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Abstract: Overvoltage and overcurrent resulting from various faults cause instability in Doubly Fed
Induction Generator (DFIG)-based wind turbines connected to a grid. The grid code requirement
must be met during faults to minimize the effect of these problems. Low Voltage Ride Through
(LVRT) capability is used to meet the grid code requirement. It is important to use coordinate
control for transient states in LVRT capability. This study aimed to improve the stator dynamics for
ease of calculation and the rotor dynamic model by damping oscillations caused by balanced and
unbalanced faults on the grid side. For this, electromotive force (emf) models were developed for
stator and rotor dynamic modeling. Furthermore, for the coordinate control of the DFIG, models were
developed for a lookup-table-based supercapacitor and a decoupled Static Synchronous Compensator
(STATCOM). Using these models, analyses of three-phase and two-phase faults were conducted.
Following different balanced and unbalanced faults within the grid, the system was stabilized in a
short time, and the oscillations occurring during the faults were quickly damped using the LVRT
models developed in this study.
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1. Introduction

Recently, using renewable energy sources has become very important due to the
depletion of fossil fuels and the increment in their prices. The use of wind energy, in partic-
ular, is popular today. Among the generators used to convert wind energy into electrical
energy, the Doubly Fed Induction Generator (DFIG) has some advantages compared to
others. Among the most important of these are their good power and torque characteristics.
However, the operation of a DFIG depends on the grid and is highly affected by faults.
Various models for Low Voltage Ride Through (LVRT) capability have been proposed
in the literature to overcome these problems. The rotor current dynamic models have
been developed for LVRT capability in DFIGs to demonstrate the impact of voltage drop
at different levels. These models were observed to compensate for voltage dips in the
system response pre-fault and post-fault [1,2]. The active–passive compensator models
are developed to fulfill the grid connection criteria of the DFIG for adding wind energy
to power plants. These models used to improve the LVRT capability of DFIGs during
balanced and unbalanced faults effectively control the rotor side converter (RSC) [3,4].
The order sliding mode model is used against the imbalance in frequency changes and
voltage dips that occur during the connection of DFIG to the grid. In DFIGs, using the
LVRT order sliding mode model eliminates mechanical stress [5,6]. Furthermore, since
DFIGs are affected by balanced and unbalanced faults on the grid side, using flux control
for the RSC is critical to LVRT capability. In DFIGs, the system stability after faults has been
improved quickly using the new flux control monitoring and real damping flux support
methods. In addition, these control methods are effective in damping inrush currents [7–9].
A different impact of the grid voltage dip is seen in rotor voltage. To eliminate inrush
currents that occur during various grid-side problems, DFIG rotor voltage dynamic models
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are preferred, and as a result, the RSC provides a successful operating performance [10,11].
In case of grid-side unbalanced faults, reference current control is performed in the RSC
circuit to increase the LVRT capability in the DFIG. For this, improvements are made with
the positive–negative components. With the development of both sequential circuit models,
effective results have been obtained in unbalanced fault analyses [12,13]. Demagnetiza-
tion control is one of the other significant methods frequently used in DFIG to minimize
the inrush current effect in balanced and unbalanced faults. Due to the demagnetization
control developed based on the reference current control, the system’s stability is ensured
in a short time, and the oscillations in the parameters are damped in the balanced and
unbalanced faults occurring on the grid side [14–16]. In cases where the wind speed is
inadequate or very low, the DFIG disconnects from the grid. A crowbar unit is used to solve
various problems that emerge during disconnection from the grid; however, these units
may be insufficient from time to time. To eliminate this problem, varied crowbar protection
units have been preferred, and the oscillations in the system parameters have been mini-
mized [17,18]. In addition to the development of crowbar protection in DFIG, crowbar-less
design is carried out concerning various balanced and unbalanced faults on the network
side in some studies. The virtual resistance unit is widely preferred in crowbar-less design.
With the use of virtual resistance, overvoltage currents can be minimized [19–21]. Apart
from the RSC circuit of the DFIG, various control models are used in the grid side converter
(GSC) circuit to improve system stability. Different rates of wind speed cause fluctuations in
the active power of the DFIG and the voltage at the connection point and impair the LVRT
capability. Therefore, various DC link control models are developed in the GSC circuit of
the DFIG. In the case of overcurrent and overvoltage, DC link control models are effective
against various voltage dips [22–24]. Energy storage system (ESS) elements are used in
DFIGs to improve LVRT capability in steady and transient states. A supercapacitor and
battery are effective in providing smooth active power in the DFIG as well as providing
superior transient performance and damping oscillations [25–27]. Ensuring reactive power
control in DFIGs is another important issue of LVRT capability. Flexible AC Transmission
System (FACTS) elements are used to provide reactive power control in grid-connected
wind turbines. These FACTS elements are used to provide reactive power control in grid-
connected wind turbines. The Static Synchronous Compensator (STATCOM), one of the
FACTS devices based on power electronics, performs voltage and angle control at the
connection point according to the reactive power state of the system [28–30]. The different
analytical approaches shown in the literature studies are given above. These studies have
improved various control models for LVRT capability in the RSC and GSC circuits of DFIGs.
However, the system’s reaction in terms of DFIG stability and oscillation during occasional
balanced and unbalanced faults is considered an important issue that will contribute to
the literature. Moreover, this study differs from others in the literature in ensuring the
simultaneous coordination of the RSC and GSC in DFIG circuits during different balanced
and unbalanced fault times. The models developed for this study provided effective results
in terms of stability and damping of oscillations compared to the conventional model.
The main literature contributions of the present study can be listed as follows:

