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Abstract—Recently, the authors of this paper proposed a
method for the Harmonic Power-Flow (HPF) calculus in
polyphase grids with widespread deployment of Converter-
Interfaced Distributed Energy Resources (CIDERs). The HPF
problem was formulated by integrating the hybrid nodal equa-
tions of the grid with a detailed representation of the CIDERs
hardware, sensing, and controls as Linear Time-Periodic (LTP)
systems, and solving the resulting mismatch equations using the
Newton-Raphson (NR) method. This work introduces a novel
problem formulation based on the fixed-point algorithm that,
combined with the contraction property of the HPF problem,
provides insights into the uniqueness of its solution. Notably, the
effectiveness of the fixed-point formulation and the uniqueness of
the solution are evaluated through numerical analyses conducted
on a modified version of the CIGRÉ low-voltage benchmark
microgrid.

Index Terms—converter-interfaced resources, distributed en-
ergy resources, harmonic power-flow study, fixed point method,
and solution uniqueness.

NOMENCLATURE

HPF Study

S The nodes with grid-forming CIDERs

R The nodes with grid-following CIDERs

P The permutation matrix

Grid Model

n ∈ N A three-phase node (N := {1, ..., N})

Vn The phasors of the phase-to-ground nodal voltages

at node n ∈ N
In The phasors of the injected currents at node n ∈ N
ℓ ∈ L A branch element (ℓ = (m,n) : m,n ∈ N )

Zℓ A compound branch impedance at ℓ ∈ L
t ∈ T A shunt element (t = (n, g) : n ∈ N , g ∈ G)

Yt A compound shunt admittance at t ∈ T
AB The three-phase branch incidence matrix

Y The compound nodal admittance matrix

IS The phasors of the injected currents at all s ∈ S
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VR The phasors of the phase-to-ground nodal voltages

at all r ∈ R
YS×R The block of Y linking IS and VR

H The compound nodal hybrid matrix (w.r.t. S,R)

HS×R The block of H linking VS and VR

f An arbitrary frequency

f1 The fundamental frequency (f1 :=
1
T

)

h ∈ H A harmonic order (H := {−hmax, . . . , hmax})

fh The harmonic frequency of order h (fh := h · f1)

V̂S The column vector composed of the Fourier coef-

ficients of VS

ĤS×R The Toeplitz matrix of the Fourier coefficients of

HS×R (i.e., HS×R(f) evaluated at f = fh)

CIDER Model

γ The power grid

π The power hardware of a CIDER

κ The control software of a CIDER

α The actuator of a CIDER

ρ The reference calculation of a CIDER

σ The setpoint of a CIDER

λ A generic stage inside the cascaded structure of a

CIDER (λ ∈ {1, . . . ,Λ})

ϕλ The filter element associated with stage λ

κλ The controller element associated with stage λ

x(t) The state vector of a state-space model

u(t) The input vector of a state-space model

y(t) The output vector of a state-space model

w(t) The disturbance vector of a state-space model

A(t) The system matrix of an LTP system

B(t) The input matrix of an LTP system

C(t) The output matrix of an LTP system

D(t) The feed-through matrix of an LTP system

E(t) The input disturbance matrix of an LTP system

F(t) The output disturbance matrix of an LTP system

τκ|π A change of reference frame from π to κ

Tκ|π(t) The LTP matrix which describes τκ|π
Xh The Fourier coefficients of x(t) (h ∈ H)

X̂ The column vector composed of the Xh

Ah The Fourier coefficients of A(t) (h ∈ H)

Â The Toeplitz matrix composed of the Ah

Ĝ The harmonic-domain closed-loop gain

I. INTRODUCTION

As acknowledged by existing literature, the extensive de-

ployment of Converter-Interfaced Distributed Energy Re-
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sources (CIDERs) in modern power systems poses potential

risks to grid operation. As highlighted in [1], the widespread

integration of power electronic-based systems introduces new

challenges to such systems’ stability and power quality.

Electronic power converters’ broad timescale and frequency-

coupling dynamics often result in harmonic instability, mani-

festing as resonances or abnormal harmonics across a wide

frequency range. In this context, the authors of this work

recently introduced in [2] and [3] a Harmonic Power-Flow

(HPF) method designed for polyphase grids in the presence

of CIDERs. Within this framework, the grid is modelled

using the polyphase circuit theory, and the CIDERs are

represented by Linear Time-Periodic (LTP) models. Notably,

the HPF relies on the nodal equations, which are derived

from the hybrid equations from the grid’s point of view,

and the closed-loop transfer functions from the point of

view of the CIDERs. Specifically, the latter characterize

the behaviour of the CIDERs regarding the generation and

propagation of harmonics resulting from interactions among

power hardware, control software, and reference calculation.

Particularly, combining grid and CIDERs equations yields a

system of mismatch equations, which must be equal to zero

at equilibrium. Due to its nonlinearity, the problem is solved

using the Newton-Raphson (NR) method. It is important to

note that the harmonic stability is inherently related to the

solvability of the HPF problem. By definition, a system is

deemed unstable when the equations describing its behaviour

lack equilibrium points [4], [5]. Within the context of classical

Power-Flow (PF) analysis, the unsolvability of power-flow

equations indicates that the system cannot attain a steady-

state equilibrium. Moreover, in terms of the solvability of

conventional PF, it is widely acknowledged that, due to the

nonlinear nature of the equations, the existence of real-valued

solutions is not guaranteed. Networks with light loading often

have multiple solutions [6], while a sufficiently loaded network

may have none. However, in cases with multiple solutions,

there is typically only one feasible solution that is character-

ized by high-voltage magnitudes (i.e., close to 1 pu) at buses

and small branch current flows, referred to as stable [7].

