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Abstract: Passivity-based nonlinear control for an isolated microgrid system is proposed in this
paper. The microgrid consists of a photovoltaic array and a battery energy storage connected to a
point of common converters, supplying a constant power load. The purpose of this control strategy is
to maintain the output direct current voltage in its reference value under load variations, improving
battery interaction. The system is represented by its state space averaged model and the proposed
controller is designed using the interconnection and damping assignment strategy, which allows
obtaining controller parameters while ensuring the closed-loop system stability. The unknown
constant power load is estimated using an observer based on the energy function of the system. The
behavior of the proposed control strategy is validated with simulation and experimental results.

Keywords: direct current microgrids; passivity-based control design; hybrid systems; interconnection
and damping assignment passivity-based control

1. Introduction

Direct current (DC) microgrids (MGs) are being increasingly used in conjunction with
the classic electric power system to meet energy demand problems [1,2]. In addition, MGs
are also used as isolated systems in several applications such as in rural electrical systems,
aircraft, and ships, among others, integrating renewable energy sources and energy storage
units through electronic power converters [3–5]. A typical configuration of an isolated
MG is shown in Figure 1, where the array of photovoltaic (PV) panels and battery energy
storage (BES) unit are connected to the point of common converters or DC link through
DC–DC converters. Different loads, such as local DC loads or another MGs with different
voltage level are also connected to the DC link [4,6–8].

The control of a MG is generally based on determining the power that must be
delivered by each source, including storage elements, to feed a local demand. This implies
the need for a primary controller for each power converter and a secondary controller to
manage the system energy [9,10]. Depending on the size and utility of the MG, other levels
of controller may be necessary, such as demand side management, achieving total control,
and improving the efficiency of the entire system [11,12]. Generally, the aim of a MG
primary controller is to keep the voltage, current, or power within a reference value fixed
by the secondary controller, both working as a global controller while rejecting system
disturbances, such as load changes or variations, on PV array conditions. In popular
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applications based on isolated systems such as the one shown in Figure 1, the DC-link
MG1 voltage is regulated on a fixed value using the available storage [13–15]. Therefore,
when only a BES is used in the system, the greatest challenge is to design a controller to
improve the desired performance without neglecting the battery interaction during the
mode transitions in order to preserve its lifespan [14–16].

Figure 1. Isolated DC microgrid supplying a constant power load.

However, some types of loads connected on the DC link can produce a negative-
impedance effect, generating system instability and loss of regulation on the feeder sys-
tem [3,17,18]. Moreover, other effects such as high stress and temperature rise in power
converter elements may occur, reducing its performance and lifetime [19]. These types of
loads are usually power electronic converters connected in cascade with different output
voltage levels or operating conditions and are called constant power loads (CPLs) [20–22].

To solve the aforementioned problems produced by CPLs, different approaches have
been proposed in the existing literature. These approaches are based on system modification
by adding passive elements to minimize these effects or by a control action designed
to damp oscillations [18], such as active damping [23], backstepping [6], and feedback
linearization [24], among others.

Passivity-based control (PBC) is another kind of strategy used to control power con-
verters due to its simplicity, efficiency, and ease of implementation as compared with
other nonlinear control techniques [19,25]. One of the most used PBC strategies for power
converters is the interconnection and damping assignment (IDA) method [26]. The design
of the controllers using IDA-PBC consists of modify the energy function of the system
in order to obtain error dynamics that guarantee its convergence to zero [27,28]. The
most outstanding features of IDA-PBC are its stability and the simplicity in parameter
determination, even for global controllers with multiple converters. The most popular
applications of this approach to solve the CPL effect shows the stability and performance
on DC–DC power converters allocated in a DC MG system [7,10,19,25,29,30]. On isolated
MGs, IDA-PBC was applied as secondary controller in [31] and as a global controller in [32],
but considering only linear and nonlinear loads.

Based on the described problem, this paper proposes a controller based on IDA-
PBC to regulate the DC-link voltage on a MG when a CPL is connected to it. The main
contributions of this work are summarized as follows:

1. Design of a global controller (primary and secondary controller included) using a
unique nonlinear approach to satisfy the desired performance of MG under CPL
effects.

