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Abstract—This letter seeks to clarify the different existing definitions
of both instantaneous complex phase and frequency as well as their
equivalence when specific hypotheses hold. To achieve this, the two
fundamental definitions, i.e., those based on either the use of (i) analytic
signals or (ii) space vectors, together with the premises used for their
formulation, are presented and their relationship shown. Lastly, an
unified notation and terminology to avoid confusion is proposed.

Index Terms—Instantaneous complex phase (ICP), instantaneous com-
plex frequency (ICF), analytic signal, Hilbert transform, space vector.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recently, a proliferation of works has emerged e.g. [1]-[4] lever-
aging the re-introduction done in [5] of the concept of instantaneous
complex frequency (ICF) within the field of power systems based
on the usage of the Park vector. However, the notion of ICF was
already formulated many decades ago in the works of both Linden
[6] and Hahn [7] using the concept of analytic signals. The latter of
the two even applied it to electric circuits as far back as 1964 [8].
Moreover, as also pointed by Hahn himself in [9], time-independent
complex frequency is a well-established concept in the fields of
signal processing and systems theory as it represents the independent
variable of the Laplace transform. Historically, as also indicated by
Hahn in [9] and exemplified in [10], a significant amount of confusion
and misunderstandings have surrounded the concept of instantaneous
frequency (IF). The reason is no other but the adoption of the same
label, IF, by different authors, to accommodate different definitions
and the subsequent pointless argumentation regarding which is one
correct. Similarly, together with [5], a definition of instantaneous
complex phase (ICP) has also been proposed in [11] based on the
Clarke space vector with respect to three-phase phase-locked loops
(PLLs). Thus, the purpose of this letter is to prevent an analogous
situation to that seen for the IF to further develop around the concepts
of both ICF and ICP. This is done by: (i) showcasing the different
currently proposed formulations as well as how and under which
conditions these relate to each other and (ii) proposing an unified
notation and terminology to avoid confusion.

II. EQUIVALENCE BETWEEN EXISTING FORMULATIONS
A. Analytic Signals: Hahn [8], [9], [12]

Hahn’s definitions of ICP and ICF of a time domain signal v(¢)
rely on the use of the Gabor complex signal or analytic signal ©(t):

(1) = v(t) + gH{v(0)} = u(t)e” ), 1)

where H denotes the Hilbert Transform (HT) [9], u(t) the instanta-
neous amplitude and 6(t) the instantaneous phase. The ICP ¢(t) is
then defined as:

¢o(t) = Lo (8(t)) = Ln (u(t)) + 50(t) , 2
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where Ln is used to highlight the multi-branch nature of the nat-
ural logarithm of complex numbers. The ICF 5(¢) is subsequently
obtained as the time derivative of the ICP:

53(0) = Ga(t) = Ll 00 = oo(®) +2n(0). O
where gy (t) and wy(t) refer respectively to the instantaneous radial
and angular frequencies [9]. This definition is universally valid as it
does not entail any assumption nor consideration for the signal v(t)
besides those required for the existence of its HT, i.e. v(¢) must
have finite-energy (square-integrable) or be absolutely integrable.
Furthermore, as proven in [12], this formulation ensures the ICF
is uniquely defined. Regarding its use within three-phase power
systems, it can be applied to any generic voltage or current signal
for each individual phase.

B. Space Vectors: Milano [5] and Lei [11]

The definition of the ICF proposed by Milano [5] — called complex
frequency in this reference — is based on the use of the Park vector
Uqq(t) and consequently specifically applies to three-phase systems:

Vag(t) = va(t) + Jog(t) = uaq ()’ @

where vq(t) and vq(t) represent the direct and quadrature components
and wuqq(t) and J(t) the instantaneous magnitude and phase. Note
that the Park vector is defined based on the dg-axis components of
the Park transform and fully represents a three-phase system under
balanced conditions and in the absence of homopolar components.
Although [5] only explicitly defines ICF, both the ICP' and ICF
correspond to:

Om(t) = In (uaq () + 39(t) , ®)

§m(t) _ (Z)m(t) _ d(ln (qu (t)))

dt
It is important to clarify that while balanced positive sequence
operating conditions, absence of harmonics and iterharmonics as well
as electro-mechanical transient dynamics are required to link (6) to
the time derivative of the complex powers, as shown in [5], (5-6)
are intrinsically generic and only require the application of the Park
transform.

