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ABSTRACT

The increasing presence of single-phase distributed generators and unbalanced loads in the electric power
system may lead to unbalance of the three phase voltages, resulting in increased losses and heating. The
distribution network operators (DNOs) are increasingly being challenged to maintain the required power
quality. To reduce voltage unbalance DNOs are seeking to connect larger DG units to the three phases
instead of a single-phase connection. The three-phase connection can be realised by three single-phase
inverters or by a three-phase inverter. Each inverter topology can be implemented with different control
strategies. The control can be equiped with active power filtering functions which can improve the power
quality. In this paper, the effect of connecting DG units by means of a three-phase connection instead of a
single-phase connection on voltage unbalance is studied. Besides two commonly used control strategies,
two other control strategies that combine DG and active power filtering functions are implemented and
their effect on voltage unbalance is studied. The last two control strategies lead to the reduction of voltage
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unbalance such that the voltage requirements are maintained.

© 2010 Elsevier B.V. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

Ideally, the generated voltages in three-phase power systems
are symmetrical. However, the resulting voltages at the point of
common coupling (PCC) and at the point of connection (POC) can
be unbalanced for several reasons. The nature of the unbalance
includes unequal voltage magnitudes at the fundamental system
frequency (under- and over-voltage), fundamental phase angle
deviation and unequal levels of harmonic distortion between the
phases [32].

Unbalance can result in adverse effects on equipment and on
the distribution system. An unbalanced distribution system will
be subjected to more losses and heating effects. Voltage unbal-
ance can also have negative effects on equipment such as induction
motors, power electronic converters and adjustable speed drives
[17,16,32,22,29]. Avoiding these negative effects requires main-
taining a balanced voltage at the POC.

The distribution network operators (DNOs) are increasingly
being challenged to maintain the required power quality. DNOs are
imposing to connect larger distributed generation (DG) units (viz
>3.6 kVA in Belgium) to the three phases instead of one to reduce
voltage unbalance.

Improving voltage unbalance can be achieved by installing
three-phase systems especially designed to improve the power
quality. An example of such a three-phase system is a Unified Power
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Quality Conditioner (UPQC) which is controlled to deliver a small
amount of negative-sequence current into the grid to decrease the
negative-sequence voltage component [33,13].

There are several possible topologies to connect DG units to
a three-phase distribution network. The most common practice
nowadays is to use three single-phase inverters which share a
common dc-bus and the corresponding dc-bus voltage controller
[8,5,7,27]. This will result in a system with power factor near to
one as three single-phase current controllers are used which result
in currents in phase with the grid voltage. Another possibility is
a three-phase four-wire inverter [4,19,9]. Both topologies can be
controlled by using different control strategies [23,24].

Presently, two control strategies are frequently used. For three-
phase systems consisting of three single-phase inverters with a
common dc-bus, a single-phase sinusoidal control strategy is used
[8,5,7]. Each single-phase inverter injects a sinusoidal current in
phase with the respective phase voltage. Another frequently used
control strategy for three-phase inverters is the positive-sequence
control strategy [4,34,19,3,2]. The inverter is controlled such that
it injects a positive-sequence current. These two control strategies
will not deteriorate the voltage unbalance but will neither improve
it.

The voltage unbalance can be improved when the control
strategies are altered such that they possess active power fil-
tering functions [14,28]. Adding active power filtering functions
to the control strategy of inverter-connected DG units can lead
to an improved power quality [15]. Therefore in this paper, the
two previous commonly used control strategies are equiped with
active power filtering functions. The single-phase sinusoidal con-
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Table 1
Supply voltage requirements according to EN 50160.

Parameter Characteristics

LV, MV: mean value of fundamental
measured over 10s. +£1% (49.5-50.5 Hz) for
99.5% of week —%[+4% (47-52 Hz) for 100%
of week

Vihom =230V, £10% for 95% of week; mean
10 min rms values

Majority: duration <1s, depth <60%. Locally
limited dips caused by load switching on:
10-50%

Negative-sequence voltage component
<2% for 95% of the week, mean 10 min rms
values

Power frequency

Voltage magnitude variations

Supply voltage dips

Supply voltage unbalance

trol strategy can be improved by adding a signal to the reference
current, this signal results in a resistive behaviour towards voltage
disturbances independently of the input power [26,25]. An alter-
native three-phase control strategy is the three-phase damping
control strategy which is presented in this paper. Besides injecting
positive-sequence power, the three-phase damping control strat-
egy behaves resistively towards the zero- and negative-sequence
voltage component (independently of the input power) which will
lead to an improved voltage unbalance.

