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 The effectiveness and reliability of the unified power flow controller (UPFC) 

are determined by the insulated gate bipolar transistor (IGBT) valve. 

Thermal losses, conduction losses, and switching losses in the IGBT valve 

all affect the efficiency of UPFC. The failure rate of the converter valves is 

influenced by junction temperature, which has an impact on the converter's 

reliability. Piecewise linear electrical circuit simulation (PLECS) was used 

to simulate two IGBT valve-based converter legs working at 12000 Hz, part 

number GT30F123. By reference to the switching characteristics produced 

by PLECS, switching losses, conduction losses, and thermal losses are 

analyzed. Simulation results are corroborated with analytical measurements. 

The chance of achieving 100%, 50%, and 0% functioning modes are among 

the reliability indices that are analyzed. The chance of achieving a hundred 

percent, fifty percent, or zero percent functioning mode is assessed. The 

frequency of achieving the state probability and mean time to failures 

(MTTF) are obtained from probabilities using the Markov model. The 

thermal losses, failure rate, and lifetime of the UPFC are all quantified to 

give a complete picture of the UPFC's performance. 
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NOMENCLATURE 

 

PUP : Probability of attaining 100% operating mode Q gl : Gate electric charge – low [C] 

PDERT : Probability of attaining 50% operating mode Vgs : Gate drive voltage [V] 

PDOWN : Probability of attaining 0% operating mode THS : Heat sink temperature [°C] 

fUP : Frequency of attaining 100% operating  

  mode (Occ/yr) 

ΔT : Average temperature rise above    

  ambient [°C] 

fDERT : Frequency of attaining 50% operating mode (Occ/yr) TA : Ambient operating temperature [°C] 

fDOWN : Frequency of attaining 0% operating mode (Occ/yr) λν : Valve failure rate (failures/year) 

P COND : Conduction losses [W] λb : Base failure rate (failures/year) 

IO : Output current [A] πT : Junction temperature factor 

R ONH : High device on-state resistance [Ω] πA : Application factor 

VO : Output voltage [V] πR : Power rating factor 

VIN : Input voltage [V] πS : Voltage stress factor 

RONL : Low device on-state resistance [Ω] πQ : Quality factor 

PSW : Switching losses [W] πE : Environment factor 

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-sa/4.0/
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PG : Gate drive losses [W] SS1 : Subsystem1 

FSW : Switching frequency [Hz] SS2 : Subsystem2 

tr : Risetime [sec] SS3 : Subsystem3 

tf  

Qgh 

: Fulltime [sec] 

: Gate electric charge–high [C] 

STPM : Stochastic transmission probability  

  matrix 

 

 

1. INTRODUCTION 

Significant influence of power electronic valves on the performance of flexible AC transmission 

systems (FACTS), is motivation to analyze the efficiency and reliability of 48 pulse insulated gate bipolar 

transistor (IGBT) valve-based converter unified power flow controller (UPFC). The lifetime of the power 

electronic valve has a crucial role in the UPFC reliability and efficiency. Reliable composite power system 

operation depends on the reliability of UPFC [1]−[3]. A schematic diagram of IGBT valve-based UPFC is 

shown in Figure 1. Power electronic valve is the key element for the UPFC reliability. Thus, IGBT valve 

based UPFC is considered for the analysis. Literature was published on, exclusive operational aspects such as 

losses and efficiency evaluation of the converter [4]−[7], the optimal location of the FACTS devices [8], and 

power flow control in transmission lines with UPFC [9]−[11] and specifically reliability analysis of the 

