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Abstract—Dynamic security control (DSC) is considered a
pivotal step for the future power grid, which is increasingly
penetrated by inverter-based resources. However, the efficiency
of such practices, whether governed by automatic generation
control or virtual inertia scheduling, can be intractable due to the
complexity of the problem and the need to solve the differential-
algebraic equation in a timely manner with the required accuracy.
In this regard, the model-free deep reinforcement learning
algorithm demonstrates reliable performance. In addition, the
introduction of fault-tolerant and near-term quantum comput-
ing terminologies, i.e., noisy intermediate-scale quantum, opens
avenues for improving the performance of model-free algorithms
leveraging quantum capabilities. This paper provides an orga-
nized framework and assesses its dependability by evaluating
the performance of a quantum-embedded algorithm on the DSC
of the IEEE 39-bus test system. Hence, the obtained results
demonstrate promising applications, along with shortcomings
that can be addressed and further developed later.

Index Terms—Deep deterministic policy gradient, dynamic
security control, inverter-based resources, quantum computing,
transient stability.

I. INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND

The widespread deployment of inverter-based resources
(IBRs), such as solar photovoltaics and wind power, has
positive impacts on key areas, including decarbonization,
modernization, lower long-term energy costs, and industry
growth [1]. This transition can be traced to the introduction
of significant challenges to the dynamic security control of
power grids (DSC) arising from the displacement of tradi-
tional synchronous generators (SGs) [2]. In this regard, the
pivotal challenge is the loss of physical inertia, which is
critically essential for maintaining grid stability during severe
contingencies, such as three-phase short-circuit faults [3],
particularly at intersections with complex power flow. By
diving deeper, it can be observed that SGs inherently provide
inertia to the power system through the kinetic energy stored
in their physical rotating masses. This natural inertia induces
a turbine-governor-based frequency response to counteract
rapid changes during a fault and extends the critical clearing
time (CCT) [4]. This can effectively slow down frequency
deviations by absorbing or distributing transient energy to
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other actors, i.e., SGs. Hence, the out-of-step condition (OOS)
can be prevented from spreading to other intersections and
triggering cascading failure. Specifically, inherent inertia limits
the acceleration range and provides a manageable decelera-
tion range, thereby improving dynamic security, i.e., transient
stability. In contrast, IBRs must be connected to their power
electronic converters, grid-following (GFL) or grid-forming
(GFM) [5], to operate in the power grid. This lack of physi-
cality in mass leads to curtailment of inertia [6]. Furthermore,
advanced control strategies [7] have been developed to emulate
the inertial response of SGs, leading to the concept of a virtual
synchronous generator (VSG). However, the VSG can put
constraints on the converter’s bandwidth and energy storage
capacity [8]. Hence, the probable repercussion is a delayed
response compared to the turbine-governor-based counterparts.
Moreover, the deceleration energy is diminished during the
noted severe contingency. Hence, the shrinking deceleration
area reduces the CCT, making IBR-rich grids [9] prone
to cascading failures and major blackouts. In other words,
this makes the IBR-rich grids extremely weak at responding
to frequency stress, i.e., sudden load increases. This arises
from concerns regarding the performance of these converters
during islanding events, such as the disconnection of a bus
or transmission line. The creation of sophisticated control
methods becomes increasingly vital in ensuring DSC of IBRs.
In this regard, the virtual inertia and reference power [10], [11]
play a key role in balancing the deceleration and acceleration
rates. However, this perspective requires a control system
that is sufficiently aware of state transitions. Among various
disciplines, model-free deep reinforcement learning (DRL)
techniques have demonstrated scalable performance for DSC
under partial observations and varying operating conditions.
Unlike traditional control methods that rely solely on exact
models, model-free DRL agents can learn optimal control
policies directly from interactions with the environment and
train their policies based on experience. This capability is
remarkably vital for estimating the trajectories of differential-
algebraic equations (DAEs) in complex, nonlinear, and high-
dimensional environments, such as IBR-rich grids.

