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Multistage Coordinated Planning of Active
Distribution Networks

Nikolaos C. Koutsoukis , Pavlos S. Georgilakis , Senior Member, IEEE,
and Nikos D. Hatziargyriou, Fellow, IEEE

Abstract— This paper introduces a multistage coordinated plan-
ning method for active distribution networks (ADN). The proposed
methodology optimizes, in a coordinated manner, multiple plan-
ning alternatives, i.e., reinforcement of the existing substations
and distribution lines, network expansion, as well as capacitor and
voltage regulator placement in conjunction with the active manage-
ment of distributed generation (DG). The active management con-
siders the control of the active and reactive power output of the DG
units. The proposed multistage coordinated planning methodology
aims at minimizing the net present value of the network investment
cost. To handle the high complexity of the planning problem, two
successive planning procedures are developed. First, the location
and capacity of the multiple planning alternatives are computed
incorporating the active management of DG. Afterwards, using a
heuristic approach, the time period for the commissioning of the
computed network investments along the planning period is de-
fined. To validate its effectiveness and performance, the proposed
method is applied to a 24-bus distribution test system and a real-
world 267-bus distribution system.

Index Terms—Active distribution network, distributed genera-
tion, multistage planning, network expansion, power distribution
planning.

NOMENCLATURE

A. Sets
Φfk

Set of buses of feeder k.
ΦN Set of system buses.
ΦC B Set of candidate buses for capacitor bank (CB)

placement.
ΦL Set of distribution lines.
ΦLA Set of candidate lines to be added.
ΦLR Set of candidate lines to be reinforced.
ΦLV R Set of candidate lines for voltage regulator

(VR) placement.
ΦSS Set of substation buses.
ΨC B Set of available capacitor banks.
Ψcd Set of available conductors.
ΨSS Set of available substations.
ΨV R Set of available voltage regulators.
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B. Parameters

aR min/aR max Minimum/maximum VR range.
CC B,c Cost of type c CB, $.
Ccd,b Cost of type b conductor, $/km.
CSS,a Cost of type a substation, $/MVA.
CV R,d Cost of type d VR, $.
Inf Inflation rate.
Int Interest rate.
lij Length between buses i and j, km.
N Total number of buses.
Nf Total number of distribution feeders.
PD Mean active power demand of the network,

MW.
PD,i,t/QD,i,t Active/reactive load demand of bus i at period

t, MW/Mvar.
PDG,i,t Active power of the DG unit at bus i at period

t, MW.
PDGnom,i Rated active power of the DG unit at bus i,

MW.
pflim Power factor limit of the DG units.
QC B,j Nominal reactive power of the CB at bus j,

Mvar.
QDG max,i Maximum reactive power of the DG unit at

bus i, Mvar.
QDG min,i Minimum reactive power of the DG unit at

bus i, Mvar.
rij,b/xij,b Resistance/reactance of type b conductor of

line i–j, Ω/km.
SDG max,i Maximum apparent power of the DG unit at

bus i, MVA.
Smax,b Thermal limit of type b conductor, MVA.
SSS max,a Thermal limit of type a substation, MVA.
SV R max,d Thermal limit of type d voltage regulator,

MVA.
T Years of the planning period.
Vmin/Vmax Minimum/maximum voltage magnitude lim-

its, kV.
w1 , w2 , w3 Weighting coefficients.

C. Variables

aR Voltage regulator ratio.
Iij,t Current magnitude of line i–j at period t, A.
PD,fk

Maximum active power demand of feeder k,
MW.
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P ′
DG,i,t Injected active power from the DG unit of bus

i at period t, MW.
PDGcurt,i,t Curtailed active power of the DG unit of bus

i at period t, MW.
Pij,t/Qij,t Active/reactive power flow of line i–j at pe-

riod t, MW/Mvar.
PSS,i,t/QSS,i,t Active/reactive power flow of substation at

bus i at period t, MW/Mvar.
QDG,i,t Reactive power of the DG unit of bus i at

period t, Mvar.
Vi,t Voltage magnitude of bus i at period t, kV.
δv+

i,t/δv−
i,t Variables associated with the voltage drop

calculation of bus i at period t taking either
positive or zero value.

