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Review on Control of DC Microgrids
Lexuan Meng, Member, IEEE, Qobad Shafiee, Senior Member, IEEE, Giancarlo Ferrari Trecate,
Senior Member, IEEE, Houshang Karimi, Senior Member, IEEE, Deepak Fulwani, Member, IEEE,
Xiaonan Lu, Member IEEE, and Josep M. Guerrero, Fellow, IEEE

Abstract-- This paper performs an extensive review on control
schemes and architectures applied to DC microgrids. It covers
multi-layer hierarchical control schemes, coordinated control
strategies, plug-and-play operations, stability and active damping
aspects as well as nonlinear control algorithms. Islanding
detection, protection and microgrid clusters control are also
briefly summarized. All the mentioned issues are discussed with
the goal of providing control design guidelines for DC
microgrids. The future research challenges, from the authors’
point of view, are also provided in the final concluding part.
Index Terms-- Microgrid, direct current, hierarchical control,
coordinated control, plug-and-play, nonlinear control, stability.
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I. INTRODUCTION

INCE 19th Century, the invention of transformers and
poly-phase AC machines initiated the worldwide
establishment of a complete AC generation, transmission and
distribution grid. DC distribution systems, although
recognized as a natural and simple solution for utilizing
electric power at the beginning, were not widely applied
because of difficulties in voltage level conversion and long
distance transmission. Since the end of last century, the
development of semiconductor based power conversion
devices offers the possibility of flexible voltage/current
transformation and thus brings DC power back to the main
stage finding its applications, for instance, in home appliances,
data centers, and vehicle power systems [1]–[3].
Most recently, the revolutionary changes in the electric
power grid, including the penetration of renewable energy
sources (RES), the distributed allocation of generation and the
increasing participation of consumers, aim to establish a more
efficient and sustainable energy system, while facing
challenges on the organization, control and management
aspects. Active and independent distribution systems, named
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also microgrids (MGs) [1], are thus the key to achieve those
goals, realizing the autonomous operation of each regional
power system.
Certainly, the combination of DC distribution with the MG
concept becomes attractive, since (i) being RES, electric
vehicles (EV) and energy storage systems (ESS) naturally in
DC, efficiency is enhanced because of less number of power
conversion stages; (ii) the control and management of a DC
system is much simpler than in AC, which makes DC MGs
practically more feasible; (iii) most consumer electronic
appliances are in DC, such as computers, microwave-ovens,
modern lighting systems, and so on [2]–[6].
As a consequence, an increasing number of academic
research works and industrial demonstration projects on DC
MGs have been carried out, covering applications in RES
parks [2], DC homes [7], [8], ESSs [9], [10] and EV charging
stations [11], [12]. A whole picture of future employment of
DC MGs can be obtained based on these works, while a
number of key issues are also identified, including: (i)
planning and design of a DC MG realizing an optimal
combination of generation, storage and consumption; (ii)
control and management of a DC MG achieving economic and
autonomous operation; (iii) coordination of clusters of DC
MGs with proper regulation of power and energy exchange in
regional areas; (iv) grid policy-making, which enables the
overall system operation.
The objective of this paper is to provide an extensive
review on the control and management of DC MGs, as well as
the stability perspective which is closely coupled with control
algorithm. Similar to conventional power grids, power
converters interfaced DC MGs also require a multi-layer
control scheme, from the local control of distributed
generators (DGs) to system level optimization and
management. The common definition of hierarchical control is
recalled in Section II. Section III, IV and V discuss the control
algorithms applied in primary, secondary and tertiary levels
respectively. Section VI gives a summary on the coordinated
control schemes. Plug-and-play control and operation is
discussed in Section VII. Stability aspects and active damping
design are reviewed in Section VIII. Islanding, protection and
control of MG clusters are described in Section IX and X.
Section XI closes the paper.
II. MULTI-LEVEL CONTROL SCHEME OF DC MICROGRIDS
With the development and increasing utilization of power
electronic devices, the voltage/current regulation, power flow
control and other advanced control functions can be realized in
MGs by properly operating the interfacing power converters.
As widely accepted, MGs control and management is actually
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multi-objective task which covers different technical areas,
time scales and physical levels. The domains of interest
include the above mentioned issues, for which a multi-level
control scheme [13], [14] has been proposed and widely
accepted as a standardized solution for efficient MGs
management. It comprises three principal control levels, as
shown in Fig. 1:
 Primary control performs the control of local power,
voltage and current. It normally follows the set-points
given by upper level controllers and performs control
actions over interface power converters.
 Secondary control appears on top of primary control. It
deals with issues in the system level, such as power
quality regulation, MG synchronization with external
grid for smooth reconnection, DG coordination, etc.
 Tertiary control is issued with optimization, management
and overall system regulations.
Based on the same hierarchy shown in Fig. 1, the way of
implementing the control levels can be centralized,
decentralized, distributed or in a hierarchical fashion, as
shown in Fig. 2. It should be noted that the structures shown in
Fig. 2 are based on the control engineering definitions
summarized, for instance, in [15]–[17]. A central control unit
exists in centralized structure which collects and transmits
information to local DGs. Decentralized and distributed
structures (Fig. 2 (b) and (c)) do not require a central
controller. Decentralized control, as defined in [15], [16],
performs regulation based on local measurements, while in
comparison, distributed control is based on both local
measurement and neighboring communication [17]. The
hierarchical control structure distributes the control functions
into local controllers and upper level controllers so that the
complete system operates in a more efficient way. The choice
of the control structure can be different according to the MG
type (residential, commercial or military), and the legal and
physical features (location, ownership, size, topology, etc.).
Centralized control [18]–[35], as shown in Fig. 2 (a),
requires data collection from all the essential MG components.
Based on the gathered information, control and management
procedures can be executed in the controller to achieve proper
and efficient operation. The advantages of centralized control
include strong observability and controllability of the whole
system, as well as straightforward implementation. However,
it entails a single point of failure issue, and the central
controller breakdown will cause the loss of all the functions.
Other disadvantages are reduced flexibility and expandability,
as well as the necessity of considerable computational
resources. Therefore, centralized control is usually more
suitable for localized and small size MGs where the
information to be gathered is limited and centralized
optimization can be realized with low communication and
computation cost [18], [29], [33], [36].
Decentralized control in MGs, as shown in Fig. 2 (b), refers
to the control methods which do not require information from
other parts of the system. The controller regulates respective
unit with only local information. Decentralized schemes have
the advantage of not requiring real-time communication, even
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Fig. 1. Hierarchical control scheme.
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Fig. 2. Basic control structures: (a) centralized; (b) decentralized; (c)
distributed; (d) hierarchical.

though the lack of coordination between local regulators limits
the possibility of achieving global coordinated behaviors.
Droop control is a typical example of decentralized control
methods. It achieves power sharing between DGs without
communication, but the accuracy is limited by system
configuration as well as control and electrical parameters.
Recent progress in communication technologies [37]
(WiFi, Zigbee, etc.) and information exchange algorithms
[38]–[42] (P2P, gossip, consensus etc.) enable the possibility
of distributed control and management in practical
applications [43]–[45]. In that sense, functions provided by
centralized control scheme can also be realized in a distributed
way as shown in Fig. 2 (c). The controllers ‘talk’ with each
other through communication lines so that essential
information is shared among each local system in order to
facilitate a coordinated behavior of all the units. The main
challenge of a fully distributed control scheme is the

3

coordination among distributed units to fulfill either the
control or optimization objectives, which necessarily require
proper communication and information exchange schemes. In
recent years there had been a major trend to integrate
distributed algorithms into the control and management of
MGs. Consensus algorithms [46]–[48], as they offer a simple
and straightforward implementation, are widely applied. The
general purpose of consensus algorithms is to allow a set of
agents to reach an agreement on a quantity of interest by
exchanging information through a communication network.
While associated information is limited to only a few
quantities in case of secondary control, tertiary control may
need to exchange a number of different signals with
neighboring agents. The consensus algorithm either fetches
essential global information [49], [50] or can be well
integrated into control layers [51], [52] to help the local
control system perceive the ‘outer’ environment.
Actually as the modern energy systems are becoming more
complex and require higher intelligence, not all the functions
can be achieved in a distributed or decentralized manner,
especially when the system involves a complicated decisionmaking process. A hierarchical control structure, as shown in
Fig. 2 (d), is thus widely used. Simple functions can be
implemented in the local controllers to guarantee a basic
operation of the system. Advanced control and management
functions can be implemented in the central controller.
Hierarchical control is thus becoming a standardized
configuration in MGs. The primary control, including basic
voltage/current regulation and power sharing, is usually
implemented in local controller. The secondary and tertiary
functions are conventionally realized in a centralized manner
as they require global information from all the essential units.
III. PRIMARY CONTROL
Primary control is the first layer in the hierarchical control
scheme shown in Fig. 1. It is responsible of local voltage and
current control to meet the operation and stability
requirements. Meanwhile, decentralized load power sharing
methods are also commonly implemented in this layer to
achieve proper source and load power management.
A. Active Current Sharing
In DC MGs or DC distribution systems, multiple power
electronic converters commonly coexist as the interfaces of
DERs. Hence, it is necessary to achieve proper load sharing
among them following their current or power ratings. This is
the similar concept proposed years ago for DC-based server
system with paralleled DC/DC converters.
Master-slave control is a common approach used for active
current sharing among multiple converters [53]. In this
scheme, one converter is selected as the master unit that
operates in voltage controlled mode to establish the DC bus
voltage, while the other converters are configured as slave
converters operating in current controlled mode. Hence,
multiple slave converters operate in DC-bus-feeding mode
while the voltage is stabilized by the master converter. Since
the output signal of the DC voltage controller in the master

converter is transferred to each of the slave converters, the
current sharing among slave converters can be achieved.
In order to enhance the resilience and reliability of DC
system, circular chain control (3C) is proposed, where circular
communication architecture is employed to enhance fault
isolation and detection [54]. The reference current in each
DC/DC converter is generated based on the measured output
current of the adjacent converter. Hence, a communication
loop is established. If a fault occurs, the related converter is
disconnected to isolate the fault and a new communication
loop with the rest of the converters is reorganized to maintain
proper load current sharing. It should be noted that high
bandwidth communication network is required in these control
strategies.
B. Droop Control and Virtual Impedance
As aforementioned, most of the current sharing methods
paralleled DC/DC converters are based on high bandwidth
communication network. Accordingly, they are mostly used in
centralized DC systems with relatively small scale, e.g., DC
server system, DC electrified aircraft, etc. However, in DC
MGs, since the DERs and loads are connected to the point of
common coupling (PCC) dispersedly, it can be unsuitable or
costly to use high bandwidth communication network
considering the data reliability and investment cost. Hence,
droop control as a decentralized method has drawn increasing
attention.
Droop control was also regarded as adaptive voltage
positioning (AVP) method in analog circuit design and the
control diagram is implemented as shown in Fig. 3 [55]. The
principle of droop control is to linearly reduce the DC voltage
reference with increasing output current. By involving the
adjustable voltage deviation, which is limited within the
acceptable range, the current sharing among multiple
converters can be achieved. In most of the cases, the current
sharing accuracy is enhanced by using larger droop
coefficient. However, the voltage deviation increases
accordingly. Hence, the common design criterion is to select
the largest droop coefficient while limiting the DC voltage
deviation at the maximum load condition:
*
*
vdci
 vdc
 ri  ioi
(1)
*
vdc  vdc
 vdc  vdcmax

(2)

where vdci*, ioi and ri are the reference DC voltage, output
current and droop coefficient of converter #i (i = 1, 2, 3, …),
respectively, vdc* is the reference DC voltage, Δvdc is the DC
voltage deviation and Δvdcmax is its maximum value.
Ri

++

Vs
Vref

+
-

EA

+
CMP
Clock

PWM
Logic

Il

Iload
Vout

Fig. 3. Analog implementation of AVP current sharing method.

It is seen from (1) that the droop coefficient ri can be
regarded as a resistor since it represents the relationship
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between DC voltage and current. Therefore, this droop
coefficient ri is also named as virtual resistance in droopcontrolled DC MGs. The interface converter with droop
control can be modeled by using Thévenin equivalent circuit,
as shown in Fig. 4. This virtual resistance allows additional
control flexibility of DC MGs.

variants of optimal control which require less communication
and/or no communication. It has been proposed that droop
controller is a special case of the proposed optimal control
law. The droop control computes references for different
power converters which provide an interface for sources.

Controller
Voltage loop

-

+

vdci

Current loop

-

vdc*

+

Virtual
Impedance
ri

PWM
Generator

ioi
ioi
+

+

Source

vdci
-

(a)
Real
Impedance

Virtual
Impedance

ioi

+

+

vs

vdci

-

-

(b)
Fig. 4. General control diagram and equivalent circuit model of droopcontrolled interface converter. (a) general control diagram; (b) thévenin
equivalent circuit

C. Non-linear Droop Control
The community has also proposed different nonlinear
control techniques at different levels. One of the techniques in
decentralized control is nonlinear droop. It has been an
established fact that the linear droop technique cannot ensure
low voltage regulation and proportional current sharing [100],
[101]. To achieve acceptable voltage regulation at full load
and to ensure proportional current sharing, nonlinear and
adaptive droop techniques are proposed in [102]–[106]. A
recent review on droop control techniques is reported in [107].
The generic droop can be given by the following equation:
(3)
Vref j  V j0  k j (i j )ij
where kj is a positive function, α is a positive constant, Vrefj is
reference setting and ij is the current supplied by the jth source,
respectively. For constant values of kj, the above
characteristics represent the linear droop. Nonlinearity in
droop characteristic ensures that droop gain is high at full load
and has a low value at light loading conditions.
Fig. 5 shows improvement in current sharing with
nonlinear droop controller when two sources are considered.
There have been some proposals where shifting of droop
characteristic is done to ensure better regulation and current
sharing [100]. In [108], [109], an optimal control framework is
proposed for DC MGs. The proposed controllers require full
state information and therefore demand proper communication
among the sources. The same paper also proposes different

Fig. 5 . Nonlinear droop control for two sources

D. DC Bus Signaling
Besides droop control, DC bus signaling is another useful
distributed method for power management among sources and
loads [67], [68]. It is implemented by measuring the DC
voltage at the local coupling point. Multiple DC voltage
ranges are pre-defined to determine the operation modes.
Particularly, when the DC voltage falls into a certain range,
the corresponding operation mode is selected. Considering the
sources that are responsible of establishing DC bus voltage,
three operation modes are commonly employed, i.e., utility
dominating mode, storage dominating mode and generation
dominating mode, as shown in Fig. 6 (a), (b) and (c). In these
operation modes, utility grids, ESSs and DGs, e.g.,
photovoltaic (PV) panels, wind turbines (WT), etc., dominate
the DC MG and are responsible of establishing DC bus
voltage, respectively. Meanwhile, different operation modes
are selected depending on local DC bus voltage level, as
shown in Fig. 6 (d).
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Fig. 6. Different operation modes in DC bus signaling method. (a) Utility
dominating mode; (b) ESS dominating mode; (c) generation dominating
mode; (d) operation mode selection based on local DC bus voltage.
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IV. SECONDARY CONTROL

