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Abstract

Electrical power conversions are common in a large variety of engineering
applications. With reference to AC/DC and DC/AC power conversions, a
strong research interest resides in multilevel converters, thanks to the many
advantages they provide over standard two-level converters. In this paper,
we first provide a power-oriented model of Modular Multilevel Converters
(MMCs), followed by a detailed harmonic analysis. The model is given in
the form of a block scheme that can be directly implemented in the Mat-
lab/Simulink environment. The performed harmonic analysis gives a deep
and exact understanding of the different terms affecting the evolution of the
voltage trajectories in the upper and lower arms of the converter. Next,
we propose a new model-based adaptive control scheme for MMCs. The
proposed control allows to determine the optimal average capacitor voltages
reference in real-time, thus allowing to properly track the desired load cur-
rent while minimizing the harmonic content in the generated load current
itself.

Keywords: Model-Based Adaptive Control, Harmonic Analysis, Modeling,
Modular-Multilevel Converters, Power Electronics, Simulation.

1. Introduction

Power conversions are performed in many engineering applications, in-
cluding power grids [1]-[2], hybrid electric vehicles [3]-[4] and many other
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applications involving electric motor drives. The devices which are respon-
sible for performing such power conversions are power converters, and can
be mainly classified into DC/DC [5]-[7], AC/DC and DC/AC [8]-[10] power
converters. Multilevel converter topologies offer many pros when compared
to two-level power converters |11], including distortion reduction in the out-
put voltage waveform and in the absorbed input current as well as a reduced
dv/dt effect. Different multilevel converter topologies are available in the
literature, including cascaded H-bridges multilevel converters [12]-[13], con-
verter topologies with flying capacitors [10], [14]-[15], and Modular Multilevel
Converters (MMCs) [16]-[24]. In this paper, MMCs in half-bridge configura-
tion are subject of study.

The first operation to be performed is a correct and accurate modeling
of the considered multilevel converter topology, for which many different
approaches can be found in the literature. Modular Multilevel Matrix Con-
verters are modeled in [16] in a matrix form with the definition of a power-
capacitor voltage model and of a voltage-current model. A state-space model
of Modular Multilevel Converters is proposed in [17] instead. In the present
paper, Modular Multilevel Converters are modeled using a new and effective
approach which is based on the Power-Oriented Graphs (POG) modeling
technique [25]. In the literature, two additional main graphical techniques
for modeling physical systems can be found: Bond Graphs (BG) [26]-27]
and Energetic Macroscopic Representation (EMR) [18], [28]. In the present
paper, the POG technique is employed as a tool to develop the proposed con-
verter model, since it provides user-friendly block schemes which are directly
implementable in the Simulink environment using simple blocks available
from standard libraries, such as integrators and gains for instance. Some
examples where the POG technique can be effectively applied can be found
in [10] for the modeling of multilevel flying-capacitor converters, in [29] for
the modeling of Permanent Magnet Synchronous Motors, in 3] for the mod-
eling of planetary gear sets and in [30] for the modeling of multiphase diode
bridge rectifiers. In this paper, two MMC models are derived: a complete
model and an average model. The complete model is very suitable for a de-
tailed simulation of the converter dynamics and provides the full differential
equations describing it, whereas the average model proves to be very suit-
able for deriving the proposed new model-based adaptive control of MMCs,
thanks to the detailed harmonic analysis performed on it.

The next important step consists in properly controlling the considered
multilevel topology. The control of MMC can be divided into two different
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parts [19]: the control of the power and current inside the MMC and the
voltage balancing control. However, addressing all these control objectives is
not an easy task. The full-order nonlinear control of the MMC is addressed
in [19] without considering the voltage balancing issue. In [20], a novel mod-
ulation scheme and a closed-loop method for voltage balancing are proposed.
In [21], the authors propose a new modulation technique named Integral
Modulation Technique to achieve load current control and voltage balancing,
whereas a control approach based on Weighted Model Predictive Control
(WMPC) for a half-bridge MMC is proposed in [22]. However, this latter
approach only relies on MPC to minimize an objective function to achieve
both voltage balancing and load current control and does not fully analyze
the complex dynamics of MMC. A control approach based on MPC is also
proposed in [23], named Model Predictive Direct Current Control, proposing
a cost function that also accounts for the number of switching transitions. An
interesting dynamic analysis of the modular multilevel converter is proposed
in [24] where, assuming that the output current tracks the desired profile,
the nonlinear model of the MMC is derived. The system equilibrium points
are then computed neglecting the oscillatory terms, based on which the con-
trol of the circulating current is evinced. In the present paper, we introduce
the following new contributions which, to the best of our knowledge, have
not yet been fully addressed in the literature: 1) the proposal of a compact
block scheme modeling MMCs. The block scheme is directly implementable
in the Matlab/Simulink environment using simple blocks which are available
in standard Simulink libraries, such as integrators and gains. The proposed
model is also verified against the PLECS (Piecewise Linear Electrical Circuit
Simulation) simulator [31]. 2) the development of an harmonic analysis in
which all the oscillatory terms are taken into account. This enables a deep
and exact understanding of the MMC dynamics, based on which we can de-
termine the optimal tracking reference for the circulating current in order
to make the average capacitor voltages follow the desired reference. 3) the
exact computation of the optimal voltage reference for the average capac-
itor voltages in the upper and lower arms of the converter. Such optimal
voltage reference is the minimum value which is strictly necessary to prop-
erly track the desired load current while, at the same time, minimizing the
harmonic content in the generated load current itself. 4) the proposal of a
new model-based adaptive control which allows to effectively achieve all the
control objectives at the same time: a) balancing of the capacitor voltages;
b) tracking of the optimal voltage reference for the average capacitor voltages
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in order to minimize the harmonic content in the load current; ¢) tracking of
the desired load current profile.

One of the new important concepts that we introduce in this paper is that
of adaptively varying the average capacitor voltages in the upper and lower
arms of the MMC, which is what makes the proposed model-based control
adaptive to the operating conditions. The average capacitor voltages are
properly controlled to follow an optimal voltage reference using the circulat-
ing current, where such optimal voltage reference is adapted in real-time as a
function of the desired load current. This represents a crucial advantage with
respect to maintaining the average capacitor voltages at a constant value, as
it is typically done in literature, because it allows to reduce the harmonic con-
tent in the generated load current whenever the operating conditions allow
it. This is done by minimizing the level-to-level distance in the commutating
voltage signals, thus enhancing all the intrinsic main advantages of multilevel
converters.