δsij,t Variable associated with the conductor’s ther-
mal limit of line i–j at period t taking either
positive or zero value.

D. Binary Variables
yij,t Spanning tree variable. It is equal to 1 if bus

j is the parent of bus i at period t; otherwise
it is equal to 0.

zi,a,t Decision variable for reinforcement of sub-
station at bus i using type a substation at pe-
riod t.

zij,b,t Decision variable for construction of line i–j
using type b conductor at period t.

zC B
i,c,t Decision variable for construction of type c

CB at bus i at period t.
zV R
ij,d,t Decision variable for construction of type d

VR in line i–j at period t.

I. INTRODUCTION

THE main goal of the power distribution network planning
(DNP) is to determine the location, capacity and time pe-

riod of the network investments at minimum cost in order to
serve the load growth demand and the new loads, while en-
suring the safe operation of the distribution network. In recent
years, the active management of the increasing penetration of
distributed generation (DG) units, mainly based on renewable
energy sources (RES), has converted the distribution networks
from passive to active distribution networks (ADN). This transi-
tion has provided a new dimension and further complexity to the
DNP problem. Traditional DNP approaches, which are typically
used by electric utilities, consider a given load growth forecast
and no control of the generation output of the DG units to deter-
mine the installation of new distribution network assets. These
“fit and forget” approaches pose barriers to the further penetra-
tion of RES in the distribution networks and they may lead to
costly planning solutions. The exploitation of active manage-
ment of the DG units can ameliorate the above problems.

DNP is a complex mixed integer nonlinear programming
(MINLP) problem. The DNP problem can be modeled as static
or multistage. In the static formulation, the DNP problem is
solved in a single stage and the investment decisions are imple-
mented at the beginning of the planning period [1]–[3]. In the

multistage formulation, the network investments are determined
over successive planning stages according to the requirements
of each stage [1]–[3]. Therefore, the electric utilities can gradu-
ally execute the investment decisions over the planning horizon
in order to deal with the increasing load demand at minimum
cost [3]. The investment decisions required at the first stages
of the planning period are immediately implemented; while the
investment decisions determined for the later stages can be re-
examined for updated values of the load forecast [2], [4]. An
exhaustive review of the DNP models and strategies is provided
in [1]–[3]. The objective of the typical DNP is to optimally
plan the distribution network to meet the future demand and
all the technical and operational constraints [1]. In the modern
and future active distribution networks era, the exploitation of
the control capabilities and the capacity of the distributed en-
ergy resources can provide optimal distribution neh important
cost savings [2]. A detailed presentation of current DNP prac-
tices around the world and how these have evolved (or have to
evolve) in the context of ADNs can be found in [3]. In [4] and
[5], DNP is deterministically solved investigating the impact of
dispatchable DG (DDG) units in a multistage planning method.
The tradeoffs between the placement and control of dispatchable
and renewable DG units and the investments on new feeders and
substations for different regulatory environments are evaluated
using multi-objective optimization methods in [6] and [7], and
the DNP is simplified into a static (final year) planning prob-
lem. Uncertainties arising from the DG units’ output power and
the load response are considered for the static expansion plan-
ning of ADNs in [8]. The investment deferral and the reliability
improvement of the distribution network are considered as ob-
jectives in the multistage optimization methods of [9]–[11] by
utilizing conventional DG units as a reinforcement option for
the Distribution System Operator (DSO). In [12], the allocation
of renewable and DDG units is simultaneously co-optimized
with the network reinforcement in a single objective function
for cost and CO2 emission minimization over a planning hori-
zon. In [13], a multistage DNP considering the allocation of both
conventional and wind DG units is presented. The construction
of new distribution lines, capacitor banks (CBs) and voltage
regulators (VRs) along with the installation of conventional
DG units are considered in the multistage DNP formulation
in [14].

