OE"HAE'I.

‘x,
|

3
S
) ’
¢
?
3

— AEE BAEE BRME B — e toe tee tee v e e veey

Pizikol 2| ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁ L
e A S “%ﬁ-&ﬁmﬁ}—m'w
BRERE o5t Ry —

TN VN VEW TN T T v a2

L i L e T s B A T e S

Load Shedding and Generator Rescheduling By Quadratic

Programning — Part 1:

— Linearized Model through Sensitivity Coefficients —

e

= 1978 FWHEL £ 1= /84 SRERE
BEFERO 185101 RBEL| HRECE  RH
Oregondh iz A& FRAON BH, 1983F 6 B
Ph.DE IRCIT HE. RE TitX BEEE =
EoPCl MKIKEKS| IEEESEO HRAYE SURNE
=i EeEEs AOILL

MABEEL & WS EOE s MK
HERM 2R @ AMKSEIRC| MBS THRR

BH — AR BEMENEES 21 LSGR (Load
Shedding and Rescheduling) &#]¢] =&} #]-%¢ Mo
-dell?ﬁ%‘3 FHF3 glul ‘_"EH 2] Modelel] glej 4

< HlHIRE-2 Phase angle B HBEHE BWHE
i‘ﬁ"okﬂ— e dhE HEBE E 8 o
gted AA=le] o7 o Foll RS R BE
of Farstoivt. & imielAe, busE AR &
B olxls d3e ZHsks] flabe]  RERE
B (Seusitivity Coefficient)Z A% 24 o) a4t
S L sstE s slglos BRERAKITES 9%
AsAql Kk fBmstaeh

LSGRAGEA o1&k QP #ke] fH (Part <l A
FH L)L, @A A2 Fald]l Fow x
2152 gl= LP(Linear Programming) i RElsE
AIER ML FTEGEA R =g Fluke] glo

Y A MEE A B # %

o BEFEE YIS0 gt HEE SHE U
0 #2824 #fEAHEES FH0 OIX= 2280
R 2 BRHEERREL0) DS MNESE JEIIQPE
iR BREY REFES HIEST BPA (Bonne
ville Power Adrministation) o} dspnst 358 AIRS)

2 REE YUl XHme| 4 HEe BP
AQI 3 (Contract No. DE—AP 79— 82BP34709)S
2r0r |20 Z0olgt =ik GHimiRE)

H HTu Aol LP HkRe BEEA
ﬁ’l o g REME T oA geh

NOTATION
P, Q&R -
F, G -
DR
Vsp | BHBAEECE
e | BRUERZSERA
6 . IREEY (HEA
(B) : # JJR%E (loss coffeicient) Marrix
N @ fre] MR
n=N—1 ; Jacobian Matrix®] dimensionality
ARG
Y,G,B : 34%9 admittance, conductance %

MAE 7
Tegoedin

o

Al

__12_



Succeptance
y, g b:#2 Admittance, Conductance ¥
Succeptance
Subscripts G, L, C: #El, A% 9 FHEss
Dk, TFRE
: Operating Pointel 4 2] Z1FIE

[ ) ! matrix notation

Subscripts u, ¢

Supercript o

D : diagonal matrix
Underlined letter © Vector Al

Upper dotted letter : Complex number (#E3%E0)
=
W

THFHH 1y AG7re] Bl o5t A
b 2 w2 :ﬂrak BEMEES AT A=
#ike] TRlo]l Tt BER = gk

MEFMES 1% LSGREEE &Y Ra =
REEA glel A,

(i) =& BEMS BREES BY =t MHE
(i) BREEE= 4 BERBE St

e E R et ﬁsﬂ%‘ﬂ%{ﬁkloﬂ»ﬂ Tae A2
g2 A A TR . BT T,
wise) FHRA U g ’EEMR??-&— g
of shel. R LB Ae $HRERE iz F
olE He| FJAMMAL A=l Ffpolm=2 BHFEET
2o FwAMbrl BEARA Aragle] fTEMeR
#HFH ook stn 2 vhgol BTHAERC] &
Hof o} g} (13,14).