1. In references [3] and [4], the rotor emf model ensures system stability for transients.
However, the developed model may be insufficient in terms of simulation study
performance. To eliminate this situation, both the stator emf model and the rotor emf
model were developed in this study.

2. Besides the dynamic model developed in the RSC circuit of the DFIG, lookup-table-
based supercapacitor modeling has been developed for transient in the GSC circuit of
the DFIG. Lookup-table-based supercapacitor modeling for balanced and unbalanced
faults has been developed based on the voltage–capacity curve.

3. Decoupled based STATCOM model has been developed with respect to balanced and
unbalanced transient situations for bus voltage control in grid-connected DFIG.

4. In order to see the effects of oscillations in the system, comparisons of balanced and
unbalanced faults at different times were made in this study.
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The remaining part of the present paper is organized as follows: stator–rotor modeling
developed in DFIGs is given in Section 2. Section 3 investigates the development of
a lookup-table-based supercapacitor model part. Section 4 consists of the STATCOM
part of decoupled model development. The control of DFIG-based wind turbines with
supercapacitor and STATCOM is given in detail in Section 5. The simulation study and
its results are given in Sections 6 and 7, respectively. Finally, conclusions are shown in
Section 8.

2. Stator–Rotor Modeling Developed in DFIGs

In recent years, studies on the improvement of LVRT capability are becoming popular.
With the integration of wind turbines in complex power systems, meeting some criteria is
necessary. These criteria are known as grid code requirements. Each country has a defined
grid code requirement for the integration of wind turbines into the grid in recent years.
According to the grids, the LVRT capability should be ensured in wind turbines for the
grid code requirement. To ensure LVRT capability, it is necessary that inrush currents
occur during the activation and deactivation of wind turbines, particularly at low and high
wind speeds, and the currents–voltages in faults should remain within certain limits on the
grid side. Overcurrent voltages at the junction points of wind turbines can result in many
significant problems for the systems. To overcome these problems, various LVRT capability
strategies are used in DFIG. Accordingly, it is initially aimed to develop the stator–rotor emf
model in the present paper. The reason for using stator–rotor dynamics is to improve the
simulation program’s performance and dampen oscillations during faults. Supercapacitor
and STATCOM models have been developed for system instability in the occurrence of
faults on the system, controlling smooth active power at a short time, and bus voltage
compensation. These models synchronously work, and stator–rotor dynamic modeling
development is conducted in DFIG. The circuit model of the DFIG is shown in Figure 1.
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Figure 1. Circuit model of DFIG.

