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Abstract-The Phase-Locked Loop (PLL) is a synchronization system widely utilized nowadays with the aim to achieve the 

correct operation of grid-tie PWM converters.  The PLL based on Moving-Average-Filters (MAF-PLL) have recently received 

considerable attention thanks to their superiority over conventional methods in the case of severe grid disturbances. This paper 

provides an overview of recent improved MAF-PLL algorithms. A comparative study of the performance of four algorithms is 

also carried out through experimental tests performed for several types of grid faults. The results clearly show that the 

performance of each method is widely dependent on the grid fault type.   

Keywords- PLL; MAF; grid faults; smart grid; Distributed Power Generation System (DPSGS). 

 

1. Introduction 

The correct and safe operation of the grid-tie Distributed 

Power Generation Systems (DPGS) requires a perfect and 

robust synchronization with the grid voltages. The latter are 

usually non-ideal because of the non-linear loads connected 

to the grid and various transient operations caused by the 

start-up of high power electrical machines and transformers.  

These disturbances make the perfect synchronization of any 

DPGS with the grid voltages a big challenge. This difficulty 

is mainly due to the waveform of the grid voltages at the 

point of Common Coupling (PCC) which is usually 

unbalanced and/or harmonically distorted. On the other hand, 

the synchronization of the DPGS with the grid voltages 

needs an accurate and fast estimation of the following two 

fundamental parameters: the instantaneous phase-angle and 

frequency of the voltage fundamental component at the PCC 

[1]. However, for most estimation algorithms, a tradeoff still 

exists between the two performances criteria i.e. the accuracy 

and rapidity.  

A variety of synchronization techniques have been 

proposed in the scientific literature. Fig.1 hereafter gives the 

most popular algorithms which are classified into two main 

groups: 

 Open-loop based synchronization methods: Their 

main advantages are the unconditional stability and 

satisfactory performances which are achieved only if 

the grid frequency is close to the nominal frequency.  

 Closed-loop based synchronization techniques: 

They are in turn divided into two sub-groups: 

o Frequency-Locked Loops (FLLs) 

o Phase-Locked Loop (PLLs) 
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Figure 1. Classification of synchronization methods 

  

Among the aforementioned algorithms, the PLLs remain 

until now the most popular because of to their easy real-time 

implementation and robust performance. 

The basic PLL algorithm reports the grid voltages in a 

Synchronous Rotating Frame (SRF); it is therefore named 

the SRF-PLL. This algorithm enables a fast and accurate 

extraction of the grid parameters under ideal conditions [2]. 

Unfortunately, the performances of the SRF-PLL are highly 

degraded when the grid voltages are distorted or unbalanced. 

Indeed, unwanted frequency jitter appears in the estimated 

frequency and phase waveforms as reported in [3]. This 

weakness prevents the DPGS from remaining linked to the 

PCC under disturbed grid voltages. In order to overcome this 

limitation, a lot of improved PLL algorithms have been put 

forward in the last decade to make the SRF-PLL more robust 

against grid disturbances and therefore avoid the DPGS to be 

disconnected from the grid.  We cite for example the SRF-

PLL with an additional low-pass filter (LPF) [3], the PLL 

based on Adaptive-Notch-Filters [4], the Enhanced PLL [5], 

the Adaline neural networks [6], the Delayed Signal 

Cancellation [7, 8], and the PLL based on a dual generalized 

integrator of second order [9, 10]. Some other methods have 

used more than one filter like the PLL based on Multiple 

Complex Coefficient Filters [11], the PLL based on multiple 

generalized integrator of second order [12], and the PLL 

based on Generalized Delayed Signal Cancellation [13].  

Another solution based on the use of more than one 

synchronous reference frame has also been developed with 

the aim to enable a better filtering of the harmonic 

components. We cite for example the PLL based on Multiple 

Reference Frames [14] and the PLL based on Double 

Decoupled Synchronous Reference Frames [15].  

