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Sparsity-Exploiting Moment-Based Relaxations of
the Optimal Power Flow Problem
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Abstract—Convex relaxations of non-convex optimal power
flow (OPF) problems have recently attracted significant inteest.
While existing relaxations globally solve many OPF problers,
there are practical problems for which existing relaxatiors fail to
yield physically meaningful solutions. This paper appliesnoment

relaxations to solve many of these OPF problems. The mo-

ment relaxations are developed from the Lasserre hierarchyfor
solving generalized moment problems. Increasing the relation
order in this hierarchy results in “tighter” relaxations at the
computational cost of larger semidefinite programs. Low-oder
moment relaxations are capable of globally solving many snia
OPF problems for which existing relaxations fail. By exploting
sparsity and only applying the higher-order relaxation to gecific
buses, global solutions to larger problems are computatically
tractable through the use of an iterative algorithm informed
by a heuristic for choosing where to apply the higher-order
constraints. With standard semidefinite programming solves, the
algorithm globally solves many test systems with up to 300 mes
for which the existing semidefinite relaxation fails to yietl globally
optimal solutions.

Index Terms—Optimal power flow, Semidefinite optimization,
Moment relaxations, Global solution

I. INTRODUCTION

constrained OPF problems with approximately 3,000 and
9,000 buses, respectively.)

However, while typical local solution techniques often in
fact find globally optimal solutions [3]/.[13], they may fao
converge or converge to a local optimum. See, for instahee, t
example problems and discussionlin [6] as well as the five-bus
system in|[[5]. For many of these problemsatwowEeRs [10]
default interior point solver with default options and aigar
of initialization heuristics either fails to converge or dm
locally optimal solutions. See alsd [14], which reports on a
study by the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission of con-
vergence characteristics for a variety of commercial gslve
OPF problem formulations, and initialization heuristics.

Recently, significant attention has focused on a semidefinit
relaxation of the OPF problem [1L5]. If the relaxed probleits sa
isfies a rank condition (i.e., the relaxation is said to beatak
or “tight”), the global solution to the original OPF probleran
be determined in polynomial time. Prior OPF solution method
do not guarantee finding a global solution in polynomial
time. Further, infeasibility of a relaxation certifies iafability
of the OPF problem, which is a capability not available
with typical existing solution techniques. Additionallynlike

HE optimal power flow (OPF) problem determines atpcal solution techniques whose convergence charadtsrist
T optimal operating point for an electric power system igenerally depend on a chosen initialization, the semidefini
terms of a specified objective function (typically generati relaxation provides the global solution regardless of thaice

cost per unit time), subject to both network equality camigts

of initialization when the relaxation is exact. While notraa-

(i.e., the power flow equations, which model the relatiopshfure as existing solution techniques, semidefinite prognarg
between voltages and power injections) and engineeririgslimaPProaches thus have substantial advantages over treditio
(e.g., inequality constraints on voltage magnitudesyaaind techniques.
reactive power generations, and line flows). While the OPFHowever, the rank condition is not satisfied for all pradtica
problem is often augmented with security constraints th@PF problems[[6],[[16]. For such problems, the relaxation
ensure robustness to contingencies (see, €.4.,[[1]-[4¢), Provides a lower bound on the optimal objective value but
formulation considered in this research does not considé@es not provide physically meaningful decision variajies,
contingencies. voltage phasors). The bounds obtained from the semidefi-
The OPF problem is generally non-convex due to thdte relaxation are often close to the global optimum and
non-linear power flow equations][5] and may have locare therefore useful for many applications (e.g., caloujat
solutions [6]. Non-convexity of the OPF problem has mad&@ltage stability margins_[17] and determining the poteinti
solution techniques an ongoing research topic. Many Opfboptimality of an OPF solution that is only guaranteed to
solution techniques have been proposed, including stivees®e locally optimal). However, determining both the glopall
quadratic programs, Lagrangian relaxation, genetic ityos, Optimal objective value and the globally optimal decision
particle swarm optimization, and interior point methodp-[7 variables is important in many contexts.
[12]. Some of these techniques are quite mature and caphble of0 address problems for which the rank condition is not
finding at-least-locally optimal solutions to many largmie satisfied, this paper presemsment relaxations] that globally
OPF problems with reasonable computational burden. (Fe#lve a broader class of OPF problems than existing relax-
instance, [[3] and[[4] report computationally tractable met ations. Building on the results of [20] (many of which are

ods for finding at-least-locally-optimal solutions to setu
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independently studied in [21] and [22]), this paper des=ih

1The terminologymoment relaxation, adopted from[[18],[19], refers to the
relaxation’s derivation from a special case of geaeralized moment problem.
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method for globally solving large OPF problems by explajtin(The local optima have objective values that are 10.0%,%87.5
sparsity and only applying computationally intensive teg- and 38.1% greater than the global optimum.) The semidefinite
order” moment relaxations to specific buses. relaxation of [15] yields a lower bound that is 11% less
Much of the related work in this area focuses on sufhan the global optimum. Thus, an existing convex relaxatio
ficient conditions for which existing convex relaxatione arand a typical interior point technique both perform poorly
exact [23]-[25]. While the sufficient conditions develogleds for this problem while a second-order relaxation finds the
far are promising, they only apply to a limited subset aflobal solution[[20]. The capabilities of low-order reléivas
problems. for small OPF problems are further describedlin! [20], which
For more general cases, [26] proposes a heuristic methindludes an exploration of the feasible spaces of secoddror
for finding a global optimum that is “hidden” in a higher-rankelaxations, and independently in [21] and|[22].
subspace of solutions to the semidefinite relaxation. Hewev However, large OPF problems are computationally in-
the semidefinite relaxation yields an optimal objectiveueal tractable even for low-order relaxations. Solving exigtin
strictly less than the global minimum of some OPF prolsemidefinite relaxations of large OPF problems requires ex-
lems [16]. For such cases, other heuristics may obtainsst-le ploiting power system sparsity. Using a matrix completion
locally optimal solutions[[25],[[26] with the optimal objiae  decomposition, existing semidefinite relaxations are aomp
value of the semidefinite relaxation indicating the potntitationally tractable for problems with thousands of bu&a,[
suboptimality. [28]. Naive application of related techniques for the mame
While deserving of further study, heuristics eliminate theelaxations [[29] enables solution of systems with up to ap-
global optimality guarantee that is one of the main advagagproximately forty buses. Solving larger systems requiresem
of the semidefinite relaxation. We propose an alternative madicious use of the higher-order relaxation. Exploitirige t
ment relaxation that, when exact, yields the global optimurabservation that power injection “mismatches” typicallcar
Using polynomial optimization theory [18]/ [19], momentonly in small regions of realistic large OPF problerhs][16],
relaxations globally solve a broad class of OPF problentjs paper applies a higher-order relaxation to specifie®us
including many problems for which existing relaxations ar€his enables global solution of large problems. With stadda
not exact. Moment relaxations exploit the fact that the ORfemidefinite programming solvers, the proposed approach is
problem is composed of polynomials in the voltage phassuccessfully applied to OPF problems with up to 300 buses
components and is therefore a polynomial optimization profor which the semidefinite relaxation of [15] fails to yield
lem. the globally optimal decision values. Further improversent
Global solution of a broader class of OPF problems hassalving larger OPF problems may be achieved by combining
computational cost. Whereas the matrix in the semidefieite emerging semidefinite programming solvers with the method
laxation of [15] is composed of all second-order combiraio proposed in this paper.
of the voltage phasor components, the moment relaxation'sSelective application of the moment relaxation is indepen-
matrices are composed of higher-degree combinations. Tdently proposed in[[22]. The method described [in][22] is
semidefinite program for the orderimoment relaxation of limited to second-order relaxations of OPF problems witisle
an n-bus system has a positive semidefinite constraint ¢hman 40 buses due to a computationally expensive subproblem
a k x k matrix, wherek = (2n+~)!/((2n)!y!) (i.e., this and lack of concurrent exploitation of sparsity.
matrix is composed of all combinations of voltage composent After introducing the OPF problem formulation in Sec-
up to order2y). For example, the moment matrices for théion [l we describe the moment relaxations in Secfioh 111
first-, second-, and third-order moment relaxations of &d8- Sectior 1V then presents the method for globally solvingéar
system have siz21 x 21, 231 x 231, and1771 x 1771, respec- OPF problems by exploiting sparsity and only applying the
tively, as compared t@0 x 20 for the semidefinite relaxation higher-order relaxations to specific buses. Sediibn V prtsse
of [15]. Thus, the computational requirements of the momergsults from the proposed method. Secfiah VI concludes the
relaxations can be substantially larger than the semidefinpaper and discusses future research directions.
relaxation of [15], especially for high-order relaxations
Fortunately, experience with small systems suggests that Il. OPF PROBLEM FORMULATION
low-order relaxations globally solve a broad class of OPF We first present an OPF formulation in terms of rectangular
problems, including problems for which the semidefinitexel voltage coordinates, active and reactive power genersdioh
ation of [15] is not exact. As an example of the effectivenespparent-power line-flow limits. Consider anbus power
of the moment relaxations, consider the 9-bus OPF problesystem, where\ = {1,2,...,n} is the set of all busesy
in [6]. MATPOWER [10] with the default interior point solver is the set of generator buses, afids the set of all lines. Let
and default solver options either fails to converge or cogee Pp,. + jQp,. represent the active and reactive load demand
to one of three local optima depending on the initializalflonat each bug € \V. Let Vi = Var + jVgi, denote the voltage
o o . . phasors in rectangular coordinates at each bus A. Su-
Initialization heuristics included 1.) a “flat start” withnity voltage . « ,, . -
magnitudes and zero voltage angles, 2.) the solution to itfear “DC” perscripts “max and “min” denote SpeCIerd upper and lower
OPF approximation, 3.) a power flow solution calculated gisintive power limits. Buses without generators have maximum and minimum
injections at the midpoints of the generators’ operatingges, 4.) a power generation set to zero. L& = G + ;B denote the network
flow solution calculated using power injections correspogdo an economic . .
dispatch, and 5.) a power flow solution calculated using theep injections admittance matrix. Shunt conductances and susceptances at
resulting from a DC OPF. busk contribute to the diagonal elemelityy.



