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Abstract—For lines terminated by inverter based resour-
ces (IBRs), the performance of the legacy distance relay
could be affected by the characteristics of IBRs during faults.
Improved distance relays in the existing literature often rely
on communication from the remote end or specific IBR con-
trol strategies, limiting the compatibility of these relays. This
article proposes a distance protection method at the IBR
side of the line. First, the sequence equivalent circuits of
IBRs are treated as three unavailable boxes. Next, the pro-
posed method combines the information within multiple the
sequence networks, to accurately consider the impact of
fault resistance and remote end infeed current. Finally, the
unknown fault distance is analytically solved as a root of the
quadratic equation. The proposed method does not have
specific assumption on IBR control schemes, step-up trans-
former winding connections, or branches at the local bus,
and can therefore work in power systems with various grid
codes. Moreover, the proposed method is compatible with
present phasor data acquisition systems at local terminal
and does not require remote end information. Simulations,
hardware experiments and field data experiments demon-
strate the effectiveness of the proposed distance protection.

Index Terms—Distance relay, inverter based resources
(IBRs), inverter control schemes, line protection.

I. INTRODUCTION

RENEWABLES are typically connected to the power grid
in the form of inverter based resources (IBRs). The char-

acteristics of IBRs are quite different from those of synchronous
generators (SGs) [1]. As a result, for transmission lines termi-
nated by IBRs, line protection schemes encounter a series of
challenges [2]. Line protection includes overcurrent protection
[3], distance protection [4], [5], traveling wave-based protection
[6], [7], current differential protection [8], [9], dynamic state

estimation-based protection [10], [11], pilot protection [12], and
so on. Among them, line distance protection is a widely applied
single-ended scheme and will be the focus of this article.

Recent studies evaluate the impact of IBRs on the line relay.
It has been shown that the current amplitude and phase angle
of IBR side is affected by low-voltage ride-through (LVRT)
scheme [13]. As a result, the weak-infeed and controlled source
feature [14] could cause malfunction of IBR side legacy distance
protection [15]. Furthermore, various control strategies of inverter
will also affect the effectiveness of relay and make protection
design more complicated [16], [17].

To overcome above challenges, various improved distance
relay schemes are proposed to mitigate the effect of IBRs. One
group of methods use information brought by the additional
measurements or communication. For example, a time domain
relay is proposed to achieve the source-independent distance
protection [18]. The method requires measurements with a high
sampling rate of tens of kHz to several MHz. In [19], a protec-
tion with an adaptive zone setting is proposed. The method uses
IBR operating parameters and remote end source impedance to
mitigate the impact of fault resistance. In [20], an adaptive dis-
tance relay is proposed using remote end source impedance.
These methods improve the reliability of distance protection;
however, extra measurement and communication hardware could
be required.

Therefore, researchers proposed another group of distance
protection schemes compatible with present data acquisition
(local terminal phasor measurements). These methods are based
on the assumptions on the specific control strategy of IBRs or
system topology, to simplify the equations during the faults. The
method in [21] assumes that the fault current is in phase with the
current at the relay location, in negative and zero sequence net-
works, respectively. However, this assumption depends on the
control strategy of IBRs. The method in [22] assumes that the
inverter control strategy eliminates the negative sequence cur-
rent. However, since IEEE Std 2800-2022 [17] suggests inject-
ing negative sequence current during asymmetric faults, the
reliability of the method is affected. For IBRs injecting negative
sequence current, reference [23] proposes a method applying
the negative sequence model to estimate fault location, but the
precision still depends on details of IBR control schemes. Active
control-based methods adjust the control scheme of IBRs during
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faults, to enable reliable operation of the legacy relays. For
example, references [24], [25] regulate the current phase angles
during faults, while method [26] injects specific harmonic cur-
rents by adjusting IBR control during faults, making legacy dis-
tance relay effective. Overall, the effectiveness of these improved
distance protection schemes typically relies on the specific control
strategy of IBRs.

In practical power systems, distance relay is typically deployed
without communication from the remote end. As a result, the
relay designs using remote end information [18], [19], [20] are
not quite attractive to field engineers. In addition, installed IBRs
have different control strategies for different manufactures and
grid codes. Sometimes, the detailed control strategies are even
not available for utilities. This means the IBR control strategies
may not fully meet the specific assumptions for distance relay
design [21], [22], [23]. In addition, adjusting IBR control strat-
egy of existing devices [24], [25], [26] is also difficult in prac-
tice. These facts could also cause applicability issues for these
distance relays in practice. As a result, there still exists a clear
research gap: how to design a distance relay that is compatible
with various IBR control strategies and grid codes, and at the
same time works with present data acquisition systems at the
local terminal.

To merge this research gap, this article proposes a line dis-
tance protection method at the IBR side of the line. The pro-
posed method only requires three phase voltage and current
phasor measurements at the local end, and is compatible with
various IBR control schemes. The proposed method carefully
considers the impact of IBRs and fault resistances on single
ended relay. Specifically, with accurate consideration of remote
end infeed when calculating the fault current, the fault distance
can be analytically estimated to ensure correct and fast operation
of distance relay. The main contributions of the article are sum-
marized as below

1) The proposed method fully adopts the information within
multiple sequence networks, and derives the analytical
expression of the fault distance as a root of the quadratic
equation, independent of infeed currents from the remote
end and fault resistances.

2) The proposed method adopts unavailable box models for
IBRs during derivation; therefore, it is compatible with
various IBR control schemes, grid codes, transformer
winding connections for different power systems.

3) The proposed method is only based on phasor measure-
ments at the local terminal before and during the fault,
and can be implemented using present data acquisition
in practice without communication from the remote end.

4) The proposed method demonstrates improved reliability
compared to existing distance protection schemes, with sim-
ulation, hardware experiments, and field data experiments.

The remainder of the article is organized below. Section II
presents the scheme of proposed distance protection. Section III
demonstrates the reliability and compatibility of the proposed
method via simulation. Section IV discusses the advantages of
the proposed method compared to existing ones with operating
scenarios. Sections V and VI present hardware and field data
experimental results. Section VII concludes the article.

