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ABSTRACT  

Renewable energy sources particularly wind energy is becoming immensely popular 

throughout the world. Jordan is one of the countries that are interested in increasing the 

integration level of the wind energy on the national electrical grid. The main drawback of 

wind power is its inherent variability and uncertainty of source making wind energy a 

difficult resource to dispatch. A Pumped Hydroelectric Energy Storage (PHES) system is 

considered to be an attractive alternative solution for load balancing and energy storage 

mainly with wind farms. The current research utilizes the existing dams in Jordan as lower 

basin and provides candidate locations for upper pumped storage basins in the vicinity of 

these dam without affecting their functionality. These upper basins are semi-natural 

basins with least amount of construction, i.e. relatively least cost as shown in the 

economic analysis of implementing such project. 

 

All power systems of both conventional and renewable energy in Jordan are modeled 

using PLEXOS software package. The optimization technique of Mixed Integer 

Programing is utilized to achieve optimum solution for wind energy variability and 

uncertainty. The power model is designed by using the actual characteristics of all power 

generating units in Jordan. Real demand load data obtained from the National Power 

Company are implemented in the design model so the study provides real life solution for 

the variability of renewable energy sources mainly Wind Energy. Wind speed is obtained 

for one year for Al-Tafila heights and implemented in the design model. Analysis is 

carried out for power systems with and without PHES to show the improvements that are 

achieved by using such storage system. 

 

A location survey of the candidate sites in Jordan is conducted where the PHES can 

be installed and operated in an efficient manner. Ten locations have been analyzed deeply 

in the location survey. The results show that six of them are successful candidates and 

appropriate locations to install PHES system since they pass all PHES design 

requirements. Al-Tannur dam has been selected as case study for designing PHES system 

for Jordan. The analysis of practical power model is carried in different scenarios; with 

and without inclusion of PHES unit. The positive effect on the behavior of the power 

system when the PHES is included is clearly observed, wind integration level has been 

increased and dispatched on demand. The generation in peak demand by the inefficient 

costly units is reduced so the total generation cost has been diminished. 
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Chapter One 

Introduction  

 

1.1 Renewable Energy Overview  

The renewable energy sources are steadily expanding. Many countries around the 

world have started to install facilities that use renewable energy sources for power 

generation. The importance of renewable energy sources comes together with climate 

change challenges associated with the excessive use of fossil fuels. There are also three 

main motivators that accelerate the development of renewable energy systems: energy 

security, economic effects, and carbon dioxide emissions restriction. The developments 

in technology have allowed nations to produce renewable energy more price effectively  

Solar energy has a significant potential and its utili zation is expanding extremely fast. 

It can benefit to prevent the greenhouse gasses that threaten irreversible environmental 

change for the world. Solar energy currently contributes a little to reduce emissions. 

However, it will certainly have a significant motivation in climate-friendly scenarios in 

the next years. Solar energy, continues to be one of the fastest-growing energy markets 

over the past few years. It is supposed to get competitiveness a huge scale within ten years  

Wind energy, is known as the most feasible as well as the most reliable among the 

renewable energy systems after hydropower. Recent times have experienced an 

acceleration in wind energy technology expansion and a rise in investment projects. 

Therefore, led to increase the number of experts, and achieve a significant working 

experience in this field all over the world. 

Wind power is make use of air movement by using wind turbines to operate an 

electrical generator for electricity generation. Wind energy, as opposed to fossil fuels, is 

sufficient, sustainable, extensively distributed, clean, releases no greenhouse gas 
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emissions while operating, requires no water, and needs small area. The cumulative 

effects on the natural environment are much less problematic than those of nonrenewable 

power supplies.  

Wind farms comprise of some individual wind turbines which are usually hooked up 

to the electric utility transmission network. It delivers variable power which is very steady 

from year to year but has a considerable variation over quite short timescales which will 

affect the performance of the power grid. Therefore, there is an urgent need to include 

storage systems in the power system, which aid in regulating the movement of electricity 

in the electric grid. 

 

1.2 Renewable Energy in Jordan 

Jordan has an excellent potential of renewable energy such as wind and solar. So it is 

one of the countries that interested in expanding the utilization of renewable energy 

sector. Jordan is located within the sunbelt where the intensity of direct solar radiation is 

about (5-7)kWh/m2. Therefore, there is a massive opportunity to use this energy (Al 

zouôbi, 2010). 

Now, there are several projects have finished construction. Two solar PV projects with 

total capacity of 5 MW at Azraq in cooperation with the Spanish government. Twelve  

PV projects agreements of the solar cell to generate electricity with a total capacity of 200 

MW mostly in Ma'an and solar Pv project at Quera/Aqba 65-75 MW (Sahawneh, 2015). 

Also, Jordan is rich in wind resources, Wind speed reaching between 7.5 to 10.0 m/s 

in some places as shown in Figure 1.1. So it is one of the countries that are interested in 

wind energy since 1996. At this time there are four wind power plants hooked up to the 

national grid, that located at Ibrahimyah, Hoffa, Tafila, and Ma'an. 
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Figure 1.1: Wind map in Jordan ( Ministry of Energy and Mineral Resources,2012) 

Ibrahimyah plant is located close to 80 km north of Amman, consists of 4 wind turbines 

with a capacity 0.08 MW for each turbine. The Hoffa plant is located nearly 92 km north 

of Amman, consists of 5 wind turbines with a capacity 0 .225 MW for each turbine. Tafila 

Wind Farm is located in Tafila Governorate in the southwest of Jordan; it is the first large-

scale wind power plant, it has started it 's electrical energy production with a capacity of 

117 MW in 2015. Maôan Wind Park has been hooked up to the national grid with a 

capacity of 80 MW in 2016.  

These wind stations are just the beginning not the last, so a target of 10% of renewable 

energy input to the energy mix by 2020 is set in the national energy strategy. It aims 
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mainly to increase the rated power generated from the wind to 1200 MW and 600 MW 

of solar. Table (1.1) shows the recent and future plan of installing wind stations in Jordan 

(Sahawneh, 2015). 

 

Table 1.1: Future plan of wind stations (Sahawneh, 2015) 

Station Capacity MW 

year 

Wind park 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 Total  

Tafila 117      117 

Ma'an  80     80 

Various   100 300 300 300 1000 

Total  1197 

 

The most critical weakness of wind power is its natural variability, and also the 

uncertainty of source. That is why a massive range integration of wind is a danger to the 

stability and reliability of electric grids hosting wind energy conversion systems 

(Namgyel, 2012). 

It is clear that wind energy sector will continue to expand in Jordan. Therefore, fail to 

use proper energy storage system by the electricity distribution company, will lead to lack 

of balance between the electricity generated by wind farms and the rate of energy demand. 

Pumped Hydroelectric Energy Storage (PHES) systems are considered an attractive 

alternative solution for load balancing and energy storage. They can supply ancillary 

services at high ramp rates, and they can additionally provide benefits from intraday 

energy price variation by releasing the energy at high demand periods, and using the 
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energy at off-peak periods to pump water into a high potential energy reservoir (Namgyel, 

2012). 

1.3 Problem statement 

With persistently increasing fuel prices and growing environmental concerns, the 

energy from renewable resources, particularly wind energy is becoming immensely 

popular throughout the world.  

 Jordan is one of the countries that are interested in wind power, in 2015, the first large 

scale wind power plant- Tafila wind farm has started its electrical energy production with 

a capacity of 117 MW. In the near future Maôan Wind Farm will be hooked up to the 

national grid with a capacity of 80 MW. Through the upcoming years other farms will be 

installed and connected to the national grid. 

The main drawback of wind power is its uncertainty of source making wind energy a 

difficult resource to dispatch. For this reason, large scale integration of wind is a threat to 

the stability of utility grids. Utility grid should consider this main issue to match the 

energy produced by the wind farms to the energy demand. The challenge is to find a way 

to make energy created by wind resources available on demand. 

In Jordan, National Electric Power Company (NEPCO) control the power generation 

from the power plants. If the wind integration is increased it will experience difficulty on 

controlling power flow through the system which highly motivate the adoption of PHES 

System integration. Properly designed PHES if integrated into the Jordan power system, 

can offer maximum flexibility to resolve the problem of wind integration. 
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1.4 The main objectives 

1. Site Analysis, which includes geographic data collection and proper site selection. 

2. Design a PHES system to avoid the loss of energy generated by the wind farms at 

off-peak load. 

3. Regulate and control of the energy generated from wind farms in Jordan. 

 

1.5 Methodology  

This study focuses on the impact of inclusion PHES in the power system along with 

the increasing of wind power integration level in Jordan. Three main aspects related to 

energy storage system will be studied which are: conducting a location survey to examine 

the candidate sites for PHES installation in Jordan, designing of PHES system station, 

modeling a practical power system for Jordan which includes all thermal generating units, 

wind farms and PHES unit. 

In the location survey a water balance for each dam has to be done and all data that is 

needed will be collected from Jordan Valley Authority (JVA). All the power system data 

that is needed to accomplish this study will be collected from NEPCO. 

An academic version of PLEXOS for Power Systems, will be used to model the 

practical power system which is a simulation software for energy market analysis. 

1.6 Thesis layout 

This thesis is structured as follows: Chapter one presents the background of the study, 

the problem statement and its significance, methodology and the main objectives of 

the study. Chapter two gives published literature of different topics relevant to the study. 

Chapter three provides a location survey study of the candidate sites. Chapter four 

represents the procedure to design PHES. Chapter five provides the information about the 

power modeling. Chapter six discuss the results after run the power model. Chapter seven 
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provide an economic study for the PHES. Chapter eight summarizes the conclusions and 

provides some recommendations.  
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Chapter Two 

Literature Review 

 

2.1 The History of PHES 

In the last decade, interest in a large Electrical Energy Storage (EES) systems has 

expanded significantly as a good potential strategy to many of the issues related to 

renewable energy systems. One of the most significant challenges of many low-carbon 

generation systems is usually that they lack the same level of load-following flexibility  

as compared with a conventional fossil fuel power generation. This applies to renewable 

generation technologies which are weather conditions dependent. For instance, the wind 

and solar primary energy resources are varied, often unexpected. 

The limited ability of the wind and solar systems to load- follow, is among the most 

significant problems that bulk EES aims to handle. Many research studies have 

considered the energy storage as an essential method of contributing the flexibility that is 

necessary to integrate massive proportions of renewable energy in electricity networks. 

Through a report that is done by (Denholm, Ela, Kirby, & Milligan, 2010), for the 

National Renewable Energy Laboratory, USA concludes that high penetrations of 

variable generation will  extend the interest on all flexibility options, which includes 

energy storage systems. (Eyer & Corey, 2010), also summarize that renewable energy 

integration is among the major drivers for energy storage as well as (Beaudin, Zareipour, 

Schellenberglabe, & Rosehart, 2010), conclude that large-scale renewables integration 

would be an extra difficult challenge without energy storage. (Cochran, Bird, Heeter, & 

Arent, 2012), review the most suitable methods for integrating variable renewable 

generation to the grid, and conclude that there is no one size that matches all energy 
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demand. Therefore, that will encourage the development of energy storage systems. 

Although it is accepted that smaller percentages of renewable generation can integrated 

into many electrical power systems without very considerable operational variations 

(Gross et al., 2007). 

PHES also offers various advantages throughout the power supply chain, and some 

research studies have talked about these (Barbour, Wilson, Radcliffe, Ding, & Li, 2016), 

They involve:  

¶ Allowing greater deployment of low-carbon generation  

¶ Facilitating a time of use energy management  

¶ Increasing reliability for end-users 

¶ Minimizing the fluctuation of electricity prices  

¶ Improving system reliability  

¶ Maximizing system flexibility  

¶ Reducing the require for transmission upgrades/new transmission infrastructure  

¶ Reducing overall pollutant emissions. 

As shown in Figures 2.1 PHES stores electrical energy by elevating water to upper 

reservoir. The charging process converts electrical energy into mechanical energy and 

eventually into gravitational potential energy, by using the power to pump water from a 

lower reservoir to a higher reservoir. The discharging process is the reverse; it converts 

gravitational potential energy into mechanical energy and then to electrical energy by 

allowing water to flow down from the higher reservoir to the lower reservoir, driving a 

turbine that is attached to an electrical generator. Table 1 gives some of the typical 

technical characteristics of PHES plants (Chen et al., 2009). 
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At a country level, Japan has the largest installed capacity of PHES at ~25 GW (Deane, 

, Gallach, & McKeogh, 2010), which represents over 8.5% of its installed electricity 

generating capacity. China has the second largest capacity of PHES followed by the USA. 

However, PHES constitutes only 1.8% and 1.9% respectively of their total installed 

electric generation capacity. Table 2 shows some countries with the largest installed 

PHES capacities. 

