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ABSTRACT This paper presents the novel control method of the Four-Switch Buck-Boost (FSBB) converter
for Super Capacitor Pre-Charger (SCPC) in hydrogen electric vehicles. The method is proposed to improve
voltage regulation characteristic during super capacitor pre-charging, and is able to maintain continuity of
duty ratio and voltage conversion ratio. The novel control scheme uses two independent duty ratio, and
one varies while the other is fixed in whole operation. The duty ratio of changing the value changes at the
transition point. Even though operation mode changes for achieving unity voltage gain, the additional switch
state diminishes voltage fluctuation at transition point compared to conventional method. Also, the size of
passive components can be reduced. The feasibility of the proposed control method is substantiated through
simulation and experiment with 10kW prototype.

INDEX TERMS Four-switch buck-boost (FSBB), hydrogen fuel cell electric vehicle (HFCEV), open circuit
voltage (OCV), super capacitor pre charger (SCPC).

I. INTRODUCTION
Since the concerns about climate change caused by fossil
fuels, the adoption of electric vehicles (EVs) is accelerating
in worldwide [1], [2].With the proliferation of EVs, problems
related to carbon emissions from fossil fuels can be alleviated.
EVs can be powered in several ways such as converting
kinetic energy to electrical energy in the powertrain, using
internal combustion engines, or utilizing hydrogen fuel cells.
The power generated from hydrogen fuel cells can cause volt-
age fluctuations when load changes. In the HFCEV system,
it is possible to minimize voltage fluctuations by configuring
a supercapacitor as shown in FIGURE 1 [3], [4].
The voltage of the super capacitor approximates 0V, when

a HFCEV is in initial state. Without SCPC, inrush current
can occur due to the voltage difference between the super
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capacitor and the hydrogen fuel cell. This current can lead
to shortened lifespan of the super capacitor and failure of the
hydrogen fuel cell [5], [6]. The method to limit the inrush
current are as shown in TABLE 1. The resistor type is simple
and robust. However, it takes long charging time, and has low
power-to-weight ratio. The higher charging current not only
shortens charging time, but also increases conduction loss in
resistor. Thus, additional cooling system is required, which
cause power-to-weight ratio becomes lower. The DC-DC
converter type has higher efficiency than resistor type, and has
faster charging time because of high charging current. In fact,
DC-DC type needs more complex structure and control than
the resistor type. However, DC-DC type can achieve high
power density (size), fast charging speed, and low energy
loss. Therefore, the DC-DC type can be adopted for SCPC in
HFCEV. There are several kinds of topology can be chosen
for SCPC. In this paper, the FSBB topology is used.

The required specifications are as follows:
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TABLE 1. Comparison of two SCPC types.

TABLE 2. Comparison of SCPC specifications and characteristics.

FIGURE 1. The powertrain structure of a hydrogen electric vehicle.

FIGURE 2. FSBB converter circuit diagram.

•Voltage gain from 0 to 1.
•Same polarity between input and output voltage
•Continuous connection of ground pattern.
The above conditions are because of the following reasons.

At first, it is appropriate that the charging operation ends
when the super capacitor voltage is equal to the hydrogen fuel
cell voltage. If it is not met, high inrush current flows through
Relay #2 when it turns on. Due to these characteristics, step-
up operation is required [7], [8]. Second, the input and output
side of the SCPC becomes the same nodewhenRelay #2 turns
on. Thus, it is required to have the same polarity. Lastly, the
ground pattern is continuously connected as same as resistor
type. Thus, a non-isolated DC-DC converter is required. As a
result, FSBB converter is suitable as shown in TABLE 2.
FSBB converter’s circuit diagram is described in

FIGURE 2. It can operate in three different topologies
through the combination of gate operations of from S1 to
S4. The combination allows FSBB to operate as buck, boost,

FIGURE 3. Analysis of the operating waveforms of the FSBB converter
with the conventional control method (a) Buck operation, (b) Buck-boost
operation.

and buck-boost. When FSBB charges a super capacitor,
it is possible to use only the buck-boost operation or utilize
buck then buck-boost operation. Relationship between the
average inductor current (IL) and the output current (IO) in the
buck-boost operation can be expressed by Eq (1). According
to Eq (1), the average inductor current is always larger than
the output current in the buck-boost operation. However,
in the case of buck operation, the average inductor current
is equal to the output current.

