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Optimal Steady-State Secondary Control of
MT-HVdc Grids with Reduced Communications

Babak Abdolmaleki and Gilbert Bergna-Diaz

Abstract—In this paper, we propose a centralized secondary
control for the real-time steady-state optimization of multi-terminal
HVdc grids under voltage and current limits. First, we present the
dynamic models of the grid components, including the modular
multilevel converter (MMC) stations and their different control
layers. We also derive the quasi-static input-output model of the
system, which is suitable for the steady-state control design. Second,
we formulate a general optimization problem using this quasi-static
model and find the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker optimality conditions of its
solutions. Third, we propose a secondary control based on primal-
dual dynamics to adjust the voltage setpoints of the dispatchable
MMCs, with which the system asymptotically converges to a steady
state that satisfies these optimality conditions. Fourth, we provide
a communication triggering mechanism to reduce the communi-
cation traffic between the secondary control unit and the MMC
stations. Finally, we verify our proposal for different case studies
by adapting it to an offshore multi-terminal HVdc grid composed of
heterogeneous MMC stations simulated in the MATLAB/Simulink
environment. The problems of proportional current minimization
and loss reduction are two special case studies.

Index Terms—HVdc grid, optimization, voltage control.

I. INTRODUCTION

A. Background and Motivation

MULTI-TERMINAL (MT) dc grids are getting increasingly
more applications in modern power systems ranging from

low-voltage microgrids to inter-area high-voltage dc (HVdc)
grids. They are, for instance, important infrastructures for integra-
tion of offshore wind power into the European energy systems [1],
[2]. Multi-purpose MT-HVdc grids are also emerging as viable
solutions to interconnect several markets and offshore power
generation and consumption hubs (e.g., oil and gas platforms,
electrolyzers, etc.) [2].

In a MT-HVdc grid, each terminal is connected to a converter
station, commonly based on a Modular Multilevel Converter
(MMC) [3]. Depending on their system-level functionality, the
MMC stations can be governed by different lower and upper
level control loops [4]–[6]. They can be categorized into dc grid-
forming (dc-GFM) and dc grid-following (dc-GFL) stations [5],
[6]. A set of dc-GFM stations are in charge of shaping (forming)
the HVdc grid voltage profile while the dc-GFL MMCs are tasked
with delivering power to/from the ac side. It should be noted that
both the dc-GFM and dc-GFL stations can also operate in ac
grid-forming (ac-GFM) mode and participate in forming of the
ac side voltage and frequency, see, e.g., [5], [6].

It is well known that, in steady state, dc grids can be rep-
resented by a resistive network where the distribution of the
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branch currents depends on the node voltage differences [7]–
[11]. This means that the voltage setpoint of dc-GFM stations
can be adjusted to achieve a desired load (current or power)
flow in MT-HVdc grids. Some practical examples of optimization
problems in this regard are economic dispatch and proportional
load minimization for dc-GFM stations, as well as grid voltage
profile improvement and loss reduction.

Indeed, a simple control solution to adjust the voltage setpoint
of the dc-GFM stations is the well-known droop control [8], [9].
With an optimal design and selection of its parameters, droop
control can provide the desired load flow in dc grids for a
nominal model under a generation-consumption scenario – see
for example the work in [10]–[12]. However, in a MT-HVdc grid
with high uncertainty in generation, consumption, and constraints,
even a well-designed droop controller may not provide optimality
for all scenarios. This problem, together with the possibility
that the grid operator may require different optimization objec-
tives over different time periods, necessitates real-time voltage
adjustments based on more than just local information. Under
the hierarchical control policy in HVdc grids, this lies in the
secondary and tertiary control levels, which generally operate on
a longer (slower) processing timescale than the lower levels [4],
[13]. The secondary controller is responsible for restoring the
operating conditions to pre-disturbance levels by, e.g., updating
the voltage setpoints of the dc-GFM stations to follow a power
or current setpoint given by the tertiary control. The tertiary
controller, typically based on optimal power flow, generates the
optimal setpoints for the secondary controller [13]. The objective
of this paper is to design a secondary controller for dc-GFM
stations that directly adjusts their voltage setpoints to provide
optimal steady-state operation of MT-HVdc grids in real time.

B. Literature Review and Research Gaps

Optimal steady-state operation of MT-HVdc grids has been
studied in many papers, and various techniques have been pro-
posed to achieve different useful objectives. In some works,
generally speaking, an offline optimization, repeatedly solved
over long periods of time, is used to update the local primary
controllers of the converter stations. For example, in [14], a sec-
ondary voltage control is proposed for network loss minimization.
In this method, an offline optimization problem is solved and its
solutions are sent to the converter stations. In [15], a centralized
model predictive secondary control is proposed for converter
stations to follow their given power references subject to tight
regulation of the average voltage and the operational limits. In
[16], a model predictive secondary control is proposed to support
the droop controller. The control objectives considered in this
work are voltage and power tracking. A generalized droop control
is proposed in [17] to improve the functionality of the converters,
especially in case of failure of one station, by better distributing
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the load among the remaining stations. In this method, the
grid operator performs an offline constrained optimization and
computes the droop gain matrix accordingly. A somewhat similar
approach, but with an adaptive local droop controller, is proposed
in [18], where stability constraints are also taken into account. In
[19], an adaptive droop control is proposed whose parameters
are optimally selected based on the available headroom and
voltage containment reserve of the converter stations. In [20],
[21], some secondary controllers are proposed for load sharing,
voltage regulation, and loss minimization. In these works, an
offline optimization problem is solved and used to adjust the
power or voltage references. A cost-based adaptive droop control
is proposed in [22], where an area cost minimization problem is
solved every five minutes and the droop parameters are updated
accordingly. In [23], a secondary control is proposed that provides
average voltage regulation and loss minimization by repeatedly
solving an offline optimization problem and updating the primary
controllers. A somewhat similar secondary control is proposed in
[24] for loss minimization and load sharing in dc grids.

