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Abstract—We study the equilibrium-independent (EI) passivity
of a nonlinear power system composed of two-axis generator
models. The model of our interest consists of a feedback inter-
connection of linear and nonlinear subsystems, called mechanical
and electromagnetic subsystems. We mathematically prove the
following three facts by analyzing the nonlinear electromagnetic
subsystem. First, a lossless transmission network is necessary for
the EI passivity of the electromagnetic subsystem. Second, the
convexity of a strain energy function characterizes the largest
set of equilibria over which the electromagnetic subsystem is
EI passive. Finally, we prove that the strain energy function
for the network of the two-axis generator models is convex
if and only if its flux linkage dynamics is stable, and the
strain energy function for the network of the classical generator
models derived by singular perturbation approximation of the
flux linkage dynamics is convex. Numerical simulation of the
IEEE 9-bus power system model demonstrates the practical
implications of the various mathematical results. In particular,
we validate that the convex domain of the strain energy function
over which the electromagnetic subsystem is EI passive is almost
identical to the set of all stable equilibria. This result is also
generalized to lossy power systems based on our finding that the
convexity of the strain energy function is equivalent to the positive
semidefiniteness of a synchronizing torque coefficient matrix.

Index Terms—Power Systems, Equilibrium-Independent Pas-
sivity, Two-Axis Generator Models, Classical Generator Models.

I. INTRODUCTION

MAthematical results from systems and control theory
have made significant contributions to the modeling,

stability analysis, and control of electric power systems [2]. In
particular, passivity theory has been used extensively in the lit-
erature to understand various fundamental physical properties
of power systems as well as the methods for controlling them
by analyzing the dynamical models of synchronous electric
generators. For example, [3] and [4] have derived results on
modeling and stability of power systems using the notion of
passivity and differential passivity. Papers such as [5]–[8],
on the other hand, have presented various centralized and
distributed control algorithms for automatic generation control
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(AGC) of synchronous generators, based on the passivity of
the input-output map from their turbine mechanical power
input to their frequency deviations. Alternative approaches to
control design have been presented in papers such as [9],
where the field voltage of the electrical excitation systems
of the generators is used to passify feedback connections
in the generator models using generator state measurements
composed of different types of components.

The common thread in all of these papers is the analysis
of the dynamical models of synchronous machines, which are
the most commonly used electrical machines for transmission-
level power supply. However, the complete dynamical model
of a synchronous generator can be quite complex, as it consists
of a large list of state variables arising from both stator
and rotor flux linkages, currents and voltages, evolving over
multiple time scales. For example, following Sections 5.1 and
5.2 in [10], one can see that a typical multi-timescale model
of a synchronous generator, excluding a voltage regulator and
a governor, consists of at least nine states, including the states
of the rotor angle, stator transient, field-winding flux linkage,
and damper-winding flux linkage.

The more than nine-dimensional model is usually reduced
to a six-dimensional model as the dynamics of the stator
transients are much faster than the other states, and the value of
the network resistance is negligible compared to the network
inductance at the transmission level. Furthermore, if two flux
states of the damper-winding dynamics are ignored due to their
relatively fast dynamics, the dimension of the model is further
reduced by two states, resulting in a four-dimensional model,
consisting of the two-dimensional electromechanical swing
equations of the generator rotor, and the two-dimensional
electromagnetic dynamics of the field winding and damper
winding flux linkages. The resulting four-dimensional gener-
ator model is referred to as the two-axis model, which serves
as a good working model of a synchronous generator. It
should be noted that most control designs take an additional
step in simplifying the dynamics by ignoring the flux linkage
of the damper winding, resulting in the so-called one-axis
or flux-decay model [11]. Simplified models such as the
classical model, which will be discussed in this paper, are also
commonly used. See Chapter 5 in [10] for more details on the
derivations of these different models with different resolutions
of dynamics.

In this paper, we consider the two-axis model as the starting
point of our discussion, since it is the most generic dynamical
model for practical applications of a synchronous machine at
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the transmission level. Using this model, we present mathe-
matical analysis of the equilibrium-independent (EI) passivity
of power systems, which allows to systematically determine
the set of asymptotically stable equilibria, i.e., stable power
flow distributions, in terms of kinetic and strain energies. The
EI passivity [12], [13] is a relatively new notion of passivity
defined as the passivity with respect to a set of feasible
equilibria. The entire power system model considered in this
paper is represented as the negative feedback of linear and
nonlinear subsystems, referred to as the mechanical subsystem
and the electromagnetic subsystem, respectively. In particular,
because proving the EI passivity of the mechanical subsystem
is straightforward as it is the parallel connection of first-
order stable linear systems, we focus only on proving the EI
passivity of the nonlinear electromagnetic subsystem. We use
the Bregman divergence of a strain energy function as the
storage function for this electromagnetic subsystem. Note that
the existing results on passivity analysis of power systems
such as in [4]–[7], [14] only consider the case of one-axis or
classical models of the generators.

We further elaborate the necessary conditions for the EI
passivity of the electromagnetic subsystem, and its relation to
the EI passivity of the classical model network. In particular,
we mathematically prove that

(a) a lossless transmission network is not only sufficient, but
also necessary for the electromagnetic subsystem to be
EI passive,

(b) the convex domain of the strain energy function is equal
to the “largest” set of equilibria over which the electro-
magnetic subsystem is EI passive, and

(c) the strain energy function of the two-axis model network
is convex if and only if its flux linkage dynamics is
stable, and the strain energy function of a classical model
network derived by singular perturbation approximation
(SPA) of the flux linkage dynamics is convex.

An additional finding from these analyses is that the convexity
of the strain energy function is equivalent to the positive
semidefiniteness of a synchronizing torque coefficient matrix
that is generalized to multi-machine power systems. Note that
the conventional concept of synchronizing torque coefficients
is well defined only for the single-machine infinite-bus model
with the classical generator model [10].

Several remarks are in order. Most of the existing works on
passivity analysis of power systems assume that the transmis-
sion network is lossless. Based on this premise, the nonlinear
dynamics from the mechanical power input to the angular
frequency deviation of the generators are shown to be passive.
As exceptions, [9] and [4] have addressed the case of lossy
power systems. The former proposes a feedback passification
method for power systems with lossy transmission lines, while
the latter proposes an approximate storage function based on
the notion of numerical energy functions [15]. A related work
[16] shows that a classical energy function cannot be used
as a Lyapunov function for lossy power systems. However,
the “necessity” of such losslessness is not easy to prove by
nonlinear analysis because a storage function for passivity is
not uniquely determined, implying that some other storage

functions may exist to prove passivity. Our necessity analysis
also contributes to the analysis of the largest set of equilibria
and the discovery of a new link between the two-axis and
classical generator models in terms of the EI passivity.

On the other hand, it should be noted that even if lossless-
ness is essential for the EI passivity, it may not be necessary
for the stability of power systems, or more specifically, for
the small-signal stability of power flow distributions. This
is because the set of equilibria over which a system is EI
passive is in general only a subset of the stable equilibria.
Nevertheless, it is demonstrated in this paper that

(d) the largest set of equilibria over which the electromag-
netic subsystem is EI passive, or equivalently the convex
domain of its strain energy function, is almost identical
to the set of all stable equilibria.

We validate this fact through numerical simulations of the
IEEE 9-bus power system model [10], considering both loss-
less and lossy transmission. For the stability analysis of lossy
power systems, the convexity of the strain energy function
should be replaced with the positive semidefiniteness of the
aforementioned synchronizing torque coefficient matrix. This
practical finding indicates the rationality of discussing the
stability of even lossy power systems in terms of the EI
passivity concept.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In
Section II, we describe a power system model composed
of the two-axis generator models. We also explain how the
classical model can be derived as a special case of the
two-axis model. In Section III, we prove that the nonlinear
electromagnetic subsystem is EI passive if the transmission
network is lossless. In Section IV, based on linearization,
we elaborate on the necessity of the lossless transmission
for the EI passivity. Section V finds a new link between the
two-axis and classical generator models in terms of the EI
passivity. Section VI presents numerical simulations. Finally,
some concluding remarks are made in Section VII.

