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Abstract—The increasing frequency of extreme weather events
has posed significant risks to the operation of power grids. During
long-duration extreme weather events, microgrid formation (MF)
is an essential solution to enhance the resilience of the distribution
systems by proactively partitioning the distribution system into
several microgrids to mitigate the impact of contingencies. This
paper proposes a distributionally robust dynamic microgrid
formation (DR-DMF) approach to fully consider the temporal
characteristics of line failure probability during long-duration
extreme weather events like typhoons. The boundaries of each mi-
crogrid are dynamically adjusted to enhance the resilience of the
system. Furthermore, the expected load shedding is minimized
by a distributionally robust optimization model considering the
uncertainty of line failure probability regarding the worst-case
distribution of contingencies. The effectiveness of the proposed
model is verified by numerical simulations on a modified IEEE
37-node system.

Index Terms—Distributionally robust optimization, microgrid
formation, resilience enhancement, extreme weather events.

I. INTRODUCTION

Nowadays, climate changes are increasing the frequency
and intensity of extreme weather events and natural disasters.
Power systems have been seriously affected by severe weather
events over the past few years. For example, an unprecedented
snowstorm struck Texas in 2021, leading to a large area power
outage in a few days affecting millions of people [1]. These
extreme events heavily impact the distribution system for its
vulnerability. Statistical data indicates that distribution system
failures are responsible for 90% of customer outage minutes
in the United States [2].

The integration of distributed energy resources (DERs) and
intelligent devices has transformed conventional passive distri-
bution systems into active distribution systems, which enables
the distribution system operators to proactively schedule the
system to enhance resilience. Existing studies indicate that
proactive allocations of DERs and remote controlled switches
(RCSs) can significantly mitigate load shedding during ex-
treme weather events [3]. Also, the network reconfiguration
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method can control tie-line switches to form a new network
topology to supply critical loads after contingencies to enhance
resilience [4]. Furthermore, microgrids with various types of
distributed generators (DGs) have the potential to ensure the
power supply of critical loads and facilitate system resilience
under natural. disasters [5], [6].

Microgrid formation (MF) is one critical procedure in
resilience enhancement of the system which defines the
boundaries of each microgrid in the system. MF can be
classified into static microgrid formation (SMF) and dynamic
microgrid formation (DMF). For SMF, the distribution system
is partitioned into several microgrids with static boundaries
indicating that the topology of each microgrid is fixed [7],
[8]. For DMF, the boundaries of each microgrid are determined
dynamically which can provide more operational flexibility for
the system [9]–[11]. Furthermore, DMF can better address the
self-sufficiency of MGs in the presence of line contingencies
and time-varying power demand [11].

To deal with the uncertainty of the contingencies, robust
optimization (RO) and stochastic programming (SP) are two
common approaches to solving the problem. Specifically, RO-
based models find the worst-case scenario based on the N-
k security criterion to give a conservative solution, which
gives up the accessible distribution information of line failure
probability. The RO approach may yield an overly conservative
solution that restricts the power supply of critical loads during
extreme events [12]. The SP-based models optimistically adopt
the failure probabilities of each contingency, and generate a
set of scenarios representing the uncertainty of contingencies
to make decisions. However, the large number of scenarios can
dramatically increase the computational complexity. Also, the
failure probability of each line is not accurate which may lead
to overly optimistic solutions. Thus, both RO and SP suffer
limitations from their very modeling premises.

Distributionally robust optimization (DRO) is an important
generalization of RO and SP, which provides a powerful
modeling framework and resolves the limitations of both RO
and SP. It has been applied to several resilience enhance-
ment problems like network reconfiguration, and microgrid
formation. In [13], the DRO model optimally reconfigures

ar
X

iv
:2

40
5.

20
73

3v
1 

 [
ee

ss
.S

Y
] 

 3
1 

M
ay

 2
02

4



the network topology considering the contingencies with low
probability and high impacts. In [14], DRO is applied to
the post-disaster microgrid formation to maximize the load
restoration concerning the worst distribution of subsequent
contingencies. However, the temporal dynamic impact of the
extreme weather events, like the path of a typhoon, is neglected
which may result in improper microgrid formation with low
efficiency. To the best of our knowledge, the deployment of
DRO in DMF considering the uncertainty of contingencies is
rarely conducted in previous research.

In this paper, a distributionally robust dynamic microgrid
formation (DR-DMF) method is proposed, in which the
temporal characteristics of line failure probability are fully
considered during long-duration extreme weather events like
typhoons. The resilience of the distribution system is enhanced
by proactively partitioning the system into several micro-
grids, and adjusting the boundaries of microgrids dynamically.
Furthermore, the expected load shedding is minimized by
a distributionally robust optimization approach considering
the uncertainty of line failure probability regarding the worst
distribution of contingencies in each time interval. Finally, the
proposed model is verified on a modified IEEE 37-bus system
with tie-line switches.

