EUEFETH
2014 % 7 R

% 2 & % iR S

Electric Power Automation Equipment

Vol.34 No.7
Jul. 2014

FET 2B S B HL ) 258
AR NG VA
REE 2T HUE K R MAER M AL ERESARLRLE P2

(1 PHHEXY BOBIELAARBRESRRE i XX 430074;
2. P E @ FEAAG A M 510623;3. FARAMEAE | L& 201114)

WE. RET RN EZABSLLEERNE G Tk, BAFELTHAARR XM B KRR 74
LR SEA R AR K R R0 R R R R e LA R AL AT AT e s AR, AT
B REIAE BT — A RS H h, BRBRETE N XA 5 A 2 A L AT AT

Yo 57 ,New England 10 AU 39 ¥ & & ot it JLAA Pt 7 ik ik % L 9046 R 40 5 a7 AT AL 09 I K -F
KB, wAHE%, me, BE, MR, EHXEFLEHSF, BE5L4L, NEHR4E

FESES. TM712 XEkARIRAD. A

0 3l=s

S A P R P A A3 A O vk e T HL )
RYIEAT I P R AL | T 1k 2 46 1 AU
K- T R RGBT 14 AR BUAECE P AT, B
JC R H T ) R G KO R R

UTAFR | O T H I A 22 4 43 A 7 T T 9 R
o 86 PAERR SR M VA b AN SR [2-11 48 A Bl
BILI LT T 50 Ao SR 78 1 8 PR RE 3 sl 0T SR 4, SOk
[12-13 42 H DX [] 38 It 5 32 1 B3 1 oK 28 12 9 [X [
CENGE I (B R Ty =2 e a N A %5 W0y 4 A 0]
BLPEFIAS A 5 1, 00K 25 18 2 G0 i 6 BT 1 8 2R 1Y
PR MU TCTE S R G K I ZR A VAL
SCHR[14-15 N R G4 B0 1 B 0 & ST T ook
RS SRS XF R G oo A kAT KU DAl (B TC T 4
HH 2 5 G T Ak 1 4 SR AR KT

A SCNFRGE AR A B T — RS 2 A
AR PEAG 71 i H 2 6 S Nl B AR 32 1) B 02
MEAT7E L KBS TF-Ady 1) 22 21 ) 0, R AR S o
HESE T B ARG R R I i v S R 3R 110 S T
AL DUHE SR A W s 4t 1 56 T BE AL O AR v 1Y
ML R G A 2 AR R KB VAL T 1 S T
TS L AAAE LR PAL i KUK HE bR, R T 38 B AE
2 AU TTAk 118 S I 1 SR A SORR R i s 79 8 45
JP 46 BR 0T L 7 3 G 1) TR IR A 2R AT TSI N R
Ve HET TR b R A SOy B R 4
(R 25 AU i b | B 55 4 THT 1 S B 3R e AE S T is AT
RS BT ab B XU 7K F- . %F New England 10 #1 39

Y55 B 85 .2013-06-24 ; & E B #§ . 2014-03-07

EEWB . mu e mad 2011 F £ L4 A (K-ZB2011-
012)

Project supported by the 2011 Key Project of Science &
Technology of China Southern Power Grid(K-ZB2011-012)

DOI: 10.3969/j.issn.1006-6047.2014.07.026
TR ARG R R A SR LA

I VR I O 0 P B P BT 2 T
i 1

7R SOHs i Lk S I PP A AR L ) O TR
0K AR A TR I IR AL 2 S a) o)
TS T Bk 2 /SRR B i P £ S I
R ORERIE G SRR AR RIT L RR N R
i v 2 1) S R RREAE R
1.1 BT 7 2 U B4R Y SC i e B At = 3 f A B

TEAZG EAGNR AT, 0 BEE 52 S i v
2L Y SN AT RS AR SO i L R o M R T
Lk B AT ATHE HIZK 5 AN 23k B A
Or B I o ST T AR R A S N R R
AR UPFAS LY &l 1 s

I P 3
s T 3
- SELU
@ - [RORE |
Y
gl | T e
i RRICE
*% L R T S &I G % |
e —{mrew
EEZa

A ERE]
B 1 B & SERENE R HRE

Fig.1 Hierarchical assessment model of real-time
fault probability of transmission line
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Tab.1 Fault probability of transmission line
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Tab.2 Real-time fault probability of transmission
lines under severe weather
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Tab.3 Ranking of real-time transmission
line load ratio
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Tab.5 Calculation of fault screening index
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Tab.6 Results of risk calculation
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Online risk assessment based on real-time evaluation model of transmission line

for static security of power system
ZHU Yihua'?,LUO Yi',DUAN Tao',SHI Lin',CHEN Jianjun',XIE Rui',LI Xiaolu®,
XIONG Weibin?, LI Mao®
(1. State Key Laboratory of Advanced Electromagnetic Engineering and Technology , Huazhong University of
Science and Technology, Wuhan 430074, China;2. China Southern Power Grid Company,
Guangzhou 510623, China;3. Alstom Company,Shanghai 201114, China)
Abstract: A method of online risk assessment for the static security of power system is proposed,which
establishes a real-time assessment model of transmission line with the consideration of meteorological
factors,calculates the real-time fault probability of transmission line according to the established model and
applies the probabilistic power flow to obtain the established risk indexes. A method of real-time fault
screening and ranking is proposed to reduce the scale of computation. Comparative analysis is carried out
between New England 10-generator 39-bus system with and without random transmission line faults,which
shows that the proposed method assesses the risk level of power system truly in real time.
Key words: electric power systems; power transmission; models; probabilistic power flow; real-time fault
screening and ranking; static security; risk assessment
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Integrative evaluation model of node vulnerability considering network
transmission ability and anti-interference ability
LEI Cheng,LIU Junyong, WEI Zhenbo,LIU Youbo,GAO Yiwen,GOU Jing
(School of Electrical Engineering and Information,Sichuan University ,Chengdu 610065, China)

Abstract: The vulnerability degree of network component in perturbation is shown by its anti-interference
ability and network transmission ability. According to the correlation among components,an improved entropy
degree is constructed,which takes the product of line power flow and electric betweenness as its edge weight
and considers the system power flow distribution and global power transmission characteristics. A network
transmission ability model is proposed to define the network importance of a node based on its load level
and a component anti-interference ability model considering the line overload and node voltage loss risk is
proposed to define the failure risk of a node according to the system security margin and the correlations
among components. An integrative evaluation model is applied to calculate the node vulnerability considering
the network transmission ability and anti-interference ability and the simulative results show that,the pro-
posed model identifies the vulnerable components more precisely and reflects the importance degree and
anti-interference degree of system nodes more effectively,verifying its rationality and effectiveness.
Key words: electric power systems; network transmission ability; anti-interference ability; vulnerability;

evaluation; risks; security; models