Notation We denote the set of real values by R, the set
of non-negative real values by R≥0, the sphere by S, the
diagonal matrix whose diagonal entries are {a1, . . . , aN} by
diag(ai)i∈{1,...,N} or simply by diag(ai), the imaginary unit
by j, the real and imaginary parts of a complex number y
by Re[y] and Im[y], respectively, the all-ones vector by 1,
the subspace spanned by a vector v by span{v}, the interior
of a set D by intD, the positive definiteness and semidef-
initeness of a symmetric matrix A by A ≻ 0 and A ⪰ 0,
respectively, the negative definiteness and semidefiniteness by
the converse symbols, the element-wise complex conjugate of
a complex matrix Z by Z, the Jacobian of a vector field
f : Rn → Rm evaluated at x⋆ by ∂f

∂x (x
⋆), the gradient of

a function U : Rn → R by

∇U(x) :=
[

∂U
∂x1

(x) · · · ∂U
∂xn

(x)
]
,

the Bregman divergence of U by

Bx⋆

[
U(x)

]
:= U(x)− U(x⋆)−∇U(x⋆)(x− x⋆),
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Fig. 1. Example of 3-bus power system.

and the Hessian of U by

∇2U(x) :=


∂2U
∂x2

1
(x) · · · ∂2U

∂x1∂xn
(x)

...
. . .

...
∂2U

∂xn∂x1
(x) · · · ∂2U

∂x2
n
(x)

 .

A square matrix L is said to be a weighted graph Laplacian if
it is symmetric, its off-diagonal entries are non-positive, and
every row sum is zero. The main theoretical results are stated
as Theorems, while not main but remarkable facts are stated
as Propositions. Lemmas are provided for technical purposes.

II. SYSTEM DESCRIPTION

A. Power System Model for Mathematical Analysis

We review a power system model found in the literature
[10], [11], [17]. For mathematical analysis, we consider a
power system where one generator is connected to each of
all buses. In such a model consisting only of generators,
some generators can be considered as induction motors that
consume active power [18]. In particular, these induction
motors can also be considered as a load model with power-
frequency droop control [19], [20] that consumes specified
active power when time constants are sufficiently small. We
will demonstrate it by numerical simulation in Section VI.

1) Transmission Network Model: Consider a power system
composed of N buses. See Fig. 1 for an example of three
buses. Let yij and cij denote the admittance and ground
capacitance of the transmission line between Bus i and Bus j.
Then, the admittance matrix Y of the transmission network,
each of whose line is represented by a π-type equivalent
circuit, is given as

Y ij =


−yij , i ̸= j

N∑
j=1

(
yij + j

ω0cij
2

)
, i = j

(1)

where Y ij denotes the (i, j)-element of Y . The network
equation of all buses is given as I1

...
IN

 =

 Y 11 · · · Y 1N

...
. . .

...
Y N1 · · · Y NN


 V 1

...
V N

 . (2)

The real part and imaginary part of Y , denoted as

Y = G+ jB, (3)

are referred to as the conductance matrix and susceptance
matrix, respectively.

2) Two-Axis Generator Model: We consider a synchronous
generator at Bus i. Let Edi ∈ R denote the field-winding flux
linkage, Edi ∈ R denote the damper-winding flux linkage, and
δi ∈ R denote the rotor angle relative to the frame rotating at
the system angular frequency ω0. The bus voltage phasor of
Bus i, denoted by V i ∈ C, and the bus current phasor from
the generator to Bus i, denoted by Ii ∈ C, are related by{

V qi = Eqi −X ′
iIdi

V di = Edi +X ′
iIqi

(4a)

where X ′
i is the transient reactance, and

V di := |V i| sin(δi − ∠V i),

V qi := |V i| cos(δi − ∠V i),

Idi := |Ii| sin(δi − ∠Ii),

Iqi := |Ii| cos(δi − ∠Ii).

By definition, |V i| ∈ R≥0, |Ii| ∈ R≥0, ∠V i ∈ S, and
∠Ii ∈ S. The equation (4a) can be seen as an “output
equation” of the synchronous generator where Eqi, Edi and
δi are the state variables, and V i and Ii can be regarded as
the interaction input and output signals, respectively. Note that
the active power and the reactive power, defined as

Pi := Re
[
V iIi

]
, Qi := Im

[
V iIi

]
,

can be chosen as an equivalent interaction output, equal to

Pi = V qiIqi + V diIdi, Qi = V qiIdi − V diIqi. (4b)

Next, we consider the dynamics of the synchronous gen-
erator, composed of a two-dimensional swing equation and a
two-dimensional flux linkage dynamics. Let ωi ∈ R be the
angular frequency deviation relative to the standard value ω0,
and Pmi ∈ R be the mechanical input. Then, the synchronous
generator dynamics is given as

δ̇i = ω0ωi

Miω̇i = −Diωi − Pi + Pmi

τdiĖqi = −Xi

X′
i
Eqi +

(
Xi

X′
i
− 1
)
V qi + V ⋆

fdi

τqiĖdi = −Xi

X′
i
Edi +

(
Xi

X′
i
− 1
)
V di

(4c)

where, Mi is the inertia constant, Di is the damping coeffi-
cient, τdi and τqi are the time constants of the flux linkage
dynamics, Xi is the synchronous reactance, and V ⋆

fdi is the
field voltage, supposed to be a positive constant throughout
this paper because it is much faster than the mechanical input.
All constants here are positive. For standard parameters [10],
[11], the transient reactance X ′

i is smaller than or equal to the
synchronous reactance Xi.

Eliminating Idi and Iqi from (4a) and (4b), we see that

Pi =
Eqi

X ′
i

V di −
Edi

X ′
i

V qi +

(
1

X ′
i

− 1

X ′
i

)
V diV qi,

Qi =
Eqi

X ′
i

V qi +
Edi

X ′
i

V di −

(
V 2

di

X ′
i

+
V 2

qi

X ′
i

)
,

(5)

where V i can be regarded as the interaction input signal.
We remark that the resultant power system is represented
as a differential algebraic equation (DAE) model where the
dynamical generators in (4) are interconnected by the algebraic
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equation in (2). Furthermore, in a standard parameter setting,
the ground capacitances are small enough for

N∑
j=1

ω0cij
2︸ ︷︷ ︸

βi

X ′
i < 1, ∀i ∈ {1, . . . , N} (6)

to hold with the transient reactances. We assume this condition
because it is sufficient to guarantee the rationality of the
algebraic constraint. See Appendix A-B for details.

B. Approximation to Classical Generator Model

In this subsection, we review the existing fact that the
classical generator model can be derived as a special case
of the two-axis generator model [10]. Let us consider the
case where the time constants τqi and τdi in the flux linkage
dynamics are sufficiently small. In particular, applying the SPA
to the dynamics of Eqi and Edi yields 0 = −Xi

X′
i
Eqi +

(
Xi

X′
i
− 1
)
V qi + V ⋆

fdi

0 = −Xi

X′
i
Edi +

(
Xi

X′
i
− 1
)
V di.

Substituting this into (4a), we have{
V qi = V ⋆

fdi −XiIdi

V di = XiIqi.
(7a)

Then, the generator dynamics in (4c) is reduced to the simple
swing equation{

δ̇i = ω0ωi

Miω̇i = −Diωi − Pi + Pmi,
(7b)

and the output equation in (4b) can be simplified as

Pi =
V ⋆
fdi

Xi
V di, Qi =

V ⋆
fdi

Xi
V qi −

|V i|2

Xi
.

For the following discussion, we summarize the relation
between the two-axis and classical generator models in the
following proposition.

Proposition 1 The two-axis generator model in (4) coincides
with the classical generator model in (7) in the limit where
both τqi and τdi are sufficiently small.

Note that the one-axis generator model [11] can also be
derived by a similar SPA. Because of this relationship be-
tween the generator models, their steady state distributions
are shown to be equivalent to each other. In particular, the
steady state distributions of the bus voltage phasors, the bus
current phasors, and the rotor angles are identical for all
power system models composed of the two-axis, one-axis, and
classical generator models. This is also true when different
generator models are mixed. Such a mixed system can be
understood as a special case of the two-axis model network
with different parameters. Note that the transient behavior
and stability properties of these different generator models
are generally different because the time constants of the flux
linkage dynamics are not very small. One of the main results
of this paper is to find a new link between the two-axis and

classical generator models in terms of the largest set of stable
equilibria based on the analysis of EI passivity, on the top of
this relationship over the different timescale.