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows. The complete dy-
namic model of MMCs is derived in Sec. .1l and verified in Sec. An
average model of the converter is proposed in Sec. [2.3] which will be funda-
mental for the harmonic analysis and for the model-based adaptive control
derivation. The Control Problem is addressed in Sec. Bl based on the model
transformation illustrated in Sec. 2.4l The capacitor voltages balancing prob-
lem in the upper and lower arms of the converter is addressed in Sec. [B.1],
whereas the control of the average capacitor voltages and of the load current
is described in Sec. and in Sec. using the proposed model-based adap-
tive control. Simulation results showing the effectiveness of the proposed
control are reported and discussed in Sec. 4, whereas the conclusions of this
work are given in Sec. Bl Finally, the detailed calculations employed when
performing the system harmonic analysis are reported in App. A, App. B,
App. C, App. D, App. E and App. F.

2. Dynamic Model of Modular Multilevel Converters

The circuit diagram of a MMC with n of capacitors on each arm is shown
in Fig. Il The switches reported in the figure are supposed to be in half-
bridge configuration. The complete dynamic model of the MMC is derived
in Sec. 211 and verified in Sec. against the PLECS circuit simulator.
Next, an average model of the MMC capacitive part which is suitable for the
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Figure 1: Circuit diagram of the considered Modular Multilevel Converter.



MMC harmonic analysis and for describing the model-based adaptive control
proposed in this paper is derived in Sec. 2.3

2.1. Full Dynamic Model of Modular Multilevel Converters

The dynamic model of the MMC inductive part can be expressed as
LL IL:AL IL+VC+bL Vai
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where R, L are the resistance and the inductance in the lower and upper arms
of the converter; R,, L, are the load resistance and the load inductance; I, I
are the currents flowing in the lower and upper arms of the converter; V5, V}
are the commutating voltages defined as in Fig. [l and V, is a load sinusoidal
voltage source, see Fig. [Il The dynamic model of the MMC capacitive part
can be expressed as L.v. = T2 I;, Vo = =T, v +d. Vi

Cl 0]. . T1 0 Il ‘/1 R Vo 1
{ 0 CJ Ve= { 0 _TJ {[2} (2) {VJ =-T, {VCJ + {_1} Vae, (3)
—_——— —_—— ——

L. T2 Ir Ve Ve d.
where
Cy-- 0 Cpyroo 0 Ve, Vera T Thn
Ci=| - 1 Co=| ¢ et va=| V=] P [ Thi=| 1 [ To=|
0...C, 0 ...Con V., V., T, Ton
The signals T;, for i € {1, 2, ..., 2n}, are the control variables that define

the state of the switches (on/off) and the use (no/yes) of the capacitors C;
in the definition of the voltages V; and V5: a) if T; = 0, the i-th switch is
on and the voltage V., of capacitor C; is not used in the Kirchhoft’s Voltage
Law in (3]); b) if 7; = 1, the i-th switch is off and the voltage V., of capacitor
C; is used in the Kirchhoff’s Voltage Law in (3). By combining together
systems (I))-(3]), the following Lx = A x + B u complete dynamic model of
the MMC is obtained:

Lc 0 . 0 T12 Ve 0 o0 Vdc
R A R | L G
—— —_——— TW—/



Capacitive part d.Vy. =V Inductive part
Ve i c
{ [ T’f2 ‘ ‘ ‘ bLVa

|
| |
| |
| |
| |
| 1 T
I 1 |
-1 \ \ 1 \ J |
: Lc [ \ & \ | !
| - = ]
| |
| 1 | | | Az | |
| 1 | | 1 | | |
| = | | L, ey el |
S
| | | | | | |
| t \ | | | ! |
I Ty fete—ee—ie 1 NN SN |
| \ \ | \ \ |
| [ I |

Figure 2: Block scheme of the complete MMC dynamic model.

Table 1: Parameters and initial conditions of the proposed model (@) and of the PLECS
model in Fig. B

L =10 [mH] = 0.1 C; = 1000 [ F]

L, = 50 [mH] R =19 [Q] | V,=10sin(2750t+7/6) [V]
n=3 Vie = 250 [V] T, =107 [3
Iy =loy = Lo, =0 [H], Vo, -, Vo =110 [V]

The order m of the dynamic system () is m = 2n+2. A very compact block
scheme of system (Bl is shown in Fig. 2 having the interesting feature of
being directly implemented in the Simulink environment using simple blocks
which are available in standard Simulink libraries [25].

2.2. Model Verification

The MMC model proposed in (B) and in Fig. 2 has been tested against one
of the most widespread platforms for simulating power electronics systems:
PLECS (Piecewise Linear Electrical Circuit Simulation) [31]. The PLECS
implementation of the considered MMC is reported in Fig. [3 in which the
case n = 3 has been taken as an example. Since the objective is the verifica-
tion of the proposed model ([]), the simulation of the system model (5l) and
the simulation of the PLECS model have been performed in open-loop by ap-
plying the same control signals 77, - -+, Tg in vectors T and Ty in ({]). The
considered model parameters and initial conditions are reported in Table [l
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Figure 3: PLECS implementation of the MMC circuit diagram in Fig. [Tl for the case n = 3.

The results in terms of currents I; and I, voltages V; and V5 and capacitor
voltages V., - -+, V, given by the PLECS model in Fig. 3] are shown in the
PLECS scopes in Fig. @ The comparison between the results given by the
model () and those given by the PLECS model are reported in Fig. Bl In
this figure, the legend notation “P1” stands for PLECS and “Mt” stands for
Matlab/Simulink. From Fig. B it is possible to appreciate the very good
superposition between the results of model (B) and those given the PLECS
model in Fig.[Bl In fact, the maximum absolute difference between the capac-
itor voltages V., - - -, Vi, given by the simulation of the PLECS model and
those given by the simulation of model () is 12.5 mV, the maximum abso-
lute difference between currents Iy, I given by the simulation of the PLECS
model and those given by the simulation of model (B is 14.2 mA, and the
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Figure 4: Capacitor voltages V.,, ---, V,, currents I;, Iy and voltages Vi, V5 given by
the PLECS scope.

maximum absolute difference between voltages V;, V5 given by the simulation
of the PLECS model and those given by the simulation of model () is 31.66
mV. This verifies the correctness of the MMC model proposed in ().

