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Abstract—To compensate for the voltage deviation at the point of
common coupling (PCC) without communication links among dis-
tributed generations (DGs) in an islanded microgrid, proportional-
integral regulator based secondary voltage control (PI-SVC) has
been proposed in the literature. However, PI-SVC will degrade
reactive power sharing performances, resulting from the activation
time differences of secondary control. Moreover, PI-SVC may even
cause reactive power divergence because of inaccurate estimated
PCC voltages among DGs. To achieve precise PCC voltage restora-
tion and maintain excellent reactive power sharing performance,
this article proposes a small-ac-signal injection based secondary
voltage control (SACS-SVC) in which an additional small-ac-signal
(SACS) is injected into the output voltage of each DG. An additional
positive droop relation is built between the injected SACS frequency
and the voltage compensation value, which can be trimmed to
be equal in each DG. As a result, PCC voltage deviations can be
eliminated and reactive power sharing performances can be main-
tained. Meanwhile, the parameters of the proposed SACS-SVC are
comprehensively designed through a small-signal differential mode
model of the system. The effectiveness of the proposed method is
demonstrated by the simulation and experimental results.

Index Terms—Decentralized secondary control, microgrid, point
of common coupling, signal injection.

I. INTRODUCTION

W ITH the expansion of renewable energy resources and
increased environmental awareness, the use of micro-

grids is becoming a promising solution as a means of integrating
different distributed generations (DGs) into power systems [1],
which exhibits flexible controllability in both grid-connected
and islanded modes. Parallel structured inverters are widely used
in the hybrid photovoltaic microgrid [2], [3], [4] operating in
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Fig. 1. Energy storage system with parallel inverters in a typical hybrid
photovoltaic microgrid operating in islanded mode.

islanded mode, as shown in Fig. 1, where the energy storage
system consists of multiple inverters connected to a point of
common coupling (PCC) through distribution cables and pro-
vide active and reactive power to the loads. Therefore, it is of vital
importance to study the control methods of parallel inverters in
the islanded microgrids.

Droop control is widely applied to achieve equally active
power sharing among DGs without communication links in
the islanded microgrid. Although the mismatched feeder
impedance will lead to poor reactive power sharing, it still can
be improved by the virtual impedance [5], [6], [7]. However,
the major drawback of droop control is the tradeoff between
accurate power sharing and voltage regulation; i.e., the steeper
the droop coefficient is set, the better the power sharing can be
guaranteed, but it results in larger output voltage deviations in
transients.

To eliminate frequency and amplitude deviations of volt-
age, extra control loops based on a hierarchical control
architecture are integrated into the inverter [1], [8], [9], [10].
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In this architecture, droop control method is adopted in the pri-
mary control while the secondary control is responsible for the
deviation compensation. In terms of secondary voltage control in
microgrids, considerable research [11], [12], [13] has focused
on DG’s terminal voltage compensation, while other research
aimed to compensate voltage at PCC. However, PCC voltage is
usually the main concern because the loads are connected to the
PCC. Therefore, maintaining the stability of PCC voltage would
greatly enhance the power supply reliability of the islanded
microgrids [14], [15].

Unlike voltage compensation at the DG terminal in which
the local controller can directly measure the output volt-
age, the challenge confronting voltage compensation at the
PCC is the difficulty for the local controller to measure PCC
voltage because of the geographical distance between the
DG terminal and the PCC in the microgrid. Existing sec-
ondary voltage control methods at the PCC can be further
categorized into PCC voltage sampling-based and PCC volt-
age estimation-based methods according to the PCC voltage
acquisition.

In the PCC voltage sampling-based methods, the PCC voltage
is sampled and sent to each DG via communication links. In [16],
[17], and [18], a central controller was deployed to measure
the PCC voltage and generate the voltage compensation value
by a proportional-integral (PI) regulator, which is then sent to
the local controller via communication links. However, a single
point of failure in the centralized schemes will decrease the
reliability of the entire system. To reduce the dependency on
the central controller, distributed methods only rely on com-
munication among DGs. In [19], a consensus-based distributed
cooperative control was proposed to achieve proportional power
sharing, PCC voltage and frequency restoration via a commu-
nication network. A distributed optimal control was proposed
in [20] to minimize the voltage deviations and achieve accurate
power sharing, but massive computation was unavoidable. A
proportional regulator based decentralized scheme proposed
in [21] sampled the PCC voltage using the local controller.
However, transmission delay was not considered and the voltage
cannot be fully compensated. In summary, the PCC voltage
sampling-based methods need communication links, resulting
in high costs and low reliability.

In contrast, the PCC voltage estimation-based secondary volt-
age control method only requires the feeder impedance informa-
tion to estimate the PCC voltage without communication links. A
filtered tracking error-based decentralized method was proposed
in [22] to regulate the PCC voltage and achieve proportional
load power sharing. However, computation burden were heavy
and unidirectional low-bandwidth communication links were
still needed to update the parameters when the loads changed. To
further simplify the secondary control algorithm and reduce the
reliance on communication links, proportional-integral regulator
based secondary voltage control (PI-SVC) with a decentralized
scheme has been proposed in [23] and [24]. In this scheme, the
estimated PCC voltage is used as the input of the PI regulator to
generate the voltage compensation value. The PCC voltage can
be precisely restored and the feeder impedance information is
the only constant required.

However, PI-SVC has two limitations. On one hand, the
different activation times of PI-SVC in each DG cause the
integrators to generate different voltage compensation values.
Because voltage compensation value can affect both voltage
amplitude and output reactive power in droop control, dif-
ferent voltage compensation values can also lead to reac-
tive power sharing deterioration. On the other hand, inac-
curate feeder impedance information will lead to inaccurate
estimated PCC voltage among DGs, which will cause sta-
bility issue during the voltage restoration process with PI-
SVC. Specifically, the voltage compensation value of PI-
SVC will continuously accumulate until the estimated PCC
voltage equals to the nominal voltage because of the zero-steady-
error feature of the PI regulator. However, because of the inaccu-
rate feeder impedance, the estimated PCC voltage in each DG is
different, so the integrator in PI-SVC of each DG will incessantly
accumulate. Consequently, the voltage compensation values as
well as the reactive power of DGs will diverge from each other,
which causes system failure.

To tackle aforementioned limitations of PI-SVC, this article
improved the PI-SVC into a small-ac-signal injection based
secondary voltage control (SACS-SVC). The contributions of
this article are summarized as follows.

1) The cause and effect of different activation times and
inaccurate feeder impedance with PI-SVC are analyzed
in detail and verified experimentally.

2) With a SACS voltage injected by each DG, the input
of PI regulator for the secondary voltage control is syn-
thesized by using the estimated PCC voltage and the
SACS active power multiplied by a pair of weight coef-
ficients. Moreover, an additional positive droop relation
is built between the SACS frequency and the voltage
compensation value, which can be trimmed to be equal
in each DG to prevent reactive power from diverging and
deteriorating.

