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Abstract— This paper proposes a modified coupled-inductor SEPIC dc-dc converter for high voltage gain (𝟐 < 𝐺 <

10) applications. It utilizes the same components as the conventional SEPIC converter with an additional diode. The voltage 

stress on the switch is minimal, which helps the designer to select a low voltage and low RDS-on MOSFET, resulting in a 

reduction of cost, conduction and turn ON losses of the switch. Compared to equivalent topologies with similar voltage gain 

expression, the proposed topology uses lower component-count to achieve the same or even higher voltage gain. This helps 

to design a very compact and lightweight converter with higher power density and reliability. Operating performance, 

steady-state analysis and mathematical derivations of the proposed dc-dc converter have been demonstrated in the paper. 

Moreover, extension of the circuit for higher gain (𝑮 > 10) application is also introduced and discussed. Finally, the main 

features of the proposed converter have been verified through simulation and experimental results of a 400 W laboratory 

prototype. The efficiency is almost flat over a wide range of load with the highest measured efficiency of 96.2%, and the 

full-load efficiency is 95.2% at a voltage gain of 10. 

Index Terms— Boost converter, coupled-inductor, dc-dc converter, flyback transformer, SEPIC converter, Switched-

Mode Power Supply (SMPS)  
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I. INTRODUCTION 

High conversion gain dc-dc power converters have recently seen an increased demand in variety of power electronics 

applications. In fact, the main reasons behind this increased attention have three folds. Firstly, fast deployment of 

Renewable Energy (RE) based power systems has intensified the need for high conversion gain power converters. 

This is due to the low voltage generation inherent in most RE sources such as Photovoltaic (PV) modules and fuel-

cells, where stepping up the low input voltage (e.g., 20 V - 40 V) to higher voltage levels (e.g., 200 V - 400 V) is 

required in order to have a properly function grid-forming or grid-feeding converter [1], [2]. Secondly, prevalence of 

applications demanding higher voltage levels for better performance, from few hundreds of Volts such as for Light 

Emitting Diode (LED) in lightning [3] up to few kilovolts in pulsed power applications [4]. Lastly, one of the most 

relevant is the possibility of distributing electrical energy more efficiently at higher dc voltage levels (e.g., 380 V- 

400 V or even higher). This is the case in applications such as telecommunication and dc power systems where 

electrical energy can be transferred with higher efficiency, reliability and power quality [5], [6].  

Conventionally, the boost and buck-boost topologies can be employed in order to step-up the output voltage. However, 

practically achieving conversion gains of beyond six due to presence of parasitic elements is not feasible [2]. 

Moreover, operating at high duty cycles compromise the boost converter efficiency as small turn-off times which may 

incline Electromagnetic Interference (EMI) and ripple current levels, indicating a requirement for larger magnetic 

components [2], [7]. Another derivation of a buck-boost topology suitable for high voltage applications is the flyback 

converter [4], [8], [9]. Although this topology is well employed for high voltage applications with low parts count, it 

is only suitable for very low power levels (i.e., < 300 W). This is due to the high dc magnetization current requirement 

of its flyback transformer, which increases the size of the transformer and consequently the losses for higher power 

levels under continuous conduction mode operation [8]. 

From this standpoint, many research efforts have been devoted towards developing high voltage gain power converters 

without imposing extreme duty ratio. In general, the demanded performance can be obtained through utilizing 

coupled-inductor, switched inductors and switched capacitor cells [7], [10]-[16] and/or employing multi-cell 

configurations [4], [17]-[21]. All these attempts are made in order to overcome the existing technological limits (i.e., 

power switch breakdown voltage and limited power ratings) and to reach the required output voltage level with 

minimum duty ratio (i.e., obtaining better efficiency). However, in many practical situations, in order to obtain the 

required voltage gain and reduce voltage stress across the power switch many switched-cells are typically required. 

Furthermore, using an impedance network is also considered as another topological variant. The impedance network 

based power converters. known as Z-source, is initially proposed for dc-ac inverter operation [22], but it can be 

modified to operate as a high voltage gain dc-dc converter [23]. Recently, with the aim of reducing start-up inrush 
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current and improving the voltage gain of conventional Z-source converter, a variety of modified impedance networks 

have been introduced. These modifications can be summarized as switched inductor, extended boost, switched 

inductor quasi Z-source and enhanced boost [24]-[29].While using the aforementioned topologies a high voltage gain 

with small duty cycle (D) is achievable, but the demerits of the aforementioned topologies are high parts counts (i.e., 

diodes, inductors and capacitors) and particularly the conduction of most diodes in (1-D) of the switching period, 

which lead to high power loss and low efficiency.  

In spite of topological improvements, connecting two or more power converters in to multi-cell configurations is an 

alternative way to achieve a high conversion ratio. This can be obtained by series/parallel connection of power 

converter units [4], [9], cascaded cells [18]-[20] or multilevel approach [21]. With no doubt, multi-cell connection of 

power converters is an effective way to match the required power rating, voltage gain and reduce voltage stresses 

across the power switches, but high component count and lower efficiency may limit their performance. Thereby, it 

is preferable to first maximize the converter performance at the topology level before applying multi-cell connection. 

It is worth noting that obtaining high voltage gain, high efficiency and high power density at the same time are 

contradicting targets and a compromise is required to match specific application requirements. As a result designing 

a power converter with minimum number of components is always desirable. Low parts count can be a good design 

factor as it may lead to a cost-effective, simple, compact and efficient power converter. 

Among aforementioned techniques, using coupled inductor is an effective technique to increase the voltage gain while 

avoiding high parts count [30], [31]. The main concept in this approach is to obtain the desirable voltage gain by 

increasing the coupled inductors turns ratio without including more components to the power converter. Therefore, 

the power loss may be lowered and consequently the efficiency can be improved. The coupled inductor technique 

associated with the SEPIC topology is introduced in [32]-[34]. Other variants of this converter with higher voltage 

gain ratio are presented in [35]-[39]. Generally, two main drawbacks can be identified in the introduced methods. 

Firstly, using two magnetic elements [32]-[37] and necessity of including extra diodes and capacitors cells to further 

extend the voltage ratio significantly impair the power density. Secondly, in order to mitigate the adverse effect of 

coupled-inductor leakage inductance, a snubber circuit is mandatory [40]. The presence of snubber circuit impose 

additional losses on the power converter. However, with suitable coupled-inductor design it is possible to minimize 

the leakage inductance and consequently the snubber circuit, which in return improves the system efficiency. In [41]-

[42], high gain DC-DC converters, using taped inductor technique are introduced where their operations are very 

similar to converters using coupled inductor technique. However, without minimizing the leakage inductance effects 

and without using the low power loss snubber circuit, the voltage spike across the power switch is high and the 

efficiency is degraded. Step-up current-fed converters [43]-[45] with low input current ripple are appropriate solutions 
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in renewable energy applications, particularly in fuel cell systems. High efficiency is achieved in these converters 

using soft switching techniques. However, their complicated structures and using more than one active power switch 

make their controller system more complicated.    