II. PRINCIPLE OF PROPOSED DISTANCE PROTECTION

A. Problem Statement

An example transmission system terminated by IBR is shown
in Fig. 1. The IBR is connected to the rest of the power grid
through a transmission line G–H, wherem is the distance to fault
position. The figure shows a widely used D-YN connected step-
up transformer as an example, but the derivation is applicable to
transformers with other winding connections. The distance relay
of interest is the relay at terminal G, which should trip internal
faults within line GH.

Legacy distance protection issues trip signals by checking
whether the apparent impedance “seen” by the relay, i.e.,
Zapp ¼ ~VGu=~IGu, enters the operating zone, where ~VGu and ~IGu
have different expressions for various fault types [1].

In some fault cases, the fault may have a nonnegligible fault
resistance RF, causing a considerable voltage drop. As a result,
an additional apparent impedance will occur, jeopardizing the
performance of the distance relay [2]. For conventional grid that
both line ends are dominated by SGs, ~IGu and ~IFu are usually
with small phase angle differences [28]. Therefore, the addi-
tional apparent impedance contributed by the fault resistance is
almost resistive. In fact, legacy distance protection with quadri-
lateral operating zone is widely adopted, which improves the
robustness of the distance protection against the fault resistance
in conventional grids.

However, due to the week infeed characteristics of IBRs, the
grid side (the right side in Fig. 1) provides the majority of the
fault current ~IF. In addition, ~IGu and ~IFu are typically not in
phase due to LVRT of IBRs [13]. As a result, the imaginary part
of additional apparent impedance caused by the fault resistance
could be huge [1], which could result in mal-operation of the
legacy distance relay at IBR side and affect the protection reli-
ability. Other relay designs such as memory-polarized relays
also face similar challenges [29].

B. Sequence Network and Fault Current Analysis

The positive, negative, and zero sequence networks are the
basis of fault analysis and protection design. The power grid
side, which is dominated by synchronous generators, can be
modelled as Thevenin equivalent circuits, with the constant volt-
age source for the positive sequence (~EH1) and constant impe-
dances for all three sequences (ZH1, ZH2, and ZH0) [18].

However, the IBR models are much more complicated, and
are based on the control schemes and system topologies. For
example, the negative sequence of IBR can be modeled as an
open circuit when the control scheme completely suppresses the
negative sequence current [21], [22]. The negative sequence cur-
rent injection scheme will introduce an equivalent source in the
negative sequence network [23], [24]. Moreover, in typical

Fig. 1. Example transmission line system terminated by IBR.
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scenarios where D-YN step-up transformers are adopted to pre-
vent overcurrent damage for IBRs during line faults, the zero
sequence equivalent circuit of IBR only includes the zero
sequence impedance of transformer [24]. In scenarios where
other transformer winding connections are utilized [30], the zero
sequence IBR model becomes more complicated. Finally, the
equivalent circuit is also different for grid following (GFL) and
grid forming (GFM) control schemes of IBR. The GFL inverter
typically presents current source characteristics [31], and the
GFM inverter usually presents voltage source characteristics
[32]. In fact, the detailed control schemes and topologies of IBR
are even unavailable for utilities in practice. These facts make
IBR difficult to be described with a model that is both generic
and accurate.

To address the above challenges, the IBR side can be viewed
as three “unavailable boxes” as shown in Fig. 2, where the sub-
scripts 1, 2, and 0 correspond to the positive, negative, and zero
sequence, respectively. The physical laws in sequence networks
in Fig. 2 are summarized below.

In the positive sequence network, the Kirchhoff’s voltage
laws (KVLs) before and during the fault are as follows:

~VG1_pre ¼ ~IG1_premZ1L − ~IH1_preðð1 − mÞZ1L þ ZH1Þ þ ~EH1

~VG1 ¼ ~IG1mZ1L − ~IH1ðð1 − mÞZ1L þ ZH1Þ þ ~EH1

(

(1)

where the variables with subscript “_pre” mean the quantities
before the fault occurs.

The difference between the two rows of (1) is

D~VG1 ¼ D~IG1mZ1L − D~IH1½ð1 − mÞZ1L þ ZH1� (2)

where D~X ¼ ~X − ~X_pre, and ~X corresponds to the voltage and-
current phasors in Fig. 2.

Similarly, the Kirchhoff’s current laws (KCLs) before and
during the fault are as follows:

~IG1_pre þ ~IH1_pre ¼ 0
~IG1 þ ~IH1 − ~IF1 ¼ 0:

(
(3)

The difference between the two rows of (3) is as follows:

~IF1 ¼ D~IG1 þ D~IH1: (4)

Substitute (2) into (4) to eliminateD~IH1. The expression of posi-
tive sequence fault current using local measurements is as follows:

~IF1 ¼ −D~VG1 þD~IG1ðZ1L þ ZH1Þ
ð1−mÞZ1L þ ZH1

: (5)

In the negative sequence network, the KVL of the entire net-
work and the KCL at the fault location during the fault are as
follows:

~VG2 ¼ ~IG2mZ2L − ~IH2ðð1 − mÞZ2L þ ZH2Þ (6)

~IG2 þ ~IH2 − ~IF2 ¼ 0: (7)

For typical power grids, the positive and negative sequence
impedances of the protected line and remote end system are
approximately equal [33], i.e. Z1L ¼ Z2L and ZH1 ¼ ZH2. Sub-
stitute (6) into (7)

~IF2 ¼ −~VG2 þ~IG2ðZ1L þ ZH1Þ
ð1−mÞZ1L þ ZH1

: (8)

In the zero sequence network, similarly as the derivation pro-
cedure in (6)–(8), the expression of zero sequence current is as
follows:

~IF0 ¼ −~VG0 þ ~IG0ðZ0L þ ZH0Þ
ð1 − mÞZ0L þ ZH0

: (9)

With the IBR is modeled as “unavailable boxes” for relay ele-
ment in power grid, the fault currents ~IF1, ~IF2, and ~IF0 can still
be expressed as functions of remote end source parameters and
local terminal measurements.

Next, for various fault types, Section II-C to Section II-E
derive the analytical expressions of fault distance m in detail as
functions of line parameters and local terminal measurements
before and during faults. The key idea is to combine equations
within different sequence networks to eliminate unknown varia-
bles such as remote end voltage source parameters as well as the
fault resistance, even with IBR unavailable box models.

