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ABSTRACT 

 
Khodadady, Mohammad, N., Masters : June : 2019, Master of Science in Electrical 

Engineering 

Title: High-power Multiport DC-DC Converter for PV Farm Applications 

Supervisor of Thesis: Nader M. Meskin and Ahmed M. Masoud 

The trend toward generating electricity from renewable energy sources has 

encouraged researchers to work on finding more reliable and efficient ways of combining 

various sources, storage systems, and loads with different voltage ratings. Using the 

conventional structure of integrating multiple sources is proven to be less efficient and 

more expensive. This has led to the development of the multiport DC-DC converter, which 

provides a localized energy processing model with a centralized controller. This research 

studies the operation and characteristics of the multiport DC-DC converter, specifically for 

medium-voltage and high-power applications. The steady state and the dynamical 

modeling of the multiport DC-DC converter are presented in this work. A mathematical 

representation of the average current model is derived, and it is used to obtain the linearized 

model of the multiport DC-DC converter. Non-Overshooting state feedback controller is 

designed and implemented for a five-port converter, and its performance is compared with 

the conventional optimal control scheme. In addition, fault analysis is carried out by 

studying the system response under different fault scenarios and evaluating the controller’s 

ability to adjust the power flow between the ports.  
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CHAPTER 1: INTRODUCTION 

Generating electricity from renewable energy sources such as photovoltaic (PV), 

fuel cell, and wind has gained great attention in the past decade. This is mainly due to the 

environmental impact and non-renewable nature of fossil fuel based energy sources such 

as coal, oil, and natural gas. Climate change is currently a major topic, and it has raised 

more attention from different organizations and countries on the impact of fossil fuel. In 

addition, the energy demand is constantly increasing due to industrial and population 

growth. It is projected that world energy consumption will increase by 28% between 2015 

and 2040 [1]. Although the environmental impact of fossil fuel is non-negligible, it remains 

to be the main source for generating electricity in many countries, and it accounts for 78% 

of the global energy production according to the latest report from Renewable Energy 

Policy Network for the 21st Century (REN21) [2]. However, there has been a steady 

increase in generating energy from different energy sources in the past decade. It was 

estimated that in 2015, almost 1,800 gigawatt (GW) of global energy was generated from 

renewable energy [2]. This number is increased by 9% in 2016. Moreover, the annual 

capacity of added renewable energy is more than all fossil fuels combined [2]. Figure 1 

illustrates the power capacity of renewable energy sources in the top six countries in 

generating electricity from renewable energy sources. Solar PV, for the first time, has 

accounted for the highest installed energy source of all power generation technologies. This 

increase is driven by the decline in the prices of PV technology, and it is expected that the 

prices will decline more in the future.   
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Figure 1. Renewable power capacity in the top six countries. 

 

Although the price of PV technology is declining every year, it is still relatively 

more expansive than fossil fuel. This has forced the investors and designers to look for 

extracting the maximum output from the installed PV. Generating high capacity from PV 

not only requires a careful selection of the geographical parameters but also in the electrical 

infrastructure, which plays an important role in the PV system design [3].  

One of the main components in the electrical infrastructure of the PV system is the 

DC-DC converter. Figure 2 shows a typical power electronic circuit for a PV system which 

consists of an energy source (PV), a converter to extract the maximum power, a controller 

to control the operation of the converter by taking the measurements from the source and 

the load, and finally the load.  

0

50

100

150

200

250

300

China United States Germany Japan India Italy

G
ig

a
w

a
tt

s

Wind Power Solar PV Bio-power Ocean and geothermal power



  
   

3 
 

ConverterPV 
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Measurement Measurement
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Figure 2. Power conversion in a PV system. 

 

The above structure is mainly suitable for applications where there are only one 

energy source and a single load. For large PV systems, there are multiple PV parks located 

in different locations. In addition, PV can only supply energy when there is sunlight, so it 

is essential to have an energy storage device to store the excess energy and supply the loads 

during the night time. As a result, it is important to have a converter with multiple inputs 

and output to integrate the energy supply from multiple PV parks and store this energy in 

storage devices or supply it to the load. Such systems can be structured as shown in Figure 

3. This conventional method of integrating multiple sources is constructed by connecting 

all the renewable energy sources to a common high-/low-voltage DC bus. Several types of 

converters have been developed, which can be used in such systems such as fly-back 

converter [4], push-pull converter [5], phase-shifted full-bridge converter [6], etc. This 

structure for combining renewable energy sources has several disadvantages. First, each 

source requires a separate converter resulting in a large number of components, larger 

weight, and higher cost. Another disadvantage of such configuration is related to 

controlling the power flow through the converters. Each converter is controlled 
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individually without considering the performance of the overall system. These drawbacks 

can have a significant impact on the efficiency of the PV system.   

 

ConverterPV 
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Figure 3. Conventional structure of integrating multiple sources.  

 

Another way of integrating multiple DC-sources is by using multiport converters 

[7], which overcome many of the disadvantages of the conventional structure. Figure 4 

illustrates the structure of a multiport converter. All the PV sources are connected to a 

single converter, which helps to reduce the weight and the cost significantly. In addition, 

this topology allows all sources and loads of different voltages to be connected to the same 
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converter as opposed to the conventional structure.  Moreover, a single controller is used 

to adjust the power flow between the ports, the storage system, and the loads. Some 

topologies of multiport converter have transformers for providing galvanic isolation for 

safety in high voltage applications. The reduction in the number of active switches and 

improved control strategy in this structure can enhance the efficiency of the system greatly 

compared to the conventional structure [7]. 

 

Multiport 

Converter

PV 

PV 

Load
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ControllerController

Battery

 

Figure 4. Multiport DC-DC Converter. 

 

Having multiple sources and loads connected to the same converter makes dealing 

with faults more challenging. A reliable multiport system must be able to prevent the fault 
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from propagating to other parts of the network by isolating the faulted port. Moreover, a 

suitable control strategy must be adopted to minimize the impact of faults on the converter 

by adjusting the power flow between the ports.  

1.1 Overview of Previous Work  

There are two main categories of multiport converters: isolated and non-isolated 

converters. In the isolated multiport converter, a transformer is added between the sources 

and the loads to provide galvanic isolation. Based on the topology of the converter, flux 

addition using multi-winding transformer [8], DC-link method [9], or time-sharing concept 

[10] is applied to transfer energy from the primary side of the transformer to the secondary 

side. On the other hand, the non-isolated multiport converter is an inexpensive solution 

compared to the isolated converter topology. It requires less components, and it is smaller 

in size, which makes it more suitable for low-cost applications.  

1.1.1 Non-Isolated Multiport Converter 

The dual input buck/buck-boost converter presented in [11] consists of a low-

voltage port, high-voltage port, and an output port. Conventional Pulse Width Modulation 

(PWM) is used to control the switches to allow power flow to be controlled either 

separately or simultaneously. Soft switching is accessible in this topology. A switched-

capacitor based multi-input summation converter is presented in [12] which consists of N 

number of capacitors and active switches, where N is the number of input sources. This 

converter requires a large output capacitor to minimize the ripple. In order to achieve soft-

switching, a small resonant inductor is connected in series with each switched-capacitor, 

and the switching frequency is set to be lower than the resonant frequency. The converter 

in [13] is derived from the traditional boost converter with an auxiliary circuit. The 
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auxiliary circuit is constructed by connecting a small inductor in series with a diode and a 

switch connected in series with a capacitor. The purpose of this circuit is to achieve turn-

on Zero Voltage Switching (ZVS) for all switches and to eliminate the large reverse 

recovery current of the output diode. The unidirectional multi-input multi-output converter 

in [14] has a single inductor to transfer the energy between the sources and the load. The 

use of single inductor can help to decrease the size and cost of the converter, and current 

sensing can be done more easily. Duty cycle control is optimized to control the switching 

legs in this topology.  

1.1.2 Isolated Multiport Converter 

 A new family of multi-input converters is introduced in [15], which combines both 

DC link and magnetic coupling. Two types of multiport converters were introduced, half-

bridge and full-bridge converter. In the half-bridge converters, a DC bus is used to link 

both the input half-bridge circuits, and an isolation transformer is implemented to link the 

inputs with the load. This topology integrates a bidirectional buck/boost topology and 

bidirectional boost dual half-bridge. In addition to providing isolation, the transformer in 

this topology is also used to boost the low dc-link voltage. The full-bridge converter 

integrates two-phase boost units [16]. The power flow in the boost units is controlled by 

utilizing the duty cycle of the switches, and the power flow through the load is controlled 

by adjusting the phase shift between the legs. The primary side ports in this topology are 

bidirectional. The load port can also be bidirectional if the synchronous rectification is 

applied and unidirectional if diode rectifiers are employed.  

All the multiport converters introduced above are most suitable for low/medium 

voltage applications. For high-power high-voltage applications, the most suitable topology 
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is the Dual Active Bridge (DAB) [17], which forms a building block for different high-

power multiport converters. 

Figure 5 shows a two-input current-fed converter which transfers the input energy 

from multiple sources through the multi-winding transformer [8]. The magnetic flux 

produced by each winding is added-up in the coupled magnetic core of the transformer to 

combine the energy produced by each current source. The four diodes at the output side 

are used for rectification. This topology is capable of transferring energy from sources with 

different voltage levels by converting the voltage source to current sources using Choke 

inductor. To prevent reverse current flow from the sources and allow the operation of both 

DC sources simultaneously, the reverse blocking diodes are integrated into the input stage. 

The control of the active switches is done by utilizing phase shifted PWM which helps to 

prevent voltage clamping in the transformer’s windings and to provide soft-switching 

operation. This topology is capable of only delivering the energy in one direction, which 

makes it unsuitable in applications where the energy storage system is implemented. 
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V1

V2

L1

L2

T1

T2

T3 C1 R

 

Figure 5. Two-input current-fed full-bridge converter. 

 

The topology shown in Figure 6 is based on series resonant where each full-bridge 

unit is connected to a transformer winding through a series resonant circuit [18]. The output 

voltage is controlled by adjusting the phase shift angle between the output voltage of each 

full bridge unit, and the direction of power flow is controlled by adjusting the phase shift 

between the pairs of active switches. Soft switching is only achieved when the converter is 

operating above the resonant frequency. Some drawbacks of this topology that it requires 

large resonant inductors and capacitors, and variable frequency control to maintain soft 

switching.  
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Figure 6. Series resonant DC-DC converter. 

 

The Triple Active Bridge (TAB) converter shown in Figure 7 is just an expansion 

of the DAB, and it is capable of providing bidirectional power which makes it suitable for 

energy storage applications [19]. Using the conventional phase-shifted PWM allows ZVS 

for a small range of voltage level.  Due to the large variation in the voltage level specifically 

when connecting one of the ports to supercapacitors for energy storage or when snubber 

capacitors are added in parallel to the switches, soft switching has to be guaranteed through 

the whole operations range. By applying duty cycle control to the TAB topology, it is 

possible to achieve soft switching ZVS over the complete range. In addition, two PI 

feedback loops are used to achieve constant voltage and constant power.  

