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> 99% Ana rapaHtum <1 Bt lo6aButb

nocnepoBatenbHo pesucrop 10 kOm, 1 Br
(cHusurt KMNA ao ~90%, Ho obecneunt
6e3onacHocTb) KnroueBou BbiBOA: AnsA
meaHapa Upeak

Urm s U peak=U rms, noatomy amnantyga exoga — 220 B, a He 311 B. 310 ynpouiaet 3agauy:
Tpebyembln KO3PPULMeHT geneHuns 0.568 BmecTto 0.402, UTO NO3BONSIET UCMONB30BAaTb MEHbLUNE
E€MKOCTU 1 CHUXKAEeT TOKM B AeuTene.

Assistant

Thinking Process:

1. Analyze the User's Request:

o}

Context: The user has an inverter outputting a symmetrical bipolar square wave
(meander) at 27 kHz, 220 V RMS.

o Goal: Connect this to a voltage multiplier circuit.
o Requirement: The input to the multiplier needs an AC voltage with amplitude 125 V.
o Constraint: Power consumed by the multiplier must be between 0.5 W and 1 W (max 1

W).

Task: Find errors in the previous calculation, specifically regarding RMS vs. Peak voltage
for a square wave, and provide corrected calculations for a capacitive divider (or other
options) that meets the power constraint.

Specific Correction Point: The user correctly points out that for a symmetrical bipolar
square wave (meander), $V_{peak} = V_{RMS}$, not $V_{RMS} \cdot \sqrt{2}$. This was a
critical error in the previous model output.

2. Evaluate Previous Model Output Errors:

o Error 1: RMS/Amplitude Relationship. The previous calculation assumed sine wave

relationship ($U_{peak} = U_{rms} \cdot \sqrt{2}$). For a square wave, $U_{peak} =
U_{rms}$.

= Previous: $220 \cdot \sqrt{2} \approx 311$ V.

m Correct: $220$ V (since RMS of $\pm 2203V square wave is 220V). Wait, let's verify
the definition. If the signal swings from +U to -U, the RMS value is U. So if RMS =
220V, then Peak = 220V.

= User says: "Ha BbIxoze MHBEPTOpPa CUMMETPUYHbBIA ABYNOAAPHbI MeaHap 27 Ky n
220 B RMS." -> This means the signal goes from +220V to -220V (or similar level
where effective heating is equivalent to 220V DC). So $U_{peak} = 220% V.



= Previous model used 311 V peak based on sine wave assumption. This was wrong
for a square wave.

o Error 2: Power Calculation. The previous calculation tried to limit power using the
multiplier's input resistance, but the divider itself doesn't limit power actively; it forms
voltage. The load (multiplier) determines power dissipation if we treat it as resistive at
that frequency/power level. However, a voltage multiplier is non-linear and capacitive.

o Error 3: Divider Type. The user asked about inductive vs capacitive vs RC. Capacitive is
best for high frequency/low loss, but needs to handle the reactive current.

o Correction Needed: Recalculate everything based on $U_{peak} = U_{rms} = 220 V.
Ensure the divider ratio matches $125/220%. Ensure power constraint is met (which
depends heavily on the load impedance presented by the multiplier).

3. Re-evaluating the Physics & Circuit Design:

o Signal: Square wave, 27 kHz, $\pm 220$ V peak (since RMS = Peak for square wave).
Total swing is 440V.

o Target: Amplitude 125 V at multiplier input. This means the signal should swing from
+125V to -125 V (or similar bipolar level depending on how "amplitude” is defined,
usually peak value relative to ground). Let's assume we need $\pm 125% V peak for a
bipolar drive.

o Divider Ratio: $K = \frac{125}{220} \approx 0.568%.

o Power Constraint: Output power to multiplier $\le 1$ W, $\ge 0.5$ W.

m |f the multiplier input looks like a resistor (equivalent AC resistance at that
frequency/power), then $P = \frac{V_{rms}* 2R _{in}}$.

= Since it's a square wave, $V_{rms_out} = 125% V.

m Required Load Resistance: $R_{load} = \frac{125~2}P}$. For $P=0.5%, $R = 31.25%
kQ. For $P=1%, $R = 15.625% kQ.

= So the multiplier effectively presents a load between ~15k and ~31k ohms at 27
kHz.

o Capacitive Divider:

» Standard formula: $V_{out} \approx V_{in} \cdot \frac{C_TH{C_1 + C_2}$ (ignoring
load).

= With Load ($R_L$): The divider becomes complex. $Z_{eq} = Z {C2} || R_LS. $V_{out}
= V_{in} \cdot \frac{Z_{eq}H{Z_{C1} + Z_{eq}}$.

= To keep efficiency high and avoid heating, $X_C$ should be much smaller than
$R_L$ at the operating point. If $X_C \Il R_L$, then most current goes to $R_L$,
voltage is determined by capacitive ratio.

