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Abstract—In this paper, we propose a novel approach for
the data-driven characterization of power system dynamics. The
developed method of Extended Subspace Identification (ESI) is
suitable for systems with output measurements when all the
dynamics states are not observable. It is particularly appli-
cable for power systems dynamic identification using Phasor
Measurement Units (PMUs) measurements. As in the case of
power systems, it is often expensive or impossible to measure
all the internal dynamic states of system components such as
generators, controllers and loads. PMU measurements capture
voltages, currents, power injection and frequencies, which can
be considered as the outputs of system dynamics. The ESI
method is suitable for system identification, capturing nonlinear
modes, computing participation factor of output measurements in
system modes and identifying system parameters such as system
inertia. The proposed method is suitable for measurements with
a noise similar to realistic system measurements. The developed
method addresses some of the known deficiencies of existing data-
driven dynamic system characterization methods. The approach
is validated for multiple network models and dynamic event
scenarios with synthetic PMU measurements.

Index Terms—PMU measurements, System identification, Ex-
tended Subspace Identification, Koopman operator, Power system
dynamics, Output measurements

I. INTRODUCTION

In the age of the data-revolution, the power grid is evolving
at an accelerating rate. The abundance of sensor measurements
at all levels of operation (such as smart meters, phasor
measurement units, weather sensors) is leading towards a
more intelligent and aware grid [1]. In both academia and
industry, efforts are being made to incorporate these sensor
measurements in monitoring, operations and control of the
power grid. In particular, phasor measurement units (PMUs)
are capable of observing voltage and phasors at 30− 120Hz
frequency, which is suitable to capture electro-mechanical
dynamics of power systems [2], [3]. These PMUs observe,
record and communicate the voltage and current phasor in
real-time to a centralized control center [3].

In this work, we have developed an Extended Subspace
Identification (ESI) framework for nonlinear dynamic char-
acterization for power systems with PMU measurements. In
particular, we have demonstrated applications of developed
ESI framework for modal identification (eigenvalue tracing),
participation factor computation and inertia estimation. We
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first present a brief discussion on the state-of-the-art for each
of these three applications in power systems.

A. Literature review

1) Prior work in linear and nonlinear modal identification
for power systems: There is a thrust of research in dynamic
behavior characterization of the power systems using PMU
measurements[4], [5]. The challenging aspect of data-driven
dynamic modeling of power system behavior is its nonlinear
nature, noises in the measurements and changing operating
conditions.

One such approach of Prony Analysis provides a way to
estimate the frequencies and damping by decomposing the
given signals into characteristic polynomial equations [5], [6],
[7], [8]. Prony Analysis is a fast way to identify dominant
modes and inter-area modes. It is assumed that the underlying
system has linear dynamics. Also, in its basic form the method
is susceptible to noises in the measurements. This work is
further extended for multiple-channel Prony Analysis [9] and
distributed implementation [10] for improving the accuracy of
estimation. Matrix Pencil Method on the other hand construct
a Hankel matrix on the dynamic state measurements and
decompose the given matrix using Singular Value Decom-
position (SVD) [11], [12]. This approach provides better
accuracy as compared to Prony Method in presence of noisy
measurements. However, this approach as well assumes linear
nature of system dynamics [13]. A detailed summary and com-
parative study of Prony Analysis and Matrix Pencil Method is
presented in [13]. Another method of Subspace Identification
has been developed for output-based identification of linear
systems [14]. This approach is based on the orthogonal relation
between the observability matrix and dynamic states for a
linear system that is reflected in the system outputs. However,
this method is limited in its applications to linear dynamical
systems. In the past, attempts have been made to extend this
approach for nonlinear systems [15], [16], [17]. Yet, all these
methods consider partial nonlinearity in either the inputs or
system dynamics and hence they are not suitable for a general
nonlinear system such as power systems.

Power system dynamics are highly nonlinear. A detailed
study of nonlinear dynamic system requires much more com-
plex computation as compared to a linear dynamical system.
In [18], [19], [20], [21], authors proposed an intermediate
expression of system dynamics using Normal Form Analysis.
In Normal Form Analysis 2nd order Taylor series expansion of
the original nonlinear system in polynomial form is considered
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along with the linearized system matrix (A). Thus, represent-
ing some nonlinearities of the system by approximating 2nd

(in some cases 3rd order [21]) polynomial functions of the
given original systems. These studies have shown that such an
approximate model is better suited for system dynamic studies
under stress and resonance condition. Moreover, Normal Form
Method provides better accuracy for trajectory prediction and
controller parameter tuning. This Normal Form Analysis is
completely model based and is only applicable when complete
dynamic algebraic equations (DAEs) of the underlying power
system is available.

