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ABSTRACT

The considered optimal control problem of a stochastic power system, is to select the set of power
supply vectors which infimizes the probability that the phase-angle differences of any power flow of
the network, endangers the transient stability of the power system by leaving a critical subset. The
set of control laws is restricted to be a periodically recomputed set of fixed power supply vectors
based on predictions of power demand for the next short horizon. Neither state feedback nor output
feedback is used. The associated control objective function is Lipschitz continuous, nondifferen-
tiable, and nonconvex. The results of the paper include that a minimum exists in the value range
of the control objective function. Furthermore, it includes a two-step procedure to compute an ap-
proximate minimizer based on two key methods: (1) a projected generalized subgradient method for
computing an initial vector, and (2) a steepest descent method for approximating a local minimizer.
Finally, it includes two convergence theorems that an approximation sequence converges to a local
minimum.

AMS subject classifications. 93E20, 90C30, and 90C26.
Keywords and Phrases: Constrained nonlinear optimization, Nonconvex and nondifferentiable, and Convergence anal-
ysis.

1 Introduction

Motivation The primary motivation for the optimal control problem investigated in this paper is to safeguard tran-
sient stability of a stochastic power system. The control objective is to find that power supply vector in a domain which
minimizes the control objective function. The control objective function quantifies the performance of the stochastic
power system for each power supply vector. The value of the control objective function is a threshold for the probabil-
ity that the power flow in any power line exits a critical subset. The readers are referred to a companion paper [34] for
further details.

The control objective function is formulated as the maximum value among a finite set of secondary functions. Each
secondary function is a sum of two constituent functions: one component denoted as σk, exhibits non-convex char-
acteristics, while the other component referred to as mk, may lack differentiability in cases where a component of
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the argument becomes zero. The control objective function satisfies a generic differentiability property but exhibits
nondifferentiability on either an algebraic subset or a subset of lower algebraic complexity. The domain of power
supply vectors denoted as P+, takes the form of a polytope.

The Optimal Control Problem The approach to the optimal control problem, based on periodic recomputation of
an optimal set of power supply vectors, leads to an infimization problem for a control objective function. That function
is Lipschitz continuous, nondifferentiable, and nonconvex. The nondifferentiability stems from the representation of
the function as the maximum of several functions, each such function containing a term that defies differentiability at
zero. The nonconvexity is due to the Lyapunov matrix equation.

Literature review Analysis and control of a stochastic power system have been treated in a number of papers,
[1,16,17]. Investigated have been simulations and the approximation of the probability distribution of the first exit time
of the domain of attraction. The latter approach requires computing the type-one synchronous states and numerically
approximating the probability distribution. The latter approach is computationally difficult with a high computational
complexity. To the best of the author’s knowledge, they have not found the approach of the optimization problem in
the literature. The optimal control problem treated in this paper is transcribed to a constrained nonlinear optimization
problem which happens to be nonconvex and nondifferentiable. It turns out to be a challenging task to optimize
nonconvex and nondifferentiable objective functions, while they are frequently encountered in control engineering
when random variables have been introduced.

A nonconvex optimization problem is difficult because the objective function has many minimizers. A nondifferen-
tiable optimization problem is even more challenging because the gradient which is a fundamental tool that is often
used in the iterations of optimization algorithms, is not everywhere defined. Instead, either a generalized subgradient or
a generalized gradient is used to generalize the concept of a gradient to the set of nondifferentiable functions. The ini-
tial research of F. Clarke on subgradients [11,12] is well known. B. Mordukhovich and others developed optimization
of nondifferentiable and nonconvex functions, [14, 22, 24, 25]. For basic insights into semiconvexity, semicontinuity,
and various properties associated with these function classes, we refer to [21]. Additionally, more comprehensive in-
formation on generalized gradients and generalized subgradients can be found in references such as [2,12,28]. Readers
who are interested in optimization criteria and methodologies related to these optimization techniques, we recommend
exploring in [10, 23].

In addition to the generalized gradient, which represents a vector class, researchers have also leveraged directional
derivatives to optimize nonsmooth functions. Notably, A. Ben-tal introduced second-order necessary and sufficient
optimality criteria for four distinct types of nonsmooth minimization problems in [5]. Subsequently, the same author
extended the application of both first and second directional derivatives to establish necessary and sufficient conditions
for a strict local minimizer, as elaborated in [4]. Expanding on this work, A. Shapiro provided a comprehensive
overview of various directional derivative concepts in [31].

Many algorithms have been developed for nonconvex and nonsmooth optimization. T. Liu et al. introduced the
successive difference-of-convex approximation method, demonstrating its global convergence for a specific class of
objective functions in [20]. In a similar vein, Y. Wang proposed the ADMM algorithm for nonconvex nonsmooth
optimization, which also exhibits global convergence, particularly for objective functions with equality constraints, as
discussed in [32]. Another noteworthy contribution comes from B. Wen et al., who presented the proximal gradient
algorithm with extrapolation and conducted a comprehensive convergence analysis, referred to as R-linear convergence
in [35].

In this paper, both the generalized subgradient and the directional derivative will be used to infimize our control
objective function. We will use a two-step method, the first step uses a projected generalized subgradient method to
determine an initial position that is in the domain of attraction of a relatively good local minimizer, then the second
step presents a steepest descent method starting from the initial position to converge to the local minimizer. Because
the iteration is based on either the generalized subgradient or the first directional derivative, the proposed algorithms
are first-order algorithms.

Contributions of this Paper (1) The continuity and the differentials of the control objective function per direction
vector. (2) The existence of a minimizer. (3) An algorithm to compute the gradient vector and the Hessian matrix of the
standard deviation that served as an implicit function within the control objective function, and two algorithms, (3.A)
to compute a stationary vector as an initial vector for the next algorithm, and (3.B) to approximate a local minimizer.
(4) Theorems which imply that an approximation sequence, produced by the algorithms, converges to a value or to a
local minimum. (5) An example which demonstates the proposed algorithms.
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Paper Organization Section 2 provides an introduction to power system fundamentals, the domain of power supply
vectors, and the procedure for the calculation of the control objective function. In Section 3, we establish the existence
of a minimizer and analyze the control objective function’s continuity. Section 4 examines convexity, and provides the
first and the second directional derivatives. Section 5 presents three algorithms: (1) for computing the gradient vector
and the Hessian matrix of a standard deviation σi, i ∈ ZnE

, (2) an algorithm based on the steepest descent method,
and (3) an algorithm using the projected generalized subgradient method; along with convergence theorems. Section
6 uses an academic example to demonstrate the proposed algorithms. Section 7 summarizes conclusions and outlines
open research challenges.

2 From an optimal control problem to a nonlinear optimization problem

Notation The following mathematical notation is used in this paper. Denote the integers, the positive integers, and
the natural numbers respectively by Z, Z+ = {1, 2, . . .}, and N = {0, 1, 2, . . .}. For any integer n ∈ Z+ denote the
finite sets Zn = {1, 2, · · · , n} and Nn = {0, 1, 2, · · · , n}. Denote the positive and the strictly positive real numbers
respectively by R+ and Rs,+. Define the sign function as, sign(x) = +1 if x > 0, −1 if x < 0, and 0 if x = 0.
The n-dimensional Euclidean space is denoted by R

n and it is equiped with the inner product 〈·, ·〉, the infinity norm
‖ · ‖∞, and the Euclidean norm ‖ · ‖2. For any integer n ∈ Z+, Rn

+ and R
n
s,+ denote respectively the n-fold product

of R+ and Rs,+.

The set of matrices of size m × n with elements of the real numbers is denoted by R
m×n. The matrix transpose

operator is denoted by ⊤. The spectrum norm and the Frobenius norm of a matrix are denoted by ‖ · ‖2,s and ‖ · ‖F ,
respectively. Denote the n-th row of matrix A ∈ R

m×n by A(n) and the n-th column of matrix A is denoted by An.

Denote the set of diagonal matrices of size n × n with positive or strictly positive elements as Rn×n
+,diag and R

n×n
s+,diag,

respectively. A diagonal matrix with elements from the vector v ∈ R
n is represented as diag(v) ∈ R

n×n. Unit vectors:
We use ek to represent the k-th unit vector. Identity matrix: We denote the identity matrix of size n as In. Column
selection: For m > n, we denote the n-th to m-th columns of the product matrices (AB C) as (AB C)([n : m]).

Hadamard product and power: The Hadamard product and Hadamard power, representing component-wise multipli-
cation or power, is denoted as A◦B or A◦x, separately. The scalar-vector product of a real number c ∈ R and a vector
v ∈ R

n is denoted by c · v.

2.1 Introduction to the optimal control problem

Control of a power system is treated with a focus on frequency control; voltage control is not considered as is customary
in frequency control. The approach of secondary frequency control is used in which there is a sequence of short
horizons of a few minutes, think of 3 to 5 minutes. In each short horizon, the power supply is adjusted and kept
constant during this short horizon.

The control objective is to safeguard transient stability. A generally accepted sufficient condition for stability is that
the phase-angle difference over any power line remains in the critical subset (−π/2, + π/2) ⊂ R. Currently, there is
no satisfactory proof that this condition is sufficient in the literature.

Due to disturbances of power sources and of power loads, which are expected to increase in the future, the phase-angle
differences become random variables. The performance criterion to minimize is thus the probability that the phase-
angle differences over all power lines to exit the critical subset is less than a set threshold ǫ ∈ (0, + 1). The reader
may think of the probability to be 10−3. Then one obtains the control objective function defined below, in which other
minor approximations are used. For further details, the reader is referred to the companion paper [34]. Since state
feedback and output feedback are not considered in this paper, we need to solve a constrained nonlinear optimization
problem.

2.2 The domain of power supply vectors

Power System Preliminaries The power network is modelled by a graph G = (V, E) with the set of vertices
V and the set of edges in E. There are nV ∈ Z+ vertices and nE ∈ Z+ edges. A line between two busses of a
power network is modelled by an edge denoted by k = (ik, jk) ∈ E which connects vertices ik and jk. Nodes with
providing power supply are indexed according to n1, n2, . . . , n+ and nodes with only power demand are indexed by
n++1, n++2, . . . , nV . The diagonal matrices of the strictly positive inertias and the positive damping coefficients are
denoted by M = diag([m1, . . . ,mnV

]) and D = diag([d1, . . . , dnV
]). The network incidence matrix is B ∈ R

nV ×nE

and the weight matrix is W = diag([w1, . . . , wnE
]) ∈ R

nE×nE

s+,diag . Denote by the matrix K2 ∈ R
nV ×nV

+,diag the standard

deviation of the vector-valued Brownian motion acting on the frequencies of the nodes.

3
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Denote, for a short horizon, the maximal available power supply by p+,max ∈ R
n+

+ ; the prediction of the power

demand by p− ∈ R
nV −n+

+ ; the sum of the maximal power supply by p+,max
sum =

∑n+

i=1 p+,max
i ∈ Rs,+; and the

sum of the power demand by p−sum =
∑nV

i=n++1 p−i ∈ Rs,+. It is assumed that the sum of the available power

supply is larger than or equal to the sum of the predicted demand, p+,max
sum ≥ p−sum. Because the sum of the power

supply has to equal the sum of the predicted power demand, the decision vector of the power supply can be defined

as ps =
(

p+1 , . . . , p+n+−1

)⊤

∈ R
n+−1
+ . From ps one can compute the last element of the vector of power supplies,

p+n+ = p−sum −
∑n+−1

i=1 ps (i).