= However, if we want to limit power, relying on $R_L$ variability is risky. The user
wants to ensure power doesn't exceed TW even if load changes? Or just match the
expected load? "Heobxoammas MOLWHOCTb Ha YMHOXMUTeNe He npeBsbiwaet 1 Br."
Usually implies design target.

m Capacitive divider current: $I = \frac{V_{in}{X_{C1} + X_{C2}}$. Power in capacitors is
reactive (ideally zero). Power in load is real.

m |f the multiplier's input impedance drops (e.g., due to higher output current
demand), voltage might sag, but power could increase if current increases? No,



voltage source with series C limits current. $I_{max} \approx V_{in} / X_{C1}$ (if C2 is
large).

To strictly limit power to TW regardless of load changes, we need to ensure the
available current doesn't exceed what produces TW at 125V.

Max Power = $V \cdot I$. If $V=125%, $|_{max} = 8% mA (rms).

Let's check the previous calculation's logic on power limiting. It suggested adding a
series resistor or capacitor to limit current. This is valid for safety.

4. Correcting the Calculation Steps:

o Input Voltage: $V_{in, peak} = 220% V (Square wave RMS = Peak). Note: The user said
"220 B RMS". For a square wave switching between +A and -A, RMS is A. So Amplitude is

220V.

o Output Voltage: $V_{out, peak} = 125% V.

o Ratio: $K = 125/220 \approx 0.568$.

o Load Resistance Estimate: Based on 0.5W - 1W at 125V RMS (which is also 125V Peak
for square wave).

$P = V_{rms}”*2 / R\Rightarrow R = V_{rms}*2 / P$.
Min Power (0.5W) -> Max Resistance: $R_{max} = 12522 /0.5 = 31,250% $\Omega$.
Max Power (1W) -> Min Resistance: $R_{min} = 12542 / 1 = 15,625$ $\Omega$.

o Capacitor Selection:

We need the divider to output ~125V into this load.

If we ignore load effect (assuming $X_{C2} \Il R_L$), then $C_1/(C_1 + C_2) =
0.568$.

Ratio: $C_2 \approx 0.76 \cdot C_1%.

To ensure minimal voltage drop under load, $X_{C2}$ should be $\le R_L / 10%
ideally. Let's aim for $R_L = 15k\Omega$ (worst case power). So $X_{C2} \approx
1.5 k\Omega$.

$f = 27 kHz$, $\omega = 169,6465.

$C_2 =1/ (\omega \cdot X_{C2}) = 1/ (169646 \cdot 1500) \approx 3.9$ nF.

Let's pick standard values slightly higher to be safe on voltage, say $C_2 = 10$ nF
($X_C\approx 588 \Omega$). This is much lower than 15k, so load effect is minimal
(~3% error).

Then $C_1 = C_2 /0.76 \approx 13$ nF. Let's pick 13nF or 12nF + 1nF. Say 12nF
(common value) might need adjustment. Or just use calculated values: $C_1 = 15%
nF, $C 2 = 10$ nF?

Check Ratio with 15/10: $15/(15+10) = 0.6$. Output $= 220 \cdot 0.6 = 132$ V. A
bit high for TW limit if R is low.

Let's target exactly 125V / 220V = 0.568.

If $C_2 = 10$ nF, $C_1 \approx 13.1$ nF. Use 12nF + 1.2nF or just 13nF. Let's
suggest 13nF and 10nF.

Wait, if | use 13nF/10nF, ratio is $13/23 = 0.565%. Close enough.

o Power Limiting:

If load resistance drops below 15k (e.g. fault), voltage might stay near 125V if
source impedance is low, but current increases -> Power > TW.



To strictly limit power to TW max: We need to ensure that even with shorted input
to multiplier (unlikely) or very low resistance, the current doesn't explode. But the
divider capacitors limit current anyway!

Total Impedance $Z_{tot} \approx X_{C1} + X_{C2}$ (ignoring load).

Max Current available from Inverter: $I_{max_avail} = V_{in, peak} / \omega(C_1
C_2)/(C_1+C_2))$. Actually series impedance is sum of reactances.

If we want to ensure max power into load $\le 1$W ($V=125%, $I \approx 8$mA
rms).

Total current allowed: Since voltage divider ratio is ~0.6, input current is roughly
same as output current (ignoring C2 shunt). Wait, in capacitive divider, current flows
through both. The load is parallel to C2.

Current from source $1_{in} \approx V_{in} / X_{C1}$ (if load high). If load low,
current increases.

To limit max power to 1W at output ($V=1259%), we need to ensure that even if
voltage is maintained, current doesn't exceed $I = P/V$. But V drops as load draws
more current from a capacitive divider (unless C is huge).

Actually, the safest way to limit power is ensuring the source impedance
(capacitors) limits the maximum possible current.

Max Current through series branch $\approx 220V / X_{C1}$. If $X_{C1}$ is high
enough, max current is low.

However, we need enough current to deliver TW into load ($I_{load} \approx 8$mA
rms). So $X_{C1}$ must be small enough to supply this without significant voltage
drop at rated load.