3) A comprehensive parameter design for the proposed con-
trol scheme is presented based on a small-signal differen-
tial mode model of parallel DGs in an islanded microgrid.

The rest of this article is organized as follows. Section II
reviews the basic operational principle of PI-SVC and its limi-
tations. The proposed SACS-SVC is introduced in Section III.
In Section IV, the modeling process and the parameter design
methodology are presented. The simulation and experimental
results based on the proposed SACS-SVC are presented to
validate the theoretical analysis and the effectiveness of the
proposed method in Section V. Finally, Section VI concludes
this article.

II. SYSTEM ARCHITECTURE AND TRADITIONAL PI-SVC

A simplified islanded microgrid with multiple DGs is shown
in Fig. 2. Each DG consists of a dc-link, a three-phase inverter
and an inductor–capacitor (LC) filter. The interfacing inverters
and loads are connected to the PCC. Ri and Li (i = 1, 2, …, n)
are the feeder resistance and inductance between the ith DG
terminal bus and the PCC. The capacitor voltages uCabc, inductor
currents iLabc, and output currents iOabc are measured by the



SHI et al.: SACS INJECTION BASED DECENTRALIZED SVC FOR PARALLEL INVERTERS 14575

Fig. 2. Configuration of a simplified three-phase islanded microgrid system
consisting of multiple DG units and a balanced load.

local controller to generate the pulsewidth modulation signal.
The LC filter is used to suppress the switching harmonics of the
output voltage.

The PI-SVC proposed in [23] and [24] is widely used, because
it can compensate for the voltage deviations at the PCC without
communication links. The PI-SVC can be expressed as follows:

E∗ = E0 − n(Q−Q0) + δu (1)

δu =

(
kp +

ki
s

)(
UPCC0 − ωcv

s+ ωcv
UPCCEst

)
(2)

where E∗ is the generated reference values of voltage amplitude,
E0 is the nominal voltage amplitude, Q is the output reactive
power, Q0 is the nominal reactive power, n is droop coefficient,
δu is the voltage compensation value, kp and ki are the propor-
tional and integral gains of the PI regulator, respectively, UPCC0

is the nominal PCC voltage, UPCCEst is the estimated PCC
voltage, and ωcv is the cutoff angular frequency of the low-pass
filter used in voltage estimation. Note that the feedback value
of the PI regulator is the estimated PCC voltage rather than the
real PCC voltage, which is calculated as[

uPCCEstα

uPCCEstβ

]
=

[
vCα

vCβ

]
−
[

Rmea −ω0Lmea

ω0Lmea Rmea

] [
iOα

iOβ

]
(3)

UPCCEst =
√

uPCCEstα
2 + uPCCEstβ

2 (4)

where UPCCEstα and UPCCEstβ are the α-axis and β-axis com-
ponents of the estimated PCC voltage, respectively, vCα and vCβ

are the α-axis and β-axis components of the capacitor voltage,
respectively, iOα and iOβ are the α-axis and β-axis components
of the output current, respectively, and Rmea and Lmea are feeder
impedances obtained by measurement [25], [26].

In addition, the virtual impedance is implemented to improve
the reactive sharing performance based on the measured feeder
impedance.

Sketched waveforms of the estimated PCC voltage, voltage
compensation value, and reactive power of two DGs during the
voltage restoration process with PI-SVC are shown in Fig. 3(a).

PI-SVC of two DGs was implemented at t = t1, then voltage
compensation values were generated and the PCC voltage in-
creased until it was fully restored at t = t2. Specifically, the
difference between the estimated PCC voltage and the PCC
nominal voltage was sent to the PI regulator to generate the
voltage compensation value, which was added to the Q–E droop
control to tune the output voltage of the DG until the difference
equaled to zero. The detailed operation principle of PI-SVC has
been clearly discussed in [27].

A. Effect of Activation Time Difference on PI-SVC

Although PI-SVC can fully restore the PCC voltage, the
reactive power sharing performance will be deteriorated during
the voltage restoration process. To guarantee accurate reactive
power sharing, the voltage compensation value δu must be the
same for all the DGs. However, the δu, which is the output
of the PI regulator, will differ from each other because of the
different activation times of secondary control. The aforemen-
tioned limitation is demonstrated by implementing PI-SVC at
different times for each DG, as shown in Fig. 3(b). At first,
the estimated PCC voltage is lower than its nominal value and
only DG1 implements PI-SVC at t = t1. The input of the PI
regulator is positive, so δu value of DG1 increases, causing the
estimated PCC voltage and reactive power of DG1 to increase,
while the reactive power of DG2 decreases because the total
reactive power is unchanged. However, the secondary control of
DG2 shows a delay and is enabled at t = t2. Then, the δu and
reactive power of DG2 start to increase until the PCC voltage is
full restored at t = t3. The different activation times of PI-SVC
lead to the differences in δu values, which further deteriorates
reactive power sharing performances.

B. Effect of Inaccurate Feeder Impedance on PI-SVC

In Fig. 3(a), the feeder impedance is accurate, thus the es-
timated PCC voltage (UPCCEst) is the same for both DGs
and equals to the real PCC voltage. However, inevitable errors
exist in the feeder impedance information due to measurement
error in practical applications, leading to inaccurate estimated
PCC voltages among DGs [28], [29]. If we consider the feeder
impedance to be inaccurate, another problem arises: In this
situation, the estimations of the unique PCC voltage of each
DG will be different, which means that UPCCEst values are no
longer the same for parallel DGs.

Assume the UPCCEst of DG2 is greater than that of DG1

and the activation time is the same for two DGs, the sketched
waveforms are shown in Fig. 3(c). At first, PI-SVC was imple-
mented at t = t1, and the UPCCEst values for both DGs are
smaller than the nominal value. The inputs of both PI regulators
are positive so that δu increases. The only difference is that the
input of DG1 is greater than that of DG2 because the UPCCEst

value of DG1 is smaller than that of DG2, so δu of DG1 will
be slightly higher than that of DG2. Then, as the PCC voltage
increases, UPCCEst of DG2 reaches its nominal value at t = t2,
so the integrator of DG2 stops. However, UPCCEst of DG1 is
still less than the nominal value, hence, the integrator continues
to accumulate, resulting in increases in the PCC voltage as well



14576 IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON POWER ELECTRONICS, VOL. 38, NO. 11, NOVEMBER 2023

Fig. 3. Sketched waveforms of the estimated PCC voltage, voltage compensation value, and reactive power of two DGs. (a) PI-SVC with accurate feeder
impedance. (b) PI-SVC with different activation times. (c) PI-SVC with inaccurate feeder impedance.