III. EI PASSIVITY OF LOSSLESS POWER SYSTEMS

A. Review of EI Passivity

Consider an input-affine nonlinear system

Σ :

{
ẋ = f(x) +Bu+Rd⋆

y = h(x) +Du
(8)

where x ∈ Rn is the state, u ∈ Rm is the input, and y ∈ Rm

is the output. Furthermore, B ∈ Rn×m, D ∈ Rm×m, and
R ∈ Rn×p are matrices, d⋆ ∈ Rp is a constant input, and
f : Rn → Rn and h : Rn → Rm are assumed to be sufficiently
smooth, and satisfy

f(0) = 0, h(0) = 0.

Its state space, input space, and output space are denoted by
X , U , and Y , respectively. Then, we introduce the notion of
EI passivity [12], [13] or shifted passivity [21] as follows.

Definition 1 Consider a nonlinear system Σ in (8). Denote
the set of feasible equilibria by

E := {x⋆ ∈ X : 0 = f(x⋆) +Bu⋆ +Rd⋆, ∃u⋆ ∈ U} . (9)

Then, Σ is said to be EI passive over the equilibrium set E if
for every x⋆ ∈ E , there exists a differentiable positive definite
storage function Wx⋆ : X → R≥0 such that Wx⋆(x⋆) = 0 and

d

dt
Wx⋆

(
x(t)

)
≤ (u− u⋆)T(y − y⋆) (10)

for all u ∈ U and t ≥ 0, where u⋆ ∈ U and y⋆ ∈ Y are
the constant input and outputs corresponding to x⋆ ∈ X .
In particular, Σ is said to be strictly EI passive if there
additionally exists a constant ρ > 0 such that

d

dt
Wx⋆

(
x(t)

)
≤ (u− u⋆)T(y − y⋆)− ρ∥y − y⋆∥2 (11)

for all u ∈ U and t ≥ 0.

It has been shown in [13] that for every EI passive system,
a storage function in the form of

Wx⋆(x) := Bx⋆

[
U(x)

]
(12)

can be found. This particular structure clarifies that the positive
definiteness of the storage function Wx⋆ is relevant to the
convexity of the energy function U . Note that the EI passivity
is reduced to the standard notion of the passivity if a feasible
steady state configuration (x⋆, u⋆, y⋆) is specified.
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B. Equivalent ODE Representation of Power System

In the following, we derive an equivalent ordinary differen-
tial equation (ODE) model from the DAE model in Section II.
See Appendix A for the mathematical details of this derivation.
To this end, we define a reduced admittance matrix as

Y red := −j
{
diag (X ′

i)− j diag (X ′
i)Y diag (X ′

i)
}−1

, (13)

whose real and imaginary parts are denoted by

Y red = Gred + jBred. (14)

In the following, Gred and Bred are referred to as the reduced
conductance matrix and reduced susceptance matrix, respec-
tively. Furthermore, for

δij := δi − δj ,

we define the trigonometric functions

kij(δij) := −Bred
ij cos δij −Gred

ij sin δij ,

hij(δij) := −Bred
ij sin δij +Gred

ij cos δij
(15)

where Gred
ij and Bred

ij denote the (i, j)-elements of Gred

and Bred, respectively. Then, we obtain an equivalent ODE
representation of the power system model, the ith subsystem
of which is given as

δ̇i = ω0ωi

Miω̇i = −Diωi − Pi(z) + Pmi

τdiĖqi = −Xi

X′
i
Eqi + (Xi −X ′

i) gqi(z) + V ⋆
fdi

τqiĖdi = −Xi

X′
i
Edi + (Xi −X ′

i) gdi(z)

(16)

where the active power output is obtained as

Pi(z) :=

N∑
j=1

[{
Eqihij(δij)− Edikij(δij)

}
Eqj

+
{
Eqikij(δij) + Edihij(δij)

}
Edj

]
,

(17)

and the bus voltage phasor terms are obtained as

gqi(z) :=

N∑
j=1

{
kij(δij)Eqj − hij(δij)Edj

}
,

gdi(z) :=

N∑
j=1

{
hij(δij)Eqj + kij(δij)Edj

}
.

(18)

Note that z denotes the vector composed of δ, Eq, and Ed.
We consider the ODE equivalent as a feedback system of

two subsystems. One is the linear subsystem given as

Fi :

{
Miω̇i = −Diωi + vi

wi = ω0ωi,
(19)

which represents the mechanical dynamics of generators. We
denote the collection of Fi by F. In the following, this F is
referred to as the mechanical subsystem.

Fig. 2. Feedback representation of power system.

The other is the nonlinear subsystem given as

Gi :


δ̇i = ui

τdiĖqi = −Xi

X′
i
Eqi + (Xi −X ′

i) gqi(z) + V ⋆
fdi

τqiĖdi = −Xi

X′
i
Edi + (Xi −X ′

i) gdi(z)

yi = Pi(z).

(20)

We denote the collection of (20) by G. With a slight abuse
of notation, we refer to it as the electromagnetic subsystem,
consisting of the flux linkage dynamics dependent on the bus
voltage phasors in the transmission network. The subsystems
F and G are interconnected by the negative feedback given as

vi = Pmi − yi, ui = wi, ∀i ∈ {1, . . . , N}. (21)

This system representation is depicted in Fig. 2, where the
stacked versions of symbols are denoted by those without the
subscript i, e.g., the stacked version of Pi by P .

For the following discussion, we introduce the notion of
losslessness as follows.

Definition 2 The transmission network is said to be lossless
if the reduced conductance matrix Gred in (14) is zero.

We remark that the reduced conductance matrix Gred is zero
if and only if the conductance matrix G is zero, meaning that
there is no resistance in all transmission lines. The sufficiency
of this fact is relatively easy to prove, while the necessity is
not so easy. See Proposition 4 in Appendix A-B for the proof.

C. EI Passivity of Electromagnetic Subsystem

As a preliminary result of this paper, we prove that the
power system composed of the two-axis generator models has
the EI passivity if the transmission network is lossless. To
the best of the authors’ knowledge, this finding on the EI
passivity considering the two-axis generator model has not
been reported in the literature. This is a generalization of the
result for the one-axis model, found as in [7] for example.

Because F is the parallel connection of the first-order stable
linear systems, it is clear that F is strictly EI passive if every
Mi and Di are positive. On the other hand, the EI passivity
of G is not trivial. We remark that, if G is EI passive, then
the entire power system model is strictly EI passive from the
mechanical input Pm to the angular frequency deviation ω. In
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fact, when the transmission network is lossless, the EI passivity
G is proven as follows.

Proposition 2 Consider the electromagnetic subsystem G in
(20). Assume that the transmission network is lossless. Define
a strain energy function by

U(z) :=

N∑
i=1

{
XiE

2
qi

2X ′
i(Xi −X ′

i)
+

XiE
2
di

2X ′
i(Xi −X ′

i)

+

N∑
j=1

Bred
ij

[
Eqi

(
Eqj cos δij − Edj sin δij

)
+ Edi

(
Edj cos δij + Eqj sin δij

)]}
,

(22)

and the storage function by

Wz⋆(z) := Bz⋆

[
U(z)

]
. (23)

Then, G is EI passive over the equilibrium set

E := int
{
z⋆ ∈ Z⋆ : ∇2U(z⋆) ⪰ 0

}
(24)

where Z⋆ denotes the set of all feasible equilibria.

Proof: As long as E in (24) is not empty, there exists an
open neighborhood of z⋆ over which Wz⋆ is positive definite
for any feasible z⋆ ∈ E . Note that the non-negativity of the
storage function Wz∗ in (23) is written as

U(z) ≥ U(z⋆) +∇U(z⋆)(z − z⋆).

This is satisfied if both z and z⋆ belong to the domain
such that U is convex. It is known that the convexity of the
twice-differentiable function U is characterized by the positive
semidefiniteness of its Hessian [22].

Using the state equation of G, we see that the partial
derivatives of U are obtained as

∂U

∂δi
(z) = Pi(z),

∂U

∂Eqi
(z) =

V ⋆
fdi − τdiĖqi

Xi −X ′
i

∂U

∂Edi
(z) = − τqiĖdi

Xi −X ′
i

.

