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Abstract—This paper analyzes the mechanisms of the equivalent
machine and also its advantages in TSA. Based on the two group
separations, an equivalent machine is modeled through the equiva-
lence of the motions of all machines inside each group. This “motion
equivalence” fully ensures the modeling of the two-machine system
and the corresponding Newtonian energy conversion. Against this
background, the original system becomes the equivalent system. It
is clarified that the equivalent machine strictly follows the machine
paradigms. These strict followings bring the two advantages in the
equivalent-machine based TSA: (i) the stability of the equivalent
machine is characterized precisely, and (ii) the equivalent-machine
trajectory variance is depicted clearly. The two advantages are fully
reflected in the precise definitions of the equivalent-machine based
transient stability concepts. In particular, the equivalent machine
swing is clearly depicted through the EDSP or EDLP of the machine,
and the critical stability of the equivalent system is strictly defined
as the critical stability of the equivalent machine. Simulation results
show that the effectiveness of the equivalent-machine in TSA.

Index Terms—Transient stability, transient energy, equal area cri-
terion, equivalent machine, group.

Nomenclature
COI Center of inertia
DLP Dynamic liberation point
DSP Dynamic stationary point
EAC Equal area criterion
MPP Maximum potential energy point
NEC Newtonian energy conversion
TSA Transient stability assessment
GTE Global total transient energy
GMPP Global MPP
IMKE Individual-machine kinetic energy
IMPE Individual-machine potential energy
IMTE Individual-machine total transient energy
IMTR Individual-machine trajectory
IVCS Individual-machine-virtual-COI-machine system
IEEAC Integrated extended EAC
IMEAC Individual-machine EAC

I. INTRODUCTION

A. LITERATURE REVIEW

THE global monitoring of the original system trajec-
tory leads to the energy superimposition. This energy

superimposition directly causes the superimposed machine
to become a pseudo machine without equation of motion.
Against this background, the pseudo superimposed machine
completely violates all the machine paradigms. These viola-
tions are also reflected in the defects of the definitions of the
superimposed-machine based transient stability concepts [1]-
[3]. This also inspires the global analysts to rethink about the
dominant role of the two-machine modeling. Different from
the global monitoring of the original system trajectory, Fouad
conjectured that the original system can be separated as two

groups, and all machines inside each group are aggregated
as an equivalent machine [4], [5]. Following this equivalent-
machine perspective, the system operator actually monitors
the two equivalent-machine trajectories rather than the orig-
inal system trajectory in TSA. Against this background, the
original system becomes the equivalent system with two
equivalent machines. The two-machine system is modeled
successfully, and NEC (EAC) is established in this equivalent
system. Further, the residual SMKE problem that occurs
in the superimposed-machine is completely solved through
this machine equivalence. Based on this equivalent-machine
thinking, the famous IEEAC method was developed [6]. The
equivalent machine shows both efficiency and precision com-
pared with the superimposed machine based methods. It is also
a milestone in the history of the transient stability analysis.

Compared with the “energy superimposition”, the “motion
equivalence” can be seen as the keyword of the equivalent-
machine. Based on the machine paradigms in the previous
papers [1]-[3] and also the definitions of the equivalent ma-
chine, two questions can be emerged as follows:
(i) Could the transient characteristics of the equivalent machine
be explained from perspective of the individual-machine?
(ii) Could the advantages of the equivalent machine be ex-
plained from the perspective of machine paradigms?

Obviously, answering the two questions may help readers
take a deep insight into the mechanisms of the equivalent
machine from the angle of “motion equivalence”.

B. SCOPE AND CONTRIBUTION OF THE PAPER

Following the analysis in the previous two papers [1],
[2], this paper focuses on the mechanisms of the equivalent-
machine and its advantages in TSA through the “motion
equivalence” of the individual-machine.

Based on the group separations of the original system
trajectory, the equivalent-machine trajectories are established.
The relative motion of the two equivalent-machine trajectories
are modeled through the two-machine system that is formed by
the two equivalent machines, and in this way the NEC is finally
established. Against this background, the equivalent machine
becomes the “one-and-only” machine in the equivalent sys-
tem under a given group separation pattern. The transient
characteristics of the equivalent machine are explained from
the individual-machine perspective. It is clarified that the
equivalent machine strictly follows all the machine paradigms.
These strict followings bring the two advantages in TSA:
(i) the equivalent-machine trajectory stability is characterized
precisely (stability characterization advantage), and (ii) the
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equivalent-machine trajectory variance is depicted clearly at
the equivalent-machine MPP (trajectory-depiction advantage).
After that, the two advantages of the equivalent machine are
reflected in the definitions of the transient stability concepts.
In particular, the one-and-only equivalent-machine swing is
clearly depicted through its EMPP (reflection of trajectory-
depiction advantage); The critical stability of the equivalent
system is decided through the critical stability of the one-and-
only equivalent machine (reflection of the two advantages). In
the end of the paper, it is clarified that the equivalent-system
stability is completely identical to the original-system stability.
However, the equivalent-system severity might be different
from the original-system severity because the inner-group-
machine motion might be fierce under certain circumstances.

The contributions of this paper are summarized as follows:
(i) The transient characteristics of the equivalent machine
are systematically explained through the individual-machine
perspective. This explains the mechanism of the equivalent-
machine from an individual machine manner.
(ii) The equivalent-machine transient stability is established
based on the machine paradigms. This provides a precise mod-
eling and stability characterization for the equivalent machine.
(iii) All the transient stability concepts can be defined strictly
through equivalent machine. This further validates the reason-
ability of the machine paradigms.

The reminder of the paper is organized as follows. In
Section II, the mechanisms of the equivalent-machine are
analyzed. In Section III, the characteristics of the equivalent
machine are explained from the individual-machine perspec-
tive. In Section IV, the equivalent-machine based system
stability is given through the strict followings of the machine
paradigms. In Section V, the advantages of the individual-
machine based transient stability concepts are analyzed. In
Section VI, simulation cases show the effectiveness of the
equivalent-machine in TSA. In Section VII, the relationship
between the original-system and the equivalent-system is
analyzed. In Section VIII, detailed analysis about the mirror
system is given. Conclusions are given in Section IX.

In this paper, because the individual-machine and the
equivalent-machine are defined in the COI-SYS and COI-
NCR, respectively, the transformation between the two motion
references is solved by using the mirror system. In addition,
stability evaluations in this paper are mainly depicted by EAC
rather than the transient energy.

