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PAPER
Simplified Reactive Torque Model Predictive Control of Induction
Motor with Common Mode Voltage Suppression

Siyao CHU†, Bin WANG†a), and Xinwei NIU††, Nonmembers

SUMMARY To reduce the common mode voltage (CMV), suppress
the CMV spikes, and improve the steady-state performance, a simplified
reactive torque model predictive control (RT-MPC) for induction motors
(IMs) is proposed. The proposed prediction model can effectively reduce
the complexity of the control algorithm with the direct torque control (DTC)
based voltage vector (VV) preselection approach. In addition, the proposed
CMV suppression strategy can restrict the CMV within ±Vdc/6, and does
not require the exclusion of non-adjacent non-opposite VVs, thus resulting
in the system showing good steady-state performance. The effectiveness of
the proposed design has been tested and verified by the practical experiment.
The proposed algorithm can reduce the execution time by an average of
26.33% compared to the major competitors.
key words: induction motor, simplified reactive torque model predictive
control, prediction model, common mode voltage, steady-state performance

1. Introduction

Thanks to the advantages of simple structure, high reliability
and easy maintenance, induction motors (IMs) have widely
attracted widespread attention. As two basic closed-loop
control algorithms of IMs, field-oriented control (FOC) and
direct torque control (DTC) have attracted more attention [1].
In addition, model predictive control (MPC) has been widely
studied and applied in the field of motor control due to its
simplicity and fast closed-loop response in recent years [2],
[3].

In the field of AC motor control, model predictive torque
control (MPTC) has been paid special attention as it pro-
vides straightforward implementation, fast torque dynamic
response, and the consideration of other constraints and non-
linearities [4]. The authors in [4]–[7] proposed the reactive
torque MPC (RT-MPC) method to improve the system con-
trol including the model predictive current control (MPCC)
and the model predictive flux control (MPFC). Also, the
computational intensive control algorithm will affect the sys-
tem performance in MPC. The existing computational bur-
den reduction methods can generally be classified into two
categories as reducing the complexity of prediction models
and voltage vector (VV) preselection [5], [6], [8]–[11]. In
[5] and [6], the torque and flux references are equivalently
converted into a new flux reference or reference stator VV,
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thus reducing the complexity of prediction models.
The existing VV preselection methods can be divided

into two categories as online calculation and lookup table
(LUT) [8]–[11]. The candidate VVs are calculated based
on the deadbeat principle for the online calculation method,
which significantly reduces the computational burden and
achieves better control performance [8]. LUT method in-
cludes different preselection methods by using DTC princi-
ple, deadbeat principle, and cost function [8]–[11].

In the two-level voltage source inverter (2L-VSI), the
space vectors can be divided into two types, i.e., non-zero
VV (NZVV) and zero VV (ZVV). Compared with NZVVs,
the ZVV generates a higher common-mode voltage (CMV)
amplitude, resulting in higher bearing current and shaft
voltages, which causes damage to the motor and reduces
the reliability of the overall motor drive system [12], [13].
Hardware-based and software-based solutions to suppress
CMV have been widely used [14]–[25]. In the hardware-
based method, filters and special topologies are the two main
methods to suppress CMV, but this increases the hardware
cost [14], [15]. In the software-based method, it can be
divided into space vector pulse width modulation (PWM)-
based method and MPC-based method [16]–[25].

MPC allows the consideration of other constraints and
nonlinearities. Therefore, CMV can be suppressed by adding
nonlinear or CMV terms with weighting factors to the cost
function [17], [18]. Suppression of CMV by VV preselec-
tion is another MPC-based approach [19]–[26]. In [19]–
[21], ZVV is abandoned, and only six NZVVs are adopted
to restrict the CMV within ±Vdc/6. In [20], a deadbeat
control is proposed to reduce the candidate VVs. In [21],
VV preselection considers both the reduction of switching
loss and CMV. However, the effect of deadtime is not con-
sidered in [19]–[21]. In [22], it is pointed out that non-
adjacent non-opposite NZVV switching combinations lead
to CMV spikes. Therefore, all non-adjacent non-opposite
NZVV switching combinations are pre-excluded. As a re-
sult, the CMV is completely restricted within ±Vdc/6. In
[23], the influence of deadtime on the non-adjacent non-
opposite NZVV switching combination is analyzed, and the
VV preselection method is further improved to improve the
control performance. However, VV preselection methods
that exclude non-adjacent non-opposite NZVV still have a
negative effect on steady-state performance.

