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Voltage and current distortions caused by nonlinear characteristic of electronic and power electronic 
devices may cause a large number of problems for electrical equipments such as, mal-operation, 
additional losses, heat and excessive insulating stresses. Transformers are the most important 
equipments in power and distribution networks. So, their reliable operation is very critical for utility 
companies. In this paper, the effects of current distortions caused by electronic devices on the losses of 
a transformer have been evaluated using ‘finite element method’. Also, the effects of high frequency 
components of current harmonics on the flux distribution into the transformer's core are investigated. 
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INTRODUCTION 
 
Distribution transformers are generally designed to supply 
sinusoidal loads at rated frequency. Harmonic distortion in 
current and voltage waveforms are unavoidable problems 
in power and distribution system that most of the time is 
due to nonlinear loads. The Electric Power Research 
Institute (EPRI) gives an approximate estimation that 
nonlinear loads which were only 1.5% of the total electric 
utility loads in1987 have been increased to 50% in 2000 
and this trend in rising is expected to reach 80% in the year 
2010 (Radmehr et al., 2006; Sankaran, 2002; Arrillaga and 
Watson, 2003; Radmehr et al., 2007; Saracoglu, 2010; 
Morsi and El-Hawary, 2009; Vatansever, 2010). Several 
methods by Olivares et al. (2003) are offered to decrease 
losses of distribution transformers. The most important  
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one was using electromagnetic aluminum shield which 

decreases stray loss. Harmonic behavior of power 
transformer under non-sinusoidal condition is investigated 
in Mohammed et al. (2006). The analysis is performed by 
coupling finite element analysis with circuit equations. 
Also, harmonic behavior of transformer current and DC 
current of load is analyzed using wavelet transform. 
Distribution network losses and especially transformers 
are investigated by Leal et al. (2009) using neural-network 
model. A new digital data-acquisition method by Fuchs et 
al. (2006) for measuring derating and reactive power 
demand of three-phase transformers under nonlinear load 
has been proposed. The measuring circuit was based on 
potential- and current-transformers, voltage dividers or 
hall sensors, A/D converter and microprocessor. The most 
important sources of current distortion in distribution 
networks are electronic phase controls, power electronic 
devices, high frequency and switching equipments. In 
Sadati et al. (2010) and Yazdani-Asrami et al. (2010), the  
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Figure 1. The steps of FE analysis. 

 
 
 
derating and loss calculation of distribution transformers 
have been done using different  analytical  and  simulation 
based methods. For example in Sadati et al. (2010), 
MATLAB/SIMULINK has been used as widely used 
software to estimate and calculate transformer losses 
under harmonic loads. In Yazdani-Asrami et al. (2011) and 
Sadati et al. (2010), the losses and remaining life of 
transformers have been calculated using simulation and 
experimental based methods. For example, 
two-dimensional (2D) finite element method (FEM) has 
been used for life estimation of distribution transformers. 

This paper studies the effects of high frequency 
components    in    the    load    current    of    a    distribution 
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transformer on the losses and its core flux distribution 
using three-dimensional (3D) finite element (FE) analysis. 
 
 
ELECTROMAGNETIC STATEMENT OF PROBLEM 
 
FEM is a very sophisticated tool widely used by engineers, 
scientists and researchers to solve engineering problems 
especially electromagnetic problems. Nowadays, FEM is 
clearly the dominant numerical analysis method for 
simulation of physical field distributions. Indeed, the FEM 
finds the solution to any engineering problem that can be 
described by a finite set of partial derivative equations with 
appropriate boundary conditions. The FE analysis of any 
problem involves basically four steps as shown in Figure 1 
(Liu and Quek, 2003; Jin, 2002; Rao, 2004). Also, one 
elliptic object has been shown in Figure 2 that has shown 
the concept of FE study. There are different models for 
transformers under various conditions. However, the 
frequency dependency of the transformer parameters is 
not easy to include, especially in circuit based methods. 
FE modeling can include all of these effects and provide 
an efficient way for analysis, simulation and optimization 
of transformers. FE analysis solves the electromagnetic 
field problems by solving Maxwell's equations in a finite 
region of space with appropriate boundary conditions. 
Electromagnetic quasi-static analysis is valid under the 

assumption that: D/ t  0∂ ∂ = . This implies that Maxwell’s 
equations can be rewritten: 
 

( ) e

t

σ∇ × = = + × +

∂
∇ × = −

∂

H J E ν B J

B
E

                                                (1) 

 