In another line of research, innovative dynamic controllers,
usually based on consensus algorithms and multi-agent systems,
are proposed to achieve some specific control objectives. In [25],
a cooperative control is proposed for frequency support and power
sharing among the converters, where the dc voltage control is not
studied. In [26], a distributed secondary control is proposed to
provide accurate load sharing among the converters. To provide
load sharing and voltage regulation, a secondary control is
proposed in [27], where three different loops are designed to
provide frequency support, power sharing, and voltage regulation
by adjusting the voltage setpoints of the stations. A secondary
control is proposed in [28], which realizes an adjustable trade-
off between load sharing and voltage regulation objectives. In
[29], a distributed adaptive control based on a dynamic consensus
algorithm is proposed for power sharing among the converters. In
[30], [31], some distributed controllers are proposed to achieve
proportional power sharing and average voltage regulation.

The methods in [14]–[24] are all based on offline decision
making. In principle, they are feedforward control and optimiza-
tion methods, which are not robust to unknown disturbances and
model uncertainties. Unlike the work in [14]–[24], the methods
in [25]–[31] are online feedback controllers. However, despite
their robust performance, they may not control the system to the
best steady state for which they were designed, especially when
operating constraints are considered. To address this problem,
which is common to many engineering disciplines, there has
been a recent tendency to incorporate the relevant constrained
optimization algorithms into the feedback control loops in a
systematic way [32]–[37]. In this approach, the feedback control
laws steer the system towards an optimal and admissible steady
state in real time, while preserving some robustness guarantees.
This core idea has gained attention in various disciplines such
as process control [32], power systems [33]–[35], and control
systems [36], [37], where it is generally known as Real-Time
Optimization (RTO) or Online Feedback Optimization (OFO). In
this study, we apply this idea to MMC-based MT-HVdc grids and
provide a framework to bridge the gaps in the reviewed literature.

C. Contributions

In this paper, we propose a feedback control technique based
on partial model information and for a general constrained opti-
mization problem, resulting in an optimal steady-state secondary
voltage control. The following contributions are made in this
paper.
• We consider a MT-HVdc grid interconnecting several areas

and offshore production-consumption hubs. We first present the
dynamic model of the grid components, including transmission
lines and MMC stations based on dc-GFM and ac-GFM
technologies. We then derive the linearized quasi-static input-
output relationship of the system, which is suitable for the
steady-state control design.

• We formulate a feedback-based optimization problem and
find the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) optimality conditions
of its solution. We then propose a feedback controller that
asymptotically steers the system to a steady state where these
conditions are satisfied. The proposed technique is a secondary
controller for the dc-GFM stations and is based on partial
model information, i.e., it requires only the sensitivity matrix
in the quasi-static model. We construct this matrix using the
network conductance matrix and the measurements from the
ac-GFM stations.

• In order to reduce the communication traffic between the
control center and the MMC stations, we also offer a com-
munication triggering mechanism based on the event-triggered
control technique [38].

• We demonstrate the effectiveness of our proposal by perform-
ing a Lyapunov stability analysis and MATLAB-based numeri-
cal simulations for different generation-consumption scenarios
and optimization objective functions, including proportional
current minimization and loss reduction.
The rest of this paper is structured as follows. In Section II,

we present the dynamic and quasi-static system models, which
are suitable for time-domain simulations and secondary control
design, respectively. In Section III, we formulate the optimization
problem and find the optimality conditions of its solutions. We
present our controller in Section IV, where the stability analysis
and the communication reduction mechanism are also presented.
In Section V, we present the simulation results for different case
studies. Finally, Section VI concludes the paper.

II. DYNAMIC AND QUASI-STATIC SYSTEM MODELLING

In this section, we introduce the system modeling used in
our study. First, we present the dynamic models used in the
simulations, and then we derive the quasi-static system model
suitable for secondary control design and study.

A. System Dynamic Model

In a dc grid, depending on the application, voltage level, grid
topology, and vendor-specific technology in use, different con-
verters with different low-level inner control loops may coexist.
In our case studies, we consider a MT-HVdc grid based on
MMCs – see Fig. 1. In the following, we present the dynamics
of the dc transmission lines as well as the dynamic models of
the MMC stations and the standard cascaded control loops we
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Fig. 1. The test MT-HVdc grid based on MMC.
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Fig. 2. Cable model for dc transmission lines.

used to control them. However, our design and analysis can be
applied to other types of converters and controllers, depending
on the application, technology, and setting of interest.

1) Transmission Line Dynamics: We make use of the fifth-
order cable model for each transmission line between the MMC
stations in Fig. 1. This model, shown in Fig. 2, captures the
system level dynamic behavior of the transmission lines with an
acceptable accuracy [39].