This paper proposes a simplified RT-MPC strategy with
CMV suppression to reduce the CMV, suppress the CMV
spikes, improve steady-state performance, and reduce the
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computational burden. In order to reduce the computational
burden, the DTC-based VV preselection method is used to
reduce the number of candidate VVs, and a simplified pre-
diction model is proposed. In addition, a novel CMV sup-
pression strategy is proposed to restrict CMV within ±Vdc/6.
The proposed CMV suppression strategy does not need to
exclude non-adjacent non-opposite NZVVs, thus resulting in
good control performance. The rest of this paper is organized
into four sections. Section 2 presents the theoretical basis of
CMV and the classic RT-MPC. Section 3 presents the pro-
posed simplified RT-MPC. The simulation and experimental
validations are provided in Sect. 4, and the conclusion after
the comparative study is given in Sect. 5.

2. Theoretical Basis of CMV and Traditional RT-MPC

2.1 Mathematical Model of IM

In the α-β coordinate system, the mathematical model of IM
driven by a 2L-VSI is given by [7]

us = Rs is +
dψs
dt

, (1)

ψs = Ls is + Lm ir = is/(λLr) + Lmψr/Lr, (2)
ψr = Lm is + Lr ir = −is/(λLm) + Lrψs/Lm, (3)

is + τσ
dis
dt
=

kr

Rσ

(
1
τr

− jnpωm

)
ψr +

us

Rσ
, (4)

where us = [usα usβ]T is the stator VV; is = [isα isβ]T
and ir = [irα irβ]T are the stator and rotor current vector;
ψs = [ψsαψsβ]T and ψr = [ψrαψrβ]T are the stator and rotor
flux vector; Rs, Ls, Lr, Lm are the stator resistances, stator,
rotor and mutual inductances, respectively; np andωm are the
number of pole pairs and rotor angular speed, respectively;
λ = 1/(LsLr− L2

m), τr = Lr/Rr, kr = Lm/Lr, Rσ = Rs+Rrk2
r ,

τσ = σLs/Rσ; σ = 1− L2
m/(LsLr) is the leakage inductance

coefficient; Rr is the rotor resistance.

2.2 Definition of CMV

The topology of IM fed by 2L-VSI is shown in Fig. 1 (a).
The CMV is defined as the potential between the load neutral
point and the center of the dc bus [19]. In Fig. 1 (a), the CMV
can be calculated based on

UCMV =
uao + ubo + uco

3
=

Vdc

6
(Sa + Sb + Sc), (5)

where UCMV and Vdc are the CMV of a 2L-VSI and the dc
voltage, respectively; uxo and Sx(x ∈ {a,b,c}) denote the
voltage difference of phase x to o and the switching state
of phase x, respectively. In addition, Sx = 1 represents the
upper insulated-gate bipolar transistor (IGBT) of phase x is
turned on, and the lower IGBT of phase x is turned on when
Sx = −1.

According to equation (Eqn.) (6), the CMVs of eight
VVs in Fig. 1 (b) can be calculated, as shown in Table I [19].
It can be seen that the CMV of NZVVs is ±Vdc/6, while the

Fig. 1 IM system. (a) Topology of the system. (b) Eight VVs.

Table 1 CMV of different VVs

ZVVs generate a larger absolute value of CMV.

2.3 Effects of Dead Time

Nowadays, scholars have proposed some control strategies to
suppress CMV, such as the six NZVVs (6VV) strategy [19].
Unfortunately, due to the deadtime effects, there are still
some CMV spikes under switching between non-adjacent
non-opposite NZVVs [22].

Thus, the five NZVVs (5VV) strategy is proposed in
[22] to eliminate the deadtime effects. In 5VV method,
the non-adjacent non-opposite NZVV switching combina-
tions are abandoned to suppress CMV spikes. In addition,
the ZVV is replaced with two opposite VVs to improve the
steady-state performance. Therefore, the candidate VVs of
5VV strategy include one ZVV and four NZVVs. However,
the torque, stator flux, and current total harmonic distortion
(THD) of the 5VV strategy will be increased due to the non-
adjacent non-opposite NZVVs are abandoned. In [23], the
causes of equivalent ZVV under deadtime are analyzed in
detail, the results show that the three-phase current direction
and non-adjacent non-opposite NZVV switching combina-
tions cause the CMV spikes. Therefore, a new VV prese-
lection strategy is proposed. Compared to 5VV strategy, the
steady-state performance has been improved.

