
IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON POWER ELECTRONICS, VOL. 39, NO. 7, JULY 2024 7925

Hierarchical Frequency and SOC Control of Power
Grids With Battery Energy Storage Systems

Zakaria Afshar , Student Member, IEEE, Indra Bhogaraju , Hamid Rahmanei ,
and Mehdi Farasat , Senior Member, IEEE

Abstract—A novel approach to modeling of and integrating the
state-of-charge (SOC) of a battery energy storage system (BESS)
into the load frequency control of power systems is proposed. By
considering the SOC as a state variable in the state-space model
of the system, a hierarchical frequency and SOC control scheme
is introduced. On top of the primary frequency control, which
is the lowest hierarchy level, the SOC signal is used as the input
to a novel primary charge controller (PCC) to prevent the BESS
from discharging/charging beyond minimum/maximum allowable
ranges. In the middle level of the hierarchy, the secondary fre-
quency control loop is augmented to restore the system frequency
to its nominal value when the PCC is active. At the top level of the
hierarchy, a novel secondary charge controller (SCC) is designed
to charge the BESS to its maximum allowable range so that it
can continue to contribute to frequency control. System stability is
studied using Popov/circle criterion. It is also shown that with mul-
tiple distributed energy storage units, following the SOC-balancing
principle and by sharing SOC information among the units, only
one BESS shall be equipped with the proposed PCC and SCC.
Effectiveness of the proposed hierarchical control in providing fast
and stable frequency response under different load and generation
conditions is validated through hardware-in-the-loop studies.

Index Terms—Battery energy storage systems, frequency
control, hierarchical control, SOC control.

I. INTRODUCTION

LOAD frequency control (LFC) of the power system is
crucial when there is an imbalance between active power

generation and demand [1]; a surplus in generation leads to
increased frequency and a deficit causes frequency drop. Primary
frequency control (PFC) in power systems adjusts the operating
point of prime movers and consequently, the synchronous gen-
erators response to such frequency fluctuations. To eliminate
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the frequency response error of the PFC, a secondary frequency
control (SFC), also known as automatic generation control, is
applied in the power system. In SFC, which is performed in
some control areas that monitor the grid frequency, the mea-
sured frequency is passed through an integral controller and the
corresponding generated reference power is obtained and sent
to the generation units via communication links to eliminate the
steady-state error.

With higher integration of renewable energy systems and
electric vehicles (EVs) to the power system, recent studies have
proposed modifications to the traditional LFC model of the
power system. Some papers have included the comprehensive
model of wind turbine generation [2] and photovoltaic systems
[3], as disturbances in the LFC model. In [4] and [5], EVs
are modeled along with the LFC model by taking vehicle-to-
grid technology into consideration. In [6], demand response
is modeled within LFC. Communication link delays in SFC
are considered and coped with in [7] and [8]. In some papers,
such as [9] and [10], PFC and SFC are not distinguished within
LFC. In [11], although PFC and SFC are distinguished, the time
frames associated with each control layer are not considered.
As explained in [12], PFC response time is to the extent of
seconds whereas SFC response time ranges from tens of seconds
(20 to 30 s) to minutes. Advanced controllers, such as robust
H-infinity controller [9], [13], intelligent controllers [14], and
fractional order controller [15], have been employed to replace
the conventional integral controller in the SFC loop. However,
these controllers are complicated for real-time implementation.

In [9], [10], and [11], BESS is added to the LFC model of
a conventional power system. Although this model is widely
used for a single-area power system with a synchronous gen-
erator (SG) and a BESS, it can be extended to two-area or
larger power systems as well. Also, this extended LFC model
is commonly used for islanded microgrids or shipboard power
systems with a diesel generator and a BESS. The BESS can
practically contribute to inertial response [16], [17] and also to
PFC [18]. Although BESS can be theoretically used for SFC,
as used in [19], it is, however, impractical to consider it for this
purpose due to its low capacity compared to SG units. More
importantly, the battery SOC must be considered and controlled
while it contributes to PFC. Otherwise, once the BESS depletes
and ceases power injection to the grid, there will be a sudden
loss of source of generation and a rapid frequency drop. This
may trigger the rate-of-change-of-frequency (ROCOF) relays
within the power system if the SG units could not ramp up
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their generation quickly. This issue is not considered in [20],
for instance. There, to prevent power draw/injection from/to the
BESS, a logic-based method is used to set the reference current
in the BESS’s inverter control to zero when its SOC reaches the
minimum/maximum allowable range. Our comparative study
shows that frequency deviations and oscillations are more severe
under this method.

Very few studies have attempted to model and control the
battery SOC in LFC. In [21] and [22], the SOC is controlled
by some logic-based (if/then) algorithms, and the SOC is not
modeled as part of the system dynamics. This makes system
stability analysis difficult, as such studies are not presented in
[22]. In [24] and [25], SOC-based adaptive droop controllers
are proposed, where the droop gain is a nonlinear function of
SOC and varies such that as SOC nears its allowable range, the
BESS charge/discharge slows down. Like [22], stability analysis
of these methods is not presented.

In case of multiple BESSs, it is conventional to follow
an SOC-balancing approach for minimizing the number of
charge/discharge cycles of the BESSs. In [23], a multiagent-
based distributed control is proposed to achieve SOC balancing
using dynamic average consensus; however, frequency restora-
tion and recharge control of the BESSs have not been investi-
gated. In [26], an adaptive virtual power concept is introduced
and used along with consensus control to modify the frequency
droop control formula. In [27], a method to modify the droop
gain is proposed to achieve SOC balancing. Like [23], there is no
recharge control method to show the SOC balancing while the
BESSs are being charged to their maximum SOC. Additionally,
system stability is not considered when altering the droop gains.

