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Abstract: Industrial installations across several sectors have seen a dramatic increase in
productivity, accuracy and efficiency over the last decade due to expanded utilization of
medium voltage, variable speed power electronic converters to drive their processes. Specifically,
active front-end (AFE) drives have become popular due to their ability to deliver power while
maintaining safe electrical setpoints. However, under abnormal grid conditions such as phase
loss, conventional AFE control may fail to enforce safety constraints, potentially leading to drive
shutdown and significant financial losses.

In this work, we propose using reference-tracking Performance Boosting (rPB) to improve the
resilience of standard AFE control to faults. This neural-network control framework provides
a principled way to optimize transient performance while preserving the steady-state tracking
properties of AFE-based drives. By carefully shaping the input signals to the rPB controller, we
ensure that it activates only during grid faults, leaving nominal operation unaffected. Simulation
results show that the proposed approach successfully maintains the DC bus voltage and the grid
current within safe limits during single-phase loss events.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Modern power grids are increasingly adopting active front-
end (AFE) converters serving not only in interfacing
renewable generation, such as wind and hydro, but also
in flexible industrial loads including large compressors,
heat pumps, and pumped-hydro drives (Hokayem et al.,
2024). These systems may require bidirectional power flow,
operating alternately as energy consumers and sources,
and thus form the cornerstone of a new class of grid-
interactive electrical assets. Apart from handling the AC
current and regulating the DC bus, AFEs may enable
ancillary services such as reactive power compensation
and inertia emulation, even in traditional motor drive
applications (Arghir et al., 2025).

These functions are typically implemented through a stan-
dard cascaded PI-based control architecture, including an
inner loop for current regulation, and an outer DC-bus
voltage controller, delivering high performance under nom-
inal grid conditions. However, perturbed grid states such
as voltage sags, asymmetrical faults, or weak-grid opera-
tion significantly degrade converter performance (Baecke-
land et al., 2024; He et al., 2024; Stanojev et al., 2025). Un-
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der these disturbances, the AFE struggles to keep its con-
trolled variables within constraints, particularly the DC-
bus voltage, which may experience severe under-voltage.
Such deviations frequently trigger protective shutdowns,
interrupting industrial processes and leading to significant
productivity losses (Hosseinzadehtaher et al., 2024; Eslahi
et al., 2023). Typical fault ride-through strategies rely on
modifying the current reference, either through dynamic
limiters (Tang et al., 2025) or mode-switching logic that
adapt the reference upon fault detection (Bottrell and
Green, 2014). While effective, limiter-based approaches
can lead to current distortion during asymmetrical faults,
and mode-switching methods are usually limited to short-
circuit or deep-sag events (Zarei et al., 2019). Maintaining
both continuous operation and safe, bounded dynamics
during large electrical disturbances remains an open issue
in modern AFE-equipped drives (Wang et al., 2025).

Within the broader theory of reference tracking for non-
linear systems, several approaches have been considered to
improve transient performance. Model Predictive Control
(MPC) approaches can track time-varying references while
incorporating secondary, potentially nonlinear objectives
through constraints or the loss function (Ferramosca et al.,
2009), sometimes with closed loop guarantees (Limon
et al., 2018). However, the deployment of MPC policies
typically requires solving complex optimization problems
in real time. This can be computationally impractical when
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dealing with highly non-linear models and cost functions
(Rawlings et al., 2017).

In adaptive control, the controller is adjusted in real-time
based on the system’s performance (Nguyen, 2018), and
constraint satisfaction is typically enforced using barrier
functions (Kong et al., 2023) or safety filters (Schneeberger
et al., 2024). While these methods are promising, closed-
loop guarantees are usually restricted to stability and
constraint satisfaction and often apply locally.

Neural networks have also been studied to improve refer-
ence tracking, but mainly as observers (Park et al., 2017;
Gao et al., 2019) or to optimize tracking metrics, often
without providing guarantees (Zhang et al., 2022). The
authors of (Kirsch et al., 2025) introduced a neural net-
work controller with reference tracking guarantees. This
neural controller works as a plug-in supporting pre-existing
reference tracking controllers during transient while not in-
terfering in steady state. Most importantly, (Kirsch et al.,
2025) shows how to parametrize all and only reference
tracking controllers in terms of a free operator satisfying
mild input to output conditions. This allows improving
the performance of the controller for any nonlinear objec-
tive using unconstrained optimization methods, enhancing
the expressivity and reducing the computational burden.
Simulation results have shown promising improvement on
simple systems, making this method seemingly valuable
for the support of standard active front end control during
faults.