UPFC [12], [13]. The present work proposes a systematic integrated method, which includes both operational 

aspects and reliability assessment required for the complete understanding of the UPFC performance. The 

operational performance indices are switching losses, conduction losses, heat losses, and efficiency. The 

reliability indices are the probability of a hundred percent, fifty percent, and zero percent operation, the 

frequency of achieving a hundred percent, fifty percent, and zero percent functioning state, and the mean 

time to failure. The number of IGBT running cycles, or the life duration of the power electronic valve, will be 

determined by losses. Higher thermal losses result in a higher failure rate of the power electronic valves. The 

higher failure rate of the valve results in poor reliability of UPFC. Hence to decide a reliable UPFC, 

quantitative analysis of the reliability and operational indices of the converter, are essential. Based on the 

thermal resistance offered by the junctions of the IGBT valve, gate charging, switching, conduction and, off-

state losses are the total losses, that occur in the converter leg. At any given instant, summation of the total 

losses of each leg results in the complete losses of the converter. In the present paper, valve losses calculation 

is given in detail, and efficiency is evaluated by simulating the IGBT-based converter leg in piecewise linear 

electrical circuit simulation (PLECS). Losses and efficiency of the converter are evaluated based on the 

switching characteristics obtained by PLECS. 
 
 

 
 

Figure 1. Schematic diagram of UPFC 
 

 

Basic six-state, UPFC state-space model developed [13]−[15], further, a reduced three-state UPFC 

model derived by considering the non-repairable converter valve and the different operating modes of UPFC 

converter are shown in Table 1. Subsequently, with the aid of the Stochastic transition probability matrix 

Mean time to failure, frequency, and probability are evaluated. Obtained quantitative indices give a 

comprehensive understanding of IGBT valve-based UPFC operation. 

Section 3 of this study describes the notion of thermal and power losses that occur in the valve 

during UPFC operation and contribute to valve failure. Section 4 deals with the estimation of junction 

temperature, and rate of rise in junction temperature, which are the main causes of the base failure rate and 
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valve failure rates. Section 5 deals with the method of estimation of IGBT valve failure rate from the base 

failure rate obtained from section 4. In section 6 Markov model is developed by considering the IGBT valve 

failure rate obtained in section 5. The UPFC's dependability is estimated by solving the Markov model. 

Section 7 presents the obtained losses, efficiency, reliability, and mean time to failures (MTTF) data, whereas 

section 8 presents the conclusions. 

 

 

2. IGBT THERMAL LOSSES EVALUATION 

IGBT is a three-layer three-terminal medium power, power electronic switching element from the 

BJT family, which offers high input impedance and low on-state power losses. Figure 2 and Figure 3 

represent the structure, and equivalent circuit–symbols IGBT respectively [16]. Junction J1 is forward biased 

by applying forward biasing voltage at collector to emitter. By applying sufficient i.e more than threshold 

voltage across gate and emitter Junction J2 is forward biased and channel current established, due to 

developed capacitance at the gate. Total losses occurring in IGBT, contribute to the temperature around the 

device i.e thermal losses [16]−[18]. Compact packing of IGBT and Diodes are leading to higher power 

density and more thermal losses. Loss of gate control increased leakage current and open circuit failures of 

UPFC switching valve will lead to high temperature, high electric field, over voltages, ionizing radiation, and 

high current density conditions. Power losses during turn on and turn-off periods are shown in Figure 4 [16]. 

VIN is the input voltage for the converter circuit with two switching IGBT valves, Vo and Io are the load 

voltage and load currents respectively, for IGBT operation with FSW frequency. RONH and RONL are the 

resistance offered by the high and low valves during valve conduction. Conduction losses, switching losses 

(turning on and turning off losses), and gate charging losses of IGBT are evaluated by using (1)-(3) 

respectively. 
 