The DFIG comprises the RSC, GSC, crowbar unit, and gearbox. The RSC controls the
active–reactive power in the DFIG, while the GSC balances the DC link voltage of the DFIG
depending on reactive power compensation. The d-q axis stator and rotor models were
developed under the synchronous reference frame of the DFIG. Per Unit (p.u.) was used in
these mathematical models because it facilitates the calculation of system parameters. The
DFIG d-q axis voltage and flux calculations are shown in Equations (1)–(4):[

vds
vqs

]
=

[
Rs 0
0 Rs

][
ids
iqs

]
+ ws

[
0 −1
1 0

][
λds
λqs

]
+

[ .
λds.
λqs

]
(1)

[
vdr
vqr

]
=

[
Rr 0
0 Rr

][
idr
iqr

]
+ sws

[
0 −1
1 0

][
λdr
λqr

]
+

[ .
λdr.
λqr

]
(2)
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[
λds
λqs

]
=

[
Ls + Lm 0

0 Ls + Lm

][
ids
iqs

]
+

[
Lm 0
0 Lm

][
idr
iqr

]
(3)[

λdr
λqr

]
=

[
Lm 0
0 Lm

][
ids
iqs

]
+

[
Lr + Lm 0

0 Lr + Lm

][
idr
iqr

]
(4)

where vds , vqs ,vdr , vqr: d-q-axes are the stator and rotor voltages; λds, λqs, λdr, λqr: d-q axes
are the stator and rotor magnetizing fluxes; ids, iqs, idr, iqr: d-q axes are the stator and rotor
currents; ed, eq: d-q axes are the stator source voltages; ws: synchronous speed; s: slip; and
Rs, Rr are the stator and rotor resistances [31–33]. If the d-q axis stator current is disregarded
in Equation (3), Equation (5) is obtained.[

ids
iqs

]
=

[
λds
λqs

]
−
[

Lm
Ls+Lm

0
0 Lm

Ls+Lm

][
idr
iqr

]
(5)

Equation (6) is obtained by taking the derivative of the DFIG d-q axis stator current.[ .
ids
i .
qs

]
=

[
1

Ls+Lm
0

0 1
Ls+Lm

][ .
λds.
λqs

]
−
[

Lm
Ls+Lm

0
0 Lm

Ls+Lm

][ .
idr.
iqr

]
(6)

Accordingly, obtaining the stator emf model expression is shown in Equation (7).[
ed
eq

]
=

Lm

Ls + Lm

{[
vdr
vqr

]
+

[
0 ws
−ws 0

][
λds
λqs

]
+

[
0 −sws

sws 0

][
λds
λqs

]}
(7)

In DFIGs, the d-q axis stator emf model is formed by disregarding the stator flux
derivatives depending on the voltage source and transient reactance. For the stator emf
model, if the rotor d-q axis currents are disregarded in Equation (4), Equation (8) is obtained.[

idr
iqr

]
=

[
1

Lm+Lr
0

0 1
Lm+Lr

][
λdr
λqr

]
−
[

Lm
Lm+Lr

0
0 Lm

Lm+Lr

][
ids
iqs

]
(8)

The stator transient and steady-state reactance expressions used for the stator emf
model are given in Equations (9) and (10).

X′ = ws

(
(Lm + Ls)−

L2
m

Lm + Lr

)
(9)

X = ws(Lm + Ls) (10)

Ignoring the d-q axis stator flux derivatives in Equation (1), the stator emf expression
is formed and shown in Equation (11).[

vds
vqs

]
=

[
Rs 0
0 Rs

][
ids
iqs

]
+

[
0 −X′

X′ 0

][
ids
iqs

]
+

[
0 1
−1 0

][
ed
eq

]
(11)

To obtain the stator emf model, the stator flux and stator emf derived expressions are
given in Equations (12) and (13):[

λds
λqs

]
=

[
X′ 0
0 X′

][
ids
iqs

]
+

[
0 1
−1 0

][
ed
eq

]
(12)

[ .
ed.
eq

]
= − 1

T0

{[
ed
eq

]
±
[

0 X− X′

X− X′ 0

][
ids
iqs

]}
± ws

[
0 s
s 0

][
ed
eq

]
± ws

[
0 Lm

Lss
Lm
Lss

0

][
vdr
vqr

]
(13)

where ed and eq are the stator d-q axis source voltages, respectively. In the stator emf model,
the transient open-time constant is shown in Equation (14).
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T0 =
Lr + Lm