Thus, the present work aims to extend these considerations

to the aforementioned HPF study. In pursuit of this objective,

the fixed-point method has been identified as the most suitable

approach to investigate the solvability of the HPF problem.

More precisely, based on the contraction property, one can

establish conditions for the uniqueness of the solution. The

primary contributions of this paper are as follows:

• Development and validation of an alternative formulation

for the HPF study proposed in [2], [3] based on the fixed-

point method.

• Provision of ex-post conditions derived from the contrac-

tion property of the new HPF formulation to prove the

uniqueness of the solution.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Sec-

tion II provides an overview of the fixed-point formulation

for the conventional PF problem, along with a discussion

on how the existing literature addresses the uniqueness of

the solution to the PF problem. Section III recalls the main

theoretical foundation of the HPF framework introduced by

the authors in the previous works. Subsequently, Section IV

derives the new fixed-point formulation of the HPF study

and the ex-post conditions guaranteeing the uniqueness of

the solution. Section V conducts a numerical investigation

on a modified version of the CIGRÉ low-voltage benchmark

microgrid to assess the applicability of the fixed-point HPF and

examines the conditions for the ex-post evaluation of solution

uniqueness. Finally, Section VI draws the main conclusions.

II. RELATED LITERATURE

This section does not aim to provide an exhaustive literature

review; rather, its purpose is to discuss the works that the

authors consider most pertinent in the context of the present

study. For a more extensive review of the existing literature,

readers are directed to [8], [9].

In the last decades, considerable attention has been focused

on the solvability of the PF equations and the quest for its

unique solutions. Iterative methods, such as the NR algo-

rithm, are commonly employed. However, the latter exhibits

high sensitivity to initialization [10], making it challenging

to distinguish between poor initialization versus problem

infeasibility in the case of non-convergence. To tackle this

challenge, studies employing fixed-point, or contraction-based

approaches to investigate the solvability of the PF problem

were proposed. These approaches provide sufficient conditions

for the existence, and often the uniqueness, of a suitable PF

solution. Specifically, the contraction property of the problem

inherently drives a fixed-point iteration to compute this solu-

tion, ensuring convergence from any initialization point within

the contraction region [11].

Notably, the first attempts in applying the fixed-point tech-

niques to PF studies can be traced back to [12], which primar-

ily delves into the convergence property of the NR method. A

more recent development is presented in [13], introducing an

effective fixed-point PF method tailored for radial distribution

networks. However, it lacks a comprehensive discussion on

the convergence and solvability of the problem. In this regard,

a noteworthy contribution is made by [14], which establishes

sufficient conditions for the existence and uniqueness of the

PF solution in balanced distribution grids. [15] extends the

criteria proposed in [14] and develops a new mathematical

criterion for the certification of solvability. A further step for-

ward is made by [16], which applies the Banach-Caccioppoli

theorem for balanced radial or meshed distribution networks.

This approach, in comparison to prior works, introduces less

stringent sufficient conditions to guarantee the existence and

uniqueness of solutions as a function of the system state. This

analysis was extended to unbalanced networks in [9], [17]

Recently, a novel PF formulation for electrical distribution

systems was proposed by [18], employing the current injec-

tion method and utilizing the Laurent series expansion. The

convergence analysis of the algorithm is established through

the Banach-Caccioppoli fixed-point theorem, ensuring both

numerical stability and uniqueness of the solution, irrespective

of the initialization.

In this respect, the present work draws inspiration from

the existing literature on the solvability and uniqueness of
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solutions in conventional PF problems. It aims to develop a

fixed-point formulation for the HPF study and evaluate the

uniqueness of its solution based on the contraction property.

III. HARMONIC POWER-FLOW MONDEL IN THE PRESENCE

OF CONVERTER-INTERFACED RESOURCES

In [3], it is observed that the NR algorithm employed for

solving the HPF study consistently converges to the same

solution, apparently irrespective of the chosen initial point.

This observation suggests that the HPF method may possess

specific mathematical properties ensuring the uniqueness of

its solution. Hence, as mentioned in Section I, this paper

delves into the analysis of the mathematical properties of

the HPF framework proposed in [2], [3], with a specific

focus on identifying ex-post conditions necessary for ensuring

uniqueness of the solution. In this regard, the present section

revisits the key theoretical fundamentals proposed in those

works for modelling both the grid and the CIDERs. Finally,

the mathematical formulation describing the HPF problem is

recalled.

A. Model of the Grid

In [2], the authors considered a generic three-phase grid

equipped with an effectively grounded neutral conductor. The

grid is represented by lumped elements, which are categorized

into branches ℓ ∈ L, associated with the compound branch

impedance matrix Zℓ, and shunts t ∈ T , associated with the

compound shunt admittance matrix Yt.

In order to develop the model of the grid, the authors have

made the following assumptions:

Hypothesis 1. The grid is equipped with a neutral conductor

which is effectively grounded. As a result, the voltage between

the neutral conductor and the physical earth is negligible.

Hypothesis 2. The components of the grid are linear and

passive. Additionally, there is no electromagnetic coupling

among them.

Indeed, electromagnetic coupling only matters within each

component. As a consequence of Hyp. 2, the circuit equations

referring to the grid can be formulated independently at each

frequency f using either impedance or admittance parameters.

