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Abstract— This paper proposes a unified methodology for
voltage regulation, frequency synchronization, and rotor angle
control in power transmission systems considering a one-axis
generator model with time-varying voltages. First, we formulate
an output consensus problem with a passivity and negative-
imaginary (NI) based control framework. We establish output
consensus results for both networked passive systems and
networked NI systems. Next, we apply the output consensus
problem by controlling large-scale batteries co-located with
synchronous generators — using real-time voltage phasor
measurements. By controlling the battery storage systems so
as to dispatch real and reactive power, we enable simultaneous
control of voltage, frequency, and power angle differences
across a transmission network. Validation through numerical
simulations on a four-area transmission network confirms the
robustness of our unified control framework.

I. INTRODUCTION

The electric grid that we have known for more than a
century must transform to meet the global challenge of
climate change. The global transformation of power systems
is underpinned by the need to displace fossil fuel-fired
generation with renewable energy technologies e.g., solar and
wind technology backed by batteries. This transformation of
power systems is in the face of the requirement to continue
operating safely, reliably and stably and achieving this in an
economic way.

Electric grids of the future need efficient and robust control
to regulate voltages, synchronize the grid frequency, and
stabilize power angles. Alternative solutions to the con-
servative engineering approach of building more electricity
grid infrastructure (e.g., more power lines) are needed. This
conservatism is a direct consequence of a somewhat limited
ability to observe and control the grid. The alternative
control approaches must support an accelerated pace for
the global transformation, as net-zero electricity enables the
rapid decarbonization of many sectors, including transport,
industry, and buildings.

In recent years, there has been a significant advancement
in battery storage systems and associated power electronics.
However, the grid integration of large-scale batteries requires
a new framework to understand the interaction between fast-
switching power electronics and the dynamic behavior of
power transmission networks. Today, at the transmission
level, the dynamics of voltage magnitude respond much
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faster than the rotor angle dynamics. Accordingly, the liter-
ature typically separates voltage control from frequency and
angle control at the transmission level [1], [2]. However, our
paper considers power system models that involve coupling
between generator voltage, frequency and rotor angle [3],
[4]. In contrast to traditional approaches, we propose to
use robust feedback control involving large-scale batteries
as actuators to decouple the voltage dynamics and the angle
dynamics, addressing the simultaneous control of voltage,
frequency, and angle.

Passivity systems theory [5], [6] is an important frame-
work in the robust and nonlinear control literature. The work
of [7] provides stability results for the single-loop negative
interconnection of two passive systems. The work of [8]
establishes output consensus results for networked passive
systems, but only employing static controllers. Compared
with these prior works, we extend theoretical results for net-
worked systems to encompass general dynamic controllers.

Negative-imaginary (NI) systems theory [9]–[11] was de-
veloped as an approach to the robust control of highly
resonant systems. The angle dynamics modeled by swing
equations can be regarded as a highly resonant NI system,
rendering the application of NI systems theory a suitable
approach for frequency and angle control. Our previous
work has leveraged networked NI systems theory to establish
control frameworks for frequency and angle regulation in
electrical power systems [12], [13]. However, these efforts
have been constrained by the assumption of fixed voltage
magnitudes. In this paper, we address the coupling between
angle dynamics and voltage dynamics by proposing a unified
control framework rooted in both passivity systems theory
and NI systems theory.

In this paper, we address the control of voltage, frequency,
and angle for power grids in a unified manner. We consider
a one-axis generator model with time-varying voltages. We
first formulate an output consensus problem and propose a
passivity and NI based feedback approach to control them
at once. We establish output consensus results for both net-
worked passive systems and networked NI systems. We next
apply the proposed feedback approach by using large-scale
batteries co-located at synchronous generators as control
actuators and using real-time voltage phasor measurements.
By controlling the large-scale batteries to dispatch real and
reactive power, our approach has three advantages: 1) real
and reactive power provided by the large-scale batteries is
controlled in a voltage phasor feedback way, enabling the
decoupling of the angle dynamics and voltage dynamics; 2)
owing to the decoupling, real power based controllers facili-
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tate the synchronization of bus frequencies and the preserva-
tion of desired angle differences, while reactive power based
controllers assist in regulating bus voltage magnitudes; 3)
the proposed control operates in a fully distributed manner,
utilizing only local measurement and local communication
of voltage angles and voltage magnitudes.

This paper is organized as follows. Section II provides
preliminary knowledge on passivity theory and NI systems
theory. Section III establishes output consensus results for
networked systems. Section IV presents an application to
power transmission systems. Section V gives simulation
results. Section VI concludes the paper.