The power flow equations describe the network physics:

n

Par =frr (Va, Vq) = Var Z (GirVai — Bix Vi)

i=1

+ Vg Z (BixVai + Gir Vi) + Poi (1a)
i=1
Qar =far (Va, Va) = Var Y (~BiVai — Gt Vi)
i=1
+ Vg Z (GitVai — Bix Vi) + Qpre (1b)

i=1

Define a convex quadratic cost of active power generation:

For Va, V) = era (Fpr (Va, Vo))? + cxr frr (Va, V) + cxo
(2

Note that while we focus on minimization of a quadrati

function of active power generation, one can substituteroth

cost functions (e.g., loss minimization, voltage reguolati
convex piecewise-linear generation cost functions, neact
power dispatch, etc.) fol{2). (The moment relaxation appho

bsh,lm

le - mel (Vd7 ‘/q) - (Vd2m + Vq2m) (blm + 2 )

+ (VarVam + Vg Vam) (bim €08 (O1m) — gim sin (Oim)) /Tim+
+ (= VatVgm + Vo Vam) (gim €08 (01m ) + bim sin (01m)) /Tim
(4d)
(Stm)® = Fsim (Va, Va) = (feim (Va, Vo)) + (faim (Va, Vq)(): )
e

(Sm)* = Fsm (Va, Vo) = (fpmt (Va, Va))? + (fomi (Va, VQ)zjl

The classical OPF problem is then

‘521’1‘12] é fer (Va, V) subject to (5a)
PE < fer (Va, V) < PER™ Vke N (5b)
Q& < for (Va,Vy) < Q& VkeN  (5c)
(Vi) < poe (Vv < (Vi) VkeN  (5d)
C foim (Va, Vg) < (Sin™)? V(l,m)e L (5e)
Fsmi (Va, V) < (Si)? V(l,m)eL (5
Va=0 (59)

Constraints[(3e) an@{5f) limit the apparent-power flow athea

described in this paper is applicable for any polynomial Qe terminal. Constrain{(3g) sets the reference bus afgle

convex piecewise-polynomial objective function.)
Define a function for squared voltage magnitude:

(Vi)* = fvi (Va, V) = Vi + V2 ©)

Squared apparent-power line flows are polynomial functio
of the voltage components; and V,. To account for flow

zero.

Note that the OPF problem is often extended to con-
sider contingency, voltage-stability, and transient ifitslcon-
straints. (Se€ [1]-]4] for discussions of these and othesrex
sions.) As a starting point for the methods developed in this
paper, we only consider OPF problems without these con-
straints. Future work includes extension to more generd OP

limits on transformers with non-zero phase shifts and/ér oforoblem formulations. (Se¢ [B0] and [31] for initial resear

nominal voltage ratios, we model the line from dus busm
as all-model circuit with series admittanag,,, + jb;,, and
total shunt admittances, i, + jbsh.im In series with an ideal
transformer with a specified complex turns ratio,, e?%
as in [10]. (Note that the conductanegy ., in the II-

on applications of convex relaxations to OPF problems with
contingency constraints.)

Further, the OPF formulation studied in this paper does not
consider the decision variables associated with conbiglla
power system devices such as high-voltage DC (HVDC) lines,

model is generally neglected in typical power system datap-changing and phase-shifting transformers, and sedtch

sets, and that shunt susceptanégs;,, are often neglected
for transformers.)

]Dl'm = fle (Vd7 Vq) = (Vd2l + Vq2l) (glm + %) /Tl27n

+ (le Vim + Vqlvqm) (blm sin (elm) — gim COS (elm)) /Tlm

+ (le qu - Vql Vdm) (glm sin (elm) ~+ by, cos (elm)) /Tlm
(4a)

Pt = mel (Vd’ VQ) = (Vd2m + Vq2m) (glm + gs}glm)

— (VarVam + Vi Vam) (gim €08 (O1m) + bim sin (O1m)) /Tim

+ (le qu — Vql Vdm) (glm sin (elm) — bym cos (elm)) /Tlm
(4b)

bS m
Qum = faim (Va, Vo) = — (Vi + V) (blm + %) /T

+ (VatVam + Vi Vam) (bim cos (0im) + gim sin (0im)) /Tim

+ (VatVgm — Vg Vam) (Gim €08 (01m ) — bim sin (0im)) /Tim
(4c)

shunt devices. Incorporating the continuous and poténtial
discrete decision variables necessary for modeling these d
vices in convex relaxations of the OPF problem is an area
of ongoing research. For instance, a convex, second-order
cone programming formulation for HVDC lines is available
in [32]. One possibility is modeling discrete variables as
polynomial equality constraints (e.g,€ {0, 1} is equivalent

to ¢ — ¢ = 0), which can be incorporated in the moment re-
laxations discussed in this paper. This is a promising toec

for future work.

