
Design of Multi-Output DC-DC Converter for Electric Vehicle Application 

 

ABSTRACT 

Multiport converters are essential in a range of applications, including portable electronic 

devices and electric vehicles (EVs). Numerous configurations of single-input multi-output 

(SIMO) converters have been explored in existing literature. However, these SIMO 

converters often face limitations such as constraints on duty cycle and inductor charging, as 

well as issues with cross-regulation. This work introduces a novel SIMO topology designed 

to overcome these limitations. The innovative design generates three distinct output voltages 

without imposing constraints on duty cycle or inductor currents, providing greater operational 

flexibility. Additionally, the design ensures effective isolation of loads during control, 

enhancing overall system performance and reliability. 

1. INTRODUCTION 

In the past decade, there has been a growing demand for renewable energy sources in 

applications such as electric vehicles (EVs), auxiliary power, and grid-connected systems. 

Multiport DC-DC converters are crucial in these applications as they hybridize energy 

sources, reducing the number of components, system complexity, and overall cost compared 

to using multiple separate single-input DC-DC converters [1-3]. 

Several Multiport Converter (MPC) designs have been introduced over the past decade. A 

notable SIMO converter proposed generates boost, buck, and inverted outputs 

simultaneously; each controlled independently [4]. However, this design requires n + 2 

switches to produce 'n' voltage levels, increasing the converter's size and cost. Issues in 

calculating state-space equations and output voltages for the SIMO converter] were addressed 

and rectified [5]. 

A single coupled inductor-based SIMO buck converter offers less output inductor current 

ripple compared to single inductor SIMO converters [6]. Nayak and Nath provided a detailed 
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comparison of Single Input Dual Output (SIDO) converters using coupled inductors versus 

single inductors, highlighting that coupled inductor SIDO converters exhibit better steady-

state and transient performance. However, in single inductor SIMO configurations, the 

inductor is switched between the loads, which can lead to cross-coupling issues [7]. 

Various control approaches have been proposed in the literature to address the cross-

regulation issue in single inductor-based SIMO converters. Current predictor controller is 

introduced in [8], which replaces the conventional charge-balance method. Although 

effective, generating duty ratios for the active switches with this method is quite complex. 

Deadbeat-based control method relies on an output current observer. This method, however, 

is sensitive to noise and significant parametric variations [9]. 

A SIMO converter using a multivariable digital controller is proposed to minimize voltage 

ripples, suppress cross-regulation issues, and regulate output voltages. While effective, this 

controller design can increase the system's overall complexity. 

A non-isolated, single-switch SIMO converter topology featuring fewer components and 

reduced system cost is introduced [10]. However, regulating the outputs independently poses 

a challenge. To address the issues in single inductor SIMO converters, non-isolated SIMO 

converters have been proposed [11], which independently regulate output voltages without 

requiring an additional control circuit. 

A high gain step-up and SEPIC converter-based SIMO configuration is suggested for PV 

applications [12-15]. This setup provides outputs higher than the supply voltage and enhances 

output voltage with additional capacitors and diodes, although it increases cost and 

conduction losses.  

However, these systems exhibit lack of load isolation during operation. Additionally, 

grounding issues can arise when charging the battery with simultaneously active loads, 

increasing circuit complexity for converting one of the negative output voltages into buck-

boost mode. To overcome these issues, the proposed converter is modeled with multi output. 

2. METHODOLOGY 

Figure 1(a) illustrates a proposed DC-DC configuration with a single input and three 

output channels. This configuration includes several key components: an input voltage 

source labelled as VDC, switches (S1-S3), diodes (D1-D3), and passive elements (L1-C1, 

L2-C2, and L3-C3). Its primary function is to generate three distinct output voltages: a 
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boost voltage (V01), a buck-boost voltage (V02) with a positive polarity, and a buck 

voltage (V03). 

 

FIGURE 1a. Proposed configuration 

This versatile converter is well-suited for the independent regulation of the output 

voltages using the duty cycles D1, D2, and D3, respectively. 

