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Abstract: The current paradigm in integrating intermittent renewable energy sources into microgrids
presents various technical challenges in terms of reliable operation and control. This paper performs
a comprehensive justification of microgrid trends in dominant control strategies. It covers multilayer
hierarchical control schemes, which are able to integrate seamlessly with coordinated control strategies.
A general overview of the hierarchical control family that includes primary, secondary, tertiary controls
is presented. For power sharing accuracy and capability, droop and non-droop-based controllers are
comprehensively studied to address further development. The voltage and frequency restoration
techniques are discussed thoroughly based on centralized and decentralized method in order to
highlights the differences for better comprehend. The comprehensive studies of grid synchronization
strategies also overviewed and analyzed under balanced and unbalanced grid conditions. The details
studies for each control level are displayed to highlight the benefits and shortcomings of each control
method. A future prediction from the authors’ point of view is also provided to acknowledge which
control is adequate to be adopted in proportion to their products applications and a possibility
technique for self-synchronization is given in this paper.

Keywords: microgrid; hierarchical control; primary; secondary control; droop control; frequency
restoration; voltage restoration; grid synchronization

1. Introduction

The current paradigm in the renewable green energy sector is on the penetration of renewable
energy sources (RES) into the electrical system. RES promises an alternative approach for electricity
suppliers to produce more sustainable energy as well as to reduce global warming as reported in
decarbonization policies [1]. Due to their abundance, RES can penetrate the existing electrical power
system and gradually counter the dependency on conventional fossil fuel generation. Worth mentioning,
it is a new challenge to meet the energy demand because the power production is not consistent and
the demand increases year by year. Henceforth, power electronic converters have mainly dominated in
the implementation to increase the efficiency of RES and the reliability of power production with stable
generation. For this reason, an embedded electricity generation at a smaller scale is formed and known
as distributed generation (DG) units. With the inconsistency of RES power production, the microgrid
(MG) has been proposed to manage power distribution and quality aspects [2]. The fundamental
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components in microgrids are depicted in Figure 1, including the scenario during islanded and
grid-connected modes.

Figure 1. Fundamental microgrid configuration with variable operation modes.

The microgrid can be defined as a cluster of DG units, loads and energy storage system (ESS)
operating in coordination to sustainably supply electricity and connecting to the distribution level
at a single point of connection, the point of common coupling (PCC). It is designed in such a way so
that the power can flow either to the loads and the ESS or to the main grid when the power supply
exceeded the microgrid’s capacity. A microgrid is capable of operating in two modes: connected
to the existing grid network or disconnected from the grid, generally referred to as grid-connected
mode (grid-following) and islanded mode (grid-forming), respectively [3–7]. It is achievable because
significant power electronic-interfaced converters are acting as voltage source inverters that enables the
power converter operates in voltage-controlled mode (VCM) for islanded-mode and current-controlled
mode (CCM) during grid-interactive. Henceforth, control strategies also critical impact on power
converter interfaced under unbalanced conditions. Theoretically speaking, the MGs controller should
be able to determine the accessibility of microgrid operation modes under occurrence of unbalanced
loads or weak grids. Thus, the controller mechanism enables the operation of power converter operates
either or not accessible in VCM or CCM [8–10]. In VCM, always the inverter yields a controlled output
while regulating its amplitude and frequency. On the other hand, CCM adjusts the output current to
the reference value and always correlated with the grid synchronization strategies.

The MG’s task is to regulate the active and reactive powers generated by the DG units and
distribute them according to the load demand. In addition, the surplus power in the microgrid can be
exported into the main grid and also can grant essential support to the primary network. In the islanded
mode of operation, the microgrid operates as an autonomous entity. Both voltage and frequency are
controllable parameters within the DG units, which means that they are no longer supported by the
main grid. The active and reactive powers are simultaneously generated within the DG units and
accumulated within the microgrid to ensure accurate power load sharing.

There are two definitions of islanding detection: intentional and unintentional islanding.
Intentional islanding can be prompted by the scheduled maintenance or when the power quality
from the main grid jeopardizes the microgrid operation. Unintentional islanding occurs due to grid
faults and unplanned events that are unknown to the microgrid. Hence, an international standard
has been established so that microgrids are able to meet several criteria in order to provide reliable
ancillary services. The interconnecting of distributed energy resources is stated in IEEE Standards
1547 and 2030 [11–13] so that the transition mode from one state to another can be achieved effectively.
For instance, the microgrid can sustain itself when there is a presence of a weak grid and reconnects
when the situation is remedied. The assistance of static transfer switch (STS) offers the first action
by detecting and disconnecting the microgrid from the grid network, thus guaranteeing continuous
power supply to the local loads and protecting the distributed energy source and ESS.
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Contributions and Paper Organization

The motivation of this paper is to provide a reviewed on various control strategies of the
interconnection of microgrid with the main grid from synchronization, frequency, and voltage
restoration perspective under balanced and unbalanced grid conditions. An overview of the microgrid
multilayer control trends along with their benefits and shortcomings are carried out in order to
help researchers to identify appropriate techniques for their products. There are numerous review
studies over the years on this subject matter, however, there is a gap in the discussion on the
state-of-the-art coordinated controls in the hierarchy level in proportion of their objectives and
applications. A comparative studied for the grid synchronization techniques based on phase-locked loop
(PLL) and non-PLL, i.e., synchronverter, frequency-locked loop, discrete Fourier transform, weighted
least square estimation are comprehensively discussed and surveyed in detail. The performance
comparison of various voltage and frequency regulation controller are also investigated and overviewed
in order to provide better power sharing capability. With various multilayer controller strategies and
applications, therefore, the findings of this paper should be able to categorized and differentiates the
diversification of controller strategies in order to bridge the research gap for further study.

This paper comprises five sections. Microgrid topologies are delivered in Section 2. Section 3
presents the multilayer hierarchical controls with coordinated control. Meanwhile, the primary and
secondary state-of-the-art controls are discussed in Sections 3.2 and 3.3, respectively. Section 4 presents
key features and recommendations for potential further developments. The conclusion is presented
in Section 5.

2. Microgrid Hierarchical Control Group

It is significantly challenging to identify which control method is adequate, and most commonly,
the application predominantly depends on the microgrid’s traits. The fundamental control objective in
a microgrid topology is to ensure reliable and flexible operation, while maintaining close regulation
of the microgrid’s voltage and frequency as compulsory targets. In general, there are two main
state-of-the-art control principles for a microgrid: centralized and decentralized. A centralized control
relies on a set of data collection in a dedicated central controller. It continuously monitors and controls
the computation taking action at a single central point for the relevant units via low-bandwidth
communication between the central controller unit and the controlled groups [14–16]. In contrast with
the centralized approach, the decentralized control requires that all DG units and the ESS have a local
controller and operate independently based just on local measurements [17–19]. A valid argument
between those controls can be attained within the hierarchical control scheme. In this approach,
three control levels are distinguished: primary, secondary, and tertiary [20,21], as depicted in Figure 2
with their respective responsibilities. The primary and secondary controllers are responsible for the
islanded mode, while the tertiary control mainly serves and is managed at the grid side.