 



  
   

11 
 

 Vin

Vo

Battery

T1

T2

T3

C1

C2

C3

L1

L2

L3

 

Figure 7. Triple active bridge bidirectional converter. 

 

1.2 Research Challenges 

Extensive research works have been done in designing multiport converters. 

However, the proposed topologies in the literature have one or more of the following 

disadvantages: 

1- The main focus of the past literature has been toward the design of the circuit 

without considering enhancing the stability of the system under different operation 

modes. 

2-  Mostly conventional controllers such as PID controller are used. 

3- Lack of bidirectional supply capability between all ports. 

4- Applied to low power applications. 

5- The dynamic response of the system under load change while keeping constant 

voltage is not well studied. 



  
   

12 
 

 The TAB converter illustrated in Figure 7 can be further extended to an N-port 

converter. In addition, it supports bidirectional power flow and can be applied in high-

power applications. These properties make this topology an attractive option for high-

power multiport converter for renewable energy systems. More advanced control systems 

can be applied in order to enhance the voltage and current response of the system under 

load change.  

1.3 Thesis Objectives and Contributions  
 

The objective of this thesis is to design and implement a non-overshooting control 

structure for a DAB based multiport converter for medium-voltage and high-power 

applications with bidirectional power flow capability. The thesis will include analysis, 

modeling, and simulation of the multiport converter. An improved closed-loop controller 

will be developed to manage the power flow between the energy sources, storage devices, 

and loads while maintaining a constant voltage. Simulation of the multiport converter under 

different operation modes will be analyzed to evaluate the performance of the controller. 

The case study that will be analyzed in this thesis is illustrated in Figure 8 which consists 

of a Utility Grid (UG), Battery Energy Storage System (BESS) to store the excess energy 

and to supply the UG when power is needed, and three Photovoltaic (PV) ports that supply 

the UG and BESS. In the medium-voltage multiport converter under-study, the voltage of 

the UG is rated at 11kV, whereas the voltage of the BESS is rated at 2 kV and each PV 

farm can supply 1.5kV. The PV voltage selected based on the maximum allowed voltage 

for the high-voltage PV system according to the National Electric Code [20]. Each port can 

supply up to 0.5 MW. 

The main contribution of the thesis can be summarized as follows: 
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• Analyze and model medium-voltage high-power multiport DC-DC converter. 

• Develop a non-overshooting controller capable of eliminating the overshoot from 

voltage and current response. 

• Compare the system response under optimal and non-overshooting control 

schemes. 

• Assess the system’s response to fault. 

 

PV Farm 2

PV Farm 3

PV Farm 1

UG

BESS

L1

L2

L3

L4

L5

C1

C2

C3

C4

C5
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[V=1.5 kV]

[P=0.5 MW]

[V=1.5 kV]

[P=0.5 MW]

[V=1.5 kV]

[P=0.5 MW]

[V=2 kV]

[P=0.5 MW]

[V=11 kV]

 

Figure 8. Multiport DC-DC converter. 

 

1.4 Thesis Structure 

 

This thesis is organized as follows: 

Chapter 1 includes the problem statement of the importance of renewable energy and the 

challenges in integrating multiple renewable energy sources and storage system with the 

grid. In addition, a literature review is conducted on the development of multiport DC-DC 
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converter. Several topologies are presented along with their operation, application, and 

drawbacks. Finally, in this chapter, the research challenges and the objectives of the thesis 

are defined. Chapter 2 presents the characteristics of DAB converter and its average 

waveforms. The average power and current equations of the DAB are derived. The DAB 

is extended to the multiport converter, and the average value model is obtained by deriving 

the large and small signal model of each port. The detailed model which contains the non-

linear characteristics of the multiport converter is presented as well. Moreover, the 

input/output filter design of the multiport converter is studied to minimize voltage and 

current ripples. Chapter 3 presents the control structure of the converter and analysis of the 

response of the system using two controllers. Chapter 4 includes a summarization of the 

major contributions of this research and the recommendations for future work.   
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CHAPTER 2: MULTIPORT CONVERTER MODELING 

This chapter demonstrates the operation principle of the multiport converter using 

the averaging method. The average power equation is first derived for the dual active bridge 

converter and used to find the average current. The next section studies the modeling of 

the multi-winding transformer that will be implemented in the multiport converter. A 

simulation is carried out for the multi-winding transformer to represent the power transfer 

between the ports. Next, using the averaging current equation of the DAB, the large signal, 

small signal, and detailed models of the multiport converter are obtained. Finally, the 

equations for calculating the minimum LC filter value is derived.  

2.1 Dual Active Bridge 

 

 The DAB converter illustrated in Figure 9 is used to demonstrate the averaging 

method which will be applied for the multiport structure. The converter consists of two H-

bridges coupled by a high-frequency transformer. The intermediate transformer provides 

galvanic isolation and prevents common-mode current [21]. The DAB can be designed as 

single-phase or three-phase depending on the design requirements. In the multiport system 

under-study, a single-phase DAB is used to analyze the multiport system in order to 

simplify the analysis. Both single-phase and three-phase systems can be used in the 

medium-voltage multiport system since the main objective of the AC link is only to provide 

galvanic isolation. The simplified model of the DAB primary referred circuit is presented 

in Figure 10. The transformer’s winding is represented by a leakage inductor L. The voltage 

across the inductor is the difference between the two square wave voltages 𝑣1(𝑡) and 𝑣2(𝑡).  
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V1 V2

I1 I2

i1 i2

v1 v2

1 : N

 

Figure 9. DAB converter circuit. 

   

 

v1(t) v2(t)

i12 (t)

L

 

Figure 10. Equivalent circuit of DAB. 

 

Figure 11 shows the operating waveform of DAB in case of power transfer from 

𝑣1(𝑡) to 𝑣2(𝑡). Both 𝑣1(𝑡) and 𝑣2(𝑡) are a square wave with 50% duty cycle. The phase 

shift of the pulses between the full bridges defines the power flow direction between the 

ports, and it is denoted by 𝜙. The inductor leakage current 𝑖12(𝑡) is a function of 𝜃(𝑡) =

𝜔𝑡 where 𝜔 is the switching frequency [22]. 𝐼1 and 𝐼2 represent the port’s current. 



  
   

17 
 

v1

v2

i12

P12

I2

I1

V2

V1

-V1

-V2

I1V2

I2V2

-I1

-I2V2

π 2π 

π  - 

A B
 

Figure 11. Operating waveforms of DAB. 

 

To find the equation for the power transferred from 𝑉1 to 𝑉2, the inductor current is first 

derived during the two operating modes (0 ≤ 𝜃 ≤ 𝜙) and  (𝜙 ≤ 𝜃 ≤ 𝜋)  [23]: 

Mode A: (0 ≤ 𝜃 ≤ 𝜙) 

 𝐿
𝑑𝑖12
𝑑𝑡

= 𝑉1 + 𝑉2 (1) 

 𝜔𝐿
𝑑𝑖12
𝑑𝜃

=  𝑉1 + 𝑉2  (2) 

 𝑖12(𝜃) = ∫
1

𝜔𝐿
 (𝑉1 + 𝑉2)𝑑𝜃 + (−𝐼1)

𝜃

0

 (3) 
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 𝑖12(𝜃) =  
1

𝜔𝐿
 (𝑉1 + 𝑉2) 𝜃 − 𝐼1 (4) 

Mode B (t=0 at the start of mode B): (𝜙 ≤ 𝜃 ≤ 𝜋) 

 
𝑑𝑖12
𝑑𝜃

=  
1

𝜔𝐿
 (𝑉1 − 𝑉2)  (5) 

 𝑖12(𝜃) = ∫
1

𝜔𝐿
 (𝑉1 − 𝑉2) 𝑑𝜃 + 𝐼2

𝜃

0

 (6) 

 𝑖12(𝜃) =  
1

𝜔𝐿
 (𝑉1 − 𝑉2) 𝜃 + 𝐼2 (7) 

Using the boundary condition, equations (4) and (7) can be expressed as 

 𝑖12(𝜙) = 𝐼2 = 
1

𝜔𝐿
 (𝑉1 + 𝑉2) 𝜙 − 𝐼1 (8) 

 𝑖12(𝜋) = 𝐼1 = 
1

𝜔𝐿
 (𝑉1 − 𝑉2) (𝜋 − 𝜙) + 𝐼2  (9) 

Equivalently  

 𝐼1 + 𝐼2 = 
1

𝜔𝐿
 (𝑉1 − 𝑉2) 𝜙  (10) 

 𝐼1 − 𝐼2 = 
1

𝜔𝐿
 (𝑉1 − 𝑉2) (𝜋 − 𝜙)  (11) 

The instantaneous power transferred from port 1 to port 2 is given by  

 𝑃12 = 𝑣2 𝑖12 (12) 

The average power in the interval [0, 𝜋] becomes 

 𝑃̅12 =
1

𝜋
 [
𝑉2 (𝐼1 − 𝐼2)𝜙

2
+ 
𝑉2(𝐼1 + 𝐼2) (𝜋 − 𝜙)

2
] (13) 

By substituting (10) and (11) in (13), the average power is rewritten as 
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 𝑃̅12 =
𝑉1𝑉2
𝜔𝐿

 𝜙 (1 −
|𝜙|

𝜋
) (14) 

From (14) the average current is obtained as 

 𝐼1̅2 =
𝑉1
𝜔𝐿

 𝜙 (1 −
|𝜙|

𝜋
)  (15) 

 The absolute term is introduced in order for the power and current equations to be 

applicable for both positive and negative phase shifts and to obtain a symmetric plot of 

both equations. The term 𝜙 represents the direction of power flow. Positive 𝜙 means that 

the power is flowing from port 1 to port 2 and negative 𝜙 means that the current is flowing 

in the other direction.  