Instead of installing three-phase systems especially designed to
improve the power quality, the increasing presence of inverter-
connected DG units can be used to decrease voltage unbalance by
implementing the appropriate control strategy. In this paper, the
influence of the different control strategies for DG-units on voltage
unbalance is studied.

2. Voltage unbalance factor

There are three commonly used definitions of voltage unbal-
ance, developed by NEMA (National Equipment Manufacturer’s
Association), IEEE and the power community, respectively [21,6].
In this paper, the percentage voltage unbalance factor (% VUF) is
chosen as a measure to evaluate the voltage unbalance.

Based on the theory of symmetrical components, voltage
unbalance can be divided into two parts corresponding to the
negative-sequence and the zero-sequence component of the volt-
age. For instance, induction motors are very sensitive to the
negative-sequence voltage component as the negative-sequence
impedance is small. Even a small negative-sequence voltage com-
ponent leads to large currents and thus increased losses. On the
other hand, the zero-sequence component of the voltage can result
in currents flowing in the neutral conductor which causes heating
and zero-point shifting [12,28].

The voltage unbalance factor (% VUF) is given by the ratio of the
magnitudes of the fundamental negative-sequence voltage compo-
nent to the positive-sequence voltage component:

_"
=7,
The zero-sequence voltage unbalance factor (% VUF;) is given by the

ratio of the magnitudes of the zero-sequence voltage component
to the positive-sequence voltage component:

%VUF 100. (1)

%VUFg = %100. (2)

The DNOs are obliged to maintain the voltage to certain require-
ments. The supply voltage requirements of public distribution
systems in Belgium are based on the standard EN50160 [1]. An
overview of the most important aspects of this standard is given in
Table 1. The two most important parameters for this paper concern
voltage magnitude variations and supply voltage unbalance.

3. Voltage-source inverter control strategies

The control of an inverter can be divided in two parts: the dc-bus
voltage controller and the current controller. The dc-bus voltage
controller maintains the balance between the ac- and dc-power
and outputs the fundamental input conductance g; which is a mea-
sure for the power injected by the DG unit [20]. g1 is positive when
the inverter injects power and negative when the inverter absorbs
power. In case of an unbalance between the ac- and dc-power, the
dc-bus voltage will deviate from its reference value. The dc-bus
voltage controller will react by changing the fundamental input
conductance g; in order to restore the balance. This input conduc-
tance is used to derive the reference values for the different currents
in the respective phases. The current controller makes sure that the
inverter provides the reference current. The possible error between
the reference current and the measured current is eliminated by a
PI-controller which outputs the duty ratio for the switches.

As stated in the introduction, there are two possible topolo-
gies to connect the DG units to a three-phase distribution network.
The first possibility is to use three single-phase inverters which
share a common dc-bus and the corresponding dc-bus voltage con-
troller. The second possibility is using a three-phase inverter. These
two topologies can be combined with two current control strate-
gies, which will be described further in this section. The control
strategies differ in the way the reference values for the current are
determined.

First, the two frequently used control strategies will be dis-
cussed, namely the single-phase sinusoidal control strategy and
the (three-phase) positive-sequence control strategy. Then, the
active power filter equiped control strategies will be handled: the
single-phase control strategy behaving resistively towards volt-
age disturbances and the three-phase damping control strategy.
The last two control strategies are not presently used but when
implemented they could lead to an improved voltage unbalance as
discussed further in this paper.

