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Abstract—This paper presents novel methods for parameter
identification in electrical grids with small numbers of spatially
distributed measuring devices, which is an issue for distribution
system operators managing aged and not properly mapped
underground Low Voltage (LV) grids, especially in Germany.
For this purpose, the total impedance of individual branches
of the overall system is estimated by measuring currents and
voltages at a subset of all system nodes over time. It is shown that,
under common assumptions for electrical distsribution systems,
an estimate of the total impedance can be made using readily
computable proxies. Different regression methods are then used
and compared to estimate the total impedance of the respective
branches, with varying weights of the input data. The results on
realistic LV feeders with different branch lengths and number
of unmeasured segments are discussed and multiple influencing
factors are investigated through simulations. It is shown that
estimates of the total impedances can be obtained with acceptable
quality under realistic assumptions.

Index Terms—Distribution system, electrical grid, parameter
identification, regression methods, system identification.

I. INTRODUCTION

[ Access to precise mathematical models is paramount
in facilitating the practical application of grid calculation
algorithms that enable the computation of grid congestion,
prediction of future scenarios, and exploration of grid expan-
sion options. These models can be accurately derived from
specific variables, such as line parameters, known line models,
and line lengths. However, in reality, such data may not be
readily available or may contain errors as in the case of aged
underground LV grids that are not properly mapped, which
is a problem currently being faced by German distribution
system operators, resulting in a challenging grid identification
problem. To address this issue, Parameter Identification (PI)
methods can be employed to deduce model parameters from
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system measurements. As the number of measurement sites
in the grid is typically limited, especially in LV distribution
system, parameter identification methods become increasingly
important for grids with low sensor penetration.

The technical literature contains numerous publications that
address PI in electrical grids, which is a subset of system
identification, that is utilized in electrical grids for identifying
component parameters [1]], [2], and topology identification [J3]],
[4]]. In many applications, these methods are integrated into a
unified framework that seeks to identify both correct topology
and parameters as a single task, as seen in [5]. However,
the proposed methodologies often assume the availability of
numerous and expensive sensors, such as phasor measure-
ment units, for instance, [6]] and [7] assume measurements
of all complex voltages and nodal currents. In reality, the
number of available measurement units is limited, particularly
in electrical distribution grids, especially for LV networks,
rendering measurements at all nodes unfeasible. For example,
[8] considers such a scenario and employs Kron-reduction to
perform identification based on a reduced graph. In [9], a
grid with limited measurement penetration is considered and
a penetration of more than 80% is proposed for acceptable
results. Although the presented methods can deal with sparse
measurement setups, they do not provide realistic results for
PI in distribution grids, where often only a much smaller
fraction (much less than 80%) of spatially distributed mea-
surement points is available. Therefore, in contrast to the
existing literature, this paper addresses PI in electrical grids
with sparse available sensors. By utilizing regression methods,
the total impedance of the respective branches is estimated
and the influence of number of unmeasured segments and
measurement data resolution is investigated.

The paper is structured as follows: In Section [[I} the mod-
elling of unmeasured branches in electrical grids is introduced,
applying asymptotic analysis for the formulation of bounds on



the total impedances, as well as regression methods that allow
the estimation of total impedance of the respective branches.
Section [[TI| discusses the results of the proposed methods based
on realistic LV feeders, and relevant conclusions as well as a
future outlook are given in Section

II. METHODOLOGY
A. Modelling of Electrical Grids

Electrical grids can be represented as mathematical graphs
G, composed of a set of nodes N' = {1,2,...,nyodes} and
a set of edges & = {(i,4) | i, € N}. Each edge in the
graph has an associated impedance value, which can be used
to parameterize the grid model. When all system parameters
are known, it is possible to derive sparse matrices, such as the
node admittance matrix. These matrices can then be utilized
to calculate the power flows in the grid, based on the known
nodal consumption. The edges in graph G are characterized by
their impedances, which define the overall system properties
and determine the power and current flows in the system.

