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Abstract

The decoupling relationship and low inertia characteristics of wind turbine generator system (WTGS) make the system
frequency response more complex. In order to evaluate the frequency stability of high-penetration wind power grid, it is
significant to establish an exactly frequency response analysis model. Due to the features of wide spatial distribution and
large number of WTGS in the power grid, the wind speed and actual operating state faced by WTGS in different regions
have obvious discrepancy, which makes the traditional frequency response models that merely considers the single operating
state of WTGS have evident limitations. Therefore, in order to consider the discrepancy of frequency regulation characteristics
caused by the spatial dispersion of WTGS, an improved frequency response modeling method which can take into account
the frequency regulation characteristics of multiple wind speeds is proposed. This method uses small signal analysis theory
and fuzzy control method to construct an improved equivalent aggregation model of WTGS. Combining this model with the
typical system frequency response (SFR) model, a novel frequency response model considering different wind conditions and
different frequency regulation characteristics of WTGSs is established. Finally, an improved IEEE-118 bus system is used for
case analysis to verify the correctness and superiority of the proposed method for high-penetration wind power grid.
©2022 The Authors. Published by Elsevier Ltd. This is an open access article under the CC BY-NC-ND license
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/).
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1. Introduction

With the transformation of global energy consumption to renewable energy, the share of wind power has
significantly increased year by year [1]. According to the relevant data, the global installed capacity of new wind
power in 2020 was 93GW, a substantial increase of 52.96% compared with 2019. By the end of 2020, the global
cumulative installed capacity of wind power has reached 742GW, including 707GW of onshore wind power and
35GW of offshore wind power [2]. Wind power has become one of the major energy sources around the world.
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With the increasing penetration of wind power generation in modern power system, the strong randomness and
low inertia of wind power have brought severe challenges to the frequency stability of the power grid [3]. In
traditional power system, due to the relative decoupling relationship between spinner velocity of the WTGS and
the system frequency, the influence of frequency regulation generally not be considered for small installed capacity
and low rotational inertia WTGS [4,5]. However, when the massive-scale wind power is connected, in order to
ensure the safe and stable operation of the power grid, it puts forward clear frequency regulation requirements to
WTGS. At this time, the frequency regulation characteristics of WTGS must be considered in the frequency response
analysis [6]. Therefore, a frequency analysis model of wind power grid is proposed in [7], which considering the
inertia response of WTGS. Furthermore, a frequency response model considering the combined effects of inertia
response with droop response of WTGS is discussed in [8], which improving the frequency estimation accuracy
for wind power grid. A reduced-order WTGS model with primary frequency control is described in [9], which is
combined with the SFR model to simulate the dynamic frequency of wind power grid. Although the frequency
analysis models proposed in the above studies take into account the frequency regulation effect of WTGS, they
mostly consider the frequency regulation ability of WTGS in a single operation state, and do not fully consider the
frequency regulation characteristics of WTGSs in different operation state of the high-penetration wind power grid.

At present, the WTGS generally achieves deloading operation by adding virtual inertial control, over-speed-
based deloading control, pitch angle control and other methods, and the frequency regulation effect produced by
different deloading control methods will also be significantly different [10]. Considering the large quantity and
extensive distribution of WTGSs in the high-penetration wind power grid, the WTGS in different regions will
face different wind speed conditions. This leads to different control means of WTGS under different wind speed
conditions, operating in different states and having different frequency modulation effects on the power system.
Therefore, for the high-penetration wind power grid, the difference of frequency regulation characteristics caused by
the spatial dispersion of WTGSs cannot be ignored. The need for establishing a frequency response model that can
simultaneously consider different wind speed conditions and different frequency regulations has more significance.
In this regard, Ref. [11] adds a wind speed determination module through logical judgment, and takes the average
value of wind speeds to consider the influence of wind speed differences in the power grid. This method makes
up for the influence of wind speed differences to the frequency response model to a certain extent. However, this
method cannot accurately reflect the frequency characteristics of the system with high wind power penetration and
wide dispersion area.