Figure 2. Hierarchical control with respective obligations for each level.
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2.1. Primary Control

Also called the internal control or local control, the primary control is defined as the first stage
in the control hierarchy group by presenting locally collected information at the fastest response
and requires no communication between the controllers. All information are gathered locally and
have a certain intelligence level to operate in a decentralized operation mode. According to [22],
the decentralized approach should highlight the following fundamental concerns: the integrated units
should share the desired total load, stability assurance is provided on a global scope, and the inverter
control is capable of providing DC voltage offset avoidance.

The inverter output control’s architecture is distinguished from the outer loop for voltage
control and internal control for current regulation, as illustrated in Figure 3. The state-of-the-art
inner-loop control for the grid-side converter controllers are mainly associated with their reference
frames: synchronous frame (dc), stationary frame (αβ), and natural frame (abc). The synchronous and
stationary reference frames served the dc and sinusoidal variables, respectively, and are associated
with the proportional integral (PI)-based controllers and proportional resonant (PR)-based controllers,
respectively. Generally, the natural reference frame is employed in the controllers’ approach as PI, PR,
dead-beat, and hysteresis controls. The use of PI controllers is the most comprehensive method for
control loop design [23].

Figure 3. Primary control structure’s block diagram.

On the other hand, the state-of-the-art outer loop serves as the power sharing control. This control
is significant to control the DG unit as well as the associated local loads to meet the balancing between
the active and reactive powers. As for the synchronous generator, three prime components are used to
realize the output control and power sharing, which are the voltage regulator, governor, and the inertia
obtained from the synchronous machine itself [24]. Droop controllers have been used to emulate the
droop traits of the synchronous generator; by purposely simulating the synchronous generator, it has
shown the fastest response. It utilizes the correlation of active power-frequency (P/f ) and reactive
power-voltage (Q/V) by controlling the values of voltage amplitude and frequency to realize power
sharing. The droop-based approach attracts a lot of research efforts due to the advantage it provides
over other control options, such as the capability of plug-and-play implementation, flexibility due to
non-communication network, simple design, etc. From another perspective, a virtual synchronous
generator’s (VSG) concept also generally being adopted as presented in [25,26]. The relationship
between power productions and voltage-frequency regulations can be achieved through virtual inertia
and damping factor into the control loop that mimics the dynamics of the existing synchronous
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generator. By means the characteristic of the VSG-inverter based is accessible to the main upstream
grid system.

In addition, the independency on non-communication control also can be offered as a communication
control between the devices and could be applied according to the requirements. Hence, power sharing
and voltage regulation could be achieved accurately. Despite adjustment accuracy, communication-link
methods can increase the capital cost of microgrids over non-communication methods [27]. Various
ways have been presented over the years; for instance, these include master and slave; concentrated
control, which has two variants—central limit control and power deviation; instantaneous current
sharing; circular chain; and distributed control, among others. Subsequently, the communication-based
approach is enormously intricate in extended microgrids and it can degrade system performance
during faults at the communication network.

2.2. Secondary Control

The secondary hierarchy control level is subject to reliable monitoring, which guarantees and
protects the operation of microgrids in both grid-connected and islanded modes. Monitoring the system
variables means supervising both voltage amplitude and frequency deviations to make the required
adjustments. It is also referred to as the microgrid energy management system (EMS) by regulating
the power flow and power quality within the microgrids. The EMS approach can be classified as
centralized and decentralized approaches that serve to manage the unpredictability and intermittent of
RESs and load demand [28]. The secondary control guarantees that frequency and voltage deviations
are controlled near zero within the load variations or generation in the microgrid and serves the power
system by rectifying the grid frequency deviations to within permissible limits [16]. For islanded
microgrid operation, the secondary control family is considered as the highest rank in the hierarchical
level. According to [2,6], the secondary control has a slower behavior in dynamic response when the
secondary unit is detached from primary control, which lessens the communication bandwidth by
using sampled measurements of the microgrid variables to permit enough time to execute intricate
calculations. A central controller is relatively essential to ensure that the power system operates as
seamlessly as possible during significant disturbances and during grid synchronization and transition
between the microgrid modes (islanded to grid mode and vice versa) as per market requirements.
It can be realized by utilizing an external centralized controller to restore permanent voltage and
frequency deviations produced by the primary control.

The architecture of the centralized approach consists of a central controller, which delivers pertinent
information of each DG unit and load within the microgrid, and the network itself. The implementation
of the centralized method allows for the completion of online optimization routines, given that all
the relevant information are collected at a sole point. For instance, the measurements of the main
grid’s frequency and voltage are realized to generate reference signals and are used by the secondary
control loop to provide grid-connected operation mode. The optimal dispatch in [29] mainly performs
the analyzed offline calculation in terms of cost and system performance in low-voltage microgrids.
In addition, at this level, it is significant to interface the DGs and the ESS via master-slave units [30].
Through this approach, all slave converters can be modeled as current sources. In the islanded
operation mode, the battery bank itself operates as a master converter that provides the reference
voltage and operating frequency for other sources, which act as slave units. Whereas in grid-connected
mode, the latter works as master units and serves to provides the reference voltage and frequency to the
PCC. The studies in [31,32] has demonstrated the effectiveness of isolated mode control in an islanded
microgrid system including PV system, diesel generator, ESS and even tidal turbine. Other approaches
include optimal power flow [33] and terminal sliding mode [34], among others, for several feasible
scenarios of the microgrid.

On the other hand, the decentralized method is primarily addressed in the microgrid central
controller (MGCC) throughout the multi-agent system (MAS) framework. MAS consists of multiple
intelligent agents that operate by relying upon local information, which interacts with one another to
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achieve global and local objectives. A comprehensive review of the MAS approach is presented in [35].
Meanwhile, MAS implementation is proposed in [36,37]. An approach in [38] includes an additional
agent (fuzzy cognitive maps) to reduce the risk of total system breakdown since a possible failure of
some decentralized agents is not distinguished from a total EMS failure.

2.3. Tertiary Control

This high rank in the hierarchy control family is primarily associated with the main host grid and
generally can be defined as the power flow management according to set points depending on the
primary network and is coordinated with the regulations of voltage amplitude and frequency. It is in
charge of organizing the operation of multiple microgrids cooperating in the system by measuring the
active and reactive power ratio at the PCC, and the comparison of the grid’s active and reactive powers
against the desired reference values can be realized. The dynamic response of this control is slow in
order of several minutes when delivering signals to the secondary level controls at the microgrid and
other sub-systems that form the full grid.

According to Figure 4, when the microgrid is operating in grid-tied mode, the power flows can
be controlled through frequency adjustment by altering the phase in steady state and the voltage
amplitude inside the microgrid [39]. The measured P/Q through the STS, PG, and QG are compared
with the desired P* and Q* to obtain the desired reference values. Distribution network operator
(DNO) and market operator (MO) are among the multivalent controller approaches. DNO is needed
when there are more than one microgrids in the distribution system, whereas MO is accountable
for the microgrid market management; both are part of the primary grid, which means that they
are unaccountable for the microgrid management. Henceforth, there will be no further discussion
concerning the tertiary control approach.
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3. Hierarchical State-of-the-Art Control

This section discusses the microgrid control family. As previously mentioned, the primary control
is responsible for providing the current reference signal according to the voltage source inverter (VSI)
operation modes, either in VCM or CCM. These characteristics can be determined according to the
electrical grid conditions at the PCC. All the different controller approaches significantly provide
better steady-state error requirements and improve the disturbance rejection. A brief discussion on the
variability methods from the very simple to the sophisticated analytical approaches is presented here.
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However, the primary control permanently causes voltage and frequency variations, which
considerably affects the power sharing performance as well as the dynamic response. Other than that,
the conventional droop approach does not meet the specific criteria when the parallel system is obligated
to share nonlinear load portion because the control units have to consider the harmonic current while,
at the same time, retaining the active and reactive powers at the demand level. Henceforth, numerous
studies have discussed the secondary control groups to address these inherent issues.