One of the recent developments that received great at-
tention from the research community is the linear operator
theoretic framework [22], [23], [24], [25], [26], [27], [28],
[29]. In particular, the Koopman operator provides a linear
representation (not the linear approximation) for a nonlinear
dynamical system. Recent work has shown that the linear
operator based approach is suitable for stability studies[24],
generator coherency identification [30], system inertia estima-
tion [31], and PSS parameter tuning and controller design[32]
and trajectory prediction[33]. One of the key assumptions in
these works [24]-[33] is the availability of state measure-
ments, i.e., it is assumed that time-series measurements are
available for all dynamic states of a given system. Though
analytically justified, this assumption acts as a roadblock for
implementation of these methods for a real power system.
In power systems, the dynamic states correspond to internal
dynamics of generators, controllers, loads, power electronic
converters, etc. For such a system, it is either expensive or
impossible to measure all the dynamic states with high fidelity.
As in the case of PMUs, we observe voltages, currents and
frequencies at the corresponding buses. These measurements
are similar to the output of a given dynamical system. In
[34], authors have shown that the linear operator framework
does not yield meaningful information if they are fed with
output measurements such as PMU data. Fig. 1 provides a
brief summary of state-of-the-art data-driven techniques for
power system modal identification.

Methodology Assumed 
dynamics

Measurements of 
dynamic states

Robustness to 
noise and errors

Prony Analysis Linear Not required Non-robust

Matrix Pencil Method Linear Not required Non-robust

Subspace identification Linear Not required Robust

Dynamic mode decomposition (DMD) Linear Required Robust

Linear operator based DMD Nonlinear Required Robust

Proposed ESI Method Nonlinear Not required Robust

Fig. 1. Comparison of state-of-the-art data-driven methodologies for power
system dynamic characterization

2) Prior work in data-driven participation factor for power
systems: Originally, the idea of participation factor or selective
modal analysis was developed for model based analysis [35],
[36], [37] of power system dynamics. This notion of partic-
ipation factor is very widely used in power system studies
for stability analysis, stabilizer design, sensor, controller and
renewable placement in the grid. However, existing literature

lacks a detailed framework for PMU measurement based
participation factor computation or in general data-driven
participation factor computation.

In their recent work [38], the authors proposed an eigenvalue
realization algorithm based on construction of Hankel matrix
from the measurements. Here with given input and output
measurements for a completely observable and controllable
system, one can construct underlying linear state transition
matrix A, B, C and thus compute the participation factor. In this
approach if the system states are not known it is not possible
to compute the participation of states in system modes. In [39],
the authors propose a Koopman operator based framework
for nonlinear participation factor computation. However, it is
assumed that all the state measurements corresponding to the
underlying dynamical system are available.

3) Prior work in system-wide inertia estimation: In litera-
ture, various approaches have been developed for estimation
of system inertia using sensor measurements [40], [41], [42],
[43], [44], [45], [31]. The central idea of these methods
considers that the rate of change of frequency (RoCoF) of
a given system is a function of system inertia and difference
in input mechanical power and output electric power for a
synchronous generator. For ith synchronous generator, this
relation can be expressed as:

Mi
dfi
dt

= PiM − PiE (1)

Here dfi
dt is the rate of change of frequency at the generator bus,

PiM is the input mechanical power, PiE is the output electric
power and Mi is the inertia constant for ith synchronous
generator. In [40], [41], the authors propose a polynomial ap-
proximation of the measurement signal after a transient event
to estimate inertia constant. In [42], the authors conducted
similar studies for Great Britain power system. These methods
are appropriate for offline studies of severe events such as loss
of generation or load in the system. In [43], the author presents
an inertia estimation and event detection framework using the
frequency and power measurements at the sampling rate of
100 measurements/sec. This approach identifies the transient
event by applying a smoothing filter to power and frequency
measurements and computing system inertia. This approach is
online and uses PMU measurements. However, its applications
are limited to large transient events.

A recent work has proven to be capable of estimating
inertia from ambient measurements without large transient
events [44]. This approach assumes that an input-output model
for various areas in a given power network. The algorithm
developed here uses the measurements at the boundaries of
respective areas to construct an aggregate dynamic model
using autoregressive–moving-average model. This approach is
effective in estimating system inertia using ambient data for
specific structure of power system model (input-output model)
and may not be suitable for a generic system. Furthermore,
this requires long window of measurements (5-10 minutes) to
estimate the inertia with some accuracy. In [45], the authors
propose a multivariate random forest regression (MRFR) based
machine learning approach for inertia estimation from ambient
frequency data. This approach is shown to be effective as it
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reduces the mean absolute % error in prediction from 12%
in [44] to 5%. The key drawback of this framework is its
dependency on an elaborate offline training that is required for
the given machine learning framework to learn characterization
of inertia with respect to various frequency measurements. The
effectiveness of the framework is not validated for changing
topology and network reconfiguration.A Koopman operator
based approach is also developed in literature [31] for inertia
estimation. However, in its current form the approach is only
limited to transient event measurements.