From the above discussions, the present work focuses on coupled-inductor method as a suitable candidate to obtain 

high voltage with low power losses in low to medium power applications. The proposed method is based on the SEPIC 

dc-dc converter topology. Here using a coupled-inductor, less number of components are employed comparing with 

prior-art methods. The voltage stress across the active power switch is minimized, which highlights the possibility of 

utilizing low voltage power switches (i.e., low switching losses) with low turn-on resistance (i.e., low conduction 

losses), which lead to an efficient and cost-effective design. Moreover, by improving the magnetic coupling the 

leakage inductance effect is minimized. The principle of operation, theoretical analysis of the proposed converter are 

investigated in comparison with its similar counterparts. The reported analysis is validated by key experimental results 

of a 400 W prototype. This paper is improved version of the conference paper [46]. In [46], this converter was 

introduced for very low power (5 W) applications as a front end DC-DC converter for piezoelectric systems and here 

are the following improvements for the current work: 

a) This converter is introduced as a high step-up and high efficiency converter in renewable energy application 

with nominal input voltage 40 V and output voltage 400 V as well as having considerable higher power 

(400 W). 

b) In addition to CCM mode, the converter is analyzed in the boundary conduction mode (BCM) and 

discontinuous conduction mode (DCM). Moreover, a design guideline in order to select the appropriate 

components value is added to this paper. 

c) A derivative converter with higher voltage gain (section IV) based on the proposed converter is also 

presented. 

d) In order to minimize the leakage inductance effects and prevent the voltage spike across the power switch, 

an improved magnetic coupling is designed and a RCD snubber circuit with low power loss is added in the 

experimental prototype as well as an efficiency measurement and loss distribution. A peak efficiency of 

96.2% confirms the effectiveness of this converter in renewable energy applications.  

This paper is structured as follows: Section II describes the proposed topology operation principle and design 

guidelines under steady state conditions. Analyzing the prior-art methods in comparison with the proposed topology 

through highlighting key aspects of their performance are addressed in Section III. Section IV is dedicated to further 
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extend the proposed topology for higher voltage gain ratios. In Section V, experimental results are presented to 

substantiate the effective performance of the proposed method. Finally, conclusions are drawn in Section VI. 

II. OPERATING PRINCIPLE AND STEADY STATE ANALYSIS OF THE QUASI-SEPIC DC-DC CONVERTER 

 

This section starts first by illustrating the operating principle of the proposed converter in continuous conduction 

mode (CCM). Then, its operation in the discontinuous conduction mode (DCM) is introduced, considering the critical 

case between the CCM and the DCM, which is called the boundary conduction mode (BCM). Finally, it shows the 

design steps or guidelines of a 400 W converter.  

A. CCM Operation 

Compared to the basic coupled-inductor SEPIC converter, as shown in Fig. 1(a), the proposed converter, which is 

shown in Fig. 1(b), utilizes the same number of components with an additional diode. It is worth noting that this 

structure does not require an isolated gate drive circuitry for the employed MOSFET, resulting in lower cost and 

volume. Furthermore, a capacitor is connected in series with the transformer secondary winding, preventing the flow 

of the dc current in the transformer and, hence, avoiding saturation due to dc current.  
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Fig. 1. Circuit schematic showing (a) traditional coupled-inductor SEPIC dc-dc converter and (b) proposed coupled-inductor quasi-SEPIC dc-

dc converter. 
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Fig. 2. Equivalent circuits of the proposed converter in one switching cycle (a) Mode 1 (QON), and (b) Mode 2 (QOFF). 

 

In order to do further analysis on the converter operation, several assumptions are taken into account as follows: 

1) The MOSFET and the diodes are ideal, i.e. the ON resistances of the MOSFET and voltage drop across the 

diodes are neglected; 
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2) All the employed capacitors are large enough, i.e. the 

voltage ripples across them are negligible; and 

3) The leakage inductance of two coupled inductors are 

negligible and they are modeled as an ideal transformer with a 

turns ratio of N1:N2 and a magnetizing inductance of Lm, parallel 

connected to the primary winding. 

According to the prior art assumptions, each switching cycle is 

divided into two modes of operation as shown in Fig. 2(a) and Fig. 

2(b). The key waveforms in one switching cycle in CCM are 

shown in Fig. 3. In Mode 1, as shown in Fig. 2(a), the power 

switch is turned ON, and the voltage across Lm is equal to the input 

voltage. Moreover, D1 is ON and D2 is OFF during this mode, 

where Cdc is delivering energy to the load, connected across Cout. 

Hence, from Fig. 2(a) 

𝑉𝐿𝑚(𝑚𝑜𝑑𝑒1) = 𝑉𝑖𝑛  (1) 

Then, applying the KVL in secondary winding, the following 

equation can be obtained as: 

𝑉𝑂 = 𝑉𝐶𝑑𝑐 + 𝑛𝑉𝑑𝑐        Where 𝑛 =
𝑛2

𝑛1
                       (2) 

Mode 2 starts when the power switch is turned OFF, in which 

D2 is ON and providing a current path for the magnetizing 

inductance current. During this mode, D1 is OFF and the output 

capacitor delivers the required energy to the load. Thus, applying 

KVL again, the voltage across Lm is given by  

𝑉𝐿𝑚(𝑚𝑜𝑑𝑒2) =
𝑉𝑖𝑛−𝑉𝑑𝑐

1+𝑛
                    (3) 

Due to the voltage-second balance of Lm, the following expression 

can be obtained: 

𝐷𝑉𝑖𝑛 +
(1−𝐷)(𝑉𝑖𝑛−𝑉𝐶𝑑𝑐)

1+𝑛
= 0                                                                  (4) 

Therefore, the voltage across Cdc is obtained as 

𝑉𝐶𝑑𝑐
=

(1+𝑛𝐷)

1−𝐷
𝑉𝑖𝑛                                                                         (5) 

Substituting (5) into (2), the output voltage is given by 

𝐷𝑇 

t 

VO 

(1 − 𝐷)𝑇 

Vgs 

VQ 

iQ 

VD1 

iD1 

VD2 

iD2 

iLm 

t 

t 

t 

t 

t 

t 

t 
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Fig. 3. Key waveforms of the proposed converter in 

continuous conduction mode. 
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𝑉𝑂 =
1+𝑛

1−𝐷
𝑉𝑖𝑛                                                       (6) 

Using (6), the voltage gain of the proposed converter is 

𝐺 =
1+𝑛

1−𝐷
                                                                               (7) 

Hence, it is obvious that the output voltage is a function of the transformer turns ratio (n) or the duty cycle (D). 

The voltage stress across the power switch is obtained by applying KVL in Fig. 2(b) as follows: 

𝑉𝑆 = 𝑉𝑖𝑛 − 𝑉𝐿𝑚(𝑚𝑜𝑑𝑒2)                                                            (8) 

Using (3) and (5), we have 

𝑉𝑆 = 𝑉𝑖𝑛 −
(𝑉𝑖𝑛−𝑉𝐶1)

1+𝑛
=

𝑉𝑖𝑛

1−𝐷
                                                     (9) 

Comparing (6) and (9), it is clear that voltage stress on the power switch is always lower than output voltage for 

any turns ratio. 

The switching loss can be obtained as  

PS = CSfsVS
2 = CSfs(

Vin

1−D
)2                                                     (10) 

Where, Cs is MOSFET drain-source intrinsic capacitor, fs is the switching frequency and Vs is the voltage stress across 

the power switch. From (10), it is obvious that the power loss can be decreased n2 times compared to the conventional 

coupled inductor SEPIC converter. Moreover, the low voltage power MOSFET has lower turn-on resistance that can 

lead to lower conduction losses and consequently gives a  better efficiency.  

Similarly, the RDS,on of the device increases with the blocking voltage capability of the device. Hence, lower voltage 

device as implemented in the circuit has lower RDS,on, which consequently have lower conduction loss.  Hence, with 

the reduction of the voltage stress both switching and conduction losses are reuced. 