Let us denote with d4q(t) the rotation angle of the Park dg-axis
reference frame. As both Clarke and Park consider the same analysis
frames — the only difference being that d44(¢) = 0 in the Clarke
transform —, the definition proposed by Lei [11] for the ICP, as well
as its associated ICF, based on the Clarke space vector, Unz(t), can be
considered analogous to that of [5]. Indeed, an obvious equivalence
can easily be established between the definitions of ICP and ICF
presented by [11] and [5] as:

P (t) = 3(d1(t) — daq(1)) ,
Sm(t) = 9(51(t) — waq(t)) s
lDespite (5), i.e. [5, Eq. (29)], not being explicitly referred to as the ICP

in [5], the ICF is indeed shown to be its time derivative. Moreover, the term
is explicitly introduced as such based on Milano’s ICF in [13, Eq. (4)].

+ 70(t) = om(t) + Jwm(t). (6)

(7a)
(7b)
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where waq(t) = daq(t). Note that Lei’s definition permutes real and
imaginary parts compared to Milano’s [5]. In view of geometrical
considerations which interpret ¢ as a dilatation and w as a rotation
(see Section III), the notation in [5] is formally more consistent.

C. Hahn - Milano Relationship

Consider a generic single-tone three-phase power system signal
Vape(t):

va(t)|  vk(t) = uk(t) cos (Ox(t) + Ck(?)),
Vabe(t) = |vs(t) | , Or(t) = wot + i (t), (8)
Uc(t) k € {a7 b7 C} )

where k is used to represent each individual phase, (x(t) the angular
shifts between phases and u(t) and 6x(t) the time varying magni-
tude and phase for which w, denotes the constant nominal system
frequency and ¢ (t) its time-dependent part. It holds that U.s(t)
contains both positive and negative sequence spectral components
according to:

Tap(t) o< Tp(t) = 1/2(V, ()" + Vi (t)e "), (9)

where ¥p(t) is the Lyon positive sequence vector [14], V,(¢) and
Vi (t) are the positive and negative sequence phasors and * represents
the complex conjugate operation.

On the other hand, the analytic signal of each phase k can be
calculated as:

e (t) = vk (t) + gH{vR (1)} = ug (1) O OFRO),

where ~ in (10) is used to symbolize that, according to the Bedrosian
theorem [15], this equality only holds if there is no spectral overlap
between u(t) and 0x(t) + (x(t). However, as shown in [16], [17],
this is indeed the case for the slower dynamics that characterize
electro-mechanical transients as those considered in [5] to link (6)
with the time derivatives of complex powers. Lastly, under positive
sequence balanced conditions, and by taking k¥ = a and ((¢t) = 0
for simplicity it follows that the spectrum of ¥,(t) matches that of
Ba(t) [18]:

{mm—mm

(10)

1

= 0,(1) = Jia(t) = Jhas(). (D

Vi) =0

Lastly, the Park and Clarke vectors can be related simply by the

rotation angle dq44(¢) applied to the Park frame as:
Tag(t) = Vap(t)e 70 = 5, (t)e 704 (12)

Therefore, the relationships between ICP and ICF of Hahn and
Milano are respectively given by:

‘f;m(t) = ‘i’h (t) = 90aq(t) »
gm(t) = gb(t) - _](qu(t) .

Note that the selection of any other phase, i.e. & € {b,c}, under
balanced conditions will simply introduce an additional phase offset
in the imaginary part.

(13a)
(13b)

IT1I. PROPOSED TERMINOLOGY

The equivalence between ICP and ICF of Hahn and Milano
given in (13) holds only in specific conditions, namely, balanced
positive sequence, electro-mechanical transient dynamics and absence
of harmonics and interharmonics®. In general, however, Hahn’s and

2The latter is required so that ,5(¢) is an analytic signal, i.e. vg(t) =
H{va(t)}. Specifically, given the spectral content of 7,3 (t) [18], the absence
of negative and zero sequence harmonics as well as interharmonics is needed.

Milano’s definitions refer to fundamentally unrelated concepts and
the use of the same terminology is not recommended.

