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Abstract: Power systems are currently undergoing a transition from centralized syn-
chronous generators to decentralized non-synchronous generators that rely on renewable
energy sources. This shift poses a challenge to system operators, as the high penetration lev-
els of renewable energy introduce variability and changes in the physics of power systems.
Load-frequency control is one of the biggest challenges faced by electrical grids, especially
with increased wind energy penetration in recent years. The inertial controller is one of
the methods used to support system frequency in variable-speed wind turbines. In this
study, a proportional resonant (PR) controller was added to an inertial controller to achieve
better frequency regulation by controlling the active power of the doubly fed induction
generator (DFIG). First, the impact of the PR controller parameters on the frequency devia-
tion, overshoot, settling time, and system stability was investigated to identify the optimal
values that achieved the lowest frequency deviation while maintaining system stability.
Second, the performance of the proposed method was compared that of the traditional
method under different load perturbations. The results prove that improperly determining
the proportional gain of the PR controller negatively affects system stability and frequency
deviation. In addition, the results validate the hypothesis that the proposed method would
provide fast frequency support for all the studied cases. The analysis and simulation of
these scenarios were performed using the MATLAB/SIMULINK program.

Keywords: frequency support; primary control; DFIG; proportional resonant (PR) controller

1. Introduction
Due to the depletion of fossil fuels and their significant effects on the atmosphere,

all countries are moving toward renewable energy sources (RESs), such wind energy
and solar energy. However, the existence of traditional generators such as synchronous
generators improves system frequency regulation because of their high inertia. For example,
a portion of the kinetic energy held in the rotor is released when the load is raised, resulting
in a decreased rate of change of frequency (ROCOF). As a result, the system frequency
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stays within a permissible range. On the other hand, RESs have little inertia. When the
load is changed, a greater ROCOF occurs. As a result, the frequency of the system is
outside of the permissible range, and thus, the system becomes unstable. Therefore, several
researchers have proposed different methods for improving the system frequency [1]. One
variable-speed wind turbine that is frequently utilized in the production of wind power
is the doubly fed induction generator (DFIG). However, the rotor of DFIGs is decoupled
with the grid frequency due to wind speed changes, which cause unpredictable and swift
power fluctuations to power systems. As a result, high-proportion wind power integration
reduces reserve capability and lowers inertia in power systems, leading to progressively
worsening frequency issues [2]. The fluctuating nature of wind energy presents a challenge
for maintaining grid frequency stability. A promising solution lies in improving the ability
of wind generators to support the grid frequency. Traditional generators have two key
reactions to frequency variations: inertia response and main response. The literature
provides three basic approaches for obtaining the main two reactions directly from wind
turbine generators (WTGs): (1) mimicked (i.e., artificial) inertia [3,4], (2) droop and de-
loading techniques [5–7], and (3) WTG overloading [8], which overloads the WTG output
when incident wind speeds exceed the WTG’s nominal wind speed. This topic has been
extensively researched [9]. Researchers are actively pursuing two key areas: developing
methods for achieving improved support and optimizing control strategies for the energy
reserves used in primary frequency regulation (PFR) [10].

Recent advances in controlling optoelectronic devices and high-speed data transmis-
sion provide valuable context for intelligent control design in renewable-integrated power
systems. Liu et al. [11] presented an electronically controlled terahertz amplitude modu-
lator using an ionic liquid/PEDOT:PSS:DMSO composite, enabling efficient, broadband
modulation through low-voltage actuation. Khaki-Sedigh and Nasrollahi [12] reviewed
modern data-driven control strategies, highlighting their effectiveness in managing com-
plex, adaptive systems using only measured data. These methods are gaining relevance
in power system control where model uncertainty and dynamic variability are critical.
Nematov [13] conducted a detailed analysis of Cu2NiXS4 semiconductors, showing their
potential for optoelectronic applications, including solar energy conversion. Alam et al. [14]
demonstrated all-optical switching capabilities with polymer-based Mach–Zehnder in-
terferometers, emphasizing the growing importance of compact, fast, and precise optical
control devices in data transmission. These studies highlight the convergence of material
science, control theory, and high-speed communication, supporting the development of
advanced and adaptable control frameworks for renewable energy systems.