Contributions

In this paper, we apply the novel neural network—based
controller architecture known as rPB to AFE drives. Our
goal is to design an outer control loop that maintains stable
operation even under grid faults. The rPB framework
parametrizes all and only reference-tracking controllers in
terms of a free operator, which enables us to optimize non-
linear safety objectives in an unconstrained manner while
preserving the tracking properties of the AFE controller.
By carefully designing the input signals, we ensure that
the rPB controller activates precisely when required, and
only then, even in the presence of prolonged or sequential
faults.

To demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed approach,
we test the controller on a scenario of single-phase voltage
drops of varying amplitudes in the supply grid. The neural
network is trained on a realistic drive simulation, and
results show that the rPB controller successfully maintains
system safety even in the event of a complete loss of one
grid phase.

The paper is structured as follows: Section 2 describes
the system and the AFE controller. Section 3 introduces
the rPB control approach, formulates the converter control
design problem and details the solution approach. Section
4 demonstrates the controller effectiveness in simulation
based case studies and finally Section 5 contains conclud-
ing remarks and future work.

Notation

Across the paper we will be adopting the following nota-
tion: the set of all sequences x = (xg,%1,%2,...), where

r; € R", t € N, is denoted as £". Moreovler, x belongs to
Gy C " with p € Nif ||x[|, = (3572, [z:[")” < oo, where ||
denotes any vector norm. We say that x € ¢ if sup, |z¢| <
o0o. When clear from the context, we omit the superscript
n from £ and £;. An operator A : " — (™ is said to be
causal if A(X) = (Ao(l‘o), A1 (1‘1:0), sy At(xt:O)a . .), and
A is said to be {,-stable if it is causal and A(w) € ()
for all w € £}, with p € NU {oo}. Equivalently, we write
A € L,. We say that an £, operator A : w — u has finite
L,-gain y(A) > 0 if [[ull, < ~v(A)|wll,, for all w € £7.

2. SYSTEM DESCRIPTION

We consider a medium-voltage drive system, where the
AFE is implemented using a three-level active neutral-
point-clamped (ANPC) converter. On the load-side, we
consider a three-level ANPC converter connected to an
Induction Machine (IM) model whose rotor is part of a
6MW complex driveline shaft model. The air-gap torque
Tm acts on one end of the shaft and the load 7; on the
other. The motor torque is produced through (an industry-
standard) direct MPC which takes 7., as reference. This
setup is depicted in Fig. 1.

A = 7, 4 XY Vgrid
W~ | T | ™m0
le l | K

ﬂ satPI T_’*”) Du’ect_T Udc[ ! ’A[‘M

+AD MPC ; PB
vae [satPl+] P T Q7
FF

Fig. 1. Block diagram of a typical AFE-drive system
with a complex driveline shaft. The control includes
inner and outer loops implementing anti-windup PI
compensators with active damping (AD) and feed-
forward (FF) terms where appropriate. In yellow we
highlight the proposed rPB control augmentation.

2.1 Drive system model

For our control design purpose, we shall omit the motor
and the torque control dynamics and assume that the
torque 7, perfectly tracks the reference 7;;,. We adopt the
energy-preserving, average-switch model of the back-to-
back drive system used in (Chandrasekaran et al., 2025;
Arghir et al., 2025), which we discretise using forward
Euler with a step time of h = 2.5 x 10~%s, yielding:

hD h h
Wiyl = (1 - M)’wt + MTm’t - MTl’t (13)
thC h Tm,t

T .
we + C—dcmg’tzm
(1b)
igi+1 = (I —hL;'Ry)igs +hL; vgy — hL; g vac,s
(1c)
where M, D are the moment of inertia and viscous damp-

ing of the driveshaft, w its angular velocity, 7,, is a control
input, 7; is a disturbance, vg. is the DC-link voltage, Cy.
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its capacitance and (4. its parallel conductance. Further-
more, my € R? is the grid-side converter modulation vec-
tor (control input), Ly, R, € R?*? the phase inductance
and resistance respectively, with strictly positive entries.
The vector iy, € R? is the grid current (towards the
converter) and v, € R? is the voltage (measured distur-
bance). All two-dimensional quantities are considered to
be power-invariant «/3-coordinate representations of three-
phase signals. Overall, (1) is a nonlinear model with states
[W, Ve, tq), iInputs [T, my], and disturbances |77, vg].