Definition 2.1 Define the domain of the power supply vector ps ∈ R
n+−1
+ , depending on the maximal power supply

p+,max and the sum of the power demands p−sum, as the set,

P+ = P+(p+,max, p−sum) =
{

ps ∈ R
n+−1
+ | b1 ≤ A1 ps, ps ≤ b2

}

, (1)

b1 (i) = p−sum − p+,max
n+ − · · · − p+,max

i+1 , b2 (i) = p+,max
i , b1, b2 ∈ R

n+−1, (2)

A1 (i, j) =

{

1 if i ≤ j

0 if i > j
, A1 ∈ R

(n+−1)×(n+−1). (3)

The domain P+ is set to meet the power demand and realistic constraints.

Proposition 2.2 The domain P+ is compact and convex. Moreover, it is a polytope.

2.3 The control objective function

Definition 2.3 Define the control objective and related functions according to,

∀ k ∈ ZnE
, k = (ik, jk) , fas : P

+ → R
nE , ∀ ps ∈ P+,

mk (ps) = fas,k (ps) = arcsin (| (A ps + b)k |) , fas,k : P+ → R+,

fk (ps) = fas,k (ps) + r · σk (ps) ∈ R+, ∀ k ∈ ZnE
, fk : P+ → R+,

f (ps) = ‖fk (ps) ‖∞ = max
k∈ZnE

fk (ps) , f : P+ → R+.

The control objective function f represents the maximum probability threshold across all power lines associated with
the parameter r ∈ (0,∞) according to the invariant probability distribution. The function fas,k = mk with respect
to the power supply vector ps stands for the absolute value of the mean of the phase-angle difference of power line
k. See [6, pp. 95–97] for properties of the arcsin function. The function σk represents the standard deviation of
the phase-angle difference of that line. Since it is an implicit function within the objective function f , it will be also
referred to as an implicit function in the following sections.

Procedure 1 Computation of the Control Objective Function for a Power Supply Vector.

Input data. The parameters of the power system including the graph of the connected power network G = (V, E) and
the matrices M, D, B, W, K2. The vectors p+,max and p−. A power supply vector ps ∈ P+ and the vector of power

demands p− =
[

p−n++1 · · · p−n
]⊤
∈ R

nV −n+

. Finally the parameter of the control objective function r ∈ Rs+.

1. Compute an orthonormal matrix U , the matrix A, and the vector b according to,

U⊤ Λ† U =
(

B W B⊤
)†

, U = [U1 U2 · · · UnE
] ,

A = B⊤ U⊤ Λ† [U1 − Un+ , U2 − Un+ , · · · , Un+−1 − Un+ ] ∈ R
nE×(n+−1),

b = B⊤ U⊤ Λ† [Un++1 − Un+ , · · · , Un − Un+ ] (−p−) ∈ R
nE .

4
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2. Solve the following Lyapunov matrix equation to obtain the matrix Qy ∈ R
nE×nE ,

0 = J (ps) Qx +Qx J (ps)
⊤
+K K⊤, (4)

Qy = C Qx C⊤, where, (5)

J (ps) =

[

0nV ×nV
InV

−M−1 B W F (ps) −M−1 D

]

∈ R
2nV ×2nV , (6)

F (ps) = diag (cos (arcsin (A ps + b))) B⊤ ∈ R
nE×nV , (7)

K =

[

0
K2

]

∈ R
2nV ×nV , C =

[

B⊤ 0
]

∈ R
nE×2nV . (8)

3. Compute the values of standard deviation σk and variance Vk for the vector ps ∈ P+,

σk (ps) = Qy (k, k)
1
2 , σ (ps) = [σ1 (ps) · · · σnE

(ps)]
⊤
, σ : P+ → R

nE ,

Vk (ps) = σ2
k (ps) , V (ps) = [V1 (ps) , · · · , VnE

(ps)]
⊤
, V : P+ → R

nE .

4. Compute the value of the control objective function for the vector ps ∈ P+,

mk (ps) = fas,k (ps) = arcsin (| (A ps + b)k |) = arcsin (|A (k) ps + bk|) ,

fk (ps) = fas,k (ps) + r · σk (ps) ∈ R+, ∀ k = (ik, jk) ∈ ZnE
,

f (ps) = ‖fk (ps) ‖∞ = max
k∈ZnE

fk (ps) .

Remark 2.4 If the matrix J (ps) is Hurwitz, then the matrix Qx is strictly positive definite. But in fact, the system
matrix J(θs, 0) is not Hurwitz because it has a zero eigenvalue due to the product matrix BWF (ps) having a zero
eigenvalue. Therefore, there is a need for a reduction procedure, see [33, 36]. Also Lemma 3.2 will show how to do
the reduction.

2.4 The expression of constrained nonlinear optimization problem

Control of a stochastic power system leads to the following constrained nonlinear optimization problem.

Problem 2.5 Solve the infimization problem for the control objective function, and determine a value a ∈ R and a
minimizer p∗s ∈ P+ such that,

a = f (p∗s) = inf
ps∈P+

f (ps) = inf
ps∈P+

max
k∈ZnE

[mk (ps) + r · σk (ps)].

3 The existence of a minimizer of the control objective function

The existence of a minimizer of a nonconvex function is investigated in [18].

Theorem 3.1 There exists a minimizer p∗s ∈ P+ such that f (p∗s) = infps∈P+ f (ps). It is important to note that this
minimizer is generally not unique.

Proof 1 The proof of this theorem is based on the following steps, each of which is demonstrated in the subsequent
subsections:

1. Prove that the control objective function is Lipschitz continuous.

2. Prove that if the domain of a Lipschitz continuous function is both compact and convex, then the value range
of this function is also compact and convex.

3. Prove that the value range of the control objective function being a convex and compact subset of R implies
that the range is a closed interval, denoted as R (f) = [a, c] for a, c ∈ R where −∞ < a ≤ c.

4. Prove the existence of a minimizer p∗s ∈ P+ such that f (p∗s) = infps∈P+ f (ps) = a.

5
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3.1 The continuity of the control objective function

This subsection provides the proof of the Step 1 of Theorem 3.1. The subsection is organized as follows: (1) Analysing
the continuity of the implicit function σ on P+. (2) Demonstrating the continuity of the function fas on P+. (3)
Proving the continuity of the control objective function f on P+.

Lemma 3.2 The standard deviation of the phase-angle differences, σ : P+ → R
nE

s,+, is an infinitely differentiable

function on P+, denoted as σ ∈ C∞(P+).

Proof 2 To prove this result, we proceed with the following steps: (1) After linearization of the power sys-
tem at a synchronous state, define the weight matrix function W with respect to ps ∈ P+, as W (ps) =
W diag (cos (arcsin (A ps + b))). This leads to the equation B W F (θs) = B W (ps)B

⊤. (2) Transform the matrix

product M−1 B W (ps) B
⊤ into a diagonal matrix whose first element is equal to zero using the matrix M− 1

2 U(ps).
Here, the matrix U(ps) ∈ R

nV ×nV is an orthonormal matrix. This transformation is applied to both matrices K and
C, simultaneously.

Jc (ps) =

[

0nV ×nV
, InV

−U (ps)
⊤
M− 1

2B W (ps) B⊤M− 1
2U (ps) , −U (ps)

⊤
M−1 D U (ps)

]

∈ R
2nV ×2nV ,

Kc (ps) =

[

0nV ×nV

U (ps)
⊤M− 1

2 K2

]

∈ R
2nV ×nV , Cc (ps) =

[

B⊤ M− 1
2 U (ps) , 0

]

∈ R
nE×2nV .

(9)

These matrices are modified as follows to eliminate eigenvalue 0 of Jc, which is the reason that equation (4) is
unsolvable. The first row and first column of Jc are removed. The first row of Kc is removed. The first column of Cc is
removed. After that, we can get,

Jd (ps) =

[

0(nV −1)×(nV −1), 0(nV −1)×1 | InV −1

−
(

U (ps)
⊤
M− 1

2 J M− 1
2U (ps)

)

([2 : nV ]) , −U(ps)
⊤M−1 D U(ps)

]

,

∈ R
(2nV −1)×(2nV −1)

Kd (ps) =

[

0(nV −1)×nV

U (ps)
⊤
M− 1

2 K2

]

, Cd (ps) =
[ (

B⊤M− 1
2U(ps)

)

([2 : nV ]) , 0nE×nV

]

,

∈ R
(2nV −1)×nV , ∈ R

nE×(2nV −1)

(10)

It’s worth noting that, following the deduction from Equation (9) to Equation (10), the matrix Jd (ps) becomes Hurwitz.
Therefore, Equation (4) possesses a positive-definite solution. Additionally, the value of the implicit function σk for a
vector ps can be computed by,

σk (ps) =

[

Cd (ps)

∫ ∞

0

eJd(ps)tKd (ps) Kd (ps)
⊤
eJd(ps)

⊤tdt Cd (ps)
⊤

]
1
2

(k, k) , (11)

where, the matrix functions Cd, Jd, Kd in Equation (11) are infinitely differentiable with respect to ps ∈ P+, hence
σk is infinitely differentiable on P+.

Lemma 3.3 The standard deviation of the phase-angle differences, denoted as σ : P+ → R
nE

s,+, is Lipschitz continu-

ous on P+.

Proof 3 The gradient of the function σ for a vector ps ∈ P+, denoted as ∇σ(ps) ∈ R
nE×(n+−1), is a continuous

matrix function on the compact domain P+. This continuity is guaranteed by the fact that σ is a smooth function on
P+. Moreover, due to the compactness of the domain P+, each component of∇σ(ps) can be bounded, which leads to
‖∇σ(ps)‖2,s ≤ ‖∇σ(ps)‖F ≤ c1, where c1 ∈ Rs,+ is a constant. Based on the results in [19, p.15], we can conclude
that the function σ is Lipschitz continuous on P+.

Lemma 3.4 The absolute value of the mean of the phase-angle differences of the entire power network, denoted as
the function fas with the formula for a vector ps ∈ P+, fas (ps) = arcsin (|A ps + b|) in Definition 2.3, is Lipschitz
continuous on the domain P+.

Proof 4 Define a function e : P+ → R
nE , for a vector ps ∈ P+, e (ps) = arcsin (A ps + b), representing the mean

of the phase-angle differences for the entire power network. Consider two vectors pa, pb ∈ P+. For i ∈ ZnE
, define

6
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the vectors ζi = θi pa + (1− θi) pb, where θi ∈ (0, 1) , according to the Mean Value Theorem for the function e. The
Jacobian matrix of the function e, denoted as Je, is defined as: Je = (∇e1 (ζ1) ; ∇e2 (ζ2) ; · · · ;∇enE

(ζn)) ∈

R
nE×(n+−1). Recall the notations, the i-th row of the matrix Je is denoted as Je (i),

‖fas (pa)− fas (pb) ‖2

= ‖ arcsin (|A pa + b|)− arcsin (|A pb + b|) ‖2

≤ ‖ arcsin (A pa + b)− arcsin (A pb + b) ‖2

= ‖Je (pa − pb) ‖2 ≤

(

nE
∑

i=1

‖Je(i)‖
2
2

)
1
2

· ‖pa − pb‖2,

:= K1 · ‖pa − pb‖2,

where the inequality of the third line is according to the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality.

Proposition 3.5 The control objective function f , as defined in Definition 2.3, is Lipschitz continuous on the domain
P+.

