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The dynamics of electric power systems are widely studied through the phase synchronization of oscillators, typically
with the use of the Kuramoto equation. While there are numerous well-known order parameters to characterize these
dynamics, shortcoming of these metrics are also recognized. To capture all transitions from phase disordered states over
phase locking to fully synchronized systems, new metrics were proposed and demonstrated on homogeneous models. In
this paper we aim to address a gap in the literature, namely, to examine how gradual improvement of power grid models
affect the goodness of certain metrics. To study how the details of models are perceived by the different metrics, 12
variations of a power grid model were created, introducing varying level of heterogeneity through the coupling strength,
the nodal powers and the moment of inertia. The grid models were compared using a second-order Kuramoto equation
and adaptive Runge-Kutta solver, measuring the values of the phase, the frequency and the universal order parameters.
Finally, frequency results of the models were compared to grid measurements. We found that the universal order
parameter was able to capture more details of the grid models, especially in cases of decreasing moment of inertia.
The most heterogeneous models showed very low synchronization and thus suggest a limitation of the second-order
Kuramoto equation. Finally, we show local frequency results related to the multi-peaks of static models, which implies
that spatial heterogeneity can also induce such multi-peak behaviour.

Modeling power-grid systems has got a major importance
in present days as transformation to renewable energy
sources requires the complete re-design of energy trans-
mission. Renewable energy sources can be located quite
far from their consumption points because urban and in-
dustrial structures do not follow physical constraints and
capabilities. Important examples are the sea coast vs in-
land divisions in the case of wind power. Ill-constructed
high-voltage (HV) power grids can cause catastrophic
damages to economies as it was demonstrated in recent
history via the emergence of large blackout events1–5. The
probability distributions of such events was found to be
fat-tailed, exhibiting power-law (PL) tails very often 6.
To understand them, self-organized critical direct current
(DC) models have been constructed7 and have been shown
to describe well the PL exponents of empirical values.
However, many details could not be understood as power-
grids work with alternating currents (AC) in which phase
differences are the primary causes of the power-flows.

I. INTRODUCTION

AC modelling of power-grids have been proposed since the
equivalence of swing equations to the second-order Kuramoto
model was shown8. Failures leading to blackouts have been
studied by composite Kuramoto and threshold models? and
the PL tailed cascade failures could be modelled by them9–11.
Network topological features, which lead to desynchroniza-
tion by network fragmentation and Braess paradox phenom-
ena, have been identified12–18. We have shown that these
are basically consequences of quenched heterogeneity, which

can be mitigated by the enhanced fluctuations, that arise natu-
rally in the neighborhood of synchronization transition points,
where power grids self-organize themselves by the competi-
tion of supply and demand9–11,19,20.

In power grid systems, the focus is often on the phase syn-
chronization of the individual oscillators21 since their steady
state is usually a stable limit cycle. To study the synchroniza-
tion dynamics, several order parameters are used to charac-
terize the dynamic state of the system. In the literature, there
are numerous well-known Kuramoto order parameters, such
as the complex order parameter21,22, the local order param-
eter measuring the phase coherence and its global variant23,
a mean-field variant of the complex order parameter24 or the
one respecting network topology25.

Shortcomings of these metrics have been highlighted in a
number of papers, most importantly by Ref. 26, who claim
that existing order parameters are not fully suitable to char-
acterize complex oscillator networks as they don’t capture all
transitions from incoherence over phase locking to full syn-
chrony for arbitrary, finite networks. Hence a universal order
parameter was also introduced, which captures partial phase
locking, respects the topology of the network, and has been
shown to increase monotonically with the coupling strength.

