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Abstract

In this work | outline a general procedure for dymamodeling and stability analysis of a magnegarding, which is a
rotating shaft confined inside a chamber througbtebmagnetic forces alone. | consider the simpypst of self-propelled
bearing, namely a permanent magnet synchronousrmaoi an induction motor rotor freely suspendeddanghe
corresponding stator, and having no eccentricithpéek control algorithm. Writing Euler's equatiofw the rotor
mechanics and Maxwell's equations for the electigmetic field leads to a systematic technique foalgsing the
dynamics of the complete system. Physical argumadtsate that that two essential components ftorroonfinement
are a spatial gradient in the stator magnetic fagld a torque angle lying in the second quadrames@ predictions are
confirmed through the linear stability analysiseTdirect practical utility of the results is mitigd by the presence of a
repeated eigenvalue in the linearized equationspibethis limitation, the analysis presented cetnaa a good starting
point for more accurate treatments of other magrimtaring configurations.




Introduction

The problem of designing a magnetic bearing whiah combine useful and desirable features suchnaglisity,
robustness, high load support capacity, high efficy, and above all, high intrinsic stability, iseowhich is now at the
forefront of electromechanical engineering reseaddthough a miscellany of designs exist, none leénht has the
combination of qualities required to go beyond sgig applications into the world of everyday ajapices and gadgets.
One of the reasons behind this is the absence wfigarsal analytic method which can yield the #itgtand performance
characteristics of any given magnetic bearing gumétion.An early work to consider modeling of non-contaeabngs
is by K A CONNOR and J A TICHY [1]; their treatmerst primarily heuristic. A refinement has been prasd by
RICHARD POST and D D RYUTOV [2] who compute the e@lent stiffness of the rotor confining springs éospecific
electromagnetic configuration (Halbach array). Adtetical analysis valid for any arbitrary electegnetic configuration
has been initiated by ALEXEI FILATOV et. al. [3] widiscuss several general principles behind thermgsa operation.
TORBJORN LEMBKE [4] has separately considered ludhyparameter equivalents of the electromagneticraechanical
modules. The rotor has been treated as a Jefétottand some modes of motion (rotation, whirlihgye been examined,
however a discussion of stability is lacking hé&eimilar model has been considered by VIRGINIE KLEKENS et. al.
[5]. NICOLA AMATI et. al. [6] have performed a modetailed study of this variety of model; evenlseytemploy many
restrictive simplifications such as the unquestibegistence of electromagnetic stiffnesses, assampf steady state
electromagnetic dynamics and absence of rotatidpahmics of the rotor. The most advanced modeldale is by
JOAQUIM DETONI [7] who has first separately analgdbe electromagnetic and mechanical modules amdbmbined
the two to perform a stability analysis. He hagl@tention to the field configuration of the systehus going beyond the
standard heuristic type model and has also usgba@ppic rotor model as against a Jeffcott on@elbeless, his analysis
is not fully complete in that a) the electrodynamieady state is assumed during mechanical anab)stee angle of
precession and nutation of the rotor are both asdwsmall, c) the effect of the (possibly large)dagmomentum of the
rotor has not been considered. Further, a limmati@emmon to all the cited works is the absencesifussion regarding
the effect of the motor used to power the shatft.

In this work | propose a technique for analysingnagnetic bearing, which accepts as input the ee@gnetic

configuration of the rotor and stator and yieldalgtical formulae for any parameter related to sitgtof performance of

the bearing. Although such a work might appear tatdd, given the advanced state of simulationahatt in today’s

world, an analytical solution to any problem isrofaluable utility as a starting point for numetiaad experimental work.
In a complex problem such as the present one,dtameter space is four, five or higher dimensiamal analysis is the
only systematic method for exploring this vast oegiFurther, a theoretical calculation providesghts which are

impossible to obtain by any other means, and thesights can be of enormous utility in designingvneearing

configurations.

As the ‘test case’, | confine myself here to thm@est possible self-propelled magnetic bearingcstire, which is an
alternating current motor rotor freely suspendesid@ the corresponding stator. Both permanent magyrehronous
motor (PMSM) and induction motor (IM) rotor will bmnsidered, and basic criteria obtained for th&ible operation.
The elementary nature of the configuration preduide direct application in the industry, but wepbdhat the method
shown here can be applied to more realistic sinatwith greater benefit.

1 The System dynamic model

This part of the calculation is lengthy, so | siliinto several pieces, individually analyse eaakce and then put the
pieces together to form a whole. Each piece getsSubsection.