Proof 5 Consider two vectors pa, pb ∈ P+. Furthermore, we denote the Lipschitz constant of the function σ as K2,
which satisfies ‖σ (pa)− σ (pb) ‖ ≤ K2 · ‖pa − pb‖,

‖f (pa)− f (pb) ‖2 = |f (pa)− f (pb) |

= |‖ arcsin (|A pa + b|) + r · σ (pa) ‖∞ − ‖ arcsin (|A pb + b|) + r · σ (pb) ‖∞|

≤ ‖ arcsin (|A pa + b|) + r · σ (pa)− arcsin (|A pb + b|)− r · σ (pb) ‖∞

≤ ‖ arcsin (|A pa + b|)− arcsin (|A pb + b|) ‖∞ + ‖r · σ (pa)− r · σ (pb) ‖∞
≤ K1 · ‖pa − pb‖2 + ‖r · σ (pa)− r · σ (pb) ‖∞ ≤ K1 · ‖pa − pb‖2 + r ·K2 · ‖pa − pb‖∞

≤ K1 · ‖pa − pb‖2 + r ·K2 · ‖pa − pb‖2 = (K1 + r ·K2) · ‖pa − pb‖2 := G · ‖pa − pb‖2.

3.2 A property of the Lipschitz continuous function

We establish a property of the Lipschitz continuous function, demonstrating the Step 2 of Theorem 3.1 which in turn,
leads to the derivation of Steps 3 and 4 of Theorem 3.1.

Proposition 3.6 Consider a function f : Rm → R
n which is Lipschitz continuous. If the domain of definition of f

denoted by P+, is a compact convex set, then the value range of f denoted by R(f) is also a compact convex set.

Proof 6 If the domain of a continuous function is compact, then the value range of that function is also compact,
indicating the compactness of R(f). To establish its convexity, we begin by examining its converse proposition, which
can be articulated as follows: Consider two vectors pa and pb, belonging to the domain P+. There exists a y ∈ R

n

and a θ ∈ (0, 1) which satisfies y = θ · f (pa) + (1− θ) · f (pb), such that f (ps) 6= y, ∀ ps ∈ P+.

For this vector y, it satisfies ‖y−f (pb) ‖2 = θ · ‖f (pa)−f (pb) ‖2 and ‖y−f (pa) ‖2 = (1− θ) · ‖f (pb)−f (pa) ‖2.
Leveraging the Lipschitz continuity property of the function f , we can derive ‖f (pb) − f (pa) ‖2 ≤ G · ‖pb − pa‖2,
with G ∈ Rs,+ denoted as the Lipschitz constant as in Proposition 3.5. Moreover, owing to the convexity of the domain
P+, the distance between vectors pa and pb ∈ P+, denoted as ‖pb − pa‖2, can be made arbitrarily small. By setting
this distance less than a small number δ ∈ Rs+, ‖pb − pa‖2 < δ, we have ‖f (pb)− f (pa) ‖2 ≤ G · δ. Consequently,
‖y − f (pa) ‖2 ≤ (1− θ) ·G · δ and ‖y − f (pb) ‖2 ≤ θ ·G · δ.

As a result, the two vectors f (pa) , f (pb) ∈ R
n are inside a spherical neighborhood denoted by B (y, G · δ), with

a center at y and a radius of G · δ. However, since ∀ ps ∈ P+, f (ps) 6= y, the continuity property of the function
f ensures that there is no y′ ∈ R(f) such that y′ ∈ B (y, G · δ). This contradicts the fact that R(f) contains at
least two vectors, f (pa) and f (pb) in this spherical neighborhood. Therefore, the converse proposition is incorrect,
establishing the convexity of the value range R(f).

4 Convexity and differentials of the control objective function

4.1 Convexity of the control objective function

Is the control objective function convex and differentiable? Readers interested in exploring optimization and convexity
can refer to the books [8, 26, 29, 30].

7
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Lemma 4.1 The function fas,k : P+ → R+, ∀ k ∈ ZnE
, is convex on P+.

Proof 7 The function fas,k for a vector ps ∈ P+, defined as fas,k (ps) = arcsin (|(A ps + b)k|)
= arcsin (|A (k) ps + bk|). This function is differentiable except on the subset
{ps ∈ P+ : A(k) ps + bk = 0} ⊆ P+. The expression of Hessian matrix of fas,k for a vector ps ∈

{ps ∈ P+ : A(k) ps + bk 6= 0} is given by∇2fas,k(ps) =
(

1− (A(k) ps + bk)
2
)−3/2

· |A(k) ps + bk| ·A(k)
⊤A(k),

which is always positive definite, though not necessarily strictly positive definite. This positive definiteness establishes
the convexity property of the function fas,k, ∀ k ∈ ZnE

.

Lemma 4.2 In general, each component of the standard deviation of the phase-angle differences, denoted as σk :
P+ → R

nE

s,+, ∀ k ∈ ZnE
, is not convex.

Example 4.3 Note that whether the standard deviation of the phase-angle difference of power line k, denoted as σk ,
is convex or not cannot be conclusively determined from Equation (11). To prove Lemma 4.2, we have developed
an algorithm to compute the gradient vector and the Hessian matrix of the function σk numerically by using the
directional derivative method. The algorithm can be found in Section 5.2.

In our computational analysis, we have examined several cases, and our findings indicate that the standard deviation
σk, ∀ k ∈ ZnE

is not convex in all cases. This is primarily due to the presence of both strictly positive and strictly
negative eigenvalues in the Hessian matrix.

Consequently, the control objective function f on P+ can not be guaranteed to be convex, which means it may
possess multiple local minimizers. To ensure that each local minimizer of the control objective function is isolated,
we introduce the following assumption.

Assumption 4.4 There does not exists an open neighborhood O ⊂ P+ for which the control objective function f
remains constant on this neighborhood.

4.2 A partition of the set of power supply vectors

The definition of the partition is preceeded by concepts of algebraic geometry.

In geometry one describes surfaces. Ways to specify surfaces include hyperplanes described by affine functions; alge-
braic sets described by polynomials; and other surfaces described by functions which are not polynomials. For power
systems, all three cases appear. Terminology of a surface described by a polynomial follows, [13, Ch.1, paragraph 2,
Def. 1].

Consider a polynomial in n ∈ Z+ indeterminates of degree d ∈ Z+ as an algebraic object

∀ n ∈ Z+, ∀ d ∈ Z+, ∀ k ∈ N
n
d (k ∈ R

n, k(i) ∈ Nd) define the monomial,

pk =
n
∏

i=1

p
k(i)
i ; define the polynomial for any finite subset Ns ⊂ N

n
d ,

q(p) =
∑

k∈Ns

c(k) pk ∈ R[p1, p2, . . . , pn], where, ∀ k ∈ Ns, c(k) ∈ R;

∀ Qs ⊂ R[p1, p2, . . . , pn], a finite subset of polynomials, define,

V (Rn, Qs) = {p ∈ R
n| ∀ q ∈ Qs, q(p) = 0} .

Call V (Rn, Qs) an algebraic set or an affine variety. Call a subset G ⊆ R
n a generic subset of Rn if Rn\G is an

algebraic set.

This is now applied to the control objective function. Define, flin,k (ps) = |A (k) ps + bk|, ∀ k ∈ ZnE
. Recall the

notation, A (k) denotes the k-th row of matrix A and A (k) ps+bk is an affine function of ps, thus a polynomial, hence

V (Rn+−1, fas,k) is an algebraic set. Note that, for x ∈ (−1, + 1), arcsin(x) = 0 if and only if x = 0. However,
fk (ps) = [arcsin (|A (k) ps + bk|)] + r · σk (ps) defined in Def. 2.3 is not a polynomial because the function arcsin
is not a polynomial. It can be proven that σk(ps) is a polynomial in terms of the components of ps.

Definition 4.5 Consider the control objective function of Def. 2.3. Distinguish the cases:

• Case 1. there exists a unique k ∈ ZnE
and there exists a nonempty subset P+

(k) such that P+
(k) = {ps ∈

P+| f (ps) = fk (ps)}.

8
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• Case 1.1. there exists a unique k ∈ ZnE
and there exists a nonempty subset P+

(k),nz such that P+
(k),nz =

{ps ∈ P+
(k)| f (ps) = fk (ps) , fas,k (ps) 6= 0}.

• Case 1.2. there exists a unique k ∈ ZnE
and there exists a nonempty subset P+

(k),z such that P+
(k),z = {ps ∈

P+
(k)| f (ps) = fk (ps) , fas,k (ps) = 0}.

• Case 2. there exists two or more k1, k2, . . . , km ∈ ZnE
and there exists a nonempty subset P+

(k1,k2,...,km)

such that
P+
(k1,k2,...,km) = {ps ∈ P+| f (ps) = fk1 (ps) = fk2 (ps) = . . . = fkm

(ps)}.

Denote by Imax (ps) = {k1, k2, . . . , km} the subset of those integers.

The subset P+
(k1,k2)

may not be an algebraic set because the relation fk1 (ps) = fk2 (ps) = [arcsin (A(k2) ps + bk2)]+

r ·σk2 (ps) is not a polynomial in general. It is clear from the formulas, that Case 1.1 is the generic case and that Case
1.2 takes place on an algebraic set.

4.3 The first directional derivative of the control objective function

Books about the directional derivatives and related concepts include [14, 26, 30].

Definition 4.6 [26, Def. 3.1.3].

Consider integers m, n ∈ Z+, a convex and open subset U ⊆ X = R
n, and a function g : U → R

m. Assume that:
(1) the function g is continuous on its domain of definition U ; and (2) there does not exist an open subset O ⊆ U on
which the function g is constant.

One says that the function g is directionally differentiable at xs ∈ U in the direction v ∈ R
n if there exists a linear

map L : Rn → R
m such that the following limit exists,

L (v) = lim
t∈Rs+, t↓0

g (xs + t · v)− g (xs)

t
, ⇔

0 = lim
t∈Rs+, t↓0

g (xs + t · v)− g (xs)− t · L (v)

t
; denote then, (12)

dg (xs, v) = L (v) , ∀ v ∈ R
n. (13)

Call then dg (xs, v) the directional differential of g at xs in the direction v.

If a basis of the vector space R
n has been chosen to be {e1, e2, . . . , en}, the set of the Euclidian unit vectors, then

the linear map can be represented by the Jacobian matrix,

Jg (xs) = g′ (xs) = [L (e1) L (e2) . . . L (en)] ∈ R
m×n; equivalently,

Jg (xs)i,j = lim
t∈Rs+, t↓0

gi (xs + t · ej)− gi (xs)

t
, ∀ i ∈ Zm, ∀ j ∈ Zn; then

dg (xs, v) = L (v) = Jg (xs) v = g′ (xs) v, ∀ v ∈ R
n.

Call the matrix Jg (xs) the Jacobian matrix of g at xs ∈ U .

In general, for Case 1.2 and Case 2, the Jacobian matrix does not exist for the control objective function of Def. 2.3.
Even if the Jacobian matrix for a particular direction exists then the Jacobian matrix can be different for another
direction. Fro Case 2, the directional differential df (ps, v) will not be a continuous function of the direction vector v.
A further formalization of a sectorwise directional derivative, is not stated in this paper.

Proposition 4.7 Consider the control objective function of Def. 2.3.

(a) Case 1.1. For any ps ∈ P+
(k),nz , and a direction vector v ∈ R

n+−1, such that ps + v ∈ P+, the first

directional derivative of the control objective function exists and equals,

f ′ (ps, v) = f ′
k (ps, v) = ∇f (ps) v = (∇fas,k (ps) + r · ∇σk (ps)) v

=























[

(

1− (A (k) ps + bk)
2
)− 1

2

·A (k) + r · ∇σk (ps)

]

v, if A (k) ps + bk > 0,

[

−
(

1− (A (k) ps + bk)
2
)− 1

2

·A (k) + r · ∇σk (ps)

]

v, if A (k) ps + bk < 0.

9
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(b) Case 1.2. For any ps ∈ P+
(k),z , and a direction vector v ∈ R

n+−1, such that ps+v ∈ P+, the first directional

derivative of the control objective function exists and equals,

f ′ (ps, v) = f ′
k (ps) = |A (k) v|+ r · ∇σk (ps) v

Note that in this case, the Jacobian matrix depends on the direction vector v.