 

FIGURE 1b.  Theoretical waveforms. 
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Figure 1b provides a visual representation of the theoretical waveforms of the circuit 

elements, offering insights into their dynamic behavior and performance 

characteristics. The proposed circuit configuration significantly differs from the 

conventional parallel combination of buck, boost, and buck-boost converters. In the 

proposed design, load isolation is achieved during simultaneous control. This control 

strategy ensures that all loads remain isolated from each other, regardless of the 

operational mode. Such load isolation is not achievable in conventional parallel 

combinations of buck, boost, and buck-boost converters. Although this circuit 

configuration may appear simple, it introduces a novel and valuable approach. 

2.1 Operating stages 

 

 

FIGURE 2. Operating states: (a) Switching state-1 and (b) Switching State-2. 
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Mode-1 Operation (Figure 2(a)): 

 Only load R3 is connected to the input power supply through switch S3. 

 All other loads are intentionally isolated from the power supply. 

Mode-2 Operation (Figure 2 (b)): 

 Only load R1 is connected to the input supply via diode D1. 

 Again, all other loads are deliberately isolated from the power supply. 

Switching state 1 

Switches S1, S2, and S3 are in the ON position, establishing the current flow path as 

illustrated in Figure 2(a). This configuration results in the activation of energy ports 

VDC, causing inductors L1, L2, and L3 to become magnetized. As a consequence, 

capacitors C1 and C2 discharge their stored energy to supply power to the respective 

loads represented by R1 and R2. Simultaneously, capacitor C3 undergoes a charging 

process. 

Switching state 2 

In this state, L1, L2; and L3 are de-magnetized and deliver their energy to the load 

through D1, D2 and D3, respectively. 

3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

The model has been built in MATLAB environment to verify the proposed system 

with VDC 50 V, frequency is 50 kHz, and the duty ratio is 50%. The parameter details 

are as follows,  

Table 1 

Simulation Parameters 

          Parameter         Simulation 

Input voltage(VDC)                50 V 

Output voltage(v01/v02/v03)           100/50/25    V 

Output currents(I01/I02/I03)              2/2/2   A 

Switching frequency(f)             50kHz 

Inductor(L1/L2/L3)         0.6/0.9/1   mH 

Capacitor(C1/C2/C3)        200/470/360 uF 
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The corresponding output voltages (V01, V02, and V03) are illustrated in Figure 4.1(a-

c), respectively.  

 

(a) Buck Converter Operation 

 

(b) Boost Converter Operation 
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(c) buck-boost configurations  

The results demonstrate that the proposed configuration generates stable, independent 

output voltages that are unaffected by sudden changes in supply. 

4. COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS 

The comparison of the proposed converter with a conventional SIMO converter in 

terms of several key factors, as summarized in Table 2 below. 

TABLE 2. Comparison between the conventional and proposed SIMO converter. 

Comparison different 

aspects 
Conventional Proposed 

Number of components                     6 6 

Output voltage Buck, Boost and Buck-

Boost(Negative output 

voltage) 

Buck, Boost and Buck-

Boost(Positive output 

voltage) 

Inverting circuit is required 

for the positive output 

voltage 

                   Yes                       No 

Loads are isolated to each 

other during control 

                    No  Yes 
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This comparison highlights the advantages of the proposed SIMO converter in terms 

of reduced component count, lower circuit complexity, and effective handling of 

cross-regulation, among other factors. 

5. CONCLUSION 

This work introduces a novel SIMO (Single Input Multiple Output) converter 

architecture, thoroughly explaining its operational principles and modes. The 

proposed configuration is notable for its simplicity, as it operates without assumptions 

regarding inductor charging or operating duty cycles. This versatility allows it to 

generate output voltages in buck, boost, and buck-boost configurations, all with 

independent voltage regulation. Importantly, the topology effectively ensures that 

sudden variations in inductor and load currents do not adversely impact the output 

voltages. To validate its functionality and performance, the paper presents simulation 

results, demonstrating the efficacy of the proposed converter design. 

REFERENCES 

[1] E. Babaei and O. Abbasi, ‘‘A new topology for bidirectional multi-input multi-output buck direct 

current–direct current converter,’’ Int. Trans. Electr. Energ. Syst., vol. 27, no. 2, pp. 1–15, Feb. 2017. 

[2] Z. Rehman, I. Al-Bahadly, and S. Mukhopadhyay, ‘‘Multi-input DC–DC converters in renewable 

energy applications—An overview,’’ Renew. Sustain. Energy Rev., vol. 41, pp. 521–539, Jan. 2015. 

