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Hybrid Resolver Model Generalization for Fault
Condition Modeling: A Promising Tool for Reliability
Study

MohammadSadegh KhajueeZadeh, Farid Tootoonchian, Senior Member, IEEE, and Ali Pourghoraba

Abstract— Resolvers, like all electromagnetic devices, are
constantly under investigation, both operationally and
structurally. In this regard, proposing a modeling methodology
that can save significant time without compromising accuracy is a
big honor. In this study, a generalized hybrid model is suggested
that, in addition to the above benefits, has sufficient capability to
ease reliability study in the field of resolvers, where a large number
of faulty conditions must be investigated under different operating
conditions, including changes in angular velocity, voltage, and
frequency of excitation—all of which are highlighted in the context
of fault coverage. This model also serves as a promising tool for
generating large datasets, which is advantageous for fault
diagnosis. A resolver with a non-uniform air gap is chosen as a case
study to challenge the suggested model, particularly in relation to
eccentricity faults. We generalize the suggested model to account
for the most common faulty conditions of resolvers: in-turn short
circuits in signal and excitation windings, as well as static and
dynamic eccentricity faults. The close agreement between the
results of the suggested model and those from Time-Stepping
Finite Element Analysis (TS-FEA), along with significant time
savings in both healthy and faulty conditions, highlights the
generality and proficiency of the suggested model. Finally, the case
study is prototyped, and we verify the accuracy of the suggested
model experimentally.

Index Terms— Fault modeling, mechanical and electrical faults,
resolver, semi-analytical modeling, time-stepping finite element
analysis (TS-FEA).

|. INTRODUCTION

LOBAL warming is the main concern that ignites a
wave of interest among scholars to find solutions for at
least reducing its growth. Electric cars are one such
solution that has begun to gain attention. The heart of these cars
is electric motors, which are most often Permanent Magnet
Synchronous Motors (PMSMs) due to their well-known
advantages, such as high efficiency and dynamic. The control
of these motors heavily has a dependency on the data that the
drive system accesses through sensors, such as current and rotor
angle, among others. In this context, the accuracy of the rotor
angle sensor, as shown in [1], has a significant effect on drive
stability and even more on the reliability of the entire system.
In this regard, almost all designers in the industry consider
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resolvers as their first choice, since they have shown
satisfactory tolerance in the face of harsh operating conditions,
including excessive noise, heat, and dust—significant
weaknesses that encoders suffer from due to their sensitive
physical configuration [2]. Although resolvers have shown their
proficiency, there is still a necessity to study their behavior
under different faulty conditions, particularly in terms of
lifetime and fault management.

In lifetime management [3], we analyze and estimate the
lifetime of the investigated system; the resolver is a subsystem
within the larger electric car system. Following this, we make
efforts to redesign resolvers to achieve better accuracy and fault
tolerance, synonymous with a longer lifetime for the entire
system. On the other hand, in fault management [4], we will
suggest different methodologies to engineers that can be
advantageous for fault diagnosis, isolation, and even mitigation
in resolvers. A common theme among all these is the
examination of resolvers when one or overlapping faulty
conditions occur; therefore, a designer should have a clear
understanding of what will occur to the resolver under faulty
conditions. Prototyping a resolver, even in healthy conditions,
is time-consuming and costly; thus, if a designer wants to study
a resolver’s reliability (each of lifetime and fault management),
fabricating a large number of faulty resolvers is not pragmatic.

In this regard, different modeling methodologies have been
suggested to make this faster and more cost-effective. However,
we should search for a candidate that can offer all metrics
together: accuracy and time efficiency. Hence, Time-Stepping
Finite Element Analysis (TS-FEA) is not the best choice [5];
although it gives high accuracy in modeling, each run takes a
significant amount of time due to the high-frequency excitation
of the resolver, and subsequently, the high sampling frequency,
requiring for signal voltage calculations to achieve better results
from signal processing. If we are looking to save time,
analytical models are better choices. In this context, MEC and
Winding Function (WF) are the analytical modeling
methodologies that have been employed for fault modeling in
resolvers [6]-[10]. It is evident that each of them struggles with
disadvantages, particularly when dealing with diverse physical
configurations and faulty conditions, impacting both time
efficiency and accuracy.