3.1. Single-phase sinusoidal control strategy

The reference values for the different currents in case of a sinu-
soidal current controller are:

ix = g1 sin(6x) (3)

withx=a,borcand where g is the fundamental input conductance.
Small letters denote pu quantities. 6y is the phase angle of phase
voltage x. The current injected by the DG is in phase with the respec-
tive phase voltage (power factor equal to one). This can be achieved
by using three single-phase inverters or by using a three-phase
inverter and three single-phase phase-locked loop (PLL) systems.
In both possibilities the phase angles of all three phase voltages are
obtained such that a reference current can be obtained which is in
phase with the respective phase voltage (cf (3)).

In order to achieve a better understanding on the influence of
the sinusoidal control strategy on voltage unbalance, a symmetrical
components model is deduced. Based on (3), the complex form of
the injected currents can be written as:

iy = g1 exp(jx) (4)

This equation can be converted to symmetrical components:

i = % 1[exp(j6a) + exp(j6,) + exp(j6c )]

i = g [ew ) +ex0 (1 (4 + 7)) vexn 3 (5 57) )

iy = 531 [exp (100) +exp (i (- 5 ) ) vexp (3 (00 + 7))
(

5)
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3.2. Positive-sequence control strategy

The most common practice with three-phase inverters is that
a positive-sequence current is injected. In three-phase distributed
power generation systems, the phase angle of the utility voltage
is commonly detected by using a three-phase PLL. Most three-
phase PLL systems use the coordinate transformation abc — dq. The
phase angles resulting from this PLL correspond with the positive-
sequence component of the grid voltage [30,31,18]. When using
this three-phase PLL, only a positive-sequence current is injected
in the grid. The symmetrical components model of this control
strategy is:

io =0
i =g (6)
=0

3.3. Single-phase control strategy behaving resistively towards
voltage disturbances

To improve the behaviour of the single-phase sinusoidal current
control, (3) may be extended by adding an extra signal to the ref-
erence value for the inductor current. The new reference values for
the inductor current are:

ix = g1 5in(6y) + ga(vx, 1 — 1) sin(6y) (7)

where g4 is the damping input conductance and has the oppo-
site sign of g; in DG applications (gq >0), vx, 1 is the fundamental
component of the grid voltage.

The first term of (7) can be interpreted as the steady-state value
of the fundamental component of the inductor current. This term is
adapted by the bus-voltage controller in order to balance the power
exchanged with the grid with the input power of the DG unit. The
second term will react on every deviation of the fundamental grid
voltage vx, 1 from its steady-state value [26].

The current originating from voltage disturbances is determined
by the programmable damping input conductance gg4. This conduc-
tance is chosen maximal to retain the maximal effect (viz gq =1 pu,
which is maximal in a digital control).

This control strategy has already been implemented on a single-
phase full-bridge inverter where it proved to yield an improved
voltage dip immunity [26].

In this paper, harmonic distortion will not be considered. Based
on (7), the complex form of the injected currents can be written as:

iy = [g1 +8a(vx,1 — 1)] exp(jox) (8)
This equation can be converted to symmetrical components:

o1 ) . .
h=3 {(g1 — 8a)[exp(jfa) + exp(iB) + exp(ibc)] + 38avy}

iy = 1 {(21 — 2a) [exp(i6)

conls (0 2)) om (o 5)) ) 0

iy = % {(g1 - 84) [exp(i@aHeXP (f (9b - 2%))

vexp (i (0c+ 57) )| + 38022 )

As 0y is the phase angle of the grid voltage, it is possible to write 6y
as a function of v, v; and v,.

3.4. Three-phase damping control strategy
An alternative for the positive-sequence control strategy can be

found in the three-phase damping control strategy. The preferred
reaction of the control strategy on voltage unbalance is a resistive

PCC Z 2 Z Z k Z Z 10
Va0 Z; Z Z Z Z
V(1) Z, Z Z Z Z
Ve(®) -
[DG
Z’T Z" Z" Z” Z"
B e .