A. Voltage Boundary/Restoration Control
Despite the aforementioned benefits, the conventional
droop method suffers from poor voltage regulation and load
sharing, particularly when the line impedances are not
negligible [56], [71], [80]. Voltage drop caused by the virtual
impedance in droop mechanism, and voltage mismatch among
different converters are the main reasons [51].
To eliminate voltage deviation induced by droop
mechanism, a voltage secondary control loop is often applied
to the system. This controller assigns proper voltage set point
for primary control of each converter to achieve global voltage
regulation. The secondary control effort (δviv) changes the
voltage reference of local unit(s) by shifting the droop lines up
(or down), regulating the voltage to the nominal value:
vi  v ref  rii i   viv
(4)
ref
where v is the global reference voltage, vi is the local voltage
set point for ith converter, ii is the output current injection, and
ri is the droop coefficient. In the islanded mode of operation,
the global reference voltage, vref, is typically the rated voltage
of the MG. However, in the grid-connected mode, a new
reference voltage may be set by the tertiary control in order to
exchange power between grid and MG [51]. It should be noted
that secondary control should be designed to operate on a
slower time frame (e.g., 10 times slower) than that of the
primary control to decouple these two control loops.
The concept of voltage secondary control is illustrated in
Fig. 7, where, for simplicity, a MG consists of two parallel
converters with the same power ratings is examined. As in
practice, the lines connecting the converters to the common
bus are considered to have different impedances; it is assumed
here that Z1>Z2. As Fig. 7 depicts, the primary control imposes
different voltage levels at the converter terminals, i.e., v1≠v2.
This is because of the unequal current injection (i1<i2) due to
the line impedance difference. Once the voltage secondary
controller is applied, voltage at the converter terminals is
restored to the nominal value vref. However, application of this
controller for voltage regulation may deteriorate the current
sharing between converters, i.e., i2s–i1s> i2–i1. This is due to
the fact that the voltage regulation procedure is in a direct
conflict with current sharing among converters.

 v2

v ref

 v1

v1

Secondary
response

The concept of secondary control, under the name of
automatic generation control (AGC) or load frequency control
(LFC), has been used in large power systems to address the
steady-state frequency drift caused by the droop characteristic
of generation sites. It is conventionally implemented via a
slow, centralized PI controller with low bandwidth
communication [69]. In AC MGs, however, the name of
‘secondary control’ has been utilized not only for frequency
regulation, but also for voltage regulation, load power sharing,
grid synchronization, and power quality issues[14], [70].
Similar fundamental has also been utilized for voltage
regulation [14], [51], [71]–[73], current sharing [52], [74],
[75], and energy storage management [76]–[79] in DC MGs.

v2

r1  r2
s
1

i i1

s
2

i2 i

i

Fig. 7. v-i droop characteristics of a DC MG consists of two parallel
converters with the same power rates (converter 1 (blue) and converter 2
(green)), but different line impedance (Z1>Z2); before (solid lines) and after
(dashed lines) applying voltage secondary control (eq. (4)).

B. Current Sharing Control
Proper current sharing is a highly desirable feature in MG’s
operation, e.g., to prevent circulating currents [81] and
overloading of the converters [82]. In droop-controlled DC
MGs, load power is shared among converters in proportion to
their rated power. Since voltage is a local variable across the
MG, in practical applications where line impedances are not
negligible, droop control itself is not able to provide an
accurate current sharing among the sources. In the other
words, the line impedances incapacitate the droop mechanism
in proportional sharing of the load.
To improve current sharing accuracy, another secondary
control loop is employed [72], [73], [83]. This current
regulator generates another voltage correction term, δvic, to be
added to the droop mechanism, i.e.,
vi  v ref  rii i   vic
(5)
The correction term forces the system to accurately share
the currents among the MG according to, for instance, the
power rate of the converters. As an alternative [52], the
current sharing module can update the virtual impedance, ri ,
to manage the current sharing (see Fig. 8 (b)). In this
approach, the droop correction term generated by the
secondary controller, δri, adjusts the droop mechanism as:
vi  v ref  (ri   ri )  ii
(6)
Fig. 8 illustrates the v-i droop characteristics before and
after applying the secondary controllers, based on (5) and (6),
where is is the shared current and vis is the local voltage after
applying the secondary controller. Although the secondary
control ensures proportional current sharing is, it might
inversely affect the voltage regulation. Therefore, there is an
inherent trade-off between these two control objectives, i.e.
voltage regulation and current sharing.
C. Centralized vs Distributed Secondary Control
As mentioned, primary control is principally operated
locally, in a decentralized manner, and does not require
communication. For the higher control levels (i.e., secondary
and tertiary control), however, communication plays an
essential role. These communication-based control levels can
be implemented with either centralized or distributed
architectures [84].

6

Reference
( v ref )

s
2

v

v2

v

is

v ref

Primary control of source 1

v1

voltage
control

DC source
DC-DC
converter 1

i1

v1dc

Droop control
LBC
Measured (global) variables ( e.g., vdc )

(a)

v

current
control

r1

i

i2

vndc

Droop control

r1  r2

i1

DC-DC
converter n

in

PWM

Secondary
response

v1

DC source

rn

Central
secondary
controller

 v2

current
control

...

Fig. 9. Centralized secondary control of a DC MG consisting of sources.
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(b)
Fig. 8. v-i droop characteristics of a MG consists of two
parallel sources with the same power rates (converter 1
(blue) and converter 2 (green)), but different line
impedance (Z1>Z2); before (solid lines) and after (dashed
lines) applying secondary control: (a) eq. (5); (b) eq. (6).
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Fig. 10. Distributed secondary control of a DC MG consisting of n sources.

Conventional secondary controller is unique for the whole
MG. It relies heavily on centralized communication
infrastructure and is usually implemented in the MG central
controller (MGCC) [14], [85]. Some other functions mostly
related to the tertiary control may be implemented in MGCC.
Fig. 9 shows conventional secondary control architecture for a
DC MG consisting of n sources controlled by local primary
control and one central secondary controller, which collects
remotely measured variables (e.g., MG voltage) transferred by
means of a low bandwidth communication (LBC) system.
Those variables are compared with the references (e.g., MG
rated voltage) in order to calculate appropriate compensation
signals by secondary controller, which sends them through
dedicated communication channels back to the droop
controller of each source.
Distributed secondary control (DSC), as a new control
strategy, takes all responsibilities of the centralized controller
with less communication and computation costs, while being
resilient to faults or unknown system parameters [51].
Moreover, it offers scalability, and improved reliability. The
idea is to merge primary and secondary control together into
one local controller. Unlike the decentralized primary control,
for proper operation, embedded secondary controllers need to
“talk” with their companions, as highlighted in Fig. 10. In this
paradigm, each agent (i.e., converters) exchanges information
with other agents on a sparse communication network (see

Fig. 10.). Thus, every local secondary controller makes its
decision in accord with its neighbors’ information.
The basic working principle of DSC is to exchange the
information through the neighboring communication, by
utilizing a distributed protocol and achieving a consensus, e.g.
on the average value of measured voltages [56], [71], [73].
Since voltages are local variables, their restoration can be
done either in selected critical buses, or on the total average
level. In the latter case, DSC can be exploited to generate a
common signal, i.e., the average voltage, to be compared with
a reference and passed through a local PI controller [56], [71].
For current sharing, however, the consensus is either on the
averaged current [56] or the loading mismatch (i.e., current
sharing mismatch) in the system [51], [52]. In the former case,
the averaged current is compared with a reference first. In the
latter, the loading mismatch is directly fed into a local PI
controller to generate the correction term. Ultimately, the
appropriate control signal produced by DSC is locally sent to
the droop control of each converter for removing associated
steady state errors.
It should be noted that the type of protocol, which is
essential for making the secondary control distributed,
influences the feasibility and performance of the DSC. Earlier
works, e.g., [56], [71], propose distributed secondary control
for load current sharing and voltage regulation of DC MGs
using normal averaging technique. In this approach, however,
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all units (e.g., converters) require to communicate with all
others directly in order to achieve a satisfactory performance.
Recently, consensus-based algorithms have received
significant attention for secondary control of DC MGs [51],
[52], [86]–[90]. Consensus protocols [47], [91], [92] ensure
that agents converge to a consistent understanding of their
shared information in a distributed manner. They are classified
to unconstrained algorithms and constrained algorithms [93].
A consensus-based approach achieves global optimality using
possibly time-varying communication between neighbor units,
without needing a dedicated unit.
In summary, centralized secondary control suffers from
reliability risk since it exposes a single point-of-failure, i.e.,
any failure in the controller renders the entire system
inoperable. This is because a single central controller is
utilized for secondary control of the whole microgrid. In
addition, it requires two-way communication links between
the central controller and the sources (see Fig. 9), which adds
complexity to the system. In addition, the centralized
architecture conflicts with the MG paradigm of distributed
generation and autonomous management, i.e., when some
sources are newly plugged in/out, the central controller
settings require to be updated. Alternatively, distributed
methods, due to their attractive features, have recently drawn a
lot of attention in secondary control of DC MGs [51], [52],
[56], [71], [75], [87]. In the distributed strategy, however, each
converter uses a local secondary controller where a sparse
communication is often used between the neighboring units.
Such a strategy can provide a satisfactory performance so long
as the communication network used among the neighbors
carries a minimum connectivity requirement. Therefore, loss
of communication links cannot affect the operation if the
communication graph remains connected. In addition, unlike
the centralized architecture, when one local controller (or one
converter) fails only the associated source is affected and the
other controllers (converters) can still remain operational.
V. TERTIARY CONTROL
The main function of tertiary control, as illustrated in
Section III, is to manage the power and energy with specified
objectives, i.e. balanced energy storage, reduced power flow
losses and minimized operation costs. Power flow
management and energy scheduling are usually treated
separately [33], [94]. Energy scheduling is issued for longer
time range operation, providing optimal setting points for
controllable units including DGs, loads and ESSs. Then, by
following the optimal setting points, power flow management
finds the best routine of power delivery with consideration of
stochastic events as well. In certain cases, energy scheduling is
not necessary, since power management is developed to
guarantee a continuous operation by properly coordinating the
generation and storage. Furthermore, in order to adapt to the
distributed fashion of power generation, distributed
optimization and management methods are becoming popular,
a general review is also given in this section.

A. Power Flow Analysis and Control
Although an MG system is usually of smaller size than
conventional power grids, power flow issues exist when
generation sites and consumers are dispersed. NewtonRaphson method and its extended versions are still widely
used and demonstrated effective for either pure DC network or
hybrid DC/AC systems [95]–[97]. Featured power flow
analysis can be found in HVDC systems, where the DC grid is
created by voltage-sourced-converters formulating a multiterminal DC transmission system. Power in the DC system is
calculated and controlled according to terminal voltages and
AC side power injections. Similar method can be applied to
DC MG systems, while researchers have made adaptations
according to specialized type of DG control methods, such as
virtual impedance/droop control as shown in Fig. 11, in order
to improve the calculation accuracy [98], [99].

Fig. 11. Power flow analysis considering virtual impedance/droop gain in DC.

Also, power flow analysis is considered a necessary step
for the design and planning of an MG system in order to
facilitate power flow control and protection purposes. It even
becomes critical when we consider applications in vehicles,
such as shipboard and aircraft power systems. A power flow
study is conducted in [100] aiming to compare two typical
ways of generation system arrangement in ship power system,
Unit-connected or Group-connected. The results indicate a
better system voltage performance and power delivery in the
unit-connected case, since the generators are sort of distributed
with independent voltage regulation scheme and power
delivery routine. Although it was not mentioned, another
advantage of unit-connected scheme is that the system is
naturally much easier for protection and more robust to
failures, since the separated generator units and power
delivery routines are mutual backups. In [101], the power flow
analysis is applied for security assessment in a MVDC
shipboard power system considering the power line capacity
limit. Based on the analysis, critical power lines under certain
loading conditions are identified, providing necessary
guidelines for system operator to avoid failure or damage.
Furthermore, the power flow analysis also assists the
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application of optimization algorithms, realizing power loss
minimization [78], [102], [103] or energized loads
maximization [104].
Although power flow analysis provides essential
knowledge for system operator to ensure safe operation, the
calculation usually requires collection of global information
and extensive computation. Accordingly, some autonomous
power management strategies are proposed based on the
energy balance between energy storage systems. The power
flow between energy resources can be regulated according to
the state-of-charge conditions either by varying the voltage
control references [60] or by adaptive droop methods [105].
B. Power and Energy Management
As off-grid operation capability is usually desired for MGs,
the pre-store of energy and a well scheduled utilization of
different energy resources are necessary. The power and
energy scheduling is inherently an optimization based
decision-making process considering a rough prediction of
future conditions, e.g. weather, energy availability, and
consumption levels. Taking inspiration from conventional
power systems, a multi-level management is usually adopted
with Unit Commitment (UC) and Economic Dispatch (ED)
function differentiated [22], [29], [32], [35], [106]–[110] as
shown in Fig. 12. According to the time scale of the
management cycle, UC provides day-ahead solutions based on
24-hour generation and consumption forecasting aiming to
find the most cost-effective combination of generating units to
meet forecasted load and reserve requirements. This
commitment schedule takes into account the inter-temporal
parameters of each generator (minimum run time, minimum
down time, notification time, etc.) but does not specify
production levels, which are determined a few minutes before
delivery by the ED function. The solution of ED problem is
actually the cost-minimized usage of the committed assets
during a single period to meet the demand, while adhering to
generator and transmission constraints.

Fig. 12. Unit commitment and economic dispatch.

DC MGs, advantageous with nature interface to renewable
energy and storage systems, are attracting research efforts for
their future application in efficient buildings and homes
[111]–[115]. A scheduling and coordination between RES,
ESS and EV charging in an efficient building is presented in
[111], where the optimal solution is essentially to find the
proper time for absorbing grid power and charging EVs in
order to minimize the operation cost. Similarly, a tariff driven

gain scheduling approach is shown in [114], where the droop
gain is regulated to modify the generation level according to
time-of-use electricity tariff. Taking into consideration of
battery lifecycle, a multi-objective optimization problem is
formulated in [116] aiming to find a balance between battery
usage and grid electricity purchasing. An online adaptive EV
charging scheduling method is proposed in [117] in order to
coordinate the charging operation and avoid detrimental
impact caused by peak demand.
In case of vehicle application, DC MGs also easily find
their suitability especially in More/All Electric Aircraft/Ship
power systems. Strict system operation requirements and
special types of loads ask for the seamless coordination
between energy storage and generation. A fine schedule of
power generation and an optimized storage utilization is
critical for the mission success and voyage safety.
Applications of multi-agent system [104], fuzzy logic [118],
and model predictive control [119], [120] have been found in
those systems for scheduling and management purposes. In
[104], a reduced order agent is formulated to model a zonal
area with controllable loads, and an optimization problem is
formulated to maximize the load energization in all agent
areas. In [118], an energy management approach based on
fuzzy logic is utilized to achieve multi-objective management
aiming to maintain voltage stability, enhance efficiency and
ensure storage availability in an all-electric-aircraft. Model
predictive control, which has been widely applied in process
management, also has promising applications in DC systems
with clearly defined objectives, such as dynamic power
balance and sharing between energy resources [119] and
power flow regulation of single generation devices [120].
C. Distributed Optimization and Scheduling
Recent years consensus algorithms have been extensively
studied and applied for secondary functions, such as
voltage/frequency regulation and current sharing control,
while the applications to tertiary optimization and scheduling
are relative limited because of higher complexity and larger
amount of information needed for those purposes. However,
some research works are carried out to solve this issue either
with proper formulation of optimization problem or by using
modified version of parallel computing algorithms [121]–
[125]. A generalized issue in DC power conversion system is
presented in [49], where the efficiency of paralleled converter
system can be enhanced by using proper number of converters
and keep their efficiency at optimal point. Dynamic consensus
algorithm is used for essential global information sharing in
order to assist the optimization. Similarly, a consensus
algorithm based distributed management approach is proposed
in [125], a cost minimization optimization problem is
formulated and implemented in a multi-agent scheme realizing
a fully distributed control over the system. The generalized
scheme is shown in Fig. 13, in which the upper level consists
of four modules: initialization and measurement module
provides start-up/updated local information, communication
module exchanges essential global information with
neighbors, objective function discovery module finds the
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where SoCi is the SoC of ESS #i, n is the order of SoC, m0 is
the initial droop coefficient when SoC equals 100%, poi is the
output power of converter #i.
By using the above method, the SoC balancing and
injected/output power equalization can be achieved
automatically in both charging and discharging process, as
illustrated in Fig. 14.