𝑃𝐶𝑂𝑁𝐷 = [𝐼𝑂
2𝑅𝑂𝑁𝐻 (

𝑉𝑂

𝑉𝐼𝑁
)] + [𝐼𝑂

2𝑅𝑂𝑁𝐿 (1 −
𝑉𝑂

𝑉𝐼𝑁
)] W (1) 

 

𝑃𝑆𝑊 =
1

2
(𝑉𝐼𝑁)(𝑓𝑠𝑤)(𝐼𝑂)(𝑡𝑟 + 𝑡𝑓) W (2) 

 

𝑃𝐺 = (𝑄𝑔ℎ + 𝑄𝑔𝑙)(𝑉𝑔𝑠)(𝑓𝑠𝑤)W (3) 
 

For the constant frequency of 12000 Hz operation, thermal losses, conduction losses, switching losses [19], 

and efficiency of the converter [20] are evaluated and presented in Table 2. 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 2. Structure of IGBT 
 

Figure 3. Equivalent circuit of IGBT and Symbol of IGBT 

 

 

 
 

Figure 4. Turn ON and turn OFF switching losses 
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3. PLECS SIMULATION 

GT30F123 part number 300 V/200 A at Tj=25 ℃ IGBT valve, simulated in PLECS. PLECS “heat 

sink” tool observes and displays the thermal losses dissipated by the component to which it is connected. 

Before and after each switching operation, PLECS measures the forward current, blocking voltage, and 

junction temperature of the semiconductor. Utilizing these parameters resulting dissipated energy i.e thermal 

energy, then thermal losses are calculated, for conduction period, on state and off states. Piecewise 

linearization of switching instants feature of PLECS resulting in speeded up simulation [21]. The temperature 

of the power electronic valve depends on the power dissipation during static and switching modes. Thermal 

losses are calculated by considering twice the average power loss for a one-half cycle of the output phase 

current. To realize the method of losses evaluation and failure rate derivation, 300 V, 200 A, IGBT converter 

with 100 V input voltage model, simulated and shown in Figure 5. The operating frequency of UPFC in a 

composite power system is 1200 Hz. The efficiency and reliability of UPFC are determined by the UPFC 

valve's losses and junction temperature. As a result, an IGBT valve-based UPFC operating at a frequency of 

12000 Hz is simulated. Turning on, turning off and conduction characteristics obtained by simulation are 

shown in Figure 6, Figure 7, Figure 8 and Figure 9 respectively. Resulting conduction losses and junction 

temperature are depicted in Figure 9 and Figure 10. Average junction temperature rise ΔT also simulated for 

IGBT valve which is a key element for the failure rate of the valve, shown in Figure 10. 
 
 

 
 

Figure 5. Simulation block diagram of IGBT-based converter 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 6. IGBT converter turn-on power 

characteristics 

 

Figure 7. IGBT converter turn-off power 

characteristics 
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Figure 8. IGBT converter conduction power 

characteristics 

 

Figure 9. IGBT converter conduction power losses 

 
 

 

 

 

 

Figure 10. IGBT junction temperature rise 

 

 

4. IGBT FAILURE RATE CALCULATION FROM THERMAL LOSSES 

The valve failure rate is a function of the base failure rate, given by (4). Valve failure is proportional 

to base failure rate, temperature, power rating, voltage stress, quality and, environment factors [22]−[25]. 

Base failure rate of the valve given by (5) [26]−[28] is the function of operating temperature “T”, rise in 

junction temperature, scaling factor, and stress ration. Average junction temperature rise ΔT, 0.02070C 

obtained from junction temperature characteristics corresponding to UPFC operating frequency, shown in 

Figure 10 leading to 0.040302 failures/year for the IGBT valve. 

 

𝜆𝜈 = 𝜆𝑏 𝜋𝑇 𝜋𝐴  𝜋𝑅  𝜋𝑆 𝜋𝑄  𝜋𝐸 (4) 

 

The life span of the power electronic valve is a function of junction temperature to which it is 

subjected during conduction and switching. Valve power losses are proportional to the junction temperature. 

Higher power losses, lead to the higher failure rate of the valve i.e lesser is the life span of the valve. 