In this paper, we aim to address a research gap in the litera-
ture, namely to examine how different modeling assumptions
regarding the heterogeneities of a power grid are captured by
the different order parameters. In the different scenarios, to
analyze and compare the dynamic behavior of the various
models, we will use the frequency spread, the global order
parameter, and the newly proposed universal order parameter
by ref.26 as the main measures. We also present a frequency
analysis of the simulation results and confirm q-Gaussian dis-
tributions, matching real data distributions presented in one of
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our earlier work20.
The remainder of the paper is structured as follors. Section

II introduces the synchronization model and the twelve grid
models. Section III presents the results organized around five
aspects. Finally, these results are discussed in Section IV, and
conclusions are drawn.

II. DATA AND MODELS

A. The synchronization model

Modeling power-grid systems come in different flavors, but
at the heart of most approaches describing the time evolu-
tion lies the so-called swing equations27, set up for mechan-
ical elements (e.g. rotors in generators and motors) with in-
ertia. Mathematically it is formally equivalent to the second-
order Kuramoto equation8, for a network of N oscillators with
phases θi(t).

To investigate the effects of different parametrizations and
to facilitate benchmarking with previous results, we used
a more specific form9,11,20,28, which includes dimensionless
electrical parametrization and approximations for unknown
ones:

θ̈i +α θ̇i =
Pi

IiωS
+

Pmax
i

Ii ωS

N

∑
j=1

Wij sin(θ j −θi)+Ωi . (1)

In this equation θi is the phase angle, ωi = θ̇i, is the frequency
of node i, α is the dissipation or damping factor, Wi j is the cou-
pling strength and Pi is the source/load power. Furthermore,
Ii denotes the rotation inertia, ωS the system frequency, and
Pmax

i the maximal transmitted power in the system. Note that
we can also have an intrinsic frequency of nodes Ωi = 50 Hz
(in Europe), but it can be transformed out in a rotating frame
and we have omitted it in the calculations. Our frequency re-
sults show the deviations from this value.

If we know more details of the electrical parameters we can
cast this into the form with real physical dimensions:

ω̇i =− Diωi

MiωS
+

Li

MiωS
+

N

∑
j=1

Yi jViVj

MiωS
sin(θ j −θi), (2)

where Di has dimension of
[

kg·m2

s2

]
and describes the damp-

ing effect of element i in the system, Li

[
kg·m2

s3

]
is the power

capacity of node i, Yi j =
1

Xi j

[ 1
Ω

]
is the susceptance of lines,

the inverse of reactance, Vi [V] is the nodal voltage level and
Mi

[
kg ·m2] is the moment of inertia.

Topological heterogeneity of power grids is the result of
two factors, (i) the structure and connectivity of the grid itself,
and (ii) the heterogeneity of power line capacities and nodal
behaviors, as it was presented in our recent work20. In the
second-order Kuramoto equation, these varying properties are
represented by the parameters Li, Yi j and Mi.

The time step resolution of the calculations was set to be
∆t = 0.25 s and α = 0.1 was used, similarly as in Refs29,30.

Ref.30 also used α = 0.4. In this way, the results of the Ku-
ramoto equation become dimensionless.

To model station fluctuations, we have added a multiplica-
tive, quenched noise to the source/sink terms of 2

ηi, j = 0.05ξ j
Pi

Iiωs
, (3)

where ξ j ∈ N(0.1) is drawn from a zero centered Gaussian
distribution. To solve the equations of motion we used an
adaptive, Runge-Kutta-4, from the package Numerical Recip-
ies.

We investigated the standard synchronization measures of
the phases R(t) and the frequency spread Ω(t), called the fre-
quency order parameter. We measured the Kuramoto phase
order parameter:

z(tk) = r(tk)exp [iθ(tk)] = 1/N ∑
j

exp [iθ j(tk)] . (4)

Sample averages over different initial fluctuations for the
phases

R(tk) = ⟨r(tk)⟩ (5)

and for the variance of the frequencies

Ω(tk) =
1
N
⟨

N

∑
j=1

(ω(tk)−ω jtk))2⟩ (6)

were determined, where ω(tk) denotes the mean frequency
within each respective sample at time step tk = 1 + 1.08k,
k = 1,2,3.... Sample averages were computed from the so-
lutions with hundreds of independent self-frequency realiza-
tions (i.e. ηi, j) for each control parameter.