In view of the following limitations of the current research on the frequency response analysis of high-penetration
wind power grid: (1) Few studies consider the difference of frequency regulation over different wind speeds and
the combined effects on the frequency response characteristics; (2) The current frequency response model lacks
flexibility tuning method of frequency regulation coefficient, which is not conducive to the equivalent accuracy of
WTGS frequency regulation. This paper proposes an improved frequency dynamic response model for the high-
penetration wind power grid. The proposed model simultaneously takes into account the disparate deloading control
methods adopted by the WTGS under low, medium and high wind speeds, such as virtual inertial control, over-
speed-based deloading control, pitch angle control and so on. Based on the theory of small signal analysis theory,
the equivalent models of WTGS in different wind speeds operation areas are deduced by using wind kinetic energy
equations and rotor motion equations. Meanwhile, the droop response coefficient in the virtual inertia control mode
is tuned by adopting fuzzy control method, which ensures that the proposed model can more precisely reflect the
actual frequency regulation effect.

2. Frequency response modeling ideas for high-permeability wind power grid

Considering that in the high-penetration wind power grid, WTGSs with different spatial distribution will face
different wind speed conditions, which will have different frequency regulation effects. Therefore, based on the
traditional SFR model, this paper proposes an equivalent aggregation model of frequency response analysis that can
consider the existence of low, medium and high wind speeds simultaneously.

The main idea of the proposed model is that the traditional generators and loads are still equivalent to the SFR
model, and then the small-signal analysis means is adopted to process the state equation of the WTGS which
regards the wind speed as a small signal interference. Due to the differences of WTGS control models operate
at different wind speed conditions, the establishment of the model should consider the different components of
the power equation at the specific operating point. Finally, based on the difference of power equation, the WTGS
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equivalent model of two inputs and single output considering different wind conditions will be obtained. Thus, the
frequency response equivalent model of high-penetration wind power grid can be obtained as Fig. 1.
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Fig. 1. The equivalent model of the high-penetration wind power grid.

In the frequency response model, A f is the variation value of frequency, H represents the aggregate inertia time
constant of all generators, D represents the aggregate damping coefficient of the power system, K,, is mechanical
power gain, T represents the reheating time constant in prime mover system, Fj represents the proportion of
output power in high-pressure cylinder, R is the governor adjustment coefficient, M, (s), M»(s) and M;(s) represent
the transfer function between electromagnetic power change AP,(s) and A f(s), Ni(s), Na(s) and N3(s) represent
the transfer function of power change caused by wind speeds, A Py, (s) represents the frequency regulation power,
APy(s) and Av(s) represent the load disturbance and wind speed disturbance of the power grid.

3. The equivalent models of WTGSs in different wind conditions

3.1. Modeling of frequency regulation characteristics at low wind speed

When the WTGS operates at low wind speed condition, the spare rotational kinetic energy of WTGS is much
low. Therefore, the virtual inertial control of the WTGS should not be considered, and the WTGS does not provide
frequency support when operating at this wind condition [12]. Accordingly, the transfer function of inertial response
part should not exist.

On the basis of the aerodynamic principle, the wind energy obtained by the WTGS can be expressed as [12]:

P, = prr’*v’C, /2Py, Cp = Cp(r, B) (D

where p is the air mass density; r is the wind wheel radius; A is tip velocity ratio; 8 is pitch angle of WTGS; C,
is the utilization coefficient of wind power, which is a function between 8 and A; P, is the rated power.
C, and A reflect the operation state of the WTGS, which can be expressed as

Cp = P/0.5pv°s = 2T w/pv’s = P/0.5pv°s = (Tw)/0.5pvs = (A % T)/0.50v%s = K.\ )

where P represents the actual captured power; s is the swept area of the wind wheel; T is the mechanical torque
of the actual power; w represents angular velocity of wind wheel; K, is the relationship coefficient.