II. PRELIMINARIES

Consider a multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) non-
linear system with the following state-space model:

ẋ = f(x, u), (1a)
y = h(x) + g(u), (1b)

where x ∈ Rn is the state, u ∈ Rm is the input, y ∈ Rm is the
output, f : Rn×Rm → Rn is a Lipschitz continuous function,
and h : Rn → Rm is a class C1 function. The admissible
inputs are taken to be piecewise continuous and locally
square integrable. We impose Assumption 1 on the input
function g(u) and Assumption 2 on the system equilibrium.

Assumption 1: The input function g(u) is independent in
each input channel, such that

g(u) = [g1(u1), . . . , gm(um)]⊤, (2)

where each gk(uk) is a class C1 function with the superscript
k ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m} representing the kth element of the input
u. Moreover, g(0) = 0.

Assumption 2: Without loss of generality, assume
(x∗, u∗) = (0, 0) is an equilibrium point of the system (1);
i.e., f(0, 0) ≡ 0. Moreover, assume the output at the
equilibrium (0, 0) is y∗ ≡ h(0) + g(0) ≡ 0.

In this paper, we consider systems of the form (1) which
satisfy assumptions that are nonlinear extensions of con-
ventional properties applicable to linear systems as outlined
in [11]. Assumption 3 is an observability criterion, while
Assumption 4 necessitates that all system inputs exert an
influence on the system dynamics.

Assumption 3: For any time interval [ta, tb] where tb >
ta, the function h(x) remains constant if and only if the
state x remains constant. That is ḣ(x) ≡ 0 if and only if
x ≡ x. Moreover, h(x) ≡ 0 if and only if x ≡ 0.

Assumption 4: For any time interval [ta, tb] where tb >
ta, if the state x remains constant, then the input u must also
remain constant. That is x ≡ x implies u ≡ u. Moreover,
x ≡ 0 implies u ≡ 0.

A. Passive Systems

We review the passivity property and the output strict
passivity property for nonlinear MIMO systems [14].

Definition 1: The system (1) is said to be passive if there
exists a positive semidefinite storage function S : Rn → R

of class C1 such that for any locally integrable input u and
solution x to (1a), then Ṡ(x) ≤ u⊤y, for all t ≥ 0.

Definition 2: The system (1) is said to be output strictly
passive if there exists a positive semidefinite storage function
S : Rn → R of class C1 and a scalar ϵ > 0 such that for
any locally integrable input u and solution x to (1a), then
Ṡ(x) ≤ u⊤y − ϵ∥h(x)∥2, for all t ≥ 0.

B. Negative-Imaginary Systems
We introduce the negative imaginary (NI) property, and

output strictly negative imaginary (OSNI) property for non-
linear MIMO systems [11], [13].

Definition 3: The system (1) is said to be NI if there exists
a positive semidefinite storage function S : Rn → R of class
C1 such that for any locally integrable input u and solution
x to (1a), then Ṡ(x) ≤ u⊤ẏ, for all t ≥ 0.

Definition 4: The system (1) is said to be OSNI if there
exists a positive semidefinite storage function S : Rn → R
of class C1 and a scalar ϵ > 0 such that for any locally
integrable input u and solution x to (1a), then Ṡ(x) ≤ u⊤ẏ−
ϵ∥ḣ(x)∥2, for all t ≥ 0.

III. OUTPUT CONSENSUS OF NETWORKED SYSTEMS

This section considers a network setting, and output
consensus results are presented for the negative feedback
interconnection of two networked passive systems and for
the positive feedback interconnection of two networked NI
systems.

A. Settings for Networked Systems
Network Setting. In what follows, we consider a con-
nected and undirected network G = (V,E), where V =
{1, 2, . . . , N} describes the set of N nodes, and E =
{e1, e2, . . . , eL} ⊆ V × V represents the set of L edges
connecting the nodes. The index set for edges is denoted
by L = {1, 2, . . . , L}. Each node is associated with an
independent nonlinear plant, while each edge is associated
with a nonlinear controller. Each edge takes the outputs of
two end nodes as its input, and each node takes the outputs
of its connected edges as its input.

Nodes i and j are considered neighboring if there exists
an edge (i, j) ∈ E connecting them. The set of neighbors
for node i is denoted as Ni. The structure of the network is
represented by the incidence matrix Q ∈ RN×L, where Qie

is defined as follows:

Qie =


1, if node i is the initial node of edge e,

−1, if node i is the terminal node of edge e,

0, if node i is not connected to edge e.

It is noted that a fixed representation of edges is chosen,
where each (i, j) or (j, i) can only be chosen once, and
“initial/terminal node” does not refer to a specific orientation.