C. Proposed Distance Protection for SPG Fault

The sequence network is connected with different topologies
according to fault types [34]. The equivalent circuits of sequence
networks for various fault types are shown in Fig. 3.

For single phase to ground (SPG) faults, A–G faults are taken
as examples. The sequence network connection during A–G
faults is shown in Fig. 3(a). Since the positive, negative and zero
sequence networks during A–G faults are in series at the fault
location, the KVLs are as follows:

~VG1þ ~VG2þ ~VG0 ¼ ð~IG1þ~IG2þðkþ 1Þ~IG0ÞmZ1Lþ 3RF~IF1
~VG1þ ~VG2þ ~VG0 ¼ ð~IG1þ~IG2þðkþ 1Þ~IG0ÞmZ1Lþ 3RF~IF2

(

(10)

where k ¼ ðZ0L − Z1LÞ=Z1L. With ~VGA ¼ ~VG1 þ ~VG2 þ ~VG0,
substitute (5) and (8) into (10)

~VGA ¼ ð~IGA þ k~IG0ÞmZ1L þ 3RF
−D~VG1 þD~IG1ðZH1 þ Z1LÞ

ZH1 þ ð1−mÞZ1L
(11)

Fig. 2. Sequence network models of the system with IBR.
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~VGA ¼ ð~IGA þ k~IG0ÞmZ1L þ 3RF
−~VG2 þ~IG2ðZH1 þ Z1LÞ

ZH1 þ ð1−mÞZ1L :

(12)

In (11) and (12), there are 4 real equations (real and imaginary
parts of 2 complex equations) and 4 unknown variables (2 real
unknown variables m and RF, and 1 complex unknown variable
ZH1). From ð−~VG2 þ~IG2mZ1LÞ � ð11Þ− ð−D~VG1 þD~IG1mZ1LÞ
�ð12Þ, the remote source impedance ZH1 can be eliminated

½ð~IGA þ k~IG0ÞðD~IG1 −~IG2ÞZ1L2�m2 − ½~VGAðD~IG1 −~IG2Þ
þ ðD~VG1 − ~VG2Þð~IGA þ k~IG0Þ�Z1Lmþ ~VGAðD~VG1 − ~VG2Þ
þ ð−D~IG1~VG2 þ~IG2D~VG1Þ3RF ¼ 0: (13)

The real and imaginary parts of equation (13) can be rewritten
as two real equations, with two real unknown variables m and
RF. By eliminating RF, a quadratic equation of fault distance m
can be obtained

am2 þ bmþ c ¼ 0 (14)

a ¼ imagðk3Þ
b ¼ realðk1Þimagðk3Þ − imagðk1Þrealðk3Þ
c ¼ realðk2Þimagðk3Þ − imagðk2Þrealðk3Þ

8><
>: (15)

where the operators real(�) and imag(�) are the real and
imaginary parts within brackets. The expression of variables
k1, k2 and k3 is depended on fault types. From (13), the
expressions of those variables during A–G faults are shown

in the following equation:

k1 ¼ −~VGAðD~IG1 − ~IG2Þ − ðD~VG1 − ~VG2Þð~IGA þ k~IG0Þ
ð~IGA þ k~IG0ÞðD~IG1 − ~IG2ÞZ1L

k2 ¼
~VGAðD~VG1 − ~VG2Þ

ð~IGA þ k~IG0ÞðD~IG1 − ~IG2ÞZ1L2

k3 ¼ 3ð−D~IG1~VG2 þ ~IG2D~VG1Þ
ð~IGA þ k~IG0ÞðD~IG1 − ~IG2ÞZ1L2

:

8>>>>>>>><
>>>>>>>>:

(16)

The fault distance m can be solved analytically, as shown in
(17). The negative root is neglected

m ¼ −b6
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
b2 − 4ac

p� �
=ð2aÞ: (17)

D. Proposed Distance Protection for PP Fault

This section derives the expression during phase to phase (PP)
faults. Here B–C faults are taken as examples. The sequence net-
work connection during B–C faults is shown in Fig. 3(b). Since
the positive and negative sequence networks during B–C faults
are in parallel at the fault location, the KVLs are

~VG1− ~VG2 ¼ ð~IG1−~IG2ÞmZ1LþRF
−D~VG1þD~IG1ðZH1þZ1LÞ

ZH1þð1−mÞZ1L
(18)

~VG1− ~VG2 ¼ ð~IG1−~IG2ÞmZ1L−RF
−~VG2þ~IG2ðZH1þZ1LÞ

ZH1þð1−mÞZ1L :

(19)

Equations (18) and (19) include 4 real equations (2 complex
equations) and 4 real unknown variables (real variables m and
RF, complex variable ZH1). Eliminate ZH1 from (18) and (19)

½ð~IG1 − ~IG2ÞðD~IG1 þ ~IG2ÞZ1L2�m2 − ½ð~VG1 − ~VG2Þ
ðD~IG1 þ ~IG2Þ þ ðD~VG1 þ ~VG2Þð~IG1 − ~IG2Þ�Z1Lmþ ðD~VG1

þ~VG2Þð~VG1 − ~VG2Þ þ ð−D~IG1~VG2 þ ~IG2D~VG1ÞRF ¼ 0:

(20)

Similarly, eliminate RF in (20) to obtain a quadratic equation
of m, with the standard format of (14) and (15). From (20), the
expressions of k1, k2 and k3 during B–C faults are derived as
shown in the following equation:

k1 ¼−ð~VG1− ~VG2ÞðD~IG1þ~IG2Þ− ðD~VG1þ ~VG2Þð~IG1−~IG2Þ
ð~IG1−~IG2ÞðD~IG1þ~IG2ÞZ1L

k2 ¼ ð~VG1− ~VG2ÞðD~VG1þ ~VG2Þ
ð~IG1−~IG2ÞðD~IG1þ~IG2ÞZ1L2

k3 ¼ ð−D~IG1~VG2þ~IG2D~VG1Þ
ð~IG1−~IG2ÞðD~IG1þ~IG2ÞZ1L2

:

8>>>>>>>><
>>>>>>>>:

(21)

E. Proposed Distance Relay for PPG Faults

This section derives the expression during phase to phase to
ground (PPG) faults. Here BC–G faults are taken as examples.