Fig. 4. Overall control block diagram of the local controller with the proposed SACS-SVC method, where elements inside the dashed box are added compared
to existing PI-SVC.

as the estimation of the PCC voltage. It is worth noting that the
input of the PI regulator in DG2 is negative while the input of the
PI regulator in DG1 is positive after t= t2. Therefore, because of
the difference between the two UPCCEst values, the value of δu
in DG2 will decrease while the value of δu in DG1 will increase
without limit. Finally, reactive power divergence will occur and
the system will fail in the end.

III. PROPOSED SACS-INJECTION-BASED SVC METHOD

A. Overall Control Scheme

The overall control scheme is shown in Fig. 4. The primary
control is the same as that in PI-SVC. In the secondary control
layer, the SACS control loop is added to the PI-SVC. The input of
the PI regulator, which represents the average of estimated PCC

voltage (UPCCEstAvg), is synthesized by using the estimated
PCC voltage and the SACS active power multiplied by a pair of
weight coefficients as follows:

UPCCEstAvg = k1UPCCEst + k2Pss (5)

where UPCCEst is the estimated PCC voltage, Pss is the SACS
active power, and k1 and k2 are the weight coefficients, which
are used to adjust the operation point in steady state.

Similar to (2) in PI-SVC, the average of the estimated PCC
voltage UPCCEstAvg is used for the PI regulator to generate the
voltage compensation value δu as follows:

δu =

(
kps+

ki
s

)(
UPCC0 − ωcv

s+ ωcv
UPCCEstAvg

)
. (6)
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Moreover, a positive droop relation is built between the SACS
frequency and the voltage compensation value as follows:

ω∗
ss = ωss0 + kssδu (7)

where ω∗
ss is the generated reference of the SACS angular

frequency, ωss0 is the nominal SACS angular frequency, and
kss is the SACS droop coefficient.

Additionally, the SACS current is separated from the funda-
mental current by the signal extraction block to calculate the
SACS active power. The fundamental power and the SACS
active power are calculated as follows:

P =
3

2

ωcp

s+ ωcp
(vCαifα + vCβifβ) (8)

Q =
3

2

ωcp

s+ ωcp
(vCβifα − vCαifβ) (9)

Pss =
3

2

(
v∗ssαissα + v∗ssβissβ

)
(10)

where ifα and ifβ are the α-axis and β-axis components of
the extracted fundamental current, respectively, issα and issβ
are the α-axis and β-axis components of the extracted SACS
current, respectively, v∗ssα and v∗ssβ are the α-axis and β-axis
components of the SACS nominal voltage, respectively, andωcp

is the cutoff angular frequency of the low-pass filter used in
power calculation.

Note that, the low-pass filter used in voltage estimation in
(2) and (6) is used to attenuate estimated voltage ripples and
avoid interaction with the primary control loop, so that its cutoff
angular frequencyωcv is lower than the cutoff angular frequency
ωcp of the low-pass filter in power calculation in (8) and (9).
Meanwhile, compared with (8) and (9), the low-pass filter in
(10) is omitted because the weighted sum of Pss and UPCCEst

will be filtered in (6).
Finally, with the SACS frequency reference derived in (7) and

a constant amplitude E∗
ss, the SACS reference voltage can be

expressed in αβ frame as follows:

v∗ssα = E∗
ss cos

(∫
ω∗
ssdt

)
(11)

v∗ssβ = E∗
ss sin

(∫
ω∗
ssdt

)
. (12)

B. Operation Principle

To gain a better understanding of the proposed method, the
principle of active power sharing with P–ω droop control is
reviewed here. In a microgrid with parallel DGs under inductive
feeder impedance conditions, there is a positive correlation
between the frequency and the output active power, thus, a
negative droop control is built to form a closed loop with
negative feedback. Because the frequency of each DG can
synchronize with each other in steady state, the same active
power can be guaranteed in P–ω droop control.

Similarly, the voltage compensation value can also be shared
if we build a droop relation with a SACS frequency based on (7)
when synchronized in steady state. However, the control loop is

not yet closed and the estimated PCC voltage also needs to be
taken into consideration.

As mentioned in Section II-B, inaccurate feeder impedance
results in differences in the estimated PCC voltage in each DG,
leading to a divergence of voltage compensation value and reac-
tive power. To handle this issue, the difference in the estimated
PCC voltage in each DG must be eliminated. Therefore, in the
proposed method, the input of the PI regulator is replaced with
the average of the estimated PCC voltage UPCCEstAvg, which
is composed of the estimated PCC voltage and the SACS active
power multiplied by a pair of weight coefficients as (5). It is
worth noting that the correlation between the SACS power and
the voltage compensation value is negative, thus, the SACS
droop coefficient in (7) must be positive to form a closed loop
with negative feedback so that the SACS active power can be
tuned adaptively to eliminate the difference in the estimated PCC
voltage in each DG.

Here, we take an example of two parallel DGs to explain
the operation principle of the proposed method. To explain the
synchronization process of the proposed method, it is assumed
that UPCCEst2 is larger than UPCCEst1 due to inaccurate feeder
impedance at the beginning, so δu1 will be larger than δu2 based
on the analysis in Section II-B. After the proposed method is
activated, the SACS frequency ω∗

ss1 should be larger than ω∗
ss2

based on the proposed δu–ωss droop relation in (7). Then, the
SACS phase angle of DG1 increases, and DG2 decreases.

Therefore, Pss1 increases and Pss2 decreases according to
steady state active power flow with inductive feeder impedance.
Subsequently, UPCCEstAvg1 increases and UPCCEstAvg2 de-
creases according to (5), so that δu1 decreases and δu2 increases
according to (6). This negative feedback loop adaptively adjusts
Pss and UPCCEstAvg in each DG and guarantees the voltage
compensation value δu to be equal in each DG unit because the
injected SACS of each DG unit would synchronize to the same
frequency in steady state. Therefore, the divergence issue can
be solved.

Moreover, the proposed method is still valid even if there
are much more DGs in the microgrid. This is because
the SACS frequency can synchronize with each other in steady
state, regardless of how many DGs there are in the microgrid,
as shown in Fig. 5. Therefore, the same voltage compensation
value δu can be guaranteed according to (7).

C. Current Signal Extraction

To calculate the fundamental power and the SACS active
power, a signal extraction method, based on the second-order
generalized integrator (SOGI), is utilized to separate the SACS
current from the fundamental current, which contains two dual
SOGI quadrature signal generators (DSOGI-QSGs) operating in
parallel to separate the current at different frequencies, as shown
in Fig. 6(a). Each DSOGI-QSG consists of two SOGI-QSGs
working at the α-axis and β-axis, respectively, as shown in
Fig. 6(b). The transfer function of each SOGI-QSG from the
input signal v to the output signal v’ is shown as

D(s) =
v′

v
(s) =

kωs

s2 + kωs+ ω2
. (13)
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Fig. 5. Basic principle of the proposed SACS-SVC scheme in an islanded
microgrid with multiple parallel DGs, where the correlations of variables are
marked in different colors.

