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Abstract: Recently developed nacelle test benches for wind turbines, equipped with multi-physics
Hardware-in-the-Loop (HiL) systems, enable advanced testing and even certification of next-generation
wind turbines according to IEC61400-21. On the basis of three experiments carried out with a commer-
cial 3.2 MW wind turbine, this paper shows to which extent test bench hardware and HiL systems
influence certification results. For the crucial Fault-Ride-Through tests, all deviations were found
to be below 1% compared to field and simulation results. For this test, the power HiL system and
the accuracy of its impedance emulation are found to be of most relevance. The results for the test
items Frequency Control and Synthetic Inertia were found to be more sensitive to shortcomings of
the mechanical HiL with its control system. Based on these findings, the paper mentions general
procedures to ensure the quality of test benches with HiL systems and, with that, ensure the quality
of certification.

Keywords: certification; wind turbine; nacelle test bench; hardware-in-the-loop; grid emulator

1. Introduction

In the future, the certification of wind turbines’ electrical characteristics will heavily
depend on measurement results derived on test benches equipped with multi-physics
Hardware-in-the-Loop (HiL) systems. Certification measurements on test benches will
reduce, and eventually replace, resource-consuming field tests of wind turbines. Currently,
Germany already approves the use of test benches for the certification of electrical charac-
teristics by means of the technical guideline FGW TR3 [1]. The technical specification IEC
61400-21-4, which complements the existing standard IEC 61400-21-1 [2], will also make
this option available internationally as of 2022 [3]. Both standards allow for the carrying
out of Fault Ride Through and Active and Reactive Power Control tests on test benches
instead of in the field.

This paper focuses on nacelle test benches as depicted in Figure 1. The setup of a
nacelle test bench includes a complete, full-scale wind turbine nacelle with its mechanical
and electrical drive train. Thereby, HiL systems operate at the wind turbine’s electrical,
mechanical, and signal interfaces and enable the operation of the wind turbine as if in
the field. While the tower and the rotor are missing, the electrical setup and the control
software of the wind turbine remain unchanged.
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Figure 1. State-of-the-art multi-megawatt nacelle test bench at the Center for Wind Power Drives, 
RWTH Aachen University, with an ENERCON E-115 E2 mounted. 

HiL systems for nacelle test benches are an active field of research for both academia 
and the wind industry. Recent publications focus on design aspects of the HiL systems, 
ranging from different interface methods to control methods that couple a real-time model 
with the test bench. The effect of different interface algorithms for power-level HiL (PHiL) 
systems of a wind turbine test bench is investigated in [4]. A similar investigation ex-
tended to PHiL simulations in general, and that was not restricted to wind turbine test 
benches, can be found in [5]. A general method for the selection of an appropriate interface 
algorithm for PHiL applications is derived in [6]. The authors of [7] use a system identifi-
cation method to update the knowledge of the hardware and, by this, improve the inter-
face algorithm. To overcome challenges regarding the integration of distributed energy 
resources, the task-force paper [8] proposes a benchmark system for controller HiL and 
PHiL testing. For mechanical-level HiL (MHiL), research is more focused on the control 
of wind turbine test benches. The authors of [9] propose a proportional-integral controller 
for the emulation of missing inertia on a test bench. A similar approach for MHiL is intro-
duced in [10], but restricted to simulation results for validation. An emulation of rotor 
inertia and related eigenfrequencies was first introduced in [11], where a state feedback 
controller shifts the eigenfrequencies of the test bench to the desired locations in the com-
plex eigenvalue plane. The authors of [12] use model-based control, namely an internal 
model control, and suggest a two-step procedure to design the HiL control algorithm, 
which also allows eigenfrequency emulation. In [13], a model-based control method 
damps the test-bench-related eigenfrequencies and applies a reference trajectory. This 
control method is used to couple a mechanical real-time model for inertia-eigenfrequency 
emulation in [14]. A similar approach can be found in [15]. This approach controls the test 
bench’s speed control rather than the torque. These control methods have been extended 
to robust control with a genetic algorithm optimizing the weighting functions used within 
the controller synthesis in [16], linear parameter varying control where a full-order dy-
namic output feedback controller adapts to the plant’s parameter-varying characteristics 
[17], and nominal performance in [18]. 

Most of the aforementioned designs are analyzed in simulation, and only a few were 
put into operation in full-scale experiments. Full-scale validations with a focus on experi-
mental results are reported in [19] for the initial commissioning of the test bench at the 
Center for Wind Power Drives at RWTH Aachen University, and in [20] for the electrical 
faults on the same test bench. In [21], an experimental validation of the rotor eigenfre-
quency emulation on a full scale test bench is demonstrated, in [22] for mechanical results 
on the dynamometer at the Fraunhofer IWES, and in [23] for electrical faults on the same 
test bench. Experimental results, with a focus on the grid emulator, of the wind turbine 
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RWTH Aachen University, with an ENERCON E-115 E2 mounted.

