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Abstract

This paper proposes a ramp-rate control (RRC) for mitigation of solar
PV fluctuations with a hybrid energy storage system (HESS). The highly
fluctuating primary energy source causes photovoltaic (PV) generators to
suffer from variable output capacity. Such variations can lead to instability in
power systems and problems with power quality due to large PV penetration.
The role of energy storage devices (ESSs) as a fluctuation compensator
is suggested to minimize these issues using RRC. Distributed Generation
Systems (DGs) have become a key challenge as the disruption of DG from
the grid during faults results in severe difficulties such as power outages
and voltage flickers. Low voltage ride through (LVRT) is a promising method
for supplying reactive power under low voltage conditions. The proposed
method will enable dynamic control of integrated battery storage (BS) to
mitigate power fluctuations during the day while simultaneously charging
or discharging the integrated super-capacitor (SC) storage to control sudden
variations in a BS to a certain magnitude. A system for exchanging energy
between the BS and the SC storage provides uninterrupted control of the rapid
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fluctuations of the passing cloud. The storage capacity savings are evaluated
by using the RRC for the smoothing impact of geographical deflection on PV
power production. Simulations conducted with real operational PV power
output data taken every 1 s from the power plant during one year confirm the
validity of the model. The OP-5700 HIL test-bench is used for the real-time
results.

Keywords: PV system, fluctuations, ramp-rate control, battery storage,
supercapacitor, fault-ride through.

1 Introduction

More than 25 years ago, concerns about the potential for PV output variability
due to seasonal clouds were raised, and the increasing PV penetration levels
have now attracted broad interest and attention. With the rise in PV power
fluctuations on the grid, power quality and reliability can have a negative
impact [1, 2]. The grid typically absorbs power fluctuations of less than
10 minutes as frequency variations. This is a particular issue in relatively
small networks, for example, islands with high rates of penetration, because
of the intrinsically restricted smoothing outcome from the combination of
geographically distributed PV plants [3–5].

While the decreasing cost of electronic power devices and the break-
through of new energy storage technologies allow for the integration of ESS
into renewable energy systems (RESs), their capacity depends heavily on the
cost per power unit. Commercial and industrial acceptance is prohibitively
expensive. In order to meet the required specifications, it is essential to
develop a method to optimize the size and operation of an ESS [6–8].
New grid codes have been provided by the TSOs, including new requirements
that promote TSO responses suitable for detrimental variations in irradiance,
i.e., variations of less than 10 minutes on a time scale. Such requirements
include determining the maximum power variance ramps used by intermittent
plants to supply power into the network [9, 10].

In places of high PV penetration and small grids, like islands, this risk is
relatively significant. Currently, new grid standards in Puerto Rico are more
stringent and limit the maximum variability during a time period, normally
1 min, to a certain value of 10% depending on the power generated by the
transformer of the PV plant [11]. Moreover, the target for the regulations
is much more stringent in other countries, like Mexico, at approximately
1–5%/min. Unlike conventional power systems, PV power generators are not
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dynamic enough to affect the balance between production and consumption
at any given time. To set these values, the currently increasing power levels
for thermal power stations, which are at between 2.5% and 4% of nominal
power/min, are usually used as a benchmark for manageable generation.
Intermittent power generation requires a quick response from the rest of the
system if it has sufficient control capacity [12, 13]. In this scenario, PV power
variations are more significant than these standards, and therefore, a certain
type of ESS is necessary to meet these requirements. Increasing the price of
electricity generated by PV is considered a key aspect in constructing new PV
plants. Consequently, methods to comply with the regulations are absolutely
necessary, thus utilizing the minimum storage capacity possible [14, 15].

In general, the majority of hybrid storage studies are presented in the
literature on wind energy. There has been a recent movement to use solar
energy applications with HESSs [16, 17]. The key drawback of the approach
proposed in [16] is that the ESS should always operate to satisfy the demand
for output capacity. The reference power output tends to vary from that
which results in the continuous operation of the HESS. This may increase the
system’s operating costs. In 2015, for large-scale solar power supply, a multi-
objective optimization algorithm for device failure and power limits of HESS
was introduced. However, there is no discussion about voltage regulation to
enhance the voltage profile of the power supply system. In [18], the economic
cost of installing ESS has been analysed to facilitate the variation in short-
term PV production as a function of the maximum allowable ramp rate,
intermittence time scale, and PV resource dispersion. Geographic dispersion
has been shown to result in significant ESS savings by smoothing out PV
fluctuations. However, there are no methodologies available to calculate ESS
to smoothen the short-term variability of PV power output.

