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Abstract: This article proposes the study, control and analysis of the topology of an AC–AC modular
multilevel converter, known in the literature as the Hexverter. The Hexverter is capable of converting
the energy between two AC systems with a reduced number of elements, if compared with other
modular multilevel topologies, which makes this topology attractive in AC–AC applications. How-
ever, there are few studies about the Hexverter in the literature, so this work presents its operation
principle, conducts modeling, and proposes a control scheme for the converter’s proper operation,
validating the operation and control via hardware-in-the-loop emulation.
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1. Introduction

One of the main industrial applications for static converters is the electrical drive for
variable speed motor control. Typically in these applications, the conversion is performed in
two stages. The energy from the electrical grid, considering the fixed voltage and frequency,
is rectified to a regulated DC bus, and in the second stage, the DC bus voltage is converted to
a three-phase system with variable voltage and frequency that controls the driven machine,
regulating its torque and speed [1–5].

This AC–DC–AC conversion is widespread in the literature and is widely employed
in industry, being generally employed for converters in the back-to-back configuration.
This solution for AC–AC energy conversion is very robust; however, a DC bus with high
voltage levels is required, employing electrolytic capacitors, which are bulky components
with a high failure rate and a short service life [6].

The AC–AC conversion may also be achieved by a direct converter, i.e., without an
intermediate energy storage stage. Among the direct converters, the matrix converters [7]
stand out, which present high power density once capacitors are not employed in these
topologies. However matrix converters can only be employed in applications where
the output voltage is lower than the input voltage, and the lack of capacitors makes the
converter control more complex. Once the converter dynamics are more susceptible to
parametric variations, the switches actuation must be accurate to prevent short circuits or
opening of an inductive circuit [8,9].

Another application for direct frequency converters that has become more popular
in recent decades is the real-time emulation, PHIL (power hardware-in-the-loop) [10–12],
whereby the converter can emulate loads, such as linear loads, non-linear loads, or electric
motors. At the same time, it regenerates the energy to the electric grid, allowing these
converters to be employed for the development and testing of electrical and electronic
equipment such as electronic converters, motor drives, and protection systems, in addition
to enabling tests on more complex systems that could not be tested in any other way, such
as transmission lines, power systems, and micro-grids. Studies show that PHIL emulation
presents better results than numerical simulations [12].

In recent decades, modular multilevel converters have been widely studied and are
beginning to be employed in medium voltage applications, such as rectifiers, active filters,
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and motor drives. More recently, different MMC topologies have been proposed, mainly in
three-phase AC–AC conversion [13].

The main MMC AC–AC topologies are the indirect MMC converter (back-to-back
topology), the direct matrix converter (M3C), and the Hexverter. Other topologies have also
been proposed, such as in [14], where the Hex-Y topology is proposed, being a combination
of different MMC, aiming to combine the different advantages of each converter.

A more recent work [15] proposes modeling and control in a unified two-frequency
dq framework and develops a virtual V2

C to achieve converter power balance. At the same
time, it evaluates two modulation strategies (nearest level control and phase-disposition),
validating the results via simulation.

This paper presents the analysis and modeling of the Hexverted, an AC–AC modular
multilevel converter, and proposes a control strategy that allows the conversion between
two three-phase electrical systems with different levels of voltage, currents. and frequency.

Employing the synchronous and stationary reference frame, the converter current
and voltage transfer function can be obtained, which allows classical control theory to be
employed for the controller’s design, resulting in simpler control for implementation and
providing regulation with a proper transient response.

The control strategy is experimentally validated by employing hardware-in-the-
loop emulation.

2. The Hexverter Modular Multilevel Converter

The Hexverter topology, as presented in Figure 1, consists of six arms connected to
each other in the shape of a hexagon, hence the name Hexverter (hexagonal converter) [16].

Similar to other modular multilevel converters, the Hexverter’s arms consist of an
inductor, to limit the circulating current, and n sub-modules that impose the arm’s voltage,
controlling the power flow between the two AC systems.