II. MECHANISMS OF THE EQUIVALENT-MACHINE

A. EQUIVALENT MACHINE MONITORING

The equivalent machine monitoring comprises two steps,
i.e., the group formation and machine equivalence.
Group formation: The original system trajectory is first sepa-
rated into two groups. A tutorial example about group separa-
tion is given in Fig. 3. The original system trajectory is given
in the synchronous reference. All machines in the system are
separated as two groups, i.e, Group-CR (ΩCR) and Group-NCR
(ΩNCR).
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Fig. 1. Group separation pattern in the synchronous reference [TS-1, bus-4,
0.447 s].

For the case in Fig. 1, At first glance, a natural group
separation pattern should be Machines 2 and 3 forming Group-
CR because the two machines are severely disturbed after fault
clearing. However, theoretically, numerous group separation
patterns can be formed in a multi-machine system.

Among all these possible patterns, the pattern with the
lowest stability margin will be finally set as the dominant
pattern in order to represent the original system. Note that
all the equivalent-machine analysis is this paper given under
the dominant pattern. Detailed analysis about the dominant
pattern is given in Section IV-B.
Motion equivalence: the equivalent machine of each group is
denoted as 

δCR =

∑
i∈ΩCR

Miδi

MCR

ωCR =

∑
i∈ΩCR

Miωi

MCR

PCR =
∑
i∈ΩCR

(Pmi − Pei)

δNCR =

∑
j∈ΩNCR

Mjδj

MNCR

ωNCR =

∑
j∈ΩNCR

Mjωj

MNCR

PNCR =
∑
j∈ΩNCR

(Pmj − Pej)

(1)

where

MCR =
∑
i∈ΩCR

Mi

MNCR =
∑
j∈ΩNCR

Mj

Following Eq. (1), the equation of motion of each equivalent
Machine, i.e., Machine-CR and Machine-NCR are given as

dδCR

dt = ωCR

MCR
dωCR

dt = PCR


dδNCR

dt = ωNCR

MNCR
dωNCR

dt = PNCR

(2)

where

PCR =
∑
i∈ΩCR

(Pmi − Pei)

PNCR =
∑
j∈ΩNCR

(Pmj − Pej)



In Eq. (4), the motion of each equivalent machine can be
seen as the “motion equivalence” of all machines in the group.

In the COI-NCR reference, the equivalent-machine trajec-
tory (EMTR) is denoted as

δCR-NCR = δCR − δNCR (3)

Based on Eq. (3), the characteristics of the equivalent system
trajectory are given as below

(i) The equivalent Machine-NCR is set as the RM.
(ii) Using the Machine-NCR as the motion reference, he
equivalent system trajectory is formed by the “one-and-only”
EMTR of Machine-CR.

(i) and (ii) indicate the following

The equivalent system trajectory is formed by the “one-and-
only” EMTR of Machine-CR in the COI-NCR reference under
the given group separation pattern.

That is, the equivalent-machine stability is identical to the
equivalent-system stability. The “equivalent machine” is the
same as the “equivalent system”.

A tutorial example is given below to demonstrate the equiv-
alent system trajectory. The equivalent system trajectory in the
synchronous reference and that in the COI-NCR reference are
shown in Figs. 2 (a) and (b), respectively.
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Fig. 2. Equivalent system trajectory [TS-1, bus-4, 0.447 s]. (a) EMTR in
the synchronous reference. (b) EMTR in the COI-NCR reference.

From Fig. 2, through the equivalence of the original system
trajectory, the equivalent system trajectory is formed by the

one-and-only EMTR of the equivalent Machine-CR in the
COI-NCR reference under a certain group separation pattern.
Therefore, the equivalent system is different from the original
system that is formed by multiple individual machines without
any equivalence.

B. CR-NCR SYSTEM MODELING
Based on the equivalent-machine monitoring, the variance

of the δCR-NCR is modeled through the corresponding two-
machine system, i.e., the Machine-CR-Machine-NCR system
(CR-NCR system). The formation of the CR-NCR system is
shown in Fig. 3.

interactionMachine-CR
Machine-

NCR

Fig. 3. Formation of the CR-NCR system.

Based on Eq. (1), the modeling of the CR-NCR system is
depicted as 

dδCR-NCR

dt = ωCR-NCR

MCR
dωCR-NCR

dt = fCR-NCR

(4)

where

δCR-NCR = δCR − δNCR

ωCR-NCR = ωCR − ωNCR

fCR-NCR = PCR − MCR

MNCR
PNCR

From Eq. (4), δCR-NCR is completely modeled through the
relative motion in the CR-NCR system.

The equivalent-machine DLP (EDLP) is denoted as

fCR-NCR = 0 (5)

In Eq. (5), the EDLP of Machine-CR depicts the point where
the equivalent machine becomes unstable.

C. EQUIVALENT MACHINE TRANSIENT ENERGY CON-
VERSION

The EMTE is defined in a typical Newtonian energy manner.
The EMTE is defined as

VCR-NCR = VKECR-NCR + VPECR-NCR (6)

where

VKECR-NCR = 1
2MCRω

2
CR-NCR

VPECR-NCR =
∫ δCR-NCR

δs
CR-NCR

[
−f (PF )

CR-NCR

]
dδCR-NCR

In Eq. (6), the conversion between EMKE and EMPE is
used to measure the stability of the CR-NCR system.

The residual EMKE of at its corresponding EMPP is de-
noted as

V REKECR-NCR = V cKECR-NCR −∆VPECR-NCR

= AACCCR-NCR −ADECCR-NCR

(7)



where

V cKECR-NCR = 1
2MCRω

c2
CR-NCR = AACCCR-NCR

∆VPECCR-NCR =
∫ δEMPP

CR-NCR

δs
CR-NCR

[
−f (PF )

CR-NCR

]
dδCR-NCR

−
∫ δcCR-NCR

δs
CR-NCR

[
−f (PF )

CR-NCR

]
dδCR-NCR = ADECCR-NCR

In Eq. (7), note that the equivalent-machine transient energy
conversion is identical to the EMEAC. This proof is simple
because it is similar to the individual-machine case as analyzed
in Ref. [1].

The stability characterizations of the equivalent machine are
summarized as below.
(i) From the perspective of transient energy conversion,
Machine-CR is evaluated to go unstable if the residual EMKE
occurs at its EMPP.
(ii) From the perspective of EAC, the equivalent machine is
evaluated to go unstable if the acceleration area is larger than
the deceleration area.

For the case as in Fig. 1, the equivalent-machine transient
energy conversion is shown in Fig. 4. The EMEAC is shown
in Fig. 5. Note again that the equivalent-machine transient
energy conversion is completely identical to the EMEAC. The
two are just the different expressions of the transient energy
conversion in the t-V space and δ-f space, respectively.
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Fig. 4. Equivalent machine transient energy conversion [TS-1, bus-4, 0.447s].
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Fig. 5. EMEAC [TS-1, bus-4, 0.447s].