[3] G. Chen, Y. Liu, X. Qing, and F. Wang, ‘‘Synthesis of integrated multi-port DC–DC converters 

with reduced switches,’’ IEEE Trans. Ind. Electron., vol. 67, no. 6, pp. 4536–4546, Jun. 2019.  

[4] P. Patra, A. Patra, and N. Misra, ‘‘A single-inductor multiple-output switcher with simultaneous 

buck, boost, and inverted outputs,’’ IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 27, no. 4, pp. 1936–1951, Apr. 

2012.  

[5] M. Abbasi, A. Afifi, and M. R. A. Pahlavani, ‘‘Comments on ‘a single inductor multiple-output 

switcher with simultaneous buck, boost, and inverted outputs,’’’ IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 

34, no. 2, pp. 1980–1984, Feb. 2019.  

[6] Y.-C. Hsu, J.-Y. Lin, C.-H. Wang, and S.-W. Chou, ‘‘An SIMO stepdown converter with coupled 

inductor,’’ in Proc. Int. Symp. VLSI Design, Autom. Test (VLSI-DAT), Hsinchu, Taiwan, Aug. 2020, 

pp. 1–4, doi: 10.1109/VLSI-DAT49148.2020.9196435.  

[7] G. Nayak and S. Nath, ‘‘Comparing performances of SIDO buck converters,’’ in Proc. IEEE Int. 

Conf. Power Electron., Drives Energy Syst. (PEDES), Chennai, India, Dec. 2018, pp. 1–6.  

[8] Y. Zheng, J. Guo, and K. N. Leung, ‘‘A single-inductor multiple-output buck/boost DC–DC 

DASTAVEJ RESEARCH JOURNAL[ISSN:2348-7763] VOLUME 55 ISSUE 3

PAGE NO : 74



converter with duty-cycle and control-current predictor,’’ IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 35, no. 

11, pp. 12022–12039, Nov. 2020. 

 [9] X. Zhang, B. Wang, X. Tan, H. B. Gooi, H. H.-C. Iu, and T. Fernando, ‘‘Deadbeat control for 

single-inductor multiple-output DC–DC converter with effectively reduced cross regulation,’’ IEEE J. 

Emerg. Sel. Topics Power Electron., vol. 8, no. 4, pp. 3372–3381, Dec. 2020.  

[10] J. D. Dasika, B. Bahrani, M. Saeedifard, A. Karimi, and A. Rufer, ‘‘Multivariable control of 

single-inductor dual-output buck converters,’’ IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 29, no. 4, pp. 2061–

2070, Apr. 2014.  

[11] E. Durán, S. P. Litrán, and M. B. Ferrera, ‘‘Configurations of DC–DC converters of one input 

and multiple outputs without transformer,’’ IET Power Electron., vol. 13, no. 12, pp. 2658–2670, Sep. 

2020. [12] B. Faridpak, M. Farrokhifar, M. Nasiri, A. Alahyari, and N. Sadoogi, ‘‘Developing a 

super-lift Luo-converter with integration of buck converters for electric vehicle applications,’’ CSEE 

J. Power Energy Syst., vol. 7, no. 4, pp. 811–820, Jul. 2021, doi: 10.17775/CSEEJPES.2020.01880. 

[13] O. Ray, A. Josyula, S. Mishra, and A. Joshi, ‘‘Integrated dual-output converter,’’ IEEE Trans. 

Ind. Electron., vol. 62, no. 1, pp. 371–382, Jan. 2015.  

[14] G. Chen, Y. Deng, J. Dong, Y. Hu, L. Jiang, and X. He, ‘‘Integrated multiple-output synchronous 

buck converter for electric vehicle power supply,’’ IEEE Trans. Veh. Technol., vol. 66, no. 7, pp. 

5752–5761, Jul. 2017.  

[15] M. S. B. Ranjana, N. S. Reddy, and R. K. P. Kumar, ‘‘A novel sepic based dual output DC-DC 

converter for solar applications,’’ in Proc. Power 

 

 

 

 

 

 

DASTAVEJ RESEARCH JOURNAL[ISSN:2348-7763] VOLUME 55 ISSUE 3

PAGE NO : 75