It is important to note that the sub-modules of the Hexverter must operate in four
quadrants (bidirectional in current and voltage) since it is an AC–AC converter. As depicted
in Figure 1, the H-bridge converter is employed for the sub-modules.

Sub-Module

Figure 1. Hexverter topology depicting the connections between the six arms and the sub-module’s
H-bridge topology.
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The AC systems are designated as port 1 (P1—relative to the phases A, B, and C) and
port 2 (P2—relative to the phases R, S, and T), as the input port and output port, respectively.
P1 and P2 can have different electrical characteristics of frequency, phase, reactive power,
voltage, and current amplitude.

Hexverter Operation Principle

Assuming that the converter is operating properly, it can also be assumed that port P1
is composed of the phases A, B, and C, and port P2 is composed of the phases R, S, and T.
The following equations describe the voltages and currents:

va = VP1sin(ω1t) ia = IP1sin(ω1t + φ1) (1)

vb = VP1sin(ω1t− 2π

3
) ib = IP1sin(ω1t− 2π

3
+ φ1) (2)

vc = VP1sin(ω1t +
2π

3
) ic = IP1sin(ω1t +

2π

3
+ φ1) (3)

vr = VP2sin(ω2t) ir = IP2sin(ω2t + φ2) (4)

vs = VP2sin(ω2t− 2π

3
) is = IP2sin(ω2t− 2π

3
+ φ2) (5)

vt = VP2sin(ω2t +
2π

3
) it = IP2sin(ω2t +

2π

3
+ φ2) (6)

Considering the port voltages applied to the converter and the currents drained/injected
into the ports and neglecting the voltage drop in the arm inductor, the voltages in the two
adjacent arms are roughly equal to the line voltage applied by the respective port, while
the current that circulates in each arm is equal to the phase current.

This results in the arm’s voltages being given by:

v1 = VP1sin(ω1t)−VP2sin(ω2t) (7)

v2 = VP2sin(ω2t)−VP1sin(ω1t− 2π

3
) (8)

v3 = VP1sin(ω1t− 2π

3
)−VP2sin(ω2t− 2π

3
) (9)

v4 = VP2sin(ω2t− 2π

3
)−VP1sin((ω1t +

2π

3
) (10)

v5 = VP1sin((ω1t +
2π

3
)−VP2sin(ω2t +

2π

3
) (11)

v6 = VP2sin(ω2t +
2π

3
)−VP1sin((ω1t) (12)

Furthermore, the arm currents are given by:

i1 =
IP1√

3
sin(ω1t +

π

6
− φ1) +

IP2√
3

sin(ω2t +
5π

6
− φ2) (13)

i2 =
IP1√

3
sin(ω1t +

π

6
− φ1) +

IP2√
3

sin(ω2t +
π

6
− φ2) (14)

i3 =
IP1√

3
sin(ω1t− π

2
− φ1) +

IP2√
3

sin(ω2t +
π

6
− φ2) (15)

i4 =
IP1√

3
sin(ω1t− π

2
− φ1) +

IP2√
3

sin(ω2t− π

2
− φ2) (16)

i5 =
IP1√

3
sin(ω1t +

5π

6
− φ1) +

IP2√
3

sin(ω2t− π

2
− φ2) (17)

i6 =
IP1√

3
sin(ω1t +

5π

6
− φ1) +

IP2√
3

sin(ω2t +
5π

6
− φ2) (18)
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It can be noted that each converter’s arm has voltage and current components from
both ports, given by the phase current and voltage, which implies an additional 30◦ lag
between arm voltage and current components from the same port.

3. Hexverter Modeling

For modeling the Hexverter, the quasi-instantaneous average model of the converter
will be considered, as presented in Figure 2, where the n sub-modules of the converter are
substituted by their equivalent circuit.

Figure 2. Equivalent circuit of the Hexverter, where the sub-modules are replaced by the equivalent
model of a voltage source on the AC side and a current source on the DC side.

The converter model is obtained in a synchronous reference frame for the current
control of the port and in stationary reference frame for the DC bus voltage control of the
sub-module.