2.4 Traditional RT-MPC

The control diagram of RT-MPC is shown in Fig. 2, ix(x ∈
{a,b,c}) is the current of phase x, and V opt is the optimal
VV.

The external loop controller generates torque reference
T ∗

e and reactive torque reference T ∗
R based on proportional-

integral (PI), and the difference between reference speedω ∗
m ,

reference flux |ψ ∗
s | and the corresponding actual speed and

actual flux, respectively. For stator and rotor flux estimation,
the basis state-space model of IM is given by
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
dis
dt
= A1 is + A2ψs + Bus,

dψs
dt
= A3 is + us,

(6)

{
A1 = jnpωm − λ(RsLr + RrLs),
A2 = λ(Rr − jLrnpωm), A3 = −Rs, B = λLr.

(7)

First, the Heun’s method was used to discretize (6) to
estimate the stator and rotor flux at kth instant, and then to
predict the parameters at (k + 1)th instant to compensate for
the one-step delay in the digital implementation [5], [30].

Second, the stator flux and stator current at (k + 2)th in-
stant under different candidate VVs are predicted according
to the prediction model. Then, the reactive torque TR(k + 2)
and torque Te(k + 2) under different VVs are obtained ac-
cording to the predicted values [7]. The prediction model of
RT-MPC is as follows

ψs(k + 2) = ψs(k + 1) + TsV i − RsTs is(k + 1), (8)
is(k + 2) = (kr(1 − jnpωmτr)ψr(k + 1) + τrV i)

Ts/τσRστr + (1 − Ts/τσ)is(k + 1), (9)

Te(k + 2) = 1.5np{ψs(k + 2) ⊗ is(k + 2)}, (10)
TR(k + 2) = 1.5np{ψs(k + 2) ⊙ is(k + 2)}, (11)

where V i (i ∈ {0,1,2, . . . ,7}) represents the candidate VVs,
⊗ and ⊙ are the external and inner product operators, respec-
tively.

Third, a cost function containing reactive torque and
torque is designed to evaluate the control performance of all
candidate VVs, as shown in (12). It should be noted that
since reactive torque and torque have the same dimension,
the design of the weighting factors is avoided [7].

J =
��T ∗

e − Te(k + 2)
�� + ��T ∗

R − TR(k + 2)
�� , (12)

where J represents the cost function value. The predicted of
torque and reactive torque under different switching states
are evaluated by (12), and the one that can minimize the cost
function is chosen and applied during the next control cycle.

Fig. 2 Control diagram of RT-MPC.

3. Proposed Simplified RT-MPC

3.1 Voltage Vectors Preselection

This paper uses the candidate VVs preselection method
based on the DTC principle. The candidate VVs are se-
lected using the present position of stator flux and torque
deviation ∆Te = T ∗

e − Te. The present position of stator flux
θ is estimated as

θ = arctan(ψsβ(k + 1)/ψsα(k + 1)), (13)

whereψsα(k+1),ψsβ(k+1) represents the real and imaginary
parts of the stator flux ψs(k + 1), respectively.

In 2L-VSI, the space distribution of all VVs in the α-
β plane is divided into six sectors, and the sector number
change periodically by an angle π/3 rad steps, as shown in
Fig. 3. Thus, the relationship of the sector number N and the
stator flux angle is given by

N = ceil((3θ + π/2)/π), (14)

where ceil represents the function of rounding up.
As shown in Fig. 3, assuming ψs(k + 1) is located in

sector I. For ∆Te > 0, the VVs (V 2, V 3) satisfying torque
increase (TI) are the candidate VVs. In addition, V 2 and V 3
also satisfied the possible condition of stator flux deviation
∆ψs > 0 or ∆ψs < 0, where ∆ψs = |ψ ∗

s |− |ψs |, and |ψs | is the
amplitude of ψs. For ∆Te < 0, V 5 and V 6 are the candidate
VVs. When ∆Te = 0, V 0 is the candidate VV. Generally,
it is necessary to employ the candidate VVs with the ZVV
to reduce the torque and stator flux ripples. Hence, the total
number of candidate VVs is three. With the same principle,
the candidate VVs for all the sectors are shown in Table 2.

3.2 Simplified Prediction Model

In the traditional RT-MPC, the prediction model includes the
prediction of stator flux, stator current, torque, and reactive
torque, and the prediction of stator current is complicated and
has a significant computational burden. Thus, an improved

Fig. 3 Space distribution of all VVs of a 2L-VSI.
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Table 2 Candidate VVs

Fig. 4 Replacement method of ZVV proposed in [22].

prediction model is proposed in this paper to reduce the
complexity of the prediction model.