Node Plants. Each node i ∈ V is associated with an
independent nonlinear plant Hpi described by:

Hpi : ẋpi = fpi(xpi, upi), (3a)
ypi = hpi(xpi), (3b)



where xpi ∈ Rnpi is the state, upi ∈ Rm is the input,
ypi ∈ Rm is the output, fpi : Rnpi × Rm → Rnpi is a
Lipschitz continuous function, and hpi : Rnpi → Rm is a
class C1 function. The admissible inputs are taken to be
piecewise continuous and locally square integrable. For a
compact expression, we collect the states, inputs and outputs
of all nodes — as represented by the aggregated state vector
Xp = [x⊤

p1, . . . , x
⊤
pN ]⊤ ∈ Rnp with np =

∑N
i=1 npi, the

aggregated input vector Up = [u⊤
p1, . . . , u

⊤
pN ]⊤ ∈ RmN , and

the aggregated output vector Yp = [y⊤p1, . . . , y
⊤
pN ]⊤ ∈ RmN .

We denote the aggregated node plants by Hp, which is
described by

Hp : Ẋp =

 fp1(xp1, up1)
...

fpN (xpN , upN )

 , Yp =

 hp1(xp1)
...

hpN (xpN )

 .

We further denoted the storage function for each node plant
Hpi, i ∈ V by Spi. The storage functions for the aggregated
node plants Hp is chosen as Sp =

∑
i∈V Spi.

Edge Controllers. Each edge el ∈ E with l ∈ L is deployed
with a nonlinear controller described by

Hcl : ẋcl = fcl(xcl, ucl), (4a)
ycl = hcl(xcl) + gcl(ucl), (4b)

where xcl ∈ Rncl is the state, ucl ∈ Rm is the input, ycl ∈
Rm is the output, fcl : Rncl ×Rm → Rncl is a Lipschitz con-
tinuous function, and hcl : Rncl → Rm is a class C1 function.
Assumption 1 is assumed for the input functions gcl(ucl), l ∈
L. The admissible inputs are taken to be piecewise continu-
ous and locally square integrable. For a compact expression,
we collect the states, the inputs and the outputs of all edges
into the aggregated state vector Xc = [x⊤

c1, . . . , x
⊤
cL]

⊤ ∈ Rnc

with nc =
∑

l∈L ncl, the aggregated input vector Uc =
[u⊤

c1, . . . , u
⊤
cL]

⊤ ∈ RmL, and the aggregated output vector
Yc = [y⊤c1, . . . , y

⊤
cL]

⊤ = Πcx(Xc) + Πcu(Uc) ∈ RmL,
where Πcx(Xc) = [hc1(xc1)

⊤, . . . , hcL(xcL)
⊤]⊤ ∈ RmL,

and Πcu(Uc) = [gc1(uc1)
⊤, . . . , gcL(ucL)

⊤]⊤ ∈ RmL. We
denote the aggregated nonlinear controllers by Hc, which
are described by

Hc : Ẋc =

 fc1(xc1, uc1)
...

fcL(xcL, ucL)

 , Yc =

 hc1(xc1) + gc1(uc1)
...

hcL(xcL) + gcL(ucL)

 .

We further denoted the storage function for each node plant
Hcl, l ∈ L by Scl. The storage function for the aggregated
edge controller Hc is chose as Sc =

∑
l∈L Scl.

Output Feedback Control Framework. The objective of
our control problem is to achieve output consensus for each
node in the network. We now define local output consensus.

Definition 5 (Output Consensus): A distributed output
feedback control law achieves local output feedback con-
sensus for a networked system if there exists an open
domain Dc ⊂ Rnp×nc containing the origin such that
limt→∞ ∥ypi(t)− ypj(t)∥ = 0, for all i, j ∈ V, for all initial
conditions (Xp(0), Xc(0)) ∈ Dc.

Fig. 1: The positive (negative) feedback interconnection of
nonlinear plants Hp and nonlinear edge controllers Hc based
on the underlying network, where the feedback sign is ‘+’
in red (‘−’ in blue).

As depicted in Fig. 1, two distributed output feedback
control frameworks naturally arise based on the underlying
network: (1) negative feedback interconnection with feed-
back sign ‘−’ in blue; (2) positive feedback interconnection
with feedback sign ‘+’ in red. We denote the networked
node plants by Ĥp = (Q⊤ ⊗ Im)Hp(Q ⊗ Im), whose
input and output are denoted by Ûp and Ŷp, respectively.
For the networked node plants Ĥp, the storage function is
chosen as the same for the aggregated node plants Hp; i.e.,
Ŝp = Sp =

∑
i∈V Spi. The relation between Up and Ûp, as

well as between Yp and Ŷp, is expressed by

Up = (Q⊗ Im)Ûp, (5a)

Ŷp ≡ (Q⊤ ⊗ Im)Yp. (5b)

We denote the negative feedback interconnection by
(Ĥp,Hc)

−. The relation between the inputs and the outputs
of the negative feedback system (Ĥp,Hc)

− is described by

Ûp ≡ −Yc and Ŷp ≡ Uc. (6)

We denote the positive feedback interconnection by
(Ĥp,Hc)

+. The relation between the inputs and the outputs
of the positive feedback system (Ĥp,Hc)