In [12]-[15], deep deterministic policy gradient (DDPG),
twin delayed deep deterministic policy gradient (TD3), and
softmax DDPG have been developed to control a GFM con-
verter. The main role of the conducted DDPG is to emulate
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virtual inertia through impedance sharing under time-varying
load conditions. The target of the reward function is to increase
the frequency response of IBR-rich grid regarding the rate
of change of frequency (RoCoF), angular frequency, etc. In
[16] and [17] hybrid policy- and value-based DRL method,
soft actor-critic (SAC), has been applied to the control opera-
tion of VSGs. This continuous-action-space algorithm aims
to suppress power oscillations by regulating the frequency
response in a varying environment with partial observability.
Hence, the reward function comprises three terms: frequency
deviation, inertia parameters, and droop gains. However, par-
tial observability is a hurdle to the coordination of multiple
agents, underscoring the need for a framework that can handle
the environment’s nonlinearity and high complexity. In [18],
meta-RL has been brought into the effect of the power-
frequency droop controller regarding fast frequency regulation.
The model-free DRL has been organized in a hierarchical
architecture to adapt to sporadic operating conditions, targeting
both quantitative and qualitative factors, including ancillary
services, cost, and frequency response. However, the training
process is susceptible to stability issues during frequency nadir
and peak times. It is evident that each continuous-action-based
DRL methodology encounters significant challenges, poten-
tially affecting its feasibility in real-world applications [19],
[20]. The high-dimensionality of state and action spaces can
create scalability issues that make it difficult for the specific
agent to explore a variety of policies and converge with the
granularity of the solutions. Furthermore, sample inefficiency
is a common bottleneck for every model-free technique. In
this regard, interactions with the power system environment
can be resource-intensive due to the time-consuming process
of solving DAEs and the storage of data. In other words,
there are inherent limitations that require tailoring case studies
to the ever-changing dynamics of contingencies, e.g., system
loading, fault location, and fault duration. Consequently, the
tradeoff between exploration and exploitation can be adversely
affected, leading to suboptimal performance. Quantum me-
chanics can address these obstacles by providing tools that
can remediate complexity. The main philosophy of using a
quantum perspective is to leverage its properties (i.e., su-
perposition and entanglement) to facilitate the DRL agent’s
learning. The key notion here is the application of ansatz or
a parameterized quantum circuit (PQC) [21] that can learn
the interaction of computing units, e.g., actor and critic, for
the benefit of accuracy, along with convergence speed. In this
paper, the primary focus is to leverage PQC to boost the DRL
agent’s capability with fewer trainable parameters. Therefore,
we have devised a unique ansatz that enables exploration of
the continuous action space of VSG parameters. The proposed
strategy aims to alleviate the complexity of high-dimensional
state spaces by stimulating quantum-mechanical dynamics and
fitting the behavior of excited states to estimate the impact of
changing the VSG parameter at each time step. Hence, our
proposed algorithm is the first of its kind to improve DSC
of IBR-rich grid by increasing the DRL agent’s adaptivity via
integrating PQC to increase the processing of highly nonlinear

relationships between states and actions.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: Section II
describes the problem formulation for dynamic security con-
trol of an IBR-rich grid. Section III describes the architecture
behind the proposed quantum DRL. Sections IV and V define
the case study’s implementation scope and the results obtained.
Finally, Section VI concludes the paper.

II. PROBLEM FORMULATION

As mentioned above, the absence of natural inertia in IBR-
rich grids necessitates the application of control algorithms
for emulation, i.e., VSG. In addition, restoring the system
frequency to its nominal value is the main objective of DSC.
Hence, the conventional frequency response, governed by
automatic generation control, must integrate wide-area actions
from the internal setpoints of the VSGs and virtual inertia.
This is because severe contingencies that violate system syn-
chronism replace the core objective of DSC with stability
of the transient angle as the dominant concern. This can be
inferred from the probable cascading failures and the spread
of blackouts that lead to system collapse. In other words,
correcting the power imbalance in the stressed post-fault state
can exacerbate rotor angle swings and spread the instability
to other areas. Hence, the DSC objective must be formulated
to address dynamic security controls in such an environment.
Specifically, performance and stability are the targets here:
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According to (la), the first and the second brackets are
the performance and stability functions, respectively. In (1a),
Pret(t), J(t), D(t), Aw(t), %2, Gimax(t), and Scoi(t) are the
reference active power, virtual inertia, virtual damping, angular
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frequency, RoCoF, maximum rotor angle, and center of inertia
(COI) rotor angle, respectively. Also, tg, tf, £1, &2, and ¢ are
fault clearance, time of transient instability, and coefficients
of DSC and transient stability, respectively. Moreover, (1b)
provides insight on the ¢th VSG’s swing equation [22] to
represent control constraints. Equation (lc) provides grid’s
physics and operating points feasibility of actions with respect
to the physics and operating points of the grid. Equation (1d)
is formulated to monitor the deviations of the rotor angles.
Equations (le)—(1i) are efficiency constraints with respect to
the action space and physical limitations of the IBR-rich
grid. As can be seen, the key perspectives of the presented
formulation, as a hybrid optimal action problem, are contin-
uous dynamics (VSG equations) and discrete events (severe
contingency). Hence, we are dealing with a high-dimensional
function space, along with non-convexity arising from power
flow equations and stability constraints that aim to maintain
continuous actions in response to discrete instability events. In
addition, the complexity of the problem is magnified by the
impact of |dmax(t)| on the performance of optimal actions.
Therefore, the key challenge here is the highly nonlinear
dynamics of actions that depend on the complex, evolving
system, making the problem intractable for conventional real-
time optimization techniques. This serves as an ideal setting
for the implementation of an intelligent and learning-based
methodology. This technique is capable of being implicitly
conditioned to discern the relationship between control actions
and transient stability limits.