Given the fast response of the inner motor control loop,
we assume that we can directly actuate 7, in (1). Our
motivation is based on the fact that most modern MV
motor controllers adopt a form of Direct Torque Control
(DTC) (Geyer et al., 2008; Tiitinen and Surandra, 1996),
to track the torque set-point with high bandwidth.

We adopt the state of the art control structure described in
(Chandrasekaran et al., 2025) and shown in Figure 1. An
outer loop PI controller is designed to track w™ through
Tm, and the two inner loop PI controllers are designed
to track v;if and Q" by actuating m,, where Q = vyiq —
vgiq € R is the reactive power from the grid. The reference
signals are constant over the time horizon and lie within
the admissible operating range of the considered drive.

3. CONTROL METHODOLOGY

The standard AFE control strategy ensures accurate track-
ing and constraint satisfaction under nominal operation,
such as steady load torque 7; and balanced, constant grid
voltage v,. However, when exposed to perturbed condi-
tions, the controller may fail to maintain the DC bus
voltage within its allowable operating range, potentially
triggering system shutdown.

To address this, our objective is to design an auxiliary
outer control loop that supports the existing controller
during fault transients, ensuring constraint satisfaction
without degrading nominal tracking performance. This
additional layer should remain inactive during steady-state
operation, thereby preserving the high-quality reference
tracking of the base controller. The reference tracking per-
formance boosting framework presented in the following
section provides a suitable option to achieve this balance
between fault compensation and nominal performance.

3.1 rPB Controllers

The rPB controller is a plug-in neural network con-
troller which boosts the transient performance of a pre-
existing tracking controller while preserving its guarantees
in steady-state. It does so by learning to solve a Nonlinear
Optimal Control problem (NOC). Its objective is not to
replace controllers achieving steady-state reference track-
ing, but to support them during aggressive transients that
might cause extreme voltage deviation in the capacitor and
lead to system shutdown.

We can make the drive dynamics compatible with the
rPB framework by reformulating them as follows. First, we
introduce the concatenated sequence i € £3, which collects
the full closed loop states between the system and the
PIs. It consists of the three system states, one of which is

two-dimensional, along with the three PI integrator states,
one of which is also two-dimensional. We do the same for
the references, giving yrer = [0, v;if , Q™) € Yyep, with
Y.er C 3 being the set of all references which can be
tracked by the base system.

Within the rPB framework, it is assumed that the system
is subject to an additive disturbance signal in £,. However,
neither the load torque 7; nor the grid voltage v, satisfies
this assumption, as neither asymptotically decays, even in
the presence of faults. To address this, we decompose the
grid voltage into two components: the nominal voltage ¥,
and a perturbation term dvg, such that
Vg = Vg + V.

During grid faults, the supplied voltage deviates from its
nominal value, implying évy # 0, while otherwise dv, = 0.
Under the assumption of a finite number of faults with
finite duration, the sequence dvg belongs to ¢,. Since v,
enters the system linearly, we can treat dvg (scaled by
the factor hL ') as the required ¢, additive disturbance
within the rPB formulation. Finally, we encode the sys-
tem’s initial condition within this disturbance, yielding the
sequence p = (po, p1,- - .,pr) € 119, where:

_| M _ Ogx1 B
bo = |:02><1:| y Pt = |:th1 5Ug,t:| for t = 17 v 7T7

where T' € R is the horizon. The disturbance which are not
£, sequences are also concatenated, giving d = [, 74| € D,
with D C 3 the set of acceptable nominal disturbances.

We also define u € ¢™ as the control action coming from
the rPB controller. There is no assumptions as to how u
influences the base system. Letting f : R® x R™ x R3 x
R3 — R® represent the closed loop dynamics of the base
system with controller, we obtain:

Mt+1 :f(ntautvy’r‘ef,tvdt)—"pt t:1727 I (2)

Model (2) captures all components of Figure 1 except for
the yellow block. In operator form, (2) can be written as

n = F(n’u7 yy'ef>d) +p7 (3)
where F : 8 x (3 x 0™ x 3 — (8 is a strictly causal operator.

A key assumption of the rPB framework is that the base
system asymptotically tracks the references. This means
that for all d € D, yrer € Yrer, P € £}, and for u = 0,
the tracking error asymptotically goes to zero. In our case,
the assumption is satisfied as the cascading PI architecture
tracks the references under nominal conditions.

