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The Analysis of Load Management Effect in Shor-Term
Generation Expansion Planning

&R -8 E kM
(Joon-Hyun Kim - Do-Young Chung)

Abstract - With regard to price elasticity and cross elasticity of electricity , optimal
generation expansion planning method including load management effect is suggested.
In addition, optimal peak time price can be determined simultaneously, and we adopt
peak time tariff as load management strategy. Instead of using hourly marginal demand
curves where we can get customer surplus, we used chronological load curve with
constraints to preserve social welfare. This method is proved useful in short-term
generation expansion planning.
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