Therefore, along the trajectory of G, we have

d

dt
Wz⋆

(
z(t)

)
=
{
∇U(z)−∇U(z⋆)

}
ż

≤ (y − y⋆)T(u− u⋆),

where u⋆ must be zero for all feasible equilibria. This proves
that G is EI passive over E .

Proposition 2 shows that the electromagnetic subsystem G

is EI passive over the equilibrium set E in (24). It should be
emphasized that we cannot check how conservative such an
equilibrium set E is. This is because the storage function is
not uniquely determined in general, and some other storage
functions may exist to prove the EI passivity with respect to
a larger equilibrium set. We will discuss these points in detail
to show that it is indeed the “largest.”

IV. NECESSITY OF LOSSLESS TRANSMISSION FOR EI
PASSIVITY OF ELECTROMAGNETIC SUBSYSTEM

In this section, we will prove that the transmission network
must be lossless for the electromagnetic subsystem to be EI
passive, i.e., Fact (a) in Section I. To this end, we will elaborate
on a linearized version, because the electromagnetic subsystem
is EI passive over a set of equilibria only if its linearization
is passive at each of all such equilibria.

A. Linearization

In the rest of this paper, we denote the vector composed of
Eq and Ed by E. We consider linearizing the electromagnetic
subsystem G in (20). In particular, its linearized version is
represented in the form

G△ :


δ̇△ = u△

τĖ△ = AE△ +Bδ△

y△ = CE△ + Lδ△,

(25)

where δ△ and E△ correspond to the deviations from the steady
state values of δ⋆ and E⋆, respectively, and

τ :=

[
diag(τdi) 0

0 diag(τqi)

]
.

The system matrices L ∈ RN×N , A ∈ RN×N , B ∈ R2N×N ,
and C ∈ RN×2N will be specified in the following.

For the stacked version

g(z) :=

[
gq(z)
gd(z)

]
where gq and gd are, respectively, the stacked versions of gqi
and gdi in (18), we define

Â :=
∂g

∂E
(z⋆) + I2 ⊗ diag

(
Xi

X ′
i(Xi −X ′

i)

)
,

B̂ :=
∂g

∂δ
(z⋆)

(26a)

where I2 denotes the two-dimensional identity matrix, and ⊗
denotes the Kronecker product. Then, A and B are defined as

A := {I2 ⊗ diag (Xi −X ′
i)} Â,

B := {I2 ⊗ diag (Xi −X ′
i)} B̂.

(26b)

Furthermore, L and C are defined as

L :=
∂P

∂δ
(z⋆), C :=

∂P

∂E
(z⋆) (26c)

where P is the stacked version of Pi in (17).

B. Necessity of Lossless Transmission for EI Passivity

In this subsection, we prove that the transmission network
must be lossless for the linearized electromagnetic subsystem
G△ in (25) to be passive, or equivalently, for its transfer matrix
defined as

H(s) := −1

s

{
−C
(
sτ −A

)−1
B − L

}
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Ĥ(s)

(27)
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to be positive real. For completeness, we present the standard
definition of positive realness as follows.

Definition 3 For a square transfer matrix Q, define

Ω0 := {ω0 ∈ R : jω0 is a pole of Q} . (28)

Then, Q is said to be positive real if
• all poles of Q have non-positive real parts,
• Q(jω) +QT(−jω) ⪰ 0 for all ω ∈ [0,∞) \ Ω0, and
• every pure imaginary pole of Q is simple, and its residue

satisfies

lim
s→jω0

(s− jω0)Q(s) = lim
s→jω0

{
(s− jω0)jQ(s)

}T⪰ 0

for all ω0 ∈ Ω0.

To analyze the positive realness of G, the following dual
notion will also be used [23].

Definition 4 For a square transfer matrix Q having no poles
on the origin, define Ω0 in (28). Then, Q is said to be negative
imaginary if

• all poles of Q have non-positive real parts,
• j{Q(jω)−QT(−jω)}⪰ 0 for all ω ∈(0,∞) \ Ω0, and
• every pure imaginary pole of Q is simple, and its residue

satisfies

lim
s→jω0

(s− jω0)jQ(s) = lim
s→jω0

{
(s− jω0)jQ(s)

}T⪰ 0

for all ω0 ∈ Ω0.

In the rest of this paper, the matrix

L0 := L− CA−1B (29)

plays an important role. The following theorem is one of the
main mathematical findings in this paper.

Theorem 1 Consider the transfer matrices H and Ĥ in (27).
For any feasible equilibrium z⋆ such that Ĥ is stable, Ĥ is
negative imaginary if and only if the transmission network
is lossless. In addition, H is positive real if and only if the
transmission network is lossless, and

L0 = LT
0 ⪰ 0, (30)

where L0 is defined as in (29).

Proof: First, we prove that if Ĥ is negative imaginary,
then the transmission network is lossless, i.e., Gred is zero. For
Ĥ to be negative imaginary, L must be symmetric as shown
in [23]. Calculating the difference between the (i, j)-element
and (j, i)-element of L, we have

∆Lij :=
∂Pi

∂δj
(z⋆)− ∂Pj

∂δi
(z⋆)

=
{
hij(z

⋆) + hji(z
⋆)
}
(E⋆

diE
⋆
qj + E⋆

qiE
⋆
dj)

−
{
kij(z

⋆)− kji(z
⋆)
}
(E⋆

qiE
⋆
qj + E⋆

diE
⋆
dj)

where kij and hij are defined as in (15). Note that

hij(z
⋆) + hji(z

⋆) = 2Gred
ij cos δ⋆ij ,

kij(z
⋆)− kji(z

⋆) = −2Gred
ij sin δ⋆ij .

Thus, if ∆Lij is zero for any admissible z⋆, then

Gred
ij = 0, ∀i ̸= j.

In such a case, Proposition 4 in Appendix A-B proves that

diag
{
Gred

ii (1− βiX
′
i)
}
1 = 0.

On the premise of (6), this equality means that every Gred
ii

is also zero because Gred is positive semidefinite, or more
specifically all diagonal elements of Gred are nonnegative, as
shown in Proposition 3.

Next, we prove that, if Gred is zero, then Ĥ is negative
imaginary. From the negative imaginary lemma [23], we see
that Ĥ is negative imaginary if L is symmetric, and there
exists a positive definite V such that

ÃTV + V Ã ⪯ 0, V Ã−1B̃ = CT (31)

where Ã := τ−1A, and B̃ := τ−1B. If Gred is zero, then

kij(δ
⋆
ij) = kji(δ

⋆
ji), hij(δ

⋆
ij) = −hji(δ

⋆
ji), hii(δ

⋆
ii) = 0,

which means that L is symmetric. Furthermore, for

Ã = τ−1 {I2 ⊗ diag (Xi −X ′
i)} Â

where Xi > X ′
i , we see that Â is negative definite, because

of the stability of Ĥ . Note that Â is symmetric because
∂gqi
∂Eqj

(z⋆) =
∂gqj
∂Eqi

(z⋆) = ∂gdi

∂Edj
(z⋆) =

∂gdj

∂Edi
(z⋆) = kij(z

⋆)

∂gqi
∂Edj

(z⋆) =
∂gdj

∂Eqi
(z⋆) = −hij(z

⋆)

if Gred is zero. Furthermore, B̂ is equal to −CT because
∂gqi
∂δj

(z⋆) = − ∂Pj

∂Eqi
(z⋆) = hij(δ

⋆
ij)E

⋆
qj + kij(δ

⋆
ij)E

⋆
dj

∂gqi
∂δi

(z⋆) = − ∂Pi

∂Eqi
(z⋆) = −

N∑
j ̸=i

{
hij(δ

⋆
ij)E

⋆
qj + kij(δ

⋆
ij)E

⋆
dj

}
∂gdi

∂δj
(z⋆) = − ∂Pj

∂Edi
(z⋆) = hij(δ

⋆
ij)E

⋆
dj − kij(δ

⋆
ij)E

⋆
qj

∂gdi

∂δi
(z⋆) = − ∂Pi

∂Edi
(z⋆) = −

N∑
j ̸=i

{
hij(δ

⋆
ij)E

⋆
dj − kij(δ

⋆
ij)E

⋆
qj

}
.