IL =
IO

1 − D
(1)

If only buck-boost operation is used, FSBB has higher
energy loss compared to using both buck and buck-boost
operation. Because, inductor current in buck-boost operation
is larger than inductor current in buck operation. Therefore,
in order tominimize the energy loss, buck operation should be
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FIGURE 4. Charging operation waveform of the conventional control
method.

FIGURE 5. Comparison with two gain curve that are conventional and
proposed control methods (a) Gain curve with conventional control
method, (b) Gain curve with proposed control method.

used as much as possible. After buck operation, buck-boost
operation should be used.

The operating waveforms of the FSBB converter with
conventional control are depicted in FIGURE 3, as shown
in (a) and (b). FIGURE 3 (a) illustrates the operation in buck

mode, while (b) shows the operation in buck-boost mode. The
FSBB converter operates in buck mode initially to charge the
super capacitor during the ignition phase.

GV ,Buck =
VOUT
VIN

= DF − Dd (2)

GV ,Buck−boost =
VOUT
VIN

=
DF − Dd

1 − DF − Dd
=

DR − Dd
1 − DR − Dd

(3)

When the super capacitor voltage approaches the critical
threshold voltage chosen by designer, FSBBwill change from
buck mode to buck-boost mode.

The FSBB converter can be operated as buck, boost, buck-
boost converter. With duty cycle D, the voltage conversion
ratio is D, 1/(1-D), D/(1-D), respectively. However, there
are several problems with conventional control method sub-
scribed. Therefore, this paper analyzes the problems of the
conventional control method of the FSBB converter in part II.
To overcome these problems, a novel method is proposed.
The validity is evaluated by simulation and experiment.

II. CONVENTIONAL CONTROL METHOD
In conventional control method, S1 and S3 are controlled
by the same duty ratio, D. For analysis, DF and DR are
used instead of D, and both are duty ratio for S1 and S3
respectively. InFIGURE 4, the waveform represents fuel cell
output voltage, current flowing through the super capacitor
(charging current), super capacitor voltage, and duty cycle
from top to bottom. As shown in the figure, voltage ripple
occurs at transition point with conventional method [9], [10].
It can be analyzed as shown in FIGURE 5 (a). The relation-
ship between duty ratio and voltage conversion ratio, GV,Buck
and GV,Buck−boost, can be obtained through flux-balance from
the inductor voltage waveform VL(t) shown in FIGURE 3.
Thus, the relationship can be expressed by Eq. (2) and (3).
During the buck-boost operation, the DF and DR are the
same value. Because of it, there is nonlinearity of GV,Buck
and GV,Buck−boost curve. Due to the characteristic, the output
voltage of the FSBB converter at the transition point becomes
unstable [11].
The discontinuity is the control obstacle at the transition

point [11]. Also, this discontinuity can cause derangement
of output voltage [12]. There are several approaches to solve
the problem such as phase shifting PWM scheme [13], [14],
pseudocritical control method [15], and model predictive
control [16]. Those methods are suitable to achieve wide
voltage gain since they focused on resolving discontinuities
in the mode change between buck and boost operations.
However, unity gain is required as maximum value for SCPC.
Thus, a simple method is required to resolve the disconti-
nuity between buck-boost and buck operations. The novel
control scheme is required that GV,Buck and GV,Buck−boost
have the same magnitude at the transition point. Therefore,
to obtain the same voltage gain at the transition point, it has
a characteristic of being linear in voltage gain as shown in
FIGURE 5 (b).
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FIGURE 6. Analysis of the operating waveforms of the FSBB converter
with a novel control method (a) DR is zero, (b) DR is not zero.

III. PROPOSED CONTROL METHOD
A. CONCEPT OF THE PROPOSED CONTROL METHOD
In order to overcome the voltage ripple issues when transi-
tioning from buck operation to buck-boost operation, linearity
between GV,Buck and GV,Buck−boost should be required at the
mode transition point. So, in order to obtain linearity of output
voltage, the duty cycle for S1 and S3 need to be independent
and appropriately adjusted to form this continuity.

