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Abstract—In this paper, nonlinear model reduction for power
systems is performed by the balancing of empirical controllability
and observability covariances that are calculated around the
operating region. Unlike existing model reduction methods, the
external system does not need to be linearized but is directly
dealt with as a nonlinear system. A transformation is found
to balance the controllability and observability covariances in
order to determine which states have the greatest contribution
to the input-output behavior. The original system model is then
reduced by Galerkin projection based on this transformation. The
proposed method is tested and validated on a system comprised
of a 16-machine 68-bus system and an IEEE 50-machine 145-
bus system. The results show that by using the proposed model
reduction the calculation efficiency can be greatly improved;
at the same time, the obtained state trajectories are close to
those for directly simulating the whole system or partitioning
the system while not performing reduction. Compared with
the balanced truncation method based on a linearized model,
the proposed nonlinear model reduction method can guarantee
higher accuracy and similar calculation efficiency. It is shown
that the proposed method is not sensitive to the choice of the
matrices for calculating the empirical covariances.

Index Terms—Balanced truncation, controllability, empirical
controllability covariance, empirical observability covariance,
faster than real-time simulation, Galerkin projection, model
reduction, nonlinear system, observability.

I. INTRODUCTION

ASTER than real-time dynamic simulation can predict

the dynamic system response to disturbances based on
which the evaluation and analysis of outages including cas-
cading blackouts [1]-[10] can be performed and effective
corrective actions can be identified [L1]. However, large-
scale power system dynamic simulation can involve several
thousand state variables, and a detailed modeling of the whole
system can lead to formidable computational burden. Dynamic
model reduction, also known as dynamic equivalencing, is
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an effective approach for improving calculation efficiency and
finally achieving faster than real-time simulation and control
by reducing the external area to be a lower-order simpler model
[12]]. Although the stability study by dynamic simulation is to
determine the dynamic response of the generators and control
systems in a study area under disturbances inside the area,
these disturbances will impact the neighboring area (called
the external area), which in turn will impact the study area,
due to the interconnected nature of large power systems.

For model reduction, the study area is of interest and
therefore is modeled in detail, while the external area is not
of direct interest and thus can be reduced and replaced with a
simpler mathematical description. Physically based coherency
model reduction has been extensively studied [12]]-[18]]; it first
identifies coherency of generators and then performs reduction
by aggregating the coherent generators. The performance of
this method mainly depends on the identification of coherent
generators. When system conditions change, it might be nec-
essary to adjust the existing boundary to accurately capture
the dynamic characteristics of the system [17]], [[18]. Other ap-
proaches, such as synchrony [19], singular perturbations [20],
selective modal analysis [21], and computation intelligence
methods [22] have also been developed.

There are also model reduction techniques based on the
moment matching methods [23]]-[25]], which attempt to make
the leading coefficients of a power series expansion of the
reduced system’s transfer function match those of the original
system transfer function. Another model reduction approach
from the perspective of input-output properties has also been
studied, such as balanced truncation [26]] and structured model
reduction based on an extension balanced truncation [27].
Compared with coherency-based methods, these methods have
a stronger theoretical foundation and are more general, not
specially targeted to a particular application [27].

Besides, recently some new methods have also been devel-
oped, such as measurement-based model reduction [28[]-[31],
border synchrony based method [32], ANN-based boundary
matching technique [33]], independent component analysis ap-
proach [34], heuristic optimization based approach [35], [36],
and approximate bisimulation-based method [37]]. For detailed
survey of the model reduction methods in power systems, the
reader is referred to [38]] and [39]].

For most existing model reduction methods, the external
system has to be linearized. Because of the strong nonlinearity
of power systems, linearization-based methods cannot always
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provide accurate description of the physical system. In this
paper, however, we discuss model reduction directly for non-
linear power systems through balanced truncation based on
empirical controllability and observability covariances [40]-
[47]. This method has been discussed in [40]]-[43]] where it has
been applied to mechanical systems [40], [41] and chemical
systems [42]], [43]. On one hand, similar to the balanced
truncation method based on a linearized model, the proposed
method also has a solid theoretical foundation and thus holds
promise for application to large systems. On the other hand,
the proposed method is expected to be able to perform more
accurate model reduction by using the empirical controllabil-
ity and observability covariances. Unlike analysis based on
linearization, for which the controllability and observability
only work locally in a neighborhood of an operating point,
the empirical covariances are defined using the original system
model and can thus reflect the controllability and observability
of the full nonlinear dynamics in the given domain.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section
introduces the empirical controllability and observability
covariances and discusses their implementation. Section [[T]
discusses the model reduction method based on the balanc-
ing of empirical controllability and observability covariances.
Section applies the method in Section to the power
system model. Section [V]proposes a procedure for performing
simulation for the study area and reduced external area. In
Section [VI] the proposed model reduction method is tested
and validated on a system comprised of a 16-machine 68-
bus system and an IEEE 50-machine 145-bus system. Finally,
conclusions are drawn in Section [VIIl

II. EmMPIRICAL CONTROLLABILITY AND OBSERVABILITY
COVARIANCES

To perform model reduction for a system from the perspec-
tive of input-output properties, we should first obtain its input-
output properties. For a linear time-invariant system

t=Axz+ Bu (1a)

y=Cx+Du (1b)
where € R" is the state vector, u € RY is the input
vector, and y € RP is the output vector, the controllability
and observability gramians defined as [48]

Wer = / cA'BBT A dt 2
0

WL =/ At CTCeA (3)
0

can be used to analyze the controllability and observability and

thus the input-state and state-output behavior. The gramians

W.r and Wy, are actually the unique positive definite

solutions of the Lyapunov equations [40]

AW L +W. A" + BB =0 4)

ATW, . +W,LA+C'C=0. (5)
However, for a nonlinear system

z = f(z,u) (6a)

{ y =h(z,u) (6b)

where f(-) and h(-) are the state transition and output
functions, * € R"™ is the state vector, u € R" is the input
vector, and y € RP? is the output vector, there is no analytical
controllability or observability gramian.