Hypothesis 3. The compound branch impedance matrices Zℓ

are symmetric, invertible, and lossy at all frequencies:

Zℓ(f) :






Zℓ(f) = (Zℓ(f))
T

∃Yℓ(f) = (Zℓ(f))
−1

ℜ{Zℓ(f)} � 0

(1)

The compound shunt admittance matrices Yt are symmetric,

invertible, and lossy at all frequencies if they are nonzero:

if Yt(f) 6= 0 :






Yt(f) = (Yt(f))
T

∃Zt(f) = (Yt(f))
−1

ℜ{Yt(f)} � 0

(2)

Let N represent the set of all nodes. Then, based on the

hypotheses reported above, the compound nodal admittance

matrix Y(f) ∈ C
3|N |×3|N |

is defined, at each frequency f ,

as follows:

Y(f) = A
T
BYL(f)AB +YT (f) (3)

where (·)T is the transposed matrix, AB ∈ Z
3|L|×3|N |

is the

three-phase incidence matrix, whereas YL(f) ∈ C
3|L|×3|L|

and YT (f) ∈ C
3|N |×3|N |

are the primitive compound ad-

mittance matrices associated with the branches and shunts,

respectively [19], whose expressions are:

YL(f) := diagℓ∈L(Yℓ(f)) ∈ C
3|L|×3|L|

(4)

YT (f) := diagt∈T (Yt(f)) ∈ C
3|N |×3|N |

(5)

The admittance matrix Y links the nodal injected currents

I ∈ C
3|N |×1

and the phase-to-ground voltages V ∈ C
3|N |×1

as follows:

I(f) = Y(f)V(f) (6)

However, [2] points out that in the HPF framework it is more

convenient to model the system by the nodal hybrid equations,

where the unknown variables are the nodal injected currents

IS(f) at the nodes S with grid-forming CIDERs and the nodal

phase-to-ground voltages VR(f) at the nodes R with grid-

following CIDERs, respectively (see Section III-B). Hence, (6)

is replaced by the following hybrid system of equations [20]:
[
VS(f)
IR(f)

]

=

[
HS×S(f) HS×R(f)
HR×S(f) HR×R(f)

] [
IS(f)
VR(f)

]

(7)

where HS×S , HS×R, HR×S and HR×R are the blocks of

the compound nodal hybrid matrix H associated to the sets S
and R, respectively.

Remark 1. In [20], the authors demonstrated that if Hyps. 1

and 3 hold, every proper diagonal sub-block of the compound

admittance matrix Y has full rank. Consequently, the com-

pound nodal hybrid matrix H exists.

It is important to note that (7) refers to a specific frequency.

However, this representation can be extended to cover a

desired spectrum of harmonic frequencies span H w.r.t. a given

fundamental frequency f1 (i.e., fh := h · f1, h ∈ H ⊂ Z) as

follows: [
V̂S

ÎR

]

=

[
ĤS×S ĤS×R

ĤR×S ĤR×R

] [
ÎS
V̂R

]

(8)

where

V̂S := colh∈H(VS(fh)) ∈ C
3|H||S|×1

(9)

ĤS×S := diagh∈H(HS×S(fh)) ∈ C
3|H||S|×3|H||S|

(10)

The other block matrices and vectors are defined analogously.

B. Generic Model of the CIDERs

In [2], the authors developed in the time domain a generic

LTP model of the CIDERs regardless of their operative mode.

CIDERs are classified as either grid-forming or grid-following,

according to whether they control the voltage’s magnitude and

frequency (i.e., V f control) or the injected current w.r.t. the

fundamental component of the grid voltage at the point of

connection (i.e., PQ control).
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ẋπ = Aπxπ + Bπuπ + Eπwπ

yπ = Cπxπ + Dπuπ + Fπwπ

Power Hardware π

ẋκ = Aκxκ + Bκuκ + Eκwκ

yκ = Cκxκ + Dκuκ + Fκwκ

Control Software κ

Tκ|πTπ|κ

yπ,λ

uκ,λ
yκ

uπ

Tκ|π

Tπ|γ

Tγ|π

wγ

yγ

wπ

yπ,Λ

Grid γ

r(·, ·) wσ

wρ

wκ

Setpoint σ

Fig. 1. Block diagram of the proposed generic state-space model of CIDERs.
Note the modularity: power hardware π, control software κ, and grid γ
are represented by separate blocks, which are interfaced via coordinate
transformations. The reference calculation r(·) may be either linear (i.e., for
Vf control) or nonlinear (i.e., for PQ control). The other blocks of the model
are exactly linear (i.e., LTP systems and LTP transforms). Adapted from [20].

As shown in [2], a generic CIDER consists of the power

hardware π and the control software κ, which are represented

according to the following LTP model Σ:

Σ :

{
ẋ(t) = A(t)x(t) +B(t)u(t) +E(t)w(t)
y(t) = C(t)x(t) +D(t)u(t) + F(t)w(t)

(11)

where x(t), u(t), y(t), w(t) are the state, input, output and

disturbance vector, respectively. Moreover, A(t), B(t), C(t),
D(t), E(t) and F(t) are the system, output, feed-through,

input disturbance and output disturbance matrix, respectively.

As shown in Fig. 1, the generic CIDER state-space model

is obtained by combining the power hardware and control

software models.