2.3. Average dynamic model of the MMC' capacitive part

The order of the capacitive part (2))-(4]) in the MMC dynamic model is 2n,
that is the total number of capacitors in the upper and lower arms of the con-
verter. Let C' be the capacitance value of capacitors C1, ..., Cp,, Cpi1, ..., Cop
in the MMC of Fig.[Il In order to have equally spaced voltage levels for volt-
ages V1 and V5, see Fig. [Il the following balancing conditions must stand:

‘/012”'2‘/0ngvclv ‘/Cn+12”.2‘/c2n2_02’ (6)

where V,; and V., are the average values of the capacitors voltages in the
upper and lower arms of the converter, respectively. Condition (6) can be
effectively achieved using the algorithm described in Sec. Bl If (@) holds
true, the dynamic model of the MMC capacitive part can be approximated
using the following average dynamic model. Let V, denote the following
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Figure 5: Comparison between Matlab/Simulink and PLECS results: capacitor voltages
V.,, currents I, Iy and voltages Vi, V5.
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vector:

v g

The variables V; and V5 of vector V¢ in ([{l) can only take on the following
admissible voltage values:

‘/1 Vdc - nlvcl
Ve = = s 8
“ [%} [4@+an’ ®)
where the integers n; € {0, 1, 2, ..., n} and ny € {0, 1, 2, ..., n} denote

the number of capacitors for which the corresponding switch is off in the
upper and lower arms of the converter, i.e. for which 7; = 1 in Fig.[Il The
time derivative of the average voltage vector V. in ([7]) can be expressed as
follows:

chl s Il
X7 dt nC Ll
VC: - = = — s 9
dVeo e lh | Cr [—W 12] ©)
dt nC

where Cr = n C. Using (§) and (@), the dynamic model of the MMC can be
expressed as Lyx, = A, x, + B, w:

CTO . 0 A12 Vc 00 Vdc _CTO M 0
2 vy ] S S R AR
~—— — N Y

L A Xs B u

2.4. Transformed average model of the MMC
Applying the following transformations:

Ll 1f1 1] (1 Vil 11 1] [V, (1)
Ll 2|(1-=1| L) |Va| 2|1-=1]|V4|"
N~ N—— N~ ——— N——— "~
I Tw | ) Ve Ty Vuw

to the inductive part (Il) of the MMC complete model, one obtains:
T\2L+4L, 0 | 1[2R+4R, 0 ||[Is| 1{Vs| [—1

I S R U
L, A I, V.  be

where L, = T, L, T,, A, = T A;T,, V, = T, Ve and b, = T_ by,
see [25]. Note that variable I is () is the load current I,, by applying

(12)
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the Kirchhoff’s Current Law to the circuit diagram in Fig. [Il Hereinafter,
variable I, will be used to denote the load current I,. The two equations of
system (I2)) can be expanded as follows:

{LT];s = _RT]s_2‘/:1+‘/; (13)

Ll; = —RI;+V, ’
where Ly = L+ 2L, and Ry = R+ 2R,. System (I3)) can be controlled
by using the input voltages Vi and V; introduced in ([I). An important
observation has to be made on system (I3): the dynamics of currents I
and I are decoupled: current I; can only be controlled by using the input
voltage Vi, see the first equation of system (I3]), whereas current /; can only
be controlled by using the input voltage Vj, see the second equation of system
(@3). By replacing current I, in ([I3) with the desired one I,, one obtains the
desired value V, of voltage Vi:

Vo=f(t) = Ly L, + Ry [, + 2V, (14)
Inverting (§]), the control variables n; and ny can be expressed as follows:

‘/dc_‘/l

n o Vcl
[HJ_ WVl (15)
Vc2

Substituting (I5) in (@), one obtains the following nonlinear dynamic equa-
tions describing the capacitive part of the MMC:

CT Vcl Vcl - (‘/dc - ‘/1) Il (16)
CrVea Ve = —(Vie+V2) I
Applying the transformations in ([IT]) to system (I@]), one obtains:
4CTV01 ?cl - (2 ‘/dc - V:s - ‘/;i) (IS + [d) (17>
4CTV02 Vc2 = _(2 Vdc + ‘/s - Vd) ([s - Id)

The overall dynamic equations of the transformed average MMC model
are given by combining together the transformed equations ([3]) and (7)) of
the inductive and capacitive parts of the system, respectively.
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3. Model-Based Adaptive Control of Modular Multilevel Convert-
ers

Control Problem. Let I, = I,y sin(wt) be the desired load current, and
let V, = Vyyrsin(wt + avy,) be the load generator voltage source in Fig. [l
The control Goals are:

1) Capacitor voltages control: 1.1) Keeping V., ~ --- ~ V., =~ V4 and
Vepr o +++ =~ Vi, =~ V. (capacitor voltages balancing); 1.2) Keeping
Va =~ Vg =~ Vs, ., where V.o, is the optimal average capacitor volt-
ages reference, which in turn translates into the definition of a desired profile

1, for current 1.

2) Load current control: the load current I, must track the desired profile
Io;

The solution of Goal 1.1 of the Control Problem, that is the capacitor volt-
ages balancing problem, is addressed in Sec. Bl In Sec.B.2] the transformed
average MMC model in (I3) and (I7) is properly linearized. The harmonic
analysis performed in Sec. .21l on the linearized model allows to determine
the algorithm to compute the desired current profile I, in Sec. 322 on the
basis of the optimal average capacitor voltages reference V.15, = computed in
Sec.[3.2.3. Finally, the optimal control solving Goals 1.2 and 2 of the Control
Problem is discussed in Sec. 3.3

3.1. Solution of Goal 1.1 of the Control Problem

Recalling that n is the number of capacitors in the upper and lower arms
of the MMC, let i € {1, --- n} and j € {1, 2} be the indexes identifying the
(i 4+ (j — 1) X n) — th capacitor voltage V., ., ., where j = 1 identifies the
upper MMC arm and j = 2 identifies the lower MMC arm, see Fig. [Il The
Goal 1.1 of the Control Problem in Sec. [3 is achieved by implementing the
algorithm schematized in Fig. [0l The algorithm takes as input: the index j
identifying the MMC arm under consideration, the arm current I; (see (),
the capacitor voltages vector V., (see (3])) and the index n; defining the de-
sired level for voltage V; in the considered arm j € {1, 2} (see (8)). The
indexes n; are the solution of the optimization problem (0]) described in
Sec. B3l The algorithm in Fig. [6l generates as output the control vector T
in the considered arm j (see (B])), and works as follows. If j = 1, according to
the sign notations adopted in Fig. [I, a positive current I; > 0 recharges the
capacitors C; in the upper arm for which 7; = 1, making the corresponding
voltages V., increase. Therefore, if 7 = 1 and I; > 0, T; is set to 1 for the
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Read j, 5, Ve,m;