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Fig. 3. Sequence network connections during various faults. (a) A–G
faults. (b) B–C faults. (c) BC–G faults. (d) Three phase faults.
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The sequence network connection during BC–G faults is shown
in Fig. 3(c). Since the three sequence networks during BC–G
faults are in parallel at the fault location, the KVLs are as
follows:

~VG1 − ~VG2 ¼ ð~IG1 − ~IG2ÞmZ1L þ ~IF1RF − ~IF2RF

~VG2 − ~VG0 ¼ ~IG2mZ1L − ~IG0mZ0L þ ~IF2RF − ~IF0RF:

(

(22)

Substitute (5) and (8) to the KCL at the fault point

~IF0 ¼−~IF1 −~IF2 ¼ ðD~VG1þ ~VG2Þ− ðD~IG1þ~IG2ÞðZH1þZ1LÞ
ZH1þð1−mÞZ1L :

(23)

Substitute (5), (8), and (23) into (22)

~VG1 − ~VG2 ¼ ð~IG1 − ~IG2ÞmZ1L þ ½−ðD~VG1 − ~VG2Þþ
þðD~IG1 − ~IG2ÞðZH1 þ Z1LÞ�=½ZH1 þ ð1 − mÞZ1L�RF (24)

~VG2 − ~VG0 ¼ ð~IG2 − b~IG0ÞmZ1L þ ½−ðD~VG1 þ 2~VG2Þ
þðD~IG1 þ 2~IG2ÞðZH1 þ Z1LÞ�=½ZH1 þ ð1 − mÞZ1L�RF (25)

where b is defined as b¼ Z0L=Z1L.
Equations (24) and (25) include 4 real equations (2 complex

equations) and 4 real unknown variables (2 real variables m, RF,
and 1 complex variables ZH1). Eliminate ZH1 from (24) to (25)

½ðD~IG1þ2~IG2Þð~IG1−~IG2Þ−ðD~IG1−~IG2Þð~IG2−b~IG0Þ�Z1L2m2

−½ðD~VG1þ2~VG2Þð~IG1−~IG2Þþð~VG1−~VG2ÞðD~IG1þ2~IG2Þ
−ðD~VG1−~VG2Þð~IG2−b~IG0Þ−ð~VG2−~VG0ÞðD~IG1−~IG2Þ�Z1Lm
þ½ðD~VG1þ2~VG2Þð~VG1−~VG2Þ−ðD~VG1−~VG2Þð~VG2−~VG0Þ�
−½ðD~VG1þ2~VG2ÞðD~IG1−~IG2Þ−ðD~VG1−~VG2ÞðD~IG1þ2~IG2Þ�RF¼0:

(26)

Similarly, the quadratic equations of m can be derived by
eliminating RF, which can be rewritten in the standard format of
(14) and (15). From (26), the expressions of k1, k2 and k3 during
BC–G faults are derived as shown in the following equation:

k1¼−ðD~VG1þ2~VG2Þð~IG1−~IG2Þ−ð~VG1− ~VG2ÞðD~IG1þ2~IG2Þ
½ðD~IG1þ2~IG2Þð~IG1−~IG2Þ−ðD~IG1−~IG2Þð~IG2−b~IG0Þ�Z1L
þ ðD~VG1− ~VG2Þð~IG2−b~I0Þþð~VG2− ~VG0ÞðD~IG1−~IG2Þ
½ðD~IG1þ2~IG2Þð~IG1−~IG2Þ−ðD~IG1−~IG2Þð~IG2−b~IG0Þ�Z1L

k2¼ ðD~VG1þ2~VG2Þð~VG1− ~VG2Þ−ðD~VG1− ~VG2Þð~VG2− ~VG0Þ
½ðD~IG1þ2~IG2Þð~IG1−~IG2Þ−ðD~IG1−~IG2Þð~IG2−b~IG0Þ�Z1L2

k3¼ðD~VG1− ~VG2ÞðD~IG1þ2~IG2Þ−ðD~VG1þ2~VG2ÞðD~IG1−~IG2Þ
½ðD~IG1þ2~IG2Þð~IG1−~IG2Þ−ðD~IG1−~IG2Þð~IG2−b~IG0Þ�Z1L2

:

8>>>>>>>>>>>>><
>>>>>>>>>>>>>:

(27)

F. Distance Relay for Three Phase Faults

As shown in Fig. 3(d), the equivalent circuit during three phase
faults only includes information in positive sequence. Since the
proposed method requires more than one sequence network to
eliminate unknown variables, the proposed method is not applica-
ble to three phase faults. Fortunately, the fault resistances during

three phase faults are typically small (<1 X as presented in [21],
<5 X as presented in [35]). In this case, one can apply reactance
method to deal with three phase faults, where the fault distance m
can be calculated by m¼ imagð~VGA=~IGAÞ=imagðZ1LÞ [36].
Indeed, for extreme scenarios with high resistance three phase
faults, further protection schemes should be studied in the future.

G. Illustration of Selectivity During Forward External
Faults

The selectivity of the proposed method during forward exter-
nal faults is illustrated in this section. Consider an example sys-
tem with two branches (branch K and M) at the remote bus H,
as shown in Fig. 4. The external faults in line HM occur at dis-
tance n from bus H. Here, A–G faults are taken as examples.

In the positive sequence network, the following equations can
be obtained by the differences between equations before and
during the fault

D~VG1¼D~IG1Z1LþðD~IG1þD~IK1−~IF1ÞðZ1JþZM1Þþ~IF1nZ1J
D~VG1−D~IG1Z1LþD~IK1ZK1¼0:

(

(28)

Thus, the positive sequence fault current is as follows:

~IF1

¼ð−D~VG1þD~IG1Z1LÞðZK1þZ1JþZM1Þ=ZK1þD~IG1ðZ1JþZM1Þ
ð1−nÞZ1JþZM1

:

(29)

In the negative sequence network, the circuit satisfies

~VG2 ¼ ~IG2Z1L þ ð~IG2 þ ~IK2 − ~IF2ÞðZ1J þ ZM1Þ þ ~IF2nZ1J
~VG2 − ~IG2Z1L þ ~IK2ZK1 ¼ 0:

(

(30)

Similarly, the negative sequence fault current is as follows:

~IF2¼ð−~VG2þ~IG2Z1LÞðZK1þZ1JþZM1Þ=ZK1þ~IG2ðZ1JþZM1Þ
ð1−nÞZ1JþZM1

:

(31)

Although here the fault is an external fault, the proposed
method can still estimate the fault distance m using (13) after
substituting the local measurements during this external fault.
Note that here the value of m is not necessarily equal to the
actual fault distance 1 þ n, since the derivation in (13) assumes
internal faults. Also, the fault resistance Rext

F that satisfies (13) is
typically not equal to the actual fault resistance RF. Substitute
the actual equations of fault current during external faults, i.e.