In order to capture the controllability and observability of
a nonlinear system, one can linearize the nonlinear system
and calculate the gramians of the linearized system, in which
case, however, the nonlinear dynamics of the system will be
lost. Alternatively, in order to directly capture the input-output
behavior of a nonlinear system in a similar way to a linear sys-
tem, the empirical controllability and observability covariances
[40]-[47] are proposed, which provide a computable tool for
empirical analysis of the input-state and state-output behavior
of nonlinear systems, either by simulation or experiment.

Different from analysis based on linearization, the empirical
covariances are defined using the original system model and
can thus reflects the controllability and observability of the
full nonlinear dynamics in the given domain, whereas the
controllability or observability gramians based on linearization
only work locally in a neighborhood of an operating point. It is
proven that the empirical covariances of a stable linear system
described by (I)) is equal to the usual gramians [41]].

A. Scaling the System

The nonlinear system described by (6) should first be scaled
because a state changing by orders of magnitude can be more
important than a state that hardly changes, even though its
steady state may have a smaller absolute value. Specifically,
system (6) can be scaled by

8

! (7)

=T "x
=T 'u (8)

I~
g1 8

where T', = diag(xo), T, = diag(ug), xo and ug are the
state and input at steady state, and the scaled system is
{ z=T," f(T,& T,u)
y=h(T,z,T,u).

(9a)
(9b)

B. Empirical Controllability Covariance

The following sets are defined for empirical controllability
covariance:
T ={T5, - T5; Tj e RV, Ty Tf =1, 1=1,...
Me={c, - ,c;; ¢, R, ¢y, >0,m=1,...,s}
E° = {eS, -

,T’}

,es; standard unit vectors in R"}

where 7 is the number of matrices for excitation directions, s
is the number of different excitation sizes for each direction,
and v is the number of inputs to the system, and I, is an
identity matrix with dimension v.

For the nonlinear system described by (6), the empirical
controllability covariance can be defined as

con __ - - - 1 > ilm
we _iz_;;n;”(%y/o Uty dt  (10)

where "™ (1) € R"*" is given by ®"™(t) = (x™(t) —
xim) (™ (t) — ™) T, ™ (t) is the state of the nonlinear
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system corresponding to the input w(t) = ¢&,T7e;v(t)+up(0),
and v(t) is the shape of the input.

The discrete form of the empirical controllability covariance
can be defined as [42]

DI

Llllml

where ®i™ ¢ R™ " is given by ®}™ (x},
xi™) (:c}clm xi™)T, zi™ is the state of the nonlinear system
at time step k corresponding to the input u, = &, T e;vy +
u(0), K is the number of points chosen for the approximation
of the integral in (10), and Aty is the time interval between

two points.

ilm
@) 22@ Aty (11)

7n

ilm

C. Empirical Observability Covariance

The following sets are defined for empirical observability
covariances:

T ={TS,--- ,\ T% T c RV TP ' T¢ =1, 1=1,....r}
M ={cl, - ,c%cp, €R, ¢y >0, m=1,...,s}
E° ={e},---,ey; standard unit vectors inR"}

where 7'’ defines the initial state perturbation directions, 7 is
the number of matrices for perturbation directions, I,, is an
identity matrix with dimension n, M° defines the perturbation
sizes and s is the number of different perturbation sizes for
each direction; and E° defines the state to be perturbed and
n is the number of states of the system.

For the nonlinear system described by (), the empirical
observability covariance can be defined as

ween — sz = / YO ()T dt (12)

=1 m=1

where '™ (t) € R"*™ is given by wim(t) = (y*m(t) —
Ym0 T (yalm () — dtms0) ilm (1) is the output of the non-
linear system corresponding to the initial condition a(0)
co, Te; + xo, and y””“o refers to the output measurement
corresponding to the unperturbed initial state x(, which is
usually chosen as the steady state under typical power flow
conditions but can also be chosen as other operating points.
Similarly, (TZ) can be rewritten as its discrete form [42]

W, Z Z ZT" v TeT AL, (13)
1om=1 ) k=0

where Wi € R™™ is given by 1

yilm,O)T(yilm — ydtm:0) | yim s the output at time step k,

and K and Aty are the same as in (11).

III. MobEeL REpUCTION BY BALANCING OF EMPIRICAL
CONTROLLABILITY AND OBSERVABILITY COVARIANCES

The empirical covariances obtained in Section [[I] contain
important information about which states are controllable
or observable, based on which a coordinate transformation
T € R™ " can be obtained to transform the original model
into another state space model whose states are decomposed

into four categories: states which are 1) both controllable and
observable; 2) controllable but not observable; 3) observable
but not controllable; and 4) neither controllable nor observable.

For the scaled system in @), let £ = Tz and the trans-
formed system is

e=TT, f(T, T & T,u) (14a)

y=h(T, T '&T,a) (14b)
and the corresponding transformed covariances are

W =TwW,.T" (15)

we = (T W, T, (16)

If the transformed covariances have the following feature

S 0 0 0

0 I 00
Wgazoooo a7

0 00O

2 0 0 0

v 0 0 0 O
W0_00230 (18)

0 0 0 O

where 3, and X3 are both diagonal matrices and I is an
identity matrix, the transformed system in (I4) is said to
be balanced and the corresponding transformed covariances
are denoted by W5 and W, The states of the balanced
system are decoupled into the four categories mentioned above.
Specifically, the covariance matrix of the states of the balanced
system that are both controllable and observable is given by
3, the controllability covariance matrix of the states that
are controllable but not observable is the identity matrix in
the transformed controllability matrix, and the observability
covariance matrix of the states that are observable but not
controllable is 33 in the transformed observability matrix [42].

A proof for always existing a transformation that can balance
a system is given in [49]. As for how to calculate such a
coordinate transformation T' to balance a system that can
be not completely controllable and observable, a method has
been proposed in [42], which requires the calculation of four
matrices T; € R™ ", Ty, € R"*" T3 ¢ R"*™, and
T4 € R™™ from the empirical covariances W, and W ,,.
In the following we will briefly introduce this method and
more details can be found in [42].

1) Determine 7';
T is determined so that

19)

I. ©
lecTI[ ]

0 0

where I. is an identity matrix with dimension equal
to the rank of W, and the rows and columns that
contain only zeros refer to the rank deficiency of the
controllability covariance.