Initialize
T; = =4[0]l;

J

N
*[~,N]=sort (V,, "ascend"'),
with Ve = {V, o )i €0 omd
\'N =N(L:n); T;(N) =1; y
~N
*[~,N]=sort (V., "descend"'),
with Ve = Vo, b1 €L nk
(N =N TN = 1; )
7‘ Write T; End
4 )
yes| [~,N]=sort (V., "descend"'),
with Ve = {Vo, o bi e l.onk [
\*N=NL:n); T;(N) =1, )
no 4 N
*[~,N]=sort (V;, "ascend'),
with V, = {l/cwmn},i e{1,..,n}; H—
\'N = N(1:n); T;(N) =1; )

Figure 6: Algorithm solving Goal 1.1 of the Control Problem in Sec. [Bl

ny capacitors having the lowest voltages V.., where n; identifies the required
number of capacitors to be connected in order to generate the desired voltage
level V} in the upper arm according to (8). Conversely, if j = 1 and I; < 0,
T; is set to 1 for the ny capacitors having the highest voltages V... In doing
so, the control vector Ty in ([B]) is determined. If j = 2, according to the sign
notations adopted in Fig.[Il a positive current Iy > 0 discharges the capaci-
tors C; in the upper arm for which 7; = 1, making the corresponding voltages
V., increase. Therefore, the logic for sorting the capacitors to be activated
is opposite with respect to the upper arm j = 1, in order to determine the
control vector Ty in (3)).
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3.2. Calculation of the desired current profile I,

Substituting I, = I, and Vj given in () in the second equation of (I3)
and in (), one obtains the following set of differential equations:

Ll; = —RIs+Vy
4C’T Vcl Vcl == [2 ‘/;lc - ‘/d - f(t)] ([d + ja) . (18)
4 CT Vc2 Vc2 - [2 ‘/dc - VYd + f(t)] (Id - [a)

Note: the last two equations of system (&) are nonlinear with respect to
variables V, 1 and V.. By introducing the substitutions 2V, Vcl = Vcl and

2V, ch = V . in system ([I§]), and expanding the right part, one can rewrite
the system in the following form:

Lh__Rh+M“ P OV I, — VI i
t) = c - - ta>
20@’ = Pi(t) + Py(t), where 1(t) acla = Vala = f(t)
2

= i Vi (19)
2CTV2 - Pl( ) Pg(t), Pg(t) =2 Vdc [a Vd]a f(t)[d

The last two equations of (I9) are now linear with respect to variables Vfl

and V From (I9), it is also evident that: a) when P(¢) is positive, both
voltages V., and V., increase; when Pi(t) is negative, both voltages Va
and V., decrease. This means that function P (t) can be used to make
the two voltages V., and V., follow the optimal average capacitor voltages
reference V.ia,,.. b) when Py(t) is positive, voltage V., increases and voltage
V.o decreases; when Py(t) is negative, voltage V.1 decreases and voltage Vi,
increases. This means that function P (t) can be used to enforce the condition

Vcl — Vc2

3.2.1. Harmonic analysis of dynamic system (19)
Recalling that the desired load current I, and the input voltage V,, exhibit
a sinusoidal behavior as in (20]), we are going to design voltage V; to exhibit
a sinusoidal behavior as well, with the addition of an offset Vy, as in (21):
I, =TIy sin(wt),

(20) V= Vo + Vaur sin(wt + avy).

Vo = Vo sin(wt + ay, ), (21)

The design of the parameters Vo, Vyy and ay, of voltage V in (21)) is
addressed based on the following harmonic analysis.
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Sinusoidal behavior of function I;: at steady-state, when voltage Vj in
(21)) is applied, the solution of the first equation of system ([I9) is:

Id(] = %7
Iy = I40 + Igps sin (wt—l—avd _aLR) where Loy = \/%, (22)

orp = arctan fw .
Sinusoidal behavior of function Pi(t): It can be proven, see App. A, that
function P;(t) in (I9) can be written as P;(t) = Pig + Pi(wt), where:

Van 1 1,
Pio=2Vgelao—Vaolao — YR58 cos(a ) — Lt cos (),

Py (wt)=2Vyedap sin wt+oy, —arg) —defd(wt)jtm% cos(2wt+ay).
(23)
Parameters fy, and oy are defined in (A.2)). Using (22), the constant term
Pyy in (23) can be expressed as:

_ 2VaeVao _ Vib Viiu fulam _ 2VacVao—Vj—Co
Pro= =50 = — it ma coslanr) — Sy cos(ag) = R - (24)

where parameter Cj is defined as follows:

RV? R far Iom
Cp= —— M cos(a + 2 cos(ag). 25

From (24)), one can verify that term Py, is positive if:

Vdg = ‘/dc—\/‘/fc—C(] < VdO < Vdc+ Vd2c_CO‘ (26)

Sinusoidal behavior of function Py(t): It can be proven, see App. C, that
function Py(t) in (I9) can be written as Py(t) = Py + Py(wt), where:

Pyy= —7VdM21aM cos(ay,) — —fMQIdM cos(af—ay,+arr),
(27)
Py(wt) =2Vl ypy sin(wt) — Fy(wt) — F3(wt).

The sinusoidal functions Fy(wt) and F3(wt) are defined in App. C. After some
elaboration, see App. F, the constant term P,y can be written as:

VvV a2+ b2 cos(a, 7). a= It far cos() _ farsin(B)
2 s e
28

Pyy=—
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where = —ay — arr and v = arctan2(b, a). The values of parameters fj,

ay and apg are given in (A2)) and (22).
Using (23)) and (27)), system (I9) can be rewritten as follows:

Liy = —RI;+V,
-2

201V, = Pig+ Py + Pi(wt) + Pa(wt) . (29)
2

207V, = Py — Py + Py(wt) — Py(wt)

The terms Pj(wt) and Py(wt) in (29) are the sum of sinusoidal functions
at frequency w and 2w with zero average value. Therefore, they produce a
periodic oscillation on variables Vfl and ch2 at steady-state, but they do not
modify their average values. It follows that the average values of the two

variables 7621 and ij can only be modified by the two constant terms P
and Pgo.

