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Introduction

Models are extensively used for planning and performing system studies. PMU data can be effectively used to validate generator models without taking units offline. NERC
reliability standards MOD-26 and MOD-27 require periodic validation of generators, governor and excitation system models. Electric Power Group (EPG) has developed Real-
Time Generator Parameter Validation (RT-GPV) application to perform generator model validation using Synchrophasor Data in real-time.

Overview Benefits
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Real-Time e Recommendation of Key Parameters based on Sensitivity Analysis
» Narrow down from several parameters to few key parameters for
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e Meet NERC MOD-26 and MOD-27 Reliability Standards
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» Summary Report over long term performance of generator models
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