3.1. Overview of the Inner-Loop Control Methods

As previously mentioned, the use of power electronic interfaces is able to make the microgrid
operate in both islanded and grid-connected modes. Thus, VSI realizes the flexibility of microgrid
operation modes by relying upon VCM and CCM behaviors. For instance, VCM is used in islanded
mode to maintain the stability of voltage. In contrast, in grid-connected mode, CCM is commonly used
to inject current into the primary grid. The inner current loop is mandatory to provide the current
reference associated with the external voltage control loop.

• Proportional Integral (PI): The PI method is the most applied over the years to serve different
purposes and is practically employed with the synchronous reference frame associated with
dc variables. It delivers numerous benefits, such as less complicated controller designs, applicability
in linear time-invariant systems, practicability for the single-input-single-output (SISO) system,
etc. For instance, [40] discusses the effects of the fractional order of the PI method for load-sharing
revamping, and the same method is proposed in [41] and [42] in their respective applications.
The PI controller does not solely correspond on the dc variables but also on the sinusoidal variables.
As mentioned in [43], the PI current controller integrators associate with the stationary frame
under undesirable and distorted operating conditions. It offers low computational burden with
zero steady-state error for current harmonics concerns.

• Proportional resonant (PR): A viable alternative to the synchronous frame PI controllers is the
stationary frame PR compensators [44]. The PR controller is often interpreted as a sinusoidal
controller as it is widely associated with the stationary reference frame (αβ) as well as the natural
reference frame (abc) due to its capability of forcing errors to be zero and for its harmonics
compensation [45,46]. Similar methods are proposed in [47] for the distributed power generation
systems (DPGS). Studies demonstrate that resonant controllers are an adequate option for inner
current control loops to show anticipated performances. It has a high gain around the natural
resonant frequency,ω [48], as it is able to introduce a low-order harmonics compensator to improve
the current controller. It offers no excessive computational resources, fast transient performance,
and the capability of zero steady-state error at the AC frequency, among others.

• Dead-beat control (DB): Among discrete-time linear controls, dead-beat is the most commonly
employed due to its fast transient response in different applications, which makes it a suitable
approach for current regulation. The DB control is able to place all the closed-loop poles at
zero [49]; thus, the tracking error settles to zero within a few sampling steps equivalent to the
SISO systems. Worth mentioning, the DB control is in the predictive family, which forecasts the
effect of the control action by tracking the current reference accurately without any error. Some in
literature have proposed methods to improve the conventional DB controller’s limitations,
such as being vulnerable to model uncertainties, sensitive to model and parameter mismatch,
etc. For instance, [50,51] employ an adaptive self-tuning for the pulse-width modulated (PWM)
converter by adopting a delay compensation caused by voltage calculation, synchronous frame
rotation, and the PWM converter itself in order to be homogeneously relocated outside the
closed-loop control system, thus compensating for their effects on the closed loop’s stability.
The implementation of the current controller with a higher degree of disturbance rejection enables
swift current tracking with higher bandwidth qualities. In [52], the study uses a combination of a
DB controller with neural-network identification to present nonlinear estimation problems and
to operate as a grid voltage estimator to realize a grid voltage sensorless scheme to guarantee
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high-quality power injection. However, while the DB controller provides robustness in its
performance, its implementation leads to a suffocated control structure.

• Hysteresis control (H): In the hysteresis approach, the designed controller has to be attached to an
adaptive band to achieve fixed switching frequency. The output is the state of the switches that
offers variable switching frequency. Worth mentioning, the hysteresis approach is allocated to
the predictive control group. Numerous techniques and algorithms to achieve fixed switching
frequency are presented in the literature [53–56]. In [57], a hysteresis current regulator is applied for
the neutral-point clamped inverter as well as the flying capacitor three-phase inverter, where the
measured switched phase-leg voltages are adjusted to the phase leg according to the switching
frequency. The hysteresis current regulator is distinguished for its robustness against load
variations, for exhibiting high-speed transient performance, and for its simple implementations.
Despite the several advantages of the hysteresis controller, it still has drawbacks, such as the high
switching frequencies in the inverter due to being interphase-based.

• Predictive control (P): Predictive control is a sophisticated control process satisfying a set of
constraints. It uses the system model to forecast the future behavior of the controlled variables.
In such a way, it can accurately track the reference current while minimizing the forecasting
error within zero error. The model predictive power control (MPPC) and voltage control (MPVC)
are proposed in [58]. These schemes can ensure stable DC-bus voltages of BESS as well as a stable
AC-bus voltage output and a decent power sharing. Both control schemes provide a simpler control
algorithm and better performance. However, the predictive control is prone to network variations.
Therefore, in [59], a robust disturbance observer for model predictive control has been proposed
for a grid-connected inverter to regulate the current output. The observer is designed to estimate
the lumped disturbances (model uncertainties and grid voltage disturbances). An improvement
in the reference error tracking is made in [60] by applying an adaptive reference model predictive
control to track virtual references rather than actual references. A flexibly modeled virtual multi-
input-multi-output (MIMO) generates the error and thus no tuning process is required for different
operating points. A seamless transition of mode operations of VSI is presented in [61] through
predictive detection and the estimation of control algorithm. It can be achieved through the
cost function, thus simplifying the controller’s algorithm. The advantage of predictive control
design-wise is that it can be implemented more simply depending on the applications. Despite
the simple implementation, some predictive controls can be more complicated.

• Sliding mode control (SMC): This control is recognizable by having a robust performance and a
fast response time in the variability of system parameters over sizeable operating points [62].
The controller takes vigorous actions if the plant experiences deviations from its average operating
point [63]. In such a way, the desired dynamics can be ensured through an essential selection of
desired dynamics and control law. However, SMC’s performance significantly deteriorates due
to the chattering phenomenon in discrete implementation. Therefore, the enhancement of SMC
has been made through the output ripple optimization. The works in [24,64] have shown that
SMC is employed in the secondary control scheme and is used in both frequency and voltage
regulators to enhance power sharing performance and battery charging scheme. SMC shows
reliable performance during transients and has better disturbance rejection and low sensitivity to
parameter value changes.

• H-infinity control (H∞): The primary task of the H∞ controller is to inject a pure sinusoidal current
to the main network in both linear and nonlinear loads even during grid voltage distortions.
Reducing the disturbance effect and computation delay is vital to avoid instability in the system
caused by the digital control delay. Therefore, active damping is presented in [65] by applying a
capacitor current feedback into the controller design process. It not only increases the tracking
efficiency but also is able to reduce the harmonic noise in current output. In [66], the study
distinguishes the performance of reference signal tracking by showing a minimal number of errors.
It is capable of adjusting to the system voltage and frequency equivalent to their nominal values
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after system load variations. As a result, the H∞ scheme offers a robust dynamic performance
even in model uncertainties and unbalanced conditions, reduces tracking error, and has an
easy implementation.