IIl. M OMENT RELAXATIONS

A. Overview

The OPF probleni{5) is comprised of polynomial functions
of the voltage component8; and V,, and can therefore be
solved using moment relaxatioris [18], [19]. We next present
moment relaxations of the OPF problefd (5). The material
in this section builds on[[20]. More detailed descriptions
of moment relaxations are available in_[18] and|[19], and



application of moment relaxations to the OPF problem ionstraint of the formf (z) —a > 0 in @) (e.g., fy2 (%) —
independently proposed inh [21] and [22]. Vauin > () corresponds to the localizing matrix
Polynomial optimization problems, such as the OPF prob-
lem, are a special case géneralized moment problems [19]. o N o T
Global solutions to generalized moment problems can be My {(f (@) =)y} £ L, {(J (@) — @) 2,75}
approximated using moment relaxations that are formulasedwhere the polynomiaf has degre€s. Example moment and
semidefinite programs. For polynomial optimization probge localizing matrices for the second-order relaxation of a-tw
with bounded variables, such as OPF problems, the appré%s system are presented [n](13) and (14), respectively.
imation approaches the global solution(s) as the relamatio The ordery moment relaxation of (5) is
order increases [19]. While moment relaxations can find all

(10)

global solutions to polynomial optimization problems, we . biect ¢ 11
focus on problems with a single global optimum. R ém subject to (112)
Formulating the moment relaxations requires several defini min
tions. Define the vectof = (Vi1 Vie Vyn| T, which {(fpk Py ) } VEeN  (11b)
contains _aII first-order monomials of the_ decision \_/arlable Y (pmax fpk) y} Vke N (1lc)
in @). Given a vectora € N?" representing monomial ex-
ponents, the expressioif = V' V2 --- Vo2 defines the M, (ka “"“) y} =0 Vke N (11d)
monomial associated witli and a. A polynomial g (Z) can max
M, _— — =0 vk 1le
be expressed as vt {(Q ka) y} = €N (11e)
> M. { (frr = Vi) g} =0 vkeN (110
ga'ia (6) max
S M, { (Vi - ka) yp =0 VkeN  (119)
whereg, is the scalar coefficient corresponding to the mono-  M,-2 {(Si?r?x - fszm) y} 0 V(l,m)e L  (11h)
mial . : .
. . . M, _ St — fsm =0 v (l, el 11i
Next define a linear functiondl, {g}: " {( : s l) y} - (Lm) ( _)
M, (y) = 0 (11))
Ly {g} £ Z Jalo (7) Yoo...0 = 1 (11k)
aeNzn Y0...0070...0 = 0 n=1,...,2y (110

where = 0 indicates that the corresponding matrix is positive
semidefinite. The moment relaxation is thus a semidefinite
the functionalL, {¢} is applied to each element ¢f(%). program. (A dual form of the moment relaxation is a sum-of-

Consider, for example, the vectér= Vi1 Vi I/;ZQ]T squares program [19].) Note that the constrdinf{11k) eefor
corresponding to the voltage components of a two-bus systghe fact thatz® = 1. The constraint[(IlLl) corresponds to the
where the angle reference constrajni (59) is used to eltminangle reference constraift {59); then (LII) is in the index

V,1, and the polynomiay (&) = — (0.95)° + fy2 (Va,V,) = n + 1, which corresponds to the variablg;. Note that the
—(0.95)% + Vi + V5. (The constraing (&) > 0 forces the angle reference can alternatively be used to eliminateatis
voltage magnitude at bus 2 to be greater than or equal @orresponding td/;; to reduce the size of the semidefinite
0.95 per unit.) Therl, {g} = — (0.95)” yooo + Y020 + Yooz Program.
Thus, L {g} converts a polynomiaj (&) to a linear function
of y.

The ordersy relaxation forms a vectar, composed of all
monomials of the voltage components up to orgler

This functional replaces the monomiat§ in a polynomial
functiong (z) with scalar variables,,. Wheng (&) is a matrix,

B. Two-Bus Example

We next present an illustrative two-bus example problem
from [33]. Fig.[1 gives the system'’s one-line diagram assgmi
a 100 MVA base power. The generator at bus 1 has no limits on

A1 Va Vi V2 ViV active or react.ive outputs and there is no line-flow !imits!alu
V2 v 12V v ]T (®) voltage magnitude is in the rand@95, 1.05] per unit, while
gn Ydl Vdl'd2 an bus 2 voltage magnitude is in the ran@e95, 1.02] per unit.

We now definemoment and localizing matrices. The sym- Specify a $1/MWh cost of active power generation at bus 1.
metric moment matrixM., (y) has entries;, corresponding With three degrees of freedom, the entire feasible spadeeof t

to all monomialsz® up to order2~:

Vv, . . \Y
R +jX =0.04+j0.20 °*
(9) TR J

O

Fig. 1. Two-Bus System from[_[33]

MV {y} £ LU {‘T'y‘r:ry}

Symmetric localizing matricBsare defined for each con-
straint of [$). The localizing matrices consist of lineameo
binations of the moment matrix entrigs Each polynomial

P, +iQ,
=3.525-j3.580

3The terminologylocalizing matrix is adopted from[[18],T19].



z2=[1 Vo Vao Vo Vi VaVae VailVe Vi VaVe Vi ]T (12)

q

Yooo | Y100 Yoio Yooi | Y200 Y110 Yio1 Yo20 Yoi1 Yoo2

Y100 | Y200 Y110 Yio1 | Y300 Y210 Y201 Yi20 Yii1 Y102
Yoio | Y110 Yo20 Yoi1 | Y210 Y120 Y111 Yo3o Yo21 Yoi2

Yool | Y101 Yoi1 Yoo2 | Y201 Y111 Y102 Yo21 Yoi2 Yoo3

Y200 | Y300 Y210 Y201 | Y400 Y310 Y301 Y220 Y211 Y202
M; (y) = Ly (xoz]) = (13)
Y110 | Y210 Y120 Y111 | Y310 Y220 Y211 Y130 Y121 Y112
Yio1 | Y201 Y111 Y102 | Y301 Y211 Y202 Y121 Y112 Y103
Yo20 | Y120 Yo3o Yo21 | Y220 Y130 Y121 Yoa0 Yo31 Yo22

Yo11 | Y111 Yo21 Yoi2 | Y211 Y121 Y112 Yo31 Yo22 Yoi3

L Yoo2 | Y102 Yoi12 Yoo3 | Y202 Y112 Yi03 Yo22 Yoi3 Yoo4 U

M, { (fv2 - (0.95)°) y} =
Yo20 + Yooz — (0.95)° yooo ‘ Y120 + Y102 — (0.95)% Y100 Yo30 + Yo12 — (0.95)% Yo10 Yo21 + Yooz — (0.95)% yoor
Y120 + Y102 — (0.95)" Y100 | Y220 + Y202 — (0.95)% Y200 Y130 + Y112 — (0.95)7y110 Y121 + Y103 — (0.95)° yion
Y030 + Yo12 — (0.95)° yor0 | Y130 + Y112 — (0.95)> Y110 Yoao + o2z — (0.95)> Yo20  Yos1 + o153 — (0.95)% yous
Yo21 + Yoos — (0.95)° yoor | Y121 + Y103 — (0.95) Y101 Yos1 + yors — (0.95) yor1 Y22 + yoos — (0.95)% yooo
(14)

two-bus OPF problem can be visualized in three dimensionsl) Equality-Constrained  Polynomials: Given that
as shown in Section IV of [20]. the localizing matrices are symmetric, the constraints

Note that while this system has a radial network topologMl,_1 {(f (£) —a)y} = 0 andM,_1{(a — f(Z))y} = O
the OPF problem does not satisfy the sufficient conditioms fonply that the matrix M,_, {(f (Z) —a)y} = 0. Thus,
exactness of the semidefinite relaxation describedin [23], all entries of a localizing matrix corresponding to an
and the first-order moment relaxation is, in fact, not exact fequality-constrained polynomigf (z) = a (e.g., the power
this problem. flow constraints at load buses) are zero. That is, equality-

The second-order relaxation has the veatpgiven in [12) constrained polynomials result in equality constraintat th
and the moment matrix ir_{13). The localizing matrix correare linear in the variableg rather than positive semidefinite
spondmg to the voltage magnitude constrafpt (V4,V,) >  matrix constraints.

