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Abstract

Model predictive control (MPC) has proven its applicability in power conversion con-
trol with its fast dynamic response to reference changes while ensuring critical system
constraints are satisfied. Even then, the computational burden still remains a challenge
for many MPC variants. In this regard, this paper formulates an indirect MPC scheme
for grid-side wind converters. A quadratic program with linear constraints is solved in a
receding horizon fashion with a subsequent PWM modulator. To facilitate its solution
within a few hundreds of microseconds, its decision variables (modulating signals) are
restricted to a specific frequency content. This approach limits the increase in problem
size due to horizon length. In case studies, the proposed MPC exhibits fast response in
faults and operates the converter within its safety limits.

Keywords: model predictive control, wind-generator systems, pulse width modu-
lation.

1 Introduction

Multi-phase medium-voltage generators are increasingly employed in offshore wind parks
in order to maximize the generated power per wind turbine and thus minimize the cost
per MW of installed power [1]. Often in such medium-voltage systems, a back-to-back
converter configuration is used. One converter system is connected to the multi-phase
generator and delivers power to the dc-link(s), whereas a second converter system delivers
the power to grid via a multi-phase transformer. Control of these medium-voltage systems
is challenging because of the low device switching frequencies. In particular, the design of
traditional linear controllers, such as PI controllers, can become complicated due to both
the ripple components and the multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) nature of the multi-
phase system.

Given the recent developments in mathematical optimization techniques and their ap-
plication on embedded systems, MPC has become applicable to fast linear dynamics found
in power conversion systems [2–6]. It also further gained popularity with simplicity of its
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design and its MIMO capability providing flexibility in various operational conditions. In
terms of the decision variable, the MPC methods can be categorized as either direct or
indirect . As the name implies, direct MPC directly manipulates the switching signal of
a converter, thus combining control and modulation into a single stage. Majority of such
methods provide high dynamic performance; however, they produce a wide nondetermin-
istic harmonic spectrum, making them unsuitable to grid-connected converter applications
that require meeting grid codes, e.g., the IEEE 519 standard. This can be alleviated using
the direct control of optimized pulse patterns with a predetermined harmonic spectrum, as
in [7–10].

Indirect MPC, on the other hand, manipulates a reference signal of a modulator that
generates the switching signals [11,12]. The work in [13] was the first MPC scheme in the lit-
erature combining an upper-layer quadratic program to control currents with a PWMmodu-
lator, with an MMC application on hand. This work was later extended to LCL filter dynam-
ics in [14]. The use of PWM ensures effectively a constant switching frequency and a well-
defined spectrum with only odd non-triplen harmonics. Moreover, the upper layer allows for
explicit time-domain state constraints in a straightforward manner when compared to the
methods available for direct MPC schemes [15]. While it is known that the prediction hori-
zon can bring in performance benefits to the MPC variants in converter control [16], the work
in [13] had to restrict the prediction horizon to 5–10 steps to keep the problem size (or equiv-
alently, the number of decision variables) moderate. The main motivation of this paper is to
propose an indirect MPC scheme with a drastic decrease in its number of decision variables.

Our contribution is to formulate an MPC scheme for the grid-side control of a dual-
converter wind power conversion system. To enable the fast computation of a solution, we
restrict the decision variables to a specific frequency content, which then makes the number
of decision variables mostly independent of the length of the prediction horizon. Instead, the
number of decision variables will scale linearly with the number of frequency components
included. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first investigation of an MPC scheme that
achieves a size reduction via frequency component constraints on its decision variables. This
approach allows keeping the size of the MPC problem moderate even when long horizons
are utilized.

2 Preliminaries on system modeling

Consider a wind power conversion system that comprises a dual conversion line as depicted
in the schematic in Figure 1. On the generator-side, the system is connected to a permanent-
magnet synchronous generator with two sets of three-phase windings. On the grid-side, the
connection is via a transformer in a Wye-Delta-Wye configuration. Such a configuration
has the advantage of eliminating the 6n± 1 (n = 1, 3, . . .) harmonics when a phase-shift of
π/6 rad is applied between the modulating signals of the two lines.