Similarly, the voltage stress across D1 and D2 can be obtained by 

𝑉𝐷1 =
𝑛𝑉𝑖𝑛

1−𝐷
                                                                                           (11) 

𝑉𝐷2 = 𝑉𝑂 =
1+𝑛

1−𝐷
𝑉𝑖𝑛                                                                                 (12) 

The current stress of the different components can be determined using the charge balance of the capacitors. 

According to Fig. 2(b), the output capacitor current is equal to the output current in Mode 2. Therefore, 

𝐼𝐶𝑜𝑢𝑡(𝑀𝑜𝑑𝑒 2) = −𝐼𝑂                                                                         (13) 

Similarly, due to the charge balance in Cout, the following equation can be obtained:  

𝐼𝐶𝑜𝑢𝑡(𝑀𝑜𝑑𝑒 1) =
(1−𝐷)𝐼𝑂

𝐷
                                                                   (14) 

The average value of the current in D1 (<ID1>) is equal to output current, i.e. 

< 𝐼𝐷1 >= 𝐼𝑂                                                                     (15) 

Thus, the maximum current in D1 can be determined by  
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𝐼𝐷1 =
𝐼𝑜

𝐷
                                                                                (16) 

Using Fig. 2, the average values of the transformer primary and secondary current are equal to zero. Therefore, the 

average current in D2 (<ID2>) is given by 

< 𝐼𝐷2 >= 𝐼𝑂                                                                   (17) 

The maximum current in D2 is given by 

𝐼𝐷2 =
𝐼𝑜

1−𝐷
.                                                                       (18) 

Moreover, from Fig. 2(a), the average value of the MOSFET current (<IQ>) is given by 

< 𝐼𝑄 >= < 𝐼𝐿𝑚 > −𝑛 < 𝐼𝐷1 >                                                     (19) 

The average value of the magnetizing inductor current is equal to the average input current. Since the average value 

of the transformer primary current is zero, the following equation can be obtained: 

< 𝐼𝑄 >= < 𝐼𝑖𝑛 > −𝑛 𝐼𝑜 ,                                                                (20) 

which results in 

< 𝐼𝑄 >=
1+𝐷𝑛

1−𝐷
𝐼𝑜 .                                                                     (21) 

Therefore, the maximum current in the MOSFET can be calculated by using 

𝐼𝑆 =
1+𝐷𝑛

𝐷(1−𝐷)
𝐼𝑜 .                                                                     (22) 

B. BCM and DCM operations 

The proposed converter goes to boundary conduction mode (BCM) when the magnetizing inductor current drops 

to zero exactly in the next switching cycle. The magnetizing inductance current and voltage in this mode are shown 

in Fig. 4. This phenomenon occurs when the magnetic inductance or switching frequency values are small or the 

converter works under light load conditions. If the inductor current goes to zero before the next switching cycle, the 

converter works in discontinuous conduction mode (DCM). In the following context, the condition under which the 

converter goes to the BCM is derived, and then the voltage gain of the converter under DCM is obtained. From Fig. 

4, the current ripple across the magnetic inductance is given by 

∆𝑖𝐿𝑚 =
𝑉𝑖𝑛𝐷𝑇𝑠

𝐿𝑚
.                                                                        (23) 

Also, the average value of the magnetizing current (<iLm>) is 

< 𝑖𝐿𝑚 > =
∆𝑖𝐿𝑚

2
=

𝑉𝑖𝑛𝐷𝑇𝑠

2𝐿𝑚
.                                                          (24) 

The average current value of the transformer primary and secondary winding is equal to zero due to the series 

capacitor (Cdc) with secondary winding. Thus, applying KCL results in 

< 𝑖𝐿𝑚 > =< 𝑖𝑖𝑛 >,                                                              (25) 
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Fig. 4. Magnetizing inductance voltage and current in BCM. 

 

where,< 𝑖𝑖𝑛 > is the average value of the input current. If all parasitic effects are neglected the input power is equal 

to output power, i.e. 

𝑃𝑜  = 𝑃𝑖𝑛 .                                                                 (26) 

Or in another way 

𝑣𝑖𝑛𝑖𝑖𝑛 = 𝑣𝑜𝑖𝑜                                                                      (27) 

The voltage gain of the converter in the BCM can be obtained using (6). Therefore, substituting (6) and (25) into 

(27) can lead to 

𝑉𝑖𝑛𝐷

2𝐿𝑚𝑓𝑠
=

(1+𝑛)

1−𝐷
𝑖𝑂𝐵 ,                                                               (28) 

where fs is the switching frequency and iOB is the output current under BCM.  

Therefore, the boundary output current can be obtained from 

𝑖𝑂𝐵 =
𝐷(1−𝐷)2𝑉𝑂

2𝐿𝑚𝑓𝑠(1+𝑛)2.                                                        (29) 

Using the above equation, the normalized boundary output current is given by 

𝑖𝑂𝐵
𝑉𝑂

2𝐿𝑚𝑓𝑠

⁄ =
𝐷(1−𝐷)2

(1+𝑛)2 , (30) 

Using (28), the minimum value of the magnetizing inductor that is required in order to operate the converter in 

CCM can be obtained by 

𝐿𝑚 ≥
𝐷(1−𝐷)2𝑉𝑂

2𝑓𝑠𝑖𝑂𝐵(1+𝑛)2 (31) 
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The converter goes to DCM if the magnetizing inductance value is lower than (31) for a certain load. 

The boundary load resistance and its normalized value can also be obtained as in (32) and (33) respectively, where 

𝑅𝑂𝐵 =
2𝐿𝑚𝑓(1+𝑛)2

𝐷(1−𝐷)2 , (32) 

𝑅𝑂𝐵
2𝐿𝑚𝑓𝑠

⁄ =
(1+𝑛)2

𝐷(1−𝐷)2.                                                 (33) 

The normalized output current and the normalized output resistance are plotted in Fig. 5(a) and Fig. 5(b) 

respectively for n=1 and n=2. It is clear that the CCM region can be extended with increasing the coupled inductors 

turn ratio. The maximum value of the boundary output current can be obtained from the derivative of (29), that occurs 

under D=1/3 and gives the maximum value of the boundary output current as 

𝑖𝑂(max) =
𝑉𝑜

54𝐿𝑚𝑓𝑠(1+𝑛)2.                                                              (34) 

 
(a) 

 
(b) 

Fig. 5. Normalized (a) load current and (b) load resistance under n = 1, and n = 2. 

 

There are three regions in DCM. Modes 1 and 2 are similar to Fig. 2(a) and Fig. 2(b) respectively, while Mode 3 is 

shown in Fig. 6. 
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Fig. 6. Mode 3 in Discontinuous Conduction Mode (DCM). 
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vLm 

iLm 

t 

t 

t 

𝑉𝑖𝑛  

𝑉𝑖𝑛 − 𝑉𝑑𝑐

1 + 𝑛  

𝑉𝑖𝑛 𝐷𝑇𝑠

𝐿𝑚
 

𝑉𝑖𝑛 𝐷𝑇𝑠

𝐿𝑚
−

𝑉𝑖𝑛 − 𝑉𝑑𝑐
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(𝑡 − 𝐷𝑇𝑠) 

𝐷𝑇𝑠  𝐷2𝑇𝑠  

 
Fig. 7. Magnetizing inductance voltage and current in DCM. 

 

In this mode, the switch and the two diodes are turned OFF and the magnetizing inductor current fall to zero before 

the next switching cycle. The magnetizing current under DCM is shown in Fig. 7. Hence, the following equations can 

be derived by using Fig. 7. 