B. Contributions

In this work, we propose a novel approach of extended
Subspace Identification (ESI) for a general nonlinear dynam-
ical system characterization with output-only measurements.
The developed approach leverages the functionality of linear
operators to capture the underlying nonlinear dynamics and re-
tains the computational framework of Subspace Identification
to work with output measurements. The proposed approach
assumes stochasticity in system measurements and, therefore,
can work well with measurement noises. In particular, the
developed approach is suitable for PMU measurements (which
act as outputs of dynamical power systems) for characterizing
the dynamic behavior of the underlying system. The main
contribution of this paper are briefly summarized as follows:

1) Developed a robust theoretical framework for output
measurement based dynamic characterization for a gen-
eral nonlinear systems without any information about
the underlying system model.

2) Formulated a linear and nonlinear modal identification
(eigenvalue estimation) technique using PMU measure-
ments for power systems. The developed approach is ro-
bust to noises present in the PMU measurements. It can
capture Normal Form modes and additional nonlinear
modes which are otherwise not captured using existing
data-driven techniques.

3) Formulated a output based data-driven participation fac-
tor that provides a direct map between PMU measure-
ments (sensor nodes) and system modes. This participa-
tion factor has practical meaning, as it is computed only
using the sensor measurements and can be traced back
to the physical components in a power network. Further-
more, this participation factor is capable of computing
participation factor for linear and nonlinear modes of the
system.

4) Developed a data-driven real-time inertia estimation
framework using ambient system measurements. The
developed approach doesn’t require large training data
or transient events for estimating system inertia.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section II
presents the need for output measurement based characteri-
zation of power system dynamics. In section III we discuss
the details of the novel approach that is being proposed in
this paper. Section IV presents the numerical examples for
power system dynamic characterization, modal identification,
participation factor computation, along with a comparison with

existing methodologies. Section V, concludes the paper with
discussion on key contributions and future work.

II. NEED FOR OUTPUT MEASUREMENTS BASED POWER
SYSTEMS DYNAMICS CHARACTERIZATION

A power system is a highly nonlinear complex dynamical
system. A general power system model can be represented as
differential algebraic equations (DAEs):

ẋt = F (xt)

0 = G(xt, yt) (2)

Here, xt ∈ Rn are the dynamic states of the system and
yt ∈ Rm are the output or algebraic variable for the system.
Here, F (xt) represents the dynamics of various system com-
ponents such as generators, loads, controllers, power electron-
ics devices, etc. For example, in this paper we have considered
detailed dynamics for synchronous generators along with
exciter and governor dynamics [46]. 4th order synchronous
generator dynamic model can be written as follows:

dδi
dt

= ωi − ωs

dωi
dt

=
Tmi

Mi
−
E′qiIqi
Mi

−
(Xqi −X ′di)

Mi
IdiIqi −

Di(ωi − ωs)
Mi

dE′qi
dt

= −
E′qi
T ′doi

−
(Xdi −X

′
di

)

T ′doi
Idi +

Efdi
T ′doi

dEfdi
dt

= −
Efdi
TAi

+
KAi

TAi

(Vrefi − Vi)

(3)

The algebraic equations at the stator of the generator are:

Vi sin(δi − θi) +RsiIdi −XqiIqi = 0

E′qi − Vi cos(δi − θi)−RsiIqi −X
′
diIdi = 0

for i = 1, . . . , ng.

(4)

here, δi, ωi, Eqi , and Efdi are the dynamic states of the
generator that correspond to the generator rotor angle, the an-
gular velocity, the quadrature-axis induced emf and the emf of
fast acting exciter connected to the generator respectively. The
algebraic states Idi and Iqi are the direct-axis and quadrature-
axis currents induced in the generator. Vi and θi are bus
voltages and angle. The parameters Tmi , Vrefi

, ωs,Mi, and Di

are the mechanical inputs and machine parameters. The stator
internal resistance is denoted by Rsi and Xqi , Xdi , X

′
di

are the
quadrature-axis salient reactance, direct-axis salient reactance
and direct-axis transient reactance respectively.

An interesting point to note here is that it might not be
possible to measure all the dynamical states of such a system.
For example, Eqi , and Efdi are the internal states of the
generator and it is not feasible to measure them in real-
time. As pointed out in section I, majority of the data-driven
approaches consider the availability of time-series information
for all (or most) state variables (x(t)). Existing work on data-
driven nonlinear dynamic characterization [24]-[33], either
assumes that measurements for these states are available (as
they can be generated in simulation studies); or else, a simple
swing equation based 2nd order dynamics are considered with
δi, ωi states and thus ignoring other higher order dynamics of
system components.
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A. PMU measurements as output of power system dynamics

One of the key advancements in power industry in the
past two decades is the deployment of Phasor Measurement
Units (PMUs) in electric grid. PMUs are high fidelity, globally
synchronized measurement devices that capture voltage and
current phasors at a given system node. A typical PMU
can capture voltage phasors, current phasors, frequencies and
real/reactive power injection for the bus. For this study we have
considered PMU measurements at each bus with following
measurements (~V , ~I, P,Q, f ), namely, voltage phasor, current
phasor, real and reactive power and frequency. For example,
for the set of equations (3) and (4) mentioned above, we can
capture the voltage ~Vi, vector sum of Idi + Iqi , active and
reactive power (Pi, Qi) using PMU measurements. Therefore,
PMU measurements can be considered as the output of the
underlying dynamical systems.

