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ABSTRACT The article describes the new application of a well-known protection criterion - Vector Shift
(VS). In the paper, technical problems related to the utilization of this criterion have been described.
Additionally, the authors conducted laboratory tests of a digital protection relay. The impact of different
disturbances occurring in the power systems on the operation of the Vector Shift criterion has been examined.
The obtained results have proved the validity of banning the Vector Shift criterion in some countries.
Furthermore, a novel application of the Vector Shift criterion has been presented. This criterion could be
utilized to determine the degree of balance of a separated island. This information may be helpful in novel
power system protection devices used in Smart Grids or microgrids.

INDEX TERMS Vector Shift, power system protection, island operation, distributed generation, smart grids,
microgrids.

I. INTRODUCTION
Vector Shift is a well-known and, in the past, commonly used
island detection criterion [1], [2]. The working principle of
theVector Shift criterion is to detect a step change in the phase
angle between the voltage vectors of the distributed genera-
tion and the power system [3], [4], [5], [6], [7]. This change
accompanies the separation of the uncontrolled island. If the
measured value of the voltage phase angle change exceeds
a preset threshold, the generating unit is switched off. The
Vector Shift algorithm implementation method is proposed
in [8].

There are several problems related to the operation of the
Vector Shift criterion. The first issue is related to the non-
detection zone (NDZ) [9]. During islanding with a relatively
accurate power balance, the VS relays may have problems
with detecting this phenomenon. The detection time may
increase; therefore, the safe operation of the grid decreases.
Moreover, in the condition of perfect power balance, island-
ing cannot be detected [5], [10]. In [11], [12], and [13], the
research related to the accuracy of island detection in different
active and reactive power balance scenarios is presented. The
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authors proved that the tripping time of theVS relay decreases
according to increasing active power imbalance.

Furthermore, the Vector Shift criterion is characterized by
sensitivity to different system-wide disturbances [10], [14],
[15]. This problem negatively affects the operation of this
algorithm and may even lead to undesirable misoperations.
The literature describes real cases of power system disrup-
tions misinterpreted by the Vector Shift criterion. An example
of such an event is the shutdown of distributed generation of
about 400 MW in 2016 in the United Kingdom [16].

Another problematic aspect related to the operation of the
Vector Shift criterion is the appropriate selection of setting
groups. In this process, a compromise must be reached. Too
much sensitivity could result in unnecessary shutdowns dur-
ing external disturbances. On the other hand, underestimating
sensitivity may result in a lack of tripping in the case of
isolation of the island [16]. The authors conducted laboratory
tests to determine the impact of settings and the occurrence
of disturbances in the power system on the operation of
the Vector Shift criterion. The conclusions of these tests are
presented in the following sections.

Besides, the authors of [5], [6], [17], [18], [19], [20],
and [21] conducted comprehensive research related to differ-
ent features and properties of the Vector Shift relays. Both
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FIGURE 1. The MV grid model with distributed generation.

tripping time and operation effectiveness were investigated.
During the tests, the impact of various parameters was exam-
ined. Not only the power imbalance was changed, but also
generator inertia, parameters of feeders, and fault types and
conditions. Analyzing the results, it can be concluded that in
certain cases, VS criterion operates incorrectly.

The authors of this article conducted equally complex
and detailed tests. However, they have focused on different
aspects. The cited papers concern mainly the properties of
the Vector Shift algorithm related to power system protec-
tion. Hitherto this criterion was utilized to island detection.
The authors of this article propose a new approach to the
utilization of the Vector Shift criterion. They show that by
measuring the sign of phase shift, accompanied islanding pro-
cess of distributed generation, significant information might
be obtained. This information could be utilized both in reg-
ulatory processes and power system protection devices. The
examined issue is a novelty.

II. THE IMPACT OF EXTERNAL DISTURBANCES ON
VECTOR SHIFT CRITERION OPERATION
The digital relay with implemented Vector Shift algorithm
has been examined. Different states and types of faults have
been simulated to determine the immunity to external dis-
turbances. Especially 1-phase earth faults were simulated
because they are the most common disturbance in medium
voltage grids. The COMTRADE files with disturbance
voltage time waveforms have been obtained using the MV

grid model with distributed generation (DG) created in the
MATLAB-Simulink software (Fig.1). The model is based
on real parameters of the real MV grid in Poland. The first
part of the model consists of a fragment of the 110 kV grid,
a 110/20 kV transformer, and a grounding transformer con-
nected to the 20 kV bus bars. The modeled MV grid operates
as ineffectively grounded, with the artificial neutral point
grounded through a resistor. Afterward, the two medium-
voltage lines were also modeled. The 20/0.4 kV stations rep-
resenting consumers were connected to the lines. Both lines
are equippedwith blocks that allow the simulation of different
types of faults. In the line with distributed generation (DG),
faults are simulated in the section downstream of the point of
common coupling (PCC). This allows assuming that the dis-
turbance occurring in this part of the line should be eliminated
by the recloser with protection. Therefore, the fault should not
adversely affect the operation of the distributed generation.
Whereas the faults occurring in the line without DG should
not have any impact on the stable operation of the generating
unit. The parameters of the MV grid model are presented in
Table 1.