𝑖𝑃𝐾 =
𝑉𝑖𝑛𝐷𝑇𝑠

𝐿𝑚
,                                                                             (35) 

< 𝑖𝐿𝑚 > =
𝑖𝑃𝐾(𝐷+𝐷2)

2
=

𝑉𝑖𝑛𝐷(𝐷+𝐷2)

2𝐿𝑚𝑓𝑠
,                                                          (36) 

As shown in Fig. 7, D2𝑇𝑠 is the time taken by the inductor current 𝑖𝐿𝑚 to fall to zero from its peak value (i.e. at the 

end of Vgs ON). 

As discussed before, the average value of the magnetizing inductor current is equal to input current, i.e. 

< 𝑖𝐿𝑚 > =< 𝑖𝑖𝑛 >.                                                                (37) 

Also, the output power is equal to the input power if all parasitic effects are neglected i.e. 

𝑃𝑖𝑛 = 𝑃𝑂 ⇒
𝑉𝑖𝑛

2 𝐷(𝐷+𝐷2)

2𝐿𝑚𝑓𝑠
=

𝑉𝑂
2

𝑅
.     (38) 

Due to the voltage-second balance of the magnetizing inductance, the following relation can be obtained: 

𝐷𝑉𝑖𝑛 +
𝐷2(𝑉𝑖𝑛−𝑉𝐶𝑑𝑐)

1+𝑛
= 0. (39) 

Substituting (2) into (39) leads to 

𝐷2 =
𝐷(𝑛+1)𝑉𝑖𝑛

𝑉𝑂−(𝑛+1)𝑉𝑖𝑛
.                                                   (40) 

The relationship between D and the voltage gain of the converter during the DCM can eventually be derived by 

substituting (40) into (38) as follows: 

𝐷 = √2𝜏𝑀𝐷𝐶𝑀(𝑀𝐷𝐶𝑀 − (𝑛 + 1)),                                                          (41)  
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Fig. 8. Voltage gain versus duty ratio at DCM operation under various  𝜏𝐿 values and n = 4. 

 

where the normalized input time constant 𝜏𝐿 is given by  

𝜏𝐿 =
𝐿

𝑅𝑇𝑠
=

𝐿𝑓𝑠

𝑅
,                                                                        (42) 

Where fs is the switching frequency and R is the equivalent load resistance. Curves illustrating (41) are shown in 

Fig. 8 for different 𝜏𝐿 values during the DCM operation. From (41), it is quite obvious that the voltage gain is load 

dependent during the DCM. Finally, the DCM is not recommended in general. 

C. Design guidelines 

The component values in the proposed converter can be determined considering the following specifications: 

1) input voltage varies between 30 V and 50 V and its nominal value is 40 V; 

2) output voltage is fixed to 400 V; 

3) switching frequency is set to be 100 KHz; 

4) nominal output power equals 400 W, corresponding to IO=1 A; 

5) converter works in CCM; 

6) voltage stress on power switch should be lower than 150 V, which is the rated value of the selected MOSFET; 

and 

7) Voltage ripple across the capacitors should be lower than 1% of their nominal values. 

Using (11), the voltage stress across the switch can be determined as 

VS =
V0

1+n
                                                                              (43) 

Using (43), in order to restrict the voltage stress across the switch to 80 V, n should be equal to or higher than 

4.Therefore, in the experimental prototype n=4 is selected 

The minimum and maximum value of the duty cycle is determined using (7) 

Dmin = 1 −
(1+n)Vinmax

VO
= 1 −

5×50

400
= 0.375                                             (44) 
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Dmax = 1 −
(1+n)Vinmin

VO
= 1 −

5×30

400
= 0.625                                          (45) 

Also, the nominal value of the duty cycle is determined as D=0.5 

Using (31), in order to maintain the converter operates in CCM in half load (IO=0.5 A) and maximum input voltage, 

the minimum value of the magnetizing inductance can be determined as  

Lm(min) ≥
0.375×(1−0.375)2×400

2×100×103×25×0.5
= 23.43 𝜇𝐻                                       (46) 

Finally, a coupled inductor with n=4 and  Lm = 39 𝜇𝐻 is utilized in the experimental prototype. 

Moreover, the maximum value of the voltage across D1, obtained from (11) is 

VD1 =
nVin(max)

1−D
=

4×40

1−0.5
= 320 V.                                                  (47) 

The voltage stress on D2 is equal to the output voltage that is 400 V. 

The output capacitor current is equal to the output current in Mode 2. Therefore, the voltage ripple across this 

capacitor can be determined as 

ΔVCout =
(1−D)IO

Coutf
                                                                 (48) 

Therefore,           Cout(min) =
(1−Dmax)IO

fΔVCout
=

(1−0.55)×1

100×103×4
= 1.125 μF                                      (49) 

As a result, a 1 μF ceramic capacitor is selected in the experimental prototype. At nominal input voltage, the output 

voltage ripple is slightly higher than 1% of the output voltage value. However, the output voltage ripple can be lower 

with increasing the size of output capacitor.  

Cdc current is equal to the D1 current during Mode 1. This capacitor is discharged in Mode 1 and its voltage is 

decreased. Therefore, the voltage ripple is 

ΔVCdc =
DI𝐷1

Cdcf
                                                              (50) 

Substituting (16) into (50) gives  

ΔVCout =
𝐼𝑂

C𝑑𝑐f
                                                              (51) 

That determines the minimum value of Cdc as 

Cdc(min) ≥
IO

fΔVCdc(min)
=

1

100×103×2.4
= 4.17 μF                                       (52) 

A 4.4 μF, 400 V ceramic capacitor is used in the experimental prototype. 

Using (16) and (18) the maximum current stress on D1 and D2 can be obtained by 

𝐼𝐷1𝑚𝑎𝑥
=

𝐼𝑜

𝐷𝑚𝑖𝑛
=

1

0.375
= 2.66 𝐴                                                            (53) 

 𝐼𝐷2𝑚𝑎𝑥
=

𝐼𝑜

1−𝐷𝑚𝑖𝑛
=

1

1−0.6255
= 2.66 𝐴.                                                    (54) 

As a result, power diode C3D03060 with a DC blocking voltage 600 V and continuous forward current at11 A at 



2168-6777 (c) 2018 IEEE. Personal use is permitted, but republication/redistribution requires IEEE permission. See http://www.ieee.org/publications_standards/publications/rights/index.html for more information.

This article has been accepted for publication in a future issue of this journal, but has not been fully edited. Content may change prior to final publication. Citation information: DOI 10.1109/JESTPE.2018.2859425, IEEE
Journal of Emerging and Selected Topics in Power Electronics

TC=250C is selected for D1 and D2. 

The maximum current stress on the power switch can be obtained using (21) 

𝐼𝑄𝑚𝑎𝑥
=

(1+𝑛𝐷𝑚𝑎𝑥)𝐼𝑜

𝐷𝑚𝑎𝑥(1−𝐷𝑚𝑎𝑥)
=

(1+4×0.625)×1

0.625×(1−0.6255)
= 14.93 𝐴.                                      (55) 

Therefore, a power MOSFET IRFB4321PBF with VDS =150 V and ID = 85 A is selected. 

III. COMPARISON WITH CONVENTIONAL TOPOLOGIES 

A. Comparison with conventional SEPIC converter 

In this section, the proposed converter is compared with conventional coupled inductor SEPIC converter. The 

voltage gain in the proposed converter is higher for any duty cycle by adding only one diode. With higher voltage 

gain, the switch voltage stress in the proposed converter is lower than the conventional SEPIC converter when n>1. 

In order to achieve a high voltage gain, usually n is more than one, which helps to choose a low voltage and low            

RDS, ON MOSFETs. This can lead to lower conduction and switching loss and thereby the efficiency can be improved. 