III. DYNAMIC SECURITY CONTROL VIA QDRL

The post-fault trajectories, e.g., rotor angle, of interactions
between system states and actions become increasingly unten-
able as in the case of capturing targets of frequency control and
transient stability. This limitation calls for a smart algorithm,
i.e., DRL, that can address the computational burden posed
by the complex dynamics of IBRs (GFL or GFM). However,
model-free DRL faces two crucial challenges that hamper its
performance: reactive responses and sample inefficiency. The
reactive nature of DRL awaits the instability to develop over
several control steps. In other words, the DRL agent chooses
the best action for the current state and does not consider the
best action to prevent instability predicted to occur, e.g., 150
ms after the fault clearance. This is because rapidly developing
transient instability can become irreversible after separation
of the rotor angles. More specifically, the lack of proactive
response, i.e., waiting several control steps of observing the
instability may defeat the feasibility of corrective actions even
with excessively large values. On the other hand, regarding
sample inefficiency, model-free DRL requires a large number
of episodes (500,000-10/100 of millions) of interactions with
the environment to learn semi-optimal policies. This is simply
computationally expensive under a variety of contingencies
and grid topologies.

These two challenges have motivated us to pursue a predic-
tive scheme and a quantum algorithm in this paper. As shown
in Fig. 1, the DDPG agent uses predicted values to avoid the

need to learn optimal actions, thereby enabling survivability
under transient instability. The quantum algorithm simplifies
the agent’s training by estimating the actor and critic values
in response to immediate actions. Now, let us delve into the
operational aspects of the DRL agent alongside the proposed
algorithm’s functionalities. The observation/state (s;) of the
DDPG agent includes: generator/VSG rotor speeds (w), rotor
angles (9), RoCoF (dw/ dt), and active power outputs (P,).
The action (a;) space comprises the power setpoint and inertia

as ay = [APref 1, s APpepn, AJr, ..., Ady].
ENVIRONMENT QuaNTuM DDPG TRAINING Loop
Simulator Quantum Actor Experience
Wrapper X Quantum Critic | * Replay
PennyLane-Qiskit
—— Target NNs Updates

Fig. 1. The building blocks of the proposed hybrid DRL framework.

A. Preliminaries of DDPG

The DDPG algorithm is a class of model-free, off-policy
actor-critic scheme that benefits from the architecture of both
the deep Q network and the deterministic policy gradient. In
this regard, the actor (1(s|6*)) enacts to implement the deter-
ministic policy that maximizes the rewards and consequently
stimulates the critic (Q(s,a|0#?)) to learn the value of state-
action. Note that * and §%) are the parameters of the actor
and critic networks, respectively. Hence, the actor network
maps states to optimal deterministic continuous actions, and
the critic network provides estimates of the value of state-
action pairs accordingly. In addition, target actor (u/(s|60"))
and critic (Q'(s,al0?)) networks are integrated into the
framework to increase the stability of the learning procedure
of the DDPG agent. The objective of the actor network is
to use the policy gradient theorem to maximize the expected
(Q-value as follows:

Voul ~ Estwpﬂ [VaQ(sva‘eQ)|s:st,a:u(st)V9“/J’(S|0'u)‘s:st] .
2)
Note that p® is the distribution of states under behavior
policy . Hence, the policy gradient theorem forces the actor’s
parameters to be updated based on the critic’s value for the
chosen action. At the same time, the critic network aims to
decrease the error of estimating the ()-value based on the target
networks as follows

]L(QQ) = ESt,at,Tt,StJrlN'D [(Q(8t7at|9Q) - yt)2:| (33)

ye =1 +7Q (141, Hl(5t+1|9“/)|9Ql)- (3b)

In this regard, y; is the target value obtained by the
update process of the target networks based on the transition
of experiences in the replay buffer, i.e., (s¢,at, s, St41), as
follows:

09 769 + (1 — 1) )
O — 70" + (1 — 7)0 (5)
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Note that 7 < 1 is suggested to be around 0.005 for stability
in the update process.

