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Abstract: This study presents an automatic network balancing technique to limit the capacitive unbalance in resonant grounded
power distribution systems (RGPDSs). The aim of this capacitive balancing technique is to minimise the unbalance current
through the line to ground (which is the current through the neutral of the system) in order to automatically limit the neutral
voltage. The proposed technique is designed by combining the weighted-sum technique and genetic algorithm (GA), where
distributed switched capacitor banks (SCBs) are used for balancing RGPDSs. The proposed technique is employed to optimise
available SCBs for limiting the network unbalance at the substation under a pre-defined threshold considering all possible
network configurations. The unbalances at different locations of the network are also minimised to limit the system unbalance
within the threshold due to minor changes in network parameters. Since the lifetime of capacitor banks relies on the switching,
the proposed technique is designed in such a way that the system balance is achieved with the minimum switching. The
performance of the proposed technique is evaluated through simulation studies in MATLAB/SimpowerSystems environment.
Simulation results show that the proposed technique works well and capable to maintain the capacitive balance of the system
with changes in network configurations.

1 Introduction
Faults in electrical power systems have severe consequences and
the powerline bushfire is considered as one of the most destructive
natural disasters, which is a consequence of such faults [1]. Among
the faults in power systems, single phase-to-ground faults are the
most common and liable for the powerline bushfire [1, 2]. The
chances of powerline bushfires from electrical faults depend on
energy delivered to the fault, which is proportional to the fault
current. Hence, it is essential to limit the fault current. Resonant
grounding (RG) approach is used to limit the fault currents for
mitigating powerline bushfires [3].

In a resonant grounded power distribution system (RGPDS), the
neutral of the distribution transformer is grounded through an arc
suppression coil (ASC). The ASC needs to be perfectly tuned with
the zero-sequence impedance of the system in order to mitigate
bushfires due to electric faults while such tuning is not important in
other applications of the RG. However, the neutral voltage of
RGPDSs will be higher in a healthy condition if the shunt
capacitors are unbalanced [4]. This high neutral voltage is not
acceptable it may cause safety hazards (e.g. electrocution) and
furthermore, the neutral voltage displacement is usually used to
detect ground faults in RGPDSs [5, 6]. Therefore, the sensitivity of
the fault detection will depend on the unbalances in shunt
capacitances, as the fault detection algorithms are faster than
network balancing algorithms. Thus, it is essential to manage the
system capacitive unbalance within a limit for safety issues as well
as to maintain the sensitivity of the fault detection in RGPDSs.

In a RGPDS, the capacitive unbalance of the system can be
limited using additional capacitor banks. One option is to use a
capacitor bank for each automatic switchable section (i.e. a small
part of the network), where each capacitor bank will be responsible
to balance a specific section and ultimately, the entire system will
be balanced. The limitation of this approach is that it requires one
capacitor bank for each individual section, which is not a cost-
effective solution.

Another alternative way to balance the system is to use a
limited number of capacitor banks distributed throughout the
system. In this case, the required total size of capacitors will be
smaller than the case, where capacitor banks are placed in all
sections. The location and size of the capacitor banks are required
to be selected based on the unbalance of all sections, feeders and
the substation (i. e. the entire system). In the case of network
capacitive balancing using a limited number of capacitor banks, it
is required to optimise the settings of capacitor banks for balancing
the entire system including all feeders and sections, which have
capacitor banks. If capacitors banks are not properly optimised,
some sections may have small unbalances while the amount of
unbalances may be higher for other sections, which will result in a
higher overall network unbalance for the entire system. Therefore,
optimal use of capacitor banks is important for different parts of
the network and this has to be done automatically for balancing the
entire system.

The main objective of the proposed algorithm in this paper is to
optimise the settings of available capacitor banks for limiting the
network capacitive unbalance at the substation under a specified
threshold. However, the capacitive unbalance at the substation will
change with changes in network configurations (e.g. connections or
disconnections of sections or feeders to or from the system).
Therefore, the settings of capacitor banks need to be adjusted in
such a way that the network unbalances at the substation will be
within the pre-defined threshold for all possible network
configurations. The overall network unbalance, i.e. the unbalance
at the substation is also affected with changes in unbalances in
different feeders and sections within the network. Therefore, the
unbalances at feeders and sections also need to be minimised so
that the overall network unbalance does not cross the threshold
with small changes in different feeders and sections. Moreover, it is
very common in power industries to use SCBs in order to balance
the capacitive unbalance and for this case, the search space is
discrete in nature. Such optimisation problems can be defined as
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multi-objective problem with integer variable and non-linear
constraint [7].

The existing literature does not cover automatic network
balancing techniques using capacitors, particularly for RGPDSs, as
the RG approach is fairly new and uncommon for mitigating
powerline bushfires. There are some well-known optimisation
techniques available in the literature, such as Pareto-based [8, 9],
decomposition-based [10, 11] and branch and bound [12]. Pareto-
based optimisations, such as non-dominated sorting genetic
algorithm (NSGA)-II and multiobjective evolutionary algorithm
based on decomposition (MOEA/D) are designed for continuous
variable while decision variables are integer in the given problem.
Moreover, Pareto search-based algorithms are not suitable for the
automatic balancing algorithm, as it requires a single solution
instead of Pareto-front. Moreover, the branch and bound
optimisation techniques are designed for the single objective
optimisation problem, where the given problem is a multi-objective
optimisation problem.