Rr
(14)

This study aimed to provide dynamic control of the RSC circuits by creating a voltage
source on the rotor axis and disregarding stator flux changes. The d-q axis stator voltage
expression obtained by disregarding the flux derivatives in the stator emf model is shown
in Equation (15). [

vds
vqs

]
=

[
Rs 0
0 Rs

][
ids
iqs

]
+ ws

[
0 −1
1 0

][
λds
λqs

]
(15)

The addition of Equation (4) to Equation (2) in the rotor model yields the d-q axis rotor
current expression in Equation (16).[

vdr
vqr

]
=

[
Rr 0
0 Rr

][
idr
iqr

]
+

[
0 −sws

sws 0

][
Lm + Lr 0

0 Lm + Lr

][
idr
iqr

]
+

[
Lm 0
0 Lm

][
ids
iqs

]
+

[
Lm + Lr 0

0 Lm + Lr

][ .
idr.
iqr

]
+

[
Lm 0
0 Lm

][ .
ids.
iqs

] (16)

If the d-q axis stator currents are disregarded in Equation (3), the new d-q axis stator
current expression is shown in Equation (17).[

ids
iqs

]
=

[
1

Ls+Lm
0

0 1
Ls+Lm

][
λds
λqs

]
−
[

Lm
Ls+Lm

0
0 Lm

Ls+Lm

][
idr
iqr

]
(17)

By disregarding the stator voltage and stator resistance of the DFIG d-q axis, the rotor
voltage source expression of the rotor emf model is obtained as in Equation (18).[

Ed
Eq

]
=

[
0 − sws Lm

Ls+Lm
sws Lm
Ls+Lm

0

][
λds
λqs

]
(18)

The angular speed is constant for the voltage dip behavior in rotor dynamics and
the ratio of stator linkage flux during normal operation. Nevertheless, the angular speed
changes in the transient state. Properly, the basic flux principle, a voltage dip in the terminal
voltage of the DFIG does not change the linkage flux. Thus, the stator linkage flux ratio in a
three-phase voltage dip produces a DC element. These DC elements are seen as oscillators
in the synchronous reference frame during the transfer. Furthermore, the DC elements
are also used as stator transient time constants. The stator linkage flux change during the
voltage dip of the synchronous reference frame is expressed in Equation (19).

λsdq0 =

{
λsdq0

∼= vsdq0
ws

λsdq2 + (λsdq0 − λsdq2)e−σte−wst

}
(19)

The rotor emf expression before and during the transient state of the rotor dynamic
modeling is shown in Equation (20):

Esdq0 =

{
Lm
Lss

sλsdq0
Lm
Lss

sλsdq2 − Lm
Lss

(1− s)(λsdq0 − λsdq2)e−σte−wst

}
(20)

where λsdq0 is the steady-state stator linkage flux, λsdq2 the transient state stator linkage
flux, vsdq0 the steady-state stator d-q axis voltage, t the time, and σ the stator flux damping
coefficient. The expression of the stator flux damping coefficient is given in Equation (21).

σ = 1− Lm

LsLr
(21)
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In Equation (19), the first line of the parenthesis represents the stator linkage flux pre-
transient state, while the second line represents the stator linkage flux after the transient
state. The stator linkage flux is shown in two parts: before and after the voltage dip.
The rotor d-q axis voltage controls these parts. In part 1 of Equation (20), the rotor Edq
voltage during the transient state is controlled by the (Lm/Lss)sλsdq0 due to the small slip ratio.
Part 2 of Equation (20) protects the RSC circuit from overcurrent and prolonged instability.