Although the aforementioned algorithms perform perfectly 

with unbalanced grid voltages, they lose their accuracy and 

provide a slow dynamic response for highly distorted 

voltages. Moreover, their implementation is more complex 

and they need additional computation time due to the use of 

multiple reference frames, multiple filters, delay operators, 

etc.  

To overcome these serious limitations that appear when 

grid voltages are highly distorted, the low-pass filter usually 

included in the conventional PLLs is replaced by a Moving 

Average Filter (MAF). This filter has salient advantages 

including easy implementation, complete rejection of low-

order harmonics and unbalanced voltages, low computational 

burden for real-time implementation, good immunity against 

noise, etc. A recent research work [16] has shown that the 

MAF-PLL is the most accurate synchronization algorithm for 

highly distorted grid voltages. However, this excellent 

behavior in a steady state results in a slow dynamic response. 

In order to tackle such a problem, various improved 

algorithms of robust MAF-PLLs have been proposed in the 

recent years.  

This paper enriches the conference work [17] that 

provided a comprehensive review of most known MAF 

algorithms, which have been recently suggested to ameliorate 

the conventional MAF algorithm’s dynamic response. The 

main novelty is the inclusion of experimental results which 

are utilized to compare and evaluate the improved MAF-PLL 

performances.  

The manuscript is divided into four parts, including the 

introduction in section1. Section 2 presents an overview of 

the improved MAF-PLL algorithms. Section 3 provides a 

detailed comparative study and evaluation of these methods. 

Finally, a conclusion is given in section 4.  

2.  Overview of the Improved MAF-PLL 

Algorithms 

This section describes the operation principle of a 

conventional MAF-PLL as the most popular improved 

algorithms. For each improved algorithm, we focus on the 

main differences referring to the conventional MAF-PLL.  

2.1. Conventional MAF-PLL 

Fig.2 depicts a simplified block diagram of the 

conventional MAF-PLL. As can be seen, the LPF usually 

utilized in the SFR-PLL scheme is now replaced by a 

moving average filter (MAF) with the aim of extracting the 

fundamental component of the grid voltages’ positive 

sequence [18]. Therefore, two MAFs are applied after the 

abc/dq transformation (blue blocks in Fig.2). 

In the continuous time domain the MAF transfer 

function is expressed as follows: 

     dx
T

1
tx

t

Ttw
w




     (1) 

With x  and x  are the signals at the output and input sides 

of the filter. 
wT  the filter’s window-width. Reporting 

equation (1) into the Laplace domain yields: 

 
w

sT

MAF
sT

e1
sG

w


        (2) 

Where s stands for the Laplace operator. Substituting s 

with wj in equation (2) and making some mathematical 
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developments leads to the expressions of the filter’s gain and 

phase such that:  

 
 

2

wT

wT

2wTsin2
jwG w

w

w
MAF     (3) 

The Bode plot of the MAF’s gain and phase versus the 

input signal’s frequency is illustrated in Fig. 3. One can 

observe that for the frequencies near zero, the filter provides 

a unity gain. Moreover, for all frequencies *

w

Nn,
T

n
f   , the 

MAF filter gain is quite equal to zero. This implies that the 

MAF filter preserves the entire input signal’s DC component 

and completely removes all the components with the 

frequencies *

w

Nn,
T

n
f   . This feature improves the PLL’s 

steady state performance, making it more robust against the 

harmonic components content in grid voltages.  

Vabc
GMAF

GMAF PI 
d

q

V

V
abc

dq dV

qV

dV

qV

ffw




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Figure 2. Conventional MAF-PLL block diagram 

 
Figure 3.  MAF bode plot for s01.0Tw   

Theoretically, to achieve an ideal filtering, the window 

width wT  must be equal to 1f2 , where 1f  is the frequency 

of the input signal’s fundamental component. Thus, the MAF 

can remove all the harmonics for a large value of wT ; that is 

to say, if some conditions are hold the filter acts as a perfect 

LPF [19]. Therefore, a better accuracy is achieved for a 

larger value of
wT . However, the increase of 

wT  decreases the 

system’s bandwidth in open-loop. leading therefore to a 

slower dynamic response in closed-loop.  