Assuming that the proportion of WTGS capacity operating at low wind speed at a certain time is K, the rotor
swing equation of WTGS can be obtained as

ATy (s) — ATg(s) = Ty K s Aw(s) = 2Hw K s Aw(s) 3)
APy = Kge  (prr*v>C,)/(2Pyy) @)

The load deloading method of low wind speed operation is to change the rotor speed. The mechanical torque at
a certain point can be expressed by the partial derivative of w and v, which can be obtained as

ATy(s) = (@Tu)/@f ) * Af(s) + (0Tu)/(Ow) x Aw(s) + (3Ty)/(dv) * Av(s) 5)
The mechanical power torque increment can be obtained by combining the above equations:
ATy (s) = [(Ku Kev*h = Ky’ Cp)/(w?)] 5 Aw(s) + (3K, Cpv® — Ky Kv?2)/(w)] * Av(s) (6)

where K, is virtual inertia control coefficient; K, is droop coefficient.
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When the WTGS operates at low wind speed condition, the virtual inertial integrated control function of the
WTGS is not considered, the electromagnetic power change of the WTGS is only caused by the wind speed
changing, then the electromagnetic torque can be written as

AP,(s) = ATg(s) * Aw(s) @)
Putting Egs. (5) and (6) into Eq. (7), the frequency change can be obtained as

Aw(s) = {[Kyv*wBChrer + KM/ [K w0 (Kek — Cpprep) — 2K pw® — 2K Hysw?1} % Av(s) 8)
Therefore, the electromagnetic power can be obtained by the electromagnetic power torque of the WTGS and
Eq. (8).

AP,(s) = {[2Kp K1 K, v*w?*(3C, + K M)/[Kyv* (Kh — C,) — 2K yw?® — 2K H,ysw?]} % Av(s) 9)

Through the above analysis, the transfer function of the WTGS equivalent model at low wind speed condition can
be described as

Mi(s) = 2K 1K p Ky v*w?BC pref + KM/ [K 0 (KA — Cprep) — 2K yw? — 2K Hyysw?] (10)
Ni(s) =0 (1

3.2. Modeling of frequency regulation characteristics at medium wind speed

When the WTGS is operating at medium wind speed and possessing sufficient rotational reserve, the virtual
inertial control should be considered and the rotor kinetic energy recovery method should be adopted. When the
output-power of the WTGS is less than the rated value, the pitch angle remains unchanged at about 0 degree and the
output-power is add by adjusting the rotor speed. The principle of pitch angle control method is that the operating
point is moved from the maximum to another stable operating point by augmenting pitch angle of WTGS to restore
the reserve power [12]. Therefore, the over-speed-based deloading control meets the load reduction requirements
in medium wind speed.

The maximum mechanical power of the WT'GS can be expressed as

Popr = (p7tr*0°Cpyimax) /2 Pu) (12)

where P, is the operating power of WTGS; C, max is the maximum value of C,.
By adjusting the speed of the WTGS, there is a unique tip velocity ratio can maximize C,. According to the
principle of over-speed-based deloading and pitch angle control, the deloading reserve power can be described as:
Pye = Kva!eKvwwopt3 (13)
P = Popt — Py = (,OSU3Cp)/2 =1- KdePOpt (14)
where P, is the deloading power; P, is the active output-power after deloading; P, is the output-power before
deloading; K, is the deloading coefficient, reflecting the level of actual deloading.

According to the output-power curve and the triangular similarity theorem, the actual output-electromagnetic-
power of a certain operating point can be obtained as:

P, = Py + (Popt - Pde)w:je = Py + (Popt - Pde)wélg (15)

where w,, is the angular velocity of WTGS after deloading; wna.x is the angular velocity before deloading.

