Chapter 2
Load Flow Calculation

The load flow is one of the most fundamental concepts in power system engi-
neering. The basic function of the AVC system is to find out a feasible load flow in
the grid, where the voltage profile of the whole system is within the acceptable
operational band. This chapter will introduce the most popular and the newly
proposed analytical method for the load flow calculations.

2.1 Load Flow Analysis

The objective of the load flow calculations is to obtain all node voltages and all
branch currents. Generally, for a grid with n independent nodes, the following
Egs. (2.1)—(2.2) are valid.
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where [v] is the node voltage vector and [i] is the node current injection. Matrix [Y]
is the admittance matrix, where the diagonal element Y;; is the self-admittance at
node i that equals to the sum of all branch admittances connected to node i. The
off-diagonal element of the admittance matrix Y;; equals to the negative value of
branch admittance connected between nodes i and j. If there is no branch between
nodes i and j, then Yj; equals to zero. For a normal transmission network, the
admittance matrix is a sparse matrix, but not necessarily symmetrical due to the
phase-shifting transformers. Figure 2.1 shows an example of an admittance matrix

© Springer International Publishing AG 2018 13
N. Qin, Voltage Control in the Future Power Transmission Systems,
Springer Theses, https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-69886-1_2



14 2 Load Flow Calculation

Fig. 2.1 The Danish LT
transmission system . o CoTe e :
admittance matrix 100 . B P

vy
(3

200 -
300 - :
400 —.I'.'
500
600 |

700

100 200 300 400 500 600 700
nz = 2528

that represents the Danish transmission grid. It is highly sparse which requires
fewer matrix factorizations than dense impedance matrix-based approaches, which
is the reason for using the admittance matrix instead of the impedance matrix in
load flow calculations.

Loads connected at nodes are included in branches. If all branch impedances are
constant, including the constant impedance load, the load flow equations are linear,
(2.3), where the constant impedance load is included in the system admittance
matrix [Y].

Y] =0 (2.3)

However, the load at each node is typically modelled as constant power in the
transmission grid, which turns the load flow equations to be nonlinear. The complex
power is expressed as the product of the voltage and current vectors, which is
represented in the polar form, (2.4). The current flow at each node is therefore
represented in (2.5), where the current flowing into each node from other nodes
equals to the current drawn by the complex power load at this node.

= VIO ) = vl (2.4)
Z Yivi = JQ’ i€V (2.5)

where P; and Q; are the total power injection at node i. They are found as
(2.6)-(2.7).
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P; = P, — Pg; (2.6)
Qi = Qi — Qai (2.7)

Equation (2.5) can be divided into real and imaginary parts. It results in two
equations and four variables for each node, i.e. the node voltage magnitude V, the
voltage angle 0, the node active power injection P and the node reactive power
injection Q. Typically, to solve (2.5), two of them should be given at each node.
According to the known variables, the nodes can be classified.

(1) PV node. The active power and the voltage magnitude at this type of node
are known. This type of node usually represents the busbar where the voltage
source is connected, e.g. generators equipped with excitation systems. The
voltage angle and the reactive power are unknown. There are typically limits
to constrain the reactive power variables, e.g. the generation capability curve
constrains the generator reactive power output according to the active power
production.

(i) PQ node. The active power and the reactive power are known. This type of
node usually represents the busbar where the load is connected, e.g. the
power consumptions or the junction points of branches. However, the gen-
erator without voltage control abilities is also connected to PQ node, as a
negative load to produce the current instead of consuming it. The PQ nodes
are passive nodes, where the voltage magnitude and the voltage angle are the
results of the current flow in the grid.

(iii) Slack (SL) node. It is also called reference node, as the voltage magnitude
and the voltage angle are given. The voltage angles in other nodes are
referred to the voltage angle at SL node. Since the system power loss is
unknown, the active power and the reactive power at SL node are used to
balance the system power. For each synchronous system, only one SL node
can provide the reference voltage angle.

(iv) P and PVQ nodes. In practical applications, the voltage magnitudes at some
nodes are remotely controlled by one or a group of generators [1]. As shown
in Fig. 2.2, the node under control is typically a PQ node, e.g. a pilot node in
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a voltage control system. In the case of a PQ node under remote control, this
node becomes to a PVQ node, as the active power, the reactive power and
the voltage magnitude are known. The controlling nodes connected by the
dedicated generators, change from PV nodes to P nodes, as the generator
reactive power are adjusted according to the needs at the corresponding PVQ
nodes. The voltage magnitudes at P nodes are therefore unknown due to the
reactive power regulations for maintaining the voltage at the PVQ node. In
the case of several generators remotely controlling the voltage at a PVQ
node, a participation factor of each generator is needed to share the reactive
power outputs among them. The PVQ and P nodes are coupled, where the
voltage magnitudes at PVQ nodes are maintained by the corresponding
generators at P nodes.

Table 2.1 summarizes the node types in the load flow calculations, where K is the
participation factor for the generators at P nodes to share the reactive power con-
tribution for controlling the voltage at PVQ nodes. For a certain P/PVQ group, p,
the individual generator output, Q; complies with (2.8). It is valid for all N, groups.

Np.i

Qi = KiZQi (2.8)

i

Since the voltage at SL node is already known, only n — 1 node voltage magnitudes
and voltage angles need to be calculated. The total number of load flow equations is
2(n — 1). The power injection at SL node is found when all voltages are obtained.

2.2 Newton-Raphson Method

The most popular approach to solve the load flow equations is Newton-Raphson
(NR) method [2]. The principle is to linearize the load flow equations by expanding
the load flow equations with the Taylor series and neglecting the second and higher
order terms. The compact form of the load flow equation can be expressed in (2.9),
where x is unknown variables. The objective of (2.9) is to find out x, with which
(2.9) can be valid, i.e. the system power is balanced for all nodes.

Applying the NR method to solve it, an initial guess for the unknown variables,
1, is needed. The difference between the initial guess and the final solution is thus
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Ax". Equation (2.10) is obtained, by replacing the final solution x with the initial
guess, X0, and the differences, Ax°. Therefore, if Ax? is known, then x can be
obtained and the problem is solved. In order to derive the differences, Ax.
Equation (2.10) is expanded with Taylor series, shown in (2.11).

g(x)=0 (2.9)
g(+Ax%) =0 (2.10)

(Ax0)”

(0 +AX) = g(x%) + g (") A" + -+ + g7 (x") -

=0 (2.11)

If neglecting the second and higher order terms in (2.11), a linear equation is
obtained in (2.12).