Utilizing the developed model, simulations including dif-
ferent types of faults were conducted, and the COMTRADE
files were generated. The COMTRADEfiles containedwave-
forms of voltages and currents from the measurement block
(Fig. 1). Then, using Omicron CMC356 tester, and gen-
erated COMTRADE files protection relay has been exam-
ined (Fig.2). The standard setting range of the Vector Shift
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TABLE 1. Parameters of medium voltage grid.

FIGURE 2. The flowchart of the laboratory layout.

criterion, according to the application notes of individual
manufacturers and [16], is from 6 to 12 degrees. Therefore,
during the tests, the settings, fault location, fault resistance,
and fault type were changed.

In the case of 1-phase earth faults in the line without
distributed generation, the number of tripping has depended
on setting and fault resistance. Table 2 presents the statistical
results of the tests in the case of a settings group from the
6 to 10 degrees range. While Table 3 includes results for the
setting group from the 10 to 12 degrees range.

It can be concluded that the utilization of settings from
the lower range negatively affects the selectivity of operation.
External disturbances cause undesirable trippings in 100% of
examined cases. However, increasing of setting improves the
operation of the relay.

Figure 3 presents the example of simulated voltage-time
waveforms during 100 � 1-phase fault in the line without
distributed generation (Fig. 1). To better illustrate the sim-
ulated disturbance, the vector graphs of three-phase voltages,

FIGURE 3. The voltage-time waveform during 100 � 1-phase fault.

FIGURE 4. The vector graphs of voltages before the 100 � 1-phase fault.

FIGURE 5. The vector graphs of voltages before the 100 � 1-phase fault.

FIGURE 6. The voltage-time waveform 10 � 3-phase fault.

for the same case, before and during the fault are presented
in Figures 4 and 5.
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TABLE 2. Shutdown statistics for settings from the 6 to 10 degrees range.

TABLE 3. Shutdown statistics for settings from the 10 to 12 degrees
range.

FIGURE 7. The vector graphs of voltages before the 10 � 3-phase fault.

The example of an instance of a 10 � 3-phase fault that
was simulated in the line with distributed generation (Fig.1)
is presented in Figure 6. Furthermore, the disturbance is also
presented using vector graphs of voltages before and during
the fault (Figures 7 and 8).

The results of the laboratory tests of the relay are summa-
rized in Tables 2 and 3. The use of the low settings of the VS
element caused misoperations for all tested cases regardless
of the fault resistance and the location (Tab. 1). For higher
settings (Tab. 2), in some cases, the relay operated correctly.
In the case of the 1-phase faults, fault resistance was the
most crucial factor. In the case of 3-phase faults, the negative
impact on the operation of the Vector Shift criterion is related
to the fault location. As can be seen, only faults in the line
with distributed generation cause misoperations.

The performed laboratory tests using the protection
relay show that the operation of the VS criterion may
be affected by other disturbances. Due to the high prob-
ability of misoperations that can occur during events
unrelated to islanding, in some countries, the Vector
Shift is no longer used in island detection. This cri-
terion has been replaced by other algorithms, usually
ROCOF [22], [23], [24], [25], [26], [27].

FIGURE 8. The vector graphs of voltages before the 10 � 3-phase fault.

III. VECTOR SHIFT ALGORITHM
In previous sections, the utilization of the Vector Shift cri-
terion in power system protection is described. However,
the authors of this paper would like to focus on the aspect
related to power system automation. Comprehensive research
has been conducted to examine the suitability of the Vec-
tor Shift for control and regulation processes. Firstly, using
MATLAB/Simulink, the Vector Shift algorithm was devel-
oped. A simplified flowchart of this algorithm is presented in
Figure 9. The proposed algorithm is implemented in the same
form separately for each phase.