Two distinct approaches are utilized for the energy reserve strategies of a DFIG in
PFR: load-shedding and the integration of additional energy storage devices [15]. A
method outlined in [6] involved adjusting the pitch angle to increase energy reserves
for PFR, while energy was obtained by decreasing the pitch angle. On the other hand,
Wang and Tomsovic [16] introduced an improved maximum power point tracking (MPPT)
strategy that increases rotor speed to establish a power reserve. This method boasts a
higher probability density and lower mechanical losses compared to the pitch angle reserve
approach. However, both methods necessitate operating the wind turbine outside the
optimal MPPT zone, leading to a reduction in the generator unit’s economic efficiency.

While studies like [17,18] explored the use of separate energy storage devices on the AC
bus for DFIG-based PFR, this approach necessitates additional inverters and transformers,
increasing complexity and cost, making it more suitable for large-scale wind farms. An
alternative approach, proposed in [19–21], involves connecting supercapacitors directly
to the DC bus. Similarly, the authors of [22] suggested connecting supercapacitors to the
DC bus via a DC-DC converter. Also, the authors of [23,24] explored the integration of a
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flywheel-based energy storage system into wind power plants. This system serves to meet
the power reserve requirements mandated by the grid operator for PFR. These methods
offer a simpler solution that is applicable to both centralized and distributed wind farms.
However, they rely on the remaining capacity of the grid-side converter (GSC) to deliver
PFR power, thus limiting the overall PFR capability due to GSC constraints.

Some research studies have mimicked PFR by modifying the reference power based on
the ROCOF [25] or utilizing frequency droop control [26]. Still others [27] have combined
these strategies. Regardless of the specific method, all rely on proportional or differential
control to modify the active power reference value and maintain grid frequency. Notably,
conventional power control systems often employ phase-locked loops (PLLs) to monitor
grid phase using voltage or magnetic flux linkages. However, research suggests that PLLs
could introduce negative system damping and resonance issues [28], highlighting the need
for potential improvements in this area.

The authors of [29,30] successfully implemented virtual synchronous generator (VSG)
control in grid-connected inverters for permanent magnet synchronous generators (PMSGs)
used in wind and solar applications. Most of the previous frequency control techniques
with wind energy generators in terms of the technique used, pros, and cons have been
presented in [31,32]. In [32], inertia emulation control was proposed to regulate the system
frequency of DFIG-based wind turbine. One of the most well-known shortcomings of
earlier techniques was their complicated design [33,34] and slow reaction [35,36].

The latest developments in grid-connected current control applications emphasize
the proportional resonant (PR) controller’s increasing potential as a viable alternative to
the standard proportional-integral (PI) controller. Notably, studies demonstrate that the
PR controller outperforms PI controllers under disrupted grid settings, thereby alleviating
stability problems associated with PI controllers. This trend toward PR controllers suggests
a possible route for future research: investigating how incorporating PR controllers into
DFIG wind plant control systems might contribute to improved grid resilience and power
quality, particularly given the rising emphasis on these elements. Building upon these
merits, the present authors delve deeper by investigating the application of a PR controller
in conjunction with the inertia emulation effect for a DFIG frequency regulation support.

The key contribution of this research can be enumerated in the following points:

(a) The PR controller is proposed to be added to the inertial controller to achieve better
frequency regulation.

(b) The influence of the PR controller’s parameters on the frequency deviation, overshoot,
settling time, and system stability is investigated to select the optimal values.

(c) The proposed method is tested at increasing or decreasing the load, and multi-step
load perturbation.

(d) The simplified settings of the presented approach make it straightforward to execute
in practice.