II. PROBLEM STATEMENT

Fig. 1 is an example to illustrate the dynamic microgrid
formation. It is assumed that the distribution system is dis-
connected from the upstream grid. The path of the typhoon
is assumed to be predictable, and the inaccurate line failure
probability is also known. Before the fault occurs, the system
is partitioned into small microgrids, and the boundaries of each
microgrid are dynamically formed based on the result of DR-
DMF to mitigate the impact of the probable subsequent con-
tingencies during the long-duration extreme weather events.
Power system resilience describes the performance of the
system in extreme scenarios, including the worst-case scenario.
The process of a resilient power system through disruption can
be illustrated with the resilience triangle which is shown in Fig.
2. The proactive dynamic microgrid formation can mitigate the
impact of subsequent contingencies by avoiding chain failures
and a large amount of load shedding, and the performance is
shown as the red curve in Fig. 2.

Fig. 1. An illustrative example for dynamic microgrid formation

Fig. 2. Typical response of a resilient system after a disruption

III. MODEL FORMULATION

A. Objective function

The prime objective of the DR-DMF model is to minimize
the total load shedding according to its importance and ensure
the power supply of critical loads. To consider the subse-
quent contingencies, the ambiguity set of line status P is
constructed. The objective function of DR-DMF is shown in
(1).

min
x∈X

max
P∈P

EP[Q(x,u)] (1)

Q(x,u) = min
y∈G(x,u)

∑
t∈T

∑
i∈N

wiPLi,t (2)

where the objective function decides the microgrid formation
(x:binary variables) in the first stage, and seeks the worst
distribution of contingencies (u ∼ P) in the second stage.
EP[Q(x,u)] is the expected value of weighted load shedding
by optimizing the operation process (y:continuous variables),
the detailed formulation of Q(x,u) is shown in (2), where wi

and PLi,t represent the weighted coefficient and the power
load.

B. Constraints

The DR-DMF model is subjected to two types of con-
straints: microgrid topology constraints (X) and post-events
scheduling constraints (G), corresponding to first-stage con-
straints and second-stage constraints, respectively.

1) Microgrid topology constraints: The radiality of each
microgrid is guaranteed by the combination of fictitious flow
model [15] and spanning tree model [16].∑

j|(i,j)∈E

fij,t −
∑

j|(i,j)∈E

fji,t ≤ 0, ∀i ∈ Nm, t ∈ T (3)∑
j|(i,j)∈E

fij,t +
∑

j|(i,j)∈E

fji,t + svtpi,t = 1,∀i /∈ Nm, t ∈ T (4)

0 ≤ fij,t ≤ cij,t ·M, ∀(i, j) ∈ E , t ∈ T (5)

cij,t = 0, ∀i ∈ Gb, (i, j) ∈ E , t ∈ T (6)
cij,t + cji,t ≤ 1, ∀(i, j) ∈ E , t ∈ T (7)∑

j|(i,j)∈E

cji,t + svtpi = 1, ∀i /∈ Nm, t ∈ T (8)

0 ≤ svtpi,t ≤ 1, ∀i ∈ N , t ∈ T (9)



cij,t + cji,t = cij,t−1 + cji,t−1 + vclij,t − vopij,t ∀(i, j) ∈ E
(10)∑

(i,j)∈E

vclij,t + vopij,t ≤ Nsw,max, ∀t ≥ 2 (11)

where fij,t is the fictitious flow of line ij, cij,t stands for the
parent-child relationship between node i and j, svtpi,t is the
slack variable to ensure the feasibility of the model. To fully
harness the ability of grid-forming DGs, each grid-forming
DG controls a single microgrid, indicating that the number of
microgrids is equal to the number of grid-forming DGs in the
distribution system. Fictitious flow can only be supplied by
the grid-forming generators of each microgrid which is shown
in (3). Fictitious flow balance is guaranteed by (4). Equation
(5) indicates that the fictitious flow can only be transmitted
from the parent node to the child node. Equations (6)-(8) are
the spanning tree model. Equation (9) specifies that the slack
for the balance of fictitious flow at node i is confined to node
i. It ensures that svtpi,t stands for the connection status of node
i at time step t. Equation (10) indicates the switch action of
each line between two time steps. Furthermore, the switch of
the lines can not be frequently changed, so the numbers of
switch actions need to be limited, which is shown in (11).
Slack variables are introduced to ensure the feasibility under
extreme conditions in (4) and (8).

2) Post-events operation constraints: The system operation
constraints need to be constructed for each extreme scenario
u in the second stage. The second stage optimization can be
solved with these constraints to get the value of Q(x∗,u∗)
under microgrid formation decision x∗ and scenario u∗.