B. Branch Modelling
In this study, the concept of a measured branch is applied,

which is a connection between two nodes, denoted as ’in’
and ’out’, comprising K individual impedances or segments.
Each segment is interspersed with an unmeasured load, which
results in K — 1 unmeasured loads. As illustrated in Fig. [1} it
is assumed that voltage measurements are available at both the
input v;, and output vy of the branch. Furthermore, both the
inflowing current ¢;;,, and outflowing current ¢, are measured.
The measurements are taken at discrete time intervals over
a prolonged period of time 7' and can be represented as
vectors, denoted as Vi, = [vin(t1), Vin(t2),...,vin(T)] and
iin = [tin(t1), 4in(t2), - - ., iin (T)] for the measured quantities
at the output of the branch.
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Fig. 1. Branch model with unmeasured nodes between in- and out-nodes

The voltage drop across each branch depicted in Fig. [I]
at discrete time steps can be mathematically formulated as
follows, wherein the tilde-annotated variables denote unmea-
sured quantities and ¢; denotes the current flowing through
the impedance within segment k:
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If only one unmeasured node exists between the input and
output nodes (i.e., K = 2), the system of equations remains
determinable, enabling the derivation of the unmeasured cur-
rent 7; by applying Kirchhoff’s current law. Here, the sought-
after parameters z; and zo can be deduced by solving (),
or alternatively, by utilizing the least squares approach in
case of the presence of measurements of multiple time steps.
However, when the number of segments exceeds K > 2,
the impedances cannot be uniquely solved for, needing the
utilization of multiple time-step measurements to arrive at a
conclusive estimation of the total impedance of the branch.

C. Asymptotic analysis

The following assumptions are made, which enable the
estimation of the total impedance via regression techniques.

o Assumption 1: The loads, denoted by i, for all k €
{1,2,...,K — 1}, are strictly positive, and there is no
current injection back into the branch.

o Assumption 2: The voltage decreases along the branch,
and the current flowing into the branch, denoted by iy,
is greater than or equal to the current flowing out of the
branch iy, leading to 4, > iout-

These assumptions align with typical assumptions made in
passive electrical distribution grids. In the event that Assump-
tion 1 is not met, the data pertaining to the respective time step
may be disregarded. Conversely, if Assumption 1 is satisfied,
and the branch experiences single-sided supply (e.g., in a radial
grid), Assumption 2 is automatically satisfied. Note that in the
case of photovoltaic systems, night measurements may be used
to satisfy Assumption 2.

The following equation represents the participation factor,
denoted by f, which characterizes the ratio between inflowing
and outflowing currents from the branch, with 0 < f <1
under Assumptions 1 and 2.

F=1 With gy, > 0 3)

%in

Two asymptotic bounds can be derived from (G). Thus, in
the case when all intermediate load currents are zero and 4;, #
0, the participation factor approaches one, i.e., f — 1. In this
case, the total impedance can be determined by substituting all
i) in with 4;, and solving for Zszl z),. Furthermore, an
upper bound ztot,ub and lower bound zto¢, 11, can be formulated
for the total impedance as follows.
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Note that these bounds can be calculated at each time step,
and the bound with the overall tightest constraint gives the
valid parameter range for ziot.

D. Total Impedance Estimation

Several techniques to estimate the total impedance of
branches with varying numbers of segments, denoted by
K, are proposed here. Although obtaining the actual total
impedance requires f — 1, such a condition may not occur in



practice, since all load currents are rarely zero simultaneously.
To address this issue, regression techniques can be used to
approximate the estimated total impedance, denoted by Zi.¢,
as a function of the participation factor f. Specifically, the
lower bound 2.1, can be estimated from the relationship
between f and the estimated total impedance by evaluating the
regression line at the point where f = 1.0. For this purpose,
the measurements at all time steps are used to create the
stacked column vectors f = [f(t1), f(t2),... f(T)]T,
Av = [Avu(ty),Av(ta),...,Av(T)]T and i, =
[tin (t1), %in(t2), - - -, 4n(T)]T to calculate the vector of
lower bounds zot,1b,i = ZA# Vi. Then the following least
squares problem can be solved to obtain the slope S8y and
intercept S;:

2
min
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Finally, an estimate of the total impedance can be obtained as
follows.

Ztot = Bo -1+ b1 (6)

The following approaches to find estimates of the
impedances are compared next:

o lin: The estimate is obtained using

max(Ziot, Max(Ztot,1b) )-

e lin,: The estimate is obtained by solving a Weighted
Least Squares (WLS) version of (3) with weights w(t) =
f(t) to weigh samples closer to f = 1 more heavily.

e lin,2: WLS is applied with a quadratic weight w(t) =
f(t)2.

e meany, ,n: The estimate is the mean between the low-
est upper bound and highest lower bound Ziy =
max(Ziot1b) + nlln(ztot.ub)gnlax(ztot,lb).