For frequency and SOC control, it is more rational to first
model the SOC as a state variable in the state-space model of
LFC, and then design a controller to maintain the SOC above
a predefined lower bound to preserve the battery charge for
contingency conditions, and to prevent sudden disconnection
of the BESS from the grid. In [13] and [28], the BESS SOC
is derived as the integral of the BESS output power. However,
we showed in [29] that this is not precise and derived a proper
and accurate relation. This enabled us to incorporate the SOC
into the extended LFC model. Also, we designed a primary
charge controller (PCC) with a closed-loop system to ensure the
SOC will not drop below its lower bound. Compared to [29], in
this article, we 1) improve the PCC design such that the BESS
SOC is also limited to its maximum allowable range when it is
charged during reduced load time intervals, 2) consider the SFC
loop, investigate the new features of the SOC-aware SFC, and
provide guidelines to design the secondary frequency controller
in presence of the PCC, 3) propose a new piecewise linear charge
controller, referred to as secondary charge controller (SCC), to
charge the BESS during off-peak load time once the secondary
control loop is closed and there is surplus of power, and 4)
extend the proposed frequency and SOC control to a power
system with multiple BESSs. System stability is investigated
using the Popov/circle criterion, and guidelines for tuning the
SCC parameter are presented. The correctness of the proposed
model along with the proposed controllers is validated through
simulations. Real-time, hardware-in-the-loop (HIL) studies are

TABLE I
COMPARISON OF THIS WORK WITH PREVIOUS WORKS

Fig. 1. Primary frequency control with BESS [8], [9], [18].

performed with different load and battery SOC to verify the
effectiveness of the proposed hierarchical control in maintaining
frequency of the system at its nominal value. Comparative
studies are conducted to show the advantage of integrating SOC
into the system model, along with frequency, and designing
the controller based on the new system dynamics. In addition
to comparative studies, features of the surveyed methods in
this literature review are summarized and compared against the
proposed method in Table I.

Major contributions of this article are three-fold.
1) The LFC state-space model is modified by including the

BESS SOC as a state variable. Based on this model, novel
primary and SCCs are designed in the primary and SFC
loops to maintain the BESS charge within desired margins.

2) The primary and SCCs are designed to satisfy the
Popov/circle stability criterion and are embedded as con-
trol layers in the proposed hierarchical control.

3) The proposed hierarchical frequency and SOC control is
extended to a power system with multiple BESSs.

The rest of this article is organized as follows. Sections II
and III discuss PFC and SFC with BESS SOC consideration,
respectively, Multiple BESSs are discussed in Sections IV and
V provides model validation, HIL results are presented in
Sections VI. Finally, Section VII concludes this article.

II. PFC OF POWER SYSTEMS WITH BESS SOC
CONSIDERATION

Fig. 1 depicts the PFC model of a power system with BESS,
which is widely used in the literature [8], [9], [18]. The BESS
is embedded into the LFC model to contribute to PFC by the
use of a virtual governor. The virtual governor is a proportional



AFSHAR et al.: HIERARCHICAL FREQUENCY AND SOC CONTROL OF POWER GRIDS 7927

Fig. 2. SOC-aware primary frequency control.

controller with the BESS droop gainRB , which yields the BESS
reference power ΔP ref

B . The BESS droop gain influences the
steady-state value of frequency deviation Δf as follows:

Δf = −ΔPL/(D + 1/RG + 1/RB) (1)

whereΔPL is the load variation,D is the power system damping
ratio, and RG is the generator droop gain. However, the BESS
can contribute to PFC only if there is available charge. Therefore,
the SOC must be incorporated into this model.

In [29], we derived the following equation that relates the time
derivative of battery SOC variation ΔSOC to its output power
variation in per unit, ΔP p.u.

B

d

dt
ΔSOC = −αΔP p.u.

B , α =
Sbase

36Emax
(2)

whereSbase is the base apparent power andEmax is the maximum
energy capacity of the BESS in Wh. By integrating d

dtΔSOC and
adding it to the initial SOC percentage, SOC∗, the actual value
of SOC can be obtained as follows:

SOC = SOC∗ +ΔSOC. (3)

Using this derivation, we were able to incorporate the SOC
into PFC, as shown in Fig. 2.

The PCC in Fig. 2 is a piecewise linear controller, which is pro-
posed to prevent the BESS SOC from dropping below/exceeding
the allowable minimum/maximum values, SOCmin and SOCmax,
respectively. The controller produces a power reference modifier
signal ΔPPCC that modifies the reference power of the BESS as

ΔPPCC =

⎧⎨
⎩
m(SOC− SOCmin) SOC < SOCmin

0 SOCmin ≤ SOC ≤ SOCmax

m(SOC− SOCmax) SOC > SOCmax.
(4)

Here, m is the slope of the linear piece of the controller.
The range of this parameter is given in (7) and details about
its derivation are provided in [29]. It is noteworthy to mention
that although the proposed PCC in [29] only considers the lower
bound of SOC and the proposed PCC in this article considers
both the upper and lower bounds, they lie in the first and third

quadrant of the coordinates and thus, both the controllers satisfy
the Popov/circle criterion when m satisfies (7).

In [29], by using the equilibrium definition, we found that the
steady-state value of BESS output power will be zero (ΔPB =
0) to prevent the SOC from decreasing. Also, there will be a
frequency drop due to gradual loss of a generation source, and
the SOC will settle slightly under the SOCmin with an error.

Following the same principle, the modified PCC will lead to a
steady-state error when SOC reaches SOCmax. The steady-state
values for frequency variation and the SOC are as follows:

Δf = −ΔPL/(D + 1/RG) (5)

SOC = SOCmin − ΔPL

mRB(D + 1/RG)
,

for SOC < SOCmin and ΔPL > 0

SOC = SOCmax − ΔPL

mRB(D + 1/RG)
,

for SOC > SOCmax and ΔPL < 0. (6)

Comparing (1) and (5) proves that there will be frequency
drop, as 1/RB is no longer present in the Δf equation. Equa-
tion (6) shows that the bigger the m is, the smaller the SOC
error (eSOC = SOCmin − SOC or eSOC = SOC− SOCmax) will
be. However, the bigger values ofm lead to abrupt disconnection
of the BESS, thereby higher ROCOF. Also, extremely large
values of m can lead to violation of the stability criteria, which
we derived in [29] based on Popov/circle criterion as follows:

0 < m <
TB

α

a20
a1b0

(7)

where

a0 =
D

2HTBTG
+

1

2HRGTBTG
+

1

2HRBTBTG

a1 =
1

TBTG
+

1

2HRBTB
+

1

2HRGTG
+

D

2H

(
1

TB
+

1

TG

)

b0 =
D

2HTG
+

1

2HRGTG
.

It is clear from (7) that a large α leads to a small slope m, and
from (7), a large α corresponds to a small Emax. This means that
for a low-capacity BESS, a small slope m should be selected.

III. SFC OF POWER SYSTEMS BY CONSIDERING THE SOC

Fig. 3 depicts addition of SFC loop to the SOC-aware PFC.
The secondary frequency controller is an integral controller
that takes frequency variation (Δf ) as the input and outputs
a reference power variation (ΔP ref

G ) for SG units. As already
mentioned, the time scale of PFC is to the extent of a few
seconds, whereas SFC is applied after a few minutes. This is
modeled by a switch that is closed at t = tSF . The SFC loop
is closed to the system through communication links after PFC
loop is closed. The time that SFC loop is closed depends on how
close the frequency deviation is to the acceptable margin. SFC
loop remains in the control system until the frequency offset is
eliminated and frequency is brought back to the rated value.
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Fig. 3. SOC-aware secondary frequency control.