2) MMC Dynamics: In [40], [41], under the compensated
modulation strategy, an energy-based simplified macroscopic
representation of the MMC is developed which maintains the
accuracy of the converter dynamic behavior between its ac and
dc terminals. As shown in Fig. 3, in this model the dc and ac sides
of the MMC are coupled through the dynamics of zero sequence
energy sum WΣz . The parameters, Rarm and Larm are the MMC
arm resistance and inductance, while Req = 1

2Rarm + Rf and
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Fig. 3. System-level dynamic model of an MMC [41] and its control system.
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Leq = 1
2Larm + Lf are its equivalent output resistance and

inductance on the ac side, with Rf and Lf the actual ac-
side resistance and inductance, respectively. The capacitors Cdc

and Cac represent the total capacitors at the points of coupling
to the dc and ac grids, including the line capacitors and the
dedicated physical capacitors, if applicable. The dc input u∗cz is
the zero-sequence component of the leg voltage, which drives
the MMC circulating current with the zero-sequence component
Icz . The ac input E∗

v is the three-phase voltage at the MMC
terminal, which drives the ac current Iv . The zero-sequence
energy dynamics, couples the dynamics of the ac and dc sides,
where P ∗

dc = 6u∗czIcz and P ∗
ac = E∗

v ·Iv (dot-product of the three-
phase signals). The MMC station absorbs the power Pac = Vac·Iv
from the ac side and injects the power Pdc = 3VdcIcz to the dc
side. In our simulations, we make use of this model, which is
shown to be efficient, albeit accurate, for power system-oriented
studies and simulations [41].

3) MMC Control System: Fig. 3 shows the standard hierar-
chical control structure of the MMC stations. The dc and ac
inputs u∗cz and E∗

v are generated by the circulating and ac current
controllers, respectively. As depicted in Fig. 4, these control
loops synthesize the feedback measurements in a synchronous
(dq) reference frame that rotates with the speed of θ̇, and they
are designed based on the standard proportional-integral (PI)
controllers [5], [6], [42]. As shown in Fig. 3, the current setpoints
and the rotating angle are generated by either the ac grid-forming
(ac-GFM) controller in Fig. 5 or the dc grid-forming (dc-GFM)
controller in Fig. 6, depending on the system-level functionality
of the MMC station. In the MT-HVdc grid shown in Fig. 1, the
MMCs connected to the areas are governed by dc-GFM technique
while the offshore MMC stations operate in ac-GFM mode. The
main difference between the two technologies is that, from a dc
grid perspective, the dc-GFM stations are dispatchable and they
can be used to control the voltage profile of the HVdc grid, while
the ac-GFM stations are constant power sources or loads with
grid-dictated dc voltages.

B. Quasi-Static Input-Output Model of MT-HVdc Grid
In this section, we derive a quasi-static model of the grid that is

suitable for steady-state optimization of the system and secondary
control design. Assuming that the capacitors in Fig. 2 are open
and the inductors are short-circuited, we can write the dc network
current flow equations as [7]–[11]

Idci = GiVdci +
∑

j
(1/Rij)(Vdci − Vdcj), ∀i, (1a)
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where Gi is the total parallel conductance of all the cables
connected to the station i and Rij is the total cable resistance
between stations i and j. Let N and M, with the cardinalities n
and m, denote the sets of dc-GFM and ac-GFM MMC stations,
respectively. If the system and the mentioned controllers are
properly designed, in steady state the MMCs achieve

Vdci = Vnom + ui, yi = Idci, ∀i ∈ N , (1b)
Idci = Pdci/Vdci, ∀i ∈ M, (1c)

where (ui, yi) is the secondary control input-output pair of the
ith dc-GFM MMC, with ui to be designed later. For simplicity,
we can linearize the equation (1c) about V̄dci as

Idci = −GPiVdci + Īdci, ∀i ∈ M, (2)

where GPi = Pdci/V̄
2
dci and Īdci = 2Pdci/V̄dci. Fig. 7 shows the

circuit diagram of the quasi-static model in (1) and linearization
of the ac-GFM MMCs.
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+
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≈
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ĪdcjGPj
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−

Vdcj

Idcj

Fig. 7. Circuit diagram of the MT-HVdc grid quasi-static model (1)-(2).

For dc-GFM MMCs, let us now define the vectors u =
col(u1, . . . , un), y = col(y1, . . . , yn) and 1n = col(1, . . . , 1). We
also define the matrix GP = diag(GP1, . . . , GPm) and the vec-
tors IM = col(Īdc1, . . . , Īdcm) and VM = col(Vdc1, . . . , Vdcm)
for the ac-GFM MMCs. With this, we can compactly write (1a),
(1b) and (2) as[

y
IM

]
=

[
GN GNM
GMN GM +GP

] [
Vnom1n + u

VM

]
, (3)

where GN , GNM, GMN , are GM blocks of the network
conductance matrix, obtained from the current flow equations
(1a). One can now apply Kron reduction [43] and derive the
reduced quasi-static input-output map

y = Gredu+ w, (4)

where w = VnomGred1n + Gred
NMIM with the reduced matrices

Gred
NM = GNM(GP + GM)† and Gred = GN − Gred

NMGMN ;
the superscript † stands for the Moore–Penrose inverse. In the
next section, we use this model to design a secondary control for
real-time steady-state optimization of the MT-HVdc grid.