(") +&(x")Ax" =0 (2.12)
0o_ g(xo)
A = 00 (2.13)

where g, is the first order derivative of the load flow function g(x) w.r.t. x, which is
also called Jacobian matrix where typically more than one unknown variables are
presented in g,. The differences, Ax?, is then obtained via (2.13). The new values of
the unknown variables, x, can thus be obtained as shown in (2.14).

0
A=A =40 - 5(();0)) (2.14)

Substituting x! to (2.9) for evaluating the result, if (2.9) is not valid, then x! is the
new guess and a new iteration is needed to carried out. A general iteration step is
presented in (2.15). The iteration will stop if (2.16) is fulfilled, i.e. the maximum
power mismatch at the nodes in the load flow equation, | g(xk)n , is less than the
predefined convergence precision, &, that is a small positive number.

Xk
L= Ak ZXk_:x((xk)) (2.15)

lg()||, <& (2.16)

2.2.1 Load Flow with Newton-Raphson Method

Applying NR method to solve the load flow equations, the node voltages and
branch admittances can be expressed in the polar form, (2.17)-(2.18).
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If the left-hand-side of (2.17) and (2.18) are defined as P(x) and Q(x), respectively,
then the load flow equations are expressed in (2.19).

g(ﬁ):[ggﬁi:g}:mg} k=0,1,2... (2.19)

where the right-hand-side of (2.19) is the power mismatches at node i in the
iteration k. In the polar form, only the voltage magnitudes, V, and the voltage
angles, 0, need to be determined via the NR method. The unknown reactive power
injections at PV and P nodes, and the active power and the reactive power injections
at SL nodes are calculated through (2.17)—(2.18) afterwards. Substituting (2.19)—
(2.15), yields (2.20).

APk A5k+l
{AQ,C]:— {AV"“ , k=0,1,2... (2.20)
AP =[ I (2.21)
20 =] [AQrvo  AQprp-npye]']' (2.22)
Ax =] AL (2.23)

where J is the Jacobian matrix representing the first-order derivatives of the
powr mismatches w.r.t. the voltage angles and the voltage magnitudes, respectively.
The color marked in (2.21)—(2.23) indicates that the lengths of the vectors are the
same marked with the same color. According to Table 2.1, in the polar form, the
active power mismatches are found for PQ, PV, P and PVQ nodes, and the reactive
power mismatches are found for PQ and PVQ nodes at iterations. Moreover, the
reactive power mismatches at PVQ nodes are mainly removed by regulating the
voltage at the corresponding P nodes. Therefore, if defining the power mismatches
as (2.21)—(2.22) according to Table 2.1 and unknown variables as (2.23), then the
Jacobian matrix is expressed in (2.24).

Note that if a PVQ node is remotely controlled by several P nodes, then only one
of the P nodes will be used to accommaodate the reactive power mismatch caused by
controlling the voltage at PVQ node in (2.22), i.e. AQpyy is corresponding to only
one AVp, though there may be several P nodes in this PVQ/P pair. It is used to
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maintain the full rank of the Jacobian matrix. The length of [ AQpyo AQp(nP,nPVQ)}T
equals to the number of P nodes, np. The reactive power injections for the other P
nodes are dispatched according to the contribution factors through (2.8) at
iterations.

A
J= [h JJ (2.24)

If defining the numbers of nodes as npy, npg, np and npyg, and the total number of
nodes is n, then:

Jyis (= 1) x (n = 1) matsx. where the enties arc %
Ja is a (n— 1) x (npo +np) matrix, where the entries are &7

Js is a (npg +np) x (n — 1) matrix, where the entries are %.

Ju is a (npg +np) x (npg + np) matrix, where the entries are 90

ov*
The expressions of the entries in Jacobian matrix are presented in Appendix B—
Derivative.

The algorithm for solving the load flow equations is shown in Table 2.2, where
the inputs to the algorithm are the system admittance matrix, the initial guess of the
unknown variables and the known data for different types of nodes according to
Table 2.1. In case P/PVQ nodes are absent from the systems, then only AP for PV
and PQ nodes and AQ for PQ nodes are used to find out the corresponding
incremental variables Ad and AV. The corresponding Jacobian matrices Jy, Jo, J3
and Jy4, are then modified to exclude the P and PVQ nodes. Line 8 in Table 2.2 is
removed, accordingly.

Note that even though the reactive power injections and the voltage magnitudes
at PVQ nodes are known, the attendance of reactive power mismatch at PVQ nodes

Table 2.2 The load flow algorithm applying Newton-Raphson method

1 | Calculate AP for PV, PQ, PVQ and P nodes, and AQ for PQ, PVQ and P nodes, (2.19);
2 | if APl = € or 1AQll, >
3 while iy, < Npay
4 Calculate Jacobian matrix, (2.24);
5 Calculate AS for PV, PQ, PVQ and P nodes, and AV for PQ and P nodes;
6 Update 6 and V, (2.15);
7 Calculate power flow in the branches through (2.17)-(2.18);
8 Accommodate the reactive power output for each P node with participation factor K, (2.8);
9 Calculate AP for PV, PQ, PVQ and P nodes, and AQ for PQ, PVQ and P nodes, (2.19);
10 if IAPIl, < & and 1AQIl, < ¢
11 break;
12 end
13 end
14 | end
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in (2.22) is to provide the relation between the reactive power mismatches at PVQ
nodes and the voltage magnitudes at corresponding P nodes. In other words, PVQ
and P nodes comply with two relations that should be addressed in the algorithms:
(1) Maintaining the voltage magnitude at PVQ nodes results in reactive power
mismatch at PVQ nodes that should be removed by adjusting the voltage magni-
tudes at corresponding P nodes. (ii) The share of the reactive power injections at P
nodes comply with (2.8).

An example is demonstrated by applying the algorithm in Table 2.2, where the
IEEE-39 bus system is used with modifications. Two P/PVQ pairs are defined as
marked in Fig. 2.3, i.e. Gen 31 and Gen 32 remotely control the voltage magnitude
at Bus 11, and Gen 35 and Gen 36 remotely control the voltage magnitude at Bus
22, presented in Table 2.3. Generator Gen 30, Gen 33, Gen 34, Gen 37 and Gen 38
are connected to PV nodes which control their terminal voltage magnitudes. Gen 39
is the slack machine. For the PV and PVQ nodes, the initial voltage magnitudes are
set as target values.

