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Abstract—This paper presents a generic and multifunc-
tional electromagnetic transient (EMT) dynamic model of grid-
following (GFL) inverter-based resources (IBRs) using the
PSCAD software platform. The features of the model include
flexibility in selecting various types and combinations of DC
sources covering photovoltaic modules, battery modules, and
ideal DC-source modules as well as flexibility in selecting either
switching or averaged models of the inverter. This model also
covers exhaustive lists of controller algorithm, including open-
loop/closed-loop PQ dispatch control, DC voltage and AC ter-
minal voltage control, and conventional current control designed
in the dq-domain, the αβ-domain, and the positive-/negative-
sequence domain. Moreover, this model is equipped with flex-
ibility in selecting various types of current-limiting schemes,
including saturation-based and latching-based current limiters,
and anti-windup protection. Also, the EMT model is agnostic
to the MVA rating and is suitable for interfacing transmission
systems by complying with IEEE Std. 2800. The generality in the
power circuits and the multifunctional options in the operation
and control of the developed EMT model make it suitable for both
academia and industry to study various power system aspects,
including, but not limited to, the fault behavior of GFL IBRs,
the impacts on the protection system, and the transient stability
of a system interfaced with large numbers of GFL IBRs.

I. INTRODUCTION

Inverter-based resources (IBRs) are replacing traditional
fossil fuel-based synchronous generators at a remarkable pace,
driven by the urgent pursuit of net-zero energy emissions
and the ambitious target of achieving 100% renewable energy
by 2050. IBRs possess dynamics that significantly differ
from those of synchronous generator-based sources, especially
as IBR penetrations increase and the differences are more
obvious [1]. The system dynamics need to be revisited to
fundamentally understand IBR dynamics, how IBRs affect
the overall system stability, and other major considerations,
e.g., the protection system [2], [3]. Fig. 1 shows a power
system timescale. The timescale of the IBR control is between
multiple microseconds and multiple miniseconds, and it is
much smaller than that of the synchronous generator. The
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Fig. 1. Power system timescale [4].

wave and electromagnetic phenomena are of particular interest
for an IBR-dominant system. Overall, modeling IBRs pro-
vides a fundamental understanding of IBR-related dynamics;
therefore, developing high-fidelity IBR models has been an
urgent and mandatory task for academia and industry. Among
the efforts, developing an electromagnetic transient (EMT)
model is a high priority because the EMT model provides
the necessary and accurate transients for stability analysis and
fault studies, as shown in Fig. 1. Modeling the aspects of IBRs
is an individual effort, done case by case, depending on the
purpose of the study. A few examples are described here.

A real-world microgrid with 100% renewable is simulated
in PSCAD to study the transient dynamics of a microgrid
with “detailed” models of grid-forming (GFM) and grid-
following (GFL) inverters [5]. The EMT model, however, is
limited to outer PQ dispatch control, with the inner current
controller designed in the dq domain while complying with
IEEE Std. 1547-2018 [6]. Open-source PSCAD GFL and GFM
inverters interfaced with a 9-bus network are developed in [7]
to benchmark the IBR modeling for a transient study. This
EMT model develops the conventional dq domain current and
voltage controller for GFL and GFM IBRs, respectively, with
various functionalities, such as synthetic inertia and voltage
control-based grid support for GFL IBRs and automatic gen-
eration control and virtual resistance control for the GFM
IBRs. An EMT numerical simulation algorithm, applied to the
high-fidelity switching system model of a photovoltaic (PV)
plant, is implemented in [8] using PSCAD with Fortran and
the C/C++ environment for high-performance computations

This report is available at no cost from the National Renewable Energy Laboratory at www.nrel.gov/publications.
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Fig. 2. Fundamental building blocks of the EMT model of GFL IBRs.