A. STRUCTURE OF THE MECHANICAL EQUATION

In this Subsection | formulate the left hand sidieldS) of the equations describing the evolutionttod mechanical
variables. A cylindrical three phase stator is nednn the laboratory reference frame, which igdixCurrents are applied
to this stator so as to create a rotating magfietit inside it. This field is quadrupolar or highmultipolar, a condition
necessary to achieve trapping of an electromaghetly inside it (see the next Subsection). A Catesoordinate basis
X,y,Zis attached to the stator with the origin at @smetrical centre armhalong its axis of symmetry. This stator is common
to both induction motor (IM) and permanent magngichronous motor (PMSM) models. The rotor is cylical with
radiusro and height B and is freely suspended inside the stator caiitthe unperturbed state it is coaxial with themsta
Three coordinates and three angles have to baaisedpletely specify its position and orientatitims natural to measure
the displacement of the rotor centre of mass (GMe stator frame itself; let the rotor CM cooatas bexcm, yom and
Zcm. These readily yield the structure of the tramstet! equations of motion :
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Figure 2 : Orthographic views of the Eulerian rotations. The blue structure is the rotor, which | have depicted here as a cylindrical
shell. 2L shows the view along Z axis, which comes out of the plane of the paper. A gap has been created in the rotor circumference
(through which x’ axis passes) to indicate a body fixed direction. Also a light blue line is used to mark the top edge of the rotor as
against the bottom edge (see also Fig. 3). After the transformation, X 2x’, Y 2y’ and Z 2z’ although these last two axes are coincident.
2C shows the view along x’ axis. After the transformation, x’ 2a (coincident), y'2b and z'>c. 2R shows the view along c axis. After
the transformation, a=2u, b v and ¢ 2w (coincident). In all panels, only the positive halves of all axes have been shown.
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Figure 3 : A three-dimensional view of the magnetic bearing. The large brown ring denotes the stator which produces a rotating,
guadrupolar magnetic field (lines shown in black). The image of the field has been taken from Wikipedia [8]. The centre of the stator
is the black dot and the x,y,z basis has its origin there. The view is along the z axis, which is positive coming out of the plane of the
page. The magnetic field rotates about this axis. The rotor centre is the blue dot which is displaced from the stator centre. The gap in
the circumference and the light blue top edge are useful in determining its orientation. X and Y are parallel to stator x,y but centred at
the rotor CM. The other axes are all from Fig. 2. Note that the ¢ axis is highly foreshortened as the angle of nutation is small. The
u,v,w basis is not relevant for the bulk calculation so | have not shown it here.




Moy =F s (1a)

Myew =Fy (1b)

MZey =F, (1c)
wherem is the mass of the rotor amgly; is the force vector acting on the CM of the roff.courseF is yet to be
determined, but right now the LHS is all | am ietged in. In view of future developments howeweilll eliminate (1c)
from the system at this stage. For doability, fleeteomagnetic analysis will assume that the maoes/ery long compared
to their radius, therefore,will be a redundant dimension in the calculatidasither, 1 will ignore the effect of gravity in
this work, and assume the rotor to be force-free.

| now need to specify three angles of rotation altiloeiCM, and | choose the Eulerian anglgsy using the x-convention
of HERBERT GOLDSTEIN [9]. LettingX,Y,Z denote a basis parallel to the bap,z but centred at the rotor CM, the
following three rotations, in the order mentioneke me from the stator orientation to the rotoeration :

1. A rotation abou axis through an angleto produce the basi§y’,Z. Thuse is the angle of precession.
2. A rotation abouk’ axis through an angléto produce the baseb,c. Thusé is the angle of nutation.
3. A rotation about axis through an angle to produce the basigv,w. Thusy is the angle of spin.

Hence,u,v,w is a basis which at any instant of time is aligngith a set of axes fixed permanently in the roWwe note
that this is not a genuine body-fixed frame — awistions can operate only between inertial or mamtial frames but
cannot transform from one to the other. Singe is assumed inertial,v,w too is so, while a frame genuinely fixed to the
rotating rotor is not. | will lets,v1,ws denote the non-inertial frame which is fixed ie ttotor and aligned with,v,w at
any instant of time. In Fig. 2 | show the threesf@rmations occurring one after the other, whil€ig. 3 | show the effect
of the combined transformation. It turns out thaltyane rotation matrix will be relevant later on :

A

[a b &] =R&[x y 3]

OR )
a cosyp sinp 0 [x (2)
b|=|-cosysinp cod cas sih|V
c sindsinp —sirW co® cod|| z

for conversion fronx,y,z to a,b,c bases and its transpose for the inverse transtanma

| need not require at this stage that the rot@ymemetric but | do assume (reasonably and accyratelugh for practical
purposes) that one of its principal axes coincudils its geometrical axis of symmetmy;. Then the two other axes lie in
the perpendicular plane and without loss of gentgratan say that the principal basis for the rasoui,vi,wi. For this
basis,® ;1 = ® 0+ o,V +w,W, wherew,,, ., IS the angular velocity vector of tgvi,wi frame relative to the ground.

Now, the rotor angular momentuimhas a simple form in the,vi,wi basis € 1= lu@u 01t o ¥V i, o WV ) as

that is principal, but the dynamics there is usetesme as the frame is non-inertial. To come woat the inertial frame, |
must perform an Eulerian extraction fremvi,wi to u,v,w and then equate the rate of change of angular miometo the
torque in that basis. | have

dL uww — dL ulviwil
dt ct
dL

uww — T

= T (30)
whereT denotes the torque on the rotor. Finally, dudigmenent ofu,v,w andui,vi,w1 bases, the inertia tensor is the same
in both; thusL ,,, = 1,0,0+ 1,0,V +1,0,W, wherel, =1, and so on. This leads to the well-known form ofeEs
eqguation

+(’)ulvlwlx|-uvw ' and (33-)

Iua')u-'-(lw_lv)a)wwv=Tu , (4a)
Iva.)v'l-(lu_Iw)wuww:-rv , (4b)
de)w+(|v_|u)wku:Tw . (40)

The distinction between the non-inertiajvi,w: and the inertiali,v,w is a subtle one and is rarely found in the literat
but it is useful for conceptual clarity.

