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Abstract: In this paper, a multivariable linear integral feedback regulation controller for a microgrid
was proposed. Considering that the nominal structure model of the inverter could not effectively
and in a timely manner deal with the impact of filter parameter uncertainty, there were changes in
output power quality among different generation environments. To solve the constraints imposed by
uncertain factors on the system, we formulated the following scheme. First, based on the analysis of
the asymptotic stability and power characteristics of the nominal model, we added the microgrid
filter parameter uncertainty to this model. Secondly, under the action of the bounded range, the
performance characteristics of the optimal cost were analyzed, adjusted, and optimized. The controller
adjusted parameters to ensure the stable operation of the microgrid system, and to achieve the voltage
stability regulation and output power balance. Finally, we built a test system to verify the feasibility
and effectiveness of the proposed linear integral controller in MATLAB/Simulink.

Keywords: linear integral regulation controller; nominal model; parameter uncertainty; bounded
range analysis; output power balance

1. Introduction

In recent years, with the rise of renewable energy Systems (RESs) and distributed
generation (DG), advances in power converters and digital control technology have made
it particularly important to integrate RESs into modern power systems. It is feasible to use
distributed generation to provide a continuous power supply for key loads after power
failure in large power grids and main power grids [1,2]. In order to reduce the pollution
and waste of the power grid, the power grid connected to the power system through an
inverter or converter should have a high output power factor and a low output current
distortion [1]. At first, an inverter or a converter with a high power density was designed
to connect the DG units of RESs to the large public power grid [3]. However, because of
the excessive switching loss and the upper limit of the switching equipment, the output
of power quality was reduced [4]; we used a compact high-order filter to make up for
this disadvantage [5]. Compared with a traditional inverter connection mode, an inverter
with a filter has the following advantages: a small inductance size, better attenuation of
high-frequency harmonics, and lower power and current ripple. Similarly, the use of filters
brought new challenges to the control methods and power grid structure [6]. For example,
because of the uncertainty and interference problems such as frequency voltage, control loop
delay, and structural nonlinearity, standard sinusoidal current had to be realized under the
conditions of grid voltage harmonics and non-ideal circuit components to avoid resonance.
This ensured that the system’s stable and robust performance was ascertained [7]. At
present, although there is no comprehensive method to solve these emerging challenges,
various approaches have been proposed to solve them in a collaborative way.