3.2.2. Algorithm computing the desired current profile I,
Observation 1): choosing the value ay, = —y for the design parameter
ay,, the expression of constant term Py in (28) simplifies as follows:

Vau V@ T
o

From (B0)), it is clear that parameter V), directly affects the value of the
constant term Pyy. Specifically, the design parameter V), has the following
impact on term Py, and, consequently, on variables V., and V. :

‘/;lM>0 < P20<0 < (Vcll)/\(vcgf)
Vi <0 ¢ Py >0 < (Vat)A(Veal) ’

Poy = — (30)

(31)

where ¥ and 1 denote a decreasing and an increasing variation of the variable
next to the arrow. Parameter Vy, can therefore be effectively exploited to
enforce the condition V. ~ V..

Observation 2): the design parameter Vy in (2I) can be effectively ex-
ploited in order to make the two voltages V,; and V., track the optimal
average capacitor voltages reference V1o .- Once the parameters Vs and
ay, have been chosen as described in 1) in order to enforce Ve ~ V.o, and
using Pyo in (24)) and Cj in (25]), the design parameter Vy has the following
impact on term Pjy and on variables V,; and V., see (24)), [26) and (29):

{ Vd0>V;1_() <> P10>O <> (Vclf)/\(vcgf)

Vd0<Vd_0 < P10<O <> (Vclt)/\(vcgt) ’ (32>
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Figure 7: Algorithm for the generation of parameters Iqo and Iqp of the desired current
1.

In fact, the constant term Py is positive if parameter Vy belongs to the
range defined in (26]). Parameter Vyo can therefore be effectively exploited to
increase or decrease the value of both voltages V,; and V., in order to make
track follow the optimal average capacitor voltages reference Ve, .

Based on the observations 1) and 2) reported above, the parameters I
and Iy, of the desired current profile I, having the form described in (22))
are computed using the algorithm reported in Fig. [{l consisting in two control

loops, where the first loop affects the second one.
Loop 1: The first loop, highlighted in red in Fig. [7, computes:

= Vam _ Kam —2 —2
B \/R2—|—L2w2 - \/R2—|—L2w2(vdf _Vc2f)a (33)

Tin

where V4 ; and Vo ; are a filtered version of the voltages V,; and V. This
control law, based on the choice ay, = —7, provides the value of the design

parameter Iy, in order to enforce V.4 =~ V.5, and is based on relations (31I)
and (22)).
Loop 2: The second loop, highlighted in blue in Fig. [7,computes:

—2 —2

Viao VdE +Kd0(vc12des - Vc12m,-s) — Ve Ve, (34>
2 bl

IdO = F = R ) V012mis -

where V; is the threshold given in (26), V.12

is the measured mean value

mis
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of voltages V4 ; and Vo . and V.o . 1s the optimal reference of the average
capacitor voltages V,; and V. Note that the error considered in B is

—2

—2 . = — - o
Vo, —Veia,,, instead of Vclg dos Vclgmw, this is because system (I9) is linear

with respect to variables V , and V . The control law in (34)) provides the

value of the design parameter I in order to maintain the mean value Vo
track the optimal reference V1o 4. exploiting relations (32).

The part highlighted in magenta in Fig. [{] represents the calculation of
parameter V3 = V., (Van) according to (25), (26) and using the control
parameter Vy,, generated by the first control loop (red one in Fig. [[). The
quantity V3 = Vg (Vaar) is then injected into the second control loop (blue
one in Fig. [7).

mis

8.2.8. Optimal average capacitor voltages reference Vs,

On one hand, (8) shows that smaller values for voltages V,; and V., allow
to obtain discrete voltage levels for V; and V5 which are closer to each other,
thus reducing their harmonic content as well as the harmonic content of
the generated load current I through (2)), (B) and recalling that I, = I, =
I, + I, see Fig. [Il This significantly enhances the main intrinsic advantages
of multilevel converters. On the other hand, from (§) it is clear that small
values for voltages V,; and Vi, limit the lower boundary of voltage V; and
the upper boundary of voltage V5. This may compromise the generation of
currents I; and I in the complete MMC system since the condition (I4))
may not be satisfied, given that V, =V} + V5. The amplitude I,); and the
frequency w of the desired load current I, = I,(t) given in (20) can be, in
general, time-variant due to variations of the operating conditions, such as a
fault for example, leading to variations of the desired voltage V, through (4.
Using the desired I, from the algorithm in Fig. [[l and the first equation in
(29), one obtains the desired reference V, for voltage V. From Vy, Vs in (I4)
and using (1), one obtains the desired references V1 and Vg for voltages V}
and V5:

- VitV - V.-V
T LY R ¢ (35)
2 2
Let f/} o and Vy » _denote the maximum values of the two desired voltages Vi
and Va, and let Vigyr = (Vin + Vanr)/2. Since Vim = Vau is desired, then
Viom =~ Viy =~ Voo The optimal voltage reference Vg, used in the control

scheme of Fig. [0 can be obtained, for example, from the second equation in
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(B) when the desired voltage Vs takes on its maximum value Viap (i.e. when
ng =n): )
17 o ‘/12M + ‘/;lc

V012des -

(36)

n

3.8. Solution of Goals 1.2 and 2 of the Control Problem
The inductive part of the MMC model in (I]) can be rewritten as:

LT 1. I 1 |Vi=Va
HERAREA e (31)
Let I (k), Io(k) and I;(k + 1), Io(k + 1) be the values of currents I, and Iy
at the discrete time instants ¢t = k7 and t = (k + 1) Ts, where T} is the
sampling time. Recalling the definition of incremental ratio, one can write:
N [1(]€+1)—]1(]€) - [2(]€—|—1)—]2(/{:)

I ~ I
1 Ts ) 2 Ts

. (38)

Replacing ([B8) in (37), one can discretize system (B7) using the Euler’s for-
ward method as follows:

i) = [ | e ) e [ S e e

where Vi(k), Va(k) and V,(k) are the values of voltages Vi, Vo and V, at
t=kTs;.