Therefore, V can be chosen as the positive definite matrix −Â
satisfying (31). This proves the negative imaginaryness of Ĥ .

Next, we consider H . Because Ĥ is supposed to be stable,
the pole of H on the imaginary axis is only the origin, and it
is simple. Therefore, H is positive real if and only if

H(jω) +HT(−jω) ⪰ 0 (32)

for all ω ∈ R \ {0}, and

lim
s→0

sH(s) = lim
s→0

{sH(s)}T ⪰ 0. (33)

If Gred is zero, i.e., if Ĥ is negative imaginary, then

H(jω) +HT(−jω) =
j

ω

{
Ĥ(jω)− ĤT(−jω)

}
(34)

for all ω ∈ R \ {0}, which proves (32). Furthermore, we see
that (33) is equivalent to (30) because

lim
s→0

sH(s) = L− CÃ−1B̃ = L0.
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Note that if the transmission network is lossless, both L and

CÃ−1B̃ = CV −1CT

are symmetric. Thus, the symmetry in (33) is also proven.
Finally, we prove that, if the transmission network is not

lossless, or if (30) does not hold, then H is not positive
real. The latter implication is trivial because (30) is equivalent
to (33). For the former implication, if Gred is not zero, or
equivalently, if Ĥ is not negative imaginary, then there exist
some ω0 ≥ 0 and a sufficiently small ϵ > 0 such that

λmin

[
j
{
H(j(ω0 + α))−HT(−j(ω0 + α))

}]
< 0

for any value α ∈ (0, ϵ], where λmin denotes the minimum
eigenvalue. Thus, (31) does not hold for ω ∈ (ω0, ω0 + ϵ].

An important implication of Theorem 1 is that a lossless
transmission network is “necessary” for the linearized version
G△ in (25) to be passive. This also means that the nonlinear
original G in (20) is never EI passive if the transmission is
lossy. In fact, the positive semidefiniteness of L0 in (30), which
is one of the necessary conditions for G△ to be passive, can
be understood as the “convexity” of the strain energy function
U in (22). We will discuss this point in the next section.

V. A NEW LINK BETWEEN TWO-AXIS AND CLASSICAL
GENERATOR MODELS IN TERMS OF EI PASSIVITY

In this section, we will prove Facts (b) and (c) in Section I,
namely the convex domain of the strain energy function
is equal to the “largest” set of equilibria over which the
electromagnetic subsystem is EI passive, and the EI passivity
of the two-axis model network is equivalent to that of the
classical model network derived by the SPA, and the stability
of its flux linkage dynamics. Throughout this section, we again
assume that the transmission network is lossless because it is
necessary for the EI passivity.

A. Largest Set of Equilibria for EI Passivity

First, we consider Fact (b) based on the analysis of the
linearized electromagnetic subsystem in Section IV. Recall
that the non-negativity of the storage function Wz∗ in (23)
is equivalent to the convexity of the strain energy function U .
It is interesting to note that the Hessian of U is found to be

∇2U(z⋆) =

[
L −B̂T

−B̂ −Â

]
(35)

where Â, B̂, and L are system matrices of the linearized
version defined as in (26). From this coincidence, the following
important fact can be deduced.

Theorem 2 The equilibrium set E in (24) is the largest set
of equilibria over which the electromagnetic subsystem G in
(20) is EI passive.

Proof: To prove the claim, it suffices to show that, for
any feasible equilibrium z⋆ not belonging to E , H in (27),
which is an implicit function of z⋆, is not positive real. This

is equivalent to prove that ∇2U(z⋆) is positive semidefinite
for any feasible equilibrium z⋆ such that H is positive real.
This is also equivalent to prove that, if H is positive real, then
L0 is positive semidefinite, and Â is negative definite.

As shown in Theorem 1, the positive semidefiniteness
of L0 is necessary for H to be positive real. In addition,
the negative definiteness of Â is also necessary because,
if Â has a positive eigenvalue, then H is not stable, and,
if Â has a zero eigenvalue, then the pole of H at the
origin is not simple. Therefore, considering the Schur
complement of (35) with respect to −Â, we can see that,
if H is positive real, then ∇2U(z⋆) is positive semidefinite.

Theorem 2 gives a remarkable link between the nonlinear
analysis and linear analysis. In fact, the convex domain of
the strain energy function is found to be the “largest” set
of equilibria whose stability can be proven by virtue of the
EI passivity. It should be emphasized that such a largest
equilibrium set is generally difficult to find by nonlinear
analysis because searching all possible storage functions is
not realistic.

B. New Link Between Two-Axis and Classical Models

Next, we will prove Fact (c). In particular, we will show that
the positive semidefiniteness of L0 in (29) can be understood
as the convexity of the strain energy function of the “classical”
model network.

Suppose that the transmission network is lossless. Then, the
electromagnetic subsystem of the classical model network is
obtained as the collection of

G̃i :


δ̇i = ũi

ỹi = −
N∑
j=1

V ⋆
fdiV

⋆
fdjB̃

red
ij sin δij

(36)

where B̃red
ij is the (i, j)-element of the reduced susceptance

matrix defined with the synchronous reactances as

B̃red := Im
[
−j
{
diag (Xi)− j diag (Xi)Y diag (Xi)

}−1
]
.

Note that B̃red is not identical to Bred in (14) as the syn-
chronous reactance Xi is different from the transient reactance
X ′

i . Then, the strain energy function of G̃ is found as

Ũ(δ) :=
1

2

N∑
i=1

N∑
j=1

V ⋆
fdiV

⋆
fdjB̃

red
ij cos δij . (37)

We can verify that G̃ is EI passive for the storage function

W̃δ⋆(δ) := Bδ⋆
[
Ũ(δ)

]
with respect to the equilibrium set

Ẽ := int
{
δ⋆ ∈ SN : ∇2Ũ(δ⋆) ⪰ 0

}
. (38)

On the top of the existing relationship between the two-axis
model and the classical model in Proposition 1, we can prove
the following novel fact.
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Theorem 3 Consider the electromagnetic subsystem G in
(20), and the system matrix Â in (26). Then, the equilibrium
set E in (24) is identical to

E = int
{
z⋆ ∈ Z⋆ : Â(z⋆) ⪯ 0, ∇2Ũ(δ⋆) ⪰ 0

}
(39)

where Ũ in (37) corresponds to the strain energy function of
the electromagnetic subsystem G̃ in (36).

Proof: Considering the Schur complement of (35) with
respect to −Â, we have

E = int
{
z⋆ ∈ Z⋆ : Â(z⋆) ⪯ 0, L0(z

⋆) ⪰ 0
}

where L0 is defined as in (29), which is equal to

L0(z
⋆) = L(z⋆) + B̂T(z⋆)Â−1(z⋆)B̂(z⋆).

Therefore, it suffices to show that, if z⋆ ∈ Z⋆, then

L0(z
⋆) = ∇2Ũ(δ⋆). (40)

To prove this, we consider the limit such that τ of G△ in (25)
is sufficiently small. Then, we have

G̃△ :

{
δ̇△ = ũ△

ỹ△ = L0(z
⋆)δ△.

(41a)

From Proposition 1, we see that this G̃△ corresponds to the
linearized version of the electromagnetic subsystem of the
classical model network, which can also be derived by the
linearization of G̃ in (36) as

G̃△ :

{
δ̇△ = ũ△

ỹ△ = ∇2Ũ(δ⋆)δ△.
(41b)

Thus, the equality in (40) is proven.

Theorem 3 states that the EI passivity of the electromagnetic
subsystem of the two-axis model network can be characterized
by two conditions. One is the stability of Â, which is the
Jacobian of the vector field of the flux linkage dynamics, and
the other is the convexity of Ũ , which is the strain energy
function of the “classical” model network derived by the SPA
of the flux linkage dynamics. It should be emphasized again
that the reduced susceptance Bred

ij in (23) is different from the
reduced susceptance B̃red

ij in (37). Nevertheless, it is proven
that the equilibrium set E in (24) is identical to that in (39).