0 , 0 , ρ∇ ⋅ = ∇ ⋅ = ∇ ⋅ =B J D           (2) 

 

Here,
e

J is an externally generated current density and ν  

is the velocity of the conductor. The crucial criterion for 
validation of quasi-static approximation is that the currents 
and the electromagnetic fields vary slowly. This means 
that dimensions of the structure in problem should be 
small compared to the wavelength. Note that B  and 
E are used uniquely in magnetic or electric solution 
respectively, but are fully coupled here. Using the 
definitions of the potentials: 
 

= ∇ ×B A                                                                                    (3) 
 

t

∂
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∂

A
E V

                 (4) 
 

And the constitutive relation
0
( )B H Mµ= + , Ampere’s law  
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Figure 2. Introducing the concept of FEM. 

 
 
 
can be rewritten: 
 

1

0
( ) ( ) e

V
t

−∂
+∇× ∇× − − × ∇× + ∇ =

∂

A
A M ν A Jσ µ σ σ

    (5) 
 
Taking the divergence of Equation 5, the continuity 
equation is written as follows: 
 

( ) 0
e

V
t

σ σ σ
∂ 

−∇ ⋅ − × ∇ × + ∇ − = 
∂ 

A
ν A J

     (6) 
 
Equations 5 and 6 give a system of equations for two 
potentials A and V . 

 

[ ( )] 0
e

Vσ σ−∇⋅ − × ∇× + ∇ − =v A J           (7) 

 
1

0
( ) ( ) eVµ σ σ−∇× ∇× − − × ∇× + ∇ =A M v A J

  (8) 
 

The term ( )σ × ∇×v A represents the current generated 

motion with a constant velocity in a static magnetic field 
B eσ= +J v B . Similarly, the term V−σ∇  represents a 

current generated by a static electric field 
E eσ=J E . 

When 0B =J , including 
E

J  in the external current 

results in: 
 

1

0
( ) eµ−∇× ∇× − =A M J%

             (9) 
 
Where, 
 

e e E= +J J J%  

This equation can be solved independently. The electric 
and magnetic potentials are not uniquely defined from the 
electric and magnetic fields through Equations 3 and 4. 

Considering ∂Ψ , two new potentials will be introduced: 

 

= + ∇ΨA A%
                   (10) 

 

V V
t
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= −
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∂ ∂ ∂ ∂
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      (12) 
 

( )= ∇× = ∇× − ∇Ψ = ∇×B A A A% %
          (13) 

 
The variable transformation of potentials is called a gauge 
transformation. To obtain a unique solution the gauge 
should be chosen, that means putting constraints on 
Ψ that makes the solution unique. Another way of 
expressing this additional condition is to put a constraint 

on∇ ⋅ A . The A vector field would be defined uniquely up 

to a constant if both ∇ ⋅ A and ∇× A are given. This is 

called Helmholtz’s theorem. One particular gauge is the 

Coulomb gauge given by the constraint A 0.∇ ⋅ =  When 

using assemblies with interface pairs, it might also be 
necessary to activate an equation fixing a gauge. This 
must be done when vector elements are coupled over a 
pair and the meshes on each side are incompatible. The 
gauge is the Coulomb gauge for ‘magneto-statics and 
quasi-statics’ for electric and induction currents. 
Quasi-statics for induction currents use other equations 
when fixing the gauge. These equations are shown as 
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Table 1. Parameters of a single phase transformer. 

 

Parameter Value Unit 

Rated apparent output power 25 kVA 

Rated frequency 50 Hz 

Primary voltage 20000 Volt 

Secondary voltage 231 Volt 

Rated primary current 1.25 Ampere 

Rated secondary current 108 Ampere 

Load loss 750 Watt 

Core steel type M5 0.3 mm 

Maximum ambient temperature 40 °C 

Cooling type ONAN 
 
 
 

follows, where Equation 14 is for time-harmonic problems 
and Equation 15 is for transient problems. 
 

0 ( ) 0σ∇ ⋅ = ⇒ ∇ ⋅ =J A
             (14) 

 
In time-harmonic case, Ampere's equation includes the 
displacement current: 
 

( ) ejσ ω∇ × = = + × + +H J E ν B D J         (15) 
 

In transient case, the inclusion of this term would lead to a 
second-order equation in time, but in the harmonic case 
there are no such complications. Using definition of the 
electric and magnetic potentials, the system of equations 
takes the form: 
 

( )2

0 0. ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) 0e
j j V j−∇ − − × ∇× + + ∇ − + =A ν A J Pωσ ω ε σ σ ωε ω

  (16) 
 

2 1

0 0 0
( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )e
j j V j

−− +∇× ∇× − − ×∇× + + ∇ = +A A M ν A J Pωσ ωε µ σ σ ωε ω
 (17) 

 

The constitutive relation 0D E Pε= + has been used for the 

electric field. Choosing jV /  ωΨ = − in the gauge 

transformation, a particular gauge can be obtained that 
reduces the system of equation. 
 