The first step of the algorithm is a measurement of the
first harmonic of input phase voltage. The second block is
the calculation of the wavelength. There are several meth-
ods to calculate the cycle. Nevertheless, the authors used
a well-known algorithm - zero crossing detection with a
correction. In the algorithm, sample by sample, the sign of
the signal sample is determined. Based on this, the number of
samples in half-periods is calculated. Depending on the sign
of successive samples, appropriate calculations are executed
using equations (1)–(4). In the equations, sx(n) is the sample
of the measured signal for phases x = A, B, C, and n is the
sample number.

sx (n− 1) > 0 & sx (n) > 0;

bx = 0; ax = ax + 1; (1)

sx (n− 1) < 0 & sx (n) < 0;

ax = 0; bx = bx + 1; (2)

sx (n− 1) < 0 & sx (n) > 0;

c1x = sx(n)/(sx(n) − sx(n− 1));

m05x = bx + 1 − c1x + c2x (3)

sx (n− 1) > 0 & sx (n) < 0;

c2x = sx(n)/(sx(n) − sx(n− 1));

m05x = ax + 1 − c2x + c1x (4)

The signs of consecutive samples are compared. In the
case the signs are equal, the current total of samples in half-
period - ax , bx - is increased. These values are incremented
sample by sample. Whereas in the case the signal crosses
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FIGURE 9. The flowchart of the Vector Shift algorithm.

zero, the corrective coefficients c1x and c2x , for positive and
negative half-period, are calculated, respectively. Afterward,
using obtained quantities, and depending on the sign of half-
period, the total of samples in half-period after correction –
m05x – is calculated. In the next step, the duration of a given
half-period - tx(m) - is estimated (5), where m is the number
of half-period, and f s is sample frequency.

tx (m) = m05x/0.5fs (5)

Based on the calculated value of half-period tx , the difference
between the current - T x(m) and previous - T x(m−1) duration
of the period of the input signal is calculated. Then, the
obtained difference is utilized for the estimation of the final
value of the Vector Shift (VSx) using (6).

VSx =
(T x (m− 1) − Tx(m)) ∗ 360◦

Tx(m− 1)
(6)

Moreover, the important aspect is phase shift detection of the
change occurring nearby zero-crossing of the measured volt-
age. In this case, both the current and the previous half-period
would have different numbers of samples. As a consequence,
the duration of these half-periods would be different from the
nominal value. This phenomenon is presented in Figure 10.

For this reason, in the developed Vector Shift algorithm,
full-period averaging is utilized. Hence, the obtained phase
shift value corresponds to the actual change in voltage angle.

The developed algorithm was used in further computer
simulations related to island balancing. Themethodology and
the results of these simulations are described in section IV.

IV. ISLAND BALANCING
Despite difficulties in the Vector Shift utilization, this cri-
terion has other interesting properties. These features could
be utilized to determine the degree of balance of a sepa-
rate island. In this part of the paper, the authors would like
to present their research on novel Vector Shift utilization
methods.

A simplified model of a double-feed medium voltage grid
has been developed to examine the operation of the Vec-
tor Shift criterion thoroughly. This model is presented in
Figure 11. The model contains two sources of electricity, the
power system on the one side and the distributed generation
on the other side. The loads are connected to the grid on
both sides of the model. Furthermore, the beginning and the
end are equipped with voltage, current, and vector shift mea-
surements. Using this information in the point of common
coupling (PCC), the transfer of active and reactive power can
be calculated. The breaker is installed in the PCC. Therefore,

FIGURE 10. The simplified double-feed MV grid model.

FIGURE 11. The simplified double-feed MV grid model.

different MV grid operation types, such as islanding, can be
simulated.

Different scenarios of the Vector Shift criterion operation
were examined during the tests. To properly modeling of the
power system and distributed generation, their 3-phase short-
circuit levels were set to 2500 MVA and 15 MVA, respec-
tively. The sources are connected through the line model,
with an impedance of 3 �. Furthermore, the power flow
direction was modified by changing distributed generation’s
phase angle in the range between 0 and 30 degrees. Based on
this information, the simulations in the MATLAB Simulink
program were conducted. Consequently, the values of active
and reactive power flow were calculated using formulas (7)
and (8), respectively [28].

P =
EV
X
sinδ (7)

Q =
EV
X
cosδ −

V 2

X
(8)

where: E – voltage at the beginning of the line, V – voltage at
the end of the line, δ – a difference of angles between E and
V , X – line reactance.
Moreover, further simulations were performed to deter-

mine the value and the sign of phase shift during islanding.
In this part of the simulations, the power flow was also mod-
ified by phase angle changes. Additionally, the load power
has also been changed, in the range of 1 to 4 MW. During
simulations, the breaker at the point of common coupling was
switched on and off, accordingly to the simulated scenario.
The partial results of the simulations are presented in Table 4.
In this case, the load power has a value of 2 MW.
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TABLE 4. Degree of balance of a separated is land.

FIGURE 12. The impact of the rate of balance on the vector shift in
different scenarios.