Fig. 6. Block diagram of (a) SOGI-based current signal extraction used in the
proposed method and (b) DSOGI-QSG.

Each SOGI-QSG behaves as a band-pass filter at the resonant
frequency. The bandwidth of SOGI-QSG is determined by the
gain k. In the proposed method, kSOGI_f is set to

√
2 and kSOGI_ss

is set to
√
2/4, respectively, according to [30]. Compared with

the other SOGI-based algorithm, this method has advantages
in terms of dynamic response and accuracy. The operational
principle will not be introduced here because it is beyond the
scope of this article.

D. Virtual Impedance Implementation

To improve the reactive power sharing performances based
on the known feeder impedance, the virtual impedance method

Fig. 7. Detailed block diagram of the voltage and current regulators block,
which contains an outer voltage loop with a proportional-resonant controller
and an inner current loop with a proportional controller.

[31] is adopted. The virtual voltage drop is calculated as follows:[
Rv

Lv

]
=

[
Rv0 −Rmea

Lv0 − Lmea

]
(14)

[
vzα
vzβ

]
=

[
Rv −ω0Lv

ω0Lv Rv

] [
ifα
ifβ

]
(15)

where Rv0 and Lv0 are the nominal equivalent feeder resistor
and inductance, respectively.

E. Voltage and Current Regulators

To achieve precise voltage tracking, a dual-loop control struc-
ture is adopted, as shown in Fig. 7. The outer loop is a capacitor
voltage control loop with a proportional-resonant controller,
while the inner loop is an inductor current control loop with
a proportional controller [32]. They are expressed as follows:

GV (s) = kpV +
2kifωcs

s2 + 2ωcs+ (ω∗)2
+

2kissωcs

s2 + 2ωcs+ (ω∗
ss)

2

(16)

GI(s) = kpI (17)

where kpV is the proportional gain of the voltage controller, kif
and kiss are the gains of the fundamental and SACS resonant
controllers, respectively, ωc is the cutoff angular frequency
of the resonant controllers, and kpI is the gain of the current
proportional controller.

IV. MODELING AND PARAMETER DESIGN

To further analyze the effect of inaccurate feeder impedance,
a small-signal differential mode model of two parallel DGs
in an islanded microgrid, as shown in Fig. 2, is built in this
section. The small-signal model for conventional droop control
and secondary voltage control is already well established in the
literature [33], [34]. Therefore, the control parameters of the
proposed SACS-SVC, such as weight coefficients k1 and k2 and
the SACS droop coefficient kss, are discussed in this section.

A. Differential Mode Model Analysis With Inaccurate Feeder
Impedance

As mentioned before, inaccurate feeder impedance will cause
reactive power divergence with PI-SVC. Therefore, the small-
signal differential mode model is built to analyze the stability
of the system and to guide parameter design of the proposed
SACS-SVC. Specifically, the difference in the estimated PCC
voltage is selected as the input of the differential mode model,
while the reactive power sharing error is selected as the output
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of the differential mode model. The details will be introduced
in the following.

1) Simplification of Estimated PCC Voltage With Inaccu-
rate Feeder Impedance: According to Thevenin’s theorem, the
PCC voltage can be calculated precisely with accurate feeder
impedance as follows:[

uPCCα

uPCCβ

]
=

[
vCα

vCβ

]
−
[

R −ω0L
ω0L R

] [
iOα

iOβ

]
(18)

UPCC =
√

uPCCα
2 + uPCCβ

2 (19)

where UPCCα and UPCCβ are theα-axis andβ-axis components
of the PCC voltage, respectively, R and L are the real values of
the feeder resistor and inductor, respectively, and UPCC is the
real PCC voltage.

However, in practical applications, the feeder impedance is
obtained through measurement. Due to inevitable measurement
error, the feeder impedance will be inaccurate, which can be
expressed as {

Rmea = (1 + eR)R
Lmea = (1 + eL)L

(20)

where eR and eL are the measurement error ratios of the feeder
resistor and inductor, respectively.

To analyze the effect of inaccurate feeder impedance on the
estimated PCC voltage, we substitute (8), (9), (18), (19), and (20)
into (3) and (4) and use the Taylor formula for simplification.
The estimated PCC voltage can be simplified as

UPCCEst ≈ UPCC − eRRP + eLω0LQ

UPCC
. (21)

2) Analysis of Estimated PCC Voltage Difference: For sim-
plification, assume two parallel DGs are in an islanded mi-
crogrid, as shown in Fig. 2, with the same inductive feeder
impedance as follows:{

R1 = R2 = R
L1 = L2 = L

. (22)

Based on (22), the measured feeder impedance of each DG
can be expressed as{

Rmea1 = (1 + eR1)R
Lmea1 = (1 + eL1)L

(23)

{
Rmea2 = (1 + eR2)R
Lmea2 = (1 + eL2)L

(24)

where eRn and eLn are the measurement error ratios of the feeder
resistor and inductor of the nth DG.

Hence, the difference in estimated PCC voltage (Δue) be-
tween two DGs can be calculated by substituting (23) and (24)
into (21) as

Δue = UPCCEst1 − UPCCEst2

≈ − R(eR1P1 + eR2P2) + ω0L(eL1Q1 + eL2Q2)

UPCC
�= 0

(25)

where Pn and Qn are the active and reactive powers of the nth
DG, respectively.

It can be seen from (25) that Δue is not equal to zero.
Therefore, Δue can be regarded as a nonzero disturbance to
the control system. Additionally, the measurement error ratio
of the feeder impedance is uncertain, however, the maximum
measurement error can be determined as follows:{

0 ≤ |eRn| ≤ eRmax

0 ≤ |eLn| ≤ eLmax
. (26)

Assuming that P1 = P2 = P0, and Q1 = Q2 = Q0, the
maximum value of Δue can be calculated as

Δuemax =
2RP0eRmax + 2ω0LQ0eLmax

UPCC
. (27)

3) Design of the Differential Mode Model: The small-signal
linearization model is built by introducing a small perturbation
around the equilibrium operation point, where the symbol “^”
indicates the perturbation signal.

According to (1), the difference in the voltage amplitude
reference with a small perturbation at the steady state operation
point can be obtained as follows:

Ê1 = − nQ̂1 + δû1 (28)

Ê2 = − nQ̂2 + δû2 (29)

ΔÊ = Ê1 − Ê2 = −n
(
Q̂1 − Q̂2

)
+ (δû1 − δû2)

= − nΔQ̂+Δδû. (30)

It can be seen from (30) that the perturbation consists of two
parts: 1) the reactive power sharing error and 2) the voltage
compensation value difference. The small-signal linearization
model of the abovementioned two parts will be derived next.