LSGR M+ FRMHEES a2,
W cModeling® #15F¢] o2 7kx 2] Approach7t F
7—5]9.] ql.ouq _g_ok—g]_u;] 7_—,}__0_5;]_ 71-1;].

Shenst Laughton(8 ]-&
Bell &3 f#f4Model & = 4] 5
2AEG S @Bl BETY WE T
Subramanian[1 J-& sensitivity model
programming model 2= BEAZFG 1., Kaltenbache}
Hajdu (2 13= line current &li0iEHS 3801 &5
g} Q-Matrix model -2 7 §+5l9) 2 v}, 52| Model
< pEe TREES Tire iy g g
A ek,

Stotte} Hobson(3, 4 J-& ®Ijfiit B Modeloll &2
%l approach® #4Eslgl o=, LSGRREIME clokal

p
L»-n

line suceeptance matrix
o:l o ‘Jr A j]'—
| o »el,

9 linear

BER Harsha, sl OfYEE(Objective-fun
ction)& $Eagr 8} gk

dAeel FEL wiol shd, WhEsE A
Jacobian MatrixS LSGRIEEModelings] BEETS
24 5 =R (Optimally Ordered T riangular
Factorization Method) 5% 7#% Computer SEHT
S LSGRUMBMl FIF rfEst= % st olwt.
It o] 2lgl Approach ®4] Moedel 2] £##1¢} H
FIE el BErr R ges, FE R
SRS 8] R AARERIGETS &
Wit A dkdd 4 el ]| Haike
Bighesl Abgsa gie) weld 3 Zel& System
o] FFREES MR B HMyEmEe] B B
EALY] EER S 3] glod, o]
WS REEEE e & B ohelk &
MatEEs GEFRE 4% 5 dv FARE

1k,

LSGRAJEE] M3l isifchso] 4e £
A(1—8Je wza 4] duzSEL Plec
ewise Linearigation] ¢]%+ LP (Linear Program-
ming) HiEE EHASIL ol o, B B E
2] @ #oult) slackiE#el =22 HE4o] F71
HE2 EEREY EsERST 24 74z
2 i oA QP (Quadratic Programming)$] &
A (Part T 28)< HES2 gle,
se linearizatiomffge] fagor e F3E LP
o AAE AT+ gk

E =52 Part12 QPHEY HHE 93 &
HModel &) BHEES olE glvh  EHEE IR
Wb R LE BTShe] Slske] RHRLIIEE
froll B3 REMTS RERES BAslgoH,
o] RRERBE] 27 imodele] BHEEsoleh 3R
&% H¥model & 5 -bus, 17-bus, 50-bus Effel
Wil H£2ES Fdhe] 1 FR] Esl gk

o]= Piecewi

I. @YiX Approach %! {RIiE
LSGRRREEE dydbd e & Fojal UL T4
THRAVEE B Wk IEEE silste HES
sl 4= sleh
(i) T4 Ba9EDE (Prinary Objective Function)

ZAPLi (1
1

Minimize JL =

_13_._



(it) PffRs B B9 ¥ (Secondary Objective Function)

PR [=}
Minimize J, = ) [Fi(PGi + A

[=]
L Pgi) = Fi(Eey)]

(2)

fillso e

(i) 7 &

z PGi - Z PLi - Ploss = (3)
(it) fREEE AR E

Tx

(i) FE - EHEDEUMR

Pasi

QGli

I for all lines k (4)
k  max

[P

P.. < P_ .
Gi = Gui

[

1A
=)

<0 . for all buses 1 (5)

ces £ Coy

L2 Li Lai for all buses i (6)
Qpi £ Qs S Opps

(v) BREEEHESRE
1Vi - VSP[ ¢ & for all buses i (73

Ll RplAE £BFHAS Bkt A4l
?Jt _{'IFH ] l@ \io-_w ’J ’”:o]—_.__| o]—f-:‘ L‘.—}- '—]_93\];]__

