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A Comparison of the PWM/PDM Control Scheme for Single Phase
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ABSTRACT

This paper compares PDM and PWM for single
phase switched reluctance motor for vacuum
cleaner. Generally, PWM control scheme is
preferred because of small torque ripple
compared with PDM control scheme. However,
as the motor speed of the vacuum cleaner is
above 20,000rpm], the torque ripple is not
problem any more. PDM control scheme is better
than PWM control scheme considering loss of
power device and EMIL
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