mailto:apourghoraba@gmail.com

> REPLACE THIS LINE WITH YOUR MANUSCRIPT ID NUMBER (DOUBLE-CLICK HERE TO EDIT) <

In [6]-[8], the MEC methodology forms the basis for
modeling faulty conditions, such as in-turn short circuit or
eccentricity. In [6], in-turn short circuit and eccentricity were
investigated for a resolver with two stator winding
configurations: non-overlapping and overlapping windings.
This investigation came after earlier work in [7] and [8],
including Permanent Magnet (PM) resolvers with non-
overlapping stator windings and three rotor contours in [7], and
resolvers with three stator winding configurations and four
rotor contours in [8]. In [6]-[8], different configurations were
investigated, representing changes in geometries. Each
configuration has a new stator and rotor magnetic circuit
network, reducing the generality of MEC modeling and
introducing extra complexity and time burdens for modeling.
Moreover, the MEC methodology faces challenges in
predicting flux tubes in airgap regions, particularly regarding
leakages and slot skewing [9]. While a 3D MEC can address
these weaknesses, the time factor—decisive in reliability
examinations— must be regarded, as a large number of faulty
conditions should be investigated to ensure resolver tolerability.
Additionally, the accuracy of MEC and the complexity of
magnetic circuit networks have a direct dependency. Therefore,
modeling faulty conditions with accuracy close to TS-FEA—
especially in geometries with high complexity—may render
MEC less effective for saving time.

In [10] and [11], the WF methodology serves as the basis for
modeling faulty conditions of resolvers. WF begins with
calculating the magnetic flux intensity, subsequently magnetic
flux density and flux linkages. In eccentricity modeling we
should modify the air gap function according to the type—static
or dynamic—Ileading to changes in magnetic flux intensity [11].
For in-turn short circuit modeling, changes in winding turn
numbers and short-circuit resistance must be regarded when
writing Winding’s Turn Functions (WTFs) [10]. In [10] and
[11], the Fast Fourier Transform (FFT) of WTFs was shown,
and the most effective terms were chosen, simplifying the
model and the calculation of magnetic flux density and flux
linkages. However, faulty conditions such as eccentricity excite
other terms, and ignoring them misses decisive changes in the
motor and drive system. WF also struggles with modeling non-
uniform air gaps and slotting [12].

In [13], we suggested the theory of the hybrid resolver model
for the first time, which has sufficient generalization and
capability in modeling different physical configurations [14],
winding configurations, and faulty conditions of resolvers, both
electrically and mechanically. This model serves as a stepping
stone in the reliability study of resolvers [2], saving significant
time—especially when dealing with a large number of analyses
and iterative designs [15]—while maintaining high accuracy
similar to TS-FEA. Additionally, it benefits us by providing an
online link between the primary motor, resolver, load, and
control algorithm as an integrated drive set [2]. However, this
study aims to further generalize the hybrid resolver model from
[13], specifically improving the time efficiency of modeling
different winding configurations and faulty conditions without
significantly compromising accuracy. The organization of this

study is as follows: first, we clarify the background theory of
the generalized hybrid model, referring to the basic idea in [13].
Next, how faulty conditions are integrated into the suggested
model, specifically for in-turn short circuit and eccentricity
categories, is written in detail. Section IV focuses on the
proficiency and generality of the suggested model in handling
different winding configurations and faults, along with an
evaluation of the model's accuracy against TS-FEA is given. In
Section V, the case study prototype undergoes fault injection to
verify the suggested model experimentally. Finally, the results
and conclusions are given briefly.

Il. BACKGROUND THEORY OF THE HYBRID MODEL

Given that resolvers work in the linear and bottom zones of
the B-H curve of their ferromagnetic cores, which is
synonymous with the linear behavior of resolvers, we can show
their electromagnetic behavior as follows [13]:

/‘le Lee(e) Les(g) LEC(G) ie
[/15 = |Lse(0) Lss(0) Lsc(6) H (1)
/1c Lce(g) Lcs(g) LCC(G) iC

Here, e, s, and ¢ symbolize the excitation, sine, and cosine
windings, respectively. Moreover, 4,, i,, and L,, denote the
flux linkage, current, and self-inductance of each winding,
respectively, while L, ¢ denotes the mutual inductance between
two windings, and 8 is the symbol of rotor angle. In this context,
the role of generating the magnetic field rests solely on the
excitation winding, as the currents in the sine and cosine signal
windings are negligible. In this regard, we can simplify (1) as
written in (2).

