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Abstract

This paper introduces a newly extended transfer function block diagram model which
accommodates n synchronous generators and m SVC systems in a single frame-of-reference. The new
simulation environment is used to conduct fundamental studies of dynamic interactions between
synchronous generators and between synchronous generators and SVC systems. This method yields
physical insight and differs from the well-known state-space techniques. The system model includes
the full dynamic representation of synchronous machines in terms of field and damper windings in d-
and g-axes. The small-signal dynamic performance of various system models, incorporating a different
number of damper windings, are critically assessed. The simulations are carried out using frequency

responses and step voltage responses.
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1. Introduction

In small-signal stability applications, the
state-space and block diagram approaches have
been used for many years [1]. The eigenvalue-
based, state-space techniques have the ability to
solve large-scale power systems, relying heavily
on mathematical abstraction. On the other hand,
the block diagram approach provides a physical-
oriented way of conducting dynamic analysis of
power systems but, so far, it has been deemed to
be only applicable to small-scale power systems.
For instance, a transfer-function block diagram
model [2-4] has been used to study the dynamic
behaviour of a synchronous generator feeding
into an infinite-bus via a tie-line system. The
method captures the essence of how the AVR
interacts physically with the generator through
its main field winding. Also, a block diagram
model [5] has been used to look at the dynamic
interactions of two machines and their excitation
control systems.

With the advent of Flexible AC
Transmission Systems (FACTS) equipment,
which has the capability to provide fast-acting
active and reactive power control to high-
voltage networks, the study of the impact of
FACTS devices on power system dynamics has
become a topic of great research importance. A
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great deal of progress has been achieved in
incorporating FACTS device models into the
state-space representation form [6-8]. One
possible reason for the popularity of this
approach is that the addition of new power plant
component models into the standard state-space
model of the power network is quite a
straightforward endeavour. In contrast, owing to
the large and very detailed amount of analytical
work associated with the incorporation of new
power plant models into the block-diagram
approach, only a limited amount of progress has
been achieved with this method. Nevertheless,
owing to the great advantages that the method
has in yielding physical insight, we feel that
further development of this method should be
pursued.

We are not alone in this belief and a block
diagram model, including a number of the
FACTS devices, has been proposed for the study
of single-machine systems and their interaction
with FACTS devices [9]. Furthermore, a unified
model including multiple generators and FACTS
devices has been presented more recently [10].
However, these models exhibit some very
serious short-comings since only the generator
main field winding is represented. Hence, the
model may not always yield realistic dynamic
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responses. Moreover, the dynamic interactions
between SVC controllers and the power system
have not been fully implemented. For instance,
the SVC dynamic voltage is not included in the
voltage control loop. Bearing this in mind, this
author has embarked on the development of a
more advanced multi-machine and multi-
FACTS block diagram model than that reported
in [10]. The incorporation of the SVC model in
this generic frame-of-reference has been
successfully completed. Hence, the author
would like to report on the case of the multi-
machine, multi-SVC system.

The block diagram models developed cater
for a different number of machine damper
windings: (i) one damper winding along the d-
and g-axes. (ii) one damper winding along the g-
axis and (iii) no damper windings. The dynamic
performances of the various system models are
critically evaluated in order to assess the
reliability of damper winding representation on
small-signal stability. A small-scale power
system consisting of two machines and one
SVC, is taken as the base case study in order to
capture comprehensively all relevant aspects of
system dynamics. The system is then expanded
to encompass two SVC systems.

2. System and Block Diagram Model
Representations

To study the dynamic interactions between
generators and SVCs in a multi-machine
environment, a linearised transfer-function
which caters for n generators and m SVCs is
developed. Full derivations of the transfer
functions for the i machine and the i/ SVC are
given in Appendix A. After suitable
manipulations, the linearised expressions, in the
s domain, lead to three models with a varying
degree of complexity.

Model 1: This model accounts for the
effect of the generator main field plus one
damper winding in the d-axis and one in the g-
axis.

AP, = K08 + 3 K\, A8, + Ky AEj + 5 Ky, AEL +
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KowAEG + 5 Ky ALY + K ,ba; + 5 KA,
JH Vil
Ae, = Ky A8 + T KyAS, + Ky AES + 5 K AES +
Vil J# (2)
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The coefficients and transfer functions in (1)-(5)
are given in Appendix A.