Besides, we measured a more complex order parame-
ter suggested for the second-order Kuramoto model, which
claimed to accurately track the degree of partial phase locking
and synchronization26

riui(tk) = 1/(
N

∑
i, j

wi j)
N

∑
i, j

wi j cos(θi −θ j) (7)

and it’s sample and temporal average in the steady state:

Runi = ⟨riui(tk)⟩ (8)

The fluctuations of the order parameters are measured by
the standard deviations of the sample and temporal averages
in the steady state, typically after 100 s transient time.

B. The grid model

We chose the Hungarian high-voltage (132 , 220 , and
400 kV) network to create our grid models. The network con-
sists of 387 nodes and 640 edges, and its most important fea-
tures are presented in Table I. Cross-border transmission lines
were reduced to their domestic terminals as sources or con-
sumers, thus resulting in a standalone synchronous system. In
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TABLE I. Selected characteristics of the Hungarian power grid. N
and E denote the number of nodes and edges.⟨k⟩ is the average de-
gree, L is the average shortest path, C is the clustering coeffient, Q
is the modularity quotient31. σ and ω are small-world metrics ac-
cording to Fronczak et al.32 and Telesford et al.33, E f f is the global
efficiency of the network34, and γ is the decay exponent of the expo-
nential of the degree distribution35.

N E ⟨k⟩ L C Q σ ω E f f γ

387 640 3.307 6.566 0.077 0.4666 6.855 0.521 0.177 1.726

the modeled loading state, 351 nodes behave as consumers
and 36 as sources.

In order to study how modeling depth is perceived by the
different order parameters, we created 12 different variations
of the Hungarian network. These variations introduce het-
erogeneity to the parameters Wi j, Li, and Mi. The resulting
representations thus range from completely homogeneous net-
works, which are the most widely covered in related literature,
to completely heterogeneous ones, where electric parameters
and nodal behaviors are defined using the actual data and mea-
surements of the Hungarian system. The following assump-
tions are used for the three parameters.

• Wi j, coupling strength:

1. Identical value for each edge, the value corre-
sponding to the largest thermal capacity (ampac-
ity) limit in the system (approx. 1400 MW).
This option represents the benchmark used by e.g.
Refs.29,30.

2. Unique value for each edge, depending on their
actual thermal capacity limits (range between 40
and 1400 MW).

3. Unique value for each edge, depending on their
actual admittance Yi j and voltage level.

• Li, nodal power:

1. The sources (Li < 0) are distributed equally
among the nodes representing power plants and
the consumers (Li > 0) are distributed equally
among nodes truly representing consumption.
This is a slightly modified assumption of Ref.30,
where half the nodes correspond to consumers
(Li > 0), while the other half to power sources
(Li < 0).

2. Every Li value is uniquely assigned, based on
measured data (SCADA).

• Mi, moment of inertia:

1. Aligning with the literature, we set a constant
value for Mi, corresponding to a 400MW gas tur-
bine power plant as in29,30.

2. We evenly distribute the moment of inertia among
400kV and 220kV nodes, which host the majority
of synchronous generators (conventional power
plants).

3. We evenly distribute the moment of inertia along
all nodes of the model.

4. We set unique values based on measured data and
whether the node actually hosts a synchronous
machine or not.

In the following the 12 scenarios will refer to the different
models as shown in Table II.

TABLE II. The different scenarios, representing increasing level of
heterogeneity in modelling. The numbers from the table correspond
to the list number of the assumption for the respective parameter.

Scenario # 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Wi j 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 3 3 3 3
Li 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 2
Mi 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4

III. RESULTS

In the following, results of the synchronization studies are
presented in a sequential, interdependent way. First, the cou-
pling strength was varied to compare how different order pa-
rameters display criticality (Section III A). Then the transient
behaviour of the three order parameters, R, Ω and Runi are
analysed in sections III B, III C and III D, respectively. Sec-
tion III E compares the frequency data of the simulations to
grid frequency data presented in Ref.20.