[Ae As )" =[Lee(0) Lse(®) Lee(O)]™i,  (2)
We also refer to the fact that the resolver works periodically and
has the capability to write the terms of
[Lee(@) Lgo(8) Lge(0)]T using Fourier series, as shown
below [13]:

Lee(®) = Leg + X len sin(n[@ - 00] + Pen)

Lse (e) = LSO + Z LSTl Sln(n[g - 90] + (psn) (3)

Lce(e) =L+ 2 Ley sin(n[@ - 90] + Ycn)
Here, L, and ¢, are the Fourier series coefficient and angle,
respectively, while 8, denotes the rotor angle at time = 0 s.
Ideally, there is no load on the resolver shaft, and it rotates
synchronously  with the primary motor; therefore,
0 = 0, + [ wdt is true. The resolver's excitation is a high-
frequency voltage; therefore, since the excitation frequency
should be much higher than the rotation frequency, L..(0) is
approximately constant. In this regard, the angular velocity
voltage is negligible (dL..(8)/d6 = 0) [14].

Ve = Rpi, +dA./dt 4)

Here, v,, the excitation voltage, can be written as v, cos w,t,
where v, is the voltage magnitude, and f, in w, = 2nf,
denotes the excitation frequency. In (4), R, denotes the primary
resistance of the excitation winding. As in a transformer,
supplying the primary side generates sine and cosine signal
voltages (v; and v,) on the secondary windings:
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v, = dA,/dt (5)
v, = d,/dt

Processing these signal voltages yields their arctangent,
resulting in the resolver rotor angle, 6 = tan™(v,/v.). A
discrepancy always exists between the primary motor's rotor
angle and that of the resolver; this is known as the rotor angle
error, which is a waveform. To gain a better understanding of
resolver accuracy, scholars define two metrics: the Average of
Absolute Position Error (AAPE) and the Maximum Position
Error (MPE).

According to (2), we can infer that the terms of
[Lee (@) Lso(8) Lee(0)]T are the basis for resolver modeling
using hybrid model theory. In [13], TS-FEA was the main tool
for computing these terms. In this regard, we should design the
resolver in FEM software; then, by supplying the excitation
winding with a constant current, such as 10 mA, we will obtain
[Lee(@) Lso(8) Lge(0)]T for a rotation from 0 to 360
degrees. What is highlighted in the methodology of [13] is that
we should apply any changes in winding configuration, such as
making decisions about the number of turns for each coil within
each slot, the winding diagram, and even the faulty conditions
that we want to study, before running TS-FEA. Regardless of
these, the suggested hybrid model in [13] is much faster than
TS-FEA in resolver modeling, with accuracy close to that of
TS-FEA. However, what we are looking for is a modeling
methodology that makes it easy for us to study a large number
of faulty conditions for a resolver.

In the generalization of the hybrid model, we also have a
designed resolver as a case study, with an unchangeable number
of slots and saliency for the stator or rotor; there are no
constraints regarding the configuration, similar to what was
shown in [13] and [14]. On the contrary, unlike [13], we do not
apply the final number of turns or winding diagram, nor do we
inject any faults; rather, we will calculate the terms of
[Lee(0) Lso(8) Le(60)]T for aresolver that has single-turn
coils within all of its slots. Previously, in [13], the signal
winding was categorized into sine and cosine windings, and we
should calculate all the terms in [Lee(8) Lg(8) Lco(0)]F
completely. However, now we can simply calculate
Lsignar,e(6) and L, (8), which align with the single-turn coils
in the stator or rotor slots. After performing the TS-FEA
analysis, we can easily derive Lg(6) and L. (6) for
Lsignare (6) separately by applying the winding configuration
that we want to investigate. Accordingly, the generalized hybrid
model is even faster at initializing. The result will be an N x N
matrix for L., (6) and an N X M matrix for Lg;gpnq,.(6). N and
M denote the number of slots/teeth in the excitation and signal
windings. Now we are free to define different mixtures of
winding configurations and turn numbers for each coil within
the slots.

If Ty; is the number of turns at the i-th tooth of the sine
winding, and T,; is the number of turns at the j-th tooth of the
excitation winding, we can calculate L, between the sine and
excitation windings as written in (6-1) by summing all terms of
matrix M,, in (6-2), when the coils are in series. For each of T;
and T, in M., we should take into account their magnitude and
direction. Positive and negative signs handle the current
direction, while zero means there is no coil on that tooth.