HiL systems for nacelle test benches are an active field of research for both academia
and the wind industry. Recent publications focus on design aspects of the HiL systems,
ranging from different interface methods to control methods that couple a real-time model
with the test bench. The effect of different interface algorithms for power-level HiL (PHiL)
systems of a wind turbine test bench is investigated in [4]. A similar investigation extended
to PHiL simulations in general, and that was not restricted to wind turbine test benches, can
be found in [5]. A general method for the selection of an appropriate interface algorithm for
PHiL applications is derived in [6]. The authors of [7] use a system identification method
to update the knowledge of the hardware and, by this, improve the interface algorithm.
To overcome challenges regarding the integration of distributed energy resources, the
task-force paper [8] proposes a benchmark system for controller HiL and PHiL testing. For
mechanical-level HiL (MHiL), research is more focused on the control of wind turbine test
benches. The authors of [9] propose a proportional-integral controller for the emulation
of missing inertia on a test bench. A similar approach for MHiL is introduced in [10], but
restricted to simulation results for validation. An emulation of rotor inertia and related
eigenfrequencies was first introduced in [11], where a state feedback controller shifts the
eigenfrequencies of the test bench to the desired locations in the complex eigenvalue
plane. The authors of [12] use model-based control, namely an internal model control,
and suggest a two-step procedure to design the HiL control algorithm, which also allows
eigenfrequency emulation. In [13], a model-based control method damps the test-bench-
related eigenfrequencies and applies a reference trajectory. This control method is used
to couple a mechanical real-time model for inertia-eigenfrequency emulation in [14]. A
similar approach can be found in [15]. This approach controls the test bench’s speed
control rather than the torque. These control methods have been extended to robust
control with a genetic algorithm optimizing the weighting functions used within the
controller synthesis in [16], linear parameter varying control where a full-order dynamic
output feedback controller adapts to the plant’s parameter-varying characteristics [17], and
nominal performance in [18].

Most of the aforementioned designs are analyzed in simulation, and only a few
were put into operation in full-scale experiments. Full-scale validations with a focus on
experimental results are reported in [19] for the initial commissioning of the test bench
at the Center for Wind Power Drives at RWTH Aachen University, and in [20] for the
electrical faults on the same test bench. In [21], an experimental validation of the rotor
eigenfrequency emulation on a full scale test bench is demonstrated, in [22] for mechanical
results on the dynamometer at the Fraunhofer IWES, and in [23] for electrical faults on
the same test bench. Experimental results, with a focus on the grid emulator, of the wind
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turbine testing facility at NREL are given in [24], and practical recommendations regarding
the PHiL interface derived from these results are given in [25].

Some of these publications even refer to certification as a possible use case [20,24,26].
However, the specific impact HiL operated test benches can have on certification results
has hardly been researched so far, as this is a topic on the fringes of academic interest.

However, the transfer from research results to industrially relevant technology and ap-
plication requires discussing the impact and limitations that come along with HiL-operated
test benches. Hence, sharing experiences made during test-bench-based certification cam-
paigns seems mandatory now and in the future, in order to maintain the high quality of
wind turbine certification. While certification on test benches becomes part of the standards,
the publicly available data of, and experience with, certification measurement campaigns
conducted at nacelle test benches are limited. To the authors’ knowledge, only the joint
research project CertBench, which the authors were also part of, published such results at
all [27]. This project achieved the worldwide first wind turbine certification, solely based
upon test bench measurements by means of the German FGW TR3 guideline. An overview
of the results [28], and some results on MHiL- [29] and PHiL-specific [30] aspects have been
published already.

For the first time, this paper examines, in detail, the impact the HiL system has on
certification results. In this way, we try to bridge the gap between the academic perspective
on HiL systems and the certification perspective. For this, we investigate how HiL func-
tionalities of a test bench affect the results of selected certification tests and if the observed
limitations are significant. This is done by comparing results to field measurements with
respect to the evaluation criteria stated in the standards. With that, rather than discussing
details of the HiL systems, we focus on the results of certification-relevant measurements.
Based on the findings, this paper also aims at deriving procedures which help to ensure
the suitability of test benches with HiL systems for certification purpose. The basis for this
work is a set of selected results of a measurement campaign carried out with an ENERCON
E-115 E2 wind turbine as the device under test (DUT) at the Center for Wind Power Drives
and in the field.

The structure of the paper is as follows: Section 2 gives an overview of the general
setup of a nacelle test bench before Sections 3 and 4 introduce the PHiL and the MHiL
systems, respectively, and discuss their accuracy in an isolated manner. The influence
of the HiL systems on the tests Frequency Control, Synthetic Inertia, and Under Voltage
Ride Through (UVRT) is discussed in Section 5. Section 6 presents initial ideas on possible
validation procedures for HiL-operated test benches.

2. Overview of the Nacelle Test Bench and Wind Turbines
2.1. General Setup and Functioning of a Multi-Physics HiL Nacelle Test Bench

A nacelle test bench with HiL-functionality, as considered in this paper, is comprised
of (1) a global test bench control, (2) the DUT (Nacelle), (3) the mechanical-level HiL system,
(4) a signal-level HiL system, and (5) the power-level HiL system.

Figure 2 gives an overview of the overall system structure. The global test bench
control ensures the safe operation of the test bench and provides an operator interface. The
DUT includes the complete drive train with the generator and converter, as well as the
unmodified control system of the wind turbine. Compared to a wind turbine in the field,
the rotor, the tower, some actuators, and some sensors are missing at the test bench. These
elements are reproduced by the different HiL systems. The MHiL system interfaces the
DUT’s mechanics at the drive train, where the rotor hub is usually mounted, to emulate
the dynamics of the missing rotor and to compensate for undesired mechanical effects
of the test bench itself. The PHiL system interfaces the DUT’s electrical part, provides a
medium voltage grid at the point of common coupling (PCC), and allows for the generation
of a location-specific grid behavior. As indicated in Figure 2, the MHiL and PHiL systems
include real-time simulations, control, and interface software, as well as their actuators
motor and controlled PHiL-amplifier (converter), respectively. The signal-level HiL system
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emulates the missing sensor and actuator signals and, if required, their dynamic behavior.
Thereby, it mainly links simulation in- and outputs to the corresponding in- and outputs of
the wind turbine’s control system.
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The main purpose of the multi-physics HiL system at the test bench is to enable a
realistic operation of the DUT with its original controller configuration under reproducible
conditions. For this purpose, the HiL systems have to reproduce the overall system behavior
sufficiently accurately to satisfy the DUT’s control system and prevent instability [6,9]. If
that is not accurate enough, the wind turbine controller would detect mismatches, with
the consequence of not being able to operate the DUT. Beyond this, the HiL systems have
to be accurate enough to reproduce certification-relevant results from field measurements.
For all HiL systems, accuracy must be achieved with respect to: static emulation, dynamic
emulation, and the suppression of parasitic effects [6,21]. Table 1 compares what each
of these three topics means for the MHiL and PHiL systems. This also emphasizes the
cross-domain similarities of the HiL systems.