Another feature of the proposed converter is that the current on the primary and secondary winding, power switch, 

intermediate capacitor (Cdc in compare with Cac) is always lower than the conventional SEPIC converter when n ≥ 1.  

Table I compares the proposed Quasi-SEPIC converter with its conventional counterpart. 

TABLE I.  

COMPARISON OF THE PROPOSED CONVERTER FEATURES WITH CONVENTIONAL ISOLATED SEPIC CONVERTER 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Parameters SEPIC (Fig. 1(a)) Proposed quasi-SEPIC (Fig. 1(b)) 

Voltage gain expression [
𝑉𝑂

𝑉𝑖𝑛
] 𝑛𝐷

1 − 𝐷
 

1 + 𝑛

1 − 𝐷
 

Total no. of components 

(including 𝐶𝑖𝑛 and 𝐶𝑜𝑢𝑡 ) 

6 7 

No. of switch 1 1 

No. of diode 1 2 

No. of capacitor 3 3 

No. of coupled inductor 1 1 

Voltage stress on switch Q 𝑛

1 − 𝐷
𝑉𝑖𝑛 

𝑉𝑖𝑛

1 − 𝐷
 

Current stress on switchQ 𝑛𝐷𝐼𝑂

𝐷(1 − 𝐷)
 

(𝑛 + 𝐷)𝐼𝑂

𝐷(1 − 𝐷)
 

Voltage Stress on 

diode 

𝐷1 𝑛

1 − 𝐷
𝑉𝑖𝑛 

𝑛

1 − 𝐷
𝑉𝑖𝑛 

𝐷2  

NA 

1 + 𝑛

1 − 𝐷
𝑉𝑖𝑛 

Voltage stress on 

capacitor 

𝐶𝑎𝑐 𝑛𝑉𝑖𝑛 NA 

𝐶𝑑𝑐 NA 1 + 𝑛𝐷

1 − 𝐷
𝑉𝑖𝑛 

 

 

Current stress on 

winding 

𝑖𝑁1 Mode 1: 
−𝑛(𝑛+1)𝐼𝑂

𝐷
 

Mode 2: 
(𝑛+1)𝐼𝑂

1−𝐷
 

Mode 1: 
𝑛𝐼𝑂

𝐷
 

Mode 2: 
𝑛𝐼𝑂

1−𝐷
 

𝑖𝑁2 Mode 1: 
−(𝑛+1)𝐼𝑂

𝐷
 

Mode 2: 
(𝑛+1)𝐼𝑂

𝑛(1−𝐷)
 

Mode 1: 
𝐼𝑂

𝐷
 

Mode 2: 
𝐼𝑂

1−𝐷
 

 

 

 

Current stress on 

capacitor 

𝐶𝑎𝑐 Mode 1: 
−(𝑛+1)𝐼𝑂

𝐷
 

Mode 2: 
(𝑛+1)𝐼𝑂

1−𝐷
 

 

 

NA 

𝐶𝑑𝑐  

NA 
Mode 1: 

𝐼𝑂

𝐷
 

Mode 2: 
𝐼𝑂

1−𝐷
 

Current stress on 

diode 

𝐷1 𝐼𝑂

1 − 𝐷
 

𝐼𝑂

𝐷
 

𝐷2  

NA 

𝐼𝑂

1 − 𝐷
 

Note: NA is not applicable. 
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B. Comparison with other converter with similar voltage gain 

Higher boost converter topologies are also available in the literature using multi-stage and/or voltage multiplier cells 

or using multiple winding coupled inductors. However, for a fair comparison, only topologies with one two-winding 

coupled inductor type converter with one active switching device and similar voltage stress are considered for 

comparison. Hence quadratic boost type and topologies with two or more than two switches are excluded from the 

comparison along with three winding coupled inductor topologies. Table II compares the proposed converter with 

other two winding coupled inductor converters.    

Topologies presented in [32]-[34] produce the same voltage gain as of the proposed topology; however the number 

of capacitors and diodes are higher than the proposed topology. With two magnetic elements in [35]-[37], these 

converters require more space whilst their voltage gains are significantly lower. Similarly, the voltage gain for the 

topology presented in [38] and [39] are higher than the proposed converter; however, the number of components is 

higher than the proposed topology. These two topologies are considered to be compared fair with the extended circuit 

of the proposed topology and hence will be discussed in Section IV. Fig. 9 compares the voltage gain of the proposed 

converter and the presented converters in [32]-[39]. 

TABLE II 

COMPARISON OF THE PROPOSED CONVERTER WITH DIFFERENT TWO WINDING COUPLED INDUCTOR BASED SINGLE SWITCH HIGH VOLTAGE DC-DC 

CONVERTERS. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Fig. 9. Comparison of voltage gain of the proposed converter with different two-winding inductor based high boost single switch-switch dc-dc 

converter in CCM (n = 2). 

Ref. Voltage Gain 

(𝑮𝒗 =
𝑽𝑶

𝑽𝒅𝒄
) 

Voltage Stress on 
Switch 

No. of components 

Coupled-
inductor 

L D C* S/W 

Proposed 
Converter 

1 + 𝑛

1 − 𝐷
 

𝑉𝑑𝑐 (1 − 𝐷)⁄  1 0 2 3 1 

Converter in [32] 1 + n

1 − D
 

𝑉𝑑𝑐 (1 − 𝐷)⁄  1 1 2 4 1 

Converter in [33] 1 + n

1 − D
 

𝑉𝑑𝑐 (1 − 𝐷)⁄  1 1 4 5 1 

Converter in [34] 1 + n

1 − D
 

𝑉𝑑𝑐 (1 − 𝐷)⁄  1 0 3 4 1 

Converter in [35] 
and [36] 

𝐷(1 + n)

1 − D
 

𝑉𝑑𝑐 (1 − 𝐷)⁄  1 1 2 2 1 

Converter in [37] 1 + nD

1 − 𝐷
 

𝑉𝑑𝑐 (1 − 𝐷)⁄  1 1 2 3 1 

Converter in [38], 
And[39] 

1 + n + nD

1 − D
 

𝑉𝑑𝑐 (1 − 𝐷)⁄  1 0 4 5 1 

*Including input and output capacitor 
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IV. DERIVATIVE CONVERTER WITH HIGHER VOLTAGE GAIN   

 

The voltage gain of the proposed converter can be raised further by adding one diode and one capacitor to its structure 

as shown in Fig. 10. The output capacitor Co is split into two capacitors (Co1 & Co2) and D3 is inserted between the 

negative terminal of the load and the secondary winding of the transformer. In CCM as shown in Fig. 11, there are two 

modes in one switching cycle. When the power switch is turned ON, the diode D1 becomes forward biased while diodes 

D2 and D3 become reverse biased. When the power switch is turned OFF, the diode D1 is turned OFF while D2 and D3 

are ON. Similar analysis can be made for this extended gain converter as well.  

Cin

Q
PWM

Cdc

D1

Co1

Vout

Vin

D2

N1 N2

1:n

Extension of the proposed coupled-inductor quasi-SEPIC

Co2

RL

+

_
D3

 
Fig. 10. Derivative circuit of quasi-SEPIC for higher voltage gain. 