Trade-off: High C -> Low Impedance -> Good Voltage Regulation but High Reactive
Current (and potential overcurrent if short happens, though inverter limits usually
exist). Low C -> High Impedance -> Good current limiting but bad regulation.
Given the user's specific request "Heobxoarmas MOLWHOCTb... He npeBbiwaeT 1 BT,
we should size C such that at max load (min R = 15k), V_out is still close to 125V,
but if load shortens further, current is limited by X_C.

Let's calculate $X_{C1}$ such that voltage drop across it due to load current doesn't
exceed ~10-15%.

Load Current at TW/125V: $I = P/V = 1/88.4 \approx 11.3$ mA (rms). Wait, square
wave RMS=Peak? No, RMS of amplitude A is A. So $P = V_{rms}*2 / R$. If
$V_{rms}=125%, $| {rms} = 125/RS.

If $R = 15625% (for TW), $I = 8% mA rms.

Voltage drop across C1 caused by this current: $\Delta V \approx | \cdot X_{C1}$.
We want $\Delta V \Il 220 - 125 = 95VS$. Let's say we allow 5% drop due to load
change? No, the divider ratio sets it.

Actually, for a capacitive divider with resistive load: $V_{out} = V_{in} \frac{Z_{C2} ||
R_LHZ_{C1} + (Z_{C2} || R_L)}$.

If we pick C values such that $X_C \Il R_L$, the ratio holds.

To limit max power: If $R_L \to 0%, $V_{out} \to 0$. Power $\to 0$? No, current is
limited by series C1. Max current $I_{sc} = V_{in} / X_{C1}$. Max power dissipated in
short would be lost in C1 (ESR) or source.



m So the constraint "Power <= TW" is naturally satisfied if we design for TW at
nominal load and don't allow excessive current. But we must ensure that under
worst-case low impedance, we don't burn something else.

m Actually, the most critical error to fix is the RMS/Peak calculation.

5. Drafting the Response:

(o}

Acknowledge the user's correction about Square Wave RMS vs Peak ($V_{peak} =
V_{rms}$). This changes everything (311V -> 220V).

o Recalculate Divider Ratio: $125 / 220 \approx 0.568$.
o Recalculate Capacitor values based on this ratio and load impedance ($15k - 31k$ Ohms).

Address the Power Limiting: Explain that capacitive divider inherently limits current, but
verify that max available current doesn't violate safety if load fails. Suggest adding a
small series resistor for hard limiting if needed (though C is usually enough for low
power).

Address "Is Inductive Load Bad?": Capacitor is better than inductor here because
inductors have resistance and core losses at 27kHz, plus size. Capacitors are lossless
(mostly) and smaller.

Provide specific component values (e.g., C1=13nF, C2=10nF or similar).

Remind about Voltage Rating: Capacitors must handle >220V peak + transients. 400V is
good.

6. Refining the Calculation:

O O O O O

$U_{in} = 220% V (Peak, because RMS=Peak for square wave).
$U_{out} = 125% V (Peak).
Target Ratio $K = 125/220 = 0.5681%.
Ideal Capacitive Divider: $C_1/ (C_1 + C_2) = K\Rightarrow C_2/C_1 = (1-K)/K = 76.1%$.
Load Impedance ($R_L$): For 0.5W to 1W at 125V RMS (which is 125V Peak for square
wave). $P = VA2/R \Rightarrow R = 12522 / P$. Range: 15.6k$\Omega$ to
31.2k$\Omega$.
To minimize voltage sag due to load, $X_{C2}$ should be significantly smaller than $R_L$.
Let's choose $X_{C2} \le R_{L,min} / 10 = 1.56 k\Omega$.
$\omega = 2 \pi \cdot 27000 \approx 169646$ rad/s.
$C_2\ge 1/ (169646 \cdot 1560) \approx 3.78 nF$. Let's choose 10 nF for margin and
availability.

m $X {C2} =1/ (\omega C_2) \approx 1/ (169646 \cdot 10e-9) \approx 589

\Omega$.

Calculate required $C_1$: Ideally $C_1 = C_2 / 0.761 \approx 13.1 nF$. Let's choose 12 nF
(close enough, slight voltage drop) or 13 nF. Let's suggest 12nF + 1nF or just standard
12nF/15nF pair?
If $C_1 = 12$ nF, Ratio = $12 / (12+10) = 0.545%. Output $\approx 220 \cdot 0.545 =
120% V. Power $\approx 12072/15625 \approx 0.92$ W. Good range.
If $C_1 = 13$ nF, Ratio = $13 / (13+10) = 0.565$. Output $\approx 220 \cdot 0.565 =
124.3% V. Power $\approx 124/2/15625 \approx 0.98% W. Very close to limit.



Let's recommend €1 = 12 nF, C2 = 10 nF. This gives a bit of safety margin on power
(under ~1TW).

Wait, user wants "not less than half watt". With C1=12nF/C2=10nF: V_out ~ 120V. If
R_load = 31k (min load), P = $12072 / 31000 \approx 0.46$ W. A bit low.

