voltage reference is 70 V and the
system maintains seven voltage levels with two energy modules
and occasionally one power module to deliver 370 W of power.
Each energy module contributes 300 W (Fig. 12) with a com-
bined output of 600 W, which surpasses the load and recharges
the power modules (Modules 3, 4, and 5 each absorb ~77 W,
Figs. 13-15). The system's dc-dc mode and coupled inductors
transfer the energy and balance load and charge.

At t =1 s, the output voltage increases to 105 V and eleven
voltage levels with all five modules. The total output power rises
to 815 W. The energy modules continuing to deliver 600 W to-
gether (Fig. 12). The power modules supply the remaining 215
W, approximately 71.5 W each. The difference in output be-
tween the energy modules stems from Module 2, which charges
the power modules as it discharges slightly above 300 W. Mod-
ule 2’s battery current stays at —12.5 A, similar to the previous
state, due to the energy transfer (Fig. 14). All power modules
discharge evenly at about —4 A (Fig. 15). The current in the cou-
pled inductors, reflects the continuous energy transfer from en-
ergy modules to power modules and vice versa (Fig. 16).

At 2 s, the load drops from 6 Q to 2 Q. The total output power
requirement spikes to 2550 W. Figure 12 indicates that the en-
ergy modules maintain their contribution of 600 W (300 W
each), while the power modules collectively provide an addi-
tional 1950 W. The DC/DC converter between Modules 2 and 3
enables energy modules to draw power from the power modules
and stabilizes their output at exact 300 W each (Fig. 16. Despite
the change in output power, the current in the energy modules
remains stable at approximately —12.5 A, while the power mod-
ule current rises to around —29 A (Figs. 14 and 15).
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Fig. 11 Simulation results of Vou, iout, and pou.
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Fig. 12 py; and py,; of the batteries in energy modules.



All Rights Reserved

500 - f 4
10.693795
Ph! 77.9952 59489
o : 71582

——Battery power in Module 3 (pb‘) W)

2.37474
-500 - — Battery power in Module 4 (p, ) (W) rml,ssn.xxx
Battery power in Module 5 (p, ) (W) -
-1000 ! - : ! .
0.5 1 Time (s) 1.5 2
Fig. 13 py3, Ppa and pys of the batteries in power modules.
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20 10.495315 ‘ ‘ o
4.58391
S . bl W
0 j‘ A - L
—Battery Current in Module 3 (im) A) 1 fLasaez | | t z 2332
3 345

201 __Battery Current in Module 4 (i, ) (A) iy 399345 -28.822
40 - Battery Current in Module 5 (ibS) (A)

| |
0.5 1 Time (s) 15 2

Fig. 15 ip3, ip4 and iy flowing through the batteries in power modules.
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Fig. 16 iyq, i1, currents between energy modules and power modules.

Scenario 2: zero circulating current

In this scenario, there is no active control for energy transfer
between the energy and power modules. This means that the
DC/DC and parallel modes between Modules 2 and 3 are not
used, and the coupled inductor does not contribute to load bal-
ancing or charge distribution.

Figure 17 shows the system's output voltage, current, and
power. Up to 0.5 s, with an output voltage set to 90 V, the system
maintains nine voltage levels with four modules and a total out-
put power of 815 W. Both energy and power modules deliver
approximately 164 W each (Fig. 18). All modules maintain a
uniform current of approximately —6.1 A. This consistency re-
sults from the absence of energy-sharing control. However, the
parallel mode across all modules still ensures balanced charg-
ing. Accordingly, no current flows through the coupled induc-
tors so that no energy is transferred (Fig. 20).

At 0.5 s, the output voltage changes from 90 V to 70 V and
reduces the total power to 385 W. Energy and power modules
contributes around 78 W each (Fig. 18) without any power ex-
change (Fig. 20). According to Equation (1), with i .. = 0, the
current through the coupled inductor equals half of i,;. Due to
the parallel mode, the current in the energy and power module
batteries is balanced (Fig. 19).
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Fig. 20 i,, i, currents between energy modules and power modules when
icirc =0.