Lse = Z{Vil Z?Izl M,[i,]] (6-1)
Ts,Te,Ls,e,  Ts,Te,Ls,e, Ts,TepyLs, ey
M - [TSZT%L% TSZTeiLSZQZ TSZTQIYLSZQN} 6-2)
|To, ToiLyye, TopTesLsye, - TsyTenLsyen

In this regard, the methodology is the same for the L.,
calculation, as written in (7).

Lee = le\il Z?]=1 Mc[i,]] (7-1)
Te,Te,Lcie,  Te,Te,Lecie, Te,TeyLec,ey
M = [TCZT%L% TCZTQZ:LCZQZ - TCZTQIYLCZQN} (7-2)
|Tey Toleye, TenTe,leye, - TeyTeyLeyenl

For L., the calculation is as shown in (8), where T; and T; are
the number of turns for each excitation winding coil at the i-th
and j-th tooth, respectively. It is worth mentioning that in the
first term of (8-1), leiej is symmetric (lgje; = lojei), and we use
a factor of 2 in this context, where i # j. Ignoring this factor of
2 leads to a discrepancy between the signal voltage results from
the hybrid model and TS-FEA.

Lee =231, jy=i+1 leiej +3L, lese; (8-1)
0 TiTyLe e, TlTNLeleN]
lo, = | Pk O TeTulee|  (8:2)
[TNTlLeNel TnT2Leye, 0
[TELeye, 0 0 ]
o L
Lo 0 Cmn

Note that the sampling frequency and meshing quality in TS-
FEM directly affect modeling accuracy. Regarding sampling
frequency, the Nyquist frequency must be taken into account;
the chosen sampling frequency should contain a sufficiently
wide frequency ranges to accurately rebuild the original
waveforms.  This  ensures that the terms  of
[Lee(0) Lso(8) Lc(6)]T can be accurately written as a
Fourier series, as shown in (3). Following (3), we can calculate
flux linkages from (2) and subsequently the signal voltages
from (5). The Trapezoidal rule stands as the main methodology
for solving (4) and (5). Thus far, we have suggested the
generalized hybrid resolver model for fault-free operating
conditions.

I11. MODELING FAULTY CONDITIONS IN THE HYBRID MODEL

What we delve into in the following is proposing how faulty
conditions, including short circuit and eccentricity (both static
and dynamic), can be integrated into the generalized hybrid
model without repeatedly using TS-FEA.

A. Inter-Turn Short Circuits in Signal and Excitation Windings

Taking advantage of the flexibility in applying coil turn
numbers and winding diagrams, we can modify (6)-(8) to model
in-turn short circuit faults in signal and excitation windings.
Given that signal winding currents are negligible, an in-turn
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short circuit within them is synonymous with subtracting the
number of turns under the short circuit at the i-th tooth (Tg,or s ;
for sine winding and T, o; for cosine winding) from the
original turn numbers of the coil at that tooth (Ty; for sine
winding and T,; for cosine winding) [10]. Accordingly, in (6)
and (7), we use the effective turn numbers for the i-th tooth
(Teff,s, and T,z r i for sine and cosine windings, respectively)
in the calculations, which can be written for signal in-turn short
circuits as follows:

Terfsi = Tsi = Tonort 5,0 (9-1)
Terrei = Tei = Tohort i (9-2)
Mieli,j1 = Tepp,si Te; * Loge, (10-1)
Meeli,j1 = Tepfci* Te; " Lege; (10-2)

We can behave similarly when an in-turn short circuit occurs
within the excitation winding, with the subtle difference that the
excitation current is not negligible, and the effect of the short-
circuit resistance (Ry.) must be regarded in the effective turn
numbers for the j-th tooth of the excitation winding (T s ;)
where R, is the primary resistance of the excitation winding [6].
In this regard, (6)-(8) can be adjusted as follows:

R
Terrej =Tej — Tshorte,j T+ ( > )Tshon,e,j

Rerkee (11-1)
M [i,j]1 = Ts; " Tepgre, “Lyge; (11-2)
Meoli,j1 =T, Tefprej Lee; (11-3)
lejej = Terfei™ Teffie Lee; (11-4)

= Tzeff,e,i ' Leiei

Here, we consider the resistance of the excitation winding in
one tooth as R, /N, assuming that all teeth share the resistance
equally in series. According to (11-1), if Ry, — oo, there is no
short circuit; conversely, R, = 0 denotes the highest short-
circuit intensity [6].

