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Characteristic Analysis of Automotive Starter Motor with auxiliary Pole Core

Jae-Pyeong Ha. Kyeong-no Ha. Joung-Pyo Hong. Jae-0Ok Jo.
*Uin-Gu Kim. **Jae-Hong Song
Department of Electrical Engineering. Cnhangwon National University.
*Korea Automotive System Co..LTD. **Samsung Techwin Co..LTD

Abstract - This paper presents the characteristic
analysis by changing the shape and position of
auxiliary pole core for Automotive stater motor. The
brush contact resistance and wmechanical loss
calculated from the experimental data are used in
characteristic analysis. The Finite Element Analysis
Method{FEN) and 3D Eguivalent \agnet Circuit
Network(EMCN) are used for analysis. The validity
of the proposed methods are verified by comparison
of analysis results and experimental ones.
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