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Analysis of Power System Voltage instability using PSS/OPF

H.K. Choi Y.H. Moon B.J. Lee
KERI Korea University
Abstract - Stability aspects have often been OPF= B2 X8 EAE ¢n Jon oo Wi F
incorporated in the dispatch/pricing procedure A9 & FHolyr] YA PSS/OPFAAE Foizl A
using trial and error methods, or approximated GzAEL VESHAAN EXHTTE 43 JEF Ao
in the dispatch optimization directly as a set of REES olFA7)E A8 43 7|HE AH&stn gl
linear constraints on generation/transmission. o}
This paper prgsents”introductior} of PSS/OPF L(x,)) = Ax) + [A]t[h(x)]
and voltage instability analysis using the _
ies x) = 0, Zyp < % < Xy
program. Additional advantages offered by - N - 5L -
PSS/OPF  are  easier  procedures, less "i:];i XE ‘_74]% A 01;1\'1).\ f;x/):: 23S, h(xe
computation and avoidance of engineering Afzd, 1 #3234 55 Wyt

judgement in identifying the amount of shunt
requrement at the candidate buses.
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2.3.1 soft limits

92 soft limits penalty2A A3 274¥3a 23
penalty® ¥ 7FA FdM 23 penaltyg e
T A HA&2/AYRAY F4HHNAN Eolxl AxE AF
3l Bd3m g}

N 2
z (Xi,min+ximax)
. '(X,—*—z)_)

= 2342 WYYE /AR Aol WHY %,
= Alo] W @A F(per unit),

Xmin = Aol ¥ HA 3k (per unit),
Xmax — 1“01 ‘a‘}l\‘ -73‘3}] %l (per unit).

o = vector penalty weight.

N
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£1 oi (max (0, X i— X may.)
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2.3.2 Hard limits .
hard limits® 5% AR Hoz"d HAXNE ¥
olUz FEE Log A& =Yde PYPS=E barrier
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3. Mot BotA/S 9 sy
3.1 Mg EotN/2T WMy
A EZAE PSS/OPFZ aldsr] gsiiye oL
22 g T3 AT 4 o},
1. 718 #Aolxd EX ARAID 2%

2. G A 20E EAY YA gv A AL

daled A3k zAb

3. ¥BANAE FH) Ao Baw 4R A
g 2%

4 AFAN 7P QAP 220

A=
<
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qde 20019 AFHEA L ZHAL doeE 72
Ao)22 PSS/OPF versione 26.2H3 o4& A&
5]}‘539-‘11 AR LE BE 9 2H7Eol AAYL AL

3. 1 1 Adjustable Bus Shunt Controls
AFAR vHE HIW 9T Hae TR 2AE A3
Stil, var 3713 F &35t 7t AN var &FE A
ARoz ZaNAG FAA QV A4S sl 5
<, oleld WHL N3 Alzte] Be] Hle dHo
et Wtdo| PSS/OPFE AT we A7IAe =
2N e YA A efe] EXFFR A FHXR
%7 W&o o Zo] dAsle LT},

E 3.1 bus shunt Ao} X
EX%r 249 shunt var F7F9] FHAs3)
Ao |shunt #7185 948 32 243 var §AX
A At FAR
= [E87] MW, Mvar @A
=4 Hezswgs nzx
H37), switched shunt 2% (&4)

var A& AT ZME Ho&r1Hsad Adjustable
Bus Shunt “ItE & shunt susceptance(MVar)Z
AW 5000, A4 -50002.2 HAAsn vL&L HoA
1.0 $/MVarZ2 gt}

shunt B24& AT ¥ W2EY shunt Ade 23
7bed F WX shunt AES Hadse EF g
wat}, °] H3 BRTEe thS4e] A¥ penalty®

£ = 2 1Bi-C
Bind.Maxi < Bi = Bcap.Maxi
714

B = Bus shunt susceptance (p.u.)
BinaMax = inductive limit (p.u.)

Beap.max = capacitive limit (p.u.)