3.3.1. Optimal Control Problem on Currents I, and I

The output of the optimal control problem shown in Fig.[8 are the optimal
indexes ny = ny,,,(k) and ny = ny, (k) to be fed to the algorithm in Fig.
described in Sec. Bl Let ny(k — 1) and ne(k — 1) be the optimal indexes
given by the optimal control at the previous time step, in order to generate
the voltage levels V;(k — 1) and Va(k — 1) according to (), and let w, be a

window parameter that can take on discrete values from the set {0, - - -, n}.
The indexes ni(k) and no(k) can take on values such that n; € {ny(k —
1) —wp, -+, ni(k— 1)+ w,} and ny € {na(k — 1) —wy, -+, na(k — 1) +

wy,}. Note that decreasing the window w,, has the following consequences:
1) the maximum step between two consecutive voltage levels is decreased,
thus emphasizing the intrinsic advantages of multilevel converters; 2) there
are fewer values of ny(k) and nq(k) to choose from for the current control
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step, thus reducing the computational burden. Two nested “for” cycles are
implemented over the possible values of n (k) and ny(k), predicting the future
errors e, (k+ 1) and ey, (k + 1) between the desired and actual load currents
]ja(k;+1) and I5(k+1) and between the desired and actual circulating currents

I;(k+1) and I;(k+1). These predictions are made for each admissible value
of ni(k) and ny(k), as depicted by the pseudo-code reported in Fig. 8

1. for ny(k) =ni(k—1) —w, :ny(k — 1)+ w, % cycle ny

2. for na(k) =ny(k — 1) —wy :na(k — 1) + w, % cycle no
Vi(k)| | Vae— mu(k)Ver(k) |

5 Va(k) a Vige+na(k) Voo (k)| % By ®
L(k+1)) LR, -1y [a(R) 4| Vi(k)=Va(k)

T o S e S A AR

5. I (k+1)=1(k+1)+1(k+1); % Eq. (1)

6. Ty(k+1)=1L(k+1)—L(k+1); % Eq. (1)

7. e, (k+1)=I(k+1)—I,(k+1);

8. eld(k+1):Iddes(k_'_l)_ld(k_'_l);

9. end

10. end

Figure 8: Pseudo-code for the prediction of current errors ey, (k+1) and e, (k+1).

The optimal indexes ny,,, (k) and ny,, (k) are determined by solving the
following optimal control problem:

{n1,,. (), na,,, (k) } = i (il)liil " (aner, (k+1) + aser,(k+ 1)), (40)

where the two weights a; and as composing the objective function in (40Q)
satisfy the constraint ay + as = 1. The optimal control problem (0] can be
solved exactly thanks to the current errors prediction described in Fig. 8l

4. Simulations

Two simulations have been performed on the complete MMC system ([5))
using the simulink implementation in Fig. 2l The capacitor voltages balanc-

ing conditions V., ~ .- ~V, ~ Vg and V. , ~--- =V, =~ V., on the
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Table 2: MMC system and control parameters.

L =10 [wH] R=10.1[0] C; = 1000 [ F]
L, =50 [mH] R, =19 [Q)] V,=10sin(2750t+m/6) [V]
n=8 Vie = 250 [V] T,=10 "5
Tur =1.5,9,0.75[A] | Forder filt. 7=0.0318 Kup=010-10"7
Kou= 151073 | ay = 0.99, ay = 0.01 w, =1

capacitor voltages in the upper and lower arms of the converter are enforced
using the algorithm reported in Fig. [0l and described in Sec. [3.], which solved
the Goal 1.1 of the Control Problem in Sec. Bl The desired profile I, for cur-
rent I; is generated using the scheme reported in Fig. [[l The conditions
Vi = Vg =~ Vo, . (that is I; ~ Id) and I, ~ I, are achieved by solving
the optimal control problem (@0) in Sec. B3l and implementing the prediction
for the future values of current errors ey, 41y and ey, (x41) reported in Fig. 8
The MMC system and control parameters are reported in Table 2l In order
to simulate changes in the system operating conditions, such as for example
faults, the amplitude I,y of the desired load current I, has been chosen to
vary as shown in the top subplot of Fig. [0 Fig. [[1l and in Table 2l In the
first simulation, see Fig. @ and Fig. [0, the reference Vi,  for the average
capacitor voltages V. and V., is the optimal one computed as in Sec. 3.2.3
In the second simulation, see Fig. Il and Fig. 2 the reference V.o, . .. for
the average capacitor voltages V,; and V., is kept constant and equal to the
minimum value which is strictly needed to follow the desired load current I,
during the whole simulation, which is given by the case I,y = 9 A represent-
ing the most demanding situation. The frequency w of the desired current
I, and of the input voltage V, has been chosen to be constant and equal to
2750 rad/s. The initial capacitor voltages are equal to 31.25 V, whereas the
initial inductor currents are equal to 0 A.

First Simulation: The results of the simulation using the optimal average
capacitor voltages reference Vo, are shown in Fig.@and in Fig.[0.  From
Fig. @ one can observe that the reference V.o, _ .. for the average capacitor
voltages V.1 and V,, computed as in Sec. B.2.3]is mdeed the optimal one: 1)
the load current I, always follows the desired profile I, as shown in the first
subplot, except for very short transients when the amplitude I, changes;
2) the lower boundary —Vis) of voltage Vi and the upper boundary Vg,
of voltage V5, computed by replacing ny = ny = n in (§), always coincide
with the peak value of voltages V} and V5 except for the very short transients
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Figure 9: Results of the first simulation.

23



[V]

100

50

200

-200

200

-200

Currents I, and I,
T T

1.35 1.4 1.45 1.5 1.55

Voltages Ve, Voo and Vs es
T T

1.35 1.4 1.45 1.5 1.55
Voltage Vi and its ﬁltermg (", f) i levels

Sy

WW—W

1 1
1.35 1.4 1.45 1.5 1.55
Voltage V5 and its ﬁltermg (Va,), Va levels

Mv‘ A uvvv uvv

A~
‘ | "" "“"

-v-._v—_---.-.

