
energies

Article

Inrush Current Control of High Power Density
DC–DC Converter

Ahmed H. Okilly 1 , Namhun Kim 2 and Jeihoon Baek 1,*
1 Electrical & Electronics and Communication Engineering Department, Koreatech University,

Cheonan-si 31253, Korea; ahmed21490@koreatech.ac.kr
2 Research Center, ESTRA Automotive, Daegu-si 42981, Korea; namhun.kim@estra-automotive.com
* Correspondence: jhbaek@koreatech.ac.kr; Tel.: +82-(04)-15601258

Received: 29 June 2020; Accepted: 18 August 2020; Published: 19 August 2020
����������
�������

Abstract: This paper presents a complete mathematical design of the main components of 2 kW,
54 direct current (DC)–DC converter stage, which can be used as the second stage of the two stages of
alternating current (AC)–DC telecom power supply. In this paper, a simple inrush current controlling
circuit to eliminate the high inrush current, which is generated due to high input capacitor at the input
side of the DC–DC converter, is proposed, designed, and briefly discussed. The proposed circuit is
very easy to implement in the lab using a single metal–oxide–semiconductor field-effect transistor
(MOSFET) switch and some small passive elements. PSIM simulation has been used to test the power
supply performance using the value of the designed components. Furthermore, the experimental
setup of the designed power supply with inrush current control is built in the lab to show the practical
performance of the designed power supply and to test the reliability of the proposed inrush current
mitigation circuit to eliminate the high inrush current at initial power application to the power supply
circuit. DC–DC power supply with phase shift zero voltage switching (ZVS) technique is chosen and
designed due to its availability to achieve ZVS over the full load range at the primary side of the
power supply, which reduces switching losses and offers high conversion efficiency. High power
density DC–DC converter stage with smooth current startup operation, full load efficiency over 95%,
and better voltage regulation is achieved in this work.

Keywords: DC–DC converter; phase shift PWM; ZVS; inrush current; MOSFET; telecom server

1. Introduction

The spread of 5G technology in communications and telecom systems making universal electronic
devices makes 5G technology one of the largest sources of electrical energy consumption, including
such electronic devices usually operated with DC power, so that the supply AC voltage needs to be
rectified. Conventional AC–DC rectifiers can be used to supply these devices, but circuit performance
and power efficiency at high power density applications limit the use of such rectifiers; therefore,
their energy efficiency must be increased. Recently, highly efficient AC–DC power supply with a
high power factor has been modified for this purpose. Figure 1 illustrates the general construction of
the AC–DC telecom power supply, where the two stages power supply consists of the power factor
correction (PFC) stage and where the DC–DC output converter stage is the best option to get high
power performance and good energy quality [1–3].

The design of power supply with a high input power factor requires the modifying of the input
AC current waveform to follow the input voltage waveform to reduce the phase shaft between them,
and then the reduction of the harmonic contents of the input current [3]. The power supply first stage
usually includes an electromagnetic interference (EMI) filter, bridge rectifying circuit, boost converter,
and output bulk capacitor; by controlling the boost converter operation, the input power factor can
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approach to, or near to, unity [4]. Single switch, two switches or full bridge switching topology can
be used to implement PFC boost converter, but switching topology proper switches must be used to
withstand the output voltage stress of this stage normally (320–400 V) DC [1]. Different techniques and
topologies of the analog control PFC stage of the telecom power supply with power factor more than
99% are previously discussed in [5].Energies 2020, 13, x 2 of 24 
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Figure 1. Block diagram of the complete AC–DC power supply for a telecom server. 
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Figure 1. Block diagram of the complete AC–DC power supply for a telecom server.

The power supply second stage is the target of this paper and it is designed to regulate the PFC
output voltage to the required load voltage (usually 45–63 V) for the telecom applications. In this
stage we must choose an appropriate technique to provide high power density conversion with high
efficiency [6], DC–DC converter based on phase shifted ZVS technique is one of the most widely used
techniques, because it has features to minimize the switching losses and offer better regulation over a
wide load range [7]. Moreover, by using the ZVS technique, it is available to have high power density
conversion with low voltage stress and small switching losses [8–10].