From Figs. 4 and 5, the equivalent machine is the “one-and-
only” machine in TSA because this machine is defined based
on the motion equivalence of all machines in the two groups.
The equivalent machine analysts only monitor the EMEAC.

The characteristics of the EMEAC are given as below.
(Characteristic-I) The equivalent trajectory occurs among
IMTRs of machines in ΩCR at a certain time point.
(Characteristic-II) EDSP occurs among the IDSPs of the
machines in ΩCR along time horizon.
(Characteristic-III) EDLP occurs among the IDLPs of all
machines in ΩCR along time horizon.

Because the equivalent machine is defined based on the
motion equivalence of all machines in the two groups, in
the following section, all the characteristics above will be ex-
plained in an individual-machine manner. Detailed analysis is
given in Section III. This may help readers deeply understand
the “motion equivalence” of the superimposed machine.

Since the individual-machine and the equivalent machine are
defined in the different motion references (COI-SYS reference
and the COI-NCR reference), in the following section, the
“mirror system” of the CR-NCR system, i.e., the CR-SYS
system will be established first. In this way both the equivalent
machine and the individual-machine can be analyzed under
the same COI-SYS reference. Note that the description in
the following section is given in brief with only conclusions.
Detailed analysis is provided in Section VIII.

III. EXPLANATION OF THE EQUIVALENT
MACHINE FROM INDIVIDUAL-MACHINE

PERSPECTIVE

A. MIRROR SYSTEM

Following the analysis as given in Section II-A, the param-
eters of Machine-CR in the COI-SYS reference is denoted as

δCR-SYS =

∑
i∈ΩCR

Miδi-SYS

MCR

ωCR-SYS =

∑
i∈ΩCR

Miωi-SYS

MCR

fCR-SYS =
∑
i∈ΩCR

fi−SYS

(8)

The parameters in Eq. (9) can also be depicted as
δCR-SYS = δCR − δSYS

ωCR-SYS = ωCR − ωSYS

fCR-SYS = PCR − MCR

MSYS
PSYS

(9)

Based on Eq. (9), The equations of motions of Machine-CR
in the COI-SYS reference can be depicted as

dδCR-SYS

dt = ωCR-SYS

MCR
dωCR-SYS

dt = fCR-SYS

(10)

From Eq. (10), both Machine-CR and Machine-SYS form
CR-SYS system. Demonstrations about the CR-SYS system
and the CR-NCR system is shown in Fig. 6.
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Fig. 6. The CR-SYS system and CR-NCR system in the COI-SYS reference
[TS-1, bus-4, 0.447 s].

The relationship between CR-NCR system and the CR-SYS
system is depicted as

dδCR-NCR

dt = MSYS

MNCR

dδCR-SYS

dt

dωCR-NCR

dt = MSYS

MNCR

dωCR−SYS

dt

(11)

From Eq. (11), one can obtain the following

(i) The motion of the CR-SYS system can be depicted as a
constant ratio (MSYS/MNCR) of the motion of the CR-NCR
system, respectively.
(ii) The stability margins of the two systems are completely
identical.

Following (i) to (iii), the CR-SYS system can be seen as the
scale-down “mirror system” of the CR-NCR system. Note that
the NCR-SYS system can also be used as the mirror system
of the CR-NCR system (detailed analysis is given in Section
VIII).

In the following paper, all the stability analysis correspond-
ing to the CR-NCR system will be replaced with the CR-
SYS system. In this way both the equivalent machine and the
individual-machine can be analyzed under the same COI-SYS
reference.

B. EQUIVALENT TRAJECTORY (CHARACTERISTIC-I)

Explanation: The EMTR can be seen as the equivalence of
the IMTRs of all the stable machines in Group-CR.
Analysis: At a certain time oint t along time horizon, assume
the maximum angle and minimum angle occur at Machines m
and n, respectively. Then the following holds

MCRδn-SYS <
∑
i∈ΩCR

Miδi-SYS < MCRδm−SYS (12)

Following Eq. (8), Eq. (12) can be further denoted as

δn-SYS < δCR-SYS < δm-SYS (13)

Eq. (13) fully indicates that The EMTR lies among IMTRs
of machines in ΩCR at any time point. This can be simply
extended to the case of the equivalent velocity (ωCR-SYS).

The equivalent motion of Machine-CR (in the COI-SYS ref-
erence) is demonstrated as below. In this case ΩCR={Machine
2, Machine 3}. The angle and velocity of Machine-CR at 1.000
s is shown in Table I. Note that all the simulations below are
given in the COI-SYS reference by using the mirror system.
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Fig. 7. Equivalent motion of Machine-CR [TS-1, bus-4, 0.447 s].

TABLE I
ANGLE AND VELOCITY OF MACHINE-CR AT 1.000 S

Machine-CR Machine 2 Machine 3

Angle (red) 1.9472 1.7829 2.0863
Velocity (p.u.) 0.0016 0.0007 0.0023
Inertia (p.u.) 132.2 60.6 71.6

rom Fig. 7 and Table I, the motion of Machine-CR can be
seen as the equivalence of the motions of two physical ma-
chines in Group-CR. In particular, following Eq. (9), δCR-SYS

is smaller than δ3-SYS yet larger than δ2-SYS at 1.000 s. The
ωCR-SYS also shows a similar equivalent characteristic.

From analysis above, Machine-CR can be seen as the special
equivalent case of the individual-machine. In fact, the motion
equivalence can also be reflected in the occurrence of the
EDSP and EDLP. The analysis is given in the following
sections.



C. OCCURRENCE OF EDSP (CHARACTERISTIC-II)

Explanation: The EDSP can be seen as the equivalence of the
IDSPs of all the stable machines in Group-CR.
Analysis: Once DSPCR-SYS occurs along time horizon, ωCR-SYS
will reach zero, and thus the following holds∑

i∈ΩCR

Miωi-SYS = MCRωCR-SYS = 0 (14)

Eq. (14) indicates the following

(i) ωCR-SYS cannot reach zero if all ωi-SYS are positive.
(ii) ωCR-SYS cannot reach zero if all ωi-SYS are negative.
(iii) ωCR-SYS may reach zero only when some ωi-SYS become
negative while the rest still remains positive.

From analysis above, DSPCR-SYS will occur among the
IDSPs of the machines in ΩCR along time horizon. At the
moment that DSPCR-SYS occurs, some critical machines in
ΩCR already inflect back in their second swings with negative
ωi-SYS, while the other critical machines in ΩCR are still
moving in the first swing with positive ωi-SYS.

