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é/ PJM Planning Process
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épjm Planning Resilience Progress
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RTEP Resilience Integration Approaches

Resilience
Criteria

New resilience criteria

Do No Harm

No adverse impacts on
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Opportunity to improve system
resilience

Resilience factor for solution
selection
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Do No Harm Examples
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jm Opportunistic Examples
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é/ Cascading Tree Tool
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Developed by Emanuel Bernabeu and Yang Chen (PJM Applied Innovation Department)
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Contingency

RTEP Resilience Study

 CIP 14
« Extreme Contingency

 RTEP 2022
 RTEP 2023

Resilience
Metrics

« Cascading Probability
» Load Loss
» Repeat Offender
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RTEP 2022 Resilience Analysis Result
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RTEP 2023 Resilience Analysis Result
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Resilience Improvement
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[ Analytical tool improvement

Next Steps
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