3.1. Synchronous and Stationary Reference Frame Transformation

Here, we present the transformations employed for converter modeling and control.
The synchronous reference frame (dq0 transformation) and stationary reference frame (αβ0
transformation) are considered.

The synchronous voltage transformation (dq0 reference frame) is given by



vdP1
vqP1

vdP2
vqP2

v0Y
v0∆


=

√
2

3



√
3

2

√
3

2 0 0 −
√

3
2 −

√
3

2
− 1

2 − 1
2

1
2

1
2 − 1

2 − 1
2

−
√

3
2

√
3

2

√
3

2 0 0 −
√

3
2

− 1
2 − 1

2 − 1
2

1
2

1
2 − 1

2√
3

2 −
√

3
2

√
3

2 −
√

3
2

√
3

2 −
√

3
2√

3
2

√
3

2

√
3

2

√
3

2

√
3

2

√
3

2


·



sin(ω1t) −cos(ω1t) 0 0 0 0
cos(ω1t) sin(ω1t) 0 0 0 0

0 0 sin(ω2t) −cos(ω2t) 0 0
0 0 cos(ω2t) sin(ω2t) 0 0
0 0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 0 1





v1

v2

v3

v4

v5

v6


(19)

where it can be seen that the stationary reference frame transformation is multiplied by the
rotation matrix. Similarly, the synchronous transformation for the converter currents can
be given as follows:



idP1
iqP1

idP2
iqP2

i0Y
i0∆


=

√
2
3



1 1
2 − 1

2
1
2 − 1

2 −1

0 −
√

3
2

√
3

2

√
3

2 −
√

3
2 0

−1 1 1
2 − 1

2
1
2 − 1

2

0 0 −
√

3
2

√
3

2

√
3

2 −
√

3
2

1
2 − 1

2
1
2 − 1

2
1
2 − 1

2
1
2

1
2

1
2

1
2

1
2

1
2


·



sin(ω1t) −cos(ω1t) 0 0 0 0
cos(ω1t) sin(ω1t) 0 0 0 0

0 0 sin(ω2t) −cos(ω2t) 0 0
0 0 cos(ω2t) sin(ω2t) 0 0
0 0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 0 1





i1
i2
i3
i4
i5
i6


(20)

It can be seen that the voltage and the current are different. This is due to the converter
geometry and the currents and voltages on each of the converter’s arms.
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Although both transformations are power-invariant, they are not orthonormal, which
implies that the inverse transformation is not equal to the transpose. However, the inverse
voltage transform is equivalent to the transpose of the current transformation. Similarly,
the current inverse transformation is equal to the voltage transformation transpose.

Another important observation is that applying the power invariant dq0 transfor-
mation to the ports’ voltages and currents results in the same direct and quadrature
components as those calculated by Equations (19) and (20).

For the arms’ DC buses, the following transformation can be considered:



vCCα1
vCCβ1
vCCα2
vCCβ2
vCC0Y
vCC0∆

 =



1
2

1
4 − 1

4
1
4 − 1

4 − 1
2

0
√

3
4 −

√
3

4 −
√

3
4

√
3

4 0
− 1

2
1
2

1
4 − 1

4
1
4 − 1

4

0 0
√

3
4 −

√
3

4 −
√

3
4

√
3

4
1 −1 1 −1 1 −1
1 1 1 1 1 1


·



vCC1
vCC2
vCC3
vCC4
vCC5
vCC6

 (21)

The arms’ DC bus transformation aims to decouple the influence of each arm’s current
and voltage from the bus voltage. This will become more apparent later, when the DC bus
voltage equations are presented.

3.2. Input Current Model and Transfer Function

By equating the converter equivalent circuit depicted in Figure 2, it is possible to
obtain the following matrix equation, which describes the current in the Hexverter’s arms.