On one hand, because of the assumption that the feeder
impedances are the same in (23) and (24), the voltage amplitude
E and the reactive power Q of two DGs can be regarded as
the same in steady state. Therefore, the perturbation of the
reactive power sharing error can be obtained as follows:

ΔQ̂ = Q̂1 − Q̂2 =
2E − UPCC

X
(Ê1 − Ê2) =

2E − UPCC

X
ΔÊ

(31)
where X is the reactance of the feeder impedance.

On the other hand, the small perturbations of the estimated
PCC voltage lead to the voltage compensation value differences
between DG1 and DG2 based on (2). The equations can be
derived as

Δδû = δû1 − δû2 = −
(
kps+

ki
s

)(
ÛPCCEst1 − ÛPCCEst2

)

= −
(
kps+

ki
s

)
Δûe. (32)

Finally, the small-signal differential mode model of two DGs
with PI-SVC is illustrated in Fig. 8, where ΔE0 and ΔQ0 are
the input control signal and Δue is the input disturbance signal.
The transfer function from input disturbance Δue to the reactive
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Fig. 8. Small-signal differential mode model of the islanded microgrid with
PI-SVC.

power sharing error ΔQ can be derived as

G(s) =
ΔQ̂

Δûe
=

As2 +Bs+ C

s3 +Ds2 + Es
(33)

where

A = −kpωcv(2E − UPCC)/X

B = −ωcv(ωcpkp + ki)(2E − UPCC)/X

C = −kiωcpωcv(2E − UPCC)/X

D = ωcp + ωcv + nωcp(2E − UPCC)/X

E = ωcpωcv + nωcp(2E − UPCC)/X.

According to (25) and (33), the nonzeroΔue will be amplified
by the PI regulator, leading to reactive power divergence, and
the system will be unstable.

B. SACS Frequency and Amplitude Design

The injected SACS is an additional voltage component com-
pared with the fundamental frequency. Thus, the frequency and
the amplitude of the SACS must be carefully chosen according
to the difficulty to extract the SACS and the power quality
limitations.

1) Design of the SACS Frequency: To precisely separate
the SACS component from the fundamental component, the
frequency of the SACS must be carefully chosen. The following
aspects should be taken into consideration when selecting the
optimal SACS frequency.

First, the selected SACS frequency should avoid preexisting
harmonics in the system, which maybe affect the extraction accu-
racy. For example, the low-order odd harmonic may exist in the
system because of modulation or nonlinear loads. Second, the
frequency of interharmonics or subharmonics should be avoided
because the limitations for these frequencies are rigorous in
the system. Third, the SACS frequency cannot be set too high
because of the bandwidth of voltage control loop and the cutoff
frequency of the output LC filter. Last but not least, the SACS
frequency cannot be too close to the fundamental frequency
in order to accurately separate SACS from the fundamental
component. Therefore, the SACS frequency is set as four times
of the fundamental frequency, which is 200 Hz in this article.

2) Design of the SACS Amplitude: The selection of the SACS
amplitude is a tradeoff between the difficulty in extracting the
SACS and the power quality limitations. On one hand, a large
amplitude of SACS can reject noises apparently and ease signal
extraction. However, the total harmonic distortion (THD) in

microgrids is limited within 8%, and for individual harmonics
within 5% according to IEEE standard 519 [35]. On the other
hand, if the SACS amplitude is too small, the extraction accuracy
will be affected by the sampling noise, analog-to-digital convert
process, and signal extraction algorithm. Hence, the SACS am-
plitude is set as 0.5%–2% of the fundamental voltage amplitude,
which will not exceed the THD limitations and can be easily
extracted.

C. Design of Weight Coefficients k1 and k2

To design proper weight coefficients, the steady state opera-
tion point must be analyzed. In steady state, the SACS frequen-
cies will synchronize with each other, and δu can be guaranteed
to be the same for each DG according to (7). Meanwhile, δu
being constant in steady state means that the input of the PI
regulator is zero, namely UPCCEstAvg of each DG equals to the
nominal PCC voltage. Therefore, the following equation can be
derived:

k1UPCCEst1 + k2Pss1 = k1UPCCEst2 + k2Pss2 = UPCC0.
(34)

Then, the difference in the SACS active power between DG1

and DG2 can be represented as

Pss1 − Pss2 =
k1
k2

(UPCCEst2 − UPCCEst1) = −k1
k2

Δue. (35)

The total SACS active power can be regarded as constant if
the load is unchanged as follows:

Pss1 + Pss2 = PssL. (36)

By combining (35) and (36), the SACS active power of each
DG can be represented as

Pss1 =
PssL

2
− k1

2k2
Δue (37)

Pss2 =
PssL

2
+

k1
2k2

Δue. (38)

It can be seen from (37) and (38) that the SACS active power
is related to the difference in the estimated PCC voltage and the
weight coefficients k1 and k2. Hence, to guarantee the stability of
the SACS, the weight coefficients should be carefully designed.

Here, we take DG1 as an example to design the proper weight
coefficients. Based on the steady state power flow with the
inductive feeder impedance at the SACS frequency, the SACS
active power of DG1 can be expressed as

Pss1 =
EssUss

Xss1
sin δss1 ≈ E∗

ss
2

Xss1
δss1 (39)

where Uss is the SACS voltage at the PCC, which can be assumed
to be equal to E∗

ss for simplification, δss is the phase angle of
DG1 at the SACS frequency, and Xss1 is the feeder reactance of
DG1 at the SACS frequency.

The variation of the SACS active power with phase angle is
depicted in Fig. 9. The active power varies as a sinusoidal wave
of the angle, exhibiting a highly nonlinear relationship. When
the angle is smaller than 90°, e.g., point a, the active power
increases along with the angle; however, a further increase in the
angle results in a reduction in active power when the phase angle
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Fig. 9. Variation of active power with phase angle in each DG unit at the
frequency of the injected SACS.

exceeds 90°, e.g., point b. According to the power angle stability
criteria in power systems, a necessary condition for ensuring all
the DGs remain synchronous and operate stably is to keep the
angle below 90°. To evaluate the degree of angle stability, the
stability reservation coefficient KP is defined as follows:

KP =
PssM − Pss1

Pss1
× 100% (40)

where PssM is the maximum transferred power when δss equals
to 90°. An increase in KP results in a larger angle stability
margin, whereas the transferred power will decline. In power
system design guides [36], KP is recommended to be within
15% to 20% to retain a sufficient stability margin. However,
different from a power system, the principal function of the
SACS is to establish a link among DGs instead of transferring
power; therefore, KP should be designed to be larger than in a
power system to guarantee a sufficient stability margin of the
SACS. Based on this phenomenon, a KP larger than 40% is
recommended in this control method. The upper limit for the
SACS real power can be obtained as

Pss1 ≤ PssM

1.4
. (41)

By substituting (27) and (37) into (41), the minimum value
for weight coefficient can be determined as follows:

k1
k2

≥ 0.7PssLXss1 − E∗
ss

2

0.7Xss1Δuemax
. (42)

Moreover, assuming that the PCC voltage is fully restored to
the nominal voltage, e.g., UPCC = UPCC0, and substituting (21)
and (26) into (34), the steady state relationship between k1 and
k2 can be derived as

k1 ≈ UPCC0 − k2Pss1

UPCC0 − eRmaxRP0+eLmaxω0LQ0

UPCC0

. (43)

D. Design of the SACS Droop Coefficient Kss

In this section, the small-signal differential mode model
will be further perfected based on the proposed SACS-SVC to
analyze the dynamic stability and design of the SACS droop
coefficient.

