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Photovoltaic Inverter Controllers Seeking
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Abstract—This paper considers future distribution networks flow (OPF) algorithms have been proposed to compute optimal
featuring inverter-interfaced photovoltaic (PV) systems and ad-  steady-state inverter setpoints, so that power lossesatatye
dresses the synthesis of feedback controllers that seek teand deviations are minimized and economic benefits to end-users

reactive-power inverter setpoints corresponding to AC opimal . . . .
power flow (OPF) solutions. The objective is to bridge the providing ancillary services are maximized [S]] [7]-11].

temporal gap between long-term system optimization and rea In an effort to bridge the temporal gap between real-
time inverter control, and enable seamless PV-owner partipa- time control and network-wide steady-state optimizatibis

tion without compromising system efficiency and stability. The paper addresses the synthesis of feedback controllersebkt
design of the controllers is grounded on a duale-subgradient optimal PV-inverter power setpoints corresponding to AGFOP

method, and semidefinite programming relaxations are advaated . - L
to bypass the non-convexity of AC OPF formulations. Global solutions. The guiding motivation is to ensure that PV-&yst

convergence of inverter output powers is analytically estalished Oper_ation anq _Contm' strategies are adaptable to changing
for diminishing stepsize rules for cases where: i) computawnal ambient conditions and loads, and enable seamless end-user

limits dictate asynchronous updates of the controller sigals, and participation without compromising system efficiency. The
ii) inverter reference in_puts_ may be updated at a faster ratethan proposed feedback controllers continuously pursue solsti
the power-output settling time. ) .
of the formulated OPF problem by dynamically updating
Index Terms—Distribution systems, photovoltaic inverter con-  the setpoints based on current system outputs and problem
trol, distributed optimization and control; optimal power flow. parameters. This presents significant improvements oaee-st
of-the-art distributed OPF approaches wherein refereitgge s
nals for the inverters are updated only upon convergence of
the distributed algorithm. In this setting, it is evidenattif
Present-generation residential photovoltaic (PV) iremsrt problem parameters or inputs change during the computation
typically operate in a distributed and uncoordinated fashi broadcast, and implementation of the distributed solutibn
with the primary objective of maximizing the power extrattethe OPF, the inverter would implement outdated setpoints.
from PV arrays. With the increased deployment of behind- Prior efforts in this direction include continuous-time=ée
the-meter PV systems, an upgrade of medium- and lowack controllers that seek Karush-Kuhn-Tucker conditifmns
voltage distribution-system operations and controlsguired optimality developed in[12], and applied to solve an ecoitom
to address emerging efficiency, reliability, and powerliipia dispatch problem for bulk power systems [n][13]. Recently,
concerns[[lL],[[2]. To this end, several architectural freimeéks modified automatic generation and frequency control method
have been proposed for PV-dominant distribution systertisat incorporate optimization objectives correspondmdpC
to broaden the objectives of inverter real-time controlgd arOPF problems have been proposed for lossless bulk power
enable inverters to partake in distribution-network ojation  systems in e.g.[ [14]=[16]. A heuristic based on saddle{poi
tasks [3]-[6]. flow methods is utilized in[[17] to synthesize controllers
Past works have addressed the desigmlisfributedreal- seeking AC OPF solutions. Strategies that integrate ecanom
time inverter-control strategies to regulate the delivefryeal optimization within droop control for islanded losslesscrok
and reactive power based on local measurements, so ftadls are developed in [18]. In a nutshell, these approaches
terminal voltages are within acceptable levéls [8], [4]. ®n are close in spirit to the seminal work [19], where dynamical
different time scale, centralized and distributed optip@aler systems that serve as proxies for optimization variables an
. . _ multipliers are synthesized to evolve in a continuous-time
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convexity of the formulated AC OPF problem [10], [23], [24] A. General problem setup

The proposed scheme involves the update of dual and primagonsiderN;, dynamical systems described by
variables in a discrete-time fashion, with the latter cibushg

the reference-input signals for the PV inverters. Convetge  x;(t) = f; (xi(t), d; (1), ui(t)) (1a)
of PV-inverter-output powers to the solution of the forntath )

OPF problem is analytically established for settings where Yi(t) =T (Xi(t)vdi(t))’ i€Np:={l,....,Np} (1b)
i) in an effort to bridge the time-scale separation betwe%vrhere: <
optimization and control, the reference inputs may be lmﬂatsystem alt timef; yi(f) € J; C R is the measurement

gt a tfas_t(;r ratet than trlet.powlelr_-o_L:tputlstet;[jllr:g “’T‘eti a'r)'Pgbof statex;(t) at timet; u;(¢t) € ); is the reference input;
ue to inherent computational limits related to existing nddi(t) € D, C R is the exogenous input. Finally,

'sA\cl)tI;]/ers,htr:ﬁ controlletr S|gnaI? are updat(tar::i asynchrc;}yl.ou I Rnes o RPed x R x RPi — R and
oug € present paper focuses on ine case WNerean . . pna: _, R are arbitrary (non)linear functions. The

SDP relaxation is utilized to byp_ass the non-convexity Q) wing system behavior for given finite exogenous inputs
OPF tasks, the proposed synthesis procedure can be Utl|l5?ﬁ§) reference signals is assumed

to develop controllers that provably drive the inverterpauit . _ ) .
to solutions of various convex relaxatiors [[25] and linear ASSUmption 1:For givenconstantexogenous input¢d; &

(t) € R"i is the state of thei-th dynamical

approximations[261£[28] of the OPF problem. by, and roferenice sighalfs © Yehiexi, there exis
uilibrium points{x; }; or at satisfy:
Overall, the proposed framework considerably broadens tﬁ% P XiJieND y
approaches of[[13]=[18],[120] byi) considering AC OPF 0 =f; (x;,d;, w;) (2a)
setups;ii) incorporating PV-inverter operational constraints; w =r;(x,d;), i€eNp. (2b)

iif) accounting for communication constraints which naturallm . . o o )
lead to discrete-time controller updates; aviliaccounting for Notice that in [2b) the equilibrium output coincides witteth
computational limits which involves an asynchronous updagommanded inpul; that is, y; = u;. These equilibrium
of the controller signals. It is also shown that the conenoll POINts are locally asymptotically stable [29]. 0
affords a distributed implementation, and requires lichite For given exogenous inputsl; € D;},cn,,, consider the
message passing between the PV systems and the utility. following optimization problem:

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. (P1) min H(V) + Z Gi(w;) (3a)
Section[ outlines the problem formulation, while the PV vev {ueyi} Ny

controller_ls .developed in Sectu_jf_llll. Sectipn] IV elabesat subject to hy(V) —w; +d; = 0, Vi € Ny (3b)
on the distributed implementation of the proposed control
architecture. Numerical tests are reported in Sedfibn \4, awhereV C H}Y *"" is a convex, closed, and bounded subset
conclusions are provided in Sectibn] VI. of the cone of positive semidefinite (Hermitian) matrices;
function H(V) : H}V*"V — R is known, convex and finite
overV; G;(u;) : R™ — R is strongly convex and finite over
Y;; and, the vector-valued functidn (V) : H,V "V — R™v:

is affine. Finally, sets{);}.cn,, Which define the space
of possible reference inputs for the dynamical systems, are
assumed to comply to the following requirement.