Smart microgrids combine communication technology with control technology to
achieve smarter, more efficient and robust large power networks. The first step in the
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design process of a smart microgrid is to establish a simulation nominal model under ideal
conditions [6]. Using inherent stability analysis methods, such as eigenvalue analysis and
singular value analysis, a controller is designed to verify the accuracy and robustness of
the microgrid system model. However, the traditional synchronous reference frame phase-
locked loop (SRE-PLL) method could lead to frequency fluctuations and degrade the system
performance. To improve the power quality and recovery ability of the power injected into
the grid in a distortion environment, frequency, voltage, and current deviation problems
are studied as a key part of power system research. The authors [8] used a moving average
filter (MAF) to eliminate the frequency fluctuation of the PLL, and to compensate for the
harmonic distortion caused by the power grid voltage distortion, but the control effect on
the current was small and the algorithm of the MAF was relatively complex. The authors [9]
proposed a method for the stability domain in island and grid connection modes to optimize
and calculate the maximum limit value of the stability domain and to achieve the robust
stability of the system. However, this method was only suitable for calculating two known
uncertain parameters. The work of [10] studied the multi-loop control scheme, which
combined a repetitive controller (RC), resonant controller, and a grid voltage feed-forward
controller. This work achieved the seamless conversion between the grid-connected and
island modes and made the current stable, eliminating the harmonic distortion of voltage
and frequency change. However, the requirement on the device level was high; it was
limited to small electronic devices and practical projects. For current harmonics in [11],
a design RC could compensate for the total harmonic distortion (THD) and improve the
dynamic response. However, to precisely track the fundamental frequency and harmonics
was very difficult, which limited the bandwidth of the controller and existing harmonics in
order to eliminate the selected harmonic components. The authors of [12] used the harmony
search (HS) algorithm based on H-infinity to optimize frequency and voltage, and to make
the system more robust and stable. However, the algorithm does not consider the impact of
time delay on the system failure or load change. The work in [13] can compensate for the
total harmonic distortion (THD), but due to the high gain at the fundamental frequency and
harmonic frequency, the zero steady-state tracking error was linearly eliminated. In [14]
the authors designed harmonic compensators and configured them in a series with the
tracking regulator of single-phase grid-connected inverters. This effectively attenuated the
voltage distortion and accurately synchronized the tracking. Thus, the high gain at the
fundamental frequency and harmonic frequency, as well as the zero steady-state tracking
error were eliminated. However, the sensitivity of the disturbance to power quality and the
uncertainties of the filter parameters were not considered. The authors of [15], proposed an
adaptive control scheme that used a highly accurate track with existing inherent resonance
and voltage harmonic distortion and gave the power grid a better, more robust performance.
Smart microgrid systems need to consider more dynamic, complex external interference
and uncertain input factors to be able to respond to the needs of practical engineering.
Therefore, the improvement of power quality under nominal conditions has limitations. For
example, the load frequency quadratic control method in [16] that is based on an unknown
stochastic input observer and linear quadratic regulator (LQR), not only effectively solved
the uncertainties, such as load variation and measurement noise, but also produced better
robustness. Although the research on filter-based powers system is convenient for solving a
lot of problems, the filter is attached with complex conjugate poles and resonance damping
requirements, which makes the power system very sensitive to parameter uncertainty and
the design of its control strategy more complex. In [17], the authors proposed a virtual
inductance method to improve the stability of the microgrid under a constant power load.
However, whether the control strategy can be extended to the AC/DC hybrid microgrid
was not considered. The work of [18] considered distributed quadratic consistency and
fault-tolerant control to compensate for the frequency and voltage errors and to achieve
accurate power distribution. However, the influence of the involved load change or fault
was ignored. The author [19] designed an efficient and reliable intelligent control strategy
for the secondary reconfigurable inverter for the off grid microgrid and diagnosed the
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fault. In [2], the authors proposed a robust nested loop control scheme, with different
load and filter parameter uncertainties that enabled two types of modes to operate stably;
however, this required an accurate mathematical model. In [20], the authors designed
a centralized robust controller through a suboptimal solution of a convex optimization
problem to resolve the influence of parameter uncertainty and unknown disturbances.
However, there was no bounded analysis of parameters, and the time delay was not
considered. In [21], a new dynamic sliding mode control (DSMC) solved the shortcomings
of traditional control state references and sliding coefficient calculation. This compensated
for the impact of time delay and uncertainty in the system, so the system had robustness
and stability. However, the authors did not consider the capacitor voltage variation of
the load itself. The authors of [22], based on droop control, designed a sliding mode
control method to overcome the difference caused by feedback line impedance, reduce
the error of voltage and reactive power, and improve the accuracy of data adjustment.
In [23], the authors proposed that the stabilization algorithm was bound to deal with a
class of boundless uncertainties, but the algorithm was too simple and not applicable to
various types of uncertainties. In [24,25], robust state feedback control and steady-state
robust state estimation for uncertain linear systems were designed by the authors to refine
the types of uncertainties and to achieve better cost estimates, but the non-linear systems
were not considered. The work of [26], a grid connected inverter control technology based
on dq transformation, was introduced, which reduced the cost and the change of power
harmonics, ensured the power quality, and made the power output stable; but it did not
consider the impacts of the LCL filter and inverter structures on the system oscillation
and output distortion. In [27], the authors designed an event triggered robust controller
to solve the problem of frequency instability caused by uncertainty, and used system
interference attenuation to reduce the communication burden. However, this method
needed an accurate energy storage device model and did not consider the influence of the
transmission delay. The work of [28], the distributed self-triggering secondary control, was
proposed to solve the impact of communication interference and realize voltage recovery
and reactive power sharing. The work of [29] achieved the bounded stability of frequency
and voltage after an uncertain load change. However, it lacked the impact of the sensitivity
of the hardware—in—the loop (HIL) on the boundary. In [30], the authors proposed online
primary regulation under island to reduce power loss, optimize operation characteristics,
and improve system reliability. However, the parameter sensitivity of the HIL was not
considered. In [31], the authors investigated robust optimal control for a class of nonlinear
quadratic systems with norm-bounded parameter uncertainties and disturbances. The
work solved and suppressed the influence of disturbances and achieved system stability.
However, this method had great limitations as it only realized the system in the local
stability of the equilibrium point it did not apply to the actual engineering. Therefore,
in [32], a newly defined LMI structure was introduced, which studied the design of the
controller and observer for uncertain positive discrete systems, so that the ideal model
could respond to actual engineering requirements and achieve secondary stability control.