2) Determine T,
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The transformation 7T'; found in Step 1 is applied to the
observability covariance

Wo,ll Wo,12

TTWOTI[ Vou W } 20)
! ! Wo,21 Wo,22
and a Schur decomposition can be found for the matrix
Wo,ll as
2
T _ | 37 0
U W,n1U, = { 0 o ] . 21

The unitary matrix of this decomposition is required for
the second part of the transformation and is given by

T\ —1 U1 0
(Ty) = [ o I } ) (22)
3) Determine 7'

A transformation using both T'; and T’ can be applied
to the observability covariance matrix to obtain the third
transformation, T'3, as given by

(T3) " (]) WL Ty Ty

2% 0 Wo,lz
= 0 0 0
~ T R
Wiz 0 Wi
(23)
and
I 0 O
1
(T;)r) = ATO I 0 (24)
~W,13172 0 I

4) Determine T

A transformation using 7'y, T's, and T'5 is applied to the
observability covariance and a Schur decomposition is
found for the square matrix containing the last columns
and rows of the transformed system as

(T3) " (T3) " (T]) " W, T Ty T3

2 0 0
= 0O O T0 (25)
0 0 Wia—-W,, », 2 W12
and
- ~ T o a
U, (W0722 - W,123 2 Wo,12) U;—
3 0
- 0 0 |. (26)
A~ T 9
_WO,IQ 21 0
The forth transformation can further be determined by
Y2 0 o0
T\ —1
(T,) = 0 I o0 (27)
0 0 U,

Then the transformation matrix 7" that balances the states
that are observable and controllable is given by

T=T,T;T>T, 28)

Tie-line 1
V2,6t |v2,6:
| Tie-line 2
Study v2.e2| |v2,62 External
Area : Area
Vsprespl Tie-line p I Ve,
Fig. 1. System configuration of the study area and external area.

which can be further used to reduce the scaled system in (9)
by Galerkin projection [42], [43]. Specifically, let *x = T &
and the reduced system is

2, =PTT,' f(T, T 'z,T,u) (292)
Ty = Tss (290b)
y=h(T, T '2,T,u) (29¢)
where P = [I,,, O] is the projection matrix, which has

the rank of the reduced system n.q; 1 and &, respectively
represent the retained states and the reduced states, among
which @, are kept at their steady state values Zogs.

Here, nyq can be determined by Hankel singular values,
which are the eigenvalues of Wl;al W};a‘ [40)-[43]]. The Hankel
singular values provide a measure for the importance of the
states in the sense that the state with the largest singular
value is affected the most by the control inputs and the
output is most affected by the change of this state. Thus the
states corresponding to the largest singular values influence
the input-output behavior the most. When the states that
correspond to zero or very small Hankel singular values are
eliminated, the reduced system retains most of the input-output
behavior of the full-order system.

IV. ReEpucTIiON FOR POWER SYSTEM MODEL

The whole system is partitioned into the study area and
external area (see Fig. E[) The study area has ny generators and
ny, buses and the external area has ng generators and nj buses.
There are p tie-lines between the study and external area, and
the set of boundary buses that belong to the study and external
area are denoted by B pound = {05, 05, -+ , b} and Be pound =
{bg,b5,--- , b5 }. Correspondingly, the voltage magnitude and
phase angles of the boundary bus bf,i € {1,2,---,p} are
denoted by V.° and 67, and those for the boundary bus b{,i €
{1,2,---,p} are denoted by V,* and 6¢.

The model reduction method in Section is applied to
reduce the external area. The model reduction procedure can
be summarized in the following four steps.

1) Scale the external system
The external system is scaled by using the method in

Section [[I=Al

2) Calculate empirical covariances

The empirical controllability and observability covari-
ances are calculated for the scaled system on time
interval [0,ty]. In and Aty can take different
values according to the required accuracy, and x is the
steady state.
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For the external area, the inputs and outputs are, re-
spectively, the voltage magnitude and the phase angles
of the boundary buses in B pound and Be pound. More
details about the power system model can be found in

Appendices [A] and [B]

3) Balance empirical covariances

The balancing of empirical covariances is performed
as discussed in Section [l and the coordinate transfor-
mation that can balance the scaled external system is

obtained by (28).

4) Perform model reduction

Model reduction is performed for the external area by

(29).

V. SIMULATION OF THE WHOLE SYSTEM

The whole system is partitioned into the study area and
the external area, as shown in Fig. [T} For both areas, the
boundary buses in the other area are treated as generators
with a classical second-order model and very large inertia
constant. The generators corresponding to boundary buses that
belong to the study area and external area are denoted by sets
Gs = {gi;g; T 79;)} and G, = {gigg, s ,gg} The whole
system can be simulated in the following way.

1) Simulate the study area

The simulation is performed for the study area, the
tie-lines, and the boundary buses in the external area.
Since the boundary buses b, b5, -, b}, are treated as
generators, the simulated system thus has a total of ng+p
generators and nj + p buses.

The states of the study area at time step k + 1, denoted
by s i+1, can be obtained by solving the following
differential equations

:'ts = fs(ms; us) (30)

with given x, ;, that is the state at time step k.

The input u, is comprised of voltage magnitude and
phase angles of the boundary buses in Be pouna and can
be written as wu,, = [V, BJk]T for time step k.
When solving (30), since only the second-order genera-
tor model is used, the voltage magnitude of the boundary
buses (also transient voltage eﬁl of the corresponding
generators) will remain unchanged. In addition, since
the inertia constant is very large, the phase angle of the
boundary buses (also rotor angle § of the corresponding
generators) will not change.

The rotor angle and transient voltage at ¢ and d axes
at time step k + 1 of the generators in study area (not
including boundary buses in external area) are denoted

4 /7
by 05 k+1, AT and €dq it

2) Simulate the external area
The simulation is performed for the external area, the

tie-lines, and the boundary buses in the study area. The
boundary buses bi,b3,--- by are treated in the same

3)

way as in Step 1 and the simulated system thus has a
total of ny + p generators and ny + p buses.

The states of the reduced external system at time step
k 4 1, denoted by Z.1 x+1, can be obtained by solving
the differential equations

Zoy=PTT, ' f (T, T 'Z.,u.) 31)

with given &. 1, state of external area at time step k.

The input u. is comprised of voltage magnitude and
phase angles of the boundary buses in B; pouna and can
be written as u., = [V, OI,C]T for time step
k. Similar to Step 1, the voltage magnitude and phase
angles of the boundary buses will remain unchanged.