According to the aforementioned, the comprehensive review on various power, current and
voltage control strategies are summarized as advantages and shortcomings in Table 1. A microgrid
designer needs to identify which potential method is adequate to suit the application. An efficient
control application should provide robust dynamic performance.

Table 1. The advantages and shortcomings of the inner-loop controllers’ scheme.

Controller Advantages Shortcomings

PI
[43]

Straightforward implementation.
A zero steady-state error in the dq reference frame.

Performance degrades under distorted condition.
Displays steady-state error in an unbalanced system.

PR
[50]

Robust performance during disturbances.
No excessive computational required.

Relatively zero steady-state error.

Frequency variation sensitivity.
Harmonics regulation difficulty.

DB
Accurate current reference tracking within zero error.

Closed-loop stability compensation.
Fast transient response with lower THD.

Vulnerable to model uncertainties and parameter mismatch.
High THD in nonlinear load.

H
[55,57]

Fast transient response.
A robust operation against load variations.

Straightforward implementation.

Resonance problems in high switching frequency.
Prone to harmonics issues.

P
[67,68]

Obtains a swift transient response.
Involves less switching frequency.

Provides accurate tracking with low THD.

Vulnerable to parameter variations.
High computational burden.

A precise filter model is vital.

SMC
[62,69]

A robust and dynamic response.
Decent performance in adaptivity under parameter changes.

Excellent disturbance rejection.

Experiences a chattering phenomenon.
Requires excessive computational operation.

H∞
[70]

Robust performance in both linear and nonlinear loads.
Fast response with deficient THD issues.

Reduced tracking error.

High computational burden.
Relatively slow dynamics.

3.2. Power Sharing for Primary Control

Power sharing is allocated in the second phase within the primary control level. This control
can be ordered depending on whether or not it utilizes the concept of the droop method. Meanwhile,
a power sharing control employing a centralized controller belongs to the secondary control [71].
The advantages and drawbacks of each technique are listed in Table 2.

3.2.1. Droop-Based Control

The droop-based control method is the most widely applied method to control DG units, as distinguished
in the literature [3,9,72–77]. The well-established control method is frequency and voltage droop.
The main advantage of droop-based control is that it is solely based on local information. Hence, it offers
a higher degree of operation in terms of flexibility and reliability. However, the conventional droop
control experiences various constraints that could affect the power sharing accuracy among the parallel
DG units. These are due to several factors, such as (i) voltage amplitude and frequency deviations,
(ii) slow transient response, as it requires low-pass filters (LPF), (iii) vulnerability to nonlinear loads or
unbalanced conditions, which introduce circulating currents (harmonic currents), and (iv) the mismatch
on the inverter output impedance. Therefore, various research efforts have been presented to counter
the inherent limitations of the conventional droop control scheme.

• Virtual output impedance (VI): VI is widely applied to advance the power sharing capability and
stability of the system under line mismatch. The inverter output impedance would be in resistive
and inductive behaviors. The conventional droop approach in large power systems is entirely
operating in inductive line impedance. However, when applied in power electronics, the output
impedance relies upon the control strategy used by the inner control loop. In [78], the study
demonstrates a robust performance of the inverter with resistive output impedance against
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numerical errors, disturbances, feeder impedance and parameter mismatch by compensating
the voltage drop at the load effect and the droop effect itself. As for inductive impedance [79],
adaptive droop control is achieved through a self-adjusted VI to provide the decoupling of
active and reactive powers, thus guaranteeing accurate power sharing as well as reliable voltage
assistance throughout the voltage compensator. A single line-current feedforward control at the
voltage reference is widely applied in the conventional VI approach. An enhancement method is
presented in [80] to provide VI at both the fundamental and harmonic frequencies by controlling
via the DG current loop and the feedforward PCC voltage, respectively. Thus, VI compensates the
impacts of the mismatched in the physical feeder impedances and simultaneously achieves precise
adjustment of the DG unit’s corresponding impedance at both fundamental and selected harmonic
frequencies. An adaptive VI proposed in [81] relies upon an extra small injection of AC signal in
the output voltage of the parallel inverter to significantly highlight the unbalanced and harmonic
power sharing problems caused by the feeder impedance mismatch. Whereas in [82], an adaptive
VI is used for accurate reactive power sharing in an islanded microgrid. The compensation
of voltage drop mismatch across the feeders is counteracted by employing communication to
facilitate the tuning. In [83], the distributed adaptive VI is employed to suppress large circulating
currents caused by the slight differences in both magnitudes and phases in the output voltage of
the DG units.

• Adaptive droop (AD): The current paradigm in autonomous power sharing is by utilizing the
voltage deviation in multi-terminal DC (MTDC) grids. The regulation of voltage deviation, as well
as frequency deviation, can be realized through the outage stage of the voltage source converter
(VSC) and instantaneously performs power sharing. This method is becoming an alternative
approach for system planners and operators. In MTDC grids, the AD approach is applied to offer
a better performance of the VSC, which enables the sharing of the burden of power mismatch.
For instance, [84,85] include frequency support and ensure sufficient power sharing by considering
the available headroom of each converter station into the control action. This means that when the
VSC relatively achieves the operating point (close to limits), it has the capability to constrain the
burden of loss sharing to a great extent to the neighboring converters with higher headroom and
spare capacity. The relationship of voltage–current–frequency (V-I-f ) characteristics is derived
to establish the correlation between frequency and DC voltage. It can adjust its DC voltage
reference autonomously according to grid frequency deviation. Hence, it offers the avoidance of
overloading and burden in a desirable way. In [86], it is reported that a better dynamic security
assessment is performed and autonomous power sharing is provided following the outage of the
VSC. It offers stability-constrained adaptive droop gains through the trajectory sensitivity analysis
(TSA)-based approach. Meanwhile, the enhancement of power load sharing and the minimization
of circulating currents in low-voltage DC microgrid are presented in [87,88]. It can be achieved by
applying AD resistance and instantaneous virtual resistance shifting to compensate the trade-off

between the difference in current sharing and the adaptive voltage positioning. Fast transient
response is shown through the right-half-plane zero analysis method, where the stability of the
system is guaranteed when the series resistance zero is above the equivalent to right-half-plane
zero. The integration of wind farm converters in MTDC grids can be found in [89]. Power sharing
improvement and voltage deviation minimization under the presence of any faults and power
imbalances in the system can be achieved by employing the voltage droop control with the help of
the derated operation of the wind farm converters. It offers control freedom over the active power
adjustment and provides ancillary services to the primary grid. In [90], the study integrates a
wind farm converter with fuzzy logic-based control. The method can update the droop coefficient
through the availability of power capacity of the converters, which revamps the conventional fixed
droop coefficient. Through this method, the scheme continuously tracks the dynamic behaviors of
the converters and realizes desirable responses under different outage scenarios. As found by the
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authors, the AD scheme ensuring good transient response within proper power sharing, its still
experience high computational burden and slow dynamic response.