B. PMU measurement features

PMUs capture the voltage and current phasors at a rate
of 30-120 samples per second. At this sampling rate, PMU
measurements can observe the electro-mechanical dynamics
of the underlying system. For this study, we have assumed a
sampling rate of 100 samples/sec. For an actual system, there
is bound to be an error and noise in the measurements. As per
IEEE standards on PMUs [47], the upper bound for Signal to
Noise Ratio (SNR) is 20dB for steady state measurements.
Hence, we have assumed a presence of a random Gaussian
noise with 20dB SNR in all measurements.

C. Assumption on observability

For the given system of equations (2), it is assumed that
the system is observable with given output measurements yt.
We can validate these assumptions for a system of differen-
tial algebraic equation (DAE) by constructing observability
gramian. However, for a stochastic system with the output
measurements, without any information of underlying system
of equations, it is not possible to validate full observability. We
can estimate the minimum number of perturbed modes using
persistency of excitation condition. But that doesn’t necessarily
translate to the actual number of modes present in the system.

For this purpose, firstly, we have assumed that PMUs pro-
vide a full observability for typical state estimation problem,
i.e., we are able to observe all bus voltages and current phasors.
Secondly, the PMU sampling is assumed to be 100 samples
per second, this provides a reasonable observability for electro-
mechanical dynamics and other slower phenomenon such as
voltage stability. It is not possible to capture the transient
response (of < 10ms time scale) with PMU measurements
and hence they are not in the purview of this research. That is
to say, we have made an assumption on observability motivated
by the physical characteristics of power system dynamics and
PMU measurements. Within the scope of electro-mechanical
and other slower dynamical phenomena, this assumption can
be justified.

III. NOVEL ESI METHOD FOR NONLINEAR SYSTEM
IDENTIFICATION USING OUTPUTS

First we will provide a brief overview of the foundational
pieces for the developed ESI approach.

A. Preliminaries on linear operator theory

Consider a nonlinear discrete dynamical system with output
measurements described as follows:

xt+1 = F (xt)

yt = G(xt) + vt (5)

where x ∈ X is the state, and F : X→ X is a nonlinear vector-
valued map. For such a system we can define an infinite set of
observable functions Ψ : X → C, acting on system states x.
For such a system, we can define a linear infinite dimension
Koopman operator K, such that [22], [23], [28]:

KΨ(x) := Ψ ◦ F (x). (6)

Koopman operator lifts a general nonlinear system into an
infinite dimensional nonlinear function space. Hence provides
a linear representation and not a linear approximation.

B. Preliminaries on Subspace Identification

Subspace Identification is a dynamic system identification
method that has been developed for linear systems [14].
Consider a linear stochastic dynamical system:

xt+1 = Axt + wt

yt+1 = Cxt + vt
(7)

here xt ∈ Rn, yt ∈ Rl are system states and output with
wt ∈ Rn and vt ∈ Rl as process and measurement noises. For
this we have time-series information for output measurements
Y = {y0, y1, . . . , ys−1}. For a system completely observable
with given output Y with sufficiently large samples, we can
construct a Hankel matrix Y0|2i−1, such that

Y0|2i−1 =



y0 y1 . . . yj−1
...

...
. . .

...
yi−1 yi . . . yi+j−2
yi yi+1 . . . yi+j−1
...

...
. . .

...
y2i−1 y2i . . . y2i+j−2


=

Y0|i−1

Yi|2i−1
=
Yp
Yf

(8)

here, i is chosen such that i ≥ 2n, where n is the expected
order of the system and j = s − 2i + 1. This Y0|2i−1 matrix
is further divided into two equal data sets, referred as past
measurements (Yp) and future measurements (Yf ). We can
define the orthogonal projection (Oi) of Yf on Yp, as:

Oi = Yf/Yp = YfY
T
p · (YpY Tp )† · Yp (9)

here (†) denotes pseudo inverse of a matrix. Subspace Identi-
fication theorem states that, the orthogonal projection (Oi) is
equal to the product of observability matrix (Γi) and Kalman
filter states (X̂i), i.e.,

Yf/Yp = Oi = Γi · X̂i (10)



5

Using Singular Value Decomposition (SVD), we can obtain
Γi and thus Kalman filter states can be written as X̂i = Γ†iOi.
As a result, we can solve the least square problem to obtain
Â and Ĉ matrix for the underlying linear system, as:(

Â

Ĉ

)
=

(
X̂i+1

Yi|i

)
.X̂i
†

Interested readers are encouraged to read [14] for more
detailed discussions on linear Subspace Identification.