Currently, ramp-rate control is the most promising technique to mitigate
the intermittent PV power fluctuations. There are also other solutions avail-
able, but these go beyond variations in short time periods and require a much
larger ESS [19, 20]. One of the benefits of the moving average method is
lower ESS capacity at the cost of increasing energy through the ESS, which
results in increased losses and cycle degradation [21]. Some studies [22, 23]
indicate that the forecast and the clearness index can be used to solve this
problem. The main benefit of RRC is that it only operates if the fluctuation
is greater than the maximum acceptable ramp value, which results in less
cycling degradation.

Figure 1 represents the grid-connected PV system HESS. Figure 1 con-
sists of a high and lower energy density device such as a battery and SC. The
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Figure 1 Grid connected PV system with HESS.

li-ion battery and SC storage systems for this research are combined in order
to produce a HESS. The battery storage will mitigate slow fluctuations, and
the rapid changes are alleviated with SC storage. Based on hybrid topology
and 24-hour energy availability (sun irradiation, demand, and cloud ramping
events), both slow and fast variations will be calculated for the energy storage
capacity (or size).

The paper proposes a method to mitigate the fluctuations in PV output
through ESS for 500 kWp solar PV using RRC. The purpose of ESS is to store
surplus energy when the sun is not available and reduce the sudden variation
of voltage. The proposed system uses the proper algorithm during ramping
and post-ramping events to monitor the PV-RR output production. The ESS
is controlled by ramp-down or ramp-up events, relying on the inverse charac-
teristic of the PV-RR required relative to the PV-RR output panel to increase
mitigation performance. An efficient power-sharing approach is needed for
integrated solar PV systems and HESS. Because of the increased penetration
of solar PV panels in the distribution system, the cost of energy storage has
decreased significantly, and limitations can be overcome by implementing
an effective energy management technology. The PV system is incorporated
into the grid and injects reactive power to ensure stable grid voltage in
the event of fault conditions. Hence, the PV system delivers real power as
quickly as possible once the grid voltage reaches its nominal value so that the
entire system can recover from its power imbalance. The following paper
is presented as follows: Section 2 discusses the ESS design requirements
for RRC, and the control strategy for the proposed system is explained in



RRC for Mitigation of Solar PV Fluctuations with HESS 821

Section 3. Section 4 presented the simulation and HIL test-bench results, and
Section 5 is the conclusion.

2 ESS Design Requirements for RRC

There are power variations well beyond the limits of standard PV plants, as
shown in Table 1. There have been recorded normal and severe variations
of up to 70 and 90%/min, shown in Figures 2 and 3. Therefore, in order to
smoothen the PV output power, compliance with these regulations includes
the combination of PV generators with ESS technologies that can be used to
add/subtract power from the PV supply [24, 25]. The maximum speed of a
cloud, which varies depending on the direction and location, is enclosed by
the PV plant.

The PV plant can be covered with maximum cloud speed and can generate
the maximum power in the shortest amount of time under the most extreme
conditions. In Equation (1), τ is an empirically correlated time constant with
the shortest dimension of the perimeter of the PV plant illustrated in Figure 4,

Table 1 Irradiation profile for the year 2019–20
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Figure 2 Normal irradiation variations on a day.

 
Figure 3 Severe irradiation variations on a day.

l in meters, and a is a constant parameter (s/m).

τ = al (1)

The control for ramp-rate is shown in Figure 5. At first, the inverter
attempts to inject all of its power into the grid, PG(t) = PPV (t). When the
maximum permissible ramp rate (rmax) is violated, the control is activated.

|∆PG(t)| > rmax (2)
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Figure 4 An aerial view of the 500 kWP plant profile.

Figure 5 RRC model diagram.