The derivation of the average current for TAB or any converter with more than two 

ports follows the same procedure of DAB. The general circuit for the multiport converter 

is shown in Figure 12. Each bridge is replaced by a voltage source, and the transformer 

winding is represented as leakage inductance. The transformer is presented in delta 

configuration to simplify the analysis. The power flow is controlled by the phase shift with 

𝜙1 as a reference.  The equations of average power received at port i and average current 

can be generalized as [24]: 

 𝑃̅𝑖 = ∑ 𝑖𝑖𝑗𝑉𝑖 = ∑ 𝑉𝑗𝑉𝑖𝑌𝑖𝑗𝜙𝑖𝑗  (1 − 
|𝜙𝑖𝑗|

𝜋
)

𝑁

𝑗=1,𝑗≠𝑖

𝑁

𝑗=1,𝑗≠𝑖

 (16) 

 𝐼𝑖̅ = ∑ 𝑖𝑖𝑗 = ∑ 𝑉𝑗𝑌𝑖𝑗𝜙𝑖𝑗  (1 − 
|𝜙𝑖𝑗|

𝜋
)

𝑁

𝑗=1,𝑗≠𝑖

𝑁

𝑗=1,𝑗≠𝑖

 (17) 

where 𝑁 is the total number of ports, 𝑉𝑖 and 𝑉𝑗 define the 𝑖th and 𝑗th ports, 𝜙𝑖𝑗 is the phase 

shift between the ports 𝑖 and 𝑗,  and  𝑌𝑖𝑗 =
1

𝜔𝐿𝑖𝑗
 . 
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 The average current given in (17) is limited to 𝜙𝑖𝑗 ≤ |𝜋| at which the current 

reaches its maximum value at 
𝜋

2
, and it starts decreasing until it reaches 𝜋. Beyond 𝜋, the 

current diverges to infinity. In order for the average current equation to accept any value 

between −∞ and +∞, we have [25]: 

 𝐼𝑖̅ = ∑ 𝑉𝑗𝑌𝑖𝑗[(−1)
𝜏𝑖𝑗(𝜙𝑖𝑗 − 𝜏𝑖𝑗𝜋) (1 − 

(𝜙𝑖𝑗 − 𝜏𝑖𝑗𝜋)

𝜋
)

𝑁

𝑗=1,𝑗≠𝑖

 (18) 

where  

 𝜏𝑖𝑗 = 𝑓𝑙𝑜𝑜𝑟 (
𝜙𝑖𝑗

𝜋
)  (19) 

 The value of  𝜏 determines the power flow between port 𝑖 and 𝑗 as follows: 

- 𝜏𝑖𝑗 = 𝑜𝑑𝑑 𝑛𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟: The average current will be negative. Hence, port 𝑗 is 

advanced. 

- 𝜏𝑖𝑗 = 𝑒𝑣𝑒𝑛 𝑛𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟: The average current will be positive. Hence, port 𝑖 is 

advanced. 

- 𝜏𝑖𝑗 = 0: Equation (18) become (17)  
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Figure 12. Generalized circuit for multiport converter. 

 

2.2 Multi-Winding Transformer  

 

 Various models have been developed for representing the multi-winding 

transformer and its characteristics  [26-29]. One of the simplest representations is to 

represent the multi-winding transformer as an n-loop circuit consisting of linear elements 

where each loop is coupled with all other loops electromagnetically. The voltage of the 

transformer can be represented as 

 𝑉𝑖 = ∑ 𝑍𝑖𝑗  𝐼𝑗
𝑛
𝑖=1       for 1 ≤  𝑗 ≤ 𝑛 (20) 

where the mutual impedance is represented by 𝑍𝑖𝑗 and the self-impedance of winding 𝑖 is 

represented by 𝑍𝑖𝑗 for 𝑖 = 𝑗. The impedances in (20) can be determined experimentally by 

applying an open circuit test. However, it should be calculated accurately because the 

voltage drop in the windings depends on the small variation between 𝑍𝑖𝑗 and; 𝑍𝑖𝑖. By 
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solving the voltage equation and using Cramer’s rule, the current can be solved as 

 𝐼𝑗 = ∑ 𝑌𝑖𝑗 𝑉𝑗
𝑛
𝑖=1       for 1 ≤  𝑗 ≤ 𝑛  (21) 

where 𝑌𝑖𝑗 represent the short circuit transfer admittance and 𝑌𝑖𝑗 for 𝑖 = 𝑗 is the short-circuit 

driving point admittances. By applying the short-circuit test, all the admittance parameters 

can be determined.  

In order to analyze and simulate the transformer, it is more convenient to represent 

an equivalent circuit of the transformer as shown in Figure 13 [22]. In the equivalent circuit 

for the multi-winding transformer, the number of branches is calculated as 
𝑛(𝑛+1)

2
. The 

admittances represent the magmatic leakage and the winding resistance which provides a 

damping characteristic during transients. Figure 13 can be further simplified by eliminating 

the parallel branches if the excitation currents (which are very small compared to the 

windings current) are neglected. The relation between the admittance coefficient in (21) 

and the admittance in the equivalent circuit is described as 

 

𝑌𝑖𝑗 = −𝑌𝑗𝑖 

𝑌𝑖𝑖 = ∑𝑌𝑖𝑗

𝑖=1

𝑖≠𝑗

 

(22) 
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Figure 13. Multi-winding transformer. 

 

2.2.1 Simulation of Multi-Winding Transformer 

The simulation of the five-port transformer is done using Matlab/Simulink. The 

voltage and the power rating of each port are shown in Table 1. Since the UG is selected 

as a reference port, the base power is same as UG’s power rating. The turn ratio is 

calculated as 

 𝑁𝑖 =
𝑉𝑖
𝑉1
   for 𝑖 ≤ 5 (23) 

As a result, the voltage at each port is equal to the base voltage of that port. Hence, the per 

unit voltage for all the ports is equal to 1 and 𝑖𝑖 = 𝑃𝑖 for  𝑖 ≤ 5. Table 2 represents the 

reactance and the resistance between the ports in per unit. The parameters of the system 

are per-unitized in order to simplify the analysis. The switching frequency is set to 2 kHz.  
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Source Voltage (kV/pu) Current (A/pu) Power (MW/pu) 

Utility Grid 11/1  - - 

Battery Bank 2/1 250/0.2 0.5/0.2 

PV1 1.5/1 333/0.2 0.5/0.2 

PV2 1.5/1 333/0.2 0.5/0.2 

PV3 1.5/1 333/0.2 0.5/0.2 

Table 1. Voltage and power ratings of the five ports. 

 

 

Resistance and reactance ratings (pu) 

𝑥12 𝑥13 𝑥14 𝑥15 𝑥23 

3.3929 3.3929 5.9690 5.5292 3.1416 

𝑥24 𝑥25 𝑥34 𝑥35 𝑥45 

3.0788 4.1469 3.3929 2.8274 4.3982 

𝑟12 𝑟13 𝑟14 𝑟15 𝑟23 

0.5830 0.5640 0.3000 0.4200 0.4000 

𝑟24 𝑟25 𝑟34 𝑟35 𝑟45 

0.3000 0.3500 0.6900 0.6200 0.5500 

Table 2. Resistance and reactance ratings for the multi-winding transformer. 

 

Each voltage source is represented by a pulse generator with a variable phase shift. 

The power transfer is achieved by varying the phase shift between the reference port and 

the other ports. The simulation is run for two cases to confirm the power transfer between 
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the ports. In the first case, the BESS phase (𝜙12) will be lagging and in the second case, 

the same port will be leading to emulate the charging and discharging mode of the BESS.  

Figure 14-15 show the power transfer from the 4 ports to the battery which is lagging in 

phase. The contribution of each port to the battery’s port is shown in the plots. The average 

power received by BESS is the summation of the average power of all ports.   

 

 

(a) 

 

(b) 

Figure 14. Current response when 𝜙12 is delayed by 0.78 rad (45°). (a) UG current (b) 

BESS current. 
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     (a) 

 

     (b) 

 

(c) 

Figure 15. Current response when 𝜙12 is delayed by 0.78 rad (45°). (a) PV1 current (b) 

PV2 current (c) PV3 current. 

 

Figures 16-17 represents the power contribution of each port when port 2 is leading. 

This is done by setting 𝜙12 to zero and adding a phase shift of 0.78 rad to the other ports.  

The battery supplies an average power of 0.735 pu to other ports.   
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     (a) 

 

      (b) 

 

      (c) 

 

     (d) 

Figure 16. Current response when 𝜙12 is advanced by 0.78 rad (45°). (a) UG current (b) 

BESS current (c) PV1 current (d) PV2 current. 
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(c) 

Figure 17. PV3 current response when 𝜙12 is advanced by 0.78 rad (45°). 

 

2.3 Multiport Converter Modeling 

 

Modeling multiport converter is useful for simplifying the analysis and for 

identifying the control strategy suitable for the application. Modeling of the switched 

converter can be classified into two groups [30]: the detailed switching model and the 

average value model.  

In the detailed switching model, the model includes all the components in the power 

electronics circuits such as resistor, capacitors, inductors, transistors, etc., and it may also 

include the parameters of the components such as leakage inductance, series resistance, 

forward voltage drops, etc. to improve the simulation accuracy [31]. However, due to the 

switching action in the detailed model, the time domain simulation requires very small 

time-steps, which can be computationally expensive and very time-consuming. This makes 

the detailed switching model not suitable for system-level modeling and analysis [31].  
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The second group, which overcomes the difficulties of the detailed switching model 

is the Average Value Model (AVM). In the AVM, the switching action of the converter is 

averaged within a specific time interval. The current and voltage waveforms are all 

averaged, which helps in simplifying the analysis of the fast switching converters [32]. By 

averaging the current and voltage waveform, the switching action can be eliminated and 

replaced by an equivalent average value, which describes the relationship between the 

circuit variables. AVM allows the use of large time steps in simulation, which makes is it 

more efficient and reduces the computational time and cost. It can also be linearized around 

an operating point for small signal analysis of the converter and controller design [32].  

There are several approaches that can be used to obtain the AVM, and the most 

common methods are the circuit averaging [33] and the state-space averaging methods 

[34]. The circuit averaging approach utilizes the average waveforms of the converter thus 

allowing the replacement of the switching part of the converter with average circuit 

components. This approach is more suitable for two or three ports converter since it 

becomes more time consuming and complex when more ports are added. In the state space 

averaging method, each operating mode of the converter is described by a state space 

equation. By using the duty ratio, the weighted average of the state space equations is 

obtained. This approach is more suitable for the multi-input multi-output system than the 

circuit averaging method.  

In this section, the average current equation from (18) is used to derive the large 

signal model and its equivalent circuit. The small signal model is obtained by linearizing 

the large signal model around the operating point. Using the linearized model of the 

multiport converter, the state space representation is derived. Finally, a detailed model of 
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multiport converter considering the resistive loss is presented.  