A considerable simplification occurs however if tloéor is symmetric and | now assume that it iiigTmight make me
sound crazy, but | wrote (4) with a purpose, nanelgshow how the modeling can proceed in the alessehsymmetry.)
If the rotor is symmetric then a moving fraiagbi,c1 which at any instant of time is aligned wédlb,c is a principal basis




for it. Now the angular velocity of the framagbs,c1 with respect to the ground (or &b,c) is @ .., = w8+ a)bB (note :
no w.C!) and it is this angular velocity which must bessed with thé vector while performing Eulerian extraction from

ai,bi,ct to ab,c frame. The angular momentum is stll,. = lwa+lob+1.wL, where | have usetk=Ix=I, and
performing the extraction | have

lor, = | oy =T, (5a)
loy + 10,0, =T, (5b)
lo, =T, . (5¢)

Prima facie there is only a cosmetic differenceveen (5) and (4), but that is not the case. It tuilh out that the torque
vector naturally evaluates in thé,c frames, and then a conversiorufgw will simply mean a lot of extra transformation

and headache during the subsequent analysis. Fhatin of manc in terms ofd, ¢ andy is quite simple using the
definition of the rotations; the answer is

® e = 08+ @SiNGD + (y + ¢ cOP)E . (6)

Finally, it is useful at this step to factor ouethir resistance which will be present in the staawvity (in fact that is the
only load which the motor will have to overcomeheTsimplest form of air resistance is a term propoal to linear
velocity in (1) and proportional to angular velgcih (5); letting the constants ke andx> | have the structure of the
mechanical equation of motion as

MXom txXem = Fx (7a)
Myom +51Yom = Fy (7b)
low, + 1,0, — | w0, =T, (7¢)
lawy, +x,0, + 1 0,0, =Ty (7d)
|, +ro0, =T, . (7e)

With air resistance out of the equation, the oelymis inF and T will be the ones arising from the electromagnetic
interaction between rotor and stator. This compléte structure of the mechanical equation andugessnoothly started
on the path towards the dynamic model of the system

B. STRUCTURE OF THE ELECTROMAGNETIC INTERACTIONS

In the motor model | will use, I will assume thia¢ trotor and stator carsyrface currentsparallel to their axes of symmetry

in their external and internal periphery respedyivéhis assumption reduces the electromagnetis@mnt@nalytically
doable form, and is also implicit in the widely dssquivalent circuit model of a motor (which | wilbt touch here). | will
further assume that the stator and rotor are vefinitely) long compared to their radii. Focusiag the stator, its surface
current points in the direction and is a function & where$ is an angle in th&y plane with thex-axis as a reference
line. The most general form of this function is

Ks=2| Kee + D (KgncOSNI + K, SiMI) | (8)
n=1

Equation (8) is of course a Fourier serieskirthe first term is the dc component, which is tb&l current (here and
henceforth, ‘surface’ is implicit) flowing in thetagor. For any practical stator supplied with adsging current this
component is zero, so | neglect it in the subsegalealysis. The cosine and sine terms for eeate assigned subscripts
1 and 2. The vector potentials and magnetic fietdated by thiKs all contain the same angular harmonic&agself.
The number of harmonics Ks and their relative amplitudes are determined leyaitangement of the stator windings. |
now assume that this arrangement is such that iherdy one harmonic presenthi i.e. Ksin andKen exist for only one
particulam=no and are zero for all othar This assumption is made in nearly all treatmehtdectric motors — it generally
works well because multiple harmonics cause tofigigeuations so windings are designed to be azdlmsingle-harmonic
as possible. Twiceo is the polarity of the stator — an intuitive déion becausaw=1 produces a dipolar fielahp=2
guadrupolar and so on. The subscntecomes redundant when only one harmonic is ceresiglso | drop it. An easy
transformation  converts the ‘x-y’ representation oftator current to a ‘9 notation

Kqcosngd + K, simg? = K cosy(J-a). HereKs is the magnitude dfs and the angle runs from 0 to 2/no.

In most studies of motor modeling, the polarity plays no more significant role than to tweak a fewameter values;
hence the modeling can proceed with any arbitratyesof polarity, say 2 or 4 or 24, or with thegdly as a parameter.




In the present problem however, the polarity igit#l importance as it determines whether the rotor at all be captured
inside the stator field or not. The known resulthat a dipolar field (8=2) cannot trap an object inside it whereas a
quadrupolar (B=4) or higher order multipolar field can. This ibywall papers and patents on magnetic bearingessiyr
mention the stator polarity as 4 or higher. Letake the 4-pole stator here, the lowest possibheldan which can induce

trapping of the rotor inside. In generalized cytindl coordinatep,d,zthe magnetic field of a surface curreémo cos 29)2

plastered on a long cylinder has a simple enough:fmside the cylinder it is (since | am interestaly in what happens
inside the stator)

BO(-psin®)p+(-pcosB)6 (9)
in which specific numerical factors are not impattgThis result is derived by writirg as the curl of the vector potential

A, solving a Laplace’s equation fér and employing the appropriate boundary conditjohs.Cartesian coordinates
however (9) becomes mess¥-y? andxy terms start entering the picture on account ohtgber order angular harmonics.