In practice, wT  is chosen so that wT1 is equal to the 

absolute value of the frequency of the lowest-order harmonic 

component content in the input signal. For disturbed grid 

voltages without DC components, the lowest-order harmonic 

component is due to negative-sequence fundamental 

component. Hence, by taking into account the dq 

transformation, this value is twice the grid nominal 

frequency. For the case of grid frequency equal for example 

to 50 Hz, the absolute value of frequency that corresponds to 

the negative sequence is equal to 100 Hz. Therefore, wT = 

1/100s. Unfortunately, this value is large enough so that it 

cannot ensure a fast dynamic behavior. This limitation has 

been the subject of a variety of research works that have been 

developed in recent years to improve the MAF-PLL’s 

transient response. In the remaining of this section, we 

provide a comprehensive overview of the most known 

improved MAF based PLL algorithms. 

    

2.2.  Improved MAF-PLL algorithms 

-  DMAF-PLL [20] (Fig.4): It stands for a differential 

MAF-PLL. As a matter of fact, two extra proportional 

components (DFID and DFIQ), compared with a 

conventional MAF-PLL, are included with the aim of 

eliminating the lowest harmonic components before being 

applied at the input of the filter. This allows increasing the 

filter’s bandwidth and consequently improves the dynamic 

closed-loop response.   

- MAF-PLL with PLC [21] (Fig.5): In this case, a phase-

lead-compensator (PLC) is added in the open-loop path. This 

PLC compensates the phase lag caused by the MAF and 

therefore improves the dynamic response [6]. 

- QT1-PLL (Fig.6): It stands for a quasi-type-1 PLL. In 

this case, the controller consists of a simple proportional gain 

Kp instead of the conventional PI regulator used in the MAF-

PLL. Note that, the elimination of the integral term worsens 

the tracking performances of the frequency drifts.  To 

overcome this limitation, the same signal applied at the input 

block of the proportional gain is also added to the value of 

the estimated phase angle [22]                                                                                                                                                                                                                                 

The three aforementioned improved MAF-PLLs are 

considered as the most popular algorithms. Note that many 

other synchronization schemes based on MAF have been 

proposed in the literature. We cite for example: 

- HPLL (Fig.7): It stands for a Hybrid-PLL [23]. As 

compared with the QT1-PLL, this algorithm uses two 

additional delayed cancellation blocks that are inserted  

between the two coordinate transformation blocks,  (abc, 

α) and (α, dq). Theoretically, this algorithm provides 

better performances than he QT1-PLL only if even-order 

harmonics are present in the grid voltages.  

- The PLL with MAF- based prefiltering stage (PMAF-PLL) 

depicted in Fig.8 [24]. This method removes the MAF 

block from the open-loop path of the PLL. This block is 

replaced by a MAF based prefiltering stage placed at the 

input of the PLL.  

- The MAF (PID) [19]: a derivative term is added in the 

expression of the PI controller to accelerate the dynamic 

response.  

- The Modified Demodulation Technique (MDT) [25]:   

(Fig.9 and Fig.10) A modified demodulation method was 

utilized to remove the lowest-order harmonic component as 

shown in Fig.9. The operating principle of the demodulation 

block diagram is explained in Fig.10.  
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- The WLSE_PLL_Algorithm [26, 27]: the WLSE and Zero 

Crossing Detection (ZCD) techniques are implemented 

together with the FLL to improve the dynamic response 

and achieve an accurate frequency adaptation as shown in 

Fig.11. All the aforementioned improved MAFs are 

classified in Fig.12.  
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Figure 4.  DMAF-PLL block diagram 
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Figure 5.  MAF-PLL with PLC block diagram 
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Figure 6.  QT1-PLL block diagram 
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Figure 7.  HPLL block diagram 
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Figure 8.  PMAF block diagram 
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Figure 9. DFC unit block diagram 
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Figure 10. MDT block diagram 
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Figure 12: Classification of improved MAF_PLL 