 

λb = A exp (
NT

273+T+(ΔT)S
)  exp (

273+T+(ΔT)S

TM
)

P

W  (5) 

 

A = Scaling factor 

T  = Temperature (°C) 

ΔT = Rise in temperature from no junction temperature to rated junction temperature 

S  = Stress ratio 

TM, P and NT are Shape parameters 
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The failure rate of the IGBT valve is derived from the base failure rate, evaluated by considering the scaling 

factor, stress ratio, and shape parameters related to the operating frequency, and obtained rise in junction 

temperature. 

 

 

5. UPFC MARKOV MODELING AND RELIABILITY INDICES 

SS1, SS2, and SS3 must operate continuously for a reliable operation of the composite power 

system. Reliability indices obtained by implementing Markov modeling. Considering each component of SS1 

various possible states that SS1 can reside, transition rates between various states are determined as shown in 

Figure 11. Various possible states of converter 1, bridges of UPFC are tabulated in Table 1. Considering the 

transition rates, stochastic transmission probability matrix (STPM) developed, and probability of occurrence 

of each state, and the frequency of occurrence of the states are obtained. The STPM of the converter 1 of 

UPFC is obtained by (6). 

 

𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑡𝑒1
𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑡𝑒2
𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑡𝑒3
𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑡𝑒4
𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑡𝑒5
𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑡𝑒6

[
 
 
 
 
 
 
𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑡𝑒1 𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑡𝑒2 𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑡𝑒3 𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑡𝑒4 𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑡𝑒5 𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑡𝑒6
−2𝜆𝑏 2λ𝑏 0 0 0 0

0 −(𝜆𝑏 + 𝜇𝑣) 𝜇𝑣 𝜆𝑏 0 0

𝛾𝑣 0 −(𝛾𝑣 + 𝜆𝑏) 0 𝜆𝑏 0
0 0 0 −2𝜇𝑣 2λ𝑣 0
0 𝛾𝑣 0 0 𝛾𝑣 + 𝜇𝑣 𝜇𝑣

0 0 2𝛾𝑣 0 0 −2𝛾𝑣 ]
 
 
 
 
 
 

 (6) 

 
 

Table 1. Operating states of  

converter 1 of UPFC 
Converter 

States 
Bridge 1 

Operating state 
Bridge 2 

Operating state 

1 100% operating mode 100% operating mode 

2 100% operating mode Failure mode 

 Failure mode 100% operating mode 

3 100% operating mode Repair mode 

 Repair mode 100% operating mode 
4 Failure mode Failure mode 

5 Failure mode Repair mode 

 Repair mode Failure mode 
6 Repair mode Repair mode 

 

 
 

Figure 11. State-space diagram of converter 1 of UPFC 
 
 

By considering primitive maintenance and primitive and permanent outages of transformers failure 

and repair rates of subsystem 2 are estimated. The failure and repair rates of subsystem 3, the control system 

establishing the coordination of UPFC converters are 0.01 f/y and 4380 f/y respectively. 

By combining SS1, SS2, and SS3 complete State-space model of UPFC of seven states developed 

and shown in Figure 12. Primary reliability indices Probability and frequency, based on which further 

reliability indices can be obtained are evaluated. By implementing the state merging technique (up 

mode)100%, 50% (derated mode), and 0% (non-operating mode) operating modes, probabilities are obtained. 

Step 1 to Step 7 indicate the detailed algorithm implemented for Markov modeling of SS1, SS2, and SS3. 

- Step 1. Develop valve failure rate based on the junction thermal losses. 

- Step 2. Develop state-space model and evaluate STPM for bridge 1 of converter1.  

- Step 3. Implement Cramer’s rule to assess each state probability. 

- Step 4. Develop state-space model for SS1 by considering both the converters and capacitor bank 

- Step 5. Implement state merging concept and estimate resultant failure rate and repair rates of SS1 

- Step 6. Develop combined state space diagram for SS1, SS2 and SS3, evaluate final failure rate and repair 

rates of the composite power system. 

