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Abstract—The adaptive virtual impedance (VI) control emerges
as an attractive solution to limit the current of grid-forming voltage-
source converters (GFM-VSCs) during grid faults. Yet, the adaptive
VI-based current limitation relies on the detection of the current
magnitude, which introduces nonlinear dynamics that challenges
the controller parameters tuning of GFM-VSCs. This article devel-
ops the small-signal model of GFM-VSCs with adaptive VI-based
current limitation, from which, the dynamic impact of the adap-
tive VI is explicitly revealed. Considering such impact, a holistic
controller parameters tuning method for GFM-VSC is proposed to
guarantee the small-signal stability of the system. Simulation and
experimental tests are performed to verify the effectiveness of the
theoretical analysis and the proposed parameters tuning method.

Index Terms—Current limitation, grid-forming (GFM), small-
signal model, virtual impedance (VI), voltage-source converters
(VSCs).

I. INTRODUCTION

THE grid-forming (GFM) control is recently emerging as
an attractive approach for stabilizing the power system

with high penetration of voltage-source converters (VSCs) [1].
Being controlled as a voltage source behind an impedance, the
operation of GFM-VSC does not rely on a stiff voltage source
in the ac grid, and hence, it can operate stably in an ultra-weak
grid, where the short-circuit ratio approaches 0 [1]. This is one of
main benefits of GFM-VSCs compared with the grid-following
(GFL)-VSCs [2]–[4].

While the voltage-source behavior of GFM-VSCs helps to
stabilize the power system, it poses additional challenges to the
current limitation of VSC during grid faults. Differing from
synchronous generators with 6–8 per unit (p.u.) overcurrent
capability, the current of GFM-VSC should be limited within
1.5–2 p.u. during grid faults [5]. Hence, the overcurrent limi-
tation is one of the key design considerations for GFM-VSCs
[6]–[8].

A straightforward approach for current limitation is to switch
GFM-VSC to the GFL control during grid faults, where the
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fault current can be controlled with a dedicated current loop
with proper current reference settings [2], [9], [10]. In recent
years, many research efforts can be found in this direction to
improve the current limit dynamics as well as transient stabil-
ity of GFM-VSC [9]–[11]. While the state-of-the-art solution
can guarantee the satisfactory performance of GFM-VSC itself
during the fault-ride through (FRT), it does not change the
fundamental nature that GFM-VSC is controlled as a current
source, rather than a voltage source, during grid faults, which
might limit the potential benefits of GFM-VSCs to the power
system during the fault period [8], [12]. As demonstrated by
simulation studies from National Grid ESO [13], the voltage
source behavior of GFM-VSC enables an almost instantaneous
(<5 ms) reactive current injection when it is subjecting to grid
faults, which is beneficial for boosting the grid voltage and
facilitates the fault recovery [8], [12], [13]. Yet, this benefit is
diminished if GFM-VSC is switched to the GFL control during
grid faults, with which, the orientation of the injected current
relies on the grid synchronization, and a much slower (>30 ms)
dynamics of reactive current injection is yielded [8], [12], [13].
Hence, there is an increasing demand for operating GFM-VSC
as a voltage source during grid faults, which can be found in
recent technical report from European Network of Transmission
System Operators for Electricity [14] and the draft grid code
from National grid ESO [15]. To that end, the current limitation
needs to be realized by directly limiting the output voltage of
VSC, rather than switching to the GFL control [16].

The virtual impedance (VI) control is commonly used to
limit the current of GFM-VSC while retaining its voltage
source behavior during grid faults, with which, the fault current
would introduce a fictitious voltage drop across the VI such
that the terminal voltage of VSC is naturally reduced [17].
Yet, the design of VI is nontrivial since it requires the prior
knowledge of fault conditions, which is often impossible in
practice [18]. Hence, the adaptive VI is recently introduced to
overcome the design challenge of the fixed VI [6], [19]–[21].
The basic idea of adaptive VI is to adjust the value of VI based
on the fault current magnitude, such that the current limitation
can be automatically realized without any prior knowledge of
fault conditions.

There have been increasing research efforts made on the
adaptive VI-based current limitation, such as its dynamic perfor-
mance enhancement [6], and clarifying its impact on the critical
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Fig. 1. GFM-VSC with the SLVM control and adaptive VI-based current limitation.

clearing time and the post-fault synchronization dynamics of
GFM-VSCs [19], [20]. However, in those works, the parameters
tuning of adaptive VI only considers the static fault current
limitation requirement, from which, only the proportional gain
of adaptive VI can be analytically derived [21]. The selection
of cutoff frequencies of low-pass filters (LPFs) used in adaptive
VI, which is critical to system’s small-signal stability, is often
made by trial and error. On the other hand, the parameters tuning
of power control loops of GFM-VSC often considers its normal
operation without using the adaptive VI [22]–[27]. Hence, the
small-signal stability of power control loops with the adaptive
VI activated remains unclear.

It is, therefore, important to develop a holistic modeling and
controller parameters tuning method for GFM-VSCs with the
adaptive VI. However, the adaptive VI control modifies the value
of VI based on the detected current magnitude, which is essen-
tially nonlinear and involves frequency-coupling dynamics, as
will be revealed later in this article. To the best knowledge of
authors, only a few attempts are recently reported to understand
the small-signal stability of GFM-VSC with adaptive VI [21].
Yet, only the numerical, rather than the analytical small-signal
model, is derived in [21], which offers limited insight on the
controller parameters tuning.

To fill this void, this article develops an analytical small-signal
model of GFM-VSC with the adaptive VI. It is, for the first time,
revealed that the nonlinearity of the adaptive VI control would
introduce the frequency coupling dynamics into GFM-VSCs,
which is found to be crucial to the stability of the system. On this
basis, a holistic parameters tuning method for different control
loops of GFM-VSC is proposed to guarantee the small-signal
stability of the system. Finally, experimental tests are performed
to corroborate the theoretical analysis and the proposed param-
eters tuning approach.

II. ADAPTIVE VI-BASED CURRENT LIMITATION

A. System Description

Fig. 1 shows the single-line diagram of a three-phase GFM-
VSC with adaptive VI-based current limitation. Instead of using

dual loop vector-voltage control, the single-loop voltage magni-
tude (SLVM) control is adopted in this article due to its superior
small-signal stability [25], [28]. The GFM-VSC is connected
to the point of common coupling (PCC) through an LC filter,
and Zg represents the grid impedance. Po/Qo and vo/io denote
the output active/reactive power and output voltage/current of
VSC, while vinv and vg are the inverter bridge voltage and
grid voltage, respectively. The GFM-VSC synchronizes with the
power grid through the active power control (APC), where the
active power-frequency (P–ω) droop control is used [7], which
is given by

θref =
1

s
[ωn +KAPC (Pref −GLPFpPo)] (1)

where θref is the angle reference that is used for dq transfor-
mation. ωn represents the nominal angular frequency. KAPC is
the P–ω droop coefficient. GLPFp = ωp/(s+ωp) represents the
first-order LPF used for the active power measurement with the
cutoff frequency ωp.