The states of the original system can be obtained by
transformation of the states of the_reduced external
system as x. = T, T~ [z, 2),..] . The rotor angle
at time step k£ + 1 of the generators in external area
(not including boundary buses in study area) is denoted
by ¢ r+1. The transient voltages at ¢ and d axes are

’ ’
denoted by €qe kr1 and €de i1

Update boundary buses

Given the states of the study area 05 ;+1, € and

7
ds.k+1’
e&s k1 and the states of the external area §. ;1 at time
step k + 1, the voltage sources of the generators can be
obtained as follows:

’

, .
vre = €q, 1 SN Ocrt+1+e cosOc p+1 (32a)

de k1
g = e;e’kﬂ sinde g1 — eéeykﬂ cosdc k41

(32b)
g — e 4 !I,im (32¢)
Wienput =Viakn 705,k 41 (324d)
e = eé&kﬂ sinds g1 + e;S,kH cosds k41 (32€)
gim — eg&kﬂ Sinds g1 — eés}kﬂ cos 85 k1 (32f)
e — gre 4 g Wi”” (32g)
!p'glpu[ = Vi eJ0e ki1 (32h)

As in Appendix [A} we denote by B;zp the njp load
buses in the study area that are modeled as ZIP load
(also called non-conforming load, as in [S0]). The other
buses are denoted by B 7jp and all of the buses are B;.
The voltage reconstruction matrix for the study area
(including the boundary buses in the other area), which
gives the original bus voltages components due to the
generator internal bus voltages, is denoted by R,s €
C(ng+p—nzp) X (ng+p)

V&BS,ZIP = Vncs (33)

VS,B” - Rgs [ Wztate—r wisnputT] ! + Rncsf/ncs (34)

s,2IP

where V', is the complex voltages for all buses in B,
‘N/s,Bs,le and ‘75}5272") are, respectively, the complex
voltages for the non-conforming load buses and the
other buses, R,.s € CTP=nzw)xn2w jg the voltage
reconstruction matrix which gives the original bus volt-
ages components due to the non-conforming load, and
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Vncs € Crzrxl ig the complex voltages of the non-
conforming load buses that can be obtained as f/nc
by solving the nonlinear equations in by Newton’s
method. Similarly, we can also get V&BCYZH, and Ve, B
for the external area for which the notations are similar
to those for the study area.

Then the nonlinear equations for the boundary buses at
time step k£ + 1 can be written as follows, for which

Vs k+1s Vek+i, 0s k11, and O 11 are unknowns:

Vs B bound :| |: VS k+1 :|

. 995, boun — B 35

|: Vev‘Bc,buund Ve,k-i—l ( )
‘75 B bound 03 k+1

9985, boun — N 36

arg( |: Ve-,Bc,bnund ee,k-i—l ( )

where VS,BS,MM and Ve,Be,bou"d are, respectively, the
complex voltages of the boundary buses in the study area
and external area that are obtained by (33)-(34), and |- |
and arg(-) represent the absolute value and argument of
a complex vector. Note that the left-hand side of these
equations are actually also functions of the unknowns
Vs,k+1a Ve,k—l—h 05,k+1a and 06,k+1'

The obtained nonlinear equations can be solved by
Newton’s method, for which the inputs u, ; and u.
at time step k are used as initial guess. The solution of
the nonlinear equations can be used to update w ;1
and v, 41, which are further used for simulation in
Steps 1 and 2 for the next time step.

VI. CASE STUDIES

The proposed model reduction method is tested on a system
comprised of a 16-machine 68-bus system as the study area
and an IEEE 50-machine 145-bus system as the external area.
Both systems are extracted from Power System Toolbox [50].
The empirical covariance calculation and model reduction are
implemented with Matlab. All tests are carried out on a 3.2-
GHz Intel(R) Core(TM) i7-4790S based desktop.

For the study area, the fast sub-transient dynamics and sat-
uration effects are ignored and the generators are described by
the two-axis transient model with IEEE Type DC1 excitation
system. Each generator has seven state variables, which are
rotor angle 9, rotor speed w, transient voltage along q and d
axes eg; and ey, regulator output voltage Vg, excitation output
voltage FE'q, and stabilizing transformer state variable R¢. A
subset of load buses, buses 1, 16, 23, 28, 39, 45, 48, and
51, are modeled as ZIP loads. The proportions of constant
impedance, constant current, and constant power loads are
determined by the parameters pi, p2, p3, q1, q2, and g3 in
Appendix [A] We choose p1 = ¢1 = 0.2, p» = ¢2 = 0.3,
and p3 = g3 = 0.5. The other loads are modeled as constant
impedance. More load buses can be modeled as ZIP loads.
But there is a tradeoff between the model accuracy and the
computational complexity, since the computation burden of
both the differential equations and the boundary bus updating
will increase when the number of ZIP loads increases.

For the external system extracted from PST, only seven
generators (generators 1-6 and 23) have high-order model

while all the others only use a second-order model. Here, we
use a fourth-order transient model to describe generators 1-6
and 23, for which the state variables are rotor angle § and rotor
speed w, and transient voltage along q and d axes eg and €/,
and a second-order classical model for the others, for which
the state variables are rotor angle § and rotor speed w. All
of the loads are modeled as constant impedance. More details
about the models for the study and external areas can be found
in Appendices [A] and [B]

A. Parameter Setup

The Aty, in (TI) and (T3] is chosen as 0.01s. The empirical
controllability and observability covariances are calculated for
the scaled system in time interval [0,5s]. When calculating
empirical controllability or observability covariance, the inputs
or the states are perturbed by adding a step change at ¢ = 0.
For T and T°, a reasonably simple choice is

T¢={I,,-1,}
17°={I,,-1,}

(37
(38)

where I, and I,, are identity matrix with dimension v and
n, since this corresponds to using both positive and negative
inputs or initial states perturbations on each input or each state
separately [40]. For M¢ and M?, we first choose a linearly
scaled set My = {0.25,0.5,0.75,1.0} and let

M: =k, My

M? = k, M,

(39)
(40)

where v is an input of the external area and can be V or 0,
z is a state variable of the external area that can be ¢, w, €',
or eg, and k, and k, are used to consider different ranges
of change for different types of variables. For example, the
voltage magnitude can only change in a small range while
phase angle can change much more significantly. Then the
perturbation for v or z will range from 25k,% or 25k, % to
100k, % or 100k,% of the steady state value.