The occurrence of EDSPCR-SYS is demonstrated in Fig. 10.
In this case both Machines 2 and 3 maintain critical stable.
The occurrence of the IDSP of each machine is also shown
in the figure. The Kimbark curve of Machine-CR in the COI-
SYS reference is shown in Fig. 11. The velocity of the each
critical machine at DSPCR-SYS are shown in Table II.
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Fig. 8. Occurrence of EDSPCR-SYS [TS-1, bus-4, 0.446 s].
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Fig. 9. Kimbark curve of Machine-CR [TS-1, bus-4, 0.446 s].

TABLE II
VELOCITY OF THE EQUIVALENT MACHINE

Machine
NO.

Velocity at
IDSP2 (p.u.)

Velocity at
EDSP (p.u.)

Velocity at
IDSP3 (p.u.)

Machine 2 0.0000 -0.0005 -0.0014
Machine-CR 0.0004 0.0000 -0.0007
Machine 3 0.0007 0.0004 0.0000

From Fig. 8 and Table II, EDSPCR-SYS occurs at 0.944 s. It
just occurs between IDSP2 and IDSP3 along time horizon. At
this moment, Machine 2 already inflects back with negative
velocity in its second swing, while Machine 3 is still moving
forward with positive velocity in its first swing. Therefore,
EDSPCR-SYS can be seen as the equivalence of the IDSPs of
all the stable critical machine in Group-CR.

D. OCCURRENCE OF EDLP (CHARACTERISTIC-III)
Explanation: The EDLP can be seen as the equivalence of the
IDLPs of all the unstable machines in Group-CR.
Analysis: Once DLPCR-SYS occurs along time horizon, fCR-SYS
will reach zero, and thus the following holds∑

i∈ΩCR

fi-SYS = fCR-SYS = 0 (15)

Eq. (15) indicates the following

(i) fCR-SYS can not reach zero if all fi-SYS are positive.
(ii) fCR-SYS can not reach zero if all fi-SYS are negative.
(iii) fCR-SYS may reach zero only when some fi-SYS become
negative while the rest still remains positive.

From analysis above, EDLPCR-SYS will occur among the
IDLPs of all machines in ΩCR along time horizon. At the
moment that EDLPCR-SYS occurs, some critical machines in
ΩCR already go unstable with positive fi-SYS, while the other
critical machines in ΩCR are still moving forward in their first
swings with negative fi.

The occurrence of EDLPCR-SYS is demonstrated in Fig. 10.
In this case both Machines 2 and 3 become critical stable.
The occurrence of the IDLP of each machine is also shown
in the figure. The Kimbark curve of Machine-CR in the COI-
SYS reference is shown in Fig. 11. The fi of the each critical
machine at EDLPCR-SYS are shown in Table III.
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Fig. 10. Occurrence of EDLPCR [TS-1, bus-4, 0.447 s].
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TABLE III
f OF THE EQUIVALENT MACHINE

Machine
NO.

f at
IDLP3 (p.u.)

f at
EDLPCR (p.u.)

f at
IDLP2 (p.u.)

Machine 3 0.0000 0.2911 1.8811
Machine-CR -0.3488 0.0000 1.8811
Machine 2 -0.3488 -0.2911 0.0000

From Fig. 10 and Table III, EDLPCR-SYS occurs at 0.945 s.
It just occurs between IDLP2 and IDLP3 along time horizon.
At this moment, f3 already becomes positive while f2 is
still negative. Therefore, EDLPCR-SYS can be seen as the
equivalence of the IDLPs of all the unstable critical machine
in Group-CR.

From the analysis in this section, all the transient charac-
teristics of the equivalent machine are essentially based on
the “motion equivalence”. This motion equivalence ensures
the establishment of the equivalent equation of motion in the
equivalent machine. Against this background, the equivalent
machine strictly follows all the paradigms and it will show
advantages in TSA. This will be analyzed in the following
section.

IV. EQUIVALENT SYSTEM STABILITY

A. FOLLOWINGS OF THE MACHINE PARADIGMS

Based on the analysis in Sections II and III, the equivalent-
machine strictly follows all the paradigms. These strict fol-
lowings are given as below
Followings of the trajectory paradigm: From Section II-A,
the system engineer monitors the EMTR of Machine-CR in
the COI-NCR reference, i.e., the separation of Machine-CR
with respect to the Machine-NCR. Therefore, this EMTR
monitoring strictly follows the trajectory paradigm.
Followings of the modeling paradigm: From Section II-B, the
EMTR is modeled through the corresponding CR-NCR system
that is formed by Machine-CR and Machine-NCR. Therefore,
this CR-NCR system modeling strictly follows the modeling
paradigm.

Following of the energy paradigm: From Section II-C, the
EMTE is defined in a Newtonian energy manner. Therefore,
this Newtonian definition of the EMTE strictly follows the en-
ergy paradigm. EMEAC also holds in the equivalent-machine
based TSA.

In brief, all the strict followings of the machine paradigms
of the equivalent machine are fully ensured by the “motion
equivalence” of all the individual machines inside each group,
as analyzed in Section III. This is because the equation of
motion is established in the equivalent machine through this
motion equivalence. Note that all these strict followings only
hold in the equivalent system.

B. EQUIVALENT MACHINE STABILITY AND THE SYSTEM
STABILITY

Equivalent machine stability under a possible pattern: Follow-
ing the analysis in Section II-C, for a given group separation
pattern, the stability margin of the equivalent machine is
denoted as

ηCR-SYS =
∆VPECR-SYS − V cKECR-SYS

V cKECR-SYS

=
AdecCR-SYS −AaccCR-SYS

AaccCR-SYS

(16)

From Eq. (16), the stability state of the equivalent ma-
chine can be characterized through the sign of ηCR-NCR:
ηCR-NCR > 0 means that the machine is stable; ηCR-NCR = 0
means that the machine is critical stable; and ηCR-NCR < 0
means that the machine becomes unstable. Note that the
stability margin, i.e., the “severity” of the machine is measured
through the absolute value of ηCR-NCR.
Dominant group separation pattern: Following the analysis in
Section II-A, for a multi-machine system, the system operators
need to monitor all the possible group separation patterns. This
group-separation-pattern monitoring is shown in Fig. 12.

dominant patternpossible pattern possible pattern

Fig. 12. Group-separation-pattern monitoring.