On the other hand, the voltage magnitude reference of GFM-
VSC is regulated by the reactive power control (RPC), e.g., the
reactive power–voltage (Q–V) droop control that is given by [7]

Vdref = Vn +KRPC (Qref −GLPFqQo) (2)

where Vdref is the voltage magnitude reference, while Vn is the
nominal voltage magnitude. KRPC is the Q–V droop coefficient.
GLPFq = ωq/(s+ωq) represents the first-order LPF used for the
reactive power measurement with the cutoff frequency ωq.

The SLVM control uses an integrator Kiv/s to regulate the

magnitude of output voltage of VSC (Vomag =
√
v2od + v2oq)

to follow Vdref [25], [28], and the first-order LPF GLPFv =
ωLPFv/(s+ωLPFv) with its cutoff frequency ωLPFv is adopted
to filter out high-frequency noise in Vomag. The active damping
resistor Rad is added at the output of the Kiv/s to damp the
synchronous resonance introduced by the power control [2].
It is worth mentioning that Rad is usually cascaded with a
high-pass filter GHPF = s/(s+ωHPF) to eliminate its impact on
the steady-state power control performance of GFM-VSC [2],
and ωHPF represents the cutoff frequency of GHPF.
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Fig. 2. Equivalent circuit of GFM-VSC under grid faults where adaptive VI
is activated.

The adaptive VI is used to limit the current of GFM-VSC
during grid faults, as shown in Fig. 1. Xv and Rv represent the
adaptive virtual reactor and resistor, respectively, and they are
given by [19]–[21]

Rv =

{
kR (GLPFiIomag − Ith) , if Iomag ≥ Ith
0, if Iomag < Ith

Xv = nX/RRv (3)

where Iomag represents the magnitude of output current of VSC
and Ith is the threshold current beyond which the adaptive VI
will be activated. kR is the proportional gain of adaptive virtual
resistor and nX/R represents the X/R ratio of adaptive VI. It is
also noted from Fig. 1 that LPFs are used for Iomag measurement
(i.e., GLPFi) and implementation of Xv and Rv (i.e., GLPFX and
GLPFR), and their transfer functions are given by

GLPFR (s) =
ωLPFR

s+ ωLPFR
(4.1)

GLPFX (s) =
ωLPFX

s+ ωLPFX
(4.2)

GLPFi (s) =
ωLPFi

s+ ωLPFi
(4.3)

where ωLPFR, ωLPFX, and ωLPFi represent the cutoff frequen-
cies of GLPFR, GLPFX, and GLPFi, respectively. These LPFs
have crucial impacts on system’s small-signal stability and will
be detailed in Sections III and IV.

In the end, the modulation signals in dq frame (md and mq)
will be transformed to abc frame through dq/abc transformation
in order to generate three-phase switching signals for VSC [7].
Gd(s) represents the transfer function of the time delay, i.e.,
Gd(s) = e−sTd, where Td is the time delay [29].

B. Tuning of Adaptive VI Based on Static Current Limit
Requirement

Fig. 2 illustrates the equivalent circuit of GFM-VSC under
grid faults where adaptive VI is activated. It is known from (3)
that there are two parameters, i.e., nX/R and kR, to be deter-
mined for implementing the adaptive VI. Generally, nX/R>3
is required to guarantee the inductive behavior of adaptive VI
[19]–[21], and nX/R = 5 is selected in this article. On the other
hand, kR should be tuned to enable GFM-VSC of limiting its
fault current within its current rating (Ilim) under the worst case,
i.e., the three-phase bolted fault at PCC [19]–[21]. In that case,
the PCC voltage approximates to zero and there are around 1
p.u. voltage being imposed on the adaptive VI and Lf, and the

Fig. 3. GFM-VSC with adaptive VI only.

magnitude of the static fault current can be calculated as

Iomag =
Vn√

R2
v + (Xv +Xf )

2
≤ Ilim. (5)

Substituting (3) into (5), the minimum value of kR that guar-
anteeing the static current limit performance can be calculated
as

kR ≥ kR_min =

−nX/RXf +

√(
n2
X/R + 1

)
V 2
n

I2
lim

−X2
f(

n2
X/R + 1

)
(Ilim − Ith)

.

(6)

III. SMALL-SIGNAL MODELING OF ADAPTIVE VI LOOP

The GFM control given by Fig. 1 exhibits a typical cascaded
control architecture, where the APC/RPC loops and the SLVM
control loop can be treated as outer loops due to their low control
bandwidth [25], whereas the adaptive VI control is served as
the inner loop. Following the standard design philosophy of
the cascaded control system that requires stabilizing the inner
loop first [30], this section and Section IV will perform the
small-signal modeling and parameters tuning of GFM-VSC
by considering the adaptive VI only, as shown in Fig. 3. The
dynamics of outer loops will be temporarily ignored but will be
reconsidered in Section V, and the impact of adaptive VI on the
parameters tuning of outer loops will also be addressed therein.

For clarity, the steady-state values of state variables are repre-
sented by capital letter with subscript 0, e.g., Iomag0 represents
the magnitude of steady-state output current of VSC. On the
other hand, the small-signal representations of state variables are
denoted with symbol “^,” e.g., îomag represents the magnitude
of output current of VSC under small-signal perturbation.

The magnitude of VSC’s output current is calculated as [20]

Iomag =
√

i2od + i2oq. (7)
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Linearizing (7) around the operating point iod = Iod0, ioq =
Ioq0, which yields

îomag =
∂Iomag

∂iod

∣∣∣
iod=Iod0

· îod + ∂Iomag

∂ioq

∣∣∣
ioq=Ioq0

· îoq
=

Iod0 îod+Ioq0 îoq√
I2
od0+I2

oq0

= Iod0
Iomag0

îod +
Ioq0

Iomag0
îoq.

(8)

The small-signal representation of Rv and Xv can be calculated
based on (3) and (8), which is given by (note that Ith is a constant
value and thus is omitted in the small-signal analysis)

R̂v = kRGLPFiîomag = kRGLPFi

(
Iod0

Iomag0
îod +

Ioq0
Iomag0

îoq

)
X̂v = nX/RR̂v.