LSGRAEHRES glelAs f@e] AlBEEst 2y
L2 Zgshe, o= il WER 4Z L
of BHMF cFE BRE ] Outaged 34
717) Aol @B A AE Kol #H Aok bl
Tolwh  L3le] i (3),4), (7 BRYEES &R
BHREAE DS BT EERAAd gle=mE
HEHe] Sks $18he], R4 BEY BE T
Y+ e FFModelo] Z4F A E=a glow],
BRLAE e vhge] Bie] YdbdoR p2
Hz gleth

(1) BB AR 4 = ELD (Economic Load

Dispatch) Program< #Al4 4#Ek=, #%
BRor& 4 BHEUE gk oA se] o)
(i) Q-V (Mg ® ¥t EIE) Control 3 P-f (%
W DS TE) Control 4F0] 8] Couplingst®
= IEigd =+ slol weld LSGREHES o
Sl i FEEE (Decoupled Load Flow Methed)

i

HAEI = TR FEY HES 9T

=

(iif) b ApproachE (M = LSGR ]
ol W HEEF e 28 5 o #Re)
v BERE laA sheE fREEse) R’k
2 T Hgpes g

(iv) BEMESAE Q-V control & 38l
o e HREES WS R f
A Al = gloh

Ldd BE Tl 4 LSGRADE % #2)%k Appro-

ache & Apglel] 7125 F1 72 Holul

() Bellem (1o TWEBE KL
QP Hiikel Al o2Rue Hdlal e
o ol= gigkdr ehel o) rTNDER] B PRl
AER M EENES EES MY o oA
ghel,

() =& sk B % EHREE AR
o BEEE sELMEEE 59 MEER G
FOE RS IS E T (Sensitivity Coefficient ) 2
H At M bl

(i) BERRE Ev BAMMERC] 9o AS=qt
R ] HEle] B ARELES @
Ahted rHRISE S kel

I 2)e] Aot DHENEIEHE e o

3o

T MBS T RER MEe ERiEe
BT ek 489 Aotk (o] AL IEHED
Bt 6 e W MREMET] S8 drhe
AbdE SW 2 b4 o] o Zxnh).

. EHRE DA
RE

| 2SRRI

EREE T kel el 3 #REEEADES] WOLFRT (Sen-
sitivity Coefficient )& REMIMIGRASE BRED
ol Fkehed LT ORY TE S gl

3R p, qrbeloll ad2=lo] ol KEfLEE eds)
2z e kel REBE Ese BEe S

=
.
spq _ o2 F o b= QRS <
= = + G
Sy I vp Py ie (8)

o &5t Fo]zm] superscript poE  EEEKEHL)
Jiiag EAgke}
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REMRS HAEE

gt R0 1= [EED? - (E2 @
oz FolA=, BAHMEAAE T Had &

(@] ool | Ve[ & F3hd

pg _ .
soo o= |1 IVP| <1

. IV | for all lines k.

k,max (10)

7k =e] R R EE

P =1 « |V_] for all lines k.
k,max k,max P

B oHAch Aehd K4 QTR e
chgol lshed fk@EY + slok

Pd 1253
Sk £ Sk na

(1)

for all lines k. (12)

i REVEIE SPOE HEAEY @I 5

2 24172
LR (6B))/ % sPRiey L g0y

@) (13
2] WA A4 =aret
o 71 A EHREAE ) BREHRIEE 95k AP
4Q; (=1, - N) =34 ##E St b=}
I EEEEIRE oh2at Do) --guRilk 2 =
ek
asF?

pq'N .3
a8y T.£1(3Piwi+

asPq

AD, )

k
—_— 1
so; % (14)

Supercript pal IS FEE viehii 7] 915
o FASY O TE @B Bgpd A Be
ala<p) el @Wiie Jebdstz FE8n g