Based on (5), the small perturbations of the average of esti-
mated PCC voltage and the difference between DG1 and DG2

Fig. 10. Small-signal differential mode model of the islanded microgrid with
the proposed SACS-SVC.

can be derived as

ÛPCCEstAvg1 = k1ÛPCCEst1 + k2P̂ss1 (44)

ÛPCCEstAvg2 = k1ÛPCCEst2 + k2P̂ss2 (45)

ΔÛPCCEstAvg = ÛPCCEstAvg1 − ÛPCCEstAvg1

= k1(ÛPCCEst1 − ÛPCCEst2)+k2(P̂ss1−P̂ss2)

= k1Δûe + k2ΔP̂ss. (46)

Next, the voltage compensation value difference with small
perturbations can be derived as

Δδû=δû1−δû2=−
(
kps+

ki
s

)(
ÛPCCEstAvg1−ÛPCCEstAvg2

)

= −
(
kps+

ki
s

)(
k1Δûe + k2ΔP̂ss

)
. (47)

Then, assuming a small perturbation of the voltage compen-
sation value is introduced at the steady state operation point in
(7), the following equations can be obtained:

ω̂ss1 = kssδû1 (48)

ω̂ss2 = kssδû2 (49)

Δω̂ss = ω̂ss1 − ω̂ss2 = kss(δû1 − δû2) = kssΔδû. (50)

The difference in the SACS frequency leads to the phase angle
difference between DG1 and DG2 as follows:

Δδ̂ss = δ̂ss1 − δ̂ss2 =
Δω̂ss

s
=

kss
s

Δδû. (51)

Because the total SACS active power is assumed to be con-
stant when loads are unchanged, which is independent of phase
angle perturbation, the SACS active power perturbation only
flows between DGs. Thus, based on (22) and (39), the SACS
active power perturbations of DG1 and DG2 have the following
relation:

P̂ss1 = −P̂ss2 =
EssUss

Xss1 +Xss2
sinΔδ̂ss ≈ E∗

ss
2

2Xss
Δδ̂ss. (52)

Therefore, the perturbation of the SACS active power differ-
ence can be calculated as follows:

ΔP̂ss = P̂ss1 − P̂ss2 =
E∗

ss
2

Xss
Δδ̂ss. (53)

Finally, the small-signal differential mode model of two DGs
with SACS-SVC is illustrated in Fig. 10. Note that the dynamic
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TABLE I
SIMULATION AND EXPERIMENTAL PARAMETERS

characteristic of the signal extraction block and the inner loops,
whose bandwidth is much higher than the cutoff frequency of
the low-pass filters, as mentioned in Section II, are ignored.

Based on the small-signal differential mode model shown in
Fig. 10, the transfer function from input disturbance Δue to the
reactive power sharing error ΔQ can be derived as

G(s) =
ΔQ̂

Δûe
=

A′s3 +B′s2 + C ′s
s4 +D′s3 + E ′s2 + F ′s+G′ (54)

where

A′ = −k1kpωcv(2E − UPCC)/X

B′ = −k1ωcv(kpωcp + ki)(2E − UPCC)/X

C ′ = −k1kiωcpωcv(2E − UPCC)/X

D′ = (ωcp + nωcp(2E − UPCC)/X) + ωcv

E ′ = ωcv(ωcp + nωcp(2E − UPCC)/X) + ωcvkp

F ′ = kpωcv(ωcp + nωcp(2E − UPCC)/X)

+ kik2kssωcvE
∗
ss

2/Xss

G′ = k2kikssωcvE
∗
ss

2(ωcp + nωcp(2E − UPCC)/X)/Xss.

Next, according to the simulation parameters listed in Table I,
the root locus of the transfer function is illustrated in Fig. 11.

Fig. 11. Root locus of the transfer function of the small-signal differential
mode model with respect to variation in the SACS droop coefficient kss from 0
to 0.5.

It can be seen that, when kss increases, the dominant conjugate
eigenvalues move to the left-half plane with the increase of the
imaginary part, leading to an increasingly fast but overdamped
reactive power response. Therefore, considering the tradeoff
between the settling time and the oscillation frequency of the
reactive power response, kss should not be set too high.

Finally, the abovementioned model is built based on the
assumption that the feeder impedance is the same. In most
cases, mismatch of feeder impedance often occurs. Thus, the
equivalent feeder impedance can be used during the parameter
design process.

E. Effect of Background Harmonic at SACS Frequency

If the background harmonic at SACS frequency exists in the
system, there will be an additional SACS active power caused
by the background harmonic. Therefore, according to (34), the
steady state operating point of PCC voltage with background
harmonic can be represented as

UPCC ≈ UPCCEst =
UPCC0

k1
− k2

k1
(Pss + Pssh) (55)

where Pssh is the SACS active power caused by the background
harmonic.

It can be seen from (55) that the steady state operating point
of PCC voltage is related to the additional SACS active power
caused by the background harmonic Pssh. Therefore, the back-
ground harmonic at SACS frequency will affect the steady state
operating point of PCC voltage.

In general, the background harmonic is caused by the non-
linear loads that inject harmonic current to generate harmonic
voltage drop on the grid impedance. Therefore, a harmonic cur-
rent source located at the PCC is used to emulate the background
harmonic caused by the nonlinear loads.

Assuming the background harmonic current in αβ frame can
be expressed as

ihα = Ih cos (ωht+ θh) (56)
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ihβ = Ih sin (ωht+ θh) (57)

where Ih is the amplitude of the background harmonic current,
ωh is the angular frequency of the background harmonic current,
and θh is the phase angle difference between SACS nominal
voltage and the background harmonic current.