2.3.1 Large-Signal Model (LSM)  

The large single model of each port is derived from the equivalent circuit shown in 

Figure 18 which consists of a current source connected to an LC filter and source/sink that 

represents the type of the port [35] [36]. Each port of the converter is connected to an LC 

filter as shown in Figure 8. The main objective of adding the filter is to minimize the 

input/output noise and enhance the system’s reliability. The filter can be considered as an 

input and output filter of each port since the ports are bidirectional. Figure 18a represents 

the PV port by a dependent source that supplies constant power. In Figure 18b, both BESS 

and the UG are represented by an open circuit with a constant voltage.  
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(b) 

Figure 18. Equivalent circuit of the LC filter connected to the port. (a) PV port (b) UG 

and BESS ports. 
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The capacitor current 𝑖𝐶 is obtained by subtracting the current of the 𝑖th port 𝑖𝑖 from the 

average current of the converter 𝑖𝑖 

 𝑖𝐶(𝑡) = −𝑖𝑖(𝑡) − 𝑖𝑖(𝑡) (24) 

where 

 𝑖𝐶(𝑡) = 𝐶𝑖
𝑑𝑣𝑖
𝑑𝑡

 (25) 

The voltage across the capacitor 𝑣𝑖 is the same as the port voltage, which can be written 

as 

 𝑣𝑖(𝑡) =  −∫(
𝑖𝑖 + 𝑖𝑖
𝐶𝑖

)𝑑𝑡 (26) 

The PV current can be calculated using  

 𝑖𝑖 = ∫(
𝑣𝑖 −

𝑃𝑖
𝑖𝑖

𝐿𝑖
)𝑑𝑡    (27) 

The UG and BESS current can be expressed as 

 
𝑖𝑖 = ∫(

𝑣𝑖 − 𝑣𝑖𝑛𝑖
𝐿𝑖

) 𝑑𝑡 
(28) 

where 𝑣𝑖𝑛𝑖 is the input voltage of the 𝑖th port. 

2.3.2 Small Signal Model (SSM) 

The small signal model is derived by linearizing the equivalent circuits shown in 

Figure 18 [22, 37].  The voltage across the filter capacitor 𝑣𝑖 and the inductor current 𝑖𝑖 are 

selected as states. The operating points of the system are the phase difference between the 

ports 𝜙𝑖𝑗, the steady state capacitor voltage 𝑉𝑗, and inductor current 𝐼𝑖. First, the SSM of 

the PV port is derived. The same steps are applied for the BESS and UG ports. 
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PV port 

Each operating point can be expressed as a summation of the steady state and the 

perturbation as follows:  

 {

𝜙𝑖𝑗(𝑡) = 𝜙̅𝑖𝑗 + 𝜙̂𝑖𝑗(𝑡)

𝑖𝑖(𝑡) = 𝐼𝑖 + 𝑖̂𝑖(𝑡)
𝑣𝑗(𝑡) = 𝑉𝑗 + 𝑣𝑗(𝑡)

 (29) 

The voltage across the inductor 𝑣𝐿 can be expressed as: 

 𝑣𝐿(𝑡) = 𝑣𝑖(𝑡) − 𝑣𝑖𝑛𝑖(𝑡) (30) 

 𝐿
𝑑𝑖𝑖(𝑡)

𝑑𝑡
= 𝑣𝑖(𝑡) − 𝑣𝑖𝑛𝑖(𝑡) (31) 

The PV voltage can be described as a constant power load and by applying Taylor series 

expansion [38], the change in 𝑣𝑃𝑉 can be estimated as  

 𝑉𝑖𝑛𝑖 + 𝑣𝑖𝑛𝑖(𝑡)  ≅  −
𝑃𝑖
𝐼𝑖
+
𝑃𝑖

𝐼𝑖
2  𝑖̂𝑖(𝑡) (32) 

Consequently, equation (31) becomes  

 𝐿
𝑑 (𝐼𝑖 + 𝑖𝑖(𝑡))

𝑑𝑡
= (𝑉𝑖(𝑡) + 𝑣𝑖(𝑡)) +

𝑃𝑖
𝐼𝑖
−
𝑃𝑖

𝐼𝑖
2 𝑖̂𝑖(𝑡)    

(33) 

By substituting (24) and (29) in the average current equation (18), the following equation 

is obtained   

∑ 𝑌𝑖𝑗 (𝑉𝑗 + 𝑣𝑗(𝑡)) 

𝑁

𝑗=1,𝑗≠𝑖

(−1)𝜏𝑖𝑗 ((𝜙̅𝑖𝑗 + 𝜙̂𝑖𝑗(𝑡)) − 𝜏𝑖𝑗𝜋)(1 −
((𝜙̅𝑖𝑗 + 𝜙̂𝑖𝑗(𝑡)) − 𝜏𝑖𝑗𝜋) 

𝜋
)

=  𝐼𝑖 − 𝑖̂𝑖(𝑡) − 𝐶
𝑑(𝑉𝑖 + 𝑣𝑖(𝑡))

𝑑𝑡
 

(34) 

By multiplying terms in equation (34), the following equation is obtained 
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 𝐶
𝑑(𝑉𝑖 + 𝑣𝑖(𝑡))

𝑑𝑡
 =  −𝐼𝑖 − 𝑖̂𝑖(𝑡)  

 − ∑ (−1)𝜏𝑖𝑗  𝑌𝑖𝑗 [𝑉𝑗 (𝜙̅𝑖𝑗 − 𝜏𝑖𝑗𝜋) (1 −
 (𝜙̅𝑖𝑗 − 𝜏𝑖𝑗𝜋)

𝜋
)]

𝑁

𝑗=1,𝑗≠𝑖

  

 − ∑ (−1)𝜏𝑖𝑗  𝑌𝑖𝑗 [ (𝜙̅𝑖𝑗 − 𝜏𝑖𝑗𝜋) (1 −
 (𝜙̅𝑖𝑗 − 𝜏𝑖𝑗𝜋)

𝜋
)𝑣𝑗(𝑡)]

𝑁

𝑗=1,𝑗≠𝑖

   

 − ∑ (−1)𝜏𝑖𝑗  𝑌𝑖𝑗 [𝑉𝑗(1 −
 2 (𝜙̅

𝑖𝑗
− 𝜏𝑖𝑗𝜋)

𝜋
) 𝜙̂

𝑖𝑗
(𝑡)]

𝑁

𝑗=1,𝑗≠𝑖

   

 − ∑ (−1)𝜏𝑖𝑗  𝑌𝑖𝑗 [(1 −
 (𝜙̅𝑖𝑗 + 𝜙̂𝑖𝑗(𝑡) − 𝜏𝑖𝑗𝜋)

𝜋
−
(𝜙̅𝑖𝑗 − 𝜏𝑖𝑗𝜋

𝜋
)𝑣𝑗(𝑡) 𝜙̂𝑖𝑗(𝑡)]

𝑁

𝑗=1,𝑗≠𝑖

   

 + ∑ (−1)𝜏𝑖𝑗  𝑌𝑖𝑗   [
𝑉𝑗𝜙̂𝑖𝑗(𝑡)

2 

𝜋
]

𝑁

𝑗=1,𝑗≠𝑖

 (35) 

By assuming that 𝑣𝑗(𝑡) ≪ 𝑉𝑗 and 𝜙̂𝑖𝑗(𝑡) ≪ 𝜙
𝑖𝑗

, the last two terms in (35) are ignored. The 

phase shift 𝜙̂𝑖𝑗(𝑡) can be expressed in terms of 𝜙̂1𝑗(𝑡) and 𝜙̂1𝑖(𝑡) to reduce the number of 

𝜙 terms in the linearized equation 

 𝜙̂𝑖𝑗(𝑡) =  𝜙̂1𝑗(𝑡) − 𝜙̂1𝑖(𝑡)    (36) 

By placing (36) in (35), the following equation is obtained 

 

𝐶
𝑑(𝑉𝑖 + 𝑣𝑖(𝑡))

𝑑𝑡
 =  −𝐼𝑖 − 𝑖𝑖(𝑡) 

∑ 𝐾𝑖𝑗𝑉𝑗  

𝑁

𝑗=1,𝑗≠𝑖

+ ∑ 𝐾𝑖𝑗𝑣̂𝑗
(𝑡) 

𝑁

𝑗=1,𝑗≠𝑖

+  ∑ 𝑇𝑖𝑗𝜙̂1𝑗(𝑡)  

𝑗<𝑖

𝑗=2,𝑗≠𝑖

− ∑ 𝑇𝑖𝑗𝜙̂1𝑖(𝑡)  

𝑁

𝑗=1,𝑗≠𝑖,𝑖≠1

+∑𝑇𝑖𝑗𝜙̂1𝑗(𝑡)  

𝑁

𝑗>1

 

(37) 
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where 

 
𝐾𝑖𝑗 = (−1)𝜏𝑖𝑗  𝑌𝑖𝑗 (𝜙̅𝑖𝑗 − 𝜏𝑖𝑗𝜋)(1 −

(𝜙̅
𝑖𝑗
− 𝜏𝑖𝑗𝜋)

π
) 

(38) 

 𝑇𝑖𝑗 = (−1)
𝜏𝑖𝑗𝑌𝑖𝑗𝑉𝑗 (1 −

2 (𝜙̅
𝑖𝑗
− 𝜏𝑖𝑗𝜋)

π
) (39) 

For the steady-state condition, the DC terms in (33) and (37) are separated, so we have 

 𝑃𝑖 = −𝑉𝑖𝐼𝑖 (40) 

 −𝐼𝑖 − ∑ 𝐾𝑖𝑗𝑉𝑗 

𝑁

𝑗=1,𝑗≠𝑖

= 0 (41) 

Hence, the linear model of the PV port can be obtained from the linear terms in (33) and 

(37) as follows 

 𝐿
𝑑𝑖̂𝑖(𝑡) 

𝑑𝑡
= 𝑣𝑖(𝑡) −

𝑉𝑖
2

𝑃𝑖
𝑖̂𝑖(𝑡)    (42) 

 

𝐶
𝑑𝑣𝑖(𝑡)

𝑑𝑡
 =  −𝑖̂𝑖(𝑡) − ∑ 𝐾𝑖𝑗𝑣𝑗(𝑡)  

𝑁

𝑗=1,𝑗≠𝑖

− ∑ 𝑇𝑖𝑗𝜙̂1𝑗(𝑡)  

𝑗<𝑖

𝑗=2,𝑗≠𝑖

+ ∑ 𝑇𝑖𝑗𝜙̂1𝑖(𝑡)  

𝑁

𝑗=1,𝑗≠𝑖,𝑖≠1

+∑𝑇𝑖𝑗𝜙̂1𝑗(𝑡)  

𝑁

𝑗>1

 

(43) 

UG and BESS ports 

By following the same procedure as PV port modeling, the steady state and the linearized 

equations of the UG and BESS ports can be expressed as: 

Steady state 

 𝑉𝑖𝑛1 = 𝑉𝑖 (44) 
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 −𝐼𝑖 − ∑ 𝐾𝑖𝑗𝑉𝑗 

𝑁

𝑗=1,𝑗≠𝑖

= 0  (45) 

Linearized equations  

 𝐿
𝑑𝑖̂𝑖(𝑡) 