(0.95)* in (&d) is given in [T4#). Note that the angle refer- The non-unigueness of the entries of the localizing matrice
ence constraint[@g) is used to elimindtg, so thatz = (see, e.g., the repeated terms in](14) due to the matrix’s
[le Vo ng} symmetry) creates linearly dependent equality conssaint

The second-order moment relaxation yields the global swhich can introduce numerical difficulties. To eliminatese
lution of V' = [0.950 0.416 — j0.893]T per unit. This redundant constraints, the localizing matrix constraifuts
corresponds to active and reactive power generation at bugsquality-constrained polynomials are therefore repldnethe
of 456.6 MW and 162.3 MVA, respectively, and an operatingquivalent vector of constraints, {g (&) z,-1} = 0, where
cost of 456.55 $/MWh. g (&) denotes any equality-constrained polynomiallih (5).

2) Solution Extraction: The ordery moment relaxation
yields a single global solution ifank (M, (y)) = 1. The
global solutionz* to the OPF problem[{5) is then deter-

This section next discusses several implementation detailined by a spectral decomposition of the diagonal block of
for the moment relaxations, including removing linear depethe moment matrix corresponding to the second-order terms.
dency resulting from equality-constrained polynomiaégav- Specifically, letn be a unit-length eigenvector corresponding
ering the global solution(s) to the OPF problem from a sohuti to the non-zero eigenvalue from the diagonal block of the
to the moment relaxation, elimination of unnecessary pogti moment matrix corresponding to the second-order monomials
of the moment relaxation’s matrices, and reformulationhef t (i.e., [MQ](21k721k>, wherek = 2n 4 1 and subscripts indicate
cost function and apparent-power line-flow constraintsteNothe vector entries in MATLAB notation). Then the vector
that, in contrast to the example in Section IlI-B, the nat@in  V* = /A (1. + j1(nt1):2,) iS the globally optimal voltage
this section does not use the angle reference consifaint 0  phasor vector.
to eliminateV;. If rank (M, (y)) > 1, there are either multiple global

C. Implementation Details



solutions (i.e., there are multiple points in the feasilpace

of the o_r|g|nal non-convex OPF p_r(_)blem with tr_\e same glob-_ (Slrg?x)Q Ly{frm} Ly {fom}

ally optimal objective value) requiring the solution extian

procedure described in Section 5.3.1 ofifig} the ordery | v {fPim} -1 0 20 V(,m)ecLl
moment relaxation is not exact and only yields a lower bound Ly {foun} 0 -1 ]

on the objective value. If the ordermoment relaxation is not (15a)
exact, the ordefs + 1) moment relaxation will improve the ;

lower bound and may give a global solution. — (S22 Ly {fpmi} Ly {fomi}

3) Elimination of Unnecessary Terms: Since the polyno- | Lv {fpmi} -1 0 =0 Vv(,m)eL

mials in [B) are composed solely of constant, second-, angly {fQmi} 0 -1 ]

fourth-order monomials, off-diagonal blocks of the moment (15b)

matrix corresponding to odd-order monomials are not reguir  Similarly, define new variables;, for each generatdr € G

Furtr_\er, all terms _in the off-diagonal bIock; of the momergnd replace the quadratic cost functionn{11a) With.;
matrix corresponding to even-order monomials are dug@itat; g the additional constraint

in the diagonal blocks and are therefore unnecessary. [Sge (

for an illustration of this matrix partitioning.) Thus, ptge

semidefinite matrix constraints are only enforced for tragdi | 1Ly 1P} +cro —aw veraLy {fre}| 0 VEcg

onal blocks of the moment matrix corresponding to even-orde VeraLy {fpr} -1 -

monomials (i.e.y,, such tha@fjl «; is even). Similarly, pos- (16)

itive semidefinite gqnstraint; are or_1|y applied to the dredo Note that a second-order cone programming (SOCP) formu-

blocks of the localizing matrices which correspond to ther®V |4tion can also be employed to represent the quadratic cost

order monomials of the matrix, a7 , (€.g., the diagonal ¢ nction and apparent-power line-flow limifs [34].

blocks of [_ﬂl)). By reducing the size of the s¢m|def|n|te The OPF problem reformulated using¥(15) afdl (16) only

program, this decreases the relaxation’s computatiorraidou requiresy > 1. Use of both the Schur complement formula-
After elimination of terms corresponding to the first-ordetions and direct implementation for the apparent-powes-lin

monomials, the moment matrix for the first-order relaxatioflow constraints [(Be)=(bf) and quadratic cost functidn j11a

contains only the second-order monomials. Further, thaldocgenerally gives superior results for > 2 as compared to

izing “matrices” are in fact positivity constraints on sea] implementing either the Schur complement or direct formula

Thus, the first-order relaxation is equivalent to the sefimite tions separately. That is, when possible, enforce Hoth)¢11h

relaxation of [15]. The higher-order moment relaxations af1li) and [I5) for the apparent-power line-flow constraarid

generalizations of the semidefinite relaxation|of| [15]. include the constraint§ (116) and, = L {fci} Vk € G while

. . . minimizin for the quadratic cost function).
4) Quadratic Cost Function and Apparent-Power Line- Inimizing > eq au ! unction)

FLow Limits: The ordery of the moment relaxation must be_ IV. EXPLOITING SPARSITY IN MOMENT RELAXATIONS
greater than or equal to half of the degree of any polynomial )

in the OPF problem[{5). Relaxations of all polynomials can The moment relaxatlops_ globally solve a b_roader class of
then be written as linear functions of the entries \af,. OFF Problems than existing convex relaxations| [20}-{22].
For instance, the OPF problem with a linear cost functidd®Wever. the superior capabilities of the moment relaxaio
and without apparent-power line-flow limits requires> 1. have a computational cos_t: the _sem|def|n|te program ne@ded t
Although direct implementation of(5) requires > 2 due solve the moment relaxation quickly becomes computatipnal

to the fourth-order polynomials in the cost func,[i(561)1(,mintractab_le Wi_th both incre_zasing problem siz_e and rela_xati
apparent-power line-flow limits (5el={5f), these fourtider order. Direct implementation of the formulation presenited
polynomials can be rewritten as second-order polynomi ction[Il is computationally tractable for a second-erde

using a Schur complement formulatioh [15]. Specificall);,eI"’\x""t,'On of OPF problems with up to .ten buses:_
rather than[{LIh)=(ILLi), enforce the constraints Solving Iarger C_)P_F problems reqU|res.e>_<pI0|t|ng. power
system sparsity. Similar to methods for existing semidifini
relaxations [[2[7], [[28], matrix completion decomposition i
applicable to moment relaxations of polynomial optimiaati
4If rank (M,—1(y)) = rank(M, (y)), then there are at least problems [[28]. This decomposition extends computational

rank (M (y)) globally optimal solutions to the OPF problem. The globally, ih ; ;
optimal decision variable vectors can be extracted usingthm 4.2 in [19], traCtablllty to OPF prOblems with approxmately forty bese

which only uses linear algebra operations. Solving OPF problems with more than forty buses requires
While practical OPF problems can have multifteal solutions, we expect exploiting the observation that the first-order relaxatisn

that multiple global solutions are uncommon. Referencel[15] uses examp, i i ; ;
OPF problems with multiple global solutions to show that @eF problem §Jﬁ|0|ent for large regions of typlcal OPF problems [16]'

is, in general, NP-hard. As discussed n][20], these examppélems are BY Sel_eCtively applying second- and third-order relaxagito
atypical, but are useful for exploring the limits of the mameelaxation specific buses or small groups of buses, larger OPF problems

aPSIDfoaCh- ] . . . become computationally tractable. With standard semitefin
For the first-order moment relaxation, the localizing mafdr the poly- . | OPF bl f 300 b
nomial constraintf (z) > 0 is Ly (f( )JBOZBS) =Ly (f(z)-1-1T) = programming solvers, problems or up to uses can

Ly (f (z)) > 0 (i.e., a positive scalar constraint). be solved.