 

Figure 2.1: PHES operation  (Energy Storage Technologies for Electric Applications, 2014) 

 

Table 2.1: Technical characteristics of PHES (Beaudin et al., 2010) 

Power 10-4000 MW 

Discharge duration at rated power 1-24 + h 

Round-trip efficiency 70-85% 

Self-discharge Generally negligible 

Response time Min 

Power capital cost 2000-4300 $/kW 

Energy Capital cost 5-100 $/kWh 

Lifetime 40-60+years 

Suitable storage duration Hours - Days 
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Table 2.2: Installed PHES capacity by country and current (2014) capacity under 

construction. (Deane et al., 2010; Yang & Jackson, 2011) 

Country 
Installed PHS 

capacity (GW) 

Under construction 

(GW) 

PHES power capacity as a % 

of installed electrical 

generating capacity 

Japan 24.5 3.3 8.5 

China 22.6 11.6 1.8 

USA 20.5 - 1.9 

Italy 7.1 - 5.7 

Spain 6.8 - 6.6 

Germany 6.3 - 3.5 

France 5.8 - 4.4 

India 5.0 1.7 2.2 

Austria 4.8 0.2 21 

Great Britain 2.7 - 3.0 

Switzerland 2.5 2.1 12 

Portugal 1.1 1.5 6.1 

 

2.2 Historical  development of PHES 

2.2.1 Europe 

Figure 2.2 illustrates that The European countries have the most PHES capacity, and 

that over 80% of it was commissioned between 1960 and 1990. The largest number of the 

schemes are situated in the mountainous regions of Germany, Italy, France, Spain and 

Switzerland. Although in a number of nations, development was in parallel with 

significant increases in nuclear capacity. Some countries like Austria added large PHES 

capacities even with having no nuclear power at all. As Figure 2.2 illustrates the annual 

percentage rate of development of PHES in European countries has slightly expanded 

since 2008, which is thought to have been a response to the increasing of energy 

requirement through the 90ôs and anticipation of increased wind generation. The 430 MW 

Reisseck II scheme in Austria (commissioned in 2014) and the expansion of the Spanish 

La Muela pumped storage facility by 852 MW are some of Europeôs newest PHES 

developments ( HydroWorld,2013). 
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2.2.2 Japan 

Japan has historically developed PHES system to complement its nuclear generation 

and to provide an alternative solution to fossil fuel peaking units. Japan chose nuclear 

power as a primary electricity source generation. For energy security reasons, Japan has 

installed a large capacity of PHES systems to complement its nuclear power and provide 

peak electricity. Furthermore, it also does not have any electrical interconnections to other 

nations (unlike France, for instance, which is a significant exporter of nuclear-generated 

power in the United Kingdom, Germany, Italy, Switzerland and Spain). This adds to the 

value of flexible generating plants and explains, why the percentage of PHES capacity is 

significantly higher than in many other countries. The mountainous in Japan is perfect for 

PHES installations, although the majority of the most suitable sites have been developed 

(Anuta, Taylor, Jones, McEntee, & Wade, 2014).  

2.2.3 China 

Compared to Europe, USA and Japan, the development of PHES in China occurred 

relatively recently as shown in Figure 2.2. Although the initial PHES scheme (11 MW) 

was designed in 1968 and then the second in 1975. Expansion after this stayed dormant 

until the 1990s. Since then it has developed very quickly for many reasons. Electricity 

demand has been increasing with Chinaôs quick economic growth.  PHES can be 

considered as significantly helpful to bridge the valley-to-peak gap in addition to 

maximizing grid-reliability. The regional targets for carbon reduction and the rapid 

development of wind energy in North in addition to West China, with poor transmission 

infrastructure are additionally regarded as important drivers for enhanced PHES 

development (Zeng, Zhang, & Liu, 2013). At the end of 2013, the overall hooked up wind 

capacity in China was 91 .4 GW. 
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 China's high share of coal-based power generation is another driver for more flexible 

generation, as most plants are large scale (> 300 MW), less efficient and less economic 

to operate at partial load. The expansion in PHES capacity is occurring alongside the 

significant expansions of conventional hydro generation (ñChina | International 

Hydropower Association,ò 2015). 

2.2.4 USA 

As shown in Figure 2.2, the most of PHES stations in the United States were designed 

in the period 1960 ï 1990 (Yang & Jackson, 2011). This period was aligned with 

significant increases in nuclear capacity. (Denholm et al., 2010), note that the significant 

increases in the cost of crude oil and gas in the 70ôs along with uncertainty about future 

prices, guided utilities in the USA to evaluate PHES as alternatives to fossil fuel peaking 

units. With lower electricity price ranges for PHES stations than conventional peaking 

stations more recently, PHES was often more attractive economically. Since 1990, there 

has been the minimal deployment of PHES in the USA as a result of Subsequent decreases 

in the price of oil and gas, as well as large decreases in the capital costs of Combined 

Cycle peaking units. A number of articles have indicated that the USA owns a PHES 

potential greater than 1000 GW (Yang & Jackson, 2011). 

2.2.5 India  

In India, the first pumped storage station was the 770 MW Nagarjunasagar plant, 

which was completely commissioned in 1981. Between 1981 and 1998 another 742 MW 

of PHES was installed, and then one more 3450 MW was installed between 2003 and 

2008. The motivation to install PHES in India comes primarily from the desire to meet 

peak electrical demand; the peak power capacity is short of the peak demand in most 

states by 10-15%. Therefore, the aim for pumped hydro plants is to shift electricity from 

off-peak to peak hours (Sivakumar, Das, Padhy, Senthil Kumar, & Bisoyi, 2013). 
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Figure 2.2: (a) Historical PHES deployment in Europe, Japan, China, USA and India (GW). The dots represent each 
year in which at least one PHES plant was commissioned, and have an area proportional to the capacity 
commissioned in that calendar year. (b) Cumulative sum of PHES deployment power capacity (GW). The list of 

PHES plants included is available to download (ñEnergy Storage Sense,ò 2012.) 

 

2.3 Advantages of PHES for Wind Integration  

The benefits associated with inserting wind power to the electrical power system is 

summarized as the following: 1. Reduction of total generation cost since much less fuel 

is used in conventional stations and 2. Reduction in carbon emission while less fossil fuel 
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is burned. However, as a result of the natural variability of wind, expanded wind power 

integration can create harmful effects on the power system reliability. These types of 

negative impacts can potentially require an increase in the cost of maintaining the same 

level of power system reliability, often called wind integration cost. Furthermore, these 

negative impacts can potentially offset the advantages of wind power and grow to be 

significant, while additional wind power is installed into the power system (Holttinen, 

2008). It is very important to determine these types of negative impacts to make sure that 

they mitigate just a smaller part of the advantages. There are many scientific studies 

completed on integrating PHES with wind farms as a technique to offset wind variability 

problems. Some advantages of PHES related to wind power integration as a result of these 

scientific studies are discussed below (Namgyel, 2012).  

PHES is typically aligned with wind stations to increase economic profit. At certain 

times of low energy cost, the wind stations as an alternative to selling their power to the 

grid, it can be used to pump water from a lower water reservoir, and then keep in the 

upper reservoir. Whenever the energy price increases above a certain threshold level, 

stored water is released back into the lower reservoir generating electricity, and it is sold 

to the grid. Wind power is often sold to the grid within this period of high energy cost. In 

Alberta, in anticipation to 700 MW of wind energy in the future, a model which involved 

a 40 MW Castle River wind farm and a 40 MW PHES at Oldman dam was suggested. 

The result demonstrates that when wind power generating individually was profitable, the 

productivity of wind power generation expanded by a factor of four when it was 

connected with PHES (Nickel, 2006). 

PHES is commonly used in remote areas to benefit from wind power rejection. 

Involvement of PHES into the power system of an isolated location, helps effectively to 
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mitigate a rejection power that is generated by wind farms (J. S. Anagnostopoulos & 

Papantonis, 2008). 

Utili zation of PHES to handle wind power variability is a developing trend globally. 

There are many scientific studies on using PHES for integrating wind energy. All of these 

studies referred to show considerable benefits of combining PHES in the power system. 

Some of these studies will be reviewed here. 

(Bakos, 2002) examined the operation of a combination wind/hydro power in a 

selected application on the island of Ikaria in Greece system intending at generating low-

cost electricity. A Monte Carlo simulation code was created to simulate the operation of 

the entire installation, to enable a suitable selection of component standards and location 

meteorological data to be applied to increase prediction capabilities. The code repeatedly 

integrates to determine the immediate amount of the water reservoir, and also the present 

condition of wind-farm energy production. According to these two variables, a logical 

decision tree is designed to determine whether the wind, accumulated wind and hydro 

energy can satisfy the needs of the local grid in the island of Ikaria.  

Some studies concentrate on the development of an optimal method for PHES 

integration. (Castronuovo & Lopes, 2004), conducted an optimization technique to assist 

recognizing the perfect hourly and daily strategy for the operation of a merged windï

hydro pumping storage power station. Based on the solution of the optimization problem, 

it is easy to figure out the hourly operation of the water pump station (WPS), small hydro 

generator and also wind generator, such that it can raise the power plant operation 

revenue.  

(Kusakana, 2016), designed a model to obtain the optimal daily operation planning to 

be executed in a hybrid system consists of a photovoltaic unit, a wind farm, a PHES 
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system in addition to a diesel generator. This model seeks to reduce the use of the diesel 

generator while maximizing the utilization of the solar photovoltaic unit, wind units and 

PHES system. The simulation results indicate that using the pumped hydro storage 

ability; it is possible to handle any load operational limitations which often need a quick 

response from the power generation or storage system.  

Some research studies conducted a numerical research of the most efficient sizing and 

design of a pumping plant unit in a hybrid wind-hydro station. (John S. Anagnostopoulos 

& Papantonis, 2007) introduced a numerical research in the wind-hydro station. The 

standard model which contains some identical pumps working in parallel is analyzed 

compared with two different other configurations, making use of one variable-speed 

pump or just a special group of smaller sized jockey pumps. The target is to decrease the 

quantity of the wind energy that cannot be converted to hydraulic energy in the storage 

tank resulting from power operating limitations of the water pumps in addition to 

the which will lead to step-wise operating of the pumping plant. The plant performance 

for a certain time of one year is simulated by an extensive evaluation algorithm, which 

additionally conducts an extensive economic analysis of the plant employing dynamic 

evaluation methods. A preliminary examine of the whole plant sizing is completed at first 

applying an optimization tool dependent on evolutionary algorithms. The operation of the 

three analyzed pumping station units is then estimated and then discussed in a 

comparative study. The outcomes show that the making use of a variable-speed pump 

constitutes the most effective and profitable solution and its superiority is more 

pronounced for less dispersed wind power potential.  

(Benitez, Benitez, & van Kooten, 2008), designed a nonlinear mathematical 

optimization program for checking out the economic and environmental effects of wind 

penetration in electrical grids and estimating how hydropower storage can be used to 
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offset wind power intermittency. Also, (Foley, Leahy, Li, McKeogh, & Morrison, 2015), 

have designed a technical, economic and environmental long-term creation extension 

planning analysis of a test system with high wind power generation. This research is 

unique in that, it captures reserve needs in addition to generation prices and carbon 

emissions using an optimized power dispatch and unit commitment model. 

 

In the current study, the difference from previous studies is that PLEXOS Software 

will be used to evaluate the practical approach to building the storage system along with 

high integration level of wind. The present study will consider Jordan-Tafila wind farm 

as a reference station for the future expansion in wind integration level in Jordan. Other 

sites will be explored for the opportunity of being candidate sites to be utilized as 

hydropower storage such as the large dams in Jordan. Upon to the author knowledge, this 

will be the first research that is concerned with using hydropower storage system to 

regulate the power supply from the wind farms in Jordan to the national grid. 
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Chapter Three 

Location survey 

3.1 Introduction  

In future energy systems in Jordan with high shares of non-dispatchable renewable 

electricity generation, storage system will play a key role. Furthermore, the rapid increase 

in the expansion of renewable energy systems will lead to an urgent need to regulate the 

electricity flow into power networks. So, the main goal of this research is to explore the 

opportunity in Jordan to design a PHES system to avoid the loss of energy generated by 

the wind farms at off-peak demand by using the excess energy to pump water to high 

elevation reservoir. At peak demand, this high potential energy water will be released 

back to operate hydropower turbines that generate electricity according to the demand on 

the grid. 

Jordan has many huge dams in the southern and northern parts of Jordan that are 

surrounded by mountains and hills with good heights.  Six dams were built in the north 

and the middle of Jordan valley as it may be seen in Figure 3.1 with an overall storage 

capacity of 178.7 MCM. These dams are: King Talal, Ziglab,Wadi Al- Arab, Karameh, 

Shuaib and Kafrein . Three additional dams, Tannur, Mujib and Walah  are in the southern 

part with an overall storage capacity of 57.7 MCM. AL-Wehda dam which is located on 

the border between Jordan and Syria has 110 MCM storage capacity. Stored water from 

these dams is being used for livestock, ground water recharge, irrigation and also to 

generate electricity by hydro generators. All the data that is needed is collected from JVA 

and a sample of the data can be found in appendix A  (ñJordan Valley Authority - Web 

Presence,ò 2017). 
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Figure 3.1: Dams in jordan (Current and Planned Infrastructural Projects - Fanack Water) 

3.2 The  geographical requirements of the candidate sites 

In general, PHES system consists of two reservoirs with high elevation difference. The 

candidate locations for installation of PHES system should be situated on high elevation 

areas such as hill or mountain and also it should be near to the water sources. The upper 

reservoir is on top of a mountain, whereas the lower reservoir is at the bottom of the 

mountain. The powerhouse with the generators is definitely in between the two reservoirs 

but very close to the lower reservoir. One of the aims of this research is to search for 

suitable natural basins nearby an existing water reservoirs (dams). To decrease the 

construction cost of PHES system, the location should have the following properties: 

1. The nature of the site should be able to keep water. 

2. The elevation between the upper and lower reservoirs should be high enough to 

allow construction of PHES. For a certain power station, the reservoir storage 

requirement and the capacity of the water conduit are inversely proportional to 
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head. Therefore, the cost of the reservoir and water conduit is greatly reduced 

when the site has a high head. 

