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1Abstract—Reliability is one of the most important factors of
electrical energy system. This paper presents analysis of
reliability of electrical energy system and divided small
electrical energy system. To meet stated requirements of
reliability is needed to increase energy supply reliability by
increasing equipment reliability, distributing energy generation
and creating smaller electric energy systems during fault
period. The small electrical energy system creation impact to
energy supply reliability has been investigated for defined
divided electrical energy system during occurrence of a fault.
The main reliability parameters of electrical equipment have
been identified and calculated. Reliability of different small
electrical energy system regimes has calculated and compared.

Index Terms—Wind power, frequency, reliability.

I. INTRODUCTION

Electrical energy system (EES) is a complex developing
network of generators and customers. Since EES creation
there have been energy reliability, energy quality and
efficiency requirements for EES. Distribution reliability is
one of the most important topics in the electric power
industry due to its high impact on electricity cost and its high
correlation with customer satisfaction. Currently developing
electronic devices and information systems set high
requirements for energy quality and especially for reliability
with level of 1–1·10-9 [1].

In large energy systems where power is transmitted 1000
km or longer distances systemic events increase which are
called blackouts (eg.: USA (2003), Italy (2003), Brazil
(2013)). Electricity supply lost in the country during the
blackout is restored in just a few hours or even a day [2].
The large electrical energy system divided into small
independently operated energy systems would ensure the
supply of electricity, but for efficient division system has to
be prepared for dividing. As shows Copenhagen - southern
Sweden example of the systemic failure the active wind and
traditional power plants were turned off. The electricity
supply was started to the region through the sea cable from
the wind power plant, which has been suspended.

Small electric energy system (SEES) concept is the
system consisting of one or more generators and consumers
which can be disconnected from EES and work
autonomously for unidentified time period [3]. This system
can be set up after the power system faults. Because the
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distribution system which contains generator would usually
cut off and many consumers would stay without electricity
[2].

In this paper SEES creation impact for energy supply
reliability increment has been investigated. The main
indexes of electrical equipments have been identified and the
reliability parameters have been calculated. Reliability of
different SEES regimes has been calculated and compared.
Average energy losses of SEES and SEES divided into
subsystems is calculated and compared.

II. WIND POWER PLANTS PECULIARITY OF RELIABILITY

The probability of wind power plant generation is the first
characteristic which should be accounted. Wind power
plants would not operate if there is no wind. Generally it is
assumed that wind speed distribution corresponds to the
Weibull law.

The second characteristic is inability of wind power plants
to work independently. It is necessary that voltage and
current frequency of electrical network were controlled and
hold by other generating units capable to operate
autonomously.

For calculation of power system operation reliability after
disturbances of normal operation, it is necessary to estimate
if the electrical links remains between the wind power plant
and the main power plant. If any links are missed (e.g. short
circuit fault in the interconnected line or disconnection of the
main power plant), the wind power plant stops, disconnects
from the electrical network and can be restarted only after
intervention of operational staff.

Modern wind power plants are equipped with fault ride
through capability which allows ignoring short term
disturbances and frequency decreases in the network. Since
fault duration is probabilistic value, generation of wind
power plant is also probabilistic.

The voltage variation caused by remote short circuit fault
is estimated. Variation magnitude depends on the distance to
the short circuit fault spot and the duration depends on
operation of protection devices.

Requirements for wind power plant operation during short
circuit fault in electrical network according to the voltage are
presented in Fig. 1 [4], [5].

Behaviour of generating plant provides dynamic grid
support during grid faults by different behaviour sectors
(Fig. 1):
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Fig. 1. Fault-Ride-Through curve and voltage at point common coupling.

 A: generating unit shall stay connected and operation
within this area must not cause instability or separation
from the public distribution;

 B: generating unit shall be able to run through without
disconnecting and injection of short circuit current
depends according to type of generating units or point
of common coupling;

 C: no requirements and generating unit may disconnect.
Note: These requirements are independent of the
interface protection settings. Whether the generation
plant will stay connected or not will also depend upon
those settings.

Variation of active power of wind power plant at
determined frequency conditions is presented in Fig. 2.

Possible frequency increase after load loss is evaluated.
Governors of wind power plant should decrease output
power. If frequency does not decrease, wind power plant
should be disconnected. Disconnection is probabilistic
function of load loss.

Fig. 2. Active power reduction for over frequency conditions.

Even if the generating unit does not contribute to power-
frequency control it will need to reduce active power for grid
frequencies equal or higher than f1 = 50.2 Hz as presented in
Fig. 2. When reaching 50.2 Hz actual active power injection
is stated as PM. Active power has to be reduced with a slope
of 40 % per Hz. Active power may only be increased again
when the grid frequency is lower than f3 = 50.05 Hz.
Disconnection of the generating unit at frequencies below
f2 = 52.0 Hz is not allowed. The insensitivity range of the
frequency measurement shall be ±10 mHz or less

grid
M

50.2
20 ,

50
f

P P


  (1)

where PM is actual power; fgrid is grid frequency [5].
Average generated power of wind power plants depends

on three probabilities [6], [7]

WPPa r weibull volt. freq ,P P p p p    (2)

where Pr is rated power; pweibull is probability of Weibull;
pvolt. is probability of voltage; pfreq. is probability of
frequency [8].