Dynamical models and relevant formulations for optimiz-
ing inverter setpoints are outlined for a general networked Assumption 2:Sets {);}.cn, are convex and compact.
dynamical system in Sectidn II}A, and tailored to real-tim&urther,(P1) has a non-empty feasible set and a finite optimal
PV-inverter control in Sectiof 8. cost. O

With these assumptions, probleff1) is a convexprogram;
moreover, it can be reformulated into a standard SDP form by
INotation Upper-case (lower-case) boldface letters will be usedniar resorting to the epigraph form of the cost function.

trices (column vectors)(-)" for transposition;(-)* complex-conjugate; and, . . . .
()" complex-conjugate transpositiof}{-} and 3{-} denote the real and It is evident from K-Zb) tha(P1) defines the optimal op-

imaginary parts of a complex number, respectively:= /—1. Tr(-) the erating setpoints of the dynamical systeris (1) in terms of

matrix tracerank(-) the matrix rankj-| denotes the magnitude of a number orgtegdy-state out uts 1.2, [20]. In fact, by utilizing thetimal
the cardinality of a setyec(X) returns a vector stacking the columns of matrix y opt P ] DY g thet

X, and bdiag({X;}) forms a block-diagonal matrixk”™ and CN denote solution {u;" }ien, Of (P1) as refer_ence Inputs, 1t fO|_|0WS
the spaces ofV x 1 real-valued and complex-valued vectors, respectivily; from (20) that each system output will eventually be driven t
the set of natural numbers; arikﬂffXN denotes the space of x N positive  the pOintyZ— _ u?pt. Function Bh) captures costs incurred by

semidefinite Hermitian matrices. Given vectorand square matriX, ||x||2 .
denotes the Euclidean norm g&f and||V||2 the (induced) spectral norm of the steady-state outputs, as well as costs associated waitfxm

matrix X.. [x]; ([(x)];) points to thei-th element of a vectax (vector-valued Vvariable V, which couples the steady-state system outputs
function ug () XR(t)VIS the tme derlvtéri]tlve OE_(t)- Given a scalar ft'J:nctlon {yi = ui}ien;, through the linear equality constrainEsX3b).
JO  R™ = R, Vi f(x) returns the gradientz;o,..., 551" Fora  —n principle, (P1) could be solved centrally by a system-
continuous functionf(t), f[tx] denotes its value sampled @t. Finally, I | | L uni hich sub v di h h
denotes theV x N identity matrix; andOas x v, 1 a7 x v the M x N matrices evel control unit, which subsequently dispatches t eregfee

with all zeroes and ones, respectively. signals{u‘;pt}ieND for the dynamical systems. In lieu of a

Il. PROBLEM FORMULATION



IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON POWER SYSTEMS 3

centralized solution ofP1), the objectivehere is to design a ' Q4 Q) _
distributedfeedback controller for the dynamical systeifas (1), N N R A
so that the resultant closed-loop system is globally cayesr A~ oA \
S . \ yz \ \
to an equilibrium point{x; }ienp, {yi = ri(xi,di) bienss Vi \ fJ . 0 \
where the valuegy; }icn,, Of the steady-state outputs coin- T pap T PP - *pav D
cide with the optimal solutiofu®};cx,, of (P1). i) i) o i)
/ / /
. . . 7 Sz - /Sz yz - /SZ
B. PV-inverter output regulation to OPF solutions L - L~ L -
The task of regulating the power output of PV inverters is () (b) (©)

outlined in this section, and cast within the framework[df (1 Fig. 1. Operating regions’; for PV inverter under: (a) reactive power
@). In this regard [{1)E2) will model the inverter dynami&0, compensatiorl]3]; (b) real power curtailmeht [4]; and, (ojnbined real- and
Ch. 8], [31]; while OPF will be formulated in the forrfl(3) by 2ctve-Power controL16].
leveraging SDP relaxation techniquésli[23].1[24].
Network.Consider a distribution system comprising+ 1 T N1 . ,

. : ndv := [Vo,...,Vn|' € CV*L Then, using Ohm’s and
n?deZ.collte((:jte(zjlr;éh.e_se«f, and'llnes reb)\;es?_r;]ted bg\;hf S€kirchhoff's circuit laws, the linear relationship= Yv can be
of undirected edges := {(m,n) :m.n € N'}. The seV := = ogopjiched whers € CN+1XN+1 s the admittance matrix

{0,1,..., N} is partitioned as\" = {0} UNp U No, where: formed based on the distribution-network topology andsthe
_nodeO d_enotes the secondary of the step-down transform%uivalent circuits of lines [32, Ch. 6]; see e.g. [10].[23],
inverter-interfaced PV systems are located at nallgs = [24), [33] for details on the construction of matr¥
{1,...,Np} [cf. @)]; and,Np := {Np+1,..., N} collects ' '
nodes with no power generation. For simplicity of expositio For prevailing ambient conditions, l&? > 0 denote the
the framework is outlined for a balanced system; however, tRvailable real power for the invertei € Np. The available
proposed framework can be extended to unbalanced muR@wer is a function of the incident irradiance, and corresso
phase systems as explained in Apperidix D. to the maximum power point of the PV array. When PV-

. . . o systems operate at unity power factor [6], a set of challenge
Dynamics of PV inverter&£quation[(1R) is utilized to model o o104 to power quality and reliability in distribution sy

the dynamics of PV inverters, regulating real- and reactiygs may emerge for sufficiently high levels if deployed PV
output powers to prescribed setpoints. For example, reteva,n,ity [1]. For instance, overvoltages may be experténce
dynamical models for inverters operating in a grid-cone€ct y1jing periods when PV generation exceeds the household
mode are discussed in e.g..[30, Ch. 8] dnd [31]. These modglsnand [[1], while fast-variations in the PV-output tend to
can be conveniently cast withitl (1]}(2) as shown next. ¢4 e transients that lead to wear-out of legacy switcH@ar

o Let pi(t) = Ei(t) cos'(wt + ¢i(t))ii(t? and ¢;(t) = Efforts to ensure reliable operation of existing distribat
Ei(t) cos(wt + ¢i(t) —/2)i(t) denote 'the Instantaneous outyy stems with increased behind-the-meter PV generation are
put real and reactive powers of inverter Np, respectively,

X . focused on the possibility of inverters providing reactisver
wherew is the grid frequencyy; (t) := E;(t) cos(wt + ¢i(t))  compensation and/or curtailing real power [8]-[6]. In thegt
the voltage waveform, ang(t) is the current injected. Further'general setting, the set of operating points for PV inverter
let P;(t) andQ;(¢) denote averages of the instantaneous OUtpMIoviding ancillary services can be specified as:
real and reactive powers over an AC cycle; that is,

t t
Pi(t) == % /t_ipi(T)dT’ Qi(t) :== %/ gi(T)dT. 4)

t—gr

Vi ={(P,Q): PM" < P, < P Q? < S} - P2,

Then, thestateof system[(ll) isx;(t) := [Pi(t), Q;(¢)]. and |Q;] < (tan@)P;}  (6)

e \ectoru,(t) = u; collects the constamtommandedeal and
reactive powers for inverter. By (2), inverters regulate the
output powers to the commanded setpomjs see e.g.,[[30, whereS; is the rated apparent power, and the last inequality

Ch. 8], [31]. is utilized to enforce a minimum power factor @bs6.
e Let P, ;(t) andQ, ;(t) denote the demanded real and reactiiéarameterg¢ and P™" can be conveniently tuned to account
loads at node € A. Then, vectord;(t) is set to bed;(t) := for the following strategies:
T ; _ N
[Pgi(t)’ gfai(t)] for all i € M\{0}. (c1) Reactive power compensatioR™ = P, § € (0, 7/2];
e By settin 4
y g ri(x;(t),d; (1)) = xi(t) (5) (c2) Active power curtailmentP™" € [0, P?), 6 = 0; and,

(@B) equates the state with the measurement of the invertes) Active and reactive control™ € [0, P, 6 € (0, 7/2].
output powers. The PV-inverter operating regions involved by stratedids—

Steady-state OPF problerhet V; := (E;/v/2)ei% € C be (c3) are iIIustratqu in Figur€ll. It is evident that s€t¥;}
the phasor representation of the steady-state voltage & nadhere toAssumptiof 2
1 € N. Similarly, letI; € C denote the phasor for the current For given load and ambient conditions, a prototypical OPF
injected at nodé € N, and defind := [Io,...,Iy]T € CVN*!  formulation for optimizing the steady-state operation of a
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distribution system is given as follows: Additionally, define the following convex set:
Vi={V:V=0,V2 <Tr(¥;,V)< V2 VieN
(OPF)  woin,  H(v)+ XN: Gi(P;, Qi) (78)  and Tr(®,V) = — P, TH(W;V) = —Qu; Vi € No}. (9)
subject to i = YV;:H; With these definitions, problenfi](7) can leguivalentlyex-
Vil{ = P; — Pri +§(Qi — Qri), Vie Np (7b) pressed as follows

Vol = ~Prn = Q. VneNp (7e)  min H(V)+ ) Gi(w) (10a)

ymin < (Y| < pmax Vie N (7d) ieND
w e vieNp (7€) subject to h;(V) —u; +d; =0,Vie Np (10b)

rank(V) = 1. (10c)

where V®in and Vmax are prescribed voltage limits (e.g..On par with [T), problem[{10) is nonconvex because of the
ANSI C84.1 limits); the constraint of¥| is left implicit; (Z&) rank constraint; however in the spirit of the SDP relaxation
specifies the feasible inverter operating region [cf. Fegli;; the constraint[(I0c) can be dropped. Notice that, once the
and, equalities{7b)E(¥c) capture the power-balance amsat constraint [I0c) is dropped, the resultant SDP relaxatibn o
for nodes with and without inverters, respectively. For emd the OPF problem is in the forniI(3). If the optimal matrix
without loads (e.g., utility poles), one clearly has tifa; = V°P* of the relaxed problem hasink(V°"') = 1, then the
Qui = 0. resultant power flows are globally optimal[23],[24]. Suiffiat
r(_:onditions for this relaxation to be exact for radial and
balanced systems are provided [inl[34], while its appli¢gbil
unbalanced multiphase systems is investigated ih [10].