3. The distance of water conduit has to be as short as possible. This is mainly 

necessary for the locations with the lower head. The economic length for a water 

conduit is function of head and can be identified in terms of the whole length to 

head (L/H) ratio. The maximum acceptable L/H ratio range is from 10 to 12 for 

high-head sites (360 m and above) and about 4 to 5 for low-head sites (150-180 

m) (Namgyel, 2012). 

4. Reservoir candidate locations should have least excavation work to reduce the 

capital cost of construction. 

5. The candidate sites should be located near the grid to reduce power transmissions 

cost. 

 

3.3 Energy storage capacity 

To determine the amount of energy that can be stored by the PHES system in a dam. 

The volume of water that is needed to estimate the electrical energy that can be converted 

into potential energy in the high elevation storage can be calculated according to the 

following steps: 

1- Identify the rated pumping head. 

2- Calculate the volume flow rate of water when pump operates with 1 MW rated 

power to elevate water to rated head into upper reservoir by using equation (3.1) 

ὗ
ὖ

Ὣ ”Ὤ
                                                                                                               σȢρ 
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Where: 

ὗ : Rated volume flow rate άȾί. 

ὖ: Rated Pump Power ὡ . 

: Pump efficiency. 

Ὣ: Acceleration of gravity ωȢψά ίϳ . 

”: Density of water ρπππὑὫάϳ . 

Ὤ: Head ά . 

3- Identify pump continuous operation time in hours at a rated power in a certain 

interval. 

4- After calculating the value of rated flow rate in step 2 and identifying the number 

of hours in step 3, the required volume of the upper reservoir can be estimated by 

using equation 3.2. 

ὠ ὗ Ὕ                                                                                                                     σȢς  

Where: 

ὠ: Volume of the upper reservoir. 

Ὕ: Rated pumping time in second. 

Now it is possible to expand the system capacity by multiplying the required rated 

pumping power by the volume of the upper storage that was used to store energy for only 

1MW rated pumping power. 
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3.4  Candidate sites in Jordan  

It is important to mention that the geographical requirements of the candidate sites are 

not easy to be met. However, it is necessary to explore and find the best locations that can 

achieve the maximum possible of the requirements of PHES installation to reduce the 

capital infrastructure cost of the whole project.  Jordan, as previously indicated has a good 

potential sites to utilize this kind of storage system as result of the natural terrain's 

specifications nearby the dams. 

3.4.1 King Talal Dam 

As shown in Figure 3.2, King Talal Dam is a huge dam in the mountains of northern 

Jordan, across the Zarqa valley. As shown in table 3.1 the dam was initiated in 1971, with 

the primary construction getting completed in 1978 at an elevation of 92 .5 meters. In 

1984, to match the country's increasing water demands, the dam was expanded to a height 

of 106 meters, a project which was completed in 1988. The main purposes of the dam are 

to store winter rain water, to treat sewage water that is drawn from Amman and Zarqa to 

be treated in As Samra station, to irrigate Jordan Valley farms and to generate electricity. 

There are two small hydro power units (Francis turbine) installed in the King Talal Dam 

with rated capacity of 5 MW. 
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Figure 3.2: King Talal dam 

Table 3.1: King Talal dam information (Jordan Valley Authority, 2015)  

Location  Zarqa valley 

Type  Earth - fill  

Purpose  Irrigation  

Height 108 m 

Storage capacity 74 MCM 

Construction Completed in 1977, raised in 1987 

 

King Talal Dam has an excellent potential to construct PHES system as shown in 

Figure 3.3. Two candidate locations are identified which have proper height dif ference 

that ranges from 200 to 220 m and have enough suitable area where the upper reservoir 

can be constructed.  
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Figure 3.3: Candidate locations in King Talal dam 

The candidate locations in the dam area are close to the electric grid. This is 

advantageous regarding the construction cost, (i.e. Reducing the electrical transmission 

expenses). Figure 3.4 indicates that the distance between the upper and bottom storage is 

approximately 1.25 km which is acceptable from design point of view. The elevation of 

upper storage is 384 m above the sea level, whereas the powerhouse location hieght is 

179 m near the end of the hill. 
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Figure 3.4: The curve in the bottom graph shows the Elevation difference profile between 

the points A and B marked in the picture of King Talal dam 

To estimate the amount of electrical energy that can be stored in the proposed PHES 

system at King Talal dam, an intensive analysis of the water balance for the dam including 

the storage volume, inflow and outflow rate volume for at least 3 years should be 

performed to guarantee that the water level is available all through a year that will make 

the PHES work properly. As mentioned before the capacity storage of King Talal dam is 

74 MCM. Figure 3.5 shows the water balance through the period from 2011 to 2017. The 

minimum value of storage volume through this period was about 20 MCM on January 

first of 2011/2012/2013. 
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Figure 3.5: Water balance of King Talal dam 

By applying the procedure in section 3.3, the volume of water that is needed to operate 

PHES system in the candidate locations in king Talal dam can be calculated.  For the 

rated pumping head at the proposed site of height difference 205 m and by using equation 

3.1 , the rated discharge from the pump at rated head is calculated to be 0.45 ά ίϳ . 

Assume the pump will be continuously operated for 12 hours, by using equation 3.2, the 

required volume of upper storage is 19.3ρπ ά . 

Now it is easy to expand the system capacity by multiplying the required rated pump 

power by the volume of the upper storage that was used to store water for only 1 MW 

rated pumping power for 12 hours. Assume there is a wind farm with 250 MW capacity 

then the volume of the upper reservoir that needed to store energy for 12 hours is 4.8 

MCM. Which is only 24% of minimum stored volume that King Talal dam reached on 

first January of 2011/2012/2013. As shown in Table 3.2 the area of the first location is 

190.6 ρπά  and it is a natural basin. Additional miner work at the site is required to 
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get the depth of 25 m which is needed for the designed volume of 4.8 MCM that can store 

energy of 3000 MWh in daily recycle, and for the second location only 15 m depth will 

be needed to obtain the designed volume because it is a natural basin and has a larger area 

of 310.4 ρπ ά  .  

 

Table 3.2: The specification of the candidate sites in king Talal dam 

The candidate 

places 

Latitude & 

longitude 

Projected 

Area (□ ) 
Depth (m) 

Height 

difference (m) 

Location 1 
32°12'10.91"N 

35°48'11.53"E 
190667 

Dependent on 

the capacity 
384-179=205 

Location 2 
32°12'14.22"N 

35°49'3.37"E 
310384 

Dependent on 

the capacity 
384-179=205 

 

Figure 3.6 indicates the relation between the expected daily energy that can be stored 

in king Talal dam and the volume of upper reservoir which is needed to store this amount 

of electrical energy. It also shows the percentage of upper reservoir volume to the 

minimum storage volume level in the existing lower reservoir (dam). 
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Figure 3.6: Expected daily energy in King Talal dam with respect to the Upper Reservoir 

Volume (URV) and the ratio of URV with the Minimum Volume Level (MVL) of existing 

lower reservoir (dam)   

 

 

3.4.2 Al-Wehdah Dam 

As shown in Figure 3.7, AL-Wehdah dam is an 110-m height roller-compacted 

concrete gravity dam on the Yarmouk River at the border between Syria and Jordan. It is 

able to hold up to 115 MCM of water which is constructed to supply Jordan with water 

for both human consumption and agriculture. Table 3.3 shows the specifications of this 

dam. 
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Figure 3.7: Al-Wehdah dam 

 

Table 3.3: Al-Wehdah dam information (Jordan Valley Authority, 2015) 

Location  

North of Jordan, at Yarmouk River, at AL-Maqaren ,120 km 

north of Amman 

Construction 2004-2006 

Type Roller Compacted Concrete (RCC) 

Height 110 m 

Storage capacity 115 MCM 

Purpose Irrigation, human consumption 

 

Al-Wehdah dam is also considered to be a Suitable site to install PHES systems as 

shown in Figure 3.8. Three locations are identified which have proper height dif ference 

that ranges from 265 to 275 m and have enough suitable area for each place where the 

upper reservoir can be constructed.  
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Figure 3.8: Candidate locations in Al-Wehdah dam  

The candidate locations in the dam area are next to the electric grid. This should be an 

advantage to minimize construction cost by reducing the electrical transmission expenses. 

Furthermore, as shown in Figure 3.9 the distance between the upper and lower storage is 

varying from 570 m to 612 m which is acceptable from design point of view. The 

elevation of upper storage is 349 m above the sea level, whereas the powerhouse location 

height is 84 m near the end of the hill. 
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Figure 3.9: The curve in the bottom graph shows the Elevation difference profile between 

the points A and B marked in the picture of Al-Wehdah dam. 

To estimate the amount of electrical energy that can be converted to  gravitic potential 

energy then stored in the proposed upper reservoir at Al-Wehdah dam, a deep analysis of 

the water balance for the dam, including the storage volume, inflow and outflow rate for 

at least 3 years should be performed to guarantee that the water level is available all 

through a year that will make the PHES work properly. As mentioned before the capacity 

storage of Al-Wehdah dam is 115 MCM. Figure 3.10 Shows the water balance through 

the period from 2011 to 2017. The minimum value of storage volume through this period 

was about 5 MCM in 28/10/2011, 5 MCM in 23/8/2012, 15 MCM in 13/9/2013 and 25 

MCM in 25/10/2015. The average daily outflow rate is 0.12 MCM. The PHES capacity 

should be less than 5 MCM which is a minimum record of dam's storage. 
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Figure 3.10: Water balance for Al-Wehdah dam 

Following the prodecure in section 3.3. The rated pumping head at proposed site is 

265 m, then by using equation 3.1 the rated discharge from the pump at rated head is 

calculated to be 0.35 ά ίϳ . Assume the pump will be continuously operated for 12 

hours, by using equation 3.2, the required volume of upper storage is 14.9ρπ ά . 

Using the same procedure for expanding the system capacity, by multiplying the 

required rated pump power by the volume of upper storage that was used to store water 

for only 1 MW rated pumping power for 12 hours. Assuming the required capacity equals 

to 100 MW then the volume of the upper reservoir that is needed is calculated to be 1.5 

MCM. This is only 29.9% of a minimum stored volume that Al-Wehdah dam has reached 

in 28/10/2011, and 23/8/2012. As shown in Table 3.4 the area of the first location is 

70 ρπ ά  , some miner work at the site is required to get the depth of 21 m that is 

needed for designed volume of 1.5 MCM which can store energy of 1200 MWh in daily 

recycle, whereas the second location only 11.8 m depth will be needed to obtain the 
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designed volume because it has larger area of 126.2ρπ ά  . The area of the third site 

is found to be 60ρπ ά  and the upper storage depth should be 25 m to match the 

required volume.  

 

Table 3.4: The specification of the candidate sites in Al-Wehdah dam 

The 

candidate 

places 

Latitude & 

longitude 

Projected Area 

(□ ) 
Depth (m) 

Height 

difference(m) 

Location 1 
32°42'41.95"N 

35°54'8.25"E 
70000 

Dependent on the 

capacity 
350-84=266 

Location 2 
32°43'58.05"N 

35°53'24.83"E 
126185 

Dependent on the 

capacity 
350-84=266 

Location 3 
32°42'46.90"N 

35°52'33.43"E 
60000 

Dependent on the 

capacity 
350-84=266 

 

Figure 3.11 indicates the relation between the expected daily energy that can be stored 

in Al-Wehdah dam and the volume of upper reservoir which is needed to store this amount 

of electrical energy. It also shows the percentage of upper reservoir volume to the 

minimum storage volume level in the existing lower reservoir (dam). 
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Figure 3.11: Expected daily energy in Al-Wehdah dam with respect to the Upper Reservoir 
Volume (URV) and the ratio of URV with the Minimum Volume Level (MVL) of existing 

lower reservoir (dam)  

 

3.4.3 Wadi Al -Arab dam 

 As shown in Figure 3.12 Wadi Al-Arab dam is located in the northern part of Jordan 

valley, about 10 km south of the Tiberias lake and 25 km from Irbid City. The water 

arrives partially from the King Abdallah Canal that draws water from Jordan river and 

partly from precipitation. The water is utilized to irrigate about ρςȢυρπ ά  of land 

starting from Al Shuna to Al Baqura. Table 3.5 shows its specification. 
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Figure 3.12: Wadi Al-Arab dam 

Table 3.5: Wadi Al-Arab dam specification (Jordan Valley Authority, 2015) 

Location  At Wadi, Arab 

Construction Construction Completed in 1986 

Type Earth-fill  

Height 83.5 m 

Storage capacity 16.8 MCM 

Purpose Irrigation, Municipal, Hydropower 

 

Wadi Al-Arab dam is situated in terrain which has excellent potential to construct 

PHES system. One candidate location as shown in Figure 3.13, with a proper elevation 

which is about 270 m, and has enough suitable area where the upper reservoir can be 

constructed.  
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Figure 3.13: Candidate location in Wadi Al-Arab dam 

The candidate location in the dam area is close to the electric grid. This should be an 

advantage to minimise construction cost by reducing the electrical transmission cost. 