Fig. 4. System with external faults at line HM.
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(29) and (31), into (13)

~IF1½ð1−nÞZ1JþZM1�−~IG2ðZ1JþZM1Þ
ðZK1þZ1JþZM1Þ=ZK1 ½~VGA−ð~IGAþk~IG0ÞmZ1L

−D~IG13R
ext
F �−

~IF1½ð1−nÞZ1JþZM1�−D~IG1ðZ1JþZM1Þ
ðZK1þZ1JþZM1Þ=ZK1

�½~VGA−ð~IGAþk~IG0ÞmZ1L−~IG23Rext
F �¼0:

(32)

From (32), the estimated distance m satisfies

~VGA − ð~IGA þ k~IG0ÞmZ1L − 3~IF1R
ext
F

ð1 − nÞZ1J þ ZM1

Z1J þ ZM1
¼ 0:

(33)

On the other hand, the actual distance n should satisfy the fol-
lowing equation from KVL:

~VGA − ð~IGA þ k~IG0ÞZ1L − ð~I JA þ k~I J0ÞnZ1J − 3~IF1RF ¼ 0:

(34)

From (33) and (34), the relationship between estimated m and
actual distance n is derived

~VGA − ð~IGA þ k~IG0ÞmZ1L − 3½ð1− nÞZ1J þ ZM1�=ðZ1J þ ZM1Þ
� ½~VGA − ð~IGA þ k~IG0ÞZ1L − ð~I JA þ k~I J0ÞnZ1J �Rext

F =RF ¼ 0:

(35)

Eliminate the RF and Rext
F in (35) to obtainm

m¼
imag ~VGA

Z1J þ ZM1

ð1− nÞZ1J þ ZM1

1
~VFA

� �

imag ð~IGA þ k~IG0ÞZ1L Z1J þ ZM1

ð1− nÞZ1J þ ZM1

1
~VFA

� � (36)

where ~VFA ¼ ~VGA − ð~IGA þ k~IG0ÞZ1L − ð~I JA þ k~I J0ÞnZ1J is the
voltage at the fault point F. For external faults in line HM (i.e.
0 < n < 1), since Z1J and ZM1 are both inductive in general,
ðZ1J þ ZM1Þ=½ð1− nÞZ1J þ ZM1� in (36) is close to a positive
real number and will hardly contribute to the value of m. Define
p¼ m − 1, it can be expressed as

p� imag
ð~I JAþk~I J0ÞnZ1J

~VFA

� �
=imag

ð~I JAþk~IJ0ÞZ1L
~VFA

~IGAþk~IG0
~I JAþk~I J0

� �
:

(37)

From (37), the fault point voltage satisfies ~VFA ¼ ~IFARF, i.e.,
~VFA and ~IFA have similar phase angles. Typically, compared to
the IBR, the equivalent voltage source ~EK provides the majority
of ~I J during external faults. One can assume that the phase
angles of ~I JA þ k~I J0 and ~IFA are close to each other. With the
line impedance nZ1J and Z1L are inductive, the phase angle of
ð~I JA þ k~I J0ÞnZ1J=~VFA and ð~I JA þ k~I J0ÞZ1L=~VFA are both close
to 90�. Thus, the numerator in (37) is a positive number.

Consider the real power in Fig. 4. During the external faults,
the real power flowing into node H (from G) and the real power
flowing out of node H (to F) should both be positive. Therefore,
the phase angle of ð~IGA þ k~IG0Þ=ð~I JA þ k~I J0Þ is between −90�
and 90�. Combining these characteristics, the denominator term
of (37) is also a positive value. Therefore, the solution satisfies p
> 0 (i.e. m¼ 1þ p> 1) during external faults.

From (37), the difference between p and n mainly comes
from the current injection from branch K. In this case, the esti-
mated m ¼ 1 þ p does not reflect the exact fault location 1þn
for forward external faults. Nevertheless, the proposed distance
relay can still correctly operate during the forward external
faults. For Relay G in Fig. 4, since m > 1 for forward external
faults, these faults will fall outside of Zone-I; for Relay H in
Fig. 4, these faults will fall within Zone-I. As a result, the
selectivity of the proposed method is ensured, as it will not
misoperate during forward external faults. Therefore, Zone-I
and Zone-II of the distance relay can be designed accordingly.

H. Adaptability of Proposed Method to Various
Sources

In fact, the impact of IBR on line distance protection has two
aspects. First, the IBR side demonstrates a weak-infeed feature,
i.e., the limited fault current at the IBR side is much less than
that at the power grid side. As a result, the weak-infeed feature
will magnify the impact of fault resistance on the distance pro-
tection. This phenomenon also exists for weak-infeed lines ter-
minated by only SGs. Second, due to complicated response
features of IBR control during faults, the equivalent source volt-
age and impedance of IBR varies greatly during faults, causing
further challenges for mitigating the impact of fault resistance
on the distance protection. This phenomenon does not exist for
lines terminated by only SGs.