In power systems, capacitor banks are optimally used for
different applications, such as power loss minimisation, reactive
power compensation and voltage profile improvement [13]. For
this purpose, a scheme based on the particle swarm optimisation
(PSO) is used in [14, 15] to determine optimal capacitors, which
method does not work for the scattered problems [16]. Fuzzy-based
approaches are used in [17, 18] to find out the optimal size of
capacitor banks, which offer good solutions for mixed-integer
problems but these approaches are unable to handle many rules at a
time. A mixed-integer linear programming model is used in [19],
which provides a good solution to find the size and location of
capacitor banks. However, this is not suitable for the non-linear
optimisation problem.

The most commonly used optimisation technique for selecting
the optimal size and location of the capacitor banks is genetic
algorithm (GA) [7, 20, 21], which is capable to find the global
optimal solution over various functions [16]. GA has the ability to
handle both continuous and discrete parameters for both linear and
non-linear problems [16]. Moreover, existing literature [22, 23] on
optimisation in power system indicates that GA works better than
other mathematical optimisation algorithms, where constraints are
highly non-linear and the decision variables are integer. However,
the simple GA usually does not provide good solutions for multi-
objective problems (especially, for the problems with three or more
objectives) [24]. In this case, the weighted-sum technique, as
presented in [24, 25] can be used to convert multi-objective to a
single objective, as this allows users to select weight factors for

different objectives based on the priority requirement within the
system.

The combination of the GA and weighted-sum approach is used
in [4] for balancing RGPDSs. In [4], the settings of capacitor banks
are optimised in order to limit unbalances in the substation, feeders
and sections under the threshold. This has been done by
considering only the present network configuration. However, the
connections or disconnections of feeders or sections are very
common during the practical operation of power distribution
systems and the network balancing technique in [4] does not
guarantee that the unbalance at the substation will be under the
threshold for all possible network configurations. Moreover, the
settings of all capacitor banks are frequently changed in [4] in
order to balance the system even for a very small change in the
network unbalance. The frequent switching of capacitor banks
reduces the lifetime. Another major shortcoming of the balancing
technique in [4] is that the balancing technique considers that the
capacitor banks are variable, which can be varied to any value
within a range. However, it is most common that the capacitor
banks are switched in nature with fixed set-points.

An improved network capacitive balancing technique is
presented in this paper in order to overcome the above
shortcomings. Though the combination of the GA and weighted-
sum method is used in this paper, the proposed scheme estimates
the unbalance at the substation for all possible network
configurations and the settings of the capacitor banks are then
optimised to limit capacitive unbalances at the substation under a
pre-defined threshold. Moreover, the unbalance at all individual
feeders and sections are considered based on their priorities while
optimising the settings of capacitor banks to balance the system.
These priorities are defined based on the operational characteristics
of the network. In this paper, the network balancing at the
substation is set to the highest priority and the same of different
sections is set as the lowest priority while the unbalance at the
feeder is prioritised between the substation and sections. For all
cases, the optimisation problems are formulated by considering
switched capacitors while ensuring the minimum switching of
these capacitors. Finally, all these activities are framed in the form
of an algorithm to balance the system automatically. This
automatic balancing algorithm can be embedded in the supervisory
control and data acquisition (SCADA) system, which will collect
the measurements of unbalances from the field devices and find out
the optimised setting for capacitor banks and balance the system if
necessary. In addition to this algorithm, another algorithm is used
in this paper for field devices, which helps to reduce the cost of
communication to collect data from such devices.

2 Significance of capacitive balancing in
resonant grounded systems
In RGPDSs, the residual current will flow through the ASC (i.e.
neutral-to-ground) if shunt capacitances of the distribution lines are
unbalanced. As a result, a voltage will be induced at the neutral
point of the transformer, which needs to be limited to ensure safety
and maintain the sensitivity requirements for the fault detection
devices.

The requirements of the fault detection sensitivity are different
in traditional neutral earth resistor (NER) grounded systems and
RGPDSs with having a target of mitigating bushfire from
powerline-to-ground faults. Fig. 1 shows the sensitivity
requirements to detect ground faults and the operational ranges of
the neutral current for both the NER grounded systems and
RGPDSs. From this figure, it is seen that the trip currents are
different for NER grounded systems and RGPDSs. The trip
currents are ∼9 A for NER grounded systems (it may vary system
to system around 9 A), where it is 0.5 A for RGPDSs to minimise
the chances of bushfire from powerline-to-ground faults [1, 26]. As
the trip currents are high for NER grounded system, the allowable
neutral current (i.e. allowable unbalance) is also high, which is ∼6 
A after a margin of 3 A. However, the allowable range for the
unbalance current (i.e. neutral current) is very small in RGPDSs,
which is ∼100 mA after having a margin of 400 mA. Therefore,
maintaining the network capacitive unbalance under 100 mA (or

Fig. 1  Sensitivity requirements to detect ground faults and the operational
ranges of the neutral current for both resistive and resonant grounded
systems
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the allowable unbalance limit based on the system requirement) is
necessary to ensure the sensitivity of the fault detection in RGPDSs
and mitigating bushfire from powerline-to-ground faults.