Furthermore, as shown in Figure 3.14 the distance between the upper and lower storage 

is found to be 900 m which is acceptable from design point of view. The elevation of 

upper storage is 170 m above the sea level, whereas the powerhouse location height is (n- 

100 m) near the lower end of the hill. 
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Figure 3.14: The curve in the bottom graph shows the Elevation difference profile between 

the points A and B marked in the picture of Wadi Al-Arab dam 

The same method will be utilized  to estimate the amount of electrical energy that can 

be stored in the proposed PHES system at Wadi Al-Arab dam. It is important to examine 

the water balance for the dam, including the storage volume, inflow and outflow rate for 

at least 3 years to find out if water level is available all through a year that will make the 

PHES work in a efficient way. As in Table 3.5 the capacity storage of Wadi Al-Arab dam 

is 16.8 MCM. Figure 3.15 shows the water balance through the period from 2011 to 2017. 

The minimum value of storage volume through this period was about 1.6 MCM on 

November ninth of 2012. 
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Figure 3.15: Water balance for Wadi Al-Arab dam 

By applying the procedure in section 3.3, the volume of water that is needed to 

construct PHES system in the candidate location can be calculated. For the rated pumping 

head at proposed site of 270 m, using equation 3.1, the rated discharge from the pump at 

rated head and 1 MW pumping power is calculated to be 0.34 ά ίϳ . Assume the pump 

will be continuously operated for 12 hours, by using equation 3.2, the required volume of 

upper storage is 14.7ρπ ά . 

Now it is possible to expand the system capacity by multiply the required rated pump 

power by the volume of upper reservoir that is used to store water for only 1 MW rated 

pumping power for 12 hours. If the system capacity is 100 MW then the volume of the 

upper reservoir that is needed is calculated to be 1.4 MCM. Which is approximately 87% 

of a minimum stored volume that Wadi Al-Arab dam reached on November ninth of  

2012, it is recommended to increase the dead volume limit to 3 MCM instead of 1 MCM 

to help PHES systems work properly. As shown in Table 3.6 the area of the first location 
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is 247 ρπά  , some excavation at the site is required to get the depth of 6 m that is 

needed for designed volume of 1.4 MCM. 

Table 3.6: The specification of the candidate sites in Wadi Al-Arab dam 

The candidate 

places 

Latitude & 

longitude 

Projected 

Area (□ ) 
Depth (m) 

Height 

difference (m) 

Location 1 
32°37'55.37"N 

35°38'41.62"E 
247000 

Dependent on 

the capacity 
170-(-100)=270 

 

Figure 3.16 indicates the relation between the expected daily energy that can be stored 

in Wadi Al-Arab dam and the volume of the upper reservoir which is needed to store this 

amount of electrical energy. It also shows the percentage of upper reservoir volume to the 

minimum storage volume level in the existing lower reservoir (dam). 

 

Figure 3.16: Expected daily energy in Wadi Al-Arab dam with respect to the Upper 

Reservoir Volume (URV) and the ratio of URV with the Minimum Volume Level (MVL) 

of existing lower reservoir (dam)   
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In summary as shown in Table 3.6 the candidate location has large area with proper 

elevation which means that it is a favorable site but the concern here is the small dead 

volume limit of the dam which is 1 MCM. So it is recommended in the future to increase 

the dam dead limit, to allow PHES system work in an efficient manner and also expanding 

the proposed storage capacity.  

 

3.4.4 Al-Muj ib Dam 

As shown in Figure 3.17 Al-Mujib dam is situated in Wadi Mujib, between the 

governates of Madaba and Al-Karak. It is a rolled concrete (RCC) dam with abutments 

of clay-core rockfill. The construction work has finished in 2004, after six years of 

construction. Table 3.7 shows its specification. 

 

Figure 3.17: Al-Mujib dam 
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Table 3.7: Al-Mujib dam specification (Jordan Valley Authority, 2015) 

Location  On Wadi Mujib,100 km south of Amman 

Construction Construction Completed in 2003 

Type 

RCC central section with overflow stepped spillway and zoned 

Earth fill Wing embankments 

Height 62m 

Storage capacity 31.2 MCM 

Purpose Municipal & Industrial supply and irrigation 

 

Al-Mujeb dam is considered to be a Suitable site to install PHES system as shown in 

Figure 3.18. One location is identified which has proper height dif ference of 511 m. The 

location has enough suitable area where the upper reservoir can be constructed. But the 

earth layers there are mainly basalt which may need additional cost to install the storage.  

 

Figure 3.18: Candidate location in Al-Mujib dam 



43 

 

The candidate location in the dam area is close to the electric grid. This should be an 

advantage to minimise construction cost by reducing the electrical transmission cost. 

Furthermore, as shown in Figure 3.19 the distance between the upper and lower storages 

is approximately 2.55 km which is acceptable from design point of view. The elevation 

of upper storage is found to be 707 m above the sea level, whereas the powerhouse 

location height is 196 m near the end of the mountain. 

 

Figure 3.19: The curve in the bottom graph shows the Elevation difference profile between 

the points A and B marked in the picture of Al-Mujib dam 

To estimate the amount of electrical energy that can be stored in the proposed PHES 

system at Al-Mujeb dam an intensive analysis of the water balnce for the dam, including 

the storage volume, inflow and outflow rate for at least 3 years should be performed to 

find out if water level is available all through a year that will make the PHES work in a 

sufficient way. As in Table 3.7 the capacity storage of Al-Mujeb dam is 31.2 MCM. 

Figure 3.20 Shows the water balance through the period from 2011 to 2017. The 

minimum value of storage volume through this period was about 5 MCM in 8/1/2013. 
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Figure 3.20: Water balance for Al-Mujib dam 

According to the procedure presented in section 3.3, the volume of water that is needed 

to construct PHES system in the candidate location can be calculated. For the rated 

pumping head at proposed site of 511 m and by using equation 3.1, the rated discharge 

from the pump at rated head and 1 MW pumping power is calculated to be 0.18 ά ίϳ . 

Assume the pump will be continuously operated for 12 hours, by using equation 3.2, the 

required volume of upper storage is 7.7ρπ ά . 

Now it is easy to expand the system capacity by multiplying the required rated pump 

power by the volume of upper storage that was used to store energy for only 1 MW rated 

pumping power for 12 hours. Assume there is a wind farm with 200 MW capacity then 

the volume of the upper reservoir that is needed is 1.5 MCM. Which is 30% of a minimum 

stored volume that Al-Mujeb dam reached in 8/1/2013. As shown in Table 3.8 the area of 

the first location is 285.6ρπ ά  , some miner work at the site is required to get the 
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depth of 5 m that is needed for designed volume of 1.5 MCM which can store energy of 

2.4 GWh daily. 

 

Table 3.8: The specification of the candidate sites in Al-Mujib dam 

The candidate 

places 

Latitude & 

longitude 

Projected 

Area (□ ) 
Depth (m) 

Height 

difference(m) 

Location 1 
31°27'53.86"N 

35°50'24.29"E 
285600 

Dependent on 

the capacity 
707-196=511 

 

Figure 3.21 indicates the relation between the expected daily energy that can be stored 

in Al-Mujib dam and the volume of upper reservoir which is needed to store this amount 

of electrical energy. It also shows the percentage of upper reservoir volume to the 

minimum storage volume level in the existing lower reservoir (dam). 
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Figure 3.21: Expected daily energy in Al-Mujib dam with respect to the Upper Reservoir 
Volume (URV) and the ratio of URV with the Minimum Volume Level (MVL) of existing 

lower reservoir (dam) 

In summary, Al-Mujeb dam is the best site to construct this storage system in Jordan, 

it has a high elevation up to 511 m and acceptable distance between the upper and lower 

storages.   

3.4.5 Al-Walah Dam 

As shown in Figure 3.22 Al-Walah dam is located at about 60 km south of Amman 

city at wadi Al-Wala. The dam construction was started in 1999 and finished in 2002. 

Also, the impoundment was initiated in 30/10/2002. As shown in Table 3.9 it is RCC 

Central section with over flow stepped spillway and zoned earth fill wing embankments. 

The objectives of the dam are for Industrial supply, irrigation and recharge.  
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Figure 3.22: Al-Walah dam 

 

 

Table 3.9: Al-Walah dam specification (Jordan Valley Authority, 2015) 

Location  On Wadi Wala,60 km south of Amman 

Construction Construction completed in 2002 

Type 
RCC Central section with over flow stepped spillway and zoned 

Earth fill Wing embankments 

Height 52 m 

Storage capacity 9.3 MCM 

Purpose Industrial supply and irrigation and Recharge 

 

Al-Walah dam is situated in a terrain which has excellent potential to construct PHES 

system. One candidate location as shown in Figure 3.23, which has a proper height 
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dif ference is found to be 131 m, and has enough suitable area where the upper reservoir 

can be constructed.  

 

Figure 3.23: Candidate location in Al-Walah dam 

The candidate location in the dam area is close to the electric grid. This is advantageous 

regarding the construction cost (i.e, reducing the electrical transmission cost). Figure 3.24 

indicates that the distance between the upper and lower storage is approximately 550 m 

which is acceptable from design point of view. The elevation of upper storage is found to 

be 646 m above the sea level, whereas the powerhouse location height is 515 m near the 

end of the hill. 
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Figure 3.24: The curve in the bottom graph shows the Elevation difference profile between 

the points A and B marked in the picture of Al-Walah dam 

The same method will be conducted  to estimate the amount of electrical energy that 

can be stored in the proposed PHES system at Al-Wala dam. It is important to examine 

the water balance for the dam, including the storage volume, inflow and outflow rate for 

at least 3 years to find out if water level is available all through a year that will make the 

PHES work in a sufficient way. As in Table 3.9 the capacity storage of Al-Walah dam is 

9.3 MCM. Figure 3.25 Shows the water balance through the period from 2011 to 2017. 

The minimum value of storage volume through this period was about 1.2 MCM in 

9/1/2012. 
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Figure 3.25: Water balance for Al-Walah dam 

As in the previous procedure in section 3.3, the rated pumping head at the proposed 

site is 131 m ,by using equation 3.1, the rated discharge from the pump at rated head and 

1 MW pumping power is calculated to be 0.7 ά ίϳ . Assume the pump will be 

continuously operated for 12 hours, by using equation 3.2, the required volume of upper 

storage is 30.2ρπ ά . 

Now it is easy to expand the system capacity by multiply the required rated pump 

power by the volume of upper storage that was used to store water for only 1MW rated 

pumping power for 12 hours. If the capacity is considered to be 50 MW then the volume 

of the upper reservoir that is needed is 1.5 MCM. Which is 125% of the minimum stored 

volume that Al-Walah dam has reached in 9/1/2012. To solve this issue there are two 

ways: the first is by reducing the full working hours of the storage system, the second 

which is recommended, by increasing the dead limit volume value of the dam. If the 

working hours is reduced to be 6 hours, then the required volume is 0.7 MCM which is 

approximately 58 % of the minimum stored volume. As shown in Table 3.10 the area of 
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the location is 40ρπά  , some excavation at the site is required to get the depth of 18 

m that is needed for designed volume of 0.7 MCM that can store 300 MWh daily. 

Table 3.10: The specification of the candidate sites in Al-Walah dam 

The candidate 

places 

Latitude & 

longitude 

Projected 

Area (□ ) 
Depth (m) 

Height 

difference(m) 

Location 1 
31°34'29.05"N 

35°48'31.27"E 
40000 

Dependent on 

the capacity 
646-515=131 

 

Figure 3.26 indicates the relation between the expected daily energy that can be stored 

in Al-Walah dam and the volume of the upper reservoir which is needed to store this 

amount of electrical energy. It also shows the percentage of upper reservoir volume to the 

minimum storage volume level in the existing lower reservoir (dam). 

 

Figure 3.26: Expected daily energy in Al-Walah dam with respect to the Upper Reservoir 

Volume (URV) and the ratio of URV with the Minimum Volume Level (MVL) of existing 

lower reservoir (dam) 
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3.4.6 Al-Tannur Dam 

Altannur dam as shown in Figure 3.27 is located in Tafila government south of Jordan, 

at Wadi AL Hissa. The construction was started in 1999 and completed in 2001. As 

indicated in Table 3.11 it is RCC with overflow stepped spillway. The main Purpose of 

the dam is for Irrigation. 

