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ABSTRACT

We propose a decentralized Maximum Likelihood solutionder
timating the stochastic renewable power generation andaderin
single bus Direct Current (DC) MicroGrids (MGs), with higbrge-
tration of droop controlled power electronic converterse Folution
relies on the fact that the primary control parameters arénsac-
cordance with the local power generation status of the géowe.
Therefore, the steady state voltage is inherently depératerhe
generation capacities and the load, through a non-line@npetric
model, which can be estimated. To have a well conditionadhest
tion problem, our solution avoids the use of an external camioa-
tion interface and utilizes controlled voltage disturbesito perform
distributed training. Using this tool, we develop an effitjiedecen-
tralized Maximum Likelihood Estimator (MLE) and formulatiee
sufficient condition for the existence of the globally opginsolu-
tion. The numerical results illustrate the promising perfance of
our MLE algorithm.

Index Terms— MicroGrid, droop, training, MLE

1. INTRODUCTION

Low Voltage Direct Current (LVDC) MicroGrids (MGs) are gaig
popularity due to the flexibility of the control, the absenteeactive
power component and the easy integration with emergingvaile
generation technologies![1-3]. They ysawer electronic convert-
ersto interface the Distributed Energy Resources (DERS) with t
LVDC distribution infrastructure. The converters implama set of
controlalgorithms, organized in a hierarchy that consistgrahary,
secondaryandtertiary levels [2[4£6]. The primary controller regu-
lates the steady state bus voltage, keeping the balanceértive

supplied power and the load demand. It is commonly implestent
via thedroopcontrol law in decentralized configuration, where each

controller uses only the local output current to control oéage
as the load varies|21[4], 6]. On the other hand, the secondetis'y
controllers, which perform various system optimizationgadures,
require regular updates of the power generation status mbtes
DERs and the current loadl[2]. Traditionally, a communimatnet-
work is used to send those updates, which increases the exitypl

and the implementation cost of the MG system, as well as migkes

reliability dependent on an external systéni [1-3].

Motivated by the shortcomings of external communicatiosr sy

The proposed framework enables DERs to learrogherating state
of the MG that can be used by various control applicationsh a8
optimal economic dispatchl[7, 8], optimal power flow [9] andnket
optimizations[[10]. Since each DER learns the status ofemliate
units, the optimal control decisions can be made withoutfarther
coordination, allowing for a fullgecentralizectontrol architecture.

The proposed solution reuses the existing primary contiet-
face and it does not require any additional hardware anctterreal
communication support. Its main principle of operationleip the
fact that the configuration of ti@imary droop controllemakes the
steady state bus voltage functionally dependent on thabargen-
eration capacities of the DERs and on the current value olotdm:
Specifically, thevirtual admittancecontrol parameter of each droop
controller is nominally set to be proportional to the powapacity
of the DER, while the feedback loop is closed via the outputesu
of the unit that varies with changes in the load|[11-13]. Thhe
steady state voltage can be described through a non-linedelm
parametrized by the DER generation capacities and the loaémp
demand. To make the parameters of the model identifiabledie
trollers, for alimited time period, simultaneously switch between
different operating points of the droop control followingefdeter-
mined patterns calleiaining sequencesThese sequences a@ri-
ori known to all controllers and they cause deviations of thadste
state voltage, which are observed locally and enable eadR DE
apply decentralized Maximum Likelihood Estimation (MLB)e
specific contributions of this paper can be summarized dgwel
(i) formulation of the estimation problem based on the madé¢he
primary droop control, (ii) identification of the sufficienbndition
for unique identifiability of the MG configuration (i.e., tis¢ates of
the DERs and of the load), and (iii) solution to the MLE prable
We also illustrate the potential of the proposed framewnorén ex-
ample MG system.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. This section is

concluded with a brief review of the related work. Secfidm®ad-
duces the system model and formulates the problem of estignat
renewable generation and the load. Sedilon 3 presents ttie a4l
the main result of the paper. Sectidn 4 presents the nurhegiats
and sectiof]5 briefly discusses our ongoing work on the topic.
Related Work: Switching between different operating points
of the converters was previously used for active impedastima-
tion for the Thevenin equivalent modél [14}16]. Howeveis tp-
plication is confined to very simple scenarios where onlyralsi

tems, in this paper we propose a novel framework for singke-b converter disturbs the state of the pus and only one p_ara_irgete
DC MGs, which enables DER units to estimate the power generae_stlmated. In our framework, multiple controllers deviptemary

tion capacities of all other DERs, as well as the load poweratel
by relying solely on the capabilities of power electroniaitollers.