• Robust droop (RD): An RD controller based on the uncertainty and disturbance estimator (UDE)
for the nonaffine nonlinear system is presented in [91–93]. The UDE control algorithm relies upon
the assumption that uncertainties and disturbances can be estimated through a filter with an
adequate bandwidth. In such a way, the system disturbances and the model nonlinearity can be
determined and compensated thoroughly. This method offers a straightforward implementation
and does not require inner current control and voltage control schemes. Meanwhile, the regulation
of DC-link voltage and robust power sharing in grid-connected VSC-MTDC grids is introduced
in [94] by considering the impacts of the droop controller’s response, instantaneous power,
and DC-side uncertainties. The realization of the controller parameter tuning is through the
polynomial method to fix the poles of the equation’s trait under possible variations in the droop
gain. As a result, it ensures rigid performance under sizeable differences in the converter’s
operating point to a great extent, as well as under parametric uncertainties and during the
occurrence of disturbances. It can increase the system stabilization’s effectiveness as well as
guaranteeing a robust performance within the system. According to [95], the enhancement of
the load voltage drop due to the load and the droop effect can be realized via proportional load
sharing. The RD control scheme is integrated with the secondary control. Thus, the load voltage
can be retained within the desired range around the nominal value, providing better stability and
robustness against disturbances, feeder impedance, and component mismatches. The work in [96]
concerns the robust dynamic droop’s power sharing for the integration of wind turbines and fuel
cells. It employs reverse and direct droop controls, where the reverse droop control is responsible
for active and reactive power regulation, while the direct droop control is for the frequency and
voltage outputs, which are significantly used for the fuel cells. The adjustment of frequency and
voltage within the microgrid can be tracked robustly at specifically designed set points and
instantaneously provides better power sharing performance. In the case of a low-inertia wind
turbine, a robust control method that is invulnerable against system nonlinearities and changes in
the network is reported in [97]. The control scheme exploits multivariable H∞, which integrates
with the centralized multi-input-multi-output (MIMO) controller (set reference of active and
reactive powers) and the local measurements of active and reactive powers of the droop controllers.
The application has excellent power sharing performance against significant disturbances and
interconnection operation. In high-voltage microgrid applications, the work in [98] utilizes the
signal detection on the high-voltage side of the coupling transformer as the feedback signal.
The line impedance is the dominated part of grid impedance (coupling transformer), and hence
the impact of line impedance on the power load sharing can be mitigated significantly, especially
on the reactive power relationship.

• Feedforward control: An enhanced power flow control is demonstrated in [72] by introducing a
feedforward control of the primary grid voltage amplitude and frequency to mitigate the impacts
of grid fluctuation on power flow control. It offers improvement in controller stability and provides
seamless transitions for grid-connected operation. A similar approach observed in [99] through
an adaptive feedforward compensation provides better steady-state power sharing performance
while keeping the voltage and frequency regulation. Thus, the robustness of the system stability
is enhanced against droop coefficients and network uncertainties.

3.2.2. Non-Droop-Based Control

Apart from droop-based methods, various techniques can be applied that may or may not require
communication. These techniques are listed below:

• Master and slave: Similarly considered as a secondary control, it consists of a voltage controller for
controlling the output voltage to provide a current reference for the other units that assigns the
master-slave units. A literature review on this particular method can be found in [30,100–102].
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The master unit can be defined through a fixed module arbitrarily or based on the maximum
current. In the case of a grid-connected mode, the grid itself is presented as the master unit and no
specific control is required for grid-connected and islanding operations. For instance, in [103,104],
a supplemental control algorithm is proposed to provide speedy response and sophisticated
operating conditions for multiple inverters in an autonomous microgrid; thus, the active and
reactive powers are shared accurately according to load demands. In [105], a voltage controller is
added with a robust controller that is combined with an automatic master control for the precision
of output voltage.

• Concentrated control: The operation of this method is based on a central controller by means of a
communication link between the central control and the other units. This method consists of the
central limit control of power deviation, and their reviews can be found in [106–108]. The current
reference value is regulated by the voltage controller. It provides a higher degree of power quality,
whether in ideal or transient conditions. However, it requires a high-bandwidth communication
link, which increases capital cost.

• Instantaneous power theory (IPT): In [109,110], power sharing could be achieved among parallel DGs
devoid of any communication between the devices. An enhancement of IPT is included in [111],
which uses a new signal decomposition technique with a great extent of selectivity, thus making
it immune to unbalanced and nonlinear power systems. A similar approach in [112] makes the
necessary modifications in the fundamental computation to remedy the compensation under any
condition of the voltage supply. Another method is presented in [113] for grid-connected VSI
under transient conditions, employing an adaptive transformation that instantaneously makes
adjustments accordingly to the dynamic voltage conditions, which allows control over constant
and oscillating instantaneous power.

• Direct Power Control (DPC): The DPC algorithm has become an alternative for power sharing
control, particularly in grid-connected mode of operation. To provide the reference value of power,
it solely relies upon the p-q theory to adjust the instantaneous active and reactive power errors
and maintaining them within a constant hysteresis band [114,115]. Due to the straightforward
implementation, it offers several benefits: (1) no grid voltage information is required, as it can be
realized through a binary algorithm, (2) compatibility with both sinusoidal and non-sinusoidal
voltage signals, and (3) minimal commutation on converter switches.

Following the discussions above, Table 2 addresses the advantages and shortcomings of each
control method to deliver an idea that can bridge the gaps among the control approaches. The designed
controller should have several features that are immune to the uncertainty model and parametric
variations of the microgrid and to load variations. Hence, the advanced algorithms controller complexity
can be reduced for further implementation in practical systems.
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Table 2. The advantages and shortcomings of the power sharing control.

Technique Advantages Shortcomings

Droop-based
[79,80]

Straightforward implementation.
No critical communication line is required.

Significant reliability and flexibility of operations.

Inaccurate power sharing.
Performance degrades under nonlinear load and

unbalanced conditions.
Relatively slow in transient response.

Virtual
impedance

[83,88]

Fast transient response.
Improved current harmonics sharing.
Better output voltage with low THD.

Excellent voltage and frequency regulation.
Better dynamic response.

Relatively poor active and reactive power
sharing performance.

If the line impedance of the parallel inverters is
mismatched, transformation angles will differ and

not be synchronized.

Adaptive droop
[89,90]

Decent transient response.
Good active power sharing.

Compensates circulating current.
Better voltage and frequency adjustment.

Enhances power sharing accuracy and system stability.

Sophisticated implementation.
High computational burden.
Sluggish dynamic response.

Robust droop
[97,101]

Ensures dynamic stability.
Better voltage and frequency adjustment.

Robust dynamic performance against load variations.

Relatively poor reactive power sharing performance.
Involves high THD in current components.

Non-droop-
based

[106,112,115]

Power sharing enhancement.
Straightforward implementation.

Improves the dynamic stability of power sharing and quality.
Robustness in parametric variation (system and controlled).

Slow dynamic performance.
Performance degrades when communication

malfunctions at a single point.
Communication line increases capital and

maintenance cost.

3.3. Voltage and Frequency Restoration for Secondary Control

As well-known, the deviation of voltage and frequency in the primary droop-based controller in a
microgrid is permanent. The secondary control is proposed in the hierarchy level to compensate these
deviations. Therefore, numerous approaches have been proposed to enhance the research efforts to
tackle this issue by considering whether or not to require a central controller.