Switches on both sides of the high power density DC–DC converter must be designed to withstand
the high voltage stress in the primary side and the high current stress in the secondary side [10].
So, one of the most important issue in designing DC–DC converter circuits is to choose the appropriate
switching schematics for the converter to reduce the stress in the switches during the converter
operation. Based on the phase shifted converter applications, phase shift pulse width modulation
(PWM) converter can be implemented using different switching schematics (full bridge, half bridge,
dual half bridge) in primary and secondary sides, and analysis of phase shifts isolated DC–DC converter
different topologies previously given in [11]. Analysis and design of phase shift controller for a dual
half bridge DC–DC converter is provided in [12]. Based on the application of DC–DC converter, it can
be designed as an isolated or non-isolated converter; for the isolated DC–DC converter, transformer
design and choice are a big challenge to have ZVS for the wide range of the load, which can reduce
the switching and conduction losses [13]. Analysis of the phase shifted converter by using series
connected transformers for low conduction losses are given in [14,15]. Design and implementation of
the non-isolated phase shift ZVS converter is presented in [16].

DC–DC converter control circuits can be implemented using analog or digital control circuits,
but analog control chip as compared with digital micro controller unit (MCU) has some demerits
such as the temperature drift, fixed control parameters, and slow response speed; on the other hand
the price of the MCU and the required analog digital interfacing sensors are expensive as compared
with the analog control technique requirement. Optimization analysis and the design of different
control techniques for the DC–DC converter have been previously presented in [17–21]. Design of
1 kW efficient phase shift telecom DC–DC converter based on the maximum duty cycle and optimal
hold-up time is given in [22]. Controlling techniques to reduce the switching and conduction loss are
presented in [23,24].
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The bulk capacitor, which is introduced between the two stages of power supply as shown in
Figure 1 for adjustment of the input voltage hold-up time and harmonic values of the input waveform,
causes high inrush current for a few cycles where a very high “dv/dt” occurred at the initial power
application to the power supply; this high dv/dt cause spikes of short-duration and a high peak current,
which value may be higher than the circuit component rating current and can seriously damage or
destroy these components [25–27]. So appropriate inrush current controlling circuit must be designed
to limit such this current. Usually, limiting and reducing of the high inrush current is done by using a
large size inductor or resistors in series with the input capacitors [28], but by using these techniques,
converter compact design, and weight and power losses cannot be optimally utilized.

In order to reduce the power dissipation on the series resistor, a parallel semiconductor switch or
relay can be connected through the resistance. However, based on the converter operating current,
size of the relay can be also excessive large. Moreover, by using of a semiconductor switch an
appropriate controlling circuit must be designed to control the switch operation. Another technique
used to control the inrush current is by handling a soft starter time at the beginning of the DC–DC
converter operation; soft starter technique works to limit inrush current based on controlling the duty
cycle of the converter switches in order to slowly charge the capacitors, and hence reduce the high
dv/dt for limiting the inrush current [29–31]; this technique is usually implemented to limit the inrush
current inside the analog controller chips such as PWM controller integrated circuits (IC’s) UCC256403
and UCC28950 from Texas Instruments, Dallas, Texas, United States, 2016 [32].

Recently, NTC thermistor is the most famous device used in reducing the inrush current
generated in the telecom power supplies. An NTC thermistor has a compact size and a negative
temperature coefficient, is connected in series with the input power supply, and when the current
flows, its temperature will increase and the device resistance will decrease [33,34]. The shortcoming of
this device is that it requires a cool off time after the stopping of the current flowing in order to return
back the device high resistance.

Another more applicable and simple technique to limit the converter inrush current can be
done using a single MOSFET switch connected with the input side of the DC–DC converter [35–37].
MOSFETs switches are usually considered as ideal devices because they are characterized by fast
switching time due to majority carrier, lower switching losses due to fast rise and fall times, as well as
very small on-state DC resistance, which helps to reduce the voltage drop through the switch at steady
state operation [38]. Control of the inrush current to the required limit can be done by controlling
the gate charge transfer characteristics of the MOSFET switch in order to control the slew rate of the
input capacitance charging time [39]. This technique offers inrush current control with economic price,
compact design, and simple implementation, without using any sophisticated control circuit for the
MOSFET operation [38–40]. High reliability using this technique can be obtained with the appropriate
choice of the MOSFET switch, as well as design of the biasing circuit schematic and the connection
strategy to the input side of the DC–DC converter [41].

