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Figure 5: The nominal and optimal SSV for common DR
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E :‘iES Pdﬂg — Pd,tota,l Total flexible demand is constant
DR Bus 4 4780 3262 | 9220 6290 9220 6399 9220 6399 9099 4890 7128 39.94
, Bus 9 2950 2073 | 000 000 000 000 000 000 062 1555 2034 18.50
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Generator P, V are fixed
SSV 0.5341 0.5393 0.5444 0.5391 2.4533 0.5369
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