Model 2: In this model the damper
winding in the d-axis rotor circuit is removed
from Model 1. Hence, A£; and x; in (1)-(5) are

replaced by a£;and x;, respectively.

Model 3: In this model both damper
windings are neglected. Hence, only the effect
of the field winding, ag;, exists, i.e.

AE)=AE)=Xy=Xr=0.

The generic block diagram model, shown in
Fig. 1, for the i/ machine and the /* SVC and
contributions from the /* generator and the ;*
SVC is derived from (1)-(5). The sub-blocks
enclosed by the dotted line are the coefficients
of the i machine. The dynamic characteristic of
the i” machine is suitably represented by
incremental changes in four main variables,
namely output power (AP.), output voltage
(Ae;), voltages proportional to d- and g-axes
flux linkages (AE";) and (AE"g), respectively.
The dynamic contributions from the j* generator
consists of a summation of changes in A8;, AE";
and AE"y;, inputted through the coefficients with
subscripts i, where j=1...n and j#i. These
contributions are delivered to the generic block
diagram model of the i machine.

As shown in Fig. 1, the dot-dot-dashed line
block encloses the i SVC system. It can be seen
that the # SVC terminal voltage (AV,.;) is made
up of changes in A3, AE", and AE"4 through the
coefficients Ks;, Kg, and Kggp.
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Fig. 1 Block diagram of the i machine and the i SVC in a multi-machine system
The changes contributed by the i and ;" loop formed by these flux linkages inside each
machines are combined and fed into the i SVC machine, via the transfer functions g;(s) and

voltage controller. The terminal voltage of the " g34(s). Tt should be noticed that the existence of
SVC is also determined by changes in its firing g:(s) and gi(s) is due to the more realistic
angle (Ao) through the coefficient Ky and conditions being considered in this analysis,

by a summation of changes in the 7 SVC’s such as the resistive part of transmission lines
firing angle (Ao;) through the coefficients impedances and the explicit representation of
Keveanj Where j=1...m, and j=. A change in Aoy PQ loads. Also, the subtransient saliency, i.e.,
through the coefficient Ky reflects a dynamic X"#X";, plays an important part in the
interaction between the i and j* SVCs. The existence of these transfer functions. Referring
combined impact of the m SVCs is inputted at to (4), it can be seen that the transfer functions
the summing points A, B, C and D, respectively. making up AE"; have the same time constants,
These contributions are added to changes in Aey, but different gains. A similar situation arises for
AE",, AE"4 and AP of the i machine through AE"g in (5).
the existing connections between the generator In power system operation, the machine
and the SVC at points A, B, C and D, damper windings play a crucial role in providing
respectively. system damping. It can be seen from Fig. 1 that
It can be seen from the i machine model changes in AE"; and AE"; will be influenced by
that changes in Ae; and AP, are mainly  the d- and g-axes damper windings,
determined by variations in AE”y and AE"g. respectively. Also, the flux linkage between the
Since damper windings in both the d- and g-axes 9~ and g-axes within the i machine will also

are accounted for, there is an additional dynamic interact dynamically with those of other
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machines and with the SVCs. Therefore, if the
generator damper windings effects are
neglected, as they have been in [9-10], it will
lead to a system model with unrealistic system
damping. In the section below, an assessment of
the various system models, with decreasing
order of machine modelling, is carried out.

3. Assessment of Block Diagram Models
3.1. Synchronous generator interaction

The impact of neglecting machine damper
windings on system model integrity is assessed
in this section. The two-machine system shown
in Fig. 2, but with no SVC in node 3, is used in
this study. Machine 2 is represented by Models
1-3 whereas machine 1 is always represented by
Model 1. The open-loop frequency responses of
Machines 1 and 2 are studied in order to gain
insight into the effect of neglecting damper
windings. It is noted that the open-loop
frequency response Ae; /Ae.; of one of the
machines is obtained while the other machine is
kept in close-loop control with the fast-acting
voltage regulator (AVR). The system parameters
are given in Table Bl and system operating
conditions are given in Table B2.