In this paper, complete design, analysis, and mathematical calculations of the circuit main
components and control systems of 2 kW, 54 V telecom DC–DC converter stage with phase shift ZVS
technique, using full bridge at primary and synchronous rectification at secondary side are presented.
A sample inrush current controlling circuit based on using MOSFET switch is proposed and is inserted
in the input side of the DC–DC converter, proposed controlling circuit schematics as well as design
and choice of the circuit components are briefly discussed. The main advantages of the proposed
circuit are that the controlling of the gate charge transfer characteristics of the MOSFET occurs without
any contribution or connection with the DC–DC converter control circuit, which make the proposed
circuit usable with analog and digital control converters, and has fast response and high reliability to
control the inrush current to the required value as well as simple implementation for any converter
with different input–output operation conditions. The designed main components and control system
of the power supply circuit make the power supply output voltage performance follows the standard
specifications IEC61000-3-3, which is required by telecom applications.
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The result sections of this paper are organized as follow: first, simulation of the complete designed
converter is performed using PSIM software to be sure that the reliability of the designed components
enhances the required power supply performance. Then, an experimental setup of the designed
converter with the proposed inrush current mitigation circuit is inserted between the power supply
two stages is performed in the lab, which shows that the designed DC–DC converter with proposed
inrush control circuit can achieve smooth startup operation at the input side, where efficiency is more
than 95.5%, and with better voltage regulation at the output side of the converter.

2. Design Procedure of the DC–DC Stage of the Telecom Power Supply

Figure 2 shows the schematic circuit of the telecom DC–DC converter stage with the proposed
inrush current control circuit connected at the input side of the DC–DC phase shift converter.
In designing the high-power density power supply with high conversion efficiency, losses in this stage
must be maintained at their lowest value; one of the highest efficiency conversion techniques at high
power density is the full bridge phase shift converter, which can offer very small switching losses by
means of the ZVS technique at the converter primary side, which leads to increase the conversion
efficiency [7,42].
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Figure 2. Schematic diagram of DC–DC phase shift ZVS converter with the proposed inrush
current control.

The most important components in the DC–DC converter stage to be designed in the next
subsections are the input filter capacitor (Cin), inrush current control circuit, resonant inductor (Lr),
transformer (TR1) turns ratio (a) and magnetizing reactance (Lm), and load inductance and capacitance
(Lload and Cload). Other important factors are the choice of appropriate switches for the full bridge
rectifier at the primary side and synchronous rectifier at the secondary side, which can withstand the
high voltage stress at transformer primary and high current rated at secondary side [42].

2.1. Input Capacitor Design

Input capacitor of the DC–DC converter is designed to meet the hold-up time (thold) for the
minimum input voltage (Vin min) applied to the converter circuit [15,40], and can be calculated as

Cin ≥
2Po thold

η
(
V2

in −V2
in min

) (1)
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where Po refers to the rated converter power, Vin refers to the Converter input voltage, and η is the
designed efficiency of the DC–DC converter.

2.2. Proposed Inrush Current Control Circuit

In this subsection the proposed inrush current control circuit based on the controlling of the gate
charge characteristic of the MOSFET switch was designed to be used with any DC–DC converter
topology (analog or digital); the proposed circuit was tested in PSIM software and also was implemented
in the lab to show the power supply two stages (PFC and DC–DC converter) practical current
characteristic with, and without, using this circuit.

The input of DC–DC converter stage usually contains filter to adjust the total harmonics distortion
(THD) of the input voltage to the DC–DC converter. Input filters usually consist of passive elements
such as capacitor and inductor; when power is initially applied to the DC–DC converter circuit,
high inrush current will flow due to high dv/dt of the filter capacitor as illustrated in Figure 3,
which shows the converter input current curves at initial power application to the converter circuit.
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Figure 3. Inrush current at the startup operation of DC–DC converter.

Mathematical analysis, which briefly describes the startup response of the power supply operation
and the phenomena of the inrush currents in DC–DC converters, are previously discussed in [26,27].
At the moment of applying the voltage to the DC–DC converter circuit, the current flowing through
the input capacitor (Cin) can be expressed as

ICin = Cin
dVin

dt
(2)

This current has a high amplitude with very small duration and can damage or destroy circuit
components if it exceeding the rating of the designed components. Therefore, this current must be
effectively managed to ensure system safety operation and stability.

MOSFET switches are charge controlled devices, so if a MOSFET device is connected between
two stages of the power supply, as shown in Figure 4, inrush current due to high dVin/dt, which is
caused by the input capacitor (Cin) at the initial power application, can be controlled by controlling the
initially high dVin/dt of the input capacitor by using the ability to control the constant linear slope of
the drain voltage transition, which allows accurate control of the inrush current to the capacitive load.
This is possible because the current flowing through the capacitor is dependent upon the transition of
the voltage as shown in Equation (2). Reliability of this technique depends on the ability to control the
MOSFET gate charge transfer curve illustrated in Figure 5 [29].
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Figure 6 shows the equivalent representation of the MOSFET switch, where the gate charge curve
is influenced by the MOSFET equivalent input capacitance [29].
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Figure 6. Circuit of N-MOSFET.