Let's try C1 = 15 nF, C2 = 10 nF. Ratio = 0.6. V_out = 132V. P_max (at 15k) =
$13222/15000 \approx 1.16$ W. Too high potentially.

Let's try C1 = 14 nF, C2 = 11 nF. Ratio = $14/25 = 0.56%. V_out = 123V. P_max (at 15k) =
$12372/15000 \approx 1.0$ W.

Let's suggest C1 = 13 nF, C2 = 10 nF. Ratio = 0.565. V_out = 124V. P_max (at 15k)
$\approx 1$W. This is tight but fits "not exceed".

Wait, the user wants to ensure it doesn't exceed 1W. If load resistance drops (more
current drawn), voltage sags, power might not increase linearly in capacitive divider? $P
= VA2/R$. If R drops, V drops significantly due to C impedance. So max power is usually
at nominal load or slightly below.

To be safe on the "not exceed TW" constraint, we should design for a bit less than TW
expected power. Let's target ~0.8W.

This suggests C1 = 12 nF, C2 = 10 nF. V_out ~ 120V. Power at min R (15k) ->
$12072/15000 = 0.96$% W. Safe.

o Wait, what if load is higher impedance? Then current drops, power drops.
o So €C1=12nF, C2=10nF seems robust for <1W limit.

Is 0.5W guaranteed? If R_load = 31k (min current case). $P = 120”2 / 31000 \approx
0.46% W. Slightly under 0.5W.

To guarantee >0.5W, we need higher voltage or lower impedance divider. But increasing
C increases current draw from inverter (reactive). Is that an issue? Inverters usually handle
capacitive loads fine up to a point. But high reactive current heats the source transistors.
Let's calculate reactive power drawn by divider alone: $Q \approx VA2 / X_{C1}$. With
12nF, $X_{C1} \approx 589 \Omega$ (same as C2 if values were equal? No). $X_{C1}$ for
12nF $\approx 490 \Omega$.

Current from source: $I = 220 / (490 + 589) \approx 0.2$ A rms. Reactive Power $\approx
220 \cdot 0.2 = 44$ VAR. This is high compared to 1W output! But it's reactive, so it
doesn't consume real power from the grid (mostly). However, it stresses the inverter
transistors ($122 R_{ds(on)}$ losses).

Is this acceptable? For a small inverter, driving 0.2A at high frequency might be okay if
rated for it. But maybe we should increase C values to reduce impedance? No, increasing
C reduces voltage drop across divider due to load better but increases reactive current
further. Wait, $X_C = 1/\omega C$. Larger C -> Smaller X.

To get more power into load (0.5W min), we need higher V_out or lower R_load. We can't
change R_load easily. So we need V_out $\approx$ 125V.

If we increase C values to reduce divider impedance relative to load, voltage regulation
improves. But reactive current increases? No, $I_{source} = V / Z_{total}$. $Z \propto
1/C$. Larger C -> Smaller Z -> Higher Current.

So there is a trade-off between voltage stability and source stress. Given "Power to
multiplier <= TW", the load determines real power. The capacitors determine reactive
current.



Recommendation: Use high-voltage polypropylene or ceramic caps. Series resistor for
safety? User asked about RC divider too. But RC has losses. Capacitive is better for
efficiency, but we need to ensure inverter can handle the reactive current (~0.2A). If
inverter is small (1W output), 0.2A at 220V is 44VA input? That's huge compared to TW
output.

Wait, $P_{out} = 1$ W. Input Power (Reactive) $\approx 44$ VAR. Efficiency in terms of VA
is low, but real power drawn from mains might still be low (only losses). But the current
flowing through MOSFETs causes conduction loss ($112 R_{ds}$).

Maybe | should suggest a larger divider impedance to reduce reactive current? If $X_C$
is large, voltage regulation suffers.

o Wait, if we want 1TW output into 15kOhm. Current needed = 8mA.
o So Cvalues need to pass at least 8mA with minimal drop.

$V_{drop_allowed} \approx$ small fraction of 95V (difference between 220 and 125). Let's
say 5V max drop due to load current? No, the divider ratio sets the nominal voltage. The
load causes sag.

o If we want $V_{out}$ stable at 125V when $|_{load}=8$mA.
o Total Impedance seen by source: $Z_{source} = j(X_{C1}) + (X {C2} || R_L)$.

This is getting complex for a chat response. Let's stick to the core correction: Square
Wave RMS vs Peak. And provide the corrected values based on that, while noting the
trade-off with reactive current.

7. Key Corrections to Highlight:

o

RMS/Peak: For square wave, $U_{peak} = U_{rms}$. Input is 220V peak, not 311V. This
reduces the required division ratio from ~0.4 to ~0.57.

Power Limiting: Capacitive divider limits current naturally. Ensure C values are chosen so
that even with low load impedance, power doesn't spike (usually voltage sag protects
here). But for hard limit, a small series resistor is safer if inverter allows it. However, user
asked about RC vs C. | will recommend High Voltage Capacitors primarily, maybe
mention resistor only if safety is critical.