III. PROBLEM STATEMENT AND OPTIMALITY CONDITIONS

In the previous section, we developed the linear quasi-static
input-output model (4), where the input and output correspond
to the dc current and voltage setpoints as Idci ≡ yi and V set

dci ≡
Vnom+ui, respectively. In this section, we use that model to state
the problem and find conditions for optimality of its solution.
Consider the optimization problem

min
u

f(u, y), (5a)

subject to


y = Gredu+ w

Imin
dci ≤ yi ≤ Imax

dci

V min
dci ≤ Vnom + ui ≤ V max

dci

∀i ∈ N , (5b)

where f is a user-defined convex cost function, and where
(5b) shows the equality and inequality constraints on the inputs
and outputs. The above cost function is very general and can
be defined to solve many problems such as transmission loss
reduction, economic dispatch, proportional current minimization
for the dispatchable MMCs, voltage regulation, etc., as we will
show in our simulation case studies. Setting y = Gredu+w into
f(u, y), one obtains g(u) = f(u,Gredu+ w) and can formulate
the equivalent problem

min
u

g(u), (6a)

subject to

{
Imin
dc ≤ Gredu+ w ≤ Imax

dc

V min
dc ≤ Vnom1n + u ≤ V max

dc

(6b)

where the lower and upper bounds are now in vector form.
Solving (6) using the available solvers is computationally efficient
and can be done repeatedly in real time. However, it requires
knowledge of both Gred and w, which may be subject to model
uncertainties and unknown disturbances. This leads to a model
mismatch that can degrade the optimal operation of the system
and even prevent its safe operation by violating the constraints. In
this paper, however, instead of repeatedly solving an optimization
problem for different Gred and w, we take advantage of the
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output feedback y and propose an online feedback controller that
drives the system to the optimal steady state while increasing
the robustness guarantees and respecting the operational limits.
To this aim, we need to characterize the optimal steady state
of the system and then incorporate an optimization algorithm
into the feedback controller. We first find the sufficient and
necessary conditions for optimality and then design a controller
that establishes these conditions.

Using the dual variables λmax = col(λmax
1 , · · · , λmax

n ), λmin =
col(λmin

1 , · · · , λmin
n ), ζmax = col(ζmax

1 , · · · , ζmax
n ) and ζmin =

col(ζmin
1 , · · · , ζmin

n ), we now for (6) define the Lagrangian

L(X ) = g(u) + ζ⊤max(Gredu+ w − Imax
dc )

+ ζ⊤min(I
min
dc −Gredu− w)

+ λ⊤max(Vnom1n + u− V max
dc )

+ λ⊤min(V
min
dc − Vnom1n − u), (7)

where X = col(u, ζmax, ζmin, λmax, λmin). Assume that the
Slater’s conditions are satisfied for the problem in hand, e.g., it is
a quadratic minimization problem with linear constraints. Then,
the KKT conditions are necessary and sufficient for optimality.
In other words, the above variables are optimal, if and only if
they satisfy the KKT conditions [44, Ch. 5.5]

0n =
[
In G⊤

red

]
∇f(u, y)

+G⊤
red(ζmax − ζmin) + (λmax − λmin), (8a)

0 = λmax
i (Vnom + ui − V max

dci ), ∀i ∈ N , (8b)
0 = λmin

i (V min
dci − Vnom − ui), ∀i ∈ N , (8c)

0 = ζmax
i (yi − Imax

dci ), ∀i ∈ N , (8d)
0 = ζmin

i (Imin
dci − yi), ∀i ∈ N , (8e)

0 ≤ λmax
i , 0 ≤ λmin

i , 0 ≤ ζmax
i , 0 ≤ ζmin

i , ∀i ∈ N , (8f)
V min
dci ≤ Vnom + ui ≤ V max

dci , ∀i ∈ N , (8g)
Imin
dci ≤ yi ≤ Imax

dci , ∀i ∈ N , (8h)

where ∇f(u, y) is the gradient of f(u, y) and 0n = col(0, . . . , 0).
In the above equations we used y = Gredu + w and ∇g(u) =[
In G⊤

red

]
∇f(u, y). In the next section, we propose a controller

based on primal-dual dynamics [45] such that this set of opti-
mality conditions is an attractive steady state of the closed-loop
system.

Remark 1. In (5), we considered the specific inequality con-
straints of input-output limits. However, one may consider the
general constraint of Aconstu ≤ bconst without having to make
significant changes in our upcoming formulations. An example of
such a consideration is line current limits.

IV. PROPOSED CENTRAL SECONDARY CONTROL

We are now ready to introduce our secondary controller.
We first present the controller which is based on the primal-
dual dynamics. Then, we study the stability of the closed-
loop system and show that under the proposed controller, the
system asymptotically converges to a steady state where the
KKT conditions (8) are satisfied. We also offer a communication-
triggering mechanism to reduce communication traffic between
the central secondary controller the MMC stations.
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Fig. 8. Schematic diagram of the proposed secondary controller based on primal-
dual dynamics in (9), in vector form.

A. Optimal Steady-State Control with Primal-Dual Dynamics

Given the characterization of the optimal solutions in (8), it
is natural to use the primal-dual dynamics to find them [45].
Accordingly, we propose the secondary controller

u = xp, (9a)
ẋp = −Kp

[
In K⊤

G

]
∇f(xp, uy)

−KpK
⊤
G (ζmax − ζmin)−Kp(λmax − λmin), (9b)

ζ̇max = KI
dΨ

(
uy − Imax

dc , ζmax

)
, (9c)

ζ̇min = KI
dΨ

(
Imin
dc − uy, ζmin

)
, (9d)

λ̇max = KV
d Ψ

(
Vnom1n + xp − V max

dc , λmax

)
, (9e)

λ̇min = KV
d Ψ

(
V min
dc − Vnom1n − xp, λmin

)
, (9f)

uy = y, (9g)

where the diagonal matrices Kp,K
I
d ,K

V
d ≻ 0 are tunable and

for any a = col(a1, · · · , an) and b = col(b1, · · · , bn), the vector
function Ψ : R2n 7→ Rn is defined as