L
∂

∂t



i1
i2
i3
i4
i5
i6

 =

√
2
3



1 0 0 −1 0 0
0 −1 0 1 0 0
0 1 0 0 −1 0
0 0 −1 0 1 0
0 0 1 0 0 −1
−1 0 0 0 0 1

 ·


va
vb
vc
vr
vs
vt

−


d1
d2
d3
d4
d5
d6

nVCC −



−1
1
−1
1
−1
1

vCM (22)

Applying the voltage and current dq transformation, it is possible to obtain the input
current equations in dq coordinates for the converter, which are described by the matrix
equation as

∂

∂t



(LP1 +
2
3 Lc)idP1

(LP1 +
2
3 Lc)iq1

(LP2 +
2
3 Lc)idP2

(LP2 +
2
3 Lc)iq2

(LP1 + Lc + LP2)i0Y
Lci0∆


=



vdP1
vqP1
vdP2
vqP2

0
0

−


ddP1
dqP1
ddP2
dqP2
d0Y
d0∆

nVCC +



0 −ω1 0 0 0 0
ω1 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 −ω2 0 0
0 0 ω2 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0

 ·


idP1
iq1

idP2
iq2
i0Y
i0∆

−


0
0
0
0

vCM
0

 (23)

From the input current equation, it is possible to obtain the equivalent circuit in dq
coordinates, as shown in Figure 3.

It is possible to observe that, with the synchronous transformation, four equivalent cir-
cuits were obtained for the differential components of the currents, wherein the components
from P1 are independent of the P2 components.

In addition, the model is similar to other three-phase AC converters, which allows
the same control strategies to be employed for the input currents, which are already well-
described in the literature.

The other two circuits control the common mode currents. The i0Y will only circulate if
the two ports’ neutral points are connected, and the i0δ is the converter circulating current.
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(L

g1
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2
3
L

c
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-
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CC

d
d1
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-
+

-
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i
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c
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L
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L
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ω
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c
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Figure 3. Equivalent circuit for the converter currents in dq coordinates.

3.3. DC Bus Voltage Model and Transfer Function

To obtain the stationary reference frame equivalent model and subsequently the
transfer function for the DC bus voltage, the same procedure is adopted as the one for
obtaining the input current model, being equated with the DC bus voltages as:

C
n

∂

∂t



vCC1
vCC2
vCC3
vCC4
vCC5
vCC6

 =



d1i1
d2i2
d3i3
d4i4
d5i5
d6i6

 (24)

By pre-multiplying the equation by the DC bus voltage transformation presented in
Equation (24) and substituting the duty cycle and current values by the components in the
αβ stationary reference frame, it is possible to obtain the equation for the equivalent DC
buses in the stationary reference frame.

Some of the DC bus current components are neglected because they do not influence
the average bus voltage. This occurs with components that are the products of the current
and duty cycle between port 1 and port 2 (iα1dα2, iα1dβ2, iβ1dα2, iβ1dβ2, iα2dα1, iα2dβ1, iβ2dα1,
and iβ2dβ1) since they have different frequencies, the average value is equal to zero, and
they only contribute to the DC oscillating voltage.

Furthermore, the i0Y is null since there is no connection between the two systems’
neutral point, so this component of the DC bus current may be neglected. Considering this
simplification, it is possible to obtain the following equations for the DC bus voltages:

C
n

∂

∂t
vDCα1 = iα2(

dα2

8
−

dβ2

8
√

3
)− iβ2(

dα2

8
√

3
+

dβ2

8
) +

iα1dβ1

4
√

3
−

iβ1dα2

4
√

3
+ i0∆(

dα2

8
− dα1

2
+

√
3dβ2

8
) (25)

C
n

∂

∂t
vDCβ1 = iα2(

dα2

8
√

3
+

dβ2

8
) + iβ2(

dα2

8
−

dβ2

8
√

3
) +

iα1dα1

4
√

3
−

iβ1dβ1

4
√

3
+ i0∆(

dβ2

8
−

dβ1

2
+

√
3dα2

8
) (26)

C
n

∂

∂t
vDCα2 = −iα1(

dα1

8
−

dβ1

8
√

3
) + iβ1(

dβ1

8
− dα1

8
√

3
)− iα2dα2

4
√

3
−

iβ2dβ2

4
√

3
+ i0∆(

dα1

8
− dα2

2
+

√
3dβ1

8
) (27)

