IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON INDUSTRIAL ELECTRONICS, VOL. 62, NO. 4, APRIL 2015

2073

An Observer-Based Optimal Voltage Control
Scheme for Three-Phase UPS Systems
Eun-Kyung Kim, Francis Mwasilu, Han Ho Choi, Member, IEEE, and Jin-Woo Jung, Member, IEEE
Abstract—This paper proposes a simple optimal voltage
control method for three-phase uninterruptible-power-supply systems. The proposed voltage controller is composed
of a feedback control term and a compensating control
term. The former term is designed to make the system
errors converge to zero, whereas the latter term is applied
to compensate for the system uncertainties. Moreover, the
optimal load current observer is used to optimize system cost and reliability. Particularly, the closed-loop stability of an observer-based optimal voltage control law is
mathematically proven by showing that the whole states
of the augmented observer-based control system errors
exponentially converge to zero. Unlike previous algorithms,
the proposed method can make a tradeoff between control input magnitude and tracking error by simply choosing proper performance indexes. The effectiveness of the
proposed controller is validated through simulations on
MATLAB/Simulink and experiments on a prototype 600-VA
testbed with a TMS320LF28335 DSP. Finally, the comparative results for the proposed scheme and the conventional
feedback linearization control scheme are presented to
demonstrate that the proposed algorithm achieves an excellent performance such as fast transient response, small
steady-state error, and low total harmonic distortion under
load step change, unbalanced load, and nonlinear load with
the parameter variations.
Index Terms—Optimal load current observer, optimal
voltage control, three-phase inverter, total harmonic distortion (THD), uninterruptible power supply (UPS).

N OMENCLATURE
Vi
Viαβ
∗
Viαβ
Vidq
∗
Vidq
Ii
Iidq

Line-to-neutral inverter voltage vector (Vi =
[viA viB viC ]T ).
Voltage vector in the α − β frame of Vi (Viαβ =
[viα viβ ]T ).
∗
∗
∗ T
Reference voltage vector of Viαβ (Viαβ
= [viα
viβ
] ).
Voltage vector in the d − q frame of Vi (Vidq =
[vid viq ]T ).
∗
∗
∗ T
Reference voltage vector of Vidq (Vidq
= [vid
viq
] ).
T
Inverter phase current vector (Ii = [iiA iiB iiC ] ).
Current vector in the d − q frame of Ii (Iidq =
[iid iiq ]T ).
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I∗idq
VL
VLdq
∗
VLdq

IL
ILdq
ÎLdq
ω
f
Vdc
Lf
Cf

Reference current vector of Iidq (I∗idq = [i∗id i∗iq ]T ).
Line-to-neutral
load
voltage
vector
(VL =
[vLA vLB vLC ]T ).
Voltage vector in the d − q frame of VL (VLdq =
[vLd vLq ]T ).
∗
Reference voltage vector
of VLdq (VLdq
=
∗
∗ T
[vLd vLq ] ).
Load current vector (IL = [iLA iLB iLC ]T ).
Current vector in the d − q frame of IL (ILdq =
[iLd iLq ]T ).
Estimated current vector of ILdq (ÎLdq = [îLd îLd ]T ).
Angular frequency (ω = 2πf ).
Fundamental frequency (f = 60 Hz).
DC-link voltage.
Filter inductance.
Filter capacitance.
I. I NTRODUCTION