According to the deloading method, the mechanical torque at a certain point can be expressed by the partial
derivative of rotational speed, wind speed, tip velocity ratio and pitch angle (when the spinner velocity is low, the
partial derivative of torque angle is 0):

ATy (s) = (0Ty)/(Qw) * Aw(s) + (3Ty)/(9v) * Av(s) + (0Ty)/(OA) x Ar(s) + (3Ty)/(3B) * AB(s)  (16)
The tip velocity ratio equation obtained based on small signal analysis and the simplified form can be described as

A+ AMGs) = (w + Aw(s))/(v + Av(s)) (17)
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The change of electromagnetic power torque caused by the virtual inertia control of WTGS can be described as
Te(s) = (1 = Kao) Kww’wy, + KaeKyw? = [(1/ Ry + Kps)/w] 5 Af(s) (18)

where R, is integrated virtual control coefficient.
Substituting Eqgs. (14) and (15) into Eq. (16), and the change value of mechanical power torque can be obtained
as

ATy(s) = 3K ywop > Aw(s) + 6K, v C, Av(s) + Ko,r*v*[T/(0.50v%5)] A f(s) (19)

For medium wind speed conditions, it is assumed that the proportion of WTGS capacity is K,. The swing equation
of the WTGS and the frequency regulation output-power of WTGS (A Pr,) can be described as
ATy (s) — ATg(s) = 2K, Hyys Aw(s) (20)
APray(s) = APy(s) + APp(s) = Na(s)Av(s) + Ma(s)A f(s) 2D
Combining the Eq. (19), (20) and Eq. (21), the transfer function of the equivalent model at medium wind speed
can be obtained as
My(s) = ar/(brs + 1) (22)
Na(s) = —(c28” + dos + €2)/(bas + 1) (23)
where a, = [3(1 — Kuo)Kyw? + 3K Kyw?w)), — (Kge Kwyw?®)/(Wae — Wima)I[B3Kpwv?Cp — Koy K wv?Al/ fo, by =
2K Hyw?/fo, ¢2 = 2K Hy K yw?/ fo, dy = [2K2 Hyw? /Ry + K pv3Cp—(1—Kyo— K2)K p Ky w — Ky K, K yww)), —

Ky KyK,w?/fo, e = [KyK2Hv3Cp/R, — (1 — Kgo)Kyyw? /R, — K2 Ky Kpwv? /Ry, — Ky Ky K yw?w),, 1/ fo
=201~ Kde)wa3 + va3C,, + 2Kdewa3wéje - (Kdewa4)/(wde — Wmax) — Kchwvz-

3.3. Modeling of frequency regulation characteristics at high wind speed

When the WTGS is operating at high wind speed, the speed of the rotor would reach the setting rated value.
For the safe and stable operation of the WTGS, it not applicable to change the output-power only by adjusting the
speed of the rotor. Therefore, the deloading method of changing the pitch angle is selected in the high wind speeds.
By altering the windward blades angle, the input mechanical power of the WTGS can be changed to making the
WTGS operates at a certain operating state, leaving a certain reserve power to support the possible power shortage
of the wind power grid.

On basis of aerodynamic principle, the output-power of the WT'GS can be described as

Popr = (p7r* 0 €y imax(B0))/ 2 Pup) = kWpmax® (24)

where By is the actual pitch angle value.
According to the principle of pitch angle deloading control, the variable of pitch angle can be expressed as

AB =D, Af (25)

where D, is the changing coefficient of pitch angle.
The pitch angle equation based on small signal analysis and its simplified form can be described as

B+ AB(s) = (w + Aw(s))/(v + Av(s)) (26)

At high wind speed, the change of mechanical torque at a certain operating point of the WTGS can be expressed by
the rotational speed, wind speed, tip velocity ratio and the partial derivative of pitch angle, which can be described
as

ATy (s) = (0Tu)/(Qw) * Aw(s) + (Ty)/(dv) x Av(s) + (9Tw)/(0A) * Ar(s) + (0Twm)/(3B) * AB(s)  (27)
Combined with Egs. (25) and (26), the change value of the electromagnetic torque can be obtained as

Te(s) = (1 — Kgo) Kyw?w)y, + Kae Kyw? — [(1/Ry + Kys)/w]  Af(s) (28)
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For high wind speed conditions, it is assumed that the proportion of WTGS capacity is K3. The swing equation of
the WTGS can be expressed as