On the other hand, for a dipolar currgit, cos?)z,

B 0 (-sing)p+(-co)o (10)
which is expressed trivially in Cartesian coordasatas B [0 -y . Given that for the bearing | will have to do
electromagnetism in rotated frames, which are efiheéd in Cartesian bases related through Cartésaasformations, it

will be an enormous convenience if the magnetid fis an easy Cartesian representation. Hencstlunderstand why
it is that a quadrupolar field can act as a trapneas a dipolar field cannot.

The reason is that a quadrupolar magnetic fielcdahsgsatial gradient whereas a dipolar field isamif. If the quadrupolar
rotor is displaced from its position at the statentre, it will experience some force because ®Bfymmetry in the stator
field. Under the right conditions, this force midd# a restoring one. On the other hand, evenigaat rotor is displaced,
there will be no force on it because of the unifityrof the stator field and it will remain a nedtta its will and matter.

Having established (or at least motivated) this $é@tement, | make the boldest approximation sd@aiad in the entire
analysis). | replace the quadrupolar (or highertiallar) stator magnetic field with a perturbed agr field, which

combines the desirable feature of being unidireeti¢and hence allowing an easy Cartesian repratsemt with the other
desirable feature of having a spatial gradient {@te allowing trapping of objects inside). A pdsation of (10), which

does not flout the basic tenet of electromagnefisiB =0, is B =-f,(x)y , for some functiofs. It is natural to také as
symmetric; further, a concavewill be closer to reality than a convex one beeatlr® magnetic fields of all multipolar
stators increase from centre to periphery. Theovgmitential which produces this field is readibtained asA = fo(x)2

, wherefg is an antiderivative df.

Because the chosen form of stator field is a peation off a dipolar field, it will be generated byperturbation off a
dipolar current i.eno=1 in (8). | absorb all these perturbations inte #tator winding structure, implying that a current
characterized by only two paramet&gsanda sets up the magnetic field containing the pertiiwbhaEquation (10) further
implies that the dipolar magnetic field points imlieection rotated clockwise 9@o the line joining the stator current’s
minimum to its maximum. To summarize the above pawagraphs into an equation, | claim that a statorent

Ks=Kcog#-a)z produces :

ADOKf(x,)z (11a)

BO-Kfi(x,)a (11b)
wherex,, Y. is a coordinate basis obtained by rotatiygthrough the angle. Since the above magnetic field is primarily
dipolar, it is reasonable to expect that the ratoich might be confined by it will be a dipole. @hacal arguments indicate
that a displacement of the rotor gives rise tastoreng force if the torque angle is in the secquddrant and a destabilizing
force if it is in the first quadrant. Now it is taadard result from motor theory [10] that an ingut motor operates in first
guadrant in the steady state while a PMSM can baen@ operate in any quadrant — this suggestshbatynchronous
motor might exhibit a confined state if operatedha second quadrant whereas the induction motgintmiot.

On the basis of this argument | will focus on thalgsis of PMSM from now on. Before going overhe totor modeling,
| will introduce definitions of the functionfs, f1 etc. which | will use. The simplest ansatz for caref; (and ipso facto
the other functions) is

f,(x) =1+ (12a)

fo() =] () =x+ 20 (12b)




(%) :% f(x)=8x (12¢)
wherey is a positive parameter whose size determinestteagth of the gradient B.

Now coming to the rotor, since it is dipolar, itaent will be expressible ds , cosy + K, , siry wherey is an angle in the

rotora,b,c frame (a$¥ was in the stator frame). This is why | had cladmdile writing the LHS of the mechanical equations
that (5) is more than just a cosmetic modificatdi4).

Analogous to the stator, | will express the rotarrent in magnitude angle terms Ks =(“:[Kr cos(y—,b’)]. Now for

PMSM, the magnitud&; will be a known fixed quantitiio as the strength of the embedded permanent maggefen,
andg will equal the mechanical angle(upto some constant angle which can be taken tetmewithout loss of generality).
Hence | can write

Krl = KrOCOS// ! (13&)
K, =K, psiny (13b)
in whichK;o depends on the strength of the embedded magnets.

On the stator side | will assume that the magnitoidihe stator curreris is a constanKg and that the stator will be
excited to produce a constant angleetween the rotor magnets and the stator curkésthhematically,a=y+¢+o (note
that the angle has to be included here as precession too chaingesientation of the rotor permanent magnets)c&i
the rotor torque depends heavily &rthis angle is known as the torque angle.

This more or less establishes the physics behmdngchanism. To summarize it in one sentence,adhifnement of the
rotor should be dependent a) (he gradient in the stator magnetic field andsome function od which changes sign
from the first quadrant to the second, likely aigesintuitively we can also expect that the stthrgf the confinement
will also be affected byc] the strength of the stator field and the rotorrent. The next Subsection will be more
mathematical, devoted to calculating the electrametig force and torque vectors which can be pluggéo complete the
system (7).

C. ELECTROMAGNETIC FORCE AND TORQUE

In this Subsection | will calculate the electrometyn force and torque and thus complete the hargystem (7). To keep
the treatment general, and readily extendablegnitiuction motor, | will work in terms of the statanglex and the rotor
currentsKr1 andK2 and substitute specific forms only at the end.