𝑑𝑡
= 𝑣𝑖(𝑡) − 𝑣𝑖𝑛1(𝑡)    (46) 

 

𝐶
𝑑𝑣𝑖(𝑡)

𝑑𝑡
 =  −𝑖̂𝑖(𝑡)  −  ∑ 𝐾𝑖𝑗𝑣𝑗(𝑡)  

𝑁

𝑗=1,𝑗≠𝑖

− ∑ 𝑇𝑖𝑗𝜙̂1𝑗(𝑡)  

𝑗<𝑖

𝑗=2,𝑗≠𝑖

+ ∑ 𝑇𝑖𝑗𝜙̂1𝑖(𝑡)  

𝑁

𝑗=1,𝑗≠𝑖,𝑖≠1

+∑𝑇𝑖𝑗𝜙̂1𝑗(𝑡)  

𝑁

𝑗>1

 

(47) 

2.3.3 State Space Average Model 

The state space representation is used to simplify the analysis of the multiport 

system. The state space average model is obtained by using the linearized equations of the 

PV, UG, and BESS ports. In the five port converters, the direction of power flow is 

controlled by varying the angle between the desired port and the reference port (UG), so in 

this case, there are four phase angles (𝜙̂1𝑖 for 𝑖 ≥ 2) that control the direction of power 

flow. Moreover, the voltage of UG (𝑣𝑖𝑛1) and BESS (𝑣𝑖𝑛2) are set by the user, so they are 

considered as inputs as well. The remaining parameters (the voltage and current of each 

port) are the states of the system. The state and input vectors for the five-port system are 

defined as: 

 {
𝑥̂(𝑡) = [ 𝑣1(𝑡) … 𝑣5(𝑡)    𝑖1̂(𝑡)… 𝑖̂5(𝑡)]

𝑢̂(𝑡) = [𝜙̂12(𝑡)… 𝜙̂15(𝑡)   𝑣𝑖𝑛1(𝑡)  𝑣𝑖𝑛2(𝑡)]
 (48) 

The state space model of five-port DC-DC converter is presented as: 
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 𝑥̇(𝑡) = 𝐴𝑥(𝑡) + 𝐵𝑢̂(𝑡) (49) 

 

𝐴 =

[
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 0 −

𝐾12
𝐶1

−
𝐾13
𝐶1

−
𝐾14
𝐶1

−
𝐾15
𝐶1

−1

𝐶1
0 0 0 0

−
𝐾21
𝐶2

0 −
𝐾23
𝐶2

−
𝐾24
𝐶2

−
𝐾25
𝐶2

0 −
1

𝐶2
0 0 0

−
𝐾31
𝐶3

−
𝐾32
𝐶3

0 −
𝐾34
𝐶3

−
𝐾35
𝐶3

0 0 −
1

𝐶3
0 0

−
𝐾41
𝐶4

−
𝐾42
𝐶4

−
𝐾43
𝐶4

0 −
𝐾45
𝐶4

0 0 0 −
1

𝐶4
0

−
𝐾51
𝐶5

−
𝐾52
𝐶5

−
𝐾53
𝐶5

−
𝐾54
𝐶5

0 0 0 0 0 −
1

𝐶5
1

𝐿1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0
1

𝐿2
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0
1

𝐿3
0 0 0 0

−𝑉3
2

𝑃3 𝐿3
0 0

0 0 0
1

𝐿4
0 0 0 0

−𝑉4
2

𝑃4 𝐿4
0

0 0 0 0
1

𝐿5
0 0 0 0

−𝑉5
2

𝑃5 𝐿5]
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𝐵 = 

[
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 −

𝑇12

𝐶1
−
𝑇13

𝐶1
−
𝑇14

𝐶1
−
𝑇15

𝐶1
0 0

∑ 𝑇2𝑗
5
𝑗=1,𝑗≠2

𝐶2

−2𝑇23

𝐶2

−2𝑇24

𝐶2

−2𝑇25

𝐶2
0 0

−𝑇32

𝐶3

∑ 𝑇3𝑗
5
𝑗=1,𝑗≠3

𝐶3

−𝑇34

𝐶3

−𝑇35

𝐶3
0 0

−𝑇42

𝐶4

−𝑇43

𝐶4

∑ 𝑇4𝑗
5
𝑗=1,𝑗≠4

𝐶4

−𝑇45

𝐶4
0 0

−𝑇52

𝐶5

−𝑇53

𝐶5

−𝑇54

𝐶5

∑ 𝑇5𝑗
4
𝑗=1

𝐶5
0 0

0 0 0 0 −
1

𝐿1
0

0 0 0 0 0 −
1

𝐿2

0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 ]

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

   

 

 

2.3.4 Detailed Model  

 

The LSM and SSM were obtained without considering the winding resistance of 

the transformer. In high-power applications, the resistance loss can contribute 

significantly to the efficiency of the system. Figure 19 illustrates the detailed model of 

the multiport converter for the port connected to UG. The model includes the equivalent 

circuit of the multi-winding transformer with the winding resistance. The equivalent 

circuit is obtained by applying Y to delta transformation [39]. The current of any port is 

expressed as: 

 𝑖𝑖𝑗 = ∫(
𝑣𝑖 − 𝑣𝑗 − 𝑖𝑖𝑗 𝑟𝑖𝑗

𝐿𝑖𝑗
) (50) 

 𝑖𝑝𝑖 = ∫(
𝑣𝑖 − 𝑖𝑝𝑖𝑟𝑝𝑖

𝐿𝑝𝑖
) (51) 
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 𝑖𝑖 = ∑ 𝑖𝑖𝑗 + 𝑖𝑝𝑖

𝑁

𝑗=1,𝑗≠𝑖

 (52) 

 Another component that is added to the detailed model is the switch model that 

causes the nonlinear behavior of the converter. Each bridge in the switch is operating with 

a constant duty cycle of 50%, so a square-wave voltage is generated and transferred to the 

multi-winding transformer. The current flowing from the multi-winding transformer is 

demodulated and transferred to the port. By combining (50), (51) and (52) with the LSM 

equation of any port, the complete detailed model is obtained [24].  
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Figure 19. Detailed model of multiport converter. 

 

2.4 Filter Design for the Multiport Converter 

 

Adding a filter to a power converter is essential to attenuate the switching harmonic 

that appear at the output. The filter also provides protection to the converter and the load 

from transients in the input voltage which improves the reliability of the system. Several 
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topologies have been developed for designing filters for DC-DC converters. One of the 

simplest and most common design is a single stage LC filter. In this section, a mathematical 

equation is derived for obtaining the minimum L and C based on the required voltage and 

current ripples. The objective is to have a compacted size of L and C while obtaining an 

acceptable ripple and without affecting the stability of the system.  

In steady state analysis of multiport DC-DC converter, the voltage and current 

waveforms can be obtained by applying two circuit analysis principles: inductor volt-

second balance and capacitor amp-second balance [40]. The inductor volt-second balance 

states that the average voltage across an ideal inductor must be zero when the current 

reaches steady state. The capacitor amp-second balance states that the average current 

through an ideal capacitor must be zero when it reaches steady state. As a result, by 

obtaining the average inductor current and capacitor voltage through one switching period, 

the values of L and C can be calculated. The inductor current and capacitor voltage 

equations can be further simplified by introducing the concept of small ripple 

approximation. Both equations contain DC components and switching ripples at switching 

frequency combined by its harmonics. By assuming that the inductor and the capacitor are 

well designed, the switching ripple magnitude is very small compared to the DC 

component, so it can be ignored [41].  

 In the multiport converter under study, applying the small ripple approximation 

yields zero inductor ripple current since the voltage remains constant throughout the 

interval regardless of the size of the inductor size [42]. However, physically, although the 

current ripple of the inductor is small compared to the DC component, it cannot be 

neglected. In order to better approximate the ripple current, the concept of total flux 
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approximation is applied [43]. This concept uses the capacitor voltage ripple to accurately 

estimate the ripple current. Figure 20 shows the voltage and current waveforms of the 

inductor without DC component [42]. The waveforms are obtained by using the total flux 

approximation where it is assumed that the ripple voltage of the inductor is caused by the 

capacitor ripple voltage.  

 

 

Figure 20. Inductor’s voltage and current waveforms. 

 

The total flux 𝜆 in the positive part of the inductor voltage is expressed as 

 𝜆 = 𝐿 ∆𝑖 (53) 

The shaded area under the triangle is given by  

 𝜆 =
1

2

𝑇

2

∆𝑣𝑖
2

 (54) 

Substituting (53) in (54) and solving for L, the relation between the inductor and the 
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ripple current becomes 

 𝐿 =
∆𝑣𝑖 𝑇

8∆𝑖𝑖
 (55) 

In the detailed model of the multiport converter, the connection between the LC filter and 

the converter is illustrated in Figure 19. The switches can be replaced by average ripple 

current as shown in Figure 21.  
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Figure 21. Ripple current circuit. 

 

To simplify the analysis, it is assumed that L and C are large enough to attenuate 

the ripples to an acceptable value. Under this assumption, the capacitor is considered as a 

short circuit when analyzing ripple voltage, and the inductor is considered as an open 

circuit when analyzing the ripple current [44]. As a result, the inductor in Figure 21 acts as 

a short circuit when analyzing the ripple current so ∆𝑖𝑐 = ∆𝑖𝑖  and the ripple voltage is 

given by 

 ∆𝑣𝑖 =
∆𝑖𝑖
𝐶𝑖
  (56) 

The average current ripple is expressed as  



  
   

42 
 

 ∆𝑖𝑖 = 𝐼𝑖̅𝐷𝑇𝑠 (57) 

Using the average current equation in (18) and by substituting in (57), the minimum 

capacitance can be calculated 

 𝐶𝑖 = ∑
𝑉𝑗  𝐷

2𝜋𝑓𝑠2𝐿𝑖𝑗∆𝑣𝑖
[(−1)𝜏𝑖𝑗(𝜙𝑖𝑗 − 𝜏𝑖𝑗𝜋) (1 −

𝜙𝑖𝑗 − 𝜏𝑖𝑗𝜋

𝜋
)]

𝑁

𝑗=1,𝑗≠𝑖

   (58) 

By using the operating points of the system 𝜙12, … , 𝜙15 and by specifying the ripple 

voltage and current values, the minimum value of L and C can be obtained. In order for the 

filter to operate properly, the following condition must be satisfied.  

 
1

2𝜋 √𝐿𝑖𝐶𝑖
 ≪ 𝑓𝑠 (59) 

Table 3 shows the selected values for the LC filter for the five-port converter under study. 

The ripple current is set to 10% of 𝑖1, … , 𝑖5 and ripple voltage to 5% of 𝑣1…𝑣5. 