(9)
It is known from Fig. 3 that the dynamics of modulation

signals in dq frame (md and mq) can be expressed as[
md

mq

]
=

[
Vd1

0

]
−GHPF

[
Rad 0
0 Rad

] [
iod
ioq

]

−
{
GLPFR

[
Rv 0
0 Rv

]
+GLPFX

[
0 −Xv

Xv 0

]}
[
iod
ioq

]
. (10)

It is worth noting that Rv and Xv in (10) are also state
variables. Therefore, the small-signal representation of (10) can
be expressed as[
m̂d

m̂q

]
=

[
v̂d1
0

]
−GHPF

[
Rad 0
0 Rad

] [
îod
îoq

]

−GLPFR

[
Rv0îod + Iod0R̂v 0

0 Rv0îoq + Ioq0R̂v

]

−GLPFX

[
0 −Xv0îoq − Ioq0X̂v

Xv0îod + Iod0X̂v 0

]
.

(11)

Substituting (9) into (11), which yields[
m̂d

m̂q

]
=

[
v̂d1
0

]
−GHPF

[
Rad 0
0 Rad

] [
îod
îoq

]

−GLPFR

[
Rvdd Rvdq

Rvqd Rvqq

] [
îod
îoq

]

−GLPFX

[−Xvqd −Xvqq

Xvdd Xvdq

] [
îod
îoq

]
(12)

where

Rvdd = Rv0 +GLPFikR
I2od0

Iomag0
(13.1)

Rvqq = Rv0 +GLPFikR
I2oq0

Iomag0
(13.2)

Rvdq = Rvqd = GLPFikR
Iod0Ioq0
Iomag0

(13.3)

Xvdd = nX/RRvdd (13.4)

Xvqq = nX/RRvqq (13.5)

Xvdq = Xvqd = nX/RRvdq = nX/RRvqd. (13.6)

Define Zv_totdq as the total VI matrix in dq frame, i.e.,

Zv_totdq = GHPF

[
Rad 0
0 Rad

]
+GLPFR

[
Rvdd Rvdq

Rvqd Rvqq

]

+GLPFX

[−Xvqd −Xvqq

Xvdd Xvdq

]
. (14)

Then, (12) can be rewritten as[
m̂d

m̂q

]
=

[
v̂d1
0

]
− Zv_totdq

[
îod
îoq

]
. (15)

It can be clearly observed from (13) and (14) that Zv_totdq is
asymmetric, i.e., Zv_totdq (1,1) � Zv_totdq (2,2), and Zv_totdq
(1,2)� −Zv_totdq (2,1) [31]–[34]. This asymmetry originates
from the adaptive VI that is dependent on the dynamics of current
magnitude îomag. As shown in (8), the dynamics of îomag is
contributed by both îod and îoq , which leads to the inherent
coupling between d- and q-axis, and ends up with an asymmetric
Zv_totdq.

Equation (15) can be further transformed to the complex-
vector representation by using the following transformation
matrix [31]–[34]: [

xdq

x∗
dq

]
=

[
1 j
1 −j

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

T

[
xd

xq

]
. (16)

Substituting (16) into (15), which yields[
m̂d

m̂q

]
=

[
v̂d1
0

]
− Zv_totdq

[
îod
îoq

]
⇔

T−1

[
m̂dq

m̂∗
dq

]
=

[
v̂d1
0

]
− Zv_totdqT

−1

[
îodq
î∗odq

]
⇔

[
m̂dq

m̂∗
dq

]
=

[
v̂d1
v̂d1

]
−TZv_totdqT

−1︸ ︷︷ ︸
Zv_totdqc

[
îodq
î∗odq

]
(17)

where

Zv_totdqc (1, 1) = GHPF (s)Rad

+GLPFR (s)

[
Rv0 +GLPFi (s)

kRImag0

2

]

+ jnX/RGLPFX (s)

[
Rv0 +GLPFi (s)

kRImag0

2

]
(18.1)

Zv_totdqc (1, 2) = kRGLPFi (s)

[
GLPFR (s)

I2od0 − I2oq0
2Imag0

−nX/RGLPFX (s)
Iod0Ioq0
Iomag0

]

+ jkRGLPFi (s)

[
GLPFR (s)

Iod0Ioq0
Iomag0

+nX/RGLPFX (s)
I2od0 − I2oq0
2Imag0

]
(18.2)
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Fig. 4. Block diagram of GFM-VSC with adaptive VI only.

Zv_totdqc (2, 1) = Zv_totdqc(1, 2)
∗ (18.3)

Zv_totdqc (2, 2) = Zv_totdqc(1, 1)
∗. (18.4)

It can be clearly observed from (18.2) and (18.3) that off-
diagonal elements of Zv_totdqc is nonzero due to the asymmetry
in Zv_totdq [31]–[34].

Equation (17) can be further transformed toαβ frame through
the frequency translation [31]–[32], which is given by[

m̂αβ (s)
m̂∗

αβ (s− 2jω0)

]
=

[
v̂d1 (s− jω0)
v̂d1 (s− jω0)

]
−Zv_totαβc (s)

[
îoαβ (s)

î∗oαβ (s− 2jω0)

] (19)

where

Zv_totαβc (s) = Zv_totdqc (s− jω0) . (20)

Equation (19) represents the small-signal model of the adap-
tive VI loop in αβ frame, where the frequency coupling dynam-
ics can be clearly observed from nonzero off-diagonal elements
of Zv_totαβc.

The circuit dynamics of VSC is given by [it is also expressed
in a multifrequency form to make it compatible with (19)]

[
îoαβ (s)

î∗oαβ (s− 2jω0)

]
=

[ v̂invαβ(s)−v̂oαβ(s)
sLf

v̂∗
invαβ(s−2jω0)−v̂∗

oαβ(s−2jω0)

(s−2jω0)Lf

]
(21)

where[
v̂invαβ (s)
v̂∗invαβ (s− 2jω0)

]
=

[
Gd (s) m̂αβ (s)
Gd (s− 2jω0) m̂

∗
αβ (s− 2jω0)

]
.

(22)
Equations (19)–(22) depict the complete small-signal model

of GFM-VSC by considering the impact of adaptive VI only,
whose block diagram is given in Fig. 4. It can be seen from Fig. 4
that additional inner loop is introduced by frequency coupling
terms, which is defined as frequency-coupled inner VI (FCIVI)
loop in this article. This FCIVI loop has not been reported in
previous work, yet it turns out to be crucial for the stability of
the system, which will be detailed in Section IV.

IV. PARAMETERS TUNING OF ADAPTIVE VI LOOP

A. Stabilizing FCIVI Loop

In order to guarantee the stability of the adaptive VI loop,
the FCIVI loop should be stabilized first. Fig. 5(a) shows the
FCIVI loop that is extracted from Fig. 4, which can be further
redrawn as a more familiar form shown in Fig. 5(b). Based on
Fig. 5(b), the closed-loop transfer function of the FCIVI loop
can be expressed as

Zserieseq (s) =
v̂z_coup (s)

îoαβ (s)

= Zv_totαβc12 (s)Zv_totαβc21 (s)Hcoup (s)
(23)

where

Hcoup (s) =
−Gd (s− 2jω0)

Gd (s− 2jω0)Zv_totαβc22 (s) + (s− 2jω0)Lf
.