and optimizations. A PV GFL IBR model is developed in
[9] using PSCAD that is suitable for transmission-connected
plants that comply with IEEE Std. 2800 [10]. Overall, the
existing state of the art usually covers some aspects of
IBR modeling, including the type of DC source, type of
inverter model, inverter power-level control, inverter device-
level control (current and/voltage control), measurements and
grid synchronization, grid requirements control, and current
limiting [11], but these models are not comprehensive enough
to showcase multiple aspects, including balanced/unbalanced
fault behavior, system dynamics, and stability etc. Therefore,
this article goes beyond the state of the art and aims to develop
a comprehensive GFL inverter model for transient stability
studies, fault studies, and protection design. The contributions
of this article are as follows. The EMT model developed in
this work using the PSCAD platform:
1) Can be used as a single black box with flexibility in
selecting the MVA rating.
2) Is suitable for interfacing transmission systems and com-
plies with IEEE Std. 2800 [10]; therefore, the model could be
of use to transmission system planners to study site-specific
performance with IBR integration.
3) Is suitable for interfacing various types and combinations
of DC sources, including the PV module, battery module, and
ideal voltage source; therefore, this model could be of use to
different vendors of GFL IBRs with varieties of DC sources.
4) Covers both switching models and averaged models. This
provides a benchmark platform to study the impact of inverter
modeling on various aspects, such as fault behavior.
5) Includes large sets of control logic, where the user can
make a selection by choosing the correct flags, as described
in Section II. The control logic covers an exhaustive list of
active power control, reactive power control, and inner current
control, as tabulated in Table III. The control architecture of
commercial GFL IBRs is usually proprietary and can vary
from one manufacturer to another. This generic EMT model
can be used by both academia and industry to study the
operation of systems with multivendor GFL IBRs.
6) Includes large sets of protection logic, where the user can
make a selection by choosing the correct flags, as described
in Section II. The protection logic covers an exhaustive list
of the instantaneous current saturation limiter, instantaneous
circular current limiter, current latching limiter, and anti-

TABLE I
Parameters of the EMT model of GFL IBRs.

Inverter Value of the Parameters
Ratings (3-ϕ) 480 V (L-L), 60 Hz, 1.25 MVA

DC side Vdc = 1200 V, fsw = 5 kHz
LCL silter Lf = 15 µH, Lg = 1.5 µH, Cf = 280 µF

TABLE II
Available options in the developed EMT model of GFL IBRs for selecting

the “DC source” type and “inverter model.”

DC Source [S] Inverter Model [M]
S1 : PV module
S2 : Battery module

M1 : switching model

S3 : Ideal voltage source
S4 : Any combination

M2 : Averaged model

windup protections, as tabulated in Table III. It is well studied
that the choice of limiter protection immensely impacts the
fault behavior of IBRs; therefore, this model will be of use
for protection system engineers to study and design suitable
protection systems with GFL IBRs interfaced in the system.

II. BIRDS-EYE VIEW OF THE EMT MODEL OF GFL IBRS

The fundamental building blocks of the EMT model of GFL
IBRs are shown in Fig. 2. The power circuit consists of the
“inverter model” interfaced with the “DC source” of voltage,
Vdc. At the output terminals, an LCL filter (Lf , Cf , Lg, and
associated equivalent series resistances, Rf and Rg, of the
inductors) are connected and interfaced to the grid/network via
a transformer. The main controller is responsible for generating
the pulse-width modulated switching signals for the inverter
based on processing the measurements (inner inductor current
measurements, iabcL , output current measurements, iabcO , and
capacitor voltage measurements, vabcC ) via the “controller
logic” and “protection logic.” The rating and the parameters
of the GFL IBR are tabulated in Table I. Note that the MVA
rating is user-defined and can be changed based on the end-
user requirement. The EMT model is connected to a 34.5-
kV grid via a step-up transformer of the rating of the three-
phase, 0.48/34.5-kV, 1.5-MVA Y-∆ transformer; however, this
external circuit is independent of the model of GFL IBRs. The
main features of the EMT model of GFL IBRs are as follows:
1) From the “DC source” model side, the developed EMT
model has the flexibility to select various types of DC sources
(single or combination) by choosing the flag, S , externally,
as tabulated in Table II. For example, S = S1 enables
connecting a single PV module on the DC side, S = S2
enables connecting a single battery module on the DC side,
S = S3 enables connecting a single ideal DC module on the
DC side, and S = S4 enables connecting any combination of
PV, battery, and ideal DC module on the DC side.
2) From the “inverter model” side, the developed EMT model
has the flexibility to select two types of models by choosing
the flag, M, externally, as tabulated in Table II. For example,
M = M1 enables the switching model, and M = M2
enables the averaged model of the inverter [12], [13].
3) From the “controller logic” side, the developed EMT model
has the flexibility to select various types of controls, as tabu-
lated in Table III. For example, in the “outer power” controller