ICP and ICF were first defined for the analytic signal and represent
a generic and field-agnostic case. Hence, it is the authors’ view that
such notation should be retained. Moreover, as highlighted by Hahn
[12], the scientific and engineering communities already use the term
IF to refer to rate of change of the phase of an analytic signal.

On the other hand, as it is more recent and has not been yet widely
adopted by the power system community, it appears easier and more
consistent to change the notation of the ICF defined in [5]. With this
aim, it is relevant to note that the complex frequency defined in [5]
can be viewed as a special case of the geometric frequency defined
in [19]. This quantity is, in the most general case, a multivector
composed of a scalar and a bivector, as defined in the Clifford algebra
Cl,,2 for three-dimensional spaces, which corresponds to the Pauli
algebra — see, for example, [20].

The starting point of the geometric approach is the vector of
voltages vqpc(t) at a point of a three-phase circuit. This voltage is
assumed to be the velocity vector field of a generalized position,
which, in this analogy, has the dimension of a magnetic flux. Then,
the geometric frequency is defined as:

A _ vabc(t) . 'babc(t) vabc(t) A 'babc(t)

Q¢ , 14

=" o0 [oarc (D2
where - and A indicate inner and outer products, respectively, and
|¢| = +/z -z indicates the Euler 2-norm of a vector. The first

term on the right-hand side of (14) is scalar and captures a radial
dilatation, namely the rate of change of the voltage magnitude,
whereas the second term is a bivector the magnitude of which embeds
the information on the rotation of the voltage vector field and is
proportional to the curvature of the trajectory defined by vape(t)
[21]. Note that the magnitude of each term on the right-hand side
of (15) are invariants, namely, their magnitude is independent from
the coordinates utilized to represent the voltage vector.

In [21], it is shown that if the torsion of the trajectory defined by
Vabe(t) is zero for all ¢, then there exists a set of coordinates for
which the velocity (voltage) vector can be described by only two
elements, and hence the trajectory is a plane curve. In summary, the
following identities hold for the quantities in (6):

_ vabc(t) . 'ba.bc(t)

m t y 15a
o0 = P (1
[Vabe () A Dabe(t)]
m(t) = ——"——— — t), 15b
o

if and only if the torsion is zero, namely:
r(p) = Rete )G DD gy 1

[Vabe(t) ADave()[?

In light of the equivalence given in (15), and the interpretation
of the ICF as a two-dimensional case of the geometric frequency,
instantaneous planar phase (IPP) and instantaneous planar frequency
(IPF) appear an adequate notation for the ICP and ICF, respectively,
defined in [5].

It is possible to give a geometric interpretation also to analytic
signals. If one assumes that the original signal v(t) is a velocity along
a given coordinate axis, H{v(t)} can be viewed as a new coordinate
along an axis orthogonal that of v(¢). Then the components of the
ICF are the radial and angular frequencies in the two-dimensional
space of 1-D analytic signals. In this sense, thus, Hahn’s ICF is
also an invariant — and thus unique as shown in [12] —, as the
components of the geometric frequency defined in (14). On the
other hand, Milano’s IPF assumes a three-dimensional space (a, b, ¢)
defined by the physical phases of the circuit.



The geometric interpretation of the Hilbert transform leads to the
formal conditions that imply equivalence between Hahn’s ICF and
Milano’s IPF. First, we observe that if (16) holds, there exists a plane,
say (i, €), where the voltage vector v ¢ (t) lies. The procedure to find
this plane is illustrated, for example, in [20]. If in addition to (16),
also the following identity holds:

ve(t) = H{vu(t)}, VL, (17)

then, one obtains:

Uu(t) = vue(t), Vt, (18)

which implies that the ICP and ICF of 9,(t) and the the IPP and
IPF of T,¢(t), respectively, coincide. Equations (13) represent thus a
special case of the geometric conditions above and corresponds to a
three-phase voltage for which (u,£) = (a, 8) and a = .

IV. CONCLUSIONS

This letter provided a clarification on the concepts of ICP and
ICF by showing the two different definition categories present within
current literature. These correspond to those based on the use of (i)
analytic signals and (ii) space vectors. Moreover, their formulations,
together with their underlying assumptions as well as the equivalence
among them under certain conditions have been shown. Finally, an
unified notation intended to prevent the spread of confusion has also
been suggested.
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