A. Steady-State Analysis

Following the same approach we proposed in [29], the state-
space model of the system with the secondary frequency con-
troller in the loop is derived as follows:

d

dt
Δf = − D

2H
Δf +

1

2H
ΔPG +

1

2H
ΔPB − 1

2H
ΔPL

(8)

d

dt
ΔPG = − 1

TGRG
Δf − 1

TG
ΔPG − 1

TG
ΔP ref

G (9)

d

dt
ΔPB = − 1

TBRB
Δf − 1

TB
ΔPB +

1

TB
ΔPPCC (10)

d

dt
ΔSOC = −αΔPB (11)

d

dt
ΔP ref

G = KIΔf. (12)

Using the equilibrium definition dx/dt = 0 for each of the
state variables in (8)–(12), leads toΔf = ΔPB = 0. This shows
that the steady-state error of the frequency response is now elim-
inated, and the BESS does not supply power in the steady state
and the load is met by the generator (ΔPG = ΔPL). Moreover,
SOC = SOCmin, which proves that the SOC steady-state error
is eliminated.

B. Secondary Frequency Controller Design

For tuning the secondary frequency controller parameter (KI )
in conventional LFC of power systems, it is customary to neglect
the time constants, i.e., TG = TB = 0, and then to design the
critical controller parameter (KI crit) based on the critically
damped response of the system [30]. This approach leads to

Fig. 4. Root-loci of the reduced-order SOC-aware LFC and conventional LFC
without BESS.

the following equation for KI crit:

KI crit =
1

8H

(
D +

1

RG
+

1

RB

)2

. (13)

However, (13) leads to an incorrect value for KI crit when
the SOC is considered in the system dynamics. This is because
the PCC affects the performance of the secondary frequency
controller. It is noteworthy that once the PCC has taken effect, it
means that the BESS output power has reached zero. Therefore,
it is reasonable to neglect the BESS dynamics in the LFC model.
This reduces the model to the conventional LFC model without
BESS. Thus, (13) will reduce to

KI crit =
1

8H

(
D +

1

RG

)2

. (14)

To evaluate the impact of system model simplification and
accuracy of (14), the root-locus of the proposed SOC-aware
LFC system is compared to that of the conventional LFC system
without the BESS model. Residualization method is used to
reduce the order of the proposed system as it is of order of five,
whereas the order of the conventional LFC system is three. In
this method, the time derivative of the state variables that are sup-
posed to be eliminated are set to zero. For the proposed system,
we consider the equilibrium state dΔPG/dt = dΔPB/dt = 0.
Using (8), (11), and (12) the following system matrix for the
reduced order system is obtained

A =

⎡
⎢⎣

−1
2H

(
D + 1

RG
+ 1

RB

)
m
2H

−1
2H

α
RB

0 −αm

KI 0 0

⎤
⎥⎦ . (15)

Fig. 4 depicts the root-loci of the conventional LFC system
and the proposed SOC-aware LFC with large values of m, (m >
4/α). It is safe to conclude that the reduced-order model is a good
approximation of the conventional LFC system.

Therefore, it is correct to use (14) to calculate KI crit once
m is large enough. For smaller values of m, (14) can be used
as an acceptable estimate of KI crit and its exact value can be
calculated based on the gains of the breaking points of the root
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Fig. 5. SCC with (a) SOC as input and (b) ΔSOC as input.

Fig. 6. Hierarchical scheme of the proposed frequency and SOC control.

locus as follows:

KI crit =
−1

G(sb)
, such that

d

ds
KI crit = 0. (16)

C. Secondary Charge Controller

For enabling the BESS to continue contributing to PFC after it
is discharged beyond SOCmin, an SCC is designed to be activated
during times when there is surplus of power. Fig. 5 shows the
block diagram of the proposed SCC, and Fig. 6 demonstrates the
hierarchy of the proposed SOC and frequency control scheme.
Fig. 7 depicts the proposed frequency and SOC control. As it
can be concluded from Fig. 6, tSC in Fig. 7 is larger than tSF

since SCC is activated after the SFC. Similar to PCC, SCC is a
piecewise linear controller, which modifies the battery reference
power as following:

ΔPSCC

=

{
n(SOC− SOCmax) SOCmin ≤ SOC ≤ SOCmax

0 Otherwise
. (17)

This piecewise linear controller, as shown in Fig. 5, is inte-
grated into the proposed SOC-aware frequency control model
to complete the hierarchical scheme, as shown in Fig. 7. Dis-
cussions about determining the slope n of the linear part are
provided in the following section.

The state-space model of the system with SCC is the same as
those given in (8)–(12) except for (10), where ΔPSCC/TB will
be an additional term. It is worth mentioning that once SCC is
activated, which is when SOC lies between SOCmin and SOCmax,
the PCC will not be active, and ΔPPCC will be zero. Thus,
the steady-state values of the state variables are achieved using
dx/dt = 0 for each of the states Δf , ΔPG, ΔPB , ΔSOC, and
ΔP ref

G . These require thatΔf = ΔPB = 0,ΔPG = ΔPL, and
SOC = SOCmax. The first equation shows that the steady-state
error of the frequency response is eliminated, and the BESS

Fig. 7. Proposed SOC-aware hierarchical frequency control.

does not supply power in the steady state. The second equation
shows that the load is met by the generator, and the third equation
proves that the SOC reaches its maximum value, meaning that
the BESS could be appropriately charged.

D. Stability Analysis

System stability is analyzed using the Popov/circle criterion.
As already mentioned, the PCC is not present once the SCC
is activated, and thus, its dynamics are not considered in this
analysis. For using Popov/circle criterion, the nonlinear element
ΔPSCC = f(ΔSOC) must be surrounded by two lines passing
through the origin with positive slopes. This implies that the
nonlinear element must pass through the origin [31]. However,
the SCC does not meet this condition and the equilibrium of the
system does not lie at the origin. Thus, the equilibrium of the
system is shifted to the origin by defining

z = SOC − SOCmax = ΔSOC − (SOCmax − SOC∗) (18)

and substituting it in (17), which yields

ΔPSCC =

⎧⎨
⎩

0 z < SOCmin − SOCmax

nz SOCmin − SOCmax < z < 0
0 z > 0.

(19)

To use the Popov criterion, the system must be modeled with
a transfer function and the nonlinear element in a closed-loop
system, as shown in Fig. 8. This transfer function, which must
be Hurwitz and finite dimensional [32], [33], is obtained by
calculating the state-space matricesA,B, andC from the system
dynamics with −ΔPSCC as the input and z as the output (as
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Fig. 8. Nonlinear feedback control block diagram for the Popov/circle crite-
rion.