After reviewing the matrix completion decomposition [29], The matrix completion theorem allows replacing the single
this section proposes a method for selectively applying therge positive semidefinite constraint on the moment ma-
moment relaxation and presents a heuristic method for deteix (LIj) with constraints on many smaller matrices:
mining where to apply higher-order relaxations.

. : » MMm (y) 2 L M) (gMm)T L =1,...
A. Matrix Completion Decomposition 7 W) y{(% )(IW ) }—O m ’ ’|?1/l7|)

The matrix completion decomposition, which is adopted

from [28], exploits power system sparsity. The decomposyheres2 is the subset of., corresponding to the buses in
tion relies on a matrix completion theorem [35]. [36] whichy4, and|M| is the number of maximal cliques in the graph.
draws on graph theory. Several graph theoretic definitioas a gjmilarly, the localizing matrices i (Z1b)=(11i) are each
necessary for understanding the matrix completion theorefapjaced by a single smaller matrix. Each buss associ-
A clique is a subset of the graph nodes for which each no@g.q with a singlesmallest covering maximal cliquem;, €

in the clique is connected to all other nodes in the clique. ....,|M|} (i.e., the maximal clique with least number of
maximal cliqueis a clique that is not a proper subset of anothgjses that completely contains busnd its neighbors in the

clique. Denote the set of maximal cliques By, with M., power system network). By construction 6f each bus and its
representing the set of buses associated witmtfemaximal  neighbors will be entirely contained in at least one maximal

clique. A graph ichordal if each cycle of length four or more ¢jigue. Form the localizing matrix
nodes has a chord, which is an edge connecting two nodes that
are not adjacent in the cycle.
The graph in question for the moment relaxations of the Mf_’%k {(f (@) —a)y}
OPF problem is defined with a set of nod&sand a set of

h . Mam Mo, \T
undirected edge$. This graph is derived from the power sys- 2L, {(f (2) —a) (iﬂ%gk) (%7{) } (18)
tem network. The set of nodes is equal to the set of buses in the ) ) )
power system (i.eN = A" = {1,...,n}). The set of edges where f (&) — a > 0 denotes a generic polynomial constraint

£ is a superset of the topology of the power system netwolk &) with order2/ associated with bus.
L. DefineN;, as the subset of buses connected tobisthe ~ Since the maximal cliques have non-empty intersection
power system network (i.e;, = {i | (i, k) € £}). For each (i.e., contain some of the same buses), different decondpose
busk, add to£ all edges between each busAj. That is, Momentmatrices may contain elements that refer to a common
all neighboring buses of each bus are connectedfin elel_”ne_nt lin the original moment matrix. The decomposed
The maximal cliques of a chordal graph can be determin8gtimization problem must be formulated such that these
in linear time [37]. However, identifying the maximal cligs Shared elements are equal.
of a non-chordal graph is an NP-hard problem. Since realisti The solution to the decomposed formulation consists of
power networks are generally not chordal, we use a chord@fny matrices. The globally optimal voltage vector solutio
extension technique which adds edge£ttw obtain a chordal t0 the OPF problem can be recovered if each moment matrix
super-graph denoted a&.,. To form the chordal extension, satisfies a rank condition. Specifically, the diagonal béock
denote asD the adjacency matrix of the graph defined b\(f‘orresponding to the second-order monomials in all moment
N and £. The chordal extension is then determined usinggatrices must have rank one. If the rank condition is satisfie
Cholesky factorization oD + I, wherel is ann x n iden- the method described in_[28] may be used to recover the
tity matrix. The off-diagonal sparsity pattern ofiol (D + I) globally optimal voltage vector.
provides a chordal extensiaf}.,. An approximate minimum- If any of the decomposed moment matrices does not satisfy
degree permutation of the busés][38] is employed to redu&é€ rank condition, the decomposed moment relaxation does
the number of added EdQESIth relative to £. not yield a solution to the OPF problem. Failure to satisfy th
The matrix completion theorem can now be stated. L&ank condition may either indicate that the moment relaxati
W be a symmetric matrix with partial information (i.e., nofS not exact or that there are multiple global solutions.he t
all entries of W have known values) with an associatedormer case, the objective value from the moment relaxation
undirected graph. (For the moment relaxation, the graph $87ves as a lower bound on the objective value of the OPF
question has node¥ and edgeséch.) The matrixW can be Problem [5) and increasing the relaxation order may result i
completed to a positive semidefinite matrix (i.e., the unkmo @ relaxation that yields a global solutidin the latter case, un-
entries of W can be chosen such th#¥ = 0) if and only if like the formulation in Section Il which can recover mulép
the submatrices associated with each of the maximal cliqu/gbal solutions using the method describedlinl [19], there i

of the graph defined by are all positive semidefinite. only limited ability to recover multiple global solutions the
decomposed moment relaxation. Adding a small perturbation

6This is a subtle but important difference from the matrix gtetion to the objective function may result in recovery of a single
decompositions il [27] and [28] that directly use the grajith wodesN and global solution [29]
edges. from the power system network. Matrix completion decomiimss =
for the higher-order moment formulations use the graph defloy A" and £
so that each bus belongs to at least one maximal clique tatahtains each  “The lower bound may in fact be the global minimum objectivéusa
of that bus’ neighbors, and thus all variables necessargh®rhigher-order without the relaxation providing globally optimal decisivariables (i.e., a
moment constraints are well-defined [29]. “hidden” rank one solution [26]).



Power Injection Mismatch (IEEE 300-Bus System) denoted asj,, which is the highest relaxation order of any
’ bus for which . is the smallest covering maximal cliqe.

* Qiemen () The decomposed moment matrix constraint§in (17) are formed
according to this order:

L {(#0) (57) b =0 =1 M)
(19)

The localizing matrices for the power injection and voltage
magnitude constraint§ (I114)-(J1g) at bisare constructed
according to the corresponding bus orédgr while the local-

o izing matrices for the apparent-power line-flow constsite
constructed according to the highest order of either teaimin
0 50 100 150 200 250 300

Bus Index bus. That is, for each constraifitz) — a > 0 with order2
in (B), create the localizing matrix constraint
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Fig. 2. Power Injection Mismatches for the First-Order Ret®on of the
IEEE 300-Bus Systeni [16] M, .
M {(f (2) — a) y}
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B. Sdlective Application of Higher-Order Constraints Y {(f &) - a) (IV’C‘/B) (IV’“‘/B) } - (20)

The matrix completion decomposition described in Sec- In this way, the relaxation order for the majority of puses
tion IV=A] significantly reduces the size of the semidefinitd? & large OPF problem can be set to a computationally
program for large, sparse power networks. With this decomgactab_le value with the computationally intensive higbeder
position, second-order relaxations of OPF problems with (jglaxations only applied where necessary.
to approximately forty buses are computationally tracabl

Solving larger OPF problems is accomplished by exploiting. Iterative Solution Algorithmwith a Heuristic for Determin-
the observation that the first-order relaxation is sufficiem ing the Relaxation Order

large regions of typical OPF problems. A voltage vector \yjith 5 method for selectively applying the higher-order<on
is obtained from the closest matrix that satisfies the ra@gaints to specific buses of an OPF problem, we next present
condition (i.e., the rank-one matrix with smallest Froheai 5, jterative solution algorithm for the moment relaxatién.
norm difference to the moment matrix from the relaxatlon’éach iteration, the algorithm uses a heuristic for speuifyhe

solution). This matrix is determined using an eigen decon)z,e of v, for each bus. Denotey as the vector containing
position of the higher-rank diagonal block of the mome o k=1.....n

matrix corresponding to the second-order monomials. A powe

injection “mismatch” is determined by comparing the valéie Qyjgorithm 1 Iterative Solution for Moment Relaxation
the power injections calculated from the higher-rank matri— Setyr—1 VEEN