The principle of the proposed method is to utilize independent
equations for multiple sequence networks, to eliminate the effect
of remote infeed current and fault resistance, thereby improving
reliability of distance relay. It is worth noting that, if the local
bus only connects SGs (no IBRs) and the positive/negative
sequence source impedances of SGs are the same (i.e., D~VG1=
D~IG1 ¼ ~VG2=~IG2), the effectiveness of proposed method might
be limited. One can observe that the impedances of the line and
the remote end source for the positive sequence are identical to
those for the negative sequence. For A–G faults, ~IF1 ¼ ~IF2,
i.e. D~IG1 þD~IH1 ¼ ~IG2 þ~IH2. With the same positive/negative
impedances, the fault current distributions are identical for posi-
tive and negative sequences, i.e. D~IG1 ¼ ~IG2 and thus D~VG1 ¼
~VG2. This means equations (11) and (12) are the same and not
independent. As a result, the coefficients k1, k2, and k3 in (16)
are all are equal to zero so that m has infinite number of solu-
tions. For B–C faults, ~IF1 ¼ −~IF2, i.e. D~IG1 þD~IH1 ¼ −~IG2−
~IH2. Similarly, the fault current distributions are identical for
positive and negative sequences, i.e. v and thus D~VG1 ¼ −~VG2.
This means equations (18) and (19) are the same and not inde-
pendent. As a result, the coefficients k1, k2, and k3 in (21) are all
are equal to zero so that m has infinite number of solutions. For
BC–G faults, the proposed method is not affected by the above
situation.

Fortunately, the complicated characteristics of IBR during
faults (determined by complex control schemes, nonideal phase-
locked loops, power electronic switches, etc.) make the features
of positive and negative sequence network not strictly identical.
This guarantees that the equations for positive and negative
sequence networks are independent and enables the proposed
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method. Even if the local bus is connected to both SGs and
IBRs, positive and negative sequence networks are also not
strictly identical so that the proposed method is still effective.

I. The Structure of Proposed Protection

This section summarizes the implementation process of the
proposed distance protection. When the fault occurs, the abnor-
mal voltage is usually adopted as the pick-up criterion [23].
Fault phase identification [34], [37], [38], [39], [40], [41] is also
a hot research topic, especially for lines terminated by IBRs. By
extracting feature components [34], [37], [38] and improving
phase selection criteria [39], [40], [41], these methods improve
the speed and accuracy of phase selection procedure. In this arti-
cle, the phase selection procedure adopts existing literature [40]
as an example. After that, the coefficients k1, k2, and k3 are cal-
culated by (16), (21), and (27) according to fault types. Next, the
fault distance m is calculated by (14), (15), and (17) during
asymmetric faults. For 3 phase faults, them is estimated by reac-
tance method [35].

Next, the estimated m is compared to settings of different
zones for trip decision. Zone-I covers the majority of the line
under protection, (e.g. mzoneI ¼ 80% of the line, with a short trip
delay of TzoneI ¼ 2 cycles). Zone-II covers the entire length of
the line with slight overreach characteristics (e.g. mzoneII ¼
120% of the line, with a longer trip delay of TzoneII¼ 10 cycles),
which coordinates with the Zone-I relay of the next line, to
ensure selectivity during external faults [41]. In practice, the
above settings mzoneI, TzoneI, mzoneII, and TzoneII can also be
adjusted according to the preference of the users. The flow dia-
gram of proposed distance relay is summarized in Fig. 5.

III. SIMULATION

An example test system is built in MATLAB/Simulink, as
shown in Fig. 6. The system is a 50 Hz 110 KV system, with a

30 MW photovoltaic plant connected to the Bus G. The step-up
transformer is D-YN connected with neutral point grounded.
The length of line GH and HM are 100 km and 80 km, respec-
tively. The line parameters are shown in Table I.

The distance relay of interest is the relay at terminal G. The
sampling frequency of three phase voltage and current measure-
ment is 10 kHz. Phasors are calculated according to IEC-60255.
The settings of the proposed distance relay are: mzoneI ¼ 80%,
TzoneI¼ 2 cycles, mzoneII¼ 120%, TzoneII¼ 10 cycles.

A. Relay Performances During Various Fault Types

Recently, various grid codes require IBR to inject negative
sequence current when the system is unbalanced. In this section,
the inverter adopts active–reactive power control scheme, with
the ride-through mode that injects negative sequence current
based on negative sequence voltage, as described in IEEE Std
2800-2022 [17].

Six case groups are presented, including A–G faults (group
1&2), B–C faults (group 3&4) and BC–G faults (group 5&6).
All faults occur at 0.1 s. Groups 1, 3 and 5 are 1X low resistance
faults, while Groups 2, 4, and 6 are high resistance faults. For
SPG faults, the maximum fault resistances considered in the
existing literature could vary from 30 to 100 X [15], [27], [43],
[44]. For PP or PPG faults, the maximum fault resistances could
vary from 10 to 20X [1], [5], [45]. Therefore, this article consid-
ers the maximum fault resistance of 75 X for A–G faults, and
15 X for B–C and BC–G faults. Each group includes Zone-I
faults at 10%, 50%, and 75% of the protected line, Zone-II faults
at 90% and 110% of the protected line, and fault at 150% (out-
side of trip zone) of the protected line.

The performances of the proposed distance protection during
faults in Groups 1 to 6 are shown in Fig. 7. When internal faults
at 10%, 50%, and 75% occur, the calculated values ofm become
quite close to the actual fault locations during steady state,
regardless of low or high fault resistances. All above 3 Zone-I
faults are correctly tripped by Zone-I relay. Meanwhile, Zone-II
faults at 90% of the line are correctly tripped by Zone-II relay.

For external faults at 110% and 150%, the calculated m could
vary for various fault types and fault resistances during steady

Fig. 5. Flow diagram of the proposed method.

Fig. 6. Example test system for simulation.

TABLE I
LINE PARAMETERS FOR SIMULATION

Line Pos. Seq. Value Zero Seq. Value

Line
GH

R1L 0.10 X/km R0L 0.42 X/km
L1L 1.61 mH/km L0L 3.84 mH/km
C1L 8.1 nF/km C0L 5.2 nF/km

Line
HM

R1J 0.07 X/km R0J 0.31 X/km
L1J 1.54 mH/km L0J 3.59 mH/km
C1L 9.5 nF/km C0L 6.9 nF/km
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state. This is because different fault scenarios could cause differ-
ent infeed currents from branch K. For example, calculated val-
ues of m falls inside Zone-II during 110% A–G and BC–G
faults, but falls outside Zone-II during 110% B–C fault. Never-
theless, these external faults still stay outside of Zone-I of the
protected line. Since these external faults will be instantaneously
tripped by the relay at line HM, it ensures that the relay of the
protected line will correctly refuse to operate during these exter-
nal faults.