C. Observer design from output measurements
A stochastic power system behavior can be represented as:

xt+1 = F (xt) + wt = T (xt, wt)

yt = G(xt) + vt (11)

where xt ∈ Rn are the states, yt ∈ Rl are the outputs,
and wt and vt are the process and measurement noises
respectively. Using the functionality of linear operators as
shown in equation (6), we can select a set of basis functions
Ψ(x) = [ψ1(x), . . . , ψN (x)], such that:

Ψ[F (x)] =

N∑
j=1

Kjψj(x) (12)

i.e., the action of the Koopman operator on the basis function
Ψ is closed. Further, we also assume that the output function
G ∈ span{ψi} i.e.,

G(x) =
∑
j=1

‘Ncjψj(x) (13)

Using the relation obtained in equation (12) and (13), we
can write the given power system model (11) in the lifted
function space, as:

Ψ(xt+1) = K>Ψ(xt) + δt

yt = CΨ(xt) + vt (14)

Here, matrix C is obtained by stacking the column vector
cj . Now our objective here is to retrieve an equivalent system
just from the output measurements yt. For this, we first lift the
output measurements in higher dimensional functional space,
such that:

Rl 3 yt =⇒ Yt := Φ(yt) ∈ RL, L >> l (15)

where Φ(y) = [φ1(y), . . . , φL(y)] are nonlinear functions
used in the lifting of the output under the assumption that
Φ ◦G(x) ∈ span{ψi} i.e.,

Φ ◦G(x) =
∑
j

mjψj(x)

we can write the lifted output as Yt = MΨ(xt) + ξt. Here
M ∈ RL×N matrix obtained by staking mj as column vectors
and ξt is the noise in the lifted space. Thus, the given power
system model can be written in the lifted function space, as:

Ψ(xt+1) = K>Ψ(xt) + δt

Yt = MΨ(xt) + ξt (16)

here Ψ(xt) ∈ RK , Yt ∈ RL. For the numerical studies
conducted for power systems as discussed in section IV, we
have considered nth order polynomial functions for lifting
Φ(yt), where n ∈ {3, · · · 8} depending upon the size of
system and accuracy desired. There is an ongoing research
on selection and design of observables functions [48] for
power systems. A detailed study on the selection of observable
functions is outside the purview of this work.

D. System identification in observer space
The system obtained in equation (16) provides a linear

representation for the underlying power system with only
output measurements. For the given system, the pair {KT ,M}
is assumed to be observable. The extended observability matrix
Γi is defined as:

Γi =


M

MKT

...
M(KT )i−1

 ∈ RLi×K

Here i is proportional extension in observability matrix. It
is important to note that Γi will have a rank of N for dy-
namic system to be observable. Similarly, Reversed extended
controllability matrix ∆c

i can be defined as:

∆c
i =

(
(KT )i−1G · · · KTG G

)
∈ RK×Li (17)

Here, G is the Lyapunov equation for the covariance of
output and states. ∆c

i will also be of rank N , as the given
noise is able to excite all N modes present in the system. In
practice it is impossible to determine whether all modes of
the underlying power system are excited for the given output.
For the given output measurements in the function space, block
Hankel matrix {Yf , Yp} can be derived using the relation given
in equation (8).

Y0|2i−1 =
Y0|i−1

Yi|2i−1
=
Yp
Yf

(18)

Given that the system is completely observable and control-
lable, we can write the product of extended observability
matrix and extended controllability matrix, as:

Θ[Yf ,Yp] = Γi∆
c
i (19)

where (Θ[A,B]) is the covariance between two matrices A and B,
defined as:

Θ[A,B] = lim
j→∞

1

j

j∑
i=0

AiB
T
i (20)

For the given system we can estimate Forward Kalman filter
states for the given output as:

Ψ̂(xt+1) = KT Ψ̂(xt) +Kf êt

Yt = MΨ̂(xt) + êt (21)

Here expectation factor (E) over Kalman states is defined as:

E[YtY
T
t ] = ME[Ψ(xt)(Ψ(xt))

T ]MT + E[êtê
T
t ]

This Kalman filter relation can be further reduced as solutions
of the forward Riccati equation [49]. The Kalman states can
be written in terms of extended controlability matrix (∆c

i )and
covariance of Hankel matrix defined on output measurements
(Yf , Yp).