Substituting (1) and (3) into (4) to eliminate the VV and
the rotor flux term, the expression is as follows

dis
dt
= ( jnpωm − λRrLs)is + λLr

dψs
dt

+ λ(Rr − jLrnpωm)ψs,
(15)

According to first-order discretization, (15) can be
shown as follows

is(k + 2) = isk + λLrψs(k + 2), (16)
isk = (( jnpωm−λRrLs)is(k + 1)+λ(Rr− jLrnpωm)

ψs(k+1))Ts+ is(k+1)−λLrψs(k + 1). (17)

According to (10) and (11), since ψs(k + 2) ⊗ψs(k + 2)
= 0, ψs(k + 2) ⊙ ψs(k + 2) = |ψs(k + 2)|2, the expressions
of proposed prediction model for torque and reactive torque
are demonstrated in Eqs. (18) and (19). Only the stator flux,
torque, and reactive torque need to be predicted, which can
effectively reduce the computational burden of the control
algorithm.

Te(k + 2) = 1.5np{ψs(k + 2) ⊗ isk}, (18)

TR(k+2)=1.5np

{
ψs(k+2) ⊙ isk+λLr

��ψs(k+2)
��2} . (19)

3.3 CMV Reduction Strategy

Among the eight basic VVs generated by 2L-VSI, ZVV has
a higher CMV. To reduce CMV, and ensure steady-state
performance of IM, ZVV is often replaced with two NZVVs
placed in opposite directions with respect to each other, as
shown in Fig. 4. In addition, the non-adjacent non-opposite
NZVV switching combinations should be abandoned to sup-
press CMV spikes at deadtime [22]. However, it has a neg-
ative influence on steady-state performance [23]. A novel
CMV suppression strategy is proposed to improve the steady-
state performance, reduce CMV and suppress CMV spikes.
The CMV suppression strategy is as follows:

Fig. 5 Three types of optimal VVs.

Table 3 Switching sequences of different types of optimal VVs

First, the optimal VV can be obtained from the three
candidate VVs in Table 2, the simplified prediction model
and the cost function of RT-MPC. Then, the optimal VV
is divided into three categories according to the switching
state of the previous control cycle: ZVV, non-adjacent non-
opposite NZVV, and adjacent or opposite NZVV. The prin-
ciple of distinction is shown in Fig. 5, opt and old are the
subscript i of VV V i .

Second, it is processed according to different types of
optimal VVs, for the ZVV of case 1, utilizing the switching
sequence shown in Fig. 4. When it is an opposite or adjacent
NZVV of case 3, the optimal VV is used as the output in one
control cycle. For the optimal VV in case 2, discarding the
optimal VV may result in a poor steady-state performance
but will produce CMV spikes during application. Therefore,
a control strategy is proposed to suppress CMV spikes and
improve steady-state performance.

The proposed control strategy inserts intermediate VV
between non-adjacent non-opposite NZVVs. For example,
assuming that the optimal VV at the previous control cycle
is V 2. In the present cycle, V 0, V 3, and V 4 are the candidate
VVs, and V 4 is the optimal VV. Therefore, V 3 is inserted
between V 2 and V 4. Thus, the optimal VV of the present
control cycle consists of V 3 and V 4. The duty cycle of
V 3 can be a fixed value or obtained by using duty cycle
calculation methods such as modulation MPC [27]–[29]. In
this case, the steady-state performance of the controller is
improved while the CMV is suppressed. The proposed CMV
reduction strategy is summarized in Table 3, V old , V opt, V y ,
V x are the previous, present control cycle optimal VV and
the two candidate NZVVs, respectively.

3.4 Proposed Control Flow

The control diagram of the simplified RT-MPC method is
shown in Fig. 6. For clarity, the control flow is summarized
in the following steps:

Step 1: Measurement: sample the three-phase current
and rotor speed, then calculate the stator current in α-β
frame.
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Fig. 6 Control diagram of the simplified RT-MPC.

Step 2: Apply: apply the optimal VV V opt of the previ-
ous control cycle.

Step 3: Estimate and delay compensation: estimate sta-
tor and rotor flux respectively. Then, predict stator current,
stator, and rotor flux based on V opt.

Step 4: VV preselection: candidate VVs are selected
according to (13), (14), torque deviation, and Table 2.