- Step 7. Implement state merging concept and evaluate MTTF calculation 

Considering the probabilities of SS1 SS2 and SS3 seven possible states are obtained and for the 

complete operation of UPFC, the transmission rates between the states are represented in Figure 12. By 

developing and solving the STPM for seven state UPFC model. P1 to P7 state probabilities are estimated. The 

probability of up mode derated mode and non-operating modes are evaluated by (7) to (9) respectively. fUP, 

fDERT, and fDOWN frequency of occurrence of PUP, PDERT, and PDOWN states respectively, are given by (10) to (12). 

 

PUP= P2 (7) 
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PDERT=P3 (8) 

 

PDOWN=P1+P4+P5+P6+P7 (9) 

 

f
UP

=P
UP

(λ1+λ3) Occ/yr (10) 

 

f
DERT

=P
DERT

(1+λ2) Occ/yr (11) 

 

f
DERT

=P
DERT

(2+λ3) Occ/yr (12) 

 

The λss2 and λss3 are UPFC SS2 and SS3 failure rates respectively. The final complete state- space model of 

the UPFC, simplified into three states, up mode (100%), derated mode (50%), and non-operating modes (0%) 

model, shown in Figure 13. The final resultant failure rate, repair rates, and MTTF are given by (13) to (17).  

 

λ1=λ11failures/year (13) 
 

μ1=μ11repairs/year (14) 

 

λ2=λ12+λss2+λss3failures/year (15) 

 

λ3=λ13+λss2+λss3failures/year (16) 

 

λ= 1 /MTTF failures/year (17) 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 12. Complete state-space model of the UPFC 
 

Figure 13. Final three-state model of the UPFC 

 

 

6. RESULTS 

The operational parameters of the IGBT valve-based UPFC, corresponding to the initial operating 

conditions of 1.44 V forward voltage VCEo, 0.001677 Ω On-state resistance (Ron), 0.007 Ω/w Thermal 

resistance (heat sink-ambient) (Rth) are tabulated in Table 2. At 12000 Hz operation 19.313 µW gate charge 

losses, 616.5701 W conduction losses. Analytical thermal losses are 618.450019458 Watts. The resultant 

efficiency of the UPFC is 96.39%. The reliability indices of the IGBT valve-based UPFC are tabulated in 

Table 3. The basic valve failure rate of 0.040432 failures/year, leading to λ1=9.67 failures/year, μ1=60.81884 

repairs/year, λ2=2 failures/year, μ2=25 repairs/year, λ3=0.10 failures/year, μ3=1.971808 repairs/year, the 

failure and repair rates of UPFC final three states. The converter is exhibiting 84% probability for the full 

operating condition, 13% probability for a derated mode of operation, and only 1% probability for non-

operating conditions. The frequency of attaining Pup, PDERT, and PDOWN are fUP=8.28 Occ/yr, fDERT=8.607 

Occ/yr, fDOWN = 0.434 Occ/yr respectively. MTTF is 2.34 years. Obtained operational and reliability indices 

depict the complete picture of the UPFC performance. Obtained 2 years MTTF indicate the accuracy of the 

proposed reliability evaluation method than the mathematical modeling [29], physics of failure mechanism 

[30], and accelerated life time test method [31] which are resulting around 8 to 10 years of MTTF. 
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Table 2. Converter losses and efficiency 
S.No. Parameter IGBT 

1 Current through leg (Icollector) 217.47 A 
2 Voltage drop across each switch (VCE) 1.80 V 

3 Voltage drop across leg 3.60 V 

4 Gate charge losses 19.31 µW 
5 Turn-on Power losses (Pon) 369.00 W 

6 Turn-off Power losses (Poff) 116.20 W 

7 Conduction losses (Analytical value) 319.99 W 
8 Conduction losses (Simulation value) 308.93 W 

9 Thermal losses (Analytical value) 618.45 W 

10 Thermal losses (Simulation value) 616.57 W 
11 Efficiency of the converter (ηc) 96.29% 

 