(24)

The stability of the FCIVI loop requires no right-half plan
(RHP) poles in Zserieseq(s). It is known from (18) and (20) that
Zv_totαβc12(s) and Zv_totαβc21(s) are formed by proportional
gains (Rv0, kR, nX/R, etc.) and LPFs, which do not have RHP
poles. Therefore, Zserieseq(s) will be stable provided there are
no RHP poles in Hcoup(s), i.e., the open-loop gain of Hcoup(s)
satisfies the Nyquist stability criterion [30]. It is known from
Fig. 5(b) that the open-loop gain of Hcoup(s) is expressed as

Tcoup (s) =
Gd (s− 2jω0)Zv_totαβc22 (s)

(s− 2jω0)Lf
. (25)

1) Without LPFs: The analysis starts with the simplest case
by assuming all LPFs (GLPFi, GLPFX, and GLPFR) in Fig. 3 are
not used. In this case, Zv_totαβc22(s) can be calculated based on
(18) and (20), which is given by

Zv_totαβc22 (s) = GHPF (s− jω0)Rad +

(
Rv0 +

kRImag0

2

)

− jnX/R

(
Rv0 +

kRImag0

2

)
. (26)

It is known from (25) that Tcoup(s) is composed by three
terms: Zv_totαβc22(s), 1/(s−2jω0)Lf, and Gd(s−2jω0). The term
Zv_totαβc22(s) would introduce approximate −90° phase shift
due to the large imaginary part introduced by nX/R [see (26),
Rad is usually selected around 0.1 p.u. for the active damping
[2], while during faults when Imag0 = Ilim, (Rv0 +kRImag0/2)
and nX/R(Rv0 +kRImag0/2) is calculated as 0.33 and 1.66 p.u.,
respectively]. On the other hand, 1/(s−2jω0)Lf would introduce
another −90° phase shift in the frequency range ω>2ω0. By
further considering the phase lag caused by the time delay
term Gd(s−2jω0). The phase angle of Tcoup(s) would inevitably
crossover −180° in the frequency range beyond 2ω0, and the
FCIVI loop will become unstable if the magnitude of Tcoup(s)
is higher than 1 at this −180° crossover frequency. Based on
parameters given in Table I, Fig. 6 shows the bode diagram of
Tcoup(s) without using LPFs, where a negative gain margin (GM



7190 IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON POWER ELECTRONICS, VOL. 37, NO. 6, JUNE 2022

Fig. 5. (a) FCIVI loop in Fig. 4. (b) Equivalent representation of the FCIVI loop.

TABLE I
SYSTEM PARAMETERS

Fig. 6. Bode diagram of Tcoup(s) without using LPFs, unstable.

= −12.6 dB) can be clearly observed. The analysis in this part
highlights the risk of instability of the FCIVI loop provided LPFs
are not used when implementing the adaptive VI.

2) With LPFs: By considering LPFs GLPFi, GLPFX, and
GLPFR, Zv_totαβc22 can be calculated based on (18) and (20),
which yields

Zv_totαβc22 (s) = GHPF (s− jω0)Rad

+GLPFR (s− jω0)

[
Rv0 +GLPFi (s− jω0)

kRImag0

2

]

− jnX/RGLPFX (s− jω0)[
Rv0 +GLPFi (s− jω0)

kRImag0

2

]
. (27)

The impact of those LPFs on Zv_totαβc22 as well as the
stability of the FCIVI loop are analyzed as follows.

1) GLPFX: It is known from (27) that GLPFX can reduce
the magnitude of the imaginary part of Zv_totαβc22 in
ω>ωLPFX+ω0, which helps to boost the phase angle of
Zv_totαβc22, and hence, improve the stability of the FCIVI
loop.

2) GLPFR: In contrast to GLPFX, the magnitude of the
real part of Zv_totαβc22 will be reduced by GLPFR in
ω>ωLPFR+ω0, which introduces additional phase lag of
Zv_totαβc22 and would also jeopardize the stability of the
FCIVI loop.

3) GLPFi: It can be seen from (27) that the magnitude of both
the real and imaginary part of Zv_totαβc22 will be reduced
by GLPFi in a similar manner when ω>ωLPFi+ω0. Thus,
GLPFi would have a limited impact on the phase angle of
Zv_totαβc22, so as the stability of the FCIVI loop.

Therefore, only GLPFX will be adopted for implementing
adaptive VI, due to its positive impact on system stability. Hence,
(27) can be simplified as

Zv_totαβc22 (s) = GHPF (s− jω0)Rad +
(
Rv0 +

kRImag0

2

)
−jnX/RGLPFX (s− jω0)

(
Rv0 +

kRImag0

2

)
.

(28)
Then, ωLPFX should be carefully tuned to guarantee that

Tcoup satisfies the Nyquist stability criterion, which will be
elaborated in the following.

The magnitude of Tcoup is unity at its magnitude crossover
frequency ωc, i.e.,

|Tcoup (jωc)| = 1. (29)
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Substituting (25) and (28) into (29), and the result is given by
(30) at the bottom of the next page.

It should be noted that the cutoff frequency of GHPF is
usually selected around several Hz to guarantee a wide frequency
range of active damping [2], [24], and hence, GHPF can be
approximated as unity gain at ωc. On the other hand, ωLPFX

should be tuned to be much less than ωc−ω0 to minimize
Im[Zv_totαβc22(jωc)] for the phase margin (PM) improvement,
e.g.,

ωLPFX <
1

10
(ωc − ω0) . (31)

Therefore, GLPFX(s−jω0) can be approximated as follows at
ωc:

GLPFX (jωc − jω0)=
ωLPFX

j (ωc − ω0) + ωLPFX
≈ ωLPFX

j (ωc − ω0)
.

(32)
Substituting (32) into (30), which leads to

|Tcoup (jωc)|
≈ Rad+

(
1−nX/RωLPFX

ωc−ω0

)(
Rv0+

kRImag0
2

)

(ωc−2ω0)Lf
= 1.

(33)

Solving ωLPFX from (33), which yields

ωLPFX = ωc−ω0

nX/R

(
Rv0+

kRImag0
2

) ·[
Rad +Rv0 +

kRImag0

2 − (ωc − 2ω0)Lf

]
.

(34)

SinceωLPFX ≥0, the maximum value ofωc can be calculated
from (34), i.e.,

ωcmax = 2ω0 +
1

Lf

(
Rad +Rv0 +

kRImag0

2

)
. (35)

Based on the Nyquist stability criterion, the FCIVI loop is
stable provided the phase angle of Tcoup does not cross −180°
in the frequency range [2ω0, ωc], i.e.,

∠Tcoup (jω) > −180◦, ω ∈ [2ω0, ωc] . (36)

Substituting (25) and (28) into (36), which yields

ωLPFX <
(ω − ω0)

(
1−√

1− 4b
)

2a
= f (ω) , ω ∈ [2ω0, ωc]

(37)
where

a =

(
Rad +Rv0 +

kRImag0

2

)
nX/R

(
Rv0 +

kRImag0

2

) − 1

K
(38.1)

Fig. 7. Range of ωLPFX that guarantees the stability of Tcoup(s).