Step 5: Prediction: stator flux, torque, and reactive
torque, are predicted by (8), (18), (19).

Step 6: Cost function evaluation: the cost function (12)
is used to evaluate the predicted torque and reactive torque
values, and the optimal closed-loop action is obtained.

Step 7: CMV reduction: the optimal VV is classified
according to Fig. 5, then the switching sequence is obtained
according to Table 3.

4. Experimental Verification and Result Analysis

A test bench of the IM control system is established to verify
the validity of the proposed simplified RT-MPC strategy, as
shown in Fig. 7. The algorithm uses DSP28379D as the core
control device on the experimental platform. The IM uses
a 4-pole motor with a rated voltage 380 V, rated power 1.5
kW, and rated shaft speed 1400 r/min; the parameters of IM
are listed in Table 4. The IM is driven by IGBT module
(SKM50GB123D), and the DC bus voltage is about 540
V. The RT-MPC [8], 6VV strategy [19], 5VV strategy [22],
and the proposed simplified RT-MPC are evaluated under 20
kHz operating conditions. In addition, the duty cycle of the
inserted VV in case 2 of simplified RT-MPC is 0.5. It is
noted that only the simplified RT-MPC uses the simplified
prediction model, while other methods use the prediction
model in reference [7].

4.1 Execution Time Comparison

The execution time of four control strategies is shown in
Fig. 8. The execution time of cost function optimization de-
pends on the number of candidate VVs and the complexity
of the prediction model, which is the most important to the
overall execution time. RT-MPC, 6VV strategy, 5VV strat-
egy, and simplified RT-MPC rely on 7, 6, 5, and 3 iterations

Fig. 7 IM experiment platform.

Table 4 IM parameters

Fig. 8 Execution time of four control strategies.

respectively, and the simplified prediction model reduces the
execution time of a single prediction. As a result, compared
with RT-MPC, 6VV strategy and 5VV strategy, the execu-
tion time of the proposed simplified RT-MPC was reduced
by approximately 31%, 25%, and 23%, respectively. An av-
erage of 26.33% performance improvement is reached based
on the proposed control model.

4.2 Control Performance Comparison

The steady-state performance of RT-MPC, 6VV strategy,
5VV strategy, and simplified RT-MPC under different con-
ditions are tested, as shown in Figs. 9, 10 and 11. In Figs. 9,
10 and 11, the IM operates at 200 r/min, 800 r/min, and 1400
r/min with 10 Nm load, respectively. From top to bottom
are stator flux, torque, stator current, and the amplitude of
CMV. In order to quantitatively evaluate the steady-state
performance of four control strategies, the torque and stator
flux ripple Te_ripple, ψs_ripple are as follows

Te_ripple =

√√
1
n

n∑
x=1

(Te(x) − T ∗
e )2, (20)
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Fig. 9 Steady-state performance comparison under 200 r/min, 10 Nm load. (a) RT-MPC. (b) 6VV
strategy. (c) 5VV strategy. (d) Simplified RT-MPC.

Fig. 10 Steady-state performance comparison under 800 r/min, 10 Nm load. (a) RT-MPC. (b) 6VV
strategy. (c) 5VV strategy. (d) Simplified RT-MPC.

Fig. 11 Steady-state performance comparison under 1400 r/min, 10 Nm load. (a) RT-MPC. (b) 6VV
strategy. (c) 5VV strategy. (d) Simplified RT-MPC.

ψs_ripple =

√√
1
n

n∑
x=1

(ψs(x) − |ψ ∗
s |)2, (21)

where Te(x) and ψs(x) are the measured torque and stator
flux, respectively, and n represents the number of samplings.

As shown in Figs. 9 (a), 10 (a), and 11 (a), RT-MPC uses
6 NZVVs and 1 ZVV, thus the flux, torque ripple, and current
THD are lowest, and CMV root mean square (rms) values
is highest among the four control strategies. The CMV rms
values under different speeds are 244 V,199.1 V, and 140.1 V
respectively. When the rotor speed increases, the frequency
of NZVV as the optimal VV increases, resulting in the CMV
rms decreases. In addition, ZVV V 0 and deadtime effects
result in CMV with an amplitude of ±Vdc/2 [22]. In the
6VV strategy in Figs. 9 (b), 10 (b), and 11 (b), the steady-
state performance is decreased due to ZVV elimination. In
addition, the effect of deadtime results in CMV spikes with

an amplitude of ±Vdc/2, and the CMV rms values are 91.7
V, 92.4 V, and 92.8 V.