3. Experimental Tests and Comparative Study between 

the Improved MAF-PLL Algorithms 

The main aim of this section is to make a comparative 

study of the following improved MAF PLL algorithms: 

DMAF-PLL, MAF with PLC, QT1-PLL. This comparative 

study is based on experimental results where all algorithms 

are implemented in real-time on the DSP TMS320F28335 of 

Texas Instruments. For all tests, the fundamental frequency of 

the grid voltages is set to 50 Hz. Accordingly, the window-

width of the MAF is fixed to 0.01 s which is equal to 

 50*21 . The evaluation of the algorithms’ performances is 

based on two fundamental criteria:  

- The frequency error’s dynamic response. 

- The phase error’s dynamic response.   

These performances are evaluated with four cases of grid 

voltages disturbances:  

Case 1: 3 Hz  grid frequency jump  

Case 2: -20°Grid phase jump  
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Case 3: voltage sag: 50% abrupt decrease of the three-phase 

voltages amplitudes with -20° phase jump. 

Case 4: distorted grid voltages including the harmonic 

components listed in table 1.  

 

Table 1. Harmonic components content in the grid voltages 

for the test of case 4 

Sequence 

 

           Order 

 

Content 

-1 10% 

-5 9% 

+7 8% 

-11 7% 

+13 5% 

 

 

 

 

3.1. Case 1: 3 Hz grid frequency jump 

Fig.13 and Fig.14 illustrate the frequency and phase 

errors.  We can conclude the following remarks:   

- Frequency error: All the improved algorithms provide a 

better dynamic response as compared to the conventional 

MAF-PLL. The best settling times are achieved with the 

DMAF-PLL and QT1-PLL algorithms.  

- Phase error: It is clear that the DMAF-PLL algorithm 

provides the best transient response.  

Consequently, the best performance following a 

frequency jump is obtained with DMAF-PLL. 

  

3.2. Case 2: – 20° grid phase  jump 

The obtained results are illustrated in Fig.15 and Fig.16. 

The following remarks can be concluded:  

- Frequency error: All the improved MAF-PLLs 

algorithms provide a faster dynamic response than the 

conventional MAF-PLL as expected. The best dynamic 

response is achieved with DMAF-PLL and QT1-PLL. 

However, it can be observed that the DMAF-PLL provides a 

larger overshoot than the QT1-PLL.  

- Phase error: All the improved algorithms perform a faster 

transient response than the conventional MAF-PLLs.  On the 

other hand, the three-algorithms (QT1, DMAF, MAF-PLC) 

provide approximately the same settling time during the 

transient response.   

It can therefore be concluded that the QT1-PLL gives 

the best performances in case of phase jump type of grid 

disturbance.  

 

 
Figure 13. 3-Hz-grid-frequency-jump frequency error 

responses. 

 

Figure 14. Phase error responses with a +3 Hz grid 

frequency jump. 

 

Figure 15. -20°grid-phase-jump frequency error responses. 

 

Figure 16.  -20° grid-phase-jump phase error responses. 

3.3. Case 3: voltage sag: 50% abrupt decrease of the 

three voltages amplitudes with -20° phase jump 

Fig.17 displays the waveforms of the grid voltages before 

and after the described disturbance. The frequency and phase 

errors responses are displayed in Fig.18 and Fig.19 

respectively.    

- Frequency error: the fastest transient response is provided 

by the DMAF-PLL and QT1-PLL algorithms. One can also 

observe a remarkable overshoot occurring with the MAF-

PLC algorithm.  

- Phase error:  the best dynamic behavior is achieved with 

QT1-PLL and MAF_PLC respectively. Note that, the settling 

time obtained with the MAF-PLC PLL is slightly lower than 

the one achieved with the QT1-PLL.  

As a consequence, one can deduce that the QT1-PLL 

algorithm provides the best performances in case of this type 

of voltage sag. 