C
n

∂

∂t
vDCβ2 = iα1(

dα1

8
√

3
−

dβ1

8
)− iβ1(

dα1

8
+

dβ1

8
√

3
) +

iα2dα2

4
√

3
+

iβ2dβ2

4
√

3
+ i0∆(

dβ1

8
−

dβ2

2
+

√
3dα1

8
) (28)
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C
n

∂

∂t
vDC0Y = d0Yi0∆ −

dα1iβ1√
3

+
dβ1iα1√

3
+

dα2iβ2√
3
−

dβ2iα2√
3

(29)

C
n

∂

∂t
vDC0∆ = dα1iα1 + dβ1iβ1 + dα2iα2 + dβ2iβ2 + d0∆i0∆ (30)

Note that the currents in port 2 are imposed by the control, and the currents in port
1 must be regulated so the active power in both ports is equal, discounting the converter
losses. By ensuring this, it is possible to regulate the total voltage (vDC0∆).

Considering this, the only variables left to regulate the other five DC voltages com-
ponents are the circulating current (i0∆) and the common mode voltage imposed by the
converter with the duty cycle d0Y.

From the αβ DC bus voltage equations, it is possible to define the following transfer
functions for the control of the DC voltages:

vDCα1(s)
i0∆(s)

=
nDα1

Cs
(31)

vDCβ1(s)
i0∆(s)

=
nDβ1

Cs
(32)

vDCα2(s)
i0∆(s)

=
nDα2

Cs
(33)

vDCβ2(s)
i0∆(s)

=
nDβ2

Cs
(34)

vDC0Y(s)
i0∆(s)

=
nD0Y

Cs
(35)

vDC0∆(s)
id1(s)

=
nDd1

Cs
(36)

It is important to note that the circulating current (i0∆) is responsible for controlling
all five differential DC voltage components (vDCα1, vDCβ1, vDCα2, vDCβ2, and vDC0∆). To
achieve this for each differential DC voltage component, the control must impose a circu-
lating current in the same frequency and in phase with its relative voltage; for example,
to control the vDCα1, the circulating current must have a component in phase with the
voltage vα1.

In Equation (29), it can be seen that the vDC0Y is dependent on the reactive power in
both ports of the converter, which means that the reactive power being processed in each
port will directly influence the balance of the DC buses. In other words, if the Hexverter
operates with reactive power, it will cause an imbalance in the DC buses that will need to
be compensated for.

4. Control

In this paper, the Hexverter is considered to be connected with two three-phase voltage
sources, with different characteristics in terms of voltage and frequency. This occurs in
applications such as the connection of two electrical grids or the connection of generators
with mains, mostly in the field of wind generation.

It is essential to note that the converter can also operate by controlling the output port
(P2) voltage if it is feeding a load, when the voltage is not imposed in the converter port by
an external source.

The converter has two main control loops, a faster internal loop that controls the
currents and an external slower loop that controls the DC bus sub-module voltages. Fur-
thermore, a power loop that generates the current reference for one port must be considered,
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for instance, an MPPT algorithm for a wind generator or a power-flow reference (active
and reactive power) for the connection between two electrical grids.

4.1. Current Control Loop

The current control loop is responsible for imposing the currents in the ports and the
circulating current in the converter (i0∆). It can be observed that there is no connection
between the two system neutrals, which implies that the current i0Y is always null since
there is no path to its flows.

For the ports, the control in dq coordinates is considered similar to any three-phase
converter where the current error is applied to a controller—a PI controller in this case.
Afterward, the decoupling is applied to the PI output, generating the reference for the
converter modulator.

To control the circulation, a PI controller is employed, the input being the current
reference subtracted from the i0∆ measured, and the output being the duty cycle d0∆.
Figure 4 depicts the control block diagram.
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Figure 4. Current control scheme for the Hexverter.