It is important to note that π and κ may adopt two different

reference frames (e.g., it is common practice to adopt the

phase (ABC) coordinates for π and the Direct-Quadrature

(DQ) coordinates for κ [21]). This requires the calculation

of matrices to pass from one frame to another. Specifically,

Tπ|κ(t) and Tκ|π(t) perform the change of coordinates from

the power hardware to the control software frame and vice-

versa. For instance, this happens in calculating the control soft-

ware disturbance vector wk(t), which is typically expressed

as a function of the power hardware disturbance vector wπ(t)
and the CIDER setpoint vector as follows:

wκ(t) = r
(
Tκ|π(t)wπ(t),wσ(t)

)
(12)

where

wσ(t) ∼

{
V, f if CIDER is grid-forming

P,Q if CIDER is grid-following
(13)

Additionally, it is worth noting that the function r(·) may

be non-linear. More precisely, grid-forming CIDERs (i.e.,

with V f control) are characterized by a linear function r(·),
whereas in the case of grid-following CIDERs (i.e., with PQ

control) the function r(·) is non-linear.

Depending on the type of the CIDER connection with the

grid (e.g., the grid is usually a four-wire system whereas

the CIDERs can be either three-leg or four-leg devices), it

is necessary to perform the change of coordinates from the

grid to the power hardware and vice-versa (i.e., Tγ|π(t) and

Tπ|γ(t)). This is particularly relevant in the calculation of

wπ(t), which is given by the grid disturbance vector wγ(t):

wπ(t) = Tπ|γ(t)wγ(t) (14)

It is worth noting that, depending on the nature of the CIDER,

the grid disturbance and output vectors represent either the

nodal injected current or the nodal voltage, as summarised

below:

wγ(t) ∼

{
i(t) if CIDER is grid-forming

v(t) if CIDER is grid-following
(15)

yγ(t) ∼

{
v(t) if CIDER is grid-forming

i(t) if CIDER is grid-following
(16)

As shown in Fig. 1, the open-loop system Σ form a closed-

loop system via the feedback matrix T(t):

u(t) = T(t)y(t) (17)

More precisely, T(t) is a block matrix, whose blocks are

Tπ|κ(t) and Tκ|π(t).
The time-periodic nature of (11) suggests employing the

Fourier series for the expansion of vectors and matrices. It

is important to note that the product of waveforms in the

time domain results in the convolution of their spectra in the

frequency domain. In particular, the model above involves the

product between the time-varying matrices and vectors. In the

frequency domain, this results in the product between Toeplitz

matrices and vectors of Fourier coefficients.

The CIDER model in the harmonic domain involves calcu-

lating its internal response by combining (11) with (17) when

expressed in the frequency domain.

Definition 1. The internal response of the CIDER describes

the link from w(t) to y(t).

It is given by the following expression in the frequency

domain:

Ŷ(Ŵ) = ĜŴ (18)

where Ŷ and Ŵ are the vectors of the Fourier coefficients

of y(t) and w(t), respectively, whereas Ĝ is the closed-loop

gain matrix of the CIDER in the harmonic domain. (18) can

be conveniently rearranged in the following block form:
[
Ŷπ

Ŷκ

]

=

[
Ĝππ Ĝπκ

Ĝκπ Ĝκκ

] [
Ŵπ

Ŵκ

]

(19)

where Ŵπ and Ŵκ are the Fourier coefficients of wπ and wκ,

respectively. Remarkably, in the case of grid-forming CIDERs

the system of equations in (19) is linear, whereas for grid-

following CIDERs it is partly non-linear in the variable Ŵκ.

Finally, in order to implement the HPF, the computation of

the CIDER grid response is required.

Definition 2. The grid response of the CIDER represents the

the link from wγ(t) and wσ(t) to yγ(t).

As shown in [2], the grid response evaluation involves the

calculation of several quantities, namely the CIDER internal

response, the reference r(·) and the grid-side transformations

Tγ,π and Tπ,γ , as follows:

Ŷγ(Ŵγ ,Ŵσ) = T̂γ|πŶπ(T̂π|γŴγ ,Ŵσ) (20)
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where T̂γ|π and T̂π|γ are the Toeplitz matrices composed of

the Fourier coefficient of Tγ|π and Tπ|γ , respectively. More-

over, Ŷπ can be easily deduced from (19). More precisely,

the CIDER grid response (20), depending on the nature of the

resource, results in the following expressions (grid-forming

and grid-following, respectively):

s ∈ S : Ŷγ,s := V̂s = Ḡππ,sÎs + Ḡπκ,sŴκ,s (21)

r ∈ R : Ŷγ,r := Îr = Ḡππ,rV̂r + Ḡπκ,rŴκ,r (22)

where ∀ n ∈ S ∪ R

Ḡππ = T̂γ|πĜππT̂π|γ (23)

Ḡπκ = T̂γ|πĜπκ (24)

C. Mathematical Formulation of the HPF Problem

The HPF framework proposed in [2] is based on the

mismatch equations, which must be equal to zero in equi-

librium at the Point of Common Coupling (PCC) between

the network and CIDERs. More precisely, they involve nodal

equations from both the grid’s and the CIDERs’ perspective.

The unknown variables are the nodal injected currents ÎS at

nodes S and the nodal phase-to-ground voltages V̂R at R.

From the point of view of the grid, the nodal equations are

given by the hybrid parameters defined in (8):

V̂S(ÎS , V̂R) = ĤS×S ÎS + ĤS×RV̂R (25)

ÎR(ÎS , V̂R) = ĤR×S ÎS + ĤR×RV̂R (26)

From the point of view of the CIDERs, the nodal equations

are established via the closed-loop transfer function (20) as

follows:

s ∈ S : V̂s(Îs, Vσ,s, fσ,s) = Ŷγ,s(T̂π|γ Îs, Vσ,s, fσ,s) (27)

r ∈ R : Îr(V̂r, Sσ,r) = Ŷγ,r(T̂π|γV̂r, Sσ,r) (28)

The mismatches between (25)–(26) and (27)–(28) must be

zero in equilibrium:

∆V̂S(ÎS , V̂R,Vσ, fσ) = 0 (29)

∆ÎR(ÎS , V̂R,Sσ) = 0 (30)

where Vσ , fσ , and Sσ are column vectors built of Vσ,s, fσ,s
(s ∈ S) and Sσ,r (r ∈ R), respectively.

