
 

 

Scope for Subgroup 4: As-built Installation Evaluation and Commissioning Test 

Validation standard is recommended practices: not “shall” but “should”.  

A clause in P2800.2 will be dedicated to “As-built installation evaluation and commissioning testing. The 
subgroup will use Table 20 of IEEE 2800 std as a reference and write a procedure for each 
commissioning testing process and as-built model evaluation.  Each relevant section/topic of the IEEE 
2800 std requirement that has R (required) or D (depends) entry in the respective cells of the table will 
be addressed accordingly. Where it’s stated “depends” this clause should specify on what does it 
“depend”; this may or may not need defined testing procedures.  

The sub-group will focus on the following processes: 

• As-built installation evaluation 
• Commissioning tests (coordination with NERC MOD validation?). 

For as-built installation evaluation and commission test processes the group will define: 

• Commissioning tests to be conducted on site 
o Includes type of test, Synthetic signals required (if any)-specifications, measurement 

sensor needs, measurement data accuracy, validity of the test, post processing 
• Question: Should “As built installation evaluation” verification be limited to only the controls 

that have changed from the proposed design? For example, if nothing has changed let’s say in 
ride through settings-do we need to do an as-built installation evaluation? How do we verify? 
My understanding is that such WTG/HVDC internal settings are not accessible and sometimes 
driven by hardware limitations. So is it fair to say we verify only on the plant level 
settable/tunable settings for as-built installation evaluation? Section 7 of the IEEE 2800 std and 
Section 6.2 FFR will be very difficult to verify 

Excerpt from IEEE 2800: 

 

Excerpt from IEEE 2800 Table 20.  R = required, D = depends, NR = not required: 
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