In (Kirsch et al., 2025), it is shown that if this condition
is met, then under an Internal Model Control (IMC)
architecture, all and only controllers capable to track
the same references can be parametrized in terms of an
operator M generating ¢, signals when p € £,. The IMC
control architecture, which is shown in Figure 2, includes a
copy of the system dynamics, which is used for computing
the estimate p = n —F(n, u, yyer, d) of the disturbance p.
In this setup, u is chosen as:

u = M(ﬁaYreﬁd)v (4)



for a causal operator M : £8 x £3 x £3 — ¢™. The intuition
behind this control architecture is that given p € £, the
output of the rPB controller will also be an ¢, signal. It
will thus decay to zero when the base system approaches
steady state condition, thereby enabling the tracking of
the reference.
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Fig. 2. IMC architecture parametrizing all reference track-
ing controllers in terms of one operator M

The operator M thus needs to generate £, sequences when
p is an ¢, signal, and irrespectively of yrer and d which
are not necessarily in £,. To this end, we factorize M as
follows:

M(ﬁ>Yref7 d) = MQ(ﬁ) * Moo(ﬁ; Yref, d)7 (5)

with Mo € £, and Moo (D, Yret; d) € Lo, VP € Ly, Yrer €
Y.or and d € D. The boundedness of M, ensures that
M(ﬁa Yref, d) € gp«

As shown in (Kirsch et al., 2025), searching over operators
M factorized as in (5) allows one to improve perfor-
mance while preserving steady-state guarantees. However,
optimizing directly over such M constitutes an infinite-
dimensional problem and is therefore intractable. To make
the NOC formulation tractable, (Kirsch et al., 2025) pro-
poses restricting the search for My to subsets of Lo that
are described by a finite number of free parameters, while
still being expressive enough to represent broad families
of nonlinear controllers. This can be achieved using sev-
eral operator models introduced in the literature, such as
Recurrent Equilibrium Networks (Revay et al., 2024) or
Structured State-Space Models (Gu et al., 2021; Massai
and Ferrari-Trecate, 2025). In these frameworks, L4 oper-
ators are represented as parametrized dynamical systems
interconnected with neural networks, enabling rich nonlin-
ear behavior. The operator M, can then be parametrized
as a Multilayer Perceptron (MLP) with a bounded output
activation function, which also has a finite number of
parameters.

By using the direct parametrization of (Revay et al.,
2024, Section 5) for My and leveraging the naturally free
parametrization of MLPs for M., the rPB optimization
problem becomes fully unconstrained. The parameters
to optimize over become 6 € R¢, which includes the
parameters of both My and M.

We want to improve performance over a horizon T by
solving a finite-horizon NOC, while also ensuring tracking
is preserved even when the controller is applied for ¢t > T
Considering an empirical average over a set of samples
{(p5.0,d5.0) 15—, drawn from the distributions Pr.o and
Dr.9, this NOC problem can be expressed as:

Problem 1. Finite horizon unconstrained problem

S
1
5 Z L(n7.05 w70, yf"ef,T:O)

emir}l (6a)
(SN
s=1
sctoomg = feny,ugs Yeps, df) + w5
wS = (wts)a US) ) (6b)
u? = Mt(e)(wf:()a yief,t:m df;o) , Vi=0,1,..., (GC)

where 707}, and ui.,, are the inputs and states obtained
when the disturbances p7., and d7., are applied. As shown
in (Kirsch et al., 2025), the absence of constraints on 6
allows us to leverage powerful optimization frameworks
such as PyTorch (Paszke, 2019), using a backpropagation-
through-time approach (Werbos, 1990) to design the rPB
controller efficiently.

The cost L(---) in (6a) is completely free and can account
for any behavior that is wished to be enforced. For the
drive, as discussed in Section 4, the function L can be
chosen for example to promote constraint satisfaction by
using barrier functions. The rPB controller thus provides
a way to improve the transient behavior of the system
for any desired goal, without hindering the steady-state
behavior induced by the base controller.