The calculation is converged after 6 iterations, where the maximum power
mismatch is smaller than le — 8 pu. In contrast, if the reactive power mismatch at
PVQ nodes in (2.22) is absent, the calculation will also be converged after 18
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Fig. 2.3 IEEE-39 bus system, where Gen 31 and Gen 32 remotely control Bus 11 voltage in blue,
and Gen 35 and Gen 36 remotely control Bus 22 voltage in green



2.2 Newton-Raphson Method 21

Table 2.3 Defined PVQ/P pairs in the test grid shown in Fig. 2.3

P nodes PVQ nodes V at PVQ nodes (pu) K for P nodes
31 11 1.03 0.468
32 0.532
35 22 1.02 0.537
36 0.463

iterations. Some of the node results from two study cases are summarized in
Table 2.4. In both cases, the voltage magnitudes at PVQ nodes are maintained as
target values. However, reactive power injections at corresponding P nodes are
different. From Table 2.4, it can be seen that the share of the reactive power
contributions for P nodes at each P/PVQ pair are the same for both cases, but the
total reactive power injections at each P/PVQ pair are different due to missing
sensitivities of reactive power change at PVQ node w.r.t. the corresponding voltage
magnitudes at P nodes in each P/PVQ pair. In fact, without taking power mis-
matches at PVQ nodes in (2.22), the corresponding voltage magnitudes at P nodes
will also be absent. These P nodes are therefore treated as PV nodes, i.e. the voltage
magnitudes are known and then do not participate in iterations. The rest of P nodes
are still presented in the iterations, treated as PQ nodes. There is only one more
constraint, i.e. the share of reactive power injections among the P nodes in the same
PVQ/P pair should correspond to the contribution factor. Therefore, the reactive
power dispatch among P nodes is carried out at iterations for which the terminal
voltages at the presented P nodes are adjusted in order to comply with the con-
tribution factors of the reactive power injections. In Table 2.4, though the result in
Case (ii) without AQpyy terms in (2.22) also seems reasonable; however, it needs

A
f{,’w. These cases also
B

more iterations than Case (i) due to missing the derivation of

Table 2.4 Results comparison

Case (i) with AQpyp (ii) without AQpvgp

Iterations 6 18

Nodes V (pu) |d (deg) |P MW) | QO MVar) |V (pu) | (deg) | P (MW) | QO (MVar)
Type | Index

PVQ |11 1.030 |3.898 - - 1.030 |3.933 - -

PVQ |22 1.020 |10.933 - - 1.020 |10.953 - -

P 31 1.087 |9.801 57293 | 294.62 1.030 | 10.375 |572.93 |100.60
P 32 1.024 |12.219 |650.00 |334.91 0974 | 12.756 |650.00 |114.36
P 35 1.017 |16.201 |650.00 |187.90 1.020 |16.207 | 650.00 |207.28
P 36 1.053 | 18.830 |560.00 |162.00 1.058 | 18.796 |560.00 |178.71

PQ 1 1.041 | 1.559 - - 1.040 | 1.564 - -
PV 33 0.997 | 13.643 | 632.00 187.88 0.997 | 13.669 |632.00 192.55
SL 39 1.030 |0 108.18 158.20 1.030 |0 108.84 137.99

(i) with AQpyp in (2.22); (ii) without AQpyp in (2.22); Two P/PVQ pairs marked with blue and green
respectively, according to Fig. 2.3
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demonstrate that multiple solutions exist for the load flow equations complying
with generator remote voltage control constraints.

In summary, NR method can be applied to solve the load flow equations. It is a
tangent-based search method that iteratively calculates the adjustment quantities at
unknown variables based on the known mismatch values at nodes. The slack nodes
are used to absorb the power mismatches to keep the validity of the power balance
equations. This method requires initial guesses for unknown variables that should
be sufficiently close to the target points. Some control functions can be embedded
into the load flow equations, such as generator local/remote voltage control, and the
transformer tap changes and the shunt couplings for the voltage control in the load
flow calculations.

The main challenge of NR method is to provide a “good” initial guess suffi-
ciently close to the target, which in many cases, especially in abnormal situations, is
very difficult. It means that some physically existing solutions are incapable of
being found via classical NR method if the initial guesses are “far away” from the
target values. In addition, the exact convergence boundary is not able to be
identified.

A variety of robust improvements of the basic NR method have been proposed
in the literature for solving ill-conditioned cases [3—5]. The widely used method is
optimal multiplier method, which adjusts the step-size of the updated unknown
variables to improve the convergence properties of the iterative process. For the
unsolvable cases where no solution exists, either the continuation power flow
techniques can be applied to track on the maximum loadability [6], or Holomorphic
embedding load flow method (HELM) can be applied for identifications [7].

2.3 Holomorphic Embedding Load Flow Method

HELM is proposed by Antonio Trias, which is a breakthrough approach to solve the
load flow equations [7]. In contrast to NR method, HELM provides an analytical
solution in a recursive manner, which is independent of initial guesses. It guarantees
to provide the stable equilibrium point of the load flow problem if it physically
exists [7-11]. The load flow calculation with pure PQ nodes and a slack node is
presented in [7]. Furthermore, the model including PV nodes is more complex,
which is presented in [§—11]. However, HELM is still not popular in the power
system engineering society, as there are only a few papers to present the detailed
implementations that can be used for inspiring other researches for applications.

2.3.1 The HELM Concept

A holomorphic function is a complex-valued function of one or several complex
variables. It is complex differentiable in the neighborhood of every point in the
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complex domain. The holomorphic function is also an analytical function that can
be represented by a converged power series where the coefficients are complex
values [7], (2.25).

=> Giz—2)" (2.25)

n=0

The idea of HELM is to embed the load flow equations into a large solution space
by casting the voltage variables to complex-valued power series in which the
analytical solution is trivial to find under a certain condition, e.g. no load condition
[9]. This solution is a so-called germ solution, (2.26), that is an analytical solution
of the power series (2.25) under a specified condition, where z, is the constant
complex value, and Cj, C,, ... are the complex power series coefficients for dif-
ferent orders.

8= (ZO,ClaCZ,-H) (226)

The solution of the original load flow equations represented by power series is then
obtained based on this germ solution through the analytical continuation tech-
niques, i.e. Padé approximants [12].