U

NINTERRUPTIBLE power supply (UPS) systems supply
emergency power in case of utility power failures. Recently, the importance of the UPS systems has been intensified
more and more due to the increase of sensitive and critical applications such as communication systems, medical equipment,
semiconductor manufacturing systems, and data processing
systems [1]–[3]. These applications require clean power and
high reliability regardless of the electric power failures and
distorted utility supply voltage. Thus, the performance of the
UPS systems is usually evaluated in terms of the total harmonic
distortion (THD) of the output voltage and the transient/steadystate responses regardless of the load conditions: load step
change, linear load, and nonlinear load [4]–[7]. To improve
the aforementioned performance indexes, a number of control
algorithms have been proposed such as proportional–integral
(PI) control, H∞ loop-shaping control, model predictive control, deadbeat control, sliding-mode control, repetitive control,
adaptive control, and feedback linearization control (FLC).
The conventional PI control suggested in [8] and [9] is easy
to implement; however, the THD value of the output voltage
is not low under a nonlinear-load condition. In [10], the H∞
loop-shaping control scheme is described and implemented on a
single-phase inverter, which has a simple structure and is robust
against model uncertainties. A model predictive control method
for UPS applications is described in [11]. By using a load
current observer in place of current sensors, the authors claimed
a reduced system cost. However, the simulation and experimental results do not reveal an exceptional performance in terms
of THD and steady-state error. In [12], the deadbeat control
method uses the state feedback information to compensate for
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the voltage drop across the inductor. However, this method
exhibits sensitivity to parameter mismatches, and the harmonics
of the inverter output voltage are not very well compensated.
In [13] and [14], the sliding-mode control technique reflects
robustness to the system noise, and still, the control system
has a well-known chattering problem. In [15], repetitive control
is applied to achieve a high-quality sinusoidal output voltage
of a three-phase UPS system. Generally, this control technique
has a slow response time. In [16], the adaptive control method
with low THD is proposed; nevertheless, there is still a risk
of divergence if the controller gains are not properly selected.
Multivariable FLC is presented in [17]. In this control technique, the nonlinearity of the system is considered to achieve
low THD under nonlinear load. However, it is not easy to carry
out due to the computation complexities. As a result, the aforementioned linear controllers are simple, but the performance is
not satisfactory under nonlinear load. In contrast, the nonlinear
controllers have an outstanding performance, but the implementation is not easy due to the relatively complicated controllers.
So far, the optimal control theory has been researched in
various fields such as aerospace, economics, physics, and so on
[18], since it has a computable solution called a performance
index that can quantitatively evaluate the system performance
by contrast with other control theories. In addition, the optimal
control design gives the optimality of the controller according
to a quadratic performance criterion and enables the control
system to have good properties such as enough gain and phase
margin, robustness to uncertainties, good tolerance of nonlinearities, etc. [19]. Hence, a linear optimal controller has not
only a simple structure in comparison with other controllers
but also a remarkable control performance similar to other
nonlinear controllers [20]–[22].
Therefore, this paper proposes an observer-based optimal
voltage control scheme for three-phase UPS systems. This
proposed voltage controller encapsulates two main parts: a
feedback control term and a compensating control term. The
former term is designed to make the system errors converge
to zero, and the latter term is applied to estimate the system
uncertainties. The Lyapunov theorem is used to analyze the
stability of the system. Specially, this paper proves the closedloop stability of an observer-based optimal voltage control law
by showing that the system errors exponentially converge to
zero. Moreover, the proposed control law can be systematically
designed taking into consideration a tradeoff between control
input magnitude and tracking error unlike previous algorithms
[23]. The efficacy of the proposed control method is verified via
simulations on MATLAB/Simulink and experiments on a prototype 600-VA UPS inverter testbed with a TMS320LF28335
DSP. In this paper, a conventional FLC method in [17] is
selected to demonstrate the comparative results because it has
a good performance under a nonlinear-load condition, and its
circuit model of a three-phase inverter in [17] is similar to
our system model. Finally, the results clearly show that the
proposed scheme has a good voltage regulation capability such
as fast transient behavior, small steady-state error, and low
THD under various load conditions such as load step change,
unbalanced load, and nonlinear load in the existence of the
parameter variations.

Fig. 1.

Three-phase inverter with an LC filter for a UPS system.