2. Estimation of the unknown load from an energy-based observer, reducing the total
number of sensors.

3. Simulations and experimental validation of the designed controller using a realistic
MG prototype and comparison with a classical technique.
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This paper is organized as follows: Section 2 shows a detailed description and model-
ing of the considered MG, Section 3 describes the controller approach, Section 4 presents
the simulation and experimental results and in Section 5 some conclusions are drawn.

2. Modeling of the Microgrid

The electric circuit of the MG presented in Figure 1 is shown in detail in Figure 2.
It is assumed that only local loads are connected. PV array and BES are connected via
unidirectional (UC) and bidirectional (BC) DC–DC boost converters, respectively.

Figure 2. Electric circuit of an isolated DC microgrid.

From the scheme of Figure 2, the averaged state-space model can be expressed as
follows:

LPV i̇PV = −rPV iPV − (1− u1)vdc + vPV , (1)

Cdcv̇dc = (1− u1)iPV + u2iBat −
vdc
RL
− PCPL

vdc
, (2)

LBat i̇Bat = −u2vdc − rBatiBat + vBat. (3)

where vdc is the DC-link voltage; u1 and u2 are the control signals of UC and BC; Cdc is the
DC-link capacitance; LPV and LBat are the inductances between the energy sources and the
converters, with resistances rPV and rBat, which represent the internal resistance of each
inductor and the losses in the power converters; vPV , vBat, iPV , and iBat are the voltages
and currents in the PV array and in the battery bank, respectively; RL is the load resistance;
and PCPL is the power of the CPL.

The design of the controller is performed using IDA-PBC. With this aim, the system
(1)–(3) must be represented as a port-Hamiltonian (pH) system,

ẋ = [J(x, u)−R(x)]
∂H(x)

∂x
+ g(x, u)e, (4)

y = gT(x, u)
∂H(x)

∂x
, (5)

where x is the state vector, u is the control vector, J(x, u) = −JT(x, u) is the interconnection
matrix, R(x) = RT(x) ≥ 0 is the damping matrix, H(x) is the energy function of the system,
g(x, u) is the input matrix, e is the vector of external sources, and y is the output vector [27].

The state and control vectors, and the interconnection and damping matrices are
given by

x =
[

LPV iPV Cdcvdc LBatiBat
]T , (6)

u =
[

u1 u2
]T , (7)
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J(u) =

 0 −(1− u1) 0
(1− u1) 0 u2

0 −u2 0

, (8)

R(x) =

 rPV 0 0
0 1

RL
+ PCPL

v2
dc

0

0 0 rBat

, (9)

The input matrix, the vector of external sources and the output vector are given by

g =

 1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 1

, (10)

e =
[

vPV 0 vBat
]T , (11)

y =
[

iPV 0 iBat
]T . (12)

The energy function of the system, H(x), is given by

H(x) =
LPV i2PV

2
+

Cdcv2
dc

2
+

LBati2Bat
2

. (13)

From (13), the gradient of energy function is calculated as follows:

∂H(x)
∂x

=
[

iPV vdc iBat
]T . (14)

3. IDA-PBC Control

The aim of the proposed control strategy is to regulate the DC-link voltage in a constant
value, even when changes in the load conditions may appear. The most unfavorable case is
when a pure constant power load is connected to the system (RL → ∞) [6,23]. Moreover, it
is assumed that all the existing elements are insufficient to passivize the CPL effects [19].

The design of the controller consists on ensuring that the state variables of the sys-
tem (4) reach the reference vector,

x∗ =
[

LPV i∗PV Cdcv∗dc LBati∗Bat
]T . (15)

To this end, we propose a control law u = β(x), such that the dynamics of the closed-
loop system is given by a new pH system,

ẋ = [Jd(x, u)−Rd(x)]
∂Hd(x)

∂x
, (16)

and x∗ is a minimum of Hd(x),

∂Hd(x)
∂x

∣∣∣∣
x=x∗

= 0,
∂2Hd(x)

∂x2

∣∣∣∣
x=x∗

> 0. (17)

Here, Hd(x) is the desired energy function for the closed-loop system, and Jd(x, u)
and Rd(x) are the desired interconnection and damping matrices,

Jd(x, u) = J(x, u) + Ja(x, u), Rd(x) = R(x) + Ra(x). (18)
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From [27], and given J(x, u), R(x), H(x), g(x, u), and the desired equilibrium point,
x∗, if we can find functions β(x), Ja(x, u), Ra(x), and a vector function K(x) satisfying

[J(x, β(x)) + Ja(x, β(x))− (R(x) + Ra(x))]K(x) =

−[Ja(x, β(x))−Ra(x)]
∂H(x)

∂x
+ g(x, β(x))e, (19)

and the conditions proposed in [27], (16) will be a pH system where

Hd(x) := H(x) + Ha(x),
∂Ha(x)

∂x
:= K(x). (20)

In this case, x∗ will be a (locally) stable equilibrium point in a closed loop. Matrices
Ja(x, u) and Ra(x) are used here to synthetize the proposed control strategy.