The concept can be demonstrated in Fig. 2.4. After embedding the load flow
equations to the s-plane, the load flow equations are analytical and can be casted to
power series. In Fig. 2.4, a quadratic function is used to demonstrate the analytical
function. For the embedded load flow equations, it is generally a Taylor series with
several orders. The coefficients of the power series in the load flow equations are
trivial to be found under a certain condition, e.g. s = 0+ jO. The coefficients under
s =040 is thus a germ solution of the load flow equation w.r.t s. In order to

Fig. 2.4 The sketch of
HELM concept

P
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obtain the solution to the original load flow equation, e.g. s = 1 should be sub-
stituted. However, the convergence radius of Taylor series may not sufficiently
cover the solution space where s = 1. Therefore, analytical continuation technique
is applied to extend the convergence radius to be the largest value [7]. In addition, if
the embedded load flow can be converged with the analytical continuation, then
there is a physical solution. Otherwise, there is no solution [7].

Comparing to the continuation load flow method that uses the numerical
prediction-correction step to track the “nose” curve, HELM is not able to be con-
verged at the maximum loadability point. The numerical continuation method adds
a new dimension to overcome the singularity of the Jacobian matrix at the breaking
point whereas HELM applies the analytical continuation techniques that fail to be
converged at the breaking point. In other words, the continuation load flow method
is able to exhibit the entire “nose” curve by increasing the embedded scalar,
whereas HELM theoretically needs at least two germ solutions for drawing the
upper and lower branches of “nose” curve separately.

2.3.2 Padé Approximantion

Padé approximants are rational approximants to the power series, whose conver-
gence has been known to be much better than that of power series. The largest
radius of convergence for these power series can be obtained through Padé
approximants, as stated by Stahl’s Padé convergence theory [13-14]. The Padé
approximation method is briefly introduced in the following statements.

A Taylor series with M + N orders is able to be approximated by rearranging
into a ratio of two such expansions with M orders in nominator and N orders in the
denominator, (2.27), where a, and b, are coefficients, respectively. The denomi-
nator is normalized that by = 1.

_ao—|—a1x—|—a2x2—|— e ZnNzoanx"

Co+Cix+Co’ 4 -+ = =
o 2 Ltbix+box®+ - M

(2.27)

Moving the denominator to the left-hand-side and equating the coefficients of each
order, yields (2.28).

a, = Co

a; = Cy + Cobq

a, = Cy + Ciby + Cyb,

ay = Cy+Cy_1by + -+ Coby (2'28)

|

= Cny1+Cyby+ -+ Cy-pyiaby

0 = Cyym+Cyym—1by+ -+ Cyby
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As shown in (2.28), there is total (M + N) orders for C-series, {C,x"} but only N
orders for {a,x"}. Therefore, the coefficients of {b,x"} can be obtained by solving
M equations in the bottom of (2.28), marked with green color, which is formulated
in (2.29). The coefficients of {a,x"} are thus obtained by solving the fist N equa-
tions afterwards, (2.30). This is also called Direct Method of Padé approximation
[10].

Cv-m+1 Cn-m+2 Cn-mi3 -+ Cy by Cnit
Cv-m+2 Cnvmis Cnvomsa - Cyia byt Cnio
Cv-m+s Cn-m+a Cn-mis -+ Cni2 by | = —| Cnys
Cy Cni Cnvi2 - Cnym— b Cyim
(2.29)
S Cibyg = dan, n=12...N (2.30)
k=0

The results of Padé approximation create a M x N matrix with entries representing
quotients of two power series, r representing {a} and {b} at a certain order of x.
The matrix is called Pad¢ table [16], shown in (2.31). If M = 0, then only the first
row is remained, which is the original power series.

o0 To1 To2 To3
o Tt T2 T3
20 T21 T2z T23 (2.31)
30 131 732 7133

2.3.3 Continued Fraction

As stated in Stahl’s Padé convergence theory [13, 14], the diagonal and paradi-
agonal Padé approximants provide the maximal analytic continuation. The diagonal
and paradiagonal Padé approximants coincide with the continued fraction
approximation to the power series. The continued fraction is connected to Padé
approximants according to the theory [15].

“Let f(x) be a given Finite Taylor Series. If every three consecutive elements in
the descending staircase of Padé approximants sequence are distinct, then there
exists a regular continued fraction corresponding to f(x)”.

In the theory stated in [16], the partial numerators of the regular continued
fraction correspond to the coefficients of the Taylor series, (2.32), where K° stands
for the continued fraction operation.
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Ciox Cin _
f(x) = Co+ Ky, (TO) Coo #0 (2.32)
+
1+f'j°x

In order to connect the Taylor power series, the Viskovatov method can be applied
[16]. Considering a Taylor series {C,x"}, if two series are defined, C’Oj and C'lj
complying with (2.33)—(2.34), then (2.35) can be derived [16]. Once C’myo,m =
1,2... is found, f(x) can be evaluated through (2.32).

- 17 j = O
Coj = {0’ i=0 (2.33)
Cij=C¥t!, j>0 (2.34)
Coj = g2t =t m>2, j>0 (2.33)

In the load flow calculation, a matrix for each node voltage is created, as shown in
(2.36), and filled by the two power series, {Cy; } and {Cj;} shown in (2.33)~(2.34),
into the first two rows. The goal is to find out C,, o as many as possible according to
the original Taylor series coefficients, i.e. expanding the matrix (2.36) as much as
possible until convergence if there is a solution to the original problem.

1 0 0 0 0
i € C3 € Cs
Cro Gy GCop Coz Coa
Cs0 C31 C3p Gz Caa
Cao Ciy1 Cip Ciz Cia

(2.36)

Pick up the first column to construct the continued fraction K7 |

(%) The value of
f(x) can be obtained hereafter by adding the constant value Cy through (2.32).
Alternatively, the value of the continued fraction can be found through a
three-term recursive relationship which is equivalent to either a diagonal or para-
diagonal Padé approximant, marked in red in (2.31). The recursive relations of the

continued fraction, (2.32), can be expressed in (2.37) [16].

Am o Amfl ~ Am72 ~
|:Bm:| = |:Bml } + Cho I:Am2:| , Cuo#0form>1 (2.37)
where A_;:=1, B_1:=0, Ay:=CoandBy:=1 are initial values.
Equation (2.37) is finally applied to evaluate the Padé approximation for the load
flow calculations.
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2.3.4 Load Flow Solution with HELM

As mentioned above, the idea to solve the load flow equations with HELM is to
place the load flow equations into a large solution space through embedding. After
embedding a complex variable, the load flow equations are infinitely differentiable
w.r.t. this complex variable which is analytical, also called holomorphic in the
complex analysis.