Fig. 8. Bode diagram of Tcoup(s) with GLPFX only. (a) ωLPFX = 2π·10
(rad/s), stable. (b) ωLPFX = 2π·50 (rad/s), unstable.

b =

(
Rad +Rv0 +

kRImag0

2

)2

n2
X/R

(
Rv0 +

kRImag0

2

)2 −
(
Rad +Rv0 +

kRImag0

2

)
nX/RK

(
Rv0 +

kRImag0

2

)
(38.2)

K = cot [(ωcmax − 2ω0)Td] . (38.3)

Since a and b in (38) are constant values, it is known from
(37) that f(ω) reaches its minimum when ω = 2ω0. Therefore,
(36) can be satisfied if and only if ωLPFX < f(2ω0), i.e.,

ωLPFX < f (2ω0) =
ω0

(
1−√

1− 4b
)

2a
= ωLPFX_max.

(39)
Fig. 7 visualizes the relationship between ωLPFX and ωc

based on (34), as well as other constraints of ωLPFX given by
(31) and (39). The bold solid curve in Fig. 7 highlights the range
of ωLPFX that satisfies (31), (34), and (39) so as to guarantee
the stability of the FCIVI loop. Based on parameters given in
Table I, this range is calculated as (0 rad/s, 2π·13.1 rad/s).

Fig. 8 shows the bode diagram of Tcoup with GLPFX only,
and ωLPFX is selected as 2π·10 (rad/s) in Fig. 8(a) and 2π·50
(rad/s) in Fig. 8(b). It is clear that the FCIVI loop is stable when

|Tcoup (jωc)|=
∣∣e−j(ωc−2ω0)Td

∣∣
(ωc−2ω0)Lf

∣∣∣∣GHPF (jωc−jω0)Rad+

(
Rv0+

kRImag0

2

)
−jnX/RGLPFX (jωc−jω0)

(
Rv0+

kRImag0

2

)∣∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣GHPF (jωc − jω0)Rad +
(
Rv0 +

kRImag0

2

)
− jnX/RGLPFX (jωc − jω0)

(
Rv0 +

kRImag0

2

)∣∣∣
(ωc − 2ω0)Lf

= 1 (30)
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Fig. 9. Bode diagram of Tcoup(s). (a) With GLPFR only, ωLPFR = 2π·10
(rad/s), unstable. (b) With GLPFi only, ωLPFi = 2π·10 (rad/s), unstable.

Fig. 10. Equivalent representation of the adaptive VI loop.

ωLPFX is selected in the range given in Fig. 7, as dictated by the
positive PM of Tcoup given by Fig. 8(a). Otherwise it might be
unstable, as shown in Fig. 8(b). The results given in Fig. 8 verify
the effectiveness of the proposed parameters tuning method.

In order to visualize the impact of GLPFR and GLPFi on the
stability of the FCIVI loop, Fig. 9(a) and (b) shows the bode
diagram of Tcoup with GLPFR only (GLPFi only) and ωLPFR

= 2π·10 (rad/s) [ωLPFi = 2π·10 (rad/s)]. The negative GM of
Tcoup can be observed no matter GLPFR or GLPFi is adopted,
indicating that none of these LPFs are capable of stabilizing the
FCIVI loop, which is in accordance with the analysis presented
at the beginning of this part.

B. Stabilizing Adaptive VI Loop

As dictated by (23) and Fig. 5(b), the FCIVI loop emulates an
additional VI Zserieseq that is series connected with Zv_totαβc11.
Therefore, the adaptive VI loop given in Fig. 4 can be equivalent
as that given in Fig. 10, based on which, its open-loop gain TAVI

is expressed as

TAVI =
Gd (s)

sLf
[Zv_totαβc11 (s) + Zserieseq (s)] (40)

where

Zv_totαβc11 (s) = GHPF (s− jω0)Rad +
(
Rv0 +

kRImag0

2

)
+jnX/RGLPFX (s− jω0)

(
Rv0 +

kRImag0

2

)
.

(41)

It is known from (40) that the term 1/(sLf) would introduce
90° phase shift in the negative frequency range (ω < 0), in which
the additional phase leading would be further yielded due to the
delay term Gd(s). Therefore, TAVI(s) is prone to crossing over
180° in ω < 0 if phase angle of Zv_totαβc11(s) approximates

Fig. 11. Bode diagram of TAVI(s). (a) Without GLPFX, unstable. (b) With
GLPFX and ωLPFX = 2π·10 (rad/s), stable.

90°, which corresponds to the case that GLPFX is not adopted,
see (41). Fig. 11(a) shows the bode diagram of TAVI(s) without
GLPFX, where a negative gain margin (GM = −6.5 dB) can
be clearly observed, indicating the instability of the adaptive VI
loop.

Therefore, GLPFX turns out to be crucial in stabilizing both
the FCIVI and the adaptive VI loop. Yet, it is nontrivial to
formulate an analytic design guideline of ωLPFX for stabilizing
the adaptive VI loop, due to the complex representation of
Zserieseq in (40). Hence, a trial-and-error method is adopted in
this part, i.e., ωLPFX is first selected as its maximum possible
value based on Fig. 7 to guarantee the stability of the FCIVI loop.
Then, it is gradually reduced until the adaptive VI loop becomes
stable i.e., TAVI(s) satisfies the Nyquist stability criterion.

It is known from Fig. 7 that ωLPFX_max = 2π·13.1 (rad/s).
Based on the parameters given in Table I, the adaptive VI loop
is already stable even with ωLPFX = ωLPFX_max, and hence,
ωLPFX = 2π·10 (rad/s) is selected in this article. Fig. 11(b)
shows the bode diagram of TAVI(s) withωLPFX = 2π·10 (rad/s),
where a positive PM can be clearly observed.