(Ly {fpr} and L, {foi}) to the power injections implied by y

=

; S 2: repeat
the (\j/plltar\%e vector from the closest matrix satisfying thekra 3 Solve moment relaxation with
COE. itio d | . icallv vield vol . 4 Calculate power injection mismatches
Irst-order relaxations typically yield voltage vectorat Increase the entrieg according to the heuristic

have sma!l power injection mismatches a_t the majority of until Tolerances are satisfied
buses whll_e a few buses have_ I_argc_e mls_malch [16]. FOJ}: Calculate optimal voltage profile
example, Figl R shows the power injection mismatches, dorte
in increasing order, resulting from the first-order moment
relaxation of the IEEE 300-bus system. This suggests thatAlgorithm [I iteratively solves the moment relaxation and
selective app"cation of higher-order relaxations to m determines the power injection mismatches. The initiadxel
buses may be sufficient to globally solve larger OPF problen#gion ordery is set to one at every bus. If the solution meets
To selectively apply the higher-order constraints, eachbu Specified tolerance criteria, the algorithm recovers thiémug
has an associated relaxation ordgr rather than a uniform Vvoltage vector using an eigen decomposition of the diagonal
order for the entire OPF problem. (A heuristic for specifyinblock of the decomposed moment matrices corresponding to
the ~, values is presented in Sectibn IV-C.) Determine th&e second-order monomials. Otherwise, the relaxatioerord
relaxation order for each maximal cliqye = 1,...,|M|, IS increased at a subset of the buses with greatest power
injection mismatch. Each iteration of the algorithm tigige

8At load buses, the power injection mismatches are equalgdalifference
between the specified load demands and the power injectiopled by the 9Note that¥,, is not necessarily the highest relaxation order of the binses
closest rank one matrix. At generator buses, the mismaw@teegqual to the maximal cliqguep. The maximal cliquen may contain buses which are also
difference between the power injections derived from tlealieing matrices contained in other maximal cliques. The ordgr is determined by the buses
(i.e., the elements in the (1,1) position ¢f (11b) ahd [11hl)sphe load for which u is the smallest covering maximal clique (i.e.u is the smallest
demands) and the power injections implied by the closedt care matrix. clique to contain that bus and all of its neighbors).

@




TABLE |

the relaxation by adding higher-order constraints. Theebus TESTCASE DESCRIPTIONS

with greatest mismatch typically change with the relaxatio

order, thus potentially requiring multiple iterations betloop | Test Case Description Opt. Obj. Val.

in the algorithm. ($/hr)
There are several tolerance criteria used to evaluate fhese14Q | IEEE 14-bus system with all active an[d 3.302 x 103

optimality of a solution. Due to numerical inaccuracies, n reactive loads decreased by 50%

. . . i 3
solver provides a solution that exactly satisfies the rankteseldL | IEEE 1d-bus system with 25 MVA  9.359 x 10
apparent-power flow limits for all lines

condition. One measure of the optimality of a candida ©ase39Q | 39-bus system from[[6], which is| 1.122 x 107

solution is based on power injection mismatches. Bgt’ the |EEE 39-bus system with ac-

and Q7" be the active and reactive power mismatches gat g\(f)%ba;‘:dfsggvg sz)ﬁhdnsd S%Cﬁgi% ?g’

bus &, respectively, resgltlng f_ronj the voltage vector_ (_jerlved [1.05,0.95] pergumt 9

from the closest matrix satisfying the rank condition. A case3ol IEEE 39-bus system with all apparent- 4.192 x 10
voltage vector is accepted upon satisfaction of severat can power line-flow limits decreased b

vergence criteria: 1.) all apparent-power injection mirhas 1o%

) — 5 caseb7Q IEEE 57-bus system with active and 7.352 x 103
Smis — \/(P,?”S) 4 (QZ“S) are less than a specified tol- reactive demand reduced by 75% and

: S all lower limits on generator reactive|
erance, 2.) the voltage magnitudes, power injections, and power injections set o -10 MVA

line flows satisfy the inequality constraints il (5) to Withi "7 [T IEEE 57-bus system with 77 MVA| 4.398 x 10
specified tolerances, and 3.) the objective function evatua apparent-power flow limits for all lines
with the voltage vector is equal to the optimal objective casel18Q | IEEE 118-bus system with active andl 8.151 x 10*

. . . e reactive demand reduced by 30% and
function from the moment relaxation to within a specified all lower limits on generator reactivel
tolerance. power injection set to -20 MVAr
We finally describe the heuristic used to updateDefine | casell8L | IEEE 118-bus system with 110 MVA 1.349 x 10°
ymax a5 the highest relaxation order among all buses (i.e- apparent-power flow limits for all lines _
case300 IEEE 300-bus system 7.200 x 10°

~A™mex — maxy vi). (Note thaty™#* is not a specified limit
but rather can change as the algorithm progresses.) At ea
iteration of the algorithm, incremeny;, at up to h buses,
whereh is a specified parameter, that have the largest apparent-
power injection mismatche$™** among buses satisfying two
conditions: 1.)y; is strictly less thamy™*, and 2.) S/ is

greater than the specified tolerance. If no buses satisfeth
two conditions, incremeny;, at up toh buses with the largest
Smis greater than the specified tolerance and increm@t.

That is, in order to avoid unnecessarily increasing the sfze

the moment matrices, the heuristic avoids incrementing t AN i . . o
maximum relaxation ordey™ until v, — v™** at all buses problems initialized using five typical heuristics: 1.) aatfl

k with mismatchS** greater than the mismatch tolerance. St with unity voltage magnitudes and zero voltage asigle

There is a computational trade-off in choosing the vaIu?e') the solution _to the linear DC_ OPF.approxm.at_lon,. 3)a
of h. Larger values ofh likely result in fewer iterations of power flow solution calculated using active power injecéian

the algorithm but each iteration is slower if more buses théﬁe mldlpf[)_lnts 0]; thletgznergtors oper_at_mgt_ranges, 4) _aep((j)w
necessary have high-order relaxations. Smaller valued o ow solution calculated using power injections correspog

result in faster solution at each iteration, but may reqoioee tolar: tecdonomlc t(;l1|spatch, qnpl ?.') a povvlflr ﬂ?cw SOIUtI':;)g
iterations. Experience indicates that= 2 is a good balance. cajculated using the power injections resulling from a

Note that this heuristic is just one of many possible aQPF. The first-order moment relaxation succeeds in globally

o . solving all of the modified 118-bus test problems and othgr te
proaches for specifying the relaxation ordgrat each bug:. : . ; :
In addition to further analysis for varying, future work problems for which traditional solution methods fail. Thes

includes comparison of this heuristic to alternative apphes. test _problems are not of dirgct ?nterest fpr our purposes but
provide the context for considering the higher-order momen

relaxations.

Accordingly, it is also straightforward to modify examples

This section illustrates the effectiveness of the proposetdthe existing literature to obtain test problems for which
algorithm for the higher-order relaxations relative to fiist- the first-order relaxation fails, but second- or third-arde
order relaxation by considering several test problemsttiese relaxations succeed. However, traditional solution meésho
problems, second- and third-order relaxations are exaet (isuch as the interior point solver in AMPOWER, succeed in
the relaxation provides a solution with the globally minimafinding what turns out to be the global solution for these
objective value and the globally optimal decision varialple test problems. With the focus of this paper on demonstrating

By modifying examples in the existing literature, it isthe effectiveness of higher-order moment relaxationgivela
straightforward to find moderate-size test problems forcivhi to the first-order relaxation (and, equivalently, relatieethe
existing solvers, such as the default interior point solver existing semidefinite relaxation [[15]), we investigatesiagest

all minimum resistances daf x 10~% per unit are enforced on all
anches in all test cases. All IEEE test cases are avaiialj€9].