Llp{ Aﬂekgi O|L+
& 4)=
TP s S S
k i=1 Fk P Gk P
35 3G 38, aF
)4 Kk k k
+ (a2 + =1 ag.] (15)
aGk BQi ark aQi] o "1
= oA & % 9o
bt Ao Y ki Rigel B AR
R =
3s, 3F a5, 3G
P Py x "k
Kox,s™ (g5 55 * 3 W Jo (16)
k i k i
IR A EEETe] RERKE

® T =
ib /2

2
+j|=b V + V V
i s

98, 3G 83, oF

X k k k
Ko 1= (3 + g ) (7
lel Gk Qi Fk Qi a

2 EEd o4 Ao v BEE g
ng Piontel] #]4kg-& vepdch
mRye g (5 w3 o] e}

o] Operati

N
as, = Z [Kﬂ‘:'iAPi * X 89, ] (18)
A1), Wl =HP BEGREE AES7 Hs

Fig, 1ol Feal line k2 I—2% &EEEKE =
Estet

1

Fig. 1.

I Model of Transmission Line k.

kBB EiEE
s s s (i . * o
Sp =1, Vo= (I + 1) v
2

- - i - 8
Vp vpvq{gkcos(ep 6q)+ bks:.n( GP q)}

- —q. si -8

Vo {bkcos(ep Bq) gksln(ep q)}

b

"7 Pex P
= Fof A= o e Bl s
2

= v v 8 -6 )+ b sin(6 - 8 )
Fx % 'p qu{gkccm(p q )3 p q}

1 V2]

Aoz He Bl

= - - . B -8 ) in(B - 8 )}~
Gk bkvg vaq{bkzms( o q) g9y, 51 o % }

2
BV

2 o] & F glem, o T A WBABUET

(19)

IR TE

o= ohg KE T F A
o Yoia 2
= - a
bF, vP vy {A,I(AGP 89) + B, = + 2, —3
P ? (20)
PP 8V, Avq}
AG, = {B (A®_- 48 ) +B, —=+ B, —=
k P q 1 P aq 2 WP 3 v
where P =)
. Q =] o Q
A.l =gy sin (GP - Sq ) - bk cos (GP' Gq)
=] < (=] o
A = - - 3 -
2 =29 - [geos (87 - 00) + b sin (80~ 8}
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o =] . [s] o]
Ay =~ {gkcos (ep- Gq) + b,sin (QP- eq)} 1)
. [+] [=] (=] o
B, = - g sin (GP- Bq) + b cos (BP— Bq)
Q (=] N [»] [~}
B, =~ 2b_+ {bcos (6= 8) - gsin (6 eq)}
Q (=] . i o (o]
133 = bkcos (BP— Bq) = g sin (BP— Bq)
o kel ¥ MidEAe R 3
Bl
AP = [H] A8
N -~ {22)
Ag = [L] AV
where
ar = [ap, /v ; eee, AP /v]
AQ = [AS /v AQn/Vn]
8 = [v° 28, wue, &V 29 1%
i 1 s n
oy = [aV., ..., Avn]T

withn =8 -1
2] BEAE Beazst™ o214 Matrix H 8 L2 ele-
ment= ol 25k A

" _ _ 2

i T T By T Y

ljij = - (qu sin egj - Bij cos eij> (23)
Fig =7 Byt /Y

£.. =h,.