(c) [14, Ch. 4, p. 157]. Case 2. For any ps ∈ P+
(k1,k2,··· ,km), and a direction vector v ∈ R

n+−1, such that

ps + v ∈ P+, the first directional derivative of the control objective function exists and is equal to,

f ′ (ps, v) = max
k∈Imax(ps)

f ′
k (ps, v)

Note that f ′
k (ps, v) takes the expression of Case 1.1 or Case 1.2, depending on whether A (k) ps + bk is

nonzero or zero, respectively.

Proof 8 For Case 1.1, ∀ ps ∈ P+
1,k where the control objective function f(ps) is differentiable,

f ′ (ps, v) = f ′
k (ps, v)

=
(

1− (A (k) ps + bk)
2
)− 1

2

· (A (k) v) · sign (A (k) ps + bk) + r · ∇σk (ps) v,

It is obvious that the first directional derivative of the control objective function is a linear function of the direction v
in this case

For Case 1.2, ∀ ps ∈ P+
2,k, we apply Definition 4.6,

f ′ (ps, v) = f ′
k (ps, v) = lim

τ↓0

{

arcsin (|A (k) (ps + τ · v) + bk|) + r · σk (ps + τ · v)
− [arcsin (|A (k) ps + bk|) + r · σk (ps)]

}

τ

= lim
τ↓0

arcsin(|τ · A (k) v|) + r · σk (ps + τ · v)− r · σk (ps)

τ

= lim
τ↓0

arcsin (|τ · A (k) v|)

τ
+ r · ∇σk (ps) v = |A (k) v|+ r · ∇σk (ps) v,

where, the first equality of the last line is because of σk ∈ C∞ (P+) and the second equality of that line is by
L’Hospital’s rule. The first directional derivative of the control objective function f(ps, v) is a piecewise linear
function of the direction v in this case.

For Case 2 and m = 2, one can distinguish 9 subcases. Most subcases have two or four different expressions for the
Jacobian matrices. Because Case 2 will occur less frequently than Case 1.2, the authors have decided not to include
the formulas of the Jacobian matrices for each subcase.

4.4 The second directional derivative of the control objective function

Definition 4.8 [14, Ch. 4.2, p. 162] Let f : O ⊂ R
n+−1 → R be a scalar-valued function defined on an open subset

O of Rn+−1 that is directional differentiable at x. The second directional derivative of f at x ∈ O in a direction

v ∈ R
n+−1 exists if the following limit exists,

1

2
f ′′ (x, v) := lim

τ↓0

f (x+ τ · v)− f (x)− τ · f ′ (x, v)

τ2
.

We say that f is twice directionally differentiable at x if it is directionally differentiable at x and if the limit f ′′(x, v)

exists for all v ∈ R
n+−1.

[14, Ch. 4.2, formula 4.11, p. 165] A function f is said to be twice semidifferentiable at x if it is directional differen-
tiable at x and the limit

1

2
f ′′ (x, v) := lim

v′→v
τ↓0

f (x+ τ · v′)− f (x)− τ · f ′ (x, v′)

τ2
, exists ∀ v ∈ R

n.

Proposition 4.9 Consider the control objective function of Def. 2.3.

10
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(a) Case 1.1. For any ps ∈ P+
(k),nz , and a direction vector v ∈ R

n+−1, such that ps + v ∈ P+, the second

directional derivative of the control objective function exists and equals,

1

2
f ′′ (ps, v) =

1

2
f ′′
k (ps, v) =

(

1− (A (k) ps + bk)
2
)− 3

2

×

× |A (k) ps + bk| · v
⊤A (k)

⊤
A (k) v + r · v⊤∇2 (σk (ps)) v.

(b) Case 1.2. For any ps ∈ P+
(k),z , and a direction vector v ∈ R

n+−1, such that ps + v ∈ P+, the second

directional derivative of the control objective function exists and is equals,

1

2
f ′′ (ps, v) =

1

2
f ′′
k (ps, v) = v⊤ ∇2σk (ps) v.

(c) Case 2. [14, Ch. 4, p. 157]. For any ps ∈ P+
(k1,k2,··· ,km), and a direction vector v ∈ R

n+−1, such that

ps + v ∈ P+, and define Imax (ps, v) := {k ∈ Imax (ps) | f
′ (ps, v) = f ′

k (ps, v)}, the second directional
derivative of the control objective function exists and equals,

1

2
f ′′ (ps, v) =

1

2
max

k∈Imax(ps,v)
f ′′
k (ps, v).

Note that f ′′
k (ps, v) takes the expression of Case 1.1 or Case 1.2, depending on whether A (k) ps + bk is

nonzero or zero, respectively.

The proof is omitted because it is similar to the proof of Proposition 4.7.

Lemma 4.10 The control objective function f(ps) is not necessarily twice semidifferentiable.

Proof 9 By [14, Ch. 4.2, example 4.2.1, p. 165]

1

2
min

k∈Imax(ps,v)
f ′′
k (ps, v) ≤ lim inf

v′→v
τ↓0

f (ps + τ · v′)− f (ps)− τ · f ′ (ps, v
′)

τ2
≤

lim sup
v′→v
τ↓0

f (ps + τ · v′)− f (ps)− τ · f ′ (ps, v
′)

τ2
≤

1

2
max

k∈Imax(ps,v)
f ′′
k (ps, v).

By formulas in Proposition 4.9, min
k∈Imax(ps,v)

f ′′
k (ps, v) 6= max

k∈Imax(ps,v)
f ′′
k (ps, v), in general.

Remark 4.11 Note that due to the non-necessarily twice semidifferentiable characteristics of the control objective

function f , we cannot establish the continuity of f ′′(ps, v) concerning v ∈ R
n+−1. Hence, we can not make sure a

vector p∗s ∈ P+ which satisfies f ′(p∗s, v) ≥ 0, ∀ v ∈ R
n+−1, p∗s + v ∈ P+ and f ′′(p∗s , v) ≥ 0, for all v, such that

p∗s + v ∈ P+, f ′(p∗s, v) = 0 , is a local minimizer. Instead we should also investigate the vectors in the neighborhood
of p∗s .

5 Algorithms, the descent method, and convergence theorems

The gradient vector and Hessian matrix of the implicit functions Vi and σi, i ∈ ZnE
defined in Procedure 1, Step 3 are

analyzed in Subsections 5.1 and 5.2, respectively. Subsections 5.3 and 5.4 introduce an algorithm using the steepest
descent method for approximating a local minimizer and the convergence analysis theorem. In Subsection 5.5, an
algorithm is provided to compute an approximate stationary vector to serve as an initial vector for the algorithm of
Subsection 5.3.

5.1 The analysis and computation of the gradient vector and the Hessian matrix of a variance Vi, with respect
to a power supply vector ps ∈ P+

Since the variance Vi does not have an explicit formula, we decide to use the directional derivative method similar
as [27, Theorem 6] to compute the gradient vector and the Hessian matrix of that function.

11
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Proposition 5.1 The first and the second directional derivatives of the implicit function Vi : P
+ → R+, i ∈ ZnE

, of
a vector ps ∈ P+, can be computed according to the formulas,

Vi (ps + δ µ) = V
(0)
i (ps) + V

(1)
i (ps) δ + V

(2)
i (ps) δ

2, δ ∈ R, µ ∈ R
n+−1, where,

V
(1)
i (ps) = ∇µVi (ps) = µ⊤∇Vi (ps) , V

(2)
i (ps) =

1

2
µ⊤∇2 Vi (ps) µ.

Using this proposition, specifying k, j ∈ Zn+−1, one can calculate ∇Vi (ps) (k) by µ = ek and 1
2 ·

(

∇2Vi (ps) (k, k) +∇
2Vi (ps) (j, j) +∇

2Vi (ps) (k, j) +∇
2Vi (ps) (j, k)

)

by µ = ek + ej .

However, after perturbing the variable from ps to ps + δ µ, one needs to differentiate each of the matrices in Equation
(11) with respect to δ. The weight matrix function W , as mentioned in Lemma 3.2, depends on the variable ps and is
part of the system matrix Jd in Equation (10). Therefore, it should be investigated first. View the matrix W (ps + δµ)
as a matrix function with respect to δ and define h(δ) = W (ps + δµ). Its Taylor expansion equals,

h (δ) = W (ps + δ µ) = W (0) +W (1) δ +W (2) δ2, where,

W (0) = W (ps) , W
(1) =

dh (δ)

dδ
|δ=0; W

(2) =
1

2

d2h(δ)

dδ2
|δ=0.

In the formulas above, the matrices W (1) and W (2) need to be computed from matrices that are already available. First,

we define a matrix E as E = [U1 − Un+ , · · · , Un+−1 − Un+ , Un++1 − Un+ , · · · , UnE
− Un+ ] ∈ R

nV ×(nV −1), with
respect to the orthonormal matrix U as defined in Procedure 1 Step 1. Next, recall the notation Ei ∈ R

nV , representing

the i-th column of the matrix E. The formulas for the matrices W (1) and W (2) are displayed in Equation (19).

Secondly, we present the Taylor expansions of a variance Vi (ps + δ µ), the i-th row of output matrix Cd (δ) denoted as
Cd,i (δ), and the solution of the Lyapunov equationQ (δ) with respect to δ in Equation (20). Following Proposition 5.1,

we provide formulas for the first directional derivative∇µVi (ps) and the second directional derivative ∇2
µ Vi (ps) in

Equation (21). Within Equation (21), the unknown matrices or vectors are C
(0)
d,i , C

(1)
d,i , C

(2)
d,i , Q

(0), Q(1), Q(2). Before

calculating these matrices, the transformation matrix U as a function of δ, which satisfies U(δ)⊤ M− 1
2 B W (ps +

δ µ) B⊤ M− 1
2 U(δ) = Λ1, must be analyzed. Here, the matrix Λ1 is diagonal, and the first diagonal element of the

matrix Λ1 should be 0. If it is not zero, the columns of the matrix U(δ) need to be permuted. We describe the Taylor
expansion of the transformation matrix function U concerning δ as follows, similar to the function h,

U (δ) = U (0) + U (1) δ + U (2) δ2 +O(δ3), where,

U (0) = U (0) , U (1) =
dU(δ)

dδ
|δ=0, U

(2) =
1

2

d2U(δ)

dδ2
|δ=0.

Remark 5.2 This remark pertains to the matrices U (1) and U (2). We define a function, denoted as L, with respect to

δ as L(δ) = M− 1
2 B W (ps + δ µ)B⊤ M− 1

2 : R→ R
nV × nV .

If the dimension n+ − 1 of the matrix L(δ) is relatively small, say no more than 4, then we may be able to get the

analytical solution of the orthonormal matrix U(δ). The values of the matrices U (0), U (1), U (2) there follows.

If the dimension n+ − 1 of the matrix L(δ) is large, it follows from Galois’ theorem that it is impossible to get the
analytical expression of the orthonormal matrix U(δ). Therefore, a method to approximate the numerical value of the

matrices U (0), U (1), U (2) needs to be formulated. It is easy to compute the numerical value of matrix U (0) by the

formula U (0)⊤ L (0)U (0) = Λ, where Λ is a diagonal matrix, as the matrix L (0) is already known. The authors

then choose the finite difference method to approximate the first and second-order derivative matrices U (1), U (2). The
errors between the numerical values and real values are dependent on the step length denoted by ∆. For a step length,
the reader may think of 10(−4) as an example, we have the following approximations:

U (1) ≈
U (∆)− U (−∆)

2 ∆
, U (2) ≈

U (∆)− 2 U (0) + U (−∆)

2 ∆2
,

where the values of the matrices U (∆) , U (−∆) can be approximated similarly to U (0).