Lege;

B. Static and Dynamic Eccentricity Faults

In general, eccentricity, whether static or dynamic, comes
with airgap changes that directly affect the terms of
[Lee(@) Lso(8) Lge(0)]F. Therefore, through different
scaling factors, we can integrate eccentricity faults into their
calculation. Depending on the resolver’s rotor configuration,
the airgap can be written as follows:

_ GminGmax (12-1)
9(¢) (Gmin+Gmax)+(Gmin—Gmax) cos(gw)
9o = (D; —D,)/2 (12-2)

When the resolver has a rotor with a non-uniform airgap that
changes sinusoidally, (12-1) holds, where ¢ denotes the angle
in cylindrical coordinate of the rotor frame in radians, G,,;, is
the minimum airgap length, G, iS the maximum airgap
length, and P /2 denotes the number of the rotor saliency. On
the other hand, for wound-rotor resolvers with a rotor of
constant outer diameter, (12-2) describes the uniform airgap,

where D¢ and D, are the inner diameter of the stator and the
outer diameter of the rotor, respectively.

Static eccentricity emerges when the location of the stator's
symmetric axis shifts, while the rotor's location and its rotation
symmetric axis remain unchanged [2]. In other words, under
static eccentricity, the rotor and stator remain in a static
configuration, and the rotor does not rotate relative to the stator.
If static eccentricity occurs in a resolver with a magnitude of e
in millimeters and an angular direction of 6,.. in radians
(counterclockwise between 0 and 2m), the scaling factor for
static eccentricity, f;.(¢), adjusts the calculations of the terms
of [Lee(0) Lgo(0) Leo(0)]7, as shown in (13-2). The
change in the airgap can be written as (13-1) when the resolver
undergoes static eccentricity. For simplicity, the angular
location of the static eccentricity, 6,.., can be written as shown
in (13-3), specifying the static eccentricity's angular direction
relative to the t-th tooth of the stator, which remains constant
over time.

gstatic(d)) = g(¢) +e. COS(‘P - eecc) (13'1)
_ 9(@) 13-2

fre(®) = 9(@)+e.cos(p—becc) (132

Opee =2n(t —1)/N (13-3)

In dynamic eccentricity, the center of the rotor shifts by ey,
the magnitude of the eccentricity in millimeters, which rotates
with the rotor at an angular velocity of w in rad/s and causes a
time-varying change in the airgap, as shown in (14-1). In this
context, dynamic eccentricity can be integrated into the
calculations of the terms [L..(8) Ls(8) Lc(6)]7 as a
scaling factor, f;.(¢), shown in (14-2), where, t denotes time.

gdynamic((p' t) = g(¢) + eq.cos(¢p — wt) (14-1)

fae(®) = 9(@)

g(P)+eg.cos(p-wt)

The divisor (Guin + Gmax) + (Gnin — Gmax) €OS (g qo) in
(12-1) has contributions from G4, Gmin. and the cosine term
(oscillates between —1 and 1). When cos (gga) = +1, the

(14-2)

change boundary of the airgap g(¢) is between G"Z’—l” and %

In (13-2) and (14-2), both cos(¢ — 8,..) and cos(@ — Og.c)

oscillate between —1 and 1; therefore, the effective airgap with

static and dynamic eccentricity faults is written as g(¢) + e

and g(¢) * ey, respectively. By substituting the lower bound
G

2

of g(¢), 22 and keeping in mind the physical feasibility, we

can define the maximum eccentricity magnitudes as G"z‘—”‘ The
lower boundary is zero, which is synonymous with the fault-
free condition.

In general, (6)-(8) can be rewritten, as shown in (15), by
incorporating the scaling factors for static and dynamic
eccentricity faults.