Table 1. List of tasks and effects for HiL systems and a comparison what they mean in the differ-
ent domains.

Accuracy MHiL PHiL

Static
Emulation

� Reproducing aerodynamic relations
� Emulating missing rotor inertia

� Replication of the fundamental frequency
component of the grid impedance

� Emulating the phase voltages

Dynamic
Emulation

� Reproducing eigenfrequencies related to
missing rotor inertia

� Reproducing 3P frequencies

� Due to the controller dynamics, the PHiL is
only suitable for determining the grid
impedances in steady state

Parasitic
Effects

� Suppress test bench related eigenfrequencies
� Minimize impact of actuator limits by

adequate controller design

� Suppress effects of converter filter, e.g.,
saturation

� Minimize impact of delays via choosing
adequate interface algorithm

2.2. Hardware Specification

This section provides some key facts on the hardware specifications of the test bench
and the DUT in order to characterize the experimental platform used for this work.

In addition to the real-time simulations of the MHiL and PHiL systems, their associated
actuators, the motor, and the converter-based controlled amplifier affect the achievable



Energies 2022, 15, 1336 5 of 22

accuracy of the multi-physics HiL setup. Other than the HiL simulations, hardware and
low-level control algorithms belonging to the mechanical drive unit and the grid emulator
cannot be adjusted easily and, therefore, represent hard limits to the performance of the
overall system. Table 2 shows the specifications of the nacelle test bench’s grid emulator and
drive unit. An in-depth introduction to the control concept and the hardware specifications
of the grid emulator is provided in [31]. A more detailed discussion on the drive and load
unit of the test bench can be found in [32]. With respect to the drive unit, the maximum
torque rate represents a crucial limitation to the bandwidth of the MHiL system and its
control. In the case of the grid emulator, the switching frequency is a limitation of the PHiL
design, both in terms of impedance control bandwidths and harmonic emulation.

Table 2. Specifications of the test bench’s grid emulator [31] and drive unit.

Parameter Value

Grid emulator

Converter typology Three-level neutral-point-clamped
Max. phase current 3 × 1100 A
Carrier frequency 1150 Hz

Transformer windings Primary Secondary Tertiary
Rated power 8000 kVA 3 × 2000 kVA 2000 kVA
Rated voltage 20 kV 3 × 3 kV 6 kV

Drive unit

Motor type Direct-drive
Rated power 4 MW
Rated torque ±2.7 MNm

Max. torque rate ±1 MNm/s
Total inertia

(incl. test bench
related drive train)

0.51 × 106 kgm2

Manufacturer General Electric

The DUT operated at the test bench for this study is a commercially available ENER-
CON E-115 with a rated power of 3.2 MW. This is a pitch controlled, variable speed wind
turbine with direct drive and full-scale power converter. Table 3 summarizes the key facts
of the DUT. This is a type 4 wind turbine, where all power is evacuated via the converter,
and the generator is almost decoupled from the grid. Therefore, not all findings in this
paper may be transferable to type 3 wind turbines, where typically less than 30% of the
power [33] is evacuated via the converter and the generator is directly coupled to the grid.

Table 3. DUT parameters based on construction data.

Parameter Value

Mechanical

Turbine type Direct drive; variable speed
Cut-in wind speed 2.5 m/s
Rated wind speed 13 m/s

Rotor diameter 115 m
Share of missing inertia 98.4%

Generator /Converter

Converter type Full scale power converter
Generator type Ring generator
Rated power 3.2 MW

Rated generator speed 13.1 rpm
Wind turbine output voltage 400 V

Manufacturer ENERCON GmbH

2.3. Measurement and Uncertainty

All electrical quantities were measured on both the low voltage side of the DUT
transformer and the high voltage side. On the low voltage side, the three phase-to-neutral
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voltages and the three corresponding phase currents were measured; on the medium-
voltage side, the three phase-to-phase voltages and the three phase currents were measured.
The instantaneous values were measured with a sampling rate of 10 kHz. A Dewetron
DEWE 800 is used as the advanced data acquisition and analysis system. The controlled
variable for the control loops within the MHiL system was recorded with an incremental
encoder with 2048 pulses per revolution. This sensor is placed on the drive side between
the electric motor and the load application unit. All test bench signals used within the
MHiL system, such as rotational speed and motor torque as well as the manipulated
variable calculated by the MHiL system, are transmitted with 1 kHz. The largest dynamic
uncertainty in this setup resulted from the generated power updated at 10 Hz, which
inevitably followed from the sample time of the DUT’s main control. The aeroelastic
simulation model results in the rotational speed and drive torque which then controls the
test bench. The systems control reacts to the rotational speed by specifying the generator
power (i.e., torque) and pitch angle. These signals are processed in the simulation model
and leads to a closed-loop control system. However, the systems control does not directly
specify the generator torque and the pitch angle but only the electrical generator power
and the pitch rate, i.e., the positioning speed. In order to be able to infer the mechanical
acting generator torque for the simulation model from the generator power, a loss model is
taken into account and the mechanical torque is calculated with the rotational speed of the
DUT. Table 4 summarizes the measurement equipment used.

Table 4. Measurement equipment used.