With respect to this remark, the numerical values of the output and the input matrices

C
(0)
d , C

(1)
d , C

(2)
d , K

(0)
d ,K

(1)
d , K

(2)
d can be computed by the formulas of Equation (22), and the system matri-

ces J
(0)
d , J

(1)
d , J

(2)
d can be computed by Equation (23). These matrices will be used for the calculation of the solution

matrices Q(0), Q(1), Q(2) of the Lyapunov equations.

12
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Finally, we present the Taylor expansion of the Lyapunov equation,

Q (δ) Ad (δ)
⊤ +Ad (δ)Q (δ) +Bd (δ) Bd (δ)

⊤ = 0 in Equation (24). Solve successively the following three Lya-

punov equations for the matrices Q(0), Q(1), Q(2),

0 = Q(0) J
(0)
d

⊤
+ J

(0)
d Q(0) +K

(0)
d K

(0)
d

⊤
, (14)

0 = Q(1) J
(0)
d

⊤
+ J

(0)
d Q(1) +

[

Q(0) J
(1)
d

⊤
+ J

(1)
d Q(0) +K

(0)
d K

(1)
d

⊤
+K

(1)
d K

(0)
d

⊤
]

, (15)

0 = Q(2) J
(0)
d

⊤

+ J
(0)
d Q(2) +

[

Q(0) J
(2)
d

⊤

+ J
(2)
d Q(0) +Q(1) J

(1)
d

⊤

+ J
(1)
d Q(1)+ (16)

+K
(0)
d K

(2)
d

⊤
+K

(1)
d K

(1)
d

⊤
+K

(2)
d K

(0)
d

⊤
]

.

Since the system matrix J
(0)
d is Hurwitz, each of the above three Lyapunov equations has a unique positive definite

solution.

5.2 The algorithm of computation of the gradient vector and the Hessian matrix of a standard deviation σi

with respect to a power supply vector ps ∈ P+

Subsection 5.1 analyses the method of computation for the gradient vector and the Hessian matrix of a variance Vi of a
a power supply vector ps ∈ P+. However, needed is the computation of a gradient vector and the Hessian matrix of a
standard deviation σi of a vector ps ∈ P+ denoted as∇σi (ps) , ∇

2σi (ps), respectively. Here, we have the formulas,

∇σi
2 = 2 σi ∇σi ⇒ ∇σi =

∇σ2
i

2 σi
=
∇Vi

(2 σi)
,

∇2σ2
i = 2∇σ⊤

i ∇σi + 2 σi ∇
2σi ⇒ ∇2σi =

∇2σ2
i − 2∇σi

⊤ ∇σi

2 σi
=

H (Vi)− 2∇σi
⊤ ∇σi

2 σi
.

Define
{

G = ∇Vi, H = ∇2Vi;G1 = ∇σi, H1 = ∇2σi

}

. Our analysis leads to Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 Computation of the Gradient and the Hessian of σi for a vector ps.

Step 1: Specify a ps ∈ P+.

Step 2: Compute the matrices U, Λ† by Procedure 1 Step 1; the matrix E by subsection 5.1; the matrix W (0) =
W (ps) by Lemma 3.2.
for k = 1, 2, · · · , n+ − 1 do

1. Compute the weight matrices, W (1), W (2), by Equation (19).

2. Compute the transformation matrices, U(0), U (1), U (2), by Remark (5.2).

3. Compute the system, input and output matrices, J
(0)
d , J

(1)
d , J

(2)
d , K

(0)
d , K

(1)
d , K

(2)
d ,

C
(0)
d , C

(1)
d , C

(2)
d , by Equations (22), (23).

4. Solve the Lyapunov equations of Equation (14) to obtain Q(0), Q(1), Q(2).
5. Compute the component of the gradient vector and the diagonal element of the Hessian matrix, G(k), H(k, k),
by Equation (21).

end for
for k = 1, 2, · · · , n+ − 2 do

for j = k + 1, k + 2, · · · , n+ − 1 do
1. Repeat the steps 1-4 of the former loop.
2. Compute the off-diagonal element of the Hessian matrix by, 2H(k, j)← Equation (21)−H (k, k)−H (j, j).

end for
end for

Step 3: Compute G1 = G
2 σi

, H1 =
H−2 G⊤

1 G1

2 σi
.

return G1, H1.

5.3 A steepest descent method to approximate a local minimizer of the control objective function

The reader will find in this section: A description of the search for the steepest descent direction, primarily for Case
1.1, with comments provided for the Cases 1.2 and 2. A description of the algorithm using the projected subgradient

13
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Algorithm 2 A steepest descent method to approximate a local minimizer of the control objective function f .

Step 1: Choose an initial power supply vector p
(0)
s within the interior of the polytope P+, denoted as p

(0)
s ∈

interior(P+).

Step 2: Compute the direction vector v(i) which satisfies, f ′
(

p
(i)
s , v(i)

)

= min
b1≤A1

(

p
(i)
s +v

)

, p
(i)
s +v≤b2

f ′
(

p
(i)
s , v

)

, i ∈

N. To accomplish this, one can apply Algorithm (3), with the formulas for matrices A1, b1, and b2 as outlined in
Equation (1).

Step 3: Set t = 1 and specify two parameters 0 < α < 0.5, 0 < β < 1. While f
(

p
(i)
s + t · v(i)

)

> f
(

p
(i)
s

)

+ α ·

t · f ′(p
(i)
s , v(i)), then update t = β · t.

Step 4: Set p
(i+1)
s = p

(i)
s + t · v(i).

return to Step 2.
Determine whether to break or continue the loop based on the following cases,

• Case 5.1: If f ′
(

p
(i)
s , v(i)

)

= 0 and v(i) = 0, then p
(i)
s is a local minimizer and stop the procedure.

• Case 5.2: If f ′
(

p
(i)
s , v(i)

)

= 0 and v(i) 6= 0, then for ξ ∈ (0, 1) according to Def. 5.4, compute

f ′′
(

p
(i)
s + ξ · v(i), v(i)

)

. (1) If f ′′
(

p
(i)
s + ξ · v(i), v(i)

)

> 0, then p
(i)
s is a local minimizer, and the pro-

cedure is stopped. (2) Otherwise, if f ′′
(

p
(i)
s + ξ · v(i), v(i)

)

< 0, then p
(i)
s is an inflection point. In this

case, let p
(i+1)
s = p

(i)
s + v(i) and return to Step 2.

• Case 5.3: If f ′(p
(i)
s , v(i)) < 0, continue with Step 3.

Stop criterion: If f
(

p
(i)
s

)

−f
(

p
(i+1)
s

)

≤ ǫ, where ǫ = 10−6, then stop the iteration, and p
(i+1)
s can be recognized

as the approximation of a local minimizer.

method to compute the steepest descent direction. A description of the line search along the steepest descent direction.
A proof that the line search requires only a finite number of steps. Algorithm 2 to approximate a local minimizer of
the control objective function is based on the steepest descent method, [8, Section 9.4]. The concept of a subgradient
is defined that is used in the computation of the steepest descent direction.

Definition 5.3 Let g : R
n → R be a convex function. If at x ∈ R

n, a vector h ∈ R
n satisfies that g (y) ≥

g (x) + h⊤ (y − x) , ∀ y ∈ R
n, then the subgradient of g at x exists, and it is equal to the vector h, which is denoted

by ∂g (x) = h.

The following definition will be used in the proof that the line search requires only a finite number of steps and the
evaluation of an inflection point.

Definition 5.4 Define a function g : Rs+ → R with respect to τ , by g(τ) = f(ps + τv). It follows from Defs.
4.6 and 4.8 that, g(τ) = g(0) + g′(0+)τ + 1

2g
′′(0+)τ2 + o(τ2) or, g(τ) = g(0) + g′(0+)τ + 1

2g
′′(ξ)τ2, ξ ∈

(0, τ), where, g′(0+) = f ′(ps, v) and g′′(0+) = f ′′(ps, v).

Steepest descent in Case 1.1

For a given vector p
(i)
s , where p

(i)
s ∈ P+

(k),nz and p
(i)
s ∈ intrior(P+), with i ∈ N representing the iteration step in

Algorithm 2, the steepest descent direction is,−∇f
(

p
(i)
s

)

= −
(

∇fas,k

(

p
(i)
s

)

+ r · ∇σk

(

p
(i)
s

))

. In this case, there

exists a unique positive value t∗i > 0 such that p
(i)
s − t ·∇f

(

p
(i)
s

)

/∈ P+ for t > t∗i , and p
(i)
s − t ·∇f

(

p
(i)
s

)

∈ P+ for

t ≤ t∗i , which means that the vector p
(i)
s − t∗i · ∇f

(

p
(i)
s

)

lies on one of the facets of the polytope P+. Furthermore,

the value of t∗i can be easily computed using the constraints of the domain P+ defined in Def. 2.1. In conclusion, the

steepest descent direction v under constraints in this case equals: −t∗i ·
(

∇fas,k

(

p
(i)
s

)

+ r · ∇σk

(

p
(i)
s

))

.

For a vector p
(i)
s ∈ P+

(k),nz and p
(i)
s lies on the boundary of P+, denoted as p

(i)
s ∈ ∂P+, we encounter a scenario

where the direction vector of the control objective function at the vector p
(i)
s must point into the interior of the polytope

14
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Algorithm 3 A project subgradient method to compute the steepest descent direction at the iteration step i of Algorithm
2.

Objective: Compute a vector v∗ such that f ′
(

p
(i)
s , v∗

)

= min
b1≤A1

(

p
(i)
s +v

)

, p
(i)
s +v≤b2

f ′
(

p
(i)
s , v

)

. .

Step 1: Define fd (v) = f ′
(

p
(i)
s , v

)

: Rn+−1 → R. Set αj = 1/jγ , 0 < γ < 1.

Step 2: Choose the initial vector v0, which satisfies b1 ≤ A1(p
(i)
s + v0), p

(i)
s + v0 ≤ b2.

Step 3: Execute vj+1 = P
(

p
(i)
s + vj − αj gj

)

− p
(i)
s . (Here, gj represents the subgradient of f ′

(

p
(i)
s , v

)

at vj ,

and P : Rn+−1 → P+ is the Euclidean projection operator.

Step 4: Define f j
d,min = min

{

f j−1
d,min, fd (vj)

}

⇒ f j
d,min = min {fd (v1) , · · · , fd (vj)}.

Assumption 5.3.1: This problem is a piecewise linear program with linear constraints. Due to the origin, the

minimizer satisfies f ′(p
(i)
s , v∗) ≤ 0. In the case where f ′

(

p
(i)
s , v∗

)

= 0, we assume that there exists at most one

segment which satisfies this condition. The reason is that if there exists two or more segments which satisfy this

equality, then the convex combination of these line segments will also satisfy f ′
(

p
(i)
s , v

)

= 0, which we exclude.

Remark 5.3.2: By solving a linear constraints quadratic program min
x

1
2 ‖x− y‖22, b1 ≤ A1 y, y ≤ b2 through a

dynamical system that is exponentially convergent [37], the Euclidean projection can be programmed as an operator.
Reviews of projection algorithms can be found in [3]. Additionally, readers can explore another method called the
Charged Balls Method for projecting a vector onto a convex set in [15, Ch. 1].

Stop criterion: It has been established in [7] that lim
j→∞

f j+1
d,min = f∗

d ∈ R. If the iteration number j is sufficiently

large, for instance, when j > 500, we can stop the iteration and specify a vj such that fd (vj) = f∗
d . Note that

v∗ = vj may not be a unique solution of the preceding equation, and in accordance with Assumption 5.3.1, if f∗
d = 0,

then v∗ = 0 or v∗ lies on a line segment.