Cgd and Cgs represents the gate-drain and gate-source capacitances, respectively; these two
capacitance values represent the input capacitance of the MOSFET device. Usually for MOSFET, Cgd is
greater than Cgs. So Cgd strongly influences the input capacitance of the MOSFET, this means that
MOSFET input capacitance can control the inrush current value, if the value of Cgd is controlled.
By inserting the appropriate design capacitance, Cadd, between the drain and gate terminals of MOSFET,
as shown in the proposed circuit in Figure 4, Cgd can be controlled, which then can control the slew
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rate of the gate-source voltage, VGS, which controls the slew rate of the input capacitance charging
(dVin/dt), and consequently controls the inrush current of the circuit.

As shown in the characteristics in Figure 5, when MOSFET is turned on, the charging of the
equivalent capacitance occurs at Region 1, and the charging time is determined by the equivalent
input capacitance of MOSFET. The voltage (VGS) increases until the starting point of Region 2, where it
reaches the threshold value (Vth). At this time drain current starts to flow and the rate of increase of
drain current given by

dIdrain
dt

= g f
dVGS

dt
(3)

where gf is the switch forward trans-conductance and can be easily know from the switch datasheet.
At the end of Region 2, charging and discharging of Cgs simultaneously occurs, which causes VGS

to be maintained constant at Miller plat voltage (Vplt) as shown in Region 3. With Vplt, the drain current
is saturated at peak constant value dependent of VGS voltage value, and Vplt can be calculated as

Vplt = Vth +
Idrain

g f
(4)

The constant voltage of VGS causes the input gate current to flow through the additional capacitance
Cadd, and can be calculated as

Ig =
VGG −Vplt

RG
= Cadd

dVDS
dt

(5)

VGG = Vin ×
R2

R1 + R2
(6)

where RG is designed and connected in a series with the gate for controlling the gate current Ig. Finally,
by controlling the value of VGS and Ig, it is possible to control the maximum drain current of the
MOSFET and control the inrush current at the initial power application to the power supply circuit,
when the drain terminal of the MOSFET is connected to the return path of the DC–DC converter,
as shown in Figure 4. RGD, a small value resistor, as compared with RG, connected with the Cadd and
prevents unwanted high frequency oscillation [29]. Using Equations (5) and (6) inrush peak current
value is approximately given by

Iinrush = −Idrain = g f

(
Cadd ×RG ×

dVDS
dt

+ Vth −VGG

)
(7)

The value of this current must be less than the maximum permissible DC current (inrush peak) of
the primary side of the DC–DC converter stage.

Figure 7 shows the flow chart for the complete design procedure for the proposed inrush current
control circuit by using the method of the controlling in the gate charge transfer characteristics of
the MOSFET.

In Region 4, VGS still increases to higher values. If this voltage reaches a value higher than the gate
source breakdown voltage (BVGS), MOSFET may be damaged; therefore, MOSFET must be protected
at this region from the higher applied voltage; therefore, PFC output stage voltage (input voltage to
the DC–DC converter) is divided using resistors R1 and R2 and only a small voltage is required to
be applied to the MOSFET. Additionally, we can use one switch from the family of Zener-protected
MOSFETs, such as switches from STMicroelectronics company [43]; in this protected switch, when the
voltage applied to the switch is more than the breakdown voltage of the Zener (less than BVGS),
the Zener diode breaks down and the voltage is saturated at the safe limit. The design result of the
active inrush current control circuit, which used in simulation and experimental modeling is shown in
Table 1.
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Table 1. Design Results for Active Inrush Current Control Circuit.