+ is described by

Ûp ≡ Yc and Ŷp ≡ Uc. (7)

Under both frameworks, the overall systems operate in a
distributed manner. Each edge controller l ∈ L takes the
difference between the outputs of the neighbouring nodes i
and j as its input, ucl =

∑N
k=1 qklypk = ypi−ypj , where qkl

represents the kth element in the lth column of the incidence
matrix Q, and the node i and the node j are the initial node
and the terminal node of the edge el, respectively. In the
case of a positive (negative) feedback interconnection, each
node plant i ∈ V takes the sum of the outputs from all its
connected edge controllers as its input, upi =

∑L
l=1 qilycl

(upi = −
∑L

l=1 qilycl), where qil is the lth element in the
ith row of the incidence matrix Q.



B. Main Results

1) Output Consensus for Networked Passive Systems:
Consider passive node plants Hpi, i ∈ V. Also consider
output strictly passive edge controllers Hcl, l ∈ L. For the
negative feedback system (Ĥp,Hc)

−, a candidate Lyapunov
function is selected as

W− =
∑
i∈V

Spi(xpi) +
∑
l∈L

Scl(xcl). (8)

Assumption 5: There exists an open domain D ⊂ Rnp ×
Rnc such that the candidate Lyapunov function (8) is positive
definite.

The following theorem establishes an output consensus
result for the negative feedback system (Ĥp,Hc)

−.
Theorem 1: Consider passive node plants Hpi, i ∈ V.

Also consider output strictly passive edge controllers Hcl, l ∈
L. Suppose Assumptions 1, 2, 3, and 4 hold for all node
plants Hpi, i ∈ V and edge controllers Hcl, l ∈ L. Further,
consider the negative feedback system (Ĥp,Hc)

−. Sup-
pose Assumption 5 holds for the negative feedback system
(Ĥp,Hc)

−. Then, local output consensus is achieved.

Proof. First, according to Assumption 5, the candidate
Lyapunov function (8) of the negative feedback system
(Ĥp,Hc)

− is positive definite on an open domain D.
Second, we analyze the time derivative of the candidate
Lyapunov function (8):

Ẇ− ≤U⊤
p Yp + U⊤

c Yc −
∑
l∈L

ϵcl∥hcl(xcl)∥2 (9a)

=U⊤
p Yp − Ŷ ⊤

p Ûp −
∑
l∈L

ϵcl∥hcl(xcl)∥2 (9b)

=U⊤
p Yp − U⊤

p Yp −
∑
l∈L

ϵcl∥hcl(xcl)∥2 (9c)

≤− ϵcmin∥Πcx∥2 ≤ 0, (9d)

where ϵcmin = min{ϵc1, . . . , ϵcL} > 0. The inequality (9a)
comes from the fact that each node plant Hpi, i ∈ V is
passive and each edge controller Hcl, l ∈ L is output strictly
passive. The equality (9b) follows from the input-output
relation (6), while the equality (9c) follows from Eqs. (5a)
and (5b). Therefore, the negative feedback system (Ĥp,Hc)
is at least locally stable in the sense of Lyapunov.

Equation (9) implies that Ẇ− can remain zero only if
Πcx remains zero. According to Assumption 3, it holds that
Πcx ≡ 0 implies Xc ≡ 0. According to Assumption 4, it
holds that Xc ≡ 0 implies Uc ≡ 0. From the input-output
relation (6), we obtain Ŷp ≡ 0; i.e. local output consensus
is achieved. Therefore, we conclude that Ẇ− cannot remain
zero unless local output consensus is reached. □

Remark 1: Theorem 1 extends prior research, such as
[7], which concentrated solely on stability in the single-
loop scenario, and [8], which addressed output consensus
problem for networked passive systems exclusively with
static controllers. Theorem 1 establishes stability and out-
put consensus results for networked passive systems with
dynamic controllers. Specifically, Theorem 1 is applicable

when each controller Hcl, l ∈ L reduces to a static controller
ycl = gcl(ucl), which is consistent with [8].

2) Output Consensus for Networked NI Systems:
Consider NI node plants Hpi, i ∈ V. Also consider OSNI
edge controllers Hcl, l ∈ L. For the positive feedback system
(Ĥp,Hc)

+, a candidate Lyapunov function is selected as

W+ =
∑
i∈V

Spi(xpi) +
∑
l∈L

Scl(xcl)− Ŷ ⊤
p Πcx

−
mL∑
k=1

∫ Ŷ k
p

0

Πk
cu(ξ

k)dξk. (10)

Assumption 6: There exists an open domain D ⊂ Rnp ×
Rnc such that the candidate Lyapunov function (10)is posi-
tive definite.

In light of the stability results in [11], we impose compa-
rable assumptions for the system Ĥp and the system Hc.