3.2 Input signal design

As described in the previous section, rPB can successfully
preserve steady state guarantees because it outputs by
construction ¢, signals when ¢, sequences are fed to
M. However, this intrinsic property also implies that
to successfully improve transient performance, the input
signals to the rPB controller needs to be carefully designed.
If not, the output of the rPB controller could be active
when not needed, but more importantly it could already
be decaying when it is required. The ideal signal would be
non-zero during transient periods and immediately zero
when the rPB controller is not needed anymore. Since
dvg is nonzero only during faults, these conditions are
naturally satisfied by p. Feeding its reconstruction p to
M excites the operator during the faults and not during
nominal conditions.

Furthermore, by carefully selecting the signals fed to the
operators My and M, it is possible to embed contextual
information into the rPB controller without altering its
properties, thereby aiding the computation of effective
control actions. As shown in (Kirsch et al., 2025), one way
to do so is by passing these sequences only through M.
Here, we propose an alternative approach that allows these
signals to also pass through M. To achieve this, we
leverage the structure of p. In particular, this sequence
can be used to design a windowing signal that clamps all
signals to zero under nominal conditions. Accordingly, we
define the rectangular windowing signal o € ¢! as:

_ 1 it p]] > €
710 otherwise
with € € R a numerical tolerance. By using o it is possible
to window any signal s € £ as 54,4 = St * 0¢. An intuitive
way to understand is to see o as a signal controlling a
switching gate letting the other signals pass through to
M or not. A block diagram of this setup can be found in
Figure 3. By construction, s, is an ¢, signal. Introducing



the windowing signal enables non-¢, contextual informa-
tion to be fed to My, improving its expressivity without
compromising steady state guarantees. Incorporating this
contextual information requires redefining M by adding
a fourth argument. The operator now maps M : 8 x
03 x 03 x £¢ — ™, where c specifies the dimension of the
contextual information.

Remark 1. Passing the contextual information through
M ensures that it can influence the behavior of the rPB
controller even when the switch in Figure 3 is open.

v Moo
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Fig. 3. Input signal structure to the operator M. The
switch logic is dictated by the condition on o. The
signals entering M, can be freely chosen.

o)

Up to this point, we have only used the fault occurrence
window for defining the time interval during which the
rPB mechanism remains active. However, the transition
back to nominal operating conditions also induces a short
transient phase, during which keeping the rPB active may
be beneficial. This allows for a smoother transition from
the fault period with rPB to the steady-state under the
base controller alone. Maintaining the switching signal
active for a short, finite duration after the fault can
therefore improve the post-fault response. Importantly,
extending the rPB activity window by a finite amount does
not compromise the ¢, nature of the outputs of M, and
the steady-state guarantees are preserved.

3.8 Interconnection with the base system

As mentioned in Section 3.1, the interconnection between
the rPB output u and the base system is unrestricted. In
the base controller proposed in (Chandrasekaran et al.,

2025), the modulation vector my,, is saturated at each
timestep to enforce input constraints. We choose to make
u act as an offset sequence to the modulation vector before
saturation. The modulation vector is now computed as:

b
my + = saty. 1 (m,,+u
9.t I Héﬁ( gt t)7

where mgt is the modulation vector coming from the

base controller and here u; € R2. We choose this inter-
connection because it is the place where the influence of
the rPB can be the strongest, while still preserving input
constraints thanks to the saturation.

By leveraging the windowing approach described in section
3.2, we have considerable freedom in choosing the signals
that we feed to M. We choose s such that for all ¢:

st = [Vderige Vgt ]|
which is then windowed using o to obtain s, (see Fig-
ure 3). We also provide p to Mo, but without win-
dowing, as it is already an ¢y signal. We choose to feed

Seo = [dT,pT,vdc,igT]T to Mo, as it conveys valuable

information on the electrical state of the drive which is
impacted by the faults. We thus get:

u = MQ(Saaf)) * Moo(soo)
Furthermore, we feed these signals in per units. This serves
as normalization, which facilitates the training for the
neural network. Indeed, as the output of the rPB is directly

saturated at 1/v/2, feeding it values orders of magnitude
bigger than this bound would greatly hinder the learning.

4. SIMULATION RESULTS

This section describes the simulation results when apply-
ing the rPB approach to the drive for fault compensation.
The main goal of the rPB controller is to preserve the DC
bus voltage within a 2.5% range of its nominal voltage v def
while also keeping the grid current under its maximum ac-
ceptable value. The loss function (6a) of the NOC problem
is thus:

L(UT:07 UT:05 Yref,T:0

T
) = Z Anom (Udc,t - 'U;Zf)2
t=0

+ Q0 b(Vde,t) + iy b(||ig ¢

),

where the terms apom, Q. , and Qy;, are scaling factors.
The function b : R — R is a barrier function, which we
choose as a squared ReLU:

b(z) = ReLU(z — Zmax)” + ReLU(Zmin — 2)?,
where T, and ., are the bounds. We parametrize
M as a REN with internal linear and nonlinear states of
dimension twenty-two. For M., we use a MLP consisting
of four linear layers with widths 6, 10, 10, and 2, and apply
sigmoid activations after each hidden layer.