Ψ(a, b) = col
(
ψ(a1, b1), . . . , ψ(an, bn)

)
, (10a)

where ψ(ai, bi) =

{
ai if bi > 0

max{0, ai} if bi ≤ 0
∀i ∈ N . (10b)

The matrix KG is an online construction of Gred which is
algebraically obtained by using the Moore-Penrose inverse as

KG = GN −GNM(GM + UG)
†GMN , (11a)

UG = GP . (11b)

where UG = diag(uG1, . . . , uGm) = diag(GP1, . . . , GPm) ∈
Rm×m is a diagonal input matrix of the conductances in (2)
received from the ac-GFM stations. Setting ẋp = ζ̇max =
ζ̇min = λ̇max = λ̇min = 0n, one can establish that under this
controller, the system achieves a steady state where the KKT
conditions (8) are satisfied; i.e., the controller acts as an online
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feedback optimizer that steers the operation of the system towards
optimality in real-time. Fig. 8 shows a schematic diagram of
the controller which exchanges information with the underlying
subsystems shown in Fig. 5 and Fig. 6.

B. Convergence and Stability Analysis

The closed-loop system consists of (4) and (9) and we analyze
the stability of its steady state. We first make the system stability
statement and then use the convergence analysis of primal-dual
dynamics in [45, Sec. 4] to prove it. The following theorem states
the stability for the closed-loop system.

Theorem 1. If the problem (6) is convex, then under the primal-
dual dynamics (9)-(11), the system (4) asymptotically converges
to a steady state that is the optimal solution of (6).

Proof. Considering xd = blkcol(ζmax, ζmin, λmax, λmin), let us
define the new Lagrangian function

Lnew(xp, xd) = −L(xp, ζmax, ζmin, λmax, λmin), (12)

where L(·) is given in (7). The Lagrangian L(X ) in (7)
is convex in xp and linear in the dual variables xd =
blkcol(ζmax, ζmin, λmax, λmin). Thus, the new Lagrangian Lnew

is concave in xp and convex in xd. We can also write (9)-(11) in
the stacked form

ẋp = Kp∇xp
Lnew(xp, xd), (13a)

ẋd = KdΠ
(
−∇xd

Lnew(xp, xd), xd
)
, (13b)

where Kd = blkdiag(KI
d ,K

I
d ,K

V
d ,K

V
d ) and where for any

a = col(a1, · · · , a4n) and b = col(b1, · · · , b4n) the function
Π : R8n 7→ R4n is defined as

Π(a, b) = col
(
ψ(a1, b1), . . . , ψ(a4n, b4n)

)
, (14)

where ψ(ai, bi) is defined in (10b). The Lagrangian (12) and the
primal-dual dynamics (13) are consistent with [45, Eqs. (3)-(6)].
Thus, with x∗p and x∗d being the optimal values and considering
the Lyapunov function

V(xp, xd) = 1
2 (xp − x∗p)

⊤K−1
p (xp − x∗p)

+ 1
2 (xd − x∗d)

⊤K−1
d (xd − x∗d),

Theorem 4.5 in [45] can be applied and its results can be
concluded; i.e., under the primal-dual dynamics (9)-(11), the set
of primal-dual solutions of the problem (6) is asymptotically
stable, and convergence of each solution is to a point. Thus,
the steady state of the closed-loop system, which is the optimal
solution to this problem, is asymptotically stable. ■

C. Reduction of Communication Traffic

The controller (9)-(11), continuously receives yi from every dc-
GFM station i ∈ N and GPi from every ac-GFM station i ∈ M
and it forwards the elements of the vector xp to the dc-GFM
MMCs continuously. Implementing this feedback system requires
high-frequency sampled communications between the central
secondary controller and the MMCs, which may be redundant
and not necessary. This is particularly true in steady state where
the signals do not change significantly. In this subsection, we

propose a mechanism to reduce communication traffic and avoid
redundant data transmissions.

In place of the continuously-varying signals y, xp, and GP

in (9a), (9g), and (11b), we use the piece-wise constant sig-
nals ŷ = col(ŷ1, . . . , ŷn), x̂p = col(x̂p1, . . . , x̂

p
n), and ĜP =

diag(ĜP1, . . . , ĜPn) and modify these inputs as

uy = ŷ and u = x̂p and UG = ĜP , (15)

where the elements of ŷ, x̂p, and ĜP are some piece-wise
constant signals in time t that are composed of the latest sampled
values of yi(t), x

p
i (t), and GPi(t) as defined by

ŷi(t) = yi(t
yi

l ), ∀t ∈ [tyi

l , t
yi

l+1), (16a)
x̂pi (t) = xpi (t

xi
c ), ∀t ∈ [txi

c , t
xi
c+1), (16b)

ĜPi(t) = GPi(t
Gi

k ), ∀t ∈ [tGi

k , tGi

k+1), (16c)

and tyi

0 , txi
0 , and tGi

0 are the first sampling (communication)
instants at the activation time of the controller. Equation (16a)
shows that the communicated signal ŷi is held constant between
every consecutive sampling instants tyi

l and tyi

l+1. Similarly, (16b)
(resp. (16c)) shows that the signal x̂pi (resp. ĜPi) is held constant
between every consecutive sampling instants txi

c and txi
c+1 (resp.

tGi

k and tGi

k+1). Let inf(·) denote the infimum and ∨ the logical
or. The next sampling instants tyi

l+1, txi
c+1, and tGi

k+1 are then
determined by

tyi

l+1 = inf{t > tyi

l + Tmin | Cy
σ ∨ Cy

T }, (17a)
txi
c+1 = inf{t > txi

c + Tmin | Cx
σ ∨ Cx

T }, (17b)

tGi

k+1 = inf{t > tGi

k + Tmin | CG
σ ∨ CG

T }, (17c)

where Cy
σ , Cy

T , Cx
σ , Cx

T , CG
σ , CG

T are the triggering conditions

Cy
σ : |yi(t)−yi(tyi

l )| > σy, Cy
T : t− tyi

l > Tmax,

Cx
σ : |xpi (t)−xpi (txi

c )| > σx, Cx
T : t− txi

c > Tmax,

CG
σ : |GPi(t)−GPi(t

Gi

k )| > σG, CG
T : t− tGi

k > Tmax.