In order to make the system states (x) tend to their reference value (x∗) asymptotically,
Hd(x) is chosen as a Lyapunov function,

Hd(x) =
1
2
(εTP−1ε), (21)

such that (17) is fulfilled. Here, ε = x− x∗ and matrix P is given by

P =

 LPV 0 0
0 Cdc 0
0 0 LBat

. (22)

The time derivative of Hd(x) is

Ḣd(x) = −εTP−1RdP−1ε < 0. (23)

Therefore, Rd(x) must be positive definite to guarantee the error convergence to zero.
With this aim, the elements of Ra(x) are selected as follows:

Ra(x) =

 R1 0 0
0 R2 0
0 0 R3

, (24)

with R1 > 0, R2 = 1
r′2
− PCPL

v2
dc

> 0, and R3 > 0, all in [Ω].

Elements of Ja(x, u) can be selected with the aim of canceling the undesired coupling
between the state variables while maintaining coupling in those variables that allow dealing
with systems with more control variables than control actions [33]. In this case, Ja(x, u) is
selected as follows:

Ja(u) =

 0 (1− u1) 0
−(1− u1) 0 −u2

0 u2 0

. (25)

Using (18)–(20), the following partial differential equation is obtained:

[J(β(x))−R]
∂Ha(x)

∂x
=

−[Ja(β(x))−Ra]
∂Hd(x)

∂x
+ ge. (26)

Solving (26) the control laws for both converters gives

u1 = 1−
−rPV i∗PV + R1(iPV − i∗PV) + vPV

vdc
, (27)
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u2 =
−rBati∗Bat + R3(iBat − i∗Bat) + vBat

vdc
, (28)

while i∗Bat can be calculated from (26) and (28) considering iBat = i∗Bat,

i∗Bat =
1
2

vBat
rBat
±

√(
vBat
rBat

)2
− 4∆

, (29)

with

∆ =
vdc
rBat

[
PCPL
vdc
− (1− u1)i∗PV −

1
r′2
(vdc − v∗dc)

]
. (30)

The elements of x∗ are selected to achieve the control objectives and fixed by a sec-
ondary level controller. The reference of the DC-link voltage is selected as v∗dc = V∗dc
(constant), i∗Bat comes from (29), and i∗PV is obtained from a maximum power point tracker
(MPPT) algorithm such as an incremental conductance (IC) algorithm [9,34].

Since control Equations (27)–(28) are dependent on system parameters, some uncer-
tainties and unmodeled effects may affect the performance of the proposed controller while
also producing steady state error in the DC-link voltage. To eliminate this error, an integral
action can be added as in [35]. Thus, ∆ in (29) is replaced by ∆i,

∆i = ∆− vdc
rBat

Ki

∫
(vdc − v∗dc)dt, (31)

where Ki is the integrator gain. It can be chosen to eliminate the steady state error without
affecting the chosen dynamics and the overshoot of the response. With this controller, the
error dynamics results in

ε̇iPV = − rPV + R1

LPV
εiPV , (32)

ε̇vdc = − R2

Cdc
εvdc , (33)

ε̇iBat = − rBat + R3

LBat
εiBat . (34)

From (32)–(34), the values of R1, R2 and R3 can be calculated in order to obtain the
desired convergence speed for the error in each state variable.

Load Power Estimation

In order to implement the proposed controller, voltages and currents in the system
must be measured. In addition, the calculation of the battery current reference, (29), requires
knowledge of the power value of the CPL, PCPL.

To ensure an exact value of such power while avoiding the effects of load variations
in the mentioned assumption and parameter uncertainty, the use of a current sensor and
the calculus of the power using PCPL = vdcidc is a popular and reliable method. However,
this approach is expensive in some cases because more sensors are added to the system.
Thus, the use of estimators or observers may be an inexpensive solution to obtain the load
power value. Among the different types of estimators, those that are nonlinear, such as
high-gain observers [24] or I&I [30], present good dynamic response and zero steady state
estimation error for the load power.