Assumption 7: For the system Ĥp with a constant input

Ûp which results in a constant output Ŷ p, then Û
⊤
p Ŷ p ≥ 0.

Assumption 8: For a system Hc with a constant input
U c which results in a constant output Y c, then U

⊤
c Y c ≤

−γc∥U c∥2 with γc > 0.

The following theorem establishes an output consensus
result for the positive feedback system (Ĥp,Hc)

+.
Theorem 2: Consider NI node plants Hpi, i ∈ V. Suppose

Assumptions 2, 3 and 4 hold for the NI node plants, and
Assumption 7 holds for the networked node plants Ĥp.
Also consider OSNI edge controllers Hcl, l ∈ L. Suppose
Assumptions 1, 2, 3, 4, and 8 hold for the OSNI edge
controllers. Further, consider the positive feedback system
(Ĥp,Hc)

+. Suppose Assumption 6 holds for the positive
feedback system (Ĥp,Hc)

+. Then, local output consensus
is achieved.

Proof. First, according to Assumption 6, the candidate
Lyapunov function (10) of the positive feedback system
(Ĥp,Hc)

+ is positive definite. Second, we analyze the time
derivative of the candidate Lyapunov function (10):

Ẇ+ ≤− ϵcmin∥Π̇cx∥2 ≤ 0, (11)

where ϵcmin = min{ϵc1, . . . , ϵcL} > 0. Therefore, the
positive feedback system (Ĥp,Hc)

+ is at least locally stable
in the sense of Lyapunov.

Equation (11) implies that Ẇ+ can remain zero only if
Π̇cx remains zero. For the aggregated edge controllers Hc,
Π̇cx ≡ 0 implies a steady state Xc, constant input U c, and
constant output Y c from Assumptions 3 and 4. According to
the input-output relation (7), constant input U c and constant
output Y c of the aggregated edge controllers Hc implies
constant output Ŷ p and constant input Ûp of the networked
node plants Ĥp. We conclude that the networked node plants
Ĥp subject to constant input Ûp has constant output Ŷ p

and the aggregated edge controllers subject to constant input
U c has constant output Y c; i.e., Assumptions 7 and 8 are

satisfied. We have the following facts that Û
⊤
p Ŷ p ≡ U

⊤
c Y c,



Û
⊤
p Ŷ p ≥ 0, and U

⊤
c Y c ≤ −γc∥U c∥2, which can only be

valid when U c ≡ Ŷ p ≡ 0; i.e., local output consensus is
achieved. Therefore, we conclude that Ẇ+ cannot remain
zero unless local output consensus is achieved. □

IV. APPLICATION TO POWER TRANSMISSION SYSTEMS

In this section, we apply the above theoretical results to
the practical problems of frequency synchronization, angle
difference preservation, and voltage regulation in electrical
power systems.

A. One-axis Generator Model

Consider a transmission network, whose topology is rep-
resented by a connected and undirected graph G = (V,E).
The transmission network consists of N nodes representing
synchronous generator buses and L edges representing trans-
mission lines. The nominal frequency of the transmission
network is denoted by ωnom. Without loss of generality, the
nominal voltage magnitude for all buses is defined by Vnom.
Each synchronous generator bus i ∈ V is associated with a
voltage phasor Vi = |Vi|∠δi, where δi is the voltage angle
and |Vi| is the voltage magnitude. The frequency of each
synchronous generator bus is denoted by ωi. The relation
between the voltage angle and the bus frequency is described
by ωi = δ̇i + ωnom.

In contrast to traditional power systems, we have incor-
porated large-scale batteries equipped at each synchronous
generator, which can be utilized to provide real and reactive
power to synchronize bus frequencies, maintain angle dif-
ferences, and regulate voltage magnitudes. Throughout the
paper, the complex power at each synchronous generator
bus i ∈ V will be denoted by Pi + jQi, where Pi and Qi

refer to real power and reactive power, respectively. Distinct
superscripts are used when referring to the corresponding
power sources.

The synchronous generators are characterized by a one-
axis generator model; i.e., this model considers swing equa-
tions under the effects of field flux decays. The dynamics of
each synchronous generator i ∈ V are described by [3]:

Miδ̈i +Diδ̇i = PG
i − PE

i (δ, |V|) + PST
i , (12a)

T ′
doi

Xdi −X ′
di

|Vi| ˙|Vi| = QG
i (|Vi|)−QE

i (δ, |V|) +QST
i ,

(12b)

where PG
i is the fixed mechanical power inputs, QG

i can be
regarded as the reactive power supplied by the exciter to the
generator bus, PE

i , QE
i are the total real, reactive power flow

from the i-th generator bus via transmission lines, and PST
i ,

QST
i are the total real, reactive power output from the large-

scale battery. Writing the angle dynamics (12a) and voltage
dynamics (12b) in this manner provides us with a clear
idea that, although angle dynamics and voltage dynamics
are coupled, we may use real power to regulate frequency
and angle, while using reactive power to regulate voltage

magnitude. The expressions for PE
i , QG

i , and QE
i for each

synchronous generator bus i ∈ V are described by [3]