In other words, DF and DR are used as duty ratio for S1
and S3, respectively. The operating waveform of the FSBB
converter with the proposed control method is depicted in
FIGURE 6. FIGURE 6 (a) and (b) depict the waveforms
during buck operation and buck-boost operation. When DR
is zero, FSBB converter operates as buck converter and when
DR is larger than zero, FSBB converter operates as buck-boost
converter. The operation of the proposed control method at
DR = 0 remains the same as the buck operation in con-
ventional control method. DF increases linearly from initial

FIGURE 7. Charging operation waveform of the proposed control method.

startup to transition point. After buck operation has ended,
DF is fixed and DR increases linearly from transition point to
end of charging. In summary, through the proposed control
method, output voltage of FSBB converter should be stable
in transition point as shown in FIGURE 7. Because DF and
DR increase linearly as shown in FIGURE 5 (b).

The proposed control method has a total of six operating
modes. The time intervals t1-t2 in FIGURE 6 (b) represent
Mode 1, t2-t3 is Mode 2, t3-t4 is Mode 3, t4-t5 is Mode 4,
t5-t6 is Mode 5, and t6-t7 is Mode 6. In Mode 1, S1 and S3
are turned on, while S2 and S4 are in the off state. At this
time, the current path is formed as shown in FIGURE 8 (a).
The terminal voltage of inductor becomes VIN. Since VIN >0,
the current flowing through the inductor rises and builds
up. In Mode 2, S3 is turned off. At this time, the current
path is formed as shown in FIGURE 8 (b). The terminal
voltage of inductor becomes VIN-VOUT. Since VIN-VOUT >

0, the current flowing through the inductor rises and energy
builds up. However, the slope of the inductor current rise in
Mode 2 is smaller than in Mode 1, because VIN > VIN-
VOUT. In Mode 3, S4 is turned on. At this time, the current
path is formed as shown in FIGURE 8 (c). Although S4
changes from the turn-off to the turn-on state, energy passes
through S4 in the same way as in Mode 2. Therefore, the
voltage and current across the inductor are the same as in
Mode 2. In Mode 4, S1 is turned off. At this time, the
current path is formed as shown in FIGURE 8 (d). The
terminal voltage of inductor becomes -VOUT. The current
flowing through the inductor decreases. In Mode 5, S2 is
turned on. At this time, the current path is formed as shown
in FIGURE 8 (e). Although S2 changes from turn-off to
turn-on, energy passes through S2 is the same as in Mode
4. Therefore, the voltage and current across the inductor are
the same as in Mode 4. In Mode 6, S2 and S4 are turned
off. At this time, the current path is formed as shown in
FIGURE 8 (f). Energy stored in the inductor still remains.
Although S2 and S4 turn off from turn-on, the body diodes of
S2 and S4 turn on due to the remaining energy in the inductor.
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FIGURE 8. Energy path of FSBB converter with a novel control method
(a) Mode 1, (b) Mode 2, (c) Mode 3, (d) Mode 4, (e) Mode 5, (f) Mode 6.

The energy passes through S2 and S4, which is the same as
Mode 5. Thus, the voltage and current across the inductor
are the same as in Mode 5. In buck operation and buck-
boost operation, GV ,Buck and GV ,Buck−boost operation can be
expressed through flux-balance as shown in Eq (4).

VOUT
VIN

=
DF − Dd

1 − (DR − Dd )
(4)

Upon reaching a critical threshold voltage, it enters the
buck-boost operation region. At the transition point, by main-
taining theDF of the buck-boost operation at the same level as
the DF in the buck operation and linearly increasing only DR,
it satisfies the voltage gain requirement. Therefore, it enables
more stable operation compared to the conventional control
method.

B. SIMULATION
FIGURE 9 shows the simulation result applying the pro-
posed control method in the condition; VIN is 800V, VOUT

FIGURE 9. Simulation result at the transition point of the FSBB converter
with a novel control method.

FIGURE 10. System block diagram of SCPC.

ranging from 0 to 800V, and IOUT is 12.5A. The voltage ripple
does not occur at the transition point.