It is interesting to note that L0(δ
⋆) in (29), or equivalently

∇2Ũ(δ⋆) in (39), is a weighted graph Laplacian corresponding
to the “spring stiffness matrix” of the linearized version of the
classical model network. In particular, it is written as

Mδ̈△ +Dδ̇△ + ω0L0(δ
⋆)δ△ = 0,

where M and D are the diagonal matrices composed of
Mi and Di, respectively. This means that the convexity of
the strain energy function of the classical model network
is equivalent to the positive semidefiniteness of the spring
stiffness matrix in the linear second-order system.

Furthermore, L0(δ
⋆) can be viewed as a matrix general-

ization of the synchronizing torque coefficients [10]. This is
because its (i, j)-element is equal to ∂P̃i

∂δj
(δ⋆) where

P̃i(δ) = −
N∑
j=1

V ⋆
fdiV

⋆
fdjB̃

red
ij sin δij

denotes the active power output of G̃ in (36). Note that the
conventional concept of synchronizing torque coefficients is
well defined for the single-machine infinite-bus model with
the classical generator model. It is interesting to note that
such a basic stability concept for the single classical model
can be generalized by analyzing the EI passivity for the two-
axis model network. Readers interested in a simple sufficient
condition for the matrix version L0(δ

⋆) or ∇2Ũ(δ⋆) to be
positive semidefinite are referred to Appendix B.

For the stability analysis of lossy power systems, the
convexity of the strain energy function should be replaced
by the positive semidefiniteness of the synchronizing torque
coefficient matrix L0(δ

⋆), which can be calculated even in
the lossy case. We will demonstrate such a generalization in
Section VI through a numerical simulation.

VI. NUMERICAL SIMULATION

In this section, we demonstrate practical significance of our
mathematical analysis using the IEEE 9-bus system model
shown in Fig. 3. The values of the constant model parameters
associated with the generators, loads, and transmission lines
are listed in Tabs. I and II. The generator and transmission
line constants are taken from Example 7.1 of [10]. Note that
Buses 4, 7, and 9 can be removed in an equivalent manner
[18] so that a generator or load is connected to each of all
buses in the resulting power system.

The generators are supposed to be the two-axis model.
Two cases are considered for the load models. One is the
case of induction motor loads represented by the classical
model in (7), whose constants are taken from [24] for virtual
synchronous generators. The other is the case of inverter loads
with power-frequency droop control, represented by

Diδ̇i = ω0(Pmi − Pi) (42)

which is obtained as a special case of the classical model
where the inertia constant Mi is sufficiently small. For the
loads, the active power references are constants specified as

Pm5 = −1.25, Pm6 = −0.90, Pm8 = −1.00.

For the transmission network, we consider both lossless
and lossy cases. In the lossless case, we assume that the
conductance of each transmission line is zero. The objective of
this numerical simulation is to demonstrate that the largest set
of equilibria over which the electromagnetic subsystem is EI
passive, or equivalently the convex domain of its strain energy
function, is almost identical to the set of all stable equilibria,
i.e., Fact (d) in Section I. In addition, this can be generalized
to the lossy power system.
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Fig. 3. IEEE 9-bus system model.

A. The Lossless Case

We numerically study the stability of all feasible equilibria.
First, we consider the case of the lossless power system. The
results are shown in Fig. 4(a1) for the induction motor load
model and Fig. 4(b1) for the power-frequency droop load
model, where the plane of (δ⋆21, δ

⋆
31) is gridded. The colored

area represents the feasible equilibrium set of the entire power
system model, the area of the red crosses represents the unsta-
ble subset, and the area of the blue to yellow dots represents
the equilibrium set E in (24) or equivalently (39). The color bar
represents the products of all positive eigenvalues of L0(δ

⋆) in
in (29), which quantifies the degree of synchronizing torque.
We can see that the equilibrium set E exactly captures the set
of all stable equilibria without any exception for both load
models. In fact, the results in Figs. 4(a1) and (b1) are exactly
the same.

B. The Lossy Case

Next, we analyze the stability of the lossy power system.
Using the Jacobian of the flux linkage dynamics and the
synchronizing torque coefficient matrix, i.e., A(z⋆) in (26) and
L0(δ

⋆) in (29), we define the equilibrium set

E+ := int{z⋆ ∈ Z⋆ : A(z⋆) and −L0(δ
⋆) are stable } (43)

where the stability means that the eigenvalues lie in the closed
left half-plane. This E+ is a generalization of E , which can be
computed even in the lossy case.

The results are shown in Fig. 4(a2) for the induction motor
load model and Fig. 4(b2) for the power-frequency droop
load model. As can be seen from these results, E+ in (43)
almost exactly captures the set of all stable equilibria, with
few exceptions around the dark blue boundary. These results

TABLE I
GENERATOR AND LOAD CONSTANTS.

Bus 1 Bus 2 Bus 3 Bus 5 Bus 6 Bus 8
Mi [s] 0.1254 0.0340 0.0160 0.0042 0.0042 0.0042
Di [pu] 0.0125 0.0068 0.0048 0.0003 0.0003 0.0003
Xi [pu] 0.1460 0.8958 1.3120 0.3 0.3 0.3
X′

i [pu] 0.0608 0.1198 0.1813
τdi [s] 8.9600 6.0000 5.8900
τqi [s] 0.3100 0.5350 0.6000

demonstrate that the convex domain of the strain energy func-
tion, or equivalently the domain such that the synchronizing
torque coefficient matrix is positive semidefinite, is almost
identical to the set of all stable equilibria even in the case
of lossy power systems. This is not trivial, because the set of
equilibria over which a system is EI passive is in general only
a subset of the stable equilibria.

VII. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this paper, we have analyzed the EI passivity of a multi-
machine power system considering two-axis generator models.
The key practical findings are summarized as follows.

• The convexity of a strain energy function characterizes
the largest set of equilibria over which an electromagnetic
subsystem is EI passive, which is almost identical to the
set of all stable equilibria.

• The convexity of the strain energy function is equiva-
lent to the positive semidefiniteness of a synchronizing
torque coefficient matrix defined for the two-axis model
network, and the stability of the flux linkage dynamics.

• The positive semidefiniteness of the synchronizing torque
coefficient matrix characterizes the set of all stable equi-
libria even for lossy power systems, although the EI
passivity does not hold in the case of lossy transmission.

These practical findings support the rationality of discussing
the stability of even lossy power systems in terms of the
EI passivity. Future challenges include the application of this
stability criterion to the calculation of optimal power flow and
the design of smart inverters for systems with heterogeneous
components such as renewable energy.

APPENDIX A
MATHEMATICAL DETAILS OF KRON REDUCTION

A. Derivation of Equivalent ODE Representation

We explain the details of the derivation of the ODE equiv-
alent in Section III-B from the original DAE representation in
Section II-A. This procedure is often called the Kron reduction
for phasor circuits, where static nodes or buses in a power
system are removed in a mathematically equivalent procedure
when the generators are considered as dynamical nodes. This
corresponds to a phasor circuit version of the standard Y -∆
transformation in circuit theory [18], [25].

The goal here is to eliminate the bus current and voltage
phasors Ii and V i involved in (4). From (4a), we see that

Iq + jId = −j diag
(

1
X′

i

){
V q + jV q −

(
Eq + jEd

)}
.

Furthermore, from the network equation in (2), we have

Iq + jId = diag
(
ejδi

)
Y diag

(
e−jδi

) (
V q + jV d

)
.

Eliminating Iq and Id from them, we have

diag
(

1
X′

i

)(
V q + jV d

)
= diag

(
ejδi

)
Γ−1 diag

(
e−jδi

)︸ ︷︷ ︸
⋆

(
Eq + jEd

) (44)
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TABLE II
TRANSMISSION LINE CONSTANTS.

(1, 4) (2, 7) (3, 9) (4, 5) (4, 6) (5, 7) (6, 9) (7, 8) (8, 9)

gij [pu] 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1.3650 1.9420 1.1880 1.2820 1.6170 1.1550
bij [pu] −17.361 −16.000 −17.065 −11.604 −10.511 −5.9750 −5.5880 −13.698 −9.7840
cij [pu] 0 0 0 0.4669 0.4191 0.8117 0.9496 0.3952 0.5544 ×10−3

Fig. 4. Analysis of stable equilibria for lossless and lossy power systems with the two-axis generator model. (a1) Lossless power system with induction motor
load model. (b1) Lossless power system with power-frequency droop load model. (a2) Lossy power system with induction motor load model. (b2) Lossy
power system with power-frequency droop load model.

where Γ is defined as

Γ := diag (X ′
i)− j diag (X ′

i)Y diag (X ′
i) . (45)

This Γ is non-singular in a standard parameter setting, as will
be proven in Appendix A-B. Note that the reduced admittance
matrix Y red in (13) is equal to −jΓ−1.