The starting expression for electromagnetic foscg&mple enough :

F=[idxB | (14)
wherei denotes the wire current and the integral mushhde over the entire current configuration. Hereesil have
surface current& and not wire currents there will be an additional integration involveédirther, since the force will be
generated only through interaction between ther ratorent and the stator field (the rotor field waninteract with the
rotor current to give a torque — an isolated etantgnetic body cannot exert a force or torque selif); the relevanB
here will beBs. Incorporating all this | have

h

2r
F=_jhdc£ oK, X Bg

h 2 (15)
= I ch' dyro[ E(K,q cOg+K, , siny) [ B
-h 0
The next step is a calculation of the stator magtieid Bs. The starting point is the definition (11) :
Bsz_Ksofl(Xa)ya : (16)

Now | must do a change of basis frogg,z to a,b,c; before applying the rotation tensor | have topgkeemind that the
rotor CM is displaced from the stator origin. Smust first write

X=X=Xm (17a)

Y=Y~Yom (17D)
and then apply (2) o andY. Using the definition ok, andy, and then performing the transformation,




B, :—Kso[—sina{ copa— cod sipb+ sif s'wf:} + ca% g+ @bs pbs  6sin (A&}% edim
(18)
[fl{cos(x(a cop-b co8 sip+c st sintxg, )+ sifa gikb  @bs pesc  6sin ey, )}]
In equations like this, | have used the word ‘tintesndicate multiplication as the usual multi@icon symbols (dot and
cross) can create confusion when vectors are iedolv

| now do three things :

1. | assume the angle of nutation o be small and the displacements of the &dl,andycwm, also to be small
2. | separate large and small terms in the argumehnt @b a Taylor expansion and retain only the fisttnivial term
3. | substitutea=rocos andb=resiny wherever possible.

The three assumptions, followed by the definitions

M =clsing+xgy, (192)
N =ccosp—Yon (19b)
and a few routine trigonometric identities redut®)(to

é[sin((o—a){ fl(rocogp+y—a)+(M coa—N Sin) fz(ro C%+y-a)}}+

B, =K B[COS((I)—OC){fl(roco$p+y—a)+(|\/| cos—N sia) 1‘2(r0 cwy—a)”+ . (20)

6[—0 cop—a) fl(r0 Co® +y —a)}

Before jumping into the calculation (15) it is worthwhile to getidea of which terms will survive the integration oper
Surviving terms must all have the structuré?gasirty, co€2y, sirf2y etc. SinceK, has only cosand sin terms, only these
harmonics fronBs will multiply to give a nonzero contribution. Tls&eomponent oBs clearly goes out as it will be crossed
into a vector pointing along thedirection and the remainder, after using trigonometric identtiglsretaining only the
dipolar terms, is

alsinyi co{ 2- 2)- A+ cos sin @ +
B =—4n Ky (M cosz =N sim) [ Leod )~} ( A)
b| cosy cog 2~ @)+ Ji- sip s> o]
The notationBs indicates that this is not the fulls but only a locally relevant form. Taking the cross product and
performing the integration ovey

(21)

h a| K, jcod - &)+ 1-K,, siff 2- 2) |-
Fape = J'dc 4enréK (M cost—N sim) A[ rl{_ s ) }. 2 Sif )]
“h b| K,ysin( 2~ &)+ K, ,{ co§ 2- @)~}
One small step remains BsandN are functions ot. When these are integrated, they give two ‘new’ measurdgof t
rotor eccentricity i.e.

(21)

P=2hxs, (23a)

Q=2hysy - (23b)
We note that the-dependent terms have exited the equation because they are odd fuicti@md vanish upon integration
over a symmetric interval. Finally, after absorbing the variaesofs such as height and radius andto a positive
constanjys, | can write the force as

F, = xinKs(Pcosa—Q sim)[Krl{ cof @2- @)+ JEK,, s> aﬂ : (24a)
Fy = —xnKs(Pcosa —Q sim)[Krl sif 2- @)+K,{ cds@- - }_i[ : (24Db)
F.=0 . (24c)

| can now easily apply the transformation (2) to obEgjpand thus the mechanical equations (7a) and (7b) are completely
determined.

An important consistency check is that all the force termpraqgortional to the eccentricity variables — the base case of
perfectly centred perfectly aligned rotor experiences no fasaeshould. Now let us turn to the torque vector. The basic

equation for torque i3 = J'r xdF with the integral being evaluated all over the rotor periphery; using (13)¢bsnes




2r

h
T:Idcj'dyrorX(erBs) : (25)
-h 0
From the ‘back in a cab’ rule,

T :j]hdcz'fdyro[Kr (r Bs)—Bs(r DKr)]

h 2 | (K, cosp+K,, siruz){(r0 cosa+r, sipb+ c?:) [@Bﬁé+ Byb+ Bscé)} (26)
= [d
—jh CJ(; o —(B$é+ Byb + Bscé){(ro cosya+r, sinb +c?:) [E(K,, cog+K,, sim)}