As mentioned above, the intermittency of distributed energy affects the output of
the intelligent microgrid inverter, leading to changes in power quality. The inverter with
filter has a better control output effect than the traditional inverter and can respond to
the demand of the power system in real time. However, because the resonance damping
and conjugate poles of the filter are sensitive to parameters, parameter uncertainty will
interfere with the stable operation of the microgrid system, resulting in voltage distortion
and power imbalance. To better meet the needs of practical projects, the main contribution
of this paper is to design a moving average phase-locked loop based on the nominal model
to replace the traditional phase-locked loop to limit frequency fluctuations. Secondly, when
the filter parameters change, based on the guaranteed cost control theory and method, this
kind of uncertainty problem is analyzed in a bounded range to achieve a low-cost filter.
Finally, the linear integral quadratic regulation (LQR) state feedback controller is used to
optimize the influence of uncertain parameters on the system model, suppress the voltage
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harmonic distortion, ensure that the system is in a certain progressive stable state, and
ensure the power output balance.

The paper is arranged as follows: Section 2 describes the problem and analyzes the
model and the bounded range of parameter uncertainty according to assumptions. Section 3
describes a linear integral controller that is designed to analyze the stability and verify the
hypothesis; Section 4 addresses the optimization and adjustment system parameters that
verify system reliability. Section 5 summarizes the conclusions and prospects for future work.

2. Problem Description and Model Analysis

This section discusses the system operation state under parameter uncertainty based
on the nominal model. First, the limitations of the nominal model are discussed. Secondly,
state space modeling is carried out. Finally, combined with relevant research, the system is
assumed to be stable and the bounded uncertainty range is provided.

2.1. A Configuration of PLL

The peer-to-peer control strategy in island mode in the intelligent micro network is
necessary as shown in Figure 1, which means that micro power supplies in MG have the
same control state. First, each micro power supply performs local control according to the
voltage and frequency of the access point. Plug and play are realized and automatized
adjustment of voltage and frequency takes place, eliminating communication, improving
the reliability of MG, and reducing costs.

L Lo

DG1 LRy

CI T K1
= Loadl Main Grid

PCC
| <
K
| <
K3
Load3

Figure 1. Microgrid peer-to-peer control.

However, this control strategy has certain limitations that prevent it from eliminating
the harmonic distortion and frequency change in voltage, current, and power characteristics
of the distributed generator and power grid to some extent and ensuring the effectiveness
and feasibility of model verification.

An accurate estimation of power grid frequency was a key step, so moving the average
filter (MAF) is designed to eliminate the frequency fluctuation in phase-locked loop in the
synchronous reference frame as follow Figure 2. The MAF transfer function is:

1 1—2zN

SN T M

Gmar(z)
where N = T, /T is the number of samples within the window length of MAF, and T, is
the window length of MAF.