Let γ−1
ij denote the (i, j)-element of Γ−1. Then, the (i, j)-

element of “⋆” in (44) is written as γ−1
ij ejδij . Thus, its real

and imaginary parts are, respectively, found to be kij and hij

in (15) where Bred
ij and Gred

ij are equal to

Bred
ij = −Re

[
γ−1
ij

]
, Gred

ij = Im
[
γ−1
ij

]
.

Thus, we can rewrite the real part of (44) as

V qi

X ′
i

= Re

[
N∑
j=1

γ−1
ij ejδij

(
Eqj + jEdj

)]
,

and the imaginary part as

V di

X ′
i

= Im

[
N∑
j=1

γ−1
ij ejδij

(
Eqj + jEdj

)]
,

which are equal to gqi and gdi in (18). Finally, substituting
these into (4), we obtain the ODE equivalent in (16).

B. Supplemental Materials

We prove several mathematical properties on the conduc-
tance matrix G and susceptance matrix B, i.e., the real and
imaginary parts of the admittance matrix Y . The conductance
matrix is a weighted graph Laplacian given as

Gij =


−gij , i ̸= j
N∑
j=1

gij , i = j
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where Gij denotes the (i, j)-element of G, and gij denotes
the line conductance being non-negative. In a similar way, the
susceptance matrix B is given as

Bij =


bij , i ̸= j

N∑
j=1

(
bij +

ω0cij
2

)
, i = j

where Bij denotes the (i, j)-element of B, and bij denotes the
line susceptance being non-positive. We can decompose B into
the sum of the sign inversion of a weighted graph Laplacian
and a positive semidefinite diagonal matrix as

B = B0 + diag

(
N∑
j=1

ω0cij
2︸ ︷︷ ︸

βi

)
i∈{1,...,N}

. (46)

Without loss of generality, we assume that the transmission
network is connected, i.e., a path of transmission lines exists
between any pair of two buses. This assures that the kernel of
B0 is one-dimensional. By definition, it is clear that

span{1} ⊆ kerG, span{1} = kerB0. (47)

Furthermore, G is positive semidefinite, and B0 is negative
semidefinite.

As shown in the following lemma, Γ in (45) is non-singular
in a proper parameter setting.

Lemma 1 Consider the admittance matrix Y in (3). For the
constants β1, . . . , βN in (46), if

βiX
′
i ≤ 1, ∀i ∈ {1, . . . , N} (48)

and the strict inequality holds for at least one bus, then Γ in
(45) is non-singular.

Proof: The real part and imaginary part of Γ , denoted by
M and N , are written as

M := diag
(
X ′

i(1− βiX
′
i)
)
− diag (X ′

i)B0 diag (X
′
i) ,

N := − diag (X ′
i)G diag (X ′

i) .
(49)

Because B0 in (46) is negative semidefinite, if (48) holds, then
M is positive semidefinite. In particular, if

βiX
′
i < 1

for at least one i ∈ {1, . . . , N}, then M is positive definite
because

ker diag (X ′
i)B0 diag (X

′
i)︸ ︷︷ ︸

span{diag(1/X′
i)1}

⊈ ker diag
(
X ′

i(1− βiX
′
i)
)
.

Thus, from the symmetry of N , we see that

L1 := M +NM−1N

is positive definite, meaning that L1 is non-singular. Further-
more, M + jN is non-singular if and only if

L2 :=

[
M −N
N M

]
is non-singular. Because the determinant of L2 is

det(L2) = det(M) det(L1)

and det(M) is non-zero, L2 is non-singular if and only if L1

is non-singular. This proves the claim.

In a standard parameter setting, the ground capacitances are
sufficiently small that (48) generally holds. As shown in the
following proposition, these reduced matrices have the same
definiteness of the original ones before the Kron reduction.

Proposition 3 Consider the reduced admittance matrix Y red

in (13). If the inequality condition in Lemma 1 is satisfied, then
the reduced conductance matrix Gred is positive semidefinite,
and the reduced susceptance matrix Bred is negative definite.

Proof: With the same notation as that in the proof of
Lemma 1, denote the real and imaginary parts of Γ by M
and N . Furthermore, denote the real and imaginary parts of
Γ−1 by P and Q. Note that

ΓΓ−1 = I ⇐⇒
[
M −N
N M

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

L2

[
P −Q
Q P

]
= I,

which means that the diagonal and off-diagonal blocks of L−1
2

correspond to P and Q, respectively. In particular, we see that

L−1
2 =

[
L−1
1 M−1NL−1

1

−L−1
1 NM−1 L−1

1

]
.

Therefore, it follows that

P = L−1
1 , Q = −M−1NL−1

1 .

Because L1 is positive definite, P is positive definite. Using
a positive definite Y such that M−1 = Y Y , we have

Q = −Y Y NY
(
I + (Y NY )2

)−1︸ ︷︷ ︸
X

Y.

Because N in (49) is negative semidefinite, Y NY can be
diagonalized by an orthonormal matrix V . Thus, we have

X = V Λ
(
I + Λ2

)−1
V T (50)

where Λ is a negative semidefinite diagonal matrix composed
of the eigenvalues of Y NY . Therefore, Q is positive semidef-
inite because X is negative semidefinite. Finally, from

Y red = Q︸︷︷︸
Gred

+j (−P )︸ ︷︷ ︸
Bred

,

we see that Gred is positive semidefinite, and Bred is negative
definite.

Proposition 3 states that the definiteness of the conduc-
tance and susceptance matrices are invariant under the Kron
reduction. The following property of the reduced conductance
matrix is also important.

Proposition 4 Consider the admittance matrix Y in (3), and
the reduced admittance matrix Y red in (13). Assume that the
inequality condition in Lemma 1 is satisfied. Then

span
{
diag (1− βiX

′
i)1
}
⊆ kerGred. (51)
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Furthermore, Gred is zero if and only if G is zero.

Proof: First, we prove (51). From (47), we see that

Γ diag
(

1
X′

i

)
1 = diag

(
1− βiX

′
i

)
1.

Multiplying it by Y red from the left side, we have

−j diag
(

1
X′

i

)
1 =

(
Gred + jBred

)
diag

(
1− βiX

′
i

)
1

Considering the real part of both sides, we have

0 = Gred diag
(
1− βiX

′
i

)
1,

which proves (51).
Next, we prove the second claim. Consider the same nota-

tion as that in the proof of Proposition 3. Because Y is positive
definite, we see that

Gred = 0 ⇐⇒ X = 0 ⇐⇒ N = 0 ⇐⇒ G = 0

where we have used the facts that Gred is equal to Q, X is
defined as in (50), and N is defined as in (49).

Proposition 4 shows the property of the reduced conduc-
tance matrix. In particular, it is zero if and only if the original
one before the Kron reduction is lossless. A notable point
in Propositions 3 and 4 is that the properties of the reduced
admittance matrix are derived from those of the original
admittance matrix before the Kron reduction.

APPENDIX B
POSITIVE SEMIDEFINITENESS OF SYNCHRONIZING

TORQUE COEFFICIENT MATRIX

We aim at deriving a sufficient condition for the Hessian
∇2Ũ(δ⋆) in Theorem 3, i.e., the synchronizing torque co-
efficient matrix, to be positive semidefinite. Recall that this
Hessian involves the elements of

B̃red = −{diag(Xi)− diag (Xi)B diag (Xi)}−1
. (52)

As shown in the following lemma, all elements of this B̃red

are proven to be non-positive.

Lemma 2 Consider the susceptance matrix B in (46). For the
constants β1, . . . , βN in (46), if

βiXi ≤ 1, ∀i ∈ {1, . . . , N} (53)

and the strict inequality holds for at least one bus, then B̃red

in (52) exists, and its all elements are non-positive.