This work is structured into five sections: Section 2 meticulously details the test
system configuration, providing a clear understanding of the environment for analysis.
Section 3 then dives into the heart of the research, exploring the implementation of the
PR controller within the DFIG control scheme. This section not only details the design
process and integration of the controller, but also sheds light on how different controller
parameter values influence the system’s behavior. Next, Section 4 presents the outcomes
of simulations conducted to evaluate the PR controller’s performance. This section will
utilize clear explanations of simulation methods and data collection alongside informative
figures and tables to illustrate the findings. Finally, Section 5 ties everything together by
discussing the results, including key observations, comparisons to other control methods,
limitations of the study, and potential areas for future exploration.
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2. Modelling of the Studied System
2.1. Test System

This research centers on a power system comprising two synchronous generators,
each rated at 675 MW, interfaced with a distributed wind farm consisting of 100 DFIG
wind turbine units, each with a capacity of 1.5 MW, for a total wind power capacity of
150 MW [31], as depicted in Figure 1a. A block diagram of the DFIG-based WT is shown
in Figure 1b. Three parallel loads are linked at the 22 kV bus. Load 1 represents a large
industrial load, demanding 1278 MW of active power and 50 MVAR of reactive power.
Loads 2 and 3 simulate smaller commercial or residential loads, each absorbing 100 MW
of active power, with Load 2 requiring 50 MVAR of reactive power and Load 3 requiring
25 MVAR. The effectiveness of the proposed technique is evaluated through simulations
conducted within the MATLAB/SIMULINK software environment. The length of the
transmission line is 25 km. The parameters of the DFIG and synchronous generator are
listed in Appendix A.
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Figure 1. (a) The single-line diagram of the test system, and (b) The block diagram of the DFIG-
based WT.

The power system model, comprising synchronous generators and the DFIG wind
farm, can be expressed in a linearized transfer function. The small-signal model of a
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synchronous generator, accounting for frequency deviation and mechanical power input,
may be written as follows [37]:

∆ f (s)
∆Pm(s)

=
1

2HSMs + D
(1)

where HSM is the inertia constant (MJ/MVA), D is the damping coefficient, ∆ f (s) is the
frequency deviation, and ∆Pm(s) is the mechanical power input deviation. Furthermore,
the linearized electromechanical dynamics of the DFIG wind farm, incorporating torque
control, may be presented as follows:

∆ωr(s)
∆Te(s)

=
1

Js + Dr
(2)

where J is the moment of inertia of the rotor, Dr is the damping factor, ∆ωr(s) is the rotor
speed deviation, ∆Te(s) is the electrical torque deviation. The frequency response of the
wind farm can be approximated as:

∆ fw(s)
∆Pwind(s)

=
1

2Hws + Dw
, (3)

where Hw and Dw are the equivalent inertia and damping of the aggregated wind turbines.
The comprehensive system frequency response, integrating both synchronous generators
and wind generation, can be estimated as:

∆ f (s)
∆Pe(s)

=
1(

2Hs + Deq
) , (4)

where Heq is the equivalent inertia including wind and synchronous generators, Deq is the
aggregated damping factor, ∆Pe(s) is the net power imbalance.

2.2. DFIG Modelling

The DFIG comprises a mechanical component consisting of a wind turbine and a
shaft system, along with an electrical component that includes an induction motor and
associated control system. The stator winding is typically directly linked to the power
grid, generating a magnetic field that rotates at a synchronized speed within the air gap.
The rotor winding is often linked to the power system via a dual Pulse-Width Modulation
(PWM) converter, which consists of a rotor side converter (RSC) and a grid side converter
(GSC). RSC and GSC are interconnected via a capacitor, as depicted in Figure 1b. The RSC
primarily regulates the output active and reactive power of the motor by managing the
voltage of the rotor winding. On the other hand, the GSC primarily regulates the stability
of the DC bus voltage and ensures that the reactive power on the grid side adheres to the
specified standards [38].