In order to determine k,, and k,, we apply a total of ny =
100 three-phase faults, for each of which the fault is applied
on one of the randomly chosen lines at one end and is cleared
at near and remote end after 0.05s and 0.1s. For a fault j,
we calculate the changes from the pre-fault input u.;o or state
Teio to the post-fault input wue;s or state xe;r for the ¢th input
or state as

Agd . = Ueif = Ueio 1)
o Uei0
ACE(JM _ Leif — Lei0 ) (42)
Lei0
The k, and k, can thus be calculated as
12
Fu = o~ | Al (43)
P4
k L §* Al (@4
= Qg ° — Lei||oco
Ny

i=1
where p is the number of inputs of the external area, n, is the
number of generators with state variable z in the external area,
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TABLE I
THE DETERMINED k., AND kg

kv ke ks Ew ker ke

0.054 124 090 0.0050 0.024 0.27

Study Area — 16 Machine 68-Bus System External Area — 50 Machine 145-Bus System

Other 14 """
generators, 46 ,7

\ Other 49
\ generators,
132 buses

Tie-line 1 1 \

— 7 \

\

Tie-line 2 2 ‘\
16

Tie-line 3

T 114 113 |

Fig. 2. Test system with three tie-lines. The study area is 16-machine 68-bus
system and the external area is the IEEE 50-machine 145-bus system. The
location where a three-phase fault is applied is highlighted by red line.

T T

nf . = ... nf
eir T Auei ] ’ Awel - ei? ) A‘Tei}
||v]|s is the infinity norm of a n-dimensional vector v defined
as

Aug = [Aul [Aml

il

|vnl), (45)

and «, and «, are chosen as real numbers greater than
1.0 (here we choose them as 2) since the applied ny faults
cannot represent all of the possible disturbances. By using this
method, k, and k, are determined, as listed in Table [I, which
shows that different types of variables do have very different
ranges of change.

[[v]loe = max (fva,---

B. Scenario Setup

Without losing generality, we add three tie-lines between
the study and the external area which connect bus ¢ in study
area to bus ¢ in external area, where ¢ = 1,2,3. To generate
dynamic response, a three-phase fault is applied at bus 6 of
line 6 — 11 in the study area at 0.1s and is cleared at the
near and remote ends after 0.05s and 0.1s. The corresponding
test system and the location where the fault is applied are
shown in Fig. 2] For simplicity, we only show the parts of the
study area and the external area that are close to the boundary
buses. The simulation is performed for 15 seconds and the time
step is 0.01s and 0.03s, respectively, for before and after the
fault clearing. The differential equations are solved by Matlab
function “ode23t”.

Note that the dynamic simulation is performed for 15
seconds while the empirical controllability and observability
covariance calculation is only for the first 5 seconds. In the
following sections we will show that the empirical covariances
obtained in this manner are good enough for performing model
reduction for the external area.

It has been shown in [12] that the reduced-order model
via balanced truncation [26] represents a better approximation
with lower orders compared with the Krylov subspace method
[25]. Thus we only compare the proposed method with the
balanced truncation method using a linearized model in [26].

TABLE II
SIMULATION METHODS

Method Definition

UnPartitioned Simulate the whole system without partition

Partition the whole system into
Partitioned-Unreduced study area and external area,

while not reducing the external system

Partition the whole system and reduce
Partitioned-Reduced-NM the external area by the proposed method

based on the Nonlinear Model (NM)

Partition the whole system and reduce
Partitioned-Reduced-LM the external area by method in [26]

based on the Linearized Model (LM)

The external area has G. = 50 generators. Seven of them
have fourth-order transient model and the others have second-
order classical model. Therefore, there are a total of 114 state
variables. The number of retained states n.q can be determined
by Hankel singular values. For our test case, only 9 of the
Hankel singular values are greater than 10~° and we thus
choose n.q = 9, which only accounts for 7.9% of the number
of states and is also used for the method in [26].

Note that we apply the method in Section [lII] to calculate the
transformation matrix T" for the balanced truncation method
based on a linearized model in [26]], rather than directly using
the method used in [26l], which is proposed in [51]] and can
be summarized as:

W.=L.L] (46)
W,=L,L, (47)
L L.=UAV' (48)
T=L VA2 (49)

If the transformation matrix obtained by this method is used
to get the reduced model for the linearized system, the corre-
sponding simulation using the reduced model cannot proceed
because the Newton’s method is difficult to converge when
used to solve the nonlinear equations in (57). By contrast, by
using the method in Section[[T|to get the transformation matrix
and further getting the reduced model of the linearized system,
the performance of the simulation is acceptable, although not
as good as that of the proposed nonlinear model reduction
method. This is mainly because the balancing transformation
method discussed in Section [[T]] is applicable to systems that
are not completely controllable and observable [42].

The simulation methods considered in this paper are sum-
marized in Table The results for these methods will be
given in the following sections.

C. Results for the Study Area

There are G5 = 16 generators in the study area whose states
are of direct interest. In Figs. [3] and [ we present results for
rotor angle and transient voltage along g-axis of the study area
when the proposed model reduction and the model reduction
in [26] are performed for the external area. For rotor angles,



PREPRINT OF DOI: 10.1109/TPWRS.2016.2557760, IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON POWER SYSTEMS. 8

121 UnPartitioned 1
Partitioned-Unreduced

1r o e Partitioned-Reduced-NM 1

08 i 3 = =Partitioned-Reduced-LM |

&‘ 9"".\ “ ﬁ'.’, Ll g

oS O d

04} ]

-0.2 ’j\‘ i’\\.f't‘..f~”..‘u—.._‘-~"'.

0 5 10 15

t/s

Fig. 3. Comparison of rotor angles of the study area for proposed method.
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Fig. 4. Comparison of efl of the study area for proposed method.

generator 13 in the study area is used as the reference. We can
see that the results for “Partitioned-Reduced-NM” are closer
to those for the “UnPartitioned” and “Partitioned-Unreduced”
methods, compared with those for “Partitioned-Reduced-LM”.