3.4. Case 4: Harmonically distorted grid voltages 

including  the low-order components listed in table 1 

Figure 20 illustrates the distorted grid voltages 

waveforms utilized for this test. The phase error responses 

are shown in Fig.21.  As expected, all improved algorithms 

provide a faster dynamic response as compared to the 

conventional MAF-PLL. However, their transient overshoots 

are larger than the one of the MAF-PLL. It can also be 

observed, that the DMAF-PLL provides unwanted 
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oscillations in steady state operation which is an important 

limitation of this algorithm.  

Among the four responses, it is clear that the QT1-PLL 

is the best algorithm for this type of grid disturbances 

including low-order harmonics and without any variation of 

the fundamental frequency.   

Table 3 hereafter summarizes the performances 

regarding the four cases of grid disturbances of the improved 

MAF-PLLs tested in this paper. We added also the 

performances of the HPLL which are almost the same as 

those of the QT1-PLL.  

 

Figure 17. Voltages sag with a 50% decrease of the 

amplitude and -20° phase jump 

 

Figure 18.  Frequency error responses with voltage sag 

 

Figure 19.  Phase error responses with voltage sag 

3.5. Average computational time for each improved 

MAF_PLL 

The computational time is a performance criterion of an 

amount importance. Indeed, the best algorithm is the one that 

refers to a low cost implementation. The aforementioned 

algorithms are executed in real-time on the DSP 

TMS320F28335 operating at 150 MHz. Upon the obtained 

results, shown in Table 2, we can observe that the 

conventional MAF-PLL and the DMAF-PLL need less 

computational time. The MAF_ PLC is the worst algorithm 

basing on this performance criterion. 

4. Conclusion 

A comparative study is performed in this paper between 

four improved MAF-PLL algorithms which have been put 

forward in the recent works in order to enhance the 

conventional MAF-PLL’s dynamic response. Many 

experimental tests are carried out for four types of grid faults. 

The following conclusions can be retained:   

• All the improved MAF algorithms provide a faster 

dynamic behavior than the conventional one i.e. MAF-PLL. 

•  The QT1-PLL provides the best performances in cases of 

grid phase jump, voltage sags, and distorted grid voltages 

without variation of the fundamental frequency.  

•  The DMAF-PLL gives the best performances in case of 

fundamental frequency variation. However, it suffers from 

unwanted steady-state oscillations in case of distorted grid 

voltages. It provides also a large frequency overshoot in case 

of phase jump type of grid fault.    

 

 

Figure 20.  Grid voltages waveforms including the low 

harmonic components listed in table 1 

 

Figure 21.  Phase error responses in case 4 

Table 2.   Average execution time 

PLL Average execution time(µs) 

MAF-PLL 23.265 

DMAF-PLL 23.818 

QT1-PLL 26.799 

MAF_ PLC 45.590 
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Table 3. Summarized performances of the improved MAF-PLL 

Cases 

 

 

Improved  

      MAF-PLLs 

1 2 3 4 
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P
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DMAF-PLL + + - + + 0 - 

QT1-PLL + 0 + + + + + 

HPLL + 0 + + + + + 

MAF_ PLC 0 0 0 + - 0 0 

“+” “0” and “-” means respectively good, fair and weak performances 

 

References 

[1] M. Hamouda, H. F. Blanchette and K. Al-Haddad, 

"Unity Power Factor Operation of Indirect Matrix 

Converter Tied to Unbalanced Grid," IEEE Tran. Power 

Electron., vol. 31, no. 2, pp. 1095-1107, Feb. 2016. 

[2]  S. Golestan, M. Monfared and F. D. Freijedo, "Design-

Oriented Study of Advanced Synchronous Reference 

Frame Phase-Locked Loops," IEEE Tran. Power 

Electron., vol. 28, no. 2, pp. 765-778, Feb. 2013. 