Fig. 9. (a) Nonlinear element sectors for the Popov/circle criterion. (b) For-
bidden regions for Popov/circle criterion.

shown in Fig. 8)

G(s) =
(− α/TB)(s

3 + b2s
2 + b1s+ b0)

s5 + a4s4 + a3s3 + a2s2 + a1s
. (20)

Here are the parameters of (20)

b0 =
KI

2HTG
, b1 =

1

2HTGRG
, b2 =

D

2H
+

1

TG

a1 =
KI

2HTGTB

a2 =
D

2HTGTB
+

1

2HRGTGTB
+

1

2HRBTGTB
+

KI

2HTG

a3 =
1

2HRGTG
+

D

2HTG
+

D

2HTB
+

1

2HRBTB
+

1

TGTB

a4 =
D

2H
+

1

TG
+

1

TB
.

Recalling the Popov criterion, if G(s) is Hurwitz and sat-
isfies the condition (21), the closed-loop system is absolutely
stable, meaning that the origin is asymptotically stable for all
nonlinearities existing in the first and third quarter of coordinate
so that they pass through the origin. It is worth noting that
the transformation (18) leads the proposed nonlinearity to lie
between the slopes zero and ε, as shown in Fig. 9(a)

1

ε
+Re[G(jω)]− γωIm[G(jω)] > 0. (21)

Here, 1/γ is the slope of the Popov line, and −1/ε is the
intersection of the Popov plot with the real axis. Considering
the slope of the Popov line to be infinity, i.e., γ = 0 leads to the
circle criterion as follows [32]:

Re[G(jω)] > −1

ε
. (22)

As the system transfer function G(s) in (20) has a pole at the
origin and a negative gain, its Nyquist starts from −3π/2 and

ends at the origin, as shown in Fig. 9(b). As a result, it is obvious
that solving dRe[G(jω)]/dω= 0 gives the answer ω∗= 0 rad/s.
Thus, using ω∗ in (22) leads to the following stability region for
n:

0 < n <
KI

α(KITB + 1/RG)
. (23)

It is clear from (23) that a large α leads to a small n, and from
(7), a large α corresponds to a small Emax. This means that for a
low-capacity BESS, a small n should be selected, similar to m.

The stability region obtained for n in (23) needs to be further
refined to count for the maximum allowable frequency deviation
(|Δf |max). Once the BESS enters charging mode and acts as an
active load, the frequency drops, leading to activation of the
PFC. Then, the SFC is activated, and the frequency response
error is derived to zero. It is reasonable to obtain the frequency
drop based on (5), where the load power ΔPL, will be the power
injected to the battery for charging [given in (17)]. Neglecting
the PFC transient effect on the BESS output power in charging
mode of operation, and keeping in mind that the battery SOC is
at its minimum level when it enters charging mode, the following
can be written:

Δf ≈ − ΔPL

D + 1/RG
≈ n(SOCmin − SOCmax)

D + 1/RG

⇒ n ≈ |Δf |max(D + 1/RG)

|SOCmin − SOCmax| . (24)

Knowing the maximum allowable frequency deviation, which
is usually around 0.5Hz, the lower and upper bounds of SOC,
damping factor and generator droop coefficient, the value for
parameter n can be obtained.

IV. FREQUENCY AND SOC CONTROL OF A POWER SYSTEM

WITH MULTIPLE BESSS

With multiple BESSs, each energy storage unit can be
equipped with a PCC and an SCC, and power is shared among
them in inverse proportion to their droop gain. In this case, the
BESSs SOCs are at different levels and each charge controller
functions corresponding with maintaining the SOC within the
desired limits. However, if the energy storage units could share
their SOC value with each other, SOC-balancing principle [23],
[26] could be followed and all the units SOC values would be
derived to be equal with each other (SOC1 = SOC2 = . . . =
SOCnBESS ) in the steady state. In this case, it will be required to
equip only one of the units with a PCC and an SCC since other
units SOCs will converge to the same amount in the steady state.

For realizing SOC balancing, the mean of the SOC values is
calculated and compared with individual BESS SOC values to
obtain the error. Each SOC error is then fed to a proportional-
integral (PI) controller to produce the BESS reference modifier
that derives SOC to the mean value

SOCmean =
1

nBESS

nBESS∑
i=1

SOCi (25)

ΔPSOCi
= KSOCi

P (SOCmean − SOCi)

+KSOCi

I

∫
(SOCmean − SOCi). (26)
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Fig. 10. SOC-balancing strategy for a power system with two BESSs.

Here, nBESS is the number of energy storage units, SOCi is
the SOC of the ith BESS, KSOCi

P and KSOCi

I are parameters of
the SOC-balancing PI controller for the ith BESS, and ΔPSOCi

is the output of the SOC balancing controller, which modifies
the BESS reference power. Fig. 10 shows the proposed SOC
balancing strategy for a power system with two BESSs.

Guidelines for tuning the PI controllers’ parameters can be
obtained in [26]. For tuning the PCC and SCC parameters, its
reasonable to consider multiple BESSs as one BESS with an
equivalent time constant TBeq

and droop gain RBeq
as follows:

1

RBeq

=
1

RB1

+
1

RB2

+ . . .+
1

RBnBESS

(27)

TBeq
=

nBESS∑
i=1

TBi

nBESS
. (28)

The equivalent droop gain in (27) is obtained using block-
diagram principles and approximation conditions in linear sys-
tems. With this model approximation, the guidelines for design-
ing PCC and SCC that are discussed in the previous section can
be used for tuning their parameters. As how multiple BESSs
share power, considering that the SOC-balancing scheme en-
forces similar SOC dynamics, i.e., dSOCi/dt = dSOCj/dt, (2)
and (11) lead to the following:

ΔPBi

ΔPBj

=
αj

αi
=

Emaxi

Emaxj

. (29)

This shows that once SOC-balancing scheme is used, the
power-sharing among BESSs when the system is under PFC
and SCC will be based on their capacities, and not their re-
spective droop gains. As for power sharing between the SG and
the equivalent BESS, the droop gain of the equivalent BESS,
which is derived in (27), and the droop gain of the SG are the
determining factors.

Fig. 11. Increasing load profile.

Fig. 12. Grid frequency variation.

V. MODEL VALIDATION

The proposed SOC-aware frequency control model in Fig. 7 is
simulated in MATLAB/SIMULINK to validate its correctness
and compatibility with the state-space equations. Simulations
are conducted with the following system parameters: H =
5 s,D = 0.8 p.u.,RG = 0.05 p.u.,RB = 0.04 p.u.,TG = 0.2 s,
TB = 0.02 s, Sbase = 200 kW, Qmax = 250 A.h, vb0 = 400 V,
and Emax = 100 kW.h. The PCC, SFC, and SCC parameters are
varied to illustrate their impact on system performance.