The power flow equations shown in (2.5) are embedded with a complex variable
s, where the voltage is considered as a function of the embedded variable s, as
shown in (2.38). It can be seen that if s = 0, (2.38) is converted to (2.3) which is
trivial to be solved. If s = 1, then (2.38) represents the original load flow equations
without the embedding.

Z Yave(s (jg’) (2.38)

The holomorphicity guarantees that the voltage can be represented as an equivalent
power series of the embedding complex variable s, (2.39) [9], where v;[n] represents
a complex coefficient at order n of the power series w.r.t. s at the node i.

o0

vi(s) = Zvi[n]s" (2.39)

n=0

Note that the conjugate voltage in (2.38) is embedded as v} (s*) in order to maintain
holomorphicity, as shown in (2.40) [11] where the conjugated voltage is also a
function of the embedded s.

Vi(s) = O] +ill]"s + vl 24 - 4]’ (2.40)
Equation (2.38) is generally valid for all nodes in the system. In the case of PV
node, the voltage magnitude is constant and the reactive power injection is
unknown. It means that there is one more unknown variable, Q;, and one more
voltage magnitude constraint than (2.38) at each PV node. The unknown reactive
power can be embedded, as Q;(s), for the PV node i [9]. Similarly, for the PVQ
nodes, not only the active power and the reactive power, but also the voltage
magnitude is known.

Equations (2.41)—-(2.47) can be obtained, which is the so-called canonical
embedding [9]. Other embedding methods are also valid as shown in [8, 11]. The
Egs. (2.44)—(2.45) for PVQ nodes are the same with (2.41) and (2.43) for the PQ
and PV nodes, respectively. The voltage magnitudes and the reactive power
injections at the corresponding P nodes are unknown where (2.46) is similar to
(2.42), but the unknown reactive power injections complies with the contribution
factors among the P nodes in the same P/PVQ pair. Note that the embedded variable
s in the unknown reactive power variable, Q;(s) in (2.42) and (2.46), is a real
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variable. This condition indicates that the analytical path from s =0 to s =1 is
along the real axis, though s itself is a complex variable. It is a valid assumption as
the calculations will not trace the whole path, only two points need to be solved, i.e.
s = 0 for the no load condition as a germ solution, and s = 1 for the original load
flow equations.

Type Load flow equations with embedding variable s

FQ 2 Y{vils) = S% — sY%vpo(s) (2.41)

PV ; Y{vi(s) = Il gy (s) (2.42)
vey (5)py (5) = 1+5(Vi — 1) 2.43)

PVQ 2 Yiwils) = % — sYMvpyo(s) (2.44)
vevg($)Vpyo(s™) = 1 +s(V§,”V2Q - 1) (2.45)

! 2 Yivils) = #Z)Q” — s¥vp(s) (2.46)

SL Vslack (8) = l-i—s(VgiZ - 1> (2.47)

If casting all embedded variables of (2.41)—(2.47) to the power series by defining
(2.39) and (2.48)—(2.50) for the unknown voltages and the reactive power injec-
tions, the Egs. (2.51)—(2.55) can be obtained. These equations are closed to
determine the load flow solution analytically, where V;” is the known voltage
magnitude at node i for PVQ and PV nodes. Y:" is the shunt admittance at node i.
Y[ is the series admittance between node i and k.

Qi(s) =Y _ Oifnls" (2.48)
n=0
_1 =wi(s) = Zwi[n]s" (2.49)
VZ(S) n=0
L _ wi(s*) = 3 wi[n]s" (2.50)
Vi) T |
SV wlnls" = (P —j0) Y _wilnls" T =¥ “winls Tt (2.51)
k n=0 n=0 n=0
Z Yy ka[n]s” = <sPi —jz Q,-[n]s”) Zwl [n]s" — Y Z i[n)s" T
k n=0 n=0 n=0 n=0
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iw["]snigvﬂn]s" = 1—|—s(Vf"2 - 1) (2.53)

00 o0 00 00
SOYES wilnls" = <sP,» —jY KOs [n]s"> > wilnls" = v vifn)st !
k n=0 n=0 n=0

n=0
(2.54)
Z vi[n]s" Z wiln]s" =1 (2.53)
n=0 n=0

As shown in Table 2.5, for PQ nodes, there are 2 unknown power series, i.e. vi(s)
1

and w* = L and 2 sets of corresponding equations, (2.51) and (2.55) for power
flow and the reciprocal relation of the 2 unknown power series. For PV nodes, there
are 1 more unknown power series than PQ nodes, Q;(s), and total 3 sets of cor-
responding equations, (2.52)—(2.53) and (2.55), where (2.53) is used to constrain
the voltage magnitude.

For PVQ nodes, the number of unknown power series are the same with that for
the PQ nodes, but 1 more set of corresponding equation than PQ nodes, (2.53), for
the voltage magnitude constraints. For the P nodes, there are 3 unknown power
series, but only 2 sets of corresponding equations are valid. However, P and PVQ
nodes are always coupled. Therefore, the redundant sets of equations for PVQ
nodes need to compensate the missing sets of equations for P nodes. The total
numbers of unknown power series and the corresponding equations are equal. The
problem can thus be solved.

In each equation of (2.52)—(2.55), there is a multiplication of two power series.
A common convolution formula can be derived in (2.56). The coefficient of each
order in (2.56), ¢;[n] and d;[n] should be determined. The calculation procedure is
presented in the next section.

Table 2.5 Unknown variables represented by power series and the corresponding equations

Type Unknown variables Corresponding equations
Power balance V constrant Reciprocal relation
PQ v, w* (2.51) - (2.55)
PV v, w*, Q (2.52) (2.53) (2.55)
PVQ v, w 2.51) (2.53) (2.55)
P v, w*, Q (2.52) - (2.55)
SL - - (2.53) -
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—|—s2ici[2—k] - dik] + - - —i—s"ici[n—k] di[k] +

(2.56)

The tap-able transformer is always used to maintain a voltage magnitude at a target
node by regulating the winding ratio, whereas the phase-shifting transformer is used
to control the active power flow in the parallel branches by regulating the voltage
angle across the transformer. In the load flow calculations, the general branch
model can be presented in Fig. 2.5. The formulation is expressed in (2.57), where
the branch model includes the transmission lines and the transformers. y, and b, are
the series admittance and the shunt susceptance, respectively. 7 and 0, are the
transformer tap-ratio and the phase-shifting angle, i.e. T =1 and 0, = 0 in the
case of representing a transmission line. The matrix (2.57) is symmetrical if the
phases-shifting transformers are absent. The phase-shifting angles can change the
off-diagonal entries of the branch models which results in an asymmetrical
admittance matrix in the load flow calculations.