 

Appling the voltage-second balance principle on the magnetizing inductance leads to  

𝐷𝑉𝑖𝑛 + (1 − 𝐷)
𝑉𝑖𝑛−𝑉𝐶𝑑𝑐

1+𝑛
= 0                                                              (56) 

That results in 

𝑉𝐶𝑑𝑐 =
1+𝑛𝐷

1−𝐷
                                                                            (57) 

Using KVL in Mode 1 

𝑉𝐶𝑜1 = 𝑉𝐶𝑑𝑐 + 𝑛𝑉𝑖𝑛 =
1+𝑛

1−𝐷
𝑉𝑖𝑛                                                       (58) 

Also, the voltage across VCo2 can be obtained using KVL in Mode 2 

𝑉𝐶𝑜2 =
𝐷𝑛

1−𝐷
                                                                       (59) 

Therefore, the output voltage can be obtained using (58) - (59) 

𝑉𝑜 = 𝑉𝐶𝑜1 + 𝑉𝐶𝑜2 =
1+𝑛+𝑛𝐷

1−𝐷
𝑉𝑖𝑛                                                      (60) 

The voltage stress across the power switch and diodes can be expressed as given in the following equations 

𝑉𝐷1 =
𝑛𝑉𝑖𝑛

1−𝐷
                                                                   (61) 

𝑉𝐷2 =
(1+𝑛)𝑉𝑖𝑛

1−𝐷
                                                              (62) 

𝑉𝐷3 =
𝑛𝑉𝑖𝑛

1−𝐷
                                                                   (63) 

𝑉𝑠 =
𝑉𝑖𝑛

1−𝐷
.                                                                    (64) 
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Comparing (61) – (64) with the output voltage, it is clear that the voltage stress on all semiconductor devices is lower 

than the output voltage. Particularly, although the voltage gain can be raised compared with the elementary converter 

proposed in Fig. 1, the voltage stress on the switch remains unchanged. Therefore, the power switch with low ON 

resistance (RDS,ON) can be utilized that can lead to lower conduction loss and higher efficiency. 

From the voltage gain view-point, the derivative of the proposed converter has equal voltage gain with converters that 

have been presented in [38]-[39]. However, there are fewer components in the proposed converter in Fig.10. Refer to 

Table II, there are five capacitors and four diodes in the presented converters in [38]-[39], while there are four 

capacitors and three diodes in the proposed extension of the converter shown in Fig. 11. 
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Fig. 11. Equivalent circuits during one switching cycle (a) Mode 1 (QON), and (b) Mode 2 (QOFF). 

 

V. SIMULATION AND EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS 

 

Simulations were carried out in Matlab-Simulink with PLECS toolboxes included to verify the performance of the 

proposed converter. The converter was simulated with 𝑁 = 4,  (𝑁1: 𝑁2 = 1: 4), 𝐷 = 0.5 and 𝑓𝑠 = 100 𝑘𝐻𝑧.  With 

these conditions, the output voltage is boosted to VO = 398 V using a  Vdc = 40 𝑉, which is consistent with (6) as 

shown in the sisth trace of Fig. 12 (a). The drain source voltage of the switch are around 80 V as shown in the first 

trace of Fig. 12 (b), which helps to select a low voltage and a low RDS-on switch.  Other simulated waveforms are also 

noted to be in agreement with the theoretical values derived in Section-II. The performances expected from the 

converter are thus verified in simulations. 

In order to verify the functionality and validate the reported analysis, a 400 W prototype of the proposed quasi-SEPIC 

converter (Fig. 1(b)) is implemented as shown in Fig. 13. This prototype is designed to achieve a voltage gain of 10 
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from a dc input voltage (𝑉𝑖𝑛) of 40 V, i.e. the output voltage (𝑉𝑜𝑢𝑡) is set to be 400 V. Hence, for the selected value of 

𝑛 = 4, the duty cycle (𝐷) is set to be 50 %. The parameters of this prototype are as listed in Table III, where these 

parameters are designed as explained before. 

Input dc voltage (Vin)

Input current (iin) & current through the primary winding (iN1)

Voltage across the primary winding (vN1)

Voltage across the secondary winding (vN2)

Current through the secondary winding (iN2)

Output voltage (VO)

0.1 µs/div 0.1 µs/div

Voltage across the switch (vs)

Current through the switch (is)

Voltage across the Diode D1 (vD1)

Current through the Diode D1 (iD1)

Voltage across the Diode D2 (vD2)

Current through the Diode D2 (vD2)

 
(a)                                                                                              (b) 

   Fig. 12. Simulated waveforms of the proposed converter at  𝑁 = 4,  𝐷 = 0.5, 𝑉𝑖𝑛 = 40 V and 𝑓𝑠 = 100 𝑘𝐻𝑧 at full load: (a) input-output voltage 

and coupled inductor winding voltage/current waveforms, and (b) semiconductor voltage and current waveforms. 

 

The steady-state open-loop experimental results of this prototype are shown in Fig. 14, in which Fig. 14(a) shows the 

output voltage (𝑣𝑜𝑢𝑡), the voltage across 𝐶𝑑𝑐 (𝑣𝐶𝑑𝑐
), and the voltage across the switch (𝑣𝑠), while Fig. 14(b) shows the 

input current (𝑖𝑖𝑛) and the switch current (𝑖𝑄) with 𝑣𝑠. Then, Fig. 14(c) shows the coupled inductors primary and 

secondary side voltages (𝑣𝑝𝑟 and 𝑣𝑠𝑟  respectively) with 𝑣𝑠. Note that an output voltage of 385 V has been achieved at 

full-load under open-loop condition due to the voltage drop in the parasitic resistances and the non-ideal coupled 

inductors. 

It is worth to note that this prototype utilizes an RCD snubber across the primary side in order to mitigate the effect 

of the leakage inductance of the coupled inductors and prevent the switch from any voltage spikes. In order to 

emphasize the importance of this snubber, Fig. 15 shows the voltage across the switch (𝑣𝑠) without and with the RCD 

snubber at full-load. Fig. 15(a) shows 𝑣𝑠 without the RCD snubber and the peak voltage of the spike is lower than the 

rated voltage of the switch, i.e. smaller that 150 V. Meanwhile, Fig. 15(b) shows 𝑣𝑠 with the RCD snubber and the 

voltage is effectively clamped. Note that the coupled inductors have been implemented with an interleaved design in 

order to minimize the leakage inductance, minimize the snubber circuit requirements, and improve the efficiency as 

a consequence. 

Finally, the efficiency of the proposed converter has been measured using KinetiQ PPA5530 power analyzer, and the 

obtained results are as shown in Fig. 16(a). This figure shows that a maximum efficiency of 96.2 % has been obtained. 
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As shown in Fig. 16(b), the I2R losses in the switch and the snubber accounts the major losses in the converter. This 

is as expected from the converter, as the current in the primary winding and hence the current in the switch is 

proportional to the voltage gain of the converter (55). However, the reduction of voltage stress on the switch helps to 

select a lower voltage and lower RDS,on switch with lower conduction loss. These different results verify the prior 

introduced analysis and discussions, and confirm the functionality of the proposed converter. 

TABLE III 

PARAMETERS OF THE 400 W QUASI-SEPIC CONVERTER PROTOTYPE 
 

𝑉𝑖𝑛 40 V 𝑉𝑜𝑢𝑡 400 V 

𝑛 4 𝐷 50 % 

𝐶𝑑𝑐 4.4 𝜇𝐹 𝐶𝑜𝑢𝑡 1 𝜇𝐹 

𝑓𝑠 100 kHz 𝐿𝑚 39 𝜇𝐻 

 

 

Fig. 13. A 400 W quasi-SEPIC converter prototype. Note that the converter diodes (𝐷1 and 𝐷2) are on the bottom of the PCB. 