SoC (100%)

objective function value, and finally the local information
update module sends the optimal solution to control level. In
[121], a game theory based distributed energy management
strategy is proposed for a DC home application, where MG
management system acts as the leaders deciding a minimum
generation level to maximize the profit, and on the other hand
the consumers act as the followers making local decisions
about consumption level.
In general, the control and management structures found in
above applications, as that was shown in Fig. 13, can be
summarized by the agent based hierarchical control structure
proposed in Section III. Through the above examples, it is
obvious that the distributed management and scheduling are
also essentially consensus problems demanding an iterative
calculation process. While the system flexibility is largely
improved, information security issue is another practical
challenge.
Agent
Communication

Local Information
Update

Converter 2

0

500

1000

Initialization and
Measurement

Optimal Power Reference

2000

2500

(a)
0.54
n=2
n=6

0.52

Converter 1

0.50

0.34%

3.24%

0.48
Converter 2

0.46

Lower Level Control

0.44
1400

1440

1480

Fig. 13. Agent based distributed optimization example structure.
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A. State-of-Charge Equalization Strategies
ESSs are frequently used in DC MGs to mitigate the
intermittence of DERs and load variations. An optimal
operation mode for distributed ESSs is that their state-ofcharge (SoC) can be balanced in both charging and
discharging process automatically. In the meantime, the
injected or output power can be equalized accordingly. Hence,
a coordinated operation among multiple distributed ESSs can
be achieved. In [64] and [126], the above coordinated
operation is realized by modifying the droop coefficients. In
particular, in charging process, the droop coefficient is set to
be proportional to the nth order of SoC, while in discharging
process, it is set to be inversely proportional to the nth order of
SoC, as shown below:

(c)
Fig. 14. SoC balancing and power equalization using the SoC-based droop
control method. (a) SoC balancing results (original size); (b) zoom-in result of
the square area in (a); (c) output power equalization results.

B. Frequency Coordinated Virtual Impedances
As shown in (7), when output current is selected as the
feedback variable, the droop coefficient can be used as a
virtual resistance. Meanwhile, this virtual resistance can be
used to implement some additional functionalities. This is a
flexible way for DC MG to involve an additional degree of
freedom into its control scheme. However, it should be noted
that the virtual resistance in (7) is only implemented as a DC
term. The concept of virtual impedance in DC MGs can be
further expanded in a wider frequency range. In [127], a
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frequency coordinated virtual impedance is proposed to
achieve autonomous operation of DC MGs. Especially for
hybrid ESSs, by manipulating and reshaping the virtual
impedances in different frequency ranges, the autonomous
operation of battery and super-capacitor can be achieved
simultaneously.
C. Combined Voltage-Shifting and Slope-Adjusting Strategy
Although load power sharing can be achieve by using
conventional droop control method, there are still two
drawbacks that need to be noticed [71]. First, since
conventional droop control is realized based on adjustable
voltage deviation, the power quality of DC bus voltage is
influenced to some extent. Second, when considering line
impedance in DC MGs, the DC voltage at each DG terminal
cannot be exactly the same. The voltage across line impedance
impacts the DC bus voltage. Furthermore, it degrades load
power sharing accuracy.
In order to cope with the above two drawbacks of
conventional droop control, several approaches are proposed
to eliminate the voltage deviation and enhance current sharing
accuracy. In [14], a centralized secondary control method is
proposed to restore the PCC voltage, while in [71] and [56],
the DC voltage deviation at each DG terminal is eliminated by
controlling the average voltage. In the meantime, current
sharing accuracy is enhanced by involving an additional
compensating term generated by average output current
control. In [51], [52], [74], besides the voltage compensating
terms that are used to restore DC voltage and improve load
current sharing accuracy, the droop coefficient is also
dynamically adjusted to regulate the output impedance of each
DG converter. Hence, the dynamic sharing performance can
be further enhanced.
VII. PLUG AND PLAY OPERATION IN DC MGS
In recent years, the words “Plug and Play” (PnP) have
become increasingly popular in the context of MGs. Borrowed
from Communication and Computer Science, PnP refers to the
possibility of adding or removing DGs with minimal effort or
human intervention. PnP is therefore related to the concept of
flexible MG structures that can be adapted over time in a
seamless way. Often, it also implies a degree of modularity in
the interconnection of MG components. These features, have
motivated the study of MGs since their early days [128] and
are still central in the area of agile power systems [129].
However, PnP has been used in various publications with very
different meanings. Next, we review the main contributions on
PnP in the field of DC MGs.
In some works, PnP refers to hardware design with the goal
of reducing integration costs when new DGs are added or
removed. As an example, [130], describes the design of
DC/DC converters that synchronize automatically when added
to an MG. In the large majority of papers, however, PnP is
related to features of the control system. More precisely, it
conveys the idea that the control layers of the MG can be
updated easily, in order to accommodate for the addition and
removal of DGs. Features of PnP control schemes can be

classified according to the following criteria:
 The control layer. As shown in the previous Sections,
controllers of DC MGs are usually structured into
hierarchies. PnP operations can concern a specific layer
(e.g. primary, secondary, tertiary) or more layers
simultaneously.
 The MG topology. Some PnP controllers are tailored to
specific structures of the electrical graph. For instance,
MGs with a bus-connected topology are often assumed.
So far, only few approaches have been developed for
MGs with more general, meshed topology.
 Centralized vs. decentralized/distributed control. As
described in Section II, these architectures differ for the
presence of a unique controller (centralized schemes) or
a local controller for each DG (decentralized/distributed).
In order to ease the addition/removal of DGs, PnP
approaches often assume decentralized controllers.
However, for achieving advanced behaviors, such as
current sharing, distributed architectures have been
considered. In this case, in order to avoid burdensome
communication that might spoil scalability of the MG, it
is implicitly assumed that the communication graph is
sparse.
 Centralized vs. scalable control design. In some
approaches, the off-line design phase requires to use a
model of the whole MG. In these cases, control synthesis
is centralized [16] and the main problem is that design
complexity can increase tremendously with the MG size.
Furthermore, even if decentralized or distributed
controllers are used, the addition/removal of DGs
requires to update all local controllers. In order to
overcome these issues, one must add constraints on the
information flow in the design phase. For instance, on
might require that the synthesis of a local controller can
be based on a model of the corresponding DG only or, at
most, on the model of its neighbors, i.e. DGs directly
connected through power lines. When the complexity of
local control synthesis is independent of the number of
DGs in the MG, the design becomes scalable [16].
Primary controllers with PnP features have been proposed
in [131]–[134]. These papers focus on decentralized
architectures where local controllers act on converters
interfacing individual DGs. The goals of control design are to
guarantee voltage stability in the MG and suitable levels of
performance (e.g. fast enough compensation of load steps). In
[131], the authors study DC MGs connected with constant
power loads and provide local controllers that are
implemented through passive circuits connected to the inverter
terminals. PnP means that voltage stability is guaranteed
irrespectively of parameters of electrical lines. However, no
explicit design procedure is provided for MGs with more than
two converters. In [133] the authors consider MGs composed
by elementary DGs given by the parallel combination of a fuel
cell, a photovoltaic system and a supercapacitor. The primary
controller of each DG is obtained by combining a voltage
controller with a virtual impedance using a dynamic droop
gain. As in [131], PnP denotes robustness of stability against
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uncertainty affecting the MG parameters. Stability analysis is
conducted using a specific MG with 4 DGs and a meshed
topology. In particular, control design is centralized, as it is
based on the characteristic polynomial of the linear timeinvariant closed-loop MG model.
Primary control schemes for MGs with more general
topologies are presented in [134]. More precisely, [134]
considers load-connected MGs, meaning that loads are
connected only to the output terminal of inverters. This is
however a mild restriction because arbitrary interconnections
of DGs and load nodes can be always mapped into loadconnected MGs through Kron reduction [135], [136]. In [134],
PnP refers to a scalable control synthesis method where (i)
local optimization is used for testing whether the addition of a
DG will spoil voltage stability of the overall MG; (ii) when a
DG is plugged in or out, at most neighboring DGs have to
update their controllers and (iii) the synthesis of a local
controller uses only models of the DG and lines connected to
it. The synthesis procedure is illustrated in Fig. 15. Recently,
in [137] the method has been extended to avoid the use of
power line parameters, hence improving robustness of the
controllers. For general linear systems, control design
procedures with similar features have been proposed in [138],
[139] (see also [140], [141] for related approaches).

?
C[2]

3
3

4
2

C[4]
1

1

C[1]
Fig. 15. Example of the PnP design method in [134] for an MG composed by
DGs 1,2 and 4 connected by electric lines (orange arrows). DG 3 issues a
plug-in request to its future neighbours (DGs 2 and 4). A plug-in test is
executed and, if passed, new stability-preserving controllers are designed for
DGs 2, 3, and 4.

Design procedures for decentralized primary controllers
have been also proposed for HVDC systems. In particular, the
approach in [142] guarantees stability after the plug-in and out
of DGs in a bus-connected topology, even though the word
PnP is not explicitly used.
Secondary controllers allowing for PnP operations have
been analyzed in [88]–[90], [132], [143], [144]. As reviewed
in Section IV, one goal of secondary control is to compensate
for deviations of voltages from reference values, which might
be caused by primary controllers, and to achieve advanced
behaviors such as current sharing and voltage balancing. To

this aim, distributed control architectures based on consensus
algorithms are often used.
Consensus algorithms were originally proposed for
achieving desired emergent behaviors in physically decoupled
multi-agent systems, independently of the number of agents
and under very mild assumption on the topology of the
communication network among agents [46], [47]. Therefore,
the design of consensus-based controllers is expected to be
scalable and to lend himself to PnP operations. However, in
the context of MGs, consensus algorithms are coupled with
primary-level controllers and stability of the overall closedloop system cannot be given for granted.
In [143], [144] bus-connected MGs with ideal power lines
are considered. The topology of the communication network
linking DGs can be general, albeit connected. Current sharing
is realized through a secondary-level consensus scheme that
allows for PnP operations, in the sense that DGs can be
plugged-in or out without disrupting system operation.
Stability of the closed-loop MG is analyzed in [143] even in
presence of communication delays and finite bandwidth of
channels. This is achieved using the characteristic closed-loop
polynomial of the whole system. However, the design of local
regulators, based on this criterion, must be conducted in a
centralized fashion. The design procedure in [144] suffers
from a similar drawback. Bus-connected MGs are also
considered in [89], with the goal of analyzing the impact of
the network topology and communication non-idealities (e.g
time discretization) on performance. In particular, a simulation
study shows that parameters of secondary controllers, as well
as the communication rate, might destabilize the system, if not
carefully chosen. However, when the secondary layer is
properly tuned, the control scheme realizes a PnP function, in
the sense that it is robust to changes in the topology of the
communication
network.
Secondary
consensus-based
controllers for MGs with more general topologies are
presented in [88]. They are coupled with primary-level
adaptive droop regulators accounting for battery state of
charge. Stability however, is analyzed only for specific MGs
using the root locus or through simulations.
Systematic methods for the scalable design of secondary
controllers in MGs with general topologies are proposed in
[132] and [90]. In [132], the authors present primary droop
regulators tightly coupled with secondary consensus filters for
guaranteeing voltage stability and current sharing. Stability of
the overall MG is rigorously shown under the assumption that
inner voltage and current loops can be treated as unitary gains.
For this approximation to hold, the interconnection of DGs,
equipped with inner loops only, must be asymptotically stable.
Voltage stability can be guaranteed using the primary
controllers in [134]. This observation motivated research on
how to couple them with a consensus-based secondary layer
[90]. The consensus-on-current scheme in [90] is accompanied
with a proof that, when a DG enters or leaves the MG, current
sharing and voltage balancing are preserved by updating
secondary controllers of the DG and of its neighbors in the
communication network.
In the tertiary level of the control hierarchy, contributions

12

on PnP methods are much more scarce. In general, different
DGs, such as PV panels or batteries, can work in different
modes of operation, each characterized by a different local
controller. For instance, batteries can be in charging mode or
contribute to regulation of voltages in the MG. The tertiary
layer performs unit commitment and decides the operation
mode of different DGs, ensuring that there are always
sufficient DGs to meet the consumption demands and
guarantee voltage stability. In [145], PnP denotes the
possibility guaranteeing this behavior through communication
in bus-connected MGs. Furthermore, an experimental
validation of the proposed protocol is provided. A more
general tertiary layer, accounting for heterogeneous DGs, is
studied in [146]. Although computation of the discrete control
actions is centralized, in [146] PnP refers to the fact that the
supervisor can be easily updated when DGs are plugged in or
out.
VIII. ACTIVE DAMPING IN DC MGS
Electric loads in conventional distribution system can be
regarded as a combination of power loads, current loads and
impedance loads. For current and impedance loads, they
normally do not induce stability degradation. However, power
loads, also known as constant power loads (CPLs), refer to the
loads which consume constant amount of power regardless of
their input voltage. The CPLs degrade system stability due to
their negative incremental impedance. The effect of CPL can
be expressed as:
vo
Po
  Po 
(8)
  (Vo , Io )   2
(Vo , I o ) 
io
io  io 
Io
where vo and io are the instantaneous load voltage and
current, respectively, and Po, Vo and Io are the steady-state
load power, voltage and current at a given operating point.
Based on the derivation in (8), it is observed that the
incremental impedance is negative, which degrades the system
damping and may impose stability issues. In DC MG, the most
typical CPLs are the loads interfaced through tightly regulated
power converters, e.g., electronic devices and electric drives,
as shown in Fig. 16.

