& 3C

2-8-7

ASPE &83 FUZZYS| A4 &g A+
(A Study on the Analysis of FUZZY Solution by ASP)

(=]
pd

ol & g

(Hee-Young Lee)

ok
=

2 =EoME BASSALG) g HHs) B4 o 3] ASP(Active Server Page)S A& e

2 ANSLT: $AEAN 2AP5e) B} AokrAs] DR g Bt oA A
2o 298 5771 93 Qo ANG LuelSe FEE0RA A2He ol gdd $A4E WS

ABSTRACT
ASP(Active Server Page) is adopted in searching optimal solution for VAR planning algorithm by FUZZY
mathemathical programming. FUZZY theory is powerful tool dealing with the fuzziness of satisfaction levels
of the constraints and the goal of objective funnctions. The effectivness of the proposed algorithm has been

verifyed by the test on the IEEE-30 bus system.
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<E 1> NIEJ0IM 1ol e
<Table 1> A case of Simulation Results

| RALVAR | ZM VAR
caseNo. | HE 28 | "z xRt
1 16169 0049 8056
2 16790 0370 0050
3 16377 0515 3426
4 16361 0324 4257
5 16373 0479 3426
6 16390 0320 0373
7 16144 0000 9430
8 16780 0250 0540
55 16226 0000 1.125
56 16754 0075 08035
57 16427 0481 5805
58 16348 0274 6305
59 16420 0437 5805
60 16426 0479 .5803
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[Fig.2] Diagram of Analysis of solutions by ASP
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