Z Z,

Ml SvVC

i

Fig. 2 Two generator one-SVC system

Figs. 3 and 4 show the open-loop frequency
responses of machines 1 and 2, respectively. It
can be seen from Fig. 4 that when Model 2 is
used to represent machine 2, its frequency
response shows a reduction in phase lead with
respect to the case when Model 1 is used to
represent machine 2. The reduction starts at the
natural oscillation frequency and results are
shown up to 100 rad/s. As expected, machine 2
represented by Model 1 exhibits better dynamic
performances in these frequency ranges than
those of machine 2 with Model 2. The effect of
using Model 2 for machine 2 is passed on to
machine 1. It can be seen from Fig. 3 that this
effect causes a slight change in machine 1’s
characteristic. When Model 3 is applied to
represent machine 2, the frequency response in
Fig. 4 shows that machine 2 is unstable,
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Fig. 4 Open-loop frequency resi)onse of machine 2

exhibiting a very pronounced switch-back
characteristic due to the lack of realistic system
damping. In this exercise, and for the purpose of
results presentation, a damping term D=12.5
was applied at the mechanical mode of machine
2. The effect of using Model 3 to represent
machine 2 also introduces an undamped
response, with a high switch-back characteristic
into the frequency response of machine 1,
represented by Model 1. It can be concluded that
neglecting the damping windings of machines
has a very significant degrading effect on the
generator dynamic response characteristic in
small-signal stability studies.
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3.2 Synchronous generator-SVC
interactions

In order to assess the overall dynamic
characteristic of the system model shown in Fig.
1, the SVC at node 3 is set to supply 0.357 p.u.
reactive power. Hence, the voltage magnitude at
node 3 increases from 0.928 to 0.98 p.u. The
system parameters and operating conditions are
given in Tables Bl and B2, respectively. Three
different cases are analysed below: Model 1 is
used to represent machines 1 and 2, this is
followed by the use of Model 2 and then Model
3. It should be noted that for the first two cases
the mechanical damping term D of both
machines is set to zero whereas for the third case
D=9.75.

Fig. 5 shows plots of gain and phase versus
frequency for machine 1. In this case, a high
value of mechanical damping, D=9.75, is
applied to Model 3 in order to provide a similar
amount of phase than Model 1, at the switch-
back frequency point. It should be noted that a
severely undamped response would take place if
zero mechanical damping were to be used in
Model 3. When Model 2 is employed the system
damping is significantly improved over the
frequency range of concern, without having to
resort to artificially high levels of mechanical
damping. Nevertheless, when compared to
Model 1, Model 2 has approximately a 10°
lower phase lead at the natural oscillation
frequency. This indicates that Model 2 has
indeed lower damping. The phase of Model 2 is
also lower than that of Model 1, starting at the
natural oscillation frequency. Therefore, Model
1 with generator damper windings in the d- and
g-axes provides a better frequency performance
than Models 2 and 3, particularly at the high
frequency range.

The time responses in Figs. 6 and 7 can
also be used quite effectively to show the impact
of damper winding representation in system
model. Even though lack of inherent damping in
Model 3 is compensated in this paper by adding
artificial mechanical damping, Fig. 6 reveals
that the voltage time response obtained from
Model 3 has a different frequency of oscillation
than that of Model 1. On the other hand, Fig. 7
shows that the oscillation frequency in the
voltage time response of Model 2 is closer to the
response of Model 1 than that of Model 3.
However, the time response of Model 2 has a
different oscillatory magnitude than Model 1
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and it also reaches the steady state at a slightly
later time. It should be said that neglecting both
machine damper windings, i.e. Model 3, is not a
suitable option for carrying out small-signal
stability analysis. Although adding the g-axis
damper winding, i.e. Model 2, improves
significantly the reliability of system model
response, including damper windings in both the
d- and g-axes leads to an even better reliability
of system model response.
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Fig. 5 Frequency feysu];(‘)ﬁse of machine 1
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4. Multi-machine Study Case

Having established the suitability of Model
1 in small-signal stability studies, we now
investigate the impact of SVC systems in a
multi-machine, multi-SVC environment. The
two machine system shown in Fig. 8 is used
together with the system parameters and
operating conditions given in Tables B1 and B3,
respectively. The frequency response of
generators 1 and 2 with SVCs and with no SVCs
are shown in Fig. 9 and 10. Similarly, their
voltage responses are shown in Fig. 11 and 12.