ATy (s) — ATg(s) = 2K3Hyys Aw(s) (29)

Substituting Egs. (27) and (28) into Eq. (29), the frequency change and the frequency regulation output-power of
WTGS (APr3) can be obtained as

Aw(s) = [K,v*wBC, + K.A) — 2KpH,sw]/[K, v} (KA — Cp) — 2K yw* — 2K H,sw?] x Av(s) (30)

APr3(s) = APy(s) + APg(s) = Na(s)Av(s) + M3(s)A f(s) €2y
The transfer function of the equivalent models at high wind speed can be written as

M;(s) = a3/ (bzs + 1) (32)

N3(s) = —(c35” + d3s + €3)/(b3s + 1) (33)

where a3 = (K3H,w? + 1/R))/f5, bs = [3K3H,w?*(3C, — K.A) + Dpv?1/f3, ¢3 = (BK3H,w?K,)/f3,
dy = BK3H,w*/R, — 3K3K, K,w? + 2K, K, Dyw® — K,wv? — 1/R)/f3, e3 = [QK3K,w® — 2K, K, w3 +
K3K,v3Cp)/R, — Bw?Dy)/R,1/f3, 3 =2K,w* + K, v’°C, — K3K, K wv?.

4. Tuning the droop response coefficient of WTGS

According to the previous analysis, WTGSs contribute differently to the frequency regulation in the face
of different wind speeds. Therefore, seeking the appropriate frequency regulation coefficient has far-reaching
significance to improve the accuracy of frequency response [13]. In this section, the droop response coefficients
are obtained by using fuzzy control theory, which is mainly based on the WTGS operating conditions and the
frequency response results. Finally, comparing the output-power difference value of WTGS with the setting threshold
to estimate whether the WTGS renew to MPPT operation state.

The purpose of this section is to obtain the droop response coefficient that can most accurately reflect the
frequency regulation effect of the actual WTGSs through the improved fuzzy control method, and improve the
accuracy of the frequency response model. The method is seeking the frequency regulation through fuzzy control
theory, the input-quantity of fuzzy control are the frequency difference and the frequency change rate, the domain
of input are set as [0,1] and limiting range of limiters is [-0.2,0.2], [0,1]. The output of the fuzzy controller is K f
(the droop response coefficient of WTGS) and the domain of output is [-0.125,0.875]. In the fuzzy control model,
the input and output are described in 9, 6 and 9 kinds of fuzzy languages respectively. The fuzzy control rules
are established as follows: when the wind power penetration is high and frequency recovers slowly, slow down the
speed of wind power recovers by reducing K f; when the wind power penetration is high and frequency recovers
fastly, forcing the speed of wind power recover by increasing K f; when the wind power penetration is low and
frequency recovers is too fast, the speed of wind power recovery can be accelerated by increasing K f [14] (see
Fig. 2).
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Fig. 2. The fuzzy controller. (a) input of fuzzy controller; (b) input of fuzzy controller; (c) output of fuzzy controller; (d) output of fuzzy
controller.

5. Case study
5.1. Introduction to simulation system

In this paper, the IEEE-118 node system is improved [12]. The improved system includes 14 conventional
generators and 40 WTGSs, of which all the conventional generators are equipped with governors and can participate
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in primary frequency control. The role of frequency control should be also required for all WTGSs. In this section,
PSSE is used to establish the time-domain simulation model of the improved system, so as to catry out simulation
analysis and verify the accuracy of the improved frequency response model.

Among the simulation analysis, the wind speed levels are set as follows: When the wind speed v, satisfies
0 < v, <5m/s, the WIGS operates at the low wind speed area; When the wind speed satisfies 5 < v,, < 12 m/s,
the WTGS operates at the medium wind speed area; When the wind speed satisfies 12 < v,, < 16 m/s, the WTGS
operates at the high wind speed area. The cut-in wind speed of the WTGS is set as 3 m/s, and the cut-out wind
speed is set as 16 m/s.