FunctionH (v) can capture various network-oriented perfo
mance objectives that the distribution system operatolQpPS
may pursue. For example, the DSO may aim to minimiZ8 i RO
the power losses on the distribution lines, voltage magdeitu _In this se_tup, th_e)bjectweof the feedt_)ack _controllgr that
deviations from nominal, and/or the power drawn from thﬁ'III be designed in the following ?ectlon, Is to drlye the
substation 7], [[8]. On the other hand, functich(P;, Q;) MVerter Ou(t)gtuts{yi(t) = [P;(1), Qi(t)]" tien, to the optimal
models PV-inverter costs/rewards for ancillary servicevpr SCUtion{u;"}iexs, of the OPF problem.
sioning such as real power curtailment and/or reactive powe
compensatiori |5]/]6],118]; for example, this function cae Ill. FEEDBACK CONTROLLER
set toG; (P, Q;) = a;(PY — P;)? + b;(PY — P;) + ¢;Q? + Dual e-subgradient methods are leveraged in Sedfion]llI-B
d;|Q;|, with a;, b;, ¢;, d; denoting market-oriented coefficientsto synthesize controllers for systeni$ (1) whose outputktra
to maximize the amount of power provided by PV systemsecursive solvers ofP1). Applications to the real-time PV-
Finally, notice that additional constraints such as thélimits  inverter control problem are discussed in Secfioh IV.
may be naturally accommodated [d (7). To streamline proofs of relevant analytical results, it i

It is well-known that the OPF problenf](7) isonconvex Cconvenient to express the linear equality constralntb (3la)
and thus hard to solve to global optimality in both centediz compact form. To this end, define:= [uf,...,uy, | d:=
and distributed setups. Further, given that the problem [@]....,dy,]" andh(V) := [hi(V),... ,h}_(V)]". Then,
nonconvex, convergence of distributed algorithms (dekiveconstraints[(3b) can be compactly expressel(@s) = u—d.
e.g., via Lagrangian decomposition techniques) is not ydwa
guaranteed and needs to be established. Since the objeCtivR. Primer on dual gradient method
this work is to develomistributedcontrollers so that inverter

. Consider the Lagrangian correspondin 3), namely:
output powers argrovably convergent to OPF solutions, a ! grang! ponding(h (3) y

convex reformulation of the OPF task is considered next. L(V,{u;},{N}):= H(V)+ Z Gi(u;)
N
SDP relaxation of the OPF problemTlo formulate an - e
SDP relaxation of the prototypical steady-state OPF prob- + Z Ai (hi(V) —u; +dy) (11)
lem (), consider expressing steady-state powers andgeolta i€Np

magnitudes as linear functions of the outer-product matnixhere\; € R"v: denotes the Lagrange multiplier associated
V = vvH [23], [24], and define matriXxY; := e;e]Y per with (BH). Based on[{11), the dual function and the dual
nodei, where{e;};cA- denotes the canonical basis BFVI. problem are defined as follows (see, e.g.] [35]):
Using Y;, form the Hermitian matrice®; := %(YZ— + YZ-H),

U, = L(Y; - Y!), and X; := e;e]. Then, the balance a({xh) = VeV {wed hieas LV fud. i) (12
equations for real and reactive powers at nodeNp can be
expressed as [®;V) = P, — P, ; and T(¥; V) = Q; — Q¢ "= max q({\i}). (13)

respectively. To reformulate the OPF in the fofrh (3), coesid {Aitienp

settingu; = [P;, Qi]", d; = [P, Qi]", and Regarding the optimal Lagrange multipliers, the following

technical requirement is presumed in order to guarantde the
h;(V) = [Tr(®,; V), Tr(¥,; V)] . (8) existence and uniqueness; see elgl, [36].
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Assumption 3:Vectors

V[VeCT(V)’uT]T[h(V) + g(u, d)]i, 1=1,..., Z Ty i (24)
i€ND

under this operating paradigm the optimization and local co
trol tasks operatat two different time scalewith reference
signals updated every time that the OPF problem is solved and
implemented only when the inverter dynamics are in steady
are linearly independent. 0 state. This motivates the development of control schemes
Section[1¥ will elaborate on how conditioi {14) can pdhat co_ntinuously pursue soluti_ons of the OPF problem by
checked in the OPF context. Under current modeling adynamically updating the setpoints, based on current syste
sumptions, it follows that the duality gap is zero, and theutputs and problem parameters. This is described next.
dual functiong({\;}) is concave, differentiable, and it has

a continuous first derivativé [37]. Consider then utiliziag B. Controller synthesis

gradient method to solve the dual problem, which amounts to
iteratively performing[[37]:

{VIE], {uilk]Fiean }

= ar

Consider updates performed at discrete time instants
{tk, k € N}, with V[t], {w;[tx]}ienp, and let{\;[tx]}ieas
denote the values of primal and dual variables, respegtivel
at time t;. The following method accounts for the system
dynamics in[(IL) while solvindP1) with dual-gradient-based
approaches.

min (15a)

verin OV ud Ak
Ailk 4+ 1] = Ai[k] + ar 1 Vy, L(VIE], {wi[k]}, {N\:}) (15b)

At time t, the system outputs are sampled as:
where k € N denotes the iteration indexy,+; > 0 is the
stepsize, and_(Ibb) is repeated for alE N. In particular, Vilte] =i (xi(tk),di) ,VieNp
a non-summable but square-summable stepsize sequence is . )
adopted in this papef [22]; that is, there exist sequenc%'%d' they are utilized to update the dual variables as fallow

{71@}1@20 and {nk}kzo such that: )\i[tk+1] _ )\i[tk]
(s1) v — 0 @ask — o0, andzx‘a Vi = +00;

(18a)

(82) Vi <ap < Mk for all & > 0; and, + Qg1 (h1(V[tk]) —Yi [tk] + dz) y Vi e ND. (18b)
(s3) mx L 0 @ask — +oo, and Y, 20 17 < +oc. . ‘ . .
At iteration &, the same step-size,, is utilized for alli € . G'Yetn Al‘[t’”l]’ tthhe pn;na;l d var.|ables Vlte+1]  and
Exploiting the decomposablility of the Lagrangian, stdpS)( {Wiltri1l}icn, are then updated as:
can be equivalently expressed as: Uty 1] = arg mi% Gi(w;) — N [trg1]u, . (18c¢)

w; €V
Ailk 1] = Milk] + apsn (h(VIED —wilk] +di) - (188) vy, ) — argmin B(V) + 3 Alftga] ho(V)  (18d)
wifk + 1] = arg min Gi(u;) - Ak + 1]u; (16b) vev i€ND
u;, €V

Once [I8t) is solved, the vector-valued reference signal
u;[tr+1] is applied to the dynamical system{1a) over the inter-
val (t, tp41]; thatis,u;(t) = wi[tey1],t € (tg, tres1]. At time

V{k +1] = arg min, H(V) + > Allk+1]hi(V) (16c)
i€END

with (I68)-[16h) performed for all € Np. Finally, notice
that from the compactness of satsand {);},, it follows
that there exists a scaléf, 0 < G < +oo, such that