Type Accuracy Transmission Ratio

Current transducer LV PEM RCTi-3ph 8000 ±1% 8000 A/5 V

Current transducer MV Chauvin Arnoux
Rogowski coils A100 ≤1% 200 A/2 V

Voltage transducer LV Input to the
DEWE800 0.01%

Voltage transducer MV RITZ VES-24 ±1% (80–120%) 20,000/110 V

3. Introduction of Power-Level HiL System

This chapter gives details on the PHiL system and discusses the possibility of impedance
emulation in case of faulty grids. For this, the PHiL system is considered in an isolated
manner, without considering certification-relevant tests.

3.1. Power-Level HiL Setup

Testing under laboratory conditions requires the mapping of different grid parame-
ters. In addition to the voltage level and the grid frequency, these also include the grid
impedances, since they affect the measurement of the electrical properties of wind turbines,
which is necessary for certification. The grid impedance should be separately adjustable
according to amplitude and grid angle [34]. Since the evaluations of the measurement
results required for certification usually refer to the fundamental frequency components, it
is also sufficient to specify the 50 Hz component of the grid impedance [1,2].

The grid simulation implemented at the nacelle test bench serves as impedance control,
which is part of the grid emulator. This is implemented as a PHiL setup. Input parameters
of the real-time grid simulation are the current controlled by the WT (IDUT), which is
measured at the PCC, and the specified grid impedance (ZGrid). Using these parameters,
the grid model, whose simplified equivalent circuit is shown in Figure 3b, calculates the
voltage difference across the grid impedance and adds it to the specified grid voltage
(UGrid). The voltage determined in the grid simulation (UPCC) is the new set-point of the
grid emulator, which now operates in an impedance-controlled manner. The corresponding
structure of the grid emulator, consisting of the real-time measurement, the control, and
the hardware components, is shown in Figure 3a [35].
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Figure 3. Overall power-level HiL Control Concept [35]. (a) Impedance control implementation as
part of the grid emulator, (b) Single-phase equivalent circuit, and (c) PHiL implementation using an
ITM interface algorithm.

The single-phase equivalent circuit in Figure 3b illustrates the real-time grid simulation
in the left part, and the available hardware as DUT in the right part. Thus, a transfer of the
equivalent diagram into a PHiL setup is possible. Figure 3c represents the transfer using
the ideal transformer model (ITM) [5,6] as an interface algorithm.

3.2. Impedance Control during Grid Fault

In a former publication, we have already shown that the impedance control provides
precise results in steady state operation [35]. This work investigates to what extent the PHiL
setup allows an impedance replication in case of faulty grids, e.g., in case of under-voltage
events. The impedance is evaluated only for the steady state and for the quasi-steady
state fault. The transient transition from the pre-fault to the fault condition occurs in
such a short time step that the control of the grid impedance is not operative due to the
limited bandwidth of the control loop. Instead, the physical impedance of the installed
components is leading during this highly dynamic transition. Since the impedance of the
DUT’s transformer affects the resulting impedance, it must be considered when evaluating
PHiL simulation under steady state conditions. Thus, the total impedance is obtained
by adding the transformer impedance and the impedance implemented in the real-time
simulation. The impedance, calculated from the current and voltage measurements, is
compared with the impedance set point for three-phase UVRT tests with 0.5 pu residual
voltage (see Figure 4). The tests were performed under full load (FL) and partial load
(PL) conditions of the DUT. In the partial load case, additional measurements considered
different reactive current injections, ∆iB. The k-factor defines this reactive current injection
as a function of the voltage dip depth, ∆u [36].

∆iB = k · ∆u (1)
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The evaluation in Figure 4 indicates deviations of less than 1 Ohm between the set
values and the values of the grid impedance calculated from the measurements. Thus,
UVRT tests with different grid parameters, i.e., grid impedances, can be performed on the
grid emulators, if a PHiL system emulates the impedance.

In addition to the impedance magnitude, the impedance angle can also be specified.
For this purpose, the X/R ratio is varied. To investigate the behavior in a faulty grid again,
three-phase UVRT tests with 0.5 pu resulting voltage at variable X/R ratio were performed,
as in the previous investigation. Figure 5 shows the angle variation for a weak grid with
14 MVA short-circuit power (SSC) and a strong grid with 228 MVA short-circuit power.
Further tests with short-circuit power between these two values confirm that the deviations
decrease with increasing short-circuit power. The maximum deviation at 14 MVA is 2.7◦.
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Thus, the impedance control of the PHiL system enables the specification of different
impedance magnitudes and impedance angles during the steady state and quasi-steady
state of a UVRT event.

4. Introduction of the Mechanical-Level HiL System

Equivalent to the previous chapter regarding the PHiL system, this chapter describes
the MHiL system before the static and dynamic properties of the system are discussed.

4.1. Mechanical-Level HiL-Setup

The MHiL system consists of a wind turbine simulation for reference generation,
including aerodynamic and mechanical real-time models (c.f. Figure 6) and control-loops
for reference tracking. The aerodynamic model calculates an input torque to the mechanical
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drive train of the wind turbine according to user-given wind conditions, rotor blade pitch,
and the measured rotation speed. The wind turbine simulation outputs a reference value
to the tracking control, which operates the test bench’s drive unit.
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In this chapter, two different MHiL methods are considered: Baseline Inertia Emulation
(IE) [9] and Model Reference Control (MRC) [21]. In the IE, the mechanical model only
consists of the rotor inertia and does not include the generator’s share, which exists at
the test bench. This mimics a flexible connection of the simulated inertia to the DUT at
the test bench as depicted in Figure 6a. Due to its simplicity, this method is particularly
suitable for commissioning HiL systems in a time-efficient manner [37]. In contrast, the
MRC HiL method features a complete wind turbine model, also including the generator’s
inertia as shown in Figure 6b. The generator speed is the reference value for the tracking
control. Due to a large number of parameters, this method offers greater potential in terms
of closed-loop robustness and performance. However, this is also accompanied by an
increased commissioning effort compared to the IE [21].

