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Non-cost function Model Predictive Control with Space Vector Modulation
Method for Open-End Winding PMSM
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Table 1 information of simulation parameters

Rated Rated

Power 2.2 [kW] Speed 1750 [rpm]
Rated Number
Torque 12 [Nm] of poles 12
La 1.6 [mH] Lq 2.18 [mH]
Rs 0.213 [Q] ot 0.113 [Wh]
Vic1, Vdez 150 [V] Ts 50 [us]
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