P+. For the vector p
(i)
s which is at the corner of the polytope P+, the direction vector of the control objective function

is particularly challenging to express by using mathematical formulas. Therefore, to handle these extreme cases, we
opt for a projected subgradient method, as presented in Algorithm 3, which was first put forward in [7]. Moreover, at

Algorithm 3 Step 2, the subgradient satisfies, gj = ∇fas,k

(

p
(i)
s

)

+ r ·∇σk

(

p
(i)
s

)

, ∀ j ∈ N in this case, and the more

concrete expression of gj can be found in Proposition 4.7 (a).

Steepest descent in the Cases 1.2 and 2

Algorithm 3 will be employed to compute the steepest descent direction in Case 1.2. Consider an iteration step vj , we

need to get the expression of the subgradient of the directional derivative function f ′
(

p
(i)
s , v

)

at vj , denoted as gj in

Step 2. It follows Proposition 4.7, f ′
(

p
(i)
s , vj

)

= f ′
k

(

p
(i)
s , vj

)

= |A (k) vj |+ r · ∇σk

(

p
(i)
s

)

vj , the subgradient gj

satisfies,

gj =











(

θ ·A (k) + (1− θ) · (−A (k)) + r · ∇σk

(

p
(i)
s

))⊤

, ∀ θ ∈ [0, 1], if A (k) vj = 0;
(

A (k) + r · ∇σk

(

p
(i)
s

))⊤

, if A (k) vj > 0;
(

−A (k) + r · ∇σk

(

p
(i)
s

))⊤

, if A (k) vj < 0.
(17)

Consider Case 2 and an iteration step vj in Algorithm 3. As indicated in Proposition 4.7, we have f ′
(

p
(i)
s , vj

)

=

max
k∈Imax

(

p
(i)
s

)

f ′
k

(

p
(i)
s , vj

)

. To determine the subgradient gj of the function f ′
(

p
(i)
s , v

)

at vj , one needs to specify a

k ∈ Imax

(

p
(i)
s

)

such that f ′
(

p
(i)
s , vj

)

= f ′
k

(

p
(i)
s , vj

)

. Then the subgradient gj can be determined by Equation (17)

or Case 1.1.

Proposition 5.5 Step 3 of Algorithm 2 can be executed in a finite number of steps.

15
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Proof 10 In this proof, we use the notations ps, v to substitute p
(i)
s , v(i) in order to show the generality. Consider the

ξ ∈ (0, 1), according to Def. 5.4,

f ′′ (ps + ξ · v, v) = max
i∈Imax(ps+ξ·v,v)

f ′′
i (ps + ξ · v, v), ⇒

f ′′
i (ps + ξ · v, v) ≤



































λmax

(

(

1− (A (k) · (ps + ξ · v) + bk)
2
)− 3

2

· |A (k) (ps + ξ · v) + bk|·

A (k)
⊤
A (k) + r · ∇2σk (ps + ξ · v)

)

· ‖v‖22,

if A (k) (ps + ξ · v) + bk 6= 0;

r · λmax

(

∇2σi (ps + ξ · v)
)

· ‖v‖22,

if A (k) (ps + ξ · v) + bk = 0.

.

Hence, ∃M1 > 0, ∀ ps ∈ P+, ps + v ∈ P+, ξ ∈ (0, 1) such that f ′′ (ps + ξ · v, v) ≤M1 and

f (ps + t · v) = f (ps) + t · f ′ (ps, v) +
t2

2
f ′′ (ps + ξ · v, v) ≤ f (ps) + t · f ′ (ps, v) +

M1

2
t2.

By Algorithm 3, we can obtain a direction v∗, such that f ′ (ps, v
∗) < 0. With α ∈ (0, 0.5),

f (ps) + t · f ′ (ps, v
∗) +

M1

2
t2 ≤ f (ps) + α · t · f ′ (ps, v

∗)⇒

M1

2
t2 + t · f ′ (ps, v

∗)− α · t · f ′ (ps, v
∗) ≤ 0. (18)

This inequality can be satisfied if and only if, 0 ≤ t ≤ 2
M1
· (α− 1) · f ′ (ps, v

∗). In conclusion, the loop of step

4 of Algorithm (2) can be stopped after a finite number of iterations with a t which satisfies either t = 1 or t >
2β
M1
· (α− 1) · f ′ (ps, v

∗).

5.4 Convergence analysis

An approximation sequence having been generated as described above, the natural question arises: Does the approxi-
mation sequence generated above converge to a minimum? We introduce the convergence analysis theorem as follows,

Theorem 5.6 (a) Algorithm 5.2 terminates after a finite number of steps.

(b) Algorithm (2) generates a sequence
{

p
(k)
s ∈ P+, ∀ k ∈ N

}

such that lim
k→∞

f
(

p
(k)
s

)

= f∗, where f∗ is a

local minimum.

Proof 11 The claim (a) follows directly from Case 5.1 and Case 5.2 (1) of Algorithm (2).

For the claim (b), if Algorithm 2 does not break the loop according to Case 5.1 and Case 5.2 (1), then it generates a

sequence of values,

{

f
(

p
(0)
s

)

, f
(

p
(1)
s

)

, · · · | p
(k)
s ∈ P+, ∀ k ∈ N

}

, which is strictly decreasing. From Theorem 3.1,

∃ a ∈ R, such that f
(

p
(k)
s

)

≥ a, ∀ k ∈ N. Therefore, this sequence can be bounded from below. By the monotone

convergence theorem [9, corollary 2.11], lim
k→∞

f
(

p
(k)
s

)

= infk∈N f
(

p
(k)
s

)

:= f∗, where f∗ is a local minimum.

The convergence rate c ∈ (0, 1) defined as the smallest positive real number such that

|f
(

p
(k)
s

)

− f
(

p
(0)
s

)

| ≤ ck · |f
(

p
(1)
s

)

− f
(

p
(0)
s

)

|, [8, p. 480]. The determination of the convergence rate as a

function of the parameters of our problem, is left for a future investigation.

5.5 A projected generalized subgradient method to compute an effective initial vector

The steepest descent algorithm introduced in Subsection 5.3 is only locally convergent. To enhance its effectiveness,
it is essential to determine an initial vector which allows the control objective function to decrease significantly. A
procedure is needed to compute an effective initial vector for algorithm 2.
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Proposition 5.7 Based on the principles outlined in [11, theorem 10.27] and the first directional derivative provided
in Proposition 4.7, the generalized gradient of fk for k ∈ ZnE

at any vector ps ∈ P+ equals,

∂fk (ps) = ∂fas,k (ps) + r · ∇σk (ps)

=



















(

1− (A (k) ps + bk)
2
)− 1

2

·A (k) · sign (A (k) ps + bk) + r · ∇σk (ps) ,

if A (k) ps + bk 6= 0,
θ ·A (k) + (1− θ) · (−A (k)) + r · ∇σk (ps) ,where θ ∈ (0, 1) ,

if A (k) ps + bk = 0.

where, ∂fas,k (ps) denotes the generalized gradient of fas,k for k ∈ ZnE
for a vector ps ∈ P+.

Proposition 5.8 In accordance with [23, corollary 4.4], the generalized subgradient of the control objective function
f at a specific vector ps ∈ P+ can be formally characterized as ∂f (ps) = convh {∪ {∂fk (ps) | k ∈ Imax (ps)}}.
Here, convh denotes the convex hull of the indicated set, and the set Imax (ps) is previously defined in Def. 4.5.

Proof 12 What is important at this vector is to ascertain whether, for every k ∈ Tǫ (ps), the function fk exhibits
uniform subsmoothness. Here, the set Tǫ (ps) is defined as follows, Tǫ (ps) = {k ∈ ZnE

| fk (ps) ≥ f (ps)− ǫ}where,
ǫ ≥ 0. Consider a positive real number δ > 0 and two vectors pa and pb that belong to the spherical neighborhood
Bδ (ps), defined as Bδ (ps) := {x | ‖x− ps‖2 ≤ δ}. We introduce an intermediate vector ξ = θ · pa + (1− θ) · pb,
where θ ∈ [0, 1]. The minimal eigenvalue of the Hessian matrix

(

∇2σ (ξ)
)

is denoted as λmin

(

∇2σ (ξ)
)

. Note that
this minimal eigenvalue depends on δ and can be negative.

fk (pa)− fk (pb) = fas,k (pa) + r · σk (pa)− fas,k (pb)− r · σk (pb)

≥ ∂fas,k (pb) (pa − pb) + r · ∇σk (pb) (pa − pb) +
1

2
· r · (pa − pb)

⊤
∇2σk (ξ) (pa − pb)

≥ ∂fas,k (pb) (pa − pb) + r · ∇σk (pb) (pa − pb) +
1

2
· r · λmin

(

∇2σk (ξ)
)

· ‖pa − pb‖
2
2

= 〈∂fk (pb) , pa − pb〉+
1

2
· r · λmin

(

∇2σk (ξ)
)

· ‖pa − pb‖
2
2.

The functions fk, k ∈ Tǫ (ps) then satisfy the requirment of the uniform subsmoothness defined in [23, corollary 4.4].

Definition 5.9 Define the recursion of the projected generalized subgradient algorithm as follows, where P denotes
the Euclidean projection,

p(k+1)
s = P

(

z(k+1)
)

= P
(

p(k)s − αk ∂f
(

p(k)s

))

, ∀ k ∈ N, p(0)s ∈ P+, αk ∈ Rs,+.

Theorem 5.10 Consider the sequence

{

p
(k)
s ∈ P+, ∀ k ∈ N

}

generated by Definition 5.9, and define the minimum

of the function values of the finite sequence as,

f
(k)
min = min

{

f
(

p
(1)
s

)

, · · · , f
(

p
(k)
s

)}

= min
{

f
(k−1)
min , f

(

p(k)
)

}

.

(a) If the step length sequence satisfies
∑∞

k=1 αk < ∞, for example, αk = 1/k1.1, then the sequence defined

before is convergent, denoted as limk→∞ f
(k)
min = f∗

a , f
∗ ∈ R+.

(b) If the step length sequence satisfies limk→∞ αk = 0, for example, αk = 1/k0.5, then the sequence defined

before is convergent, denoted as limk→∞ f
(k)
min = f∗

b , f
∗ ∈ R+.

Proof 13 (a) Consider the partial sum,
∑m

k=n

(

f
(k+1)
min − f

(k)
min

)

= f
(m+1)
min −f

(n)
min, for m > n ∈ N. Define I(k) ∈ Nk

as, f
(

p
(I(k))
s

)

= min
{

f
(

p
(0)
s

)

, f
(

p
(1)
s

)

, · · · , f
(

p
(k)
s

)}

. Consequently, f
(m+1)
min − f

(n)
min = f

(

p
(I(m+1))
s

)

−

f
(

p
(I(n))
s

)

. It is obvious that I (m+ 1) ≥ I (n). If for all m ∈ Z+ with m > n, I(m + 1) = I(n), then we

can immediately get the convergence of the sequence
{

f
(k)
min, k ∈ N

}

, because the minimum value among the finite

sequence

{

f
(

p
(0)
s

)

, · · · , f
(

p
(k)
s

)}

stay unchanged after k > n. Consider the case I (m+ 1) > I (n),
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‖f
(m+1)
min − f

(n)
min‖ = ‖f

(

p(I(m+1))
s

)

− f
(

p(I(n))s

)

‖ ≤ G · ‖p(I(m+1))
s − p(I(n))s ‖

= G · ‖P
(

p(I(m+1)−1)
s − αI(m+1)−1 ∂f

(

p(I(m+1)−1)
s

))

− p(I(n))s ‖

≤ G · ‖p(I(m+1)−1)
s − αI(m+1)−1 ∂f

(

p(I(m+1)−1)
s

)

− p(I(n))s ‖

≤ G · ‖p(I(m+1)−1)
s − p(I(n))s ‖+G · ‖αI(m+1)−1 ∂f

(

p(I(m+1)−1)
s

)

‖

≤ G · ‖p(I(m+1)−1)
s − p(I(n))s ‖+G2 · ‖αI(m+1)−1‖ ≤ · · · · · · ≤ G2 ·

I(m+1)−1
∑

i=I(n)

‖αi‖.