3. Development of a Lookup-Table-Based Supercapacitor Model

With the addition of a supercapacitor to the DC bus, the GSC is used as an active
power source. The supercapacitor can be connected to the DC bus via an interface. The use
of a supercapacitor in a DFIG is shown in Figure 2.
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As shown in Figure 2, the supercapacitor is connected to the DC bus via the RSC
and GSC. In this topology, the supercapacitor regulates generator output power via the
GSC [34]. This regulation allows the supercapacitor to adjust the DC bus voltage between 0
and 100%. In the supercapacitor design, power values are divided into specific proportions;
the grid supplies 20% of the power, while the input torque of the DFIG supplies 80%. In the
developed supercapacitor model, the voltage–capacity relationship was utilized. In the
lookup table block used in the supercapacitor, supercapacitor modeling was developed
with the voltage–capacity relation according to the power required by the DFIG. The
energy expressions of the lookup-table-based supercapacitor in the DFIG are shown in
Equations (22)–(24):

EEDS = 0.2Pnominalt (22)

EEDS =
1
2

Csupercapacitor(V2
max −V2

min) (23)

Csupercapacitor =
0.4Pnominalt

(V2
max −V2

min)
(24)

where, EEDS is the amount of stored energy, Pnominal is the nominal power, t is stand for the
time to activate the supercapacitors, Csupercapacitor is the supercapacitor capacity, and Vmax
and Vmin are the maximum voltage and the minimum voltage, respectively. The nominal
power value for energy storage may vary according to the system. The basic circuit model
of the supercapacitor used in this study is shown in Figure 3.
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Since the circuit is more conceptual than an actual functional circuit, capacitor control
and switching are not seen. Nonlinear capacity elements are used to adjust the voltage
in the supercapacitor. The capacity of this circuit element depends on the voltage. This
is provided with a lookup table. The C capacitor plays an important role in the model
study. This capacitor controls the charge in the circuit. It monitors energy levels and
energy storage parts depending on the capacity change. The R2 resistance is connected
in parallel with the capacitor to control the charge and discharge effect. The R1 resistance
monitors losses in the system during charging and discharging. The R3 resistance protects
the supercapacitor against overvoltage. The voltage adjustment of the supercapacitor needs
to be performed very precisely. Otherwise, harmful situations are likely to occur. Therefore,
a low-power capacitor is generally used for different voltages. The Rp resistance and the
Cp capacitor control the dynamic behavior of the supercapacitor very quickly. In order to
ensure the connection of the supercapacitor to the DC bus at an equal voltage, a buck-boost
converter circuit is used [35]. The derivative expression according to the time of the output
voltage in the buck-boost converter circuit is shown in Equation (24).

du0

dt
=

1
C0

[
(1− D)iL −

u0

R0

]
(25)

The derivative expression according to the time of the coil current in the buck-boost
converter circuit is shown in Equation (26).

diL
dt

=
1
L
[uD − (1− D)u0] (26)

The steady-state analysis of the output voltage and coil current of the buck-boost
converter circuit is shown in Equation (27):[ .

iL.
u0

]
=

[
0 −(1− D) 1

L
(1− D) 1

C0
1

−RC0

][
iL
u0

]
+

[ 1
L
0

]
uD (27)

where u0 is the output voltage of the buck-boost converter circuit, IL is the coil current
buck-boost converter circuit, D is the duty cycle, and R0, L and C0 are the resistance, coil
and capacitor, respectively.

4. Decoupled Model Development in STATCOM

The STATCOM is a FACTS device connected in parallel to the bus. It is based on
power electronics and provides angle, voltage, and active–reactive power control in the
system [36]. The STATCOM equivalent circuit modeling is shown in Figure 4.
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The voltage source converter (VSC) is modeled as a controllable voltage source.
In STATCOM, the dynamic voltage–current relationship in the transformer is given in
Equation (28), while the d-q axis representation of the STATCOM current is given in
Equation (29).

Lst

[
dIstd

dt
dIstq

dt

]
+ Rst

[
Istd
Istq

]
= Vst −Vs (28)

[
dIstd

dt
dIstq

dt

]
= w0

[
(− Rst

Lst
Istd +

w
w0

Istq +
mVdc

Lst
cos(α + θs)− Vs

Lst
cos θs)

(− w
w0

Istd − Rst
Lst

Istq +
mVdc

Lst
sin(α + θs)− Vs

Lst
sin θs)

]
(29)

Where vs. is the bus voltage, Vst is the VSC output voltage of the STATCOM, Istd
and Istq are the d-axis and q-axis STATCOM currents, respectively, Rst is the STATCOM
transformer resistance, Lst is the STATCOM transformer reactance, θs is the bus voltage
angle, α is the VSC output voltage angle, w is the frequency-dependent angular speed, w0
is the source angular speed, and m is the modulation index.