From Fig. 12, among all the possible group separation
patterns, the dominant separation pattern is defined as the
pattern with the lowest margin among all the possible patterns

η
(dom)
CR-SYS = min

{
η

(i)
CR-SYS

}
(17)

From Eq. (17), the dominant pattern reflects the most severe
separation among all the possible patterns. Based on this, the
motion of the Machine-CR under the dominant pattern is seen
as the “one-and-only” crucial motion in TSA among all the
possible cases. Note that all the equivalent-machine analysis
in the following paper is given under the dominant pattern for
simplicity and clearance.



Equivalent system stability: Following Eq. (17), the equivalent
system under the dominant pattern is certain to be the closest
one to the original system. Therefore, the stability margin of
the equivalent system is given as

ηsys = η
(dom)
CR-SYS (18)

Eq. (18) indicates that the stability and severity of the
equivalent system will be obtained simultaneously because the
equivalent machine is the “one-and-only” machine in TSA.

C. FURTHER ANALYSIS OF THE EQUIVALENT MACHINE

From the analysis in Section II, the equivalent-machine
analyst focuses on the transient characteristic of the one-and-
only equivalent machine in the equivalent system. Based on
this equivalent-machine monitoring, the equivalent equation of
motion inside the equivalent machine is established. Against
this background, the one-and-only CR-NCR system with strict
NEC characteristic is established. The equivalent machine can
be seen as the special “equivalent” case of the individual-
machine. Compared with the superimposed-machine that is
modeled based on the “energy superimposition” [3], the equiv-
alent machine is based on the “motion equivalence”. This
motion equivalence fully ensures the strict followings of the
machine paradigms in the equivalent-machine.

The use of the equivalent machine in the equivalent system
is shown in Fig. 13.
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Fig. 13. The use of the equivalent machine in the equivalent system [TS-1,
bus-4, 0.447 s].

The strict followings of the paradigms essentially ensure the
advantages of the equivalent machine and also its application
in TSA. The advantages are given as below:
Stability-characterization advantage: The stability of EMTR of
the one-and-only equivalent machine is characterized precisely
at EMPP.
Trajectory-depiction advantage: The variance of EMTR of the
one-and-only equivalent machine is depicted clearly through
the individual-machine EMPP.

The two advantages will be fully reflected in the definitions
of the equivalent-machine based transient stability concepts.
The authors emphasize again that these advantages only hold
in the equivalent system. Detailed analysis is given in Section
V.

V. PRECISE DEFINITIONS OF THE
EQUIVALENT-MACHINE BASED TRANSIENT

STABILITY CONCEPTS
A. EQUIVALENT MACHINE SWING
Statement: The trajectory-depiction advantage is fully reflected
in the definition of the equivalent-machine swing.
Equivalent machine perspective: The system engineer moni-
tors the “one-and-only” EMTR (under dominant group sepa-
ration pattern) in the equivalent system. The definitions of the
stable and unstable critical-machine swing are given as below
Swing of a stable equivalent machine: It is defined as the EDSP
of the machine. This is because EDSP reflects the “inflection”
of the EMTR of the machine (dδCR-SYS/dt = ωEDSP = 0),
as shown in Fig. 10.
Swing of an unstable equivalent machine: It is defined as
the EDLP of the machine. This is because EDLP reflects the
“separation” of the IMTR of the machine (d2δCR-SYS/dt

2 =
fEDLP = 0), as shown in Fig. 12.

Based on the definitions above, the concept of the equivalent
machine swing focuses on the depiction of the trajectory
variance of the “one-and-only” equivalent machine in the
equivalent system. Therefore, this equivalent-machine swing
is also seen as the “system swing” of the equivalent system.
Example: Tutorial examples are already given in Figs. 8 and
10. From the two figures, the EMTR variance of equivalent
machine is depicted clearly at EMPP.

B. CRITICAL STABILITY OF THE EQUIVALENT SYSTEM
Statement: Both the stability-characterization advantage and
the trajectory-depiction advantage are reflected in the defini-
tion of the critical stability o f the equivalent system.
Equivalent machine perspective: The critical stability state
of the equivalent system is completely decided through the
critical stability of the “one-and-only” equivalent machine.
Therefore, the IDSP of the critical stable equivalent machine
becomes of key value in the critical stability analysis of the
equivalent system.
Example: The simulation cases of the critical stable and critical
unstable equivalent system trajectories are already shown in
Figs. 10 and 12, respectively. The Kimbark curves of the
equivalent machine in the two cases are already shown in
Figs. 11 and 13, respectively. They two equivalent-machine
trajectories are also shown in Fig. 14 for clear comparison.

0 0.5 1 1.5
0

1

2

3

4

an
g
le

 (
ra

d
)

time (s)

EDLP

EDSP

Fig. 14. Critical stable and critical unstable equivalent system trajectories
[TS-1, bus-4, 0.447s].



The analysis of the critical stability of the equivalent system
is given as below

Equivalent machine monitoring: Following trajectory stability
theory, through the comparison between the critical stable case
and the critical unstable case as given in Fig. 14, the critical
trajectory stability of the equivalent system is completely
decided by the critical trajectory stability of Machine-CR.
CR-SYS system modeling: According to the modeling
paradigm, the critical trajectory stability of Machine-CR is
modeled through the corresponding CR-SYS system.
EMEAC: According to the energy paradigm, the one-and-only
Machine-CR in the equivalent system maintains critical stable
when tc is 0.446 s, and it becomes critical unstable when tc
is 0.447 s.

From analysis above, the equivalent machine shows two
advantages in the definitions of the critical stability of the
equivalent system.
(i) The stability state of the equivalent machine from the
critical stability to the critical instability is characterized
precisely through the change from EDSPCR to the EDLPCR,
as in Figs. 11 and 13.
(ii) The trajectory variance of the equivalent machine from the
critical stability to the critical instability is depicted clearly
through the change from EDSPCR to the EDLPCR, as in Fig.
14.

(i) and (ii) are fully based on the strict followings of the
machine paradigms in the equivalent machine. Note that the
two advantages only hold in the equivalent system.

C. DISAPPEARANCE OF THE EQUIVALENT-MACHINE
PES

The concept of the equivalent-machine potential energy
surface does not exist. This is because the EMTR of the
equivalent machine is depicted in the “two-dimensional” time-
angle space. Against this background, the potential energy
surface that requires at least three dimensions is unable to
be modeled [2], [3].

VI. CASE STUDY

The case [TS-1, bus-2, 0.430 s] is provided here to show
the comparisons between the equivalent-machine method and
the individual-machine in TSA. In this case ΩCR is {Machine
8, Machine 9}. Both the individual-machine based TSA and
the equivalent-machine based TSA are shown in Fig. 15. The
Kimbark curves of Machines 8 and 9 were already given in
Ref. [1]. The Kimbark curve of Machine-CR (in the COI-SYS
reference) is shown in Fig. 16. Note that the mirror system is
used in this simulation case.
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Fig. 15. Comparison between individual-machine and equivalent-machine
[TS-1, bus-2, 0.430 s].
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Fig. 16. Kimbark curve of Machine-CR [TS-1, bus-2, 0.430 s].