Fig. 16. DC MG with constant power load

The instability due to input filters of the closed-loop
converters was first experienced in 1970’s [147]. To overcome
the stability problems (power oscillation) caused by the CPLs,
passive methods have conventionally been introduced [148]–
[150]. However, such methods may introduce power losses
and reduce the efficiency [151]. Due to the aforementioned
limitations of the passive damping methods, feedback control
based methods have been proposed. These methods, also
known as active power damping methods, offer enhanced
efficiency. The instability due to the CPLs inclusion is
inherently a nonlinear phenomenon, and therefore a few
solutions employ nonlinear control techniques to overcome
such instability problems [152]–[154]. In 1998, Ciezki and
Ashton have introduced a nonlinear control law for a DC/DC
buck converter to ensure the asymptotic stability and to
eliminate the nonlinearity imposed by the CPL using a
pseudo-linearization technique [152]. However, the proposed
feedback linearization method works properly for a limited
range of CPLs, i.e., it provides the local stability.
Kondratiev et al. have used the synergic control theory to
stabilize parallel connection of some DC/DC buck converters
supplying resistive loads [153]. A general nonlinear synergic
PI controller is applied to the average model of the converter.
The simulation results demonstrate that the constant
disturbances are suppressed, the errors of the current sharing
among parallel converters are eliminated, and exponential
asymptotic stability is ensured. However, the paper lacks a
detailed analysis for CPLs and input filters.
The large-signal dynamics and control of a buck converter
supplying a downstream DC–DC converter have been studied
in [154]. The proposed controller includes an instantaneous
current feedback loop which employs a hysteresis control
augmented with a PI controller to adjust the output voltage of
the converter. The large signal averaged model of the DC/DC
buck converter is used to verify its robust stability around the
operation point.
In [155], the authors address the instability issue using a
nonlinear feedback loop referred to as the loop cancellation.
The proposed method can theoretically compensate for any
amount of CPL and can be implemented on different types of
converters. The CPL is modeled by an internal loop whose
impact can be removed by introducing an outer loop to the
open-loop converter. This stabilizing controller moves the
poles of the open-loop system to the stability region. Then, a
servomechanism feedback controller is designed for the
stabilized converter. The paper requires a robust stability
analysis to show its robust performance with respect to the
unknown CPLs.
In [156], the authors propose three structurally simple
active damping methods based on linear feedback loops to
stabilize the voltage source converter (VSC) interfacing a DC
MG to an external ac system. The active damping methods
inject a signal, referred to as internal-model active damping
signal, to adjust the VSC impedance. The damping signal can
be applied either to the outer, the intermediate or the inner
control loops of the interface VSC. The outer and the
intermediate loop compensators provide the system with more
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damping factor. However, the inner loop compensator offers a
better voltage control performance while its damping factor is
not as high as the other two loop compensators. The main
drawback of the proposed methods is that they only guarantee
the stability for a small neighborhood of the operating points.
The stability analysis of cascade converters with CPLs in
current controlled mode has been discussed in [157]. The
stability about the equilibrium point is investigated using the
Lyapunov linearization method (indirect method). A smallsignal criterion is proposed and using the mixed potential
theory, the region of attraction for the equilibrium point is
estimated. A general stability criterion in terms of system
parameters is finally proposed which can be used to design the
controller. The main drawback is the conservativeness of the
proposed criterion.
In [158], the authors have introduced self-disciplined
stabilization concept using passivity control. The stabilization
technique ensures the stability of the overall DC MG provided
that each individual converter satisfies the proposed stability
discipline. In fact, the design process is carried out
individually for each converter, and there is no need to derive
the entire MG model. This provides robustness against any
change in the structure of the overall MG system. To improve
the stability margin of the proposed self-disciplined criterion,
a passivity criterion with more restrictive phase condition is
proposed. The passivity margin criterion presents explicit
phase margins and overcomes the transient oscillations. To
improve the passivity of the converter, a control algorithm is
introduced which is implemented through a voltage
feedforward control.
The authors of [159] propose two active compensation
methods for Line Regulating Converter (LRC) in a DC MG
with high penetration of power electronic converters. The MG
is modeled by a simplified transfer function. The transfer
function is then used to design two different control systems
using Compensation Transfer Function and Codesign
methods. In the first method, the controller transfer function is
shaped such that the adverse effect of the CPLs is eliminated.
The CPL often imposes some limitations when the network
input impedance is non-minimum phase. In the Codesign
method, the LRC controller is designed considering DC MG
properties. Both methods have been experimentally
implemented and tested.
In [160], a fault tolerant multi-agents stabilization system
(MASS) is implemented to ensure the stability of the DC MG.
The main advantage of the proposed method is that it
guarantees the robust stability even when a converter is
suddenly shut down (loss of operation) or in case that the MG
system is subject to reconfiguration or development. In the
proposed MASS approach, to attenuate the impact of the CPLs
on the system stability, the CPL set-points are modified during
fluctuations of the power. In order to optimize the effect of
each stabilizing agent on the system stability, an objective
function is defined which results in design of the agent itself.
In many active damping methods, a stabilizing current
component is injected into the CPLs to achieve an input
impedance with stable characteristic. However, the injected

current component may result in undesired performance of the
loads, e.g., the fluctuation in rotating speed of tightly regulated
motors. In order to avoid such shortcoming, a method that
stabilizes the system from source-side converters rather than
the CPLs side has been proposed in [161]. A virtual resistance
is built in the source-side converter which is operational
around the resonant frequency of the LC input filter and thus
can ultimately reduce its output impedance to satisfy
Middlebrook’s stability criterion [147]. In the proposed
method, to preserve system stability, the resonant frequencies
of different LC filters of parallel CPLs must differ from each
other.
The virtual-impedance based stabilizers are used to
improve damping in DC MGs with CPLs, and guarantee the
stable operation [162]. The virtual impedances are
incorporated in the output filters of the interface converters in
the second stage of a multistage configuration. One of the
virtual impedances is connected in series with the capacitive
filter, and the other one is connected to the output of the
converter. The unstable poles due to the CPLs are then moved
to the left-half s-plane resulting in a closed-loop stable system.
Introduction of virtual resistance in droop control also
improves CPL stabilization; this interesting link is recently
established in [105].
A control strategy for damping of power oscillations in a
multi-source DC MG with a hybrid power conversion system
(HPCS) is proposed in [133]. The HPCS controller includes a
multi-loop voltage controller and a virtual impedance loop for
stabilizing the system. The virtual inductive impedance loop,
whose gain is determined using small-signal analysis and pole
placement method, applies a dynamic droop gain to damp the
low-frequency oscillations of the power management control
unit. The robust stability analysis shows that the closed-loop
system is robust against uncertainties imposed by MG
parameters. The authors have verified the performance of the
proposed method using hardware-in-the-loop (HIL) tests
carried out in OPAL-RT technologies.
The CPL has inherent nonlinear characteristic and therefore
it is necessary to establish the overall stability of DC MG in
presence of such loads [193]–[196]. The problem is further
aggravated by the interaction among different subsystems and
the uncertainties associated with renewable power sources (if
present). Therefore, the overall system stability cannot be
guaranteed, even if the individual subsystems are stable. There
have been several tools proposed by the researchers to assess
the stability in such situations [164], [167], [168]. CPL may
also cause total voltage collapse. Some researchers have
proposed the use of LC input filter to stabilize CPL [169].
Authors in [170] have used feedback linearization technique
for DC/DC buck converter loaded with a pure CPL to obtain
its linear model. Furthermore, a reduced order observer is used
to estimate the CPL power and its derivative, and to ensure the
accuracy of linearization in entire operating range, i.e., to
improve the transient performance. A full-order state feedback
controller is proposed for the feedback linearized converter
model. In [171] a technique referred to as Synergetic Control,
similar to Sliding Mode Control, is proposed. The technique
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requires selection of desired dynamics and a control law to
ensure that desired dynamics is reached. Passivity based
technique to mitigate destabilizing effect of CPL is proposed
in [172], [173]. This technique works on principle of energy
conservation i.e. energy supplied is equal to sum of energy
stored and energy dissipated. The passivity based controller
modifies energy dissipation function though introduction of
virtual impedance matrix. A coupling based technique or
amplitude death is coupling induced stabilization of the
equilibrium points of an unstable system. The sufficient
strength of coupling and different natural frequencies of the
systems being coupled, are the two requirements for
stabilization through amplitude death. The technique
originally belongs to nonlinear dynamical systems and has
recently been applied for open-loop stabilization of the
DC/DC converters in a DC MG in the presence of CPLs. In
reference [163], authors have proposed a heterogeneous and
time-delay coupling to stabilize a DC/DC Buck converter
supplying a CPL. Sliding mode control approach is also
proposed to ensure robust stabilization of DC MGs in presence
of CPL [174].
IX. CONTROL ALGORITHMS FOR ISLANDING DETECTION AND
PROTECTION IN DC MGS
A. Islanding Detection
Islanding is a condition in which one or more DG units and
their dedicated loads, usually at a distribution voltage level,
are disconnected from the utility system and remain
operational. Accidental formation of an island, e.g. due to a
fault, may result in a number of issues [175], [176], e.g.
protection and safety aspects. Thus, under the current
standards, accidental islanding is not permitted and upon
islanding detection, the DG units are required to be
disconnected and shut down. Such a process is also known as
anti-islanding [177]. If autonomous operation of an island is
permitted [178], [179], fast islanding detection is required for
appropriate decision making to manage autonomous operation
of the island. Thus, in either case, islanding detection is a
requirement for utilization of DG units. There have been
several methods developed and tested for islanding detection
of DG units interfaced to the AC networks [179]–[188]. In AC
MGs, any measured abnormalities in the voltage, frequency,
or phase-angle of the PCC voltage can be used for detection of
islanding, whereas in DC MGs, voltage is the only parameter
that can be employed for islanding event detection. This
makes the islanding detection in DC MGs more challenging.
Very few islanding detection methods have been proposed
for DG units within the context of DC MGs [189], [190] and
there still remain so much room to research on this subject.
The proposed algorithm of [189], [190] injects a disturbance
current through the PV converter to create an abnormality in
the DC link voltage upon the islanding event. The proposed
method combines a passive and an active algorithm to
minimize its Non-Detection Zone (NDZ). The PV converter is
modeled by a current source with a capacitive output, and the
load is modeled by an equivalent resistance. In this case, the
DC link is considered as an ideal voltage source. The injected

disturbance current is a periodic pulse whose duty cycle is
determined according to the DC link voltage ripples and the
speed of detection. In the grid-connected mode, the DC link
voltage is not perturbed since the voltage controller is in
service. However, in the islanded mode, the DC link voltage
control is lost and the DC voltage deviates from its nominal
value. If the voltage drift exceeds a certain threshold, the
algorithm increases the amount of the disturbance current
which can be considered as a positive feedback loop. The
positive feedback accelerates the voltage drift and thus, the
islanding event is quickly detected. The authors have verified
the performance of the proposed method by both using
simulations and experiments. The results show that the
islanding event is detected in less than 0.2 seconds. The
authors have shown that their proposed method does not
degrade the power quality of the overall system, and the
MPPT efficiency has not significantly been affected.
B. Protection of DC MGs
Different from AC systems, since DC current does not have
zero crossing point, it is more difficult to be extinguished,
especially under fault conditions. In order to effectively
protect DC MGs, some approaches are proposed in the
existing literature. In [191], the conventional AC circuit
breakers and fast DC switches are coordinated to cut off DC
fault current. Particularly, since most of DC systems are
interconnected with the external AC system by using AC-DC
rectifiers, the AC circuit breakers at the AC sides of these
rectifiers are used in the protection scheme of DC system. In
[192], a ring-bus power architecture is proposed to enhance
the reliability of DC MGs. Rather than integrating the DERs
and loads using a radial configuration, in this ring-bus
architecture, the DG terminals are connected to a circular
common bus via intelligent electronic devices (IEDs). Since
circular configuration is used, the DG output power can flow
in two directions. Meanwhile, the IEDs are used as smart
switches to detect and isolate the fault. Hence, the protection
scheme for DC MGs can be enhanced. In [193], differential
protection is used to achieve high-speed fault isolation.
Compared to conventional protection schemes mainly based
on over-current detection, the proposed differential protection
scheme can significantly reduce the fault detection time.
It should be noted that for the protection schemes of DC
MGs, a common issue is the malfunction of conventional
protective devices. This is usually induced by relatively low
fault current contributed by DER interface converters, and it is
a similar problem also met in AC MGs. In order to tackle the
obstacle of limited fault current contribution of converter
interfaced DERs, the relay settings can be updated according
to the present operation mode of DC MG. In particular, during
grid-connected operation, the DC MG is interconnected to the
external AC grid. Since larger fault current can be contributed
by the AC grid, higher level fault current thresholds can be
used in the protective relays. However, during islanded
operation, when a fault occurs, the fault current is solely
contributed by the DERs. Hence, the settings of the protective
relays should be updated with smaller fault current thresholds.
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X. MULTIPLE DC MICROGRID CLUSTERS
In the islanded mode of operation, MGs, especially the
ones highly dependent on renewable resources, may fail to
support their individual loads, and become unstable in the face
of large sudden load/generation changes. Interconnection of
MGs has been recognized as a solution, in the literature [14],
[194], and real applications [195], to enhance reliability,
stability, supply security, and resiliency to disturbance.
MGs can be connected to each other and form a cluster. A
MG cluster, as shown in Fig. 17, refers to a group of MGs, in
a close vicinity, physically interconnected via DC (or AC)
buses. This concept enables maximum utilization of energy
sources, improves reliability, and suppresses stress and aging
of the components, e.g., power electronic converters, in the
MGs. Moreover, it may reduce the maintenance costs, and
expand the overall lifespan of the network availability [123]. It
should be noted that when the inertia of interconnected MGs is
relativity high, this concept may also improve the system
stability. In other words, connecting the MGs with low inertia
may lead the whole cluster toward instability [194]. Despite
all these benefits, economical issues and marketing is still
unsolved for the MGs owners. [196].
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Fig. 17. General structure a MG cluster.

