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(A Study on the Optimal Load Shedding Method under Large Generator Qutage)

RKE* - S
(Hyun-Jae Yoo - Jai-Kil Chung)

=2 of

£ =L gdd €8 AnA Ay AuA Faedae BAEr) s Foesiate] x2o)ds
&8 AR 39 HARSE ADY T ARE AFAFAAY Y FHHA AAYEE AAEH-

2 AFdMe Faxid g, Fort 595(He)ol ol & RIAT AldE dor|a Al 2dd
o] A7\7t Foratete] 27|1UE&E 23t Foi AgLte] 7IA F FeH T3 I+ 1/29]
HEE PAsR

72 A NE AR Pde] Fas AESHA UM FAH WEET o ARHYE ¢ F Aok

Abstract

This paper proposes an adaptive methodology for setting of the underfrequency relays that is based on the
initial rate of change of the frequency decline to protect for excess frequency decline of power system under
large generator outage.

The strategy of the load shedding is as follows : Let the load shedding of the first step occur when the
frequency reaches 59.5 (Hz), and the load shedding power of this first and second step be one half of the total
“Static Load Shed”value for any given disturbance size based on the initial rate of change of the frequency.

As a results, it is verified that the use of the proposed method is more ‘efficient than the conventional method

In the characteristic of the frequency recovery.
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Table 2. Frequency settings for four step and six step plan
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Table. 4. Load shed planning by proposed method
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