Moreover, the effect of the unbalances on the neutral voltage
are different in NER grounded systems and RGPDSs. In the NER
grounded systems, the neutral voltage is directly proportional to the
neutral current (i.e. unbalanced current). However, this relationship
is not applicable for the RGPDSs, where the neutral voltage is
much higher in RGPDSs comparing to the NER grounded system,
as the inductance at the neutral of the system makes resonant
condition with the network's shunt capacitances. For example, an
unbalance of 1% can increase the neutral voltage ∼4 kV [4], where
it is also depends on the damping of the system.

3 System modelling
The substation of a simple RGPDS is shown in Fig. 2 from where
it can be seen that an ASC is connected between the neutral point
of the distribution transformer and ground. Therefore, the neutral
voltage will be high if the current flowing through the neutral of
the system (which is also known as residual current or unbalanced
current) is high. The relation between the neutral voltage (vn) and
the residual current (ir) can be expressed as

vn = − irzASC (1)

where zASC is the impedance of the ASC. From (1), it is clear that
the neutral voltage is directly proportional to the residual current.
Therefore, it is essential to limit the residual current to ensure the
neutral voltage within the acceptable limit. As the loads in
RGPDSs are usually not connected to ground, the residual current
is a result of the unbalances in shunt capacitors of lines in different
phases. Therefore, the residual current can be expressed as

ir = Iag + α
2
Ibg + αIcg (2)

where Iabcg are the equivalent currents corresponding to shunt
capacitors in different phases and α = 1∠120°. From (2), it can be
seen that the residual current will be zero if Iabcg are balanced (i.e.
Iag = Ibg = Icg). If the shunt capacitors are not balanced, a residual
current will flow, which will induce a neutral voltage. To minimise
the residual current, additional capacitors can be added and (2) can
be modified as follows:

ir = (Iag
0 + ΔIag) + α

2(Ibg
0 + ΔIbg) + α(Icg

0 + ΔIcg)

or, ir = ir
0 + Δir

(3)

where ir
0 and Iabcg

0  are the existing residual current and line-to-
ground currents through shunt capacitors in different phases,
respectively; Δir and ΔIabcg are the residual current and line-to-
ground currents in different phases corresponds to the added
capacitor, respectively.

Equation (3) is the general equation for the residual current with
the added capacitor bank. However, a power distribution system
consists of several feeders and each feeder consists of several
sections, as shown in Fig. 3. The equations for the residual current
at different locations of the network can be derived from Fig. 3.
Using (3), the residual current (ir(i j)

S ) of section ij (section j of feeder
i) can be written as

ir(i j)
S = ir(i j)

S0 + Δir(i j)
S (4)

where ir(i j)
S0  and Δir(i j)

S  are the existing and the added shunt capacitors
(current equivalent) for section ij, respectively. From Fig. 3, it can
be seen that the residual current of a feeder (irF) is the summation
(vector summation) of the residual current through all sections of
the respective feeder, which can be represented as

ir(i)
F = ∑

j = 1

ni

ir(i j)
S (5)

where ni is the number of sections in the ith feeder. Similarly, the
total residual current at the substation (irT) is the summation (vector
summation) of the residual current of all sections in the entire
system, which can be expressed as

ir
T = ∑

i = 1

m

∑
j = 1

ni

ir(i j)
S (6)

where m is the number of feeders in the system. Equation (6)
represents the residual current at the substation in the current
network configuration. However, the residual current at the
substation will be different for different network configurations and
it can be represented as

ir(k)
T = ∑

i j ∈ Us(k)

ir(i j)
S for k = 1, 2, 3, …, K (7)

where ir(k)
T  is the residual current at the substation for a specific

network configuration k, Us(k) is the set of sections connected to the
system in the respective network configuration k and K is the
number of possible network configurations.

In this paper, changes in network configurations are considered
if any switchable section (one or more) is connected or
disconnected to/from the network. The extension (or modifying) of
a line inside a section will change the unbalance of the respective
section, but it is not considered as a change in the network
configuration rather than a change in the unbalance for a section.
The proposed network capacitive balancing technique based on this
system modelling is presented in the following section.

Fig. 2  Distribution substation with the resonant grounding, where NMS
stands for neutral management system

 

Fig. 3  One-line diagram of a simple power distribution system
representing the residual current flow (all capacitors are the three-phase
capacitors and load currents are ignored for the simplicity)
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4 Network capacitive balancing technique
The different objectives and derivation of the final objective of this
problem are presented in the following subsections.

4.1 Objectives

As discussed earlier, the first objective of this research is to limit
the absolute value of the residual current under a specified
threshold for different parts of the network by optimising available
capacitor banks. This objective is treated as a constraint, which is
discussed in Section 5. The second objective is to further minimise
the residual currents in which it does not cross the threshold with
minor changes in the network unbalance. The objective functions
for the substation, feeders and sections, respectively, are

min
ΔIabcg

S
[Ir(k)

T = abs(ir(k)
T )] for k = 1, 2, 3, …, K (8)

min
ΔIabcg

S
[Ir(i)

F = abs(ir(i)
F )] for i = 1, 2, 3, …, m (9)

min
ΔIabcg

S
[Ir(i j)

S = abs(ir(i j)
S )] for i j ∈ Usc (10)

where Ir
T, Ir

F and Ir
S are the absolute values of the residual currents

at the substation, feeder and section level, respectively; and Usc is
the set of sections with capacitor bank. Thus, the objectives of this
optimisation problem are presented in (8)–(10), which can be
considered as a multi-objectives optimisation problem, where some
objectives have priorities over others. The proposed technique to
balance the network considering the priorities of minimising
residual currents at different locations of the network is discussed
in the following subsection.