In order to quantify the accuracy of the model reduction
methods, we define the following index:

Z i ( red unred)z
NT;

€s = (50)
where z is one type of states and can be §, w, e’ ey, Vi, Egq,
or Ry; x “”d is the simulated <th state for “Partltloned Reduced-
NM” or “Partltloned Reduced-LM” method and x”“red is the
ith state from simulations without doing model reductlon both
for time step ¢; N is the number of trajectories to be compared,
and here N = G, and T, is the total number of time
steps. When we compare results from methods doing model
reduction with “UnPartitioned” or “Partitioned Unreduced”
method, €, will be separately denoted by ¢! or €2, which are
listed in Table [[TI} It can be seen that for all types of state

TABLE III
SIMULATION ACCURACY FOR STATES IN THE STUDY AREA

€ €

Variable  Partitioned- Partitioned- Partitioned- Partitioned-
Reduced-NM  Reduced-LM  Reduced-NM  Reduced-LM
4.7x1072  23x107!  6.0x1072 21x107!

w 23x1072  53x1072 1.9x1073% 5.6x1072
el 50x107*  84x107* 49x107* 87x1074
e 3.7x107%  62x107*% 31x107* 6.9x107*
% 1.7 x 10~2 2.7x1072  6.0x 1073 2.3 x 1072
Ejq 50x 1073  1.0x1072 34x1073% 1.1x1072
Ry 25x107% 49x107% 22x107% 51x1073
05| UnPartitioned
25 Partitioned-Unreduced
----- Partitioned-Reduced-NM
L ) = =Partitioned-Reduced-LM |
0.2 2
] i Y .
4 . [\ 2% I ~

e BN ANANAT R

g 0.15 f‘pf "‘Jiq £\ : ‘\!/- -f -§_fu§._{"\ P E

SRS TN A Y

< AYRERUAYRERVAVAFAVANY

01r Y E Rfal TRV Y w 1
ARV i:g ] \
!‘“;,:\ A A A g
N RUAVEVAYAVAVAVANAYAN]
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1 Vol vy
4
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Fig. 5. Comparison of phase angle differences between boundary buses for

proposed method and method in [26].

variables the defined indices for the proposed method are much
smaller than those for the method in [26]].

D. Results for Boundary Buses

The results for the phase angle differences between bound-
ary buses for both model reduction methods are shown in Fig.
[l It can be seen that the phase angle differences from the
proposed method are very close to those from the ‘“UnParti-
tioned” and ‘“Partitioned-Unreduced” methods, while for the
reduction method in [26] the differences are more obvious.

A similar index to that in @) can be defined (denoted by €,
and €7, respectively, for comparison with the “UnPartitioned”
and “Partitioned-Unreduced” methods) for the boundary buses
for which z is a type of variable for boundary buses and can
be voltage magnitude (Vs or V) or phase angles (65 or 6.),
N = 3 for our case is the number of boundary buses in each
area. The defined indices for the proposed method can be much
smaller than those for the method in [26], as in Table

E. Sensitivity Analysis for Empirical Covariance Calculation

Here, we perform sensitivity analysis about how the empir-
ical covariance calculation influences the accuracy of model
reduction. Firstly, the My in (39) and (@0) chosen as a



TABLE IV

SIMULATION ACCURACY FOR BoUNDARY BUSES

1

2

53 €
Variable Partitioned- Partitioned- Partitioned- Partitioned-
Reduced-NM  Reduced-LM  Reduced-NM  Reduced-LM
Vs 8.4 x107% 1.5 x 1073 7.6 x 104 1.5 x 1073
Ve 2.4 x 1073 2.1 x 1073 2.4 x 1073 1.8 x 1073
05 4.7%x1072  23x10°1 6.1x1072  2.1x10°1
e 4.8 x 1072 2.3 x 1071 6.2 x 1072 2.1 x 1071

TABLE V

SIMULATION ACCURACY FOR STATES IN THE STUDY AREA FOR EMPIRICAL
COVARIANCES WITH LINEAR SCALE (eé)
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TABLE VII
SIMULATION ACCURACY FOR STATES IN THE STUDY AREA FOR EMPIRICAL
CoVARIANCES WITH GEOMETRIC SCALE (e%)

Variable GS GS-Half GS-Double
5 44x1072 4.0x1072 3.0x 1072

w 23x1072 22x1072 22x10°2
el 4.7x1071  44x107* 44x107*
e 35x107% 34x107* 35x1074
Vi 1.7x1072 1.6x1072 1.8x102
Efq 49x1073 48x1073 55x1073
Ry 24x107% 23x1073 25x1073

TABLE VIII

SIMULATION ACCURACY FOR BOUNDARY BUsEs FOR EMPIRICAL COVARIANCES
WITH GEOMETRIC SCALE (e;)

Variable LS LS-Half LS-Double
5 47x1072 41x1072 2.8x 1072

w 23x1072 22x1072 22x1072
el 50x107% 45x107* 5.6x 10~
e 37x107% 34x107* 42x107*
Vi 1.7x1072 1.6x1072 1.8x102
Efq 50x 1073 4.8x1073 6.1x10°3
Ry 25x107%  23x1073 3.1x1073

TABLE VI

SIMULATION ACCURACY FOR BoUNDARY Busks FOR EMPIRICAL COVARIANCES
WITH LINEAR SCALE (ei)

Variable LS LS-Half LS-Double
Vs 84x107% 77x107%* 1.0x1073
Ve 24 %1073 22x107% 2.8x1073
0 4.7%x1072 4.2x1072 2.7x 102
e 48 %1072 42x1072 28x 1072

linearly scaled set in Section can also be chosen to be
a geometrically scaled set as {0.125,0.25,0.5,1.0}. Secondly,
the k, and k, determined in Section can be scaled by a
factor, such as 1/2 or 2.

Therefore, we have six ways of setting M and M?°, which
are linearly scaled (LS), linearly scaled with halved k, and
k, (LS-Half), linearly scaled with doubled k, and k, (LS-
Double), geometrically scaled (GS), geometrically scaled with
halved k, and k, (GS-Half), and geometrically scaled with
doubled k, and k, (GS-Double). Then the model reduction
can be performed for the external area separately based on
the calculated empirical covariances for each M¢ and M°. In
Tables ?HVIIIL we list the simulation accuracy index ¢! and
€ defined in Sections M and [VI-D| and for brevity we do
not present results for €5 or 7. From these table, we can see
that the simulation accuracy index €} and €; are very similar
for different ways of setting M ¢ and M°, indicating that the
model reduction is not sensitive to the choice of M€ and M°.

