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PSTCP : A Tool to Evaluate Power System Transfer Capability

BOSF MR85 85 BT o5 AL ORI -2 B Bt kYl A OB - ok &
(Soo-Hyun Yoo - Jonghoon Jeong - Min-Hwa Jeong - Byungjun Lee - Kil-Yeong Song -
Young-Chul Shin - Young-Son Kim)

Abstract - This paper presents an algorithm that can calculate the evaluation index of power system from the transfer
capability point of view. The algorithm adopts a successive linear programming skill to solve an optimal solution. Two
indices which are transfer margin index and economic matching index have been developed. Prior to calculating these
indices, Maximum Load Supplying Capability(MLSC) and Economic Load Supplying Capability(ELSC) are utilized as
basic data. For man-machine interface, graphical user interface has been implemented so that an unified software
package PSTCP(Power System Transfer Capability Program) has been developed. KEPCO systems planned up to 2006
vear have been tested to show effectiveness and usefulness of the PSTCP for power system planning stages.
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