4.2 Squeezing multi-objectives to a single objective

In the proposed technique, the multi-objective problem is
converted to a single objective one using the weighted-sum method
[24] by considering their priorities. For this purpose, all objectives
need to be multiplied by their respective weight factor and sum-up
them to get the final objective. The objectives presented in (8)–(10)
is converted to a single objective using the weighted-sum method
as

min
ΔIabcg

S
∑
k = 1

K

WT(k)Ir(k)
T + ∑

i = 1

m

WF(i)Ir(i)
F + ∑

i j ∈ Usc

WS(i j)Ir(i j)
S (11)

with ∑WT(k) + ∑WF(i) + ∑i j ∈ Usc
WS(i j) = 1 where WT, WF and WS

are the weight factors for the substation, feeder and section level,
respectively. The weight factors in (11) are required to be set based
on the priority requirement of the system. In this work, it is
considered that priorities for all feeders are the same and similarly,
it is the same for all sections. However, priorities for the network
configuration, where all sections are connected (usual network
configuration), are double than the other network configurations as
this configuration is the most desirable one.

Moreover, it is considered that the priority at the substation is
higher than the feeders (i.e. WT(k) > WF(i)) as the neutral voltage of
the system directly depends on the residual current at the
substation. Similarly, it is considered that priorities at the feeders
are higher than sections (i.e. WF(i) > WS(i j)). In general, the
priorities can be defined as

WT = β1WF = β2WS (12)

with β2 > β1 > 0 where β1 and β2 are the priority indexes. In this
paper, substations are priorities double than the feeders and feeders
are priorities double than the sections, i.e. β1 = 2 and β2 = 4. It is
worth to mention here that these priorities are used to find the
optimised solution from feasible candidate solutions. However, the
priority indices need to be selected based on the priority of the

given network and industry requirement, where the selection
criteria of the priority indices are out of the scope of this paper.

To summarise, (11) represents the combined objective function
to minimise the network capacitive unbalance, i.e. the residual
current. The candidate solutions to reduce the amount of
unbalances by using the available capacitor banks, are obtained by
a practical strategy in which the system balance is achieved with
minimum switching of capacitor banks. The detailed strategy is
discussed in Section 6. The adopted strategy based proposed
technique is incorporated into balance the system using the GA
(GA toolbox in MATLAB) by considering boundary conditions
and constraints as presented in the following section.

The developed technique in this section is capable of balancing
the shunt impedance of the network to increase the fault detection
sensitivity in RGPDSs. However, the system voltage can change
with varying the phase-to-ground capacitive reactances during the
network balancing. As the capacitor banks for balancing the system
are connected between phases-to-ground, the phase-to-ground
voltages will be impacted during the network balancing. Again, the
neutral-to-ground voltage will mainly be affected by changing the
capacitance for balancing the network as the phase-to-neutral
voltages are maintained at the substation using an auto tap changer.
However, the main target of the network balancing algorithm to
minimise the neutral voltage. Therefore, the effect of the network
balancing on the phase voltage will be positive. On the other hand,
the changes in phase-to-ground capacitances during the network
balancing will be small (< 1 A in most cases). Therefore, the
change in voltages will be very small during the network
balancing. Moreover, loads are connected between phases in
RGPDSs and the phase-to-phase voltages will have a minor impact
during the network balancing as they mainly depend on the phase-
to-neutral voltages. Therefore, the effect of the network balancing
on the voltages is not considered in this paper.

5 Boundary conditions, constraints and other
conditions
The boundary conditions and the constraints for the proposed
balancing technique are discussed in the following subsections.

5.1 Boundary conditions

The main decision variable of this optimisation is the selection of
capacitors from available capacitor banks. The boundaries of
decision variables depend on the type of available capacitor banks
(SCBs or variable capacitors) and SCBs are considered here as
discussed earlier. For SCBs, the optimal value of the capacitor to
achieve the main goal will be selected from a set of available
settings. In this case, the search space of the decision variables are
bounded as

ΔIabcg(i j)
S ∈ Ucap(i j) for i j ∈ Usc (13)

where Ucap(i j) is the set of available steps or set-points for SCBs
located at the section ij.

5.2 Constraints

The constraint for this optimisation is to maintain the balance at the
substation under all possible network configurations. It means that
the residual current at the substation will be within the threshold
under any condition including the current and all possible network
configurations. This constraint can be represented by the following
equation:

Ir(k)
T < Ith for k = 1, 2, 3, …, K (14)

where Ith is the threshold value or acceptable limit of the residual
current (i.e. the maximum allowable unbalance). This threshold Ith

needs to set based on the sensitivity of the fault detection algorithm
on the neutral voltage of the system. It is recommended that the Ith

will be smaller than the residual current, which will induce a

IET Gener. Transm. Distrib., 2020, Vol. 14 Iss. 25, pp. 6158-6167
© The Institution of Engineering and Technology 2020

6161



neutral voltage equal to the threshold neutral voltage for the fault
detection algorithm.