As can be seen, the value and the sign of the vector shift
depend on the island’s balance rate. In the case where most
of the load power is covered by the power system, the sign
of the vector shift during islanding is negative. Whereas the
distributed generation provides most of the load power, the
sign is positive. In the case of balance between the power
system and the distributed generation, the value of Vector
Shift is the least and oscillates around zero.

Figure 12 presents the comprehensive results of conducted
tests. It contains different simulation scenarios with varied
power flow directions and load power. As can be seen, the
increase in load power is accompanied by an increase in the

FIGURE 13. The current-time waveforms in the case of 85% power
imbalance.

FIGURE 14. The voltage-time waveforms in the case of 85% power
imbalance.

inclination of the line. In consequence, the values of Vector
Shift are higher.

Another interesting conclusion drawn by conducted tests
is voltage- and current-time waveforms during islanding. The
boundary cases, where the power imbalance has the highest
and the lowest value, were analyzed. The time waveforms
are presented in Figures 13-16. It can be concluded that in
dependence on the percentage of the island’s balance, voltage
and current waveforms shift in relation to each other. The
value of this shift is defined by a Vector Shift value (Table 4).
Furthermore, the RMS values of the current are different.

To conclude, the Vector Shift sign information may be
helpful in power systemmanagement. The proposed methods
of utilization are described in the next section.

V. POTENTIAL APPLICATIONS
The utilization of the Vector Shift criterionmay not be limited
to only protective functions. As mentioned previously, the
sign and the value of vector shift can be valuable information.
The first potential application of this algorithm is load con-
trol. By identifying the degree of balancing of the island, it is
possible to determine whether distributed generation covers
the power demand. In the case of the failure and isolation of
the part of the grid with distributed generation, the island’s
load power could be controlled. Therefore, the nominal value
of the frequency could be kept. The parameters of the electri-
cal power quality would be maintained. Hence, the isolated
island might operate until failure removal. The consumers
would not be affected by the outage. This application can be
defined as a load-shedding algorithm.
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FIGURE 15. The current-time waveforms in the case of 115% power
imbalance.

FIGURE 16. The voltage-time waveforms in the case of 115% power
imbalance.

Nevertheless, the sign and the value of vector shift could be
utilized in another controlling process. In this application, the
controlled parameter would be the production of electricity.
Similarly, as in the previous case, the information gained
during islanding would be utilized to keep the nominal value
of the frequency. However, in this method, the generated
power would be varied. To optimize the control process, bat-
tery energy storage systems (BESS) must be utilized. BESS
would be recharged, while the generated power excess would
stabilize the power balance during unfavorable moments.

The control process might be improved by utilizing both
described methods. Therefore, renewable energy sources
could be utilized optimally. Consequently, this will positively
affect the natural environment.

Furthermore, the information regarding the sign and the
value of the vector shift could be helpful during the tran-
sition of the microgrid from the grid to the island opera-
tion. According to [29], this transition might be performed
either as seamless or as a black start. In both methods, the
distributed generation installed in the microgrid, such as
PV, wind turbines, or BESS, could be controlled optimally
to achieve nominal parameters possibly soon. The authors
of [30] described a black start in specific conditions with a
single PV with the generating power equal to load power.
In this case, the power balance is maintained. However, in the
case of more PV sources, the situation is more complex.
Using the information about the power balance occurring in
the microgrid, loads might be controlled to reach the power
balance still before reclosing. Consequently, the nominal

values of frequency and voltage were reached almost imme-
diately after the supply restoration.

VI. CONCLUSION
The Vector Shift criterion was utilized only in power system
protection devices. The application of this algorithm covered
mainly island detection. However, the Vector Shift criterion
has become increasingly unpopular in the last few years. The
reason is related to unfavorable, false tripping, which caused
shutdowns of distributed generation. Depending on the power
of a generating unit, the problem was more or less consid-
erable. In the worst cases, the results could even affect the
stability of the power system. These negative features were
particularly described in the following article. Comprehen-
sive research was conducted to prove the technical problems
accompanying the utilization of the Vector Shift. Eventually,
the authors illustrate the reasons for banning this criterion
in some countries. However, the authors of this paper also
presented the new features and properties of the Vector Shift
algorithm. These features could change the application of the
Vector Shift from power system protection to the regulatory
processes of distributed energy sources. Therefore, the Vector
Shift criterion could be utilized in modern grids and micro-
grids. Furthermore, potential applications have also been pro-
posed in the article. These applications might improve the
operation of distributed generation and allow the effective uti-
lization of green energy.Moreover, in the era of digitalization,
these ideas can be successfully applied to Smart Grids. As a
final point, the authors would like to invite other scientists to
discuss, and research related to this topic.
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