II. S YSTEM D ESCRIPTION AND P ROBLEM F ORMULATION
The three-phase UPS system with an LC filter is shown in
Fig. 1, which is composed of a dc-link voltage (Vdc ), a threephase pulsewidth modulation (PWM) inverter (S1 ∼ S6 ), an
output LC filter (Lf , Cf ), and a three-phase load (e.g., linear
or nonlinear load).
Based on Fig. 1, the dynamic model of a three-phase inverter
can be derived in a d − q synchronous reference frame as
follows [24]:

v̇Ld = ωvLq +k1 iid −k1 iLd
i̇id = ωiiq +k2 vid −k2 vLd
,
i̇iq = −ωiid +k2 viq −k2 vLq v̇Lq = −ωvLd +k1 iiq −k1 iLq
(1)
where k1 = 1/Cf , and k2 = 1/Lf . In system model (1), vLd ,
vLq , iid , and iiq are the state variables, and vid and viq are
the control inputs. In this scheme, the assumption is made
to construct the optimal voltage controller and optimal load
current observer as follows:
1) The load currents (iLd and iLq ) are unknown and vary
very slowly during the sampling period [11].
III. P ROPOSED O PTIMAL VOLTAGE C ONTROLLER
D ESIGN AND S TABILITY A NALYSIS
A. Optimal Voltage Controller Design
Here, a simple optimal voltage controller is proposed for
system (1). First, let us define the d − q-axis inverter current
references (i∗id , i∗iq ) as
i∗id = iLd −

1
ωv ∗ ,
k1 Lq

i∗iq = iLq +

1
ωv ∗ .
k1 Ld

(2)

Then, the error values of the load voltages and inverter currents
are set as
∗
vde = vLd − vLd
,

ide = iid − i∗id ,

∗
vqe = vLq − vLq

iqe = iiq − i∗id .

(3)

Therefore, system model (1) can be transformed into the following error dynamics:
ẋ = Ax + B(u + ud )

(4)
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where x = [vde vqe ide iqe ]T , u = [vid viq ]T , ud = [dd dq ]T ,
⎤
⎤
⎡
⎡
0
ω
k1 0
0 0
0
0 k1 ⎥
⎢ −ω
⎢ 0 0 ⎥
A=⎣
⎦, B = ⎣
⎦
−k2
0
0 0
k2 0
0
−k2 0 0
0 k2
∗
∗
+ (1/k2 )ωiLq , and dq = −vLq
+ (1/k2 )ωiLd .
dq = −vLd
Note that ud is applied to compensate for the system
uncertainties as a compensating term.
Consider the following Riccati equation for the solution
matrix P [25]:

P A + AT P − P BR−1 B T P + Q = 0

Fig. 2.

Block diagram of the proposed optimal voltage control scheme.

(5)

B. Stability Analysis of Voltage Controller

where Q and R are the positive definite weighting matrices with
sufficient dimensions.
Remark 1: Recall that Q and R are the weighting matrices
[26]. Excessive large error or control input values can be
penalized by using properly chosen Q and R. Generally, the
large Q means a high control performance, whereas the large
R means a small input magnitude. Consequently, there is a
tradeoff between Q and R in the control system. The Q and R
parameters generally need to be tuned until satisfactory control
results are obtained.
Let the diagonal matrices Q and R be defined as
⎤
⎡
0 ...
0
Q1 0
0 ⎥
⎢ 0 Q2 0 . . .
Q=⎣
⎦
... ... ... ... ...
0 . . . . . . 0 Qm
⎤
⎡
0 ... 0
R1 0
⎢ 0 R2 0 . . . 0 ⎥
R=⎣
⎦
... ... ... ... ...
0 . . . . . . 0 Rk
√
where Q and R have positive diagonal entries
such that Qi =
√
, where
1/yimax , where i = 1, 2, . . . , m, and Ri = 1/umax
i
i = 1, 2, . . . , m. The number yimax is the maximally acceptable
deviation value for the ith component of output y. The other
is the ith component of input u. With an initial
quantity umax
i
guessed value, the diagonal entries of Q and R can be adjusted
through a trial-and-error method.
Then, the optimal voltage controller can be designed by the
following equation:

Consider the following Lyapunov function:

u = −ud + Kx

(6)

where K = −R−1 B T P denotes the gain matrix, and ud and
Kx represent a feedforward control term and a feedback control
term, respectively.
Remark 2: The proposed voltage controller, in essence, is
designed based on the well-known linear quadratic regulator
minimizing the following performance index [27]:

V (x) = xT P x.