This report is available at no cost from the National Renewable Energy Laboratory at www.nrel.gov/publications.
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TABLE III
Available options in the developed EMT model of GFL IBRs for selecting the “controller logic.” and “protection logic.”

Controller Logic [C]
Outer Power [CP] Inner Current [CC]

Active Power [CPP] Reactive Power [CPQ] CC1 : dq domain

CPP1 : Open-loop P dispatch CPQ1 : Open-loop Q dispatch CC2 : αβ domain

CPP2 : Closed-loop P dispatch CPQ2 : Closed-loop Q dispatch

CPP3 : Vdc control CPQ3 : Vac control
CC3 : Sequence domain

Protection Logic [P]

Current Limiter [PC] Windup [PW]

Saturation− based [PCS]
PCS1 : d-axis priority PCS2 : q-axis priority

PW1 : Anti-windup for PI controller.

Latching − based [PCL]
PCL1 : d-axis priority PCL2 : q-axis priority

PW2 : Anti-windup for PR controller.

(CP), for active power control, open-loop P dispatch (CPP =
CPP1), closed-loop P dispatch (CPP = CPP2), and DC-
bus voltage control (CPP = CPP3) are available. Similarly,
for reactive power control, open-loop (CPQ = CPQ1) Q
dispatch, closed-loop (CPQ = CPQ2) Q dispatch, and AC
terminal voltage control (CPQ = CPQ3) are available. In the
“inner current” controller (CC), the controller in the dq domain
(CC = CC1), the controller in the αβ domain (CC = CC2),
and the controller in the sequence domain (CC = CC3) are
available. The mathematical models of all these control logics
are discussed in Section III.
4)] From the “protection logic” side, the developed EMT
model has the flexibility to select various types of protections,
as tabulated in Table III. For example, in the “current limiter”
(PC), the model has a current “saturation-based” (PC = PCS)
and current “latching-based” (PC = PCL) protection. To
have d-axis priority in the limiter, PCS = PCS1 for the
“saturation-based” and PCL = PCL1 for the “latching-based”
limiter can be selected. Similarly, to have q-axis priority in the
limiter (as recommended in IEEE Std. 2800 [10]), PCS =
PCS2 for the “saturation-based” and PCL = PCL2 for the
“latching-based” limiter can be selected. The mathematical
models of all these control logics are discussed in Section III.

III. DEEP DIVE INTO THE EMT MODEL OF GFL IBRS

This section discusses the mathematical and computational
models of the EMT model of GFL IBRs. In particular, the
“controller logic” and “protection logic” are discussed in detail
while referring to Table III, Table III, and Fig. 2.