This is a complex expression which | must interpret carefalgvbid unnecessary calculation. The first term in the box
bracket is clearly in the direction while the second term has components in all directions. tvckg is the issue of
which multipoles survive the integration overAs usual the survivors will be squares of cosines and sines buvithey
be generated from more sources than was the case in (15). Focensb@aking at the first term in the box, a cos2Bsx
might combine with cagsin ra (thea component of the vector) to produce a cpserm which can then combine with
Kricog to give a nonzero integral. In the second term, the dot product reduéescosy + K, , siry and thea andb

components of torque will be obtained by multiplying the corresponaimgponents oBs. But now from the multipolar
viewpoint | have a situation identical to (15) and again the retdgem ofBs will be Bs as found in (23). We note however
that the presence of an extra ‘c’ in this term will cauddfarence when the integration over c is carried out. This time,
the® components will be the ones to survive while the xCM and yCM componéhexitv Thus, M and N will now turn

into two new variablesP' = (h305ingo) /3andQ'= (h39 COS(p) / =. Substituting that into the second term of (28) and doing

the integrals exactly as for the force, | have (letinbe a positive constant which absonetc.)

T, = xonKs(P'cosa —Q 'sim)[Kr1 sif 2- @)+K,,{ cds@- - }} : (27a)

T, = 221K (P'cosa=Q 'sim) | K, { cob @- @)+ J+K,, s a] . (27b)
Note that the components of torque which | ignored in (28) are a@llirection, so (29) above is the final formTafand
Tb. They are identical in structure to the expressionsf@ndFa respectively.

To evaluate the final terift, it is best (safest) to write oBt fully, starting from (21), making all substitutions, assumptions
etc. and collecting like multipoles. This process involves nothing dilaera few pages of trigopnometric identities so |
just write the final answer as it is :

B, =-K, times
(1+ 2;7r02)sin(go—a)+
alcosy[ 411, (M cos—N sin) sif @~ @]+ s'u{ (M cosN s ¢op2a)2 }]41
cosa;[nroz{ si{ 3- 3)- si(\(p—a)}]+ sin}{nrf{ chsp3 aP- c(qs—a)}]
(1+ 2;7r02)cos(¢—a)+ . (28)
+b COSy[ #ro(M cos —N sin){ cds - )+ }}+siny[4¢7ro(M cost— N sirax){— sifi @- a?)}]+
cosa;[nroz{ co$ 3- @)+ cc(so—a)}]+ siryE;yroz{— qnp3 op- @n—a)}]
|6 (1+ 2;7r02) cofp—a)+
+CCOSZ/[—077r02{ co$ 3- @)+ cc(gp—a)}]+ siryE—@nroz{ w3 op- ém—a)}]
Now the contribution tdc which arises from the second term in the box in (28) featurespiiualtion of Bs: above with

dipolar terms oK. SinceBs has no dipoles, this contribution evaluates to zero whenitibegration is performed. Hence
the only contribution is from the first term in the box. This term is




h 2
T. = J‘ch' 1o (K., cog +K,, siny)(ry comBg, +r, sifBy +CBy)
-h 0
1 J’I dCTdyl:KrlBsa (1+cos2)+K, By, sin2+cK, By co;sj
27 0 | KBasiny+K By (1- cos)+cK, By sim
Considering each of the six terms in the integrand in the RH3$1yf the harmonics d@s which are going to survive in
those terms are, respectively, 1 and gpsihi2y, nothing, sinZ, 1 and cos® nothing. This finally leads to the valueTf
as (where | absorb geometry etc. into a conggnt

Krl[(1+ 2;1r02)sin(a—<p)—;7r§{ si{ 3- @) - sifip-oa)} +nrf{ sig - I+ S(@—a)}}+
Kea| ~(1+ 20 ) cofa=g) ~md{ cof 8~ @)~ cdp-a)l-ni{ cbw3 ap- dos-a)}]

It is a ready and important check that for the base case mitafibn in a uniform dipolar field, | recover the torque formula
well known from motor theory [28] T = K, K¢, —K K, ».

(29)

T = x3Kso (30)

| am done. The aim of this Section was to find a dynamic modekeasystem and | have found it. The boxed equations
(7), (13), (26), (29) and (32) completely specify the time-evolutiol cliarents, coordinates and momenta of the three-
dimensional magnetic bearing. My next task is the solution of this systans Kegt for the next Sectioattacca

2 Solving the system equations

The key to reducing the formidable equation of motion to a simplenaightful form is a separation of scales analysis.
As | have already specified earlier, | will assumeadostcontrol law ofa =y +¢+06 whered, a constant, is the torque

angle. Now | assume that the spin ratef the rotor about its axis is fast and more or less congt@nuhile the evolution
of all system variables (including) is slow. Then | can write =y + ¢ + 6 = Qt + Slo whereQ is a constant high frequency

andslo denotes something whose temporal variation is slow with respigstfrequency scale. This is of course the same
argument which is used to solve the Kapitsa pendulum [11,12]. Now note that

cosa = cogQt +5l0) = cosQtcosslo- simtsinslo (31a)

sina = sin(Qt +slo) =sinQtcosslo+ coRtsinslo . (31b)

Over a large time scale, i.e. a time scale at which tve @ariables operate, the €isand sif2t terms both average out
to zero hence all the expressions in the RHS of (33) are zetbeFuf any slow variable or combination thereof multiplies
a cos or sir term, that too averages out to zero in the long run.