Ψ̂(xt) = ∆c
tΦ
−1
[Yp,Yp]

(
Y0, Y1, · · · , Yt−1

)T
Further, rearranging Kalman filter states Ψ̂(xt) in Hankel form
as illustrated in equation (8) will give us:

ψ̂(Xi) =
(
Ψ̂(xi) Ψ̂(xi+1) . . . Ψ̂(xi+j−1)

)
Which leads to

ψ̂(Xi) = ∆c
iΘ
−1
[Yp,Yp]

[Yp] (22)
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Substituting ∆c
i from (19) in (22), we have:

ψ̂(Xi) = (Γ†iΘ[Yf ,Yp])Θ
−1
[Yp,Yp]

[Yp]

Γiψ̂(Xi) = Θ[Yf ,Yp]Θ
−1
[Yp,Yp]

[Yp] (23)

Further by using the relation of orthogonal projection (9), we
can write:

Γiψ̂(Xi) = Θ[Yf ,Yp] · (Θ[Yp,Yp])
†[Yp]

Γiψ̂(Xi) = Yf/Yp = Oi (24)

The lifted system described in equation (16) is controllable
and observable in the function space, where Ψ(xt) ∈ RK .
Thus, rank(Γi) = K and rank(ψ̂(Xi)) = K. Oi being
product of two K rank matrices will also be of rank K. Hence,
rank(Oi) = K. Expanding equation (24), we have:

Oi =
(
M,MKT · · ·M(KT )i−1

)T (
Ψ̂(xi) . . . Ψ̂(xi+j−1)

)
As both row and column matrices are of rank K, we can make
following inferences for Oi:
• Row space of Oi = row space ψ̂(Xi).
• Column space of Oi = column space Γi.
Hence, by performing Singular Value Decomposition (SVD)

on Oi, we can obtain Γi. For a choice of matrices W1 and
W2 such that:

W1 ∈ RLi×Li 3 rank(W1) = Li (25)
W2 ∈ Rj×j 3 rank(Yp) = rank(Yp ·W2)

we can write,

W1OiW2 =
(
U1 U2

)(S1 0
0 0

)(
V T1
V T2

)
W1OiW2 = U1S1V

T
1 = W1Γi · ψ̂(Xi)W2

The constraint on W1 and W2 ensure that the rank of Oi is
preserved for the given SVD. As the rank(W1OiW2) = K,
S1 will be a diagonal matrix of size K.

W1Γi = U1

√
S1

Γi = W−1
1 U1

√
S1 (26)

Thus, Kalman filter states can be written as:

ψ̂(Xi) = Γ†iOi (27)

ψ̂(Xi+1) = Γ†i−1Oi−1 (28)

Using equation (27) and (27), we obtain a linear represen-
tation of system as:(

ψ̂(Xi+1)
Yt

)
=

(
K̃

M̃

)(
ψ̂(Xi)

)
+

(
ρδ
ρξ

)
(29)

Here all variables
(
ψ̂(Xi) ψ̂(Xi+1) Yt

)
are known, thus

we can compute K̃ and M̃ using least square formulation.
The obtained equivalent linear representation as shown in
equation (29) helps us understand various dynamical properties
of underlying power system. We can identify dominant modes,
compute participation factor of outputs in system modes and
estimate system parameters [31].

SG1

SG2

SG3

SG4

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9 10

Area 1 Area 2

Fig. 2. One-line diagram of the two-area system

E. Participation factor for output measurements
For the given system matrix K̃, we can obtain eigenvalues

(γi) and left eigenvector (E) using SVD. The original mea-
surements yt can be written in terms of lifted observables Yt,
as shown in equation (15). Here Φ(y) = [φ1(y), . . . , φL(y)]
also includes the actual output measurements (yt). Hence, y(t)
can be written as:

yt = B(Yt) = BM̃ψ̂(Xi) (30)

Where, B ∈ Rl×L is a linear map from lifted observables to
actual output measurements. For this system, we can compute
the Koopman modes Ω = BM̃E−1, as illustrated in detail in
[39].

Using these Koopman modes and eigenvectors, we can
define the participation (Pij) of ith measurement in jth mode
as:

Pij = EijΩij (31)

with this, we can compute the participation of output measure-
ments (and corresponding components) in the system modes.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we will examine the applications of devel-
oped ESI approach for power system dynamic characteriza-
tion. For this purpose, we first consider Kundur 2 area system
that is widely used for dynamic studies. Further, results are
also shown for IEEE 39 bus system.

A. Results on Kundur 2 Area System

As shown in Fig. 2, two area (10 bus) system consists of two
synchronous generators in each of the two areas with a weak
tie line connecting them [50]. Here bus2 is considered as the
slack bus. The system is simulated in a MATLAB simulink
environment. Synthetic PMU measurements are recorded for
each bus with a sampling rate of 100 samples/sec.

1. Modal identification for 2 area system: After a small
perturbation in voltage at generator bus SG1, system under-
goes oscillations as seen in the voltage waveform for few
selected buses as shown in Fig. 3. Here, we considered a
weak stabilizer to visualize system oscillations. Moreover, we
have considered presence of a Gaussian measurement noise
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Fig. 3. Measured bus voltage after perturbation at t = 2 sec

of 20 dB SNR in all synthetic PMU measurements to meet
the industry standards. The dotted points shown in Fig. 3 are
considered as the synthetic PMU measurements. As shown in
Fig. 4, ESI method is able to identify linearized system modes
present in the system. Here an important point to note is that
the extended dynamic mode decomposition (EDMD) method
fails to capture the dominant modes accurately with given
PMU measurements [24], [33]. The same approach works well
when state measurements are provided.