Equation (17a) means that, for each time interval, the next
sampling instant tyi

l+1 is at least Tmin and at most Tmax seconds
later than the previous instant tyi

l , and it may be when the signal
yi(t) deviates so much from its latest sampled value yi(tIil ) that
the error |yi(t) − yi(t

yi

l )| violates the threshold σy . In fact, the
inter-sampling time intervals take a value, depending on the error
|yi(t) − yi(t

yi

l )|, between the lower bound Tmin and the upper
bound Tmax, i.e., tyi

l+1 − tyi

l ∈ [Tmin, Tmax]. A similar argument
can be made for equations (17b)-(17c) and therefore txi

c+1− txi
c ∈

[Tmin, Tmax] and tGi

k+1 − tGi

k ∈ [Tmin, Tmax]. The entire scheme
is shown in Fig 9 while Algorithms 1-3 describe the proposed
central and local sampling mechanisms. It should be noted that,
in these algorithms, we also use the following piece-wise constant
time signals as decision variables.

t̂yi (t) = tyi

l , ∀t ∈ [tyi

l , t
yi

l+1), (18a)

t̂xi (t) = txi
c , ∀t ∈ [txi

c , t
xi
c+1), (18b)

t̂Gi (t) = tGi

k , ∀t ∈ [tGi

k , tGi

k+1). (18c)
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Secondary Control (Fig. 8)

[xpi ]

ui

Data

Data

[yi]

uyi

dc-GFM MMC i (Fig. 6)
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(uy, u, UG) = (y, xp, GP )

Reduced Discrete Communications
(uy, u, UG) = (ŷ, x̂p, ĜP )

ac-GFM MMC i (Fig. 5)
GPi

Local Algorithm 2
[ĜPi]uGi Data

Secondary Control (Fig. 8)
xpi

Central Algorithm 3

[x̂pi ]

ui

Data [ŷi]

uyi

Local Algorithm 1
yi

dc-GFM MMC i (Fig. 6)

Fig. 9. Continuous vs. reduced discrete data communications based on the see
Algorithms 1-3 for the sampled communication details.

Algorithm 1 Sampling at the ith dc-GFM station.
initialization:

1: Define the memory states ŷi and t̂yi
▷ The first sampling instant

2: Sample: ŷi ← yi and t̂yi ← t
3: Store the samples ŷi and t̂yi and hold them constant
4: Send ŷi to the central supervisory controller
5: while supervisory control is active do
6: Compute eyi = ŷi − yi and ∆tyi = t− t̂yi
7: if {∆tyi ≥ Tmin} and {|eyi | > σy or ∆tyi > Tmax} . ..... then

▷ Sampling instant
8: Do lines 2 to 4 of the algorithm
9: end if

10: end while

Algorithm 2 Sampling at the ith ac-GFM station.
initialization:

1: Define the memory states ĜPi and t̂Gi
▷ The first sampling instant

2: Sample: ĜPi ← GPi and t̂Gi ← t
3: Store the samples ĜPi and t̂Gi and hold them constant
4: Send ĜPi to the central supervisory controller
5: while supervisory control is active do
6: Compute eGi = ĜPi −GPi and ∆tGi = t− t̂Gi
7: if {∆tGi ≥ Tmin} and {|eGi | > σGor∆tGi > Tmax} . ..... then

▷ Sampling instant
8: Do lines 2 to 4 of the algorithm
9: end if

10: end while

Algorithm 3 The central sampling.
initialization:

1: Define the memory states x̂p
i and t̂xi for all i = 1, · · · , n

2: for all i do ▷ The first sampling instant
3: Sample: x̂p

i ← xp
i and t̂xi ← t

4: Store the samples x̂p
i and t̂xi and hold them constant

5: Send x̂p
i to the ith station

6: end for
7: while supervisory control is active for all i do
8: Compute exi = x̂p

i − xp
i and ∆txi = t− t̂xi

9: if {∆txi ≥ Tmin} and {|exi | > σxor∆txi > Tmax} then
▷ Sampling instant

10: Do lines 3 to 5 of the algorithm
11: end if
12: end for
13: end while

TABLE I
ELECTRICAL PARAMETERS OF THE SYSTEM

Area dc-GFM MMC Stations
Station # 1 2 3 4 5 6

S⋆ [MVA] 2000 1500 750 500 300 1000
Cac [µF] 5.76 4.32 2.16 1.44 0.864 2.88
Lf [H] 0.09 0.08 0.055 0.04 0.06 0.05
Rf [Ω] 0.3 0.25 0.3 0.27 0.25 0.28
Ceq [µF] 57.808 43.356 21.678 14.452 8.671 28.904
Larm [H] 0.029 0.032 0.035 0.02 0.03 0.025
Rarm [Ω] 0.53 0.49 0.57 0.45 0.55 0.5
Lg [H] 0.045 0.032 0.041 0.03 0.04 0.035
Rg [Ω] 0.015 0.01 0.013 0.009 0.012 0.01