The surplus or deficit power is then taken from (Pbat(t) > 0) or stored
(Pbat(t) < 0) in the battery. The battery’s stored energy (Ebat(t)) can be
calculated by the integral of Pbat(t) over time. As a result, the total system is
easily calculated for any Ppv(t) time series. The following Equations (3) and
(4) are used to calculate the required battery power and battery energy [26]:

Pbat .max(t) =
P

100

[
90− τrmax

(
1 + ln

90

τrmax

)]
(3)

Ebat .max(t) =
0.9P

3600

[
90

2rmax
− τ

(
1− exp

{
90

τrmax

})]
(4)

The fluctuation of PV power generation is symmetrical due to clouds
reaching and leaving the PV field. The min. to min. recorded data for
fluctuating PV power is presented in Table 2.

In this design, the capacity required to equalize the PV variation is
controlled and the capacity required for the most extreme fluctuations is
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Table 2 500 kWP plant min to min recorded data
Irradiation PV Output Transformer Output

Date Time (W/m2) Power (DC) kW Power (AC) kW
9/8/20 2:08:00 PM 694.17 174.9 118.86
9/8/20 2:09:00 PM 936.03 181.2 122.44
9/8/20 2:10:00 PM 958.57 182.44 126.2

calculated. Although the sign of fluctuations is unknown, the dual battery
capacity is needed to be able to handle rising and falling fluctuations. How-
ever, this can be realized by monitoring the charge and discharge dynamics
of the battery. The required capacity of the battery (Cbat ) is determined using
the equation below [26],

Cbat = 2Ebat .max(t) (5)

The ESS state of charge (SoC) is measured as the ratio of instant ESS
energy (Ep) to rated ESS energy (ER), which is given as:

SoC (t) =
EP
ER

(6)

3 Configuration of Grid Connected System

The block diagram of a renewable grid-integrated system is presented in
Figure 6. The system consists of PV and HESS with associated high-gain
boost (HGBC) and bidirectional converters, as well as an inverter, a grid,
a PLL, and a filter. Using the Phase Locked Loop (PLL), an inverter can be
synchronised and its active/reactive power flow regulated by altering the feed-
back variables. The phase balance, voltage, and frequency of the inverter need
to match the grid, hence synchronisation with the grid is necessary. There are
specific techniques for this purpose. Among these, PLL is a frequently used
synchronisation technique. High-frequency harmonics can be reduced with
the L-C-L filter.

3.1 Control Method for the Proposed System

The control diagram for the proposed method is illustrated in Figure 7. When
the output power of the PV system exceeds a defined threshold, the battery
will be charged, and the battery will be discharged if the PV power generated
is less than the defined value. The battery current (IB) is calculated from
the given Equation (7). The charging/discharging commands and current



RRC for Mitigation of Solar PV Fluctuations with HESS 825

Figure 6 Block diagram of a renewable grid-integrated system.

 
Figure 7 Control diagram of the proposed system.

reference are received by the converter controller from the system level
controller. This controller implements all converter control loops, such as grid
synchronisation, converter current control, and PWM pulse generation.

IB = IG − IPV − ISC (7)
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Several methods are available for calculating the gains of the PI controller
Kp and τ . To improve the control loop performance, the PI controller must
be properly tuned. The following are some of the advantages of the PI
controller [27]:

1. Steady state response is good.
2. The current ripple is less pronounced.
3. The switching frequency is constant.

PI controllers can be used in either stationary or synchronous reference
frames. The synchronous PI controller is a common solution for grid-
connected three-phase converters because it converts the control variables
to DC and reduces the steady state error in the fundamental element to
zero. Depending on the criteria of the controller, the method can be chosen.
Cascade control generally requires a faster reaction time in the internal
loop. As a result, the internal control loop is designed to respond quickly.
The main goals of the outer control loop are control and stability. The inner
control loop is adjustable to a “modulus optimum” condition due to its quick
response and flexibility [28], whereas the outer loop is in a “symmetrically
optimum” condition to optimize system behaviour in response to disturbance
signals [29].