Ih(V[E]) —ulk] +d)|| <G, V keN. 17)
Using [IT), and a stepsize sequenie;},>o satisfying

(s1)—=(s3), it turns out that the dual iteratek;[k] converge

tr+1 the system output$y;[tx+1]}ien, are sampled again,
and [18b)-{{18c) are repeated. Notice that, differentlymfro
standard dual gradient methods, variablé ] is replaced by
the sampled system output[t;] in the ascent stefy (IBb).
Steps [(I8b)£(I8c) in effect constitute the controller for
the dynamical systemEl(1). Specifically, the (continudune}
reference signaléu; (¢) };cn,, produced by the controller have

to the optimal solutiom\{*" of the dual problem[{13); that step changes at instan{g;,k € N}, are left-continuous
is, [|A°P" — A[K]||ls — 0 ask — oo [B5, Prop. 8.2.6],[[22], functions, and take the constant valu@s [ti1]}icn,, Over
[37]. IteratesV[k] and {u,[k]};cn,, become asymptotically the time intervalty, t;.41]. Itis evident that ifu;[t,] converges
feasible and their optimal valuesy°** and {u’},cn,, to u™ ask — oo (and thusu,(t) — u{™ ast — oc), then
can be recovered froni{Z6c) and (16b), respectively, onge(t) — ui™ ast — oo by virtue of [2).
{)\?P‘}ieND becomes available. Suppose for now that the intervél,_1, tx] is large enough
Steps similar to[{16) are typically adopted to enable t@ allow the outputs{y;(¢)}icn,, to converge to the com-
distributed solution of the OPF[9][83] [B8[=[41] as wellmanded input{u;[ts]}icr,, [cf. @)]. Under this ideal setup
as other resource allocation tasks such as the economic #igh a pronounced and tangiltiene-scale separatiobetween
patch problem and residential load conticll[42]. As illagtd  controller and system dynamics, one has thaf_,,— ||y (t) -
in Figure[2(a) and explained in detail in Sectibnl IV, upu;[t]]| = 0, for all k& [cf. @)], and step[(18b) is replaced by
dates[(18a)E(18b) are implementadeach individual PV sys- A;[tx+1] = Ai[te] + g1 (hi(V[tx]) —wi[tg] +d;). Thus, [18)
temwhile (I6d) is performeat the DSOHowever, in conven- coincides with standard dual gradient method [inl (16), and
tional approaches, the optimal reference sigr{ai%pt}ieND the convergence results in |35, Prop. 8.2.61.][37] carryrove
are implemented at the PV-invertarsly when the distributed to this ideal setup. In this work, convergence of the system
algorithm converges to the optimal solution. It is eviddratt outputs{y;(¢)}ica, to the solution of(P1) is assessed in
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—
yi(t) % (t) = £ (x(t), ug(t)) | Wi () 1u;')pt Update | A;[k] | Update | *g
yi(t) = ri(x;(t), di(t)) S/H - (16b) (16a) %
1.
—
(1) | %;(t) = £ (x; (1), 0 (1)) 1u°thd Ak [upd £
yg th:ijt,th e ¥l pdate J pdate -3
530 = rats 0, e[| S/ (16D) (162) o= | | £
o

=}
= Update ';‘J 5 %
. (16¢) L8 A

(@
Ji, yiltr] .

Vi) [ ] xi(t) = fi(xi(2), us(2)) | ws(t) S/H w;[te] | Update | Afts] UpdateJ %
yalt) = 1 (8), di(2) / (18¢) (18b) 2
’ by, 1.
il
y;(t) %;(t) = £(x;(1),u;(2)) | wi(t) S/H u;[ty] | Update Update 'Eg
(1) = ralocs (0) s ¢ / (18¢) (18b) fo-mr | | 2

5 >

< __:“i
O“’ Update ';"’ %
5.l (18d) |2 A

(b)

Fig. 2. (a) Conventional distributed optimization setuPBroblem [(8) is solved in a distributed fashion by using st€8); once the problem is solved
(i.e., iterates in[{116) have converged to the optimal priead dual values), the optimal reference sign{alé’pt}igND are dispatched to the PV-inverters.
(b) Proposed optimization-centric control architectufhe discrete-time control signai;|[t;] generated by the dynamic controliere N is dynamically
applied as an input to the inverter by utilizing a sample-haldl (S/H) unit; the instantaneous inverter output is sachand utilized for updating the control
signals. The same architecture is utilized in the asynahusrcase[(20), upon substitutifig (18d) with_(20d). As clairite Theorem 1, the inverter outputs
{yi(t)}ienp, converge to the solution of the OPF problem. Details on tis&riliited implementation are provided in Secfion V.

the more general case where update of reference sigrat (18d) is typical higher than that required by the pragct
may be performedaster than the systems’ settling timasd operation [18c); especially whelh (18c) affords a closadifo
asynchronouslyin order to achieve the following operationakolution (see e.g.. [43], and pertinent references theréhus,
goals: convergence of the system outputs is investigated for tke ca
(O1) Instead of waiting for the underlying systems to convergghere the update of the input reference levils|ts]} iy,

to intermediate reference levelsy;[tx]}ica,, steps [(I8b)— and the dual variableé;[ty]}icnr, is performed at a faster
(I8d) are performed continuously (within the limits of affate than [(18d).

fordable computational burden); i.e., at each instantone

may have thatim, ., [|y;(t) — u;[tx]|| # 0 for at least one

dynamical system. This scenario is particularly relevamtes  To this end, suppose that the computational time required
step [I8k) is computationally light: it affords a closedro to update matrixV spansM < +oc time intervals; that is, if
solution when the inverter is operated undet) and (c2), the computation of[(18d) starts at timie based on the most
and it involves a projection onto the inverter operating@eg up-to-date dual variabled\; [tx]}icar,, its solution becomes
under (c3) [cf. Figure[1]. available only at timej. 5s. In contrast, the controller affords
(02) The computational time required to solve the SDP prolhe computation of steps {118c) afid (1.8b) at each {iméxen.
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To capture this asynchronous operation, consider the mgppi Lemma 1:Under Assumptiofl4, it follows that the tracking
error ||y[tx] — ufty]||2, k € N, can be bounded as

k
k)y=M|— k e N. 19 ~
)=t | 7 19 I¥lts] — ulte]l < LGGay @5)
Using [19), stepd(18) for all € A'p are modified as: where L is the Lipschitz constant of function;(\) in (22).
Proof. See AppendikA. O
yilts] =i (Xi(tk)’ di) (202) 1t can be noticed fron{(25) that the tracking error is allowed

Ailtret] = Ni[te] + anrs (hi(v[tc(k)]) — yilta] + di) (20Db) to be arbitrarily large, _but the outpusgiy| _should eventually
follow the reference signak[t;]. In fact, since the sequence
Wi[te1] = arg min Gi(u;) — Al [trs1]ug (20c) {ay} is majorized by{n;}, and n; | 0, it follows that
u; €Y . .
ly[tx] — ultg]ll2 — 0 ask — co. Based on this assumption,
for all ¢, k € N. Further, matrixVt.,] is updated (at the two results that establish convergence of the overall sysie
possibly slower rate) as: in order: LemmaR2provides an analytical characterization of
) T thee-subgradient step, whiléheorenfflestablishes asymptotic
Vite] = arg H(V) + Z Ai ltew] hi(V). - (20d) convergence of the output powers to the optimal solution
i€ND of (P1).
Since ¢(k) = k over the interval{ty, ..., txra—1}, (20d) Lemma 2: Suppose that at least one of the following state-
indicates thatV is being updated every/ time slots. The ments is true: )M > 1; ii) at time ty, y;[tx] # w;|ty] for at
block diagram for[(20) can be readily obtained by replacingast one dynamical system. Tha@a(V[t.)]) — y[tx] + d)
step [18H) with[(20d), as well ak (18b) and (18c) with_{20$ ane-subgradient of the dual function aft,]. In particular,
and [20t), respectively, in Figuié 2. underAssumptiof and with M/ < +oo, it holds that
In the following, convergence of the system outputs to T
the solution of the steady-state optimization problgi) is (h(Vltem]) = ylta] +d)) " (A= Alti])
established when the reference signals are produced by (20) > q(A) — g A[tg]) —€[t] VX (26a)