F. Efficiency

The calculation times, ti, for simulating 15 seconds by
different methods are listed in Table [X| Since the times for
different ways of setting M“ and M° are similar, we only list

Variable GS GS-Half GS-Double
Vs 81x107* 7.6x10* 85x10~*
Ve 23x1073% 21x1073 22x1073
05 45x1072 41x1072 3.0x 1072
e 45%x1072 4.1x1072 3.0x 102

TABLE IX

TotaL TIME IN SECOND FOR SIMULATING 15 SECONDS

Partitioned- Partitioned- Partitioned-
UnPartitioned
UnReduced  Reduced-NM  Reduced-LM
26.99 23.16 14.44 13.90

the time for linearly scaled M. It is seen that our proposed
model reduction method can improve the calculation efficiency
of dynamic simulation and help achieve faster than real-time
simulation. Also, the efficiency of our model reduction method
based on a nonlinear model is similar to that for the balanced
truncation method in [26] based on a linearized model.

To clearly identify the bottleneck of the proposed method
and that in [26], in Table [X] we list the calculation time for
the three steps in Section E Here, t,, t., and t; are the time
for simulating the study area, the external area, and updating
the boundary buses, respectively. For both model reduction
methods, most calculation time is for simulating the detailed
modeled study area. The calculation time of simulating the
external area for nonlinear model reduction is a little higher
than that based on a linearized model, which explains why the
tiotal for the nonlinear model reduction is a little higher.

Note that the first two steps in Section [V] are decoupled and
can be calculated in parallel, which can further improve the
simulation efficiency. Then the total calculation time will be
o = max{te,ts} + tp, which is also listed in Table [X] The
simulation speedup finally achieves 23.16/12.30 = 1.88 and
the simulation is 15/12.30 = 1.22 times faster than real time.

In this test case, if the first two steps in Section M are calcu-
lated in parallel, the advantage of the model reduction methods
over the “Partitioned-Unreduced” method is not obvious. This
is because the external area in our test case is not significantly
larger than the study area. In the case that the external area is
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TABLE X
TiME For THE THREE STEPS IN SEcTION[V]

Partitioned- Partitioned- Partitioned-
Method
UnReduced Reduced-NM  Reduced-LM
ts(s) 10.54 10.24 10.28
te (s) 10.57 2.14 1.58
ty (s) 2.05 2.06 2.04
t{oml (s) 12.62 12.30 12.32

much larger than the study area, we will have

o (Par)  max{t,(Par), t.(Par)} + t;(Par)
t/ (Red)  max{ts(Red) + t.(Red)} + t,(Red)
_ te(Par) + ty(Par) _, t.(Par) 51)
~ te(Red) + t5(Red)  t.(Red))
where “Par” represents the “Partitioned-Unreduced” method
and “Red” indicates the model reduction methods, either
nonlinear or linear model reduction. The speedup for the
model reduction methods compared with the “Partitioned-
Unreduced” method can achieve t¢.(Par)/t.(Red). If we as-
sume the speedup for the external area simulation for larger
external areas is the same as that in our test case, then the
speedup can be 10.57/2.14 = 4.94 or 10.57/1.58 = 6.69 for
the proposed nonlinear model reduction and the method in
[26] based on a linearized model, respectively.

VII. CoNcLUSION

In this paper, a nonlinear power system model reduction
method is proposed by balancing of the empirical control-
lability and observability covariances. Compared with the
balanced truncation method based on a linearized model,
the proposed model reduction method can guarantee higher
accuracy for simulated state trajectory, mainly because the
empirical covariances are defined using the original system
model and can thus reflect the controllability and observability
of the full nonlinear dynamics in the given domain.

The proposed method is validated on a test system com-
prised of a 16-machine 68-bus system as the study area and
an IEEE 50-machine 145-bus system as the external area.
The results show that by using the proposed model reduction
method the simulation efficiency is greatly improved and at
the same time the obtained state trajectories are close to those
for directly simulating the whole system and for partitioning
the system while not performing reduction. By contrast, for
the balanced truncation method based on a linearized model
when using the balancing transformation method in Section
the simulation accuracy is lower but is still acceptable,
and the calculation efficiency is similar to that of our pro-
posed model reduction method. However, when the balancing
transformation method from [31] is applied for the balanced
truncation method based on a linearized model, as in [26]],
the simulation cannot proceed, which is mainly because that
balancing transformation is not applicable to systems that are
not completely controllable and observable.

By solving the differential equations in the study area and
the external area in parallel, in our test case the speedup

compared with the “UnPartitioned” method finally achieves
1.88 and the simulation is 1.22 times faster than real time.
When the external system is much larger than the study
area, the speedup of the proposed method compared with
the “Partitioned-Unreduced” method can achieve 4.94. It is
also shown that the proposed model reduction method is not
sensitive to the choice of the matrices for calculating the
empirical controllability and observability covariances.

APPENDIX A
MODEL FOR STUDY AREA

For the study area, the fast sub-transient dynamics and
saturation effects are ignored and the generator is described by
the two-axis transient model with IEEE Type DCI1 excitation
system [352]:

(SL = Ww; —Wwo (523)
) wo Kp;
= —— (T T., — R 2
Wi 2H2( me et wo (wz WO)) (5 b)
) 1 )
€ T (Efdi —eq; — (zai — xy;) Zdi) (52¢)
d0i
1
e = (= e+ =l i) (520)
q01
. 1
Vri = (—VRi + KaiVai) (52e)
Ta;
. 1
Ergi = T (Vri — KgiFEtd; — Ski) (52f)
Ei
. 1
Ry = T (—R¢i + Eai) (52g)
Fi

where ¢ is the generator serial number, d; is rotor angle, w;
is rotor speed in rad/s, and eiﬂ- and e}, are transient voltage
along q and d axes; iq; and iq; are stator currents at ¢ and d
axes; VR; is regulator output voltage, E¥q; is excitation output
voltage, Ry; is stabilizing transformer state variable; Ti,; is
mechanical torque, T; is electric air-gap torque; wy is the rated
value of angular frequency, H; is inertia constant, and Kp; is
damping factor; Tollm and T, are open-circuit time constants,
Zqi and xq; are synchronous reactance, and xﬁli and xéi are
transient reactance, respectively, at the q and d axes; Ty, is
voltage regulator time constant, T; is exciter time constant,
Ty, is stabilizer time constant, K »; is voltage regulator gain,
and KE; is exciter constant.

