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« Impact of modeling fidelity on system reliability analysis
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Modify ProGRESS tool such that different types of ESS operational CONCLUSIONS & IMPACT
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ProGRESS allows stakeholders including utilities, system planners, operators,

regulators, and researchers to plan for an affordable and reliable power

grid with state-of-the-art energy storage models

« Cutting-edge ESS operation, degradation, and failure models allow
stakeholders to accurately quantify contribution of ESS toward enhancing
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« Model cell-to-cell variation and impact of battery topology on capacity
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