A. Outer Power Controller [CP]
As mentioned in the previous section, the outer power

controller consists of the following controls: 1) open-loop PQ
dispatch control, 2) closed-loop PQ dispatch control, and 3)
DC-bus voltage (Vdc) and AC terminal voltage (Vac) control.
1) Open-Loop PQ Dispatch Control [CPP1 and CPQ1]

An open-loop PQ dispatch controller generates the refer-
ence current signals for the inner current controller of the
GFL IBR. The objective is to regulate the output active and
reactive power of the GFL IBR to a pre-specified reference
active power, Pref , and reactive power, Qref , defined either
locally or remotely. The power references, Pref , Qref , and the
output of the synchronous reference frame (SRF) phase-locked
loop (PLL) [14], [15] with vabcC as input are used to set the
references for the current controllers [16]–[18]. The SRF PLL
is based on aligning in closed-loop control the angle of the
dq-transformation such that vabcC has no q-axis component.
A proportional-integral (PI) regulator acts on the alignment
error to set the rotation frequency. The desired output current
references are calculated using the following pair of equations:

• For CPP1, CPQ1 with CC1:

id
′

L,ref =
vdCPref + vqCQref

(vdC)
2 + (vqC)

2
, iq

′

L,ref =
vqCPref − vdCQref

(vdC)
2 + (vqC)

2
. (1)

• For CPP1, CPQ1 with CC2:

iα
′

L,ref =
vαCPref + vβCQref

(vαC)
2 + (vβC)

2
, iβ

′

L,ref =
vβCPref − vαCQref

(vαC)
2 + (vβC)

2
. (2)

• For CPP1, CPQ1 with CC3:
Using the SRF PLL output, θpll and −θpll, the positive- and

negative-sequence components of the voltage (vd
+

C , vd
−

C , vq
+

C ,
vq

−

C ) and the current (id
+

L , id
−

L , iq
+

L , iq
−

L ) are calculated using
the method of [19]. For unbalanced voltage conditions, the
following equation is used to create the commanded references
for the current regulators:


id

′+

L,ref

iq
′+

L,ref

id
′−

L,ref

iq
′−

L,ref

 =



vd
+

C vq
+

C vd
−

C vq
−

C

vq
+

C −vd
+

C vq
−

C −vd
−

C

vd
−

C vq
−

C vd
+

C vq
+

C

vq
−

C −vd
−

C −vq
+

C vd
+

C

vq
−

C −vd
−

C vq
+

C −vd
+

C

−vd
−

C −vq
−

C vd
+

C vq
+

C



−1 

P

Q

Pc

Ps

Qc

Qs


(3)

where P and Q are the average real and reactive powers
injected into the grid; and Pc, Ps, Qc, and Qs are the magni-
tude of the double fundamental frequency oscillating real and
reactive powers as quadrature components referenced to the
synchronous rotating frame. The EMT model of GFL IBRs
has flexibility in selecting the following types of sequence
reference generation methods:
i) Active power ripple control: It generates id

′+

L,ref , i
q′+

L,ref , i
d′−

L,ref ,

and iq
′−

L,ref from (3) by setting Pc = Ps = 0.

ii) Reactive power ripple control: It generates id
′+

L,ref , iq
′+

L,ref ,

id
′−

L,ref , and iq
′−

L,ref from (3) by setting Qc = Qs = 0.

iii) Balanced current control: It generates id
′+

L,ref , i
q′+

L,ref , i
d′−

L,ref ,

and iq
′−

L,ref from (3) by setting Pc = Ps = Qc = Qs = 0.
2) Closed-Loop PQ Dispatch Control [CPP2 and CPQ2]

Two PI controllers are used in the closed-loop PQ dispatch
control. The set points are the commanded active power, Pref ,
and reactive power, Qref [13]; however, at the beginning, vabcC
and iabcO are used to determine the instantaneous active power,
p, and the instantaneous reactive power and then are passed
through low-pass filters with the time constant, τS ∈ R>0,
to obtain the average value of the active power, P , and the
reactive power, Q. The desired output current references are
calculated using the following pair of equations:
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• For CPP2, CPQ2 with CC1: The output of the PI regulators
are directly used as id