1. Centralized controller: The principle of the centralized control approach is identical with the
inner loop control, as described in Section 3. As previously mentioned, MGCC is responsible
for power management, voltage and frequency regulations, and the interconnection with the
utility grid. The tprincipal operations are via a communication link that receives the information
from the primary network when operating in grid-connected mode and passing the references
value to the primary control level. The studies in [20,27,66] show examples of this approach.
They mainly concern the coordination of the control strategy that depends on the communication
network to provide a satisfactory operation and power sharing of generation and storage
devices. Worth mentioning, all the decision making, collaboration, and prioritization are achieved
more efficiently when information is collected at a single point through the central controller.
However, the significant weakness in the MGCC approach is the dependency of the regulations
on the central controller, which means that the system performance degrades during the
presence of a malfunction at a single point of communications in the central controller. Besides,
the communication link among devices offers unreliable operation in terms of maintenance and
cost considerations.

2. Decentralized controller: A distributed secondary control or MAS network is reportedly a promising
method for improving microgrid stability and performance while enhancing the reliability
and scalability of the microgrid. The permanent inherent limitations of the primary control,
especially the deviations of voltage and frequency, could be counteracted through finite-time and
event-triggered control methods, among others.

• Consensus algorithm (CA): CA is widely employed in voltage and frequency regulation
schemes, wherein the reference values are distributed among all the primary controllers.
The most popular methods are through a distributed cooperative finite-time secondary
control [22,116] by employing a neighbor-based linear consensus algorithm that allows
each controller to communicate with each other and also by employing the so-called sparse
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communication network. While the consensus of the voltage and frequency set reference
values is accomplished over an infinite time horizon with exponential convergence, as
in [104,117], the authors apply feedback linearization methods for voltage restoration
and finite-time control protocol is used to synchronize frequency to the nominal value,
simultaneously achieving accurate active power sharing among the DG units. A similar
approach is introduced in [118], which is capable of both restoring V-f and guaranteeing
reactive power sharing as well. The secondary control under switching communication
topology is designed in [119], where MAS network is used for controller stability analysis.
A distributed approach offers flexibility and reliability in terms of central control avoidance,
which means that the failure of a single unit will not degrade the entire system. Meanwhile,
in [120], the restoration of the voltage to the nominal value is realized through the dynamic
consensus-based method. The enhancement of flexibility and reliability of the microgrid
system is ensured without line impedance consideration.

• Event-triggered: ETC is another approach for data sharing when a condition is fulfilled or an
event is triggered, instead of continuously exchanging data among the DGs unit. In such a way,
a sampled data is controlled through a designed mechanism [121]. Numerous methods have
been proposed in recent years, such as the time-triggered, event-triggered, and self-triggered
sampling methods; their reports can be found in [122–124]. ETC makes a computation that
relies upon the measurement error and the last event of the variable states. The error is the
difference between the measured and the observed values of the variable states. The benefits
of ETC is that it is able to maintain superior closed-loop stability and performance while
reducing the number of information exchange among the DGs. A centralized ETC can be
found in [125], which provides with an auxiliary controller that corresponds to collect all
the variable states. It simplifies the number of controller updates. However, the secondary
compensation terms in ETC are realized via a pure integrator that compromise a poor
transient response.

The comprehensive review of coordinated controller approaches are summarized as advantages
and shortcomings in Table 3. As shown, the restoration of voltage and frequency of the microgrid is a
vital issue that needs to be confronted to provide excellent service and better power sharing. Notably,
voltage and frequency restorations are always incorporated in secondary level group, yet less studies
exposed involvement of primary control.

Table 3. Performance comparison of voltage and frequency of secondary control.

Controller Advantages Drawbacks

Centralized
[66]

All the decision making, collaboration, and
prioritization are achieved more efficiently when

information is collected at a single point through the
central controller.

Provides fast and effective process, while retaining
accurate power sharing.

Performance degrades when failure occurs at a single
point of communication.

Communication links among devices offer unreliable
operation in terms of maintenance and

cost considerations.

Distributed consensus
[116,118]

Increases flexibility and reliability of the microgrid
system without taking line impedance consideration.
More reliable and has accurate restorations process.

Sophisticated implementation.
High computational burden.

Event-triggered
[121,123]

Able to maintain superior closed-loop stability
and performance.

Effectively updates voltage and frequency to
nominal values.

High computational burden.
Requires a new switch mechanism, which increases

malfunction factor.

4. Grid Synchronization for the Secondary Control Unit

The purpose of grid synchronization is to monitor and self-regulate the phase to prevent the
deviations of voltage and frequency by minimizing the variance in voltage, frequency, and phase
angle between the RES AC generators’ output and the grid supply [126,127]. The synchronization
unit control loop is used to synchronize the microgrid’s phase with the grid. Such synchronization
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control entails a cluster of all the controllable DG units employed in the secondary control level in the
hierarchical control architecture. It provides relatively zero steady-state errors to be translated into the
grid-connected operation mode. Grid synchronization is a subjective subtopic that can be classified
into primary or secondary control families. However, in this paper, it is considered as a secondary
control. As reported in [115], an ideal synchronization must conform to desirable characteristics
such as (i) adeptly tracking the primary grid’s phase angle, (ii) effectively tracking variations in the
frequency and is immune to disturbance signals and high harmonics parameters, and (iii) fast response
to the alterations on the primary grid. Numerous grid synchronization methods have been proposed
over the years, either based on phase-locked loop (PLL) or non-PLL methods. On the other hand,
synchronization without a dedicated synchronization unit has become an alternative for conventional
PLL to provide fast and robust operation and simultaneously reduce the computational burden by
nonlinear PLL characteristics. Therefore, numerous proposals for self-synchronization techniques have
been presented over the years, as reported in [128–134].

Table 4 address the advantage and disadvantages of grid synchronization with significant methods
should be considered to present advanced control techniques that are capable of retaining power quality.

Table 4. The advantages and drawbacks of the grid synchronization techniques.

Controller Advantages Drawbacks

PLL
Provides accurate synchronization.

Better for grid harmonics and noise rejection.
Simple implementation.

Vulnerable in high grid faults.
In unsymmetrical voltage faults, the second harmonics

appear from the negative sequence that propagates
through the PLL system and affects the extracted

phase angle.

FLL

Immune to phase angle and frequency shifts, harmonics, and
uncertainty parameters.

Offers reliability under frequency variations, harmonics, and
unbalanced voltage.

High computational burden.
The overall controller design becomes complex.

DFT
Provides robust phase tracking with fast transient under

highly polluted grid.
Accurate synchronization even under noise occurrence.

Vulnerable to unbalanced conditions.
Phase shift occurs when the sampling is asynchronous

with the leading network.

WLSE
Faster and effective in updating frequency and phase angle

fault conditions.
Simple and easy to implement.

The estimator takes a longer time interval in detecting
frequency changes.

S

Reduces the computational burden.
Simplifies the overall controller by the withdrawal of the

synchronization unit.
Provides accurate synchronization process.

Vulnerable to unbalanced and distorted grid voltages.
Stability and control parameter tuning is

considerably difficult.