III. SMALL ELECTRICAL ENERGY SYSTEM EQUIPMENT
RELIABILITY ASSESSMENT

Nowadays commercial wind power stations (WPS) show
very high availability levels. Frequent maintenance and
quick service determines actual WPS availability levels of
98 % or higher. WPS connected to wind power park (WPP)
has lower determination to overall system reliability [9].

Equipment reliability is assessed by Frequency of Failure
(FOF) without taking into account repair time. Therefore in
further system calculations will be used Mean Time to
Repair (MTTR) Scheduled Maintenance Frequency (SMF)
and Mean Time to Maintain (MTTM).

All of the above mentioned reliability parameters are
important. However FOF is most known parameter because
of its unique characteristics and essentiality for all types of
reliability analysis. FOF characterize individual properties of
components. The general formula for assessing the FOF of
component is
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where NN is the number of failures of a component during
interval [0, T]; NNij is the number of failures of the i-th
component of the j-th equipment (i.e. WPS); Mi is the
number of similar components in equipment or group of
equipments; T∑ is the total operational time of equipment.

MTTR represents the expected time to take for a failure to
be repaired. General formula for MTTR is
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where 
rT is total repair time; Nri is total repair time. SMP

represents the frequency of scheduled maintenance period
for equipment per year and is expressed by formula

m
SMP ,i

i

T
N


 (5)

where Nmi is total scheduled maintenance number per
equipment total operational time.

MTTM represents the average amount of time to perform
scheduled maintenance on equipment. MTTM general
formula is

mr
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where 
mrT total maintenance repair time.

Mažeikiai power plant reliability is set as (1) in further
calculations. Other average annual FOF, MTTR, SMF and

22



ELEKTRONIKA IR ELEKTROTECHNIKA, ISSN 1392-1215, VOL. 19, NO. 10, 2013

MTTM parameters of SEES equipments are taken from (4).

IV. INDEXES FOR RELIABILITY ASSESSMENT

The mostly used reliability indexes are averages that
weight each customer equally. In these calculations small
residential customer has just as much importance as a large
industrial customer. Formulas for customer based indexes
including System Average Interruption Frequency Index
(SAIFI), System Average Interruption Duration Index
(SAIDI), Customer Average Interruption Duration Index
(CAIDI), Average Service Availability Index (ASAI) and
Energy Not Delivered (END) is given below [5]:
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where fi is frequency of interruptions; Ni is number of
customers; Tai is average interruption time; Ai is customer
average load in formulas

Reliability indexes calculation is performed for SEES and
divided SEES. Calculations are performed assuming that
both systems are operating as normal energy systems.
Obtained results are used for system reliability comparison.

Seeking to determine actual change of reliability, ASAI
indexes are used as system reliability indexes and overall
system reliability under SEES and divided SEES is defined
by

R=1- ,
n

i
i

P (12)

where iP is unreliability of system; n is number of studied
systems.

V. ARCHITECTURE OF SMALL ELECTRICAL ENERGY SYSTEM

SEES location in Lithuania EES is given in Fig. 3. There
are essential customers such as Mažeikių nafta, Klaipėda
port, Būtingė oil terminal and 7 substations in SEES [1].

Fig. 3. Lithuania EES with SEES.

Architecture SEES is situated in Klaipėda region with
leading Mažeikiai power plant connected to the 110 kV

network and consisting of two 100 MW generators limited to
80 MW by turbine. Vėjas1 wind power park (WPP) rated
generation is 30 MW with additional 28 MW shadow power
station (SPS) generation. SPS must be connected close to the
WPP [10]. Benaičiai and Sūdėnai WPP rated generation is
16.5 MW and 14 MW respectively with additional 28 MW
SPS generation. Total capacity of wind power parks is 60.5
MW and total SPS generation is 56 MW.

Total customer power consumption is 99.25 MW.
Consumption values used in calculations are measured
during winter period when power consumption is highest.
Power consumption of overall customer is 99.25 MW.

SEES system power balance is sufficient. SEES power
generation exceeds power consumption. Power factor is not
accounted in further calculations.

Fig. 4. SEES simplified scheme.

SEES reliability calculations have been performed for
given simplified scheme in Fig. 4.

However it is possible that SEES might divide into 3
subsystems – areas (AREA 1, 2, 3) Fig. 5. Divided SEES
with WPP must contain SPS, which ensures the required
operating parameters for SEES. Division of SEES is based
by assumption that WPP operates with leading SPS
consisting of four 7 MW diesel generators with overall
generation nearly equal to WPP rated generation. SEES
aerial division should be performed only at short faulty
periods when fault occurs in line or line segment. SEES
division schemes might be different from presented but
calculation and average results are similar.

Divided SEES reliability calculations have been
performed for given simplified scheme in Fig. 5.

Fig. 5. Simplified scheme of SEES division.