VII. EXPERIMENTAL STUDY

We developed an experimental prototype (Fig. 21, system pa-
rameters per Table IV). As the simulation model, the experi-
mental setup consists of five modules, and one coupled inductor
between the groups of energy and power modules. Each module
includes two full-bridge legs (IPTO15SN10N5 MOSFETs with
an Tpgon) = 2 M). Each module contains a 6s2p lithium-ion
battery, 22.2 V nominally, 5 Ah). To provide a low impedance
path during switching transitions, ceramic capacitors
(approximately 300 pF) is connected in parallel with each
battery. LV 25-P and LA 55-P sensors (LEM) provide voltage
and current measurements, which the controller (NI sbRIO
9627 with AMD Zynq 7020) samples at 10 kHz with 16-bit pre-
cision. The controller processes the output voltage reference
(Vout—ref) and implements the control strategy of Fig. 7.

The coupled inductors use toroidal cores with part number
B64290L.0038X027. For comparison, if a conventional induc-
tor were used instead to handle high current in parallel mode,
Equation (27) would require an inductance value of 230 pH,
rated for 10 A, considering parameters such as, vy'®= 23V,
mg,= 0.05, fsw= 10 kHz, and Aigir = 10% X 10 A, The pro-
posed solution, however, significantly reduces the current han-
dled by the inductors to allow for a much smaller core. For test-
ing purposes, the modules are set to have a voltage imbalance
of around 5%, which, under conventional systems, would typi-
cally result in substantial circulating currents.

The topology is resilient to inductance tolerances as long as
the self and mutual inductances of each coupled inductor within
a group remain balanced. The measured inductance values for
the coupled inductor are L; = M;, = M,y =L, = 25puH
1 pH, yielding an approximate differential-mode inductance of
100 pH and a negligible common-mode inductance. This can-
cellation effect of self and mutual inductances ensures that the
system behaves as intended even with slight variations.

Scenario 1: Dynamic Output Power Above and Below

Energy Module Capacity

Figure 22 displays the system's output voltage, current, and
power. Up to 0.5 s, with an output voltage reference of 70 V, the
system maintains seven voltage levels, and uses two energy
modules as well as occasionally one power module to deliver

between 500 W to 600 W of output power. Each energy module
contributes 300 W (Fig. 23) for a combined output of 600 W,
which surpasses the load and recharges the power modules. Fig-
ures 24 and 25 indicate that Modules 3, 4, and 5 each absorb
between 0 W to 30 W. The system's DC/DC mode and coupled
inductors transfer energy to ensure balanced current flow for
both load and charge balancing. The current in Module 2's bat-
tery is around —10.5 A (Fig. 23). The currents through all power
module batteries align at approximately 2 A (Figs. 24 and 25).
At 0.5 s, the output voltage reference increases to 105 V and
the system switches to eleven voltage levels with all five mod-
ules. The total output power rises to 1250 W — 1600 W. The en-
ergy modules continue to deliver 600 W. This power sustains
the load and aids the power modules. Module 2 provides
~300 W as before (Fig. 23), while the power modules supply
the remaining 650 W — 1000 W, approximately 230 W — 330 W
each. The difference in output between the energy modules
stems from Module 2, which charges the power modules and
itself discharges at about 300 W. Module 2’s battery current re-
mains at —10.5 A due to the energy transfer. All power modules
discharge evenly at about —13 A to —15 A (Figs. 24 and 25).
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Scenario 2: Output Voltage and Current Control with
Load Change

The experimental results validate the system’s performance
under various loads. Initially, the output voltage and current are
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both stable and sinusoidal at a power factor of nearly 1 (Fig.
26). As the load changes to a dynamic resistive configuration,
the voltage remains stable, and the current closely tracks the
voltage to maintain a high power factor.

When the load shifts to inductive (Fig. 27), the system con-
tinues to deliver consistent voltage and current waveforms. De-
spite a small phase shift, the power factor remains high and the
output quality high.
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Scenario 3: Long-Term Current and Voltage Control
with Varying Module Voltages—No Load Exchange,
Load Transfer, and Reversal

In this scenario, the system is tested for its ability to manage
energy transfer between modules with different voltages when
the load is maintained at around 850 W. Initially, there is no
energy exchange between the modules, which allows the sys-
tem to reach a steady-state condition. The starting voltages are
slightly different across the modules and create an intentional
imbalance to observe the controller's response.

The modulation strategy forces a transfer of load from one
side to the other (Figs. 28 and 29). Voltage v initially stabilizes
at around 23.86 V. Current iy, features minor fluctuations but
generally trends towards a steady-state value with positive
slope as the system adjusts. For Module 3, w3 starts at approx-
imately 23 V (Fig. 29). Over time, the load is shifted from Mod-
ule 2 to Module 3 and causes a slight drop in w3, while v, re-
mains relatively stable.