The DFIG model can be described by a synchronous reference frame, where the
rotating speed of the frame is the synchronous speed, ωs. The differential equations of
stator and rotor voltages can be written as follows [39–41]:

vqs = −Rsiqs + Ψds +
dΨqs

ωs ∗ dt
(5)

vds = −Rsids − Ψqs +
dΨds

ωs ∗ dt
(6)

vqr = −Rriqr + sΨdr +
dΨqr

ωs ∗ dt
(7)
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vdr = −Rridr − sΨqr +
dΨdr

ωs ∗ dt
(8)

where v represents the voltage, R refers to the resistance, i represents the current, Ψ is
the flux linkage, and s is the slip ratio; the subscripts s denotes on the stator side, while r
indicates the rotor side, and the subscripts d, and q denote on the direct and quadrature
components, respectively.

The flux linkages equations can be expressed as follows:

Ψqs = −Lsiqs − Lmiqr (9)

Ψds = −Lsids − Lmidr (10)

Ψqr = −Lriqr − Lmiqs (11)

Ψdr = −Lridr − Lmids (12)

where Ls and Lr are the stator and rotor self-inductance, respectively, and Lm is the mutual
inductance between stator and rotor.

The electromagnetic torque is calculated as

Te = Lm
(
idsiqr − iqsidr

)
(13)

2.3. Wind Turbine Modelling

The mechanical power derived from wind, Pω, can be identified as [41]:

Pω =
1
2

ρπR2Vω
3Cp(λ, β) (14)

where ρ is the air density
(
Kg/m3), R is the rotor radius (m), Vω is wind speed

(m
s
)
, Cp is

the power coefficient of the blade, λ is the tip-speed ratio, and β is the pitch angle (degree).
The power coefficient, Cp, can be calculated as:

Cp(λ, β) = 0.22
(

116
λi

− 0.4β − 5
)

e
− 12.5

λi

1
λi

= 1
λ+0.08β − 0.035

β3+1

(15)

λ =
Rωm

Vω
(16)

where ωm is angular speed of the turbine rotor (rad/s).
A two-mass model is utilized to represent the interactions between wind turbines and

induction generators. The relationship between the low-speed shaft torque, Tls, and the
mechanical torque, Tm, can be expressed as [40,41]:

2Ht
dωt

dt
= Tm − Tls (17)

where Ht denotes the turbine inertia constant, and ωt represents the turbine rotor speed.
The relationship between the electromagnetic torque of a generator, Te, and the torque of
the high-speed shaft, Ths, is articulated as follows:

2Hg
dωr

dt
= Ths − Te (18)
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where Hg denotes the inertia constant of the induction generator, and ωr signifies the rotor
speed of the generator. The low-speed shaft torque Tls is derived by:

Tls = K(θt − θls) + B(ωt − ωls) (19)

where K, θt, and θls denote the spring constant, angular displacement of the wind turbine,
and angular displacement of the low-speed shaft, respectively. B and ωls denote the
damping constant and the rotor speed of the low-speed shaft, respectively.

3. Frequency Regulation Proposed Solution
The traditional control method for the rotor-side converter (RSC) in a DFIG system

integrates three key functionalities: frequency control support, inertia emulation control,
and active power control, as depicted in Figure 2. Frequency control support adjusts
the reference active power based on frequency deviation ∆ f . The difference between the
reference and measured frequencies is multiplied by gain K f to determine the contribution
of this control loop. The inertia emulation control mimics the inertial response of a con-
ventional generator. The measured frequency is passed through a derivative block, and
the resulting signal is scaled by gain Kin to influence the reference active power. The active
power control utilizes a PI controller to regulate reference active power PRe f based on the
difference between the reference and measured rotor speeds [32,42].
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In steady-state operation, the measured frequency is a constant value, and thus, its
derivative equals zero. Also, the difference between the measured and reference frequencies
is almost equal to zero. Thus, reference active power PRe f is the output of the PI controller.
However, during load variations, the measured frequency is not a constant value, and thus
the reference active power, PRe f equal the sum of active power control, frequency control
support, and inertia emulation. This allows for swift adjustments in the DFIG’s active
power reserve, ultimately contributing to frequency stabilization [32].