A coga term or sifa term has a nonzero long time average, for example

cos’ a = ( coftcosslo- sirﬂtsinslo)2 = cog Qtcog slo+ sirfQtsin®slo- 2coNtsinQtcosslo silslo . (32)
The codQt and sikQt average out to 1/2, the sidRgoes to zero and the net average is 1/2. Of course this isntlee sa
thing | did a couple pages back w§dhhere acting as substitute fgin (15) and subsequent material, only squares survived
the integral over one whole period, here only squares survive the Iregréong time, which is like many whole periods.
Based on this analogy, | can give the present process thesfathayeaningless name of time domain multipolar expansion.

| now perform this analysis on (26) and ipso facto on (29) too. The fotelds, after substituting,1 andK;, from (13)
and the stator control law

(o8

(PCOS&_QSim){KroCOS(a—qo—é)(cosa cos2+ sin2 simz )—1H_

K osin(a—¢—-05)(sin2 cos2- cos? sin
Kocos(a—¢p—5)(sin2 cos@- cos2 simP+
I K osin(a—¢p—5)(cos2 cos@- sin® sim2- )

Once again | have a situation where in each componént bave temporal dipoles in the first multiplier and a maze of
temporal multipoles in the second multiplier. Using trigonomettaniities, chucking out irrelevant multipoles and
performing the time average, | have

Fabc = X177KSO r (33)

O

(Pcosa-Q sim){

Fa:—X1'7KéOKS°[P{cos§+ cogp—o)} -Qf siv+ sifp-o)}] | (342)
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F = —XanéOKso[P{siné +sin(p=0)} +Q{ co$ + cofp-d)}| | (34b)

F.=0 . (34c)
This is quite a neat result out of a cumbersome expression likeQf3&yurse, for the solution | wahty, not Faxe, but |
will wait for the conversion until after linearizing the system.

The torque components andTy of course follow from (36) by replacing with y2 and swappin@ andb componentsTc
is treated identically to (26) and the final result is

T, :—X2'7KZVOKS°[P'{sin5+sin(¢—5)}+Q{ cos+ cofp-o)}| | (352)
T, :—XZ”KZfOKso[P'{ coss + cogp-0)} ~Q{ sia+ sifp-o)}] (350)
T, = XsKroKso(l"' 2;7r§) sing . (35¢)

Equations (36) and (37) give the RHS of the system dynamics alotli¢ime scale. As an aside, (37¢) makes it clear at
once whyo is called the torque angle.

The last step is linearization of the system. The operpting about which | do this ig =Q and everything else is zero.
| put theA sign explicitly only orwc : for the other variables, | let it be assumed implicitlyprdblem which occurs during
linearization of any rotational dynamical system about a zerd ihatw, becomes equal t6»p which is second order

in small quantities and hence negligible. To work around this problemtlfirsi€nsure that the homogeneous part of the
system (7c-e), treated as a dynamical system,im, andwc, is stable. This of course yields the well known Euler stability
condition i.e. rotation is stable if it is about the axis with mmaxn or minimum moment of inertia. This step done, | can
now dropwn, from the system. The tern®s and Q' simplify as

P'=0 , (36a)
Q'=h%/3 . (36b)
SinceF, andFy, from (36) are small quantitie®,Q) multiplied by functions of the small quantigy these functions must
be evaluated ai=0. Then (38) reduces to

F,=Pcoso , (37a)

F, =-Qcoso . (37b)
Now | must transform them ., using (2); once again all small quantities must be set to zero and

F,=Pcoso (38a)

F,=-Qcoss . (38b)

Ta andTy, of course have the same formdasindF,, andT. does not change from its form (37c).

Finally I have all the components of the linearized system.eTaier seven significant variables here; out of the original
ten,wp drops out as it is too small,andy coalesce since for smdllthey tend to the same angle, and there is only one

equation which describes the evolution of their combined derivatived.&ecognizing thato, = 4, | finally rewrite (7)

in linearized form together with the corresponding forms oRR&es. Factoring in that the torqliein (37¢) goes into
maintaining the basic speed=Q, | have

Moy + Ky¥em (—2rK, Kso0083) Xy = C (39a)
Myeom +1¥om +(—2hK, Ksoc089) you = C (39b)
16+ 10 + (=N 21K, K 50C08)0 = C (39¢)

| Aa, +x,Aw, =0 . (39d)

This is the final equation of motion. Some features and limitations are appatisetjds them below.

The primary feature of the linearized equations is that theyridesa damped harmonic oscillator or damped harmonic
repeller (exponential solutions) depending on the signs of the ceatBciThe oscillatory solutions occur if 668. Prima
facie, the rotor has been confined inside the stator. Unfortunatetyitharcaveat which has forced me to introduce the
word ‘basic’ in the title of this work. And that caveat is notrishiaw’s theorem — see the next paragraph for that. It is that
two of the spring constants (the ones describingctaedy motions) are identical. Considering the stiffness matrix for
these two degrees of freedom only, it means that this msiliagonal with the same non-zero element appearing in both
positions. Now this analysis is obviously approximate — | replaceddiual magnetic field with a tractable equivalent.