1) INDIVIDUAL-MACHINE BASED TSA

After fault clearing, the individual-machine analyst only
monitors Machines 8, 9 and 1 because they are critical
machines. Along the post-fault original system trajectory,
the individual-machine analyst may focuses on the following
instants.

IDLP9 occurs (0.614 s): Machine 9 is judged as unstable,
and η9 is computed as -0.594.
IDSP39 occurs (0.686 s): Machine 39 is judged as stable.



IDLP8 occurs (0.776 s): Machine 8 is judged as unstable,
and η8 is computed as -0.002.

The stability evaluation of the original system is given as
below.

IDLP9 occurs (0.614 s): The stability of the system is
characterized as becoming unstable according to the unity
principle.
IDLP8 occurs (0.776 s): The severity of the system is
obtained. ηsys=[-0.594, -0.002].

From analysis above, based on the critical-machine monitor-
ing of the original system, the stability of the original system
is evaluated in a “machine-by-machine” manner. The stability
and severity of the system is obtained at DLP9 and DLP8,
respectively.

2) EQUIVALENT-MACHINE BASED TSA

After fault clearing, the equivalent-machine analyst only
monitors the “one-and-only” Machine-CR in the equivalent
machine in the system. Along the post-fault equivalent system
trajectory, the equivalent-machine analyst focuses on the fol-
lowing instants.

EDLPCR occurs (0.686 s): Machine-CR is judged as un-
stable, and ηCR is computed as -0.198. At the moment,
the equivalent system is also evaluated to become unstable.
ηsys = ηCR.

From analysis above, based on the “one-and-only”
equivalent-machine monitoring of the equivalent system, the
stability of the equivalent system is evaluated in a “one-and-
only machine” manner. The stability and severity of the system
is obtained at EDLPCR simultaneously.

3) COMPARISON BETWEEN INDIVIDUAL-MACHINE
AND EQUIVALENT MACHINE

Comparison between the original system trajectory and the
equivalent system trajectory is shown in Fig. 17.
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Fig. 17. Difference between the original system trajectory and the equivalent
system trajectory [TS-1, bus-2, 0.430 s].

From analysis above, compared with the individual-machine
case, the equivalent-system stability evaluation show the fol-
lowing characteristics.

(i) The “stability” of the equivalent system is characterized

later than that of the original system (IDLP9 occurs earlier
than EDLPCR).
(ii) The “severity” of the equivalent system is characterized
earlier than that of the original system (IDLP8 occurs later
than EDLPCR).

(i) and (ii) can be seen as the reflection of the equivalence
of the EDLP.

At this stage, revisiting the individual-machine and
equivalent-machine, one can find that the two machines strictly
follow the machine paradigms. These strict followings indicate
that the strict correlation between the “trajectory variance” and
“energy conversion” can be established in the two machines,
and thus the two machines will show both the stability-
characterization advantage and the trajectory-depiction advan-
tage in TSA. However, it should be emphasized that the ad-
vantages of the individual-machine and the equivalent machine
are shown in the original system and the equivalent system,
respectively. In other words, the advantages of the equivalent
machine can only be shown in the equivalent system, while
they are unable to be found in the original system. Based on
this, one question naturally emerges:

Are the stabilities and severities of the two systems identi-
cal?

This question is quite complicated. This is because the
stabilities of the two systems are completely identical, while
the severities of the two systems might be different under
certain circumstances. Clarifications are given in the following
section.

VII. DIFFERENCES BETWEEN ORIGINAL SYSTEM
AND EQUIVALENT SYSTEM

A. INNER-GROUP MACHINE MOTION

At the beginning of this section, the authors emphasize the
primary and also crucial concept in the power system transient
stability

The fundamental concept of the power system transient
stability is defined through the “original system”.

In other words, the original system with multiple machines
is the physical system that the power system transient stability
is originally defined.

Revisiting the equivalent-machine thinking, in the
equivalent-machine based TSA, the one-and-only equivalent
Machine-CR is seen as the full representation of the
original system. However, due to the motion equivalence, an
unavoidable fact in the equivalent system can be found.

The equivalent system trajectory is not identical to the
original system trajectory.

This fact indicates that “differences” always exist between
the equivalent system trajectory and the original system tra-
jectory. The differences between the original system and the
equivalent system are shown in Fig. 18.
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Fig. 18. Demonstration of the inner-group machine motion.

In this paper, this difference is named the “inner-group-
machine motion”. The inner-group-machine motion is mathe-
matically depicted as δi-CR = δi − δCR = δi-SYS − δCR-SYS i ∈ ΩCR

δj-NCR = δj − δCR = δj−SYS − δNCR-SYS j ∈ ΩNCR

(19)
In Eq. (19), the inner-group-machine motion reflects the

separation of the physically real machine with respect to
the equivalent machine inside each group. Essentially, the
inner-group-machine motion is “created” from the difference
between the original system and the equivalent system. In
other words, it neither exists in the original system nor be
found in the equivalent system.

The inner-group machine motion also emerges a key chal-
lenge when using the equivalent machine method in TSA. That
is

Could the original system be replaced with the equivalent
system in TSA?

In this paper, the following deductions are given
(i) The stability of the equivalent system is “identical” to that
of the original system, and this is independent of the inner-
group motions (clarification is given in Section VII-B).
(ii) The severity of the equivalent system is “close” to that of
the original system if all the inner-group machine motions are
slight (clarification is given in Section VII-C).
(iii) The severity of the equivalent system will show significant
difference with the original system if any inner-group machine
motion becomes fierce (clarification is given in Section VII-C).

(i) indicates that the system engineer may only focus on the

comparison about the severities between the two systems. Fur-
ther, (ii) and (iii) indicate the two most important deductions
in the equivalent-machine based TSA

(i) The original system can be replaced with the equivalent
system if all the inner-group motions are slight.

(ii) This replacement will fail if any inner-group motion
becomes fierce.

In particular, the equivalent machine is flexible when all
inner-group motions are slight, while it shows problems when
any inner-group motion becomes fierce.

Two cases about the inner-group motions are shown in Figs.
19 (a) and (b), respectively.
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Fig. 19. Two cases about inner-group motions. (a) Case-1: All the inner-group
motions are slight [TS-1, bus-2, 0.430 s]. (b) Case-2: Inner-group motions
inside Group-CR are fierce [TS-6, bus-19, 0.260 s].