If
∑∞

i=1 αi < ∞, then ∀ ǫ > 0, ∃ N, s.t. m > n > N,
∑m

i=n ‖αi‖ < ǫ. For this n which satisfies n > N , we

can make it arbitrarily large. If for all n > N , I(n) ≤ N , then it follows that limn→∞ f
(n)
min = f

(

p
(j)
s

)

, j ≤ N .

Otherwise, I (n) > N , we can get ‖
∑m

k=n

(

f
(k+1)
min − f

(k)
min

)

‖ = ‖f
(m+1)
min − f

(n)
min‖ ≤ G2 ·

∑I(m+1)−1
i=I(n) ‖αi‖ < G2 ǫ.

As a result,
∑∞

k=1

(

f
(k+1)
min − f

(k)
min

)

<∞, leading to, limk→∞ fk
min = f∗

a <∞.

(b)
‖f
(

p(k+1)
s

)

− f
(

p(k)s

)

‖ ≤ G · ‖p(k+1)
s − p(k)s ‖ = G · ‖P

(

p(k)s − αk ∂f
(

p(k)s

))

− p(k)s ‖

≤ G · ‖p(k)s − αk ∂f
(

p(k)s

)

− p(k)s ‖ ≤ G · ‖αk ∂f
(

p(k)s

)

‖ ≤ G2 · ‖αk‖.

It is evident that if limk→∞ αk = 0, then limk→∞ f
(

p
(k)
s

)

= f∗
c < ∞. We cannot make sure that the generated

sequence {f
(

p
(k)
s

)

|p
(k)
s ∈ P+, k ∈ N} is monotonic decreasing. Consequently, limk→∞ f

(k)
min = f∗

b ≤ f∗
c .

Remark 5.11 During an actual computation of the recursion sequence, when the iteration number is sufficiently large,

an approximation of f∗ becomes available, and a finite sequence of variables
{

p
(1)
s , p

(2)
s , · · · , p

(n)
s , · · ·

}

is generated.

Then we need to identify a vector p
(k)
s such that f(p

(k)
s ) = f∗. This particular p

(k)
s will serve as the initial vector

for algorithm 2. Additionally, the step length αk = 1/k0.5 typically results in faster initial convergence compared to
αk = 1/k1.1. As a consequence, it is recommended that the readers follow the following steps: (1) employ the step
length of αk = 1/k0.5 to execute a finite number of iterations, yielding a vector p∗s,initial; (2) then, with the step length

αk = 1/k1.1 and p∗s,initial as the initial vector, proceed with the recursion anew.
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6 Numerical Experiments

In this section, we provide an illustrative example to demonstrate the practical application of the algorithms introduced
in this paper. The network topology is depicted in Fig. 1, with nodes labeled from 1 to 12. Nodes 1, 2, 3, 4 represent
power supply nodes, while nodes 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12 are designated as power demand nodes. This network model
emulates two adjacent rings of a power transmission system. Details regarding the power network’s parameters and
the computational results are presented in Table 1, and details of the iterations of the proposed algporithms are plotted
in Fig. 2.

9 10 3 11 12

2 4

5 6 1 7 8

Figure 1: A connected network with two subrings

Table 1.A. Parameter specifications for the domain of feasible vectors.

Power p+,max
1 p+,max

2 p+,max
3 p+,max

4 -p−5 -p−6
25 25 25 25 -8 -12

-p−7 -p−8 -p−9 -p−10 -p−11 -p−12
-13 -7 -8 -12 - 11 -9

Table 1.B. The parameter specifications of the power network are listed in this table,
though not listed are that the weights of all power lines equal 30.

i, node 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
mi, inertia 10 10 10 10 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
di, damping 4 4 4 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

K2(i, i), noise 2 2.3 2.5 2.7 1.6 1.7 1.8 1.9 1.65 1.75 1.85 2.05

Table 1.C. The minimum and optimal power supply vector starting from the vector [23, 19, 24].

Minimum p+1 p+2 p+3 p+4 -p−5 -p−6
1.0244 20.2247 17.0309 23.0488 19.6956 -8 -12

-p−7 -p−8 -p−9 -p−10 -p−11 -p−12
-13 -7 -8 -12 -11 -9

Table 1.D. The minimum and optimal power supply vector starting from the vector [19, 19, 19].

Minimum p+1 p+2 p+3 p+4 -p−5 -p−6
1.0245 12.6612 23.2683 23.3900 20.6805 -8 -12

-p−7 -p−8 -p−9 -p−10 -p−11 -p−12
-13 -7 -8 -12 -11 -9

Table 1: Several tables.

All numerical experiments were conducted using MATLAB 2021b on a 64-bit MacBook equipped with an M1 chip
and 8GB of RAM. The combined computation time for tasks (4.a) and (4.b) was approximately 1252.137 seconds,
while task (4.c) required about 310.831 seconds. Table 1.D provides results obtained using a different initial vector.
A comparison between Table 1.C and Table 1.D reveals the presence of two distinct isolated local minimizers for the
control objective function.
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Figure 2: Figure (3.a) depicts the initial iteration of the proposed algorithm using the projected generalized subgradient
method with the starting vector set as [23, 19, 24]. The x-axis represents the iteration number, and the y-axis reflects
the value of the control objective function multiplied by a factor of 100.
Figure (3.b) shows the second iteration of the proposed algorithm using the projected generalized subgradient method.
The initial vector is the optimal vector computed in (3.a). The axes are similar to (3.a).
Figure (3.c) displays the iteration of the proposed algorithm using the steepest descent method. The initial vector for
this iteration is the optimal vector obtained in (4.b). Here, the x-axis corresponds to the iteration number, and the
y-axis displays the control objective function value.

7 Conclusions and further research

This inquiry is committed to the rigorous mathematical analysis and algorithmic resolution of optimization challenges
inherent to the control of stochastic power systems. Our investigation is centered on a control objective function for
ensuring the transient stability of power systems. Notably, the complexity of this optimization task is compounded by
the incorporation of implicit functions, maximum, and absolute value operators within the control objective function.
The algorithms proposed in this study, characterized by a polynomial complexity of O

(

n5
)

, display computational
feasibility but meanwhile reasonably high.

In the prospective research, particular emphasis will be placed on the derivation of convergence rates and the efficiency
of the advanced algorithms introduced herein. The refinement of a second-order algorithm may represent a potential
enhancement in a heightened level of precision to our methodological framework. Additionally, the exploration of
algorithms with global convergence properties, as expounded in the publications such as [20] and [32], gives a possible
trajectory for our future investigation.
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A Formulas of the Matrices in Sections 5.1 and 5.2

Define psp =
[

ps, −p
−
]

∈ R
nV −1, the weight matrices following from the perturbation from ps to ps + δ µ,

for µ = ek,

W (1) = W diag
(

−(B⊤U⊤Λ†E psp) ◦ (1− (B⊤U⊤Λ†E psp)◦
2) ◦−1/2 ◦(B⊤U⊤Λ†Ek)

)

,

W (2) = W diag
(

1/2 ·
[

−
{

(B⊤U⊤Λ†Ek) ◦ (1− (B⊤U⊤Λ†E psp)◦
2) ◦−1/2 ◦(B⊤U⊤Λ†Ek)

}

−
{

(B⊤U⊤Λ†E psp)◦

◦(−1/2 · (1− (B⊤U⊤Λ†E psp)◦
2)◦−3/2) ◦ (−2B⊤U⊤Λ†E psp) ◦(B⊤U⊤Λ†Ek) ◦ (B

⊤U⊤Λ†Ek)
}])

;

for µ = ek + ej ,

W (1) = W diag
(

−(B⊤U⊤Λ†E psp) ◦ (1− (B⊤U⊤Λ†E psp)◦
2) ◦−1/2 ◦(B⊤U⊤Λ†(Ek + Ej)

)

,

W (2) = W diag
(

1/2 ·
[

−
{

(B⊤U⊤Λ†(Ek + Ej)) ◦ (1− (B⊤U⊤Λ†E psp)◦
2) ◦−1/2 ◦(B⊤U⊤Λ†(Ek + Ej))

}

−

−
{

(B⊤U⊤Λ†E psp) ◦ (−1/2 · (1− (B⊤U⊤Λ†E psp)◦
2)◦−3/2) ◦ (−2B⊤U⊤Λ†E psp) ◦ (B

⊤U⊤Λ†(Ek + Ej))◦

◦ (B⊤U⊤Λ†(Ek + Ej))
}])

.

(19)
Taylor expansions of a variance Vi and a row vector of output matrix Cd,i with respect to δ,

Vi(ps + δµ) = Cd,i(δ)Q(δ)Cd,i(δ)
⊤, Q(δ) = Q(0) +Q(1)δ +Q(2)δ2 +O(δ3),

Cd,i(δ) = C
(0)
d,i + C

(1)
d,i δ + C

(2)
d,i δ

2 +O(δ3),

Vi(ps + δµ) =
(

C
(0)
d,i + C

(1)
d,i δ + C

(2)
d,i δ

2 +O(δ3)
)(

Q(0) +Q(1)δ +Q(2)δ2 +O(δ3)
)(

C
(0)
d,i + C

(1)
d,i δ + C

(2)
d,i δ

2 +O(δ3)
)⊤

= C
(0)
d,iQ

(0)C
(0)
d,i

⊤
+

[

C
(1)
d,iQ

(0)C
(0)
d,i

⊤
+ C

(0)
d,iQ

(1)C
(0)
d,i

⊤
+ C

(0)
d,iQ

(0)C
(1)
d,i

⊤
]

δ +
[

C
(1)
d,iQ

(1)C
(0)
d,i

⊤
+

C
(1)
d,iQ

(0)C
(1)
d,i

⊤
+C

(0)
d,iQ

(1)C
(1)
d,i

⊤
+ C

(2)
d,iQ

(0)C
(0)
d,i

⊤
+ C

(0)
d,iQ

(2)C
(0)
d,i

⊤
+ C

(0)
d,iQ

(0)C
(2)
d,i

⊤
]

δ2 +O(δ3).

(20)
Formulas of the first and second directional derivatives of the variance Vi of a vector ps,

∇µVi(ps) =
[

C
(1)
d,iQ

(0)C
(0)
d,i

⊤
+C

(0)
d,iQ

(1)C
(0)
d,i

⊤
+ C

(0)
d,iQ

(0)C
(1)
d,i

⊤
]

,

∇2
µVi(ps) = 2

[

C
(1)
d,iQ

(1)C
(0)
d,i

⊤
+ C

(1)
d,iQ

(0)C
(1)
d,i

⊤
+ C

(0)
d,iQ

(1)C
(1)
d,i

⊤
+ C

(2)
d,iQ

(0)C
(0)
d,i

⊤
+ C

(0)
d,iQ

(2)C
(0)
d,i

⊤
+C

(0)
d,iQ

(0)C
(2)
d,i

⊤
]

.