B. Predictive DRL

To increase the DRL agent’s observability, the system state
is augmented with predictions from a deep neural network
(DNN). Hence, the new state vector is defined as §; =
[st, pr+aT]. Here, priar is the estimated value of the state
variables prior to the onset of the transient instability. In
this regard, the DNN architecture is trained on contingency
scenarios to determine the stability status for a look-ahead time
of AT [23]. In this study, the transient instability status (TIS),
as defined subsequently, has been employed to train the DNN
and assess how actions influence the rotor angle. Note that
Omax = max{|d; — J;|}, i,5 € {1,...,10}, is the maximum
difference between the angles of any two generators. Then, we
need to estimate 715 A7 to begin training our DDPG agent.
Hence, the last step is to use an ensemble of DNN regressors
(n) with predlctlon values (T'1 7S = ~ Zn 1 TIS),), standard
deviations (0% = 4 Zn (T1S, =TI S) ) and confidence
values (C' = 1—o0) to estimate 11 SHAT based on the class of
TIS. In doing so, the accumulated discounted reward function

(R; = Efio fyerk) is formulated to include the predictive
terms as follows:
class 1, if M <0
360 + Omax
TIS = (6)
class 0, if M >0
7 360 4 Jmax
Ty = Tbase(sta at) + Tpred(ﬁt+AT) (7N
dwi \?
Thase (¢, a¢) = —E18w(t)* — & - (dt t)
= ¢+ max |[dmax(t) — dcor(t)]
tEfto,ty]
-M Z | (A Prer,i (t) 3

— APreri(t = 1))|1?
— 72 DAL = ATt = 1)

if fEHAT <n
and C > Cy,
10 otherwise.

— 2
—K- (1 - TISt+AT)
Tpred(ﬁt-&-AT) =

©))
In our predictive framework, 7(0.1), Ci4(0.95), and K are
the safety threshold, the confidence threshold of the estimation,
and the constant penalty terms that dominate the reward signal.
Moreover, the parameters of the reward function are predefined
as &1, &2, ¢, 11, 72, and K5 to be 100, 0.1, 0.01, 0.001, 0.001,
and 100, respectively. Note that T, is the maximum number
of time steps in each episode.

C. Preliminaries of Quantum Computing

Classical computing can only be performed in two binary
states: 0 and 1. However, quantum computing can represent
the information units in the superposition of |0) and |1). The
reason is the ability to trace the energy levels of excited states
in quantum mechanics. This is considered the first advantage
of using quantum computing to analyze multiple solution
combinations. Typically, a qubit can be defined based on two
distinct energy levels in the Z quantum (Pauli) space

) = al0) + B[1),

where |¢), «, and  are quantum information and probability
amplitudes of Z-Pauli measurement for being in states of |0)
and |1), respectively. The second advantage is the use of
entanglement to create a multi-qubit information system based
on the interactions of single qubits. On the other hand, the
transformation of the two-qubit state into the classical state
can be represented as

(10)

|00y = 1000 |01) =0100 |10) =0010 |11) = 0001.
(1)
Thus, the key insight lies in substituting N classical infor-
mation with n units of quantum information, where n =
[log, N. This substitution serves as the impetus for adopting
the quantum approach described herein, specifically to reduce
the computational demands associated with complex power
system dynamics during the inference stage of the proposed

DDPG.