Note that to assist the interpretation of the results, not all
scenarios are displayed in all figures.

A. Dependence of the critical point on the models

We assume that power-grid-like systems operate near the
state of self-organized criticality (SOC)9,36–38,. This means
that the system is not operated on 100% load capacity, but
usually at a lower level. To mimic the not fully loaded behav-
ior we can cast equation (1) in the following form:

θ̈i +α θ̇i =
Pi

IiωS
+

Pmax
i

Ii ωS
λ

N

∑
j=1

Wij sin(θ j −θi) . (9)

The multiplicative factor λ in front of the interaction term is
the chosen constant for the system and its value corresponds to
different load levels. Alternatively it can be also said, that the
initial Pmax

i
Ii ωS

term transforms to Pi
Ii ωS

, with arbitrary Pi power.
In a mathematical sense this maps to a changing coupling
strength, which allows us to identify the SOC behavior by
analyzing the standard deviation of the Kuramoto order pa-
rameter.

To identify the cross-over point to synchronization (cf. fig.
1), we varied the λ parameter from 0.1 to 1.0 with steps of 0.1.
For the sake of completeness, we performed analysis starting
the system from a phase-ordered state, i.e. all oscillators have
the same initial phase and some noise, or from a disordered
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phase, i.e. all the oscillators have random initial phase as-
signment. In the figures of this section, dash-dotted lines with
unfilled markers will represent the phase-ordered states, and
continuous lines with filled markers are the disordered states.

We have chosen model scenarios 1, 5, and 9 for finding the
optimal λ value, as these scenarios represent homogeneous
nodal behavior with three different options for defining the
coupling strength. We performed the statistical calculation on
a minimum 2500 sample and a maximum 7500 for each λ

value. The results are shown in Figs. 1-3 for R, Ω and Runi,
respectively.

Fig. 1 shows that the behavior of the phase-ordered curves
(dash-dotted lines with unfilled markers) is non-trivial. As the
curves of scenarios 1, 5, and 9 overlap, this implies that R does
not capture the difference in modeling the coupling strength.
Very similar results were obtained for Ω-s, as shown in Fig. 2.

Fig. 3 displays that the Runi order parameter indeed in-
creases monotonically with the exception of the case of sce-
nario 9, phase ordered initial condition, large λ values. Also,
the standard deviation of phase-disordered results shows a
peak at λ = 0.4 and λ = 0.3 for scenarios 5 and 9 and respec-
tively 1. Phase-ordered results show now trivial behavior, with
decreasing tendency with the exception of scenario 9. Finally,
it is important to notice that Runi captures the difference in
modeling the coupling strength. Scenario 5, representing the
unique thermal capacity of the lines shows a steep increase as
the function of λ , showing that a heterogeneous grid structure
tends to desynchronize under less severely weakened states.

FIG. 1. Main figure: the Kuramoto order parameter R in the steady
state, defined by Eq. (5) as the function of different λ values for
scenarios 1, 5 and 9. Inset: the corresponding standard deviations of
the Kuramoto order parameter, σ(R).

FIG. 2. Main figure: Frequency spread measured in the steady state,
defined by Eq. (6), across various λ values. Note that ∆Ω means the
deviation compared to the nominal Ωi. Inset: standard deviation of
the frequency spread.

FIG. 3. Main figure: the universal order parameter, Runi. in the steady
state, defined by Eq. (8). Inset: standard deviation of Runi. as the
function of different λ values.

B. Kuramoto order parameter transient behavior

Fig. 4 shows the Kuramoto order parameter, R in the tran-
sient from different initial conditions. It can be seen that
the scenarios align in three curves. The highest R values are
reached by scenarios 1, 5, and 9 (R ≈ 0.7 for phase disordered
initial conditions), then 2, 6, and 10 (R ≈ 0.5), and finally by
3, 7, and 11 (R ≈ 0.4). These results indicate that changing
the coupling strength, Wi j does not cause visible changes in
steady-state values of R if all other parameters are fixed. This
implies that R is unable to describe the synchronization behav-
ior by changing the characteristics of the transmission lines. It
can also be seen that increasing the heterogeneity of the mo-
ment of inertia, Mi, decreases the value of the order parameter,
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as expected.