PE
i (δ, |V|) =

N∑
j=1

Bij |Vi||Vj | sin(δi − δj), (13a)

QG
i (|Vi|) =

|Vi|(Eex
i − |Vi|)

Xdi −X ′
di

, (13b)

QE
i (δ, |V|) = −

N∑
j=1

Bij |Vi||Vj | cos(δi − δj), (13c)

where δ = [δ1, . . . , δN ]⊤ and |V| = [|V1|, . . . , |VN |]⊤.
In Eqs. (12a)-(13c), the notation used for each syn-

chronous machine i ∈ V is summarized in Table I.

State variables
|Vi| Machine internal voltage magnitude
δi Machine internal voltage angle
ωi Machine frequency

System parameters
Mi Machine inertia constant
Di Machine damping constant
Bij Transmission line (i, j)’s susceptance
T ′
doi Direct axis transient open-circuit time constant

Xdi Direct axis synchronous reactance
X ′

di Direct axis transient reactance
Control inputs

PST
i Battery storage real power output

QST
i Battery storage reactive power output

Other fixed inputs
PG
i Mechanical real power input

Eex
i Excitation voltage magnitude

TABLE I: The notation used for each synchronous machine.

For each synchronous generator bus i ∈ V at equilibrium,
the steady-state angle is denoted by δi and the steady-state
voltage magnitude is denoted by |Vi| = Vnom. We define
the angle deviation and voltage magnitude deviation from the
equilibrium by δ̃i = δi−δi and |̃Vi| = |Vi|−|Vi|, respectively.
We also define δij = δi−δj , δij = δi−δj , and δ̃ij = δ̃i− δ̃j .

Suppose that large-scale batteries are not supplying ap-
parent power to the electric grid at the equilibrium, i.e.,
P

ST

i = 0 and Q
ST

i = 0. Taking into account the condition
at the equilibrium, the angle dynamics (12a) and the voltage
dynamics (12b) can be rewritten in terms of angle deviations
and voltage magnitude deviations:

¨̃
δi = −Di

Mi

˙̃
δi +

1

Mi
uδ
pi(δ, |V|, PST

i ), (14a)

˙̃|Vi| = −αi

γi
|̃Vi|+

1

γi
uV
pi(δ, |V|, QST

i ), (14b)

where αi =
1

Xdi−X′
di

− Bii and γi =
T ′
doi

Xdi−X′
di

. The inputs



uδ
i and uV

i are expressed by

uδ
pi = PST

i +
∑
j∈Ni

Bij

(
V 2
nom sin δij − |Vi||Vj | sin δij

)
,

uV
pi =

QST
i

|Vi|
−

∑
j∈Ni

Bij

(
Vnom cos δij − |Vj | cos δij

)
.

Remark 2: In transmission systems, reactance is typically
much greater than resistance, and steady-state reactance is
typically much higher than transient reactance, i.e., Xdi −
Xdi′ > 0. Also, the self-susceptance is usually less than
zero, i.e., Bii < 0 [4]. Accordingly, αi

γi
> 0.

Remark 3: In this paper, we assume that all generator
buses are equipped with large-scale batteries. In other words,
once we design uδ

pi and uV
pi, the control actions exerted by

the large-scale batteries can be described by:

PST
i = uδ

pi −
∑
j∈Ni

Bij

(
V 2
nom sin δij − |Vi||Vj | sin δij

)
,

QST
i = |Vi|

(
uV
pi +

∑
j∈Ni

Bij

(
Vnom cos δij − |Vj | cos δij

) )
.

This enables us to enhance power system transient stability
and robustness by utilizing the real and reactive power
outputs of the large-scale batteries.

B. Feedback Decoupling and Linearization

We assume real-time measurements of voltage phasor for
each generator bus are available and that all generator buses
have large-scale batteries that can provide real and reactive
power as control actuators. We investigate the application
of voltage phasor feedback control in which the angle
dynamics and the voltage dynamics can be decoupled, and
utilize the results established in Section III to guarantee the
synchronization of bus frequencies, the preservation of angle
differences, and the regulation of voltage magnitudes.