 

  
(a) (b) 

 
 

 
(c) 

Fig. 14. Obtained steady-state experimental results of the 400 W quasi-SEPIC converter at full-load. (a) Output voltage (𝑣𝑜𝑢𝑡), voltage 

across 𝐶𝑑𝑐 (𝑣𝐶𝑑𝑐
), and voltage across the switch (𝑣𝑠); (b) input current (𝑖𝑖𝑛), switch current (𝑖𝑠), and voltage across the switch (𝑣𝑠); and (c) 

coupled inductors primary side voltage (𝑣𝑝𝑟), coupled inductors secondary side voltage (𝑣𝑠𝑟), and voltage across the switch (𝑣𝑠). 
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(a) 

 
(b) 

Fig. 15. Experimental results of the 400 W quasi-SEPIC converter switch voltage (𝑣𝑠) at full-load, where (a) shows 𝑣𝑠 without the RCD 

snubber, while (b) shows 𝑣𝑠 with the RCD snubber. 

 

  
(a)                                                                               (b) 

Fig. 16. (a) Measured efficiency of the 400 W quasi-SEPIC converter at a voltage gain of 10 (Vin = 40 V), and (b) major power loss 

distribution at full load. 
 

VI. CONCLUSION 

An efficient and high voltage gain modified coupled-inductor SEPIC dc-dc converter has been introduced in this 

paper with detailed theoretical explanations. Additionally, steady-state analysis and mathematical derivations of the 

proposed converter has been shown sequentially. Compared to equivalent topologies with similar voltage gain 

expression, the proposed topology uses lower component-counts to achieve the same or even higher voltage gain. 

This helps to design a very compact and light-weight converter with higher power density and reliability. The voltage 

stress on the switch is minimal, which helps the designer to use a low voltage and RDS-on MOSFET, resulting in a 

reduction in cost, conduction losses and turn ON losses of the switch. Simulation and experimental results have 

verified these features in addition to practicality of the proposed converter for various power applications. 

The measured efficiency of the converter over a wide range of load is above 95% with a peak efficiency of 

96% at a voltage gain of 10, which is comparatively higher than the conventional converter having similar voltage 

gains and power levels. These demonstrated performances clearly show the proposed topology as a competitive 

alternative for a practical application where a high voltage gain is demanded, such as for a fuel cells, PV and high 

voltage Light Emitting Diode (LED) lamps. 



2168-6777 (c) 2018 IEEE. Personal use is permitted, but republication/redistribution requires IEEE permission. See http://www.ieee.org/publications_standards/publications/rights/index.html for more information.

This article has been accepted for publication in a future issue of this journal, but has not been fully edited. Content may change prior to final publication. Citation information: DOI 10.1109/JESTPE.2018.2859425, IEEE
Journal of Emerging and Selected Topics in Power Electronics

REFERENCES 
 

[1] F. Blaabjerg, Z. Chen, and S.B. Kjaer, "Power electronics as efficient interface in dispersed power generation systems," IEEE Trans. 

Power Electron., vol. 19, no. 5, pp. 1184-1194, Sep. 2004. 

[2] A. A. Fardoun and E. H.Esmail, "Ultra step up DC-DC converter with reduced switch stress," IEEE Trans. Ind. App., vol.46, no.5, pp 

2025-2034, Sep./ Oct. 2010. 

[3] H. Dong, X. Xie, L. Jiang, Z. Jin and X. Zhao, "An Electrolytic Capacitor-Less High Power Factor LED Driver Based on a “One-and-a-

Half Stage” Forward-Flyback Topology," IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 33, no. 2, pp. 1572-1584, Feb. 2018. 

[4] P. Davari, F. Zare, A. Ghosh and H. Akiyama, "High-Voltage Modular Power Supply Using Parallel and Series Configurations of Flyback 

Converter for Pulsed Power Applications," IEEE Trans. Plasma Sci., vol. 40, no. 10, pp. 2578-2587, Oct. 2012. 

[5] L. Schrittwieser, J. W. Kolar and T. B. Soeiro, "99% efficient three-phase buck-type SiC MOSFET PFC rectifier minimizing life cycle 

cost in DC data centers," in Proc. of  IEEE Int. Telecom. Energy Conf. (INTELEC), Austin, TX, 2016, pp. 1-8. 

[6] S. Peyghami, P. Davari, H. Mokhtari, P. C. Loh and F. Blaabjerg, "Synchronverter-Enabled DC Power Sharing Approach for LVDC 

Microgrids," IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 32, no. 10, pp. 8089-8099, Oct. 2017. 

[7] B. Axelrod, Y, Berkovich and A. Ionovici, "Switched capacitor/switched inductor structures for getting transformer less hybrid dc/dc 

PWM converter," IEEE Trans. Circuits Syst. I, Reg. Papers, vol.55, no.2, pp 687-696, Mar. 2008. 

[8] R. W. Erickson and D. Maksimovic, Fundamentals of Power Electronics, 2nd ed. New York, NY, USA: Springer, 2001. 

[9] P. Thummala, D. Maksimovic, Z. Zhang and M. A. E. Andersen, "Digital Control of a High-Voltage (2.5 kV) Bidirectional DC--DC 

Flyback Converter for Driving a Capacitive Incremental Actuator," IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 31, no. 12, pp. 8500-8516, Dec. 

2016. 

[10] Y. Tang, D. Fu, T. Wang and Z. Xu, "Hybrid switched-inductor converters for high step-up conversion," IEEE Trans. Ind. Electron., vol. 

62, no. 3, pp. 1480-1490, May 2015. 

[11] C. Li, and H. Wang,"Coupled inductor based ZVS high step-up DC/DC converter in photovoltaic applications," in Proc. of IEEE APEC, 

pp. 1298-1303, Mar. 2017. 

[12] Y. P. Siwakoti, F. Blaabjerg, and P. C. Loh,"Ultra-step-up DC-DC converter with integrated autotransformer and coupled inductor," in 

Proc. of IEEEAPEC, pp. 1872-1877, Mar. 2016. 

[13] Y. Tang, T. Wang and D. Fu, "Multi cell switched-inductor/switched-capacitor combined active network converters," IEEE Trans., Power 

Electron., vol. 30, no. 4, pp 2063-2072, Apr. 2015. 

[14] N. Tohid, H. H. Seyed, B. Ebrahim, and E. Jaber, "Generalised transformerless ultra step-up DC–DC converter with reduced voltage stress 

on semiconductors," IET Power. Electron, vol. 7, no. 11, pp. 2791 – 2805, Nov. 2014. 

[15] S. M. Salehi, S. M. Dehghan, and S. Hasanzadeh, "Ultra step-up DC-DC converter based on three windings coupled inductor," in Proc. 

of IEEEPEDSTC, pp. 171-176, Feb. 2016.  

[16] H. E. Mohamed, and A. A. Fardoun, "High gain DC-DC converter for PV applications," in Proc. of IEEE MWSCAS, pp. 1-4, Oct. 2016. 

[17] A. M. S. S. Andrade, H. L. Hey, L. Schuch and M. L. da Silva Martins, "Comparative Evaluation of Single Switch High-Voltage Step-Up 

Topologies Based on Boost and Zeta PWM Cells," IEEE. Trans. Ind. Electron., vol. 65, no. 3, pp. 2322-2334, Mar. 2018. 

[18] R. Loera-Palomo and J. A.Morales-Saldana, "Family of quadratic step-updc–dc converters based on non-cascading structures," IET Power 

Electron., vol. 8, no. 5, pp. 793–801, May 2015. 

[19] M. G. Bottarelli, I. Barbi, and Y. R. de Novaes, "Three-level quadratic non-insulated basic dc-dc converters," in Proc. of European Conf. 

Power Electron. Appl., pp. 1–10, Sep. 2007. 