Fig. 1. Simplified three-phase radial network with three-phase DG unit.

behaviour towards the zero-sequence and negative-sequence com-
ponent of the grid voltage. This can be translated into the following
equations:

[ip] [&a O 07 [y

L|=|0 g 0]y (10)
L5 ] 0 0 gdal l»y
Eq. (10) can be transformed to phase values by:
2 & 0 0 Y

iy |=T'|0 g 0|T|y, (1)
L ic | 0 0 g Ve

with T the transformation matrix.
Doing this, the following equations are obtained:

1
Ig = 5va(g1 +280) + avy(g1 — ga) + a’v(g1 — ga))

1

iy = §{a2ya(g1 —84) + Vp(81 +284) + av(g1 — &)} (12)

. 1
i = §{C%(g1 — 84) + a*vy(81 — 8a) + V(81 +284)}
with a=exp (j(27/3)).
Harmonic distortion and transients will not be considered in this
paper such that v, can be written in complex form as:

vy = vyl exp(jtx) (13)

with |v,| the amplitude of v, and 0y its phase angle. If (13) is subsi-
tuted in (12), the following equations are obtained:

ig= % {lyal exp(jfa)(g1 + 284) + [\yb\ exp (j (Hb + 27”))
+ vl exp (j (9c - 2%)) (&1 *gd)}
iy = % {be\ exp(jfy)(g1 +28a) + [Iyal exp (j (Oa - 2777))

+ [v.l exp (j (9c + 2%)) (&1 *gd)}
=3 {lyc\ exp(jfc)(g1 + 284) + {lya\ exp (j (9a + 27”))

+ vy exp (j (9b - %ﬂ)) (&1 —gd)}

4. Simulation model

(14)

The effect of the four above-described control strategies on volt-
age unbalance is examined by performing a power flow analysis
on a three-phase four-wire distribution network where the neu-
tral conductor is taken into account. The model allows to compute
the voltages and currents in the distribution feeder as a function
of the voltage at the PCC (cf. Fig. 1). The power flow problem is
solved using the forward/backward method where the inverter is
modelled as a voltage-dependent current source. More detailed
information about the power flow problem solver used in this paper
can be found in [11].
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4.1. Description of the basic distribution network

Fig. 1 depicts the basic topology of the three-phase distribution
network which will be used for simulation. In each node a load or a
DG unit can be connected, single or three-phase loads or DG-units
are possible. The loads are simulated as constant-impedance. The
impedance of the line conductor is chosen equal to the impedance
of the neutral conductor. The impedance of the line conductor is
Z;=(0.265 +0.078j)2/km which corresponds with a typical Belgian
suburban distribution network.

4.2. Model of the dc-bus voltage controller

The first step in the power flow solver method is the calculation
of the voltage at the different nodes of the distribution feeder. When
the voltage at the node of the DG unit is calculated, the injected
currents are calculated based on the input conductance g; and on
the deviation of the voltage to the nominal voltage. These currents
will change the voltage at the POC. At this point, the first step in the
method is repeated until convergence is reached.

Based on (7) and (14) the injected currents can be divided into
two parts, corresponding to g; and g4 respectively. The term deter-
mined by g4 may correspond with a power transfer. Therefore g;
should be adapted by the dc-bus voltage controller [20]. The dc-
bus voltage controller is modelled as follows: with every step in
the iteration, the voltage at the POC changes, requiring a change of
g1. New values for g; are obtained by using the equations resulting
from the power balance between the ac- and dc-side of the inverter.

For the single-phase resistively behaving control strategy this
leads to (Section 3.3):

& P> z'”'z] (15)

= +g84|1-
gl + v + v | { N

For the three-phase damping control strategy (Section 3.4):

3pDG
&1 =
ST Il2 42 Iwlivy | cos(6x — by — (2(7/3)))
X+y

Sl = Igllyy | cos(By — 6y — (2(/3)))
~2g4 s (16)

ST Il2 +2 Iwlivy | cos(6x — 6y - (2(7/3)))

X+y

These two expressions are deduced in Appendix A.
5. Simulation results

The influence of the different control strategies on voltage
unbalance is studied by using different simulations. In a first sim-
ulation a ten node distribution network as depicted in Fig. 1 is
studied. This distribution network with unbalanced loads and DG-
units will be simulated with one three-phase DG-unit connected.
The second simulation will concern the distribution network with
two three-phase DG-units, one connected to node 8 and the other
to node 10.