(21)
The expressions for the output and input matrices after computing the matrices U (0), U (1), U (2),

C
(0)
d =

[(

B⊤M−1/2U (0)
)

([2 : nV ]) , 0nE×nV

]

,

C
(1)
d =

[(

B⊤M−1/2U (1)
)

([2 : nV ]) , 0nE×nV

]

,

C
(2)
d =

[(

B⊤M−1/2U (2)
)

([2 : nV ]) , 0nE×nV

]

,

K
(0)
d =

[

0(nV −1)×nV

U (0)⊤M−1/2K2

]

, K
(1)
d =

[

0(nV −1)×nV

U (1)⊤M−1/2K2

]

, K
(2)
d =

[

0(nV −1)×nV

U (2)⊤M−1/2K2

]

.

(22)

The expressions for the system matrices following the computation of the matrices U (0), U (1), U (2),

J
(0)
d =

[

0(nV −1)×(nV −1) 0(nV −1)×1 | InV −1

−
(

U (0)⊤M−1/2BW (0)M−1/2U (0)
)

([2 : nV ]) −U (0)⊤M−1DU (0)

]

,

J
(1)
d (1, 1) = 0(nV −1)×(nV −1), J

(1)
d (1, 2) = 0(nV −1)×nV

,

J
(1)
d (2, 1) = −

(

U (1)⊤M−1/2BW (0)B⊤M−1/2U (0)
)

([2 : nV ])−
(

U (0)⊤M−1/2BW (1)B⊤M−1/2U (0)
)

([2 : nV ])+

−
(

U (0)⊤M−1/2BW (0)B⊤M−1/2U (1)
)

([2 : nV ]),

(23)
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J
(1)
d (2, 2) = −

[

U (1)⊤M−1DU (0) + U (0)⊤M−1DU (1)
]

,

J
(2)
d (1, 1) = 0(nV −1)×(nV −1), J

(2)
d (1, 2) = 0(nV −1)×nV

,

J
(2)
d (2, 1) = −

(

U (1)⊤M−1/2BW (1)B⊤M−1/2U (0)
)

([2 : nV ])−
(

U (1)⊤M−1/2BW (0)B⊤M−1/2U (1)
)

([2 : nV ])+

−
(

U (0)⊤M−1/2BW (1)B⊤M−1/2U (1)
)

([2 : nV ])−
(

U (2)⊤M−1/2BW (0)B⊤M−1/2U (0)
)

([2 : nV ])+

−
(

U (0)⊤M−1/2BW (2)B⊤M−1/2U (0)
)

([2 : nV ])−
(

U (0)⊤M−1/2BW (0)B⊤M−1/2U (2)
)

([2 : nV ]),

J
(2)
d (2, 2) = −U (1)⊤M−1D U (1) − U (2)⊤M−1DU (0) − U (0)⊤M−1D U (2).

Applying a Taylor expansion to the Lyapunov equation,

0 = (Q(0) +Q(1)δ +Q(2)δ2)(J
(0)
d + J

(1)
d δ + J

(2)
d δ2)⊤ + (J

(0)
d + J

(1)
d δ + J

(2)
d δ2)(Q(0) +Q(1)δ +Q(2)δ2)+

+ (K
(0)
d +K

(1)
d δ +K

(2)
d δ2)(K

(0)
d +K

(1)
d δ +K

(2)
d δ2)⊤ ⇒

0 = Q(0)J
(0)
d

⊤
+ J

(0)
d Q(0) +K

(0)
d K

(0)
d

⊤
+

[

Q(1)J
(0)
d

⊤
+ J

(0)
d Q(1) +Q(0)J

(1)
d

⊤
+ J

(1)
d Q(0) +K

(0)
d K

(1)
d

⊤
+

K
(1)
d K

(0)
d

⊤
]

δ +
[

(Q(2)J
(0)
d

⊤
+ J

(0)
d Q(2) +Q(0)J

(2)
d

⊤
+ J

(2)
d Q(0))+

+Q(1)J
(1)
d

⊤
+ J

(1)
d Q(1) +K

(0)
d K

(2)
d

⊤
+K

(1)
d K

(1)
d

⊤
+K

(2)
d K

(0)
d

⊤
]

δ2

(24)

22



A PREPRINT - JANUARY 31, 2024

References

[1] Paul M. Anderson and Anjan Bose. A probabilistic approach to power system stability analysis. IEEE Trans.
Power App. Syst., 102:2430–2439, 1983.

[2] Erik J. Balder. On generalized gradients and optimization. Report, Department of Mathematics, University of
Utrecht, Utrecht, The Netherlands, November 2009.

[3] Heinz H Bauschke and Jonathan M Borwein. On projection algorithms for solving convex feasibility problems.
SIAM review, 38(3):367–426, 1996.

[4] A Ben-Tal and J Zowe. Directional derivatives in nonsmooth optimization. Journal of Optimization Theory and
Applications, 47(4):483–490, 1985.

[5] Aharon Ben-Tal and Jochem Zowe. Necessary and sufficient optimality conditions for a class of nonsmooth
minimization problems. Mathematical Programming, 24:70–91, 1982.

[6] N. Bourbaki. Elements of mathematics. Functions of a real variable. Springer, Berlin, 2004.

[7] Stephen Boyd, Lin Xiao, and Almir Mutapcic. Subgradient methods. lecture notes of EE392, Stanford University,
Autumn Quarter, 2004:2004–2005, 2003.

[8] Stephen P Boyd and Lieven Vandenberghe. Convex optimization. Cambridge university press, Cambridge, 2004.

[9] Andrew Browder. Mathematical analysis: an introduction. Springer Science & Business Media, Heidelberg,
2012.

[10] María J Cánovas, Marco A López, Boris S Mordukhovich, and Juan Parra. Variational analysis in semi-infinite
and infinite programming, ii: Necessary optimality conditions. SIAM Journal on Optimization, 20(6):2788–2806,
2010.

[11] F. Clarke. Functional Analysis, Calculus of Variations and Optimal Control. Graduate Texts in Mathematics.
Springer, London, 2013.

[12] Frank H Clarke. Generalized gradients and applications. Transactions of the American Mathematical Society,
205:247–262, 1975.

[13] D.A. Cox, J.B. Little, and D. O’Shea. Ideals, varieties, algorithms: An introduction to computational algebraic
geometry and commutative algebra. Undergraduate Texts in Mathematics. Springer, Heidelberg, 1992.

[14] Ying Cui and Jong-Shi Pang. Modern nonconvex nondifferentiable optimization. SIAM, Philadelphia, 2021.

[15] Marina Danilova, Pavel Dvurechensky, Alexander Gasnikov, Eduard Gorbunov, Sergey Guminov, Dmitry Kam-
zolov, and Innokentiy Shibaev. Recent theoretical advances in non-convex optimization. In High-Dimensional
Optimization and Probability: With a View Towards Data Science, pages 79–163. Springer International Publish-
ing, Cham, 2022.

[16] Christopher L. De Marco and Arthur R. Bergen. A security measure for random load disturbances in nonlinear
power system models. IEEE Trans. Circuits & Systems, 34:1546–1557, 1987.

[17] Zhao Yang Dong, Jun Hua Zhao, and David J. Hill. Numerical simulation for stochastic transient stability
assessment. IEEE Trans. Power Systems, 27:1741–1749, 2012.

[18] Ivar Ekeland. Nonconvex minimization problems. Bulletin of the American Mathematical society, 1:443–474,
1979.

[19] HASSAN K Khalil. Nonlinear Control: Adaptation and Learning. World Scientific Singapore, Singapore, 2015.

[20] Tianxiang Liu, Ting Kei Pong, and Akiko Takeda. A successive difference-of-convex approximation method for
a class of nonconvex nonsmooth optimization problems. Mathematical Programming, 176:339–367, 2019.

[21] Robert Mifflin. Semismooth and semiconvex functions in constrained optimization. SIAM Journal on Control
and Optimization, 15(6):959–972, 1977.

[22] Boris Mordukhovich and Nguyen Mau Nam. An easy path to convex analysis and applications. Springer Nature,
Cham, 2023.

[23] Boris S Mordukhovich and Tran TA Nghia. Subdifferentials of nonconvex supremum functions and their applica-
tions to semi-infinite and infinite programs with lipschitzian data. SIAM Journal on Optimization, 23(1):406–431,
2013.

[24] B.S. Mordukhovich. Variational analysis and generalized differentiation – I: Basic theory. Springer-Verlag,
Heidelberg, 2006.

23



A PREPRINT - JANUARY 31, 2024

[25] B.S. Mordukhovich. Variational analysis and generalized differentiation – II: Applications. Springer-Verlag,
Heidelberg, 2006.

[26] Y. Nesterov. Lectures on convex optimization, volume 137. Springer, Heidelberg, 2018.

[27] B. K. Poolla, S. Bolognani, and F. Dörfler. Optimal placement of virtual inertia in power grids. IEEE Trans.
Autom. Control, 62(12):6209–6220, 2017.

[28] R Tyrrell Rockafellar. Generalized directional derivatives and subgradients of nonconvex functions. Canadian
Journal of Mathematics, 32(2):257–280, 1980.

[29] R.T. Rockafellar. Convex Analysis. Princeton landmarks in mathematics and physics. Princeton University Press,
New Jersey, 1970.

[30] R.T. Rockafellar and R.J.B. Wets. Variational analysis. Springer-Verlag, Heidelberg, third edition, 2009.

[31] Alexander Shapiro. On concepts of directional differentiability. Journal of optimization theory and applications,
66:477–487, 1990.

[32] Yu Wang, Wotao Yin, and Jinshan Zeng. Global convergence of ADMM in nonconvex nonsmooth optimization.
Journal of Scientific Computing, 78:29–63, 2019.

[33] Zhen Wang, Kaihua Xi, Aijie Cheng, Hai Xiang Lin, André C.M. Ran, Jan H. van Schuppen, and Chenghui
Zhang. Synchronization of power systems under stochastic disturbances. Automatica, 151:110884, 2023.

[34] Zhen Wang, Kaihua Xi, Aijie Cheng, Hai Xiang Lin, and Jan H. van Schuppen. Control of power flows of a
stochastic power system. Report, Delft University of Technology, Delft, The Netherlands, 2023.

[35] Bo Wen, Xiaojun Chen, and Ting Kei Pong. Linear convergence of proximal gradient algorithm with extrapola-
tion for a class of nonconvex nonsmooth minimization problems. SIAM Journal on Optimization, 27(1):124–145,
2017.

[36] Kaihua Xi, Zhen Wang, Aijie Cheng, Hai Xiang Lin, Jan H. van Schuppen, and Chenghui Zhang. Synchroniza-
tion of coupled phase oscillators with stochastic disturbances and the cycle space of the graph. SIAM Journal on
Applied Dynamical Systems, 22(2):1030–1052, 2023.

[37] Yunong Zhang and Jun Wang. A dual neural network for convex quadratic programming subject to linear equality
and inequality constraints. Physics Letters A, 298(4):271–278, 2002.

24


	Introduction
	From an optimal control problem to a nonlinear optimization problem
	Introduction to the optimal control problem
	The domain of power supply vectors
	The control objective function
	The expression of constrained nonlinear optimization problem

	The existence of a minimizer of the control objective function
	The continuity of the control objective function
	A property of the Lipschitz continuous function

	Convexity and differentials of the control objective function
	Convexity of the control objective function
	A partition of the set of power supply vectors
	The first directional derivative of the control objective function
	The second directional derivative of the control objective function

	Algorithms, the descent method, and convergence theorems
	The analysis and computation of the gradient vector and the Hessian matrix of a variance Vi, with respect to a power supply vector psP+
	The algorithm of computation of the gradient vector and the Hessian matrix of a standard deviation i with respect to a power supply vector psP+
	A steepest descent method to approximate a local minimizer of the control objective function
	Convergence analysis
	A projected generalized subgradient method to compute an effective initial vector

	Numerical Experiments
	Conclusions and further research
	Acknowledgments
	Formulas of the Matrices in Sections 5.1 and 5.2