4.1. Phase-Locked Loop

Synchronization via PLL is the most widely adopted and is embedded as a dedicated synchronization
unit [135–137]. It offers precise tracking of voltage, phase angle, and frequency, and provides simplicity,
flexibility, accurate phase angle estimation, etc. However, PLL’s performance depreciates when the
power converter is integrated into weak grids [138–141]. This scenario is caused by the presence of
voltage imbalance and harmonic distortion, double frequency oscillation to the phase error signal,
slow dynamic performance, complicated and slow coefficient performance, etc. Numerous modified
methods have been presented over the years to mitigate these issues, as shown in [38,134,142–144].
Methods that have been proposed include synchronous reference frame-PLL (SRF-PLL), fixed reference
frame PLL (FRF-PLL), enhanced PLL (E-PLL), and second-order generalized integrator PLL (SOGI-PLL),
among others.

• SRF-PLL: Studies in [140,145–147] have shown that this technique is the basic scheme in the
three-phase system. It offers a rapid and accurate estimation of the phase angle/frequency in
ideal grid conditions and offers a straightforward implementation. The operation of SRF-PLL is
through the natural frame (abc) being transformed into the dq reference frame through Park’s
transformation. Despite fast and accurate phase estimation in ideal conditions, the performance is
highly degraded against abrupt shifting in the phase angle as well as double frequency errors in
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negative sequence [148], which are caused by frequency deviation, distorted grid voltage, and the
presence of harmonics. Several methods with different techniques and algorithms have been
proposed to address these issues: decoupled double SRF-PLL (DDSRF-PLL) [147,149], modified
SRF-PLL (MSRF-PLL) [150], and adaptive lattice SRF-PLL (ALSRF-PLL) [151].

• SOGI-PLL: SOGI is widely used in the quadrature signal generator (QSG). Also called quadrature-
PLL, it seamlessly detects the positive-sequence component to estimate the input signal in-phase
and also the quadrature-phase amplitude. Dual SOGI-PLL (DSOGI-PLL) [137,152] corresponds
to the transformation of the voltage vectors in the stationary reference frame (αβ) into QSG,
which presents the filtered voltage vector. The positive-sequence voltage vector is obtained via
the positive-sequence calculator (PFC), and the q-component is equivalent to zero. As a result,
it is able to estimate an accurate phase angle under severe fault conditions such as slow dynamics
and large frequency overshoots. On the other hand, a frequency feedback loop is adopted
for SOGI resonance frequency under a frequency shift. Some results in [153] demonstrate a
rather fast dynamic response and harmonics filter capability. A frequency-fixed SOGI-PLL
(FFSOGI-PLL) [154,155] has been introduced to enhance the conventional method by eliminating
the frequency feedback loop, thereby increasing the speed and accuracy of the frequency trade-off.

• FRF-PLL: FRF-PLL detects the angular frequency and is used for synchronization purposes instead
of for phase angle detection. Thus, the fundamental component is provided in fixed-reference-
frame coordinates, including both positive and negative sequences, and makes the assumptions
of the angular frequency as an uncertain parameter [156,157]. The operation’s performance
under unbalanced conditions is reported in [142,158] as being robust against variations in angular
frequency and the sag or swells in voltage.

• E-PLL: Using E-PLL, the authors in [159] track the three-phase input signal variables in terms of
frequency, amplitude, and phase angle. The fundamental operation is through the extraction of
the positive-sequence component of the input signal through an adaptive band-pass filter, as it
adjusts the transfer function in proportion to the error signal. It shows a higher degree level of
transient response and thus delivers smooth and accurate detection of the fundamental parameters
within zero steady-state error. As a result, it provides a robust and precise performance under
grid contingencies.

4.2. Frequency-Locked Loop

Among recent advancements in grid synchronization for single- and three-phase systems, a new
grid synchronization technique has been proposed in [160] called the frequency-locked loop (FLL)
technique. This technique is realized in the stationary reference frame and is used to measure the
input signal frequency rather than the grid voltage phase. The benefit of this technique is that it does
not experience such abrupt phase angle changes. The authors in [161,162] propose the second-order
generalized integrator FLL (SOGI-FLL) by implementing two adaptive filters to produce a stationary
reference frame that can auto-tune to the grid frequency. This method gives rise to a new structure,
called the dual SOGI (DSOGI-FLL), which can estimate the symmetrical components of the grid voltage
even under adverse grid conditions. The work in [163] introduces the enhanced FLL (EFLL) for faster
dynamic response. This method proposes a generalized design framework of FLL via the Popov
hyperstability criterion-based model reference adaptive control. Therefore, a simple structure and
convergence speed of the FLL are developed. An adaptive frequency system based on limit cycle
oscillator FLL (LCO-FLL) is proposed in [164]. This technique offers a high degree of invulnerability
against phase-frequency shifts, harmonics, and voltage sags. Besides, it performs well in a highly
polluted grid by ensuring an acceptable transient unto the synchronization process, which achieves
the synchrony with the network from any initial condition set. A new multiresonant frequency
adaptive synchronization method is proposed in [134,165] that not only can estimate both positive- and
negative-sequence components at fundamental frequency but also can detect the following sequence
components at harmonic frequencies. This technique uses both harmonious decoupling networks
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of multiple SOGI and FLL, known as MSOGI-FLL. As a result, the system frequency becomes more
adaptive in behavior. The benefit of this method is that the tuning process of different harmonics at the
fundamental grid frequency can be deduced. Under highly distorted grid conditions, MSOGI-FLL
contributes to detecting accurately with less computation time and low computational burden in
symmetrical harmonic components.

4.3. Discrete Fourier Transform (DFT)

The DFT method is considered as the first method of detecting the frequency and harmonics of the
periodic signal [166]. Grid synchronization using DFT analysis is a mathematical tool, which transforms
a given function from the time domain to the frequency domain. The authors in [133,167] use recursive
adaptive window DFT (RDFT) for power converter line synchronization by means of filtering the
received grid voltage. This technique offers a high degree of invulnerability against noise. Still, when the
DFT time window does not emulate the grid period, a phase shift arises between the filtered voltage
and the grid voltage. Hence, an improved phase-detection via sliding DFT (SDFT) has been proposed
in [168,169]. This technique displays a robust performance in phase-tracking capability with fast
transient response under grid contingencies. This method, which is based on a phase-detection system,
is adequate as it requires a lesser amount of operation to obtain a single frequency component.
As a result, computational complexity is reduced with a more straightforward implementation than
conventional DFT methods. In highly polluted grid conditions, a positive-sequence phase-angle
estimation method is presented in [170–172], known as interpolated DFT (IpDFT), which can realize an
optimum trade-off between the estimation accuracy and the response time. The proposed technique
depends on the obtained sampling rate and can be utilized in the control hierarchy to determine errors
and estimate phasors by using analytical analysis, thus generating a one-cycle transient, which is
invulnerable to voltage imbalances, harmonics, noises, and grid frequency variations.

4.4. Weighted Least Square Estimation (WLSE)

The synchronization technique of WLSE was introduced back in 2000 [173] and is gaining more
attention for its robustness against disturbances that may exist in the power grid. This method is
able to estimate separately the positive and negative sequences of frequency and phase angle without
significant delay and with covariance resetting, especially under sudden voltage sag or unbalanced
conditions. However, to estimate more accurate harmonic phasors, especially under the deviations of
power and frequency, a phasor estimator that is realized via the merger of the harmonics components
is applied in [174]. It offers a better and more efficient update for the unit reference signal matrix,
along with frequency tracking. Thus, the phasor can be maintained as a constant when the power grid
frequency deviates from the nominal value. Several works have tried to improve the performance of the
sparse algorithm when suffering from the presence of transients on the tracked phase. An extension of
the least-square-style WLS is proposed in [175], wherein it allows the measurement of the instantaneous
frequency value of real signals for single- or three-phase systems. This technique is applied to the
decoupling methods, adaptive filtering of input signals, and frequency estimation. It provides more
robustness of system frequency because the estimated frequency is computed using the provided
information. A much simpler structure that can be implemented recursively is proposed in [132].
This synchronizer technique compares the sampled grid voltages to complement a straight line to
emulate the estimation of the grid phase angle. Hence a frequency filter is added to expand the
synchronizer performance, thus making it immune when operating in a polluted grid.