Parameter Value Unit

Input capacitance (Cin) 350 uF
Chosen MOSFET STW20NK50Z -

Cadd 0.1 uF
RG 30 kΩ

RGD 500 Ω
R1 715 kΩ
R2 84.5 kΩ

Allowable Inrush peak 9 A
Plat voltage (Vplt) 4.35 V
Gate current (Ig) 3.430 mA

2.3. Transformer (TR1) Turns Ratio (a) and Magentizing Reactance (Lm) Calculation

Transformer turns ratio (a) is calculated based on maximum operating duty cycle (Dmax) at the
minimum input voltage rating of the converter (Vin min) as follows:

a =
NP

NS
=

VP

VS
(8)

Let Dmax be about 70% and Vin min about 320 V, and the transformer turns ratio is calculated as

a =
VP

VS
=

(
Vin min − 2VDQ

)
Dmax

Vload + VDQ
= 4.1 (9)
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where VDQ is the switch voltage drop and it is assumed to be 0.5 V in calculations.
Let a = 5, the typical operating duty cycle (D), is calculated as

D =

(
Vload + VDQ

)
a(

Vin − 2VDQ
) = 0.68 (10)

Transformer magnetizing inductance (Lm) designed based on the maximum magnetizing
inductance to realize ZVS as expressed in [13,18], and can be expressed as

Lm =
Tdead a Vload min

CHB Vin min
×

(Ts min
4
−

Tdead
2

)
(11)

where CHB refers to the total equivalent capacitance of the primary H bridge, which can be known
from the primary switch data sheet. Ts min is the minimum switching time depends on the designed
minimum switching frequency, also Tdead is the PWM dead time which can be calculated according to
the previously calculated duty ratio.

One more important issue is the choosing of a transformer with appropriate magnetizing
inductance to minimize the output current ripple and to make sure that the converter works in the
required control mode, where the smallest value of magnetizing inductance makes the converter work
in voltage control mode instead of current control mode [10].

2.4. Resonant Inductor (Lr) Design

Resonant inductor tank is calculated based on the amount of energy required to achieve ZVS
condition. The energy absorbed by the inductor values of the resonant inductance (Lr) and the
transformer leakage inductance (Llk) must be able to exhaust the energy supplied by the average
parasitic capacitance of the primary switches (Cossavg), and also the energy from the transformer
winding capacitance (Cw) [42,44].

1
2

I2
P(Lr + Llk) ≥

4
3

CossavgV2
in +

1
2

CwV2
in (12)

where IP refers to the converter primary current (A).

2.5. Output Inductance and Capacitance (Lload and Cload)

Output load inductor (Lload) is designed based on 10% ripple value in the load DC current (Iload),
as follows:

∆Iload =
Pload × 0.10

Vload
(13)

Lload =
Vload × (1−D)

∆Iload × Fs
(14)

Output load capacitor (Cload) is selected based on hold-up time (thu) and 20% (200 mV) of the
allowable load transient voltage (Vtran) as follow:

Cload ≥
0.9Iload × thu

0.2Vtran
(15)

where hold-up time (thu) is calculated as the time required for the inductor current to reach to 90% of
the full load current [41].

thu =
Lload × 0.9Iload

Vload
(16)
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2.6. DC–DC Converter Controller Design and Implmentation

Phase shift PWM technique is used to control the full-bridge in the primary side of the DC–DC
converter by phase shifting the switching pulses of one half-bridge with respect to the other. High power
density efficient conversion is available using ZVS technique at high switching frequency in this part.
Voltage-mode or current-mode control techniques can be used in this part. Current-mode controlled
DC–DC switching is popular and provides a more highly efficient power conversion than voltage
mode control. However, the current-mode design can suffer from instability when the duty cycle of the
PWM rises above 50% [45]. To overcome this instability, converter primary current slope compensation
technique is used to restore reliability over the wide range of duty-cycle [19,46].

Figure 8 shows the schematic of control technique of DC–DC converter, implemented in PSIM
software where the primary current and the output voltage are the feedback signals used in this control
system. First, primary current is sensed using current transformer with turns ratio (100:1) and then
sampled by a resistor to get a primary current signal (VIp); load voltage (Vload) signal is also sensed.
To overcome the instability in current waveforms at high duty cycles, value slope compensation
technique with the ramp signal of 200 kHz is added to the VIp signal to generate the primary current
(Iprim); output DC voltage signal is compared with the appropriate reference value and passed to
the voltage PI controller to generate the primary current reference value (Iprim-ref), then the primary
current (Iprim) is compared with reference value (Iprim-ref) to generate the duty cycle of the PWM
generator for the primary and secondary switches QA, QB, QC, QD, QA1, and QB1.
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Table 2 shows the input/output specifications and the results of the design converter main
components of the DC–DC converter.

Table 2. DC–DC Converter Specifications and Design Results.