MATPOWER [10], fail for a variety of reasonable initializa-

gon heuristics. For instance, in an experiment conducted b
randomly perturbing the cost function in the modified 118-
bus system from[[6], the default interior point solver in
MATPOWERWiIth default solver options either fails to converge
RE converges to a local optimum in 6.9% of 10000 tested

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS
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TABLE Il

TESTCASERESULTS
Algorithm Test Max Smis Obj. Val. Min. Eigenvalue | Num. | Solver Time | Num. High-Order
Case (MVA) Diff. Ratio Iter. (sec) Buses
casel4Q | 1.08 x 1073 | 2.36 x 1076 1.08 x 106 3 36.4 (274): 3, 3™): 0
caseldl | 5.67 x 1072 | 2.84 x 1076 2.31 x 10* 3 25.5 (2°9): 4, 3™): 0
case39Q | 1.36 x 107! | 1.01 x 107* 8.69 x 10° 19 2857 (2"9): 31, g*9): 2
Algorithm[T: | case39L | 4.60 x 10~ | 8.12x 10" 4.08 x 10° 2 4.88 2": 2, 3'9): 0
Iterative | case57Q | 6.49 x 1072 | 4.35 x 107 2.52 x 10° 3 20.9 (2"%): 4, 3™): 0
Solver case57L | 8.76 x 107* | 2.35 x 1077 2.18 x 10° 2 88.8 @2"): 2, 3™): 0
casel18Q | 2.13 x 107! | 3.40 x 1077 6.78 x 10* 3 172.6 2°h: 4, 3™): 0
casel18L | 4.42 x 107! | 4.59 x 1077 1.93 x 10* 2 15.9 2*h: 2, 3™): 0
case300 | 5.14 x 1072 | 3.74 x 10°© 4.65 x 10* 2 41.9 2*h: 2, 3™): 0
caseldQ | 7.64 x 1072 | 3.21 x 107° 1.52 x 10° N/A 10.1 2*h: 2, 3™): 0
caseldl | 4.56 x 107! | 4.80 x 107* 1.86 x 10% N/A 8.51 2*: 2, 3™): 0
Locally case39Q | 3.95 x 107! | 7.42 x 1074 4.30 x 10° N/A 289.7 22 22, ¢*9): 1
Minimal Set | case39L | 1.13 x 1072 | 1.64 x 10~° 1.85 x 10° N/A 3.21 @2": 1, 3'9): 0
of Higher- | case57Q | 1.02 x 1072 | 1.66 x 107° 1.14 x 10° N/A 7.67 (2°4): 3, 3™): 0
g&igrs cass57L | 1.34 x 1073 | 6.60 x 1077 6.15 x 10° N/A 10.2 (2"): 1, 3"): 0
case118Q Same as Algorithri]1
casell8L Same as Algorithrii]1
case300 Same as Algorithri]1
casel4Q 4.92 x 10° | 4.96 x 107° 2.70 x 102 N/A 0.69 N/A
casel4lL 9.77 x 10° | 5.94 x 107* 1.41 x 102 N/A 0.87 N/A
case39Q 1.34 x 10% | 3.54 x 1072 2.89 x 102 N/A 1.48 N/A
FirstOrd case39L 6.91 x 10° | 5.55 x 107° 5.10 x 10® N/A 1.41 N/A
Rolation | €as57Q | 5.76 x 10° | 8.60 x 10 1.78 x 107 N/A 2.08 N/A
case57L 8.65 x 10° | 1.58 x 1073 3.84 x 102 N/A 3.53 N/A
casel18Q | 7.36 x 10! | 2.16 x 107* 1.07 x 102 N/A 4.81 N/A
casell8L | 1.07 x 10> | 7.53 x 1073 9.39 x 10! N/A 7.64 N/A
case300 242 x 10" | 7.64 x 107° 1.29 x 102 N/A 17.9 N/A

problems. Thus, MTPOWER with the default interior point of the first-order relaxatiori [16]. The letter “L” denotesrco
solver and default solver options finds the global optimum feesponding problems. Decreasing the loading while reducin
all the test problems in this section, with optimal objeetivthe generators’ leading power factor range (i.e., deangakie
values listed in Tabl€l I and solution times of less than Orfagnitude of the lower reactive power generation limitsyma
seconds, but the first-order relaxation fails to solve eash talso induce failure of the first-order relaxation [6]. Théde
problem. Second- and third-order moment relaxatiosrisify “Q” denotes corresponding problems.

that these solutions are the global optima. The results in this section are generated using a com-
Note that the existence of small examples for which bofuter with a quad-core 2.70 GHz processor and 16 GB
the first-order relaxation and traditional solution methdeil of RAM. The moment relaxations are implemented using
but the higher-order moment relaxations succeed in findiag tMATLAB 2013a, YALMIP version 2014.02.21[[40], and
global optimum (e.g., the five- and nine-bus systemslin [6] atMosek version 7.0.0.102 [41].
the five-bus system in [5]; seg [20]=[22] for analysis of thes Table [Tl presents the results from applying the moment
and other small test cases) implies that similar phenomesgaxations to the test problems in Talle I. The first group
can occur in large practical problems as well. This suggesis rows in Table[ll shows the results from Algorithid 1.
the need for a wider variety of test problems, the develogmerhe second group shows the results from an at-least-locally
of which is beyond the scope of this paper. minimal set of higher-order buses. This set is derived by
Descriptions of each test problem are provided in Téable iNdividually removing higher-order buses from the solotio
Except for the IEEE 300-bus system, these problems #H¥€N by AIgorlthrTﬂ._The third group shows the results from
modifications of the IEEE test cases using one of two knowfe first-order relaxation.
methods for inducing failure of the first-order relaxation. The columns show the values of three convergence metrics.
Tightening apparent-power line-flow limits may inducedad The first metric is the maximum apparent-power injection
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mismatch (MaxS™), which has a 0.5 MVA tolerance. Notetolerances. (See, for instance, the results dasel4L and
that the voltage magnitudes, power injections, and line glowase39Q in the second group of rows in Taklé Il which show
satisfy the inequality constraints inl (5) to within 0.005 peit the results for the locally minimal set of higher-order mise
voltage and 0.5 MVA for both Algorithmi]1 and the locallyWe report the minimum eigenvalue ratio in the column Min.
minimal set of higher-order buses. Eigenvalue Ratio of Tablelll.

The second metric compares the optimal objective valueWhere applicable, Tablg]ll also shows the number of
obtained directly from the moment relaxation, denoted é#erations of AlgorithnCL (Num. lter.), the time spent in the
CMom- Obj. and the cost implied by the voltage vector obtaineBlOSEK solver summed over all iterations (Solver Time), and
from the closest matrix satisfying the rank condition, dedo the number of higher-order buses (Num. High-Order Bus),
asCV. In the absence of numerical inaccuracy, these objectiméere the quantity in parentheses is the relaxation order.
values are equal when the solution to the moment relaxation i Fig.[3 shows the lower bound on the objective function, the
exact. With imperfect solvers, this value may be non-zeemevconvergence metrics, and the solver times for each iteratio
when the moment relaxation has an exact solution. The coF Algorithm [A. The lower bounds on the objective function
umn Obj. Val. Diff. shows|CMem-Obi- — CV| /cMem-Obj. - in Fig.[3a are normalized so that the global optimum for each
which is employed as the second convergence criterion withst problem has a value of one. Using a log scale, [Big. 3b
a tolerance ofl x 1073, For a solution with small power shows the maximum power injection mismatch in MVA (i.e.,
injection mismatches, a small value in this column indisatehe first convergence metric) for each iteration, Eig. 3oaxgho
global optimality for practical purposes. the objective value difference (i.e., the second convergen

Since the first-order relaxations yield large power injgeti metric), and Figl Bd shows the minimum eigenvalue ratio,(i.e
mismatches, the objective value calculated from the veltathe third convergence metric). Figl 3e shows the solver time
vector(CV) is not meaningful. Therefore, the Obj. Val. Diff.for each iteration of the algorithm.
column for the first-order relaxation shows the difference We next emphasize several interesting observations from
between the globally optimal objective valGg'°™ ©Pi- and the results in TabléJll and FidJ 3. Solutions to the first-
the lower bound obtained from the objective value of the-firsbrder relaxations generally have a subset of buses witle larg
order relaxatiorCSPF as (CMom-Obi- — ¢SDF) /oMom.Obi- — power injection mismatches, but the objective values atenof