(8)

From (4)–(6), and (8), the time derivative of V (x) is given
by the following:
V̇ (x) =

d T
x P x = 2xT P (A + BK)x
dt

= 2xT P (A − BR−1 B T P )x
= xT (P A + AT P − 2P BR−1 B T P )x ≤ −xT Qx.
(9)
This implies that x exponentially converges to zero.
Remark 3: By considering the parameter variations, the
state-dependent coefficient matrix A is rewritten as A = A +
ΔA, where ΔA means the value of system parameter variations. Thus, (4) can be transformed into the following error
dynamics:
ẋ = A x + B(u + ud ).

(10)

The new time derivative of (8) is given by the following:
V̇ (x) = 2xT P ẋ
= xT (P A + P ΔA + ΔAT P + AT P
− 2P BR−1 B T P )x < 0.

(11)

By (5), (11) is reduced to
V̇ (x) = xT (P ΔA + ΔAT P − Q − P BRT B T P )x.

(12)

If the following inequality holds for the given ΔA:
P ΔA + ΔAT P < P BR−1 B T P + Q

(13)

∞

xT Qx + uTn Run dt

J=

(7)

0

where x is the error, un = u + ud , and Q and R are symmetrical positive definite matrices as mentioned above.

then V̇ < 0 for all nonzero x. Therefore, the proposed optimal
voltage control system can tolerate any parameter variation
satisfying (13).
Fig. 2 shows the block diagram of the proposed optimal
voltage control scheme.
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IV. O PTIMAL L OAD C URRENT O BSERVER D ESIGN
AND S TABILITY A NALYSIS
A. Optimal Load Current Observer Design
As seen in (2) and (4), the inverter current references (i∗d
and i∗q ) and feedforward control term (ud ) need load current
information as inputs. To avoid using current sensors, a linear
optimal load current observer is introduced in this algorithm.
From (1) and the assumption, the following dynamic model
is obtained to estimate the load current:

ẋo = Ao xo + Bo uo
(14)
y = Co x o

0
⎢ 0
Ao = ⎣
−k1
0

0
0
0
−k1

0
0
0
−ω

⎤
⎡
0
0
0⎥
⎢0
T
⎦ , B o = Co = ⎣
ω
1
0
0

⎤
0
0⎥
⎦.
0
1

Then, the load current observer is expressed as
x̂˙ o = Ao x̂o + Bo uo − L(y − Co x̂o )

(15)

L = −Po CoT Ro−1

(16)

and Po is the solution of the following Riccati equation:
(17)

where Qo and Ro are the positive definite weighting matrices
with sufficient dimensions. The manner of choosing Qo and Ro
is the same as in Remark 1.
Remark 4: The fourth-order Kalman–Bucy optimal observer [19] is used to minimize the performance index
E(xTe xe ), where xe = xo − x̂o , representing the expectation
value of xTe xe for the following perturbed model:
ẋo = Ao xo + Bo uo + d,

y = Co x o + v

(18)

where d ∈ R4 and v ∈ R2 are independent white Gaussian
noise signals with E(d) = 0, E(v) = 0, E(ddT ) = Qo , and
E(vv T ) = Ro .
B. Stability Analysis of Load Current Observer
The error dynamics of the load current observer can be
obtained as follows:
ẋe = (A − LC)xe .

d T
x Xxe = 2xTe XAo − XPo CoT Ro−1 Co xe
dt e

= xTe X Ao Po + Po ATo − 2Po CoT Ro−1 Co Po Xxe
≤ −xTe XQo Xxe .

(21)


This implies that xe exponentially converges to zero.
V. O BSERVER -B ASED C ONTROL L AW AND
C LOSED -L OOP S TABILITY A NALYSIS

With the estimated load currents achieved from the observer
instead of the measured quantities, the inverter current errors
and feedforward control term can be obtained as follows:
īde = iid − îLd +

1
ωv ∗ ,
k1 Lq

1
∗
+ ω îLq ,
d¯d = −vLd
k2

īqe = iiq − îLq −

1
ωv ∗
k1 Ld

1
∗
d¯q = −vLq
− ω îLd .
k2

(22)