Offshore ac-GFM MMC Stations
Station # 7 8 9 10 11 12
S⋆ [MVA] 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000
Cac [µF] 2.88 3.168 2.736 3.024 2.592 2.8224
Lf [H] 0.058 0.052 0.053 0.047 0.055 0.05
Rf [Ω] 0.39; 0.29 0.25 0.31 0.33 0.32
Ceq [µF] 31.794 28.904 28.037 30.349 28.62 27.748
Larm [H] 0.035 0.034 0.025 0.029 0.028 0.03
Rarm [Ω] 0.55 0.52 0.49 0.46 0.49 0.51

Transmission Line Model Parameters (Fig. 2)
r1 [Ω/km] r2 [Ω/km] r3 [Ω/km] g [µΩ−1/km]

0.1265 0.1504 0.0178 0.1015
l1 [mH/km] l2 [mH/km] l3 [mH/km] c [µF/km]

0.2644 7.2865 3.6198 0.1616

(a) 10 40 70

-0.5

0

0.5

(b) 10 40 70

-1

-0.5

0

0.5

1

Fig. 10. Setpoints of the generated reactive and active powers on the ac-side of
the offshore hub stations 7 to 12.

V. CASE STUDIES

To verify the effectiveness of the proposed controller, we apply
it to the offshore MT-HVdc grid shown in Fig. 1, simulated
in MATLAB/Simulink environment. This grid is composed of
12 MMC stations, modeled according to Fig. 3, which are
interconnected via the lines modeled by Fig. 2. The stations 1
to 6 (color coded by green) are connected to the areas 1 to 6 and
operate in the dc-GFM mode (Fig. 6) while the stations 7 to 12
(color coded by blue) integrate the offshore energy hubs into the
HVdc grid and operate in ac-GFM mode (Fig. 5). The electrical
and control parameters of different components are summarized
in Table I and Table II. It is to be noted that the areas 1 to 6,
represented by the ac-side box in Fig. 3, are modeled by ideal
3-phase voltage sources connected to the ac capacitors via RL
sections with the parameters (Lg, Rg) given in the same table.
For each offshore hub station, the ac side in Fig. 3 is modeled
by an ideal power source with user-defined active and reactive
power setpoints given in Fig. 10.

A. Case Study 1: Loss Reduction

In this subsection, we apply the proposed controller to reduce
the transmission losses of the HVdc grid. We show the system
performance under the proposed controller (9)-(11) considering
the first cost function in Table II. The gradient of this loss
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TABLE II
CONTROL PARAMETERS OF THE SYSTEM

MMC Station Control Parameters
V nom
dc = 620 [kV], V nom

ac = 313.5 [kV]RMS, fnom = 50 [Hz]

(kdqPC , kdqIC , kdcPC , kdcIC) = 1000(Leq, Req, Larm, Rarm)

kdqIV = kdcIV = 5, kdqPV = 2
√
10Cac, kdcPV =

√
25Cdc

kIW = 500, kPW = 2
√
kIW , W set

Σz = Ceq(1.25V nom
dc )2

Qset
ac = P set

ac = 0, mQ=0.05V nom
ac /S⋆, mP =0.005fnom/S⋆

(τV , τω , τG) = (1, 0.1, 0.03), kIQ = 2, kPQ = 0.005kIQ

Idc⋆ = S⋆/V nom
dc , Rd=0.05V nom

dc /Irateddc

Cost Functions and Primal-Dual Gains for Different Objectives

Loss Reduction: f(u, y) = 1
2
u⊤Puu, Pu = KG −KG16

Kp = 200I6, KI
d = 25I6, KV

d = 25I6

General Quadratic
Output Programming:

(
f(u, y) = 1

2
y⊤Pyy + q⊤y y

Py = diag(2.4, 5.7, 3, 4.2, 3.6, 4.8)(
qy = 1000× col(30, 75, 36, 54, 45, 63)

Kp = 200I6, KI
d = 10I6, KV

d = 10I6

Proportional
Current Minimization:

f(u, y) = 1000
2

y⊤Pyy(
Py = diag( 1

Idc
⋆1

, 1
Idc
⋆2

, 1
Idc
⋆3

, 1
Idc
⋆4

, 1
Idc⋆5

, 1
Idc⋆6

)

Kp = 200I6, KI
d = 10I6, KV

d = 10I6
Triggering Mechanism Parameters

Thresholds: (σy , σx, σG) = (5, 20, 0.0001)

Time Thresholds: (Tmin, Tmax) = (0.01s, 1s)

function to be used in (9) is ∇f(xp, uy) = blkcol(Puu, 06).
We considered the generation-consumption scenario of offshore
stations shown in Fig. 10 and plotted the results in Fig. 11.
Fig. 11(a)-(b) show the voltage and current responses under the
droop control, while Fig. 11(c)-(d) show the results under the
proposed controller activated at t = 10s. We can see that both
controllers maintain the voltage and current limits in steady state
– or more precisely, will converge to a steady state where the
operating limits are met – but they result in different values.
As Fig. 11(e) shows, the proposed online feedback optimization
(OFO) controller steers the system to a steady state where the grid
losses are smaller. This can be better understood from Fig. 11(f).
It can be seen that the proposed controller significantly reduces
the grid losses compared to the droop control, and that this
reduction depends on the generation-consumption condition.