[20] M. Prudente, L. L. Pfitscher, G. Emmendoerfer, E. F. Romaneli, and R. Gules," Voltage   multiplier cells applied to non-isolated dc-dc 

converters," IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 23, no. 2, pp. 871–887, Mar. 2008. 

[21] J. C. Rocas-Caro, J, M, Ramirez, F. Z. Peng and A. Valderrabano, "A DC-DC multilevel boost converter," IET Power Electron., vol. 3, 

no. 1, pp. 129-137, Jan. 2010. 

[22] F. Z. Peng, "Z-source inverter," IEEE  Trans. Ind. Applicat., vol. 39,no. 2, pp.504-510, Mar./Apr. 2003. 

[23] V. P. Galigekere and M. K. Kazimierczuk, "Analysis of PWM Z-source dc-dc converter in CCM for steady state," IEEE Trans. on Circuits 

and Systems I: Reg. Papers, vol. 59, no. 4, pp. 854–863, Apr. 2012. 

[24] M. Zhu, K.Yu and F.L.Luo, "Switched inductor Z-source inverter," IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 25, no.8, pp. 2150-2158, Aug. 

2010. 

[25] C. Jayampahi. F. L. Luo, H. B. Gooi, P. L. So and L. K. Siow, "Extended boost Z source inverter," IEEE Trans. Power. Electron., vol. 

26. no.10, pp. 2642-2652, Oct. 2010. 

[26] M. Nguyen, Y. Lim and G. B. Cho, "Switched inductor Quasi Z source inverter," IEEE Trans. Power. Electron., vol. 26. no.8, pp. 2183-

3191, Dec. 2011. 



2168-6777 (c) 2018 IEEE. Personal use is permitted, but republication/redistribution requires IEEE permission. See http://www.ieee.org/publications_standards/publications/rights/index.html for more information.

This article has been accepted for publication in a future issue of this journal, but has not been fully edited. Content may change prior to final publication. Citation information: DOI 10.1109/JESTPE.2018.2859425, IEEE
Journal of Emerging and Selected Topics in Power Electronics

[27] H. Fathi and H. Maddai, "Enhanced boost Z source inverters with switched Z impedance," IEEE Trans. Ind. Electron., vol. 63. no.2, pp. 

691-703, Feb. 2016. 

[28] V. Jagan, J. Kotturru and S. Das, "Enhanced-boost quasi-Z-source inverters with two switched impedance network," IEEE Trans. Ind. 

Electron., vol. 64. no.9, pp. 6885-6897, Sep. 2017. 

[29] G. Zhang, H. H. C. Iu. B. Zhang, Z. Li, T. Fernando, S. Z. Chen and Y. Zhang, "An impedance network boost converter with a high 

voltage gain," IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 32, no. 9, pp. 6661–6665, Sep. 2017. 

[30] L. S. Yang, T. J. Liang, H. C. Lee, and J. F. Chen, "Novel high step-up DCDC converter with coupled-inductor and voltage-doubler 

circuits," IEEE Trans. Ind. Electron., vol. 58, no. 9, pp. 4196–4206, Sep. 2011. 

[31] Y. P. Hsieh, J. F. Chen, T. J. Liang, and L. S. Yang, "Novel high step-up dc-dc converter for distributed generation system," IEEE Trans. 

Ind .Electron., vol. 60, no. 4, pp. 1473–1481, Apr. 2013. 

[32] J. Yao, A. Abramovitz and K. M. Smedley, "Analysis and Design of Charge Pump-Assisted High Step-Up Tapped Inductor SEPIC 

Converter With an “Inductorless” Regenerative Snubber," IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 30, no. 10, pp. 5565-5579, Oct. 2015. 

[33] R. J. Wai and K. H. Jheng, "High-Efficiency Single-Input Multiple-Output DC-DC Converter," IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 28, no. 

2, pp. 886-898, Feb. 2013. 

[34] S. M. Chen, T. J. Liang, L. S. Yang and J. F. Chen, "A Safety Enhanced, High Step-Up DC-DC Converter for AC Photovoltaic Module 

Application," IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 27, no. 4, pp. 1809-1817, Apr. 2012. 

[35] Q. Zhao and F. C. Lee, "High-Efficiency, High Step-Up DC-DC Converters," IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 18, no. 1, pp. 65-73, Jan. 

2003. 

[36] B. Axelrod, Y. Berkovich, S. Tapuchi, and A. Ioinovici, "Steep conversion ratio Cuk, Zeta, and Sepic converters based on a switched 

coupled-inductor cell," in Proc. of  IEEE Power Electron. Specialists Conf. (PESC) 2008, Rhodes, pp. 3009-3014, Jun. 2008.  

[37] K. B. Park, G. W. Moon, and M. J. Youn, "Non isolated high step-up boost converter integrated with SEPIC converter," IEEE Trans. 

Power Electron., vol. 25, no. 9, pp. 2266-2275, Sep. 2010. 

[38] Y. P. Hsieh, J. F. Chen, T. J. Liang and L. S. Yang, "Novel High Step-Up DC-DC Converter for Distributed Generation System," IEEE 

Trans. Ind. Electron., vol. 60, no. 4, pp. 1473-1481, Apr. 2013. 

[39] T. J. Liang, S. M. Chen, L. S. Yang, J. F. Chen, and A. Ioinovici, "Ultra large gain step-up switched-capacitor DC-DC converter with 

coupled inductor for alternative sources of energy," IEEE Trans. Circuits and Systems I, vol. 59, no. 4, pp. 864-874, Apr. 2012. 

[40] Y. P. Siwakoti, F. Blaabjerg and P. C. Loh, "High step-up trans-inverse (TX-1) DC-DC converter for the distributed generation system," 

IEEE Trans. Ind. Electron., vol. 63, no. 7, pp. 4278-4291, Jul. 2016 

[41]  B. Williams, "Unified Synthesis of Tapped-Inductor DC-DC Converter," IEEE Trans. Power. Electron., vol. 29, no. 10, pp. 5370-5383, 

Oct. 2014. 

[42]  A. Abramovitz, J. Yao and K. Smedley ,"Unified Modeling of PWM Converters With Regular or Tapped Inductors Using TIS-SFG 

Approach," IEEE Trans. Power. Electron., vol. 31, no. 7, pp. 1702-1716, Feb. 2016. 

[43]  S. S. Dehkordi, J. Milimonfared, M. Taheri and H. Moradisizkoohi, "Unified Modeling of PWM Converters With Regular or Tapped 

Inductors Using TIS-SFG Approach," IEEE Trans. Power. Electron., vol. 32, no. 7, pp. 353-362, Jan. 2017. 

[44]  P. Xuewei and A. K. Rathore, "Novel Interleaved Bidirectional Snubberless Soft-Switching Current-Fed Full-Bridge Voltage Doubler 

for Fuel-Cell Vehicles," IEEE Trans. Power. Electron., vol. 28, no. 12, pp. 5535-5546, Dec. 2013. 

[45] U. R. Prasanna and A. K. Rathore, "Analysis, Design and Experimental Results of a Novel Soft-Switching Snubberless Current-Fed Half-

Bridge Front-End Converter-Based PV Inverter," IEEE Trans. Power. Electron., vol. 28, no. 7, pp. 3219-3230, Oct. 2013. 

[46] Y. P. Siwakoti, M. Soltani, F. Blaabjerg and A. Mostaan, "A novel quasi-SEPIC high-voltage boost DC-DC converter," in Proc. of 2017 

IEEE Applied Power Electronics Conference and Exposition (APEC), Tampa, FL, 2017, pp. 2213-2216. 

 