5.1. One three-phase DG at node 8

The topology of the ten node network is depicted in Fig. 1. The
distribution network has a length of 400 m and consists of ten
nodes. The load distribution is given in Table 2 which shows that
the three-phase DG-unit is connected to node 8. The voltage profile
without the three-phase DG-unit in node 8 is depicted in Fig. 2. To
evaluate the impact of the control strategies for DG-units on the

Table 2
Load distribution of Simulation A (P> 0: load, P<0: DG.)

Node Phase a [kVA] Phase b [kVA] Phase c [kVA]
1 -3 -3 -9
2 10 -10 -3
3 -3 -3 -10
4 12 -3 -3
5 -3 -4 -7
6 7 -3 -3
7 -3 -3 -8
8 3-phase DG
9 -3 -3 -9

10 -3 -3 -8

1.08
1.06
1.04
~ 1.02
2
> 1
S
£ 098
g
9 0.96
<
& 0.94

0.92
0.9

0.88

Fig. 2. Voltage profile without DG-units.

voltage unbalance, the three-phase DG-unit is connected at node 8
resulting in four new cases which will be discussed below.

5.1.1. Positive-sequence component

The three-phase damping control strategy gives the highest
positive-sequence voltage component as depicted in Fig. 3(a). The
reason is that the zero-sequence and the negative-sequence power
are transferred via the dc-bus into positive-sequence power which
results in higher positive-sequence voltage component.

5.1.2. Zero-sequence component

The single-phase resistively behaving control strategy and
the three-phase damping control strategy result in a significant
decrease of the zero-sequence component and of the zero-
sequence voltage unbalance factor as can be seen in Figs. 4(a) and
5(a), respectively.

In case of the single-phase resistively behaving control strategy
(9), the zero-sequence component results in:

io = 2((81 + Dlexp(if) + exp(ifh) + exp(c)] - 3u,). (17)

The vector corresponding with [exp (j6,) +exp (jO,) +exp (jO.)] has
in this specific case the same direction as v, but is much smaller as
3v,, which results in the decrease of the zero-sequence component.

The three-phase damping control strategy results in the biggest
decrease of the zero-sequence componentas can be seen in Fig. 4(a).
Instead of injecting zero-sequence current as is the case of the
single-phase sinusoidal control strategy (cf (5) and Table 3), the
three-phase damping control strategy results in absorbing zero-
sequence current as can be seen in (10). In case of DG appliciatons
g1 and gq have opposite signs such that positive-sequence power
is injected and zero-sequence power is absorbed. This also has an
effect on the voltage profile which will be discussed below.
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Fig. 3. Simulation A—one three-phase DG-unit at node 8. 1ph sin: single-phase
sinusoidal control strategy, Pos.-seq: Positive-sequence control stragey, 1ph Res:

single-phase resistively behaving control strategy, 3ph dam
control strategy.
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Fig. 4. Simulation A—one three-phase DG-unit at node 8.
Table 3

Injected currents by the different control strategies [pu]

io

iy

1ph Sin —1.75e75 +j1.29¢°6
Pos.-seq. 0

1ph Res. 6.11e>—j3.12¢~
3ph damp. 1.10e % —j4.28¢7°

—1.14e5+j1.24e6
0

8.47¢ > —j3.03e>
3.19¢7°j3.01e™>

903

—— 1ph sin

B == T e e
I | [ | | — — — Pos.-seq
! ! ! ! ! I | ==~ 1phRes
2Py T e | R == r 3ph damp. 7]

—+&— No DG

2.4 T

2.2

—— 1phsin

— — —Pos.-seq
—-—--1ph Res
3ph damp. | |
| | | —&— No DG
1 1 1 1 1
5 6 7 8 9 10

0.8

0.6

0.4

4
o e
who-t
apem

Fig. 5. Simulation A—one three-phase DG-unit at node 8.

The positive-sequence control strategy only injects positive-
sequence power and thus has the least influence on the
zero-sequence or negative-sequence voltage component. The small
difference between the positive-sequence control strategy and the
case when no DG-unit is caused by the presence of unbalanced
loads.

Compared to the positive-sequence control strategy, the zero-
sequence voltage unbalance factor is increased when the single-
phase sinusoidal control strategy is used as can be seen in Fig. 5(a).
This can be explained by (5), which results in an increase for the
zero-sequence power which is injected in the network and thus an
increase of the zero-sequence voltage component at the POC.