0

j
V

V

ω
= − ∇

=

A A%

%

                  (18) 

 

Because V% vanishes from the equations, we only need 

the second equation in Equation 16, that is 

0( )j Vσ ωε+ ∇ is eliminated in Equation 16. Working 

with A%  is often the best option when it is possible to 

specify all source currents as external currents 
e

J or as 

surface currents on boundaries. 
 
 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 
 

Here, an oil-filled single-phase distribution-transformer is 
studied. Its parameters and specifications are tabulated in 
Table 1. A 3D model of studied transformer is shown in 
Figure 3. Also, the nonlinear load specification is 
presented in Table 2 and this current has been shown in 
Figure 4. Actually, the transformer is a 3D system and 
therefore a 3D model is usually required in order to include 
all influencing parameters for simulation purposes such as 
chemical, electrical and geometrical specifications. As a 
major problem with 3D modeling, a long simulation time is 
required to solve the modeling problem, which may take 
hours upon hours to simulate just one running of 
simulation. This is the reason why 2D simulation has been 
used in literature in this area. Also, 3D analysis should be 
performed by fast computers which may not be available 
for many researchers. Therefore, some simplifications 
such as part modeling, choosing coarse mesh sizes and 
2D modeling can be used to overcome this problem. In 
other words, the 2D simulation is quicker than 3D but the 
accuracy of 3D simulation is much more than 2D. So, 
authors decide to use 3D simulation to increase and 
guarantee the accuracy of the results. First of all, a 3D 
model of transformer should be introduced in FE software. 
Then, the behavior of transformer under linear load 
(sinusoidal current) and nonlinear load current (distorted 
current) is simulated. For simulation, firstly the sinusoidal 
load current has been applied to the transformer winding. 
Then, the losses under sinusoidal condition have been 
calculated. Next, each harmonic current with its frequency 
is applied to windings and after simulation; load loss has 
been calculated. Table 3 shows the results of load loss 
calculation under linear and nonlinear load using FE 
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Figure 3. 3D modeling of transformer. 

 
 
 

Table 2. Non-linear load specification. 

 

Harmonic order (h) Percent (%) 

1 100 

7 10.8 

13 2.7 

17 1.5 

THD 12 
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Figure 4. Nonlinear current generated by electronic devices. 
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Table 3. The calculation of load loss under harmonic load using FE method. 

 

Harmonic order (h) Load loss (watt) 

Under sinusoidal wave 768 

Under distorted wave 881.3 
 
 
 

   (A)  

 
 

   (B)  

 
 

Figure 5. a) Flux density in the transformer core and b) distribution of flux lines in the transformer core. 
 
 
 

analysis after solution. Magnetic current and flux 
amplitude is very low in the core. Flux density and flux 
distribution in the transformer core have been shown in 
Figure 5. These  figures  indicate  that  by  increasing  the 

frequency of the harmonic, the flux amplitude will be 
decreased. In addition, it can be seen that the flux lines will 
diffuse into the core and also, the study shows that the 
leakage flux lines will be increased outside of transformer  
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core because of high frequency behavior of distorted 
current. This phenomenon leads to loss increasing in 
distribution transformer, because the flux density has been 
decreased from its normal value. 

The normal value for flux density in distribution 
transformers under linear load and normal condition is 
about 2 Tesla, but under studied distorted current flux 
density decreased to 1.49 Tesla. So, for overcoming these 
problems that is caused by electronic equipments, ‘active 
power filters’ should be installed into distribution 
substations and network (Rahim and Radzi, 2010). 
 
 
Conclusion 
 
In this paper, FE analysis has been utilized as a very 
precise method for calculating distribution transformer 
loss under high frequency distorted load current that is 
generated by electronic devices. The distribution and 
behavior of flux lines under distorted current has been 
investigated. Results show that the effect of nonlinear 
loads on ohmic loss and other stray loss is low, while its 
effect on winding eddy current loss is high. Also, the study 
indicate that by increasing the frequency of harmonics, the 
flux amplitude will be decreased and flux lines will be 
diffused into the core and also, simulation results show 
that the leakage flux lines will be increased outside of 
transformer core because of high frequency behavior of 
distorted current. As a result, this incremented leakage 
flux will increase the amount of other stray loss in tank and 
other metallic parts of transformers and eventually, lead to 
energy and economic loss. 
 