Moreover, it is better to maintain the residual currents at all
feeders and sections lower than the threshold to further ensure that
the effect of change in the network configuration on the system
unbalance is small. As a result, the effect of connection or
disconnections of a feeder or section on the unbalance at the
substation will be minimised. These constraints can be represented
as:

Ir(i)
F < Ith for i = 1, 2, 3, …, m (15)

Ir(i j)
S < Ith for i j ∈ Usc and i j ∉ Une (16)

where Une is the set of sections, which have capacitor bank but not
have enough for balancing the respective section. As the
constraints presented in (15) and (16) are not an obligatory
requirement, these constraints can be relaxed based on the system
status.

5.3 Other conditions

In the proposed optimisation, initial conditions are selected in two
different ways for initial optimisation and running optimisation to
maintain the balance of the system after initial balancing. In the
initial optimisation, settings of the capacitor banks are selected
based on the unbalance of the respective section. In this case, the
settings of the capacitor banks are calculated using (4), where the
settings are calculated by minimising (4). For running optimisation,
the initial settings of the capacitor banks are selected same as the
existing settings to balance the system after any change in the
network, as the changes usually occur in one or two sections at a
time.

Moreover, the optimisation algorithm stops if it satisfies the
boundary conditions, constraints and the average change in the
objective function is less than a specific value. However, if the
optimisation algorithm does not satisfy the boundary conditions
and constraints, it will stop after a certain number of iterations. The
threshold value for the average change in the objective function,
the number of iterations to stop the algorithm and the number of
offsprings can be selected based on the industry requirement. It is

worth to mention that the execution time of the optimisation
algorithm is not critical in the network balancing as the frequency
of balancing the network lies in hours or days. The overall network
balancing algorithm is presented in the following section.

6 Network balancing algorithm
An automatic balancing algorithm is developed to balance the
system by considering the objectives, boundary conditions and
constraints as discussed in previous sections. As discussed earlier,
the main balancing algorithm will be embedded with the SCADA
system. In this algorithm, the residual currents are measured at
different locations on the network to identify the status of the
system, i.e. balanced or unbalanced. It is worth to note that residual
currents are measured using the automatic switching devices
(ASDs), which include circuit breakers (CBs) and relays. These
measurements are collected via communication channels. In
addition to this SCADA algorithm, another algorithm (ASD
algorithm) is developed for ASDs to minimise the cost associated
with the communication. Both algorithms are discussed in the
following subsections.

6.1 ASD algorithm

The measured unbalances are checked in the SCADA algorithm
with a certain time cycle (TSA). The smaller value of TSA is better
but it is costly due to the cost of communication to collect data
from ASDs. A solution to this problem is to include a small
algorithm in the ASDs. The objective of this algorithm is to report
the changes in unbalances (at the location of ASDs) to the SCADA
system. The ASD algorithm measures the instantaneous residual
current (magnitude and angle) at the location of the respective
ASD. It is then compared with the residual current at the same
location just after the execution of the recent optimisation
algorithm within the SCADA system. If any significant change in
the residual current is found, it sends a flag (FASD = 1) to the
SCADA for checking the system unbalance. In this case, the
communication is required only if any ASD find the unbalance in
the system. Another advantage of this algorithm is that it can give
an idea of the area, where the shunt capacitors are unbalanced. As a
result, the SCADA algorithm can check the unbalance of the
specific area only instead of the entire system to further reduce the
cost of communication. However, ASDs can only measure the
unbalance in the current state while it is also essential to ensure
that the system is balanced for other network configurations as
well. Thus, it is still required to check the system unbalance
regularly even ASDs do not identify the unbalance. In this case, the
unbalance can be checked in the SCADA with a much lower
frequency. The detailed SCADA algorithm for automatically
balancing the network capacitive unbalance is discussed in the
following subsection.

6.2 SCADA algorithm

The SCADA algorithm is the main balancing algorithm, which
collects information from ASDs and evaluates the necessity of
optimisation. The settings of available capacitor banks are then
optimised to balance the system if required. The flowchart of the
SCADA algorithm is shown in Fig. 4. 

At the beginning, the residual currents ir
ASD at all ASD points

are measured. The residual currents for all individual sections are
then calculated as

ir(i j)
S = irb(i j)

ASD − ire(i j)
ASD (17)

where irb(i j)
ASD and ire(i j)

ASD are the residual currents at the ASDs located
in the beginning and the end of the section ij, respectively. In the
case of multiple ASDs (for multiple branches) at the end of a
section, ire(i j)

ASD is equal to the summation of residual currents of all
ASDs at the end of section ij. It is worth to mention that the
residual current of the last section of a feeder is equal to the
residual current at the ASD located in the beginning of the section.

Fig. 4  Flowchart of the SCADA algorithm
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Moreover, the residual currents for feeders (irF) are equal to the
same at the ASDs located in the beginning of the feeders (i.e.
feeder CBs). Similarly, the total residual current in the system (irT)
is equal to the same at the main CB at the substation. Then, the
estimated residual currents at the substation for other network
configurations are calculated using (7). In this case, residual
currents of the offline sections are approximated with the last
measured residual current or the usual unbalance of the section. It
is considered that the capacitor banks situated in the offline
sections are set to the default settings. The default settings are the
settings for which the unbalance of the respective section will be as
small as possible and the default settings are updated regularly
based on the growth of the system unbalance.

After that, the absolute value of the residual currents at all
sections (Ir

S) (except sections ∈ (Un ∪ Une)), feeders (Ir
F) and the

substation (Ir
T) are calculated and compared with the threshold

value, where Un is the set of sections with no capacitor bank. If any
of these is more than the threshold and continues more than the
allowable time limit (TTE), the optimisation algorithm starts to
balance the system.

