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3D Model-Analytical Analysis
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By Mesh analysis
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3D Model-COMSOL Analysis

Magnetic flux density norm (T)
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3D Model-COMSOL vs Analytic

COMSOL Analysis /1 Analytic Analysis ™\
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2D Model-Analytical Analysis
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By Mesh analysis
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2D Model-COMSOL Analysis

Line Graph: Magnetic flux density norm (T)
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2D Model-COMSOL vs Analytic

COMSOL Analysis /1 Analytic Analysis ™\
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2D Axis symmetry Model-COMSOL Analys;

Surface: Magnetic flux density norm (T)

Line Graph: Magnetic flux density norm (T)
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2D Axis symmetry Model-COMSOL vs Analytic

COMSOL Analysis /1 Analytic Analysis ™\
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Beam analysis
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Line: Displacement field, z component (m) o
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Surface: Magnetic flux density norm (T) — Line: Displacement field, z component (m)
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