It is worth noting that (29) and (30) constitute a non-linear

system of equations. In [2], the authors presented a numerical

algorithm based on the NR method to find the solution to this

problem.

IV. FIXED-POINT FORMULATION AND UNIQUENESS OF

THE SOLUTION

This section aims to derive the fixed-point formulation of

the HPF problem, in the form:

x = Φ(x) (31)

where x is the vector of unknown variables and Φ is the func-

tion accounting for the mismatch equations. This formulation

will be used in the following to prove the uniqueness of the

solution based on the contraction property of Φ.

In order to express the HPF as a fixed-point problem,

the first step consists of appropriately sorting the vectors ÎS
and V̂R. From the grid’s perspective, it seems natural to

sort generic quantities, as described by (9), first based on

their nature (e.g., grid-forming or grid-following) and, then,

according to their harmonic order. More precisely, let Xo

represent a generic quantity (e.g., nodal current or voltage)

where o ∈ O denotes the index of the subset to which it

belongs (e.,g, S or R). This sorting operation can be expressed

as follows:

X̂O = colh∈H colo∈O(Xo(fh)) (32)

Conversely, from the point of view of CIDERs, it seems more

intuitive to sort quantities based on their harmonic order first

and, then, according to their nature, namely:

X̃O = colo∈O colh∈H(Xo(fh)) (33)

Hence, to establish an overall coherent model, it is necessary to

choose between (32) and (33) sorting criteria. In the following

the second criterion has been adopted. This results in

ĨS := cols∈S(Îs) ∈ C
3|H||S|×1

(34)

ṼR := colr∈R(V̂r) ∈ C
3|H||R|×1

(35)

The sorting scheme can be expressed compactly as:

ĨS = PS ÎS (36)

ṼR = PRV̂R (37)

where PS ∈ {0, 1}3|H||S|×3|H||S|
and PR ∈

{0, 1}3|H||R|×3|H||R|
are the permutation matrices obtained

by permuting the columns of the identity matrix. More

precisely, the permutation matrix PS is block-wise defined

as follows [22]:

PS,ij =







diag (13) ∀s ∈ S, ∀h ∈ H :
i = (s− 1) |H|+ h+ (hmax + 1),
j = (h+ hmax) |S|+ s

03×3 otherwise
(38)

where diag (13) and 03×3 are the identity and null matrices

of size 3 × 3, respectively, whereas hmax denotes the highest

harmonic component of the frequency span considered in the

HPF study. The matrix PR is defined analogously. Hence, the

overall sorting matrix is defined as follows

P = diag (PS ,PR) (39)

Remarkably, the adopted sorting scheme induces permutations

within the rows and the columns of Ĥ, resulting in
1

H̃ = PĤP
T

(40)

This leads (8) to be restated as follows:

[
ṼS

ĨR

]

=

[
H̃S×S H̃S×R

H̃R×S H̃R×R

] [
ĨS
ṼR

]

(41)

1
The inverse of a permutation matrix exists and is given by its transpose.



6

where the matrix’s blocks are defined as follows:

H̃S×S = PSĤS×SP
T
S (42)

H̃S×R = PSĤS×RP
T
R (43)

H̃R×S = PSĤR×SP
T
R (44)

H̃R×R = PRĤR×SP
T
R (45)

Thus, the mismatch equations (29) and (30) can be restated as

follows

H̃S×S ĨS + H̃S×RṼR − G̃ππ,S ĨS − G̃πκ,SW̃κ,S = 0

(46)

H̃R×S ĨS + H̃R×RṼR − G̃ππ,RṼR − G̃πκ,RW̃κ,R = 0

(47)

where the following can be inferred from (21) and (22):

G̃ππ,S := diags∈S(Ḡππ,s) G̃ππ,R := diagr∈R(Ḡππ,r)
(48)

G̃πκ,S := diags∈S(Ḡπκ,s) G̃πκ,R := diagr∈R(Ḡπκ,r)
(49)

W̃κ,S := cols∈S(W̄κ,s) W̃κ,R := colr∈R(W̄κ,r) (50)

Remark 2. In a grid-following converter, the current injected

by the converter is controlled with a specific phase displace-

ment w.r.t. the grid voltage at the PCC. Therefore, the control

software disturbance can be expressed as a function of the

nodal voltage and the reference power Sσ,R:

W̃κ,R = W̃κ,R(T̃κ|πT̃π|γV̂R,Sσ,R) (51)

The grid-forming unit regulates the voltage magnitude and

angle at the PCC and controls the network frequency. As a

result, the disturbance in the control software depends on the

reference voltage Vσ,S and frequency:

W̃κ,S = W̃κ,S(Vσ,S , fσ) (52)

The system of equations involving (46) and (47) features ĨS
and ṼR as unknowns variables. However, it can be reformu-

lated to get a reduced fixed-point model in the single variable

ṼR. This can be achieved, by inverting the relationship in

(46)
2
. In this regard, the following two conditions must be

satisfied:

Condition 1. The matrix L̃S×S , defined as follows, is invert-

ible

L̃S×S = G̃ππ,S − H̃S×S (53)

Condition 2. The matrix K̃R×R, defined as follows, is invert-

ible

K̃R×R = H̃R×R − G̃ππ,R + H̃R×SL̃
−1
S×SH̃S×R (54)