A viable substitute for the PI controller is the PR controller. Its capacity to remove
steady-state error by offering more gain at the precise resonance frequency of the regu-
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lated signal is one of its main advantages [43]. Furthermore, the PR controller permits
the integration of a harmonic compensator while maintaining dynamic control, resulting
in excellent current management [44,45]. In addition, using a stationary reference frame
instead of the synchronous reference frame “dq” technique simplifies current control. This
is because it is no longer necessary for Park’s metamorphosis, which was a source of com-
plexity [46]. Significantly, currents in the stationary frame’s alpha-beta (α-β) coordinates
are not cross-coupled, so decoupling circuitry is not required [45]. In order to correct for
harmonics in the control signal, the PR control can also operate as a notch filter [47]. As
a result, the PR controller was used in a number of applications, including active power
filters [48] and voltage source inverters [49]. As per these merits, the authors investigate
the application of the PR controller in combination with the inertia emulation effect, as
depicted in Figure 3. The following is a mathematical description of the PR controller:

G(s) = kp +
2krωcs

s2 + 2ωcs + ω2
0

, (20)

where ωc is the quasi-resonant controller’s cut-off frequency, ωo is resonant frequency, and
kr, kp represents resonant and proportional factors, respectively.

Such control methodologies are founded on the swing equation of traditional syn-
chronous machines [50]. The power setpoint

(
p*

e
)

is determined from the grid frequency(
ωg
)
, which is approximated by a PLL, as follows:

p*
e = −

dωg

dt
2H, (21)

where H denotes the inertia constant. The major disadvantage of this method is that the
derivative component is extremely vulnerable to noise in the estimated frequency. Various
control strategies have been suggested to address this difficulty, such as employing a first-
order low-pass filter at the expected frequency [50]. The p*

e can be written as the following
considering implementation of the first-order low-pass filter considering the scheme in
Figure 2.

p*
e(s) = −2H

ωns
s + ωn

ωg(s) + K f

(
ω* − ωg(s)

)
+ p*, (22)

where p* is an external power setpoint, and ω* is the rated frequency. Gain K f serves as
a central regulation. The term

[
kf
(
ωg(s)− ω*)] was added as virtual damping against

power oscillations in many reported works [51]. Nevertheless, this phrase corresponds to
droop control, and its use would alter the power distribution in the steady state established
by the grid operator. Consequently, it is unfeasible to enhance the control damping without
affecting the power transfer in steady-state conditions with the initial structural constraint
of the first order filter-based inertia emulation. One can note that the utilization of the PR
controller may solve this issue.

Moreover, the behavior of the virtual damping can also be determined by rewriting
Equation (22) as follows:

p*
e =

(
2Hωn −

(kω + 2Hωn)ωn

s + ωn

)
ωg(s), (23)

This indicates that the transient has two separate terms: the first is 2Hωnωg(s), which
instructs the converter to generate an almost instantaneous peak in active power in reaction
to fluctuations in grid frequency, which is beneficial for inertial response. However, an
active power transient in the grid triggers the LC resonance, leading to high-frequency
oscillations in the voltages. At its peak amplitude, the subsequent transient is characterized
by the classical dynamics of a first-order system, as illustrated in Term 2.
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The mathematical formulation for the control scheme in Figure 3 is constructed inde-
pendently to demonstrate their unique functionalities. The control system consists of two
parallel controllers, as well as the active power control. The inertia emulation controller
injects virtual inertia into the system by coupling frequency variations with power output,
while the PR controller compensates for frequency deviations by amplifying errors at the
fundamental frequency. Moreover, both controllers contribute to the power reference signal
applied to the RSC, which adjusts the DFIG response. As reported, the speed controller
alone cannot emulate inertia during power imbalances because the rotor speed is decoupled
from the grid frequency. So, the control scheme functions as a supplementary controller,
establishing a dynamic relationship between rotor speed and grid frequency. The inertia
power can be further expressed as:

P∗
e (t) = ) = −2H

ωns
s + ωn

ωg(s)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Inertia Emulation

−
(

kp + K f +
2krωcs

s2 + 2ωcs +ω2
0

)(
ω* − ωg(s)

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Frequency control supoort

+ p* (24)

where ∆ω(t) =
(
ω* − ωg(s)

)
, and ωg is the frequency at the converter terminals which is

estimated by the PLL. It should note that −2H = kin.