4.2. Accuracy of MHiL during Normal Wind Turbine Operations
4.2.1. Stationary Accuracy during Normal Power Production

In this section, the stationary accuracy of the MHiL system is assessed by looking at
the power curve of a wind turbine. The measurements are derived by operating the DUT
in turbulent wind conditions at different power levels. To calculate the power curve at
each level, a 10-min power average is calculated. Therefore, we consider this measurement
to be stationary accurate. This curve is an excellent measure to assess the MHiL system
accuracy, as it is directly linked to the mechanical quantities of speed and torque, which are
controlled by the MHiL system.

Figure 7 shows the nominal power curve from the data sheet (blue line), the power
curve derived in a field measurement campaign (gray dots), and the curves derived at the
test bench with the two MHiL methods introduced before (orange and purple dots). The
field-power curve shows the typical scattering of 10-min power bins caused by inhomoge-
neous wind conditions. Since the wind speed in the field can only be measured at certain
points, identical average wind speed values do not guarantee identical wind conditions
over the entire rotor area. This causes the scattering of the measured power.

The artificial wind fields within the MHiL system ensure that the statistical properties
are correct over the complete rotor area. This leads to minimal scattering for 10-min average
power values derived with artificial wind fields of identical statistical properties. At the
same time, this does not mean that the measurements derived at a test bench must match
the theoretical blue power curve, as there are other effects, such as losses of the real physical
components and other measurement uncertainties, which can lead to a difference of several
percent. From the authors’ experience, the MHiL system can be considered to be stationary
accurate when the deviation from a provided power curve is within the scattering typically
observed in the field. Both the IE and the MRC results in Figure 7 are located within this
scattering. The difference between the theoretical power curve and the MHiL results is
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always below 0.1 pu, which is considered acceptable. At the same time, for both methods,
repetitive tests lead to differences in the results of less than 0.02 pu and are well beyond
any reproducibility in field measurements.
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4.2.2. Dynamic Accuracy during Normal Power Production

The dynamic accuracy of the MHiL system addresses its ability to reproduce the me-
chanical eigenfrequencies of the coupled rotor drive train system. These eigenfrequencies
can be found in the spectrum of the drive train’s rotation speed and, hence, in the active
power. A 10-min power measurement taken during normal operation is considered for
analysis. As explained before, the wind speed in the field and in the simulation cannot be
identical, which explains the two different wind speed curves in the top plot of Figure 8.
The average of both is 15 m/s. The second and third plot in Figure 8 show spectra of the ac-
tive power when the MRC and the IE are used at the test bench. The MRC is able to emulate
the lowest two frequencies and, to a certain extent, also the highest relevant eigenfrequency
at approximately 2 Hz. The IE only emulates the first and a minor second frequency.

The emulation’s accuracy of both methods is high in terms of frequency and amplitude
with respect to values in the low frequency range. The higher frequency emulated by the
MRC differs by 9% from the frequency value observed in the field. The power captured
within the emulated frequency is only 25% of the field result. The root cause for this is the
turbine simulation model within the MHiL system, which itself differs from the field results.
As the bottom plot in Figure 8 shows, the results of the MRC method at the test bench
match the results of the internal mechanical model. This means that the MRC method
operates accurately. The difference emphasizes the importance of accurate wind turbine
models, since test bench results cannot be better than such. The accuracy of such models is
generally high, as they have been validated for several years and with several wind turbine
types. It is not expected that the accuracy of such models gets worse due to increasing
wind turbine size. Still, regular and comprehensive validation is mandatory to ensure the
model quality.

In conclusion, the accuracy of the MRC method is higher than the IE method, with
respect to the nominal frequencies reflected by the internal model, but low with respect
to the field results, due to a model mismatch. Consequently, the MRC method is used
for subsequent tests. However, with respect to electrical certification, especially active
power, one must admit that the power share within the emulated frequencies is low
compared to the DUT’s nominal power, so that both methods allow realistic testing of type
4 wind turbines.
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Figure 8. Frequency analysis of the active power output during normal operation of the DUT in the
field and at the test bench.

5. Analysis of the HiL Systems’ Impact on Selected Certification Tests

This chapter describes the HiL systems’ reaction during selected certification-relevant
tests and discusses their influence on the measurement and, hence, the certification results.
For this purpose, three different tests from IEC 61400-21-1 are considered. These are Under
Voltage Ride Through (UVRT) events, Frequency Control, and Synthetic Inertia.

The UVRT event is one of the most important tests when it comes to certification and
one of the main reasons for test-bench-based certification for the industry. The influence
that the MHiL has on the measurement results is expected to be minor because the DUT is
a full-scale power converter wind turbine, so the mechanical drive train and the electrical
grid are not coupled directly. The impact of the PHiL system on the test results is expected
to be more significant, as the emulated impedance determines how the grid voltage reacts
on the wind turbine’s reactive current injection and, hence, the course of the test.

Beyond that, this chapter discusses Frequency Control and Synthetic Inertia tests. For
both tests, the MHiL system can have a more significant influence on the measurement
results because the tests include major and rapid active power changes. The PHiL system
was not found to influence these test results in any form and is, therefore, not discussed for
these tests.



Energies 2022, 15, 1336 12 of 22

5.1. Under Voltage Ride through Events

This section investigates the influence of the PHiL and the MHiL system, respectively,
on the UVRT results in comparison to field measurements.