With the expression shown in Equation (29), the components of the STATCOM are
shown in two different d-q axes. In this study, the active–reactive power control STATCOM
model was developed with a decoupled model. In STATCOM, a continuous operation
mode is started when there is a change in the generator output voltage and output voltage
angle. The STATCOM continuous operation mode can be provided by using a decoupled
model. In the decoupled model of STATCOM, the active and reactive power equations in
the initial state are shown in Equation (30):[

Pst
Qst

]
= Vst Istd

[
cos θs
sin θs

]
±Vst Istq

[
sin θs
cos θs

]
(30)

where Pst and Qst are the STATCOM active power and reactive power, respectively. The
new d-q axis current transformation obtained with the decoupled model in STATCOM is
shown in Equation (31). [

Inew
std

Inew
stq

]
= Ist

[
cos θs
sin θs

]
+ Istq

[
sin θs
cos θs

]
(31)
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In the decoupled model of Equation (31), the new d-q axis current transformation and
the new state of STATCOM active–reactive power are shown in Equation (32).[

Pst
Qst

]
= Vst

[
Inew
std

Inew
stq

]
(32)

Depending on the new d-q axis currents, the active–reactive powers of STATCOM
can be controlled. The redefined states of the new d-q axis currents, the expressions of
the excitation control variables, the modulation index, the inverter output angle, and the
inverter output angle are shown in Equations (33) and (34):[ dInew

std
dt

dInew
stq
dt

]
= w0

[
(− Rst

Lst
Inew
std )

(− Rst
Lst

Inew
stq )

]
+ w0

[
w
w0

Inew
stq + mVdc

Lst
cos α− Vs

Lst

− w
w0

Inew
stq + mVdc

Lst
sin α

]
(33)

[
ud
uq

]
=
√

u2
d + u2

q

[
cos(tan−1(

uq
ud
))

sin(tan−1(
uq
ud
))

]
=

Lst

w0

[
(r1 − wInew

stq ) + Vs
Lst
w0

(r2 − wInew
std )

]
(34)

where r1 and r2 are the d-q axis current excitation values, and ud and uq are the new
modulation index and new bus voltage angle value of the q axis, respectively.

5. Control of DFIG-Based Wind Turbines with Supercapacitor and STATCOM

The coordinate control model obtained by the development of the DFIG stator–rotor
emf, lookup-table-based supercapacitor, and decoupled STATCOM models is shown
in Figure 5.
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COM Modeling. 
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This coordinate control was developed to provide stator–rotor dynamics to stabilize
the system quickly during balanced and unbalanced faults. In contrast, the supercapacitor
and STATCOM models were developed to provide active–reactive power control in the
system. For this, the emf voltage source was used primarily in both stator and rotor circuits.
The stator improves the performance of the emf simulation operation; furthermore, with the
rotor emf, overvoltages and overcurrents are damped in a short time. The supercapacitor
model was used to provide active power control in the DFIG. Here, the supercapacitor
model was improved using the lookup table depending on the voltage–capacity relation-
ship. The voltage value increases in the capacity–voltage curve of the supercapacitor,
and the capacity value increases. Depending on this curve, a capacity selection process
suitable for 1200 V DC voltage was performed in the simulation system. As the voltage
produced in the supercapacitor was to be equal to the DC voltage value, a buck-boost
converter circuit was needed. In the buck-boost circuit, a resistor, coil, and capacitor were
used. The resistance value was determined in the simulation study depending on the
charge state of the supercapacitor. The output voltage in the buck-boost circuit was equal
to the 1200 V DC voltage. Since the three-phase and two-phase fault periods were 0.58–0.68,
0.58–0.73, and 0.58–0.78 s, the supercapacitor was charged in 0.5 s in the simulation study.
The supercapacitor was switched on and off with a switching element between 0.5 and 5 s.
The STATCOM was used for reactive power control in the DFIG system. With decoupled
control, STATCOM’s modulation index and the bus voltage angle effectively reduced the
transient effect. Moreover, active–reactive power flow control between the line and bus
with the decoupled STATCOM was successfully performed in this study.