The components of the FSBB converter were applied as
ideal models. The characteristics of the ideal models of the
components used in the configuration are as follows:

•ESR and ESL for CIN and COUT is 0.
•The insulation resistance of CIN and COUT is infinite.
•The conductance of the winding for the inductor is

infinite.
•The conductance of the power switch is infinite.
•Parasitic capacitance of the power switch is ignored.
The simulation results of the FSBB converter with themen-

tioned features are shown in FIGURE 9. The left waveform
in FIGURE 9 shows the entire interval from the initial state
of the super capacitor to the fully charged state. The right
waveform in FIGURE 9 shows the time-expanded operation
of the FSBB converter near the transition point. The signal
named Mode Change_signal shows the mode transition point
of FSBB converter. It produces 0 for buck operation, and 1 for
buck-boost operation. Each signal

DF,max = 1 − fsTOFF,min (5)

LNOVEL =
DF,max

(
1 − DF,max

)
VIN

(1 − DR) fS1IL
(6)
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FIGURE 11. Required capacity curves of passive components with proposed control method (a) inductance normalized by Lconv and (b) capacitance
normalized by COUT,conv.

TABLE 3. Input and output specifications of the FSBB converter.

COUT ,NOVEL =

(
1 − DF,max

)
IOUT

fS1VOUT
(7)

LCONV =
DF,maxVIN
fS1IL

(8)

COUT ,CONV =
DF,maxIOUT
fS1VOUT

(9)

L̂ =
LNOVEL
LCONV

= 1 − DF,max (10)

Ĉ =
COUT ,NOVEL

COUT ,CONV
=
DR
DF

(11)

represents as follows: I_IND is current flowing through the
inductor, IOUT is output current that is the current flowing
into super capacitor, andOUTPUT_VOLTAGE is output volt-
age that is the voltage of the super capacitor.

There is no ripple in the OUTPUT_VOLTAGE at the tran-
sition point. It is anticipated that the proposed control method
is able to stabilize the supercapacitor voltage at the transition
point.

IV. HARDWARE DESIGN
A. DESIGN OVERVIEW
TABLE 3 is the electrical specifications of the SCPC
designed in this paper. The SCPC is designed as the block
diagram shown in FIGURE 10. The control system is imple-
mented with TMS320F28069 microcontroller being powered
by 12V battery of the HFCEV. In order to determine the start
and end of SCPC operation and to control the output current,
input voltage, output voltage, and current are sensed.

FIGURE 12. Prototype of SCPC.

TABLE 4. Summary of selected and designed components.

B. OPTIMAL COMPONENT DESIGN
The FSBB converter operates in two mode, buck and
buck-boost with proposed control. The optimal period of each
mode for SCPC can be designed by considering the electrical
specification listed in TABLE 3. The parameters that need to
be determined are as follows:

•The ratio of DR to DF,max (DR/DF,max)
•The minimum turn-off time (TOFF,min)
•Switching frequency. (fS)
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FIGURE 13. Waveforms of the SCPC with conventional and proposed control (a) VIN = 200V, IOUT = 8A with conventional control, (b) time-expanded
waveform of (a) @transition point, (c) VIN = 200V, IOUT = 12.5A with proposed control, (d) time-expanded waveform of (c) @transition point.

In buck operation, output voltage is controlled by DF
only. In other words, the period of buck operation mode is
determined by DF, and also the transition point of operation
mode is delayed according to DF. For buck-boost mode, it is
required to secure turn-off time because of rise and falling
time of switch. Thus, the maximum value of DF is affected
by switching frequency and the minimum value of turn-off
time as shown in Eq. (5).

The larger DF,max, the higher power density. In other
words, the volume of the inductor and output capacitor is
able to be minimized by setting DF,max as high as possible.
It means that the later the transition point, the smaller the
volume of inductor and output capacitor. The inductance and
capacitance can be calculated according to Eq (6) and (7).
With conventional control method, the desirable value of

LCONV and COUT,CONV are able to be calculated by Eq (8)
and (9). The FIGURE 11 shows that the curves of L and
COUT according to the ratio of DR to DF. With conventional
control method, the DF and DR are equal value in buck-

DF,max + DR,max = 1 (12)

C (DR) =
DRIOUT
fS1VOUT

(13)

boost operation, which means that DR/DF is 1. L̂NOVEL and
ĈOUT ,NOVEL represent the normalized values by LCONV and
COUT,CONV respectively. They can be expressed by Eq (10)
and (11). DR/DF,max can be determined based on the trends
of L̂ and ĈOUT .
In order to plot the curves of L̂ and ĈOUT as shown in

FIGURE 11. the following five assumptions are required:

•Input voltage is fixed.
•Output current is fixed.
•Output voltage ripple is constant.
•fS is fixed.
•Dd is ignored.
•Inductor current ripple is constant.
The curve in FIGURE 11 shows that required inductance

and capacitance decrease as DF,max increases. In order to
minimize the size of the inductor and output capacitor, it is
required to design DF,max, as high as possible.