 

Port type C (mF/pu) L (mH/pu) 

UG 0.6/36.3e-3 0.9/0.015e-3 

BESS 0.25/1e-3 0.62/0.6e-3 

PV1 0.12/0.8e-3 1.2/1.5e-3 

PV2 0.45/1e-3 0.2/0.7e-3 

PV3 0.17/0.9e-3 0.53/0.9e-3 

Table 3. Selected inductor and capacitor values. 
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2.5 Summary 

 

 In this chapter, the operation and characteristics of multiport converter is discussed. 

The operating waveforms of a DAB converter is presented and used to derive the 

generalized form of the average current and power equations. The equivalent circuit of the 

multi-winding transformer is illustrated, and a simulation is carried out to demonstrate the 

power transfer between the ports by varying the phase angles. In addition, the large-signal 

model for each port is obtained and the equivalent circuit for each port is presented. The 

linearization of the large-signal model is done in order to derive the small-signal model 

which is used to build the state space representation of the five-port converter. Moreover, 

the detailed model which includes the winding resistance of the multiwinding transformer 

and the switching model is presented. Finally, an LC filter is designed, and the equations 

for calculating the minimum inductor and capacitors values are derived.  
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CHAPTER 3:  MULTIPORT CONVERTER CONTROLLER 

To ensure a stable operation of the converter is maintained regardless of the 

operating conditions and to guarantee fast and stable recovery in transient event, a closed-

loop control system is required. A non-linear system such as the multiport converter system 

can be either controlled using a non-linear controller such as sliding mode controller [45] 

or using a linear controller such as PID controller [46], and state feedback control [47]. 

Linear controllers are easier to design and provide better performance if the linear model 

is obtained accurately. 

  Before selecting the linear controller, the non-linear model of the multiport 

converter must be linearized around an operating point. PI controller is commonly used in 

various DC-DC converters such as buck, boost, and buck-boost converter due to its simple 

design and implementation [48]. However, it has low robustness especially when the 

system encounters disturbances which compromises the transient response of the system. 

Moreover, PI and PID controller is typically used in single-input single-output (SISO) 

systems. State feedback control overcomes some of the disadvantages of PID control such 

as providing a better dynamic response under disturbance, and it is applicable for multi-

input multi-output (MIMO) system such as the multiport converter under study. The 

transient response (specifically the overshoot) is an important factor that must be taken into 

consideration when designing a controller to provide better protection for the physical 

system. To enhance the overshoot response of the system, a non-overshooting controller is 

introduced which is capable of eliminating the overshoot and provide a smooth response 

[49]. 

 This chapter will study the design and simulation of state feedback control using 
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the linearized model obtained in Chapter 3. The control system is then applied to the five-

port system on Matlab/Simulink. In addition, non-overshooting control is introduced and 

applied to the closed-loop system, and the result is discussed. Finally, two fault scenarios 

are simulated to evaluate the system response under fault conditions using optimal 

controller and non-overshooting controller. 

3.1 State Feedback Control 

 

In the state feedback control, the objective is to find the feedback gain from a linear 

combination of the state variables. There are two approaches for designing state feedback 

control depending on the available states [50]. The first approach assumes that all the states 

are available. In this case, the control law can be obtained and directly applied to the 

system. This approach may not be valid for most real-life applications where there is no 

accessibility for all the states of the system. In such systems, the second approach is more 

valid which includes designing an observer to estimate all the states using parameters from 

the output. In the multiport system under study, all the states can be measured which can 

simplify the process of obtaining the control law.  

The general state space representation of the five-port system was presented in 

Section 2.3.3. This representation can be re-arranged according to the design requirement. 

Since the UG input voltage (𝑣𝑖𝑛1) and the BESS input voltage (𝑣𝑖𝑛2) are not controlled by 

the designer, they are considered as known constant inputs to the system. The selected 

trackable references are 𝑖2, 𝑖3, 𝑖4 𝑎𝑛𝑑 𝑖5 which are BESS, PV1, PV2, and PV3 current, 

respectively. The modified state space representation is given by   

 𝑥̇̂(𝑡) = 𝐴𝑥̂(𝑡) + 𝐵𝑢̂(𝑡) + 𝐸𝑤̂ (60) 
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𝑦(𝑥) = 𝐶𝑥̂(𝑡) 

where 𝑥̂(𝑡) = [ 𝑣1(𝑡) … 𝑣5(𝑡)    𝑖̂2(𝑡)… 𝑖̂5(𝑡)]
𝑇, 𝑢̂(𝑡) = [𝜙̂12(𝑡)… 𝜙̂15(𝑡)], and 𝑤̂ =

[𝑣𝑖𝑛1 𝑣𝑖𝑛2]𝑇. 

𝐴 =

[
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𝐸 = [0 0 0 0 0 0 −
1

𝐿2
0 0]

𝑇

  

𝐶 = [

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1

 ] 

In order to design a robust state feedback control with adequate disturbance 

rejection capability, there are two problems that must be solved: the regulator problem and 

tracking problem. The regulator problem arises when a disturbance such as sudden change 

in the load current or the BESS voltage causes the system to deviate from its initial 

condition. It requires a state feedback gain to set the deviation to zero and force the system 

to die out at the desired value. The tracking problem is related to designing state feedback 

at which the output 𝑦(𝑡) tracks the reference input 𝑦𝑑 as 𝑡 approaches infinity. In addition 

to the state feedback gain 𝐾, feedforward integrator gain 𝐾𝑎 is added to reduce the steady 

state error. Figure 22 illustrates the state feedback system for the five-port converter. The 

control system consists of the state feedback model and the non-linear detailed model of 

the converter [24].  
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Figure 22. The control system for five-port converter. 

 

The closed-loop system with the integral state feedback controller is described by  

 [
𝑥̇̂(𝑡)

𝑞̇̂(𝑡)
] = [

𝐴 0
−𝐶 0

] [
𝑥̂(𝑡)

𝑞̂(𝑡)
] + [

𝐵
0
] 𝑢̂(𝑡) + [

𝐸
0
] 𝑤̂ + 𝑦𝑑    (61) 

 𝑦̂(𝑡) = [𝐶 0] [
𝑥̂(𝑡)
𝑞̂(𝑡)

] (62) 

where 

 𝑢̂(𝑡) = [−𝐾  𝐾𝑎]  [
𝑥̂(𝑡)
𝑞̂(𝑡)

] (63) 

The error signal dynamics is given as  

 𝑞̇̂(𝑡) = 𝑦𝑑 − 𝑦(𝑡) (64) 

Since all the states are available in the multiport system, we can proceed to the next 

step which involves checking the controllability of the system. In order to design a state 

feedback control capable of adjusting system parameter such as settling time, overshoot 

and steady state error, the system must be controllable.  A system is considered to be 
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controllable if there exists an input which transfers the states of the system from the initial 

state to the desired state in a finite time interval [50]. Mathematically, the system is said to 

be controllable if the following condition is satisfied 

𝑟𝑎𝑛𝑘 [ 𝐵   𝐴𝐵 …𝐴𝑛−1𝐵] = 𝑛 

 

In order to stabilize the system and obtain the required response, the feedback gain 

𝐾 must be selected. The common technique for assigning the gain matrix 𝐾 is by using the 

pole placement approach where a set of poles are selected that will correspond to the 

dynamic response of the system. A more effective method for assigning the gain matrix is 

to optimally assign it using Liner Quadratic Regulator (LQR) [51]. In LQR, the goal is to 

minimize the quadratic cost function 𝐽 given by 

 𝐽 = ∫ (𝑥𝑇𝑄𝑥 + 𝑢𝑇𝑅𝑢)𝑑𝑡
∞

0

 (65) 

where the weighting matrices 𝑄 and 𝑅 impose a tradeoff between the variation of the 

states from the origin and the control effort respectively. The solution to this optimal 

system can be found from 

 𝐾 = 𝑅−1 𝐵𝑇 𝑃 (66) 

Where 𝑃 is a unique positive definite solution to the Riccati equation given by  

 𝑃𝐴 + 𝐴𝑇𝑃 − 𝑃𝐵𝑅−1𝐵𝑇𝑃 + 𝑄 = 0 (67) 

The solution of this equation can be simply obtained on Matlab using 𝑙𝑞𝑟 command. The 

gain matrix obtained here represent both the feedback gain with 𝐾𝑛𝑥𝑛 and 𝐾𝑎
𝑚𝑥𝑛 . For the 
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five-port converter under study, the weighting matrices are selected as  𝑄 =

 𝑑𝑖𝑎𝑔(1,1,1,1,1,1,1000,1000,10,200,500,200,2000) and 𝑅 = 𝐼4×4. 

3.1.1 Simulation Result 

The simulation is run for three modes to illustrate the response of the system under 

different conditions. The selected trackable inputs are 𝑖2, 𝑖3, 𝑖4 and 𝑖5. The UG desired 

current value represents the summation of 𝑖2, … , 𝑖5. Figures 23-24 show the current of all 

the ports for the different modes. The figures show the output starting at 20 sec because it 

is assumed that the system is run under steady state condition before the variation in the 

desired output is applied. In the first case, the desired output is set to 𝑦𝑑 = [0.2019  −

0.0308   − 0.1298   − 0.2009] where the three PV units are supplying the BESS and the 

UG at different power rates. This case represents the converter operation during the 

daytime. At 30 sec the new desired output is set to 𝑦𝑑2 = [0.1019 − 0.108 − 0.2   0]. In 

this case, it is assumed that PV3 is not able to supply any current to the system so 𝑖5 is set 

to zero. At 50 sec the system is operating during night time where only BESS is supplying 

the UG, and all the PVs are off. The desired value in this case is set to 𝑦𝑑3 = [−0.2  0  0  0]. 

The steady state error in UG current is due to numerical error caused by the solver used in 

Simulink. Figures 25-26 show the voltage of each port under the variation of the desired 

output. The voltage remains constant at 1 pu throughout the simulation. At 20 sec and 40 

sec the desired output is changed, the voltage oscillates for around 5 sec before is settles to 

1 pu. The voltage ripple can be enhanced by selecting the larger capacitor, but the response 

of the system will be slower.  
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(a) 

 

(b) 

  

(c) 

Figure 23. Current response under different operating conditions. (a) BESS current (b) 

PV1 current (c) PV2 current. 
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(a) 

  

(b) 

Figure 24. Current response under different operating conditions. (a) PV3 port current (b) 

UG port current. 
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   (a) 

  

   (b) 

  

   (c) 

Figure 25. Voltage response under different operating conditions. (a) BESS port voltage 

(b) PV1 port voltage (c) PV2 voltage. 
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       (a) 

  

        (b) 

Figure 26. Voltage response under different operating conditions. (a) PV3 port voltage 

(b) UG port voltage. 