VI. SEES RELIABILITY CALCULATION RESULTS

SEES and divided SEES SAIDI of individual customers is
presented in Fig. 6. Especially high values are of divided
SEES, area 2 where are Skuodas, Lenkimai, Šventoji and
Būtingė customers with 2 WPP and SPS. Area 2 and 3
indexes are high because of relatively high WPP and SPS
FOF indexes while Mažeikiai power plant index is very low.

SEES and divided SEES ASAI indexes for individual
customer is presented in Fig. 7. Divided SEES values are
lower especially in area 2. As mentioned above major
factors are WPP and SPS FOF indexes.

Energy Not Delivered for each customer is presented in
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Fig. 8. Values of divided SEES area 2 and 3 and SEES are
comparable. Values of divided SEES are slightly higher in
area 2, 3 than SEES. However overall END values of SEES
and divided SEES are similar.

Fig. 6. SAIDI for individual customer in SEES and divided SEES (hours).

Fig. 7. ASAI for individual customer in SEES and divided SEES.

Fig. 8. END for individual customers in SEES and divided SEES.

Overall SAIFI, SAIDI, CAIDI, ASAI, END reliability
indexes for SEES and divided SEES areas 1, 2, 3 are given
in Table I.

TABLE I. INDEXES FOR SEES AND DIVIDED SEES.

Index SEES
Divided SEES

Area 1 Area 2 Area 3 Average
SAIFI (times/year) 9.110 4.158 42.872 44.845 33.031
SAIDI (hours/year) 28.15 26.732 38.665 38.269 35.267

CAIDI (hours) 3.090 6.429 0.902 0.853 1.068
ASAI (p.u.) 0.997 0.997 0.996 0.996 0.996
END (GWh) 2.798 1.649 1.209 0.294 3.152

Divided SEES’s SAIFI is greater than SEES because

SEES leading power plant is Mažeikiai power plant while
divided SEES leading plants are WPPs and SPSs. Average
SAIFI of divided SEES would be 33.031 if WPP and SPS
FOF are eliminated. However SPS‘s FOF, MTTR, SMP and
MTTM indexes are significant and must be evaluated while
WPPs and SPSs are leading power plants.

With EES reliability of 0.999, overall SEES energy
supply reliability is 1-3.215·10-6 and divided SEES average
energy supply reliability is 1-1.294·10-8. SEES energy
supply reliability with ability to divide into areas nearly
reaches required level 1-1·10-9 of reliability.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

EES and SEES flexibility increases EES reliability and
reliable and uninterrupted energy supply to customers during
fault period.

END is 2.798 GWh loss of energy annually in SEES
while END is 3.152 GWh loss of energy in divided SEES.

SEES and divided SEES ASAI indexes are similar but
divided SEES is more unreliable because of WPP and SPS
reliability, yet SEES and divided SEES blackout possibility
during EES fault period becomes almost impossible.

EES division to smaller systems determines average
service reliability index increment from 0.999 to 1-3.215·
10-6 and further SEES division determines 1-1.294·10-8

average reliability.

REFERENCES

[1] T. Deveikis, E. Nevardauskas, R. Stanioniene, “Wind Power Plants’
Work In The Small Power System”, in Proc. ECT 2009: Electrical
and Control Technologies, Kaunas, 2009, pp. 24–30.

[2] S. Ming, W. Lei, W. Zhi-Guo, “Splitting and paralleling research of
the Distribution system which contain distributed generation (DG)
under the power system faults”, in CICED 2008: Electricity
Distribution, China, 2008, pp. 1–4.

[3] A. Khamis, M. N. M. Nasir, A. Mohamed, H. Shareef, “Design and
Simulation of Small Scale Microgrid Testbed”, in Third Int. Conf.
CIMSiM Computational Intelligence, Modelling and Simulation,
2011, pp. 288–292.

[4] Technical specification. Requirements for the connection of
generators above 16 A per phase to the LV distribution system or to
the MV distribution system, DRAFT CLC/prTS 50549, 2010.

[5] R. E. Brown, Electric Power Distribution Reliability, 2nd ed., CRC
Press, 2009.

[6] I. Kozine, P. Christensen, M. W. Jensen, Failure Database and Tools
for Wind Turbine Availability and Reliability Analyses, Risø
National Laboratory, Roskilde, 2000.

[7] Md. Arifujjaman, M. T. Iqbal, J. E. Quaicoe, “Power Electronics
Reliability Comparison of Grid Connected Small Wind Energy
Conversion Systems”, Wind Engineering, vol. 35, no. 1, pp. 93–110,
2011. [Online]. Available: http://dx.doi.org/10.1260/0309-
524X.35.1.93

[8] M. Mohsenia, S. M. Islamb, “Review of international grid codes for
wind power integration: Diversity, technology and a case for global
standard”, Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews, vol. 16, pp.
3876–3890, Aug. 2012. [Online]. Available: http://www.
sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1364032112002225

[9] Reliability of systems and components, GNS Systems GmbH,
Germany, 2011.

[10] E. Muljadi, C. P. Butterfield, J. Chacon, H. Romanowitz, “Power
Quality Aspects in a Wind Power Plant”, presented at the IEEE Power
Engineering Society General Meeting, Canada, 2006, Paper 11
NREL/CP-500-3918

24