4.5. Synchronverter

A new concept of synchronization by executing the operation of an inverter that is able to simulate
the behavior of a synchronous generator (SG) is developed in [129,176], named a synchronverter
(S). A synchronverter comprises the mathematical model of the synchronous machine and acts
similarly as SG to deliver the voltage supply [177]. Its controller is on the fundamental level of the
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power controller with an incorporated capacity of voltage and frequency regulation and hence is
able to achieve active and reactive power control and voltage and frequency management. An SG
is innately ready to synchronize with the power grid; similarly, a synchronverter syncs with the
power grid without a synchronization unit because the synchronization function is coordinated in the
power controller. This synchronization technique is able to compensate the slow elements present in
the closed-loop system consisting of the synchronization unit (PLL), remove the dependency on the
inverter controller and the power system, and eliminate the nonlinear factor that influences the accuracy
and speed of the synchronization [178]. It broadens the system bandwidth for better analysis and
stability, reducing time and increasing the efficiency of synchronization, and considerably enhances the
performance of the system, while simultaneously diminishing the complexity of the overall controller.
As in [179] the synchronization of the output voltages and frequency is achieved via virtual rotor inertia
computations. A modified self-synchronized synchronverter is introduced in [180] for unbalanced
conditions in the main grid. This technique can tackle power ripples and balance the grid currents.
To achieve these objectives, a resonant controller is used to restrain current harmonics and power
ripples. Through the synchronverter scheme, it offers fast response synchronization, accurate phase
angle and frequency tracking. Yet the utilization of virtual inertia and damping coefficient might
jeopardize the system stability if the selection is inadequate and provide high computational burden.

5. Possibility Implementation of Frequency Self-Restoration Based on i-Droop Function and
DER Impacts

The penetration and utilization of RES entail the environmentally friendly and economical
operation of the whole system. Current research works and technologies deliver numerous solutions
and prospects to accomplish these objectives in distinct fields. Meanwhile, project-based studies,
developments, and integrations demonstrate the suitability and practicability of different methods.
However, there are still research gaps in delivering better performance, particularly for the droop-based
approach. The functions of the primary control should be further studied to expand functionalities that
do not limit the power sharing scope, thus increasing the reliability and flexibility of the whole system.
There is still a shortage of studies and reports on the use of droop control for voltage and frequency
regulation without relying on secondary control adjustment. The management of variable energy
generation and consumption is still challenging, including actively participating at the consumer side.
Figure 5 depicts the frequency and voltage self-restoration function that is presented by the authors
for an i-droop possibility technique. As noticed, the idea is to simplify the controller’s structure so
that it can reduce the complexity of the whole system control design and perform accurate power
sharing, while retaining voltage and frequency at their nominal values. As for the authors’ hypothesis,
it should consider an integrated controller that can fulfill both operations of frequency restoration
at grid synchronization in autonomous way. Theoretically, the operation solely relies upon the local
evaluation, which can achieve self-synchronization. Figure 6 exhibits the prediction of self-frequency
restoration under load variations suggested by authors.

The requirements for a simple and reliable operation as well as the autonomous coordination
strategies of different distributed energy resources (DERs) are gaining more attention. As known,
the selection of centralized or decentralized controller techniques has trade-offs between them.
Fully decentralized management is proven to offer flexibility enhancement, but a comprehensive
analysis is necessary to provide a secure and reliable operation of the system.

Further penetration of RES is anticipated in microgrid systems as they are distinguished as being
pollution-free and thus environment-friendly. Henceforth, additional efforts are essential to solving
the challenges in PQ issues correlated with RES and grid stability.

Grid synchronization is one of the vital areas in terms of a microgrid’s technical challenges,
primarily when the microgrid relies upon a dedicated synchronization unit. According to the studies
above, there is still a shortage of reports and reviews on the application of artificial intelligence in
a microgrid grid-connected synchronization. Significantly, a hybrid method can be initiated with
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other conventional means. In such a way, self-grid synchronization can be realized at fundamental
grid frequencies.

Figure 5. The potential self-restoration function for voltage and frequency in i-droop mode.

Figure 6. A self-frequency restoration at the fundamental value.

6. Conclusions

An ample summary has been delivered in the overview of the trends in the microgrid’s
state-of-the-art hierarchical control. The presented review exhibits the variability in the coordinated
controller schemes in terms of objectives and applications, which is vital in the development of an
intelligent microgrid. This review highlights the features of decentralizing and centralize technique,
as well as non-communication against communication approach. The primary and secondary level
is described showing different operating modes as a hierarchical control strategy, in terms of the
comparative study exhibits the advantages and disadvantages of each controller, particularly the
inner-loop, power sharing, voltage and frequency restoration, and grid synchronization schemes.

As for the primary control level, the prime responsibility is to realize power sharing, power quality,
flexibility, and reliability. It has been concluded that droop-based method is primarily applied due to its
simplicity, plug-and-play feature, and no communication-based requirement while ensuring proper
power sharing both in islanded and grid-connected modes of operation. However, it suffers from voltage
and frequency deviations, which becomes the main drawback that can jeopardize the microgrid’s stability
and performance. Therefore, numerous schemes have been proposed to overcome the droop-based
method’s inherent limitations. For instance, virtual impedances, adaptive control, and robust control are
control techniques that can deliver accurate reference signals even in an undesirable state. Secondary
level techniques have been identified whether or not implements in a centralized or decentralized
approach. According to studies, it has been distinguished that a centralized approach are adequate
for single-use in low-scale microgrid configurations. In contrast, the decentralized technique are
applicable for multiple users at large-scale microgrid systems, with both voltage-frequency restoration
and grid synchronization has been presented. Significantly requires to designs the controller that
enables synchronization mechanism, which can embed into the controller loop with no dependency on
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PLL unit. Through this study it finds that, there are shortfalls on self-synchronization in decentralized
manner that enables voltage and frequency restoration functionality in a manner that resemblance the
function of PLL. Henceforth, this concept are recommended for further study.

As aforementioned, the future trends in microgrid technologies are toward advanced decentralized
control methods with incorporated an artificial intelligence. The next potential research angles that need
to be accomplished for the further evolution of smart microgrids is a straightforward implementation
with a robust algorithm in advanced decentralized and self-synchronization techniques suggested by
i-droop technique that can be a bridge gap for the solution in order to have immunes against undesired
conditions. With simple development, less computational involvement and economically wise have
becomes an alternative solution for controller designers in order to have fast dynamic response and
robustness to high disturbances. Thus, it provides more adequate voltage-frequency self-restoration,
fast grid-connection, and yet providing an accurate power sharing that can be seen in next coming
papers before the system become fully autonomous.
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