Fig. 4. Data-driven eigenvalue estimation from synthetic PMU measurements
using existing EDMD method and developed ESI method compared with
linearized eigenvalues

We conducted simulation and numerical studies to compare
the ESI method with three prevailing techniques, namely,
multi-channel Prony Analysis [9], Matrix Pencil Method [13]
and Normal Form Analysis [19], [20]. As shown in Fig.
5, one can clearly observe that the dominant modes closer
to the imaginary (jω) axis are accurately captured by all
techniques. However, the multi channel Prony Method has
poor performance compare to the other two.

We can also see that there are additional modes identified
using the ESI approach. This is due to the fact that, we have
lifted the given measurements using Koopman operator. In
this lifted function space, additional nonlinear modes can be
identified. For the given 2 area system, normal modes were
computed using the 2nd order Taylor series expansion of the
given system DAE.

TABLE I
NORMAL FORM MODES AND CORRESPONDING ESI BASED MODES

Domiant Normal Corresponding Linearized ESI based
form mode system modes modal identification

0.14 + j9.96 Mode 2 + Mode 2 0.184 + j8.25
−0.33 + j10.5 Mode 2 + Mode 5 −0.18 + j9.56

Fig. 5. Comparison of data-driven modal identification techinques with
linearized and Normal Form modes for the 2 area system

Two dominant pairs of Normal Form modes were identified.
As shown in Fig. 5, only the ESI approach was able to
capture these nonlinear modes.Table I, provides a comparison
of identified Normal Form mode with ESI based mode. We
can see that, ESI method is able to capture the Normal Form
modes (green + sign in Fig. 5). The existing techniques of
Prony Analysis and Matrix Pencil Method are not capable of
capturing these Normal Form modes of the system.

To summarize the above discussion, ESI method provides
an approach for modal identification that is robust to mea-
surement noises. The developed ESI approach has better
accuracy as compared to the conventional Prony Analysis and
comparable performance with respect to Matrix Pencil Method
in identifying linear modes. However, the key advantage of the
developed approach lies in its ability to capture Normal Form
modes and other nonlinear modes in the higher dimensional
Koopman function space.

2. Participation factor of outputs in the dominant modes:
As shown in section III-E, we can compute the participation
of individual measurements (outputs) in the observed system
modes. This helps in mapping the identified oscillations in
the system to respective machines and system components.
For the 2 area system, three dominant oscillatory modes are
identified. For these modes, we have computed participation
of measurements corresponding to each of the generator buses.
As shown in Table II, we can locate the mode corresponding
to ≈ 1.1Hz frequency is a local mode in area 1; similarly,
mode corresponding to ≈ 0.7Hz frequency is an inter-area
mode in which all generators are participating. This inference
can be validated by observing signal behavior in the frequency
domain. As shown in Fig. 6, frequency spectrum plot reveals
that 0.7Hz mode is present in all voltage phasors and it is
an interarea mode. Similarly, 1.1Hz mode is a local mode
observed only in generators corresponding to area 1. These
results were also validated using linearized participation factor
computation from the given system model. As shown in Table
III, participation factor of generator states was computed for
related linear modes.

3. System inertia estimation: The developed ESI approach
is also suitable for dynamic parameter estimation. As a case
study, we have considered the problem of estimating system
inertia. For this, we have assumed that PMU measurements
are supplemented with generator speed (ωi) measurements.
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TABLE II
PARTICIPATION FACTOR OF GENERATOR BUS VOLTAGES IN DOMINANT

KOOPMAN MODES FOR 2 AREA SYSTEM

Frequency ESI based identified Computed Participation Factor
(Hz) modes V1 V2 V3 V4

0.6584 0.124 + j4.137 0.346 0.275 0.168 0.211
1.1505 −0.559 + j7.229 0.468 0.512 0.0007 0.019
1.1981 −14.43 + j7.528 0.492 0.506 0.000 0.002

Fig. 6. Frequency domain amplitude spectrum plot based on voltage mea-
surements at generator nodes after the disturbance as shown in Fig. 3

TABLE III
MODEL BASED LINEARIZED PARTICIPATION FACTOR FOR 2 AREA SYSTEM

Linearized eigenvalues Generator Computed Participation Factor
(Frequency) states G1 G2 G3 G4

0.23 + j4.63 δ 0.12 0.07 0.03 0.03
(0.7369Hz) ω 0.21 0.18 0.17 0.15
−0.562 + j6.9 δ 0.14 0.08 - -

(1.0982Hz) ω 0.37 0.23 0.01 0.03
E′

q 0.08 0.02 - -
Efd 0.01 - - -

−15.379 + j7.46 ω 0.02 0.02 - -
(1.1873Hz) E′

q 0.03 0.17 - -
Efd 0.32 0.41 - -

System parameters such as inertia coefficient can be estimated
by projecting the obtained system eigenfucntions on suitable
output measurements. This approach is inspired from [30],
where authors have used classical model of swing dynamics
for synchronous generator and computed system inertia using
power injection and rotor speed {Pi, ωi} measurements. The
central idea is to utilize the relation of power (Pi) and rotor
speed (ωi) relation for synchronous generators to estimate the
inertia constant (Mi) for each generator.