Therefore, combing (11), (12), (56), and (57), the additional
SACS active power caused by the background harmonic current
can be calculated as

Pssh =
3

2

(
v∗αssihα + v∗ssβihβ

)

=
3

2
E∗

ssIh cos [(ω
∗
ss − ωh) t− θh] . (58)

It can be seen from (58) that the angular frequency difference
between the background harmonic current and SACS nominal
voltage will determine whether the Pssh is constant or sinusoidal.

If the frequency of background harmonic current is the same
with the SACS frequency, the additional SACS active power
is constant, namely, this background harmonic current source
can be considered as a negative resistor at SACS frequency that
injected an additional SACS active power into the system. In this
case, the background harmonic will cause an additional negative
SACS active power Pssh, therefore, the steady state operating
point of the PCC voltage will increase.

If the frequency of background harmonic current is different
from the SACS frequency, the additional SACS active power is a
time-varying sinusoidal component. In this case, the background
harmonic will cause the PCC voltage oscillate around the steady
state operating point.

V. SIMULATION AND EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

To verify the effectiveness of the proposed method, simulation
and experimental results are given for the same topology based
on a typical islanded microgrid with parallel DGs, as shown in
Fig. 2. The detailed simulation and experimental parameters are
listed in Table I. Because some of the variables are difficult
to measure experimentally, the simulations are presented to
verify the PCC voltage restoration performance and the pa-
rameter design methodology introduced in Section IV through
the PSCAD/EMTDC platform. Meanwhile, the comparisons be-
tween the existing PI-SVC method and the proposed SACS-SVC
method are conducted in the experiments.

A. Simulation Results

In the simulation, only the conventional droop control and
virtual impedance were initially adopted, then the proposed
SACS-SVC was implemented at t = 2 s. The detailed wave-
forms of some key variables in the proposed method will be
given to gain a better understanding of its operational principle.
Verifications of the small-signal differential mode model and
the parameter design methodology introduced in Section IV will
also be presented.

1) PCC Voltage Restoration Verification: At the beginning,
only conventional droop control and virtual impedance were
implemented. Because of the inaccurate feeder impedance, the

estimated PCC voltages UPCCEst of two DGs are slightly dif-
ferent from each other. The terminal voltage E and the reac-
tive power Q are identical for both DGs because of the same
equivalent feeder impedance. Afterward, the proposed method
was implemented at t = 2 s. The input of the PI regulator was
synthesized by using UPCCEst and the SACS active power Pss

multiplied by a pair of weight coefficients to generate the voltage
compensation value δu according to (5) and (6). Meanwhile, the
positive droop relation was built between compensation value δu
and the SACS angular frequency ωss according to (7). Detailed
waveforms of the aforementioned variables are shown in Fig. 12.
It can be seen that the difference of UPCCEst is made up of the
difference of Pss to guarantee that UPCCEstAvg, which is used
as the input signal of the PI regulator, is identical for the two
DGs. Therefore, the effect of inaccurate feeder impedance in
PI-SVC can be solved. Furthermore, the SACS frequencies can
be synchronized with each other in steady state, so δu can also
be shared according to (7), which will not deteriorate reactive
power sharing performances after compensation. Finally, the
PCC voltage can also be fully restored with the proposed method.

2) Transient Performance Investigation Under Feeder
Impedance Change: To analysis the transient performance of
the proposed method, the case that feeder impedance change
during SACS- SVC were investigated. Because the feeder
impedance was obtained through offline estimation rather
than online estimation, the DG unit cannot update the feeder
impedance information after system was started. Thus, when the
feeder impedance was changed the DG unit would still use the
designed feeder impedance to estimate PCC voltage. As shown
in Fig. 13, the proposed method was implemented at t = 2 s
and the feeder inductance changed at t = 16 s from 4 mH to
8 mH. It can be seen that when the feeder impedance changed,
the system moved to another steady state operating point and the
steady state voltage error between the nominal PCC voltage and
the real PCC voltage also appeared, which means the estimated
PCC voltage is no more equal to the real PCC voltage.

According to (21), there will be a voltage drop in the estimated
PCC voltage after feeder impedance changed. In other word,
there will be a voltage drop between the estimated PCC voltage
and the real PCC voltage. Therefore, when secondary voltage
control enters to a steady state, the estimated PCC voltage will
be restored to its nominal value instead of the real PCC voltage
and a steady state voltage error will occur due to the change in
feeder impedance.

3) Kss Design Methodology Verification: In this simulation
case, the small-signal differential mode model and the kss design
methodology were investigated. According to the trajectory
of dominant conjugate eigenvalues based on the small-signal
differential mode model, as shown in Fig. 14, kss was set to
0.022, 0.071, and 0.234, respectively. The simulation results for
reactive power Q and reactive power sharing errorΔQ are shown
in Fig. 15. Note that the real part of the conjugate eigenvalues
with kss = 0.071 is twice bigger than that with kss = 0.022.
Therefore, the settling time of ΔQ in Fig. 15(a) is nearly twice
as long as that of in Fig. 15(b). However, the imaginary part of the
conjugate eigenvalue with kss = 0.071 is half of that with kss =
0.234. Therefore, the oscillation frequency during the dynamic
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Fig. 12. Simulated waveforms of the estimated PCC voltage UPCCEst, SACS
active power Pss, the average of estimated PCC voltage UPCCEstAvg, PCC
voltage UPCC, SACS frequency fss, voltage compensation value δu, terminal
voltage E, and reactive power Q of two DGs with the proposed SACS-SVC.

Fig. 13. Simulated waveforms of the estimated PCC voltage UPCCEst, SACS
active power Pss, the average of estimated PCC voltage UPCCEstAvg, PCC
voltage UPCC, SACS frequency fss, voltage compensation value δu, terminal
voltage E, and reactive power Q of two DGs with the proposed SACS-SVC,
when feeder inductance changed at t = 16 s from 4 mH to 8 mH.



SHI et al.: SACS INJECTION BASED DECENTRALIZED SVC FOR PARALLEL INVERTERS 14585

Fig. 14. Trajectory of dominant conjugate eigenvalues with respect to variation
in the SACS droop coefficient kss from 0 to 0.5.

response of ΔQ in Fig. 15(c) is nearly twice higher than that in
Fig. 15(b). It can be seen that, with the increase of kss, the settling
time can be reduced, but the reactive power oscillation frequency
will increase as well. Hence, the small-signal differential mode
model and kss design methodology are proved.

4) Verification of Background Harmonic at SACS Frequency:
In this simulation, a harmonic current source located at the
PCC is used to emulate the background harmonic caused by
the nonlinear loads. According to IEEE standard 519 [35], the
amplitude of the harmonic current is chosen as 2% of the nominal
current, which is 0.4 A in this simulation.