6. Simulation Study

This study was carried out in MATLAB/SIMULINK environment. The test system
modeled a 2.3 MW grid-connected DFIG-based wind turbine, as shown in Figure 6.
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Figure 6. Test System.

DFIG output voltage was 0.69 kV. For the 34.5 kV system connection of the DFIG,
a 2.6 MVA 0.69 kV Y/34.5 kV ∆ transformer was used. For this study, the saturation of
the transformers was disregarded. The distance between the DFIG and the 34.5 kV grid
was 1 km. In this study, the wind speed for the wind turbine was considered to be 8 m/s.
The short circuit power of the grid was taken as 2500 MVA and the X/R ratio as 7. The
STATCOM power selected for this system was 10 MVA. In the buck-boost converter circuit
of the supercapacitor, a resistance of 160 ohm, an inductance of 1 mH, and a capacitor value
of 0.5 µF were selected [33]. In this test system, three-phase and two-phase faults occurred
in the 34.5 kV bus. Both fault analyses included different fault time intervals, which were
selected as 0.58–0.68, 0.58–0.73, and 0.58–0.78 s. The basic parameter list used in the wind
turbine is given in Table 1.
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Table 1. The basic parameter list used in the wind turbine.

Parameters Value

Power 2.3 MW
Constant wind speed 8 m/s

Coefficient at rated wind speed 0.73
Operating rotational speed range 6–9.6 rpm

Maximum pitch angle 45 deg

7. Simulation Study Results

In addition to the development of stator and rotor dynamic models in a DFIG, the
use of a supercapacitor and STATCOM provided coordinate control of the system during
balanced and unbalanced faults. First, three-phase faults occurred in the 34.5 kV bus. The
three-phase faults occurred for 0.58–0.68, 0.58–0.73, and 0.58–0.78 s. The changes in the
34.5 kV bus voltage and DFIG parameters during the three-phase faults lasting for the three
different periods were investigated.

The simulation results of the conventional and developed coordinate control models
were obtained separately. The comparisons of the results for the three-phase faults are
shown in Figures 7 and 8.

As can be seen in Figure 7, the conventional DFIG model operation was unstable
during the three-phase faults lasting for different periods. However, Figure 8 shows that
the developed coordinate control model stabilized the system in a short time. In both
cases, the oscillations that occurred during the fault interval of 200 ms were greater than
during the 100 ms or 150 ms fault times. With the conventional DFIG model used during
the three-phase faults, the 34.5 kV bus voltage had become stable in 0.71, 0.76, and 0.81 s,
respectively; the DFIG output voltage in 0.72, 0.77, and 0.82 s; the angular speed in 5.8, 6
and 6.5 s; the electrical torque in 5.8, 6 and 6.5 s; and the d-q axis stator current variations in
6.5, 6.7 and 7.2 s. The maximum and minimum oscillation interval values of the parameters
used in the system were found to be 0–1.15 p.u. for the 34.5 kV bus voltage; 0.1–1.3 p.u. for
the DFIG output voltage; 1–1.45 p.u. for the angular speed; −3.8–6 p.u. for the electrical
torque; −2.5–2.8 p.u. for the d-axis stator current variations; and −1.3–1.2 p.u. for the
q-axis stator current variations. It was determined that the system had become stable in a
short time in the developed model during the three-phase faults lasting for three different
periods. With the developed model, the results showed that the 34.5 kV bus voltage had
become stable in 0.7, 0.75, and 0.8 s, respectively; the DFIG output voltage in 0.71, 0.76,
and 0.81 s; the angular speed in 3.5, 3.6, and 3.7 s; the electrical torque in 3.6, 3.7, and 3.8 s;
and the d-q axis stator current variations in 3.9, 4, and 4.1 s. The maximum and minimum
oscillation interval values of the parameters used in the system were revealed as 0–1.15 p.u.
for the 34.5 kV bus voltage; 0.1–1.25 p.u. for the DFIG output voltage; 0.99–1 p.u. for the
angular speed; −0.03–0.25 p.u. for the electrical torque; −0.025–0.18 p.u. for the d-axis
stator current variations; and −0.01–0.01 p.u. for the q-axis stator current variations.