In the following sections, all the deductions above will be
clarified through the revisit of the definitions of the stability
and severity of the original system.

B. COMPARISON OF THE SYSTEM STABILITY

Definition of the original system stability: Following the
trajectory stability theory [1], the stability of the original
system is depicted through the separations among the IMTRs
of the machine in the COI-SYS reference. In other words,
any separation of the machine in the COI-SYS reference may
cause the instability of the system.



Based on the definition of the original system stability, the
following deduction can be obtained

The stability of the equivalent system is identical to that
of the original system, no matter how inner-group-machine
motions acts.

Clarification: In the original system, assume the IMTR of
Machine i goes infinite along time horizon. The mathematical
depiction is given as

|δi-SYS,t| =
∣∣∣∣∫ t

t0

ωi-SYSdt

∣∣∣∣ = +∞ t = +∞ (20)

Assume Group-CR is formed by the only one Machine i.
Note that this is a possible pattern rather than the dominant
pattern. Following Eq. (20), the EMTR of Machine-CR can
be given as:

|δCR-SYS,t| = |δi-SYS,t| = +∞ t = +∞ (21)

From the analysis above, one can obtain the following:
(i) Following Eq. (20), from the individual-machine perspec-
tive, the original system is evaluated to become unstable
because Machine i becomes unstable, according to the unity
principle.
(ii) Following Eq. (21), from the equivalent-machine per-
spective, under the “possible” group separation pattern, the
equivalent system is evaluated to become unstable because
the one-and-only Machine-CR becomes unstable.
(iii) Following the definition of the “dominant” group separa-
tion pattern as given in Eq. (17), from the equivalent-machine
perspective, following, the Machine-CR under the dominant
pattern is certain to become unstable because it is the one
with the lowest margin among all possible patterns.

(i) to (iii) indicates that the original system becoming un-
stable is identical to the equivalent system becoming unstable.

We further extend the analysis above into the stable case.
In the original system, assume the IMTR of each machine in
the system is bounded along time horizon. The mathematical
depiction is given as

|δi-SYS,t| =
∣∣∣∣∫ t

t0

ωi-SYSdt

∣∣∣∣ < δboundi-SYS (22)

From Eq. (22), because all machines (not matter the ma-
chine is a critical machine or a non critical machine) in the
entire system are stable, the machines inside Group-CR are
certain to maintain stable. Against this background, the EMTR
of Machine-CR can be given as:

δCR-SYS =

∑
i∈ΩCR

Miδi-SYS

MCR
<

∑
i∈ΩCR

Miδ
bound
i-SYS

MCR
(23)

Eq. (23) indicates that the EMTR is bounded, and thus
Machine-CR maintains stable.

From the analysis above, one can obtain the following:
(i) Following Eq. (22), from the individual-machine perspec-
tive, the original system is evaluated to maintain stable because
all machines in the system are stable, according to the unity
principle.
(ii) Following Eq. (23), from the equivalent-machine per-
spective, under the dominant group separation pattern, the

equivalent system is evaluated to maintain stable because the
one-and-only Machine-CR maintains stable.

(i) and (ii) fully reveal that the original system maintaining
stable is identical to the equivalent system maintaining stable.

Taking the simulation case in Sections III-C and III-D as
an example. The analysis about the original system stability
and the equivalent system stability is given as below.

Stable case: In Fig. 8, from the individual-machine perspec-
tive, Machines 2 and 3 in the original system maintain stable,
and thus the original system maintains stable according to the
unity principle.

From the equivalent-machine perspective, the dominant
ΩCR is {Machine 2, Machine 3}. The one-and-only equivalent
machine maintains stable, and thus the equivalent system also
maintains stable.
Unstable case: In Fig. 10, from the individual-machine per-
spective, Machines 2 and 3 in the original system become
unstable, and thus the original system becomes unstable ac-
cording to the unity principle.

From the equivalent-machine perspective, the dominant
ΩCR is {Machine 2, Machine 3}. The one-and-only equivalent
machine becomes unstable, and thus the equivalent system also
becomes unstable.

From analysis above, if the trajectory separations occur in
the original system, this separation is certain to be reflected in
the equivalent system. Therefore, the original system stability
is identical to the equivalent system stability.

C. COMPARISON OF THE SYSTEM SEVERITY

Definition of the original system severity: The severity depicts
margin that the system will become unstable. In brief, if any
inner-group motions are slight, all these inner-group machines
are stable, and thus the original system can be replaced
with the original system. Comparatively, if any inner-group
motion is fierce, the inner-group machine instability will occur.
Against this background, the severity of the equivalence will
become “lower” than that of the original system, and thus the
original system cannot be replaced with the original system.

Considering the mechanisms of the inner-group machine
motions as analyzed in Section VII-A, the following two
deductions can be obtained

The severity of the equivalent system is close to that of
the original system if all the inner-group-machine motions are
slight.

The severity of the equivalent system is lower than that
of the original system if any inner-group-machine motion is
fierce.

Generally, the inner-group motions are slight in most sim-
ulation cases. However, they might also become fierce in
some distinctive cases. Under this circumstance, the equivalent
machine will show problems in the severity evaluation in TSA.
Detailed analysis is given in the following section.



D. A TUTORIAL EXAMPLE ABOUT FIERCE INNER-
GROUP MACHINE MOTION

The simulation case about the severe inner-group-machine
motions is shown in Fig 20. The TS-6 test system is given.
TS-6 is based on the modification of TS-1. The two branches
L16-21 and L15-16 in TS-1 are disconnected. In addition,
Nodes 34, 36 and 38 are modified from PV nodes to PQ nodes.
Part of the electric diagram in TS-6 is shown in Fig. 21. The
fault is set as [TS-6, bus-19, 0.260 s]. ΩCR is {Machine 4,
Machine 6}. Notice that the analysis below is based on the
mirror system.
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Fig. 20. Severe inner-group-machine motion [TS-6, bus-19, 0.260 s].
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Fig. 21. Electric diagram of TS-6.

1) COMPARISION OF THE STABILITY OF THE TWO
SYSTEMS

From Fig. 20, the EDLP occurs between IDLP6 and IDLP4.
Therefore, the equivalent system and the original system are
characterized as unstable at EDLP and IDLP6, respectively.
The “instability” of the equivalent system is characterized later
that of the original system. This validates that the stability of
the equivalent system is identical to the stability of the original
system.

2) COMPARISION OF THE SEVERITY OF THE TWO

SYSTEMS

From Fig. 20, the “severity” of the equivalent system and
that of the original system are obtained at EDLP and IDLP4,
respectively. Therefore, the severity of the equivalent system
is obtained earlier than that of the original system.