5.1.3. Negative-sequence component

The negative-sequence voltage component and the voltage
unbalance factor are depicted in Figs. 3(b) and 5(b) respectively. The
standard EN 50160 (cf Table 1) states that the negative-sequence
component of the supply voltage must be lower than 2% during 95%
of the week. It can be seen in Fig. 5(b) that only the single-phase
resistively behaving control strategy and the three-phase damp-
ing control strategy result in a decrease of the negative-sequence
voltage component such that the required voltage unbalance fac-
tor is obtained. This justifies the addition of active power filtering
function to the control of inverter-connected DG-units.
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0.97
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0.965

0.96
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Fig. 6. Simulation A—one three-phase DG-unit at node 8.

5.1.4. Voltage profile

The voltage unbalance factor and the zero-sequence voltage
unbalance factor provide information about the degree of unbal-
ance. Another interesting parameter is the rms value of the supply
voltage at the POC. In Fig. 6(a) the rms value of the voltage of phase
a is depicted for the 5 different cases. Figs. 6(b) and 7(a) depict the
rms value of phase b and c respectively. It is important that the rms
value of the phase voltages is close to the nominal value. In LV net-

! ! ! i i —— Iph sin
I I I \ \
i i i i S Pos-seq
0988~ T T T T T === - Iph Res
I I I
2 L
2 0.96 E -
[
en
s
S 0.94
Q
Q
3
£ 092
0.9
0.88

Fig. 7. Simulation A—one three-phase DG-unit at node 8.

VUF (%)

— — — Pos-seq

***** IphRes [

3ph damp
I

8 9 10

Fig. 8. Simulation A—two three-phase DG-units at node 8 and 10.

works the majority of the loads are single-phase loads which are
sensitive to the phase voltage. In Fig. 6 it can be seen that the differ-
ent control strategies have a different effect on the voltage profile
over the feeder. Furthermore the single-phase resistively behav-
ing control strategy and the three-phase damping control strategy
lead to best voltage profile. The control strategy which leads to the
best voltage profile is, in this case, undoubtedly the three-phase
damping control strategy.

Although the single-phase resistively behaving control strategy
leads to a higher decrease of the negative-sequence component as
compared to the three-phase damping control strategy (cfFig. 3(b)),
the three-phase damping control strategy leads to a voltage profile
which is closer to the nominal value. The voltage change caused
by the three-phase damping control strategy can be quantified by
using the following values for the network as depicted in Fig. 1.
The line impedance is 0.018 +j0.0035%2 for the direct and inverse
component, where for the zero-sequence component four times
this value has been used. The same current in the zero-sequence
network thus results in a voltage change which is four times larger
compared to the positive- and negative-sequence component. The
different injected currents are shown in Table 3 where it can be seen
that both the single-phase resistively behaving control strategy and
the three-phase damping controls strategy lead to the absorption of
zero-sequence power. Absorbing zero-sequence current improves
the voltage profile because the neutral-point is shifted towards the
highest loaded phase (in this case between phase a and b) which
results in a increase of the phase voltages b and c.
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Fig. 9. Simulation A—two three-phase DG-units at node 8 and 10.

The single-phase sinusoidal control strategy results in the injec-
tion of zero-sequence power which leads to the neutral-point
shifiting. The neutral-point shifts in a way such that voltage pro-
file is decreased (cf Fig. 6) which is caused by the injection
of zero-sequence current [10]. As can be seen in Fig. 6(a) the
single-phase sinusoidal control strategy results in the highest
rms value which is disadvantageous for the distribution net-
work.

It can thus be concluded that the main voltage variation
results from the neutral-point shifting caused by the zero-sequence
current. A control strategy with a resistive behaviour for the zero-
sequence component can thus lead to an improved voltage profile.
The three-phase damping control strategy has the added advan-
tage that a same amount of power is injected resulting in an
improved voltage profile which is benificial for the increase in
DG penetration depth in the LV network. The higher decrease
of the zero-sequence voltage component due to the three-phase
damping control strategy leads to a better voltage profile. This is
especially interesting for low voltage distribution networks where
the greater part of the loads are single-phase loads which are
sensitive to over- or undervoltages (compared to the nominal volt-

age).
5.2. Two three-phase DG units at node 8 and 10
At node 10, another three-phase DG-unit is connected which

injects 10 kVA. Fig. 8(a) and (b) depict the zero-sequence volt-
age unbalance factor and the voltage unbalance factor respectively.
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Fig. 10. Simulation A—two three-phase DG-units at node 8 and 10.