Note that the general branch model shown in Fig. 2.5 is split into series and
shunt parts, ¥} and th in the canonical embedding, respectively. Therefore, the
general branch model (2.57) is the summation of (2.58) and (2.59).

b\ 1 1
y, = | BB e w o )5
br = 1 b, ( . )
—Vs st Vs +J >
Y v - 5
S ve shifi S o Ushift
Ytr — 3 Te J;llnj .L.ell hifi (2.58)
s e/ Vshi Vs 2/ Vshift

Fig. 2.5 The general branch

model in load flow Ps
calculations [17]
. be . be
Vi —_— — Vi

rel0min 1

o

o
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(YS +]%) rlz o Te;y(;.vhiﬂ 0

Ysh — ,
0 (ys +J %L) - mi}”j/u/x

(2.59)

At the no-load condition, (2.60) can be obtained. In the no-load condition, i.e.
s =0, Eq. (2.60) is generally not valid if the phase-shifting angle is not O or the
winding ratio is not 1, as the value of the diagonal element is not equal to the
summation of the off-diagonal elements in (2.57). This is the reason to split the
admittance matrix where the values of the diagonal elements of the matrix Y}] equal
to the summation of the off-diagonal elements at each row as the shunt admittance
Y*" is separated from Y” and all current injections are zeros as s =0 in the
Egs. (2.51), (2.52) and (2.54). This is the solution of the no-load condition. If
assuming the slack voltage is 1£0° at the no load condition, the voltages at all
nodes will be 1£0°. Based on this assumption, the germ solution can ensure the
converged solution being on the upper branch of the “nose” curve.

> Vnlo] =0, wlo] =1 (2.60)

After modifying the admittance matrix, the validity of the load flow Eqgs. (2.51)-
(2.55) and the calculation procedure are unchanged where only the admittance
matrix is replaced by Y” and Y*. The original load flow equations are changed at
the no-load condition due to the changes on the admittance matrix and the slack
voltage. However, the load flow equations’ recovery to the original load flow
equations at s = 1, under which the expected solution is to be found.

2.3.5 HEILM Calculation Procedure

The complete formulation of the embedded load flow equations are presented in
(2.39) and (2.51)—(2.55) where the admittance matrices are modified to include
tap-able and phase-shifting transformers. The power series can be applied to expand
the unknown variables to the power series w.r.t. s.

A simple pattern can be demonstrated for PQ nodes [7].

Y(v[0] +v[1]s! +v[2]s> 4 - - -v[n]s") = (P +jO)(w*[0] +w*[1]s' +w*[2]s* + ---w*[n]s")s
To obtain v[0] ‘ s=0
Y(v[0]) = 0 — v[0] then w*[0] = f(v[0])

To obtain v[1] ‘ Differentiating both sides w.r.t. s, and then substitute s = 0
Y(v[l]) = (P+jQ)(w"[0]) — v[1] then w*[1] = F(v[1])
To obtain v[2] ‘ Differentiating both sides w.r.t. s twice, and then substitute s = 0

Y(v[2]) = (P+jQ)(w"[1]) — v[2] then w"[2] = f(v[2])

(continued)
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(continued)

To obtain v[n] Differentiating both sides w.r.t. s n times, and then substitute s = 0
Y(v[n]) = (P+jQ)(w"[n — 1]) — v[n] then w"[n] = f(v[n])
v =v[0] +v[1] +v[2] +.. .v[n]

Solution

This pattern can be generalized for calculations of the power series coefficients at
s = 0. It is carried out order by order, i.e. differentiating the power flow equations
after power series expansions w.r.t s at both sides and evaluating at s = 0. The
found coefficients of the power series order by order compose the germ solution
which is used for Padé approximation to obtain the maximum convergence radius
of the power series. The following content introduce the systematical way to
implement HELM in the computer routine.

Stepl: n=0

Calculate the coefficients at no-load condition by setting s = 0, then the power
vanishes in the power flow equations, representing the no-load condition. Assuming
the voltage at the slack node is Vﬁf = 1/0°, and then the voltage at all nodes are
equal to V;'. It can be considered as a “flat start” shown in (2.61). It is a physical
solution of the original load flow, i.e. it represents a condition that no power flows
between any two nodes in the system. All calculations start from (2.61), which is
also one of the reasons that HELM is independent of initial guess.

vi[0] = 1and Q;[0] = 0 (2.61)

Step2: n=1

Differentiating the load flow equation w.r.t s at both sides, evaluating at s = 0, and
substituting the calculated coefficients from Step 1, obtain (2.62)—(2.69).

SL vill] = vy -1 (2.62)
PV ;ﬁwM:H—W (2.63)
lt] = £ @sh
PQ 2 ¥iwlt] = (Pi = jQ) = vy (2.65)
PVQ S ¥inll] = (P =) — Vel (2.66)
“Z
Vire[l] = V,’z—l (2.67)
P ;mwm:afwh (2.68)
All nodes Wi[1] = —W;[0] (2.69)




2.3 Holomorphic Embedding Load Flow Method 33

Step 3: n>1

The real and the imaginary parts of the voltage variables can be calculated sepa-
rately, as the reactive power variables at PV and P nodes are embedded with s along
the real axis. Continuously calculate finite numbers of orders using (2.70)-(2.77)
until the active power mismatches at all nodes except for the slack node, and the
reactive power mismatches at PQ and PVQ nodes are respectively within an
acceptable band.

SL Vistack [n] =0 (270)
14% = . 2.71)
5 ¥l = Py wila — 1] fj(kz O/Kwln — k]) ¥l 1]~ il
=1
Vipeln] = 1 (z wlkvi b — k]) @72
PQ S YEvln] = (P; — jOi)wi[n — 1] — Yhvi[n — 1] (2.73)
k
PVQ S YEvin] = (P; — jQi)wiln — 1] — Yitvi[n — 1] (2.74)
k
Vipelr] = 1 (2 Wk b — k]) @7)
P n—1 2.76
S Vvl = Prowiln— 1] fj(z KOs win — k]) i 1] - kgl | ©7
k k=1
All - n—1 wilkl-vn—k] (277)
nodes | Wil = T & vl
except
for SL

The real part of the voltage variables at PV and PVQ nodes in (2.64) and (2.67)
at n =1, and (2.72) and (2.75) when n > 1, are derived in (2.78) by (i) applying
(2.56) to (2.53) and equating the coefficients for each order of s; (ii) starting from
(2.61).