 

3.2 Non-Overshooting Controller 

 

In the previous section, an optimal controller was designed for the state feedback 

system. It is noted that during the transient response, there is a high overshoot. The reason 

for that is there are modes which are appearing in the output that are contributing to the 

overshoot of the system. The objective of the non-overshooting controller is to have only 
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selected modes to appear in each output by using eigen-structure assignment for MIMO 

system [52]. The method includes combining the closed-loop eigenvalue and eigenvector 

to obtain the state feedback gain. MIMO system provides the flexibility of obtaining 

multiple sets of eigenvectors without varying the closed-loop eigenvalues. The non-

overshoot step response is then achieved by distributing the stable modes evenly where 

each component of the tracking error has one exponential non-overshooting mode [49]. 

The system in (61) is used to design a control law such that the output tracks the desired 

output accurately without overshoot.   

The number of modes that appear in each element of the output signal 𝑦(𝑡) depends 

on the invariant zeros Z = {z1, … , zn̂−lp} of the system where 𝑛̂ = 𝑛 + 𝑝. For a system with 

n̂ − lp invariant zeros, the selection of the closed-loop eigenvalues 𝐿 = {𝜆1, … , 𝜆𝑛̂} is done 

based on the number of the invariant zeros of the system where λi = zi for i ∈ {1, … . , n̂ −

lp} and the remaining eigenvalues λi can be selected as any real asymptotical stable 

modes i ∈ {1, … . , n̂ − lp}. Let S = {s1, … , sn̂}, 𝑠𝑖 ∈ 𝑅
𝑝, such that 

 
𝑠𝑖 =

{
 
 

 
 

0   𝑓𝑜𝑟  𝑖 ∈ {1,… , 𝑛̂ − 𝑙𝑝}

𝑒1 𝑓𝑜𝑟 𝑖 ∈ {𝑛̂ − 𝑙𝑝 + 1,… , 𝑛̂ − 𝑙𝑝 + 𝑙}
.
.
.

𝑒𝑝 𝑓𝑜𝑟  𝑖 ∈ {𝑛̂ − 𝑙 + 1… , 𝑛̂}

 
(68) 

where 𝑒𝑖, 𝑖 = 1,… , 𝑝 are basis vectors in 𝑅𝑝. In order to calculate the gain matrix, the 

following matrix equation  

 
[
𝐴 − 𝜆𝐼 𝐵
𝐶 𝐷

] [
𝑣𝑖
𝑤𝑖
] = [

0
𝑠𝑖
] 

   (69) 
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is assumed to have a solution sets 𝑉 = {𝑣1, … , 𝑣𝑛̂} ⊂ 𝐶
𝑛̂ and 𝑊 = {𝑤1, … , 𝑤𝑛̂} for 𝑖 ∈

{1, … . , 𝑛̂}. Giving that 𝑉 is linearly independent, a unique feedback gain 𝐾𝑐 is obtained 

such the for 𝑖 ∈ {1,… , 𝑛̂}, 

 (𝐴 + 𝐵Kc)𝑣𝑖 = 𝜆𝑖𝑣𝑖        (70) 

 (𝐶 + 𝐷Kc)𝑣𝑖 = 𝑠𝑖       (71) 

By using Moore algorithm in [52], the feedback gain matrix is calculated as 

 𝐾𝑐 = 𝑊𝑉−1    (72) 

For i ∈ {1, … . , n − lp}, the solution of the matrix [
𝑣𝑖
𝑤𝑖
] is the null space of the 

Rosenbrock matrix 𝑃∑. [
𝐴 − 𝜆𝐼 𝐵
𝐶 𝐷

] where  𝜆𝑖 = 𝑧𝑖. After obtaining the gain matrix, the 

following steps are done to verify that the gain matrix obtained in (72) is capable of 

eliminating the overshoot and provide a good transient response.  For 𝑘 ∈ {1, … , 𝑝}, let 

𝑣𝑘1, 𝑣𝑘2, … , 𝑣𝑘𝑝 be the eigenvectors in 𝑉 associated with the canonical basis vector 𝑒𝑝 and 

let 𝜆𝑘1, 𝜆𝑘2, … , 𝜆𝑘𝑝 be the corresponding eigenvalues ordered such that  𝜆𝑘1 < 𝜆𝑘2 <

⋯ , 𝜆𝑘𝑝 .  

The system in (61) can be re-written as  

 𝑥̇𝑐(𝑡) = 𝐴𝑎𝑥𝑐(𝑡) + 𝐵𝑎𝑢̂(𝑡) + 𝐷𝑎    (73) 

 𝑦̂(𝑡) = [𝐶 0]𝑥𝑐(𝑡) = 𝐶𝑎𝑥𝑐(𝑡) (74) 

where 𝑥𝑐(𝑡) = [𝑥̂(𝑡) 𝑞̂(𝑡)]𝑇, 𝐷𝑎 = 𝐸𝑎𝑤̂ + 𝑦𝑑, 𝐴𝑎 = [
𝐴 0
−𝐶 0

],  𝐵𝑎 = [
𝐵
0
], 𝐸𝑎 = [

𝐸
0
], 

 𝑢̂(𝑡) = [−𝐾  𝐾𝑎] 𝑥𝑐(𝑡) = 𝐾𝑐 𝑥𝑐(𝑡) 

 

 

 



  
   

57 
 

The closed-loop system is given by 

 𝑥𝑐(𝑡) = 𝑒
𝐴̂𝑡𝑥𝑎0 +∫ 𝑒 𝐴̂(𝑡−𝜏)𝐷𝑎𝑑𝜏

𝑡

0

= 𝑒 𝐴̂𝑡𝑥𝑎0 + 𝑒
𝐴̂𝑡𝐴̂−1𝐷𝑎 − 𝐴̂

−1𝐷𝑎 (75) 

The state transition matrix can be written as 𝑒 𝐴̂𝑡 = 𝑉𝑒Λ𝑡𝑉−1 where  Λ is a diagonal 

matrix with the eigenvalues 𝜆1, … , 𝜆𝑛̂ on the diagonal. Therefore,  

𝑥𝑐(𝑡) = 𝑉𝑒
Λ𝑡𝑉−1𝑥𝑎0 + 𝑉𝑒

Λ𝑡𝑉−1𝐴̂−1𝐷𝑎 − 𝐴̂
−1𝐷𝑎 

Now let  𝛼 = [𝛼1…𝛼𝑛−𝑙𝑝, 𝛼1,1… 𝛼1,𝑙     𝛼1,𝑝… 𝛼𝑝,𝑙]
𝑇
= 𝑉−1𝑥𝑎0 and 𝛽 = 𝑉−1𝐴̂−1𝐷𝑎. 

Given that 𝐶𝑎𝑣𝑖 = 𝑠𝑖 for 𝑖 = 1,… , 𝑛̂, the output 𝑦(𝑡) can be described as  

 

𝑦(𝑡) =∑𝐶𝑎𝑣𝑖𝛼𝑖𝑒
𝜆𝑖𝑡

𝑛̂

𝑖=1

+∑𝐶𝑎𝑣𝑖𝛽𝑖𝑒
𝜆𝑖𝑡

𝑛̂

𝑖=1

−∑ 𝐶𝑎𝑣𝑖𝛽𝑖

𝑛̂

𝑖=1

= ∑ 𝑒𝑖−(𝑛̂−𝑙𝑝)𝛾𝑖𝑒
𝜆𝑖𝑡

𝑛̂

𝑖=𝑛̂−𝑙𝑝+1

+ 𝐷 

(76) 

where 𝛾𝑖 = 𝛼𝑖 + 𝛽𝑖 and 𝐷 = −∑ 𝐶𝑎𝑣𝑖𝛽𝑖
𝑛̂
𝑖=1 . 

In the five-port system under study, the total number of invariant zeros is one which means 

that 𝑛̂ − 𝑙𝑝 = 1, where 𝑛̂ = 13, 𝑙 = 3 and 𝑝 = 4. The remaining 12 closed-loop poles are 

selected within this range [-10,-100].  Therefore, in each output, three different eigenvalues 

are appeared. 

Let 𝜆1 < 𝜆2 < 𝜆3 and define  

𝑓(𝑡) = 𝛾1𝑒
𝜆1𝑡 + 𝛾2𝑒

𝜆2𝑡 + 𝛾3𝑒
𝜆3𝑡 

In order for the system to not have an overshoot, there should be no sign change in the 

function 𝑓(𝑡) and that is achieved in the following conditions:  

I. 𝛾1. 𝛾2 > 0, 𝛾1. 𝛾3 < 0, 𝑎𝑛𝑑 |𝛾1 + 𝛾2| > |𝛾3|; 

II. 𝛾2. 𝛾3 > 0, 𝛾1. 𝛾2 < 0, 𝑎𝑛𝑑 |𝛾1| >  |𝛾2 + 𝛾3|; 
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III. (a) 𝛾1. 𝛾3 > 0, 𝛾1. 𝛾2 < 0, 𝑎𝑛𝑑 |𝛾2| >  |𝛾1 + 𝛾3|; 

IV. (b) 𝛾1. 𝛾3 > 0, 𝛾1. 𝛾2 < 0, |𝛾2| >  |𝛾1 + 𝛾3| 𝑎𝑛𝑑 𝑡
∗ > 0 𝑎𝑛𝑑  |𝑔𝑐(𝑡

∗)| ≥

 |𝛾1 + 𝛾2 + 𝛾3| 

where 

𝑡∗ =
1

𝜆3 − 𝜆1
ln (

𝛾1(𝜆2 − 𝜆1)

𝛾3(𝜆3 − 𝜆2)
) 

𝑔𝑐(𝑡) = 𝛾1(1 − 𝑒
(𝜆1−𝜆2)𝑡) + 𝛾3(1 − 𝑒

(𝜆3−𝜆2)𝑡) 

3.2.1 Simulation Result  

The system is simulated using the non-overshooting controller under the same three 

operating modes used in the optimal controller and the output of both controllers are 

compared as shown in Figures 27-30 . It is noted that for 𝑖2, … , 𝑖5, there is a big reduction 

in overshoot when applying the non-overshoot controller. When using the optimal 

controller, the overshoot reaches to approximately 30% in 𝑖2 and 15% in 𝑖4 and the settling 

time is approximately 20 sec for 𝑖1, 𝑖3, and 𝑖4. However, when using the non-overshooting 

controller, the maximum overshoot is at approximately 1% and the settling time is around 

5 sec or less.  In addition, the UG current steady state error has reduced from 0.03 pu to 

0.01 pu. The small overshoot that appears in some outputs such as 𝑖2 and 𝑖5 when using a 

non-overshooting controller is due to the fact that the controller is applied to a nonlinear 

model. The overshoot could be further reduced by selecting a different set of eigenvalues. 