Inductive Load: Avoid inductors at 27kHz due to size and core losses. Capacitive is best
for this frequency/power level.

8. Structure of the Answer:

O O O O O O

Confirm user's correction (Square wave RMS = Peak).

Provide corrected parameters ($U_{in} = 2203%V, Ratio = 0.568).

Recalculate Capacitor values for this ratio and load impedance range.

Discuss Power Limiting strategy (Capacitive current limiting vs Resistor addition).
Address "Inductive Load" question directly.

Provide final recommendation list.

9. Self-Correction on Power Calculation:

o

O

User wants $P_{out} \in [0.5, 1]$ W.
With Square Wave: $V_{rms_out} = V_{peak_out}$ (for the signal applied to resistor).



o If we set divider to output 125V RMS (which is 125V Peak), then into a resistive load
equivalent of 15k-30k Ohm.

o My previous calculation for C values used $R_{load}$ derived from Power formula. This
remains valid logic, just the voltage numbers changed.

o With $U_{in}=220V$, we need less division.

o Let's check reactive current again with new values. If | use 12nF/10nF, Xc ~500 Ohm.
Current from source ~ 220 / (500+600) = 0.2A. Reactive Power ~ 44 VAR.

o |s this too much for a small inverter? If the inverter is designed to drive a load that
consumes 1W real power, it likely can't source 44VAR reactive current continuously
without overheating MOSFETs due to conduction losses ($172 R$). $0.2A_{rms} \times
V_{ds(on)}$. If $R_{ds}=1\Omega$, loss = 0.04W per FET. Not terrible. But if it's a high
power inverter, maybe okay.

o However, to reduce reactive current while maintaining voltage ratio? We can't easily
without changing frequency or using active regulation.

o Wait, is there a way to reduce C values? If | use larger Xc (smaller C), the load will cause
more voltage sag, reducing output power below 0.5W if R_load is high.

o So we are stuck with this reactive current requirement for passive divider at this
frequency/power ratio.

o Better advice: Use a small series resistor to dampen resonance and limit fault current, but
accept the loss? Or stick to C and ensure inverter handles it. Given "Power <= TW",
efficiency is key. | will recommend Capacitive but warn about reactive load on inverter.

10. Final Plan:
o Validate user's correction (Square wave RMS/Peak).
o Explain why RC divider causes losses and is less efficient than C-divider here.
o Provide C-values calculated with $U_{in}=220V$.

o Mention the safety aspect of inverter load type (Capacitive vs Inductive). Inverters often
tolerate capacitive loads better than purely inductive at resonance, but high dl/dt
matters. At 27kHz, C is standard for resonant/inverter drives.

o Add a small series resistor (e.g., 10-50 Ohm) just for damping/safety if needed, but main
divider should be capacitive. Actually, user asked about RC divider specifically. | will
explain why pure C is better for efficiency, but RC might be safer for inverter protection.

o Wait, the prompt asks "How to proceed... which divider?". And then "Recalculate with
power limit".

o Okay, | will focus on the corrected calculation first (Square wave RMS). Then discuss the
divider choice.

o Wait, one more check: The user says "Ha Bbixoze nHBepTopa CUMMETPUYHbIN
ABynonapHbii MeaHap 27 Ky n 220 B RMS™.

o Ifit's bipolar $\pm V$, then $V_{rms} = V$. So Amplitude is 220V.



o Target: "amnantygon 125 B" (Amplitude). So we need to output a signal with amplitude
125V ($\pm 125%V or single ended?). Usually means peak value relative to ground in
bipolar context, or peak of AC signal. Assuming $\pm 125$V swing for the multiplier
input.

o Okay, proceeding with $U_{in}=220%, $U_{out}=125%.

o Wait, one detail on Power Limiting: If | use a capacitive divider, and the load
(multiplier) impedance drops (e.g. due to breakdown or heavy load), does power exceed
TW?

o In a C-divider, if $R_L$ decreases, $V_{out}$ decreases significantly because of voltage
division between $Z_{C2}$ and $Z_{load}$. So Power ($V~2/R$) might actually peak at
some optimal load and then drop. It won't explode like with a stiff voltage source +
resistor.

o However, the current drawn from the inverter increases as $R_L$ decreases (limited by
$X_{C1}$). This could overheat the inverter transistors even if output power to multiplier
is safe. | should mention this risk.

o Final check on values:

= Ratio needed: 0.568.

m C2 (parallel) determines load coupling. $X_{C2}$ should be $\Il R_L$. Min $R_L =
15k\Omega$ (for 1W). Let's aim for $X_{C2} \approx 1Tk\Omega$ to keep error <7%.

» $C_2 =1/(169000 \cdot 1000) \approx 5.9 nF$. Pick 10nF ($X_C \approx
590\Omega$, good margin).

m $C_1$ needed for ratio: $C_1 = C_2 \cdot K / (1-K) = 10nF \cdot 0.568 / 0.432
\approx 13.1 nF$. Pick 13nF or 12nF+1nF.

m Let's suggest C1=12nF, C2=10nF (Ratio 0.545 -> V_out ~120V). Or C1=15nF,
C2=10nF (Ratio 0.6 -> V_out ~132V).