1] 13

Kz 2= FH AQH AV E HETLEH

_ F, 2 B )
sy S5, SEm S8y agk 7t
ek o BEZ K09 Y Mol oA (LAT22H

(Appendix Z288), whSab 7h0 RIEEEL (Sensitivity)
e}

Coefficients) &g 4L <+ glvh

o
S T (0]
=Pk <° v =
k (24)
1 oqw1 7
e B
with k
~ T -~ - T -~ _
1] ¥y = )-D-H and [L] x = EL (25)
o714 by B bR
Vq for i = p
byy = —Vq for i =g (26)

o otherwise

) o -
(Fpa, + kaz)vq for i = p
B o o - (27)
by =% (Fpag + GkBa)V; for i =g
o otherwise
B2 JuEsel 222 Matrives DY 2 vector Kex
o Kowls ohgah 2ot
Vg’ o]
o = . (28)
= 0
o] Vn
T
Xex = [ka,w Kop, 20 200 KPk,n]
B T
Sgc = oc i Xae,ar o Koeal
A7l A K)ol Qe zust 2o TEL2 W.Ti

nney ol 2fsted atek® =AEEBEE(11, 12)0] ¢ 3)
o WRHLE BTE T sk Al Al g
o4l slack busell ¥} WMEMRHE 4 042 &
71%nt ghek &

KPk'N = ° for all lines k {29)
KQk;N =0
o714 N2 slack busol = A=
TR o
o} A2 slack busell i3 FAE L, MmEEY
f;gjyru-@' 4 Al ok s &

BT (R
HFAorw gAd 5 ¢y wl Foln

77l sT Bk (Decoupled Load Flow Method)
ol 4 coupling effect7} @ffslel ), o] o9
WETRE K0d deld A=A=A =02 &
ou4 gy = glu}

[I. QP (Quadratic Programming)
HEHE st Baumer 2 771
Model

Section T o] A
QP A
t2 ZHelx
ol e,

fR Tzl T IAES (primary objective
function) 2 lineare] =2 F{E7T ME gk 2(2)
o JERRTARIL A B ERY A gdel4

ol g5l skel el A el
$8le} BE system constraint= R

HVE B = REME T2
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ZhREBE IR T gleh

o_2 o (=]
= +
Fl( ) a:.PGl + biPGi Ci

for all generators i

(30)
o] 2 2K AT BY, FRE B 89 E I (secon-
dary objective function)2 ko3t el ik A

1 2
T, =1 [5a; 8, + b, 4R ] (31)

G -
1
where
a, = 2 a‘.:>
i i
o _o o
bizzaiPGi+bi
K318 BUTAEESA sloiA, AR K
R Matrix B(15~17)] oshed #EHR + o
o
T
Ploge ~ © [BIE (32)
where
B = ?.G - EL

i LS FBW KA linearizationdh

T T
1 P - 1" A
- A_G - P

[+) oyT
2, )

- 2(p, - B

2. Blap, - 4B ) =0

(33)
Ao IRERE RG-S RRERE (Sensitity
Coefficient) 5 A48+ o 24 @R + glvh,
54 R kot BEEIFSE (5 Sk, mex) 24 BE
ik S sdeh st

of BENE BEFHA 3 AP %Ufﬁ]ﬁfﬁ

7 Azl Foll = RPN oH22 RS 2

& ok gheh
o -

Sk = Sk. * Ask s Sk,max

x = Sk,ovl (34)

where
8 =82 -3 5 Ly b ke =
ksovl T Tk T “k,max’ MEEREAFE

T2, 088 FERE ABR] A X (29) E

Eigl Y5024 o}2o] BMbE REREIHKY
fiettho] el Al e},
n
85 2 121 (Fo, s 885 + Fge,s 884] €7 Sy o
(33)

for all overloaded or vulnerable lines k

AP, = AP

i Gi ~ %Py

8Q; = 8Qg; + A0y -~ 80

o714 Felg AL, RE5)4 HuEsEL EE
fifgEsEak oh 2} ;@ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂ 9& RE B
o )4 aejslok sl FiE MEAES M

LT RBT BRIMIAE Fuebe 7:101 ]-.
Kb BWEHH L - FRERS o2k 2o

A % 5 gleh
o4 o
" Py & %Pai S Pous T Pa
o ]
QGli - QGi s AQG_{ s Q(;ui - QGi for all
- o° _ bu i
Qs ~ % S % S %ui T % ses i (3)
ARERF6) S BBtY Yo+ gov HHER