To achieve a higher quality of service, e.g. global voltage
regulation, and power flow control, communication-based
higher control layers must be applied to these systems. In
autonomous mode, each MG has its own control layers to
supports its local loads. While connected, the power/current
flow among MGs may be controlled to optimize the utilization
of their energy sources. It is obvious that power flow control
among MGs can be achieved by adjusting their bus voltages.
Thus, a trade-off needs to be taken into account between the
conflicting goals of voltage regulation and power flow control.
Recently, a few works have been presented in the literature
to address challenges in DC MG clusters, e.g., modeling and
stability [194], [197], voltage regulation [87], [88], and power
management [123], [198]. Small signal modeling and stability
issues of DC MG clusters has been addressed in [197],
considering impact of different parameters of the system and
the loads. A distributed two-level tertiary control system is
proposed in [123] to handle load sharing in a cluster of DC
MGs. It uses a cooperative approach to adjust voltage set
points for individual MGs and, accordingly, manage the power
flow among them. Reference [87] introduces a hierarchical
control framework to ensure reliable operation of DC MG
clusters where distributed policies are employed to provide

global voltage regulation and manage the power flow among
the MGs according to the capacity of their local energy
storage systems. Although some researches have been carried
out, controlling such systems still requires more attention.
XI. CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE TRENDS
This paper provides an extensive review on the control of
DC MGs and related issues. The control system structure
under a general hierarchical scheme is presented along with
the discussion on centralized, distributed and decentralized
organizations. The choice of the structure depends on the type
and feature of respective applications. Under the paradigm of
distributed generation and active consumer participation,
distributed schemes are becoming popular since they naturally
satisfy the flexible and autonomous operation requirements in
both generation side and consumer side. However, control
system design, communication, stability and information
security will be the main research challenges in this regard.
Concerning hierarchical control, a great number of research
works have been published recent years on the different layers
from primary to tertiary. Primary control as the basic layer
integrates control loops aims at proper voltage, current and
power regulation and defines the dynamic performance of the
local unit. Secondary and tertiary control provides advanced
functionalities such as voltage quality maintenance, current
sharing improvement and optimized operation. Based on this
well-defined structure, the future efforts are expected to
improve the intelligence of the system achieving an actively
integrated coordination between generation, storage and
consumers.
Plug-and-play capability, from component level to system
level, is a critical objective for future energy system. In
component level, the converters and DG units need to be able
to seamlessly connect and disconnect from a MG. In the
system level, similarly, a MG should have the possibility to
connect and disconnected with external grid at any time. A
proper control design has to guarantee not only the
coordination between components and systems, but also
maintain the stability of the system.
Furthermore, as CPLs are prevalent in modern electric
power systems, the system stability can be largely affected
especially in case of small scale islanded MG, such as vehicle
applications and MGs in remote areas. Active damping
methods and nonlinear control algorithms provide the
possibility to alleviate this problem. A global stability will be
the main goal in future study since conventional small signal
based local stability may not be suitable for MG applications.
Based on the MG concept, the future energy system is
expected to be a combination of many MGs formulating a
fully flexible and reliable grid. Additional regulation is also
necessary in operational levels, which are upon the existing
hierarchical control scheme and regulate the interaction
between MGs. Control, management and stability in multiMG systems introduce a number of interesting issues and start
to attract more and more researchers.
MG and MG clusters, as the main building block for future
energy system, will formulate a loosely but flexibly integrated
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grid. A well-designed control and management scheme is
necessarily the key to this achievement, but still and always
calling for more research and development efforts.
XII. REFERENCES
[1]
[2]
[3]
[4]
[5]

[6]
[7]

[8]
[9]
[10]
[11]

[12]

[13]
[14]

[15]
[16]
[17]
[18]
[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

“IEEE Guide for Design, Operation, and Integration of Distributed
Resource Island Systems with Electric Power Systems.” pp. 1–54, 2011.
J. J. Justo, F. Mwasilu, J. Lee, and J.-W. Jung, “AC-microgrids versus
DC-microgrids with distributed energy resources: A review,” Renew.
Sustain. Energy Rev., vol. 24, pp. 387–405, 2013.
A. T. Elsayed, A. A. Mohamed, and O. A. Mohammed, “DC microgrids
and distribution systems: An overview,” Electr. Power Syst. Res., vol.
119, pp. 407–417, 2015.
T. Dragicevic, X. Lu, J. Vasquez, and J. Guerrero, “DC Microgrids—
Part I: A Review of Control Strategies and Stabilization Techniques,”
IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 31, no. 7, pp. 4876–4891, 2016.
T. Dragicevic, X. Lu, J. C. Vasquez, and J. M. Guerrero, “DC
Microgrids-Part II: A Review of Power Architectures, Applications, and
Standardization Issues,” IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 31, no. 5, pp.
3528–3549, May 2016.
P. Fairley, “DC Versus AC: The Second War of Currents Has Already
Begun [In My View],” IEEE Power Energy Mag., vol. 10, no. 6, pp.
104–103, Nov. 2012.
E. Rodriguez-Diaz, J. C. Vasquez, and J. M. Guerrero, “Intelligent DC
Homes in Future Sustainable Energy Systems: When efficiency and
intelligence work together,” IEEE Consumer Electronics Magazine, vol.
5, no. 1, pp. 74–80, Jan-2016.
H. Kakigano, Y. Miura, and T. Ise, “Low-Voltage Bipolar-Type DC
Microgrid for Super High Quality Distribution,” IEEE Trans. Power
Electron., vol. 25, no. 12, pp. 3066–3075, Dec. 2010.
P. Garcia, L. M. Fernandez, C. A. Garcia, and F. Jurado, “Energy
Management System of Fuel-Cell-Battery Hybrid Tramway,” IEEE
Trans. Ind. Electron., vol. 57, no. 12, pp. 4013–4023, Dec. 2010.
X. Wang, M. Yue, E. Muljadi, and W. Gao, “Probabilistic Approach for
Power Capacity Specification of Wind Energy Storage Systems,” IEEE
Trans. Ind. Appl., vol. 50, no. 2, pp. 1215–1224, Mar. 2014.
L. Tan, B. Wu, S. Rivera, and V. Yaramasu, “Comprehensive DC Power
Balance Management in High-Power Three-Level DC–DC Converter for
Electric Vehicle Fast Charging,” IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 31,
no. 1, pp. 89–100, Jan. 2016.
M. Vasiladiotis and A. Rufer, “A Modular Multiport Power Electronic
Transformer With Integrated Split Battery Energy Storage for Versatile
Ultrafast EV Charging Stations,” IEEE Trans. Ind. Electron., vol. 62, no.
5, pp. 3213–3222, May 2015.
A. Bidram and A. Davoudi, “Hierarchical Structure of Microgrids
Control System,” IEEE Trans. Smart Grid, vol. 3, pp. 1963–1976, 2012.
J. M. Guerrero, J. C. Vasquez, J. Matas, L. G. De Vicuna, and M.
Castilla, “Hierarchical Control of Droop-Controlled AC and DC
Microgrids — A General Approach Toward Standardization,” IEEE
Trans. Ind. Electron., vol. 58, pp. 158–172, 2011.
E. J. Davison and A. G. Aghdam, Decentralized Control of Large-scale
Systems. Springer Publishing Company, Incorporated, 2014.
J. Lunze, Feedback control of large-scale systems. Prentice-Hall, 1992.
R. Scattolini, “Architectures for distributed and hierarchical Model
Predictive Control – A review,” J. Process Control, vol. 19, no. 5, pp.
723–731, 2009.
A. G. Tsikalakis and N. D. Hatziargyriou, “Centralized control for
optimizing microgrids operation,” IEEE Trans. Energy Convers., vol.
23, pp. 241–248, 2008.
Jong-Yul Kim et al., “Cooperative Control Strategy of Energy Storage
System and Microsources for Stabilizing the Microgrid during Islanded
Operation,” IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 25, no. 12, pp. 3037–
3048, Dec. 2010.
K. T. Tan, X. Y. Peng, P. L. So, Y. C. Chu, and M. Z. Q. Chen,
“Centralized Control for Parallel Operation of Distributed Generation
Inverters in Microgrids,” IEEE Trans. Smart Grid, vol. 3, no. 4, pp.
1977–1987, 2012.
B. Belvedere, M. Bianchi, A. Borghetti, C. A. Nucci, M. Paolone, and
A. Peretto, “A Microcontroller-Based Power Management System for
Standalone Microgrids With Hybrid Power Supply,” IEEE Trans.
Sustain. Energy, vol. 3, pp. 422–431, 2012.
R. Palma-Behnke et al., “A Microgrid Energy Management System
Based on the Rolling Horizon Strategy,” IEEE Trans. Smart Grid, vol. 4,

pp. 996–1006, 2013.
[23] A. Colet-Subirachs, A. Ruiz-Alvarez, O. Gomis-Bellmunt, F. AlvarezCuevas-Figuerola, and A. Sudria-Andreu, “Centralized and Distributed
Active and Reactive Power Control of a Utility Connected Microgrid
Using IEC61850,” IEEE Syst. J., vol. 6, no. 1, pp. 58–67, Mar. 2012.
[24] C.-X. Dou and B. Liu, “Multi-Agent Based Hierarchical Hybrid Control
for Smart Microgrid,” IEEE Trans. Smart Grid, vol. 4, pp. 771–778,
2013.
[25] H. S. V. S. K. Nunna and S. Doolla, “Multiagent-Based DistributedEnergy-Resource Management for Intelligent Microgrids,” IEEE Trans.
Ind. Electron., vol. 60, pp. 1678–1687, 2013.
[26] K. T. Tan, P. L. So, Y. C. Chu, and M. Z. Q. Chen, “Coordinated
Control and Energy Management of Distributed Generation Inverters in
a Microgrid,” IEEE Trans. Power Deliv., vol. 28, pp. 704–713, 2013.
[27] P. Siano, C. Cecati, H. Yu, and J. Kolbusz, “Real Time Operation of
Smart Grids via FCN Networks and Optimal Power Flow,” IEEE Trans.
Ind. Informatics, vol. 8, pp. 944–952, 2012.
[28] Q. Jiang, M. Xue, and G. Geng, “Energy Management of Microgrid in
Grid-Connected and Stand-Alone Modes,” Power Syst. IEEE Trans.,
vol. 28, pp. 3380–3389, 2013.
[29] A. Vaccaro, M. Popov, D. Villacci, and V. Terzija, “An Integrated
Framework for Smart Microgrids Modeling, Monitoring, Control,
Communication, and Verification,” Proceedings of the IEEE, vol. 99.
pp. 119–132, 2011.
[30] H. Kanchev, D. Lu, F. Colas, V. Lazarov, and B. Francois, “Energy
Management and Operational Planning of a Microgrid With a PV-Based
Active Generator for Smart Grid Applications,” IEEE Trans. Ind.
Electron., vol. 58, pp. 4583–4592, 2011.
[31] J. Byun, I. Hong, and S. Park, “Intelligent cloud home energy
management system using household appliance priority based
scheduling based on prediction of renewable energy capability,” IEEE
Trans. Consum. Electron., vol. 58, pp. 1194–1201, 2012.
[32] C. Chen, S. Duan, T. Cai, B. Liu, and G. Hu, “Smart energy
management system for optimal microgrid economic operation,” IET
Renew. Power Gener., vol. 5, p. 258, 2011.
[33] D. E. Olivares, C. A. Canizares, and M. Kazerani, “A centralized
optimal energy management system for microgrids,” in 2011 IEEE
Power and Energy Society General Meeting, 2011, pp. 1–6.
[34] A. Chaouachi, R. M. Kamel, R. Andoulsi, and K. Nagasaka,
“Multiobjective intelligent energy management for a microgrid,” IEEE
Trans. Ind. Electron., vol. 60, pp. 1688–1699, 2013.
[35] P. Stluka, D. Godbole, and T. Samad, “Energy management for
buildings and microgrids,” in IEEE Conference on Decision and Control
and European Control Conference, 2011, pp. 5150–5157.
[36] R. Zamora and A. K. Srivastava, “Controls for microgrids with storage:
Review, challenges, and research needs,” Renew. Sustain. Energy Rev.,
vol. 14, pp. 2009–2018, 2010.
[37] D. Niyato, L. Xiao, and P. Wang, “Machine-to-machine
communications for home energy management system in smart grid,”
IEEE Commun. Mag., vol. 49, 2011.
[38] V. C. Gungor et al., “Smart Grid Technologies: Communication
Technologies and Standards,” IEEE Trans. Ind. Informatics, vol. 7, pp.
529–539, 2011.
[39] X. Fang, D. Yang, and G. Xue, “Wireless Communications and
Networking Technologies for Smart Grid: Paradigms and Challenges,”
arXiv Prepr. arXiv1112.1158, pp. 1–7, 2011.
[40] K. Iniewski, Smart grid infrastructure & networking. 2013.
[41] Z. Fan et al., “Smart Grid Communications: Overview of Research
Challenges, Solutions, and Standardization Activities,” in IEEE
Communications Surveys & Tutorials, 2012.
[42] R. C. Qiu et al., “Cognitive Radio Network for the Smart Grid:
Experimental System Architecture, Control Algorithms, Security, and
Microgrid Testbed,” IEEE Trans. Smart Grid, vol. 2, pp. 724–740, 2011.
[43] S. D. J. McArthur et al., “Multi-Agent Systems for Power Engineering
Applications—Part II: Technologies, Standards, and Tools for Building
Multi-agent Systems,” IEEE Trans. Power Syst., vol. 22, no. 4, pp.
1753–1759, Nov. 2007.
[44] S. D. J. McArthur et al., “Multi-Agent Systems for Power Engineering
Applications—Part I: Concepts, Approaches, and Technical
Challenges,” IEEE Trans. Power Syst., vol. 22, no. 4, pp. 1743–1752,
Nov. 2007.
[45] F. Katiraei, R. Iravani, N. Hatziargyriou, and A. Dimeas, “Microgrid
Management,” IEEE Power Energy Mag., pp. 54–65, 2008.
[46] R. Olfati-Saber, “Ultrafast consensus in small-world networks,” in
Proceedings of the 2005, American Control Conference, 2005., 2005,