Mi
dfi
dt

= ∆Pi (32)

Once an equivalent system representation is obtained (K̃ and
M̃ ), we simply compute the eigenfunctions corresponding to
Pi, ωi measurements for each generator. The coefficients of
the linear map between the eigenfuctions yields the inertia
constant (Mi) corresponding to each generator. Here, system
inertia Msys is defined as the net sum of inertia constant

(a)

(b)

Fig. 7. System inertia estimation (G3 is disconnected at t=40 sec) (a)
Generator speed response to ambient load change of ±2% (b) System inertia
estimation using synthetic PMU measurements

corresponding to each generator.

Msys =

n∑
i=1

Mi (33)

Here, n is the total number of generator buses. As shown in
Fig. 7 (a), a stable system evolves in presence of ambient dis-
turbances that are emulated by changing the load value (MW).
We have considered a 4 sec moving window of measurements
to estimate the system inertia. An average of previous and
current inertia values is considered to minimize the prediction
errors. As shown in Fig. 7 (b), we were able to estimate system
inertia (Msys) accurately (within 5% error) in first 5 time
windows (20 sec). At t = 40 sec, one of the generators (G3) is
disconnected from the system and reduces the system inertia.
The proposed algorithm is able to estimate the new inertia
coefficient within 4 time windows of measurements.

B. Results on 39 bus New England system

In the follow-up discussion, we have considered IEEE 39
bus (New England) system to validate the applicability of the
developed approach for relatively large system, as shown in
Fig. 8. For the given system, we considered system response
after a change in generator set-points at t = 2 sec. As
shown in Fig. 9(a), voltage measurements (as synthetic PMU
data) are recorded for all generator and load buses. Using
these measurements we were able to identify the linearized
system modes, as well as corresponding nonlinear modes, see
Fig. 9(b). Further, we also computed participation of voltages
corresponding to generator nodes in dominant system modes.
As shown in Table IV, we can map various oscillatory modes
present in the system to different generators.
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Similarly, the inertia estimation problem is also considered
for the 39 bus system. Here, we disconnected generators
{G2, G6} at t = 50 sec to emulate change in system inertia.
Voltage phasors and generator speed (ω) are recorded for
ambient load change. The estimation algorithm takes a moving
average for predicting overall inertia. As shown in Fig. 10, the
ESI method was able to compute system inertia accurately
within 4-5 time windows.

Fig. 8. One line diagram of the IEEE 39 bus system

(a)

(b)

Fig. 9. (a) Generator bus voltages in p.u. for 39 bus system after perturbation
at t = 2 sec (b) Estimated eigenvalues using ESI method

V. CONCLUSION

A. Future Work
The developed algorithm has computationally intensive

TABLE IV
OUTPUT BASED PARTICIPATION FACTOR FOR IEEE 39 BUS SYSTEM

ESI based identified Generator nodes Computed
modes identified Participation factor

−0.035 + j1.238 V9 0.481
(0.197Hz) V7 0.264

V2 0.209
V3 0.167

−1.690 + j9.368 V7 0.216
(1.488Hz) V2 0.186

V1 0.104
−3.828 + j23.7 V10 0.421

(3.765Hz) V4 0.218
V5 0.095

Fig. 10. System inertia estimation for 39 bus system (G6 and G2 are
disconnected at t = 50 sec. Inertia estimation with 4 sec moving window

steps, namely the Singular Value Decomposition (SVD) and
a least square formulation. These steps involve a pseudo
inverse computation that has a complexity of O(n3), where
n is the size of matrix under consideration. An immediate
extension of this work will be to utilize state-of-the-art efficient
algorithms [51], [52], [53] for reducing the computation time
for least square estimation and pseudo inverse computation
to make the developed framework scalable for large systems.
The main purpose of this manuscript is to provide an analytical
framework and develop its applications for power systems. A
discussion on the computation aspects is outside the purview
of this paper. Additionally, the developed ESI framework
can also be extended for real-time implementation, feedback
control design .

B. Summary

Extended Subspace Identification (ESI) method is suitable
for nonlinear system identification using output observables. In
this paper, we have conceptualized ESI algorithm for output
based dynamic characterization of power systems. We have
elaborated on the need for output based data-driven techniques
for power systems. The algorithm is shown to be robust
to noise in sensor measurements within practical limits. We
have shown applications for modal identification, participation
factor computation and parameter estimation (system inertia).
Numerical results are shown on a two area system and 39
bus New England system for modal identification with known
dynamic properties. A comparative study is also presented
with existing data-driven techniques applied to the power
systems.
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