[3] L. G. B. Rolim et al., “Analysis and software 
implementation of a robust synchronizing PLL circuit 
based on the pq theory,” IEEE Trans. Ind. Electron., vol. 
53, no. 6, pp. 1919–1926, Dec. 2006. 

[4] D. Yazdani, M. Mojiri, A. Bakhshai, and G. Joos, “A 

fast and accurate synchronization technique for 

extraction of symmetrical components,” IEEE Trans. 

Power Electron., vol. 24, no. 3, pp. 674–684, Mar. 2009.  

[5] M. Karimi-Ghartemani, B.-T. Ooi, and A. Bakhshai, 

“Application of enhanced phase-locked loop system to 

the computation of synchrophasors,” IEEE Trans. Power 

Del., vol. 26, no. 1, pp. 22–32, Jan. 2011. 

[6] D. O. Abdeslam, D. Flieller, P. Wira and J. Merckle, 

"Adaline neural networks for online extracting the 

direct, inverse and homopolar voltage components from 

a composite voltage," 31st Annual Conference of IEEE 

Industrial Electronics Society, 2005. IECON 2005., 

Raleigh, NC, 2005, pp. 6. 

[7] S. Golestan, F. D. Freijedo, A. Vidal, A. G. Yepes, J. M. 

Guerrero and J. Doval-Gandoy, "An Efficient 

Implementation of Generalized Delayed Signal 

Cancellation PLL," IEEE Tran. Power Electron., vol. 31, 

no. 2, pp. 1085-1094, Feb. 2016.  

[8] Y. F. Wang and Y. W. Li, “Grid synchronization PLL 

based on cascaded delayed signal cancellation,” IEEE 

Trans. Power Electron., vol. 26, no. 7, pp. 1987–1997, 

Jul. 2011.    

 

 

 

 

 

[9] P. Rodriguez, R. Teoderscu, I. Candela, A.V. Timbus, 

and F. Blaabjerg, "New Positive-sequence Voltage 

Detector for Grid Synchronization of Power Converters 

under Faulty Grid Conditions," Power Electronics 

Specialists Conference, 2006. PESC '06. 37th IEEE, 

2006, pp. 1-7.  

[10] Z. Xin, X. Wang, Z. Qin, M. Lu, P. C. Loh and F. 

Blaabjerg, "An Improved Second-Order Generalized 

Integrator Based Quadrature Signal Generator," IEEE 

Tran. Power Electron., vol. 31, no. 12, pp. 8068-8073, 

Dec. 2016. 

[11] X. Guo, W. Wu, and Z. Chen, “Multiple-complex 

coefficient-fi-based phase-locked loop and 

synchronization technique for three-phase gridinterfaced 

converters in distributed utility networks,” IEEE Trans. 

Ind. Electron., vol. 58, no. 4, pp. 1194–1204, Apr. 2011. 

[12] P. Rodriguez, A. Luna, I. Etxeberria, J. R. Hermoso, and 

R. Teodorescu,“Multiple second order generalized 

integrators for harmonic synchronization of power 

converters,” in Proc. IEEE Energy Convers. Congr. 

Expo., Terrassa, Spain, Sep. 20–24, 2009, pp. 2239–

2246. 

[13] F. A. S. Neves, M. C. Cavalcanti, H. E. P. de Souza, F. 

Bradaschia, E. J.Bueno, and M. Rizo, “A generalized 

delayed signal cancellation method for detecting 

fundamental-frequency positive-sequence three-phase 

signals,”IEEE Trans. Power Del., vol. 25, no. 3, pp. 

1816–1825, Jul. 2010. 

[14] P. Xiao, K. A. Corzine, and G. K. Venayagamoorthy, 

“Multiple reference frame-based control of three-phase 

PWM boost rectifiers under unbalanced and distorted 

input conditions,” IEEE Trans. Power Electron.,vol.23, 

no. 4, pp. 2006–2017, Jul. 2008. 