Of course, by settind/ = 1, steps[(2D) coincide witH_(18),
and therefore the convergence claims for this more gene\f\énere the erroeft;] > 0 can be bounded as

setting naturally carry over to the synchronous setup_in).(18 ) k—c(k)

For brevity, collect the system outputs in the vector eltr] < 20, GG? + 2G* Z Of—ht1 - (26b)
y = [yl,..-,yy,)", and the dual variables i\ := h=1
[AL,.... AN, ]". In the following, it will be shown that{I8b) proof. See AppendifB. 0

and [20b) are in fact-subgradient ste 1, Proposition 2 .
) g bs-[2 P ] Theorem 1:UnderAssumptionglT34nd for anyl < M <

wheneverli - t) —ult 0 and/orM > 1. Before
iy, [y () = ult]]| # +00, the following holds for the closed-loop systdm](20) when

elaborating further on the erraflt;], notice that from the - tistvi diti D43
compactness of sefs and {J;}ic,, it follows that there 2 S'ePSIz€ sequendex; }rew safisfying conditiong(s1)-(s3)

. . is utilized:
exists a constartt < G < such that the following holds:
X =G = toosd Wing (i) Ailtr] — A% ask — oo, Vi € Np;

Ih(V) -y +d|. <G, YVeV,VyeY  (21) (i) Vltew] — V" and {u;[ty] = uf® }icn,, ask — oo;
_ _ (iii) yi(t) — u® ast — oo, Vi € Np.
with Y := Y1 x )5 x ... x Y. Furthermore, given the statements  (i)—(iii) hold for any initial conditions
Lipschitz-continuity of the contraction mappig (1881144 v/(0], {u,[0]}icnry, {yi(0) Yienn, {Xi[0]Vicn,,  and  any
_ - . ey ZTae . duration of the interval® < ¢, — t_1 < oo, k € N.
u;(A) = arg wey: Gi(w;) = A, Vi€ Np (22) Proof. See Appendix C. O

there existsi[tk] satisfying Remark (convex relaxation or approximation of the OPF)
. For illustration purposes, the SDP relaxation techniquétfe
yi[ty] = arg min G;(w;) — X, [t]Ju;, Vie Np  (23) OPF task is considered in this paper. However, the synthesis
ui€Ys procedure outlined in the next section to develop feedbank ¢
that is,y; ] would be obtained by minimizing the Lagrangiarirollers that drive the inverter outputs to solutions oftjemt
L(V,u,S\[tk]) whenX[tk] — [5\1[%]’ N aj\ij [te]] replaces CONVeX optimization problems can be utiIi_z_ed in a variety of
Altx]. The following will be assumed foj\[tk]. different setups. Fpr example, _|t can be utll[zed_when sdeon
) . - N order cone relaxations [25] or linear approximatidns [¥88}
Assumption 4:There exists a scald¥, 0 < G < +00, SUCh ¢ the OPF problem are utilized. The paper considers convex
that the following bound holds for ati, & > 1 relaxations or approximations of the OPF problem because
IA[tR] — X[tk]Hz < GHA[tk] — Altrd] - (24) dual e_—subgradient—typ(_e method; are guarante(_ad to converge
to optimal dual and primal solutions when applied to convex

Condition [2%) implicitly bounds the reference signal kiag problems. The design of fee_dback controller_s in the case of
error |[y[ts] — ult]||2, as specified in the following lemma. NON-conveprograms and their convergence will be the subject
of future efforts.
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Algorlthm 1 Distributed architecture: inverter Operation necessary. This entails the fo||owing message exchangmy ev

for k=1,2,3,... do M time slots:h;(V][tx]) is sent from the DSO to inverter
[2%] SRamp.Ie tﬁ? g\gerter O;Jtp%[tﬂ.t: [,Ifji [tk]v,lQE[ltkHT . subsequently, the up-to-date dual variahié/,] is sent from
E:(k-g :‘Z‘):e've i(Vltea]) from utility, if available (e, it erter i to the DSO. Notice that customére Np does

[S3] Compute stepsize 1, and update\;[t. 1] via (Z0B).  Not share load demand and PV-related information with the
[S4] Update the setpoints;[tx+1] via (20d), and implement DSO; in fact, information about the loads is not necessary
u; [tr41] at the inverter. N when computing the updat€ (20d) at the DSO. Exchanging
gg]tgggsrqt}‘i[tkﬂ] to the utility. just Lagrange multipliers rather than power iterates ezsar
end for P privacy-preserving operation. The operating principlebath
inverter and DSO are tabulated as Algorithm 1 and Algo-
rithm 2, respectively, and schematically illustrated iguFe[2.
In Algorithm 1, is it also shown that the stepsize sequence
[S1] Transmith; (V[t.()]) to inverteri. Repeat for alk € Np. .{ak}keN ,sgtisfying Conditions(§1)-(s3) 's computed _at_ the
[S2] ReceiveX; [t. ;1] from inverteri. Repeat for al € A/p. mver'Fe.rs side; when ch_anges in the load and solar |rrmat
[S2] Start the update oV via (200). conditions occur (that is, the inputs of the underlying OPF
end for task change), inverters exchange information to restat th
sequence. For example, each inverter can utilize the sequen
ar = ¢/vVk—n, with k > 1, ¢ > 0 a given constant, and
Remark (discrete variablesfhe OPF formulation consideredthe index of the instartt, with the last change in the operating
in this paper does not include the optimization of the trangonditions.
former taps at the substation as well as taps of capacitoBefore proceeding, it is worth reiterating the underlying
banks. Rather, these quantities are considered as inputdlifference between distributed optimization approactfs [
the OPF problem, and are utilized to set the voltage at tf@&3], [38]-[41] and the proposed idea. In particular:
substation [[5]4[B] and form the (time-varying) admittanc&onventional distributed optimizatiordistributed OPF ap-
matrix Y in (@). This strategy ensures full interoperabilitproaches involve the computation of steps similar to (16),
of the proposed controllers with legacy switchgear. Howevechematically illustrated in Figuid 2(a). Particularlye topti-
it is worth noticing that transformer taps can be included ial reference signats™ are commanded to the PV-inverters
the optimization procedure by following the relaxation et only after iterates (16) have convergedccordingly, the
investigated in e.g.[[33]. reference signals are updated at a slow time scale, dictated
by the time required to solve the distributed OPF solver.
Proposed schemas illustrated in Figur&l2(b), the proposed
controllers continuously update the setpoints, based meicu
system outputs, as well as solar irradiance and load conditi
When applied to the PV-inverter regulation problem outlineHence, the setpoints are updated at a significantly fastey ra
in Section[I[-B, the controlled(20b)=(ZDd) endows each P\that may be on the same order of the inverter dynamics.
inverteri € Np with the capability of steering its powerAs a result, the proposed controllers dynamically refrésh t
outputy;(t) = [P;(t),Q:(t)]" towards the solution1;™ = OPF-based targets every time that there is a variation in
(PP, Q?P']T of the formulated AC OPF problem. Claims (i)-loads, conventional generators, and solar irradianceenatle
(iv) of TheorenfTthold for any duratiord < ¢, —t,—1 < 0o, adaptability to fast-changing conditions.
k € N, for any size of the distribution network. To implement the proposed architecture, each controller at
The feedback controllef{20) affords distributed imple- node: € Ap needs to collect at each timig measurements
mentation, where optimization tasks are distributed betweof the demanded loads;; andQ,;, as well as the prevailing
the DSO and individual PV systems; see also Fiddre 2. §plar irradiation conditions (which translate to the maim
particular: available real power). On the other hand, to perform gted)(20
i) Updates[(20b)E(20c) are implement@ideach individual PV the DSO requires knowledge of the system topology and the
system(they are either embedded in the inverter microcomead demand at nodese AM\Np; of course, any AC OPF
troller, or, at the gateway level), ang; and X\, are stored formulation has similar prerequisites in terms of requidata
locally at the same inverter; these steps are performedneontand measurements] [S[4[8]. [26], [27]. [33]. Since functon
uously, within affordable computational and hardware tmi {h;(V)};cn, are linear inV, the prerequisite[(14) solely
Particularly, [20c) is performed with the goal of pursuinglepends on the topology of the distribution network; tHiid) (
inverter-related optimization objectives such as mination can be checked at the utility side once mafiixis available.
of the real power curtailed[6]. Finally, it is worth noticing that consensus-based teches
ii) at the DSQ updates[(20d) are performed with the goal ofan be adopted to speed up the computation of $iepl (20d)
pursuing system-wide optimization objectives such as -mirand improve scalability with respect to the distributigrstem
mization of power losses and voltage regulation (this sgep size [9], [10], [33], [38]. For example, by leveraging redex
performed every\! time steps). matrix completion arguments [10], Lagrangian decompasiti
To exchange relevant control signals, a bidirectional meand dual gradient techniques can be adopted to decompose
sage passing between DSO and individual PV systemstli® computation of[{20d) across lines and/or portions of the