In this work, since the proposed controller is derived from an energy-based strategy,
a new energy-based observer is proposed to estimate the load power, taking advantage of
such representation.
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From the energy function (13), its time derivative can be calculated as follows:

Ḣ(x) = LPV iPV i̇PV + Cdcvdcv̇dc + LBatiBat i̇Bat. (35)

Using (1)–(3) results in

Ḣ(x) = vPV iPV + vBatiBat − rPV i2PV − rBati2Bat − PCPL (36)

Expression (36) shows the different powers involved in the system: the power de-
livered from the sources (PV panels and battery bank), the power dissipated by resistive
elements, and the power extracted by the load.

Therefore, it is possible to build an observer using (36) as follows:

˙̂H(x) = vPV iPV + vBatiBat − rPV i2PV − rBati2Bat − P̂CPL − γ1[H(x)− Ĥ(x)] (37)
˙̂PCPL = γ2[H(x)− Ĥ(x)] (38)

where P̂CPL is the estimated load power, and γ1 and γ2 are the gains designed to regulate
the dynamical behavior of the estimated variable. The dynamics must be fast enough to
ensure the convergence of the estimated variable in a small time compared with the control
dynamics. The estimation errors of PCPL and H(x) are given by

εPCPL = PCPL − P̂CPL, (39)

εH(x) = H(x)− Ĥ(x), (40)

and its dynamic results,

ε̇PCPL = − ˙̂PCPL = −γ2εH(x), (41)

ε̇H(x) = Ḣ(x)− ˙̂H(x) = −εPCPL −
γ1

γ2
ε̇PCPL , (42)

Expressions (41) and (42) show that any [γ1, γ2] > 0, both in [1/s] with condition
γ2 > γ1, ensure the convergence of the error to zero.

The control block diagram of the isolated MG configuration with the proposed IDA-
PBC and energy-based observer is given in Figure 3.

Figure 3. Controller block diagram of isolated DC microgrid supplying a constant power load.
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4. Results

In order to evaluate the performance of the proposed controller for the considered
system under different conditions, simulations and experimental tests were carried out. A
comparison with a classical proportional integral (PI) controller was also included. The
structure of the PI controller is the one proposed in [13], and the gains were selected to
obtain a similar convergence speed as the controller proposed in this work. Moreover, in
all the tests, the PV array delivers its maximum power.

4.1. Simulation Results

The system of Figure 2 and the controller proposed in Section 3 are tested using the
Simscape toolbox of Simulink, including losses in the power converter, parasitic elements,
and switching effects. All tests where performed using fixed step and a sampling time
comparable with the behavior of the actual controller. Table 1 shows the specifications of
the system, sources of the MG, and the considered CPL. To ensure the convergence speed
for the error of vdc is lower than 40 ms, the parameters for the proposed controller are
selected as R1 = 10 Ω, R2 = 0.08 Ω, R3 = 80 Ω, and Ki = 2.

Table 1. System parameters.

Parameter Value

LPV and LBat 2.5 mH
Cdc 540 µF

rPV and rBat 0.3 Ω
fc (UC and BC) 20 kHz

PV array 2 × 260 Wp
BES type, Vbat Lead-acid, 6×12 V

CPL 300–600 W

In order to evaluate the effect of γ2 for a fixed value of γ1 in the estimation stage,
different results are shown in Figure 4 for a step change in the CPL value.

0.4995 0.5 0.5005

250

300

350

400

450

500

550

600

650

Figure 4. Effect of γ2 in the estimated load power with γ1 = 50× 103 s−1.

From the previous analysis, γ2 = 9× 108 is chosen for the following tests.
Figure 5 shows the evolution of the DC-link voltage and current of BES when a load

change occurs. A comparison between the proposed IDA-PBC and the PI controller is
shown. The reference voltage is fixed at v∗dc = 100 V, and a load change is performed from
300 to 600 W at t = 0.5 s (see Figure 5a). In Figure 5b, the DC-link voltage (solid line) with
its reference (dashed line) are shown, while Figure 5c presents the battery current, iBat. It
can be seen that both controllers allow regulating the mean value of the DC-link voltage,
but the PI controller presents a greater overshoot and oscillations when it is adjusted for the
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same convergence speed as the IDA-PBC. These oscillations are produced by the negative
impedance effect introduced by the CPL, affecting the DC-link voltage regulation and,
therefore, the BES current [6].