V,‘[O] 'Vi[O]*: 1— Vi[O]*: 1
vty

V,'[O] . V,’[l]* +V,[1] . V,’[O]*Z VISP —1— Vi,re[l] = - 5
vil0] - vi[2]" + vi[1] - vi[1]" 4+ vi2] - wi0] "= 0 — v [2] = — Iwi[1] - wi[1]”
V,’[O] . V,‘B]* +V,[l] . v,-[2]* +V,[2] . Vi[l}* +V,[3] . V,'[O]*: 0— vi,reB]
1 i . (2.78)
= =5 it} -wil2]" + w2 - vill]")

Vi) = 4 (z VI -4

If splitting the admittance matrix and the voltage into real and imaginary parts as
shown in (2.79), then (2.71)—(2.76) can be represented in (2.80) where the unknown
reactive power injections at PV and PVQ nodes are moved to the left hand sides of
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equations, whereas the known voltage real parts at PV and PVQ nodes are moved to
the right hand sides.

D Y= ((Gvie = Bvin) +i(Bvre + Gvin)) (2.79)

(o) =7 S via Y om (2.50)

Equation (2.81) is a recursive step of (2.80) for n > 1, where the coefficients of s"
are found based on the coefficients of s° to s"~! orders that are shown in (2.83)—
(2.86).

In (2.81), PQ[n — 1] and PVQ[n — 1] are the right hand sides of (2.73) and
(2.74), respectively. PV[n — 1] and P[n — 1] are the right hand sides of (2.71) and
(2.76), respectively, after moving the unknown Q,,[n] and Q,[n] to the left hand
side of (2.81).

From Step 3, the voltage at the slack node is absent from calculations. Each entry
in (2.81) represents a matrix or a vector where Qs [n] represents the total required
reactive power at corresponding PVQ node to maintain the voltage magnitude
which is placed in the corresponding PVQ rows in (2.81). K, ,,, is the participation
factor matrix for all coupled P/PVQ pairs which is presented in form of (2.82). I, ,,
is an identity matrix. In the recursive calculation, the individual reactive power

injection at each P node,Q,;.. v, is obtained via (2.8) and found Qs[n] € R Noax1) iy
each order.

[ Lref ref 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 T Vigeln] 7
0 Lot rer 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Vit,im[1)
Gpgret —Bpars  Gpaps  —Bpapa  —Bpgpv 0 —Bpgpvg 0 Gpap  —Bpgp Vpg.re[n]
Bpg.ref Gpg,ref Bpgpq Gpapq Gpgpv 0 Gpapvq 0 Bygp Gpgp Vog.im|11]
By rey Gpy.ref Bpvpq Gpvpg Gpvpr vy Gpvpg 0 By p Gpvp | Vevim (]
Gpvres  —Bpvrer  Gpopg —Bpvpg  —Bpvpy 0 —Bpvpvg 0 Gpp =By va ]
Bpvgrer Gpvgrer  Bprapg  Gprapg Gpgpv 0 Gprgprg 0 Bpvgp  Gprgp Vovg.im[1]
Gpvgref  —Bpvgrer  Gpvaps  —Bpvapg  —Bpvapy 0 —Bpugpvg 0 Gpvgp  —Bprgp 0y[n]
G/J-rt:f _Bﬁ-ref' Gnvq-,ﬁrl _BP»F‘I _BF-IW 0 _Bp-nwi 0 Gp-ﬂ _anp Vp,re [V’]
L=Bp.res G rey By pq Gppq Gppy 0 Gpprg Kpprg  Bpp Gpp 1 L vpimln] |
VP —1,ifn=1and0, ifn > 17 r o0 1] 0
0 0 0
Real(PQ[n — 1]) Gpgpv Gpg.pvg
Imag(PQ[n — 1]) Byg.pv Bpgpvq
_ Imag(PV[n — 1]) _ By pv Vprelt] — By g . ]
Real(PV[n — 1)) Gpv v e Gpopg T

Imag(P VQ[” - 1]) Bpgpv Bpug v

Real(PVQ[n — 1]) Gpvgpv Gpvg.pvg

Real(Pn — 1)) Gppv Gp g

L Imag(P[n — 1]) E L By | By pvg

(2.81)
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‘ ‘
- ‘ ‘ ; NpXNpoq
K, ‘ ; w

0 (2.82)

ppvg = LK

PV[n — 1] = Real(spy) wy[n—1] —j(nzz Opy[klw,,[n — k]) - Y;C‘vpv[n —1]

PVQ[n — 1] = (Sprg * Wprgln — 1]) =Y vingln — 1] (2.85)

n—1

Pln — 1] = Real(s,) - win — 1] j(Z Ky pog Qs [Kwi[n — k]> —Yv,[n—1]
k=1

(2.86)

Step 4: Obtain the values of the power series

As long as coefficients of a new order of the power series are obtained, the vari-
ables’ values can be found by summation of their power series. However, as
mentioned, this approach is limited by the radius of convergence of the power
series. Therefore, the analytical continuation is applied to obtain the maximum
convergence radius of the power series. As long as a new order of power series is
solved by (2.81), the analytical continuation should perform to update the voltage
values. The recursive calculation stops if the active power mismatches at PQ, PV,
PVQ and P nodes and the reactive power mismatches at PQ and PVQ nodes are
within an acceptable band. Other types of control functions can also be embedded
to HELM, for example, the voltage magnitude controlled by the transformer tap
ratio shown in Appendix A—Voltage control by tap ratio in HELM.

As shown in Table 2.6, the calculation is straightforward through (2.81) where
the left-hand-side is constructed only once, and the right hand side needs some
loops for the convolution calculations for (2.84) and (2.86). The most time con-
suming task is Padé approximation, i.e. line 10 in Table 2.6. However, the Padé
approximation is carried out independently for each node which can be calculated
in parallel. Moreover, the matrix (2.36) for each node can be stored and reused if
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Table 2.6 The load flow algorithm applying HELM

1 | Calculate AP for PV, PQ, PVQ and P nodes, and AQ for PQ and PVQ nodes;
2 | if APl = € or |IAQIl, = &
3 Construct the left-hand-side of (2.81)
4 Construct the right-hand-side of (2.81) for n = 1, (2.62)-(2.69)
5 Calculate unknown variable for n=1.
6 whilen < Npqy
7 Construct the right-hand-side of (2.81) for n > 1, (2.83)-(2.86)
8 Calculate coefficients of the power series for the unknown variables at n*" order
9 ifn>3
10 Construct the matrix (2.36) of Padé approximation for each node, v;
11 Find the value of power series for each node via three-terms recursive formula (2.37)
12 Calculate AP for PV, PQ, PVQ and P nodes, and AQ for PQ and PVQ nodes;
13 ifIAP|l, < € and [|AQ]l, < &
14 break;
15 end
16 end
17 end
18 | end

there is sufficient RAM [7], i.e. the matrix will be extended only when there is a
new order available. In this way, the calculation time is foreseen to be able to be
greatly reduced.