The work presented in this paper was supported in part by Bdemu
grant agreement no. 607774 “ADVANTAGE".

control parameters in order to “train” the system simultarsty, ex-
tracting significantly more information about the systemtest Fi-
nally, we note that the proposed framework is in line of réeerks
in MGs [1/2[17E2P] that suggest to avoid installing a sejgacg-
ber infrastructure to support the control architecture tureliabil-
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Fig. 1. Single bus DC MicroGrid in steady state. + 2= L. 4)
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We observe that the bus voltagds functionally dependent on the
power generation capacitié®,,, v = 1, ..., U, and the rated power
consumption®c,, pee, pep through the non-linear modéll(4).

ity/availability concerns and installation costs. Insteeecent ad-
vances advocate to use the signal processing potentidirrgsin
the power electronic converter measurements and contlits,

allowing for a fully self-contained MG implementatidn | .
g Y P cn 1222 2.2. Formulation of the Estimation Problem

2. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION 2:2.1. Parameter Vector
Every controlleik, k = 1, ..., U, wants to estimate the generation ca-
2.1. Primary Control and Steady State Characterization pacities of the other droop controlled generatdrs, v = 1, ..., U,

) i ) for u # k, as well as the demand of the bus load, ie,, p.. and
We focus on a single bus DC MG system (see [Hig. 1), assumiig th§,cp_ The vector of unknown parameters is:

all units are connected to a common point, i.e., bug described

by a steady-state voltage Note that this is a valid MG model for 0, = [WF, pL]T e RUDXL k=1, . U, (5)
small, localized systems that span a limited geographieslsaand " W—1)x1

the effect of the distribution lines can be neglecféd|[2IEIB]. We Wi = Wuluz1,. Uuzk €R , (6)
assume that/ DER units are interfaced by the bus through power PL = [Per, Pecs Pep] " € R¥Y, @)

electronic converters. The primary control executed bycthevert-

ers is implemented via théroop control lawthat has two control-  wherew, andp;, are the power generation and load demand vector,
Iablt_e parameters: theference vo!tag(and thevirtual admittance respectively. Since the steady-state bus voltage is aitumet 6, it

In Fig.[, the droop controlled units are modeled as Voltager€ s possible for controllek to estimated;, in a decentralized manner

Converters that jointly regulate the bus voltage as follm] using local observations af. Becausemzl,) is a mapp”'ygek) .
. RWWH2) 4 R, the excitation of the state of the system is necessary
V=Tu+ Sy tuy, u=1,...,U, (1) to ensuradentifiability of 8,. This excitation comes in the form of

discrete-time training sequengesmbedded in the reference voltage
wherez,, ands,, denote the reference voltage and virtual admittancecontrol parameter, as elaborated in the following subsdkti
respectively, and,, is the output current of the unit, = 1,...,U.
The power generation ratings of the droop controlled DER<dar
noted byW,,,u = 1,...,U. In standard applications for single bus
systems, the reference voltages v = 1, ..., U are set to be equal The training period is divided into N slots of durationT’s. The
to therated system voltagelenoted byc, while the virtual admit-  controllers are assumed to be slot- and training periodetsyn
tances are set to enable proportional power sharing amerigiiRs  nized, i.e., their training sequences start at the same $foslot

2.2.2. Training Sequences and Measurement Vector

based on their respective current/power ratings: n = 1, ..., N, each controller changes its steady state operating point
‘ by applying small deviations on the reference voltage patars
Sy = _tumax ay Wy, u=1,..,U, 2) (see FigllL):
Ly — Umin

zu[n] =2+ Azyn], n=1,..,N, u=1,..,U, (8)
wherea, = (24 — Vmin)Umin) ", Umin is the minimal bus voltage o .
that the system is configured to tolerate, dnghax = Wav. is ~ Where the deviationAz, [n] satisfy:
the current rating of the unit whose value corresponds tgtiveer
rating for proportional power sharingl[2,111313]. The aggte |Azu[n]| < 6z, n=1,...N, u=1,.. U, ©)
load hosted by the bus is modeled through a constant adiggttan

ser = B¢, @ constant current. = 2= and a constant power.,

2 x

andé < 1 is a small positive number, determined by the system
comporent: and are the rated power consumptions at application, that limits the amount of bus voltage rippl&. other
P Pery Pee Al Pep pow umpti words, the controllers simultaneously inject training sspes of

voltagez. ) ) ) duration N, which are compactly denoted with the vectds, =
The behavior of the system in steady-state is governed by the

Ohm’s and Kirchoff’s laws, which for the system shown in Hij. 1Section B formulates the condition that the training seqasmeed to
under the described primary control configuration, prodiesfol- satisfy for unique identifiability of the parameter vecy, k = 1, ...,U.