1 .35 1 .4 1 .45 1.5 1.55
Time [s]

Figure 10: Results of the first simulation: zoom-in.
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when the amplitude [,;; changes, as shown in the third and fourth subplots
of Fig.[@ This proves the effectiveness of the approach described in Sec. 3.2.3]
for the computation of the optimal voltage reference V.o .. for voltages Va
and V.. The capacitor voltages Verronwn for i € {1, -+ n}, in the lower
and upper converter arms j € {1, 2}, are kept balanced and equal to the
corresponding mean values V., and V.o by the algorithm in Fig. The
good tracking of the optimal reference V15 .. by voltages V., and V., can be
observed from the second subplot of Fig. @ and shows: 1) The effectiveness
of the algorithm proposed in Fig. [7] for the generation of the desired current
I, 2) the effectiveness of the optimal control problem in ([40), which could
be solved exactly thanks to the prediction described by the code in Fig. [8
Furthermore, Fig. [0 also shows the very good superposition between the
desired load current fa and the load current 1.

The optimal voltage reference V.iz,,  is computed using ([B5)-([B06) as de-
scribed in Sec. B.2.3, and represents the minimum value which is strictly
needed for voltage V; to track the desired value V; in (1), and for the load
current I, to track the desired value I,. Note that it is very convenient to
make voltages V,; and Vs follow V.19 1.5 this is true because larger V., and
V. would cause the discrete voltage levels generating voltages V; and V3 to
be more distant from each other. As an example, Fig. [I0l shows a zoom-in of
Fig. @ for ¢ € [1.28, 1.58] s. Note that the transient on voltages V., and V,,
in correspondence of I,3; = 1.5 — 9 A is very short. Furthermore, one can
observe that the available voltage levels (black characteristics in the figure)
generating voltages V; and V5 are much closer to each other whenever I,,,
is lower. This brings two important advantages: 1) a lower harmonic con-
tent in the resulting load current Ig; 2) a better tracking of current I itself,
leading to a cleaner sinusoid, as proved in the comparison with the second
simulation.

Second Stmulation: The results of the simulation using the constant ref-
erence Vs ... are shown in Fig. [Tl and Fig. In this case, V., and Vi,
have to track the constant reference V1o, . representing the minimum value
which is strictly needed to always track the desired I,, that is the value of
the optimal reference Vo .. in the first simulation in the most demanding
situation represented by the case I,5y = 9 A. Since V1o .. 18 constant, from
the zoomed-in results of Fig. [I2] one can observe that the level-to-level dis-
tance when generating voltages Vi and V5 does not change throughout the
simulation even when there would be room to reduce it, that is when I,
decreases. This causes two main disadvantages: 1) a higher harmonic con-
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Table 3: Metrics evaluating the resulting load current I, in the first and second simulation.

| t]s] [ €]0.38,0.4] [ €[2.14,2.16] | €[3.08,3.1] |

RMS(ez,) [mA] 25.0 28.19 24.43

max(Je;,]) mA] 56.4 81.4 54.8 Constant
1.82 9.33 1.04 Vei2,

avg(fft(7)) [A] (Ideal: 1.5) | (Ideal: 9) | (Ideal: 0.75) '
14.97 28.15 13.44

RMS(e;,) [mA] (-40.12 %) | (-0.14 %) | (-44.99 %)

max(ler.|) mA] 39.06 81.34 30.95 Optimized

fa (-30.74 %) | (-0.07 %) | (-43.52 %) | V.,

1.63 9.34 0.92

we(f (L)) AL | (1qeal: 1.5) | (Ideal: 9) |(Ideal: 0.75)

tent in the resulting load current I;; 2) a worse tracking of the load current
I, itself. This can be verified by the results reported in Table [3, which con-
tains the following three metrics for comparison: the root mean square value
of the tracking error e;, on the load current I;: RMS(e;, ), the maximum
absolute value of the tracking error e;, on the load current I;: max(|ey,|),
and the average value of the amplitude spectrum resulting after applying the
Fast-Fourier Transform (FFT) on the load current I: avg(fft(/s)). The FFT
on the load current I, has been computed using the “fft” Matlab function.
These three metrics have been computed on the load current I, for three dif-
ferent time intervals, corresponding to one period of the load current taken
when I,y = 1.5 A, Iypy = 9 A and I, = 0.75 A, respectively. Let us first
consider the time interval ¢ € [2.14,2.16] s, corresponding to one period of
the load current when I,5; =9 A. In this case, Table [3 shows that RMS(ey, )
is approximately the same both in the first simulation, in which the optimal
reference V.i5 .. 1s used for voltages V. and V5, and in the second simu-
lation. This happens because the constant reference Vs, in the second
simulation has indeed been set to the exact minimum value which is strictly
needed to track a load current having an amplitude I,,; = 9 A. A similar
observation applies to the metrics max(|es,|) and avg(fft(I5)). Let us now
consider the time intervals ¢ € [0.38,0.4] s and ¢ € [3.08, 3.1] s, corresponding
to one period of the load current when I,,; = 1.5 A and I, = 0.75 A,
respectively. In this case, one can observe that RMS(ey,) and max(|es,|) are
significantly larger in the second simulation (“Constant V., ” case) than
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in the first simulation (“Optimized V15, ” case), highlighting a tracking of
the desired load current profile I, which is much worse. This is due to the
fact that voltages V; and V5, are generated using larger discrete voltage lev-
els, as shown in Fig. [2 This also implies a higher harmonic content in the
generated load current I, as quantified by the quantity avg(fft(/)) in the
second simulation with a constant Vi, 1., Which is more distant from the
theoretical value that it should exhibit in the case of a pure sinusoid (1.5 A
and 0.75 A, respectively) with respect to the first simulation. This proves
the effectiveness of the approach for computing the optimal average capacitor
voltages reference V.js,,. and of the model-based adaptive control proposed
in this paper.