e
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Even a more refined analysis using a better field will alsapgpeoximate at some level — a calculation with a genuinely
real magnetic field is impossible. And the effect of the igdaeems might well be to introduce a coupling betweerxthe
andy degrees of freedom. In such a case, the addition of even the smallest off-diagmn &b the stiffness matrix might
cause its eigenvalues to acquire imaginary parts, therebyptita matrix of its positive-definiteness. Thus, although the
gradient inB and the second quadrant torque angle amount to a stably confined ststi)ithye is tissue-thin. Further, |
have not discussed the issue of how the rotor weight will be supplbtteslsetup is mounted horizontally, the only forces
to balance the weight will arise from the gradient of theosfatld and not the stator field itself. This is a small fcaoe
cannot balance a practical rotor. If the setup is mounted vertaradlya separate field configuration usedzoonfinement
then those fields must be quite strong, and care must be taken te #rauthey do not destabilize the rotor. Thus this
analysis, although leading to some conditions necessary for coefimeirthe rotor, is partial, and for designing a realistic
levitating motor, a more complex and intricate magnetic fialdbe& required. | will leave these pressing questions for
subsequent works, bringing the present Section to a close with a comment on theibjypditEarnshaw’s theorem.

The question may arise that, assuming (41) to be true and assalstrigat some mechanism to confine the rotarign
indeed found and installed, does the absolute confinement of the rotor not éonawmblation of Earnshaw’s theorem.
The answer to this is fortunately no, because the fields involvespipihg the rotor are time dependent. A constant second
guadrant torque angle necessarily means that the applied fieldbanging in time, and Earnshaw’s theorem does not
apply. In the steady state, when the speed of rotation is constantjgltuargue that the situation is essentially static in a
frame rotating synchronously with the rotor — that is true but tthere is the extra force of air drag which is keeping the
speed constant, and Earnshaw’s theorem does not hold in the presdrag &ff | really made the external field static
(supplied the stator with dc) then the rotor would work its way anfwst quadrant torque angle position and then get
thrown out laterally, preserving Earnshaw’s theorem. The constant cinaiejd position, made possible through control,
circumvents the theorem, just as controlled motion applied to theobaseendulum stabilizes the statically unstable
inverted position.

In view of the theoretical nature of this work, | will now also it a Subsection on dynamic modeling of induction
rotors. Although the induction rotor is an unsuitable confinement canditiatéoltowing procedure is a very general
method for obtaining the dynamic model of any eddy current struetademight thus be applied to the analysis of eddy
current based bearings.

3 Eddy current dynamic model

First | will present the philosophy behind the electrodynamic nioglelhe overall process is a satisfaction of consistency
of the voltage between top and bottom of the rotor when measured thftarent ways. One way is direct. Suppose the
rotor carries a surface current along its akisdf magnitude; and angle8 (both whose dynamics we want to find). Then,

assuming the rotor material to be linear, the voltage betweenddpoitom must be proportional £, cos(y —[)’)through
some constant (“const.”). The second way of measuring voltagenslabout. Since the rotor is carrying a time varying
currentK, that will create a time varying vector poten#alwhich in turn will induce an electric fielddA, /dt in the
rotor, from Lenz’ law. FurtheK will also create a magnetic fieR}, and since the rotor is moving through this field (my
reference frame is stationary with respect tosthtor, or the lab) there will be axB, term. More electric fields will be
induced in the rotor on account of the stator magnetic field : thiddldee —0A_ /dt and vxB,. When the resultant of all

these electric fields are integrated over the rotor heigtityiliagive a voltage. To this must be added the voltage, if any,
which | am applying on the rotor from outside. Since the IM rotor is a shorttenlcstructure, this last term is zero. Now
the voltage obtained from the direct way must equal that from the roundabout wayaard | h

A A
constK, =- atf+v><Br— at5+vx85+m : (40)

in which | have absorbed the effects of integration into const. AlaamdB; are functions oK, andg while As andBs are
functions ofKs anda (recall that these two are known quantities); writing thepemigences explicitly and rearranging
terms | have

0 0

aA(Kr,ﬁ)+constEQ|<r B)-vxB(K, B) :—EA(KS a)+VvxB(Kg @) . (41)
Implicit in this equation is the magnetostatic approximation —thatdnot been assumed then extra terms featuring time
derivatives of currents would have had to be included in the expressianagnetic field. But motors always operate in
the region where this is valid (a typical speed in a motor is ¥80arders of magnitude lower than the speed of light)
hence (14) is exact for all practical purposes. Thus, a structtive efildy current dynamic model has emerged and it now

remains to calculate each term to the necessary level of accuraeythblothis structure makes no assumptions about the
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rotor geometry and uses principles which are universally true dotremagnetic systems; thus it can be used (mutatis
mutandis) to analyse eddy currents in any given system.

Although A, Br, As andBs are generally very complex, simplifications generally ensom fa multipolar expansion,
wherein contributions other than the fundamental harmonic can usualtydventaway. At this point, | can stop this
discussion since it is useless to apply it to the present configuration. We hogreotingth information has been conveyed
for the procedure to be applicable to configurations where the outcome will have prditiiza

In conclusion | would like to highlight that this is primarily lzebretical Article, describing a method of accurately
analysing the dynamics of any given magnetic bearing. Alth@ugractically feasible bearing topology has not been
demonstrated, some necessary stability conditions have been found, arhiatt @s a starting point for a more realistic
design. The analysis of that design can be performed usingrtbiples developed here, and such a task is currently being
reserved for the future works.
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