LB A S WA Tes ook ok & R
HE R WEE DS BMste] BT +gon

2 vhgo RARMGE Ao 841 5 g
o (6]
AQLi = a APLi for all buses i (37)
A7 A LAFHE o
.
o = _.T;i (38)
PLi
= AR
shebdl K(6He whgol fatel WAL 4 v
B., - B < &P ¢ 22
=Lf{ =L = "=L = -Ia L (39)
with (37) for Ag .
opAl 2o (7)ol Fol7l EHREMEHI KL

Ay 2 el -‘4‘}-04 Bs + 2led, 2 Azt

= gt 2o,

o t -1 0

- D AD =

gV + [n] [n)) 4Q Ysp 2 & o

whare T
€=10€ € sens, €] € R"
o\

V =V ,V , enee, V. 1" ¢Rr"
-sp s5p sp 2p

Eqdel Bt EESIFEAHS Jacobian matrix
9] inversest AAIE o} glor oo HRMIL H
BB Part[9 EfEEe] =2 EMEEEIHE
Hfell A vhEe] @ FHojuh
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feammno 2 (1), 8L, 83,604 ZkA
EIedl (Quadratic Objective Function)
E 7t B Modelo] Fi2H, E&
IR LS IS AP, AP, AQ
AQ, AQE WHE Rt o) o
e LSGRIHMES] Fi{b@i-2 zk=kal

BiEiaR

ool A BEEs R E -2 5-bus, 17-
bus 2 50-bus system®l] =] dle] 4-5A
o2 Test= g}l
2 Testell A& @izEde  FR
ARHe e Fait MEGRES  HEk
uEd ddE TReH, I HRE RBE
H mEd-l BREAE /IS 0%t
gE7A = HEMCE #MA TRESC] W
Aok
Gh{Eek (Operating Point )] A1)  #iii
E b2 Fobx Fikell ek SE R
34 ot
(i) LoadFlow Program-Z  A}-&3}o]
B (Operating Point)oll 4 =<k
T AT Tkl

(i) BhiEYh MffiTel Base Case 3hv-E
55l o| Base Caseel] sj3F &
241 #39}, Base Cases} GhfEEE
Atele] BHEDE AT (bus injection
power) 2] 2ol (i, FKIERE (Se-
nsitivity Coefficieut)oll £l s7{U
S Kelgleh

ik ) e HRe e ERTH
ol Hedtd oF 2% =] #EErLgled
ol EESELEC) WAFRES AR 4
g}, AFERREN A HE ) HE
@)l tested A \RE T e
o el gishx) orerl

&

fr

Fig. 2

Configuration of 5-bus system.

Tabla I.

Inpur Dazas

AL Dnite Adepra

Mibira L3 paraETheses dworte Che SERBSIE EEiqTAd ES I7NTEN Eess

s [paual

LINE ADMITTASCY AdD LINE CHRAGE ADRITTRWCE

e

by

®

LovE [ by e » o
11, M 1-haaA =7.0411 -oa54 EIRT 1) B -8.6444 OA5D
134 19118 =$.1213 Jgaan 412, 4) 1.2650 -"_5165 adn
5 (2, 31 18145 -7.d3%6 20053 & (1, 5 1.8 80310 10055
T (4, B 1.BAB2 - T.3509 «00ED
SCHESULED F GEMERATICN