As the uncertainty of three-phase voltage is mostly odd harmonics, and even harmon-
ics are generated in SREF, half of the base period was selected as the window length. The
number of samples is N = T/2T;, where ¢ is the fundamental frequency period of grid
voltage [15]. The state space equation of the integral control term is as follows:

Zo(k + 1) = ApZO(k) + BpS(k) 2)
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where Ap = Dby, By = Ts X Do, zo(k + 1) is the state vector of the integral control term,
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Figure 2. Configuration of the MAF-PLL scheme.

The improved nominal model was analyzed. First, a unit was analyzed that as shown
in Figure 3, obtain the stable changes of frequency and voltage of the power grid unit.
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Figure 3. A separate inverter unit: (a) Frequency; (b) Voltage.
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The parameters of connecting between the DG unit and the main grid are as follows:
According to Table 1, two DG devices were used in parallel to obtain stable voltage
and power as shown in Figures 4 and 5.

Table 1. System parameters.

Description Symbol Value
Converter side inductance of filter Ly 1.83 mH
Converter side resistance of filter R4 0.52 mQ)
Grid side inductance of filter L 1.75 mH
Grid side resistance of filter Ry 12 mQ)
Damping resistance of filter Ry 0.6 Q)
Capacitance of filter Cr 270 uF

2.2. State Space Model

Compared with the application in practical control engineering, the uncertainty of
system inductance and capacitance inductance (LCL) were studied. It was proposed that
adding components with impedance or parameters to the filter instead of uncertain factors
would change the characteristics of the nominal system.
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Figure 4. Voltage changes after the parallel connection of inverter Vpg; = V1 (i = 1,2).
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Figure 5. Active and reactive power under nominal model: (a) DG1; (b) DG2.

For the accurate modeling and performance analysis of an uncertain intelligent mi-
crogrid system. Combined with Figure 6 and the specific filter uncertain parameters were
given to establish the state-space model of the inverter in the synchronous coordinate
system, as shown below:

d:;id = Lil(vd - (R1 + Rf)il,d + +wlyiyg — vf/d> 6)
dizliq = Lil (o = (Ra+ Ry g + whaing — v) @

dilz{d = Liz(vf + Ryiyg — <Rz + Rf) i+ wLmtizq) (5)
dgzt,q — Liz (vf + Ryiy g — (Rz + Rf) ing — WLtotiZ,d) (6)
dfft’d - gf(ilfd —iodF wcfvf,q) @)

d{:ij;q = gf("w —iag— wcfvf,d) ®)

where L1, Ry, Ly, Ry are the impedance, C Y and R r are the capacitance and impedance,
Vg4 Vg4 are the capacitance v. shunt voltage at both ends, vg 4, v¢ 4 are the grid voltage v
shunt voltage at both ends, between the microgrid side and the grid side branch current
11,4, 11,9, 12,4, 12,9, W 18 the power system frequency.
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Figure 6. Configuration filter of a grid connected inverter with an inductor capacitor inductor.

At this time, the continuous time representation of the system can be re represented
by the state-space model of the following formula:

x(t) = A*(£)x(t) + By" () Ugg () + Ba™ (£)egaq (£)
e ©)
y(t) = C(t)x(t)
. . . . T
where x; = {de Vg i1d 1gi24 zzq} ,AY = Agy + DA, By" = By + 0By,
By = Bqu + ABp
T T
g _foo 1L 0 0o0]" . _foo00 01/ 0
dg= 1o 0 0 1/Ly 0 0| "%~ 1o o0 0 0 1/L, |~
[0 we 1/Cs 0 ~1/C; 0 ]
—We 0 0 1/Cf 0 71/Cf
“1/L 0 —(Ri+Rf)/L we Re/Ly 0
Ag=1| o0 -1/L —we —(Ri+Ry) /Ly 0 R/Ly
/L, 0 Rf/Ly 0 —(Ra+Ry) /Lo we
0 1L 0 R/Ls e —(Ra+Ry)/Ls|

The grid side current was the measured state, and the inverter side current and
capacitor voltage were the unmeasured parts of the state vector. To facilitate the use of
data acquisition equipment and PWM signal acquisition in the simulation experiment, the
bounded range analysis of parameter uncertainty was conducted.