To further provide a holistic illustration on the parametric
impact of different LPFs on the stability of the adaptive VI loop,
Fig. 12 shows the root loci of the adaptive VI loop with different
LPFs in respect to variations of their cutoff frequencies from 5
to 100 Hz (for clarity, only dominant poles of the system are
given). It can be observed from Fig. 12(a) that the adaptive
VI loop can be stabilized with GLPFX only, as the dominant
poles move from the RHP to the left-half plane with the reduced
cutoff frequency of GLPFX. The critical cutoff frequency of
GLPFX beyond which the system is unstable is identified as
ωLPFX_critical = 2π·20.4 (rad/s). It is noted that ωLPFX_critical
is a little bit higher than ωLPFX_max calculated in (39), which
is not surprising since the simplification adopted in (32) would
lead to a little bit conservative prediction of ωLPFX_max. On the
other hand, even though the dominant poles also move leftwards
with the reduced cutoff frequency of GLPFi, it is still in the
RHP even a very small cutoff frequency [i.e., ωLPFi = 2π·5
(rad/s)] is adopted, see Fig. 12(b). Hence, the adaptive VI loop
can hardly be stabilized by using GLPFi only. Moreover, using
GLPFR only cannot stabilize the adaptive VI loop either. As
shown in Fig. 12(c), the dominant poles are always in the RHP
and their positions are hardly affected by the cutoff frequency
of GLPFR.
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Fig. 12. Root loci of the adaptive VI loop with different LPFs. (a) With GLPFX

only, and ωLPFX is reduced from 2π·100 to 2π·5 (rad/s). (b) With GLPFi only,
and ωLPFi is reduced from 2π·100 to 2π·5 (rad/s). (c) With GLPFR only, and
ωLPFR is reduced from 2π·100 to 2π·5 (rad/s).

V. SMALL-SIGNAL MODELING AND PARAMETERS TUNING OF

OUTER LOOPS

After stabilizing the adaptive VI loop, the parameters of outer
loops, i.e., APC/RPC loops and the SLVM control loop should
be further tuned to guarantee the stable operation of GFM-VSC
in both the steady-state and fault conditions. Yet, it is known
from Fig. 1 that the output of the SLVM control, i.e., Vd1, will
be saturated during grid faults as Vomag<Vdref, which naturally
bypasses the RPC and the SLVM control. Hence, the parameters
tuning of the RPC loop and the SLVM control loop only need
to consider the steady-state operation of GFM-VSC without
adaptive VI, which is well documented in [22], [23].

Fig. 13. Controller dq frame and system dq frame.

On the other hand, the parameters tuning of the APC loop
should consider the dynamics of adaptive VI as APC still oper-
ates during grid faults, which will be detailed in the following.

A. Small-Signal Modeling of the APC Loop Considering
Dynamics of Adaptive VI

By considering the dynamics of the APC, there are two
rotating dq frames of GFM-VSC [24]: one is the controller-dq
frame that is defined by the output phase angle of the APC, and
another is the system-dq frame that is aligned with phase angle
of the grid voltage, as shown in Fig. 13. For clarity, superscript
s represents the variables in the system-dq frame, while the
superscript c denotes the variables in the controller-dq frame.

Define δ as the phase angle difference between the controller-
dq frame and the system-dq frame, i.e., δ = θref − θg. Then the
relationships between the state variables in the controller-dq
frame and the system-dq frame are given by

xc
dq = e−jδxs

dq. (42)

The small-signal representation of (42) is expressed as

x̂c
dq = e−jδ0 x̂s

dq − jXs
dq0e

−jδ0 δ̂ ⇔[
x̂c
d

x̂c
q

]
=

[
cos δ0 sin δ0
− sin δ0 cos δ0

] [
x̂s
d

x̂s
q

]

+ δ̂

[
cos δ0 sin δ0
− sin δ0 cos δ0

] [
Xs

q0

−Xs
d0

]
. (43)

It is known from (15) that the dynamics of inverter bridge
voltage in the controller-dq frame can be expressed as (v̂d1 =
0 due to the saturation of the SLVM control, and the control
delay is also omitted due to its limited impact on low-frequency
dynamics that is of concern when designing APC [22]–[24])[

v̂cinvd
v̂cinvq

]
=

[
m̂c

d

m̂c
q

]
= −Zv_totdq

[
îcod
îcoq

]
. (44)

Transform (44) to the system-dq frame based on (43), which
yields[

v̂sinvd
v̂sinvq

]
= − Zv_totdq

[
îsod
îsoq

]

+

(
Zv_totdq

[−Isoq0
Isod0

]
+

[−V s
invq0

V s
invd0

])
δ̂. (45)

It is known from [23] that the output capacitor branch in Fig. 1
can be treated as open circuit when designing the APC due to
its large impedance in the low-frequency range. Therefore, the
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Fig. 14. Block diagram of the APC loop.

circuit dynamics can be expressed as[
vsinvd
vsinvq

]
−
[
vsgd
vsgq

]
=

[
sL −ω0L
ω0L sL

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

ZL

[
isod
isoq

]
(46.1)

[
vsod
vsoq

]
−
[
vsgd
vsgq

]
=

[
sLg −ω0Lg

ω0Lg sLg

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

ZLg

[
isod
isoq

]
(46.2)

where

L = Lf + Lg. (47)

Considering v̂sgd = 0and v̂sgq = 0. The small-signal repre-
sentation of (46) is given by[

v̂sinvd
v̂sinvq

]
= ZL

[
îsod
îsoq

]
(48.1)

[
v̂sod
v̂soq

]
= ZLg

[
îsod
îsoq

]
. (48.2)

Substituting (48.1) into (45), which yields[
îsod
îsoq

]

= (ZL + Zv_totdq)
−1

(
Zv_totdq

[−Isoq0
Isod0

]
+

[−V s
invq0

V s
invd0

])
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Giδ

δ̂.

(49)

The output active power of GFM-VSC is calculated as [23]

po =
3

2

(
vsodi

s
od + vsoqi

s
oq

)
. (50)

The small-signal representation of (50) is given by

p̂o =
3

2

([
V s
od0 V s

oq0

] [ îsod
îsoq

]
+
[
Isod0 Isoq0

] [ v̂sod
v̂soq

])
. (51)

Substituting (48.2) and (49) into (51), which yields

GPδ =
p̂o

δ̂
=

3

2

([
V s
od0 V s

oq0

]
+
[
Isod0 Isoq0

]
ZLg

)
Giδ.

(52)
Fig. 14 shows the block diagram of the APC loop, and its loop

gain can be derived as

TAPC =
KAPC

s

ωp

s+ ωp
GPδ (s) . (53)

Fig. 15. Bode diagram of APC with and without adaptive VI.

B. Impact of Adaptive VI Loop on Parameters Tuning
of APC Loop

It is known from [7], [35], and [36] that the stability of GFM-
VSC is degraded under stiffer grid conditions, and hence, the
worst case, i.e., Lg = 0, is considered here for designing the
APC loop. Therefore, (52) can be simplified as

GPδ =
3

2

[
V s
od0 V s

oq0

]
Giδ. (54)

As the starting point, the parameters of the APC loop are tuned
to guarantee the stability of GFM-VSC under the steady-state
operation where the adaptive VI is not activated. In this case,
(54) can be further deduced as [7]

GPδ =
3

2

VomVinvm (−sL sin δ0 + ω0L cos δ0)

(GHPFRad + sL)2 + (ω0L)
2 (55)

where Vom and Vinvm represent the magnitude of output voltage
and inverter bridge voltage, respectively.