4.2. Voltage Control Loop

The voltage control loop regulates the voltages in the sub-module’s DC buses, generat-
ing the current reference for port 1 and the circulating current (i0∆). In this work, the current
reference for port 2, generated by the power flow reference algorithm, is already considered
to be known, so these currents are regulated by considering an imposed reference.

As previously stated, the voltage vDC0∆ is controlled by the P1 currents idP1 and iqP1,
idP1 being related to the active power and iqP1 being related to the reactive power.

The vDC0Y is controlled by imposing a v0Y value of voltage. In this work, the v0Y

imposed is equal to VP1
6 sin(ω1t) + VP2

6 sin(ω2t); this reduces the peak amplitude of the
voltage imposed by each converter arm allowing the DC bus voltage usage to be maximized.
The effective control of the vDC0Y is achieved by controlling the circulating current i0∆.

The remaining differential components of the DC bus voltage are controlled by adding
alternating components to the circulating current i0∆. Ideally, the current’s components
should be in phase with the voltage imposed by the converter; however, considering that
the phase shift between the converter and the load/feed is typically low, it is possible to
synchronize it with the ports’ voltage considering a small loss of performance.

The DC bus voltage control is presented in Figure 5, where it can be observed that this
control loop generates the references for the idP1 and i0∆ currents.
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Figure 5. Voltage control scheme for the Hexverter.

4.3. Converter Parameters and Control Design

For the proper operation of the converter, a suitable design of the converter parameters
(inductances and capacitances) and the controllers is required. Here, we present the design
guidelines employed in this work.

To calculate an appropriate value of grid inductance, the power flow equation between two
buses with a inductive transmission line is considered, which results in the following equation:

Lg =
|Vgrid

P1 ||Vconv
P1 |

2π fP1P
sin(δ) (37)

Considering that the grid voltage (Vgrid
P1 ) is approximately equal to the voltage imposed

by the converter (Vconv
P1 ) and assuming a small value for the lag (smaller than 5°), it is

possible to calculate the grid inductance with the converter power and the frequency
of operation.

The adopted circulating inductance (Lc) is 10% of the grid inductance.
In order to calculate the sub-module’s capacitance, the oscillating power in the arm is

considered, which results in the following equation to calculate the sub-module capacitance
with the desired voltage ripple:

CSM =
1

4πnVDC∆V

(
IP1VP1

fP1
+

IP2VP2

fP2

)
(38)

This equation considers the converter operating with the unit power factor in both ports;
thus, only the ripple from the double frequency of each port is considered. However, when the
converter operates with reactive power, an increase in the voltage ripple is observed, mainly
in the frequency equal to the difference of the two ports’ frequency (ω1 −ω2).

With the current and voltage transfer function, it is possible to design the current loop
control and voltage loop control, employing classical control theory to design the controllers.

It is important to consider that the most internal control loops (current control loops)
must have a faster response than the external control loops (voltage control loops).

In this paper, the phase-shift modulation is considered, and the duty cycle generated
by the current control is directly applied to the modulators that generate the pulse for each
respective arm sub-module, with each sub-module from the same arm being shifted by
360 degrees divided by the number of sub-modules per arm

(
360◦

n

)
.
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5. Experimental Results

To obtain the experimental results for the Hexverter, the OPAL-RT OP-5700 was
employed to emulate the converter. The HIL is responsible for emulating the Hexverter. The
control was implemented in a Cyclone V FPGA, as seen in the control board. The control
board samples the HIL’s analogs output and generates the PWM pulses to control the
Hexverter, which is being emulated in the HIL. The emulation system is shown in Figure 6.

Figure 6. A picture of the control board where the control strategy is implemented, and the HIL
OPAL-RT OP-5700, which is responsible for the real-time converter emulation.

The emulated converter is considered to be connected to two grids with different
frequencies, and the power flow is considered to be from port 1 to port 2. The converter
parameters are depicted in Table 1.

Table 1. Converter parameters specification.