For convenience of expression, in all the following cases, the proposed improved frequency response model is
labeled as IM, the conventional frequency response model proposed in [11] is labeled as CM, and the time-domain
simulation model of PSSE is labeled as TDSM.

5.2. Analysis of simulation
e The frequency response analysis under power shortage and wind speed changing

Condition 1. It is set that the wind speed in each region of the power system remains basically unchanged during
the disturbance period. At this moment, the low wind speed is 6.5 m/s, medium wind speed is 10.5 m/s and high
wind speed is 12.5 m/s. The number of WTGSs operating at low, medium and high wind speed are 14, 14 and 12
respectively, and the penetration of the wind power system is 60%. When 7' = 5 s, the load has a power shortage
of 20%, and the value of droop response coefficient calculated by fuzzy control algorithm is 0.42.

The post-disturbance frequency dynamic curves and the additional power of WTGSs calculated by IM and CM
are compared with the simulation results of TDSM, as shown in Fig. 3.

‘ ‘ 0.04; ) 0.04r ) 0.04, |
. 502(5) e ———— ) o M| ® 2 oo M OM—TDsM (c) 00 <m—em| @
., g 003 3 i 0.03 g 003
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Fig. 3. Comparisons of the frequency response between IM and CM in the condition of power shortage. (a) system frequency; (b) frequency
error; (c) additional active power; (d) active power error.

In order to further compare the prediction effects of IM and CM, the numerical comparison is made for the key
characteristic values of the frequency response curves in Fig. 3 respectively. The results are listed in Table 1 below:

Table 1. Comparison results of frequency characteristic values.

Model Lowest frequency Steady-state frequency
Value/HZ Absolute error/% Value/Hz Absolute error/%
™M 49.768 0.005 49.921 0.004
CM 49.738 0.032 49.929 0.002
TDSM 49.764 / 49.923 /

By comparing frequency response curves in Fig. 3 and the key characteristic values in Table 1, it can be seen
that for the same disturbance, the lowest frequency value of IM is 49.768 Hz and the steady-state frequency value
is 49.921 Hz, while the results of CM are 49.738 Hz and 49.929 Hz respectively. Therefore, the frequency response
of IM has higher prediction accuracy than CM, which is closer to simulation results of TDSM. It is verified
that the proposed model can more accurately and effectively analyze the frequency response characteristics of the
high-penetration wind power grid.
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Condition 2. It is set that there is no power disturbance in the system, but the wind speed is changed. When T=3s,
due to the weather abruptly change of the wind power grid, the wind speed decreases by 2 m/s, and the other

operating parameters are the same as Condition 1.

At this time, the proposed model (IM) and the conventional model (CM) are also used to analyze the frequency
response after disturbance, and the comparison of frequency response curves is shown in Fig. 4.
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Fig. 4. (a) system frequency; (b) the absolute error.

This simulation results first fully show that the influence of the wind speed change on the power grid frequency
cannot be ignored. In addition, through the comparison of Fig. 4, it can be proved that IM can more accurately reflect
the frequency regulation characteristics of the WTGSs under different wind speeds, which has obvious advantages
over CM.

e The analysis of frequency response model under different wind power penetration

The frequency response analysis model proposed in this paper is mainly aimed at the frequency analysis of
high-penetration wind power grid, so it is necessary to proved the accuracy of the model under different penetration
rates. The system conditions of this case are set to be the same as Condition 1 of the Case 1, and merely the wind
power penetration rate of the system is changed to 30%, 40%, 65%, and 70%, respectively. When T=5s, the load
has a power shortage of 20%, and the droop response coefficient is set as 0.42. The response results of IM and CM
on the frequency and the absolute errors are compared with the results of TDSM, which are shown in Fig. 5.
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Fig. 5. Frequency response under different penetration rates. (a) system frequency (30%); (b) frequency error (30%); (c) system frequency
(40%);(d) frequency error (40%); (e) system frequency (65%); (f) frequency error (65%); (g) system frequency (70%); (h) frequency error

(70%).