Mg[i,j] = Tsi ’ Te]- ’ le-el- f ()

Mc[i,j] = Tcl- ’ Tej ’ Lcl-el- f ()

(15-1)

(15-2)
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leiej = Tei ' T€] ' Leie]- f(d))

lee; = TzejLeiEi f(9) (15-3)

IV. EXAMINATION OF PROFICIENCY AND GENERALITY OF THE
HYBRID MODEL

In the following, a 1-X resolver with a 12-slot stator, as
shown in Fig. 1, is the case study. Owing to its non-uniform
airgap and the asymmetric design of its rotor, it is a good
enough candidate for the proficiency examination of the
suggested hybrid model in the context of different winding
configurations, including non-overlapping and overlapping
configurations, as well as faulty conditions such as in-turn short
circuits in signal and excitation windings and static and
dynamic eccentricity faults. The geometrical details of the
investigated resolver are given in Table I. First and foremost,
through a 2D TS-FEA, we calculate two matrices of size 144
for two groups of coils: excitation and signal, for the
investigated resolver, while its stator slots contain single-turn
coils with no series connection; the number of slots for signal
and excitation windings is the same. Subsequently, we have the
capability, along with wide flexibility, to calculate (6-1), (7-1),
and (8-1). In Table Il, diagrams of the investigated winding
configurations are shown. In the non-overlapping
configuration, each slot of the stator contains only one type of
winding: either excitation or sine or cosine, with constant turns
for all slots of a winding, whether signals or excitation. On the
other hand, in the overlapping configuration, (16) gives the turn
number and current direction of each coil at the i-th tooth of the
excitation and signal windings [16] and [17].

J i = 16-1
Tein (i) = Ty sin (27‘[ P, (%)) (16-1)
Teos (D) = Ty cos (2 B, (1)) (16-2)
Ry =PorR, ="" (16-3)

Texe@ = _1 it mod(i,2) = 0
Where T; and T, are the maximum number of turns for the
signal and excitation windings, respectively. Here, T, = 70 and
T, = 30. Following results (2)-(5), the fault-free signal voltages
are shown in Fig. 2 for both the hybrid model and 2D TS-FEA.
Moreover, in Fig. 3, the terms of [L.,(0) Lg(8) Le()]T
resulting from the generalized hybrid model and 2D TS-FEA
are displayed. Fig. 4 also shows the rotor angle errors for both
analyses. For the sake of brevity, we study the faulty conditions
only for the overlapping configuration. In this regard, a short
circuit was injected into 21 turns out of 61 at the 9th tooth of
the sine winding. Additionally, for the excitation winding short
circuit, the 1st tooth was under fault with an intensity of 5 turns
out of 30, with R, = 0.2 Q and R, = 2 Q. For both static and
dynamic eccentricity faults, with G,,,;, = 0.5 mm, the highest
feasible intensity is 0.25 mm, while the investigated magnitude
is 0.1 mm. In the static case, the stator shifts toward the 7th
tooth with angular direction of 8,.. = . In Table Il1, it can be

(a (b)
Fig. 1. 3D geometry of the investigated resolver: (a) 12-slot stator and (b)
1-X rotor.

TABLE |
GEOMETRICAL DETAILS OF THE INVESTIGATED RESOLVER

Parameter Value Unit
Core Stack Length 6.7 mm
- Outer/Inner Diameter 45.96/34.13 mm
% Slot Opening Height/Width 0.2/0.99 mm

n Number of Slots/Teeth 12 -
Shaft Diameter 10 mm
= Minimum Airgap 0.5 mm

o . .

B Maximum Airgap 2 mm

e Pole Numbers (P) 2 -

Number of Winding Pole Pairs (B,) 5 -

TABLE 11
Two WINDING DIAGRAMS OF THE INVESTIGATED RESOLVER
Non-Overlapping Overlapping
inding | W We We Ws We We
Tooth

N, 0 T, ~ 0 T,~ | T, ~
N, T, ~ 0.50T, ~ | 0.87T,« | T, =
A 0 [ T,» 0.87T, = | 0.50T,~ | T, ~
N, 0 T, ~ T, ~ 0 T,
Ny T, ~ 0 0.87T, | 0.50T, < | T, ~
N T, ~ 0 0.50T, ~ | 0.87T,~ | T, =
N, 0 T, ~ 0 T,o | T, ~
Ng T, © 0.50T,» | 0.87T,~ | T, @
N T, ~ 0.87T, ~ | 0.50T, < | T, ~
Nio 0 T, ~ T, © 0 T,
Ny, T, © 0 0.87T, ~ | 0.50T, ~ | T, ~
Ny, T, | 0 0 0.50T, > | 087T, < | T, =

W;: sine winding, W,: cosine winding, and W,: excitation winding

The ~ denotes the winding direction: @ ~©

seen that the suggested hybrid model, regarding AAPE and
MPE metrics, has satisfactory accuracy in modeling the
investigated resolver, with a worst-case error of 4.99%/4.73%
and 10.55%/12.61% in healthy and faulty conditions,
respectively, set against the 2D TS-FEA. This close agreement
is also satisfactorily met in terms of building L. (6) and L. (6)
on the subject of Mean Absolute Error (MAE), as shown in
Table V. Moreover, since the magnitude of the excitation
current is constant, L., (6) remains almost constant with rotor
rotation, as displayed in Fig. 3; therefore, its average value
serves as the judgment metric for similarity [18].