Fig. 8 Two-generators Two-SVCs system

-

Fig. 9 Frequency rVe.sbonsé‘of machine 1

The plots of gain and phase versus
frequency for both machines are shown in Figs.
9 and 10. The switch-back characteristics clearly
show that machine 1 has a lower damping
response at the natural oscillation frequency
than machine 2. This is an expected result since
machine 1 supplies a heavier active load than
machine 2, as illustrated in Table B3. The
frequency responses also show that the SVCs
only provide a slight damping improvement to
machine 1 at the natural oscillation frequency.
However, the SVCs enhance the high frequency
performance of both machines, where higher
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phase leads can be observed
above 11 rad/s.

at frequencies
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Fig. 10 Frequency response of machine 2

Sitheost C

1 /ﬁww~

P e

]

nerntr Termmnol Veitage 1.

Fig. 11 Voltage response of machine 1
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Fig. 12 Voltage response of machine 2

Also, the time voltage responses in Figs. 11
and 12 show that the SVCs reduce the first peak
of oscillation in the generator output voltage
when a step change in the AVR reference
voltage (Aeirs) is applied. However, the
frequency responses illustrate that the SVCs are
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responsible for a slight reduction in the steady-
state gains of the system, causing the generator
output voltages to reach a slightly lower steady-
state levels. It should be noticed that the same
amount of PQ load is used in both cases, when
the system contains SVCs and no SVCs.

5. Conclusions

The block diagram model of a multi-
machine and multi-SVC system is presented in
this paper. In this simulation environment full
dynamic interactions between generators and
SVCs are accounted for. The model allows for a
good explanation of how the SVCs impact on
the  generator  dynamic  characteristics.
Assessment of the dynamic performance of the
i machine indicates that its dynamic
performance is severely impaired if the damper
winding effects are neglected in the study. The
results presented in the paper show that model
reliability critically depends on including one or
two damper windings. Hence, it is
recommended that Model 1 should become the
standard machine model in small-signal stability
studies. This should ensure that system model
reliability is maintained in small-signal stability
studies of multi-machine systems with excitation
control and FACT devices.
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Appendix Al
The admittance matrix for n-generator
nodes plus m-SVC nodes can be expressed as,

{[Q]H{gm] (Fon] PE]} (A-1)
0 | [Fwn] (] # ¥ ]| i)

where

(Facl= f[Xc = K{(z - @) + 058in2a)}| andK:,‘r,\?z‘[

For a small change, the generator terminal
voltages in D-Q network co-ordinates can be
written as,

[AE 1= [0 D JIAE") +[X] - X5l Aigg )+

SE X~ Xl 1881~ gt
After re-arranging (A-1) in term of small
perturbations by making use of (A-2), the
generator current of machines in D-Q co-
ordinates can be expressed as,
(ATg1=[F ™ IAE 1+ [ Xy~ X[ 8ig, ]+

-2)

] (A3
JUE 11X - X1 NS - (F AT e
where

AN (AR +/[xzn]

(DA 0781078 L 70 DA 708 b

171 = (Fon 1= o i + e 1 o)

[AY,.]= JI(K - K- Cos(2a))- Aa]
It should be noted that the non-linear term of
Af,. 1is cancelled out by an ideal linearised
block in the SVC model [6]. So, (A vc] JjIKAa]
Re-arranging (A-3), the current of i/ machine in
d-q; machine co-ordinates is given by,

n
s Lo i aF s (X XA
Big = L Tyye” (A + Xy - X )Nigy +

{70 " Wy TG i-4ni2)
.I(E_, +(Xq/ _X(I])’gq/)AJJI - ; Yy i’ (jK )Vwc/Aa

(A-4)
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where 5, =4, -

A, = AS; - AS,

Decomposing (A-4) in d an g-axes give,

[Aigy1=[Da MAEGT+ [Q4)AE 7] + (R 1[AS] + [4,)[Ac]

(A-5)

[Qig, 1= (D, HAEF]+ [Q AE 7] + [R, ][A6] + [ 4, ][Aa]

where
[Ry1=[Cgy ) '[Kg, ]
[0,1=1Cg, 1" 1K1
[Ry1=[Kps1+[CpallRy]
[Qs)}=[Kga1+[Cpu Q4]

(A-6)

[D,1=1Cg,1"'[K py]
(4,1=1Co T [K 441
[Dg]=[Kpa1+[Cos1[D,]

[44]=[K 441+ [Cpq1l4,]

Kiay = ~Ygy {CayEgy + Sgy(Ey + (X = X§igg)}  forji
Krgj = gu{ i Eg ~ Coy (B —(Xg - Xl'l}')igq/)} forj=
n