(1) 9,080 ,3) 1.50D0 (31 b.ob6a (4} 2.70Ba  (S)  1.5000

CIFERNTING CLMAILITT

(1) 8.0000 (2) 3.d900 (1) _D.0000  _(K) 3.8080 (5] 4.0000
WIFER LDUT OF | GI ARD €

(1) 2.4000 (3) 3.8A14 (11 0.0000 (4} 3.2730  (5) 4.3730
LOWER CIRdY OF ¢ 0N AND ©

[1) 37800 (2) =089 ‘3) 0.0000 (41 —9.3000  rS1 -1.5000
ACTIVE LOAD

(17 -3.4B00 21 ~2.0009 (3} =1.7000 (4) -2.3006 (5] -1.3o00
REALTIVE LOAD

.73 0.000 (27 G.4500 {11 0.6908 (4} 0.3500 3} 6.3800

Tanle II. Resuits 3¢ Reax Case Lomd Flow Calculatiohs

ACTIVE BUG INJECTION #oMER  F

{1} =2.4000 (37 1.5600 (1) =t.7000 (4} 0.6000 (8} Z.1575
RIACTIVE B4 pouTE

(1) 6.5783 (21 =DJSTE4 (3] L3999 (4) D215 (5) <0.796]
BUS VOLTMGE

(1) 1.0000 (2) 1.0228 (3] T.08A2  {4) 1.0320  (5) 1.0000

Yable ITT. Sads Cumw Lizs Flows.
LI ASTIVE FLOW LEACTIVE FLOM LINE Mo LINE CAPACITE FERCINT LOAD

' -1.e11m B.1331 1.0193 e 61.704
E 08136 -0.7T124 1.096% 1.5000 73,100
1 -8.8951 0.7671 121780 1,5000 78.585
4 ~g 8330 =0.07%0 .0820 1.8080 8.195
5 =8, 3546 0.27%0 0.4512 4.6000 43.118
€ =1.1882 04448 1-d5Ea 14000 104171
7 =3.3473 0.1391 DuaEs 1.0000 49.696
Frons * 91575 digss - DeBeit

Table TV, SenaitiviTy Coafficiwnes.

AMNSITIVITY OF LINE FLOWS TD

ACTIVE WOB POMER CHANGES (Ky, )

SEVLTIVITY OF LINE FLOMS TO
REACTIVE BOR POMER CHANGES (Kg )

. MIE WIT
. 1 2 3 4 5 LIN 1 2 3 L 5
1 =0.374  0.236  0.200  Q.130  0.600 1 0.048  =0.027 =0.019 =0.01&  0.000
F 0.047  0.0N7 =0.412 =0.112  0.000 H -0,054 =0.197  O.7ER  0.071  0.000
1 =0.044  =0.081 0.  0.126 0,000 H 0,021 D.046  0.25%  =0.119  0.000
4 =0.026 ~0.048  0.013  Q.0T4 Q.00 ) 0,092 =D.1B4  D.DAD  0.780  3.000
4 5,190 =0, 355 s0.307  =0.236  4.000 5 0.136  Q.273  9.193 g1 d.een
& -0.584  —0.326  «0.192  af.idd 8.000 3 0,194  0.0T2  0.051  0.041  f.pon
- 48.188  =0.304 ~0.30%  =0.381  0.000 7 6.098 0193 0260 4.8 D.000
Tanle ¥. Inpet for Operkting PoLAt.
SENEDOLIT ¥ CRMFRATION
1) 9,0000 (27 3.7000  (3) 0.0680 {4} 2.4000 (31 B.z00o
P LOAD
{1) =7.0088 [2) =1.8000 (3] =1.3000 (4} -2.0000 (3] -1.5Q04
3 Lokt
(1) 0.6500 (2) 0.4300 (31 0.7000 (&) 0.83g0  (5) a.3sno
Tabie VI, Camparisas af Last Flows by Seamitivity with Arcurate besd Flome.
Fr— BASE CASE LINE TLow X ACTORATE LIKE -0 4
LINE FLOW LINE FLOW SERFITIVIPT o CAPACTTT
1 1,0182 121747 2,446 o-hadp 1.6000
2 1.0983 —6.avay 1.0076 1.0962 15000
3 1.7 —0,0470 1.0918 w7 1.5000
4 0.0820 p-pos a.0871 0.1054 1,0009
5 a.4312 60416 5,398 04130 123000
& 14584 uti 2578 1-J606 1.303% 1.4000
7 24870 8.2005 8.4975 a.5719 1.000¢
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