The goal is to develop a control scheme that efficiently operates the grid-side. To this
end, we make the following assumptions for system modeling. The generator-side converters
are approximated by controlled current sources that depend on the power produced in the
generator. The control unit of the generator-side converters is, among others, responsible for
controlling the neutral-point potential of each conversion line, that is, balancing the upper
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Figure 1: Wind converter system comprising a dual conversion line connected to the grid
through a transformer.

and lower halves of the dc-link capacitors of each line. In the following, we present the
modeling principles for the grid-side part of the system under consideration, which includes
the dc-link capacitors, the inverter units, the transformer and the grid itself.

The standard three-phase abc frame is indicated as ξabc = [ξa ξb ξc]
⊤. Ac quantities

in abc are always indicated by their subscript. The dynamical equations are based on the
αβ-reference frame (also known as the stationary/orthogonal reference frame). The αβ-
reference frame is denoted by ξαβ = [ξα ξβ]

⊤, and ξαβ = Kξabc, where the Clarke matrix is
defined as

K =
2

3

[
1 −1

2 −1
2

0
√
3
2 −

√
3
2

]
.

Similarly, the inverse transformation is defined as ξabc = K−1ξαβ, where the (pseudo) in-

verse of K is K−1 = 3
2K

⊤. Whenever the subscript is dropped, αβ-reference frame is to be
assumed, ξ = ξαβ. Time dependency of the continuous dynamics and their discretization
are dropped for convenience.
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Figure 2: Transformer equivalent (per-unit) circuit of a dual converter system in the αβ-
reference frame.

2.1 Transformer model

A converter is denoted with x ∈ {1, 2}. Define vx,abc = [vx,a vx,b vx,c]
⊤ as the three-phase

voltages of converter x. The output voltages of the converters, denoted by vx = [vx,α vx,β]
⊤,

are described as v1 = Kv1,abc,v2 = DKv2,abc, where D = R
(
π
6

)
applies a 30◦ rotation

due to the Delta configuration of the second conversion line.
The transformer can be described using the equivalent circuit in Figure 2. The differen-

tial equations are given by

v1−Rsi1−Ls
di1
dt

−Rp(i1+i2)−Lp
d(i1+i2)

dt
=vpcc,

v2−Rsi2−Ls
di2
dt

−Rp(i1+i2)−Lp
d(i1+i2)

dt
=vpcc,

(1)

where vpcc is the voltage measured at the point of common coupling (PCC). Grid parameters
and grid voltage source will not be estimated, and assumed to be unknown quantities.
Potential steady-state offsets due to the unknown model components and/or disturbances
will later be compensated for by integral action, presented with the overall control scheme.

We work with the average and difference quantities for the dual conversion line sys-
tem [17]. This will allow for a convenient way to formulate our objectives. Thus, define

vav =
(v1 + v2)

2
, iav =

(i1 + i2)

2
,

vdf =
(v1 − v2)

2
, idf =

(i1 − i2)

2
,

Rav = 2Rp +Rs, Lav = 2Lp + Ls.

With these definitions, (1) becomes

vav −Raviav − Lav
diav
dt

= vpcc,

vdf −Rsidf − Ls
didf
dt

= 0.

(2)

Observe that the grid-injected current is ipcc = 2iav.
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2.2 Dc-link dynamics

Assuming it is purely capacitive, the energy balance is

Pdc,1 − v⊤
1 i1 =

1

2

Cdc

2

dv2dc,1
dt

,

Pdc,2 − v⊤
2 i2 =

1

2

Cdc

2

dv2dc,2
dt

,

(3)

where Pdc,x is delivered by the corresponding generator-side converter. From (3), we have
that

Pdc,1+Pdc,2−(v⊤
1 i1+v⊤

2 i2)=
1

2

Cdc

2

d(v2dc,1+v2dc,2)

dt
,

Pdc,1−Pdc,2−(v⊤
1 i1−v⊤

2 i2)=
1

2

Cdc

2

d(v2dc,1−v2dc,2)

dt
.