The voltage response has also significantly improved compared to the optimal controller 

in terms of overshoot and settling time.  
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      (a) 

 

       (b) 

 

(c) 

Figure 27. Current response using optimal controller and non-overshooting controller. (a) 

BESS current (b) PV1 current (c) PV2 current. 
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(a) 

 

(b) 

Figure 28. Current response using optimal controller and non-overshooting controller. (a) 

PV3 current (b) UG current. 
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      (a) 

 

     (b) 

 

     (c) 

Figure 29. Voltage response using optimal controller and non-overshooting controller. (a) 

BESS voltage (b) PV1 voltage (c) PV2 voltage. 
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     (a) 

 

     (b) 

Figure 30. Voltage response using optimal controller and non-overshooting controller. (a) 

PV3 voltage (b) UG voltage. 

 

3.3 Summary 

Two methods were used to obtain the feedback gain: the optimal control and the 

non-overshooting control methods. The flexibility of distributing selected modes among 

the output components when using the non-overshooting controller helped to attenuate the 
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overshoot response of the system. Both controllers were implemented to compare their 

responses when different operating modes were applied to the system. The voltage and 

current responses of the system illustrates how the non-overshooting controller has 

improved the overshot response compared to the optimal controller.  

3.4 Fault Analysis for Multiport Converter  
 

One of the main challenges of designing a multiport system is fault management. 

Faults in DC systems are considered to be extremely challenging due to the absence of 

zero-crossing in DC current, the high over-current and the fast transient that could lead to 

severe damages to the equipment [53, 54]. In order to design a reliable multiport converter, 

it is important to study the natural response of the system under fault condition. Generally, 

a fault in the multiport converter system goes through three main stages: pre-fault, during 

fault and post-fault stage. During these stages, the actions which are illustrated in Figure 

31 occur [55]: 

 

Fault Detection Fault Location Fault Isolation System Recovery

Pre-fault During fault Post-fault

 

Figure 31. Fault stages in multiport converter system. 

 

where each action is defined as follows: 

- Fault Detection: Fault detection algorithm is used to detect any sudden overcurrent 

in the system. 
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- Fault Location: The faulted port is located, and a signal is sent to the circuit breaker 

(CB) connected to the faulted port. 

- Fault isolation: The CB trips within a few milliseconds to isolate the faulted port 

before the fault propagates to other parts of the network.  

- System Recovery: After isolating the fault, the system resumes its operation, and 

the output power of some of the ports are adjusted to compensate for the power loss 

caused by disconnecting the faulted port.  

In this work, the main focus is to study the five-port converter’s response in the 

post-fault stage where it is assumed that a fault has occurred at one of the ports and the CB 

has tripped and isolated the faulted port. This means that the state space model of the five-

port converter that is used for designing the controller will change because the states and 

inputs related to the faulted port are removed. As a result, the system will operate as four-

port converter system instead of five. Figure 32 illustrates the control structure used to 

analyze the fault response of the system. The switches are used to switch from the controller 

designed for the five-port system to the four-port system when a fault is injected to one of 

the ports. It is important to investigate the response of the system during this transition and 

the ability of the controller to ensure that the desired output is maintained. Two scenarios 

are simulated to study the voltage and current response of each port. In both scenarios, the 

aim is to ensure that the UG maintains constant power throughout the operation. In order 

to achieve this, the ports which are supplying the UG must be able to adjust their power 

output when the faulted port is isolated. Moreover, after injecting the fault in the system 

for a certain period of time, the fault is cleared, and the faulted port resumes its operation. 

The simulations are carried out using both the optimal and non-overshooting controllers to 
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compare the performance of the controllers.  

 

+
+

u
y

un

Five-Port

 Controller

Four-Port

 Controller

Switch Switch

 

Figure 32. Control structure for the system with two feedback controllers. 

 

3.4.1 Simulation Result  

In the first scenario, the fault is injected in one of the PV ports causing its CB to 

trip. The desired value during the pre-fault operation is set to [0.2019 -0.0308 -0.1298 -

0.2009] which represent the BESS, PV1, PV2 and PV3 current respectively.  The fault is 

injected at port 5 (PV3) at 20 sec, and the faulted port is isolated instantly as shown in 

Figures 33-34. It is noted that due to the isolation of port 5, the input power of the BESS is 

reduced and most of the output power from PVs is transferred to the UG in order to 

maintain the required power. The output current of PV3 goes to zero at 20 sec since it has 

been disconnected. The voltage is kept at 1 pu for all ports even after isolating the fault as 

shown in Figures 35-36.  The fault lasts for 70 sec, and the faulted port is restored at 90 
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sec. Comparing the controller’s transient performance in terms of overshoot, when the 

faulted port is isolated, the optimal controller provides better overshoot response for both 

current and voltage response for all ports except for PV1. The reason is that the non-

overshooting controller was designed for the five-port converter and the four-port converter 

separately. As a result, when the fault is injected and the faulted port is removed, the 

switching from the five-port controller to the four-port controller causes the non-

overshooting controller to not provide the desired performance. The controller was 

designed to operate for a specific system structure throughout the simulation. When the 

fault is cleared, and the faulted port is restored, the non-overshooting controller provides 

better overshoot response except for PV1. As for the settling time, the current and voltage 

responses show that using the non-overshooting controller; the current settles in less than 

10 sec while it takes up to 80 sec for some of the port’s current to settle using the optimal 

controller.  
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(a) 

 

(b) 

 

(c) 

Figure 33. Current response to PV3 fault using optimal controller and non-overshooting 

controller. (a) BESS current (b) PV1 current (c) PV2 current. 



  
   

68 
 

 
(a) 

 

(b) 

Figure 34. Current response to PV3 fault using optimal controller and non-overshooting 

controller. (a) PV3 current (b) UG current. 
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(a) 

 

(b) 

 

(c) 

Figure 35. Voltage response to PV3 fault using optimal controller and non-overshooting 

controller. (a) BESS voltage (b) PV1 voltage (c) PV2 voltage. 
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(a) 

 

(b) 

Figure 36. Voltage response to PV3 fault using optimal controller and non-overshooting 

controller. (a) PV3 voltage (b) UG voltage. 

 

In the second scenario, the fault is injected in BESS port at 20 sec, and the port is 

isolated. In the pre-fault operation, the output power of the PV ports is transferred to the 

BESS and the UG. Once the BESS port gets disconnected, all the generated power from 

the PV ports is transferred to the UG. The output power of the PV exceeds the amount 

required by the UG. As a result, the output current of the PV ports is adjusted as shown in 
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Figures 37-38 while keeping the voltage at 1 pu as shown in Figures 39-40. Although, both 

controllers are able to maintain a constant supply to UG when the fault is injected, reducing 

the PV current causes high noise to appear in the current and voltage response for PV2 and 

PV3. The fault is cleared at 110 sec, and the port is restored. The non-overshooting 

controller provides a quicker response than the optimal controller both at the time of 

isolating the faulted port and once the port is restored.  

 

 

(a) 

 

(b) 

Figure 37. Current response to BESS fault using optimal controller and non-overshooting 

controller. (a) BESS current (b) PV1 current. 
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(a) 

 

(b) 

 

(c) 

Figure 38. Current response to BESS fault using optimal controller and non-overshooting 

controller. (a) PV2 current (b) PV3 current (c) UG current. 
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       (a) 

 

(b) 

 

(c) 

Figure 39. Voltage response to BESS fault using optimal controller and non-overshooting 

controller. (a) BESS voltage (b) PV1 voltage (c) PV2 voltage. 
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(a) 

 

(b) 

Figure 40. Voltage response to BESS fault using optimal controller and non-overshooting 

controller. (a) PV3 voltage (b) UG voltage. 

 

3.5 Summary 

This chapter presented the closed-loop control system used in the five-port 

converter. The state feedback gain was optimally assigned using LQR and a simulation 

was carried out for different operating condition to evaluate the controller response. The 

non-overshooting controller was then introduced to demonstrate its effect on enhancing the 
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overshoot response of the system. In addition, fault analysis was presented to evaluate the 

system ability to recover its operation when a fault is injected in the system. Two scenarios 

were simulated using the optimal controller and the non-overshooting controller and their 

response were compared. 
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CHAPTER 4: CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK 

4.1 Conclusion 

Due to the advancement in renewable energy technology, there comes a need for a 

system capable of interfacing multiple renewable energy sources with the connected loads. 

Using a single converter for each source has proven to increase the cost and reduce the 

reliability and the efficiency of the system. This has led to the development of a multi-input 

multi-output converter capable of integrating multiple renewable energy sources and 

control the power transfer using a centralized controller. Several topologies of high-power 

multiport converter were presented in the literature. The converters are classified based on 

their power capability, support for bidirectional power flow and the support for adding 

additional ports. This thesis focuses on analyzing high-power DAB based multiport 

converter to interface utility grid, battery energy storage system, and three PVs. 

A generalized average current equation was derived for the DAB converter and 

used to obtain the average power equation. The equivalent circuit for each port was 

presented and used to develop large and small signal models. In addition, the detailed 

model which takes into account the losses associated with the winding resistance and the 

switching action was developed. In order to attenuate the harmonics generated by the 

switches, a simple LC filter was designed, and a mathematical equation was derived for 

obtaining the minimum L and C based on the required voltage and current ripples.  

State feedback controller scheme was developed in order to ensure stable operation 

of the system. First, an optimal controller was designed using LQR, and simulation was 

carried out to validate the controller response. It was noted that the transient response of 

the current and voltage suffer from high overshoot and settling time. To overcome this, a 
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non-overshooting controller was designed and simulated to compare its performance with 

the optimal controller. It was shown that the non-overshooting controller was able to 

enhance the overshoot response and the settling time of the current and voltage responses. 

Finally, fault analysis was performed to asses the system response under fault. The fault 

was injected in the PV port and the BESS port, and the current and voltage responses were 

analyzed. It was found that the non-overshooting controller did not perform well in terms 

of reducing the overshoot. The reason for that is when a fault is injected to the five-port 

system, and the faulted port gets isolated, the feedback loop switches from the controller 

that was designed for five-port converter to the four-port converter. Although the non-

overshooting controller was not designed for such cases, it was able to provide much 

quicker response than the optimal controller. 

4.2 Future Work 

 The practical implementation of the proposed converter can be investigated to 

validate the system response using the proposed controllers under different operating 

condition. In addition, the selection of the power semiconductor device and the losses 

associated with the switching action can be further studied. Moreover, this work can be 

extended by developing maximum power tracking technique using the centralized 

controller to extract the maximum power from the connected PVs. The implementation of 

the proposed converter in other applications such as electric vehicles can be also 

investigated.  The fault analysis of the multiport converter can be extended by studying the 

type of faults that could affect the system and the protection scheme needed to protect the 

system from such faults.  
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