Algorithm 2 Distributed architecture: DSO operation
for k = M,2M,3M, ... do

IV. DISTRIBUTED IMPLEMENTATION OF THE
CONTROLLERS
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system[[3B],[[38]. The resultant algorithm would be simtiar —_—
the one in[(2D), but with stefp (20d) replaced by multiple sub- T ]4 "
problems (one per line or portion of the system) that areesblv s 4 —ei2
in parallel, followed by relevant dual updates; see e.d3],[3 6 I 7 g

L * 11

[38] and [9], [10]. It can be readily shown that the convergen

claims of Theorentllcarry over to this setup. 9
15

V. TEST CASES ‘—I—’—"” i
21

The proposed PV-inverter control scheme is tested using a
modified version of the IEEE 37-node test feeder and the IEEE ©22
123-node test feeder. The modified network is obtained by
considering a single-phase equivalent; line impedandes)ts

admittances, as well as active and reactive loads are atlopte . o

from the respective datagefrhe solver SDP3 is utilized to 2 2

solve relevant SDPs iNATLAB, whereas the update of the 35 827

inverter setpoints is computed in closed form. The objectiv {34 028 3

of the test cases is to numerically corroborate the claijgs (i

(iii) of TheorenilL 6 30 3. »

In the OPF problem, the voltage limit§™" and V™ are
set t00.95pu and 1.05pu, respectively. In the first test, the
IEEE 37-node test feeder illustrated in Figlre 3 is utiliZEde Fig- 3. IEEE 37-node test feeder considered in the test cases
voltage magnitude at the point of common coupling is fixed to
[Vo| = 1 pu, and it is presumed th&tPV systems are present; — 1,... .4, anda; = 1,b; = 10,¢; = 0.03,d; = 0.03 for
in the network and they are located at nodesl, 22,26,29 ; = 5 6. With this setup, the SDP relaxation was first tested
and 32. Following the technical approach of [30, Ch. 8ith these input data, the SDP solver identified solutiorts wi
and [31], a first-order system is utilized to model the real arrank-1 matricesVert [23], [24].
reactive power dynamics of each inverter. Further, inveita- At each inverteri € Np, the reference signah;[t;] is
plement strategyc3), and their regions of possible operating,pdated every = r sec; i.e., t; — tx_1 = 7 for all k € N.
points is formed based on the inverter power ratifi§siica;,  This implies that a new reference signai[t] is applied to
and the available active powe{$>™'}icx,. Specifically, the each inverter faster than the output power settling timeidiwh
power ratings are assumed to @ 120, 50,100,120, and80  corresponds to approximately for a first-order system). On
kVA, whereas the following values for the available powerghe other hand, matriav|t;] is updated every = 27 sec;
p® = [P},... P/ ]" are considered in order to test thge. A/ = 2 in (@0). This means that the inverter setpoints
adaptability of the feedback controller to changing prév@i  (y,[¢,]},c,, are updated at a faster rate than mawii,,].
conditions (with time intervals normalized with respectte The stepsize if{20) is set to, = 4//k — n, with k > 1 and

time constantr): n the index of the instant, with the last step change.

(I1) p™(t) = [22,67,21,50,68,40] kW, t/7 € 1, 200]; Figure [@ illustrates the evolution of the real and re-
(12) p*(t) = [25,80,24,55,85,45]" kW, ¢/7 € [201,400];  active powers generated by the inverters. It can be seen
(I3) p™(t) = [31,92,29,65,92,54]T kW, ¢/7 € [401,600];  that the inverter outputs(y;[ts] = [Pi(t),Q:(#)]T} con-

(14) p*(t) = [26, 84,25, 57, 86,47 kW, ¢/7 € [601,700].  verge in all the considered intervald1)—(14), and the
At ¢ = 0, the output active and reactive powers areW and  output powers at convergence coincide with the solutions
0 kVAr, respectively. No minimum power factor constraintgf the OPF (P1); for example, before the step change
are enforced (i.e., i = 7/2), and P"™" is set to0 [4]. In 4t + = 2007, the active and reactive powers converged
this fiesr testH (V) models the cost of power drawn from thgg the OPFE solution21.8,66.9,20.9,67.9,39.9 kW and
substation a1 (V) = (Tr(®gV))* + 10 x Tr(®gV). On the 399 85.6,40.7,77.1,31.4,39.8 kVAr. This corroborates the
other hand, the functiot;(P;, @;) is set to claims of Theorenf]l. Figurgl 4(b) also provides a shapshot
Gi(Pi, Q) = a;(PY — P,)? + b,;(PY — P)) pf the evolution of the output reactive power for mver&r
) it can be seen that a new reference level is applied after
+ Qi + difQil (27)  seconds, befor@-(t) settles around the intermediate setpoint.
in order to minimize the amount of curtailed real power, d& 1S @lS0 interesting to note that, in the considered settup,
well as the amount of reactive power provided. It is, howeve?tiady'State reactive powers coincide with the availatesps
worth emphasizing that various alternative cost functioms P°" (1), and reactive compensation turns out to be the optimal

be accommodated in the proposed framework, (27)qgcillary service strategy. Similar trajectories woulddaeen
utilized as a representative example. Coefficients;, c:, d; obtained when the loads are also time varying. Future sffort
are set toas — 1.b — 10.¢: — 0.0l.d — 0_61 ’for will explore variations of load and solar irradiance thatyma

have the same temporal scale of the dynamic§_df (20).
2Available at:ewh.ieee.org/soc/pes/dsacom/test feeders. In the second test case, a scenario with
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100 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ yellow trajectory in FiguréJs(a).

—Inverter 1
90 —Inverter 2 B
—Inverter

801 — Inverter 4 ] The objective of this test case is twofold: i) demonstrate
70H—inverter 1 voltage regulation capabilities of the proposed schemd; an
i) demonstrate that the convergence speed is not detetbra
when a higher number of PV systems are controlled. As for
objective i), it can be clearly seen in Figurlgs 5(a) that the
voltages are steadily kept within the limilg™" and V™max;
particularly, the green trajectory in Figufé 5(a) showst tha
the proposed scheme favors voltage regulation even during
0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 . .. . .. ..
Normalized time t/7 peak generation conditions, while minimizing the amount of
curtailed real power [cf[{27)]. Figur&s 5(c) and 5(d) ithase
@ the evolution of the real and reactive powers generated by
the inverters. Comparing Figulé 4 with Figutés 5(c) hd,5(d)
it can be noticed that the proposed controllers still previd
fast adaptation capabilities to changes in the solar iatauh;
and furthermore, convergence speed is not degraded when an
increased number of PV systems are controlled.

Pi(t) [kW]

=
o
o

-~
Ul

a
o

In the third test case, the IEEE 123-node test feeder
illustrated in Figure[6 is utilized. The voltage magnitude
| N7 at the point of common coupling is fixed tg,| = 1
‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ pu, and it is presumed that0 PV systems are located
0 100 ZOONormZ‘ﬁgPd tirflgot/T 500 600 700 at nodesl5,23,47,66,71,81,86,91,108 and 110. Inverters

) ) implement strategyc3), and their AC power ratings amount
(b) to s = [500, 450,200, 300, 200, 200, 150, 150, 200, 350] kVA.
Fig. 4. Convergence of[{20), when the inverter-power dynamre Changes in the solar irradiation are considered in order to

approximated as first-order systems with time constarfior four different €St the adaptability of the feedback controller for thigyéx

solar irradiance conditions. Plots illustrate the coneerg of the real and system; the following values are tested:
reactive powers to the solutions of the formulated OPF mobl (Il) p ) — 0.8 s kW t/T c [1 200].
- . L] ) L]

av(t
high  PV-penetration is  considered. Specificall)ﬂg; E:Eg = S ]gZVk\%Ti [2601[213(1)0]5;00]
=0. Jt/T , .