C = shunt cost / p.u. Mvar

NVars = 237153 shunt $5 W2&59 4
] & C;¥ per unit Mvar® costelir Ztzte] =34
7@ ¥ shunt AJEZ EAHY

3.1.2 shunt §¢| 43 29 0F

Iter Mu NL Objective Norm RHS  Mismatch{pu) RAow Nearest Step NE
1 0 1.64200E+04 1.49E+02 4.75E+00 Peqn26152 Segm+2446 u 1.10E-01
2 0 1,86957E+02 9.00E+02 4.23E+00 Peqn26153 Qgen29251 u 1.78E-01
3x 0 2.164B2E+02 7.626+02 3.43E+00 Peqn26153 Qgen2610% 1.346-01

51x -4 1.17235E+03 1.27E+02 1.57E-02 Qeqn2620) .00E+00 1
52 -4 1.)7226E+03 6.20E+01 1.7BE-03 Qeqn26202 Qgen26471 u 2 04E-03 3
53x -4 1.17234E+03 6.29E+01 1.77E-03 Qagn26202 1.00E+00 1
54 -4 1.17234E+03 3.06E+01 231E-04 Qegn26202

Optimal Solution Found.
Minimum shunt var objective:  1172.338871

gollA A diel o] AR £ e 53 2
o

¥ 3.2 %714 shuntol] g 89
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Summary Table for Added Shunt (MVar)

Bus  Name Area Zone Initial Final Change Minimum Maximum Cost  Sensitivity
1595 &= 154 1 6 0.000 -3.663 -3.663 -5000.000 5000.00 100,000
8430 E3F t54 & 13 0.000 98.215 98.215 -5000.000 5000.00 100.000
6440 D13 54 5 13 0.000 9.280 9.280 -5000.000 5000.00 100.000
6495 ®HF 154 5 13 0.000 65.133 65,133 ~5000.000 5000.00 100.000
7890 EHE 154 5 13 0.000 40,596 40.586 -5000.000 5000.00 100.000
7380 8% 154 & 16 0.000 60.091 60.081 -5000.000 5000.00 100.000
7390 =@ 154 6 16 0.000 G.116 0.116 ~5000.000 5000.00 100.000
10150 HAHETP 345 9 23 0.000 1929.094 19290.094 -5000.000 5000.00 100.000
10170 82 54 9 23 0.000 0.571 0.571  -5000.000 5000.00 100,000
10180 24 K 154 @ 23 0.000 41,683 41.683 -5000.000 5000.00 100,000
10250 &3 345 9 23 0.000 23.123 23.123 -5000.000 5000.00 100.000
i0260 23112 154 8 23 0.000 96,550 96.550 -5000.000 5000.00 100.000
30156 N EE#6 22 59 422 0.000 1964975 19684.975 -5000.000 5000.00 100.000
otal 0.00 4333.09
o} 2 o) 1 ::
o714 & F g vke} o] x7el 0.09 ®Ade] 4
J & % RAFAE a3 o) 5 %
BAALE ezl HHTFE HEElr) et HFHo
E o} [« 2 k) Z ol =
2 949 shuntd Ha2ZH HH9 YXg ez
o)
AA q
3.1.3 Z& iy
2 5 o] 3] = ol Bke 513
W7 2APER Yot e FFE FFste Rol
| md 3 1
Zrol 1 Axe= e H9 2o

Z 3.3 49 switched shunts} #x=

Bounded Switchea Snunts

Bus Name Area Zone Finat Minimum Maximum  Sensitivity

1565 2™ 154 1 6 60.000 0.000 63.00  66.450

1585 @8 54 1B 30.000 0.000 30.00 B4.577

1590 S & 154 1 6 20.000 0.000 20.00 38.921

5BB0 B8 154 1 6 10.000 0.000 10.00 -38.292

1575 28 154 1 & 40.000 0.000 40.00 B3.297

1585 HR 154 1 6 40.000 0.000 40.00 99,997

2500 SME3 345 2 2 0.000 -180.000 0.00 -12.082

2510 mA®1 154 2 2 20.000 0.000 20.00 -10.420

2520 A= 54 2 2 30.000 0.000 30.00 -10.582

4775 OIM 154 2 5 80.000 0.000 60.00 -21.835

4780 154 2 5 20.000 0.000 20.00 -37.598

2840 8% 154 2 2 40.000 0.000 40.00 ~13.515

2720 =& 154 2 2 40.000 0.000 4000 -13.437
~--=----=--- continued

O & E 0] - o e} Lol g =

FEAE Tl ME AxY BF, &9 F3E VKA

=2 = L=I )

AA AT & A=E b BEAEC] RIAdE Y%
N oto] HEZ =
$o Fuoln, el $5E AR A} 2 ARb
v ozlo] = ) E =0
Hato] Sk wAy] gk £& wae] "t