D. Application of PQC in DDPG

As mentioned, superposition and entanglement are the
stepping stones of quantum mechanics [24]. In this regard,
superposition aims to generate combinations of complex states
based on the problem’s dimensionality. Moreover, entangle-
ment has the duty of creating the possibility of a solution based
on the connection of the qubits [25]. In the quantum machine
learning application, we must consider another step before
encoding the data from the classical representations to the
quantum basis. In addition, Ry, Rz, and CNOT are utilized
as operators of the encoding and entanglement. In other words,
they are trainable single-qubit rotations [26]. It is worth noting
that Pauli-Z and Pauli-X are measurement operators used in
the actor and critic networks, respectively. Hence, the unitary
layer can be formulated as a hierarchy of applying the gates
and entangling the tensor product. Note that the hierarchy is
set up so that input rotations are first, then trainable single-
qubit rotations, and then entanglement as

<®R 0(2) 9(1))>
o ( ® Rz(ﬂz,jmj) Ry(agvjl‘j)>,

=0

Ue(z; a, 3, 6)
(12)

where x, «, and (8 are classical input vectors and input
scaling parameters per layer. In addition, § and E are trainable
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qo Rz(9j1)

41 — Ry (61) - Rz(z1) — Rz(0;2)

q2 — Ry(gz) — RZ(-TQ) - RZ(ejS)

43 — Ry (63) —{ Rz(x3) —{ Rz(0;4)

— Ry (0i1) EI—
— Ry (02) D [~
— Ry(0i3) S [~
— Ry (0:4) &—

Fig. 2. The four-qubit ansatz for three observations and one action.

parameters and entangler (CNOT), respectively. Hence, the
full circuit operation after L layers is formulated as
W) =U,Up—y---Uy |0). (13)

Hence, the quantum circuit implements a unitary transfor-
mation as

L
U(Q) = H UentUrot(el)Uencode(x)a (14)

=1

where Uencode (), Urot(61), and Usy, are applied to encode clas-
sical data into quantum states, build parameterized rotations,
and create entanglement between qubits throughout Layers L.

E. Actor Network

The justification for ansatz selection of the actor network
is based on three characteristics. The first is expressibility
through combinations of Ry (0), Rz(0), and CNOT gates.
The ansatz must be trainable to provide levels of information
for the measurement step. Hence, the quantum actor network
uq(s|0#) is defined with respect to the trainable parameters 6
as

1o (5) = Foon (01U (5,01 ZU (5,0")[0)),  (15)
where U(s,0") and f« are the applied ansatz and the
classical post-processing function to determine the action in
response to the states of the environment, respectively, and
UT denotes the complex conjugate of U. In addition, Z; are
the Pauli-Z measurement operators applied to all qubits. In
this regard, the quantum actor implements the mapping via

fpost as

Na

1
po(s) = A - tanh (K > <Z¢>> + B, (16)

=1

where A and B are the scale of action states and bias vectors,
respectively. In addition, N,, K, and (Z;) are the number
of actions, normalization constant, and expectation values
from quantum measurements, respectively. Now that we have
described the PQC step of the actor network, the only task is

to compute the gradient of the training and update the actor
using the parameter-shift rule as follows:

6%%58) = 3lrQ(s: 0+ 3) —no(s; 0: = 3)]

Voul = Esp [VaQQ (57a | GQ) |

(17a)

) Voupg(s | 9")}
(17b)

a=pq(s

E. Critic Network

The ansatz of the critic network Qg(s,al0?) is described
as

QQ(57 a) = Wout * <O| UT([S’ a]’ 9Q>X0U([57 a]? QQ) |0> + bout,
(18)
where woy and boy express the trainable output scaling param-
eters. In addition, [s, a] is used to represent the concatenation
of state and action. Here, the observable is the Pauli-X
measurement on the first qubit, which captures the Q-value
of the state-action pair. In other words, the critic ansatz stacks
the single observation of the expected value of the first qubit
into a tensor. This value is multiplied by the output scaling
parameters. In doing so, the critic update is rewritten as

L(09) = Esrap | (Qals,0 | 69)

7 ’ 2
— (r 7 Qlss Hp(s'107)169)))
19)

IV. CASE STUDY DESCRIPTION AND IMPLEMENTATION

This study evaluates the quantum-enhanced frequency re-
sponse within the modified IEEE 39-bus test system, where
50% of the total generation is provided by IBRs. A three-
phase short-circuit event was applied at 95% of Line 33, in
proximity to Bus 26, occurring at ¢ = 2 s. The frequency
incident (load increase) is set to 0.6 pu (Bus 31). Then, we
monitor the dynamics for 5 s. It should be noted that TDS,
converter dynamics (REGCV?2), and scenario generation were
derived using the ANDES library [27]. For configuring the
DDPG, Python 3 along with the Tianshou library [28] were
used. The quantum framework of the PQC is implemented
through the PennyLane library [29]. Furthermore, the actor’s
PQC comprises 20 qubits, achieved by substituting 5 SGs with
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IBR, and spans four observation spaces, whereas the critic
incorporates 30 qubits for state-action pair assessment. To
address this constraint, Fig. 2 illustrates an instance featuring
3 observations and a single action. As indicated, the data
encoding phase of the proposed algorithm involves applying
the initial two rotation gates, with subsequent gates enhancing
the circuit’s expressibility. In addition, the circuit’s depth is
determined as 3 layers through experimental optimization.

V. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

This section represents the results based on the performance
of the DDPG agent throughout the episodes. The agent enacts
after the fault clearance and aims to revive the rotor angle
stability based on the defined reward function. The maximum
number of time steps in each episode is 100. As mentioned, the
hybrid approach is initiated based on the performance of the
DNN architecture to estimate the status of the contingency. Ac-
cording to Table I, DNN prevails over both machine learning
and DL counterparts, namely Bayesian regularization (BR) and
convolutional neural networks (CNN), respectively. Hence, the
dependency of the conducted DNN is proven accordingly.

TABLE I
COMPARISON OF ACCURACY IN THE TIS ESTIMATION

CNN [30]
89.22

BR [31] | DNN [23]
91.6 99

Accuracy (%]

We also examined the DRL agent’s ability to discern en-
vironmental response patterns with a reduced set of trainable
parameters. In this context, the traditional approach encap-
sulates the critic network’s weights and biases, incorporating
30 x 128 x 128 x 128 trainable parameters. In this context, the
quantum-embedded algorithm uses 100 adjustable parameters
per quantum layer. Figure 3 illustrates the quantum-embedded
DDPG agent’s performance. As depicted, the behavior of the
quantum-embedded system aligns with that of the conventional
agent. Note that the solid lines correspond to the reward
function as computed from (7). From Fig. 3, it is evident that
the quantum-enhanced DDPG agent closely approximates the
performance of its predecessor, effectively aiming to reduce
the effects of dynamic security contingencies, as indicated by
the reward function. The observed trend correlates with the
standard deviation. This suggests that the proposed algorithm
is highly similar to the vanilla DDPG agent, consistent with the
objectives of this study. However, the classical DDPG agent
outperforms the proposed algorithm due to its inherent ability
to handle greater complexity, while the proposed algorithm
meets DSC requirements with significantly fewer parameters.
Another consideration is the influence of noise in the noisy
intermediate-scale quantum (NISQ) era. In realistic scenarios,
the algorithm’s performance under significant noise fails to
satisfy even the basic DSC regulatory needs, as illustrated by
the red curve. The NISQ model’s standard deviation reveals
uncertainty about noise effects in the near-term! applications.

1“Near-term” generally applies to algorithms and codes running on quantum
hardware; please refer to [32] for one application.

Moreover, Fig. 4 demonstrates the proposed method’s perfor-
mance with respect to rotor angle deviation. The data show
that rotor angles are notably affected by severe contingencies,
rendering the studied system vulnerable to cascading failures
if the contingency exceeds CCT. Therefore, the proposed algo-
rithm successfully mitigates the contingency impact, restoring
rotor angles to stable operation boundaries, thereby confirming
the satisfactory efficacy of the implemented DSC regulariza-
tion strategy.

M
0
10 -
20 -
30-
40 -
50
60
70

Reward

I I I I
400 800 1200 1600 2000 2400 2800 3200 3600
Episode

Fig. 3. The reward function: the blue, green, and red curves indicate the
quantum-embedded DDPG agent, vanilla DDPG agent, and the performance
under noise. Also, the shaded areas show the standard deviation from the
conducted simulation over 10 consecutive runs.

Time [s]

Fig. 4. The rotor angle difference of the test system.

VI. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE DIRECTIONS

This paper presents a comprehensive view of the application
of quantum computing in the DSC of IBR-rich grids. In
particular, the proposed methodology develops PQCs to model
the actor and critic networks of the vanilla DDPG agent. The
simulation results demonstrate the validity of the designed
ansatz by indicating its compatibility with its predecessor in
reviving the system dynamics to a stable state after a severe
rotor angle instability incident. Empirical evidence suggests
that the quantum-integrated method encounters constraints
when aiming for optimal precision in practical DSC appli-
cations. Consequently, quantum algorithms utilizing PQCs
require enhanced modeling to account for noise, which is
achieved by integrating specific rotation gates during the state
preparation and measurement (SPAM) phases. This approach
mimics the detrimental effects of errors characteristic of the
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NISQ era. Thus, meticulous care and comprehensive modeling
during the quantum state transpilation phase are indispensable.
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