Parameter Value Unit

Input voltage 400 (320–410) V
Output voltage 54 (45–63) V

Output voltage transient (Vtran) 1 Vpp
Rated power 2 kW

Switching frequency 100 kHz
Designed efficiency 95% -

Input voltage hold up time (thold) 4 ms
Input capacitor (Cin) 350 uF

Transformer turns ratio 20/4/4 Np/Ns/Nt
Transformer reactance (Lmag) 2.8 mH

Primary switches IPW60R070CFD7 -
Secondary switches IPP110N20N3 -

Output capacitor (Cload) 2750 uF
Output Inductor (Lload) 22 uH
Resonant inductor (Lr) 30 uH
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3. Simulation Results and Discussions

Phase shift DC–DC converter with power density about 2 kW has been implemented in PSIM
software using the designed components in the previous sections to show the system performance
under different loading conditions and to test the reliability of inrush controlling circuit to limit the
high inrush current at initial power application to the primary side of the power supply circuit.

With full load condition and DC input voltage about 400 V, Figure 9 shows the steady state
simulation result of the DC output power curve of the DC–DC converter.
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Figure 9. Converter output power curve at full load condition.

The designed power supply efficiency curve at loading condition from 10% to 100% of the
rated output power (2 kW) with input voltage 400 V and switching frequency about 100 kHz is
illustrated in Figure 10, which shows that the designed power supply offers full-load efficiency at
about 95.1%, half-load efficiency at about 95.3%, and the maximum being three-quarter-load efficiency
at about 95.6%.Energies 2020, 13, x 12 of 24 
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Figure 10. Converter efficiency curve with different loading condition at Vin = 400 V.

As mentioned before in Section 2.2, the gate charge transfer characteristics of the MOSFET switch
can be used to control the slew rate of the input capacitance charging in order to control and limit the
inrush current to the required value. Figure 11 shows the bulk input capacitance charging voltage
curves with, and without, using the proposed inrush current control circuit, where the black curve
refers to the supply DC input voltage, the red curve is the voltage curve of the input capacitance without
using the proposed control circuit, and the blue curve is the voltage curve of the input capacitance



Energies 2020, 13, 4301 12 of 22

using the proposed control circuit. From these curves, it is clearly observed that controlling the slew
rate of VGS voltage by controlling the input capacitance of the MOSFET, leads to the reduction of
the high dv/dt of the input capacitance, which subsequently reduces the inrush current at initial
power application.
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Figure 11. Bulk input capacitance charging voltage with and without using the proposed control.

Waveforms of the average value of the converter input current at switching frequency of 100 kHz
with, and without, using the inrush current control circuit are shown in Figures 12 and 13, respectively.
From both cases, and as the result of controlling the voltage slew rate at the initial power application to
the converter circuit based on the transition time, which is required to meet the required inrush current,
we can notice that the proposed controlling circuit reduced the peak inrush current from 16.10 A to
about 6.40 A, which is in the allowable range (given in Table 1) of the input DC current to the primary
side of DC–DC converter; moreover, it is clear to observe that the peak value of the input current at
steady state with full load condition is about 8.20 A in both cases.
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Figure 14 shows the VGS and Idrain characteristics of the MOSFET in the inrush current control
circuit. When the VGS voltage reached to Vth (about 3.75 V) of the used MOSFET switch, the drain
current starts to increase, at the point when VGS reaches Vplt, and circuit inrush current tries to increase
but based on the gate charge transfer characteristic depicted in Figure 5, drain current saturated at
constant value about 6.40 A as shown in the simulation result. Additionally, from this figure it is clearly
observed that the protection of the MOSFET switch, which occurred at Region 4 when the Zener diode
circuit broke down before the voltage reached 30 V (BVGS of the used MOSFET) and the voltage was
saturated at about 28.5 V.
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Phase shift PWM controlling circuit and the resonant inductor are designed to offer ZVS at the
two legs of the bridge at the primary side of the DC–DC converter switches, as shown in current and
voltage waveforms of the switches (QA and QC) in Figures 15 and 16.
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4. Experimental Setup

The complete designed converter circuit and the proposed inrush current mitigation circuit are
experimentally setup and tested with the available maximum DC electronic load in the lab (1000 W),
UCC28950 phase shift PWM controller IC from Texas Instruments, Dallas, Texas, United States, 2016 is
used to control the DC–DC converter switches, UCC28950 IC provide 4-PWM signals with constant
frequency (100 kHz) for the primary side switches, and 2-PWM for the synchronous rectification at
the secondary side switches with the availability of the primary current compensation to restore the
current stability and the voltage loop control to adjust the output voltage at the specified value.