 

Table 3. Converter reliability indices 
S.No. Parameter IGBT 

1 λν 0.04 f/yr 

2 λ1 9.67 f/yr 

3 μ1 60.81 r /yr 
4 λ2 2.56 f/yr 

5 μ2 25.31 r/yr 
6 λ3 0.10 f/yr 

7 μ3 1.97 r/yr 

8 PUP 84.00 % 

9 PDERT 13.00 % 

10 PDOWN 1.00 % 

11 fUP 8.28 Occ/yr 

12 fDERT 8.60 Occ/yr 

13 fDOWN 0.43 Occ/yr 

14 MTTF 2.34 r 

 

 

7. CONCLUSIONS 

Methodology for a comprehensive, systematic evaluation of the UPFC efficiency and reliability, is 

presented. Complete conduction, switching, and thermal losses occurring in UPFC are simulated and 

validated with theoretical calculations. Failure rate variation as a function of average junction temperature 

rise is examined. Valve failure rate estimation from, obtained thermal losses defined. Techniques to develop 

state space block diagrams and state merging concepts for UPFC are interpreted by employing Markov 

modeling. Methodology for comprehensive quantitative reliability evaluation, which includes efficiency as 

well as MTTF evaluation is exhibited. The efficiency and reliability of an IGBT valve-based 48 pulse 

converter UPFC are evaluated using a clear and systematic technique. The indices obtained will be used as a 

basis for future research to increase the UPFC's reliability. 
 

 

REFERENCES 
[1] T. Suresh Kumar and V. Sankar, “Reliability improvement of composite electric power system using unified power flow 

controller,” IEEE International conference INDICON-2011, BITS- PILANI, Hyderabad, 16th -18th Dec 2011. 

[2] A. Rajabi-Ghahnavieh, M. Foruhi-Firuzabad, and R. Feuillet “Evaluation of UPFC Impacts on power system reliability,” 

IEEE/PES Transmission and Distribution Conference and Exposition 2008, 21 – 24 April 2008, doi: 10.1109/TDC.2008.4517173 

[3] Suresh Kumar, “Enhancement of reliability analysis for a 6 bus composite power system using the combination of TCSC & 

UPFC,” Elsevier 2013. 
[4] C. Qian et al., “Thermal management of IGBT power electronic devices and modules,” IEEE Access, vol. 6, pp. 12868-12884, 

2018,doi: 10.1109/ACCESS.2018.2793300. 

[5] R. Barrera-Cardenas and M. Molinas, “A Simple procedure to evaluate the efficiency and power density of power conversion 
topologies for offshore wind turbines,” Energy Procedia, vol. 24, pp. 202-211, 2012, doi: 10.1016/j.egypro.2012.06.102 

[6] B. Alamri, S. Alshahrani, and M. Darwish, “Losses Investigation in SPWM –Controlled Cascaded H- Bridge Multilevel inverters,” 50th 

International Universities Power Enginering Conference (UPEC) September 2015, doi: 10.1109/UPEC.2015.7339805 
[7] H. Hafezi and R. Faranda, “A New Approach for Power Losses Evaluation of IGBT/Diode Module,” MDPI Electronics, vol. 10, 

no. 3, 280, 2021,doi: 10.3390/electronics10030280. 

[8] V. Tejaswini and D. Susitra “A review on optimal placement and sizing of custom power devices/FACTS devices in electrical 
power systems,” International Journal of Power Electronics and Drive System (IJPEDS), vol. 10, no. 2, June 2019, pp. 2088-

8694, doi: 10.11591/ijpeds.v10.i2.pp900-908. 

[9] A. M. Mutegi, P. K. Kihato, C. M. Muriithi and M. J. Saulo, “Voltage stability improvement on optimal placement of FACTS 
devices,” European Journal of Advances in Engineering and Technology, 2016, vol. 3, no. 7, pp. 9-15.  