Then, (22) can be rewritten as the following equations:

where x̂0 = [îLd îLq v̂Ld v̂Lq ]T , and îLd and x̂Lq are estimates
of iLd and iLq , respectively. In addition, L is an observer gain
matrix calculated by

Ao Po + Po ATo − Po CoT Ro−1 Co Po + Qo = 0

V̇o (x̃) =

A. Observer-Based Control Law

where xo = [iLd iLq vLd vLq ]T , uo = [k1 iid k1 iiq ]T ,
⎡

where X = Po−1 . Its time derivative along the error dynamics
(19) is represented by the following:

(19)

īde = ide + [1

0

0

0]xe

īqe = iqe + [0 1 0 0]xe
ω
d¯d = dd + [0 1 0 0]xe
k2
ω
d¯q = dq − [1 0 0 0]xe .
k2

(23)

From (6) and (23), the proposed observer-based control law can
be achieved as
u = −ūd + K x̄

(24)

where x̄ = [vde vqe īde īqe ]T , and ūd = [d¯d d¯q ]T .
B. Closed-Loop Stability Analysis
For the purpose of analyzing the stability, (24) is rewritten as
the following:
u = −ud + Kx + Hxe
where H = (ω/k2 )E + KF , x̄ = x + F xe ,
⎡
0
0 1 0 0
⎢0
E=
, and F = ⎣
−1 0 0 0
1
0

(25)

0
0
0
1

0
0
0
0

⎤
0
0⎥
⎦.
0
0

Let us define the Lyapunov equation as
V (x, xe ) = xT P x + ζxTe P0−1 xe

(26)

where ζ is a scalar quantity that satisfies the following inequality:
Define the Lyapunov function as
Vo (xe ) = xTe Xxe

(20)

ζ > P BH 2
.
[λmin (Q) · λmin (Po−1 Qo Po−1 )]

(27)
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Fig. 4. Two types of load circuits. (a) Resistive linear load. (b) Nonlinear
load with a three-phase diode rectifier.

Fig. 3. Block diagram of the proposed observer-based optimal voltage
control system.
TABLE I
S YSTEM PARAMETERS OF A 600-VA T ESTBED

Then, the time derivative of the Lyapunov equation is given by
V̇ = 2xT P (Ax + Bu + Bud ) + 2ζxTe Po−1 (Ao + LCo )xe
= 2xT P (Ax+BKx+BHxe )+2ζxTe Po−1 (Ao +LCo )xe
≤ −xT Qx + 2xT P BHxe − ζxTe Po−1 Qo Po−1 xe
≤ −λmin (Q) x 2 + 2 P BH · x · xe
(28)
− ζλmin Po−1 Qo Po−1 xe 2 ≤ 0.
This implies that x and xe exponentially go to zero.
As a result, the design procedure of the proposed observerbased control law can be summarized as follows.
Step 1) Build system model (1) in the d − q coordinate
frame and then derive error dynamics (4) by using
system parameters.
Step 2) Set the optimal voltage controller (6) with the feedforward control term (ud ) and feedback control
term (Kx).
Step 3) Define the load current estimation model (14) and
build the load current observer (15) by using the
Kalman–Bucy optimal observer.
Step 4) Select the observer weighting matrices Qo and Ro
in Riccati equation by referring to Remark 1. Then,
choose the observer gain L in (16) using Qo and Ro .

Fig. 5. Simulation and experimental results of the proposed observerbased optimal voltage control scheme under load step change with
−30% parameter variations in Lf and Cf (i.e., balanced resistive load:
0%–100%)—First: Load output voltages (VL ), Second: Load output
currents (IL ), Third: Phase A load current error (ieLA = iLA − îLA ).
(a) Simulation. (b) Experiment.