5.1.1. PHiL Impact on UVRT

Testing the UVRT capability of a wind turbine in the field usually requires a voltage-
divider-based test device. Both IEC 61400-21-1 and FGW TR3 recognize the voltage-divider-
based test equipment as state of the art and describe their functionality in more detail.
During UVRT tests carried out with such a test device, the impedance at the PCC of the
DUT changes with time [38]. Before the actual fault is generated, a series impedance is
switched into the circuit, while during fault generation an additional shunt impedance
(also called short circuit impedance) is active. In order to show the extent to which the
impedance control on the grid emulator enables the reproduction of state-of-the-art field
results with a voltage-divider-based test device, an experimental series with two-phase
UVRT tests is carried out. In a first measurement sequence, the real-time simulation of the
PHiL setup maps the grid impedance and the series-connected impedance of the voltage-
divider-based test equipment. In a repetition of the test sequence, the real-time simulation
additionally includes the parallel connection of the shunt impedance. Subsequently, these
measurements are compared with field data of an identical DUT type.

Figure 9 shows the comparison of the positive and negative sequence voltages deter-
mined from the field measurement and from the grid emulator running a PHiL simulation.
The example measurement is a two-phase UVRT test to 0.25 pu residual voltage. For the
results in the upper diagram, the PHiL simulation only includes the series impedance,
while for the results in the lower diagram, it also simulates the shunt impedance. The
exclusive representation of the series impedance in the PHiL simulation leads to a deviation
of 4% in the positive sequence voltage. The negative sequence even shows a deviation of
8%. This deviation decreases to less than 1% if the PHiL simulation includes the shunt
impedance in addition to the series impedance (Figure 9 bottom).
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In order to assess the performance of the DUT, Figure 10 compares the reactive current
injection for voltage support observed in the field and at the test bench. Again, the DUT
shows identical characteristics on the test bench as in the field, provided that the real-time
PHiL simulation maps the shunt impedance in addition to the series impedance of the test
equipment. If only the series impedance is simulated, the deviation of the reactive current
injected into the positive sequence system increases to 13%, while it is 10% in the negative
sequence system. This example shows that by emulating the voltage-divider-based test
method’s impedance in the PHiL simulation, the test bench is capable of reproducing
field characteristics. This is even correct when the PHiL simulation does not emulate
the switching of the impedances through the course of the test, but keeps the impedance
constant at the impedance level required during fault generation, as well as before, during,
and after the fault.
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For a more comprehensive comparison over different operating points, Figure 11
shows the calculated positive and negative sequence voltages for all tested voltage dip
depths of the two-phase UVRT tests. Except for the dips <0.05 pu, all dip depths result
in discrepancies of less than 1% between the field measurement and the test bench mea-
surements that include series and short-circuit impedances in the PHiL simulation. For the
<0.05 pu tests, a resulting voltage of 0.02 pu was set on the grid emulator, while this was
0 pu in the field. The different setting ultimately results in a 2% deviation. The differences
between the measurements that include the shunt impedance and those that simulate only
the series impedance is up to 0.15 pu in the positive sequence. This deviation decreases to
0.01 pu when the residual voltage increases to 0.73 pu. This is because of the decreasing
discrepancy between the resulting impedances. The difference between the shunt and
series impedances is 7.52 ohms for a residual voltage of 0.73 pu, while it is 28.55 ohms for a
dip to 0 pu.
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In conclusion, the DUT’s reactive current injection shows identical results for field and
bench tests, as long as the real-time simulation of the grid impedance simulates both the
series and shunt impedances of the voltage-divider-based test equipment.

5.1.2. MHiL Impact on UVRT

This section discusses the role the MHiL plays for an UVRT event tested at a test bench.
Since the DUT is a type 4 wind turbine and equipped with a full-scale power converter,
grid events are very much decoupled from the mechanical system and, hence, from the
MHiL system. For type 3 wind turbines without a full-scale power converter, a much more
significant interaction is expected.

To illustrate, how the MHiL reacts to a grid fault event, a three-phase voltage dip to
0 pu in partial load is chosen. Many other symmetrical and asymmetrical voltage dips
with different residual voltage levels and different X/R ratio were tested and, in principle,
lead to identical results. Figure 12 shows the mechanical quantities of the DUT during
the UVRT event, such as wind speed, pitch angle, various torques, rotor speed, and active
power, calculated from measured current and voltage. Figure 13 shows the corresponding
measurements for voltage, active current (Iact), and reactive current (Ireac). As the top plot
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in Figure 12 shows, the test was carried out at a constant wind speed. The bottom plot
in the same figure features the active power, calculated at low- and medium-voltage, and
indicates that the UVRT event begins at 60 s and lasts 400 ms, which can also be observed
in the voltage plot in Figure 13. For assessing the MHiL’s impact, the speed values in
Figure 12 are of interest. Before the fault begins, the MHiL internal speed reference and
the measured generator speed at the test bench match. As soon as the fault occurs, the
actual generator speed differs from the reference speed set by the MHiL. The observed
acceleration is caused by a drop of the generator torque at the fault occurrence. It takes
the MHiL system approximately 1 s to control the generator speed oscillation and up to
2 s to reduce the control error significantly. In the moment when the generator torque
drops, the DUT and the reference model change their rotational speed according to their
inertias with approximately 0.045 pu/s and 0.00054 pu/s, respectively. This acceleration of
the DUT corresponds to a 0.01 pu (24 kNm) drop of mechanical generator torque, which
matches the generator torque drop in Figure 12 (22 kNm). This generator torque, calculated
from electrical power, does not drop immediately, but after a delay time of 0.11 s, whereas
the mechanical generator torque drops after 0.02 s, indicated by the DUT acceleration.
This delay time of the calculated generator torque, which is an input to the MHiL system,
contributes to the observed deviation. However, the maximum deviation of the reference
and the measured speed is less than 0.5%. During all UVRT tests, no deviation of the MHiL
reference and measured generator speed higher than that was found.
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As the rotation speed and torque are linked to active power, an influence of the MHiL
system on the certification results would be expected only in the active current or power
measurement. As the bottom plot in Figure 12 shows, no significant impact can be found.