[15] P. Rodriguez, J. Pou, J. Bergas, I. Candela, R. Burgos, 

and D. Boroyevich, “Decoupled double synchronous 

reference frame PLL for power converters control,” 

IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 22, no. 2, pp. 584–

592, Mar. 2007. 



INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL of RENEWABLE ENERGY RESEARCH  
M.Mellouli et al., Vol.7, No.1, 2017 

 

95 

 

[16] L. Wang, Q. Jiang, L. Hong, C. Zhang, and Y. Wei, “A 

novel phase locked loop based on frequency detector 

and initial phase angle detector,” IEEE Trans. Power 

Electron., vol. 28, no. 10, pp. 4538–4549, Oct. 2013. 

[17] M. Mellouli, M. Hamouda, J. B. H. Slama and K. Al-

Haddad, "Comparative study between the improved 

schemes of MAF-based robust PLLs," 2015 

International Conference on Sustainable Mobility 

Applications, Renewables and Technology (SMART), 

Kuwait City, 2015, pp. 1-6. 

[18] F. D. Freijedo, J. Doval-Gandoy, O. Lopez, and E. Acha, 

“Tuning of phaselocked loops for power converters 

under distorted utility conditions,” IEEE Trans. Ind. 

Appl., vol. 45, no. 6, pp. 2039–2047, Dec. 2009. 

[19] S. Golestan, M. Ramezani, J. M. Guerrero, F. D. 

Freijedo and M. Monfared, "Moving Average Filter 

Based Phase-Locked Loops: Performance Analysis and 

Design Guidelines," IEEE Tran. Power Electron., vol. 

29, no. 6, pp. 2750-2763, June 2014. 

[20] Jinyu Wang; Jun Liang; Feng Gao; Li Zhang; Zhuodi 

Wang, "A Method to Improve the Dynamic Performance 

of Moving Average Filter-Based PLL," IEEE Trans. 

Power Electron, vol.30, no.10, pp.5978,5990,Oct.2015. 

[21] Golestan, S.; Guerrero, J.M.; Abusorrah, A.M., "MAF-

PLL With Phase-Lead Compensator," IEEE Trans. Ind. 

Electron. , vol.62, no.6, pp.3691,3695, Jun. 2015. 

[22] S. Golestan, F. D. Freijedo, A. Vidal, J. M. Guerrero, 

and J. DovalGandoy, “A quasi-type-1 phase-locked loop 

structure,” IEEE Trans. Power Electron., vol. 29, no. 12, 

pp. 6264–6270, Dec. 2014. 

[23] S. Golestan, M. Ramezani, J. M. Guerrero, and A.M. 

Aburssorah, and M. Monfared, “Hybrid Synchronous 

Stationary Reference-Frame-Filtering-Based PLL,” 

IEEE Trans.  Ind. Electron, vol. 62, no. 8, Aug. 2015. 

[24] S. Golestan, J. M. Guerrero, A. Vidal, A. G. Yepes and 

J. Doval-Gandoy, "PLL With MAF-Based Prefiltering 

Stage: Small-Signal Modeling and Performance 

Enhancement," in IEEE Transactions Power Electron., 

vol. 31, no. 6, pp. 4013-4019, June 2016. 

[25] M. S. Reza, M. Ciobotaru and V. G. Agelidis, "A 

Modified Demodulation Technique for Single-Phase 

Grid Voltage Fundamental Parameter Estimation," in 

IEEE Trans.  Ind. Electron., vol. 62, no. 6, pp. 3705-

3713, June 2015. 

[26] L. Zheng, H. Geng and G. Yang, "Improved phase-

locked loop under heavily distorted grid condition," 

Industrial Electronics Society, IECON 2015 - 41st 

Annual Conference of the IEEE, Yokohama, 2015, pp. 

004778-004783. 

[27] L. R. Zheng, H. Geng, and G. Yang, “Improved phase-

locked loop under heavily distorted grid condition,” in 

proc. of 41st Annual Conference of the IEEE Industrial 

Electronics Society, IECON.  2015,  pp. 4778-4783. 

 