Parameter Value

Port 1 frequency fg = 60 Hz
Port 1 voltage VP1 = 13.8 kVRMS

Port 2 frequency fg = 50 Hz
Port 2 voltage VP1 = 13.8 kVRMS

Switching frequency fs = 2000 Hz
DC sub-module voltage VDC = 4000 V
Number of sub-modules n = 6

Sub-module bus capacitance CSM = 500 µF
Grid line inductances Lg = 1.0 mH

Arm circulating inductances Lc = 100 µH

Here, we present the experimental results obtained with the FPGA-based control board
and the OPAL hardware-in-the-loop. The results considering the steady-state operation of
the converter are presented first, and the transient response performance is presented last.

5.1. Steady-State Operation

Figure 7 shows the voltages in the converter ports. It is possible to observe the three-
phase voltages that are imposed in the Hexverter ports.

Figure 8 shows the currents in the converter ports. It is possible to observe the three-
phase currents, which are regulated by the control, in the Hexverter ports.

The line currents in both ports can be observed, with a nominal value of 209 A and,
consequently, a nominal power of 5 MW.

Figure 9 shows one voltage and one current value from each port of the converter,
phase A from port 1 and phase R from port two. The active and apparent power per phase
(calculated from the phase voltage and line current product) are shown.
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Figure 7. Hexverter line voltages in both ports, where the 13.8 kV rms value is measured in both
ports, with a frequency of 60 Hz in port 1 and 50 Hz in port 2.

Figure 8. Hexverter line currents in both ports, where the 209 A rms value is measured in both ports,
with a frequency of 60 Hz in port 1 and 50 Hz in port 2.

Figure 9. Converter operation with 5 MW power: phase voltage and line current in phase A port 1
and phase R port 2, showing the apparent and active power per phase in each port.

It can be seen that the converter operates with nominal power (5 MW or 1.66 MW
per phase) and unit power factor in both ports, as evidenced by the apparent power being
approximately equal to the active power.

Figure 10 presents the DC bus voltage from four sub-modules from distinct converter
arms. It can be observed that all the sub-modules have approximately the same average
voltage (4 kV) and reduced ripple, as shown in detail in Figure 11.
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Figure 10. Sub-module DC voltage from four different converter arms.

The sub-module DC voltage ripple is relative to the single-phase power processed by
the Hexverter’s arms, being basically composed by the frequencies ω1 −ω2, 2ω2, 2ω1, and
ω1 + ω2.

Figure 11. Sub-module DC voltage ripple from four different converter arms, showing only the
voltage alternating components.

The synthesized arm voltages are presented in Figure 12, where the voltages of arm 1
and arm 2 are shown, as well as their sum, which is the VAB line voltage.

Figure 12. Voltages synthesized by two adjacent Hexverter arms. The sum of both results in the line
voltage imposed by the converter.

It can be noted that the maximum voltage imposed by the converter arm is equal
to 5VDC. This reduction of one level is achieved by the third harmonic injection in the
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modulation. Without the third harmonic, it would be necessary to use all six levels to
achieve the peak voltage demanded to control the port’s currents.

Figure 13 shows the Hexverter circulating current for the converter, operating with
unit power factor in both ports. In this particular case, the circulating current is relatively
small since the imbalance comes from the grid imbalance and deviation of the converter
parameters due to the tolerance of the components.

Figure 13. Circulating current in the Hexverter, with the unity power factor in both ports.

In an operating situation with reactive power in one port, the circulating current
would increase significantly. In this case, the current circulation in the converter could
be reduced by increasing the common mode voltage level (third harmonic). However, to
increase the common mode voltage, it would be necessary to increase the total DC bus
voltage and eventually have more sub-modules per arm, leading to an over-dimensioned
DC bus.

The operation with reactive power is presented in the following figures. It is considered
a power factor of 0.9 in port 2, while port 1 operates with a unit power factor.

Figure 14 presents the voltage and currents from phase A (port 1) and phase R (port 2).

Figure 14. Converter operation with 5 MVA apparent power in port 2 with cos(φ) = 0.9, and port 1
with 4.5 MW and the unit power factor.

A leading current can be observed in phase R, while the current in phase A is in phase
with the voltage.