(4)

The terms v⊤
1 i1 and v⊤

2 i2 make (4) bilinear. Observe that the states, in this case ix, are
being multiplied with inputs, vx. A linear approximation of these bilinear terms result in (4)
becoming

Pdc,1+Pdc,2−v⊤
pcc(i1+i2)=

1

2

Cdc

2

d(v2dc,1+v2dc,2)

dt
,

Pdc,1−Pdc,2−v⊤
pcc(i1−i2)=

1

2

Cdc

2

d(v2dc,1−v2dc,2)

dt
,

or equivalently, when working with the average and difference quantities,

Pdc,av − v⊤
pcciav =

1

2

Cdc

2

dvdc,sav
dt

,

Pdc,df − v⊤
pccidf =

1

2

Cdc

2

dvdc,sdf
dt

,

(5)

with the definitions

Pdc,av =
Pdc,1 + Pdc,2

2
, Pdc,df =

Pdc,1 − Pdc,2

2
,

vdc,sav =
v2dc,1 + v2dc,2

2
, vdc,sdf =

v2dc,1 − v2dc,2
2

.

Working with the average and difference quantities for the dc-link dynamics has an ad-
vantage: It permits prioritizing control of the average quantities (which is what the grid
operator cares about) over the difference quantities (internal converter quantities that are
not important to the grid operator)

2.3 Grid modeling

The evolution of vpcc in the presence of unbalanced grid and harmonic distortions will
be predicted by considering both the positive and the negative symmetric sequences for

5



each harmonic component. For an overview of symmetrical components, we kindly refer
to [18, Apps A.2 and A.3]. In particular, let

vpcc =
∑
h∈H

vpcc,h =
∑
h∈H

(
vpcc,h,ps + vpcc,h,ns

)
,

where vpcc,h,ps is the positive sequence and vpcc,h,ns is the negative sequence of harmonic h,
with H the set of harmonics under consideration. A phase-locked loop (PLL) together with
notch filters or a linear observer can be used to identify these components, see [19,20]. For
each harmonic h ∈ H, we have

dvpcc,h,ps

dt
= hωJvpcc,h,ps,

dvpcc,h,ns

dt
= −hωJvpcc,h,ns,

(6)

where ω represents the fundamental frequency of the grid voltage which is identified via a

PLL at the PCC, and J =

[
0 −1
1 0

]
. The sum of the two components from (6) represents

an unbalanced harmonic oscillator at frequency hω.

3 Optimization problem formulation

This section formulates the constrained optimization problem (PMPC) to be solved at each
iteration of the proposed closed-loop MPC scheme.

Control objectives can be listed as follows: The grid-side converters have to regulate
the active power delivery to maintain the dc-link voltage at its reference value. The grid-
side converters have to regulate also the difference of the two dc-link voltages of the two
conversion lines by controlling the difference current. The reference for the reactive power
is provided to the grid-side converters by the wind-park operator via the positive sequence
q-current reference (in the synchronous dq-reference frame [18, §8]). During low-voltage
fault-ride-through, this reference is directly computed by a grid-code-defined formula so as
to counteract the PCC voltage collapse. During asymmetric fault-ride-through, the refer-
ences for the negative sequence currents are again provided by a grid-code formula in a
similar fashion, and then converted to negative sequence active and reactive power refer-
ences. This power reference tracking approach is particularly helpful since tracking scalar
quantities (e.g., active and reactive positive and negative sequence powers) simplifies con-
siderably the MPC problem and allows for integral action later.