[Azy[l],..., Az, [N]]" € RV*' u = 1,...,U and are&knownto

all controllers. Usingl(B) if{2), the virtual resistances iot ¢l are:

~1
mqu _ —
su[n] = T F Daln] — o oWy, u=1,..,U. (10)

The reference voltage deviations lead to changes of the ditege
which are observed and measured by the controllers:

v[n; 0] =0(0k) + Av[n; 0], n=1,..., N, (12)

whereuv[n; 0;] is the bus voltage in slot. T(6),) is the bus voltage
level in the absence of training, which can be calculatechf(d)
after replacing the reference voltages v = 1, ..., U with the rated
voltagex, while Av[n; ;] is the voltage deV|at|on due to training

Condition 1. (Sufficient Excitation). The matrBl;, has full column
rank, i.e.,rankHy) = U + 2.

We are now ready to state the following result:

Theorem 1. If Condition 1 holds, then the unique global minimizer
of (I5)is the following Least Squares solution:

ék,]ML = (ﬁfﬁk)’lﬁfﬁkWM (21)

where

Tk = (22)

—dlag(frk)(ak o (\71@ —xly — Axk)) S ]RNXl,

in slot . It is important to note that conditiofi{lL0) guarantees tha@nd 6 andH;. are given with() and (IE), respectively.

the output powers of the units will not violate the ratings and the
bus voltages[n] will not drop belowv,,i, as long ag < 1—zv,}, .

In the following, we omit the explicit dependence of the bak-v
age on@y, as it is clear from the context. To obtaiifin], controller
k samples the bus voltage with frequenGy. The duratioril’s com-
plies with the bandwidth limits of the primary control chahand
allows the bus to reach a steady state in timehere0 < ZT—S < L.
The controller averaged's — 7) fs bus voltage samples at the end
of each slot, acquired in the steady state period, to obt@moisy
measurement:

Ug[n] =v[n] + 2¢n], k=1,..,U, u=1,...U, (12)
wherezy [n] is the noise term. In vector notation:
Ve=v+z, k=1,...,U, (13)
wherevy = [ox[1], ..., 0 [N]]" € RV v = [u[1],...,v[N]]"
€ R Y andz, = [z[1], ..., zx[N]]T € RV*!. The central prob-

lem is to obtain an estimate 6f,, denoted withdy, using onlyvy,
and the non-liner parametric modgl (4).

3. MAXIMUM LIKELIHOOD ESTIMATOR

As each voltage entry iR, is obtained by averaging, the noise is
assumed to follow Gaussian distributian, ~ N0, c*Iy) [23].
The log-likelihood function 0By, for a givenvy, is:

£(9k|\~/k) ~ —(\7/1C — Vk)T({/k — Vk) 2 O. (14)
The Maximum Likelihood Estimator (MLE) is defined as:
ék,ML :n;in{—ﬁ(ekh?k)}. (15)
k

To avoid solving a non-linear optimization problem, withspibly
non-convex objective function over high-dimensional paster
space, we establish Theoréin 1. For this purpose, we inteothec
following matrix:

Hy = [T, E) e RV*U =1, ..U (16)
where
= diag(v)A, € RV*U—D), 17)
Ay = [aw o (Vi — 21x — Axy)]uzt,.. vupr € RVOTD
(18)
o = (1], ..., o [N])] e RV*! (19)
Er=[z VroVi, Vi, 1y] € RV (20)

Proof. Any solution of the MLE problem (15) must satisfy the sta-
tionary point condition:

OL(0k|¥x) 1

~ TaVk
96, - Ve

—— = 0.
00,

(23)

The trivial solution to[(2B) isvx, — v, = 0, orv[n] = tx[n|,n =
1, ..., N. Plugging the solution i {3) and multiplying on both sides
with 9, [n] # 0, gives the power balance equation:

U
(O cullealn]Wa=E)pep = 0.

u=1
(24)
Reorganizing[(2¥) in matrix form, produces the linear syste

culnWu+E5) — 54 [n]

H.0, = 7p Wi, (25)
where H,, and 7 are given with [(IB) and(22), respectively. If
(HTHk) exists, then the unique solution fo125) in least squares
sense is[(21). Moreovef_(P1) is the global minimizer[ofl (4B)ce
£(9k|‘~7k) =0 Whenvk = Vg. O

In practice, the sufficient excitation condition will holéithe
training sequences are properly designed. Specificaly, should
satisfy: 1)N > U + 2, i.e., the duration of the excitation should
be at least as long as the number of estimated parameters2)and
the sequences should be linearly independent. The lindapén-
dence can be achieved by choosing the training sequenaesafro
well known orthogonal codes such as Walsh, Gold, Hadamard et