It is known from Fig. 14 that there are two parameters, i.e.,
KAPC and ωp, to be tuned. KAPC represents the P–ω droop
coefficient and its value is usually determined by the grid code.
In this article, KAPC = 0.02 p.u. is selected based on the
requirement of EN 50438 [37]. On the other hand, ωp should be
tuned to guarantee enough PM of TAPC. Following the design
guideline given in [22]–[24], ωp = 2π·50 (rad/s) is selected in
this article. The bode diagram of TAPC during the steady-state
operation of GFM-VSC is dictated by the solid line in Fig. 15,
where a positive PM (PM = 53.1°) can be clearly observed.

Then, further investigation is performed to check whether
the APC loop is still stable during grid faults. The dashed line
in Fig. 15 illustrates the bode diagram of TAPC during grid
faults. It can be seen that the magnitude of TAPC is reduced
in this scenario, indicating even better stability performance
compared with that during the steady-state operation. The loop
gain reduction of TAPC can be intuitively understood from (55).
During grid faults, the numerator of (55) will be reduced due
to the reduced output voltage and inverter bridge voltage. In
contrast, the denominator of (55) will be increased due to the
additional VI introduced by the adaptive VI control. Hence, both



WU AND WANG: SMALL-SIGNAL MODELING AND CONTROLLER PARAMETERS TUNING OF GRID-FORMING VSCS 7195

TABLE II
CONTROLLER PARAMETERS

the smaller numerator and larger denominator contribute to the
reduction of GPδ during grid faults, so as to TAPC.

The analysis in this section highlights that even though the
dynamics of the APC loop is affected by adaptive VI during
grid faults, its stability is not jeopardized. Hence, parameters
tuning of the APC loop can still follow the guideline given in
previous article that considering the steady-state operation of
GFM-VSC only.

Based on abovementioned design guidelines, parameters of
different control loops of GFM-VSC can be finally calculated,
as listed in Table II.

C. Discussion

It is noted that the proposed controller parameters tuning
method is based on the small-signal model of GFM-VSC that
is developed by linearizing the system at the specific operating
point. Therefore, this method can be adopted to guarantee a
stable operating point of GFM-VSC during grid faults, which
is the precondition (necessary condition) for a stable FRT. Yet,
GFM-VSC may still fail to converge to this stable operating
point during grid faults, due to its nonlinear behavior that cannot
be captured in the small-signal model. This convergence issue
should be further assessed by performing large-signal stability
analysis, which will be investigated in our future article.

VI. SIMULATION AND EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

The nonlinear time-domain simulations and experimental
tests are carried out to validate the small-signal model and
the proposed parameters tuning method for GFM-VSC. The
parameters given in in Tables I and II are adopted in simulation
and experimental tests. The simulation is performed on the
switching model of a three-phase VSC in MATLAB/Simulink,
which is set as the same as the experiment.

Fig. 16 illustrates the configuration of the experimental setup,
where the control algorithm is implemented in the DS1007
dSPACE system. In order to capture the dynamic impact of
adaptive VI on the current limitation performance, Xv and Iomag,
that are calculated based on (3) and (7), are outputted through the

Fig. 16. Configuration of the experimental setup.

DS2102 high-speed D/A board and then sent to the oscilloscope
for measurement.

A. Verifications on the Small-Signal Model

Based on the small-signal model developed in Section V, the
output impedance matrix of GFM-VSC with adaptive VI in αβ
frame can be calculated as (see Appendix A for the detailed
deviation process)[

v̂oαβ (s)
v̂∗oαβ (s− 2jω0)

]
=

[
ZGFMαβ11 (s) ZGFMαβ12 (s)
ZGFMαβ21 (s) ZGFMαβ22 (s)

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

ZGFMαβ(s)

[
îoαβ (s)

î∗oαβ (s− 2jω0)

]
.

(56)
In order to verify the accuracy of the theoretical model,

impedance measurement of GFM-VSC with adaptive VI is per-
formed in MATLAB/Simulink, and the results are given by blue
circles in Fig. 17. It can be seen that the impedance measurement
results match well with theoretical calculations, which verifies
the accuracy of the developed small-signal model.

B. Verifications on Small-Signal Stability Analysis

To verify the small-signal stability analysis results given in
Section IV, the experimental tests are performed by operating
GFM-VSC under the same operating point that is used in the
theoretical analysis (Vg = 0.2 p.u.), and the adaptive VI is
activated in this scenario to avoid the overcurrent of GFM-VSC.
As shown in Fig. 18, the GFM-VSC is initially operated stably
with GLPFX only andωLPFX = 2π·10 (rad/s)<ωLPFX_critical.
Yet, it becomes unstable by increasing ωLPFX to 2π·50 (rad/s)
that is beyond ωLPFX_critical, which is dictated by amplified
oscillations in the voltage and current of VSC, as shown in
Fig. 18(a), and VSC is finally blocked to avoid the damage.
The experimental tests confirm the stability analysis given by
Fig. 12(a).

Moreover, small-signal stability analysis given by Fig. 12(b)
and (c) reveal that GFM-VSC cannot be stabilized with GLPFR

or GLPFi only. Those predictions are verified by experimental
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Fig. 17. Theoretically calculated and measured output impedance matrix of
GFM-VSC with adaptive VI in αβ frame. (a) ZGFMαβ11. (b) ZGFMαβ12.
(c) ZGFMαβ21. (d) ZGFMαβ22.

results given in Fig. 18(b) and (c). It can be seen that GFM-VSC
becomes unstable after switching GLPFX to GLPFR or GLPFi,
even though a very small cutoff frequency is used in GLPFR or
GLPFi [ωLPFR = 2π·10 (rad/s), ωLPFi = 2π·10 (rad/s)].

C. Tests of GFM-VSC Under Large Disturbances

Fig. 19 shows the dynamic response of GFM-VSC during
grid faults where Vg drops from 1 to 0.2 p.u. As pointed out in
Section V-C, having a stable operation point during grid faults
is the precondition (necessary condition) for the large-signal
stability, i.e., the unstable FRT is inevitable if the system is small-
signal unstable at Vg = 0.2 p.u., which corresponds to cases
that no LPFs is adopted in adaptive VI, using only GLPFR or
GLPFi in adaptive VI, or using GLPFX in adaptive VI with too
high cutoff frequency (ωLPFX > ωLPFX_critical), as verified by
experimental results in Fig. 19(a)–(d).