The proposed inrush current mitigation circuit was tested with the practical case of the telecom
two stages AC–DC power supply, where the DC–DC converter was supplied by the PFC converter
stage with output voltage of 400 V DC. In order to show the reliability of the proposed inrush current
control circuit in mitigation of the high current overshot in the input current to the converter, soft starter
of the analog UCC28950 IC is disabled through the (SS/EN) pin and only the proposed inrush current
control circuit is connected to the input side of the DC–DC converter circuit.

Figure 17 shows the appearance of the experimental setup of the complete power supply
consisting of PFC and DC–DC converter stages and with using the proposed inrush current control
circuit connecting in between. 1000W KIKUSI PLZ1004WH, Japan, 2019 DC electronic load was
connected at load side, and 2.5 kW PFC converter stage from Infineon with average efficiency more
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than 95% [47], inrush current control circuit was connected between the two stages and the input
AC voltage was applied to the input of the PFC stage so that the output voltage will be 400 V DC,
input current to the both stages has been measured using high scale current probe FLUKE i1000s, USA,
FLUKE company with scale choice of (10:1) A with, and without, connecting of the proposed inrush
current mitigation circuit.
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Figures 18 and 19 show the DC–DC converter stage input current, from which we can investigated
that with using inrush current control circuit, the inrush current at the startup of the converter is
reduced from 20.32 A to about 4.06 A. Additionally, in both figures, differences in current shape
and starting time of each waveform can be observed, this occurred due to changing in the slew rate
of the input capacitance voltage, which leads to limit the inrush current at the safe limit using the
inrush current controlling circuit, in Figure 19, with the current still increasing gradually until it
reached to 4.06 A, at this moment, and as explained before in the controlling circuit characteristics in
Figure 14, the drain current is saturated at the safe limit to prevent the inrush current from increasing
to higher limits.

Figures 20 and 21 show the PFC converter stage AC input current, from which we can investigate
that by connecting the proposed inrush current control circuit between the two stages of the power
supply, the peak overshoot of the input current to the PFC stage will reduced from 33.55 A to
15.33 A. Additionally, the difference is noticed between starting time and waveform shapes, due to the
controlling of the slew rate of the input voltage by using the proposed inrush current control circuit.
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Figure 22 shows the converter output voltage and current waveforms at steady state operation
using the inrush current control circuit, in which the converter DC output power was about 1085.25 W,
where the output voltage was constant at about 54.02 V and current value was about 20.090 A.
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DC–DC converter output filter capacitor was designed to maintain the output voltage ripple to the
specified value as explained previously in Section 3; in order to clearly observe the ripple component in
the output voltage waveform, the vertical axis scale of the voltage was changed and the measurement
set in scope was adjusted to measure the ripple peak to peak value and the mean value of the voltage
waveform, as shown in Figure 23, which clearly shows that the peak to peak ripple voltage is about
34.4 mV (less than the designed value 200 mV) and the mean output voltage value is about 54.094 V.Energies 2020, 13, x 19 of 24 

 

 

Figure 23. DC–DC converter stage output voltage ripple peak to peak measurement at Vin = 400 V. 

In case of designing the DC–DC converter stage for the telecom applications, voltage controller 

must be implemented in order to achieve different loading condition with good voltage regulation. 

Figure 24 depicts the output voltage versus output power, which shows that the designed DC–DC 

converter with the proposed inrush current controlling circuit also provides different loading 

conditions with good voltage regulation, where the voltage drop is less than 1 V (1.85%) for changing 

loading conditions from 200 W to 1000 W, which is less than the IEC61000-3-3 standard limit for the 

limitation of the voltage changes (3.3%) [48]. 

 

Figure 24. DC–DC converter load voltage-power characteristics at Vin = 400 V. 

The inrush current control circuit, designed and connected between the two stages of the power 

supply, to control the inrush current at the initial power application to the power supply, must not 

effect the performance of the PFC stage at steady state operation. To study the effect of the proposed 

inrush current control circuit on the PFC converter performance, power analysis of the input side of 

the PFC converter have been performed with, and without, using the inrush current control circuit 

with the same loading and input voltage conditions as shown in Figures 25 and 26, which clearly 

shows that the reduction in the inrush current of the input supply at initial power application leads 

to a reduction in the supply total reactive power from 103 VA to about 90 VA, and it can also clearly 

be observed that the power factor value of the power supply was not affected by the connection of 

the proposed circuit. 