 

Figure 3.27: Al-Tannur dam 

 

Table 3.11: Al-Tannur dam specification (Jordan Valley Authority, 2015) 

Location  On Wadi Hissa,175 km south of Amman 

Construction Construction completed in 2001 

Type RCC with overflow stepped 

spillway 

Height 60 m 
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Storage capacity 16.8 MCM 

Purpose Irrigation 

 

Al-Tannur dam has a good potential to construct PHES system. As shown in Figure 

3.28 two candidate locations are identified which have proper height dif ference that 

ranges from 340 to 350 m and have enough suitable area where the upper reservoir can 

be constructed. 

 

Figure 3.28: Candidate locations in Al-Tannur dam 

 The second location situated in basalt mountain and it is a natural basin. The candidate 

locations in the dam area are close to the electric grid. This is an advantageous regarding 

the construction cost, (i.e, reducing the electrical transmission cost). Figure 3.29 indicates 

that the distance between the upper and lower storages for the first location is 

approximately 1.5 km. which is acceptable from design point of view. The elevation of 

upper storage is found to be 739 m above the sea level, whereas the powerhouse location 

height is 390 m near the end of the hill. 
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Figure 3.29: The curve in the bottom graph shows the Elevation difference profile between 

the points A and B marked in the picture of Al-Tannur dam 

The same method will be conducted to estimate the amount of electrical energy that 

can be stored in the proposed PHES system at Al-Tannur dam. It is important to examine 

the water balance for the dam, including the storage volume, inflow and outflow rate for 

at least 3 years to find out if water level is available all through a year that will make the 

PHES work in a sufficient way. As in Table 3.11 the capacity storage of Al-Tannur dam 

is 16.8 MCM. Figure 3.30 shows the water balance through the period from 2011 to 2017. 

The minimum value of storage volume through this period was about 1.9 MCM in 

2/1/2013. 
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Figure 3.30: Water balance for Al-Tannur dam 

Following the procedure in section 3.3, the rated pumping head at the proposed site is 

found to be 349 m, by using equation 3.1, the rated discharge from the pump at rated head 

and 1 MW pumping power is calculated to be 0.265 ά ίϳ .Assume the pump will be 

continuously operated for 12 hours, by using equation 3.2 the required volume of the 

upper storage is 11.3ρπ ά . 

To expand the system capacity, multiply the required rated pump power by the volume 

of upper storage that was used to store water for only 1MW rated pumping power for 12 

hours. Assume the capacity is set to be 100 MW, then the volume of the upper reservoir 

that is needed is 1.1 MCM. Which is 57.8% of a minimum storage volume that Al-Tannur 

dam has reached in 3/1/2013. As shown in Table 3.12 the area of first location is found 

to be 96 ρπά  , additional miner work at the site is required to get the depth of 11.4 m 

that is needed for designed volume of 1.1 MCM that can store 1200 MWh daily. 
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Table 3.12: The specification of the candidate sites in Al-Tannur dam 

The candidate 

places 

Latitude & 

longitude 

Projected 

Area (□ ) 
Depth (m) 

Height 

difference(m) 

Location 1 
30°58'42.53"N 

35°44'32.49"E 
96000 

Dependent on the 

capacity 
739-390 

Location 2 
30°58'30.75"N 

35°43'50.66"E 
31000 

Dependent on the 

capacity 
710-390 

 

Figure 3.31 indicates the relation between the expected daily energy that can be stored 

in Al-Tannur dam and the volume of upper reservoir which is needed to store this amount 

of electrical energy. It also shows the percentage of upper reservoir volume to the 

minimum storage volume level in the existing lower reservoir (dam). 

 

Figure 3.31: Expected daily energy in Al-Tannur dam with respect to the Upper Reservoir 

Volume (URV) and the ratio of URV with the Minimum Volume Level (MVL) of existing 

lower reservoir (dam) 
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3.5   Future plan 

Nowadays, Jordan has a mini hydro power station in King Talal dam with a 5 MW 

rated capacity which is implemented by the National Electric Power Company. According 

to Jordan valley authority, Jordan is constantly trying to promote an alternative solution 

to generate electrical energy utilizing the dams and their expansions in the future. Jordan 

Valley Authority will conduct a number of studies for the possibility of generating 

electricity from the existing dams such as Al-Mujib, Al-Tanour , Al-Walah and Wadi Al-

Arab dams. These projects can save the environment, and keep it clean from pollution. It 

will also open new job oppourtinties in these future power plants once it is completed. 

There is a strategic plan to raise the main storage capacity of the dams to 400 MCM by 

2020. A number of dams have been implemented such as Wadi Kufranja dam in Ajloun, 

Ibn Hammad in Karak, Wadi Al- Karak, Lajjun, and Zarqa Ma'in dam. These can enhance 

the elictcity generation in Jordan. 

 

3.6 Poor opportunity sites 

Some dams in Jordan do not have the minimum requirements to establish energy 

storage system which are the height dif ference, available volume of water, and suitable 

area to construct upper storage. These sites include: Ziglab, Karamah, Shuaib and Kafrein 

dams. Table 3.13 shows the specification for each dam.  
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Table 3.13: Poor opportunity sites 

Dam  Location  Construction  Type  Height  
Storage 

capacity 

Wadi 

Shuib 
At Wadi Shuib 

Construction 

Completed in 

1969 

Earth ïfill  32 m 1.4 MCM 

Kafrein  

At Wadi 

Kafrein 

 

Completed in 

1967, raised in 

1997 

Earth ïfill  37 m 8.4 MCM 

Ziglabe 
At Wadi 

Ziglab 

Construction 

Completed in 

1967 

Earth ïfill  48 m 3.9 MCM 

Al-

Karamah 

At Wadi 

mallaha 

Construction 

Completed in 

1997 

Earth ïfill  45 m 53 MCM 

 

As shown in Figure 3.32 The water balance for Ziglab, Shuaib and Kafrein dams 

indicates that they donôt have suitable volume storage and also, they frequently reach the 

least amount level of storage capacity.  

As shown in Table 3.13 Al-Karamah dam has large storage capacity. Figure 3.33 

shows the water balance analysis for Al-Karamah dam which indicates that it has good 

potential volume storage but the nearby terrain does not have suitable height difference 

as shown in Figure 3.34 the terrain around the dam almost has similar elevation. 
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Figure 3.32: Water balance for Ziglab, Wadi Shuib and Kafrein dams 

 

Figure 3.33: Water balance for Al-Karamah dam 
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 Figure 3.34: Al-Karamah dam 

3.7 Chapter summary 

Ten dams have been analyzed by studying the geographical nature of the terrain nearby 

the dam. Also, a water balance for each dam has been studied to ensure that the water 

volume is always available when the dam drawn to minimum level. Table 3.14 shows a 

summary of the feasible and not feasible sites according to the achievement of design 

requirements of PHES system. 

King Talal, Al-Wehdah, Wadi Al-Arab, Al-Tannur, Al-Mujib and Al-Walah dam, they 

all have achieved the basic requirements to install PHES.  Al-Karamah, Ziglab, Shuib, 

and Al-Kafrien dam, none of them has met the basic requirements to install PHES due to 

the minimum available water value and the height difference are relatively small. 
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Table 3.14: Sites summary  

Dam  Location  
Storage capacity 

(MCM)  
Feasible  

Not 

Feasible 

King Talal  Zarqa valley 74 
 

 

Al-Tannur   Wadi Hissa 16.8 
 

 

Al-Wehdah Yarmouk River 115 
 

 

Wadi Al -Arab  Wadi Al-Arab 16.8 
 

 

Al-Mujib  Wadi Mujib 31.2 
 

 

Al-Walah Wadi Walah 9.3 
 

 

Wadi Shuib Wadi Shuib 1.4   
 

Kafrein  Wadi Kafrein 8.4   
 

Ziglabe Wadi Ziglab 3.9   
 

Al-Karamah Wadi mallaha 53   
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Chapter Four 

Design of a pumped hydro electrical energy storage 

 

4.1 Introduction  

PHES systems provide necessary support to the electricity grid, assisting to balance 

the movement of power across the transmission networks by absorbing unwanted energy 

when electricity demand is low and releasing it when the demand is high. With an ability 

to respond almost immediately to variations in the amount of electricity flowing through 

the grid. Pumped storage is a vital part of the nationôs power network. PHES systems are 

a reliable grid-scale energy storage technologies which can furthermore enable the 

countries to develop its renewable energy sector. In PHES systems, electric energy is 

converted into hydraulic potential energy that can be stored until it is needed then 

reconverted into electricity. PHES systems are recognized by reversible 

pumping/generation modes, made possible by a hydroelectric generating set comprising 

a turbine, a generator, and an electric pump. In pumping mode, electricity is used to pump 

the water into the upper reservoir. In generation mode, the water is released into the 

bottom reservoir and passes through turbines which are attached to electric generators 

(ñPumped Storage | National Hydropower Association,ò2013.).  

4.2 Types of PHES 

There are two major types of PHES systems as following:  

1. Essential PHES system which depends totally on the water pumped into an upper 

water reservoir as their means of storing energy.  

2. Combined PHES, also known as pump-back power plants, utilizes a combination of 

pumped water and natural stream flow to store/release energy (Namgyel, 2012).  
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4.3  Configurations of PHES 

There are three main configurations of PHES: 

1- Four units: A separate pump coupled to a motor and a turbine coupled to a generator. 

This configuration occupies a significant amount of space and is no longer used. 

2-Three units: A pump and turbine are both coupled to a single reversible 

motor/generator. The efficiencies of the pump and turbine can be optimized, and multi-

stage pumps can be used for very high heads. 

3- Two units: A reversible pump/turbine is coupled to a reversible motor/generator. This 

configuration takes up a smaller space compared to the other two and has a lower 

installation cost. However, the disadvantage is, it has relatively lower efficiency 

compared to other configurations. More than 95% of the PHES today in the world are of 

this type (Namgyel, 2012). 

The PHES system turnaround/cycle efficiency is defined as the ratio between the 

energy supplied while generating and the energy consumed while pumping. This 

efficiency depends on both the pumping efficiency (–) and the generation efficiency 

(–). The turnaround efficiency of any PHES system (–) is given as the product of 

pumping efficiency and generation efficiency i.e. 

 

– – –                                                                                                                                          (4.1) 

 

The turnaround efficiency usually ranges between 70-85%. PHES can be brought 

online within 90 seconds and can be functioning at full power within 120 seconds. It can 

also switch from pumping to generation or from generation to pumping mode in 180 to 

240 seconds. 
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4.4 Classifications of turbines 

Turbines are used for converting hydraulic energy into mechanical energy. The 

hydraulic turbines are classified into two types, impulse and reaction. In impulse turbines, 

there is no pressure drop across the moving blades, whereas in reaction turbines the 

pressure drop is divided in the guide vanes and moving blades. The reaction turbines are 

low head high flow rate machines. For reaction turbines, the rotor is surrounded by a 

casing (or volute), which is completely filled with the working fluid. Turbines are 

manufactured in a variety of configurations, radical flow, axial flow and mixed flow. 

Typical radial and mixed flow hydraulic turbine is Francis turbine (Hussian, Abdullah, & 

Alimuddin, 2008).  

4.4.1 Francis turbine 

Francis turbine is suitable for medium head and medium discharge. It exists in large 

numbers throughout the world. It is applied at head ranges generally from about 20 to 750 

meters and in power ranges from about 0.25 to 800 MW per unit. It is classified as a 

reaction turbine which operates under hydraulic pressure energy and part of kinetic 

energy. The flow is radial, and it is contained in a spiral casing called volute that channels 

the water into the runner. The volute has a decreasing area to maintain uniform velocity, 

towards the row of stationary vanes. A sketch of a Francis turbine is shown in Figure 4.1. 

In the Francis turbines two effects cause the energy transfer from the flow to the 

mechanical energy on the turbine shaft: Firstly, it flows from a drop-in pressure from inlet 

to outlet of the runner. This is denoted as the reaction part of the energy conversion.  

Secondly, the changes in the directions of the flow velocity vectors through the runner 

blade channels transfer impulse forces. This is denoted as the impulse part of the energy 

conversion (Hussian et al., 2008). 
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Figure 4.1: Francis turbine (Hussian et al., 2008) 

 

4.4.2 Pelton turbine 

Pelton is a high head turbine which is classified as an impulse turbine since there is no 

pressure drop across the buckets. The flow is axial. Water supplied is from a high head 

through a long conduit called penstock. The water is accelerated in the nozzle, and the 

head is converted into velocity and discharges at high speed in the form of a jet at 

atmospheric pressure. The jet strikes deflecting buckets attached to the rim of a rotating 

wheel (runner) as shown in Figure 4.2 (Hussian et al., 2008). 
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Figure 4.2: Pelton turbine (Hussian et al., 2008) 

 

4.4.3 Kaplan turbine  

Kaplan is a low head, reaction turbine. The flow is axial. In Kaplan turbine, both the 

guide vanes and runner blades are adjustable with load thus maintaining high efficiency. 