The theoretical analysis and experimental test have verified
that GMF-VSC is small-signal stable at Vg=0.2 p.u. by adopting
GLPFX only with ωLPFX = 2π·10 (rad/s) < ωLPFX_critical.
The experimental test given in Fig. 19(e) shows that a stable
FRT of GFM-VSC can also be guaranteed with these controller
parameter settings. It can be seen that the adaptive VI is auto-
matically activated during grid faults, and the steady-state fault
current is limited to 1.5 p.u. as expected. The overshoot of fault
current with a peak value around 1.9 p.u. can also be observed
at the instant of grid faults. This is acceptable as VSC is usually
designed with the capability to withstand 2.0 p.u. current within

Fig. 18. Experimental results of GFM-VSC operating under Vg = 0.2 p.u,
and GFM-VSC is initially operated with GLPFX only with ωLPFX = 2π·10
(rad/s). (a) Cutoff frequency of GLPFX is increased from 10 to 50 Hz. (b) Switch
GLPFX withωLPFX = 2π·10 (rad/s) to GLPFR withωLPFR = 2π·10 (rad/s).
(c) Switch GLPFX withωLPFX=2π·10 (rad/s) to GLPFi withωLPFi=2π·10
(rad/s).

a short period [5]. Nevertheless, the theoretical justification of
this stable FRT should be made based on the large-signal stability
analysis, which is our future work.

In practice, not only the grid voltage, but also the equivalent
grid impedance would change during grid faults due to the
impact of the fault impedance. In order to further investigate the
performance of GFM-VSC under a practical grid fault scenario,
the time-domain simulation is carried out by considering the sys-
tem configuration given by Fig. 20. The GFM-VSC is connected
to the power grid through two paralleled transmission lines Zg1

(0.05 p.u.) and Zg2 (0.1 p.u.). Then, a three-phase to ground fault
is applied to Zg2 with fault impedance Zgnd (0.05 p.u.). After
200 ms, the fault is cleared by opening circuit breakers S3 and
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Fig. 19. Experimental results of GFM-VSC during grid faults (Vg drops to
0.2 p.u.) (a) No LPFs, unstable. (b) With GLPFR only and ωLPFR = 2π·10
(rad/s), unstable. (c) With GLPFi only and ωLPFi = 2π·10 (rad/s), unstable.
(d) With GLPFX only and ωLPFX = 2π·50 (rad/s), unstable. (e) With GLPFX

only and ωLPFX = 2π·10 (rad/s), stable.

Fig. 20. Simulation setup of GFM-VSC with Zg1 = 0.05 p.u., Zg2 = 0.1 p.u.,
and Zgnd = 0.05 p.u.

Fig. 21. Simulation results of GFM-VSC subjecting a three-phase to ground
fault with Zg1 = 0.05 p.u., Zg2 = 0.1 p.u., and Zgnd = 0.05 p.u.

S4. With this configuration, both grid voltage and equivalent
grid impedance will change at the instant of grid fault as well as
fault recovery.

Fig. 21 shows the simulation result of GFM-VSC with GLPFX

only and ωLPFX = 2π·10 (rad/s). It can be seen that the output
voltage and current of GFM-VSC experience some oscillations
at the instant of grid fault and fault recovery, due to the abrupt
change of grid voltage and equivalent grid impedance. Never-
theless, the adaptive VI is still correctly activated to limit the
steady-state fault current to 1.5 p.u. Moreover, it can be seen
that the adaptive VI is automatically disabled after the fault
clearance, and GFM-VSC is naturally switched back to the
normal operation. The simulation results show that GFM-VSC
with the designed adaptive VI also works well under a practical
grid fault scenario.

VI. CONCLUSION

This article discusses the small-signal modeling and parame-
ters tuning of GFM-VSCs with adaptive VI control. The major
findings of this article are summarized as follows.

1) The frequency coupling dynamics of GFM-VSC is yielded
due to the adaptive VI control that couples the current
magnitude dynamics and the VI dynamics. This frequency
coupling dynamics can be depicted by the FCIVI loop,
which is crucial to the system stability.

2) Different from GLPFR and GLPFi that has limited
or even adverse impact on system stability, GLPFX
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contributes to stabilizing the system. Hence, only GLPFX

is recommended for implementing the adaptive VI. A
systematic tuning of ωLPFX of GLPFX is proposed in the
article to stabilize the FCIVI loop and the adaptive VI loop.

3) The adaptive VI control, when activated, would lower the
loop gain of the APC loop, which does not jeopardize its
small-signal stability. Therefore, parameters tuning of the
APC loop can still follow the guideline that considering
the steady-state operation of GFM-VSC only.

All the findings are elaborated theoretically and confirmed by
simulation and experimental tests.

APPENDIX A

The circuit dynamics of GFM-VSC can be expressed as[
vsinvd
vsinvq

]
−
[
vsod
vsoq

]
=

[
sLf −ω0Lf

ω0Lf sLf

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

ZLf

[
isod
isoq

]
. (A.1)

Considering the impact of the delay term, (45) can be rewritten
as [

v̂sinvd
v̂sinvq

]
= −GdZv_totdq

[
îsod
îsoq

]

+

(
GdZv_totdq

[−Isoq0
Isod0

]
+

[−V s
invq0

V s
invd0

])
δ̂.

(A.2)

Substituting (A.2) into (A.1), which yields

−
[
v̂sod
v̂soq

]
= (ZLf +GdZv_totdq)︸ ︷︷ ︸

Zcon

[
îsod
îsoq

]

+

(
GdZv_totdq

[
Ioqs 0
0 −Iods

]
+

[
Vinvqs 0
0 −Vinvds

])
︸ ︷︷ ︸

M

[
δ̂

δ̂

]
.

(A.3)
It is known from Fig. 14 that δ̂ can be expressed as

δ̂ = −1

s
KAPCGLPFpp̂o. (A.4)

Substituting (A.4) and (51) into (A.3), the output impedance
matrix of GFM-VSC in dq frame can be calculated as[

v̂sod
v̂soq

]
= (I+MIodq)

−1 (Zcon +MVodq)︸ ︷︷ ︸
ZGFMdq

[
îsod
îsoq

]
(A.5)

where

Vodq =
3

2

[
−GLPFpKAPC

s Vods −GLPFpKAPC

s Voqs

−GLPFpKAPC

s Vods −GLPFpKAPC

s Voqs

]
(A.6)

Iodq =
3

2

[
−GLPFpKAPC

s Iods −GLPFpKAPC

s Ioqs
−GLPFpKAPC

s Iods −GLPFpKAPC

s Ioqs

]
. (A.7)

The dq-framed impedance matrix given in (A.5) can be further
transformed to αβ frame with complex-vector representation

[31]–[34], i.e.,[
v̂oαβ (s)
v̂∗oαβ (s− 2jω0)

]
= ZGFMαβ (s)

[
îoαβ (s)

î∗oαβ (s− 2jω0)

]
(A.8)

where

ZGFMαβ (s) = ZGFMdqc (s− jω0) (A.9)

ZGFMdqc (s) = TZGFMdq (s)T
−1 (A.10)

where matrix T is given by (16).
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