A. Load Increase

Fig. 11 shows the load variation where three 0.05 p.u. step
changes are applied at t = {0, 5, 10} s. As seen in Fig. 12,
at each load increase instance, the system frequency drops.
Figs. 13 and 14 depict the BESS and SG power, respectively.
It is noteworthy to mention that the BESS and SG share the
load power in proportion to the inverse of their droop gains [18].
Fig. 15 shows the SOC; SOC∗ is intentionally set to 20.15% to
be close to SOCmin = 20%, so the charge controller becomes
activated within the simulation time. This happens at around
t = 38 s when the PCC manipulates the BESS output power and
prevents its further depletion. However, there is a steady-state
error in the SOC value, which becomes smaller for larger values
of the slope m. This can be explained based on the steady-state
SOC relation in (6). Fig. 16 shows the PCC output, confirming
that the controller modifies the BESS output power when only
SOCmin is reached. It is seen that the bigger the m is, the faster
the controller will act, but this will be at the expense of a higher
ROCOF (see Fig. 12). As the BESS output power gradually
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Fig. 13. BESS output power variation.

Fig. 14. SG output power variation.

Fig. 15. BESS SOC.

decreases and the frequency drops, the SG ramps up its power
to supply the load (see Fig. 14). At tSF = 80 s, the SFC loop
is closed, restoring the frequency to its nominal value. It is
seen in Fig. 12 that the bigger the SFC parameter KI is, the
faster the frequency will be restored, but this translates to a high
ROCOF. As seen in Fig. 16, the PCC output becomes zero once
the secondary frequency controller is activated. This implies
that the PCC is eventually deactivated once the SFC loop is
closed. At tSC = 150 s, the SCC is activated, and the BESS
enters charging mode, leading to frequency drops. But the SG
increases its output power to supply the required power.

As seen in Fig. 15, the bigger then is, the faster SOC increases,
and more power is drawn by the BESS. Therefore, the SG needs

Fig. 16. Primary charge control output.

Fig. 17. BESS SOC after seven hours.

Fig. 18. BESS output power variation after seven hours.

to increase its output power faster, but this will be at the expense
of a higher frequency drop.

Simulations were carried out for a longer period to show that
after the SCC is activated, the SOC eventually reaches SOCmax

(which is considered 80%), as can be seen in Fig. 17. The bigger
the n is, the faster the SOC reaches its maximum, and the power
the BESS draws is higher, as can be observed in Fig. 18. Once
SOC = SOCmax, the BESS ceases drawing power from the SG
(see Fig. 18). As seen in Fig. 19, in the steady state, the SG
only supplies the load power which is 0.15 p.u. However, during
charging mode, it injects more power to the BESS asn increases.

B. Load Decrease

Assuming that SOC reaches SOCmax = 80% from the previ-
ous load increase scenario, load demand is reduced following the
profile shown in Fig. 20. As shown in Figs. 21–24, at each load
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Fig. 19. SG output power variation after seven hours.

Fig. 20. Decreasing load profile.

Fig. 21. Grid frequency variation.

decrease instance, the grid frequency goes up due to a decrease in
the SG output power. The BESS output power also decreases and
becomes negative, meaning that the BESS enters charging mode,
leading to an increase in its SOC. This activates the PCC, which
derives the BESS power to zero as it aims at maintaining SOC at
SOCmax. Like the load increase scenario, the SOC steady-state
error is eliminated once the SFC loop is closed, and the frequency
settles at the rated value, with the BESS and SG power variations
settling at zero and the corresponding value for maintaining the
rated frequency, respectively.

C. Comparative Studies

Comparative studies are conducted against the method pro-
posed in [20], where the BESS is charged in the constant current
mode and once the lower/upper bounds of SOC are reached, the
d-axis reference current of the inverter is set to zero (where
here, equivalently the BESS reference power is set to zero) to
prevent BESS from discharging/charging beyond the allowable

Fig. 22. SG output power variation.

Fig. 23. BESS output power variation.

Fig. 24. BESS SOC.

limits. As seen in Figs. 25 and 26, although the method in [20]
leads to zero SOC steady-state error, the abrupt cease of current
draw/injection from/to the BESS leads to larger frequency devi-
ations and ROCOF. This confirms the advantage of our proposed
method, where SOC is integrated into the system dynamics and
the LFC system is designed by taking SOC into consideration.

VI. HIL RESULTS

The BESS-SG system shown in Fig. 27 is modeled on a
HIL setup to verify real-time implementation feasibility of the
proposed hierarchical SOC and frequency control scheme. Only
the load increase scenario of the model validation section is
examined in HIL results to confirm the validity of simulation
results. The entire system, including the BESS, SG, loads,
and interfacing power electronic converters, are modeled on
an OP4510 real-time simulator using Simulink blocks with a
time step of 50μs, while the inverter control is implemented
on a TI TMS320F28335 DSP. The BESS block in Simulink is
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Fig. 25. BESS SOC. (a) Discharging mode reaching SOCmin. (b) Charging
mode reaching SOCmax.

Fig. 26. Grid frequency variation. (a) Discharging mode reaching SOCmin.
(b) Charging mode reaching SOCmax.

based on an aging model and considers different parameters,
such as ambient temperature, capacity and internal resistance at
end of life. It also provides BESS SOC, current, and voltage as
measurable signals.

The BESS inverter is controlled using the PQ strategy to
track the BESS reference power (determined through the pro-
posed method) and inject/absorb the desired power. The BESS
dc–dc converter controls the dc-link voltage at its reference set
point. Both converters switching frequency is set at 10 kHz.
The system parameters are like those used in model validation
with m = 10, n = 0.002, SOCmax = 80%, SOC∗ = 20.1% and

vrefdc = 800 V. The BESS dc-link capacitor (Cdc), filter induc-
tance (Lf), and the line inductance (Lline) values are 1 mF and
0.6 mH, and 1 mH, respectively. The BESS voltage loop PI con-
troller parameters are KV

P = 0.85, KV
I = 10, the BESS current

loop PI controller parameters areKC
P = 0.01,KC

I = 10, and the
inverter current loop PI parameters are Ki

P = 25, Ki
I = 500.

The SFC loop is closed at tSF = 30 s, and the SCC is activated
at tSC = 60 s. The load profile is similar to Fig. 11. The results
of Figs. 28–31 confirm those obtained using the state-space
equations in the previous section. At each load increase instance,
the system frequency drops. Once the SOC reaches SOCmin =
20%, the PCC becomes activated and halts power draw from the
BESS, triggering the SG to ramp up its generation to supply the
load. When the SFC loop is closed, frequency is restored to its
nominal value.