3.1.1 Modulus optimum method
The basic transfer function (TF) is [30],

F =
ω2
0(ks+ ω0)

s2(s+ kω0)
(8)

Where k is a constant that can be symmetric around ω = ω0. The open-
loop TF of the system is given below in equation [31],

GOL =

(
KP

1 + sτ

sτ

)(
1

1 + sTs

)(
Vm
s

)
(9)

The Equations (8) and (9) are modified as follows:

KVm
Ts

(
s+ 1

τ

)
s+ 1

Ts

=
KVm
aTs

(
as+ a

τ

)
s2

(
s+ 1

Ts

) (10)

Whereas a and Ts are the normalization factor and sampling period,
the Equation (11) provides the ensuing identifications. Rewriting the above
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equation, the following controller gains are obtained:

ωc = a
1

Ts
(11)

τ = a
2
Ts (12)

K =
1

aVmTs
(13)

The second order system is measured between bandwidth (ωb) and
crossover frequency (ωc) and is almost constant for the closed loop sys-
tem [32].

0.6 <
ωc
ωb

< 0.8 (14)

3.1.2 Transfer function of the current controller
The PI current controller loop diagram is presented in Figure 8.

The current controller open loop transfer function is given as follows [33]:

GOL(s) =
1

2Ta

(
1

s(1 + τas)

)
(15)

The PI controller parameters are determined by the modulus optimum
tuning criteria for this system [33].

Kp =
τpuRpu

2Ta
(16)

Ti = τpu (17)

Where Ti and Kp are the integral time constant and proportional gain of
the PI regulator, τ is a time constant, and Ta is the time delay of the converter.

 
Figure 8 PI current control block diagram in Pu.
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Figure 9 Bode plot of the proposed current control system.

Hence, the open loop (GOL(s)) and closed loop (GCL(s)) current control
loop transfer functions are given by this tuning criterion as follows:

GOL(s) =
1

2Ta

(
1

s(1 + τas)

)
(18)

GCL(s) =
1

2T 2
a s

2 + 2Tas+ 1
(19)

The bode plot of the proposed current control system is presented in
Figure 9. For different values of Kp while designing PI for the step response,
the following constraints must be considered [34],

• To obtain a less oscillatory response, phase margin should be high.
• τ should be low, to get less settling time.
• Bandwidth and phase margin are affected by the value of Kp.

To get maximum phase margin, the ωc should be around grid frequency
(50 Hz). The closed-loop system (CLS) also has the features of a low pass
filter (LPF) with a band width of ωb ≈ ωc/0.7 ≈ 71 HZ.
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4 Results and Discussion

The HIL system parameters are presented in Table 3. The HIL test bench in
the laboratory is equipped with OPAL-RT stacks, as shown in Figure 10.
Stacks can quickly create prototypes and hardware synchronization. The
plant and controller are installed on the OPAL-RT system in the RT-LAB
environment to operate at physical clock time. To validate the system

Table 3 System parameters
Specifications Values
PV Capacity (PPV ) 500 kWp

Time constant (τ ) 2 sec
Shortest dimension of PV plant (l) 56.6 m
Grid Voltage (VL) 415 V (rms)
DC Link Voltage (VDC ) 700 V
Inverter Power (P) 523 kW
Ramp rate value (rmax) 0.166
Battery power (Pbat.max) 462 kW
Battery energy (Ebat.max) 35.5 kWh
Battery capacity (Cbat) 71 kWh
Rated voltage (VC ) 16
No. of SCs in series 2
Rated capacitance (Crated) 58 F
Frequency (f ) 50 Hz
Filter values L1 = 51 µH, L2 = 0.7 µH, C = 452 µF

Figure 10 HIL Results set-up.
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Figure 11 Simulation results for grid voltage (Vgrid) and grid current (Igrid) in Pu.

results, the OP5700 HIL test bench, RT-LAB system software, MSOX3014A,
PCBE06-0560 control board, probes, and connecting wires are used.

Case i: When Id = Active; Iq = 0

Case ii: When Id = Active; Iq = (1-Vd)*2*Irating

Figures 11(a) and (c) show the simulated results of grid voltage and
current values in per-unit (Pu) terms. The zoomed values of grid voltage and
current are presented in Figures 11(b) and (d). The waveforms can be seen to



RRC for Mitigation of Solar PV Fluctuations with HESS 831

Figure 12 HIL results: (a) PV, (b) battery response to the grid, and (c) SC currents in Pu.