= |f | want to guarantee <1W: Target V_out $\approx$ 120-124V. So C1=12nF,
C2=10nF is safer for the "not exceed" constraint.

= Wait, if $R_L$ is high (min power case), V_out stays at divider ratio. If $R_L$ drops,
V_out drops. So max Power happens when $R_L$ matches optimum impedance?
No, usually when load is lightest voltage is highest but current low. When load is
heaviest voltage is lowest but current higher.

m Actually, for fixed C-divider driving R-load: Max Power transfer occurs when
$R_{load} = Z_{source}$. Here source impedance is complex.

m Simplest logic: Ensure nominal V_out at expected R_load gives <1W. If R_load
drops (more load), V_out drops faster than current rises, so power usually stays
lower or peaks near design point.

® So calculating for the 15kOhm case ensures we don't exceed TW if that is the
worst-case low impedance of the multiplier.

o Wiait, Inductive Load: User asked "Is inductive load harmful?". For high frequency
inverters (27kHz), purely inductive loads can cause voltage spikes and resonance issues



</think>

o

with parasitic capacitance. Capacitive loads are generally smoother for MOSFETs but
draw leading current. Both need careful design. But for a divider, C is much smaller than L
at 27kHz.

Final Output Structure:

1. Confirm Square Wave Correction ($V_{peak} = V_{rms}$).
2. Corrected Divider Ratio (0.568).

3. Capacitor Selection Calculation (Targeting <1W, >0.5W).
4. Recommendation on C vs RC vs L.

5. Safety Note on Inverter Load Type.

One detail: "Ha Bbixoge nHBepTopa... 220 B RMS". If the inverter is rated 220V, it's likely a
standard mains equivalent. But since it's square wave, the peak voltage stress on
components is lower than sine (no $\sqrt{2}$). This is good for component selection
(400V caps are fine).

Wait, if $U_{in} = 220$ Vrms Square Wave -> Peak = 220V.

If | use a capacitor divider, does it handle the square wave harmonics? Yes, capacitors
pass high freq well. The multiplier likely rectifies anyway (so harmonics matter less).

Okay, ready to write.

Wait, checking the "Power Limiting" part of user prompt: "lMpnBean pac4étr EMKOCTHOroO
AenvTens C y4étom orpaHmnyeHmsa mouHoct". | need to show how C values ensure
power limit.

Logic: $P_{out} \le TW$ requires $R_{load_min} \ge V~2/PS$. If the load drops below this,
we rely on divider impedance to drop voltage.

So, I will calculate the "Short Circuit Current" limited by C1 and ensure it doesn't destroy
anything, but primarily focus on ensuring at rated load Power is within range.

Wait, one nuance: If the multiplier input impedance drops significantly (e.g. due to fault),
does power explode?

$P_{load} = V_{out}*2 / R {load}$. As $R \to 0%, $V_{out} \approx V_{in} \cdot R / X_{C1}$
(if C2 is large). So $P \approx (V_{in} \cdot R / X_{C1)~2 /R = V_{in}*2 \cdot R /
X_{C1}72%. As $R \to 0%, Power $\to 0%.

So short circuit is safe for power. Max power occurs at some finite R. We designed for the
expected R range (15k-30k). If the multiplier's impedance varies wildly, we might be off.
But assuming it behaves like a resistor in that range, our calculation holds.

Okay, writing the response.



Bbl abcontoTHO nNpasbl, 3TO KpUTMYeckas ownbka B NnpeablAyLwmx pacyétax. g cMMMeTprUyYHOro
ABYNONAPHOro MeaHApa (KBajpaTHOW BOIHbI) C CKBaXXHOCTbIO 50% cnpaBeAnMBO paBeHCTBO:
$$U_{peak} = U_{RMS}$$

B oTamume ot cuHycomapl, rae $U_{peak} \approx 1.41 \cdot U_{RMS}$, ans meaHapa nukosoe
3HaUeHWe PaBHO AENCTBYHOLEMY (ECAN CUTHaAN MeHseTca Mexay +U n -U). 9To kapanHanbHO MeHseT
pacyéTbl: BXOAHOE HanpsaxeHne — 220 B amnautyabl, a He 311 B.

Huxke npeacTaBieH nepecyéT ¢ y4eToM npaBuibHOM GOpPMbI CUrHana, BeIbop Trna agenntens n
npoBepKa OrpaHNYEeHNA MOLLIHOCTU.