During various faults, the calculated values of m will oscillate
before reaching steady state. Most oscillations occur within first
2 cycles after the occurrence of the fault. In fact, the oscillations
could also be observed during calculation of apparent impedan-
ces of legacy distance protection for lines terminated by SGs.
The Zone-I trip delay TzoneI manages to avoid the impacts of the
oscillations on the protection reliability, and also meets the fault
clearing requirements of ac lines [16].

B. Impact of Control Strategies

Unlike IEEE Std 2800-2022, some grid codes do not specify
the negative sequence characteristics under unbalanced condi-
tions [46]. In this section, control strategy suppressing negative
sequence currents [5], [16] is adopted as examples to verify the
compatibility of the proposed method. Due to space limitation,
three groups of high resistance faults are taken as examples,
which include 75X A–G faults (Group 7), 15X B–C faults
(Group 8) and 15X BC–G faults (Group 9). They correspond to
Groups 2, 4, and 6 in Section III-A. The performances of the
proposed method are shown in Fig. 8.

When internal faults occur, the calculated values ofm approach
the actual fault distance in 2 cycles. The faults at 10%, 50%, and
75% of the protected line are tripped by Zone-I relay correctly,
and faults at 90% of the line are protected by Zone-II relay. When
external faults occur, the calculated values of m keep larger than
1. Thus, these external faults will be instantaneously tripped by
the relay at line HM. The results in Section III-A and III-B prove
that the proposed method is compatible with both negative
sequence current injection and negative sequence current suppres-
sion control schemes.

C. Impact of Branches at Local Bus

In practical power grid, it is possible that the local bus
G includes both the IBR and other branches. In this section, an
equivalent source ~EN with internal impedance ZN is connected
to bus G via a 40 km line NG, as shown in Fig. 9. The control
strategy of IBR is injecting negative sequence current during
faults, which is the same as that in Section III-A. Similar as
Group 2, 4, and 6 in Section III-A, three groups of high resis-
tance faults are presented, including 75 X A–G faults (Group
10), 15 X B–C faults (Group 11) and 15 X BC–G faults (Group
12). The performances of the proposed method are shown in
Fig. 10.

With a branch connected to bus G, the calculated m also
approaches the actual fault distance when internal faults occur.

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

(f)

Fig. 7. Proposed relay performances, negative sequence current injec-
tion IBR control: (a) group 1, 1 X A–G faults; (b) group 2, 75 X A–G faults;
(c) group 3, 1 X B–C faults; (d) group 4, 15 X B–C faults; (e) group 5, 1 X
BC–G faults; and (f) group 6, 15 X BC–G faults.
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The faults at 10%, 50% and 75% of the protected line are tripped
by Zone-I relay correctly, and faults at 90% of the line are pro-
tected by Zone-II relay. For the forward external faults, the calcu-
lated values of m stay outside of Zone-I of the protected line and
they will be instantaneously tripped by the relay at the line HM.
The proposed method can work properly with additional branch
at the local bus.

D. Impact of Winding Connection of IBR Transformer

Although Fig. 6 adopts D-YN connected transformer with
neutral point grounded, the derivation of the proposed method
simply treats the IBR as an unavailable box and does not have
specific assumption on the transformer winding connection.

To verify compatibility of the proposed method with various
winding connections, the transformer in Fig. 6 is replaced by
y-YN winding with neutral point grounded at the high voltage side
[47]. Here, the control strategy of IBR is also injecting negative

sequence current during faults, as described in Section III-A. Simi-
lar as Group 2, 4, and 6, three groups of high resistance faults
including 75 X A–G faults (Group 13), 15 X B–C faults (Group
14) and 15X BC–G faults (Group 15) are presented. The perform-
ances of the proposed method are shown in Fig. 11.

For the IBR transformer using y-YN connection, the faults at
10%, 50%, and 75% of the protected line are correctly tripped by
Zone-I relay, and the faults at 90% of the line are correctly tripped
by Zone-II relay. During external faults, the proposed relay at ter-
minal G will correctly refuse to operate, while the relay of line HM
at terminal H will correctly trip these faults. The proposed method
is compatible with various transformer winding connections.

IV. COMPARISON TO EXISTING METHODS

A. Legacy Method

The legacy distance protection adopts quadrilateral imped-
ance characteristics to show robustness against fault resistances.
Here, the performances of the legacy method are demonstrated
with Group 4 (15X B–C faults) and Group 6 (15X BC–G faults).
The settings of the legacy method are determined by the princi-
ple in [42]. The trajectory of the apparent impedance “seen” by
the relay is plotted in an R-X complex plane, as shown in
Fig. 12. The time stamps of the trajectory with faults at 10% are
marked in the figure as examples.

During B–C faults at 10%, 50%, 75%, and 90% of the line
and BC–G faults at 10% of the line, the apparent impedances

Fig. 9. Example test system for simulation with an extra branch.

(a)

(b)

(c)

Fig. 8. Proposed relay performances, negative sequence current sup-
pression IBR control: (a) group 7, 75 X A–G faults; (b) group 8, 15 X B–C
faults; and (c) group 9, 15X BC–G faults.

(a)

(b)

(c)

Fig. 10. Proposed relay performances, negative sequence current injec-
tion IBR control, branches at the local bus: (a) group 10, 75 X A–G faults;
(b) group 11, 15 X B–C faults; and (c) group 12, 15 X BC–G faults.
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fall outside the tripping Zone-I, i.e., the relay cannot dependably
trip these faults. During 150% B–C faults and 110%, 150%
BC–G faults, the apparent impedances fall inside the tripping
Zone-I, i.e., the relay cannot securely ignore those external
faults, because the imaginary parts of the apparent impedance
become negative with impact of IBR. These results prove that

the legacy relay cannot dependably and securely operate for
lines terminated by IBRs.

B. Existing Improved Method 1

The existing improved method 1 [21] calculates the value of
D1/D2, where D1 is a function of apparent impedance, and D2 is
a function of line impedance. The values of D1 and D2 are also
functions of the phase angles of faulted path currents. Specifi-
cally, for PP faults, the method assumes that the phase angle of
the faulted path current is close to that of negative sequence cur-
rents at the local end [19]. The effectiveness of this assumption
depends on the availability of SGs at the IBR side.