Figure 13 HIL results: (a) battery SOC, and (b) DC-bus voltage.

be sinusoidal in nature. The variation in the PV’s current profile is depicted
in Figure 12(a). The output of the BESS current with respect to the grid is
presented in Figure 12(b). As shown in Figure 12(b), the power injected into
the grid by PV with ESS changes gradually when the irradiance fluctuates.
The response of the SC current is presented in Figure 12(c). The sudden
variations in battery current can cause stress on the battery and reduce its
lifetime. The SC responds to these variations by removing transients from the
battery. As a result, the life of the battery device has increased. Figure 13(a)
shows the battery state of charge (SoC), and the initial SoC is considered to be
70%. The battery SoC responds to the charging and discharging cycles of the
battery. Figure 13(b) depicts the constant DC link voltage. The zoomed view
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Figure 14 HIL results: Zoomed view of (a) grid voltage (Vgrid), and (b) grid current (Igrid).

Figure 15 HIL results: (a) active, and (b) reactive powers in Pu.

of grid voltage and current of HIL results is presented in Figure 14(a) and (b).
The active and reactive powers are shown in Figure 15(a) and (b). In this case,
the active power response is based on the controller’s battery response to the
grid. Because there is no variation in the amplitude of the voltage, the reactive
power is not shown. As a result, the control is deactivated, and Iq = 0.

Power outages and voltage fluctuations can cause distributed generation
systems (DG) to be quickly disconnected from the grid, increasing their use
in power distribution networks. Hence, DG units are required to assist the grid
in fault situations. The significance of these requirements is fault ride-through
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Figure 16 Simulation results for grid-voltage (Vgrid−drop) and grid current (Igrid) in Pu.

capability (FRT). It basically allows the controller design in such a way that
RES can remain associated with the system during abnormal operation con-
ditions and contribute to voltage support during and after abnormal operating
conditions [35–37]. In this case, a reference current generation method is
used in the proposed FRT control strategy to eliminate oscillations in the
active power during unbalanced voltage dips and sustain the stable DC-link
voltage. As shown in Figure 16(a), the amplitude of the voltage decreases
during an interval of 6–7 s to its original value. The response of the grid
current is presented in Figure 16(c). The zoomed values of grid voltage and
current are shown in Figures 16(b) and (d). The HIL results of the grid
voltage and current are illustrated in Figure 17(a) and (b). In a fault condition,
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Figure 17 HIL results: Zoomed view of (a) grid voltage (Vgrid−drop), and (b) grid current
(Igrid).

Figure 18 HIL results: (a) active, and (b) reactive powers.

active power is reduced to its original value in a time period of 6 to 7 s in
Figure 18(a). The reactive power must be regulated effectively to maintain
a constant grid voltage during transient faults. As a result, the control is
activated, and the reactive component of power is compensated for during the
6–7 s interval depicted in Figure 18(b). This assists the grid in maintaining
voltage stability in the event of a fault. Reactive power is supplied to assist
with voltage recovery based on the depth of grid voltage sags.
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5 Conclusion

The proposed system is used to dynamically charge the integrated BS to
mitigate voltage rises during midday and discharge it during the night peak
hours and to simultaneously charge or discharge the integrated SC storage
in order to regulate the rapid fluctuations in the PV converter of a specific
magnitude. An energy sharing method between BS and SC storage is pre-
sented to provide continuous control of fast variations during cloud passage.
Hence, solar PV with a capacity of 500 kWp requires only 71 kWh of battery
energy to smooth out the output of PV variations due to irradiation and
temperature. The proposed control allows the system to generate reactive
power to assist the grid during a fault and also assists the grid in maintaining
voltage stability during a fault. Reactive power is provided to assist with
voltage recovery based on the depth of grid voltage sags. After the grid
voltage is restored to its nominal value, the RES system delivers real power
as quickly as possible to keep a real power balance, thus helping to restore the
entire system. The proposed FRT capability system is based on the reference
current generation method and it eliminates active power oscillations during
unbalanced voltage dips. The performance of the solar energy generated by
controlling its ramp rate smoothly improves grid stability and reduces the
need for energy storage. The system’s performance was evaluated using the
HIL test bench. As a result, the power injected into the grid through PV with
HESS changes gradually during a sudden variation in irradiation levels.
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