2.3. Bounded Analysis

In order to achieve dynamic stability and robustness for uncertainty, a class of systems
with norm bounded uncertainties were introduced into the Heo control theory to ensure
that the closed-loop system was asymptotically stable at the specified Hoo disturbance
attenuation level [20]. But it is difficult to achieve a stable and uncertain optimal cost. So,
for the non-zero term uncertainty, we assume that there is a positive scalar constant and a
certain value limit. Therefore, we define the following:

S= {A*(t)/ Bl*(t)/ BZ*(t)/ C(t)} (10)
Then, if ©(t) € S, we have that ©(t) = © + AO(t), © = w is a time
invariant mean matrix, and Gij is a matrix © The element with the largest singular value in,
AO(t) is a real valued uncertain matrix function.

Assumption 1. When the number of uncertain resistive components or uncertain parameters
are added to the LCL, the islanding system is stable. There is a reasonable stability margin

(| (I + EoT) ™ Y|eo < 1)established, then the sensitivity of nominal and uncertain perturbation is

not much different, and the uncertainty is expressed in the following structured bounded form.

AO(t) = [AA AB| =EMIF, F (11)
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where: E, F;, Fy, are units of a known real constant, and M is an uncertain perturbation matrix that
can be measured.

Therefore, the system model changes to the following:
x(t) = (A+ BK+ EM(F, + F,K))x(t) (12)

The cost functions related to uncertain systems are as follows:
J= / (xT())Qx(t) + uT (1) Ru(t) )t (13)
0

Q = Q' is a positive semi-definite symmetric matrix, R = R is a positive definite
symmetric matrix and is controllable for (A, B).

Lemma 1 [2]. For any € > 0, given the matrices Y, C and D with appropriate dimensions, and Y is a
symmetric matrix, then Y + CDM + DTMTCT < 0. For any M, the following equation is satisfied.

symm(x"PYMCx) < ex"PYYTPx + e 1xTCTCx Vx € R” (14)

Lemma 2 [31]. Considering the system uncertainty (without disturbance), given an admissible set
D and cost function (13), it is assumed that there are some positive €1, €. There is an invariant set
ifand only if € > 0, € C R", € D D, a symmetric positive definite matrix P and a matrix K. We
then set the following formula:

xT{Q + K"RK + symm(P[A — BK] + [A — BK]"P)}x + e;xTPDD" Px+

€1 'xT(E; — E2K)T(Ey — E2K)x + €2x"P[I, ® (x™D)][I, @ (DTx)]Px < 0 15)

Definition 1. If the system has no other interference, the designed state-feedback controller is:
u(t) = Kx(t) to keep the uncertain system stable. Given the cost function (14), an admissible set D
and a positive definite cost matrix P > 0, the following satisfied:

x7[Q + K"RK| +2xT[A + BK + EM(F, + F,K)]x < 0 (16)

For all admissible uncertainties A@(t) in system (9), if the following conditions are
satisfied, the feedback controller is a quadratic guaranteed cost controller with a related
cost matrix.

The relationship between the above quadratic stability definition and quadratic stabi-
lizability definition is extended to ensure performance.

Theorem 1. Considering the system stability under the assumption, the control law is a quadratic
guaranteed cost control with cost matrix P > 0. Then the closed-loop uncertain system (12) is
quadratic stable at any time under constraints M (t)M(t) < I. In addition, for all allowable
uncertainties A@(t), the corresponding value of the cost function (13) satisfies the following bound:

J < x0" Pxg (17)
Proof. The uncertain system performance index (13) satisfies the boundary (17) in the

initial state, and it is proved by Lemmas 1 and 2. Under the constraints M (t)M(t) < I,
Lyapunov function is considered in combination with the above two lemmas:

V(x) = x1(t)Px(t)
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Then:

V(x) = xT(t)(ATP + PA)x(¢t)
= xT(t)([A 4 BK 4+ EM(F, 4+ F,K)]"P + P[A + BK + EM(F, + F,K)])x(t)
< xT{symm(P[A + BK] + [A + BK]"P) + EM(F, + F,K)}x + ¢;x"PDDTPx+
e1 1xT(Ey — E;K) T (E; — EoK)x + e2x"P[I, © (x™D)][I, ® (DTx)] Px
< xT{P|A + BK] + [A + BK]"P + EM(F, + F,K) }x
< —xT(t)(Q+ K'RK)x(¢)

It can be seen that the Lyapunov derivative is negative definite, then (Q + KTRK) = —I.
As Q and R are positive definite real symmetric matrices, there is a solution P of positive definite
real symmetric matrix, so that the uncertain system (12) tends to be asymptotically stable.

It has been proved that the system is asymptotically stable. Then, when x(c0) = 0,
there are:

] = /Ooo (xT(t)Qx(t) + uT(t)Ru(t))dt < V(x(0)) — V(x(c0)) = V(x(0)) = x0T Pxy (18)

From the above conditions, A©(t), the lower and upper bounds can be displayed here
as follows:

—hO(t) <EM[F, F,] <hO(t), h®(t) = (Gijma) ; (0ijmin)

(19)
O

Remark 1. (11) and constraint condition M (t)M(t) < I are admissible conditions, which are
widely used to represent the parameter uncertainty in the control system. When other disturbances
are not considered, the derivative of the quadratic Lyapunov function along the system trajectory is
in the form of V(x) = x'(t)Px(t) to prove and infer Lemma 2.

Remark 2. In uncertain structure matrices E, F,, F, and M, according to the restricted condition
of Lebesque measurable matrix value, the function conforms to the above operation within a certain
bounded range.

3. Controller Design

For uncertain systems, the Riccati equation method for constructing the optimal
quadratic guaranteed cost controller under the Lyapunov function is given. Symmetric
matrix P is a stable Riccati differential equation solution of ATP + PA + PMP + Q = 0.

Lemma 3. For any € > 0 and any M satisfying Equation (16), then combined with Lemma 1, there
are x € R", all of which have the following:

0 < ex'PYYTPx+ e xTCTCx — symm (xTPYMCx) (20)

Theorem 2. Given Q € R"*" and R € R"*", the symmetric matrix satisfies the Riccati equation
and has a constant € > 0, in combination with references [5,6], the Riccati equation is as follows:

T
(A +B(eR+F,'F,) _1FbTFu) P+P (A +B(eR+ F,TF) _1FbTFu) + ePEETP—

1 1 (21)
ePB(¢R + F,"F,)” BTP + gPaT(I — Fy(eR+F,"F) FbT)Pu +Q=0

With positive definite symmetric solution P, the uncertain system (10) is quadratic stable. Then,
the appropriate stable control vrate of the state feedback system is given as:
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K = —(eR+F'F) - (eBT™P — R,'F,) = —W~1V, which meets the assumed design criteria
and makes the system control stable.

Proof. Combined with Lemma 1, for any € > 0 and any m satisfy Equation (16), there are
x € R", all of which have the following:

0 < ex'PYYTPx + e IxTCTCx — symm (xTPYMCx)

For the Riccati equation, define A=A—-BK,Ry=¢R+FTF,E=F+FK Q=F+
KTRK, P = eP and when P = (¢/e1)P = (1/€1)P > P, any constant €] < m € (0,¢),
According to the above expression, we have the following equation:

A'P+ PA+ ePEETP 4 ePBR, 'BTP + 1F,T (1 - Fbﬁflpr) F,+0Q
— A'P+ PA+ePEE"P +¢PBRy,'BTP+ LE 'E+Q
— AP+ PA+PEETP + PBR, 'BTP +E 'E+€Q
— AP+ PA+ PEETP + PBR, 'BTP + E 'E+€Q
<A'P+ PA+PEETP+E 'E+6Q
<A'P+PA+ePEETP+ LETE+Q <0
There is a constant €; such that the controller makes the system stable. The proof
is completed. [

Lemma 4 (Schur’s lemma) [32]. Given the appropriate dimensions, we have matrices ()q, (o
and Q3 also O = O L. There are inequalities () + Q310,705 < 0 that are equivalent to

[Ql 057

o ] <o

Lemma 5 [20]. For matrix Q) < 0, both sides of the equation are multiplied by a positive definite
matrix P~ that is, P~1QP~1 < 0.

