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2 EEN S E cost
EENS Ecost EENS’ Ecosi

% (MW) (MWh/a) (1000 /a) (MWh/a) (1000 /a)

0.0 185.0 9.9421 35. 7916 4.3835 15. 8246

2.0 188.7 14.4318 52. 9548 6.2621 22. 4188

4.0 192.4 23.8641 85. 9267 9.2160 32. 9012

6.0 196. 1 32.4188 115.8078 12. 9293 46. 5166

8.0 199. 8 43.3168 154.9207 17. 2883 62. 4160

10.0 203.5 59. 4297 212.7367 22. 2264 80. 4997

1) EENS E cost ,EENS  Ecost
3 EES G cost Y
EES G cost EES’ G cost’
% (MW) (MWh/a) (1000 /a) (MWh/a) (1000 /a)
0.0 185.0 990. 9427 8543.2143 990. 9483 8591.9821
2.0 188.7 1010. 4275 8817.2778 1010. 4339 8861.9973
4.0 192.4 1031. 1261 9053. 1393 1031. 1407 9109. 8243
6.0 196. 1 1051.3210 9292. 4728 1051. 3405 9345. 6715
8.0 199. 8 1072. 5181 9558. 7094 1072. 5441 9603. 4721
10.0 203.5 1092. 1001 9849. 2140 1092. 1373 9895. 5562
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n Cn, M, B, gn= N/ ( N+ H,).
n s X :
pr(X)=pn-1(X) (1= gn)+ pn-1(X= ¢n)gn. (1)
Su(X)= pa( X)( N (X)+ M (X)), (2)
N(X) XN (X) X

X (X)= (po-o(X)( 1= gu) Xoe A(X )+ po-t(X = cn) gnl Xoe t(X = cn)+ )/ pu(X ), (3)
)\;L(X): (pn,f I(X)(l— qn)(}\;f 1(X)+ }\n)+ pn- I(X— Cn)qn)\;r I(X— Cn))/pn,(X). (4)
LM (0)=0, N (0)= M, N (c1)= Hi, X (¢e1)=0, p1(0)= 1- q1,

pi(er)= qu.
1.2
. L;
p(Li)=(n(Li)/D)e, , (5)
D ,n(L;) D L; , D= :Zln(Li), N
Li> L2> L3> -..Ln. e , e= 0. 5.
k Cj Li , mk= ¢g— Li.
my,
pr=p(G)op(Li). (6)
Nev M- mk ’
fi= Pl Ms + M), (7)
dir= pi/fr. (8)
EENS= iimfidi (N ). (9)
1.3 (CCDF)
( 1 IEEE- RBTS CCDF (1987 )
) ( (min) ( /kW)
) 1 0.67
( )
( - 20 1.56
( 60 3.85
) ( 240 12. 14
) 480 29. 41
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4 T cost
Tcost T cost’
Yo (MW) (1000 /a) (1000 /a)
0.0 185.0 8579. 0059 8607. 8067
2.0 188.7 8870.2326 8884. 4161
4.0 192.4 9139. 0660 9142.7255
6.0 196. 1 9408. 2826 9392. 1881
8.0 199.8 9713. 6301 9665. 8881
10.0 203.5 10061. 9510 9976.0559
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Cost/ Benefit Approach for Optimal Generation Planning
Yang Peng Chen Shaohua
( Dept. of Electric Engineering and Automation, GDUT, Guangzhou, 510090)

Abstract The cost/benefit approach for optimal generation planning is presented. The optimality
condition to add a generating unit is decided by comparing the marginal cost spent to improve set-
vice reliability to the benefit obtained.

Key words reliability; composite customer damage function; optimal planning
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