The third metric, which is first proposed inh _[28], is baseduite close to the global optimum (see column Obj. Val. Diff.
directly on satisfaction of the rank condition. For a salati in Table[dl and the fact that the first iteration in Figl 3a
that satisfies the rank condition, the diagonal blocks of thi& approximately equal to 1 but the convergence metrics in
moment matrices corresponding to the second-order terfigs. [3b,[Bc, and]3d are not satisfied). This suggests that
have rank equal to one (i.e., the matricmf’tm (y) for there are often “hidden” or “nearly hidden” rank one soloto
m =1,...,|M| have a single non-zero eigenvalue). Howevefor the first-order relaxatiori [26]. Selective applicatiohthe
for numerical reasons, solvers do not yield a “hard zeroli@al higher-order constraints provides a mechanism for recoger
for “zero” eigenvalues of these matrices. On the other hartigese hidden rank one solutions. However, not all problems
when the moment relaxation fails to be exact, these matridesve hidden rank one solutions (e.g., the first-order réilaxs
have more than one non-zero eigenvalue. of case39Q and casel18L, which yield solutions that are

To measure the satisfaction of the rank condition, we u8654% and 0.75%, respectively, below the global optimum,
the ratio between the largest and second-largest magnitizahel the examples i [20]). The solver times from Algorifiim 1
eigenvalues. The minimum such ratio among all the matric#lsistrate that additional computational effort is reguarto
MM™ (y) for m = 1,...,|M|, is termed theminimum achieve the global solution relative to the lower boundsnfro
eigenvalue ratio. If the solution to a case for which the relaxthe first-order relaxation.
ation was exact did have “hard zeros” for zero eigenvalues,The Num. Iter. column in Tablg]Jll and the convergence
the largest eigenvalue would be non-zero and the secomaetrics in Figs[BH,13c, arid 3d show that only a small number
largest eigenvalue would be zero, resulting in a minimuwf iterations are typically required to obtain a global aptim
eigenvalue ratio of infinity. In practice, numerical issuesult (i.e., the higher-order moment constraints are only reglir
in minimum eigenvalue ratios that are large (typical valueg a small number of buses). However, this is not always
are on the order ofi0* for problems that satisfy the rankthe case asase39Q requires many iterations and higher-
condition). Further, if the solution does not satisfy thekra order constraints at the majority of buses in the networks Th
condition, both the largest and second largest eigenvalygsblem demonstrates that the approach of selectivelyagpl
typically have similar magnitudes, therefore yielding aaim higher-order constraints to specific areas of the networik ma
value for the minimum eigenvalue ratio. Thus, a large valuet be computationally tractable for all problems.
for the minimum eigenvalue ratio indicates satisfactiorhef Since each iteration of Algorithf 1 adds constraints to the
rank condition while a small value indicates failure to sfgti optimization problem, the cost shown in F[g. 3a should be
the rank condition. non-decreasing. The cost is non-decreasing for all prablem

Note that we do not use the minimum eigenvalue ratio asth the exception of iteration 17 fazase39Q. The decrease
a convergence criteria. This is due to the fact that a salutiat iteration 17 is explained by the fact that the semidefinite
to the moment relaxation can have a relatively poor (smafjyogramming solver does not converge to a sufficient tolsran
minimum eigenvalue ratio but the closest rank one matr{ke., the constraints are not satisfied) at this iteratidn o
can still globally solve the OPF problem to within the otheAlgorithm 1.
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Fig. 3a: Normalized Cost Fig. 3b: Maximum gmis (MVA) Fig. 3c: Objective Value Difference
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Fig. 3. Test Case Results for Each Iteration of Algorithin iy. Ba shows the lower bound on the optimal objective valuamatized by the globally
optimal objective value. Figg] 3] 3c, ald 3d show the thmeergence metrics, and F[d. 3e shows the solver time fdr #axation.

Forcasel18Q, case118L, andcase300, Algorithm[d finds an all test problems in Tablél | in less than 0.5 seconds, the
at-least-locally minimal set of buses requiring the higbeter moment relaxations with Algorithid 1 provide a computation-
relaxation. Forcasel4Q, case39L, case57Q, and case57L, ally tractable approach for globally solving many problems
Algorithm[d only uses one more bus than a locally minimal séor which the first-order relaxation fails to yield a global
While this indicates that the heuristic with= 2 is effective solution. The moment relaxations alsatify global optimality
in identifying a minimal or near-minimal set of higher-ordein contrast to traditional solvers which only guarantee @lo
buses for many OPF problems, we emphasize that these gpémum.
only known to be locally minimal; a different heuristic may
identify a smaller set of buses. Further, Algorithin 1 does no VI. CONCLUSION
identify a near-minimal set of higher-order busesdase39Q, _ o )
which results in an almost order-of-magnitude larger sofut While existing convex relaxations globally solve many OPF

time than necessary. More sophisticated heuristics caad | Problems, there are practical problems for which existing
to better performance for some problems. relaxations fail to yield physically meaningful solutiorhis
paper has described a hierarchy of “moment” relaxations tha
Finally, note that solution times have stronger dependeng®bally solve many problems for which existing relaxation
on the number of higher-order buses, the size of the maxiniall. The moment relaxations, which take the form of semidef
cliques they are contained within, and the relaxation ardenite programs, are developed from the Lasserre hierarahy f
required than the size of the system. For instance, althouggneralized moment problems. Increasing the order in this
case300 has 7.7 times more buses, Algorithith 1 has a factbierarchy results in “tighter” relaxations at the compiataal
of 68.2 greater solution time farase39Q due to the number cost of larger semidefinite programs.
of buses with second- and third-order constraintsase39Q. Solving the moment relaxations for larger problems re-
Further note that although solution times for the momenquires both exploiting power system sparsity and seldgtive
relaxations are not yet competitive with mature local sidye applying the higher-order moment relaxation constraiits.
such as the interior point method inAviPowERwhich solved matrix completion decomposition for exploiting sparsitasv



first presented. Next, taking advantage of the observatigg]
that first-order relaxations are sufficient for large region
of typical OPF problems, this paper proposed an iterative
algorithm for solving the moment relaxations. A heuristic[g]
at each iteration identifies where to enforce the higheeiord
relaxation constraints. The proposed algorithm’s effectess
was demonstrated by globally solving several test cases fa
which existing convex relaxations failed.
Future work includes improving the computational perfor-
mance of the proposed algorithm. Alternative heuristios fgi1)
determining where to apply the higher-order constrainty ma
reduce solution times. Distributed solution algorithméijicta
have proven valuable for existing relaxationhs|[42], mayals
speed computation of the moment relaxations.
Identification and exploration of realistic test cases fdt3l
which low-order relaxations fail is another important figu
research direction. The problems in]15] used to demorestr&t4]

that the OPF problem is, in general, NP-hard serve as example

[12]

cases for which low-order moment relaxations fail to yield g5
global solution[[20]. However, with a large number of global

optima, these problems are very atypical. Extending thekwor _ o
16] D. K. Molzahn, B. C. Lesieutre, and C. L. DeMarco, “Intigation of

of, e.g., [23]-[25], sufficient conditions for tightness tife
moment relaxations would also be valuable contributions.
Additional future work also includes application of moment
relaxations to more general OPF formulations that includ%,ﬂ
for instance, discrete devices, security constraints, teau-
sient stability constraints. Exploiting synergies withbust
and chance-constrained optimization techniques for the Oﬁg]
problem appears particularly promising [43]. Extension to

other problems in power system engineering, such as st@@

estimation, voltage stability margins, and power flow ckdeu
tions, is another avenue of future work.
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