4.5 Turbine selection for case study 

At the outset of the design process, some overall requirements of the machine should 

be known. For a hydraulic turbine, these would include the head required H, the 

volumetric flow rate Q, and the rotational speed N. 

Figure 4.3 illustrates the relation between the total head H (m) with the flow rate Q 

(ά /s) and power capacity P (MW) of the main hydraulic turbines. In this work, the 

capacity for each set P= 75 MW, Q = 24.3 ά ίϳ , and the rated head H = 349 m. It is 

obvious that Francis will work efficiently. But this is not enough to make the decision.  
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Figure 4.3: Power capacity P (MW) of the main hydraulic turbines with head (m) 

 A non-dimensional parameter called the specific speed Ns is often used to decide upon 

the choice of the most appropriate machine. The value of Ns gives the designer a guide 

to the type of machine that will provide the normal requirement of high efficiency at the 

design condition. It can be calculated by using equation 4.2. 

 

ὔί
ὔ ὖ

Ὄ
                                                                                                                 τȢς 

Where: H is the head in ft, P the power output in hp, and N the speed in rev/min of runner.  

 

In this work where P = 75 MW ρππȢυρπ Ὤὴ, H =349 m (1145 ft), then N (RPM) 

can be obtained from Figure 4.4 which is a selection chart for Francis turbines that gives 

the relation between head (m), flow  ά ίϳ , power (MW), penstock diameter (m) and 
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runner speed N (RPM). After matching the values of H, P and Q in the chart, the 

appropriate inlet diameter is 1.85 m and runner speed is found to be 600 RPM.  

 

Figure 4.4: Selection chart for Francis turbines (Meier, 2011) 

 

It is possible now to calculate ὔί by substituting N, P, and H in equation 4.2: 

 

ὔί
ὔ ὖ

Ὄ

φππρππȢυρπ

ρρτυ
ςψȢυ 

 

Figure 4.5 shows the ranges of specific speed appropriate to different types of 

hydraulic turbines. As shown the range of Ns for Francis turbine is from (20-100). 

Therefore, Francis will be the appropriate turbine for this project. 
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Figure 4.5: Typical turbine cross sections and maximum efficiencies as a function of 

specific speed (ñTurbines,ò 2008.) 

 

4.6 Identification of PHES site for case study in Jordan  

Not only Al- Tannur dam has all the characteristics discussed in Chapter Three Section 

3.2, but also it is located close to the wind farms in the southern region and also fulfill s 

the geographical requirements of PHES constructions (see chapter three section 3.4.6). 

This makes it the best candidate site as a case study to design PHES system in this 

research. Figure 4.6 shows the topography map for the proposed site where the storage 

system will be constructed, which includes the system components: upper reservoir, 

power house, and lower reservoir.   
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Figure 4.6: Topography map for the proposed site 

 

4.7  Specifications of storage system's components 

The storage system consists of four components: upper reservoir, lower reservoir, 

power house and conduit. 

4.7.1 Upper reservoir 

As indicated in Figure 4 .6, the proposed upper reservoir will be towards the top right 

of Al-Hima mountain. The mountain has a crest of 770 m with a suitable storage contour 

at 739 m. The surface area has a length of 600 m and a width of 220 m. The area of the 

upper reservoir that is available is 96 ρπά  with a dimensions of length 480 m and 

width 200 m. Figure 4.7, Figure 4.8 and Figure 4.9 show the elevation profile of three 
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different paths at the proposed site of the upper reservoir which indicates that the site will 

need additional miner work on the terrain surface and the upper reservoir can be 

constructed at the lowest cost to reach a depth of 16 m to obtain the gross storage capacity 

of 1 .54 MCM. To prevent the leak of water from the reservoir through seepage, a lining 

is also required. 

 

Figure 4.7: Elevation profile of first path (blue line)  

 

Figure 4.8: Elevation profile of second path (brown line)  
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Figure 4.9: Elevation profile of third path (red line) 

4.7.2 Lower reservoir  

 As shown in Figure 4.10, Al-Tannur dam is the lower reservoir of PHES that is located 

at the end of Al-Hima Mountain at elevation of 390 m above sea level (see chapter three 

section 3.4.6). So, Al-Tannur dam will serve as the lower reservoir. This is a great 

economic benefit of the PHES site as the lower reservoir involves very little construction. 

 

Figure 4.10: Lower reservoir 
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4.7.3  Power House  

The power house would be located towards the end of the water conduit near the lower 

reservoir. The power output of the reversible pump-turbine is expressed by the following 

set of equations, where the symbols are defined after each equation. 

 

 Rated power output from generator: 

 

ὖ ”Ὣ Ὤὗ                                                                                                 τȢσ                                                                                  

Where: 

ὖ: Rated generator Power ὡ . 

ὗ : Rated volume flow rate άȾί. 

: Generator efficiency. 

Ὣ: Acceleration of gravity ωȢψά ίϳ . 

”: Density of water ρπππὯὫάϳ . 

 

As mentioned before the suitable area of the upper storage has a contour at 739 m 

above sea level and the minimum water level is set to be 2 m so the minimum draw down 

level of the upper reservoir is 725 m (739 m-14 m) above sea level, and therefore the 

minimum head is 335 m and the rated head is 349 m. The effective storage of the upper 

reservoir that can be used to generate electricity is therefore 1.34 MCM (i.e. 480 x 200 x 

14). It is proposed to install two reversible pump-turbine sets with a rated capacity of 75 

MW for each set. By using equation 4.3, the rated discharge from each turbine at rated 

head, rated power output and generator efficiency of 0.9 can be calculated to be 
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24.36 ά ίϳ. The upper reservoir has the storage capacity to generate rated power output 

continuously for 7.7 hours. 

In pumping mode, the power required to pump the rated discharge into the upper 

reservoir is given by: 

 

ὖ
”Ὣ Ὤὗ

                                                                                                       τȢτ 

Where: 

ὖ: Rated Pump Power ὡ . 

ὗ : Rated volume flow rate άȾί. 

: Pump efficiency. 

Ὣ: Acceleration of gravity ωȢψά ίϳ . 

”: Density of water ρπππὑὫάϳ . 

 

It is assumed that the water level in the lower reservoir is always maintained at 390 m 

above sea level. Using equation (4.4), the water that can be pumped into the upper 

reservoir from the lower reservoir at rated capacity P = 75 MW, average head of 342 m 

and assuming pump efficiency of 0.9 is 20.1 ά ίϳ. The pumps can be operated 

continuously for 9.3 hours. Table 4.1 shows the characteristics of the proposed PHES 

system in Al-Tannur dam. 
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Table 4.1: The station characteristics of the proposed PHES system 

Machine type Reversible pump-turbine unit (Francis) 

Overall capacity 150 MW  

Capacity of each unit 75 MW 

Units number 2 units 

Rated head 349 m 

Minimum head 335 m 

Average head 342 m 

Generator efficiency 90% 

Pump efficiency 90% 

Overall efficiency 81% 

Rated discharge of generator mode 24.36  ά ίϳ  For each unit 

Rated discharge of pump mode 20.1 ά ίϳ  For each unit 

 

4.7.4 Conduit  

It is a group of pipes connected with each other extending from the upper reservoir to 

the lower reservoir. the total length of water conduit connecting the lower reservoir 

through the pump-turbine to the upper reservoir is 1500 m. Therefore, L:H ratio is 

calculated to be 4.29 (1500/349), which is within the acceptable range from design point 

of view. A number of fitting will be required (i.e. elbow fitting, entrance to pipe fitting, 

exit to container fitting) that may increase the friction losses through the piping system.   
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4.8  Piping design  

It is important to maintain fluid velocities to approximately 7 m/s, through all piping 

connection joints. This is recommended for many reasons (ñHydraulics,ò n.d.):  

1- Friction Loss: Higher fluid velocities increase friction losses (frequently known 

as ñpressure dropò), leading to increased pump energy costs.  

2- Noise and Vibration: High velocities can lead to increased vibration and noise. 

3- Erosion / Corrosion: Fluids have a greater propensity to damage the inside walls 

of pipe at high velocities.  

4- Hydraulic Shock: Also, known as ñwater hammerò. Hydraulic shock can cause 

excessive damage when a line is shut down suddenly. Maintaining a low fluid 

velocity will substantially reduce the impact of the hydraulic shock.  

5- Very high velocity (i. e. more than 10 m/s) can also cause significant cavitation 

problem as air bubbles are formed from low water pressure, and they would 

collapse when entering a region of high water pressure. 

 

4.8.1 Pipe diameter calculation 

As mentioned above it is important to calculate the appropriate diameter of the piping 

system, to maintain a volume flow-rate velocity within the accepted range. Its value can 

be calculated as following: 

1- Identify the designed velocity v (m/s) of the rated volume flow-rate. 

2-  Identify the rated volume flow-rate. 

3- Use following formula to calculate the section area of the pipe. 

 

ὃ
ὗ

ὺ
                                                                                                               τȢυ 
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Where: A = section area ά  ,Q = volume flow-rate ά ίϳ, v = velocity m/s. 

 

4- Since the pipe has a circular area, the appropriate diameter can be obtained by 

using following equation. 

ὃ “
Ὠ

τ
                                                                                                      τȢφ 

For pumping mode, the designed velocity is set to be 5.8 m/s, and the rated flow-rate 

Q is 20.1 ά ίϳ. After following the previous procedure, the diameter of piping system is 

found to be 2.1 m.  

In generation mode, volume flow rate is higher than in pumping mode, having the 

same diameter in both situations which is 2.1 m. Therefore, the velocity is found to be 

7.03 m/s, and it is within the acceptable range. 

To be sure about the design characteristic's it is worth to compare it with actual 

installed PHES around world. Table 4.2 shows the technical specifications of reference 

pumped storage stations and current PHES design. 

Table 4.2: Installed PHES stations in the world and current PHES (Tianhuangping Pumped-

Storage Hydro Plant - Power Technology. 2005) 
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Tianhuangping 

(China, 2001) 
1836  

6 σπφ 
MW 

590  47.6  58.8   3.2  5.9  7.3 

Ludington 

(USA, 1973) 
1872  

6 σρς 
MW 

111  258  318  7.3  6.1  7.6  

Current PHES 150  
2 χυ 
MW 

349  20.1  24.3  2.1  5.8  7.03  
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4.8.2 Dynamic head calculation (Head loss) 

The dynamic head is generated as a result of friction within the system. The dynamic 

head is calculated using the basic Darcy Weisbach equation (Milnes, 2000) given by: 

 

Ὄ
ὑ ὺ

ςὫ
                                                                                                    τȢχ 

Where: 

Ὄ  = Dynamic head. 

ὑ = Loss coefficient. 

ὺ = Velocity in the pipe (m/s). 

Ὣ = Acceleration due to gravity ά ίϳ . 

 

The loss coefficient K is made up of two elements: 

 

ὑ ὑ ὑ                                                                                     τȢψ 

 

ὑ  is associated with the fittings that are used in the pipework's of the system to 

elevate the water from lower reservoir to upper reservoir.  Their Values can be obtained 

from standard tables and a total ὑ  value that can be calculated by adding all the 

ὑ  values for each individual fitting within the system. The following table shows 

the calculation of K fittings that have been used in this work. From the Table 4.3 the total 

ὑ value has been calculated and it equals to 7.48. 
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Table 4.3: Calculation of K fittings (ñFriction Losses in Pipe Fittings,ò n.d.) 

Fitting Items Quantity  ╚╕░◄◄░▪▌ Value Item total 

Pipe entry projecting 1 0.78 0.78 

Pipe exit to container 1 1 1 

Elbow Ј 30 0.19 5.7 

Total ╚╕░◄◄░▪▌ value   7.48 

 

ὑ  is associated with the straight lengths of pipe used within the system and is 

defined as: 

ὑ
Ὢὒ

Ὀ
                                                                                                  τȢω 

Where: 

Ὢ = Friction coefficient. 

ὒ = Pipe length (m). 

Ὀ = Pipe diameter (m). 

The friction coefficient Ὢ can be found using a modified version of the Colebrook 

White equation: 

Ὢ
πȢςυ

ÌÏÇ
‐

σȢχὈ
υȢχτ
ὙὩȢ

                                                                    τȢρπ 

Where: 

‐ = Roughness factor (m) 

ὙὩ = Reynold number 

 

The pipe roughness factor ‐ is a standard value that is obtained from standard tables. 

Reynolds number is a dimensionless quantity associated with the smoothness of flow of 

a fluid and relating to the energy absorbed within the fluid as it moves (Milnes, 2000). 

For any flow in pipe, Reynolds number can be calculated using the following formula: 
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ὙὩ
’Ὀ

‡
                                                                                                    τȢρρ 

 

Where: 

‡ = Kinematic viscosity (ά ίϳ . 