B. Case Study 2: General Quadratic Output Optimization

In this subsection, we show the system performance under the
proposed controller (9)-(11) considering the second cost function
in Table II. The gradient of this function to be used in (9) is
∇f(xp, uy) = blkcol(06, Pyuy + qy). We performed the same
scenario as before and showed the results in Fig. 12. Before t =
10s, the system is controlled by the droop mechanism; we can
see that the marginal costs are not equal. According to Fig. 12(a)-
(c), after activating the controller at t = 10s, the voltages take a
new formation such that the marginal costs of stations 1, 2 and
6 become equal, while the other stations absorb their maximum
current. The new voltage formation is derived from the primal
variables (Fig. 12(d)), while the current limits of stations 3, 4, and
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Fig. 11. Simulation results for Case Study 1; voltages Vdci and current ratios
Idci/I

dc
⋆i under (a)-(b) droop control and (c)-(d) proposed secondary (OFO)

control; (e) grid loss under the two methods and (f) loss reduction under the
proposed method compared to droop control.

5 are maintained by the dual states ζmin
i (Fig. 12(e)). At t = 40s,

after Change 1, the voltages take a new formation such that the
marginal costs of the dc-GFM stations all become equal. In this
condition, i.e. for t ∈ [40s, 70s], the principle of equal marginal
costs is satisfied without violating the current limits (Fig. 12(b)
and Fig. 12(e)). We can also see that the voltages are all within the
limits thanks to the dual dynamics. In particular, from Fig. 12(a)
and Fig. 12(f), we can see that, thanks to the dual state λmin

6 ,
the voltage of the 6th station touches the minimum limit and
stays there. At t = 70s, the generation-consumption scenario
is changed (Fig. 10) and the controller reacts accordingly; the
voltages take a new shape so that stations 1, 2, 3 and 6 get
equal marginal costs, while every station respects the steady-state
operating limits.

We have also shown the energy and frequency responses of
the dc-GFM stations in Fig. 12(g)-(h), validating our simulations
and showing that the changes on the ac side of the offshore
stations are properly reflected on the ac side of the area-connected
stations. Fig. 12(i) shows the online calculation of the equivalent
conductance of the ac-GFM stations (cf. (2)) used to construct
the grid input-output sensitivity matrix of the system (cf. (11)).

C. Case Study 3: Proportional Current Minimization Under
Periodic vs. Reduced Communications

In this case, we study the application of the proposed con-
troller for proportional current minimization among the dc-GFM
stations. The third cost function in Table II with the gradient
∇f(xp, uy) = blkcol(06, Pyuy) is used in (9). We also compare
the results for both conventional periodic and the proposed event-
based data transmission mechanisms. To do this, we intercon-
nect the controller and the system with (15), make use of the
proposed scheme described in Fig. 9 and Algorithms 1-3, and
use the parameters in Table II for the triggering mechanisms
in (17). We ran the same scenario as in the previous case
studies. The results under periodic (continuous) communication
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Fig. 12. Simulation results for Case Study 2; (a) voltages Vdci, (b) current ratios Idci/I
dc
⋆i , (c) marginal costs (elements of PyIdc + qy), (d) primal states xp

i , (e)
dual states ζmin

i , (f) dual states λmin
i , (g) energy ratios WΣzi/W

set
Σzi, (h) frequencies fi =

1
2
ωi/π, and (i) ac-GFM conductances GPi.
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Fig. 13. Simulation results for Case Study 3; (a)-(b) voltages Vdci, (c)-(d) current
ratios Idci/I

dc
⋆i , and (e)-(f) ac-GFM conductances GP

i . The first column shows
the responses under constant frequency periodic communication, while the second
column shows the results under reduced aperiodic communication.

– with constant frequency of 100 Hz – are shown in the first
column in Fig. 13, while the second column shows the results
under reduced communication. According to these results, the
proposed controller can successfully minimize the station currents
proportionally. Thus, the current demand is fairly distributed
among the dc-GFM stations while respecting the operational lim-
its. Furthermore, the results show almost identical performance
under the two different communication mechanisms. However,
according to Fig. 14, under the proposed reduced (event-based)
communication mechanism, a significantly lower number of data
sampling/transmissions is required. We have plotted the number
of communications for different signals in Fig. 14. It can be seen
that the transmission of the signals ĜPi happens less frequently
compared to the signals x̂pi and ŷi; this is due to the low variations
of ĜPi compared to the other states.

VI. CONCLUSION

We have proposed a centralized secondary control for optimal
steady-state operation of MT-HVdc grids under both voltage
and current stationary limits. Towards this end, we first derived
a suitable quasi-stationary model from a general dc transmis-
sion network interconnecting dispatchable dc-GFM and non-
dispatchable ac-GFM nodes. We then used this model to design
an online feedback constraint optimization that steers the system
towards optimality with stability guarantees. More precisely, we
defined a general (convex) cost function which can adopt differ-
ent objectives including loss reduction, economic dispatch and
proportional current minimization. Furthermore, we showed that
the inclusion of output (current) constraints in the optimization
makes the controller rely upon the knowledge of the network
model, albeit partially, and thus naturally favoring a centralized
implementation. Our detailed simulation case studies based on
an offshore MMC-based MT-HVdc grid have demonstrated the
applicability of the proposed method for real-time optimization
using different objective functions. Moreover, we have also shown
that the communication traffic for implementing the proposed
controller can be significantly reduced by using an event-based
sampling mechanism without sacrificing the performance of the
system. Finally, we acknowledge that potentially interesting re-
search directions include replicating the results while adopting a
distributed and model-free implementation instead.
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