Estimating the Load Consumption In many monitoring and
control applications, detailed knowledge of the load congois is
not necessary, i.e., the aggregate information about thégower
demand is sufficient][7.210]. Therefore, at this point we ddersesti-
mating only the total load demand, = pcr+pec+pep. Multiplying
both sides of{{B) by[n] and replacing[n] with (IT) yields:

o] 3 culnlWa = oln] Y culnlwa[n]Wa + pi ) =

(26)

piln] = w + xAv[n] + (Av*[n], @
52 v __Per Pece Der

W:;pcr“‘;pcc + Peps X:2vx——|——, ¢= 72 (28)

wherep; [n] is the total power consumed by the load in sioton-
sisting of (i)w, which is the total power consumed at bus voltage

whereo denotes the Hadamard product. Then, we establish the folnd (ii) the resistive and constant current componentsritescby

lowing condition.

parametersc and ¢, respectively. In practice; is tightly regulated
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Fig. 2. Performance of the MLE for generation capacity and loatinegion.

around the rated voltage [21[6], which makesv a good approx-
imation of the total power demand, i.e, ~ pr. We define the
transformed parameter vector:

Wi, pi 1" e RV =1, ..
ER3X1

05, = U, (29)

pi=[w x, (" (30)

wherepi is the power consumption vector aMl; is given with
@); the mapd; () : RUHDxL y RUFDXL s hjjection. The-
orem[1 can then be restated ®jf, using [26) with the matrid
obtaining the following form:

Hj = [[Ix, 1n, AVi, AV o Av,] e RYVXUH2 0 (31)

whereAvy,
Estimation Error :

=vi —vln.

1kW, W3 = 2kW, W, = 4kW andW; = 15kW. The load
components are fixed to the valyes = 3.5 kW, p.. = 2.5 kW and
pep = 5 KW. For brevity, we focus only on the MLE performed by
controller5. The rated voltage of the MG is = 400V and v.in =
390V. The noise variance? is calculated ag? = ?((Ts —
7)fs)~" wherey is the sampling noise variance of the converter
ADC. In our evaluationsp = 0.01 V/sample [22.2B]Ts — 7 =
50ms andfs = 10kHz. For illustration, we fix the number of
slots to the lower limitN" = 7 which is necessary for Condition 1
to hold. To ensure that Condition 1 is fully satisfied, we uselty
orthogonal Hadamard training sequences with amplitde [n] €
{=0z,+0x},u = 1,...,5 and vary the value of € [0.01%, 1%].
The performance metric is the Relative Root Mean Squareat.Err
Fig.[2 shows the performance &f{21) for the generation capac
ities Wy, u = 1,2, 3,4 as function of5. The low value of the es-

To characterize the statistical performance timator variance indicates that the DERs’ generation dépacan

of the MLE (21), we evaluate the Cramer-Rao Bound (CRB) on thebe identified with practically negligible estimation ernith quite

Mean Squared Error (MSE) matric6SE (6, ) andMSE(()k) [24].
Omitting the derivation, we state only the final result:

 eprestrialin) @

MSE(8) (

where the scalak[n] andq[n] € RVT2>*! can be calculated as:

U
=2 (v e W+ 20fl L — 2,

_xu

ol ol )"
x2 7 x u#k'

Similarly, the MSE matrix O@Z, is lower bounded as:

MSE(8},) = (Z e

, a[n]v[n](vn] = zuln]), ...,

ailn] = {

—1
T(n)V,160)7q [nlv;,jez> ,
(39)

whereV, 65 is the Jacobian o with respect tdy..

4. NUMERICAL EVALUATION

We test the performance of the MLE in a system with= 5 DERs
with the following generation capacitied¥; = 0.1kW, W, =

short training sequences and relatively small voltagead®n am-
plitudes. Fig[P also shows the performance of the load estirs.
Although the individual components of the load are idertiigaand
the estimator$.., p.. andp., are unbiased, the variance might be
unsatisfactory for some applications. The reason for teisalior
lies in the fact that the load is a passive component and & doé
transmit training sequences which makes the identificatiore un-
certain. However, as in many applications only the totadllsaof
practical interest]7,10], Fidl] 2 also depicts the perfamoeaof the
estimator of the total load consumptidn Similarly to the case of
the generation capacities, the results show promisingopeence
since the controllers are capable to identify the load conion
with uncertainty lower than.1% of the true value, withV = 7 and

0 < 0.5% of the rated MG voltage. Taking also into account the
simplicity of (21), these results highlight the great pieaitpotential
of the proposed approach.

5. ONGOING AND FUTURE WORK

Our on-going work focuses on the analysis of the performanice
the estimator for various different training protocols angractical
system constraints on both the voltage ripple and the trgilength.
We are also working on extension of the approach for the joaict
case of multiple-bus DC/AC MG systems, as well as extension t
other applications such as topology identification. The GRBlysis
shows highly encouraging results with promising practaalook.
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