′

L,ref and iq
′

L,ref .
• For CPP2, CPQ2 with CC2: id

′

L,ref and iq
′

L,ref are transformed
into iα

′

L,ref and iβ
′

L,ref using θpll.
3) Vdc-Vac Control [CPP3 and CPQ3]

The main control objective is to regulate the DC-bus volt-
age, Vdc, and the AC terminal voltage. The kernel of the
voltage control is the real/reactive power controller by which
P and Q can be independently controlled; therefore, to regu-
late the DC-bus voltage and AC terminal voltage, a feedback
mechanism compares Vdc with its reference command, V ref

dc ,
and Vac with its reference command, V ref

ac . Accordingly, it
adjusts Pref and Qref such that the net power exchanged
with the DC-bus capacitor is kept at zero and the required
reactive power support is provided to regulate the terminal
AC voltage. In this application, when the DC source is the
PV module, the V ref

dc is the output of the maximum power
point tracking (MPPT) controller, Vmppt. Here, the perturb
and observe method of MPPT is used [20].

B. Protection Logic
The following fault current limiter protection for the GFL

IBR model is employed:
1) Saturation-Based Current Limiter [PCS]

The instantaneous current saturation limiter [21] sets hard
limits on the inductor current references, id

′

L,ref and iq
′

L,ref , for
CC1. Whereas, for CC2, the hard limit is on iα

′

L,ref and iβ
′

L,ref .
The d-axis priority-based instantaneous current saturation lim-
iter, PCS1, for CC1 follows the following equations [22]–[24]:

|idL,ref | = min(isat, |id
′

L,ref |), |iqL,ref | = min(i′sat, |i
q′

L,ref |). (4)

where, i′sat =
√
i2sat − (idL,ref)

2 Similarly, the q-axis priority-
based instantaneous current saturation limiter, PCS2, for CC1
is implemented too [25], [26]. An instantaneous hard current
saturation limiter will clip the peak of the sinusoidal signal in
case of CC2. This will result in distortion output currents. A
circular current saturation limiter is usually implemented for
CC2 with the following equations [27]–[29]:

iαβL,ref =


iα

′β′

L,ref , if
√
(iα

′
L,ref)

2 + (iβ
′

L,ref)
2 ≤ isat,

iα
′β′

L,ref

isat√
(iα

′
L,ref)

2 + (iβ
′

L,ref)
2
, otherwise. (5)

where isat is usually selected as 1.2–1.5 p.u. of the nominal
current of the IBR.
2) Latching-Based Current Limiter [PCL]

The latching current limiter allows a mode change in the
current values in which the GFL IBR control switches to a
predefined inductor fault current reference, ilatch, instead of
the reference current signals [27], [28], [30]. It is held at
that value until the inductor current reference magnitude drops
below a reset threshold, ireset. For CC1, the limiter follows the
following equations [31]:

idL,ref , i
q
L,ref =

{
id,satL,ref , i

q,sat
L,ref if iL,ref ≥ isat,

id
′

L,ref , i
q′

L,ref if iL,ref ≤ ilatch,
(6)

where iL,ref=
√
(id

′
L,ref)

2 + (iq
′

L,ref)
2. Also, the selection of

id,satL,ref and iq,satL,ref should satisfy
√

(id,satL,ref)
2 + (iq,satL,ref)

2 = isat. In

case of d-axis priority-based latching, PCL1, for CC1, id,satL,ref

and iq,satL,ref are selected as follows [32]:

id,satL,ref =
id

′

L,ref

|id′
L,ref |

× min(|id
′

L,ref |, isat), (7)

iq,satL,ref =
iq

′

L,ref

|iq′

L,ref |
× min(|iq

′

L,ref |,
√
(isat)2 − (id,satL,ref)

2. (8)

Similarly, the q-axis priority-based latching, PCL2, for CC1,
are implemented too [33]. The latching equation for CC2 is
selected as follows [31], [34]:

iαβ,limL,ref =

iα
′β′

L,ref

isat
iL,ref

, if iL,ref ≥ isat,

iα
′β′

L,ref , if iL,ref ≤ ilatch,
(9)

where iL,ref=
√

(iα
′

L,ref)
2 + (iβ

′

L,ref)
2. To prevent the limit cycle

behavior of the inserted nonlinearity, ilatch is selected to be
less than isat yet greater than the current magnitude at rated
power operation at the lowest nominal voltage [31].