In the context of achieving the aforementioned objectives, the frequency-constrained
MPC is given by the quadratic program with linear constraints described in (PMPC):
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minimize
∑

t∈T

[
λdc,sav(vdc,sav − V ∗

dc,sav)
2 + λdc,sdfv

2
dc,sdf + λQ,ps(2v

⊤
pcc,psJiav,ps −Q∗

ps)
2

+λP,ns(2v
⊤
pcc,nsiav,ns − P ∗

ns)
2 + λQ,ns(2v

⊤
pcc,nsJiav,ns −Q∗

ns)
2
]

subject to vav = vav,ps + vav,ns,
dvav,ps

dt = ωJvav,ps,
dvav,ns

dt = −ωJvav,ns,

vdf = vdf,ps,
dvdf,ps

dt = ωJvdf,ps,

vpcc = vpcc,ps + vpcc,ns,
dvpcc,ps

dt = ωJvpcc,ps,
dvpcc,ns

dt = −ωJvpcc,ns,

iav = iav,ps + iav,ns,
diav,ps

dt = ωJiav,ps,
diav,ns

dt = −ωJiav,ns,

vav −Raviav − Lav
diav
dt = vpcc,

vdf −Rsidf − Ls
didf
dt = 0,

Pdc,av − v⊤
pcciav = 1

2
Cdc
2

dvdc,sav
dt ,

Pdc,df − v⊤
pccidf =

1
2
Cdc
2

dvdc,sdf
dt ,

∥iav + idf∥∞ ≤ icl, ∥iav + idf∥1 ≤ 2√
2
icl,

∥iav − idf∥∞ ≤ icl, ∥iav − idf∥1 ≤ 2√
2
icl,

∥vav + vdf∥∞ ≤ vcl, ∥vav + vdf∥1 ≤ 2√
2
vcl,

∥vav − vdf∥∞ ≤ vcl, ∥vav − vdf∥1 ≤ 2√
2
vcl.

(PMPC)

We use the subscript ps and ns to refer to positive and negative sequence fundamen-
tal frequency quantities, respectively. For this particular formulation, we do not uti-
lize the higher order harmonics. We used the formulas for active and reactive power:
P = v⊤i and Q = v⊤Ji. The weights λdc,sav, λdc,sdf , λQ,ps, λP,ns, λQ,ns are predefined
based on the priority of the different objectives. Moreover, icl and vcl denote the conversion
line current and voltage limits.1

The frequency-constrained MPC receives the following inputs, and they are not decision
variables in (PMPC): (i) the reference signal V ∗

dc,sav for dc-link capacitors voltages; (ii) the
reference signal Q∗

ps for positive sequence reactive power injection; (iii) the reference signals
P ∗
ns and Q∗

ns for negative sequence active and reactive power; (iv) the limits on the line
currents, icl, and the voltages vcl; (v) the average and difference powers, Pdc,av and Pdc,df ,
originating from the generator side; (vi) the positive vpcc,ps and negative sequence vpcc,ns of
the PCC voltage at time t = 0; (vii) the average, iav, and difference, idf , currents flowing in
the conversion lines at t = 0. As in the indirect MPC schemes, the only decision variables

1Defining these constraints would require using the second-norm (e.g., ∥iav+ idf∥2 ≤ icl), which results in
a second-order cone. However, this poses a great challenge in short time intervals. Thus, in (PMPC) we use
a combination of the infinity- and one-norm to outer approximate the second-norm. In addition, one could
include an instantaneous tangent or other precomputed linear constraints to better approximate the second
norm. For the voltage constraint, alternatively, a hexagonal constraint could be considered for operation in
overmodulation.
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Figure 3: Control structure of frequency constrained MPC.

are the manipulated quantities for control; in this particular case, the converter voltages vav

and vdf . Their first time instances are converted into the modulating signals u∗
1 and u∗

2.
Main features: The decision variables vav and vdf are frequency constrained. In the

case of (PMPC), vav possesses positive and negative sequence fundamental components,
whereas vdf possesses only a positive sequence component. By enforcing the variables vav

and vdf to a specific frequency content, we essentially reduce the MPC decision variables
from 2 × 2 × |T | to 3 × 2. Notice that once the first time step instances of vav,ps, vav,ns,
and vdf,ps are decided upon, all the other quantities for the rest of the prediction steps
(e.g., vdc,sav, vdc,sdf , iav,ps, iav,ns, idf and others) are fully determined. Hence, the number
of decision variables is independent of the prediction horizon length.2 Instead, the problem
size scales only linearly with the number of frequency components included.