Proof: Denote B̃red as −K−1. Then, we see that

K = diag
(
Xi(1− βiXi)

)
− diag (Xi)B0 diag (Xi) .

Because −B0 is a weighted graph Laplacian, K is a positive
definite matrix whose off-diagonal elements are non-positive
if the condition in the claim is satisifed. That is, K is a
nonsinglar M-matrix [26]. Therefore, all elements of K−1

are non-negative. This proves the claim.

Based on Lemma 2, we can find a simple sufficient condi-
tion for ∇2Ũ(δ⋆) to be positive semidefinite as follows.

Proposition 5 Consider the susceptance matrix B in (46),
and the strain energy function Ũ in (37). Assume that the
inequality condition in Lemma 2 is satisfied. If∣∣δ⋆i − δ⋆j

∣∣ ≤ π

2
, ∀(i, j) ∈ {1, . . . , N} × {1, . . . , N}, (54)

then ∇2Ũ(δ⋆) is positive semidefinite.

Proof: Because ∇2Ũ(δ⋆) is a wighted graph Laplacian,
it can be represented in the form

∇2Ũ(δ⋆) = −W diag
(
V ⋆
fdiV

⋆
fdjB̃

red
ij cos δ⋆ij

)
(i,j)∈C

WT

where W ∈ RN×N(N−1)
2 denotes the incidence matrix associ-

ated with the complete graph, and

C :=
{
(i, j) ∈ {1, . . . , N} × {1, . . . , N} : i < j

}
.

Note that every B̃red
ij is less than or equal to 0 as shown in

Lemma 2. Thus, the claim is proven.

Proposition 5 states that if the differences among the steady-
state rotor angles of all generators are small, then the classical
generator network is EI passive, or equivalently, the syn-
chronizing torque coefficient matrix is positive semidefinite.
This natural consequence is derived from the fact that the
susceptance matrix before the Kron reduction is negative
semidefinite.

REFERENCES

[1] T. Ishizaki and A. Chakrabortty, “Necessity of lossless transmission
and convexity of potential energy function for equilibrium independent
passivity of power systems,” in Proc. of The 60th IEEE Conference on
Decision and Control, 2021.

[2] P. Kundur, Power system stability and control. Tata McGraw-Hill
Education, 1994.

[3] M. Arcak, “Passivity as a design tool for group coordination,” Automatic
Control, IEEE Transactions on, vol. 52, no. 8, pp. 1380–1390, 2007.

[4] P. Yang, F. Liu, Z. Wang, and C. Shen, “Distributed stability conditions
for power systems with heterogeneous nonlinear bus dynamics,” IEEE
Transactions on Power Systems, 2019.

[5] S. Trip, M. Bürger, and C. De Persis, “An internal model approach
to (optimal) frequency regulation in power grids with time-varying
voltages,” Automatica, vol. 64, pp. 240–253, 2016.

[6] T. Stegink, C. De Persis, and A. van der Schaft, “A unifying energy-
based approach to stability of power grids with market dynamics,”
Automatic Control, IEEE Transactions on, vol. 62, no. 6, pp. 2612–
2622, 2017.

[7] Z. Wang, F. Liu, J. Z. Pang, S. H. Low, and S. Mei, “Distributed optimal
frequency control considering a nonlinear network-preserving model,”
IEEE Transactions on Power Systems, vol. 34, no. 1, pp. 76–86, 2018.

[8] N. Li, L. Chen, C. Zhao, and S. H. Low, “Connecting automatic
generation control and economic dispatch from an optimization view,”
Control of Network Systems, IEEE Transactions on, vol. 3, no. 3, pp.
254–264, 2015.

[9] R. Ortega, M. Galaz, A. Astolfi, Y. Sun, and T. Shen, “Transient
stabilization of multimachine power systems with nontrivial transfer
conductances,” Automatic Control, IEEE Transactions on, vol. 50, no. 1,
pp. 60–75, 2005.

[10] P. W. Sauer, M. A. Pai, and J. H. Chow, Power system dynamics and
stability: with synchrophasor measurement and power system toolbox.
John Wiley & Sons, 2017.

[11] T. Sadamoto, A. Chakrabortty, T. Ishizaki, and J.-i. Imura, “Dynamic
modeling, stability, and control of power systems with distributed energy
resources: Handling faults using two control methods in tandem,” IEEE
Control Systems Magazine, vol. 39, no. 2, pp. 34–65, 2019.

[12] G. H. Hines, M. Arcak, and A. K. Packard, “Equilibrium-independent
passivity: A new definition and numerical certification,” Automatica,
vol. 47, no. 9, pp. 1949–1956, 2011.



JOURNAL OF LATEX CLASS FILES, VOL. X, NO. X, XXXX 14

[13] J. W. Simpson-Porco, “Equilibrium-independent dissipativity with
quadratic supply rates,” IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control,
vol. 64, no. 4, pp. 1440–1455, 2019.

[14] C. De Persis and N. Monshizadeh, “Bregman storage functions for
microgrid control,” IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control, vol. 63,
no. 1, pp. 53–68, 2017.

[15] H.-D. Chang, C.-C. Chu, and G. Cauley, “Direct stability analysis of
electric power systems using energy functions: theory, applications, and
perspective,” Proceedings of the IEEE, vol. 83, no. 11, pp. 1497–1529,
1995.

[16] N. Narasimhamurthi, “On the existence of energy function for power
systems with transmission losses,” IEEE transactions on circuits and
systems, vol. 31, no. 2, pp. 199–203, 1984.

[17] P. M. Anderson and A. A. Fouad, Power system control and stability.
John Wiley & Sons, 2008.

[18] T. Ishizaki, A. Chakrabortty, and J.-i. Imura, “Graph-theoretic analysis
of power systems,” Proceedings of the IEEE, vol. 106, no. 5, pp. 931–
952, 2018.

[19] J. W. Simpson-Porco, F. Dörfler, and F. Bullo, “Synchronization and
power sharing for droop-controlled inverters in islanded microgrids,”
Automatica, vol. 49, no. 9, pp. 2603–2611, 2013.

[20] S. S. Guggilam, C. Zhao, E. Dall’Anese, Y. C. Chen, and S. V. Dhople,
“Optimizing power–frequency droop characteristics of distributed energy
resources,” IEEE Transactions on Power Systems, vol. 33, no. 3, pp.
3076–3086, 2017.

[21] N. Monshizadeh, P. Monshizadeh, R. Ortega, and A. van der Schaft,
“Conditions on shifted passivity of port-hamiltonian systems,” Systems
& Control Letters, vol. 123, pp. 55–61, 2019.

[22] R. T. Rockafellar, Convex analysis. Princeton university press, 1970.
[23] I. R. Petersen and A. Lanzon, “Feedback control of negative-imaginary

systems,” IEEE Control Systems Magazine, vol. 30, no. 5, pp. 54–72,
2010.

[24] M. Chen, D. Zhou, and F. Blaabjerg, “Modelling, implementation, and
assessment of virtual synchronous generator in power systems,” Journal
of Modern Power Systems and Clean Energy, vol. 8, no. 3, pp. 399–411,
2020.

[25] G. Kron, Tensor Analysis of Networks. New York: Wiley, 1939.
[26] D. S. Bernstein, Matrix mathematics: theory, facts, and formulas.

Princeton University Press, 2009.


	Introduction
	System Description
	Power System Model for Mathematical Analysis
	Transmission Network Model
	Two-Axis Generator Model

	Approximation to Classical Generator Model

	EI Passivity of Lossless Power Systems
	Review of EI Passivity
	Equivalent ODE Representation of Power System
	EI Passivity of Electromagnetic Subsystem

	Necessity of Lossless Transmission for EI Passivity of Electromagnetic Subsystem
	Linearization
	Necessity of Lossless Transmission for EI Passivity

	A New Link Between Two-Axis and Classical Generator Models in Terms of EI Passivity
	Largest Set of Equilibria for EI Passivity
	New Link Between Two-Axis and Classical Models

	Numerical Simulation
	The Lossless Case
	The Lossy Case

	Concluding Remarks
	Appendix A: Mathematical Details of Kron Reduction
	Derivation of Equivalent ODE Representation
	Supplemental Materials

	Appendix B: Positive Semidefiniteness of Synchronizing Torque Coefficient Matrix
	References