1. UcnpaBaieHne NCXOAHBIX AaHHbIX

Mapametp 3HaueHMe (A8 MeaHpApa) Mpumeuanue
Yacrora ($£$) 27 Iy $\omega \approx 169,646$
pas/c
. 220 B (RMS) = 220 B Ans meaHapa $V_{peak} =
HanpsokeHue Bxoga ($U_{in}$) (Amplitude) V {rms)$
Hanps>keHue Bbixoga . Tpebyemoe Ha Bxoze
($U_{out}$) 125 B (Amplitude) YMHOXUTENA
$125 / 220 \approx
K K
03¢ puumeHT aenenus ($K$) \mathbf{0.568]$
Tpebyemas MmoLwHOCTb 0.5 — 1B

($P_{out}$)

2. Bbi6bop TMna penvtens (MHAYKTUBHDLIN VS EmkocTHbIN vs RC)

PekomeHaauuna: NcknrounTtesibHO EMKOCTHOW AenunTtenb.

e [ouemy He NHAYKTUBHbIWN:
o Ha vactote 27 kl'y, Apocceny Ansa Takmx TOKOB ByayT rpOMO3AKAUMUN U UMEROT aKTUBHOE
conpoTtusBaeHne 06MOTKN, UTO NPUBEAET K HarpeBy.
o VIHAYyKTMBHaA Harpy3ka MOXEeT Bbl3BaTb PE30OHAHCHbIE MepeHanpaXeHns rnpu
nepekatoyeHmnn nHBepTopa (ocobeHHo B cxemax ¢ MOSFET), uto onacHo s Katouen.
¢ [Mouemy He RC-penurtens:
o Pe3uctop 6yaet paccenBatb akKTUBHYHO MOLHOCTb ($P = 172 R$). Mpwm Tokax genuntens ato
npueeget K KMNJ < 50% n cnnbHOMY HarpeBy pe3nctopoB (Hy>XHbl MOLLHbIE PE3NCTOPSI
Ha 1-3 BT, uto n3bbITouHO Npwn Harpy3ske 1 BT).
¢ Mouemy EMKOCTHOIA:
o WpeanbHo noaxoant ana BY. KoHaeHcaTtopbl NpakTMyeckn He paccemBaroT MOLLHOCTb
(tTonbko notepwn ESR B munnmearrax).
o Tok yepes genntesib orpaHNUMBaeTCa peakTUBHbIM CONMPOTUBNEHNEM, UTO AB/IAETCA
€CTeCTBEHHbIM 3aLLUTON OT Neperpy3Kkm rno Toky.

3. Pacuétr éMKOCTHOro Aenurens ¢ y4ETOM MOLLLHOCTHU



Y106l rapaHTMpoBaTth MoLwHOCTb 0.5-1 BT, Hy>XKHO Nogo6paTh EMKOCTM Tak, YTObbI Npu
MWHWMabHOM BXOZHOM COMPOTMBAEHUN YMHOXUNTENS (HaUbObLUEN HArpy3ke) Hanps>eHne He
npocaxmBanocb Huxe 125 B, a npy MakcMManbHOW Harpyske — He NpeBbILLIano AOMYyCTMMOro ToKa
NHBEpPTOpA.

LWar 1: OueHKa 3KBMBaJIGHTHOTO cCONPOTUBJIeHUA Harpy3ku ($R_{in}$) YmMHOXMTENb Ha Bxoae
BeZET ceba KaK akTMBHaA Harpyska (418 pacyéta MOLLHOCTW).

e Mpu $P = 0.5$ BT 1 $U = 125% B (RMS = Amplitude ana meangpa): $R_{max} = 12542 /0.5
\approx 31.25% kOm.
e [pun $P = 1$ BT: $R_{min} = 125”22 / 1 \approx 15.6% kOm.

LWar 2: Pacuét peakTnBHbIX conpoTtuenennii ($X_C$) Ytobbl genntens pabotan ctabuibHo,
peakTUBHOE COMPOTUB/IEHNE HUXHEro KoHaeHcaTopa ($C_2$) 4oKHO HbITh 3HAUUTENBHO MeHbLUEe
MWHWMaNbHOrO COMPOTMBAEHMA Harpy3kn (06bI4HO B 5-10 pas), uTobbl HanNpsXXeHWe Ha BbiIXxoae He
NPOCaXxnBasoCb NP N3MEHEHUN TOKa YMHOXUTENS.

o Mpumem $X_{C2} \approx R_{min} / 10 \approx 1.5$ kOm (c 3anacom).

e [17151 TOYHOrO AEeNEHUs HAMPAXKEHUS BO3bMEM UyTb 60/blIE EMKOCTb, UTOObI CHU3WUTL BAUSIHME
Harpy3sku: $X_{C2} \approx 600$ Om. $$C_2 = \frac{1}{\omega \cdot X_{C2}} = \frac{1}
{169,646 \cdot 600} \approx 9.8 \text{ H®}$$ bepém cmaHdapmHoe 3HaueHue: $C 2 = 10$ HP
(HanpsxeHue > 400 B).

e Tenepb paccumtaem $C_1$ ans koadduuymenta generms $K = 0.568%. Popmyna naeanbHoro
aenvtens (6e3 Harpyskm): $\frac{U_{out}{U_{in}} \approx \frac{C_1{C_1 + C_2}$. $$\frac{C_1}
{C_1 + 10\text{HD}} = 0.568 \Rightarrow C_1 \approx 13.1 \text{ HD}$$

LWar 3: MpoBepka MOLWHOCTA NPU peasibHbIX YCA0OBUAX Bbibrpaem HOMWHanbI, KOTOpble AaAyT
6e3onacHbIv 3anac no MmouHocTt (< 1 BT).

e Bapwuant: $C_1 = 12$ HO (nocnegosatenbHo), $C_2 = 10$ HO (napannenbHO).

o Koadpdpuument genenms: $12 / (12 + 10) \approx 0.545$.

o BbixogHoe HanpsxeHue: $U_{out} = 220\text{B} \cdot 0.545 \approx 120$ B.