0.4 0.42 0.44 0.46 0.48 0.5 0.52 0.54 0.56 0.58 0.6

200

300

400

500

600

700

0.4 0.42 0.44 0.46 0.48 0.5 0.52 0.54 0.56 0.58 0.6

95

100

105

0.4 0.42 0.44 0.46 0.48 0.5 0.52 0.54 0.56 0.58 0.6

-5

0

5

10

Figure 5. Performance of the MG for changes in the CPL (IDA-PBC in red, PI in blue): (a) load power
(PCPL); (b) DC-link voltage (vdc); (c) BES current (iBat).

Figure 6 shows the performance of the MG when a change in v∗dc from 100 to 80 V
is requested at t = 0.5 s. In this test, the value of CPL is fixed at 300 W, as shown in
Figure 6a. Figure 6b shows the DC-link voltage, vdc, (solid line) with its reference (dashed
line), and Figure 6c shows the BES current. Both controllers regulate the DC-link voltage,
producing a proportional increase in the load current. As the feeding load does not change,
the remaining power is used for charging the battery bank in this test (Figure 6c). However,
undesired oscillations are produced in the DC-link voltage and BES current with the PI
controller when the voltage reference is changed. Such effect is also due to the negative-
impedance behavior of the CPL.

4.2. Experimental Results

Experimental tests were performed using a laboratory prototype with two DC–DC
converters constructed using SiC MOSFETs and the necessary passive components. The
controller was implemented in a TMS320F28335 Digital Signal Controller (DSC) of Texas
Instrument. The CPL is composed by a DC–DC buck converter with an output voltage
control and a resistive load.

The power of the PV array is 12 W and a 12 V–7 Ah lead acid battery was used.
DC-link voltage reference v∗dc was fixed at 20 V. Figure 7a shows the behavior of the DC-link
voltage and the measured currents of the system when the CPL changes from 7 to 14 W. It
can be observed that the battery is being charged when the CPL is 7 W and it is discharged
when the CPL is 14 W. The change of value of the CPL is visualized by measuring the load
current. The DC-link voltage is regulated in its reference value under the transition without
oscillations and, hence, the battery current presents a similar response.
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Figure 6. Performance of the MG for changes in v∗dc (IDA-PBC in red, PI in blue): (a) load power
(PCPL); (b) DC-link voltage (vdc); (c) BES current (ibat).

(a) (b) (c)
Figure 7. Performance of the MG: vdc shown in CH1, idc (load current) in CH2, and ibat in CH3.
(a) Change in CPL and fixed reference of the DC-link voltage. (b) Change in the reference of the
DC-link voltage and fixed CPL value. (c) Change of the controller (IDA-PBC to PI) and fixed reference
of the DC-link voltage and CPL value.

The test for a change in v∗dc from 20 to 17 V with a fixed value of CPL at 7 W is shown
in Figure 7b. It can be observed that the proposed controller allows regulating vdc, while
the load current idc is increased proportionally due to the CPL load having a fixed value.
In this situation, ibat remains constant and under the charge mode, without oscillations.

In Figure 7c, the behavior of the MG can be observed when a change of the controller
is made, being v∗dc = 20 V, and CPL is 7 W. When the system changes from IDA-PBC to PI
control, the CPL negative-impedance effect produces a long time instability in the DC-link
voltage regulation and also in ibat for the PI controller.

5. Conclusions

In this paper, a global passivity-based control strategy using IDA-PBC is proposed
for an isolated DC microgrid. The considered MG contains a PV array and a battery
energy storage unit feeding a constant power load. Simulation and experimental results
showed that the proposed controller allows regulating the average DC-link voltage within
its reference value in front of changes in the load and in the reference of the DC-link voltage
reference. It is also shown that when a classical controller with the same performance
specifications than the IDA-PBC is used, oscillations and instability in the DC-link voltage
and system currents appear. In this situation, the battery current behavior can produce a
reduction of its lifespan and irreversible damage.
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In practical implementation, the proposed controller needs an additional sensor to
measure the power of the load, so an energy-based observer was proposed to solve this
problem. Although a higher computational cost is required to obtain this estimation,
its implementation may be possible using a suitable processor with even lower features
compared with the DSC used in this work.
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