In conclusion, there exists a minor interaction between the grid fault and the me-
chanical quantities. The analysis shows that the occurring deviation of the rotation speed,
controlled by the MHiL system, does not influence the certification-relevant quantities
negatively. However, for type 3 wind turbines, such a deviation may have relevant conse-
quences, which is why the issues with the speed deviation should be resolved.

5.2. Frequency Control

With the Frequency Control test, the DUT’s ability to reduce active power output in
the case of over-frequency is tested. An increased grid frequency indicates a power surplus
in the grid and leads to a power drop of the DUT. A lookup-table, implemented in the
DUT control, specifies the relationship between power and frequency. The limitations
for power change-rates are set as high as possible when decreasing power. The power
increase is subject to change-rate limitations. In the certification, the resulting static active
power is considered by the IEC 61400-21-1 standard. The German FGW TR3 standard also
analyses the dynamic transition, i.e., settling time, of the power. As the desired behavior
requires rapid changes of the wind turbine’s active power, the rotor emulation of the MHiL
systems plays a crucial role. An impact of the PHiL system was not observed, and is thus
not discussed further.

A comparable test with the same DUT, but at a different test bench with another MHiL
system, was presented in [29]. The results presented therein are very promising in terms
of the MHiL system’s performance. Different from this work, discussing the influence of
the MHiL on the results was not the focus of that paper and of less relevance, due to high
MHiL performance.

At the nacelle test bench, the test was executed with laminar wind. According to the
German standard FGW TR3 Rev. 24, the frequency varies from 50 Hz to 50.25 Hz, 50.7 Hz,
51.15 Hz, and 50.07 Hz, before it is set to the nominal 50 Hz again. Each frequency level is
held for 30 s. Figure 14 shows wind speed, pitch angle, several torques, generator speed,
and active power for the complete test procedure. On a macroscopic scale, the DUT power
reacts as expected, with a power decrease and an increase when the frequency rises or falls,
respectively. In more detail, the MHiL internal signals’ reference speed and actual speed
show relevant deviations during dynamic transitions between 75 s and 110 s. The deviation
is up to 4%.
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Figure 14. P(f) test according to TR3 Rev. 24.

At 75 s, the frequency increases from 50.25 Hz to 50.7 Hz and causes the DUT to
rapidly reduce its active power output. This decrease leads to a lowered generator torque
and an undesired generator speed increase at the test bench. In the field, the immense
rotor inertia of a wind turbine prevents this. At the test bench, the MHiL system should
reproduce this impact of the inertia. As described in the previous chapter, the delay of the
generator torque signal and the limited control bandwidth prevent an adequate reaction of
the MHiL system. This is due to a motor torque change-rate limitation, which is used up by
approximately 80% during this test. Since the MHiL is designed such that the maximum is
not fully exploited for robustness reasons, the observed shortcoming is linked to that test
bench limitation.

Another effect which influences the MHiL performance is the interaction of the MHiL
control with the DUT control. Due to the MHiL’s limited bandwidth, both controls are
not fully decoupled in the frequency range and interactions may lead to oscillations. This
theory is supported by the fact that the pitch angle, commanded by the DUT control, reacts
in accordance with the observed speed oscillations. The interaction of both controls acts
similar to a positive feedback. The increase of the generator speed increases the power for
a given torque, instead of decreasing. Consequently, a further reduction of the torque is
commanded by the DUT, which, in turn, lets the generator accelerate and so on. Both the
MHiL and the DUT’s speed control try to level the input torque to the same level as the
generator torque, but interfere with each other when trying so. After a settling time of 5 s,
the tracking recovers.

The presented issues do not influence the steady state power, i.e., the settled power
after 30 s. Since the IEC 61400-21-1 only considers this, the certification outcome would
be unchanged. Only with respect to the settling time, which at least the German FGW
TR3 considers as certification criteria, the result does affect the certification. This leads
to a stated performance in a turbine certificate, which is worse than it is in reality. While
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this may be acceptable from a certification point of view, since the results would be more
conservative, it is not desirable for the manufacturer to misrepresent the product as being
worse than it actually is.

5.3. Synthetic Inertia

In contrast to the Frequency Control test, the Synthetic Inertia test evaluates the DUT’s
ability to provide additional power to the grid in case of an under-frequency event [2]. The
test must be carried out at different power levels, namely between 0.25 and 0.5 pu, 0.8 pu,
and 1 pu. For how long a wind turbine must be able to provide additional power depends
on the DUT specification and is not defined by IEC 61400-211.

In this paper, we discuss a measurement at 1 pu power, with turbulent wind conditions
carried out at the test bench. Figure 15 shows wind speed, pitch angle, several torques,
generator speed, grid frequency, and power. At 6 s, the grid frequency decreases stepwise
to 48.5 Hz and recovers to 49.3 Hz at 15 s. After the grid frequency drops, the power
boost phase, where the power is increased with maximum change-rate, starts. After the
power reaches a steady level of 1.07 pu, it decreases with a pre-defined rate to nominal
power again. As with frequency control, the DUT reacts as expected in terms of power.
Considering the MHiL internal signals speed reference and actual speed, it is apparent
that, again, deviations during the dynamic transitions occur. As with the frequency control
before, this is caused by rapid power increase (6 s) and power decrease (15 s), respectively.
The root causes are identical to those discussed for Frequency Control. In principle, the
MHiL’s bandwidth is not high enough to couple the rotor inertia tight enough to the test
bench. Compared to the results in the Frequency Control chapter, the observed deviation of
the speed signals is much less. This is due to more moderate power change rates compared
to the frequency control test.
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Figure 15. Synthetic inertia test according to IEC61400-21-1.
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The effect this difference has on the certification depends on the evaluated quantities.
The stationary power boost level, which is evaluated, is not influenced, but reproduced
perfectly. In contrast, the dynamic response, in terms of response and settling time, could
be influenced. This heavily depends on the gradients set within the DUT software. For
the considered DUT, no significant oscillations of the power can be observed so that the
settling time is not influenced.