© MoLWHOCTb NPV MUHUMANLHOM COMPOTUBAEHUN Harpy3ku (15.6 kOm): $$P = \frac{120"2}
{15,600} \approx 0.92 \text{ B1}$$

© 370 nonagaeTt B Anana3oH < 1 Bt n 6113Ko K BepxHeu rpaHuLe, Ho 6ezonacHo.

e Ecan HyxHo rapaHtuposatb > 0.5 BT: [Npn makcnmanbHOM conpoTtuBaeHnn Harpyskm (31.25
kKOM): $$P = \frac{12072}{31,250} \approx 0.46 \text{ Br}$$ Hebosbwoli Hedobop. YTobbI
NOAHATL HUXKHIOH TpaHuuy Ao 0.5 BT, Hy>XkHO uyTb yBesmunts émkoctb $C_1$ (Hanpumep, $C_1
= 13$ HO nan $C_1 = 12\text{H®} + 1\text{H®}$). Mpun $C_1 = 13$ HD: $U_{out} \approx
124% B, $P_{min_load} \approx 0.5$ Br.

NtoroBasa pekomeHgaumsa (OnTMmasnbHbIA BapuaHT)

Ans rapaHtm mowHocT 0.5-1 BT 1 6e30nacHOCTV MHBEPTOPA PEKOMEHAYHO CNEAYHOLLYHO CXEMY:



Mapametp 3HaueHune Tun komnoHeHTa

$C 1$ 13 HD (am 12HD + ) . .
MnaéHouHbin/Kepammueckunu, > 400 B

(MocnepoBatenbHO) TH®)

$C 2% (Ha 3ema10) 10 HO MnéHouHbI/Kepammnuecknin, > 400 B

Pesucrop $R_{bleed}$ 100 KOm / 2 Br MapannensHo $C_2$ (ana paspsaga npw
OTKNHOYEHWUW)

Mouemy meHHO TaK?

1. MowHoctb: Mpy $U_{in}=220$B 1 ykaszaHHbIX EMKOCTAX HaMpsXXeHWe Ha BbixoAe byaeT =124
B. 910 obecneumBaeT MOLWHOCTL ~1 BT Ha Harpy3ky ¢ umnegaHcom ~15 kOm n He meHee 0.5 BT
npu MnNegaHce BblLLe.

2. BesonacHocTb MHBepTOpa: EMKOCTHas Harpyska (Toku cMeleHns ~ 200 MA RMS) 6esonacHa
ANA 6ONbLUINHCTBA MHBEPTOPOB, paboTatoLMx Ha Pe30HAHCHBIX YacToTax, Tak Kak He Bbi3biBaeT
aKTUBHBbIX NOTEPb B Harpyske v He reHepupyeT 34C caMONHAYKLMN.

3. OrpaHMueHme MOLHOCTM: EMKOCTHOM gennTensb cam no cebe orpaHunumsaet Tok. Ecau
Harpyska YMHOXWUTEeN pe3Ko YMeHbLUNTCA (KOPOTKOE 3aMblKaHMe Ha BbIXOZeE), HanpaXeHue Ha
BXOAE YMHOXMUTENA ynajeT, 1 MOLWHOCTb He NPEBbLICUT JOMYCTUMYHO (TOK ByaeT orpaHnyeH
peakTMBHbIM conpoTueaeHvem $C_1%).

4. HanpsxeHue: KoHaeHcaTopbl AOMKHbI ObITb paccumTaHbl MUHUMYM Ha 400 B (pabouee
nukosoe HanpsaxeHue 220 B + 3anacbl OT BIGPOCOB 1 rapMOHWK MeaHApPa).

Ba)xHoe npepocTeperxeHue: icnonb3ynte KoHAeHCAaTOPbI ¢ HM3kUM ESR (moannponuneHoBble nam
kepamuueckne knacc X7R/X2S), Tak kak Ha yactoTe 27 kI, 0BblUYHbIE SNEKTPOANTBI ByAYyT MMETb
BbICOKOE COMPOTUBAEHME N FPeTbCA. [N NOBbILIEHNSA HaAEXHOCTU MHBEPTOPA MOXHO A06aBUTb
nocnegosatesibHo 10-50 Om pe3unctop Manoi mowHoctu (1 Bt) nepes $C_1$ ana raweHns nmMkoBbIx
TOKOB BKJIFOUYEHMSA, HO 3TO HEMHOrO cHM3UT KIA.