PGi,t ≤ (1− svtpi,t) · PGmax
i,t , ∀i ∈ G, t ∈ T

QGi,t ≤ (1− svtpi,t) ·QGmax
i,t , ∀i ∈ G, t ∈ T

(12)∑
j|(i,j)∈E

PFij,t + PLi,t =
∑

j|(i,j)∈E

PFji,t + PGi,t,∑
j|(i,j)∈E

QFij,t +QLi,t =
∑

j|(i,j)∈E

QFji,t +QGi,t,

∀i ∈ N , t ∈ T

(13)

Vi,t = Vj,t + (RijPFij,t +XijQFij,t) + δij,t,

∀(i, j) ∈ E , t ∈ T
(14)

−1 + (cij,t + cji,t) ≤ δij,t ≤ 1− (cij,t + cji,t),

∀(i, j) ∈ E , t ∈ T
(15)

Vi,t = 1, ∀i ∈ Nm, t ∈ T (16)

(1− svtpi,t) · V
min ≤ Vi,t ≤ (1− svtpi,t) · V

max,

∀i ∈ N , t ∈ T
(17)

−(cij,t + cji,t) ·M ≤ PFij,t ≤ (cij,t + cji,t) ·M,

∀(i, j) ∈ E , t ∈ T
(18)

−uij,t ·M ≤ PFij,t ≤ uij,t ·M,

∀(i, j) ∈ E , t ∈ T
(19)

where PGi,t, QGi,t, PLi,t, QLi,t, PFij,t, QFij,t, and Vi,t

represent the active and reactive power of generation, load,
power flow, and voltage, respectively, δij,t is an auxiliary

variable that describes the voltage relation between two end-
nodes of a line. The active and reactive power output of DGs
is shown in (12), indicating that only the DGs belonging to
a microgrid can provide power. For the power flow of the
system, the LinDistFlow model is employed to mitigate the
computational burden of the model, which is shown in (13)-
(15). Since different microgrids are isolated, it is reasonable to
treat each grid-forming DG bus as a slack bus, which is shown
in (16). Equation (17) indicates that only the nodes belonging
to a microgrid should satisfy the voltage limit. Equation (18)
and (19) ensure that power transmission is only possible when
the line is closed and remains undisturbed simultaneously.

IV. SOLUTION METHODOLOGY

In this section, the reformulation and solution methodology
for the DR-DMF model are introduced. To simplify the
expression, we rewrite the model in the compact form as
below:

min
x

max
P∈P

EP[Q(x,u)] (20a)

s.t. Dx ≤ h (X) (20b)
Fy ≤ b−Ex−Hu (G(x,u)) (20c)

The ambiguity set P is constructed with the N-k security
criterion and the failure probability of lines, as shown below:

P := {P ∈ D : 0 ≤ E[1− uij,t] ≤ µmax
ij } (21)

D := {
∑

(i,j)∈E

(1− uij,t) ≤ k, uij,t ≤ uij,t−1} (22)

Then, we can rewrite the inner-level of (20a) as follows:

max
P

∫
D
Q(x,u)dP (23a)

s.t.

∫
D
dP = 1 (23b)∫

D
(1− uij,t)dP ≤ µmax

ij (23c)

Since there exists a P that satisfies (23b) and (23c), the Slater
condition holds, indicating that the strong duality is satisfied.
Thus, we can reformulate (20a) into its dual form:

min
x∈X,α,β≥0

α+
∑
t∈T

∑
(i,j)∈E

µmax
ij βij,t (24)

s.t. α+
∑
t∈T

∑
(i,j)∈E

(1− uij,t)βij,t ≥ Q(x,u), ∀u ∈ D

(25)

where α and β are the dual variables associated to (23b) and
(23c). We can further reformulate the problem by eliminating
variable α, shown as follows:

min
x∈X,β≥0

max
u∈D

{Q(x,u) +
∑
t∈T

∑
(i,j)∈E

(µmax
ij − 1 + uij,t)βij,t}

(26)



Finally, substituting Q(x,u) with (2), we can get the final
formulation of the DR-DMF model which is shown as follows:

min
x∈X,β≥0

(µmax
ij − 1)βij,t +max

u∈D
min

y∈G(x,u)
{
∑
t∈T

∑
i∈N

wiLi,t

+
∑
t∈T

∑
(i,j)∈E

uij,tβij,t}

(27)

The reformulation of the DR-DMF model becomes a con-
ventional two-stage robust model, which can be effectively
solved using well-known approaches like the column-and-
constraint generation (C&CG) method. The convergence ef-
ficiency has been proven in [17]. The dual form of the inner-
level contains bilinear terms, and it can be linearized by the
McCormick method introduced in [18].

V. NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS

In this section, the proposed DR-DMF model is demon-
strated on a modified IEEE 37-node system [14], which is
shown in Fig. 3. Three grid-forming DGs are employed in the
system, and applied to nodes 702, 704, and 710, respectively.
Four tie-lines (736-742, 725-741, 732-736, and 718-731) are
added into the system. The weight coefficient for critical loads
and non-critical loads are set to $100/kWh and $10/kWh,
respectively. The trajectory of a typhoon is depicted in Fig.
3 with a blue arrow, while the lines along the trajectory are
associated with a high probability of failure as the typhoon
traverses through. It is assumed that the substation sustains
damage upon the initial impact of the typhoon, and the
typhoon will persist for two hours. The time interval selected
in the DR-DMF model is 30 minutes in this case, and the
entire procedure is partitioned into four discrete time steps.

We use a computer with an Intel i7-1165G7 processor and
16GB memory. Simulations are implemented on Matlab with
the commercial solver Gurobi 9.5.2.

Fig. 3. The modified IEEE 37-bus system

Fig. 4. The result of the DR-DMF model in four time steps

A. Optimization Results of the DR-DMF Model

Fig. 4 shows the DR-DMF result of four time steps. The
distribution system is partitioned into three microgrids, due to
the existence of three grid-forming DGs in the system. In the
first time step, lines 702-713, 703-730, 711-738, 718-731, 732-
736, and 732-742 are disconnected. The typhoon is traveling
through line 702-713, which raises the failure probability of
this line so that the line is disconnected. For the next three
time steps, the boundaries of each microgrid are dynamically
adjusted due to the trajectory of the typhoon. The lines with
high failure probability will be probably excluded from each
microgrid, which depends on the impact of the failure of
the line. Moreover, all the critical loads are included in the
microgrids, and the power supply path from each grid-forming
DG to the critical loads is reliable. For instance, at the fourth
time step, the critical load at node 738 is assigned to the green
microgrid due to the high risk of line 737-738.

B. Monte Carlo Simulation and Comparisons

Notably, the microgrid formation decisions of the DR-DMF
model are obtained prior to the occurrence of uncertainties. To
assess the performance of the DR-DMF model, contingency
scenarios must be generated. A small disturbance is added
to the prior failure rate of each line to simulate the real
distribution of line failure. Then, the Monte Carlo (MC)
simulation is used to generate contingency scenarios. Since
the line failure rate is relatively high in extreme weather, 1000
scenarios are generated based on the real distribution of the
line failure contingencies.

To further illustrate the performance of the proposed model,
three cases are built and compared.

1) Method #1: the proposed DR-DMF model.
2) Method #2: the distributionally robust static microgrid

formation (DR-SMF) model, where the boundaries of
each microgrid are static.

3) Method #3: the robust dynamic microgrid formation
model (N-k criterion).



Fig. 5. Box-plot of weighted load shedding of three methods

TABLE I
EXPECTED VALUE OF VOLL

Time Step Method #1
($)

Method #2
($)

Method #3
($)

1 58.9 218.9 778.9
2 184.0 344.0 1130.9
3 396.8 763.9 1246.1
4 1053.2 1053.2 1337.6

Total 1692.9 2380.0 4493.5

Fig. 5 depicts the box-plot graph of the value of lost load
(VoLL) for three methods under all the scenarios. The VoLL
of the three methods is shown in Table I. According to Table
I and Fig. 5, it can be seen that:

1) The proposed DR-DMF method performs much better
than the other two methods. Five criteria of the box-plot show
the superiority of the proposed model. The total VoLL in four
time steps is reduced by 28.9% and 62.3%, respectively.

2) During the last time step, the simulation results of the
DR-DMF method and Method #2 are identical, due to the
utilization of the same line failure rate information; However,
the information on time-dependent line failure rate is neglected
in Method #2 which leads to overly conservative results.
Note that the conservative approach results in increased load
shedding as it disregards the reliable power supply to non-
critical loads.

3) The result of Method #3 indicates that the RO model
is much more conservative than the DRO model, even when
compared to the DR-SMF model. It also demonstrates the
effectiveness of adopting DRO in the DMF process.

VI. CONCLUSION

This paper proposes a distributionally robust dynamic mi-
crogrid formation (DR-DMF) method. The temporal informa-
tion of line failure probability is fully considered during long-
duration extreme weather events, like typhoons. Furthermore,
the expected weighted load shedding is minimized by the
distributionally robust optimization model considering the
uncertainty of line failure probability regarding the worst dis-
tribution of contingencies in each time interval. The proposed

model is reformulated into a two-stage robust model and
solved by the C&CG method effectively. Finally, the numerical
simulations are tested based on a modified IEEE 37-bus system
with tie-line switches. The simulation results demonstrate the
effectiveness of the proposed DR-DMF method in substan-
tially reducing the VoLL and enhancing system resilience
under long-duration extreme weather events.
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