The transfer function G(s) = P*
e (s)

ωg(s)
is:

G(s) = −2H
ωns

s + ωn
+ kp + K f +

2krωcs
s2 + 2ωcs + ω2

0
(25)
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The estimated natural frequency ωn and damping ratio ζ can be calculated based the
key second-order term which has a denominator of s2 + 2ωcs + ω2

0, neglecting the first
order filter. When comparing with the standard second-order system, ωn and ζ can be
calculated as:

ωn = ω0, ζ =
ωc

ω0
(26)



Processes 2025, 13, 1284 11 of 21

In such a case, to ensure the system remains proper and causal considering the first
order filter with the inertia emulation, the characteristic equation can be written as:

s2 + 2ωcs + ω2
0 + 2H

ωns
s + ωn

−
(

kp + K f

)
= 0 (27)

We approximated ωns
s+ωn

using a low-frequency approximation as ωns
s+ωn

≈ ωns
ωn

= s for
low frequencies (s ≪ ωn). The characteristic equation can be rewritten as:

s2 + (2ωc + 2H)s +
(

ω2
0 −

(
kp + K f

))
= 0 (28)

ωn and ζ can be estimatted as:

ωn =

√
ω2

0 −
(

kp + K f

)
(29)

ζ =
2ωc + 2H

2ωn
(30)

Moreover, including the first order filter with the based inertia emulation has been
considered. So, the stability of virtual swing equation considering the first term of the
inertia emulation denominator based the characteristic polynomial 2HXss2 + Xskds +ωb

can be determined as the natural frequency is ωn =
√

ωb
2HXs

and the damping ra-

tio is ζ = kd
2
√

2HωbXs
. To achieve a non-oscillatory response, the kin >

√
8Hωb

Xs
should

be determined.
For frequency support control, the proportional gain kp + K f may enhance the steady-

state error correction and for transient response improvement. Moreover, the resonant term
2krωcs

s2+2ωcs+ω2
0

may assist in the harmonic rejection. In this case, the system will be stable when

(ωc < ω0) (resonant frequency below Nyquist limit), but the gain limitation of (kr <
ω2

0
2ωc

)

should be considered.
As considered in the simulation results, the tuning parameters were determined

by trial and error and considering the previous analysis. We started with (Kd) adjust-
ment for damping performance enhancement, then

(
K f

)
was adjusted for transient re-

sponse. Finally, we tuned
(
kp
)
, and (kr) to achieve steady-state performance. Figure 3b

shows a bode diagram with various values of ωo, while Figure 3c illustrates the bode
diagram with various values of ωc. The results prove the system stability with excellent
dynamic performance.

In what follows, the impact of the PR controller’s parameters on frequency regulation
will be studied to select the optimum values that achieve the lowest frequency deviation
while maintaining system stability.

3.1. Impact of the PR Controller’s Cut-Off Frequency

In this case, the Kr, ωo, and Kp were set at 10,900 and 0.6, respectively. The simulation
was carried out within a wide range of cut-off frequencies (0.5 to 150 rad/s), as shown in
Figure 4. It can be observed that changing the cut-off frequency did not affect the frequency
response, where the same lowest frequency drops (59.75 Hz) were obtained when the
cut-off frequency equaled 0.5, 15, 150 rad/s.
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3.2. Impact of the PR Controller’s Resonant Factor

In this study, the ωc, ωo, and Kp equals 15,900 and 0.6, respectively. The simulation
was conducted with three different values of Kr, namely, 0.2, 10, and 120, as illustrated in
Figure 5. No effect of the resonant factor on the frequency response was observed when
the load was increased at t = 80 s, where the system frequency had the same track with
varying the resonant factor’s value.
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3.3. Impact of the PR Controller’s Resonant Frequency