In order to highlight the applicability of the proposed model, the frequency key characteristic values and absolute
errors obtained by the two models under different wind power penetration are compared. The results are listed in

Table 2 below:

Through the comparison results of Fig. 5 and Table 2, it can be aware that the effect of the proposed model will be
different with the discrepancy of wind power penetration. When the penetration rate is 30% and 40%, the absolute
errors of the proposed model reduced with the wind power penetration increased, the calculation result of the IM is
closer to the result of TDSM than the CM, but its advantage is not obvious. When the wind power penetration rate
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Table 2. Comparison of frequency characteristic values and errors under different penetration rates.

Penetration Lowest frequency Steady-state frequency
rates/%
™M CM TDSM ™M CM TDSM
Value/Hz  Absolute  Value/Hz  Absolute  Value/Hz  Value/Hz  Absolute  Value/Hz  Absolute  Value/Hz
error/% error/% error/% error/%
30 49.7986 0.05 49.7986 0.02 49.7984 49.9289 0.08 499314 0.024 49.9312
40 49.7648 0.013 49.7665 0.024 49.7668 49.9038 0.014 49.9048 0.023 49.9046
65 49.7854 0.01 49.7862 0.023 49.7853 49.9085 0.09 499112 0.023 49.9098
70 49.718 0.04 49.7453 0.032 49.7453 49.9036 0.02 49.9048 0.046 49.9042

increases to 65% and 70%, the absolute error of proposed model reduce to 0.023% and 0.02% respectively, which
illustrate that the accuracy of the IM is significantly improved and the accuracy advantage is more obviously. It is
verified that the proposed model is more suitable for high-penetration wind power grid than low-penetration wind
power grid, and its advantages will be more significant with the increase of wind power penetration.

eThe analysis of frequency response model under different WI'GS proportion

The proportion of WTGSs under different wind speeds is an important parameter affecting the frequency response
model. For illustrating its impact on the prediction effect of frequency response, the system operating condition in
this case is the same as Condition 1 in the Case 1. Only the number of WTGSs under low, medium and high wind
speed conditions are changed, and three schemes are set according to different proportions. In scheme 1, the number
of WTGSs operating at low, medium and high wind speeds are 10, 22 and 8 respectively; In scheme 2, the numbers
are 14, 14 and 12, and in scheme 3, the numbers are 10, 12 and 18.

Through the three schemes, the frequency response results of the IM and CM are compared with TDSM, and
the absolute error curves are calculated, which are shown in Fig. 6.
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Fig. 6. Frequency results and absolute error of the three schemes. (a) system frequency of scheme 1; (b) system frequency of scheme 2;
(c) System frequency of scheme 3; (d) frequency error.

According to the comparison results shown in Fig. 6, although IM has more advantages over CM on the whole,
it is obvious that when the proportion of WTGSs in the three wind speeds is close, the accuracy advantage of IM is
relatively small compared with CM, and when the proportion of WTGSs in the three wind speeds is quite different,
the accuracy advantage of IM is more obvious than CM. This verifies once again that IM can simultaneously take
into account the different frequency regulation characteristics of WTGSs under various wind speeds, and is more
suitable for frequency response analysis of the high-penetration wind power grids with wide distribution of wind
farms and significant regional wind speed differences.

6. Conclusion

In order to obtain a more accurate frequency response model for high-penetration wind power grid, this paper
first establishes the equivalent model of WTGS frequency regulation characteristics under different wind conditions
based on the swing equation and small signal analysis theory, and uses fuzzy control algorithm to find the appropriate
frequency droop response coefficient. Then, based on the traditional SFR model, the frequency response analysis
model suitable for high-penetration wind power grid is constructed. Finally, the improved IEEE-118 node system is
used for verification and simulation analysis. The results of case studies show that the proposed model can exactly
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reflect the frequency response characteristics of the high-penetration wind power grid, and has more advantages in
accuracy than the conventional model. More importantly, this advantage becomes more obvious with the augment
of wind power penetration and wind speed difference in the power grid.
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