Three optimisation algorithms with different search spaces are
included in the SCADA algorithm for balancing the system. The
main goal of all these three algorithms is to balance the entire
system by optimising the settings of available capacitor banks.
These algorithms are named as optimisation algorithm 1 (OA1),
optimisation algorithm 2 (OA2) and optimisation algorithm 3
(OA3). Among these optimisation algorithms, OA1 executes first,
which uses the available capacitor banks only in unbalanced
section/s to balance the entire system. The OA2 starts to balance
the system using available capacitor banks only in unbalanced
feeder/s if OA1 fails. Finally, the OA3 is used for balancing the
entire system using all capacitor banks if both OA1 and OA2 are
not converged. The details of these optimisation algorithms are
discussed in the following.

6.2.1 OA1: It uses the capacitors only in the unbalanced sections,
where residual currents are more than the threshold. Through this
OA1, the new settings of capacitor banks are determined by
optimising (11) while considering the constraints as presented in
Section 5. In this case, the search space is narrowed down to the
unbalanced sections only, i.e. for i j ∈ Uus only in (13) with Uus as
the set of unbalanced sections. In OA1, the settings of the
capacitors located in the balanced sections do not change.
However, if all sections are balanced (but the system is
unbalanced) and the FASD flag is on, this algorithm checks the
location of the ASD device from where the FASD flag is coming. If
the flag comes from a filed relay, all available capacitor banks at
the downstream of the respective relay are optimised to balance the
system. If the optimisation fails to converge or the FASD flag is
zero or the FASD flag comes from the feeder's CB or substation's
CB, the OA2 starts to balance the system.

6.2.2 OA2: In this algorithm, the available capacitor banks in the
unbalanced feeders are optimised to balance the entire system
using (11) and considering the same constraints used in OA1. Here,
the unbalanced feeder is the feeder, where the residual current at
the feeder's CB or any of the section is more than the threshold. For
this optimisation algorithm, the search space is limited to the
sections of the unbalanced feeders only, i.e. i j ∈ Uuf in (13) with
Uuf as the set of sections of unbalanced feeders. In OA2, the
settings of the capacitors located in the balanced feeders do not
change. If all feeders and sections are balanced but the substation is
unbalanced and the FASD flag is on, this algorithm checks the
location of the ASD device from, where the flag comes from. If the
FASD flag comes from any ASD of a feeder, the respective feeder is
identified as an unbalanced feeder in this case. If the OA2 is failed
to converge or the FASD flag is zero or the FASD flag comes from
the substation CB, the OA3 performs.

6.2.3 OA3: If both OA1 and OA2 are failed to balance the system,
OA3 executes, where the settings of all capacitor banks in the
system are optimised to balance the system using (11) and
considering the same constraints. The entire search space is used
for this optimisation.

Finally, the settings of the capacitor banks are updated with the
optimised settings and notify ASDs if any of the optimisation
algorithms is converged. However, if none of them are converged,
still the capacitor bank settings are updated with the optimised
settings from OA3 and a non-convergence flag (FNC) is turned on
to notify the responsible person for manually investigating the
system unbalance.

After the first iteration, the SCADA balancing algorithm runs
with a pre-defined time cycle TSA to check the system unbalance
and balance it if requires. However, the SCADA algorithm will
instantly check the system unbalance if the FASD flag is received
from any ASD. In the case of a non-convergence scenario, the
lower value of TSA and TTE can be used to run the SCADA
balancing algorithm more frequently. Also, this algorithm can run
frequently during the total fire ban (TFB) days to ensure the system
is balanced at all time. This will ensure that the sensitivity of the
fault detection algorithm is good enough to detect all faults, which
also helps to mitigate bushfires.

7 Results and discussions
The effectiveness of the developed scheme, as presented in this
paper is tested on several real power distribution networks through
simulation using MATLAB/SimpowerSystem, where similar results
are observed. In this section, results are analysed for the network as
shown in Fig. 5. This is a 22-kV medium-voltage (MV)
distribution network. There are four feeders in this system with
several sections in each feeder. The sections are defined as the part
of a feeder from a CB or relay to the next relay/s at the downstream
or end of the feeder and the name of the section is defined as the
number of the originating CB or relay. For example, section S13 is
the area from R13 to R14 and R15 in Fig. 5. In this system, the
three-phase SCBs are available on the following sections: S12,
S14, S15, S22, S24, S32, S34, S41, S42 and S45. The available set-
points of all capacitor banks are the same, which are (set-points for
each phase): 0, 42, 56, 59, 81, 89, 149, 170, 179, 208, 234, 238,
268, 327 and 416 mA. The threshold for the residual current is
considered as 100 mA, which means that the system is considered
as a balanced system if the residual currents are under 100 mA. The
developed technique is tested for different scenarios. Among these,
two case studies are presented in the following to validate its
performance.

7.1 Case study 1: disconnections of sections to the system

In this case study, the performance of the proposed balancing
technique is evaluated for the disconnection of sections after
balancing an unbalanced system. It is considered that the system as
shown in Fig. 5 is unbalanced from t = 0 to 20 min and the
proposed network balancing technique is employed to balance this

Fig. 5  Test system based on a real power distribution network
 

IET Gener. Transm. Distrib., 2020, Vol. 14 Iss. 25, pp. 6158-6167
© The Institution of Engineering and Technology 2020

6163



system at t = 20 min. At t = 40 min, some portions of the network
(last two sections of Feeder 1) in Fig. 5 are intentionally
disconnected to observe the system unbalances in the case of
disconnection of sections after balancing the system.