It is important to note that Condition 1 and Condition 2 are

fundamental requirements for the adoption of a fixed-point-

based algorithm. In particular, the matrices L̃S×S and K̃R×R

are dependent on the structural properties of the grid and the

selected control parameters. Therefore, their invertibility needs

2
Similar reasoning holds for the formulation in the variable ĨS , which

would require inverting the relationship in (47). However, this operation may

not be straightforward due to the dependence of W̃κ,R on ṼR.

to be assessed only once, ex-ante, (i.e., before applying the

fixed-point algorithm). Hence, once the Condition 1 has been

verified, the ĨS can be expressed as follows:

ĨS = L̃
−1
S×S

(

H̃S×RṼR − G̃πκ,SW̃κ,S

)

(55)

By substituting (55) into (47) and assuming that Condition 2

holds, the fixed-point formulation of the HPF in the variable

ṼR is obtained:

ṼR = K̃
−1
R×R

(

G̃πκ,RW̃κ,R − K̃R×SG̃πκ,SW̃κ,S

)

(56)

where

K̃R×S = H̃R×SL̃
−1
S×S (57)

Note that the fixed-point nature of (56) lies in the dependence

of W̃κ,R on ṼR. More precisely, as highlighted by (51), the

control software disturbance Wκ,R depends on the quantity

T̃κ|πT̃π|γV̂R that, according to the scheme in Fig. 1, is

denoted with W̃ρ. Hence, it is more convenient to restate the

fixed-point model in the variable W̃ρ as follows:

W̃ρ = B̃R×RW̃κ,R(W̃ρ,Sσ,R)− B̃R×SW̃κ,S(Vσ,S , fσ)
(58)

where

B̃R×R = T̃κ|γK̃
−1
R×RG̃πκ,R (59)

B̃R×S = T̃κ|γK̃
−1
R×RK̃R×SG̃πκ,S (60)

Finally, the HPF solution is found through the fixed-point

iteration:

W̃
(k+1)
ρ = Φ(W̃(k)

ρ ) (61)

The iterations stop when both the errors on W̃
(k+1)
ρ and

Φ
(

W̃
(k+1)
ρ

)

are less than given tolerances (e.g., δx > 0 and

δf > 0 ). In other words, the following conditions must be

met: {

‖W̃(k+1)
ρ − W̃

(k)
ρ ‖∞ ≤ δ

∗
x

‖Φ(W̃(k)
ρ )‖∞ ≤ δ

∗
f

(62)

where ‖ · ‖∞ denotes the infinity norm.

Once the convergence criteria in (62) are met, the unique-

ness of the solution can be assessed via the following theorem:

Theorem 1. Assume that Φ is continuously differentiable

in a neighbourhood of a fixed point W̃
∗
ρ of Φ and

‖∇Φ(W̃∗
ρ)‖∞ < 1. Then there exists a closed neighborhood

Ω of W̃ρ such that Φ is a contraction on Ω. In particular, the

fixed point iteration W̃
(k+1)
ρ = Φ(W̃(k)

ρ ) converges for every

W̃
(0)
ρ ∈ Ω to W̃

∗
ρ

This theorem is a straightforward consequence of the

Banach-Caccioppoli contraction theorem [23].

Thus, the assessment of the uniqueness of the solution relies

on computing the Jacobian of Φ w.r.t. W̃ρ:

∇Φ = B̃R×R
∂

∂W̃ρ

W̃κ,R(W̃ρ) (63)

and proving that the infinity norm of the quantity in (63) is

smaller than one for W̃ρ = W̃
∗
ρ.
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Fig. 2. Schematic diagram of the test system, which is based on the CIGRÉ
low-voltage benchmark microgrid [24] (in black) and extended by unbalanced
impedance loads (in grey). For the cable parameters see Table I. The resources
are composed of constant impedance loads (Z) and constant power loads
(P/Q), parameters given in Table IV.

TABLE I
SEQUENCE PARAMETERS OF THE LINES IN THE TEST SYSTEM.

ID R+/R− R0 L+/L− L0 C+/C− C0

UG1 0.162 Ω 0.529 Ω 0.262 mH 1.185 mH 637 nF 388 nF

UG3 0.822 Ω 1.794 Ω 0.270 mH 3.895 mH 637 nF 388 nF

V. NUMERICAL VALIDATION

The accuracy of the fixed-point algorithm and the unique-

ness of the solution for the HPF are verified through nu-

merical analyses on a test system which is adapted from the

CIGRÉ low-voltage benchmark microgrid [24]. The network’s

schematic diagram in Fig. 2 depicts the substation at node N1,

five grid-following CIDERs at nodes N11 and N15-N17, one

grid-forming CIDER at node N18 and four unbalanced loads

at nodes N19-N22.

The network lines are constructed from underground cables,

whose sequence parameters are provided in Table I.

The substation is modelled as a Thévenin Equivalent (TE)

whose equivalent impedance, encompassing the upstream grid

and the substation transformer, is given by the short-circuit

parameters in Table II. Additionally, the TE equivalent voltage

source includes harmonics, whose voltage levels are detailed

in Table III. Moreover, the grid-forming CIDER is assumed

to regulate the PCC voltage and frequency at their nominal

value (i.e., V=230 V and f = 50 Hz, respectively). On the

other hand, parameters for the grid-following units and the

unbalanced passive loads are detailed in Table IV, where the

phase weights denote the distribution of the load among the

three phases.

A. Validation of the Fixed-Point Algorithm

This section is dedicated to validating the suitability of the

proposed fixed-point algorithm for solving the HPF problem.