In this study, the ωc, Kr, and Kp equaled 15, 10, and 0.6, respectively. The system
frequency response is plotted when ωo was equal to 300, 900, and 1800, as depicted in
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Figure 6. It is obvious that the obtained results are consistent at the different values of the
resonant frequency.
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3.4. Impact of the PR Controller’s Proportional Gain

In this scenario, ωc, ωo, and Kr equal 15,900 and 10, respectively. The simulation was
performed with different values of Kp, i.e., from 0.1 to 8.0. As shown in Figure 7 and Table 1,
within a specific range (0.1 to 1.5), it can be noted that the higher the proportional gain,
the lower (higher) the frequency deviation (overshoot), and the longer the settling time.
It should be noted that the frequency deviation was equal to 60. For example, when the
Kp was equal to 0.1 and 0.5, the frequency drop was equal to 59.705 and 59.742 Hz, the
frequency deviation was equal to 0.295 and 0.258, and the overshoot equaled 59.876 and
59.88 Hz. That is to say, the frequency deviation is inversely proportional to the overshoot or
settling time. On the other hand, when Kp was increased from 2.0 to 4.0, both the frequency
deviation, overshoot, and the required time to reach a steady state increased. However, the
system became unstable when Kp = 8.0. This means that the value of Kp must be in a range
between 0.1 and 2.0. Based on the simulation results, the proportional gain was set at 0.9 in
this study as a compromise between the frequency deviation and overshoot.

Table 1. The impact of increasing the proportional gain on the frequency deviation and overshoot.

Proportional Gain
(Kp) Frequency Drop Frequency

Deviation Overshoot

0.1 59.705 0.295 59.876

0.5 59.742 0.258 59.88

1.0 59.776 0.224 59.886

1.5 59.808 0.192 59.893

2.0 59.795 0.205 59.9

4.0 59.746 0.254 59.905

8.0 The system becomes unstable
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4. Results and Discussion
The power system model described in Section 2 was built in MATLAB/Simulink

(2023b) software in order to analyze the proposed method’s performance to enhance the
system frequency with a varying load. The system performance in terms of the frequency
(Hz), rate of change of frequency ROCOF (Hz/s), and DFIG active power (MW) were
extracted from the model without a controller, with the traditional method [32] and the
proposed method in three different scenarios, namely, decreasing load, increasing load, and
multi-step load perturbation. In this study, the PR controller’s proportional gain, resonant
frequency, resonant factor, and cut-off frequency were set at 0.9, 900, 10, and 15, respectively.

4.1. Impact of Increasing the Load

At first, the two loads, L1 and L2, were linked to the system, where the two circuit
breakers, C.B1 and C.B2, were closed, as shown in Figure 1. Then, the third circuit breaker,
C.B3, was used to connect an additional load, L3, to the system when t = 80 s, as shown
in Figure 8. The obtained frequency response, Figure 8a, shows that the frequency drop
(frequency deviation) was equal to 59.65 Hz (60 − 59.65 = 0.35), 59.69 Hz (0.31), and
59.77 Hz (0.23) without a controller, with the traditional method, and the proposed method,
respectively. Also, Figure 8b shows that DFIG active power reached 56 MW, 60 MW, and
82 MW when the load was increased without a controller, with the traditional method
and the proposed method, respectively. That is to say, the reserved power was equal to
(56 − 50 = 6 MW), (60 − 50 = 10 MW) and (82 − 50 = 32 MW). Based on these results, it is
obvious that the lowest frequency deviation and ROCOF and the higher reserved power
were accomplished by the proposed method compared to the traditional method.
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4.2. Impact of Reducing the Load