MAE = %Z§=O|yFEA (@ — Ymoae: (D]

The results of the faulty conditions for both the hybrid model
and 2D TS-FEA, including signal voltages, the terms
[Lee(@) Lgo(8) Lg(0)]T, and rotor angle errors, are
displayed in Figs. 2, 3, and 4.

If we want to maintain the accuracy of the resolver while

(17-1)
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Fig. 2. Signal voltages of the generalized model and TS-FEA.
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Fig. 3. The terms of [L,.(8) Ls.(8) L. (8)]" for the generalized model and TS-FEA.
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Fig. 4. Rotor angle errors for both the generalized model and TS-FEA. In Figs. 2, 3, and 4, the designations are as follows: (a) non-overlapping winding in a
healthy operating condition; (b) overlapping winding in a healthy operating condition; (c) in-turn short circuit at the 9th tooth of the sine winding; (d) in-turn
short circuit at the 1st tooth of the excitation winding; () static eccentricity under the 7th tooth; and (f) dynamic eccentricity.

TABLE Il

COMPARISON OF RESULTS FROM THE HYBRID MODEL AND TS-FEM

. . AAPE (Deg. MPE (Deg.) Time efficiency (min.)
Wmdl_ng Ope“‘?‘!”g Model Time saving
Config Condition | TS-FEA | Model | Error | TS-FEA | Model | Error | TS-FEA Initializing | Calculation | Total (%)
Non- -
Overlapping Healthy 0.24 0.24 091 041 0.39 412 = 250 89.60
Healthy 0.004 0.004 | 4.99 0.008 0.008 | 4.73
Fault 1 2.60 2.62 0.55 4.73 4.90 3.61 =95 <1 =26
Overlapping | Fault 2 1.25 114 | 862 2.24 204 [ 910 | =750 - = - 96.53
Fault 3 7.99 7.15 10.55 13.56 12.35 | 8.90
Fault 4 6.36 6.09 4.29 11.88 10.38 | 12.61

Fault designations are as follows: (1) signal winding inter-turn short circuit, (2) excitation winding inter-turn short circuit, (3) static eccentricity, and (4) dynamic

eccentricity.

using a TS-FEA to extract the resolver signal voltages, a
sampling frequency at least 16 times greater than its excitation

frequency must be chosen, which is synonymous with
extremely low time efficiency [19]. In this case, such analysis
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TABLE IV
HYBRID MODEL AND TS-FEM INDUCTANCE COMPARISON
MAE Avg.
Winding Operating (uH) (mH)
Config. Condition | , L Lee
% “ | FEA | Model | Error
(%)
Non-
Overlapping Healthy 0.7 0.8 0.32 0.32 0.8
Healthy 35 3.9 1.38 1.39 0.8
Fault 1 388 | 3.9 1.38 1.39 0.8
Overlapping Fault 2 34 | 231 | 135 1.37 2.0
Fault 3 7.8 | 348 | 140 1.36 2.3
Fault 4 341 | 781 | 1.62 1.46 11.1

Fault designations are the same as in Table I1I.