The residual currents at the substation and feeders are shown in
Fig. 6 and the same for sections in different feeders are shown in
Fig. 7. From both Figs. 6 and 7, it can be observed that there are
unbalances within the system as the residual currents at the
substation (Ir

T); Feeder 4 (Ir(4)
F ); section S12 (Ir(12)

S ) of Feeder 1;
section S33 (Ir(33)

S ) of Feeder 3; and sections S42 (Ir(42)
S ), S45 (Ir(45)

S )
and S46 (Ir(46)

S ) of Feeder 4 are more than the threshold value (100 
mA) during t = 0 to 20 min. Therefore, all these sections (i.e. S12,
S33, S42, S45 and S46) are unbalanced sections and OA1 is first
executed to balance the entire network using only available
capacitor banks in these sections. The setting of other capacitor
banks located in the balanced sections will remain unchanged.

Among these unbalanced sections, all sections (except sections S33
and S46) have capacitor banks as shown in Fig. 5 and all these
existing capacitor banks are optimised to balance the system.
However, due to the limited number of the capacitor banks in the
unbalanced sections, OA1 was not sufficient to balance the
network, and OA2 was needed.

After looking into the unbalances in different sections and
feeders, it can be concluded that all feeders except Feeder 2 are
unbalanced from t = 0 to 20 min. Hence, OA2 starts at this point
for balancing the entire network using capacitor banks in all
unbalanced feeders. After utilising OA2, the system balance is
achieved by optimising the capacitor banks located in Feeders 1, 3
and 4. The existing settings of all SCBs was 0 mA and from OA2,
the optimised settings (for three phases A, Band C, respectively), of
the SCBs are shown in Table 1. The settings of SCBs located at
Feeder 2 remained unchanged as this is a balanced feeder. These
new optimal settings are applied at t = 20 min. After utilising OA2,
it is found that the system is balanced and all capacitor banks
located in Feeders 1, 3 and 4 are optimised.

From Fig. 6, it can clearly be seen that the residual currents at
all feeders and the substation are now under the threshold as the
new optimal settings of capacitor banks are applied at t = 20 min.
However, the residual current (Ir(33)

S ) in section S33 of Feeder 3 is
still above the threshold (as shown in Fig. 7c) as there is no
capacitor bank in this portion of the network. Nonetheless, it is still
acceptable as the residual currents at all feeders and the substation
are well below the pre-specified threshold.

At t = 40 min, two sections (sections S15 and S16) of Feeder 1
are intentionally disconnected from the network in Fig. 5 in order
to further evaluate the effectiveness of the developed network
balancing technique due to such disconnections. Since these two
sections are disconnected, the residual currents (Ir(15)

S  and Ir(16)
S ) for

these two sections became zero, which can also be seen from Fig.
7a at the instant of t = 40 min and onward. Such disconnections
would affect the overall network balance. From Fig. 6, it can be

Fig. 6  Residual currents at feeders and the substation for Case 1
 

Fig. 7  Residual currents at all sections for Case 1
(a) Currents of sections of Feeder 1, (b) Currents of sections of Feeder 2, (c) Currents of sections of Feeder 3, (d) Currents of sections of Feeder 4

 
Table 1 Existing and optimised capacitor settings for case
1
Location of the cap
banks

Existing settings,
mA

Optimised settings,
mA

Feeder Section A B C A B C
1 S12 0 0 0 268 81 42

S14 0 0 0 179 238 234
S15 0 0 0 59 149 170

2 S22 0 0 0 0 0 0
S24 0 0 0 0 0 0

3 S32 0 0 0 149 81 56
S34 0 0 0 42 81 89

4 S41 0 0 0 234 234 238
S42 0 0 0 234 234 149
S45 0 0 0 179 0 238
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observed that the residual currents of Feeder 1 (Ir(1)
F ) and the

substation (Ir
T) have changed due to the disconnection of these

sections but their values are still under the threshold.
From the above discussions, it is noticed that the developed

scheme ensures the network balancing with minimum switching of
capacitor banks. In this case study, the balance is achieved without
changing the settings of the capacitor banks located in Feeder 2
even the unbalance was too high. Therefore, it is evident that the
proposed balancing technique is capable to balance an unbalanced
system and maintain the system unbalance under a pre-defined
value after disconnection of sections from the network.

7.2 Case study 2: connections of sections to the system

In this case study, the following scenarios are considered:

• The system is balanced from t = 0 to 10 min.
• The system is intentionally unbalanced by adding a single-phase
line in a section at t = 10 min and this continues until t = 30 min
without employing the proposed balancing technique.
• The network balancing technique is employed at t = 30 min to
balance the system.
• Finally, two additional sections are connected at t = 50 min and
the network unbalance is observed.

Based on the above scenarios, the entire system is initially
(from t = 0 to 10 min) considered as balanced, which can also be
seen from Figs. 8 and 9. All sections (excluding section S33, which
does not have a cap bank) along with the substation and feeders are
balanced as the residual currents are below the threshold.