Different from the case in Fig. 19(a) in which all the inner-
group-machine motions are slight, the inner-group-machine
motions in this case are rather fierce. The inner-group-machine
motions inside ΩCR are shown in Figs. 22 (a) and (b),
respectively.
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Fig. 22. Inner-group-machine motions [TS-6, bus-19, 0.260 s]. (a) Motion
between Machine 4 and Machine-CR. (b) Motion between Machine 6 and
Machine-CR.

From Fig. 22, the angle difference between Machine 4 and
Machine-CR reaches 5.78 rad at 1.000 s. This fully indicates
that the “inner-group-machine instability” already occurs be-
tween Machine 4 and Machine-CR. Under this circumstance, it
is quite clear that the severity of the equivalent system is lower
than that of the original system. Therefore, because of the
inner-group machine instability, the original system cannot be
replaced with the equivalent system in this case, even though
the stability states of the two systems are completely identical.

Detailed analysis about the inner-group machine stability
will be given in the companion paper. In the following
section, the precise modeling of the mirror system as



previously shown in Section III-A will be provided.

VIII. MIRROR SYSTEM

A. EQUIVALENT MACHINE IN THE COI-SYS REFERENCE

Mirror motion between CR-SYS system and NCR-SYS sys-
tem::The parameters of Machine-CR and Machine-NCR using
the COI-SYS reference can be denoted as

δCR-SYS =

∑
i∈ΩCR

Miδi-SYS

MCR

ωCR-SYS =

∑
i∈ΩCR

Miωi-SYS

MCR

fCR-SYS =
∑
i∈ΩCR

fi-SYS

δNCR-SYS =

∑
j∈ΩNCR

Mjδj-SYS

MNCR

ωNCR-SYS =

∑
j∈ΩNCR

Mjωj-SYS

MNCR

fNCR-SYS =
∑
j∈ΩNCR

fj-SYS

(24)

The parameters in Eq. (24) can also be depicted as
δCR-SYS = δCR − δSYS

ωCR-SYS = ωCR − ωSYS

fCR-SYS = PCR − MCR

MSYS
PSYS

δNCR-SYS = δNCR − δSYS

ωNCR-SYS = ωNCR − ωSYS

fNCR-SYS = PNCR − MNCR

MSYS
PSYS

(25)

Based on Eq. (25), The equations of motions of Machine-
CR and Machine-NCR in the COI-SYS reference can be
depicted as 

dδCR-SYS

dt = ωCR-SYS

MCR
dωCR-SYS

dt = fCR-SYS
dδNCR-SYS

dt = ωNCR-SYS

MNCR
dωNCR-SYS

dt = fNCR-SYS

(26)

Eq. (26) indicates that Machine-CR and Machine-NCR in
the COI-SYS reference will form CR-SYS system and NCR-
SYS system respectively. The formations of the two systems
are already shown in Fig. 13.

Following Eq. (25), we have
MCRδCR-SYS +MNCRδNCR-SYS = 0

MCRωCR-SYS +MNCRωNCR-SYS = 0

fCR-SYS + fNCR-SYS = 0

(27)

Eq. (27) can be further denoted as MCR
dδCR-SYS

dt +MNCR
dδNCR-SYS

dt = 0

MCR
dωCR-SYS

dt +MNCR
dωNCR-SYS

dt = 0
(28)

Eq. (28) reflects that the “mirror motion” can be found
between Machine-CR and Machine-NCR. In particular, in
the COI-SYS reference, Machine-NCR moves in the opposite
direction of Machine-CR, and this motion can also be seen
as a constant ratio of the motion of Machine-CR. In addition,
according to Eq. (27), the two systems will become unstable
simultaneously (fCR-SYS = fNCR-SYS = 0).

Demonstration about the mirror motion is shown in Fig. 23.
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Fig. 23. Mirror motion between CR-SYS system and NCR-SYS system.

Mirror motion between CR-SYS system and CR-NCR system:
We further extend the analysis above in to the CR-NCR system
case.

The parameters of the CR-NCR system that are re-depicted
in the COI-SYS reference are denoted as

δCR-NCR = δCR-SYS − δNCR-SYS

ωCR-NCR = ωCR-SYS − ωNCR-SYS

fCR-NCR = fCR-SYS − MCR

MNCR
fNCR-SYS

(29)

Based on Eqs. (27) and (29), we have
MNCRδCR-NCR = MSYSδCR-SYS

MNCRωCR-NCR = MSYSωCR-SYS

MNCRfCR-NCR = MSYSfCR-SYS

(30)

From Eq. (30), one can obtain MNCR
dδCR-NCR

dt −MSYS
dδCR-SYS

dt = 0

MNCR
dωCR-NCR

dt −MSYS
dωCR-SYS

dt = 0
(31)

Eq. (31) reflects that the “mirror motion” can also be found
between CR-SYS system and the CR-NCR system. The two
systems will also become unstable simultaneously along time
horizon (fCR-NCR = fCR-SYS = 0). In addition, one can
simply prove that the stability margin of the CR-SYS system
is identical to that of the CR-NCR system.



The analysis above validates all the characteristics of the
mirror system as given in Section III-A.

IX. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper the mechanism of the equivalent-machine is
analyzed. The equivalent machine is established based on the
“motion equivalence” rather than the “energy superimposition”
of all machines in the system. The equivalent-machine tra-
jectories are first established based on the group separation.
Then, the relative motion of the two equivalent-machine tra-
jectories is modeled through the CR-NCR system with strict
NEC and EAC characteristic. Against this background, the
equivalent machine becomes the “one-and-only” machine in
the equivalent system under the dominant group separation
pattern. The transient characteristics of the equivalent machine
are explained from the individual-machine perspective. It is
clarified that the equivalent machine strictly follows all the
machine paradigms. These strict followings bring the two
advantages in TSA. The transient stability concepts are also
defined in an equivalent-machine manner. In particular, the
one-and-only equivalent-machine swing is clearly depicted
through the EMPP (trajectory-depiction advantage), and the
critical stability of the equivalent system is decided through
the critical stability of the one-and-only equivalent machine
(the two advantages). In the end of the paper, it is clarified
that the equivalent-system stability and the original-system sta-
bility are completely identical. However, the original-system
severity might be different from the equivalent-system severity
under distinctive circumstances once the inner-group machine
motions become fierce.

In the following paper, the inner-group-machine stability
will be analyzed based on the machine paradigms. This may
essentially reveal the complicated relationships between the
original system and the equivalent system.
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