takes, on average, 480 minutes for different windings with a 5
kHz excitation frequency and an 80 kHz sampling frequency
(Intel® Core™ i5-7400 CPU @ 3.00GHz). On the other hand,
following the Nyquist frequency rule [20], we can select a lower
sampling frequency for the 2D TS-FEA of the generalized
hybrid model. Here, the resolver rotates at a frequency of 8 Hz
(each rotation takes 125 ms), which amounts to an angular
velocity of 480 r/min (w = 50.27 rad/s). Hence, to account for
the 500th frequency order of the 8 Hz frequency within the FFT,
we should use at least an 8 kHz sampling frequency, which is
10 times lower than that deployed in the full TS-FEA, and the
generalized model ensures lower complexity in the windings.
In this case, such analysis takes almost 25 minutes. Here, the
number of mesh elements is 102574. After the TS-FEA, the
suggested model can be easily managed in
MATLAB/SIMULINK, taking less than 1 minute for each
analysis. The effect of such time savings will turn into an
increasingly significant factor when we want to study different
types of windings and faulty conditions, especially varying
degrees of fault intensity and fault overlapping; the time taken
for the generalized hybrid model grows with each further
analysis for the TS-FEA. In other words, the generalized hybrid
model under healthy conditions is 70% faster than its first
generation, according to the results in [13], and approximately
96% faster than TS-FEA. In investigations of faulty conditions,
the time taken by the generalized hybrid model remains
constant for an F number of faulty conditions and winding
configurations. In contrast, for the same number of analyses, the
time taken by the first-generation hybrid model and TS-FEA
can be written as F x time, which grows exponentially.

V. EXPERIMENTAL MEASUREMENTS

Finally, we built the investigated 1-X 12-slot resolver, as
shown in Fig. 5, with an overlapping winding configuration to
evaluate the level of agreement between the results from the
generalized hybrid model and real-world measurements. In this
regard, the test bench shown in Fig. 6 was gathered. A DC
motor serves as the primary motor, with coupling to the
prototyped resolver and an 18-bit absolute encoder. The angular
velocity of the motor is adjustable via its voltage supply. Here,
the encoder acts as the reference sensor. The resolver results
signal voltages, displayed in Fig. 7 for both healthy and faulty
operating conditions, with processing by MATLAB software to

Fig. 5. Prototype of a 12-slot 1-X resolver with an overlapping winding
configuration: (a) the 1-X rotor, (b) the wound stator and (c) built frames
(healthy on the left and faulty on the right — with a static eccentricity of 0.1
mm under the 7"" tooth of the stator).

Fig. 6. Test bench, including (1) Function Generator, (2) Digital
Oscilloscope, (3) Signal Voltages, (4) DC Power Supply, (5) Optical
Encoder, (6) DC Motor, and (7) Built Resolver.
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Fig. 7. Comparison of the signal voltages from the prototyped resolver in
both (a) healthy and (b) faulty conditions (with 0.1 mm static eccentricity).

bypass the corrective effect of the Resolver-to-Digital
Converter (RDC), leading to the calculation of the error
between the resolver rotor angle and the encoder angle. Due to
the challenges of manufacturing resolvers with certain faults
and the severe damage that these faults—such as dynamic
eccentricity and short circuits—could cause to the case study,
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this test focuses solely on static eccentricity by using a damaged
asymmetric stator frame with different centers for its interior
and exterior circles. An automatic gain control unit adjusts the
excitation voltage, while a digitally synthesized function
generator feeds the excitation winding in the resolver circuit.
The excitation voltage is a 5 V sine wave at 5 kHz (with 0.1 Hz
resolution). The laboratory conditions are categorized as
"grounded and stationary," indicating a lack of mobility, and the
ambient heat and humidity are under control [21]. As shown in
Fig. 8, the generalized hybrid model and real-world
measurements show satisfactory agreement for both healthy
and faulty conditions. The evaluation metrics, AAPE and MPE,
show errors of 5.09%/4.96% and 11.38%/10.89%,
respectively, under fault-free conditions and for static
eccentricity (0.1 mm magnitude under the 7th stator tooth).

V1. CONCLUSION

In this study, a generalized hybrid resolver model has been
suggested to not only save significant time relative to other
methodologies, such as TS-FEA, with close agreement in
accuracy to them, but also reduce the number of initializing
analyses to the least, due to its proficiency and generality in
modeling different winding configurations and faulty
conditions: here, in-turn short circuit and eccentricity, just by a
one-time calculation of basis functions for single-turn coils
within stator/rotor slots. In this regard, the methodology of the
generalized model has been shown in detail, including how to
integrate different faulty conditions. Then, it has been shown
that the suggested model has satisfactory agreement with TS-
FEA in both healthy and faulty conditions, with, in the worst
case, about 5% and 13% differences in AAPE and MPE
metrics, respectively, while saving at least 96% of the time,
which behaves exponentially when conducting a reliability
study. At the end, to verify the suggested model experimentally,
the case study was prototyped and went under lab test, showing
close agreement in results between the suggested model and
real-world measurements.
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