Step 5) Select the controller weighting matrices Q and R
in Riccati equation by referring to Remark 1. Then,
choose the control gain K in (6) using Q and R.
VI. P ERFORMANCE VALIDATIONS
A. Testbed Description
The proposed observer-based optimal voltage controller has
been performed through both simulations with MATLAB/
Simulink and experiments with a prototype 600-VA UPS inverter testbed. Moreover, the conventional FLC scheme [17]
is adopted to exhibit a comparative analysis of the proposed
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TABLE II
S TEADY-S TATE P ERFORMANCES OF THE P ROPOSED
AND C ONVENTIONAL S CHEMES

B. Simulation and Experimental Results
Fig. 6. Simulation and experimental results of the conventional FLC
scheme under load step change with −30% parameter variations in Lf
and Cf (i.e., balanced resistive load: 0%–100%)—First: Load output
voltages (VL ), Second: Load output currents (IL ). (a) Simulation.
(b) Experiment.

control scheme since it reveals a reasonable performance for
nonlinear load and has the circuit model of a three-phase
inverter similar to our system. Fig. 3 illustrates the overall block
diagram to carry out the proposed algorithm using a 16-bit
floating-point TMS320LF28335 DSP. In the testbed, the inverter phase currents and line-to-neutral load voltages are measured via the CTs and PTs to implement the feedback control. In
this paper, a space vector PWM technique is used to generate
the control inputs (Viα and Viβ ) in real time. Table I lists all
system parameters used in this study.
The proposed algorithm is verified through two different
types of loads as explicitly depicted in Fig. 4. More specifically,
Fig. 4(a) shows a linear-load circuit that consists of a resistor
per phase, whereas Fig. 4(b) depicts a nonlinear-load circuit
that is comprised of a three-phase full-bridge diode rectifier,
an inductor (Lload ), a capacitor (Cload ), and a resistor (Rload ).
Note that during simulation and the experiment, observer gain
L and controller gain K are selected based on Remark 1 as
⎡
⎤
−1.0029 0.0003
⎢ −0.0003 −1.0029 ⎥
L = 105 ⎣
⎦
1.1877
0
0
1.1877
0.3241
0
3.1623
0
K = 1011
.
0
0.3241
0
3.1623

The proposed voltage control algorithm is carried out in
various conditions (i.e., load step change, unbalanced load,
and nonlinear load) to impeccably expose its merits. In order
to instantly engage and disengage the load during a transient
condition, the on–off switch is employed as shown in Fig. 3.
The resistive load depicted in Fig. 4(a) is applied under both the
load step change condition (i.e., 0%–100%) and the unbalanced
load condition (i.e., phase B opened) to test the robustness of
the proposed scheme when the load is suddenly disconnected.
In practical applications, the most common tolerance variations
of the filter inductance (Lf ) and filter capacitance (Cf ), which
are used as an output filter, are within ±10%. To further justify
the robustness under parameter variations, a 30% reduction in
both Lf and Cf is assumed under all load conditions such as
load step change, unbalanced load, and nonlinear load.
Fig. 5 shows the simulation and experimental results of
the proposed control method during the load step change.
Moreover, Fig. 6 presents the comparative results obtained
by employing the conventional FLC scheme under the same
condition. Specifically, the figures display the load voltages
(First waveform: VL ), load currents (Second waveform: IL ),
and phase A load current error (Third waveform: ieLA = iLA −
îLA ). It is important to note that the load current error waveform
in the results of the conventional FLC method is not included
because the FLC scheme does not need load current information. It can be observed in Fig. 5 that when the load is suddenly
changed, the load output voltage presents little distortion. However, it quickly returns to a steady-state condition in 1.0 ms, as
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Fig. 8. Simulation and experimental results of the conventional FLC
scheme under unbalanced load with −30% parameter variations in
Lf and Cf (i.e., phase B opened)—First: Load output voltages (VL ),
Second: Load output currents (IL ). (a) Simulation. (b) Experiment.