17
pp. 2371–2378.
[47] R. Olfati-Saber, J. A. Fax, and R. M. Murray, “Consensus and
Cooperation in Networked Multi-Agent Systems,” Proc. IEEE, vol. 95,
no. 1, pp. 215–233, 2007.
[48] A. Jadbabaie, Jie Lin, and A. S. Morse, “Coordination of groups of
mobile autonomous agents using nearest neighbor rules,” IEEE Trans.
Automat. Contr., vol. 48, no. 6, pp. 988–1001, Jun. 2003.
[49] L. Meng, T. Dragicevic, J. M. Guerrero, and J. C. Vasquez, “Dynamic
consensus algorithm based distributed global efficiency optimization of
a droop controlled DC microgrid,” in 2014 IEEE International Energy
Conference (ENERGYCON), 2014, pp. 1276–1283.
[50] L. Meng, T. Dragicevic, J. M. Guerrero, J. Vasquez, M. Savaghebi, and
F. Tang, “Agent-based Distributed Unbalance Compensation for
Optimal Power Quality in Islanded Microgrids,” in IEEE International
Symposium on Industrial Electronics, ISIE 2014, 2014.
[51] V. Nasirian, S. Moayedi, A. Davoudi, and F. Lewis, “Distributed
Cooperative Control of DC Microgrids,” IEEE Trans. Power Electron.,
vol. 30, no. 4, pp. 2288–2303, 2015.
[52] V. Nasirian, A. Davoudi, F. L. Lewis, and J. M. Guerrero, “Distributed
adaptive droop control for DC distribution systems,” IEEE Trans.
Energy Convers., vol. 29, no. 4, pp. 944–956, 2014.
[53] J. Rajagopalan, K. Xing, Y. Guo, F. C. Lee, and B. Manners, “Modeling
and Dynamic Analysis of Paralleled DC/DC Converters with MasterSlave Current Sharing Control,” in IEEE Applied Power Electronics
Conference and Exposition, 1996, vol. 2, pp. 678–684.
[54] T.-F. Wu, Y.-K. Chen, and Y.-H. Huang, “3C Strategy for Inverters in
Parallel Operation Achieving an Equal Current Distribution,” IEEE
Trans. Ind. Electron., vol. 47, no. 2, pp. 273–281, Apr. 2000.
[55] M. Lee, D. Chen, K. Huang, C.-W. Liu, and B. Tai, “Modeling and
Design for a Novel Adaptive Voltage Positioning (AVP) Scheme for
Multiphase VRMs,” IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 23, no. 4, pp.
1733–1742, 2008.
[56] S. Anand, B. G. Fernandes, and J. Guerrero, “Distributed Control to
Ensure Proportional Load Sharing and Improve Voltage Regulation in
Low-Voltage DC Microgrids,” IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 28,
no. 4, pp. 1900–1913, Apr. 2013.
[57] J. W. Kim, H. S. Choi, and B. H. Cho, “A novel droop method for
converter parallel operation,” IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 17, no.
1, pp. 25–32, 2002.
[58] F. Chen, R. Burgos, D. Boroyevich, and W. Zhang, “A nonlinear droop
method to improve voltage regulation and load sharing in DC systems,”
in 2015 IEEE First International Conference on DC Microgrids
(ICDCM), 2015, pp. 45–50.
[59] S. Augustine, M. K. Mishra, and N. Lakshminarasamma, “Adaptive
droop control strategy for load sharing and circulating current
minimization in low-voltage standalone DC microgrid,” IEEE Trans.
Sustain. Energy, vol. 6, no. 1, pp. 132–141, 2015.
[60] T. Dragicevic, J. M. Guerrero, J. C. Vasquez, and D. Skrlec,
“Supervisory Control of an Adaptive-Droop Regulated DC Microgrid
With Battery Management Capability,” IEEE Trans. Power Electron.,
vol. 29, no. 2, pp. 695–706, Feb. 2014.
[61] D. Salomonsson, S. Member, L. Söder, and A. Sannino, “An Adaptive
Control System for a DC Microgrid for Data Centers,” IEEE Trans. Ind.
Appl., vol. 44, no. 6, pp. 1910–1917, 2008.
[62] R. Iravani, A. Khorsandi, M. Ashourloo, and H. Mokhtari, “Automatic
droop control for a low voltage DC microgrid,” IET Gener. Transm.
Distrib., vol. 10, no. 1, pp. 41–47, 2016.
[63] B. G. Fernandes and S. Anand, “Modified droop controller for
paralleling of dc–dc converters in standalone dc system,” IET Power
Electron., vol. 5, no. 6, pp. 782–789, 2012.
[64] X. Lu, K. Sun, J. M. Guerrero, J. C. Vasquez, and L. Huang, “State-ofCharge Balance Using Adaptive Droop Control for Distributed Energy
Storage Syst. in DC Microgrid Appl.,” IEEE Trans. Ind. Electron., vol.
61, no. 6, pp. 2804–2815, 2014.
[65] E. Planas, A. Gil-De-Muro, J. Andreu, I. Kortabarria, and I. Mart??nez
De Alegr??a, “General aspects, hierarchical controls and droop methods
in microgrids: A review,” Renew. Sustain. Energy Rev., vol. 17, pp.
147–159, 2013.
[66] A. Maknouninejad, Z. Qu, F. L. Lewis, and A. Davoudi, “Optimal,
nonlinear, and distributed designs of droop controls for DC microgrids,”
IEEE Trans. Smart Grid, vol. 5, no. 5, pp. 2508–2516, 2014.
[67] K. Sun, L. Zhang, Y. Xing, and J. M. Guerrero, “A Distributed Control
Strategy Based on DC Bus Signaling for Modular Photovoltaic
Generation Systems With Battery Energy Storage,” IEEE Trans. Power
Electron., vol. 26, no. 10, pp. 3032–3045, 2011.

[68] Y. Gu, X. Xiang, W. Li, and X. He, “Mode-Adaptive Decentralized
Control for Renewable DC Microgrid With Enhanced Reliability and
Flexibility,” IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 29, no. 9, pp. 5072–
5080, Sep. 2014.
[69] H. Bevrani, Robust Power System Frequency Control. Springer, 2009.
[70] Q. Shafiee, T. Dragicevic, J. C. Vasquez, and J. M. Guerrero,
“Hierarchical Control for Multiple DC-Microgrids Clusters,” IEEE
Trans. Energy Convers., vol. 29, no. 4, pp. 922–933, Dec. 2014.
[71] X. Lu, J. M. Guerrero, K. Sun, and J. C. Vasquez, “An Improved Droop
Control Method for DC Microgrids Based on Low Bandwidth
Communication With DC Bus Voltage Restoration and Enhanced
Current Sharing Accuracy,” IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 29, no. 4,
pp. 1800–1812, Apr. 2014.
[72] A. Bidram, A. Davoudi, F. L. Lewis, and J. M. Guerrero, “Distributed
Cooperative Secondary Control of Microgrids Using Feedback
Linearization,” IEEE Trans. Power Syst., vol. 28, no. 3, pp. 3462–3470,
Aug. 2013.
[73] Q. Shafiee, J. M. Guerrero, and J. C. Vasquez, “Distributed Secondary
Control for Islanded Microgrids—A Novel Approach,” IEEE Trans.
Power Electron., vol. 29, no. 2, pp. 1018–1031, Feb. 2014.
[74] P. Wang, X. Lu, X. Yang, W. Wang, and D. G. Xu, “An Improved
Distributed Secondary Control Method for DC Microgrids with
Enhanced Dynamic Current Sharing Performance,” IEEE Trans. Power
Electron., vol. 31, no. 9, pp. 6658–6673, 2016.
[75] J. Zhao and F. Dorfler, “Distributed control, load sharing, and dispatch
in DC microgrids,” in 2015 American Control Conference (ACC), 2015,
pp. 3304–3309.
[76] T. R. Oliveira, W. W. A. G. Silva, and P. F. Donoso-Garcia,
“Distributed Secondary Level Control for Energy Storage Management
in DC Microgrids,” IEEE Trans. Smart Grid, 2016.
[77] P. Wang, J. Xiao, and L. Setyawan, “Hierarchical Control of Hybrid
Energy Storage System in DC Microgrids,” IEEE Trans. Ind. Electron.,
vol. PP, no. 99, pp. 1–1, 2015.
[78] L. Meng, T. Dragicevic, J. Vasquez, J. Guerrero, and E. R. Sanseverino,
“Hierarchical control with virtual resistance optimization for efficiency
enhancement and State-of-Charge balancing in DC microgrids,” in 2015
IEEE First International Conference on DC Microgrids (ICDCM), 2015,
pp. 1–6.
[79] N. Eghtedarpour and E. Farjah, “Distributed charge/discharge control of
energy storages in a renewable-energy-based DC micro-grid,” IET
Renew. Power Gener., vol. 8, no. 1, pp. 45–57, Jan. 2014.
[80] J. He and Y. W. Li, “Analysis, Design, and Implementation of Virtual
Impedance for Power Electronics Interfaced Distributed Generation,”
IEEE Trans. Ind. Appl., vol. 47, no. 6, pp. 2525–2538, Nov. 2011.
[81] Y. Ito, Y. Zhongqing, and H. Akagi, “DC microgrid based distribution
power generation system,” in Power Electronics and Motion Control
Conference, IPEMC 2004, 2004, pp. 1740–1745.
[82] J. Schiffer, T. Seel, J. Raisch, and T. Sezi, “Voltage Stability and
Reactive Power Sharing in Inverter-Based Microgrids With ConsensusBased Distributed Voltage Control,” IEEE Trans. Control Syst.
Technol., vol. 24, no. 1, pp. 96–109, 2016.
[83] A. Bidram, A. Davoudi, and F. L. Lewis, “A Multiobjective Distributed
Control Framework for Islanded AC Microgrids,” IEEE Trans. Ind.
INFORMATICS, vol. 10, no. 3, pp. 1785–1798, 2014.
[84] J. Simpson-Porco, Q. Shafiee, F. Dorfler, J. C. Vasquez, J. Guerrero, and
F. Bullo, “Secondary Frequency and Voltage Control of Islanded
Microgrids via Distributed Averaging,” IEEE Trans. Ind. Electron., vol.
62, no. 11, pp. 7025–7038, 2015.
[85] A. Mehrizi-Sani and R. Iravani, “Potential-Function Based Control of a
Microgrid in Islanded and Grid-Connected Modes,” IEEE Trans. Power
Syst., vol. 25, no. 4, pp. 1883–1891, Nov. 2010.
[86] Z. Lv, Z. Wu, X. Dou, and M. Hu, “Discrete Consensus-Based
Distributed Secondary Control Scheme with Considering Time-Delays
for DC Microgrid,” pp. 2898–2903, 2015.
[87] Q. Shafiee, T. Dragicevic, J. C. Vasquez and J. M. Guerrero,
"Hierarchical control for multiple DC-microgrids clusters," 2014 IEEE
11th International Multi-Conference on Systems, Signals & Devices
(SSD14), Barcelona, 2014, pp. 1-6.
[88] Q. Shafiee, T. Dragicevic, F. Andrade, J. C. Vasquez, and J. M.
Guerrero, “Distributed Consensus-Based Control of Multiple DCMicrogrids Clusters,” IECON 2014 - 40th Annu. Conf. IEEE Ind.
Electron. Soc., pp. 2056–2062, 2014.
[89] L. Meng, T. Dragicevic, J. Roldan-Perez, J. C. Vasquez, and J. M.
Guerrero, “Modeling and Sensitivity Study of Consensus AlgorithmBased Distributed Hierarchical Control for DC Microgrids,” IEEE

18
Trans. Smart Grid, vol. PP, no. 99, pp. 1–1, 2015.
[90] M. Tucci, L. Meng, J. M. Guerrero, and G. Ferrari-Trecate, “Consensus
algorithms and plug-and-play control for current sharing in DC
microgrids.” Technical Report, Dipartimento di Ingegneria Industriale e
dell’Informazione, Università degli Studi di Pavia, Pavia, Italy. March
2016. [Online]. Available:http://arxiv.org/abs/1603.03624, 2016.
[91] R. Olfati-Saber and R. M. Murray, “Consensus problems in networks of
agents with switching topology and time-delays,” IEEE Trans. Automat.
Contr., vol. 49, no. 9, pp. 1520–1533, 2004.
[92] D. P. Spanos, R. Olfati-saber, and R. M. Murray, “Dynamic consensus
for mobile network,” Proc. - 16th Int. Fed. Aut. Control, pp. 1–6, 2005.
[93] M. Yazdanian, G. S. Member, and A. Mehrizi-sani, “Distributed Control
Techniques in Microgrids,” IEEE Trans. Smart Grid, vol. 5, no. 6, pp.
2901–2909, 2014.
[94] A. G. Tsikalakis and N. D. Hatziargyriou, “Centralized Control for
Optimizing Microgrids Operation,” IEEE Trans. Energy Convers., vol.
23, no. 1, pp. 241–248, Mar. 2008.
[95] D. J. Tylavsky and F. C. Trutt, “The Newton-Raphson Load Flow
Applied to AC/DC Systems with Commutation Impedance,” IEEE
Trans. Ind. Appl., vol. IA-19, no. 6, pp. 940–948, Nov. 1983.
[96] Li Gengyin, Zhou Ming, He Jie, Li Guangkai, and Liang Haifeng,
“Power flow calculation of power systems incorporating VSC-HVDC,”
in 2004 International Conference on Power System Technology, 2004.
PowerCon 2004., 2004, vol. 2, pp. 1562–1566.
[97] X.-P. Zhang, “Multiterminal Voltage-Sourced Converter-Based HVDC
Models for Power Flow Analysis,” IEEE Trans. Power Syst., vol. 19, no.
4, pp. 1877–1884, Nov. 2004.
[98] C. Li, S. K. Chaudhary, J. C. Vasquez, and J. M. Guerrero, “Power flow
analysis for droop controlled LV hybrid AC-DC microgrids with virtual
impedance,” in 2014 IEEE PES General Meeting | Conference &
Exposition, 2014, pp. 1–4.
[99] T. M. Haileselassie and K. Uhlen, “Impact of DC Line Voltage Drops on
Power Flow of MTDC Using Droop Control,” IEEE Trans. Power Syst.,
vol. 27, no. 3, pp. 1441–1449, Aug. 2012.
[100] C.-L. Su, K.-L. Lin, and C.-J. Chen, “Power Flow and GeneratorConverter Schemes Studies in Ship MVDC Distribution Systems,” IEEE
Trans. Ind. Appl., vol. 52, no. 1, pp. 50–59, Jan. 2016.
[101] S. Yeleti, “Load flow and security assessment of VSC based MVDC
shipboard power systems,” in 2011 North American Power Symposium,
2011, pp. 1–7.
[102] L. Meng, T. Dragicevic, J. C. Vasquez, and J. M. Guerrero, “Tertiary
and Secondary Control Levels for Efficiency Optimization and System
Damping in Droop Controlled DC–DC Converters,” IEEE Trans. Smart
Grid, vol. 6, no. 6, pp. 2615–2626, Nov. 2015.
[103] M. Farasat, S. Mehraeen, A. Arabali, and A. Trzynadlowski, “GA-based
optimal power flow for microgrids with DC distribution network,” in
2015 IEEE Energy Conversion Congress and Exposition (ECCE), 2015,
pp. 3372–3379.
[104] X. Feng, K. L. Butler-Purry, and T. Zourntos, “Multi-Agent SystemBased Real-Time Load Management for All-Electric Ship Power
Systems in DC Zone Level,” IEEE Trans. Power Syst., vol. 27, no. 4,
pp. 1719–1728, Nov. 2012.
[105] T. Dragicevic, N. L. Diaz, J. C. Vasquez, and J. M. Guerrero, “Voltage
scheduling droop control for State-of-Charge balance of distributed
energy storage in DC microgrids,” in 2014 IEEE International Energy
Conference (ENERGYCON), 2014, pp. 1310–1314.
[106] J. Moreno, M. E. Ortuzar, and J. W. Dixon, “Energy-management
system for a hybrid electric vehicle, using ultracapacitors and neural
networks,” IEEE Trans. Ind. Electron., vol. 53, no. 2, pp. 614–623, Apr.
2006.
[107] S. Njoya Motapon, L.-A. Dessaint, and K. Al-Haddad, “A Comparative
Study of Energy Management Schemes for a Fuel-Cell Hybrid
Emergency Power System of More-Electric Aircraft,” IEEE Trans. Ind.
Electron., vol. 61, no. 3, pp. 1320–1334, Mar. 2014.
[108] F. Pilo, G. Pisano, and G. G. Soma, “Optimal Coordination of Energy
Resources With a Two-Stage Online Active Management,” IEEE Trans.
Ind. Electron., vol. 58, no. 10, pp. 4526–4537, Oct. 2011.
[109] C. M. Colson, M. H. Nehrir, R. K. Sharma, and B. Asghari, “Improving
sustainability of hybrid energy systems part i: Incorporating battery
round-trip efficiency and operational cost factors,” IEEE Trans. Sustain.
Energy, vol. 5, pp. 37–45, 2014.
[110] S. Conti, R. Nicolosi, S. A. Rizzo, and H. H. Zeineldin, “Optimal
Dispatching of Distributed Generators and Storage Systems for MV
Islanded Microgrids,” IEEE Transactions on Power Delivery, vol. 27.
pp. 1243–1251, 2012.