5. Conclusion

In this paper, we addressed the modeling, the harmonic analysis and the
model-based adaptive control of MMCs. As far as the modeling part is con-
cerned, we proposed a new compact block scheme to model MMCs, which
is directly implementable in the Matlab/Simulink environment using sim-
ple blocks which are available in standard Simulink libraries. The proposed
model has then been verified against the PLECS simulator. We then intro-
duced two congruent state-space transformations in order to decouple the
MMC dynamics, thus enabling the proposed harmonic analysis of modular
multilevel converters. The performed harmonic analysis has given a deep
and exact understanding of the MMC dynamics. Thanks to this, we could
determine the optimal tracking reference for the circulating current in order
to make the average capacitor voltages follow the desired reference, and we
could compute exactly the optimal voltage reference for the average capac-
itor voltages in the upper and lower arms of the converter. Such optimal
voltage reference represents the minimum value which is strictly necessary to
properly track the desired load current while, at the same time, minimizing
the harmonic content in the generated load current itself. The simulation
results show how the new proposed model-based adaptive control allows to
effectively achieve all the goals of the Control Problem at the same time: a)
balancing of the capacitor voltages; b) tracking of the optimal voltage ref-
erence for the average capacitor voltages in order to minimize the harmonic
content in the load current; c¢) tracking of the desired load current profile.
The simulation results also show the effectiveness of one of the new impor-
tant concepts that we have introduced in this paper, that is to adaptively
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vary the average capacitor voltages in the upper and lower arms of the MMC
thus making the proposed model-based control adaptive to the operating
conditions. The circulating current is exploited in order to make the average
capacitor voltages follow the optimal voltage reference which is adapted in
real-time as a function of the desired load current. This represents a crucial
advantage with respect to the classical approach of maintaining the average
capacitor voltages at a constant value, because it enables the reduction of
the harmonic content in the generated load current by minimizing the level-
to-level distance in the commutating voltage signals, thus enhancing all the
intrinsic main advantages of multilevel converters.
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Appendix A: Sinusoidal behavior of function P;(t)

Function Pi(t) in (I9) is composed of the three terms 2 Vy.lq, Vyly and
f(t)I,. The first term 2 Vy. I, is known, see ([22)). The second term VyI; can
be expressed as follows, see App. B:

Vo I
Vyly = Vi I + % cos(arr) + Fy,1,(wt), (A1)

where Fy, 7, (wt) is the sum of two sinusoidal terms at frequency w and 2w,

see (B)). Function f(t) = Ly I,+Ry I,4+2V, in () and (IT9) can be written
as f(t) = fu sin(wt + o), see App. D, where:

S
far =4/ SF+CF, oy = arctan (ch) : (A.2)
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Sy = Ly Lyyw +2Voysin(ay,) and Cp = Ry Loy +2Vau cos(ay,). Using
(EI)), the third term f(¢)1, of function P;(t) can be expressed as follows:

F(O) Ly =fysin(wt+ap) [ysin(wt) = fM%cos(af) - fM%cos(thjLaf)(.A |
3
From (I4), 22), (A1) and (A.3), it follows that function P;(t) can be rewrit-

ten as in (23)).

Appendix B: Sinusoidal behavior of function V, 1,
Using 1), 22) and (EJ)), function VI, can be expressed as follows:

‘/clId:[‘/cl0+‘/clM sin(wt+avd)] . [[d0+[dM sin(wt+avd — OéLR)]
=Violao+Van Loy sin(wt+ay,) - sin(wt+ay, —apg)+Fi(wt)
:Vd0[d0+VdAl21dA1 COS(O&LR)— W COS(th+20éVd—OéLR)+F1(wt)
:VdOIdO‘FW Cos(aLR)+FVd1d(wt),

where Fy(wt) = Ly Vanr sin(wt + awy,) + Vo Lans sin(wt + oy, — apr) and:

FVd[d(wt) = Fl(wt) — W COS(2Mt+20&Vd— OéLR)

= Lo Van sin(wt+ovw,) + Vaolam sin(wt+ay, — apg) (B.1)
—7‘/‘“”2]‘“” cos(2wt+2ay, — apr).

Appendix C: Sinusoidal behavior of function P,(t)

Function P(t) in ([19) is composed of the three terms 2 Vg, I, VyI, and
f()I4. The first term 2 Vg I, is known, see (20). Using (E.IJ), the second
term V; I, can be expressed as follows:

Vil,= [Vao+ Vanr sin(wt+ oy, )| Loas sin(wt) = W cos(ay, )+ Fa(wt), (C.1)

where Fy(wt) = Vi Luas sin(wt) — YL cog(2wt + ay,). Using (EI), the
third term f(t) I; of function Py(t) can be expressed as follows:

f(t)Ia= fusin(wt+oap) Lo+ Laysin(wt+ay, —arg)]

1, C.2
:fM2dM cos(ay — ay, + apr) + F3(wt), (€2)

where Fy(wt) = I fur sin(wt + ap) — LI cos(2wt + af + ay, — arg).

From (I4)), 20), 1)), (CI) and (C.2), it follows that function P»(t) can be

expressed as in (27]).
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Appendix D: Sinusoidal behavior of function f(t)

Function f(t) is the sum of three sinusoidal terms characterized by the
same frequency w, and can therefore be expressed as follows:

f(t):LTfa+RTfa+2Va = Lyl pw cos(wt)+ Ryl sin(wt) 42V, sin(wt+avy,)
=Lyl prweos(wt Ryl ysin(wt H2V, ysin(wt ) cos(ay, 42V, cos(wt)sin (o)
=[Rrlop+2V, cos(ay, )| sin(wt) + [LrLapw-+2V,usin(ay,)|cos(wt)
=fu sin(wt + ay),

where fi = /S7+ C}, ay = arctan (g—;), St = Lylyw+2Voy sin(ay,)

and Cy = Ryl +2Von cos(ay,).

Appendix E: Product of two sinusoidal functions

The product Fi(t)F5(t) of two sinusoidal signals F}(t) = ay sin(wt + 1)
and Fy(t) = agsin(wt 4+ ag) can always be written as follows:

Fi(t)F>(t) = ay as sin(wt + o) sin(wt + az) (E.1)
= 422 cos(ag — ag) — 52 cos(2wt + a1 + ag). .

Appendix F: The constant term Pyg

Using (22)), the constant term P, can also be expressed as follows:

Pyy=— VdM2IaM cos(ay,) — —szldM cos(ay, — oy — arr)

- VszlaM cos(ay,) — 3 V%gi@g cos(ay, + )

VdM21aM cos(ay, )+ 2\/‘% [cos(ay, )cos(5) —sin(ay, )sin(B)]
Vaumr farsin(B)

o far cos(B)
—‘%(]WW)“’SW* * VRt IR
) N S
b
VdM\/i

sin(ay;,)

a

VdM\/i [cos(y)cos(ay, ) —sin(y)sin(ay, ) |=—

cos(ay,+7),

where f = —ay — apg, a = cos(y), b = sin(y) and v = arctan2(b,a). The
values of parameters fj; and oy have been defined in (A.2), and the value of
parameter oz p has been defined in (22]).
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