The first three methods are based on a linear regression
that can be performed either without weighting factors lin,
or with weighting factors lin,, and lin,2. In this case, the
weighting takes place based on the participation factors, such
that data samples with higher participation factors are more
heavily weighted, so that the estimated impedances get closer
to the actual impedance. The meany, 1, method represents
a straightforward method of estimation using the upper and
lower bounds. In situations with high participation factors, this
can serve as a first approximation of the total impedance.

ITI. RESULTS
A. Simulation Setup

To validate the methods introduced in Section [[I} branches
with different numbers K of segments are considered as single
phase LV grids. Power-flow simulations are performed using
the pandapower package in python for each individual
time step in the data [[10]. Profiles are randomly drawn from
the household profiles provided in the IEEE European LV
Test Feeder, in [11], with At = 1 min and T = 1440.
The length of all cable segments is defined uniformly random

between | = 100 m and [ = 300 m. The used cable types
are NAYY4 x 150mm?, which is a common cable found in
German LV grids. In the cases where multiple simulation
runs are performed, ns; denotes the number of Monte-Carlo
samples that are simulated, where each sample corresponds to
a simulation with randomly drawn segment lengths and load
profiles.

B. DC circuit Validation

A DC circuit simulation is used for a branch with K = 3
to validate the asymptotic bounds derived in Section [IlI-
Fig. |Z| shows estimation for the lower bound (Ib) samples
(blue) and for the upper bound (ub) samples (green) for
multiple measurements over the respective participation factor
f, covering the whole range from f = 0.0 to f = 1.0. Observe
that for f = 1.0, the samples of the upper and lower bound
converge to the true total resistance of the branch. The bounds
obtained from the samples, depicted as red lines, limit the
possible range of the true total resistance. The relationship for
the lower bound is approximately linear and can be adopted
during the regression task to identify the total resistance.
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Fig. 2. DC circuit with K = 3 and upper and lower bounds.

C. Scalability and Estimation Quality for AC branches

In the previous Section, it was demonstrated that the re-
lationship between the participation factor and 2o b can be
utilized to infer the total resistance of a DC circuit through lin-
ear regression. In this section, the influence of cable segments
K and the regression method used on the estimation error is
investigated. To accomplish this, K is varied, as discussed in
Section [[lI-A] with n; = 150 Monte-Carlo simulations being
conducted for each method. The quantiles of the estimation
error are used to analyze the various identification approaches,
where the error is the absolute deviation from the actual total
branch impedance, expressed as € = %100%.

Fig. [3] illustrates the estimation error of methods lin and
lin,, for an increasing number of segments. Observe that the
median error increases for both methods, going from under



three percent estimation error at X = 4 to as high as six
percent estimation error for K = 13, as the increasing number
of unmeasured currents 7 makes it more difficult to estimate
the true total impedance. Furthermore, note that the 25% and
75% quantiles increase with increasing K. The variation in
the estimation between different runs is due to the random
distribution of segment lengths over multiple runs and the
random assignment of load profiles to intermediate nodes in
each case. The interquantile range increases for both regression
methods as K increases, with the lin,, method achieving lower
estimation errors well below 5% for K up to 14, showing that
more weighting of data points with high participation factor
f can be beneficial. The reason for this increase is due to
the increase in f range as K increases, as depicted in Fig. 4}
which is to be expected.
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Fig. 3. Absolute error of Z¢,¢ estimation for varying segments K for methods
lin (red) and liny, (blue).

This can be explained by the fact that for smaller numbers
of consumers, the proportion of unmeasured consumers that
are supplied by the branch is higher in relation to the K — 1
consumers, and thus the ratio of outgoing flow to incoming
flow is accordingly closer to one.

TABLE I
TOTAL IMPEDANCE ESTIMATION ERRORS FOR DIFFERENT PI METHODS.