In order to select the capacitance, Eq (12) and (13) for
buck-boost operation can be derived. Eq (13) has the max-
imum capacitance in buck-boost operation when DF is 0.1 or
when DR is 0.9. Because, if sum of DF and DR is larger
than 1, output voltage of FSBB converter becomes higher
than input voltage of FSBB converter. However, voltage gain
of FSBB converter acting SCPC cannot be higher than 1. Both
equations yield the maximum capacitance for their respective
condition. Through Eq (12) and (13), capacitance value that
satisfies the specification in TABLE 3.

V. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS
FIGURE 12 shows the manufactured prototype with the
components listed in TABLE 4. The experimental results
are shown in FIGURE 13. The waveforms are obtained by
applying the conventional control method and the proposed
one.

The change_signal is generated by TMS320F28069.When
the FSBB converter operates in buck mode, the signal level
is low state(0V). In buck-boost mode, it is high state (3.3V).
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FIGURE 14. Experimental result at gain of SCPC that is about 1 (a),(e) VIN = 200V,VOUT = 200V,IOUT = 12.5A, (b), (f)VIN = 400V,VOUT = 400V,IOUT =

12.5A, (c), (g)VIN = 600V,VOUT = 600V,IOUT = 12.5A, (d),(h) VIN = 800V,VOUT = 800V,IOUT = 12.5A.

FIGURE 15. Efficiency curve of SCPC.

VGS3 is the gate signal of S3, VIN and VOUT are the input and
output voltage of the SCPC, respectively. IOUT is the charging
current.

Comparing the bothwaveforms, the output voltage ripple is
reduced at the transition point where the change_signal shifts
from low to high state. From the result, it is verified that FSBB
converter is able to overcome regulation problem at transition
point with proposed control method.

In order to conduct experiments in this paper, the SCPC
was powered by a DC source, and the output was con-
nected to the Electronic Load (E/L) for experimentation using

CR mode. Since the SCPC is controlled by CC, if the CR
is increased linearly, the output voltage of the SCPC will
increase linearly. SCPC that is used conventional control
method is controlled to output 8A current. Because used DC
source has operation current specification that is 19Amax.
In transition point then conventional buck-boost mode, duty
is about 70% caused by duty loss. At this time, required input
current magnitude is about 29A. However, used DC source
cannot supply it. It already was predicted this limitation.
Accordingly, SCPC that is used conventional control method
is tested with 8A output current. Therefore, the experimental
method employed in this paper can be considered analogous
to the charging of a super capacitor. The experiments were
conducted by increasing the E/L while observing the output
voltage waveform at the transition point.

Furthermore, it was confirmed that the SCPC can operate
normally after the transition point at the maximum output
point through the proposed control method, as shown in
FIGURE14. FIGURE 14 (a), (b), (c), and (d) represent the
operational waveform at VIN/VOUT = 1 of the SCPC, and
FIGURE 14 (e), (f), (g), and (h) shows the actual measured
power analysis data.

Additionally, considering the voltage drop in the hydrogen
fuel cell when charging the super capacitor, the operational
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efficiency at various input voltage was verified. The result
is efficiency curve as shown in FIGURE 15. The minimum
efficiency is approximately 90.33%, satisfying the target effi-
ciency of 90% or higher as stated in TABLE 3.

VI. CONCLUSION
In this paper, FSBB converter with conventional control
method was analyzed. It has output voltage regulation prob-
lem at transition point. It is because there is non-linearity
between GV,Buck and GV,Buck−boost curve. In order to over-
come the problem, a novel control scheme is proposed for
the FSBB converter. It is proposed to depart from the existing
pair framework and introduce a novel approach to forming
continuity between GV,Buck and GV,Buck−boost at the transi-
tion point. The feasibility of the proposed control method is
validated by simulation and experiment with prototype.
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