 

4.8.3 Total head calculation 

Total pump head can be calculated by using equation (4.12) as follows: 

 

ὖ Ὄ Ὄ ὒ Ȣ ὒ Ȣ                                                   τȢρς 

 

Where: 

Ὄ = Static head (height difference between upper and lower reservoirs). 

Ὄ  = Dynamic head (losses). 

ὒ Ȣ = Water height in upper reservoir. 

ὒ Ȣ = Water height in lower reservoir. 

 

It is worth to mention that the total pump head is varying when the values of ὒ Ȣ 

and ὒ Ȣ.are  changed. 
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4.8.3.1  Sample of calculation  

From Table (4.2) Total ὑ  value is 7.48 

Find Reynold number at rated capacity. Where the kinematic varicosity of water ‡ 

=ρȢπz ρπά ίϳ 

ὙὩ
’Ὀ

‡
 

      
υȢψά ίϳ ςzȢρά

ρȢρz ρπά ίϳ
 

ρςρȢψρπ ὸόὶὦὩὰὲὸ 

 

 

Now substitute the value of Reynold number in equation (4.10): 

 

Ὢ
πȢςυ

ÌÏÇ 
‐

σȢχὈ
υȢχτ
ὙὩȢ

 

    
πȢςυ

ÌÏÇ 
τȢφρπ
σȢχςȢρ

υȢχτ
ρςρȢψρπ Ȣ

 

πȢππωφω 

 

 

ὑ  can be calculated by substituting the value of (Ὢ) in equation (4.9): 

 

ὑ
Ὢὒ

Ὀ
 

πȢππωφωρυππά

ςȢρά
 

φȢως 
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Then, using equation (4.8), the total K value for the system is: 

 

ὑ ὑ ὑ  

     φȢωςχȢτψ 

     ρτȢτ 

 

Now the dynamic head can be calculated by using equation (4.7) as follows: 

 

Ὄ
ὑ ὺ

ςὫ
 

       
ρτȢτυȢψ

ςωȢψ
 

       ςτȢχ άȢὬὨ 

 

Finally, the total pump head is calculated by using equation (4.12): 

  

1-first scenario: when the ὒ Ȣ is minimum. 

ὖ Ὄ Ὄ ὒ Ȣ ὒ Ȣ  

      σσυ ά ςτȢχ ά π ά τ ά  

      συυȢχ ά 

 

2- second scenario: when the ὒ Ȣ is maximum. 

ὖ Ὄ Ὄ ὒ Ȣ ὒ Ȣ  

      σσυ ά ςτȢχ ά ρτ ά τ ά  

      σφωȢχ ά 
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3- third scenario: when the ὒ Ȣ is between the minimum and maximum level. 

ὖ Ὄ Ὄ ὒ Ȣ ὒ Ȣ  

      σσυ ά ςτȢχ ά χ ά τ ά  

      σφςȢχ ά 
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Chapter Five 

Power System Modeling 

 

5.1 Power system characteristics  

As known any power generation system may consist of various generating units 

including: thermal generating units, wind farms, solar stations. While the operation these 

units depend on many characteristics. The operation of thermal units depends on fuel 

price ($/MMBTU), start cost ($), shutdown cost ($), heat consumption rate (MMBTU 

/MWh), operation and maintenance cost. The operation of wind farms only depends on 

the availability of the wind. 

Likewise, there are a many constrains that controlling the operation of generating units 

within the power system as following: 

1- Max unit capacity  

2- Minimum stable level  

3- Max ramp rate Up/Down 

4- Minimum time Up/Down 

For PHES, there is additional constrains for pump/turbine unit: 

1- Pump load 

2- Minimum pump load 

3- Pump efficiency  

4- Upper/Lower reservoirs capacity 
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This research aims to simulate the operation of the practical power system in two 

scenarios when wind farms are hocked up without PHES and with inclusion of PHES. 

Since the power system includes various type of thermal generating units, wind farms and 

PHES with many constrains. Therefore, this problem can be dealt with by the Mixed 

Integer Programming (MIP) problems. 

5.2 MIP problem  

The most common method to solve MIP problem is the Branch and Bound (B&B) 

algorithm method. The branch-and-bound method works by finding better integer 

solutions and also bounding the linear relaxation as it moves through the tree of integer 

combinations. Thus, at the optimal solution the relative gap is zero, even though the linear 

relaxation and integer optimal solutions to the original problem might have quite different 

objective function values.  

There are two central ideas in the B&B method (Hillier,1986). 

1- Branch: It uses the linear programming relaxation to decide how to branch. Each 

branch will add a constraint to the previous linear programming relaxation in order to 

enforce an integer value on one variable that was not an integer in the predecessor 

solution.  

2- Bound: It maintains the best integer feasible solution obtained so far, as a bound on 

tree-paths that should still be searched. 

If any tree node has an objective value less optimal than the identified bound, no 

further searching from that node is necessary, since adding constraints can never improve 

an objective. If any tree node has an objective value more optimal than the identified 

bound, then additional searching from that node is necessary. 
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5.2.1 PLEXOS Software  

An academic version of PLEXOS for Power Systems, is used in this research which is 

a simulation software for energy market analysis. PLEXOS is tried-and-true simulation 

software that uses state-of-the-art mathematical optimisation combined with the latest 

data handling and visualisation and distributed computing methods, to provide a high-

performance, robust simulation system for electric power, water and gas that is leading 

edge yet open and transparent. PLEXOS meets the demands of energy market 

participants, system planners, investors, regulators, consultants and analysts alike with a 

comprehensive range of features seamlessly integrating electric, water, gas and heat 

production, transportation and demand over simulated timeframes from minutes to 10ôs 

of years, all delivered through a common simulation engine with easy-to-use interface 

and integrated data platform. PLEXOS is one of the fastest and most sophisticated 

software available today (ñEnergy Exemplar,ò 2017.). 

PLEXOS for Power Systems is integrated with fastest mathematical programming 

solvers such as MOSEK, Xpress-MP, CPLEX and GUROBI. In this research MOSEK 

solver is used since it is included in the academic package license of the PLEXOS 

software and has the ability to solve MIP problem.  

 

5.3 Practical system data 

All the power model data is obtained from NEPCO  

5.3.1 Defining the conventional units 

The simulated power system will consist of all conventional generating units in Jordan.  

The details of the conventional generating units of the practical power system are given 

in Table 5.1. Thermal generators are modeled by defining their maximum/minimum 
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capacity, ramp rates, start cost, its initial status (ON or OFF), and number of hours the 

unit has been ON or OFF. The characteristics of thermal generators are obtained from 

NEPCO. The fuel cost of all thermal units was based on the fuel cost forecast of year 

2017. 

 

Table 5.1: Generating units of practical system 

Plant name 

  

Unit # 

  

Type of unit 

  

Available 

capacity  

(MW)  

Minimum 

capacity 

(MW)   

Samra (1) 2 Combined Cycle 150 115 

Samra (2) 2 Combined Cycle 150 115 

Samra (3) 2 Combined Cycle 210 120 

Samra (4) 1 Gas Turbine 146 50 

Amman East 2 Combined Cycle 185 120 

Amman South 1 Gas Turbine 30 20 

Qatrana  2 Combined Cycle 190 120 

IPP3 38 Diesel Engine 15 0 

IPP4 16 Diesel Engine 15 0 

Risha(1) 3 Gas Turbine 30 20 

Risha (2) 2 Gas Turbine 30 20 

Rehab (1) 2 Gas Turbine 30 20 

Rehab (2) 2 Combined Cycle 135 90 

Hussein  3 Steam 60 25 

Aqaba Tharmal Station (1) 2 Steam 120 55 

Aqaba Tharmal Station (2) 3 Steam 120 55 
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5.3.2 Defining wind farms 

The power system in this work will simulate the scenario of adding 1200 MW of wind 

power to the electrical grid in 2020 with and without PHES. The actual hourly wind speed 

data which is collected from Tafila wind farm will be used as a reference percentage for 

the rating factor. Figure 5.1 shows the hourly data for Tafila wind farm with 117 MW 

total capacity.  

 

Figure 5.1: Hourly power data for Tafila wind farm  

5.3.3 Defining PHES 

Different PHES capacities will be compared economically in this research. PLEXOS 

software recognizes the Gen/Pump machine through specific characteristics as shown in 

Table 5.2. Also, as shown in Table 5.3 and as shown in Table 5.4, it recognizes the upper 

and lower storage by max capacity (GWh), initial capacity (GWh) and minimum capacity 

(GWh). 
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Table 5.2: Entry data for PHES units  
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Table 5.3: Entry data for reservoirs capacity of 150 MW PHES 

 Max Capacity 

(GWh) 

Initial Capacity 

(GWh) 

Min Capacity 

(GWh) 

Upper Reservoir 1.5 0.5 0.19 

Lower Reservoir 16.8 5 2 

 

Table 5.4: Entry data for reservoirs capacity of 300 MW PHES 

 Max Capacity 

(GWh) 

Initial Capacity 

(GWh) 

Min Capacity 

(GWh) 

Upper Reservoir 5 0.5 0.19 

Lower Reservoir 16.8 5 2 
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5.3.4 Defining load data 

Actual hourly load data for Jordan in 2015 is used for practical system, it has a peak of 

3250 MW as shown in Figure 5.2. A sample of data can be found in appendix B. 

 

Figure 5.2: Hourly Load data for Practical system  

5.3.5 Transmission Line Losses 

All the generators and the loads are considered connected to the same node which means 

that the transmission system losses and line congestions are ignored in the simulation of 

the practical system model. 

 

5.4 Test system data 

The modeling of a simple test system consisting of only 16 units is conducted for the 

purpose of giving an idea how the software solves the given optimization problem. The 

test system modeled for this purpose consists of, base generator 1&2, diesel generator, 

Lower efficiency generator (HFO), wind farm and a PHES unit. The details of the test 

system are given in Table 5.5 below. 
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Table 5.5: Generating units for the test model  

 

Units 

Base 

Gen 1 

Base 

Gen 2 

Diesel 

Gen 

HFO 

Gen 

Wind 

Farm 

PHES 

No of Units No. 2 1 8 1 1 3 

Max Capacity MW 110 80 15 120 117 23.4 

Min Stable Level MW 80 30 0 30 - 10 

Heat Rate  MMBTU/MWh 7 7.10 8.6 10 - - 

Max Ramp Up MW/min 7 7 5.5 11 - 23.4 

Max Ramp Down MW/min 7 7 5.5 11 - 23.4 

Min Up Time Hrs 6 6 1 6 - 0 

Min Down Time Hrs 6 6 1 6 - 0 

Start Up Cost $ 7300 7500 0 5200 - - 

O&M Cost $/MWh 0.12 0.1 12 0.13 - 5 

Pump Load MW - - - - - 23.4 

Min Pump Load MW - - - - - 10 

Pump Efficiency % - - - - - 81 

 

 

5.4.1 Defining wind farm  

Figure 5.3 shows an actual wind power data for one year that has been collected from 

Tafila wind station which has a rated capacity of 117 MW. Power data will be used in the 

test system to evaluate the negative impact on the power grid during off peak period. A 

sample of data can be found in appendix B. 
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Figure 5.3: Hourly power data for the wind unit 

5.4.2 Defining PHES unit  

Three units of reversible pump-turbine with a rated capacity of 23.4 MW will be used in 

the test system. The round-trip efficiency of 81 % is used which is within the globally 

accepted efficiency range of 75% to 85 %. The upper reservoir has a maximum storage 

capacity of 0.8 GWh and its minimum permissible storage is 0.15 GWh. Table 5.6 shows 

the characteristics of PHES unit. 

 

Table 5.6: PHES entry data for test model   
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5.4.3 Defining load data 

As shown in figure 5.4 real hourly load data of the south region in 2015 is used in the test 

system. It has a peak of 350 MW and a base of 150 MW. 

 

Figure 5.4: Hourly load data for test model 
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Chapter Six 

Results and discussions 

 

6.1 Test system model results 

In the test system three cases have been simulated which are: 1- Conventional 

generation without wind farm (Gas only), 2-Conventional generation with wind farm 

(Gas+Wind), 3-Conventional with wind farm and PHES is included (Gas+Wind+HPES). 

The simulation was run over a time horizon of one year with an interval of one hour. 

PLEXOS software can recognize the wind power data through two methods which are: 

inputting a max capacity MW and rating power MW, inputting max capacity MW and 

rating factor 100%. Through these methods, the wind power can be curtailed when there 

is more power and the demand side is low. If it is necessary to make wind power data 

constant as inputted, it is possible by using fixed load property. Therefore, a dump energy 

can be easily observed through the period that has rich wind power along with low 

demand (off peak). 

This test system model aims to clarify how PLEXOS solves a given optimization 

problem and also to show where the dump energy starts to appear. Therefore, the hourly 

wind power data which has a maximum capacity of 117 MW has been used through two 

methods fixed load and rating power. 

6.1.1 First case: conventional without wind & PHES (Gas only) 

 In this scenario, only conventional generators are operated to fulfil  the demand side. 