Unlike the RT-MPC and 6VV strategies, the CMV of
5VV and simplified RT-MPC strategies can be restricted to
±Vdc/6, as shown in Figs. 9 (c), (d), Figs. 10 (c), (d), and
Figs. 11 (c), (d). The CMV rms values of both methods
are about 90 V. The experimental results verify that the
proposed simplified RT-MPC can effectively reduce CMV
and eliminate CMV spikes caused by deadtime effect. The
flux, torque ripple and current THD of four control strate-
gies at different speeds are shown in Figs. 12 (a), (b), and
(c). In the VV preselection stage, the 6VV strategy directly
excludes ZVV, and the 5VV strategy excludes non-adjacent
non-opposite NZVV switching combinations, thus deterio-
rating steady-state performance. As shown in Fig. 12, the
stator flux, torque ripple, and current THD of simplified
RT-MPC are better than those of 6VV and 5VV strategies.
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Therefore, the simplified RT-MPC effectively reduces the
CMV, suppress CMV spikes, and provide better steady-state
performance.

Fig. 12 Rms of different indicators. (a) Flux. (b) Toque. (c) THD.

Fig. 13 Rated speed reversal condition comparison. (a) RT-MPC. (b) 6VV strategy. (c) 5VV strategy.
(d) Simplified RT-MPC.

Fig. 14 External load disturbance under rated speed. (a) RT-MPC. (b) 6VV strategy. (c) 5VV strategy.
(d) Simplified RT-MPC.

The dynamic performance of the four control strategies
is tested. Figure 13 presents the dynamic response results
when the reference speed changes from 1400 r/min to −1400
r/min, and the dynamic response results of external load dis-
turbance under rated speed are shown in Fig. 14. Although
the four control strategies have different VV preselection
principles, they have almost the similar dynamic response,
which indicates that the proposed method can still have good
dynamic performance after reducing the candidate VVs. Fig-
ure 13 also shows that the simplified RT-MPC method has
good control performance under fast-speed step change. In
addition, the CMV of 5VV and simplified RT-MPC strate-
gies can be restricted to ±Vdc/6 under rated speed reversal
and an external load disturbance, as shown in Figs. 13 (c),
(d), and Figs. 14 (c), (d). The above experimental results
also show that the simplified prediction model has almost no
negative effect on the RT-MPC algorithm.

4.3 Parameter Sensitivity Experiment

In order to validate the robustness against motor parame-
ter deviation based on the simplified RT-MPC method, the
stator, rotor resistance, and inductance mismatch waveforms
are shown in Figs. 15 (a), (b), (c), and (d), respectively. R_s,
R_r, L_s, and L_r are the parameters of stator, rotor resis-
tance, and inductance in the control algorithm respectively.
Compared with the rotor side parameter mismatch, the stator
side parameter mismatch has more influence on the steady-
state performance. The stator current and torque increase
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Fig. 15 Experimental waveforms of robustness against parameter sensi-
tivity of simplified RT-MPC. (a) Rs. (b) Rr. (c) Ls. (d) Lr.

with the increase of the stator resistance, after a transient
process for a period of time, and then return to a steady
state. When the stator inductance is increased, the stator
current and torque return to the steady state after a short
transient process. When the parameters on the rotor side are
mismatched, there is almost no negative effect on steady-
state performance. In addition, the CMV of the simplified
RT-MPC strategy can be restricted to ±Vdc/6 under IM pa-
rameters mismatch.

5. Conclusion

In this paper, a new simplified RT-MPC strategy is proposed
to reduce CMV, torque, stator flux ripple, current THD, and
suppress CMV spikes. To reduce the execution time of pro-
posed method, the DTC-based VV preselection method and
a novel simplified prediction model are used to reduce the
complexity of RT-MPC strategy. The experimental results
show that the simplified prediction model has no negative
effect on RT-MPC algorithm. In addition, a new CMV sup-
pression strategy considering deadtime effects is proposed
to restrict the CMV spikes and improve the steady-state per-
formance. The experimental results show that compared
to the RT-MPC and 6VV strategy, the simplified RT-MPC
can restrict CMV within ±Vdc/6 and reduce execution time.
Compared to 5VV strategy, the simplified RT-MPC has bet-
ter steady-state performance and lower execution time. In
addition, the experimental results also show that simplified
RT-MPC has good parameters robustness.
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