Fig. 7. Simulation and experimental results of the proposed observerbased optimal voltage control scheme under unbalanced load with
−30% parameter variations in Lf and Cf (i.e., phase B opened)—First:
Load output voltages (VL ), Second: Load output currents (IL ),
Third: Phase A load current error (ieLA = iLA − îLA ). (a) Simulation.
(b) Experiment.

shown in the simulation results in Fig. 5(a). Moreover, it has
revealed a fast recovery time of 1.5 ms in a real experimental
setup as shown in Fig. 5(b). Conversely, as illustrated in the
simulation results in Fig. 6(a), voltage distortion is larger, and
its recovery time of 1.4 ms is much longer as compared with
that in Fig. 5(a). Moreover, Fig. 6(b) shows a longer recovery
time of 2.0 ms than that observed in Fig. 5(b). On the other
hand, the THD values of the load output voltage at steady-state
full-load operation are presented in Table II. These values are
found as 0.11% for simulation and 0.89% for experiment using
the proposed scheme. However, the conventional FLC scheme
shows 0.94% and 1.32% for the case of simulation and experiment, respectively. Therefore, it is explicitly demonstrated that
the proposed algorithm attains lower THD. It can be observed
from Table II that the load root mean square (RMS) voltage
values in both schemes are appropriately regulated at steady
state. Moreover, the third waveform in Fig. 5 shows a small load

current error (ieLA ) between the measured value (iLA ) and the
estimated value (îLA ).
Next, the characteristic performances of the transient and
steady state under unbalanced load are verified through Figs. 7
and 8. Precisely, this case is implemented under a full-load
condition by suddenly opening phase B. It is shown that the
load output voltages are controlled well, although the rapid
change in the load current of phase B is observed as it is
opened. As shown in Fig. 7, the respective THD values of the
output voltage are 0.13% for the simulation and 0.91% for the
experiment obtained by using the proposed method. However,
the THD values are 0.97% and 1.39%, respectively, for the
simulation and experiment in case of the conventional FLC
scheme, as depicted in Fig. 8. As given in Table II, small steadystate voltage errors under unbalanced load are observed because
the load RMS voltage values of both methods are almost 110 V.
In addition, the load current observer provides high-quality
information to the proposed controller as portrayed in Fig. 7.
To evaluate the steady-state performance under nonlinear
load, a three-phase diode rectifier shown in Fig. 4(b) is used.
The simulation and experimental results of each control method
under this condition are demonstrated in Figs. 9 and 10. To this
end, the THD values of the load voltage waveforms achieved
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Fig. 10. Simulation and experimental results of the conventional FLC
scheme under nonlinear load with −30% parameter variations in Lf and
Cf (i.e., three-phase diode rectifier)—First: Load output voltages (VL ),
Second: Load output currents (IL ). (a) Simulation. (b) Experiment.

Fig. 9. Simulation and experimental results of the proposed observerbased optimal voltage control scheme under nonlinear load with
−30% parameter variations in Lf and Cf (i.e., three-phase diode
rectifier)—First: Load output voltages (VL ), Second: Load output currents (IL ), Third: Phase A load current error (ieLA = iLA − îLA ).
(a) Simulation. (b) Experiment.

with the proposed scheme are 0.89% for simulation and 1.72%
for experiment, respectively. In the case of the conventional
FLC scheme, the corresponding load voltage THD values are
1.96% for simulation and 2.98% for experiment, respectively. It
can be also observed that the proposed control strategy provides
a better load voltage regulation in steady state compared with
the conventional FLC method. In Fig. 9, it can be evidently seen
that the load current observer guarantees a good estimation performance because of a small load current error (ieLA ). Finally,
all THD and load RMS voltage values under the three load
conditions previously described are summarized in Table II.
VII. C ONCLUSION
This paper has proposed a simple observer-based optimal
voltage control method of the three-phase UPS systems The
proposed controller is composed of a feedback control term to

stabilize the error dynamics of the system and a compensating
control term to estimate the system uncertainties. Moreover,
the optimal load current observer was used to optimize system
cost and reliability. This paper proved the closed-loop stability
of an observer-based optimal voltage controller by using the
Lyapunov theory. Furthermore, the proposed voltage control
law can be methodically designed taking into account a tradeoff
between control input magnitude and tracking error unlike
previous algorithms. The superior performance of the proposed
control system was demonstrated through simulations and
experiments. Under three load conditions (load step change,
unbalanced load, and nonlinear load), the proposed control
scheme revealed a better voltage tracking performance such
as lower THD, smaller steady-state error, and faster transient
response than the conventional FLC scheme even if there exist
parameter variations.
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