17 PV systems are assumed located at nodé . . .
4.11.13.16.17.20.22.23.26. 28. 29. 30. 31. 32. 33. 34. 36 imilar to the previous test cases, the rt_eference _S|gnals
of the feeder depicted in Figure] 3, and theif i[te]} are updated every = 7 sec, while VItiy] is
AC power ratings are assumed to be’ — 50 updated everyt = 27sec. In the OPF problem, function
o " H(V) captures (the cost of) power losses, and it is set to
200, 220, 120, 200, 120, 150, 50, 280, 100, 250, 100, 120, 200 . .
S S A eél(V) = (Tr(LV))? + 5 x Tr(LV), with matrix L formed

110, 250, 150] kVA. Similar to the previous case, step chang . . y .
in the solar irradiation (and, hence, in the available psswe?s described in[[10]. The coefflcu_ents iBL127) are set to
1,b; = 10,¢; = 0.5,d; = 3 for all inverters. All the other

p*) are considered in order to test the adaptability & =

. . .- __simulation parameters are similar to the previous test.case
the feedback controller to changing prevailing condition . . o
Specifically, the following values are tested: he SDP relaxation was tested, and the SDP solver identified

1 1 i opt
(I1) p* (1) = 0.7s kW, t/7 € [1,200]; solutions with rankt matricesVepr,

Qi(t) [kVAr]

N
a1
I

(12) P:z(t) =0.8s kW, /7€ [2017‘%00]; Figured¥(c) anfll7(d) illustrate the evolution of the real an
(I13) pav(t) =s kW, t/7 € [401, 500]; reactive powers generated by the 10 inverters. It can be seen
(I4) p™(t) = 0.6s kW, t/7 € [501,700]. that the inverters quickly regulate the power outputs to new

At each inverteri € N, the reference signali[t] is opf setpoints. In particular, comparing Figlife 4, Figldes 5
updated everyt = 7 sec, while Vl[i;] is updated every snqry it can be noticed that the convergence speed of the
t = 27sec. The voltage magnitude at the substation is Sgfnosed controllers is not degraded when a larger digivibu

to 1.02 pu, while coefficientsa;, b, ¢;, d; in (21) are set t0 penyork is controlled. Notice that inverters are required t

a; =1,b; =1,¢; = 0.5,d; = 3 forall i = 1,...,17. All the  orail real power in order to adhere to voltage limits.
other simulation parameters are similar to the previous tes

case. The SDP relaxation was tested under this setup, and theinally, it is worth mentioning that, for the updafe_(20d),
SDP solver identified solutions with rarkkmatricesV°r® for  well-established complexity bounds for convex progranghsu
all the four cases considerdd [23], [24]. as SDPs[[43] exist; these bounds quantify how the worst-
With this setup, when inverters operate at unity power factoase computational complexity increases with the number of
and setP; = P?*Y, the voltage magnitudes exceed the uppeariables (i.e., the network size). Further, in case of af,SD
limit of 1.05 pu during the intervalt/r € [401,500] in provably convergent parallelization techniques can also b
10 nodes. Specifically, the voltage profile is shown with theveraged to speed up the computatiof of (20d); see, 5., [4



IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON POWER SYSTEMS 11

Business as usual
~-~With proposed controllefs

Inveter 1
—Inveter 2
—Inveter 3 |{
—Inveter 4

Inveter 5
—Inveter 6
——Inveter 7

Inveter 8
- - Inveter 9
= = Inveter 1
= = Inveter 1.

Inveter 12
= = Inveter 1.
- = Inveter 14

Inveter 1!
-~ Inveter 16
-~ Inveter 17

Pi(t) [kW]

(. A 0 i

1.028 I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I L

‘ \ \ \
1 3 5 7 9 11 13 15 17 . 19 21 23 25 27 29 31 33 35 0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700
Node index Normalized time ¢/7

(@ (b)

Qi(t) [kVAr]

300 400 500 600 700
Normalized time t/7

(©

Fig. 5. Test case with high PV-penetration. (a) Voltage feait t = 4507. (b) Real powers provided by the inverters. (c) Reactive grevprovided by the
inverters.

convergenct feedback controllers that seek the solutidns o
non-convex OPF formulations will be the subject of future
research efforts.

APPENDIX
A. Proof of Lemma&]l

Recall first that, given the strong convexity 6f;(u;), it
turns out that functions;(\) in (22) is Lipschitz continuous
(in \), with a constant denoted here Ag44]. Then, recalling

thaty[ti] = u;(A[tx]) andulti] = u;(A[tg]), it follows that
the left-hand side of(25) can be bounded as

Iy [te] = wilta]ll2 < LI — Alte]ll2 (28a)
< LGGay, (28b)

where [28b) is obtained by using the following bound (which

Fig. 6. |IEEE 123-node test feeder considered in the thirt dase. Blue . .
g originates fromAssumption %

squares represent nodes at which PV systems are installed.

Vi C R . W IA[ER] = Altalllz < GIA[tR] = Alte—]ll2 (28¢)
. CONCLUDING REMARKS AND FUTURE WORK ~

_ _ S _ < Gllar(m(Vtew-1)]) +8(ylte-1],d))ll2 (28d)
This paper considered a distribution network featuring PV < GGay. (28¢)

systems, and addressed the synthesis of feedback corgrolle
that seek inverter setpoints corresponding to AC OPF sqote that [28H) follows from the dual update i {20b),
lutions. To this end, duat-subgradient methods and SDPand [28k) follows from[{21).

relaxations were leveraged. Global convergence of P\kiave
output powers was analytically established and numeyicall
corroborated. Although the focus was on PV systems, thte Proof of Lemmal2

framework naturally accommodates different types of iteer ~ Recall thath(V|[tx]) — u[tx] +d is the gradient of the dual
interfaced energy resources. The development of provaliiyction [12) evaluated a\[tx] [35]. Let g(u,d) :=d —u
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500 : : : : gradient of the functiong,(X) at Aftx], and applying the
450,323222?% ( ] Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, one has that
4001 inverter 5 / ]
sso —Imerere ] [tk]<g( [tx], d) (A[te] — A[tk])
2 a0 et [ g (ylte]. ) (Alta] = Alti]) (299)
=250 1 < 2G | Afts] = Alte]ll2 < 20, GG (29h)
r
?

where [20b), [(21), and[(24) were used to obtdin_[29h)
1000 i from (29g). Next, to show[(29d), begin with the inequality
o | | | | BT(V o0 ))(A = Mten)) > av(A) — v (Alteqn))- Adding

0 109 oo 300 00 hT(Vte]) (Alten)] — Altr]) to both sides of the inequality,

Normalized time ¢/7

150F

(@) h' (Viteay DA = Alte]) = av(A) — av(Alte])
+hT (Vlte)) Aty — Alte]) . (29)

400

k—c(k)

Adding and subtracting the sequen({es( [th—nt1])}h_y
and {h"(V[t.)]) (A[tr— h+1])}h °*) to the right-hand-side
of (29I), and suitably rearranging terms, one obtains

350

300

= 250-

= 200"
S 1501 K

100} \\

W (Vten]) (A = Altr]) = av(A) — av (Alte]) — evtx] (29))

JERRIR

k il whereey [t;] is defined as
50F =
k—c(k)
00 160 2‘00 ?‘;00 4‘100
Normalized time t/7 EV[tk] = Z (QV (A[tk*h]) —qv (A[tk*thl]))
h=1

- h' (V[ Altk—n] — Altr— . (29K
Fig. 7. Convergence of (20), for the modified IEEE 123-nod fiseder. The (VI C(k)])( [t—n] [th—nsa]) - ( )
inverter-power dynamics are approximated as first-ordetesys with time h=

constantr, for four different solar irradiance conditions. Plotaudtrate the
convergence of the real and reactive powers to the solutibtiee formulated USING the definition of the gradient, the Cauchy-Schwartz