2.3.6 Case Studies with HEILM

The same example shown in Fig. 2.3 is used to demonstrate HELM calculations,
where the active power consumption at Bus 25 is increased from 224 MW until the
load flow calculation fails to be converged. The voltage collapses when the load at
Bus 25 increases beyond 2500 MW. A new case is created every instant where the
load at Bus 25 is stepwise increased by 100 MW. In different load levels at Bus 25,
the voltage magnitudes at PVQ nodes, i.e. Bus 11 and Bus 22, are kept constant due
to the generator remote voltage control.

The reactive power outputs from Gen 31, Gen 32, Gen 35 and Gen 36 at P nodes
are shown in Fig. 2.6. In order to keep the voltage at P nodes, i.e. Bus 11 and Bus
22 in Fig. 2.3, the reactive power outputs at Gen 31, Gen 32, Gen 35 and Gen 36
are needed to be respectively increased where their contributions are according to
the predefined participation factors that are constants for different simulated cases.
As shown in the dash lines in Fig. 2.6, though the reactive power output of each
generator increases along simulation cases, the ratios of the participation factor are
unchanged. The calculations stops at the breaking case, i.e. Case 25 where no result
is presented in Fig. 2.6.
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Fig. 2.6 The reactive power at P nodes to control the voltage at corresponding PVQ nodes
corresponding to the constant participation factors

In all cases, Padé¢ approximation is carried out sequentially node by node and the
matrix (2.36) is reconstructed once a new order is available. In these studies, the
generator reactive power limits are not considered in the calculations, which can be
implemented in the outer loop, changing the PV to PQ nodes once the reactive
power limit is reached.

The studies are carried out at a PC with Intel® Core i7-4600 M dual 2.90 GHz
CPU and 16 GM RAM. As shown in Fig. 2.7, compared to the NR method, the
time consumption of the simulated cases for HELM are generally longer. In these
cases, HELM needs to reconstruct the matrices (2.36) for the power series in the
continued faction calculations that significantly increases the time consumption.
However, HELM with continued faction approach is independent of initial guesses
and guarantees the convergence if the solution is physically existing which is
superior to the approach based on NR method. For example, if the initial voltage
magnitudes at Bus 24 and Bus 28 are changed, the approach based on NR method
fails to be converged in many cases as shown in Fig. 2.8, where each pixel in the
map represents a load flow calculation with different initial guesses of the voltage
magnitudes at Bus 24 and Bus 28. Moreover, many results are in fact the infeasible
solutions, which locate at the lower branches of the “nose” curves. In contrast,
HELM provides the solutions with the same time consumptions no matter what the
initial values are, as HELM starts from the no-load condition without any initial
guess.

The system condition is changed, i.e. the active power and the reactive power
consumptions at Bus 25 are changed to 100 MW and 500 MVar, respectively.
Different voltage magnitude at PVQ nodes, Bus 11 and Bus 22, are varied from 0.6
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Fig. 2.7 Comparisons of the
time consumptions for

(i) summation of the power
series; (ii) continued fraction
and (iii) Newton-Raphson
method

Fig. 2.8 The convergence
map of different initial points
for total 101 x 101 load flow
calculations based on the
Newton-Raphson method in
the test grid. The initial
voltage magnitudes at Bus 24
and Bus 28 are varied from 0
to 2 pu with 0.02 pu. interval.
Red: upper-branch solutions;
Green: lower-branch solutions
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pu to 1.6 pu, respectively. The voltage set points at Bus 11 and Bus 22 are in some
cases unrealistic. However, these cases are only used to compare the convergence
ability of HELM with the continued fraction to the NR method with the flat start.
The convergence maps of the NR method with the flat start and HELM with the
continued fraction are presented in Figs. 2.9 and 2.10, respectively, where both the
maximum iteration number of the NR method and the maximum order of the power
series in HELM are set to 50. More cases are converged based on HELM than NR
method. Moreover, the solutions based on HELM are guaranteed to be feasible,
whereas the solutions based on NR method may be unstable equilibrium points.
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Fig. 2.9 The convergence
map of the NR method in the
test grid with different voltage
magnitudes at PVQ nodes, i.e.
Bus 11 and Bus 22,
respectively. The target
voltage magnitudes at Bus 11
and Bus 22 are varied from
0.6 pu to 1.6 pu with 0.01 pu.
interval. Red: the converged
cases without identifying the
upper or lower branch
solutions

Fig. 2.10 The convergence
map of HELM in the test grid
with different voltage
magnitudes at PVQ nodes, i.e.
Bus 11 and Bus 22,
respectively. The target
voltage magnitudes at Bus 11
and Bus 22 are varied from
0.6 pu to 1.6 pu with 0.01 pu.
interval. Red: the converged
cases
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The load flow equations are nonlinear, which can be solved via the NR method. An
alternative method is HELM which applies the complex analysis to solve load flow
equations. In the real-time system, the system load flow condition is obtained via
the State Estimator (SE) where redundant inputs are available from the measure-
ment devices. The purpose is to project the measurement data into a predefined
network model where the errors are minimized. The objective of SE is thus to
formulate the load flow problem into an optimization framework and then minimize
the total error via least-square concept. In this framework, NR is better than HELM
as the optimization requires the Jacobian matrix to determine the searching direc-
tion for achieving the objective while complying with all constraints. In contrast,
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HELM is not able to provide the information for searching direction. However, it is
an alternative and useful tool for the load flow calculation, especially in the
abnormal condition where NR is difficult to converge.

HELM can be applied as an identification tool to verify if a load flow condition
is physically existing after the AVC find a solution. It can provide a reliable
solution for the real-time voltage control system. In addition, it can be potentially
applied for diagnosis of the abnormal load flow conditions. Moreover, the future
work of utilization HELM in the AVC system will be to develop a promising
optimization algorithm that can compete with the existing Newton iteration-based
optimization framework for the decision making process.
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