In Fig. 16(a), the background harmonic current frequency
equals to the SACS frequency, therefore, the calculated SACS
active power is reduced by a constant value and the steady
state operating point of PCC voltage increase. In Fig. 16(b),
the background harmonic current frequency, which is chosen
four times of the fundamental frequency, is different from the
SACS frequency, therefore, the calculated SACS active power
and the PCC voltage oscillate around the steady state operating
point.

B. Experimental Results

Hardware experiments were conducted based on an islanded
microgrid with three parallel DGs, as shown in Fig. 17, and the
detailed parameters are listed in Table I. A digital signal pro-
cessor (Texas Instruments TMS320F28335) was used to realize
the control algorithm. A power analyzer (Yokogawa WT1804E)
was used to measure the output active and reactive power of the
DGs. The power analyzer outputs the measured reactive power
through an embedded DA converter, after which an oscilloscope
(Tektronix DPO3014) is used to capture the waveforms of real
reactive power. Another oscilloscope (Tektronix DPO4104B)
was used to capture the waveforms of the PCC voltage and the
voltage compensation value through the DA converter on the
digital signal processor.

To verify the effectiveness of the proposed method com-
prehensively, two cases were investigated. In Case 1, the
comparison of the proposed SACS-SVC and existing PI-SVC

was demonstrated by considering different activation times of
secondary control and inaccurate feeder impedance, respec-
tively. Case 2 was used to demonstrate the robustness of the
proposed control method against load disturbances and THD
analysis before and after implementing the proposed control
method.

Moreover, the virtual impedance was set according to capacity
ratio of the three DGs, which is 1:1:0.75, to optimally share the
reactive power among DGs. However, it is worth noting that the
reactive power ratio is not strictly equal to 1:1:0.75 according to
the experimental waveforms captured by the oscilloscope. This
is because that the implemented virtual impedance is set based
on the inaccurate feeder impedance.

1) Case 1: Proposed SACS-SVC Versus Existing PI-SVC:
In this case, the performance of the proposed SACS-SVC was
compared with that of the existing PI-SVC. The DG was initially
controlled by conventional droop control with virtual impedance
based on the known feeder impedance, then the secondary
control was implemented at t = 4 s.

To demonstrate the effect of the activation delay of secondary
control, the secondary controller in DG2 was initiated with a
500 ms delay compared with the other two DGs. The simulation
results are depicted in Figs. 18 and 19. As shown in Fig. 18,
although the PCC voltage can be fully restored with the existing
PI-SVC, reactive power sharing performances deteriorated be-
cause of the different voltage compensation values caused by the
activation delay. However, as shown in Fig. 19, the PCC voltage
can be fully restored and reactive power sharing performances
can also be guaranteed regardless of activation delay with the
proposed SACS-SVC.

To demonstrate the effect of inaccurate feeder impedance, in-
accurate feeder impedance was used to estimate PCC voltage for
both control methods. The experimental results are depicted in
Figs. 20 and 21. It can be seen that inaccurate feeder impedance
can cause reactive power divergence in PI-SVC, as explained in
Section II-B, while the proposed SACS-SVC exhibits robustness
against the disturbance in feeder impedance and guarantees
the same reactive power sharing performances before and after
voltage compensation.

2) Case 2: Robustness to Load Disturbance and THD Anal-
ysis: To demonstrate robustness to load changes, the voltage
compensation value and PCC voltage response of the system to
a step load change, as well as the corresponding reactive power
of each DG, are illustrated in Fig. 22. Although the PCC voltage
is not so precisely identical to 200 V, as a result of inaccurate
feeder impedance, the PCC voltage regulation performance is
still acceptable.

To confirm that the injected SACS does not affect voltage
quality excessively, PCC voltage waveforms and the corre-
sponding THD analysis results before and after injecting the
SACS are depicted in Fig. 23. According to Fig. 23(a) and (b),
the THD of the PCC voltage increases slightly from 0.89%
to 1.17% after injecting the SACS. Meanwhile, as shown in
Fig. 23(c), the fourth-order harmonic voltage, which is the
SACS frequency, increases considerably but is still within a
reasonable range and does not exceed the limitation mentioned
in [37].
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Fig. 15. Simulated waveforms of reactive power Q and reactive power sharing error ΔQ with different SACS droop coefficients: (a) kss = 0.022; (b) kss =
0.071; (c) kss = 0.234.

Fig. 16. Simulated waveforms of the SACS active power Pss and PCC voltage UPCC of two DGs with the proposed SACS-SVC with different background
harmonic frequency. (a) Background harmonic frequency equals to the SACS frequency. (b) Background harmonic frequency is different from the SACS frequency.
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Fig. 17. Experimental setup for an islanded microgrid with parallel DGs.
(a) System overall diagram. (b) Loads and structure inside each DG cabinet.

Fig. 18. Experimental waveforms of voltage compensation value δu, PCC
voltage UPCC, and reactive power Q of two DGs with 500 ms activation delay
under PI-SVC.

Fig. 19. Experimental waveforms of voltage compensation value δu, PCC
voltage UPCC, and reactive power Q of two DGs with 500 ms activation delay
under the proposed SACS-SVC.

Fig. 20. Experimental waveforms of voltage compensation value δu, PCC
voltage UPCC, and reactive power Q of two DGs with inaccurate feeder
impedance under the PI-SVC.
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Fig. 21. Experimental waveforms of voltage compensation value δu, PCC
voltage UPCC, and reactive power Q of two DGs with inaccurate feeder
impedance under proposed SACS-SVC.

Fig. 22. Experimental waveforms of voltage compensation value δu, PCC
voltage UPCC, and reactive power Q of three DGs under the proposed SACS-
SVC during step load changes.

Fig. 23. Experimental waveforms of PCC voltage (a) before injecting the
SACS, (b) after injecting the SACS, and (c) their THD analysis results.

VI. CONCLUSION

This article proposes a decentralized PCC voltage secondary
voltage control method based on injection of an additional SACS
for parallel inverters in islanded microgrids. In the proposed
SACS-SVC method, the PCC voltage can be restored to its nom-
inal value precisely while reactive power divergence and reactive
power sharing performances deterioration in PI- SVC is avoided
by building the proposed SACS droop relation between the
voltage compensation value and the SACS frequency. Therefore,
an appropriate voltage compensation value is guaranteed and
accurately shared without any communication links. Accord-
ingly, the proposed SACS-SVC method can endure inaccurate
line impedance and different activation times for secondary
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voltage control, making it a promising solution for practical mi-
crogrid applications. Additionally, a comprehensive modeling
and parameter design are also presented in this article. Finally,
simulation and experimental results verify the effectiveness of
the proposed control method.

Note that the proposed method is just suitable for the mi-
crogrid with only one PCC. The secondary voltage control in
the microgrid with more than one PCC is a higher control
target, which is a multiobjective optimization problem. There-
fore, it correspondingly has a greater demand of communication
and computation and will be interesting to investigate in the
future.
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