This controlled transfer of energy demonstrates the effective-
ness of the DC/DC mode in balancing and distributing the load
between modules even under unbalanced conditions. Module 3
supplies power to the load and charges Module 2. Figure 30 il-
lustrates the current in the coupled inductors. The currents in the
upper (ir1), and lower (iy,) branches are balanced. As the load
transfer begins, a distinct difference in current magnitude is ob-
served and indicates energy flow from power modules to energy

modules. This matches the behavior expected from the control
strategy and aligns well with Equation (1), which shows

iLl + iLZ = iouta (39)
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Fig. 28 Experimental results of static changes of v, and iy, in inductive load in
static condition when it is charged by the power modules.
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Fig. 30 iy4, i3, iou currents between energy modules and power modules in

static condition when the power modules are charging the energy modules.

In this part of the experiment, the direction of energy transfer
is reversed to charge the power modules from the energy mod-
ules and test the control strategy’s effectiveness in handling dy-
namic energy flow while maintaining system stability.

During the mg, (+) mode (Fig. 31), Module 2 is required to
discharge slightly more than before; i,,, decreases to around
—14 A instead of —13 A. This higher discharge current occurs
because Module 2 needs to supply additional energy to charge
Module 3, while it also proves power to the load. Although both
modules’ voltages decrease over time due to continuous power
delivery, the discharge rate of Module 3 is slower than that of
Module 2. This behavior indicates that Module 3 is receiving
energy support from Module 2 and effectively balances the
power demand.

Figure 32 graphs i3 and vy3. The voltage remains relatively
stable initially, but as charging progresses, i,; shows a distinct
increase in current, which reaches approximately —3 A. The
negative currnet confirms that Module 3 is charged by the
energy modules, while they concurrently support the load.

Figure 33 illustrates the current profiles for ij 4, ij,, and iy,
during this reversed energy flow scenario. According to Equa-
tion (1), the direction of i, is now reversed, resulting in a
change in polarity for i;; and ij,. In contrast to the previous
mode mgy,(—), where ij; was positive, it now becomes nega-
tive; the negative value reflects the energy transfer from the en-
ergy modules to the power modules. Despite this reversal, the
total output current i,,, remains consistent and confirms the
expected energy flow as per the control strategy.
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Fig. 31 Experimental results of static changes of v, and iy, in inductive load in
static condition when it is discharged in the power modules.
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static condition when the energy modules are charging the power modules.

In the last phase of this scenario, the reference circulating
current igirc(ref) 18 Set to zero to effectively disable active energy
transfer between the modules. The voltages of both batteries
start from an equal value of 23.9 V, and their currents remain
relatively stable throughout the test (Figs. 34 and 35). This
stability indicates that no energy is exchanged between the
energy and power modules.

Figure 36 further validates this condition by illustrating that
icirc 18 maintained at zero. Additionally, iy, is approximately
twice the value of i}, and i;,. This relationship aligns with the
expected behavior when i = 0 and confirms that the energy
modules operate independently without contributing to inter-
module energy transfer.
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Fig. 35 Experimental results of dynamic changes of w3, and iy,; in inductive load
when Iref (circ) 1S Z€TO.

— iy (A) —ip, (A) —i (A I f\ \ f
0.5 1

RN

| |
Fig. 36 Dynamic iy 1, i1, ioyt Currents between energy modules and power mod-
ules when ief (circ) 1S Zero.

VIIl. CONCLUSION

This paper introduced a novel reconfigurable series/parallel
battery for better dynamic power management in reconfigurable
battery systems, such as electric vehicles. The proposed
architecture combines energy and power modules connected
through coupled inductors to manage energy transfer and load
balancing across the energy and power modules. Simulations
and experimental results demonstrate consistent performance in
various scenarios, including dynamic power changes, zero
circulating current, and adaptive control under voltage
imbalance.

The reconfigurable battery demonstrates significant ad-
vantages over other approaches that combine energy and power
modules; it reduces the component count, simplifies control,
and increases energy efficiency. The integrated quasi-DC/DC
modes enabled smooth transitions between buck, boost, and
parallel operation without additional hardware for low losses
and small magnetic core size.
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