Particularly, in accordance with (62), the convergence of the

algorithm relies on the values of two indicators, δ
k
x and δ

k
f ,

defined as follows:

δ
(k)
f = ‖Φ(W̃(k)

ρ )‖∞ k ≥ 1 (64)

δ
(k)
x = ‖W̃(k)

ρ − W̃
(k−1)
ρ ‖∞ k ≥ 2 (65)

TABLE II
SHORT-CIRCUIT PARAMETERS OF THE THÉVENIN EQUIVALENT.

Parameter Resource System Description

Validation Validation

Vn 230 V-RMS 230 V-RMS Nominal voltage

S
sc

267 kW 3.85 MW Short-circuit power

|Z
sc
| 195 mΩ 13.7 mΩ Short-circuit impedance

R
sc
/X

sc
6.207 0.271 Resistance-to-reactance ratio

TABLE III
HARMONIC VOLTAGES OF THE THÉVENIN EQUIVALENT (SEE [25]).

h |VTE,h| ∠VTE,h

1 1.0 p.u. 0 rad

5 6.0 % π/8 rad

7 5.0 % π/12 rad

11 3.5 % π/16 rad

13 3.0 % π/8 rad

17 2.0% π/12 rad

19 1.5 % π/16 rad

23 1.5 % π/16 rad

The former measures the distance between consecutive itera-

tions (i.e., k and k+1), whereas the latter quantifies the resid-

ual of the function. These indicators serve as stopping criteria.

Specifically, the fixed-point iterations stop and converge to the

solution when both arbitrarily δ
(k)
x and δ

(k)
f fall below their

respective tolerances δ
∗
x and δ

∗
f , both set at 1E-8. In this regard,

Fig. 3 illustrates the behaviour of these indicators across

iterations for the case under study. In particular, the algorithm

exhibits linear convergence. More precisely, according to [26],

it is possible to define the asymptotic convergence factor ρ as

ρ = log
(

‖∇Φ(W̃∗
ρ)‖∞

)

(66)

that in the current case study is equal to -1.675.

Similar to the validation of the NR method in [3], the

accuracy and performance of the proposed algorithm are as-

sessed through a comparison of the harmonic phasors obtained

using the fixed-point algorithm and the DFT spectra obtained

through Time Domain Simulations (TDS) with Simulink. In

this regard, the same Key Performance Indicators (KPIs) are

adopted, namely:

eabs(Xh) :=max
p

∣
∣
∣
∣Xh,p,HPF| − |Xh,p,TDS

∣
∣
∣
∣ (67)

earg(Xh) :=max
p

∣
∣∠Xh,p,HPF − ∠Xh,p,TDS

∣
∣ (68)

TABLE IV
PARAMETERS OF THE GRID-FOLLOWING RESOURCES AND LOADS

IN THE TEST SYSTEM.

Node S pf Type Phase weights

N11 15.0 kW 0.95 P/Q [0.33 0.33 0.33]

N15 52.0 kW 0.95 P/Q [0.33 0.33 0.33]

N16 55.0 kW 0.95 P/Q [0.33 0.33 0.33]

N17 35.0 kW 0.95 P/Q [0.33 0.33 0.33]

N19 -51.2 kW 0.95 Z [0.31 0.50 0.19]

N20 -51.7 kW 0.95 Z [0.45 0.23 0.32]

N21 -61.5 kW 0.95 Z [0.24 0.39 0.37]

N22 -61.9 kW 0.95 Z [0.31 0.56 0.13]
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where eabs(Xh) and earg(Xh) are the maximum absolute errors

in magnitude and phase, respectively, over all phases p ∈ P
for each Fourier coefficient Xh of both voltage and current.

The TDS are performed in Simulink and the simulations

are stopped once the system has reached steady-state condi-

tions. Subsequently, current and voltage spectra are calculated.

All analyses in this context are conducted using normalised

units w.r.t. the base power Pb=10 kW and the base voltage

Vb=230 V-RMS.

Fig. 4 illustrates the maximum absolute errors, as defined in

(67) and (68) over all nodes and phases, separately for grid-

forming and grid-following CIDERs. The highest error w.r.t.

voltage magnitude and phase are eabs(V19) = 6.33E-5 p.u. and

earg(V23) = 6.51E-3 rad, respectively. Conversely, the highest

error w.r.t current magnitude and phase are eabs(I1) = 1.33E-

3 p.u. and earg(I25) = 1.51E-2 rad, respectively. Notably,

these error levels are generally very low, comparable to

the maximum measurement errors of typical instrumentation.

Additionally, these findings align with the results obtained

through the NR method reported in [3].

B. Assessment of the Uniqueness of Solution

This section aims at evaluating the uniqueness of the solu-

tion, as granted by Theorem 1. According to the theorem,

when the fixed-point algorithm converges to a solution, it

is considered unique in its neighbourhood if the norm of

the Jacobian calculated at that point is smaller than one.

Specifically, the following explores different scenarios in

which the complex power of each grid-following CIDER

has been progressively increased until exceeding the grid

loadability. Specifically, the reference power of each grid-

following CIDER has been increased. This affects the entire

spectrum of harmonic currents and voltages, as their iso-

frequency components contribute to establishing the reference

value of power absorbed/injected.

The analysis is conducted on the system described in the

preceding section, where the complex power of the CIDERs

at nodes N11, N15-N17 has been scaled by a factor ranging

from 1 to 5. Particularly, Fig. 5 shows the behaviour of

‖∇Φ‖∞ over the iterations while varying the scaling factor.