After the SCC is activated, the BESS draws power from the
SG to be charged. Fig. 32 shows the dc-link voltage which drops
momentarily at each load increase instance due to discharge of
the dc-link capacitor; however, the dc–dc converter control loop
compensates for this drop by drawing current from the BESS
(see Fig. 33). As seen in Fig. 34, the battery voltage drop at load
increase instances is very negligible (∼0.3 v). Once the PCC is
applied, the dc-link voltage increases due to the decrease in the
BESS power, and the BESS current decreases to zero, but the
BESS voltage increases as it ceases discharging. Once the SFC
loop is closed, the dc-link voltage slightly increases as the BESS
is charged by drawing current (see Fig. 33) to compensate for
the SOC error. Also, the BESS voltage increases slightly due to
this short charge period. After the SCC is activated, the BESS
starts drawing power to charge. Therefore, its current switches
direction and its voltage continues to increase.

SOC-balancing with two BESSs is validated with HIL studies,
as well. The BESS control strategy in Fig. 10 is used in the
BESS-SG system in Fig. 27. The load profile is based on Fig. 11.
The time constants of the BESSs are set to TB1

= 0.02 s and
TB2

= 0.08 s, and their droop gains are set to RB1
= 0.03 p.u.

and RB2
= 0.06 pu. The PCC, SFC, and SCC parameters are

set to m = 10, KI = 20, and n = 0.002, respectively. The
SOC-balancing PI parameters are set as KSOC1

P = KSOC2

P =

KSOC1

I = KSOC2

I = 3. The initial SOCs are intentionally set as
SOC1 = 20.2% and SOC2 = 20.1% to enforce activation of the
PCC, and also show the convergence of SOCs to a mean value
after starting off at different values.

To show the impact of the BESSs capacity on power sharing,
two cases are considered: in the first case, both the BESS
capacities are set to 100 kWh, and in the second case, they
are set to 100 kWh and 200 kWh. Fig. 35 depicts the BESSs
output powers for the first case. It is seen that both the BESSs
produce the same power after some oscillations despite having
different droop gains. However, for the second case, it is seen
in Fig. 36 that the BESSs produce power in proportion to their
capacities when the system is under PFC and SCC hierarchy
levels. This confirms what was derived in (29). Fig. 37 shows
the BESSs SOC under the SOC-balancing scheme. As there are
two BESSs in the system (nBESS = 2), it can be assumed that one
BESS with an equivalent time constant and droop gain produces
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Fig. 27. Schematic of the BESS-SG system for HIL studies.

Fig. 28. Grid frequency.

Fig. 29. SG output power.

Fig. 30. BESS output power.

Fig. 31. BESS SOC.

Fig. 32. DC-link voltage.

summation of the power levels in Figs. 35 or 36, and power is
shared between that equivalent BESS and the SG in proportion
to inverse of their respective droop gains. It is notable that the
grid frequency and SG output power are not affected by SOC
balancing and remain similar to those illustrated in Figs. 28 and
29, respectively.
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Fig. 33. BESS current.

Fig. 34. BESS voltage.

Fig. 35. BESSs output powers under SOC-balancing with different droop
gains but with same capacities.

Fig. 36. BESSs output powers under SOC-balancing with different capacities.

VII. CONCLUSION

A hierarchical SOC and frequency control scheme is proposed
for power systems with battery energy storage systems. The
proposed control scheme is based on the state-space model of
the system and is in closed form thanks to a relation derived
between the BESS SOC and power variation. On top of the
PFC, a PCC is designed and employed to prohibit BESS dis-
charge/charge beyond the minimum/maximum allowable SOC.

Fig. 37. BESSs SOC under SOC-balancing.

A similar piecewise SCC is designed to be activated following
the secondary frequency controller to charge the BESS to its
maximum allowable SOC at off-peak load intervals. Selecting
the PCC and SCC parameters are based on the Popov/circle
stability criterion.

The proposed hierarchical SOC and frequency control is then
extended to a power system with multiple BESSs. It is shown
that by relying on communicating SOC values among the energy
storage units, the SOC-balancing strategy can be implemented,
and by equipping only one of the units with the proposed charge
controllers, SOC of all the other BESSs can be controlled by
simple PI controllers.

The validity of the model derived based on the system state-
space equations is confirmed through simulations. Those results
also show that larger values of the PCC, SFC, and SCC param-
eters provide faster frequency response, but at the expense of
a higher ROCOF. HIL simulation results, with one and multi-
ple BESSs, confirm real-time implementation feasibility of the
proposed control and its effectiveness in stable control of grid
frequency under different load and BESS SOC conditions.

REFERENCES

[1] J. Fang, H. Li, Y. Tang, and F. Blaabjerg, “On the inertia of future more-
electronics power systems,” IEEE J. Emerg. Sel. Topics Power Electron.,
vol. 7, no. 4, pp. 2130–2146, Dec. 2019.

[2] V. Gholamrezaie, M. G. Dozein, H. Monsef, and B. Wu, “An optimal
frequency control method through a dynamic load frequency control (LFC)
model incorporating wind farm,” IEEE Syst. J., vol. 12, no. 1, pp. 392–401,
Mar. 2018.

[3] M.-H. Khooban, T. Dragicevic, F. Blaabjerg, and M. Delimar, “Shipboard
microgrids: A novel approach to load frequency control,” IEEE Trans.
Sustain. Energy, vol. 9, no. 2, pp. 843–852, Apr. 2018.

[4] M.-H. Khooban, “Secondary load frequency control of time-delay stand-
alone microgrids with electric vehicles,” IEEE Trans. Ind. Electron.,
vol. 65, no. 9, pp. 7416–7422, Sep. 2018.

[5] M. Khan, H. Sun, Y. Xiang, and D. Shi, “Electric vehicles participation
in load frequency control based on mixed H2/H�,” Int. J. Elect. Power
Energy Syst., vol. 125, 2021, Art. no. 106420.

[6] S. A. Hosseini, M. Toulabi, A. S. Dobakhshari, A. Ashouri-Zadeh, and
A. M. Ranjbar, “Delay compensation of demand response and adaptive
disturbance rejection applied to power system frequency control,” IEEE
Trans. Power Syst., vol. 35, no. 3, pp. 2037–2046, May 2020.

[7] X.-C. Shangguan et al., “Robust load frequency control for power system
considering transmission delay and sampling period,” IEEE Trans. Ind.
Informat., vol. 17, no. 8, pp. 5292–5303, Aug. 2021.