Initially, L1 and L2, were linked to the system by C.B1 and C.B2, respectively. Then,
C.B2 was opened when t = 80 s, and thus L2 went out of service, as shown in Figure 9.
Thus, the frequency increased as given in Figure 9a, where the overshoot was equivalent
to 60.2 Hz, 60.27 Hz, and 60.32 Hz with the presented method, traditional method, and
without a controller, respectively. Consequently, the frequency deviation equaled 0.2, 0.27,
and 0.32, respectively. On the other hand, the reserved power provided by the presented
method, the traditional method, and when the controller off was equal to 32 MW, 12 MW,
and 7 MW, respectively. Moreover, in Figure 9c, the lowest overshoot and undershoot were
achieved by the proposed method. These outcomes show that the more reserved power
and the lowest frequency deviation were achieved by the proposed method.
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4.3. Impact of Multi-Step Load Perturbation

In order to ensure the effectiveness and ability of the proposed method to improve
the system frequency, it was tested with a series load disturbance ranging from 11% to
−13% of the initial load. Moreover, the presented method’s performance was compared to
the traditional method as well as one of the previous methods [31], as shown in Figure 10.
It should be noted that in [31], a washout filter was added to the inertial controller. The
percentage of a series load, ∆PL, was equal to 3.6%, 11%, zero, −5.6%, and −13% of the
initial load when t = 40 s, 100 s, 160 s, 220 s, and 280 s, as shown in Figure 10a. The
obtained frequency response shows that the lowest frequency deviation at different loads
was achieved with the proposed method. For example, when ∆PL = 11% of the initial load,
the frequency drop (frequency deviation) was equal to 59.692 Hz (60 − 59.692 = 0.308),
59.665 Hz (0.335), 59.615 Hz (0.385), and 59.57 Hz (0.43) with the proposed method, the
previous method [31], the traditional method [32], and without a controller, respectively.
These results demonstrate that the best performance was accomplished by the proposed
method. Also, it is clear that the selected values for the PR controllers (Section 3) can
effectively improve the system frequency at different loads, as shown in Figure 10.
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5. Conclusions
In this paper, the ability of a combined inertial controller and proportional resonant

(PR) controller to support the system frequency in a DFIG was investigated. This study
involved determining the optimum values of the PR controller parameters to minimize
frequency deviation and overshoot. Furthermore, the proposed method’s performance was
examined at different load perturbations and compared to the traditional method and one
of the previous methods. The simulation outcomes prove that: (1) No effect was observed
on the frequency response with a changing resonant factor, resonant frequency, or cut-off
frequency of the PR controller; (2) varying the proportional gain of the PR controller greatly
affected the frequency deviation, overshoot, and system stability; (3) the most reserve
power and the lowest frequency deviation were accomplished by the proposed method at
different loads; and (4) the presented approach provided fast frequency support in every
scenario examined. The performance of an adaptive PR controller for system frequency
regulation could be the subject of future work. Moreover, future research will focus on
the application of intelligent optimization algorithms to determine the optimal values of
the control parameters. Additionally, parametric studies will be expanded to evaluate the
robustness of the controller under various system conditions and perturbations.
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Appendix A

Table A1. DFIG parameters.

Rated power 1.5 MW

Number of wind turbines 100

Rated voltage 575 V

Rated frequency 60 Hz

Rs 0.007 p.u.

Rr 0.005 p.u.

Xls 0.171 p.u.

Xlr 0.156 p.u.

Xm 2.9 p.u.

DC-link voltage 1200 V

DC-bus capacitor 10,000 µF × 100

Table A2. Synchronous generator parameters.

Rated power 675 MW

Rated voltage 20 kV

Rated frequency 60 Hz

Armature resistance 0.0025 p.u.

Pole pairs 4

Inertia coefficient 6.5 s

Unsaturated reactance Xd 1.8 p.u.

Unsaturated transient reactance X′
d 0.3 p.u.

Unsaturated transient time constant (open) T′
d0 8 s

Unsaturated sub − transient reactance X′′
d 0.25 p.u.

Unsaturated sub − transient time constant (open) T′′
d0 0.03 s

Unsaturated reactance Xq 1.7 p.u.

Unsaturated transient reactance X′
q 0.55 p.u.

Unsaturated transient time constant (open) T′
q0 0.4 s

Unsaturated sub − transient reactance X′′
q 0.25 p.u.

Unsaturated sub − transient time constant (open) T′′
q0 0.05 s
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