In what follows, we propose an angle and voltage mag-
nitude feedback control framework as illustrated in Fig. 2
and a control architecture as depicted in Fig. 3, where angle
dynamics and voltage dynamics can be decoupled into two
loops. The angle dynamics loop can be regarded as the pos-
itive feedback interconnection (Ĥδ

p,H
δ
c)

+ of NI node plants
Hδ

p and OSNI edge controllers Hδ
c based on the transmission

network, while the voltage dynamics loop is considered
as the negative feedback interconnection (ĤV

p ,H
V
c )

− of
passive node plants HV

p and output strictly passive edge
controllers HV

c based on the transmission network.
1) Decoupled Angle Dynamics: In the angle dynamics

loop (red dotted box in Fig. 2), we define xδ
pi = [

˙̃
δi, δ̃i]

⊤ ∈
R2 and uδ

pi ∈ R. The node plant of each synchronous
generator bus i ∈ V is described by

Hδ
pi : ẋδ

pi = Aδ
pix

δ
pi +Bδ

piu
δ
pi, (15a)

yδpi = Cδ
pix

δ
pi, (15b)

where system matrices are Aδ
pi =

[−Di

Mi
0

1 0

]
, Bδ

pi =[
1
Mi

0

]
, and Cδ

pi =
[
0 1

]
. Each edge controller l ∈ L

Fig. 2: The feedback control framework, where the angle
dynamics and the voltage dynamics can be decoupled.

Fig. 3: The control architecture.

for the transmission line el is designed as

Hδ
cl : ẋδ

cl = − 1

τ δl
xδ
cl +

Kδ
l[1]

τ δl
uδ
cl, (16a)

yδcl = xδ
cl −Kδ

l[2]u
δ
cl, (16b)

where τ δl > 0 and Kδ
l[2] > Kδ

l[1] > 0.
Based on such a design, each edge controller l ∈ L can

be equivalently implemented by putting two node controllers
at the two end of the underlying transmission line el.
Considering all transmission lines, the control action of the
total real power output actuated by the large-scale battery at
each synchronous generator bus i ∈ V is described by

PST
i =

∑
l∈L

qily
δ
cl−

∑
j∈Ni

Bij

(
V 2
nom sin δij − |Vi||Vj | sin δij

)
,

where qil is the l-th element in the i-th row of the incidence
matrix Q.

Theorem 3: Consider node plants Hδ
pi, i ∈ V described

by (15) and edge controllers Hδ
cl, l ∈ L described by (16).

Consider the positive feedback interconnection (Ĥδ
p,H

δ
c)

+

of node plants and edge controllers based on the underlying
transmission network. Then, the positive feedback system
(Ĥδ

p,H
δ
c)

+ achieves output consensus.

Proof. We designate the storage functions of each node

system and each edge controller as Sδ
pi =

Mi

2

˙̃
δ
2

i and Sδ
cl =

(xδ
cl)

2

2Kδ
l[1]

. For the positive feedback system (Ĥδ
p,H

δ
c)

+, we
can verify the criterion in Theorem 2, demonstrating its
applicability. □



Remark 4: Despite the fact that edge controllers in Theo-
rem 3 are presented in the linear form (16), as long as OSNI
edge controllers are applied to the angle dynamics loop,
the positive feedback system (Ĥδ

p,H
δ
c)

+ achieves output
consensus. Since δ̃i−δ̃j → 0, we obtain that δi−δj → δi−δj .
Furthermore, the work of [12] proved the internal stability of
the positive feedback system (Ĥδ

p,H
δ
c)

+, i.e., ˙̃
δi, i ∈ V → 0.

Thus, our proposed OSNI edge controllers for the angle
dynamics loop has the advantages of synchronizing bus
frequencies and retaining angle differences over transmission
lines as steady-state values before faults.

2) Decoupled voltage dynamics: In the voltage dynam-
ics loop (blue dotted box in Fig. 2), we define xV

pi = |̃Vi| ∈ R
and uV

pi ∈ R. The node plant of each synchronous generator
bus i ∈ V is described by

HV
pi : ẋV

pi = AV
pix

V
pi +BV

piu
V
pi, (17a)

yVpi = CV
pix

V
pi, (17b)

where AV
pi = −αi

γi
, BV

pi = 1
γi
, and CV

pi = 1. Each edge
controller l ∈ L for the transmission line el is designed as

HV
cl : ẋV

cl = − 1

τVl
xV
cl +

KV
l[1]

τVl
uV
cl , (18a)

yVcl = xV
cl (18b)

where τVl > 0 and KV
l[1] > 0.

Based on such a design, each edge controller l ∈ L can
be equivalently implemented by putting two node controllers
at the two ends of the underlying transmission line el.
Considering all transmission lines, the control action of the
total reactive power output actuated by the large-scale battery
at each synchronous generator bus i ∈ V is described by

QST
i =|Vi|

( ∑
j∈Ni

Bij

(
Vnom cos δij − |Vj | cos δij

)
−
∑
l∈L

qily
V
cl

)
, (19)

where qil is the l-th element in the i-th row of the incidence
matrix Q.

Theorem 4: Consider node plants HV
pi, i ∈ V described

by (17) and edge controllers HV
cl , l ∈ L described by (18).

Consider the negative feedback interconnection (ĤV
p ,H

V
c )

−

of node plants and edge controllers based on the underlying
transmission network. Then, the negative feedback system
(ĤV

p ,H
V
c )

− achieves output consensus.