[10] A. Gupta and P. R. Sharma, “Optimal placement of FACTS devices using voltage stability indices,” 5th Power India Conference, 

19-22 December 2012, doi: 10.1109/Powerl.2012.6479518. 

[11] B. Abdelkrim and Y. Merzoug, “Robust stability power in the transmission line with the use of a UPFC system and neural 

controllers based adaptive control” International Journal of Power Electronics and Drive System (IJPEDS), vol. 10, no. 3, Sep 

2019, pp. 1281-1296, doi: 10.11591/ ijpeds. v10.i3.pp1281-1296. 



   ISSN:2088-8694 

Int J Pow Elec & Dri Syst, Vol. 13, No. 4, December 2022: 2348-2356 

2356 

[12] Y. H. Song and A. T. Johns, Flexible ac transmission systems (FACTS), Shankar’s Book Agency Pvt.Ltd. 2009. 

[13] N. G.Hingorani, and L. Gyugyi, Understanding FACTS, IEEE, Press New York 1999. 
[14] R. Billinton, M. Fotuhi-Firuzabad, S.O. Faried and S. Aboreshaid, “Impact of unified power flow controllers on power system 

reliability,” IEEE Transactions on Power Systems, vol. 15, no. 1, 2000, pp. 410-415, doi: 10.1109/59.852152 

[15] F.Aminifar, M. Fotuhi-Firuzabad and R. Billinton, “Extended reliability model of a unified power flow controller,” IET 
Generation Transmission & Distribution, vol. 1, no. 6, pp 896 -903, November 2007, doi:10.1049/iet-gtd:20070089 

[16] R. Billinton and R. N. Allan, Reliability evaluation of power systems, Springer New York, NY, 1996, doi: 10.1007/978-1-4899-

1860-4. 
[17] R. Billinton, Reliability Evaluation of Engineering system, Springer New York, NY, 1992, doi: 10.1007/978-1-4899-0685-4. 

[18] M. D. Singh and K. B. Kanchandhani, Power Electronics, Tata Mcgraw-Hill publishing company limited 2007. 

[19] R. Balachandran and A. V. Kumari, “Thermal analysis for optimized selection of cooling techniques for SiC devices in high 
frequency switching applications,” Materials Science and Engineering 2019 IOP Conf. Ser.:Mater. Sci. Eng. 577 012143, 2018, 

doi:10.1088/1757-899X/577/1/012143 

[20] Y . Zhang, H. Wang, Z. Wang, F. Blaabjerg, and M. Saeedifard, “System-level power loss evaluation of modular multilevel 
converters,”   IEEE Energy Conversion Congress and Exposition (ECCE) Proceedings 2019, Baltimore, MD, USA, 29th  

September–3rd  October, 2019, pp. 6797-6804. 

[21] IGBT Datasheets: CM200DU-12NFH Datasheet by Powerex Inc., 2021. [online]. Available: 

http://www.digikey.com/htmldatasheets/production/467722/0/0/1/cm200du-12nfh.html 

[22] J.S.Artal-Sevil, J.M.Lujano-Rojas, C.Bernal-Ruiz, I.Sanz Gorrachategui, “Anaysis of power losses in a three phase inverter 3L-

NPC. Comparison with different PWM Modulation Techniques,” 13th technologies Applied to Electronics Teaching Conference 
(TAEE) 20th 22nd June 2018. Spain,doi: 10.1109/TAEE.2018.8476107 

[23] PLECS-Piece Wise Linear Electrical Circuit Simulation Software. PLECS(4.6.7), Developer: Plexim, Available: 

http://www.plexim.com 
[24] Y. Xue, B. Ge, and F. Z. Peng, “Reliability, efficiency, and cost comparisons of MW scale photovoltaic inverters,” Energy 

Conversion Congress and Exposition (ECCE), September 2012, doi: 10.1109/ECCE.2012.6342618. 
[25] R. Bayerer, T. Herrmann, T. Licht, J. Lutzand M. Feller, “Model for power cycling lifetime of IGBT modules— various factors 

influencing lifetime,”5th  International Conference on Integrated Power Systems (CIPS), Nuremberg, Germany, 11th –13th  March 2008.  