3.1.4 Mot A
2409 Agte] 09pu 2T © Ae A% mASe
tew 2o

% 3.4 09pu B} A2

BUSES wITr VOLTAGE LESS THAN 0 8000

A--mmm- BUS ----- X AREA V(PU) V(KV} Nommm e 8US ----- X AREA VIPU) VI(KV)
6415 MMUHP 154 5 0.7548 116,24 6420 H& 154 5 07366 113.44
6430 ZF 154 507322 112,76 6435 0t 154 50,7290 112.26
€440 2% 154 5 0.7276 1i2.05 6450 MAM3 345 5 0.7465 257 54
8460 AZK12 154 5 0.7409 114.09 6465 S XMF 154 5 0.7351 113.20
6470 F 154 50,7468 11502 6495 ®ME 154 50.7124 10971
6500 F&t#3 345 5 08024 276.83 B510 24412 154 5 0.7986 123.13
8515 I 154 5 0.7928 122.00 6520 B & 154 5 0.8440 129.97
1812 154 5 0.7926 122.06 6530 28 154 5 0.8247 127.00
z3 154 5 0.7894 121.56 6540 Olet 154 5 0.7804 120.18
6541 0126 194 5 0.7804 120.18 6545 ¥ % 154 5 0.8270 127.36
8575 LAl 154 5 0.7582 116.81 6580 LHX 154 5 0.7880 121,51
6590 M4 154 5 0.7901 121.68 6770 2% 154 5 0.B675 133.59
6815 M&-T/P 154 5 0.8295 127.75 6825 (& 154 5 0.8819 135.81
6B70 K&t 154 5 0.8251 127.06 6875 S0} 154 5 0.8405 129.44
26521 JL-#1G13.8 55 0.6909 9.534 26621 88 11.0 5506185 6,804

26821 ME-#1G20.0 55 0.7176 14.353 26822 ME-#2G20.0 55 0.7176 14,353
26951 LGRIGT 13.8 55 0.8767 12.088 26952 LGPIGT 13.8 55 0.8511 11.745
26953 LGYUST 13.8 55 0.8125 11.213 27151 FH-#1G25.0 56 0.6018 15.044
27152 A @-#2G25.0 56 0.6018 15.044 27153 F#-#3G22.0 56 0.5967 13,127
27154 AF#4 22.0 56 0.5967 13.127 2725t O1<>-#1G20.0 56 0.6543 13.085
27252 Gi=-#2G18.5 56 0.7728 14.296 27271 2'-#1G24.0 56 0.6405 15.372

2 2'2-#2G24.0 56 0.6405 15372 2792t FE-#1G6.60 56 0.6808 4.493
FY-#2G6.60 56 0.6808 4.483

ool e ASo ol #HAEd7] st OPF bus
attribute S|UE & o} &3t FAF At SAXNE Hd
1.05pu, A4 0.95pu® AAS 2 limit 8l Hard
limits Adse s F39d o3 2ot

£35 W% AREAL A58 Fo A%

ler Mu NL Objec(we Norm RHS  Mismatch{pu) Row Nearest Slep NE

i 0 1.64200E+04 1.49€+02 4.75E+00 Peqn26152 Segm+2738 u 1.01E-0}
2 O 1.54811E+03 B.92E+02 4.27E+00 Pegn26153 Volt24921 7.43E-01
3 -1 160398E+03 555E+02 BO1E+00 Qeani0150 Qgen30156 v 2.64E-02

58 -4 4.39956E+03 2.74E+03 5.85E-05 Qeqn 6495 Cap 6495 1.69€-01 2
59x -4 4.39960€+03 2.35E403 1.16E-04 Qeqgn 6495 Cap 7890  9.48E-02 2
60 -4 4.39960E+03 2.14E+03  1.05E-04 Geqn 6495 1.00E+00 1
61 -4 4.39957E+03 1.02E+03 1.27€-05 Qean €580

Optimal Solution Found.
Minimum shunt var abjective:  4399.571926

BUSES WITH VOLTAGE LESS THAN 0.8000:
Xm===== BUS ==~~~ X AREA V(PU) V{KkV) Kommmmms BUS ----- X AREA V(PU} V(KV)
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24 At FAA
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Adjustable Bus load °d€ &z X3&

bus table dIYEZ ¥ 549 Z7IXE 1.

2 1.0, #HaxE 0.12 dFsxn v &2 10.
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7 eojsta,
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0 $/MW
ay
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Tt AgAFRD oz £4A4 ENE & de 0
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