 
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 
 
The authors wish to thank Mr. Mohammadreza 
Barzegaran Baboli (Florida International University, 
Miamai, USA) for his helpful discussions during this 
research. 
 
 
REFERENCES 
 
Arrillaga J, Watson NR (2003). Power System Harmonics, Second Edition, 

John Wiley & Sons Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
Fuchs EF, Lin D, Martynaitis J (2006). Measurement of Three-Phase 

Transformer Derating and Reactive Power Demand under Nonlinear  
Loading Conditions, IEEE Trans. Power Delivery, 21: 665-672. 

Jin J (2002). The Finite Element Method In Electromagnetics, 2nd Edition, 
John Wiley & Sons Inc. 

Leal AG, Jardini JA, Magrini LC, Ahn SU (2009). Distribution Transformer 
Losses Evaluation: A New Analytical Methodology and Artificial Neural 
Network Approach, IEEE Trans. Power Syst., 24: 705-712. 

Liu GR, Quek SS (2003). The Finite Element Method: A Practical Course, 
Butterworth-Heinemann. 

Mohammed OA, Abed NY, Liu S (2006). Investigation of the Harmonic 
Behavior of Three Phase Transformer under Non-sinusoidal Operation 
Using Finite Element and Wavelet Packets, IEEE Trans. Magnet., 42: 
967-970. 

Morsi WG, El-Hawary ME (2009). On the Implementation of Time- 
Frequency Transforms for Defining Power Components in Nonsinusoidal 
Situations: A Survey, Elect. Power Comp. Syst., 37: 373-392. 

Olivares-Galvan JC, Liu Y, Canedo JM, Escarela-Perez R, Driesen J, 
Moreno P (2003). Reducing Losses in Distribution Transformers, IEEE 
Trans Power Delivery, 18: 821-826. 

Radmehr M, Farhangi S, Nasiri A (2006). Effect of Power Quality Distortion 
on Electrical Drives and Transformer Life in Paper Industries: Simulation 
and Real Time Measurements, In Proceedings of IEEE Pulp and Paper 
Industry Technical Conference, pp. 1-9. 

Radmehr M, Farhangi S, Nasiri A (2007). The Power of Paper - Effects of 
Power Quality Distortions on Electrical Drives and Transformer Life in 
Paper Industries, IEEE Ind. Appl. Mag., 13: 38-48. 

Rahim NA, Radzi MAM (2010). DSP-Based Flexible Digital Hysteresis in 
Switched Capacitor Active Power Filter, IEICE Elect. Exp., 7: 621-627. 

Rao SS (2004). The Finite Element Method in Engineering, 4th edition, 
Elsevier Science & Technology Books. 

Sadati SB, Yazdani-Asrami M, Taghipour M (2010). Effects of Harmonic 
Current Content and Ambient Temperature on Load Ability and Life Time 
of Distribution Transformers, Int.l Rev. Elect. Eng., 5: 1444-1451. 

Sadati SMB, Motevali BD, Dargahi M, Yazdani-Asrami M (2010). Evaluation 
of Distribution Transformer Losses and Remaining Life considering 
Network Harmonic, Based on Analytical and Simulation Methods, Austr. 
J. Basic Appl. Sci., 4: 5291-5299. 

Sankaran C (2002). Power Quality, CRC Press. 
Saracoglu B (2010), Supply power factor and load current harmonic 

performance improvement of three phase AC voltage controller, Sci. Res. 
Essays, 5: 862-868 

Vatansever F (2010). RMS and power measurement using the dual-tree 
complex wavelet transform, Sci. Res. Essays, 5: 2645-2655. 

Yazdani-Asrami M, Mirzaie M, Shayegani Akmal A (2010). Calculation of 
Transformer Losses under Non-Sinusoidal Currents Using: Two Analytic 
Methods and Finite Element Analysis, World Appl. Sci. J., 9: 889-897. 

Yazdani-Asrami M, Mirzaie M, Shayegani Akmal A, Asghar Gholamian S 
(2011). Life Estimation of Distribution Transformers Under Non-Linear 
Loads Using Calculated Loss by 2D-FEM, J. Elect. Syst., 7: 12-24. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