C. Inner Current Controller Logic
As mentioned in the previous section, the inner current

controller consists of inner current control in the dq domain
(CC1), αβ domain (CC2), sequence domain (CC3).
1) Inner Current Control in the dq Domain [CC1]

For GFL IBRs, the conventional inner current controller in
the synchronous reference frame (i.e., dq-domain) architecture
is employed [35]. For the inner current controller, idL,ref and
iqL,ref are provided as the reference signals to be tracked by
the output signals idL and iqL, respectively. A PI compensator
is used to track the reference of the dq-axis inductor current.
For a desired time constant, τc, the parameters of the current
controller are selected as kpc = Lf/τc and kic = Rf/τc.
Depending on the switching frequency, τc is typically selected
to range from 0.5–2 ms [13]. Additional feed-forward voltage
signals, vdC and vqC, and cross-coupling signals, −ωNLf i

q
L and

ωNLf i
d
L, facilitate the disturbance rejection capability. Here,

ωN is the nominal frequency in rad/s.
2) Inner Current control in the αβ Domain [CC2]

For GFL IBRs, the conventional inner current controller in
the stationary reference frame (i.e., αβ-domain) architecture
is employed [36]. For the inner current controller for GFL
IBRs, iαL,ref and iβL,ref are provided as the reference signals to
be tracked by the signals iαL and iβL, respectively. Following
the internal-model principle, the PR controller’s only two gain
parameters, kpc and krc, have been used. For a desired phase
margin and to gain crossover frequency, the parameters of the
voltage controller (kpc and krc) can be designed [13]. Similarly,
feed-forward voltage signals, vαC, vβC, facilitate the disturbance
rejection capability.
3) Inner Current Control in the Sequence Domain [CC3]

For GFL IBRs, the sequence domain inner current controller
in the synchronous reference frame (i.e., dq-domain) architec-
ture is employed [37]. For the inner current controller, id

+

L,ref ,
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

Fig. 3. Results of (a) AC terminal voltage, (b) inverter current, and (c) output active and reactive power of the GFL IBR model during C1, and (d) AC
terminal voltage, (e) inverter current, and (f) output active and reactive power of the GFL IBR model during C2.

id
−

L,ref , i
q+

L,ref , and iq
−

L,ref are provided as the reference signals

to be tracked. The output signals are id
+

L,ref , i
d−

L,ref , i
q+

L,ref , and

iq
−

L,ref , and these are the notch filter outputs (resonant frequency
at 2ωpll). The compensator and feed-forward signals are used
here with the similar phenomenon of CC1.