Theorem 3. Combining Lemma 1 and Lemma 2, when there is a positive definite matrix X > 0,
the uncertain system in nominal mode can achieve robust quadratic stability through optimization
and adjustment within the bounded range of parameters. Therefore, the matrix under the condition
of uncertain parameters satisfies the following inequality:

~X +EET XAT XBT PE,T PET
AX ~X+EET 0 0 0
BX 0 —X+EET 0 0 | <0 (22)
E,P 0 0 I 0
E,P 0 0 0 I

Proof. The equation of the reasonable positive definite solution is as follows:
—P+G'PG+H,"PH; <0
through Lemma 4 and the above proof process, we have the following:

— P14+ P IGTPGP 4+ P 1H,TPH P! <0 (23)
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Let P = P_l, combined with Lemma 3, we have the following:

—-P PGT PH;T
GP -P 0 <0
HiP 0 -P

through Equation (12), the above equation becomes:

-P P(A+AA)T P(B+AB)T

(EM)"

(A+AA)P -P 0 <0
(B+ AB)P 0 P
take, o -
—P PAT PBT
Z=|AP -P 0
BP 0 -P
then, - B
0 PAAT DPABT
Z+ |AAP 0 0
ABP 0 0
0 P(EMF,)" P(EMEF,)"
=Z+ |(EME,)P 0 0
(EMEF,)P 0 0
0 00 0 PET PrT[(EM)T
+10 o0 0 (EM)T <0 (24)

0 0 0

FEP 0 0

EM
EM FEP 0 0
EM
by Lemma 1, the above inequality applies to the following inequality,

E ET 0 PEST PRTI[O0 0 O
7+ @ E ET +o o o0 0 EP 0 0
E ET 0 0 0 EP 0 0
Q PAT PBT
= |AP  —DP+ @EET 0 <0
BP 0 —P + @EET
were, ) = —P + @EET + @ 'PF,"F,P + PF,"F,P.
Let P = @X, that is
A XAT XBT
AX —X+EET 0 <0
BX 0 —X +EET
where,
A = —X+ EE" + XF,"F,X 4+ XF,"F,X

Using Theorem 2, replace A with A — BK and so on, respectively, and a new LMI
similar to (20) appears. The proof of this theorem is completed. The proof is complete. [

Remark 3. The quadratic stabilizability of uncertain systems can be stabilized in the same system,

but the opposite is not true.
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Similarly, given constant e; > 0, if and only if there is an appropriate scalar function
or value, and there are positive definite symmetric matrix W1 and matrix V™1, then the
guaranteed cost controller is stable to the system within a certain limit.

4. Simulation Results

In order to make the model more in line with the standards of the actual engineering
field, improve the limitations brought by the nominal model. The uncertain parameters
of the filter structure were adjusted in a bounded range to simulate the intermittency of
distributed generation, although the controller ensures the stable operation of the system.