[26] R. T. Anderson, Reliability Design Handbook, IIT Research Institute: Chicago, IL, USA, 1976 
[27] M . Musallam, C. M. Johnson, C. Yin, H. Luand C. Bailey, “Real-time life expectancy estimation in power modules,”  2nd  

Electronics System-Integration Technology Conference ESTI 2008, Greenwich, UK, October 2008, doi: 

10.1109/ESTC.2008.4684355. 
[28] H. S. Chung, H. Wang. F. Blaabjerg and M. Pecht, “Modelling for the lifetime prediction of power semiconductor modules,” in 

Reliability of Power Electronic Converter Systems, December 2015,  IET, doi: 10.1049/PBPO080E. 

[29] F. Blaabjerg and S. Reyghami, “Reliability of modern power electronics-based power system,” 23rd European Conference on 
Power Electronics and Applications EPE21. 6th – 10th September 2021. Belgium. ECCE Europe. 

[30] ABB Application notes.HAPG_Catalog_Power_Semiconductors_2021_EN.pdf, ABB Power Grids Switzerland Ltd. Semiconductors, 

Available: https://library.e.abb.com/public/8ab36de8d22b445da3aa3e28ea65bd7d/HAPG_Catalog_Power_Semiconductors2021_EN.pdf 

_?x-sign=+Wu7xT3UyrFt/4OZ+whT2mXxUjqLqBOOAk0fpsIH7y2OWgRj5vX0GMmhhyJ5icOd  
[31] A. Realini, E. Bura, N. Cereghetti, D. Chianese and S. Rezzonico, “Mean time before failure of photovoltaic modules (MTBF-

PVm),” Energy research annual report 2002, SUPSI, DCT, LEEE-TISO Switzerland, January 2002. 

 

 

BIOGRAPHIES OF AUTHORS  

 

 

Eniganti Sreeshobha     learned a bachelor's degree in Electrical and Electronics 

Engineering from Jawaharlal Nehru Technological University, a master's degree in Power 

Electronics from JNTU College of Engineering in Hyderabad, and is currently pursuing a 

doctorate at Osmania University in Hyderabad. She currently works as an Assistant Professor 

in the Department of Electrical Engineering, University College of Engineering, Osmania 

University, Hyderabad, India, Power Electronics, and Reliability are her research interests. 

She can be contacted at email: shobhasree555@gmail.com. 

  

 

Raddymalla Linga Swamy     received B.Tech degree in Electrical and Electronics 

from GRIET, Hyderabad, India in 2002 and the M.Tech degree in power electronics and 

drives from National Institute of Technology, Warangal, Telangana, India in 2004. Currently 

he is working towards the Ph.D degree in Department of electrical engineering, University 

College of Engineering, Osmania University, Hyderabad, Telangana, India. He is currently an 

Assistant Professor and areas of his interest are Multilevel Inverters, Space vector PWM. He 

can be contacted at email: lingaswamy.r@uceou.edu. 

 

 

https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/author/37276173300
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/author/38277050000
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/author/37271341200
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/author/37271343300
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/xpl/RecentIssue.jsp?punumber=59
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/xpl/tocresult.jsp?isnumber=18515
https://doi.org/10.1109/59.852152
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5379-8904
https://scholar.google.com/citations?user=Bdqqu7wAAAAJ&hl=en
https://www.scopus.com/authid/detail.uri?authorId=57213187660
https://www.webofscience.com/wos/author/record/32459372
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2716-8714
https://scholar.google.com/citations?user=nVyY3x4AAAAJ&hl=en
https://www.webofscience.com/wos/author/record/32457737