[8] N. Vafamand, M. H. Khooban, T. Dragičević, J. Boudjadar, and M. H.
Asemani, “Time-delayed stabilizing secondary load frequency control
of shipboard microgrids,” IEEE Syst. J., vol. 13, no. 3, pp. 3233–3241,
Sep. 2019.



AFSHAR et al.: HIERARCHICAL FREQUENCY AND SOC CONTROL OF POWER GRIDS 7937

[9] H. Bevrani, M. R. Feizi, and S. Ataee, “Robust frequency control in an
islanded microgrid: H-and $\mu $-synthesis approaches,” IEEE Trans.
Smart Grid, vol. 7, no. 2, pp. 706–717, Mar. 2016.

[10] S. Hu, X. Ge, X. Chen, and D. Yue, “Resilient load frequency control of
islanded AC microgrids under concurrent false data injection and denial-
of-service attacks,” IEEE Trans. Smart Grid, vol. 14, no. 1, pp. 690–700,
Jan. 2023.

[11] M. R. Khalghani, J. Solanki, S. K. Solanki, M. H. Khooban, and A.
Sargolzaei, “Resilient frequency control design for microgrids under false
data injection,” IEEE Trans. Ind. Electron., vol. 68, no. 3, pp. 2151–2162,
Mar. 2021.

[12] T. Amraee, M. G. Darebaghi, A. Soroudi, and A. Keane, “Probabilistic
under frequency load shedding considering RoCoF relays of distributed
generators,” IEEE Trans. Power Syst., vol. 33, no. 4, pp. 3587–3598,
Jul. 2018.

[13] Y. Han, P. M. Young, A. Jain, and D. Zimmerle, “Robust control for
microgrid frequency deviation reduction with attached storage system,”
IEEE Trans. Smart Grid, vol. 6, no. 2, pp. 557–565, Mar. 2015.

[14] H. Bevrani, F. Habibi, P. Babahajyani, M. Watanabe, and Y. Mitani, “In-
telligent frequency control in an AC microgrid: Online PSO-based fuzzy
tuning approach,” IEEE Trans. Smart Grid, vol. 3, no. 4, pp. 1935–1944,
Dec. 2012.

[15] I. Pan and S. Das, “Kriging based surrogate modeling for fractional order
control of microgrids,” IEEE Trans. Smart Grid, vol. 6, no. 1, pp. 36–44,
Jan. 2015.

[16] A. Rafiee, Y. Batmani, F. Ahmadi, and H. Bevrani, “Robust load-frequency
control in islanded microgrids: Virtual synchronous generator concept and
quantitative feedback theory,” IEEE Trans. Power Syst., vol. 36, no. 6,
pp. 5408–5416, Nov. 2021.

[17] A. Fathi, Q. Shafiee, and H. Bevrani, “Robust frequency control of mi-
crogrids using an extended virtual synchronous generator,” IEEE Trans.
Power Syst., vol. 33, no. 6, pp. 6289–6297, Nov. 2018.

[18] Z. Afshar, M. M. Zadeh, S. M. T. Bathaee, and G. Gharehpetian, “Primary
and secondary frequency control of low-inertia microgrids with battery
energy storage and intermittent renewable energy resources,” in Proc. 11th
Power Electron., Drive Syst., Technol. Conf., 2020, pp. 1–6.

[19] P. Li, Z. Tan, Y. Zhou, C. Li, R. Li, and X. Qi, “Secondary frequency
regulation strategy with fuzzy logic method and self-adaptive modification
of state of charge,” IEEE Access, vol. 6, pp. 43575–43585, 2018.

[20] U. Datta, A. Kalam, and J. Shi, “Battery energy storage system control
for mitigating PV penetration impact on primary frequency control and
state-of-charge recovery,” IEEE Trans. Sustain. Energy, vol. 11, no. 2,
pp. 746–757, Apr. 2020.

[21] C. Mu, Y. Zhang, H. Jia, and H. He, “Energy-storage-based intelligent
frequency control of microgrid with stochastic model uncertainties,” IEEE
Trans. Smart Grid, vol. 11, no. 2, pp. 1748–1758, Mar. 2020.

[22] S. Sitompul, Y. Hanawa, V. Bupphaves, and G. Fujita, “State of charge
control integrated with load frequency control for BESS in islanded
microgrid,” Energies, vol. 13, no. 18, 2020, Art. no. 4657.

[23] C. Li, E. A. A. Coelho, T. Dragicevic, J. M. Guerrero, and J. C. Vasquez,
“Multiagent-based distributed state of charge balancing control for dis-
tributed energy storage units in AC microgrids,” IEEE Trans. Ind. Appl.,
vol. 53, no. 3, pp. 2369–2381, May/Jun. 2017.

[24] H. Liu, Z. Hu, Y. Song, and J. Lin, “Decentralized vehicle-to-grid control
for primary frequency regulation considering charging demands,” IEEE
Trans. Power Syst., vol. 28, no. 3, pp. 3480–3489, Aug. 2013.

[25] Z. Tan, X. Li, L. He, Y. Li, and J. Huang, “Primary frequency control with
BESS considering adaptive SoC recovery,” Int. J. Elect. Power Energy
Syst., vol. 117, 2020, Art. no. 105588.

[26] S. V. M. Ouoba, A. Houari, and M. Machmoum, “Resilient control for
distributed energy storage units in an islanded AC microgrid,” IEEE
J. Emerg. Sel. Topics Power Electron., vol. 12, no. 2, pp. 1446–1455,
Apr. 2024.

[27] O. Palizban and K. Kauhaniemi, “Distributed cooperative control of battery
energy storage system in AC microgrid applications,” J. Energy Storage,
vol. 3, pp. 43–51, 2015.

[28] S. Zhang, Y. Mishra, and M. Shahidehpour, “Fuzzy-logic based frequency
controller for wind farms augmented with energy storage systems,” IEEE
Trans. Power Syst., vol. 31, no. 2, pp. 1595–1603, Mar. 2016.

[29] Z. Afshar, H. Rahmanei, I. Bhogaraju, and M. Farasat, “SOC-aware pri-
mary frequency control of low-inertia power systems with battery energy
storage,” in Proc. IEEE Texas Power Energy Conf., 2023, pp. 1–6.

[30] D. Chaturvedi, P. Satsangi, and P. Kalra, “Load frequency control: A
generalised neural network approach,” Int. J. Elect. Power Energy Syst.,
vol. 21, no. 6, pp. 405–415, 1999.

[31] J.-J. E. Slotine and W. Li, Applied Nonlinear Control. Hoboken, NJ, USA:
Prentice-Hall, 1991.

[32] H. K. Khalil, Nonlinear Systems, 3rd ed. Hoboken, NJ, USA: Prentice-
Hall, 2002.