From Fig. 8, it can be seen that the residual currents at the
substation and Feeder 1 have crossed the threshold at t = 10 min
and similarly, Fig. 9a shows that the residual current of section S12
(Ir(12)

S ) in Feeder 1 also exceeded the threshold at the same time
because of intentionally adding an extra single-phase line in this
section. At t = 30 min, the OA1 is executed for balancing the entire
system and the system becomes balance at the first instance as the
unbalance was only in one section, i.e. section S12 (please see
Figs. 8 and 9). The initial settings of all SCBs are selected the same
as the settings at the end of case study 1 and the new optimised
settings (at different phases) of the SCB located at section S12 are
268, 0 and 42 mA. The settings of other capacitor banks are
remained unchanged as they are located in balanced sections and
OA1 algorithm is converged, i.e. system balance is achieved by
optimising the settings of the capacitor banks of the unbalanced
section (S12) only. The optimised settings of the capacitor banks
along with existing settings in section S12 of Feeder 1 are shown in
Table 2. 

Finally, two new sections (sections S15 and S16 of Feeder 1)
are connected to the system at t = 50 min, which sections were not
initially connected, i.e. the residual currents (Ir(15)

S  and Ir(16)
S ) for

these sections are zero before t = 50 min, which can also be seen
from Fig. 8a. At this instant, the residual current at the substation is
changed, but it is under the threshold, which can be clearly seen
from Fig. 8 (i.e. system is balanced). In this case study, it is also
noticed that the unbalance at the substation is reduced at the
substation while connecting sections at t = 50 min, as it is
considered that the weight factor of the unbalance at the substation
for the full network configuration (where all sections are
connected) is higher than other network configurations. Moreover,

Fig. 8  Residual currents at feeders and the substation for Case 2
 

Fig. 9  Residual currents at all sections for Case 2
(a) Currents of sections of Feeder 1, (b) Currents of sections of Feeder 2, (c) Currents of sections of Feeder 3, (d) Currents of sections of Feeder 4

 
Table 2 Existing and optimised capacitor settings for case
2
Location of Existing settings, Optimised settings,
the cap banks mA mA
Feeder Section A B C A B C
1 S12 268 81 42 268 0 42
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it is noticed in Fig. 9a that the unbalances of the new sections
(sections S15 and S16) connected at t = 50 min are small. The
reason behind small unbalances at new sections is that the default
settings are applied to the capacitor banks, which are located in the
offline sections. Simulation results clearly demonstrate that the
proposed technique can be successfully applied while connecting
new lines or sections within the network.

7.3 Impacts of the weight factors

In this paper, weight factors are used to prioritise one objective
over others. Several case studies are conducted to justify the
concept, where it is considered in all case studies that two sections,
one feeder and the substation unbalances are above the threshold.
Here, the weight factors for different cases are considered as
follows: case 1: WT = 3WF = 5WS, case 2: WF = 3WT = 5WS and
case 3: WS = 3WT = 5WF. Table 3 provides the average unbalance
currents at different parts of the network after executing the
optimisation algorithm OA1 with different weight factors. Here,
Ir(av)

T , Ir(av)
F  and Ir(av)

S , are the average unbalance currents at the
substation, feeder and section level, respectively. It is noticed from
this table that the weight factors have some impacts on the
unbalance current at the substation, feeder and section levels. From
Table 3, it is clear that the unbalance current at the substation is
lowest for the first case among three cases, i.e. when
WT > WF > WS, as the unbalance current at substation is prioritise
over other locations in Case 1, where unbalance currents at other
locations of the network are prioritise in other cases. Similarly, the
average unbalance current at the feeder level is lowest when
WF > WT > WS, where feeder unbalance is prioritised. Moreover,
the average unbalance current is lowest at the section level when
WS > WT > WF, as the section unbalance is prioritised in this case.
However, the relation between average unbalance currents at
different locations of the network in a given case study does not
follow the priority within them, as the availability of the capacitor
banks are different in the different parts of the network.

The average unbalance currents at different locations of the
network for different weight factors after executing the
optimisation algorithms OA2 and OA3 are presented in Tables 4
and 5, respectively. Similar results are observed in Tables 4 and 5
comparing Table 3. The only exception is noticed in Table 5 that

the average unbalance current at the substation in other network
configurations is lowest for the second case instead of the first
case, as the weight factor for the unbalance at the substation for
other network configurations is considered half of the current
network configuration. Finally, it can be concluded that the
priorities of any objective in the proposed network balancing
technique can be assigned using appropriate weight factors.

8 Conclusion and future work
An automatic network capacitive balancing technique is developed
to balance the shunt capacitances in RGPDSs in this paper. In this
technique, the network capacitive balance is achieved with a
limited number of three-phase SCBs, which are distributed
throughout the system. The settings of available capacitor banks
are optimised to balance the entire system in which the system
unbalance is under the threshold for the current network
configuration as well as for all other possible configurations.
Different case studies are conducted to validate the effectiveness of
the proposed network balancing technique. Simulation results
depict that the system balance is achieved with the minimum
number of switching for capacitor banks, which contributes to
enhance the lifetime of the capacitor bank.

The proposed balancing technique is designed for the radial
distribution system, however, it can be further extended for the
mesh-type distribution networks. The effect of harmonics is not
considered in this paper, which can be included in the future work.
Furthermore, the developed algorithm can be improved by
optimally selecting the priority index for a specific network and
industry requirements.
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