First, when two DGs units are connected in parallel and the nominal parameter value
is changed, the frequency and voltage will change as shown in the Figure 7:

T T T T T r r r
50.4 400
- :?CZ::::::'
50.35 a=ETT
300 e ,
& 503 =) - -
L?50.25 Ezuof - ,
-
50.2 . #
1001 s 4
s
7 ———-v2
0 0‘.1 012 0!3 0!4 055 o‘s 0‘7 0‘.3 ois 1 0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.8 1
Time (seconds) Time (seconds)
(a) (b)
Figure 7. Generating uncertain parameters: (a) frequency; (b) voltage.
Within the uncertain and bounded range, adjust the rated values of capacitance and
inductance in the filter to ensure that the parameters are between 20% as follow Figure 8
and 50% as follow Figure 9 of the nominal values. The simulation results are as follows.
10* «10°
Active Power -I
251 3 2.5 [f| m— Reactive Power
ol
. 2r _15F
g £
515 g
E g osf 1
1r & 1
0.51 E
oe Active Power Ak i
— Reactive Power
0 0.1 olz o,la o,l4 ols ofs 067 ofa 069 1 0 01 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1
Time (seconds) Time (seconds)
(a) (b)

Figure 8. When the parameters change slightly, the output of active and reactive power: (a) DG1; (b) DG2.

To make the microgrid system effective and stable, a linear quadratic integral regulator
(LQR) controller is designed to regulate the voltage, so that the active and reactive power of
the system remain stable within a limited range as follow Figure 10. Through the following
experimental simulation analysis, the feasibility and effectiveness of the model are verified.

Within a certain time variation range, for the output power imbalance caused by
uncertainty, after the effective control of the controller, the active power and reactive power
finally tend to balance, as shown in Figure 11.

Under the same conditions, continuously optimize and adjust the parameter values of
the filter structure, and the system can converge more stably, as shown in Figure 12.
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Figure 9. When the parameters change greatly, the output of active and reactive power: (a) DG1; (b) DG2.
T T T T 400 1 i i
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(a) (b)
Figure 10. The controller adjusts some parameters and performance to optimize and stabilize the
system frequency and voltage within a certain range: (a) frequency; (b) voltage.
<10° <105
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Figure 11. The controller adjusts some parameters and performance to optimize and stabilize the
active power and reactive power in a certain bounded range: (a) DG1; (b) DG2.

The performance of capacitors, inductors, and other components in the filter structure
changes with temperature. In the case of uncertain parameters, the controller optimizes
and adjusts the analog quantity change value within the bounded range of parameters
to achieve the purpose of system voltage stability and power balance and to ensure the
quality of power output.

At the same time, this method can indirectly and effectively reduce the cost. On the
other hand, it could also optimize and adjust the system parameters by the trial-and-error
method to determine the boundary value of system stability.
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Figure 12. The controller adjusts some parameters and performance to optimize and stabilize the
active power and reactive power in a certain bouned range: (a) DG1; (b) DG2.

5. Conclusions

In this paper, the frequency fluctuation of the original system was eliminated through
MAEF. In the second section, under the condition of nominal parameters, we simulated and
verified the stable operation state of voltage and power with one inverter DG unit, and
two inverter DG units were run in parallel in the intelligent microgrid system. Secondly,
on the basis of the nominal model, the problem of structural parameter uncertainty was
introduced. Assuming that the new system was stable and under the initial conditions
of guaranteed cost theory, the bounded range of the uncertain parameters was obtained
through constraints. Finally, when the system was unstable due to parameter uncertainty,
the relevant LOR controller was obtained by the Lyapunov function to give the system
a certain progressive stable state. Through simulation, the purpose of optimizing the
uncertain model, restraining voltage distortion, and balancing output power was achieved
and ensured the stability of the power grid. At the same time, this method could analyze
the parameter sensitivity of the controller, continuously adjust the filter parameters, find
out the reasonable uncertainty range, verify the hypothesis, effectively simplify the model,
and realize the low-cost filter.

To better respond to the needs of the actual project, the follow-up work would consider
the impact of load imbalance, faults, communication delay, interference, and other issues
on the system. Considering the intermittency of distributed generation, a hardware loop
simulation experiment is conducted to simulate the impact of inverter on output power
between islanding and grid connected modes. In the hardware in the loop simulation
experiment, the impact of the implementation of the switching system on the system
performance will also be considered to make the smart microgrid more anti-interference
and ensure high-quality and stable output of power.
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