It is the normal situation without wind farm or any storage. As shown in Figure 6.1 and 

Figure 6.2 the generation curve dramatically matches the load curve. This indicates that 

the dump energy is zero since all generators follow the demand load smoothly without 
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any sudden change. Table 6.1 gives the region data including summation of load, 

generation and dump energy over the simulated year. 

 

Table 6.1: First case results (Gas only) 

Property Units R1 

Load MWh 2134415.30 

Generation MWh 2134415.30 

Dump Energy MWh 0 

 

 

 

Figure 6.1: Results for Load and Generation 
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Figure 6.2: Generation and load through one year horizon for the first case 

 

6.1.2 Second case: conventional and wind without PHES (Gas+Wind) 

The second case has the same characteristics of the first case but now, Tafila wind 

farm has been hocked up to the power system by using real hourly data for one year. This 

scheme is still running without any storage system. 

In the first scenario as indicated in Figure 6.3 after using the wind data as a fixed load, 

the generation and load curves don't match each other so there is a dump energy appears 

in certain periods of the low demand load through the simulation time horizon of one year 

as shown in Figure 6.4. 
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Figure 6.3: Generation and load through one year horizon for the second case 

 

 

Figure 6.4: Dump energy within low demand period 

 

Now by executing the solution over one weak period the dump energy can be observed 

clearly. Figure 6.5 shows the relation between the demand (load) and the dump energy. 



98 

 

It is obvious that the off-peak periods have the major of dump energy. And that gives an 

indication about the mess matching between the demand load and wind generation load.  

  

Figure 6.5: Dump energy with the demand load over one week 

 

In the second scenario, the wind data was used as in the essential methods that mentioned 

before (i.e. max capacity MW and rating power MW, max capacity MW and rating factor 

100%). The summation of wind power data was 369.7 GWh but after executing the model 

it is curtailed to be 353.4 GWh. The curtailed energy approximately equals to dump 

energy in the first scenario after using the wind data as fixed load. 

  

 

6.1.3 Third case: conventional and wind with PHES (Gas+Wind+PHES) 

Third case has the same characteristics in the first and second cases but now with 

inclusion of PHES unit. Conventional generators as it may be known have two limits of 

operation capacity which are the maximum available capacity and the minimum stable 
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level. Within low demand period, only base load generators will be operated with capacity 

near the minimum stable level of operation. In case the wind farms are connected to the 

power system and there is high potential wind power within the low demand period (off- 

peak), this can adversely affect the operation of base load generators since they can't 

operate below the minimum stable level. Therefore, wind generator units may curtail to 

avoid the problems resulting from excess energy in the electrical grid as explained in the 

previous section. When PHES is hocked up to the power system, it can absorb all the 

energy that is generated during off peak periods from the uncertain sources such as wind 

farms. 

 

6.1.3.1 PHES operation with a price 

 PLEXOS software optimizes the operation of PHES unit by depending on the energy 

price. This can be done by pumping water into the upper reservoir within the low-price 

period and releasing it through the high price period. Figure 6.6 shows the operation of 

PHES with respect to the energy price for one week.   
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Figure 6.6: PHES operation with price 

 

6.1.3.2 PHES operation method  

Inclusion of the PHES unit into the power system along with wind farms can reduce 

the generation from expensive diesel or oil units and inefficient units, while increasing 

the generation from cheap natural gas units and increasing wind integration level.  

 In the first scenario (without PHES), the operation of conventional generators is 

highly dependent on wind generation. Since wind is uncertain power source, this will 

affect the ramp rate of base and peak generators.  In the second scenario when PHES 

starts to operate along with the power system, a significant change on the behavior of the 

whole system can be observed. PHES increases the generation from the high efficiency 

generators at off peak periods and reduces the generation from inefficient generator by 

peak shaving at high demand period. Table 6.2 shows comparison of system operation 

between the two scenarios. Table 6.3 provides the total pump load and generation for 

PHES unit over the simulated year.  
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Table 6.2: Summation of generation over one year for two scenarios 

Generator  Generation 

 (GWh) 

without PHES with PHES 

Base Gen 1 1584.36 1613.79 

Base Gen 2 167.77 146.07 

HFO Gen 17.98 11.75 

Diesel GEN 10.79 1.36 

Wind Farm 353.47 369.71 

 

Table 6.3: Total  Pump load, Generation and net generation for  PHES unit  

Pump Load (GWh) 44.9 

Generation (GWh) 36.5 

Net generation (GWh) -8.4 

 

6.2 Practical system results  

The simulation for the practical power system is executed for two scenarios. The first 

scenario is including thermal generating units and wind farms without PHES. The second 

scenario is including thermal generating units and wind farms with PHES.  The second 

scenario has been run through two different rated capacities of PHES (150 & 300) MW 

to compare the increased in wind power integration for each capacity and make the 

decision as shown in Table 6.4. 

For all the scenarios, the model was configured to undertake one year of optimization 

that is starting from January 2015 to December 2015 with hourly intervals of (8760 hour) 

and one week look-ahead period of one hour resolution. The simulation is proceeded by 
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solving these steps in chronological sequence. The model was solved by using the 

MOSEK solver with a relative gap of 0.1 % and the maximum time for search of 250 

seconds. The executed time for each scenario was about one hour. Notably, this model is 

solved with the optimal unit commitment method. Therefore, the excess energy generated 

by the wind farm is going to be minimal despite the actual scenario.        

 As shown in Table 6.4 the model has been run with two different capacities of PHES 

unit. One of 150 MW and the other of 300 MW. The 150 MW capacity of PHES unit is 

found to be the optimal size for the 1200 MW of wind integration level. The increase in 

energy recovery does not exceed 8.9 GWh for the case of 300 MW (i.e. in the case of 150 

MW the energy recovery is 31.29 GWh while in the case of 300 MW the recovery is 40.1 

GWh.  

 

Table 6.4: Increasing of wind integration level  

Scenario 
Wind Integration Level 

(GWh) 

Increasing  

(GWh) 

Without PHES 3742.199 - 

PHES 150 MW 3773.497 31.298 

PHES 300 MW 3782.493 40.1 

 

6.2.1 Mismatch between the demand and the wind generation 

The hourly average for the demand load and the wind generation in Jordan have been 

analyzed. Figure 6.7 shows that the off-peak period is extend from 1 AM to 6 AM and 

Figure 6.8 indicates that the average wind generation has maximum level within this 

period. This will lead to cause problem of balancing between generation and demand 
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load within this period unless the PHES system is utilized. That is the key role of using 

such system to store the excess energy within low demand period. 

 

Figure 6.7: Load hourly average 

 

 

Figure 6.8: Wind generation hourly average 
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Figure 6.9 shows the behavior of the PHES operation in the practical system with the 

generated power from the wind farms. 

 

Figure 6.9: PHES operation with wind Farms in the practical system 

 

6.2.2 Operation method of PHES in the practical model 

PLEXOS software optimizes the operation of PHES unit by depending on the energy 

price and the excess of energy. This can be done by pumping water into the upper 

reservoir within the low-price period and releasing it through the high price period. Figure 

6.10 shows the operation of PHES with respect to the energy price. 

 Figure 6.11 also indicates the period of pumping mode and generating mode with 

respect to the load demand. The PHES will operate as a pump only in the low demand 

load period while operating as a generator in the high demand load period.  
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Figure 6.10: PHES operation with price in practical system 

 

 

Figure 6.11: PHES operation with demand load in practical system 
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Figure 6.12 shows the changing in the storage capacity (GWh) of the upper reservoir 

(Head) and the lower reservoir (Tail) while the system operating. The upper reservoir as 

mentioned before is operating between the maximum storage capacity 1.5 GWh and 

minimum storage capacity of 0.19 GWh.  

 

Figure 6.12: Changing in the capacity of the Upper/Lower reservoirs 

 

6.2.3 Dispatch results 

As indicated early in the test system, inclusion of the PHES unit into the power system 

along with wind farms reduces generation from expensive diesel and oil units or 

inefficient units, while increasing generation from the cheap natural gas units and 

increasing wind integration level. Figure 6.13 shows a comparison between the value of 

generated power that is supplied to the grid from IPP4 station which contains diesel 

generators for the two scenarios with and without PHES. As shown in Figure 6.13 the 

generation from diesel units has been reduced when the PHES is included. 
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Figure 6.13: Generation of IPP4 for the two scenarios  

 

Table 6.5 shows the generated power from all units in the whole practical model for 

the two scenarios. As indicated the wind integration level is increased after the PHES is 

included in the second scenario.  The generation from the high efficiency units has been 

increased in the off-peak periods while the generation from the low efficiency units has 

been decreased in the peak periods. 
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 Samra (1), Samra (2), Samra (3), Amman East and Qatrana these stations have the 

best efficiency and have the lower generation cost so their generation is increased.  

Aqaba Thermal Station (1), Aqaba Thermal Station (2), Rehab station (2) and Hussein 

station, all these stations have low efficiency so their generation is reduced. IPP3 and 

IPP4 are diesel generators that have higher generation cost and, higher operation and 

maintenance cost, so their generation is reduced.  

 

Table 6.5: Power generation for the two scenarios 

Plant name 

  

Unit # 

  

Type of unit 

  

Generation 

(GWh) 

Without 

PHES 
With PHES 

Samra (1) 2 Combined Cycle 1959.281 2030.662 

Samra (2) 2 Combined Cycle 1723.463 1794.227 

Samra (3) 2 Combined Cycle 3478.637 3503.839 

Samra (4) 1 Gas Turbine 237.419 173.962 

Amman East 2 Combined Cycle 2710.418 2790.402 

Amman South 1 Gas Turbine 0 0 

Qatrana  2 Combined Cycle 3256.514 3267.841 

IPP3 38 Diesel Engine 44.068 15.634 

IPP4 16 Diesel Engine 185.824 109.429 

Risha(1) 3 Gas Turbine 0 0 

Risha (2) 2 Gas Turbine 0.060 0 

Rehab (1) 2 Gas Turbine 0 0 
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Rehab (2) 2 Combined Cycle 989.798 986.980 

Hussein  3 Steam 392.504 330.761 

Aqaba Tharmal Station (1) 2 Steam 14.018 7.237 

Aqaba Tharmal Station (2) 3 Steam 22.565 20.929 

PHES - - - 226.012 

Wind farm s - - 3742.199 3773.497 

 

Table 6.6 provides the net saving in the total generation cost when the PHES is 

included. As indicated in the Table the annual total generation cost is reduced from 

1015.919 million $ to 1008.682 million $ with a net saving of 7.236 million $. 

 

Table 6.6: Total generation cost   

Scenario 

Annual Total Generation 

Cost (Million  $) 

Without PHES 1015.919 

With PHES 1008.682 

Saving $ 7.236 

 

 As shown in table 6.5 the saving in total generation cost has been achieved through 

increasing in the wind integration level from 3742.199 GWh to 3773.497 GWh, 

increasing the total generation from the combined cycle units which have a higher 

generation efficiency (i.e , generation by Samra 3 station has been increased from 

3478.637 GWh to 3503.839 GWh), the reduction of the total generation by the lower 

efficiency units (i.e, generation by Hussein station has been reduced from 392.504 GWh 
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to 330.761 GWh) and the reduction of the total generation energy by the diesel engine 

units which have a higher operation and maintenance cost and higher fuel cost (i.e, IPP4 

station has been reduced from 185.824 GWh to 109.429 GWh) 

Figure 6.14 shows the total generation cost and wind integration level on a monthly 

basis of the practical system for the two scenarios. The inclusion of PHES unit into the 

system results in reduction in the overall generation cost and increasing the wind 

integration level over a period of one year. As shown in Figure 6.14 the saving in 

generation cost depends on the wind generation and demand load. The months which 

have higher wind power with lower demand load will make a significant reduction in the 

total generation cost as in months from January to May, November, and December. 

      

Figure 6.14: Total generation cost and wind generation on a monthly basis  
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Chapter Seven 

Economic study  

 

7.1 Introduction  

The objective of this chapter is to provide a study related to the economic evaluation 

of connected PHES to power grid system along with a large integration of wind energy 

in Jordan. 

Since there is no enough information about PHES costs, Economic analysis can be 

characterized by projecting the economic analysis of one of similar installed projects 

around the world that includes the consideration of capital and operational maintenance 

costs.  

 

7.2 Overview of PHES cost 

Notably, PHES systems are particularly cost effective at sites having high heads (large 

differences in elevation between the upper and lower reservoir). Having higher head 

requires less volume of water to store the same amount of energy. Therefore, resulting in 

smaller reservoir sizes, reduced civil works, smaller pump-turbine, motor-generator size 

and hence lower investment costs (Hayes, 2009). 

PHES projects development costs are difficult to characterize in term of typical costs 

because it depends on the site conditions. The L/H ratio is a simple ratio used to measure 

the initial viability of a pumped storage project in siting level studies. L is the length of 

the waterway from the intake structure to the tailrace outlet and H is the gross head 

available for energy projects. Project site with an L/H ratio under 10 can be considered a 

promising pumped storage project since lower ratios will have lower cost in terms of 

specific cost of $/kW (Hayes, 2009). 






















































































