The relay performances of the existing improved method 1 are
demonstrated with Group 4 (15X B–C faults) in Section III-A as
an example. The results are shown in Fig. 13. The existing
improved method 1 fails to trip internal faults at 50%, 75%, and
90% of the line. The results show that the existing improved
method 1 could encounter challenges during PP faults.

C. Existing Improved Method 2

The existing improved method 2 in [23] applies the negative
sequence model to estimate fault location. Compared to [22]
with the assumption of no negative sequence current injection
for IBRs, existing improved method 2 adopts a compensation
process for IBRs with negative sequence current injection. Dur-
ing derivation, the method assumes that the negative sequence
voltages at the IBR and at the fault location are similar, which
could cause compensation errors.

Next, the performances of the existing improved method 2
[23] are demonstrated with Group 6 (15X BC–G faults) in
Section III-A as an example. The results are shown in Fig. 14.
Due to compensation error of negative sequence currents, the esti-
mated fault distance is slightly larger than its actual values. As a
result, the fault at 75% of the protected line in Zone-I will be seen

(a)

(b)

(c)

Fig. 11. Proposed relay performances, negative sequence current injec-
tion IBR control, y-YN transformer: (a) group 13, 75 X A–G faults;
(b) group 14, 15X B–C faults; and (c) group 15, 15 X BC–G faults.

(a)

(b)

Fig. 12. Relay performances of legacy relay. (a) Group 4. (b) Group 6.

Fig. 13. Relay performances of existing improved method 1, group 4.

Fig. 14. Relay performances of existing improved method 2, group 6.
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by Zone-II, limiting the operating speed of the relay during inter-
nal faults.

D. Summary of Existing Improved Methods

Besides the above two improved methods, there are many
other improved methods with various features, such as require-
ment of additional measurement [18] or communication [19],
[20] from the remote end, and requirement of certain grid codes
with specific assumptions [21], [22], [23] or certain IBR control
schemes during faults [24], [25], [26]. The comparisons of exist-
ing improved methods are summarized in Table II. One can
observe that the proposed method works with present phasor
measurements, does not require communication, and is compati-
ble with various IBR control schemes and grid codes.

V. HARDWARE EXPERIMENTS

The experimental platform is a grid-connected photovoltaic
system, as shown in Fig. 15. The system includes

1) A 6 kW PV panel connected to a 6 kW PV inverter.
2) Impedance boxes to represent line impedances.
3) Circuit breakers powered by dc sources to enable line fault.
4) Ceramic resistances as fault resistances.
5) The 220 V main grid.
During normal operation, the PV inverter is connected to the

main grid via the line impedances. The overall line impedances
are Z1L ¼ j7.35 X and Z0L ¼ j19.13 X. The line impedances are

divided into two sections and the fault resistance is connected to
the node between two sections. The digital fault recorder (DFR)
is deployed to measure local voltage and current signals before
and during the fault, with the sampling rate of 5 kHz. The
recorded data are stored in COMTRADE files.

Next, two fault events are considered, including a 3 X A–G
fault and a 10X A–G fault at 52% of the line. The performances
of the legacy method with quadrilateral impedance characteris-
tics and the proposed method are presented for comparison. The
settings of the proposed relay and legacy relay are consistent
with those in Sections III and IV-A. The results are shown in
Fig. 16. By estimating fault distance, the proposed method can
trip correctly during both fault events, but the legacy method
fails to trip during the 10 X fault. The result verifies the effec-
tiveness of the proposed method.

VI. FIELD DATA EXPERIMENTS

The proposed method is also verified via field data. The C–G
fault occurs on a 220 kV, 48 km transmission line, at 23% of the
line. The line connects a PV plant to main grid. The overall line
impedances are Z1L¼ 2.31þ j9.78X and Z0L¼ 4.29þ j26.73X.

TABLE II
COMPARISON BETWEEN PROPOSED DISTANCE PROTECTION AND EXISTING METHODS

Methods
No Need for

Communication
From Remote End?

Compatible With
Various IBR Controls

and Grid Codes?
Independent of Specific Assumptions/Requirements?

Ref. [18] Remote end voltage Yes Requirement: time domain measurements with high sampling rate (> tens of kHz)

Ref. [19] Remote end impedance Yes Requirement: IBR parameters to model IBR equivalent impedance

Ref. [20] Remote end impedance Yes Yes

Ref. [21] Yes No Assumption: faulted path currents and local current have similar phase angles

Ref. [22] Yes No Assumption: no negative sequence current for IBRs

Ref. [23] Yes No Assumption: similar negative sequence voltages at IBR and at fault location

Ref. [24] Yes No Requirement: adjusting IBR control strategies according to various fault types

Ref. [25] Yes No Requirement: adjusting IBR control strategies to inject specific reactive current

Ref. [26] Yes No Requirement: adjusting IBR control strategies to inject specific harmonic current

Proposed Yes Yes Yes

Fig. 15. Hardware experimental platform.

(a)

(b)

Fig. 16. Relay performances with hardware experiments. (a) Proposed
method. (b) Legacy method.

XIE et al.: DISTANCE PROTECTION FOR LINES TERMINATED BY IBR 13161

Authorized licensed use limited to: ShanghaiTech University. Downloaded on December 08,2025 at 06:31:10 UTC from IEEE Xplore.  Restrictions apply. 



The voltage and current waveforms before and during the
fault are stored in COMTRADE files with 10 kHz sampling
rate, as shown in Fig. 17. The fault occurs at approximately
0.0961 s. The performance of the proposed method is shown in
Fig. 18. The calculated m stays at around 0.25 during the fault,
supporting the effectiveness of the proposed method in practice.

VII. CONCLUSION

The increasing penetration of IBRs brings a series of chal-
lenges to the protection of transmission lines. This article pro-
poses an improved distance protection for lines connected to
IBRs, without additional measurement from the remote end.
Utilizing the information of multiple sequence networks, the
proposed protection analytically estimates the fault distance in
real time. Compared to the existing methods, the proposed
method greatly mitigates the effect of fault resistances and
remote end infeed currents, independent of the IBR control
schemes. As a result, the proposed distance relay improves the
protection dependability and security for the lines terminated by
IBRs. Simulation, hardware experiments and field data experi-
ments support the effectiveness of the proposed distance relay
with various inverter control schemes and grid codes.
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