IV. RESULTS

The generic GFL IBR model prototype is validated with
comprehensive simulation testings in PSCAD. This section
presents a few selected example simulation results. The sim-
ulations include the following four scenarios:
C1) The averaged model inverter (M2) is interfaced with the
PV module (S1) while running with closed-loop PQ dispatch
control (CPP2 and CPQ2), with the inner current controller
in the dq-domain (CC1), and with the saturation-based current
limiter PCS in the q-axis priority PCS2. The GFL IBR was
initially operating with Pref=0 p.u. and Qref=0 p.u. At t=0.5
s, the Pref jumps to 0.75 p.u. and Qref jumps to 0.33 p.u., in
compliance with IEEE Std. 2800 [10].
C2) The switching model inverter (M1) is interfaced with
the PV and battery module (S1 and S2) while running with
closed-loop PQ dispatch control (CPP2 and CPQ2), with
the sequence domain inner current controller (CC3), and with
latching current limiter PCL in the d-axis priority PCL1. The
GFL IBR was initially operating with Pref=0 p.u. and Qref=0
p.u. At t=0.5 s, the Pref jumps to 0.75 p.u. and Qref jumps
to 0.33 p.u., in compliance with IEEE Std. 2800 [10].
C3) The averaged model inverter (M2) is interfaced with the
PV module (S1) while running with the closed-loop Vdc-Q and
closed-loop control (CPP3 and CPQ2), with the inner current
controller in the dq-domain (CC1), and with the latching-based
current limiter PCL in the q-axis priority PCL2. The GFL
IBR was initially operating with Pref=0.75 p.u. and Qref=0.33
p.u. At t=0.5 s, a three-phase-to-ground (abcg) fault occurs
with a fault resistance of 0.01Ω.
C4) The switching model inverter (M1) is interfaced with the
PV module and battery module (S1 and S2) while running
with the closed-loop Vdc-Q and closed-loop control (CPP3
and CPQ2), with the inner current controller in the sequence

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Fig. 4. Results of (a) output active power and (b) output reactive power of
the GFL IBR model during C3, and (c) output active power and (d) output
reactive power of the GFL IBR model during C4.

domain (CC3), and with saturation-based current limiter PCS
in the q-axis priority PCS2. The GFL IBR was initially
operating with Pref=0.75 p.u. and Qref=0.33 p.u. At t=0.5
s, ABCG fault occurs with a fault resistance of 0.01Ω.
Fig. 3(a), Fig. 3(b), and Fig. 3(c) illustrate the results of

the AC terminal voltage, inverter output current, and output
active and reactive power of the GFL IBR model during C1.
Similarly, Fig. 3(d), Fig. 3(e), and Fig. 3(f) illustrate the results
of the AC terminal voltage, inverter output current, and output
active and reactive power of the GFL IBR model during C2.
In both the cases, the GFL IBR is able to inject the required
amount of active and reactive power into the grid. Note that
the inner current controller in the case of C1 is different from
C2, and that drives the transient current behavior during the
power reference jump, as observed in Fig. 3(b) and Fig. 3(e).

Fig. 4(a) and Fig. 4(b) illustrate the results of the output
active power and output reactive power of the GFL IBR model
during C3. Similarly, Fig. 4(c) and Fig. 4(d) illustrate the
results of the output active power and output reactive power
of the GFL IBR model during C4. In both the cases, due
to the low impedance fault, the terminal voltage across the
GFL IBR significantly drops, as expected; however, due to
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respective current limiters (PCL2 for C3 and PCS2 for C4),
the fault current contribution of the GFL IBR is not high and
is restricted to the selected isat value (in this case, 1.2 p.u.).
Therefore, in conclusion, the developed model of the GFL IBR
successfully restricts the fault current to the safe upper limit.

V. CONCLUSION

This article presents a generic, easy-to-scale-up MVA rating,
multifunctional, EMT dynamic model of GFL IBRs using the
PSCAD software platform that complies with IEEE Std. 2800.
The developed model includes features such as flexibility in
selecting various types and combinations of DC sources, flexi-
bility in selecting either the switching or averaged model of the
inverter, and exhaustive lists of controller and protection logic.
The generality in the power circuits and the multifunctional
options in the operation and control of the developed EMT
model make it suitable for both academia and industry to
study various power system aspects. The developed model
provides the user the option to study the impact of IBR
power circuits and control and protection schemes on the fault
behavior and will be of use to protection engineers to design
protection systems. Moreover, for transient stability analysis
and for steady-state and transient operation and control of
power systems interfaced with various types of GFL IBRs,
this model can be used with ease and flexibility in selecting
various control and protection schemes as well as types of
inverter models and DC sources. A few simulation case studies
are also provided to showcase the performance of the model.
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