Method median € | 75% quant. € | max e

K—4 meanyy, ub 1.64 1.89 26.51
lin 2.13 3.76 53.18

ling, 1.67 2.12 53.17

short branch | —p = 1.62 1.92 5317
K =14 meanyy, ub 6.58 13.90 68.23
lin 5.39 11.05 66.71

long branch lin,, 2.62 5.79 56.17
lin, 2 3.27 6.63 59.87

Table [ shows the estimation errors that result from 150
Monte Carlo simulations for the methods presented in this pa-
per. The results for a branch of relatively short length (K = 4)
and long branch (K = 14) are shown. The method with the
best performance, as per the minimum estimation error ¢, in
a specific category is highlighted in bold. Observe that for
K = 4, the median of the estimation error for all methods
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Fig. 4. Maximum occuring participation factor for different Monte Carlo

samples with respect to number of segments K.

ranges between 1.62% and 2.13% for the short branch. The
lin,2 method provides the most accurate results, followed
closely by the lin and meany, ,, methods. As for the 75%
quantiles and maximum errors, the meany, ,, method yields
the best outcomes. It is worth to note that the regression-based
methods, including lin, lin,,, and lin,,2, perform better when
the data samples with high participation factors are assigned
stronger weights. This phenomenon can be explained by the
fact that for K = 4, a considerable amount of data pertaining
to high f already exists, rendering simple techniques such
as meanyy, u, effective, as the limits can accurately estimate
the results in this case. Furthermore, note that even though
the 75% quantile exhibits single digit estimation errors for
all methods, the maximum estimation errors may reach up
to 53.18%. These outliers can cause significant challenges in
real-world estimation. In the case of branches with K = 14,
it is evident that the regression methods surpass the relatively
simplistic meanyy, ,, method. Additionally, the results indicate
that the estimation errors for the median, 75% quantile, and
maximum values increase as the length of the branch increases.

The most accurate results in Table[[[for K = 14 are obtained
using regression with lin,,. These results indicate that regres-
sion techniques are particularly beneficial for longer branches
with more segments, and that assigning weights for data
points with higher participation factors, which contain more
informative data, yield better outcomes. Observe also that the
results obtained using the meany, ,, method deteriorate for
longer branches, as the number of data samples with high
participation factor decreases, and thus the accuracy of results
obtained by considering only the limits is compromised.

Fig. [5] shows the mean absolute estimation error over
ns = 150 Monte-Carlo runs for K = 14 segments and
different measurement data resolutions At, for all presented
methods. Note that for a resolution of At = 1 min, the lowest
mean estimation error is obtained by the method lin,, followed
by lin,2, with errors of 5.61% and 6.17%, respectively. The
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Fig. 5. Influence of measurement resolution At on mean estimation error for
K =14.

error for the lin and meany, ., methods is higher, being
10.35% and 11.43%, respectively. For all methods, the mean
estimation error increases as the measurement data resolution
increases, which can be explained by the lower maximum
participation factor f that occurs, decreasing from 0.59 at
At =1 min to 0.26 at At = 1 h. This makes the asymptotic
bounds less accurate, leading to lower estimation quality. Two
things are apparent here: First, the estimation error of the
method meanyy, 1, increases the most, since the absence of
high participation factor measurements has the greatest effect
on the estimate in this case. Second, observe that the methods
with weighting (i.e. w, w?) show a higher increase than
the unweighted regression lin. This suggests that for high
measurement data resolutions, unweighted linear regression
may be useful. Overall, the method lin,, exhibits the greatest
robustness across all measurement data resolutions, with the
lowest mean estimation error for the entire considered range.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

The paper presented methods for estimation of total
impedances of branches in systems with sparse measurement
setups. The different regression methods discussed allowed the
estimation of the total impedances based on measurements of
voltage and current magnitudes at both ends of the branch.
The methods were compared in simulation studies on LV
distribution feeders with varying number of grid segments and
unmeasured intermediate loads, showing that the accuracy of
the estimates depends on the specific scenario and estima-
tion method. Furthermore, it was shown that the accuracy
decreased when the number of unmeasured segments increases
or the time resolution At of measurements increases. The
comparison of the proposed methods with respect to their
estimation accuracy resulted in the weighted linear regression
being the best method. Hence, the regression method can be
used in future research to derive surrogate models that only
use limited measured grid nodes for state estimation purposes.
Additionally, data from typical line types and geographic

information systems can be used to improve the estimation
accuracy.
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