As the injected power of the CIDERs increases, the asymptotic

convergence factor decreases, thereby reducing the algorithm’s

convergence rate. From a physical perspective, this leads to a

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

1E-8

1E-5

1E-2

1E+1

Iterations

Fig. 3. Plot of indicators δ
(k)
f

(in black) and δ
(k)
x (in grey) across iterations.
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1E-12

1E-8
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1E+0
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1E-3

1E-2

1E-1

1 5 9 13 17 21 25
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Fig. 4. Results of fixed-point algorithm validation on the benchmark system.
The plots show maximum absolute errors over all nodes and phases between
the time domain simulation and the fixed point algorithm, for voltages (left
column) and currents (right column) in magnitude (top row) and phase (bottom
row).
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‖∇Φ‖∞

Iterations

Fig. 5. Norm of the Jacobian of the Φ over fixed-point iterations, illustrating
the impact of increasing power in P/Q nodes.

diminished margin in the harmonic stability of the system.

Notably, for a scaling factor between 1 and 3, the algorithm

successfully identifies unique solutions in their neighborhood,

as the Jacobian exhibits a norm smaller than one. These

solutions can be referred to as stable. By contrast, for the

scaling factor equal to 4, the algorithm converges, but no

definitive conclusion can be drawn about the uniqueness of

the solution since the norm of the Jacobian is slightly higher

than one. Finally, for a scaling factor greater than 5, the system

exceeds its loadability, and no solution is found.

VI. CONCLUSION

This paper proposed a new formulation of the HPF study

based on the fixed-point algorithm. The algorithm was imple-

mented in MATLAB and validated against TDS in Simulink.

The largest observed errors in current and voltage magnitudes

were 1.33E-3 p.u. and 6.33E-5 p.u., respectively. Similarly, the

largest errors in current and voltage phases were 6.51E-3 rad

and 1.51E-2 rad, respectively. Furthermore, the paper intro-

duced a suitable sufficient condition, based on the Banach-

Cacciopoli theorem, for the ex-post certification of the unique-

ness of the solution. More precisely, once the fixed-point
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algorithm converges to a solution, assessing the algorithm’s

contraction property enables the definition of the solution’s

nature. In this regard, the approach is validated by verifying

the HPF contraction property through a progressive increase in

the reference power absorbed by the grid-following CIDERs,

eventually exceeding the loadability limits of the network. In

such a case the numerical results show that the HPF problem

loses its contractive property, making the problem unsolvable.
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APPENDIX A

It has to be remarked that the HPF model presented in [2],

along with considering CIDERs, may consider the potential

generation of harmonics caused by various sources, includ-

ing conventional resources or interactions with upstream and

downstream power grids. Additionally, it accounts for the

presence of unbalanced passive loads, which are typically

connected to distribution networks. In this regard, the funda-

mentals for the modelling of sources of harmonics other than

CIDERs and passive loads are reported below.

Modelling of Sources of Harmonics Other Than CIDERs

The source of harmonics which are not converter-interfaced

can be modelled by transfer functions in the frequency domain.

A suitable approach is represented by the application of the

TE or the Norton Equivalent (NE) model. Let m ∈ N be the

node at which the non-CIDER resource is located, based on

the TE, the injected current Îm is given by

Îm = Ẑ
−1
TE,m(V̂m − V̂TE,m) (69)

where V̂m, V̂TE and ẐTE are the harmonic voltage of node

m, the harmonic voltage source and the harmonic impedance,

respectively, of the TE. If a NE is used instead, the injected

current is given by

Îm = ÎNE,m − ŶNE,mV̂m (70)

where ÎNE and ŶNE are the harmonic current source and

harmonic admittance, respectively, of the NE.

To be included in the HPF framework, these resources can

be modelled as either grid-forming or grid-following nodes

based on whether Îm or V̂m is chosen as the grid disturbance

(see eq. (15) for clarifications). For instance, according to (20)

the grid response of a not-converter-interfaced resource mod-

elled as a grid following TE is given by:

Îm =
[

−Ẑ
−1
TE,m Ẑ

−1
TE,m

]

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Ĝm

[
V̂m

V̂TE,m

]

(71)

where Ĝm is the equivalent closed-loop gain matrix associated

with the TE resource, Îm is the output vector Ŷγ,m, whereas

V̂m and V̂TE,m are the grid disturbance Ŵγ,m and the equiv-

alent control-software disturbance vector Ŵκ,m, respectively.

Other models, such as TE grid-forming, NE grid-following or

grid following, can be obtained similarly.

A. Modelling of Constant Impedance Loads

Distribution lines usually experience the widespread pres-

ence of passive balanced/unbalanced loads, which can be

connected among the grid nodes without the neutral conductor

or between the nodes of the grid and the neutral conductor.

Regardless of their configuration, they are represented by a

constant impedance matrix
3
. Passive loads connected among

the grid nodes without the neutral conductor can be included

in the grid branches primitive compound admittance matrix,

as illustrated in (4). Passive loads connected between the grid

nodes and the neutral can be incorporated into the grid model

as shunt elements through the shunts primitive compound ad-

mittance matrix. More precisely, let P ⊂ T denote the subset

of nodes where the shunt passive loads are connected, and

Zp represent their constant three-phase impedance matrix. The

associated admittance matrix YP(f) can defined as follows:

YP(f) := diagp∈T

(
Yp(f)

)
∈ C

|N |×|N|
(72)

where Yp is given by:

Yp(f) :=

{

Z
−1
p if p ∈ P

O if p ∈ T \P
∈ C

3×3
(73)

Hence, (3) can be modified to account for the presence of

passive loads as follows:

Y(f) = A
T
BYL(f)AB +YT (f) +YP(f) (74)
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