FIG. 4. Kuramoto order parameter, R for phase disordered (left) and
for phase ordered initial conditions (right) at λ = 0.5. Scenarios 4,
8, and 12 are not displayed due to very low synchronization. Filled
symbols: unordered initial conditions, empty ones ordered ordered
initial conditions. The blue circle denotes Scenario 1, light blue
squares 2, orange plus 3, light orange triangle up 5, green X 6, light
green triangle right 7, red triangle left 9, light red diamond 10, pur-
ple thin diamond is 11. The same markers and styling apply to Figs.5
and 6.

C. The Ω order parameter transient

Fig. 5 shows the evolution of the order parameter Ω. Sim-
ilarly to the results of R, the scenarios form three distinct
curves. However, the order of these curves is the opposite
of the Kuramoto order parameter. Scenarios 1, 5, and 9 ex-
hibit the lowest results (∆Ω ≈ 6 for phase disordered initial
conditions), followed by 2, 6, and 10 (∆Ω ≈ 40), and by 3, 7,
and 11 (∆Ω ≈ 5000). These results again imply that chang-
ing the coupling strengths, Wi j does not affect the steady-state
values of Ω too much if all other parameters are fixed, thus
heterogeneity in the edge behavior seems to be irrelevant.

FIG. 5. Evolution of frequency spread Ω for phase disordered (left)
and for phase ordered initial conditions (right) for λ = 0.5. Scenar-
ios 4, 8, and 12 are not displayed due to very low synchronization.
Symbols are the same as in Fig. 4.

D. The new order parameter Runi

Fig. 6 shows the evolution of Runi from disordered (left)
and from ordered (right) initial conditions. This time all nine
curves are separated, thus it is validated that Runi is able to
capture different heterogeneity of the model. Similarly to the

other order parameters, the highest synchronization is shown
by the completely homogeneous model, Scenario 1. How-
ever, the results of the other scenarios are significantly dif-
ferent than before. In general, unique nodal behavior mod-
eled through Li and Mi decreases synchronization, which is
an important advantage compared to the use of R, shown in
SectionIII B.

When comparing the scenarios, an interesting behavior
can be observed. If only the heterogeneity of the coupling
strength, Wi j is increased, better synchronization is found in
the case of the scenarios, where the values of Wi j are calcu-
lated from admittances (Scenarios 9, 10, 11) as compared to
the ones, where actual thermal capacity was considered (5, 6,
7). If we compare curves with the same coupling strength,
it is seen that the benchmark of literature, namely assuming
the moment of inertia of a large power plant at each node,
is a significant factor in reaching high synchronization. (E.g.
(Runi ≈ 0.9 for Scenario 1 and ≈ 0.8 for Scenario 2.) How-
ever such models are demonstrably overly optimistic, espe-
cially with the increase of non-synchronous generation in the
mix39. As Runi is able to capture the different nodal behaviors
and also shows their dependency on the coupling strength, its
use over R should be favored, especially when using the Ku-
ramoto model for grid case studies.

FIG. 6. Evolution of Runi for phase disordered (left) and for phase
ordered initial conditions (right) at λ = 0.5. Scenarios 4, 8, and 12
are not displayed due to very low synchronization. Symbols are the
same as in Fig. 4.