The voltage unbalance is further decreased by connecting another
three-phase DG-unit.

In Figs. 9(a), (b) and 10(a) the rms values of the phase voltages a,
b and c respectively are depicted. It should be noted that the three-
phase damping control strategy leads to a further improvement of
the voltage profile compared to the three other cases. Using the
three-phase damping control strategy in low voltage distribution
networks will thus have a beneficial effect on the power quality and
especially the voltage profile.

6. Conclusion

A three-phase four-wire distribution network is used to study
the effect of four different control strategies for three-phase
inverter-connected DG-units on voltage unbalance in distribution
networks. Both the negative-sequence component and the zero-
sequence component are studied.

The single-phase resistively behaving control strategy and the
three-phase damping control strategy, compared to the single-
phase sinusoidal and the positive-sequence control strategy, have
the most beneficial effect on voltage unbalance. The three-phase
damping control strategy also has a beneficial effect on the voltage
profile which is caused by the ability to control the zero-sequence
components, which the other control strategies lack. The positive
effect of the three-phase damping control strategy on the volt-
age profile (in case of an unbalanced network) leads to the fact
that it can have a positive effect on the increase in DG penetration
depth in the LV network. The three-phase damping control strategy
allows to integrate more DG-units as compared to the other control
strategies. The other control strategies will lead to overvoltages.

When connecting DG units to the grid, it is recommended that
the DG is connected by means of a three-phase inverter which
is controlled using a three-phase damping control strategy. The
inverter will thus inject power in the grid and will help improve
voltage unbalance.

Appendix A. Deduction of g; as function of g4

The term by g4 in (7) and (14) may correspond with a power
transfer. Therefore g; should be adapted by the dc-bus voltage
controller. The dc-bus voltage controller is modelled by changing
the value for g7, the expression for g; is obtained using the power
balance between the ac- and dc-side of the inverter.
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Expressing the power balance between ac- and dc-side of the
inverter gives:

Nyl + vpip + v is) = pP© (A1)

For the single-phase resistively behaving converter the injected
currents are given by (7) and as no harmonics nor transients are
considered. v, can be written as (13) such that (A.1) results in:
PP = 9i(|v,l exp(ifa)lgr + &allvyl — 1)1 exp(—jfa) + V| exp(ify )€1

+8a(lvpl — )] exp(—jfp) + v | exp(ife)lg

+8a(lvel = 1)] exp(—j6)) (A2)
which can be written as:
be I,
g u g - 2 (A3)

T Vgl + vl + 1]

>l

For the three-phase damping control strategy the same procedure
can be followed. Based on (A.1), (14) and (13) the following expres-
sion can be deduced:

pPe = (|LI|‘3XP(jea) (81 + 284)I,] exp(—j6a)

W[ =

+(81 — 8a)lvpl exp (‘j (9” * 2?71))
+(g1 — &ga)lv.lexp (j (_QC + 2?”))}
I |yb|exp(j€b)% {(g1 — &d)lvgl exp (j (—Ga + 27”)) +(&1

+284)Iv,| exp(—j6p) + (81 — 8a)lv | €xp (*f (96 + 2?71))}

+ | exp(ief)% {(gl ~ &a)lLgl exp (7]. (ea " 2771))

+1u/(g1 — ga)exp (J' (—9b * z?n))

+(g1 + 28a)Ivcl exp(—j6c)] ) (A4)

After using the inverse Simpson equations and some basic calculus
the following expression is obtained:

3pDG
& =
Yo lul? +2 luyllyy| cos(6x — 6y — 2(/3))
x+y
Sl = iugllyy| cos(By — 6y — 2(7/3))
284 = (A.5)
31w +2) I livy| cos(6x — by — 2(7/3))
X#y
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