50

51

52

53

54

55

56

0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200

L
o

ad
 V

o
lt

ag
e 

(V
)

Load Power (W)

Figure 23. DC–DC converter stage output voltage ripple peak to peak measurement at Vin = 400 V.

In case of designing the DC–DC converter stage for the telecom applications, voltage controller
must be implemented in order to achieve different loading condition with good voltage regulation.
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Figure 24 depicts the output voltage versus output power, which shows that the designed DC–DC
converter with the proposed inrush current controlling circuit also provides different loading conditions
with good voltage regulation, where the voltage drop is less than 1 V (1.85%) for changing loading
conditions from 200 W to 1000 W, which is less than the IEC61000-3-3 standard limit for the limitation
of the voltage changes (3.3%) [48].
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Figure 24. DC–DC converter load voltage-power characteristics at Vin = 400 V.

The inrush current control circuit, designed and connected between the two stages of the power
supply, to control the inrush current at the initial power application to the power supply, must not
effect the performance of the PFC stage at steady state operation. To study the effect of the proposed
inrush current control circuit on the PFC converter performance, power analysis of the input side of the
PFC converter have been performed with, and without, using the inrush current control circuit with
the same loading and input voltage conditions as shown in Figures 25 and 26, which clearly shows that
the reduction in the inrush current of the input supply at initial power application leads to a reduction
in the supply total reactive power from 103 VA to about 90 VA, and it can also clearly be observed that
the power factor value of the power supply was not affected by the connection of the proposed circuit.
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Figure 26. PFC converter stage power analysis without using of the proposed inrush current
mitigation circuit.

As shown in Figure 22 the total input power to the two stages with inrush current control circuit
is about 1171 W, and as shown in Figure 25, the load power is about 1085.25 W, so the power supply
includes about 85.75 W power losses, distributed as 39.5 W in the PFC stage with efficiency of about
96.62% and 46.25 W in DC–DC converter and inrush current control circuit, with efficiency of about
95.73%, which is very close to the simulation results (95.40%) at the same loading. Total losses
distribution in the system different parts are performed and the result is depicted in Figure 27.
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Figure 27. Losses distribution in different parts of the two stages power supply with inrush
current control.

From the loss distribution of the power supply, it is noticed that the highest budget of the DC–DC
converter losses was accounted by the primary side bridge and the resonant inductor with about
20 W; this loss amount is due to primary side switches internal resistance and forward voltage drop,
and also due to the internal DC resistance of the resonant inductor. The second highest budget of the
power losses accounted in the secondary side synchronous switches with about 10.5 W. Power loss
of about 6 W was dissipated in the converter transformer primary and secondary DC resistances.
Internal DC resistance of the output filter inductor and the equivalent series resistance (ESR) of the
output electrolytic capacitor introduce power loss about 3 W. The remaining converter power losses
budget was accounted by the proposed inrush current control circuit and the ESR of the bulk input
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electrolytic capacitor. One disadvantage of the proposed inrush current, is that it has an amount of
about 5 W of the total supply power losses, but on the other hand, it has many advantages, which can
be summarized in the following:

1. Compact design and easy implementation with cheap passive elements and single MOSFET.
2. Controllability and reliability of the circuit to limit the inrush current at the required value.
3. Reduce the current stress on the input side of the two stages of power supply at initial

power application.
4. Improve the PFC stage performance by reducing the total reactive power consumption of

the circuit.
5. Easy to disconnect and reconnect again between two stages of a faulty case as compared with the

IC soft starter (in case where the IC soft starter function is damaged).
6. Ability to use with analog and digital control converter.

5. Conclusions

Complete design of a high power density efficient DC–DC converter stage of the telecom power
supply has been discussed in this paper; a high inrush current, which is generated between two stages
of power supply where the bulk input capacitor is controlled using the proposed simple inrush current
control circuit designed by using single MOSFET switch and some passive elements. Simulation
analysis as well as experimental setup of the practical two stages telecom power supply and inrush
current control circuit is performed. Phase shifted PWM with ZVS technique is applied in DC–DC
converter stage, which provided system experimentally overall efficiency about 95.73% at 50% loading
condition. Furthermore, reliability of the converter designed components to achieve the performance
of the telecom power supply was established; ability of the proposed inrush current control circuit
to control the slew rate of the input capacitance voltage in order to reduce the high dv/dt and to
mitigate the inrush current of the input current of the two stages of power supply was also achieved,
which ensures a safe and smooth startup operation of the power supply.
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