E. Frequency distributions

Testing the predictive power of the Kuramoto-based mod-
eling is a great challenge and has not been done on the quan-
titative level on realistic power-grids, according to our knowl-
edge. Here we show node frequency results obtained by dif-
ferent levels of parameter approximations. We calculated the
PDF-s at nodes obtained in the steady state form samples at
the last 10 time steps and from thousands of independent real-
izations, which differ in the input/output power by the addition
of the small quenched fluctuation values as shown in Eq.(3).
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FIG. 7. Local frequency fluctuation distributions with respect to
Ωi, obtained for Scenario 9, corresponding to Békéscsaba substa-
tion for λ = 0.5 with different numerical fits. The best fit is obtained
with the Student’s t-distribution. The q-Gaussian provides q ≃ 1.61,
close to the measurements. This particular node was chosen, be-
cause real data was fitted for the same substation in one of our previ-
ous works20. Similar distribution results were obtained for the other
substations (e.g. Detk, Győr) as well. The inset shows the typical
multi-peak behavior in the case of λ ̸= λc at the same node, in the
present case, for λ = 0.6.

These calculations were done for each scenario and for each
λ . We tried to fit the PDF-s with the 8 most popular distribu-
tions: Gaussian, exponential, Student’s t, log-normal, Pareto,
double Weibull, generalized extreme value, and beta, from the
Python distfit package as well as by the q-Gaussian functions
as this distribution was commonly fitted well other HV stud-
ies of AC electrical data20,40. Agreement with the q-Gaussian
is remarkably good for lower λ values, see Fig 7 in case of
Scenario 9.

For λ > λc we found multi-peak behavior as displayed on
the inset of Fig. 7 even though the width of the frequency
spread decreases by increasing λ . Multi-peak frequency be-
havior is very common in the European power grid, especially
in islands, like Great Britain, Ireland, and Mallorca.41,42. A
numerical analysis based on the extension of the swing equa-
tions with a time-dependent damping factor could reproduce
such global frequency fluctuations, suggesting that the system
is wandering around the nominal 50Hz peak42.

Our swing equation solutions on the full Hungarian power-
grid network suggest that even with constant parameters
multi-peak frequency behavior can emerge when we overload
the system with global power transmission above the synchro-
nization point λc. Thus, beyond temporally different behavior
we can also find sub-peaks on static power grids, due to the
network heterogeneity. Note, that in our previous large-scale
simulations, we showed different synchronization behaviors
at fixed control parameters in different communities of Eu-
rope20,43. This may hint at the dangers in power grids with
multi-peaks being out of optimal operation control even if the
frequency spread is narrow.

For scenarios other than 9 fat-tailed distributions were also

obtained. As they are very numerous publication of them will
be published elsewhere.

IV. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

As it was shown in the comparative analysis of Section
III, the use of Runi, proposed by Ref.26 is encouraged to dis-
play the differences of heterogeneous power grid models. We
found that in contrast to R and Ω, this order parameter is able
to capture the difference of the coupling strength, showing
higher synchronization values when Wi j is calculated based on
the admittances of power lines. We also found that decreas-
ing inertia of the system is more distinctly presented across
the different scenarios. This feature of Runi is especially ad-
vantageous for case studies, as the benchmark models of the
literature tend to overestimate the amount of inertia in the sys-
tem.

Considering the modeling depth, we found that completely
heterogeneous models with unique nodal behavior based on
SCADA measurements show very low synchronization and
thus seem to be inappropriate for Kuramoto models. The un-
derlying reasons could be (i) the ignorance of power losses
and (ii) the ignorance of reactive power. To bridge these gaps,
a promising approach was presented in Refs28,38, where the
voltage magnitudes are incorporated in the Kuramoto model.

We provided local frequency results for the whole Hun-
garian power-grids, agreeing quite well with empirical mea-
surements20. The calculated PDF-s of ∆Ω, with respect to
the nominal 50 Hz exhibit similar width and shapes as those
recorded and published in20. For λ -s, which drive the system
above the synchronization point earlier we observed commu-
nity dependent synchronization20,43.These are related to the
frequency multi-peaks of static models we report now. This
means, that they occur not only in systems with time de-
pendent parameters, but spatial heterogeneity can also induce
them and warn for over-driven power grids, in the sense that
they are away from the optimal SOC behavior.
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