To the best of our knowledge, this is the first investigation of an MPC scheme that
achieves a size-reduction via frequency component constraints on its decision variables. In
addition, measuring iav at time t = 0 while obtaining the positive iav,ps and negative iav,ns
sequence currents within the problem formulation means that the MPC is implicitly using
an internal estimation of these quantities based on the system dynamical equations and the
provided estimation of the positive and negative sequence PCC voltages. This is an impor-
tant feature of the proposed scheme since it does not require relying on external resources to
estimate the positive and negative sequence of the currents, making it fast in assessing them.

4 Overall control scheme

This section discusses the overall control structure. The main blocks of Figure 3 are sum-
marized below:

Measuring: We measure the voltage and currents at the PCC, the dc-link and the
conversion lines. This happens on fixed 25µs intervals in series with a zero-order-hold

2In practice, this may not be completely true due to slack variables which are needed to ensure feasibility
under all operating conditions. This applies when implementing any MPC scheme. Increasing the prediction
horizon would eventually increase the number of slack variables. Note that the weights for the slack variables
of the current and voltage limits are chosen to be high to ensure these constraints are not violated even during
faults.
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Figure 4: Integral action on MPC scheme by adjusting the reference signal.

(ZOH). The anti-aliasing filter is also used to filter frequencies above the Nyquist frequency.
We account for the delay introduced by the anti-aliasing filter.

Estimation: The positive and negative sequence PCC voltages are estimated via a
PLL-based structure. Moreover, notch-filters are used to obtain the positive and negative
sequence grid currents. Note that the positive and negative sequence currents are not
directly used in the MPC formulation. They enter the reference generator block for integral
action.

Reference Generators: The reference generator block serves a dual purpose:
(i) Given the positive sequence q-current reference, i∗pcc,q,ps, we compute the reactive

power reference of the positive sequence Q∗
pcc,ps as

Q∗
pcc,ps = v⊤

pcc,psJRαβ,dq(ωt)[0, i
∗
pcc,q,ps]

⊤,

where vpcc,ps is the estimate of the positive sequence voltage at PCC, and Rαβ,dq(ωt) is the
transformation matrix from the rotating dq-reference frame to the stationary αβ. Similarly,
the references i∗pcc,d,ns, i

∗
pcc,q,ns on the negative sequence dq currents are translated into

power references as

P ∗
pcc,ns = v⊤

pcc,nsRαβ,dq(ωt)[i
∗
pcc,d,ns, i

∗
pcc,q,ns]

⊤,

Q∗
pcc,ns = v⊤

pcc,nsJRαβ,dq(ωt)[i
∗
pcc,d,ns, i

∗
pcc,q,ns]

⊤.

(ii) We provide integral action to compensate for steady-state offsets by adjusting the
references as in Figure 4. Steady state errors can occur due to uncompensated delays,
due to model approximations, e.g., as in (5), or due to unmodeled dynamics such as the
grid impedance. Integral action is applied to all the reference signals of the MPC scheme,
including the capacitor voltage balancing. To provide integral action to the positive and
negative sequence active and reactive power references, the estimates of the positive and
negative sequence currents at PCC are used.

Frequency Constrained MPC: This blocks implements MPC in a receding horizon
with 250µs discretization and 0.01 s horizon. The internal dynamical model is used to com-
pensate the delays introduced by the measuring, anti-aliasing filter and estimation blocks.
In addition to these delays, the delay of executing the MPC block every 250µs is also ac-
counted for. The optimization problem in (PMPC) is solved and the first inputs, i.e., the
modulating signals of each conversion line, are passed to the respective modulator.