In this case, as the converter processes reactive power, there is an imbalance in the com-
mon mode voltage (V0Y), which is compensated for by increasing the converter circulating
current, as depicted in Figure 15.
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Figure 15. Circulating current for the converter while processing reactive power.

As the common mode voltage is fixed to achieve the minimum DC bus voltage
necessary to synthesize the line voltage, a significant increase is implied in the circulating
current (i0∆) to provide balance for the DC buses.

The processing of reactive power also increases the interaction between current and
voltage from different ports, which increases the sub-module’s DC bus ripple, mainly in
the frequency (ω1 −ω2), due to the increase in the oscillating power in this frequency in
the arm, as shown in Figure 16.

Figure 16. DC voltages from four different sub-modules, considering the operation with reactive
power.

5.2. Transient Response

The transient response of the converter to a step in the current reference in port 2 is
presented in Figure 17. It can be seen that the converter can achieve a fast current transient
response. At the same time, the voltage loop has a slower response.

Figure 18 shows the DC voltages from the converter arms, without the average component.
It can be observed that the voltage is maintained after the transient response. It can also

be observed that the ripple increases with the increase in power processed by the converter.
In addition, the control transient response was observed for the converter soft start

with a ramp response for port 2. Figure 19 shows the transient response of the port 1 and
port 2 currents for the ramp response range from 0% to 100% of power injected into port 2.
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Figure 17. Transient response showing the port currents for a step from 50% to 100% in the power
injected in port 2 of the converter.

Figure 18. Transient response showing the DC bus voltages for a step from 50% to 100% in the power
injected in the port 2 of the converter.

Figure 19. Transient response showing the port currents for a ramp from 0% to 100% of power
injected into port 2 of the converter.

The DC bus voltages for the ramp transient response are presented in Figure 20.
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Figure 20. Transient response showing the arms DC voltages for a ramp from 0% to 100% of power
injected into port 2 of the converter.

In this case, the sub-modules’ DC voltages present a source of constant error during
the transient response, achieving voltage regulation after the current in the port reaches its
nominal value.

6. Conclusions

This paper presents a modular multilevel AC–AC converter modeled in a synchronous
reference frame. The converter transfer functions were obtained, and a control scheme was
proposed by employing classic control techniques.

A control strategy was proposed that regulates the currents in both converter ports
as well as the circulating current and the DC sub-module bus. The control was validated
by real-time emulation, employing the OP-5700 OPAL-RT real-time emulator, providing
suitable results. The converter regulated the port currents with reduced harmonic distortion
and also regulated the DC bus voltages.

As observed in the experimental results, the injection of the third harmonic allowed
the DC bus usage to be maximized. This is an interesting aspect of the control, which allows
the total DC bus voltage level to be reduced, or the converter redundancy to be increased,
allowing the converter to operate with n− 1 sub-modules.

On the other hand, choosing the third harmonic injection to be 1/6 of the voltage
amplitude implies the need for a high level of circulating current when the converter
operates with different levels of reactive power between the two ports. This might be a
limiting characteristic when using the converter in applications such as motor drives.

This could be observed when comparing the circulating currents of the converter
operating with unit power factor in both powers (which presented a value of approximately
1% of the arm current). Meanwhile, when the converter operates by processing reactive
power (cos(φ) = 0.9), the circulating current increases to the same level as that of the
converter line voltage.

The proposed control strategy is suitable for the operation of a converter with unit
power factor in both ports; however, some modifications will eventually be necessary if
operation with reactive power processing is considered. Increasing the third harmonic
injection would represent a trade-off between the necessary bus voltage and the circulating
current amplitude, depending on the reactive power that is processed by the converter.

The main contribution of this paper is the proposal and modeling of a simple Hexverter
control strategy with a control scheme for the converter’s proper operation, allowing the
design of controllers with classical control theory, which is widely known and is employed
in various applications. The Hexverter is suitable in most high-power medium-voltage
applications, such as wind power generation, medium-voltage motor drives, or connections
between two electrical grids with different frequencies.
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