The load buses in B; zp are modeled as a combination of
constant impedance, constant current, and constant power (also
called non-conforming load, as in [50]]) as

|Vnc [ 2 |Vnc [
P, = Py | po [ el Wheiil 53
0 <p1 ( Vico,i +p Vico,i T P3 (53)

|VHC i| 2 |‘~/nc i|
Qi =Qoi| ¢ ( C— +q| = +q3 (54)
' |V;100-,i| |Vnc0,i|

where P; and (); are the active and reactive power at load bus
i, Pp; and Qo are the initial active and reactive power at
load bus i, p1, p2, and ps are proportions of constant active
impedance load, constant active current load, and constant
active power load, g1, g2, and g3 are proportions of constant
reactive impedance load, constant reactive current load, and
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constant reactive power load, and there is p; +p2+p3 = 1 and
G +q+q3 =1, f/nc,i and f/ncoﬂv are the complex voltage and
initial complex voltage at load bus <. The other load buses that
do not belong to B; zp are modeled as constant impedance.

The input and output are, respectively, the voltage magnitude
and phase angles of the boundary buses in external area and
study area. The boundary buses in the external area are treated
as generators with a classical second-order model and very
large inertia constant, which can be described by the first two
equations in (52). The voltage magnitude and phase angles of
the boundary buses in external area are respectively used as
the e(’1 and J of the equivalent generator, for which w = wyq
and €); = 0. The dynamic model can be rewritten in a
general state space form in (6) and the state vector x, input
vector us, and output vector Y, can be written as

T, = [62— w. eilsT e:j: VR;r Efd;r Rf:,—]T (55a)
u,=[V] 6]]" (55b)
y,=[vI 6]]". (55¢)

The i4s, tai,» Teis Vai, and Sg; in (52)) can be written as
functions of s and us (note that for boundary bus b§ in
external area, the generator number is g{ and there are eggg =
Vebfa eégs = 0, and (595 = 91,;3)2

Pri = ey; sind; + e}, cos d; (56a)
Ui = eg; sind; — ej; cos d; (56b)
Iti - ?g,i( WR + .7 WI) + ?gnc,if/nc (56C)
iri = Re([;) (56d)
7;Ii = Im(Im) (566)
S
iqi = =2 (ig; $in 6; + iR cos §;) (56f)
Sni
ta; = —B(im— sin d; — iy; cos d;) (56g2)
Ni
Cqi = €y — Taildi (56h)
€di; = 6217; + Iéﬂqz (561)
P = eqitqi + €ditdi (56j)
S
Tei = oo Po; (56k)
SNi
Kr;
Ven: = 7 (Frai — Rei) (560)
Fi
Vrri =/ €di® + eqi® (56m)
Vai = —Veg; + exc} — Vg (56n)
L 1 eXCzlEfdil .
Sgi = exc; €% sgn(Exq;) (560)

where ¥, = Wg,;+j¥7; is the voltage source, ¥ = ¥R+ ) ¥y
is the column vector of all generators’ voltage sources, e,; and
eq; are the terminal voltage at q and d axes, ?gﬂ- is the ith
row of the reduced admittance matrix connecting the generator
current injections to the internal generator voltages (including
boundary buses in external area) Yz, and Y gy ; is the ith row
of the reduced admittance matrix which gives the generator
currents due to the voltages at non-conforming loads ?gnc;
P,; is the electrical active output power, and Sg and Sy; are

the system base MVA and the base MVA for generator i; Ky,

is the stabilizer gain; exc}, exc?, and exc} are internally set

exciter constants; and sgn(-) is the signum function. The Ve
in is the complex voltages of the non-conforming load
buses and can be obtained by solving the following nonlinear
equations by Newton’s method:

Yncg v+ Yncvnc = Icc + Icp (57)
where ?ncg is the reduced admittance matrix connecting non-
conforming load current to machine internal voltages, Y .. is
the reduced admittance matrix of non-conforming loads, and
I cc and I cp are current injections of the constant current and
constant power components. I cc T I cp is actually a function
of Vnc. For |f/nc7¢\ > (.5, it can be written as

Vnc i . Vnc i *

P3Py + p2Fos AL _l +7 (QBQO,i + Q2Q0,i7|~ : v‘ )

“/nc(),zl |Vnc0,z‘
Vncﬂ

while for [V;c;| < 0.5 it is

<p3P0,z' +7q3Qo,; +p2FPo; + jQZQO,i>* 7
— = A nc,:
VncO,i Vi

nc0,7

where (-)* is the complex conjugation.

The outputs can also be written as function of x; and wus:

Pre = eés sindg + e;s cos o, (58a)
i e;S sindy — el cos &, (58b)
P = O 4 U (58¢)
PP =V, e /0 (58d)
VB e = Ve (58¢)
Vs, = R @30T @ T LRV (58D)
V= 1Vib. pouml (582)
0, = arg(Vs 5, owma)- (58h)

APPENDIX B
MoDEL FOR EXTERNAL AREA

Both fourth-order and second-order generator model are
used for the external area. In (52), the generators with fourth-
order model are described by the first four equations and Vg;,
E¥q;, and Ry; are kept unchanged. The generators with second-
order model are described only by the first two equations
and efw €l;» Vri» Erai, and Ry; are all kept unchanged. The
input and output are respectively the voltage magnitude and
phase angles of the boundary buses in study and external area.
Te; can be obtained by (56a)—(56k) and the outputs can be
calculated in a similar way to (58a)-(58h) in Appendix [A]
The dynamic model can be rewritten in the form (6) and the
state vector, input vector, and output vector can be written as

T, = [62 w, e;: QZ]T (59a)
u.=[V] 6]]" (59b)
y.=[vI 6]]". (59¢)
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