Modulator: A carrier-based pulse width modulator (CB-PWM) is used which is nat-
urally sampled with its triangle carriers in phase. An example with the carrier frequency
450Hz is depicted in Figure 5. For the case studies, the carrier frequency is chosen as 750Hz,
resulting in device switching frequencies slightly above 350Hz.

9



Figure 5: Modulating signal, and upper and lower triangular carrier signals.

Table 1: Rated values of the medium-voltage converter system.
Parameter Symbol Value

Rated apparent power of a converter SR,conv 6MVA
Rated apparent power of the transformer SR,trafo 14MVA
Rated voltage at the primary (grid) VR,prim 66 kV
Rated voltage at the secondary (converter) VR,sec 3.1 kV
Rated angular frequency ωR 2π50 rad s−1

5 Case studies

In this section, we perform a simulation study to assess the performance of the proposed
frequency-constrained MPC scheme. The wind converter system is implemented in Mat-
lab/Simulink, and YALMIP [21] and OSQP [22, 23] are used to formulate and solve the
resulting quadratic program. The rated values of the system are shown in Table 1. A
per-unit system is established for the single converter values. System parameters (e.g.,
for the transformer and the dc-link capacitor) are confidential. The relevant transformer
parameters are Rav = 3.1Ω and Lav = 178mH.

We provide two asymmetric faults at short circuit ratio (SCR) 3 happening in the con-
tainer and the source side to cover a spectrum of fault situations. The SCR 3 case is chosen
in particular to show how the integral action can compensate for the modeling mismatch.
The proposed method showed a good performance in a wide range of studies (e.g., symmet-
ric faults and/or different grid strengths and XR ratios). Due to space limitations of the
conference, these additional studies will not be included in this paper, but they are left out
for a future work.

Asymmetric 25%, Container Fault: We investigate how the system performs when
an asymmetric fault in the container side brings the PCC voltage to 25% of its original
value in two out of the three phases at SCR 3. It can be observed in Figures 6(c) and 6(d)
that the conversion line currents are kept within their operating limits and always inside
the safe operating region. The first current limit corresponds to icl = 1.2 pu and the second
one depicts 2 pu. Moreover, the positive sequence q-current reference in Figure 7(b) and
the negative sequence dq-current references in Figures 7(c) and 7(d) are closely tracked.
The oscillations are observed in dq-currents of Figures 7(a) and 7(b) because the negative
sequence current components are not filtered out (they appear at twice the fundamental fre-
quency). Observe that the dc-link voltage is balanced during the ramp-up, steady-state and

10



(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 6: Asymmetric 25%, Container Fault

fault-clearing phases, as shown in Figures 7(e) and 7(f). During fault, voltage limiting unit
is active, since it is not feasible to inject the generated power to the grid, while prioritizing
reactive power reference. Note that all figures include the ripple components originating
from the low switching frequency.

Asymmetric 1%, Grid Source Fault: We investigate an asymmetrical fault in the
source side that brings the (infinite-bus) grid voltage to 1% of its nominal value in two out
of the three phases. The conversion line currents are again kept between their operating
limits and always inside the safe operating region. Moreover, the dc-link voltages are also
balanced. Finally, the positive sequence q-current and the negative sequence dq-current
references are closely tracked. For the tracking performance in this fault study, we refer to
Figure 8.
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6 Conclusions

This work developed an MPC scheme for the grid-side control of wind power conversion
systems. To obtain an optimization problem formulation that can be solved within a few
hundreds of microseconds in a receding horizon fashion, we reduced the number of decision
variables by restricting the control inputs (i.e., converter modulating signals) to a certain
frequency content. Numerical case studies showed that such an MPC scheme can exhibit
fast response in transients and fault tests, while keeping the converter always within its safe
operating region. Future work could expand on this work with a larger set of case studies,
and with an implementation on an embedded device.
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Figure 7: Asymmetric 25%, Container Fault
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Figure 8: Asymmetrical 1%, Grid Source Fault
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