[111] G. Byeon, T. Yoon, S. Oh, and G. Jang, “Energy Management Strategy
of the DC Distribution System in Buildings Using the EV Service
Model,” IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 28, no. 4, pp. 1544–1554,
Apr. 2013.
[112] A. Dianov, “Future Drives of Home Appliances: Elimination of the
Electrolytic DC-Link Capacitor in Electrical Drives for Home
Appliances,” IEEE Industrial Electronics Magazine, vol. 9, no. 3, pp.
10–18, Sep-2015.
[113] B. T. Patterson, “DC, Come Home: DC Microgrids and the Birth of the
‘Enernet,’” IEEE Power Energy Mag., vol. 10, no. 6, pp. 60–69, Nov.
2012.
[114] D. Paire and A. Miraoui, “Power distribution using tariff-driven gainscheduling in residential DC microgrids,” in IECON 2013 - 39th Annual
Conference of the IEEE Industrial Electronics Society, 2013, pp. 7044–
7049.
[115] E. Rodriguez-Diaz, J. C. Vasquez, and J. M. Guerrero, “Intelligent DC
Homes in Future Sustainable Energy Systems: When efficiency and
intelligence work together.,” IEEE Consumer Electronics Magazine, vol.
5, no. 1, pp. 74–80, Jan-2016.
[116] X. Lu, N. Liu, Q. Chen, and J. Zhang, “Multi-objective optimal
scheduling of a DC micro-grid consisted of PV system and EV charging
station,” in 2014 IEEE Innovative Smart Grid Technologies - Asia
(ISGT ASIA), 2014, pp. 487–491.
[117] L. Hua, J. Wang, and C. Zhou, “Adaptive Electric Vehicle Charging
Coordination on Distribution Network,” IEEE Trans. Smart Grid, vol. 5,
no. 6, pp. 2666–2675, Nov. 2014.
[118] H. Zhang, F. Mollet, C. Saudemont, and B. Robyns, “Experimental
Validation of Energy Storage System Management Strategies for a Local
DC Distribution System of More Electric Aircraft,” IEEE Trans. Ind.
Electron., vol. 57, no. 12, pp. 3905–3916, Dec. 2010.
[119] S. Paran, T. V. Vu, T. El Mezyani, and C. S. Edrington, “MPC-based
power management in the shipboard power system,” in 2015 IEEE
Electric Ship Technologies Symposium (ESTS), 2015, pp. 14–18.
[120] M. R. Banaei and R. Alizadeh, “Simulation-Based Modeling and Power
Management of All-Electric Ships Based on Renewable Energy
Generation Using Model Predictive Control Strategy,” IEEE Intelligent
Transportation Systems Magazine, vol. 8, no. 2, pp. 90–103, 2016.
[121] A. Mondal, S. Misra, and M. S. Obaidat, “Distributed Home Energy
Management System With Storage in Smart Grid Using Game Theory,”
IEEE Syst. J., vol. PP, no. 99, pp. 1–10, 2015.
[122] W. Shi, X. Xie, C.-C. Chu, and R. Gadh, “Distributed Optimal Energy
Management in Microgrids,” IEEE Trans. Smart Grid, vol. 6, no. 3, pp.
1137–1146, May 2015.
[123] S. Moayedi and A. Davoudi, “Distributed Tertiary Control of DC
Microgrid Clusters,” IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 31, no. 2, pp.
1717–1733, Feb. 2016.
[124] T. V. Vu, S. Paran, T. El Mezyani, and C. S. Edrington, “Real-time
distributed power optimization in the DC microgrids of shipboard power
systems,” in 2015 IEEE Electric Ship Technologies Symposium (ESTS),
2015, pp. 118–122.
[125] Y. Xu and Z. Li, “Distributed Optimal Resource Management Based on
the Consensus Algorithm in a Microgrid,” IEEE Trans. Ind. Electron.,
vol. 62, no. 4, pp. 2584–2592, Apr. 2015.
[126] X. Lu, K. Sun, J. M. Guerrero, J. C. Vasquez, and L. Huang, “DoubleQuadrant State-of-Charge-Based Droop Control Method for Distributed
Energy Storage Systems in Autonomous DC Microgrids,” IEEE Trans.
Smart Grid, vol. 6, no. 1, pp. 147–157, Jan. 2015.
[127] Y. Gu, W. Li, and X. He, “Frequency-Coordinating Virtual Impedance
for Autonomous Power Management of DC Microgrid,” IEEE Trans.
Power Electron., vol. 30, no. 4, pp. 2328–2337, 2015.
[128] B. K. Johnson, R. H. Lasseter, F. L. Alvarado, and R. Adapa,
“Expandable Multiterminal DC Systems Based on Voltage Droop,”
IEEE Trans. Power Deliv., vol. 8, no. 4, pp. 1926–1932, 1993.
[129] J. Kumagai, “The rise of the personal power plant,” IEEE Spectr., vol.
51, no. 6, pp. 54–59, Jun. 2014.
[130] E. Najm, Y. Xu, and A. Huang, “Low cost plug-and-play PV system for
DC microgrid,” in 2015 IEEE Energy Conversion Congress and
Exposition (ECCE), 2015, pp. 4236–4242.
[131] G. Cezar, R. Rajagopal, and B. Zhang, “Stability of interconnected DC
converters,” in 2015 54th IEEE Conference on Decision and Control
(CDC), 2015, pp. 9–14.
[132] J. Zhao and F. Dörfler, “Distributed control and optimization in DC
microgrids,” Automatica, vol. 61, pp. 18–26, 2015.
[133] M. Hamzeh, M. Ghafouri, H. Karimi, K. Sheshyekani, and J. Guerrero,
“Power Oscillations Damping in DC Microgrids,” IEEE Trans. Energy

19
Convers., vol. 31, no. 3, pp. 970–980, Sep. 2016.
[134] M. Tucci, S. Riverso, J. C. Vasquez, J. M. Guerrero, and G. FerrariTrecate, “A Decentralized Scalable Approach to Voltage Control of DC
Islanded Microgrids,” IEEE Trans. Control Syst. Technol., vol. 24, no.
6, pp. 1965–1979, 2016.
[135] F. Dörfler and F. Bullo, “Kron reduction of graphs with applications to
electrical networks,” IEEE Trans. Circuits Syst. I Regul. Pap., vol. 60,
no. 1, pp. 150–163, 2013.
[136] M. Tucci, A. Floriduz, S. Riverso, and G. Ferrari-Trecate, “Plug-andplay control of AC islanded microgrids with general topology,” in Proc.
European Control Conference, 2016, pp. 1493–1500.
[137] M. Tucci, S. Riverso, and G. Ferrari-Trecate, “Voltage stabilization in
DC
microgrids
through
coupling-independent
plug-and-play
controllers,” in 55th IEEE Conference on Decision and Control (CDC),
2016, pp. 4944–4949.
[138] S. Riverso, M. Farina, and G. Ferrari-Trecate, “Plug-and-play model
predictive control based on robust control invariant sets,” in Automatica,
2014, vol. 50, no. 8, pp. 2179–2186.
[139] S. Riverso, M. Farina, and G. Ferrari-Trecate, “Plug-and-play
decentralized model predictive control for linear systems,” IEEE Trans.
Automat. Contr., vol. 58, no. 10, pp. 2608–2614, 2013.
[140] S. Bansal, M. N. Zeilinger, and C. J. Tomlin, “Plug-and-play model
predictive control for electric vehicle charging and voltage control in
smart grids,” in 53rd IEEE Conference on Decision and Control, 2014,
pp. 5894–5900.
[141] J. Bendtsen, K. Trangbaek, and J. Stoustrup, “Plug-and-play controlModifying control systems online,” IEEE Trans. Control Syst. Technol.,
vol. 21, no. 1, pp. 79–93, 2013.
[142] D. Zonetti, R. Ortega, and A. Benchaib, “A globally asymptotically
stable decentralized PI controller for multi-terminal high-voltage DC
transmission systems,” in 2014 European Control Conference, ECC
2014, 2014, pp. 1397–1403.
[143] H. Behjati, A. Davoudi, and F. Lewis, “Modular DC-DC converters on
graphs: Cooperative control,” IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 29, no.
12, pp. 6725–6741, 2014.
[144] S. Moayedi, V. Nasirian, F. L. Lewis, and A. Davoudi, “Team-Oriented
Load Sharing in Parallel DC&amp;#x2013;DC Converters,” IEEE
Trans. Ind. Appl., vol. 51, no. 1, pp. 479–490, Jan. 2015.
[145] X. Yu, F. Wang, and A. Q. Huang, “Power management strategy for
plug and play DC microgrid,” in 2012 3rd IEEE PES Innovative Smart
Grid Technologies Europe (ISGT Europe), 2012, pp. 1–7.
[146] T. Dragičević, J. M. Guerrero, and J. C. Vasquez, “A distributed control
strategy for coordination of an autonomous LVDC microgrid based on
power-line signaling,” IEEE Trans. Ind. Electron., vol. 61, no. 7, pp.
3313–3326, 2014.
[147] R. D. D. Middlebrook, “Input filter consideration in design and
application of switching regulators,” in IEEE Ind. Applicat. Soc. Annu.
Meeting, 1976, pp. 366–382.
[148] B. Choi, “A Method of Defining the Load Impedance Specification for
A Stable Distributed Power System,” IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol.
10, no. 3, pp. 280–285, 1995.
[149] R. D. Middlebrook, “Design techniques for preventing input-filter
oscillations in switched-mode regulators,” in in Proc. Powercon 5, 1978,
pp. A3-1–A3-16.
[150] R. W. Erickson, “Optimal single resistors damping of input filters,”
APEC ’99. Fourteenth Annu. Appl. Power Electron. Conf. Expo. 1999
Conf. Proc. (Cat. No.99CH36285), vol. 2, no. 1, pp. 1073–1079 vol.2,
1999.
[151] A. Kwasinski and C. N. Onwuchekwa, “Dynamic behavior and
stabilization of DC microgrids with instantaneous constant-power
loads,” IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 26, no. 3, pp. 822–834, 2011.
[152] J. G. Ciezki and R. W. Ashton, “The design of stabilizing controls for
shipboard DC-to-DC buck choppers using feedback linearization
techniques,” in PESC 98 Record. 29th Annual IEEE Power Electronics
Specialists Conference (Cat. No.98CH36196), 1998, vol. 1, pp. 335–
341.
[153] I. Kondratiev, E. Santi, R. Dougal, and G. Veselov, “Synergetic control
for DC-DC buck converters with constant power load,” in 2004 IEEE
35th Annual Power Electronics Specialists Conference (IEEE Cat.
No.04CH37551), 2004, vol. 5, pp. 3758–3764.
[154] C. H. Rivetta, A. Emadi, G. A. Williamson, R. Jayabalan, and B.
Fahimi, “Analysis and control of a buck dc-dc converter operating with
constant power load in sea and undersea vehicles,” IEEE Trans. Ind.
Appl., vol. 42, no. 2, pp. 559–572, 2006.
[155] A. M. Rahimi, G. A. Williamson, and A. Emadi, “Loop-cancellation

technique: A novel nonlinear feedback to overcome the destabilizing
effect of constant-power loads,” IEEE Trans. Veh. Technol., vol. 59, no.
2, pp. 650–661, 2010.
[156] A. A. A. Radwan and Y. A. R. I. Mohamed, “Linear active stabilization
of converter-dominated DC microgrids,” IEEE Trans. Smart Grid, vol.
3, no. 1, pp. 203–216, 2012.
[157] W. Du, J. Zhang, Y. Zhang, and Z. Qian, “Stability criterion for
cascaded system with constant power load,” IEEE Trans. Power
Electron., vol. 28, no. 4, pp. 1843–1851, 2013.
[158] Y. Gu, W. Li, and X. He, “Passivity-Based Control of DC Microgrid for
Self-Disciplined Stabilization,” IEEE Trans. Power Syst., vol. 30, no. 5,
pp. 2623–2632, 2015.
[159] R. Ahmadi and M. Ferdowsi, “Improving the performance of a line
regulating converter in a converter-dominated DC microgrid system,”
IEEE Trans. Smart Grid, vol. 5, no. 5, pp. 2553–2563, 2014.
[160] P. Magne, B. Nahid-Mobarakeh, and S. Pierfederici, “Dynamic
Consideration of DC Microgrids With Constant Power Loads and Active
Damping System #x2014;A Design Method for Fault-Tolerant
Stabilizing System,” IEEE J. Emerg. Sel. Top. Power Electron., vol. 2,
no. 3, pp. 562–570, 2014.
[161] M. Wu and D. D. C. Lu, “A Novel Stabilization Method of LC Input
Filter with Constant Power Loads Without Load Performance
Compromise in DC Microgrids,” IEEE Trans. Ind. Electron., vol. 62, no.
7, pp. 4552–4562, 2015.
[162] X. Lu, K. Sun, J. M. Guerrero, J. C. Vasquez, L. Huang, and J. Wang,
“Stability Enhancement Based on Virtual Impedance for DC Microgrids
with Constant Power Loads,” IEEE Trans. Smart Grid, vol. 6, no. 6, pp.
2770–2783, 2015.
[163] S. R. Huddy and J. D. Skufca, “Amplitude death solutions for
stabilization of dc microgrids with instantaneous constant-power loads,”
IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 28, no. 1, pp. 247–253, 2013.
[164] A. Riccobono and E. Santi, “Comprehensive review of stability criteria
for DC power distribution systems,” IEEE Trans. Ind. Appl., vol. 50, no.
5, pp. 3525–3535, 2014.
[165] S. Sanchez, R. Ortega, R. Grino, G. Bergna, and M. Molinas,
“Conditions for existence of equilibria of systems with constant power
loads,” IEEE Trans. Circuits Syst. I Regul. Pap., vol. 61, no. 7, pp.
2204–2211, 2014.
[166] J. Shekel, “Nonlinear Problems in the Design of Cable-Powered
Distribution Networks,” IEEE Trans. Cable Telev., vol. CATV-1, no. 1,
pp. 11–17, 1976.
[167] M. R. Kuhn, Y. Ji, and D. Schrder, “Stability studies of critical DC
power system component for More Electric Aircraft using
&amp;amp;#x03BC; sensitivity,” 2007 Mediterr. Conf. Control Autom.,
no. July, 2007.
[168] A. Riccobono and E. Santi, “A novel Passivity-Based Stability Criterion
(PBSC) for switching converter DC distribution systems,” in Conference
Proceedings - IEEE Applied Power Electronics Conference and
Exposition - APEC, 2012, pp. 2560–2567.
[169] P. Magne, D. Marx, B. Nahid-Mobarakeh, and S. Pierfederici, “Largesignal stabilization of a dc-link supplying a constant power load using a
virtual capacitor: Impact on the domain of attraction,” IEEE Trans. Ind.
Appl., vol. 48, no. 3, pp. 878–887, 2012.
[170] J. Solsona, S. Gomez Jorge, and C. Busada, “Nonlinear Control of a
Buck Converter feeding a Constant Power Load,” IEEE Lat. Am. Trans.,
vol. 12, no. 5, pp. 899–903, 2014.
[171] E. Santi, A. Monti, D. Li, K. Proddutur, and R. A. Dougal, “Synergetic
control for DC-DC boost converter: Implementation options,” IEEE
Trans. Ind. Appl., vol. 39, no. 6, pp. 1803–1813, 2003.
[172] X. Guo and Q. Feng, “Passivity-based controller design for pwm dc/dc
buck current regulator,” in Proceedings of the World Congress on
Engineering and Computer Science, 2008, pp. 875–878.
[173] J. Zeng, Z. Zhang, and W. Qiao, “An interconnection-dampingassignment passivity-based controller for a DC-DC boost converter with
a constant power load,” in Conference Record - IAS Annual Meeting
(IEEE Industry Applications Society), 2012.
[174] S. Singh, D. Fulwani, and V. Kumar, “Robust sliding-mode control of
dc/dc boost converter feeding a constant power load,” Power Electron.
IET, vol. 8, no. 7, pp. 1230–1237, 2015.
[175] IEEE, “IEEE Recommended Practice for Utility Interface of
Photovoltaic (PV) Systems,” IEEE Std 929-2000. 2000.
[176] Ieee, “IEEE guide for interfacing dispersed storage and generation
facilities with electric utility systems,” ANSI/IEEE Std 1001-1988,
1989.
[177] J. Stevens, R. Bonn, J. Ginn, S. Gonzalez, and G. Kern, “Development