4.1 Single phase drop

We consider nominal operation where the load on the me-
chanical side is 77 = 0.957T,q42, Where Tpq. = 44.356kNm
is the maximum torque the drive can supply. The drive
operates at nearly full capacity. The setpoints to track
are v)d = 5000V, w = 125.66rad/s and Q™ =
OV AR. The constraints are igmer = 2222A and vg. €
097505 1.02507).

We compare the response to a single phase loss fault with
and without the rPB outer loop. We consider faults where
the C phase of the grid voltage drops by a percentage

value A € R. Given the fault tsq,+ and te,q times, the
grid voltage in ABC coordinates is taken as:

= |Vy|cos(2m ft)

= |Vy|cos(2m ft — 2m/3)

JC {( A)|Vy|cos(2m ft + 2m/3)
9:t |Vg|cos(2m ft + 27 /3)

g t -
Yg, t -
ift S [tstarta tend]
otherwise

where |V;| = 3150V is the nominal grid voltage norm and
f =50Hz is the grid frequency.

To train the rPB controller, we generate a dataset of v,
sequences containing drops of phase C of around 300ms,
and converted to af coordinates. We slightly change the
length of the fault between different profiles to cover
endings occurring over the entire oscillation period of the



grid voltage. The profiles also differs in the scale of the
drop, with A sampled from a uniform distribution between
0 and 1. The generated dataset is composed of 300 samples.

As outlined in Section 3.2, ¢ is held at 1 briefly after the
fault is cleared. In this implementation, the switch remains
closed until the next zero crossing of v4 g. Enforcing the
switching instant at a zero crossing results in a smoother
transition, since the S-component coincides with its fault-
free value at that point.

We train the rPB controller using stochastic gradient
descent with Adam for 2600 epochs, setting a learning rate
of 1 x 1073,
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Fig. 4. Evolution of the DC bus voltage with and without
the trained rPB controller

The vy, profiles with and without the rPB controller are
shown in Figure 4 for a test profile (not seen during
control design) with two faults: the first one is a full
drop of phase (A = 1) lasting for about 600ms and
the second one is a 60% drop lasting for around 400ms.
Both event end at different times within the grid voltage
period. Without rPB, the AFE controller struggles to keep
the DC bus voltage within bounds, reaching a minimum
below 4800 V, whereas with rPB the lower bound is
never violated. Furthermore, the base controller induces
constraints violations for more than 300ms during the
first fault, which would be enough time to trigger a drive
shutdown. By allowing the system to stay within safe
regions the rPB allows the continuation of operation even
during faults, significantly improving the performance of
the drive. During the second fault, the base controller
mostly keeps the DC bus voltage within the bounds but
strongly reduces it while the rPB controller keeps the
DC bus voltage closer to its nominal value, reducing the
strain on the drive, and showing that the neural network
generalizes well to several depths of drops. Looking at the
periods in between faults, we can see that the trajectories
with and without rPB converge to the same trajectory
tracking the nominal value, showcasing how the rPB
controller does not hinder steady state properties.

2200{  Tm=mmm———m—— T

2000

-
®
o
o

oIl (A

1600 .
—— Base controller with rPB

1400

== gllmax

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5
Time (s)

Fig. 5. Evolution of the grid current norm with the trained
rPB controller

Although the main objective for the rPB controller in
this experiment is to keep the DC bus in safe operating
conditions, it is important to see if it does so at the expense
of the other states of the drive. Currently, rPB has no
influence on the mechanical quantities of the drive as 7,
is not modified by it. rPB therefore cannot have a negative
impact on the angular speed. For the grid side, Figure 5
shows the evolution of the grid current norm under the
rPB outer loop. The neural network controller effectively
learns to keep the current norm below its prescribed upper
bound. Only brief, minor peaks slightly exceed the limit,
and the rPB does not cause any sustained constraint
violations. Such short-lived violations are acceptable for
drive operation and are too small to pose any risk to the
system. Overall, the rPB controller improves the DC bus
voltage regulation during faults without compromising the
safety of the other drive states.