In the simulation study, two-phase faults were selected from unbalanced faults. In this
scenario, as in the first analysis approach, two-phase faults lasting for three different time
periods were examined. In the second analysis, fault times were selected as 0.58–0.68,
0.58–0.73, and 0.58–0.78 s. The two-phase faults results that occurred in the 34.5 kV bus are
given in Figures 9 and 10.
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System oscillations decreased when the two-phase faults occurred in the system
(Figure 9) compared to those occurring during the three-phase faults. In both the conven-
tional and the developed models, the oscillations occurring during the two-phase fault
interval of 200 ms were greater than for the 100 ms or 150 ms intervals. In the two-phase
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faults occurring for 0.58–0.68, 0.58–0,73, and 0.58–0.78 s, the 34.5 kV bus voltage had
become stable in 0.75, 0.77, and 0.8 s, respectively; the DFIG output voltage in 0.78, 0.8,
and 0.83 s; the angular speed in 6.4, 6.7, and 7 s; the electrical torque in 6.5, 6.8, and 7.1 s;
and the d-q axis stator current variations in 6.2, 6.5, and 6.8 s. The maximum and minimum
oscillation interval values of the parameters used in the system were 0.25–1.45 p.u. for
the 34.5 kV bus voltage; 0–2 p.u. for the DFIG output voltage; 1–1.02 p.u. for the angular
speed; −0.58–0.76 p.u. for the electrical torque; −0.38–0.44 p.u. for the d-axis stator current
variations; and −0.22–0.19 p.u. for the q-axis stator current variations. For the two-phase
faults lasting for intervals of 0.58–0.68, 0.58–0.73, and 0.58–0.78 s, it was determined that the
system had become stable quickly in the developed model using the developed stator–rotor
emf, lookup-table-based supercapacitor and decoupled STATCOM models. The results
given in Figure 10 show that the 34.5 kV bus voltage had become stable in 0.69, 0.74, and
0.79 s, respectively; DFIG output voltage in 0.7, 0.75, and 0.8 s; angular speed in 3.6, 3.7,
and 3.8 s; electrical torque in 3.3, 3.4, and 3.5 s; and d-q axis stator current variations in 3.3,
3.4, and 3.5 s. The maximum and minimum oscillation interval values of the parameters
used in the system were 0.63–1.08 p.u. for the 34.5 kV bus voltage; 0.6–1.1 p.u. for the DFIG
output voltage; 0.992–1 p.u. for the angular speed; 0–0.18 p.u. for the electrical torque;
−0.25–0.166 p.u. for the d-axis stator current variations; and −0.082–0.016 p.u. for the
q-axis stator current variations.

8. Conclusions

Various theoretical studies for DFIG balanced and unbalanced faults have aimed to
quickly stabilize the system and eliminate oscillations. In this study, a stator–rotor emf
model developed in the RSC circuit of a DFIG, a lookup-table-based supercapacitor model
developed in the GSC circuit of the DFIG, and a decoupled STATCOM model in connection
point with a grid of the DFIG-based wind turbine were used for the analysis of three-phase
and two-phase faults lasting for different periods. The results obtained in the developed
models are given below.

1. With the development of the stator dynamic model, the performance of the simulation
study increased, while the system oscillations and the time to reach the system’s
stability decreased with the rotor dynamic model.

2. With the supercapacitor model, which was developed based on the lookup table,
both smooth power output and appropriate capacity for the appropriate voltage
were obtained.

3. Using the decoupled STATCOM, it was observed that it compensates the bus voltages
depending on the reactive power in the transient stability analysis.

The model developed in this study was found to yield good and effective results in
terms of stability and damping of three-phase and two-phase faults lasting for different
time periods. The stator–rotor dynamic model developed in this study can be applied to
generators used in different wind turbines, and it will be beneficial for future studies to
develop different models in supercapacitors and STATCOM.
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