=

OPF problem. inequality, and[(21),[(29k) can be bounded as:
for exposition simplicity, and consider decomposifigl (18) a k—c(k)
q(A) = qv(A) + qu(X), with evlte] 2G> [IAftk-nia] = Alte—n]ll2 - (291)
h=1
— mi T
qv(A) = min H(V) + A h(V), (29a)

Finally, upon using b? and[(R1)[(29l) can be fur-
qu(A) = meigG(u)JrATg(u,d) (29b) ther bounded a2G > F—™ | Alty_ni1] — Altenllla <
. L 2G2S M) .
whereG(u) := ;.\, Gi(u;). Then, it will be shown that Lh=1 Ck-hil
T
g (yltel, )X = Altr]) 2 qu(N) — qu(Altr]) — eultr] (29¢)
T ’ * ) " C. Proof of Theoreril1
h (Vtea) DA = Alte]) > qv(X) — qv (Altk]) — ev[tx] (29d)
) ) C(k) Claims (i)—(ii). Boundedness and convergence of the dual
W't_lr_‘ Eu[ﬁk] < 204,GG anddEV[tﬁl = QGtht Qe h+1| iterates can be proved by leveraging the result$ in [22, Theo
ate(;) ;t )(\)[\;V ]mvi/trzzchcir;fl d21[|n|t|§nglr:laclz|2n toq%rge)mee\;iglityrem 3.4]. In particular, it suffices to show that the follogin
k < technical requirement is satisfied in the present setup:
g7 (ylte], )X — Alte]) = qu(N) — qu(Alt]) for all X; then, q P P
addg' (y[tx], d)(A[tx] — Altx]) on both sides to obtain 400 +00

Tl ) (h = Alte]) > 0w (V) — g (Al Z agelty] = Z ag(evtr] + €uftr]) < +oo. (30a)
+g' (y[te], ) (A[te] — Alts])  (29e) - . .kzo
and add and subtrag,(Aff.]) to the right-hand-side From Lemmd2it it can be shown that

g L DA > @) —aD) @0 NN 0a2GeR < 2GEES i (30h)
+ qu(Alte]) — qu(Ata]) + &7 (v[tr], ) (Altk] = Alti))- k=0 k=0 k=1
In @90), define e,[tx] := auA[t]) — qu(Altx]) + where the second inequality |ﬂ30b) follows from the fact

g'(y[tx],d)(A[ts] — Altx]). By using the definition of the that ay, < n for all k. Since Y /%577 < +oo, the series
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Z:;’f) age,[ty] is finite. As for the errory [t], one has that topology and the lines matrice{zij,YE;)}(m)eg as specified
in [10], [46] and [33]. To express voltage magnitudes and

+oo 400 k—c(k) g .
arevitn] <2623 an Qi1 (30c) Ppowers as Imear_functlons of the outer-product ma¥ix=
,;O kz_o hz_l vv, define matrixY? := &?(e?)TY per nodei and phase
¢ T T 0T oT TT
< 2G2§a Mila aody wheree; := [0y, Op,_, €5, Opp, -5 Oy I
=T LT L T and {e} }4ep, denotes the canonical basis &f™:/. Next,
oo M1 per nodei € N and phasep € P;, define the Hermitian
<2670 D 7 Mon (30e) Matrices®{ = §<Y? +(Y)M), ®7 = (Y7 - (YD),
k=0 h=1 and Y? := &?(e?)T. Then, the net real and reactive powers

where the fact thabax{k—c(k)} = M —1 s utilized in [30dl), injected at nodeé and phase can be expressed as®@’V) =
and [30k) follows from[(30d) since the sequereg }ren P? — P,fi and T(®V) = Q7 — Q‘Zi, respectively, whereas
majorizes{ay } rew, and it is monotonically decreasing. Sincéhe squared voltage magnitude at the same node and phase
the series(n?} is square-summabl& > ajey [t;] is finite. reads T(YV) = [V,7]2.

Claim (ii) From the convexity of the Lagrangian in Using these definitions, the OPF problem can be formulated
the primal variables, it follows that optimal primal vari-as:

i opt ,.opt _
ables. can be unlquelyoptrecovered gVvert u®ty = min H(V) + Z Z Gf’(uf) (31a)
argminvey uey L (V, w, A™). V=0, {uf ey} i€END HEP;
Claim (iv) At convergence, the reference signal is constant, 4 p p o
with valueu’®™. Then,y;(t) — u™ ast — oo by (2). subject to hi(V) =uf —d}, VieNp,¢eP; (31b)
h{(V) = —d?, Vie No,p €P; (31c)
D. Extension to multi-phase systems V2 <THYOV) < V2 VieN,geP; (3Ld)
For notation and exposition simplicity, Sectidns Il dnd IV rank(V) = 1 (31€)

considered a balanced distribution network. However, the

proposed framework can be extended to multi-phase systeftere hy (V) = [Tr(®7V), Tr(@ V)", uf = [P7,Q{TT,

as detailed in[[L0],[[33],([46] and briefly explained in thend d/ = [P/, Q7|7 [cf. @)]. An SDP relaxation of

following. problem [(31) can be obtained by discarding the rank con-
Define asP;; C {a,b,c} and P; C {a,b,c} the sets of Straint [31k).

phases of ||ne(z’]) € £ and nodei € N, respectively. The procedure outlined in Sectidn_1MI-B can be utilized

Hereafter, a superscript)? is utilized to assign relevantto synthesize controllers for the PV-inverters that sol@&) (

electrical quantities to a specific phase. For exam‘@ffég ¢ in a recursive manner. To this end, if suffices to dualize

denotes the complex line-to-ground voltage at node\ and  balance constraints (311b) to form the (partial) Lagrangid),

phases € P;, whereas/? € C is the phasor representatiorand follow steps[(20). In particular, the resultant disttéi

of the current injected at the same node and phase; furti@gorithm entails the following operations:

Pf’ and Qf denote the output real and reactive powers of a _ ¢, 1 ¢/ o ®

PV-inverter connected to phagec P; of nodei € Np. Lines Pltk] =i (xi (t4), d ) (322)

(m,n) € £ are still modeled as-equivalent components [82, A?[t,, ] = A?[tx] + arsr (hf(V[tc(k)]) — y0t] + df’)

Ch. 6] and the|P,,,,| X |Pmn| phase impedance and shunt (32b)

admittance matrices are denoted &g, € C!Pmnlx|Pmnl

and Y, € CIPmnlxIPunl | respectively. Three- or single- uf[tit1] = arg min G7(uf) = (A [thga]) ! (32¢)

phase transformers (if any) are modeled as series commonent Rt

with transmission parameters that depend on the connection ) ¢ Tid

type [32, Ch. 8],[8]. Vltewy] = arg min H(V)+ Z Z (Afltew]) B (V)
A prototypical non-convex OPF formulation can be readily iEND $EP:

obtained by enforcing the balance constraints and the g®lta (32d)
regulation constraints on a per-node and per-phase bdsis yéhere [32h)£(32c) are performed at each PV-inverter con-
[10], [46]; and, by properly augmenting the cost function taected to phase of nodei, and [32H) is carried out at the
account for (cost of) power losses and power injections alter DSO. In [32d), the seV is defined as

phases. To develop an SD_P relaxa'uc_)n_of the non-convex-three Ve (V:V =0,V < Tr(T5"V) <V2 VieN
phase OPF problem, consider re-defining the vector of vetag o d)m‘“ ¢ max
vasv = [v§,v],...,vk]T, wherev; := [{V*}4ep,|T is @ and h?(V) = —d}, V¢ € P;,i € No}. (33)

|P;| x 1 vector collecting the voltages on the phases of noge

] Vet . N ) can be readily shown that the convergence claims of
1 € N. Similarly, vectori now collects the currents injected in

TheoreniJlcarry over to the multi-phase setup.

all nodes and phases; that is= [ij,i],...,i\]T. As shown

in Sectionl, Ohms law and_chhhoffs current Ia\_/v can be REFERENCES
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