In conclusion, the MHiL system has no negative impact on the measurement results of
the synthetic inertia test carried out with this specimen.

6. Discussion and Conclusions

The previous chapters introduced the different HiL systems, which allow operating a
wind turbine at a test bench in a realistic manner and carrying out certification measure-
ments. The experimental results showed that, with the given HiL systems, it is possible to
conduct certification measurements at the test bench, which lead to results comparable to
results from field measurements. As shown in [28], this is not only true for the few tests
discussed in this paper, but also for many others and at other nacelle test benches. However,
the analysis in this paper also illustrated in detail that a limited accuracy or errors of the
HiL systems, their simulation models, and controls could easily compromise the quality
of the certification result. In the previous analysis in Section 5, we showed, for instance,
that the UVRT results are sensitive to the correct emulation of the impedance by the PHiL,
which correlates with the findings in [35], and that, for example, frequency control and
synthetic inertia tests can easily be jeopardized by a MHiL system whose bandwidth is
limited due to test bench restrictions and poor feedback signals.

Thus, test-bench-based certification is an opportunity for the industry to decrease the
time to market, but also carries the risk of a faulty certification if it is not done correctly.
Whether the latter happens unknowingly or intentionally, it poses a risk to the entire
industry. Standardized procedures for the qualification of a test bench and its HiL systems
could help to minimize this risk. Such standard procedures do not yet exist, but need to be
developed. Based on the authors’ findings in this paper, and experiences from several test
bench measurement campaigns, standard tests for several aspects can be proposed.

Models of the grid or parts of the wind turbine, which are implemented in the HiL
system, usually contain simplifications and transfer to a different simulation platform. In
order to check the validity of these models, the tests recommended to verify the impedance
control, dynamic and static test-bench-performance should be used. Beyond that, for the
validation of aerodynamic and mechanic models, the final steps of the procedure described
in [39] are recommended in order to ensure consistent models.

In order to verify the correctness of the PHiL system impedance control, one should
operate the wind turbine at different grid impedances and let the wind turbine feed in a
fixed reactive current. The voltage at the PCC should be measured and compared to the
theoretical voltage rise/fall at the PCC. Alternatively, UVRT tests can be performed with
different grid impedances to verify the correctness of the PHiL system impedance control.
For this, one calculates the impedance from the two states before and during the fault,
and compares it to the specified value. In both cases, it is important to also consider the
impedances of the test setup, such as the DUT transformer. These must be added to the
set impedance.

The dynamics of the grid emulator can be specified by performing no-load tests before
each UVRT test series and calculating the positive sequence voltage at the PCC for each
no-load test. The observed voltage transition should, according to IEC 61400-21-1, last
maximum 7.5 ms for the dynamic transition during the dip and 10 ms for the transient
voltage transition during recovery [2].

For the verification of the MHiL system’s static properties, the DUT can be run at
different wind speeds from cut-in to cut-out, with a maximum step size of 1 m/s, in laminar
or turbulent conditions. Thereby, each wind speed is held for at least 100 s (laminar) or
600 s (turbulent), respectively. The resulting static values for generator power, rotation
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speed, and pitch angle should match results derived in offline simulation. With respect to
field results, and also allowing some deviations of different numerical aeroelastic solvers,
the tolerable power and speed deviations can be considered up to 0.1 pu. The pitch should
be accurate by at least 2◦.

For verifying the dynamic performance of the MHiL system and the test bench,
different tests are required. In a first test, the DUT operates at different wind speeds from
cut-in to cut-out in turbulent conditions. The wind speed steps can be up to 4 m/s. For
determining the dynamics, the spectrum of the generator speed or power and is calculated
and compared to simulation results of the same test run. For a type 3 wind turbine, a UVRT
test can be carried out to determine the dynamics and calculate the spectrum, since the
voltage drop leads to a step-like excitement of the mechanical drive train. The difference of
the resulting eigenfrequencies should be below 5% of its nominal value, which correlates
with tolerances of the mechanical models itself.

The second test, which is required to assess the MHiL system and test bench’s dynamic
performance is a rapid change of the active power during operation. For this, the maximum
change-rate of the active power of the DUT, occurring during operation, is identified. While
the DUT is operated at nominal power, the power reference is changed to 0.4 pu, with
the identified maximum change rate. The difference of the generator speed between the
internal simulation and the experiment should be 2% or less, since higher deviations were
found to have a relevant impact on the frequency control results.

The validation steps proposed in the above paragraphs can only be considered as
a first draft. Academia and industry are invited to refine and extend this validation
procedure with experiences and results derived during test bench measurement campaigns.
Ultimately, the national and international standards must include such validation tests and
procedures for test benches in order to prevent a lowering of the certification standards and,
hence, risking the reputation of a whole industry. Since the goal is to reduce the required
DUT hardware and virtualize testing, it is mandatory to define procedures which ensure
the capability of a test bench and its HiL systems to serve as a platform for certification.

Important to note at this point is that all experimental results discussed in this paper
are based on a type 4 wind turbine. There are no publicly available results for the same test
campaign with a type 3 wind turbine. It is very likely that some of the effects regarding the
accuracy of the PHiL and the MHiL system are even more important with such a type of
wind turbine.
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Abbreviations

DUT Device under test
FL Full load
HiL Hardware-in-the-Loop
IE Inertia emulation
ITM Ideal transformer model
MHiL Mechanical-level Hardware-in-the-Loop
MRC Model reference control
PCC Point of common coupling
PHiL Power-level Hardware-in-the-Loop
PL Partial load
UVRT Under voltage ride through
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