20
and Testing of an Approach to Anti-Islanding in Utility-Interconnected
Photovoltaic systems,” Albuquerque, NM, 2000.
[178] H. Karimi, H. Nikkhajoei, and R. Iravani, “Control of an electronicallycoupled distributed resource unit subsequent to an islanding event,”
IEEE Trans. Power Deliv., vol. 23, no. 1, pp. 493–501, 2008.
[179] H. Karimi, A. Yazdani, and R. Iravani, “Negative-sequence current
injection for fast islanding detection of a distributed resource unit,”
IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 23, no. 1, pp. 298–307, 2008.
[180] Y. Guo, K. Li, D. M. Laverty, and Y. Xue, “Synchrophasor-Based
Islanding Detection for Distributed Generation Systems Using
Systematic Principal Component Analysis Approaches,” IEEE Trans.
Power Deliv., vol. 30, no. 6, pp. 2544–2552, 2015.
[181] E. J. Estebanez, V. M. Moreno, A. Pigazo, M. Liserre, and A.
Dell’Aquila, “Performance evaluation of active islanding-detection
algorithms in distributed-generation photovoltaic systems: Two inverters
case,” IEEE Trans. Ind. Electron., vol. 58, no. 4, pp. 1185–1193, 2011.
[182] X. Chen and Y. Li, “An Islanding Detection Method for Inverter-Based
Distributed Generators Based on the Reactive Power Disturbance,”
IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 31, no. 5, pp. 3559–3574, 2016.
[183] X. Chen and Y. Li, “An Islanding Detection Algorithm for InverterBased Distributed Generation Based on Reactive Power Control,” IEEE
Trans. Power Electron., vol. 29, no. 9, pp. 4672–4683, 2014.
[184] B. Bahrani, H. Karimi, and R. Iravani, “Nondetection zone assessment
of an active islanding detection method and its experimental evaluation,”
IEEE Trans. Power Deliv., vol. 26, no. 2, pp. 517–525, 2011.
[185] S. H. Lee and J. W. Park, “New islanding detection method for inverterbased distributed generation considering its switching frequency,” IEEE
Trans. Ind. Appl., vol. 46, no. 5, pp. 2089–2098, 2010.
[186] N. Liu, A. Aljankawey, C. Diduch, L. Chang, and J. Su, “Passive
Islanding Detection Approach Based on Tracking the FrequencyDependent Impedance Change,” IEEE Trans. Power Deliv., vol. 30, no.
6, pp. 2570–2580, 2015.
[187] B. Matic-cuka and M. Kezunovic, “Islanding Detection for InverterBased Distributed Generation Using Support Vector Machine Method,”
2676 Ieee Trans. Smart Grid, vol. 5, no. 6, pp. 2676–2686, 2014.
[188] A. Samui and S. R. Samantaray, “Wavelet singular entropy-based
islanding detection in distributed generation,” IEEE Trans. Power
Deliv., vol. 28, no. 1, pp. 411–418, 2013.
[189] G.-S. Seo, B.-H. Cho, and K.-C. Lee, “DC islanding detection algorithm
using injection current perturbation technique for photovoltaic
converters in DC distribution,” in 2012 IEEE Energy Conversion
Congress and Exposition (ECCE), 2012, pp. 3722–3726.
[190] G. S. Seo, K. C. Lee, and B. H. Cho, “A new DC anti-islanding
technique of electrolytic capacitor-less photovoltaic interface in DC
distribution systems,” IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 28, no. 4, pp.
1632–1641, 2013.
[191] L. Tang and B.-T. Ooi, “Locating and Isolating DC Faults in MultiTerminal DC Systems,” IEEE Trans. Power Deliv., vol. 22, no. 3, pp.
1877–1884, 2007.
[192] J.-D. Park, J. Candelaria, L. Ma, and K. Dunn, “DC Ring-Bus Microgrid
Fault Protection and Identification of Fault Location,” IEEE Trans.
Power Deliv., vol. 28, no. 4, pp. 2574–2584, 2013.
[193] S. D. A. Fletcher, P. J. Norman, K. Fong, S. J. Galloway, and G. M.
Burt, “High-Speed Differential Protection for Smart DC Distribution
Systems,” IEEE Trans. Smart Grid, vol. 5, no. 5, pp. 2610–2617, 2014.
[194] M. S. Saleh, A. Althaibani, Y. Mhandi, and A. A. Mohamed, “Impact of
Clustering Microgrids on Their Stability and Resilience during
Blackouts,” in International Conference on Smart Grid and Clean
Energy Technologies (ICSGCE), 2015, pp. 195–200.
[195] Jeff St. John, “The Military Connects Microgrids for a ‘Secure Cluster’
of Power Networks.” .
[196] M. He and M. Giesselmann, “Reliability-constrained self-organization
and energy management towards a resilient microgrid cluster,” 2015
IEEE Power Energy Soc. Innov. Smart Grid Technol. Conf., pp. 1–5,
2015.
[197] Q. Shafiee, T. Dragicevic, J. C. Vasquez, and J. M. Guerrero,
“Modeling, Stability Analysis and Active Stabilization of Multiple DC
Microgrid Clusters,” in IEEE International Energy Conference, 2014,
no. Lvdc, pp. 1284–1290.
[198] S. Moayedi and A. Davoudi, “Cooperative power management in DC
microgrid clusters,” 2015 IEEE 1st Int. Conf. Direct Curr. Microgrids,
ICDCM 2015, pp. 75–80, 2015.

XIII. BIOGRAPHIES
Lexuan Meng (S’13, M’15) received the B.S. degree
in Electrical Engineering and M.S. degree in Electrical
Machine and Apparatus from Nanjing University of
Aeronautics and Astronautics (NUAA), Nanjing,
China, in 2009 and 2012, respectively. In 2015, he
received the Ph.D. degree in Power Electronic Systems
from Department of Energy Technology, Aalborg
University, Denmark. He is currently a post-doctoral
researcher in the same department working on flywheel
energy storage and onboard electric power systems.
Qobad Shafiee (S’13–M’15–SM’17) received the
B.S. degree in electronics engineering from Razi
University, Kermanshah, Iran, in 2004, the M.S.
degree in electrical engineering-control from Iran
University of Science and Technology, Tehran, Iran,
in 2007, and the Ph.D. degree in electrical
engineering-microgrids from the Department of
Energy Technology, Aalborg University, Aalborg,
Denmark, in 2014. He is currently an Assistant
Professor with the Department of Electrical and
Computer Engineering, University of Kurdistan, Sanandaj, I ran, where he
was a Lecturer, from 2007 to 2011. He is Vice Program Leader of the
Smart/Micro Grids Research Center at University of Kurdistan. He was a
Visiting Scholar with the Electrical Engineering Department, University of
Texas-Arlington, Arlington, TX, USA, for 3 months, in 2014. He was a PostDoctoral Fellow with the Department of Energy Technology, Aalborg
University, in 2015. His main research interests include modeling, energy
management, control of microgrids, and modeling and control of power
electronics converters. He has been a Guest Associate Editor of the IEEE
JOURNAL OF EMERGING AND SELECTED TOPICS IN POWER
ELECTRONICS Special Issue on structured dc microgrids. He is a member of
PELS, IAS, and PES Societies.
Giancarlo Ferrari-Trecate (SM’12) received the
Ph.D. degree in Electronic and Computer
Engineering from the Universita’ degli Studi di
Pavia in 1999. Since September 2016 he is
Professor at EPFL, Lausanne, Switzerland. In
spring 1998, he was a Visiting Researcher at the
Neural Computing Research Group, University of
Birmingham, UK. In fall 1998, he joined as a
Postdoctoral Fellow the Automatic Control
Laboratory, ETH, Zurich, Switzerland. He was
appointed Oberassistent at ETH, in 2000. In 2002, he joined INRIA,
Rocquencourt, France, as a Research Fellow. From March to October 2005,
he worked at the Politecnico di Milano, Italy. From 2005 to August 2016, he
has been Associate Professor at the Dipartimento di Ingegneria Industriale e
dell’Informazione of the Universita’ degli Studi di Pavia. His research
interests include decentralised and networked control, plug-and-play control,
scalable control of microgrids, modelling and analysis of biochemical
networks, hybrid systems and Bayesian learning.
Prof. Ferrari-Trecate was awarded the “assegno di ricerca” Grant from the
University of Pavia in 1999 and the Researcher Mobility Grant from the
Italian Ministry of Education, University and Research in 2005. He is
currently a member of the IFAC Technical Committee on Control Design and
he is on the editorial board of Automatica and Nonlinear Analysis: Hybrid
Systems.
Houshang Karimi (S’03-M’07-SM’12) received the
B.Sc. and M.Sc. degrees from Isfahan University of
Technology, Isfahan, Iran, in 1994 and 2000,
respectively, and the Ph.D. degree from the
University of Toronto, Toronto, ON, Canada, in 2007,
all in electrical engineering. He was a Visiting
Researcher and a postdoctoral Fellow in the
Department of Electrical and Computer Engineering,
University of Toronto, from 2001 to 2003 and from
2007 to 2008, respectively. He was with the
Department of Electrical Engineering, Sharif University of Technology,
Tehran, Iran, from 2009 to 2012. From June 2012 to January 2013, he was a

21
Visiting Researcher in the ePower lab of the Department of Electrical and
Computer Engineering, Queens University, Kingston, ON, Canada. He joined
the Department of Electrical Engineering, Polytechnique Montreal, QC,
Canada, in 2013, where he is currently an Assistant Professor. His research
interests include control systems, distributed generations, and microgrid
control.
Deepak M. Fulwani is working as an assistant
professor in Department of Electrical Engineering
at Indian Institute of Technology Jodhpur (IITJ).
He also worked at IIT Guwahati and IIT
Kharagpur. He obtained his PhD from IIT Bombay
in 2009. His research fields include Control of DC
micro-grids and network control systems.

Xiaonan Lu (S’11-M’14) received the B.E. and
Ph.D. degrees in electrical engineering from Tsinghua
University, Beijing, China, in 2008 and 2013,
respectively. From Sep. 2010 to Aug. 2011, he was a
guest Ph.D. student at Department of Energy
Technology, Aalborg University, Denmark. From
Oct. 2013 to Dec. 2014, he was a postdoc researcher
in the Department of Electrical Engineering and
Computer Science, University of Tennessee,
Knoxville. In Jan. 2015, he joined the Energy
Systems Division, Argonne National Laboratory. He
is also a Member of Northwestern-Argonne Institute of Science and
Engineering (NAISE).
His research interests include modeling and control of power electronic
converters in AC and DC microgrids, hardware-in-the-loop real-time
simulation, distribution automation, etc. Dr. Lu received Outstanding
Reviewer Award for IEEE Transactions on Power Electronics in 2013,
Outstanding Reviewer Award for IEEE Transactions on Smart Grid in 2015,
and Outstanding Postdoctoral Performance Award in Argonne National
Laboratory in 2016.
Dr. Lu is the Guest Associate Editor of the Special Issue entitled
“Structured DC Microgrids” in the IEEE Journal of Emerging and Selected
Topics in Power Electronics. He is a member of IEEE Power Electronics
Society (PELS), Industry Applications Society (IAS), Power and Energy
Society (PES) and Industrial Electronics Society (IES).
Josep M. Guerrero (S’01-M’04-SM’08-FM’15)
received the B.S. degree in telecommunications
engineering, the M.S. degree in electronics
engineering, and the Ph.D. degree in power
electronics from the Technical University of
Catalonia, Barcelona, in 1997, 2000 and 2003,
respectively. Since 2011, he has been a Full
Professor with the Department of Energy
Technology, Aalborg University, Denmark, where
he is responsible for the Microgrid Research
Program (www.microgrids.et.aau.dk). From 2012 he is a guest Professor at
the Chinese Academy of Science and the Nanjing University of Aeronautics
and Astronautics; from 2014 he is chair Professor in Shandong University;
from 2015 he is a distinguished guest Professor in Hunan University; and
from 2016 he is a visiting professor fellow at Aston University, UK, and a
guest Professor at the Nanjing University of Posts and Telecommunications.
His research interests is oriented to different m icrogrid aspects, including
power electronics, distributed energy-storage systems, hierarchical and
cooperative control, energy management systems, smart metering and the
internet of things for AC/DC microgrid clusters and islanded minigrids;
recently specially focused on maritime microgrids for electrical ships, vessels,
ferries and seaports. Prof. Guerrero is an Associate Editor for the IEEE
TRANSACTIONS
ON
POWER
ELECTRONICS,
the
IEEE
TRANSACTIONS ON INDUSTRIAL ELECTRONICS, and the IEEE
Industrial Electronics Magazine, and an Editor for the IEEE
TRANSACTIONS on SMART GRID and IEEE TRANSACTIONS on
ENERGY CONVERSION. He has been Guest Editor of the IEEE
TRANSACTIONS ON POWER ELECTRONICS Special Issues: Power
Electronics for Wind Energy Conversion and Power Electronics for
Microgrids; the IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON INDUSTRIAL ELECTRONICS

Special Sections: Uninterruptible Power Supplies systems, Renewable Energy
Systems, Distributed Generation and Microgrids, and Industrial Applications
and Implementation Issues of the Kalman Filter; the IEEE TRANSACTIONS
on SMART GRID Special Issues: Smart DC Distribution Systems and Power
Quality in Smart Grids; the IEEE TRANSACTIONS on ENERGY
CONVERSION Special Issue on Energy Conversion in Next-generation
Electric Ships. He was the chair of the Renewable Energy Systems Technical
Committee of the IEEE Industrial Electronics Society. He received the best
paper award of the IEEE Transactions on Energy Conversion for the period
2014-2015, and the best paper prize of IEEE-PES in 2015. As well, he
received the best paper award of the Journal of Power Electronics in 2016. In
2014, 2015, and 2016 he was awarded by Thomson Reuters as Highly Cited
Researcher, and in 2015 he was elevated as IEEE Fellow for his contributions
on “distributed power systems and microgrids.”