Kpaii = - ?2 K pay Kpgii == Z Kng,

]:l
Kpay =Ygy S gy Kpgij = Yg,ngj forj=1—n
Koy = YeyCoy Kogy = YgySgy forj=1—n
Couj = YeiiCoy(Xg — X) for j=1—n
Cogy = ~YeiiSgij(Xg = X)) forj=i  Cpyy = 1+ Cgy, for j=i
K gaij = Yo B K K gy = Yo 45K for j=1—-m
Foy = Youe A Ty = Yye'™
Cg,-j =Cos(6; + By) Sgy = Sin(S;, + By)
Cyy = Cos(8; +7,) Sy = Sin(8; +7,)
Ay = SV s + CoV ey By = CoyV ey — SsiVoveqy

Electrical power equation:
The electrical power of the generators can be

expressed as,

[Pl =1Ej igal+ [EGNigg )+ 1igg X § — X1liga)

(A-7)

After re-arranging (A-7) in term of small
variations by making use of (A-5)-(A-6),
equation (1) in the main body of the paper is

obtained, where

Ky = PyRyy + PpRy, Ky = PyRyy + PoRay
Ky =gy + PoDyi + PoDas Koy = ByDyy + PoDigy
Koaii = i + FpQuii + PpQuii Kaaij = FoQyij + PpCuy
Keetii = Pp Ay + Po Ay Kty = PoAgy + PoAuy

Pp = EG+(Xg - Xg)iy

Fo=Eg +(Xgi - Xi)ig

D-axis flux linkage equation:

The d-axis flux linkage generated by the main
field and one d-axis damper windings can be
written in matrix form as,

[C3MAET = [C(SAE 441~ [Co ([ Bigy]
(oS =111+, 18]

A [m el + 715 + 00T ]SZ]

(A-8)
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[C(9= [[Xa = X1+ [raol Xa - X5+ 25l X ~ X.’:]]S]
After re-arranging (A-8) by making use of (A-
S), equation (4) in the main body of the paper is
obtained, where

g;,,-(S):l—tA% £2,(9= 20,
gus(S)= A§§§ Ra gay(S)= Ag; Ry
g (S)= MS) 2 gy (S)= AES; Oy
B2 ()= Ag; Ay Euey(S)= Afg "

O(S) = { Xu = X} + {7 (X = Xip)+ T Xt = XD}

AS) = {1+ (X = XD D} +{(7dor X = X+ i X = X)) Pun +

2
(74901 + Ttlilo/ )}S + {1:1,,,7,'1'0,'}3

Q-axis flux linkage equation:
The flux linkage given by one g-axis damper
winding can be written in matrix form as,
[0+ [, 18] (AEG1 =X, - XgAig, ) (A-9)
After re-arranging (A-9) by making use of (A-
6), equation (5) in the main body of the paper is
obtained, where
834ii (8) = QASH Dy 8345 ($) = QUAS) Dy
Zaan(S) = QUS)Ry, a4y (S) = ASR,,
8uveraii (8) = CUS) Ay Zwe2uy(S) = US) Ay

Xy - X0
1= (X g ~ X500 + Ty

81y (5) = Uy A=

Generator terminal voltage equation:

For small variations, the generator terminal
voltage can be written in matrix form for n
machine as,

8¢, 1= (e, ] [[ewiAeu ]+ ey, HAey, ]] (A-10)
After suitable manipulation of (A-10), equation
(2) in the main body of the paper is obtained,
where

Ksy = EpXji Ry — Eg X Ry

Ksy = EpX Ry - Eg X Ry

Ko = EpX i Cai + Eg( = X(i) Day

Koy = EpX Dy — Eg X Dy

Kegii = EpQ+ X i)y = Eo XiiQuii
Koy = EpXgiQyy — E9Xih Quy
Koesii = EpX g Agi = Eg X Adi

Koway = EpX i Ay — Eo X Ay

sweldij

-1 o
Ep=esey Eg=e;ey

SVC terminal voltage equation:
For small variations, the SVC voltage can be
written in matrix form for m SVCs,
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[V 1= Ve T [V N8V s 1+ Wi )MV e )] (A- 1)
Re-arranging (A-1) by making use of (A-2), the
voltage of the /* SVC in D-Q co-ordinates is
given by,

2 G KA (\Fu L (X XA
S (AEy +(Xg - X5 )higg +

- m o
J(E;+(x;,;—x,;;)igq,) ) £ TP

RARIA A N
(1= (o + Foe ] = U o]
- — -1

(o= [UXaT + (o]