Both with and without rPB, the faults induce oscillations
in the DC bus voltage and in the grid current. It is
therefore worth analyzing the spectra for both control
strategies to assess whether some problematic harmonics
have been generated, especially for the grid current. The
spectra of the a and [ coordinates of the grid current
during the first fault are shown in Figure 6.
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Fig. 6. Frequency spectra of the a and (3 coordinates of
the grid current with and without the rPB controller.

The main peak in both the « and S spectra occurs
at 50 Hz under both control schemes, corresponding to
the grid’s fundamental frequency. The most significant
harmonics appear at 150 Hz and 250 Hz due to the single-
phase loss, which is typical for such grid faults. Both
approaches exhibit similar magnitudes at these lower-
order harmonics, indicating that the fundamental and
main harmonic content is predominantly governed by the
fault and not drastically altered by the rPB addition.
For higher frequencies the controller with rPB introduces
relatively smaller harmonics, which are most pronounced
around 550 Hz and 650 Hz in the S coordinate. These
additional peaks remain significantly lower in amplitude
than the one at 50 Hz. The emergence of these higher-order
harmonics in the presence of rPB can be attributed to the
rPB controller’s dynamics in response to unbalanced fault
conditions. Nevertheless, their limited amplitude suggests
that the influence of rPB is not a concern for the grid.

Another relevant aspect to examine is how the rPB outer
loop alters the modulation vector my. Figure 7 shows the
norm of the modulation vector around the beginning of the
first fault. In both the baseline and rPB-modified cases, the
signal is periodic during the fault. However, the profile
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Fig. 7. Evolution of the modulation vector norm with and
without rPB at the end of the fault.

resulting from the rPB controller exhibits a less regular
intra-period structure. The overall norm is greater when
utilizing rPB, which underscores its role in increasing the
effective control strength. Focusing on the onset of the
fault, the rPB strategy induces two distinct peaks where
the modulation norm reaches its maximum permissible
value, whereas the baseline controller’s norm decreases
over this interval. These peaks increase the instantaneous
modulation amplitude and therefore allow the DC bus to
draw more power from the grid during the fault, helping
the DC bus to compensate the initial strong voltage drop.
Because the rPB offset is introduced prior to actuator
saturation, the input constraints remain satisfied over the
whole trajectory.

In the interest of space, we have limited the results pre-
sented here to the electrical states of the drive, where the
rPB has the most pronounced impact. More comprehen-
sive simulation results are provided in Appendix A.

5. CONCLUSION

The rPB framework has been successfully integrated into
a medium voltage drive system with an active front-end,
ensuring safe and continuous operation during various grid
fault scenarios. By designing input signals that leverage
the grid voltage norm, rPB activation is precisely timed to
coincide with the presence and duration of faults, indepen-
dent of their recurrence or length. Our results with single-
phase faults demonstrate that rPB reduces the DC bus
voltage drop, supporting safe drive operation, and keeps
the grid current within permissible limits. In the event of
a phase loss near full load, the rPB controller prevents
violations severe enough to otherwise trigger a system
shutdown. These benefits underline the strong operational
resilience provided by rPB. Future research should ex-
plore extending rPB’s effect to the mechanical side of the
drive, by enabling it to actuate the motor torque. Another
promising direction is to make the rPB able to address
all classes of grid faults. Currently, rPB is tailored for
a specific case, but incorporating more contextual inputs
could enable fault-type-agnostic compensation. A possible
way to do so would be to feed the prediction of of a
dynamic fault classifier to the rPB controller.
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Appendix A. COMPLEMENTARY RESULTS

We present in here the complementary results to the ones
presented in the main paper. The evolution of the key drive
parameters for the first 1.5 seconds are plotted in Figure
8. This interval contains the full loss of phase fault and
the recovery towards nominal conditions. During the fault,
we can see that the angular speed of the shaft decreases.
This is because the drop in supplied grid voltage limits the
maximum active power which can be delivered to the shaft
and thus the torque. The available torque thus become
insufficient to compensate the load, reducing the angular
speed. Still, the scale of the drop is negligible, reaching at
most 0.1% of the nominal angular speed. An important
observation is that the angular velocity and the torque
profiles are the same with and without rPB, which makes
sense as it only influences the modulation vector my.