Proof. We designate the storage functions of each node
system and each edge controller as SV

pi = γi

2 (x
V
pi)

2 and

SV
cl =

τV
l

2KV
l[1]

(xV
cl)

2. For the negative feedback system

(Ĥδ
p,H

δ
c)

−, we can verify the criterion in Theorem 1,
demonstrating its applicability. □

Remark 5: Output consensus for the negative feedback

system (ĤV
p ,H

V
c )

− means that U
V

c ≡ Ŷ
V

p = 0. According
to each edge controller (18), we obtain that yVcl = xV

cl =
KV

l[1]u
V
cl = 0, which leads to that Up ≡ (Q ⊗ Im)Y c = 0.

Fig. 4: A four area equivalent network, where Ai, i ∈ V rep-
resents area i, and Bij , (i, j) ∈ E represents the susceptance
of the transmission line (i, j) [4], [15].

Area 1 Area 2 Area 3 Area 4
System parameters

Mi 5.22 3.98 4.49 4.22
Di 1.6 1.22 1.38 1.42
T ′
doi 5.54 7.41 6.11 6.22

Xdi 1.84 1.62 1.8 1.94
X′

di 0.25 0.17 0.36 0.44
Bii -49.61 -61.66 -52.17 -40.18

Equilibrium
P

G
i 8.076 12.04 -14.38 -5.735

E
ex
i 7.824 9.13 8.437 6.864

δi 30 28 5 10
ωi 50 50 50 50
|Vi| 1 1 1 1

Initial Deviation
δ̃i 10 -8 -3 -10
˙̃
δi 0 0 0 0
|̃Vi| 0.04 -0.04 -0.05 0.05

TABLE II: System parameters are provided in per unit.

Since AV
pi < 0 and upi = 0, each node plant (17) reaches

zero steady state; i.e., |̃Vi| = |Vi| − Vnom = 0. Thus
our proposed output strict edge controllers for the voltage
dynamics has the advantage of regulating bus voltages.

In summary, the proposed feedback control framework
decouples the angle dynamics and voltage dynamics into
two loops. As illustrated in Fig. 3, voltage phasor mea-
surements are assumed, and large-scale batteries equipped at
synchronous generator buses are utilized as control actuators,
where real powers control the angle dynamics, and reactive
powers control the voltage dynamics. In particular, the pro-
posed feedback control framework can guarantee frequency
synchronization, angle differences preservation, and voltage
regulation for electrical power systems.

V. SIMULATIONS

Consider a connected four-area-equivalent transmission
network as illustrated in Fig. 4, which is obtained for the
South Eastern Australian 59-bus system [15]. The areas A1

and A2 act as generators, while the areas A3 and A4 act as
motor loads. The system parameters and controller settings
used in the simulations are summarized in Table II and
Table III, respectively.

Simulation Results. First, we plot generator bus frequencies
in Fig. 5. Under our proposed controllers, the bus frequencies



Line 12 Line 23 Line 34 Line 41
Angle controllers

τδl 1 1 1 1
Kδ

l[1]
0.4 0.5 0.3 0.4

Kδ
l[2]

0.7 0.8 0.6 0.8
Voltage magnitude controllers

τVl 1 1 1 1
KV

l[1]
0.4 0.5 0.3 0.4

TABLE III: Controller parameters.

Fig. 5: Frequencies of generator buses.

are synchronized at the nominal value of 50 Hz. Second, we
present the comparison of δi−δj and δi−δj for all (i, j) ∈ E

in Fig. 7. It is shown that using our designed controllers, the
angle differences δi − δj for all (i, j) ∈ E are maintained
at the corresponding steady-state angle differences at the
equilibrium δi − δj for all (i, j) ∈ E. Third, we plot voltage
magnitudes of generator buses in Fig. 6. With our controllers,
the bus voltage magnitudes are regulated at the desired value
|Vi| = 1,∀i ∈ V. In summary, the aforementioned results
validate Theorems 3-4 and demonstrate three advantages of
our proposed control controllers: frequency synchronization,
angle difference preservation, and voltage regulation.

VI. CONCLUSION

This paper presented a unified approach to tackle volt-
age regulation, frequency synchronization, and rotor angle
stabilization in power grids. We formulated our problem as
an output consensus problem and proposed a passivity and
negative-imaginary based control framework. By leveraging
real-time voltage phasor measurements, we showed that
large-scale batteries co-located at synchronous generators
could serve as actuators for the control of real and reactive
power for voltage, frequency, and rotor angle regularization.

Fig. 6: Voltage magnitudes of generator buses.

Fig. 7: Angle differences over transmission lines.

Simulation results confirmed the efficiency and robustness
of our proposed approach. Incorporating the saturation of
battery actuators is a possible future research direction.
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