Decomposing (A-12) in D-Q co-ordinates gives,

[8Vep )= [Tra HASY + [Tpa MAE]] + [Tpg NAEG] + [T4q [ Aa]
(A-13)

[AV gl = [Trg IAST + [T, NAE ST+ (T, NAE 7]+ [Ty J[Ae]
(A-14)

where

[Tra1=1Sral+ [ScoullRy]

[T5a1=Spa 1+ [Scpa 1Dy}

[Toa1=[Sgu 1+ [Scoa Q41

[T4a 1= S 4a 1+ [Scpu 4] [Taqg]=[S4g1+{Scpq114,]

Y Yu/e % Ydl/ = ydr/ej%

Skay = e,,(sf/ o= C( Egy +(Xy Xd,)xgq/)) for j=1—-n

[Trg1=[Sre 1+ [Scoql[Ry]
[Tpg1=[Spg 1+ Scoqa)lDy]
[Tpg)=[Spq1+EScoe11Q)

Shgy = You - Cigy =Sl Ely + (X - Xjigy)) for j=1-n

Spay = ~YeiC iy Spgy = ~YeySy forj=l—n

Soay = ~YeyS gy Sogy = YeyCpy fOrj=lon

Scouy = Yoy S5y ( Xy - Xy for j=1—>n

Sega = Yoy C(X oy - Xg) for j=l—n
Saay =YaayK,  Sagy = ~YaybyK; for j=1—>m

S =Sin(B; +6,)

ay; = Sin(y Waepy + Cos(y Wiy

by = Cos(d Waepy = Sinldy Wiy

Re-arranging (A-11) by making use of (A-13)
and (A-14), equation (3) in the main body of the
paper is obtained, where
Kenis = Vo Trai +VoTrgi Ksmy = Vo Tray + VoTrgy
Ko = Vo Toai +VoTbgi Kens =VoToay +YoTogy
Keamt = VDT + Vo Tog Koany =VpToay + Vo Toqi

Kovesni =VpTaaii + VQ TAqil vac}ny = VDTAdlj + VQ TAq//

VD = V\vclV_\chl VQ = WL‘IV\V(‘OI
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Appendix B: System Operating Conditions and Parameters

X4 X'y X" T'do 4o Xq X"y g0 H D
M1 and M2 1.445 | 0.316 | 0.179 | 5265 | 0.028s [ 0.959 [ 0.162 [ 0.159s | 427 | O
Kal KaZ Tal Ta2
AVR 100 115 0.05s | 0.05s
Z, Z, Zs Z, Zs
Tie line j0.25 { jo.25 | jo.2 jO.1 j0.2
Impedance
Kr XL XC
SVC1-SVC3 15 2.5 2.5

Table B1 System parameters (All 100 MV A Base)

v Angle | Piiecied | Qinjccted | Paemanded | Qdemanded
Before Node 1 1.00000 | 0.0000 1.2 0.5338 0.60 0.2
applying SVC | Node2 | 1.0500 | 04462 | 1.0 | 0.7557 | 040 0.2
Node 3 0.9287 -9.2945 0.0 0.0 1.200 0.62
After Node 1 1.00000 | 0.0000 1.2 0.3262 0.60 0.2
applying SVC Node 2 1.0500 -0.4223 1.0 0.5380 0.40 0.2
Node 3 0.98 -8.8044 0.0 0.3574 1.200 0.62

Table B2 System operating condition of system in Fig. 2

A Angle Pinjccled Qin'ected Pdemanded Qdemanded

Node 1 1.000 0.000 1.2 0.6727 0.30 0.1

Before Node 2 1.000 -1.94 0.9 0.6056 0.20 0.1
applying SVC Node 3 | 0.9036 -11.49 0.0 0.0 1.00 0.4
Node 4 | 0.9097 -10.79 0.0 0.0 0.60 0.3

Node 1 1.000 0.000 1.2 0.2834 0.30 0.1

After Node 2 1.000 -1.77 0.9 0.2503 0.20 0.1
applying SVC | Node3 | 0980 | -1058 | 0.0 | 0.3895 | 1.00 0.4
Node 4 0.980 -9.987 0.0 0.2538 0.60 0.3

Table B3 System operating condition of system in Fig. 8

45