[33] G. Zames, “On the input-output stability of time-varying nonlinear feed-
back systems part one: Conditions derived using concepts of loop gain,
conicity, and positivity,” IEEE Trans. Automat. Control, vol. 11, no. 2,
pp. 228–238, Apr. 1966.

Zakaria Afshar (Student Member, IEEE) received
the M.Sc. degree in electrical power engineering from
K. N. Toosi University of Technology, Tehran, Iran,
in 2018. He is currently working toward the Ph.D.
degree in electrical engineering with Louisiana State
University, Baton Rouge, LA, USA.

His current research interests include microgrid
dynamics and control, low-inertia power systems, and
control of power grids with battery energy storage
systems.

Indra Bhogaraju received the Ph.D. degree in elec-
trical engineering from Louisiana State University,
Baton Rouge, LA, USA, in 2023.

He is currently a Scientist with ABB Corporate
Research Center, Raleigh, NC, USA. His research in-
terest includes nonlinear control and its application to
renewable energy and hybrid energy storage systems.

Hamid Rahmanei received the B.S. and M.Sc. de-
grees in mechanical engineering in 2013 and 2016,
respectively, both from K. N. Toosi University of
Technology, Tehran, Iran, where he is currently work-
ing toward the Ph.D. degree.

His research interests include dynamic systems, ve-
hicle dynamics and control, and nonlinear vibrations.

Mehdi Farasat (Senior Member, IEEE) received the
Ph.D. degree in electrical engineering from the Uni-
versity of Nevada, Reno, Nevada, in 2014.

He is currently an Associate Professor with the
School of Electrical Engineering and Computer Sci-
ence, Louisiana State University, Baton Rouge, LA,
USA. His research interests include design, modeling,
and control of power electronics converters in renew-
able energy and electrified transportation systems.



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 0
  /ParseDSCComments false
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo true
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
    /Algerian
    /Arial-Black
    /Arial-BlackItalic
    /Arial-BoldItalicMT
    /Arial-BoldMT
    /Arial-ItalicMT
    /ArialMT
    /ArialNarrow
    /ArialNarrow-Bold
    /ArialNarrow-BoldItalic
    /ArialNarrow-Italic
    /ArialUnicodeMS
    /BaskOldFace
    /Batang
    /Bauhaus93
    /BellMT
    /BellMTBold
    /BellMTItalic
    /BerlinSansFB-Bold
    /BerlinSansFBDemi-Bold
    /BerlinSansFB-Reg
    /BernardMT-Condensed
    /BodoniMTPosterCompressed
    /BookAntiqua
    /BookAntiqua-Bold
    /BookAntiqua-BoldItalic
    /BookAntiqua-Italic
    /BookmanOldStyle
    /BookmanOldStyle-Bold
    /BookmanOldStyle-BoldItalic
    /BookmanOldStyle-Italic
    /BookshelfSymbolSeven
    /BritannicBold
    /Broadway
    /BrushScriptMT
    /CalifornianFB-Bold
    /CalifornianFB-Italic
    /CalifornianFB-Reg
    /Centaur
    /Century
    /CenturyGothic
    /CenturyGothic-Bold
    /CenturyGothic-BoldItalic
    /CenturyGothic-Italic
    /CenturySchoolbook
    /CenturySchoolbook-Bold
    /CenturySchoolbook-BoldItalic
    /CenturySchoolbook-Italic
    /Chiller-Regular
    /ColonnaMT
    /ComicSansMS
    /ComicSansMS-Bold
    /CooperBlack
    /CourierNewPS-BoldItalicMT
    /CourierNewPS-BoldMT
    /CourierNewPS-ItalicMT
    /CourierNewPSMT
    /EstrangeloEdessa
    /FootlightMTLight
    /FreestyleScript-Regular
    /Garamond
    /Garamond-Bold
    /Garamond-Italic
    /Georgia
    /Georgia-Bold
    /Georgia-BoldItalic
    /Georgia-Italic
    /Haettenschweiler
    /HarlowSolid
    /Harrington
    /HighTowerText-Italic
    /HighTowerText-Reg
    /Impact
    /InformalRoman-Regular
    /Jokerman-Regular
    /JuiceITC-Regular
    /KristenITC-Regular
    /KuenstlerScript-Black
    /KuenstlerScript-Medium
    /KuenstlerScript-TwoBold
    /KunstlerScript
    /LatinWide
    /LetterGothicMT
    /LetterGothicMT-Bold
    /LetterGothicMT-BoldOblique
    /LetterGothicMT-Oblique
    /LucidaBright
    /LucidaBright-Demi
    /LucidaBright-DemiItalic
    /LucidaBright-Italic
    /LucidaCalligraphy-Italic
    /LucidaConsole
    /LucidaFax
    /LucidaFax-Demi
    /LucidaFax-DemiItalic
    /LucidaFax-Italic
    /LucidaHandwriting-Italic
    /LucidaSansUnicode
    /Magneto-Bold
    /MaturaMTScriptCapitals
    /MediciScriptLTStd
    /MicrosoftSansSerif
    /Mistral
    /Modern-Regular
    /MonotypeCorsiva
    /MS-Mincho
    /MSReferenceSansSerif
    /MSReferenceSpecialty
    /NiagaraEngraved-Reg
    /NiagaraSolid-Reg
    /NuptialScript
    /OldEnglishTextMT
    /Onyx
    /PalatinoLinotype-Bold
    /PalatinoLinotype-BoldItalic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Italic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Roman
    /Parchment-Regular
    /Playbill
    /PMingLiU
    /PoorRichard-Regular
    /Ravie
    /ShowcardGothic-Reg
    /SimSun
    /SnapITC-Regular
    /Stencil
    /SymbolMT
    /Tahoma
    /Tahoma-Bold
    /TempusSansITC
    /TimesNewRomanMT-ExtraBold
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-Bold
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-BoldCond
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-BoldIt
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-Cond
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-CondIt
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-Italic
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-ItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPSMT
    /Times-Roman
    /Trebuchet-BoldItalic
    /TrebuchetMS
    /TrebuchetMS-Bold
    /TrebuchetMS-Italic
    /Verdana
    /Verdana-Bold
    /Verdana-BoldItalic
    /Verdana-Italic
    /VinerHandITC
    /Vivaldii
    /VladimirScript
    /Webdings
    /Wingdings2
    /Wingdings3
    /Wingdings-Regular
    /ZapfChanceryStd-Demi
    /ZWAdobeF
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages false
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 900
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00111
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages false
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 1200
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00083
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages false
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00063
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create PDFs that match the "Suggested"  settings for PDF Specification 4.0)
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