In [4], [8], [9], [11]–[14], the DG units are considered as
DSO investments and as planning alternatives, while in [6],
[7], [10] it is assumed that DG units are private investments,
which is the common practice in Europe. Furthermore, the dis-
tribution network investments in [4]–[8], [11]–[13] exclusively
include the reinforcement and/or addition of new distribution
lines and substations. Investment decisions in [9] and [10] con-
sider the reinforcement and installation of feeders, substations
and CBs. The joint reinforcement and placement of distribution
lines, substations, CBs and VRs is performed in [14]. Control
of the active power output of DG units [6], [7] and demand re-
sponse (DR) [8], [12] are taken into account in the planning of
ADNs.

All the above papers deal with several aspects of the
DNP problem, however the consideration of multiple planning
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TABLE I
CONTRIBUTIONS AND ATTRIBUTES OF THE REVIEWED DNP PAPERS

alternatives (coordinated planning) in combination with the ac-
tive management of DG is an issue that has not been thoroughly
examined. Although, active management of the distribution net-
works that includes control of both DG units and network com-
ponents has been examined in [15], [16], these works mainly
focus on the operational challenges brought by DG integration
rather than the planning challenges of ADN.

This paper introduces a multistage coordinated planning
framework of active distribution networks in the presence of
high renewable DG integration. The long term DNP is mod-
eled as a MINLP problem and multiple planning alternatives
are taken into account. The planning procedure is divided into
two phases. First, the maximum stress conditions of the distri-
bution network during the planning period are identified and
the reinforcement and expansion planning of the distribution
network is computed considering the location and capacity of
new distribution lines, substations, CBs and VRs. Afterwards,
the proposed multistage network planning model determines
the installation times of the network components during the
planning period. Different active network management (ANM)
schemes are taken into account in the proposed multistage plan-
ning method and their effects on the DNP solution are examined.
In the proposed DNP formulation, the ANM schemes include the
control of the reactive and active power output of the DG units.
Table I presents a summary of the contributions and attributes
of the reviewed papers and the proposed method. The effec-
tiveness of the proposed method is examined using a 24-bus
distribution test system and a real-world 267-bus distribution
system.

The contributions and main goals of the present work are:
1) To develop a multistage planning framework that opti-

mizes, in a coordinated manner, the capacity, location and
installation time of new distribution lines, substations,
CBs and VRs considering high DG integration.

2) To incorporate various ANM schemes and examine their
effects on the DNP solution.

This paper is organized as follows. Section II describes the
formulation of the proposed DNP model. The solution method-
ology is provided in Section III. The method is applied to a
24-bus distribution test system and a 267-bus real distribution
network and the results are presented in Section IV. Conclusions
are drawn in Section V.

II. PROBLEM FORMULATION

Long-term distribution network planning is a large scale op-
timization problem with a large number of design variables.
The proposed model considers the investment costs (IC) for
i) the reinforcement of the substations (ICSR,t) and the exist-
ing distribution lines (ICLR,t), ii) the expansion of the distri-
bution network (ICLA,t), iii) the placement of CBs (ICC B,t)
and iv) the installation of VRs (ICV R,t). The planning frame-
work considers the presence of high DG penetration and its
potential active management. The renewable DG units are as-
sumed to be privately owned and their type, site, size and in-
stallation time are considered pre-determined. Furthermore, it is
assumed that information and communication technology (ICT)
infrastructures have already been deployed for the purpose of
AMR (Automatic Meter Reading) and not for the application
of the proposed method. Since smart metering installations are
foreseen by European regulations and have been deployed or
are in progress in several countries, their costs have not been
considered in our calculations.

A. Power Distribution Planning Formulation

The DNP problem is modeled as a MINLP problem. The
objective function (1) considers the net present value (NPV) of
the investment costs during the planning period:

min f =
T∑

t=1

(
1 + Inf

1 + Int

)t

(ICSR,t + ICLR,t

+ ICLA,t + ICC B,t + ICV R,t) (1)

where,

ICSR,t =
∑

i∈ΦS S

∑

a∈ΨS S

CSS,a · zi,a,t (2)

ICLR,t =
∑

ij∈ΦL R

∑

b∈Ψ c d

Ccd,b · lij · zij,b,t (3)

ICLA,t =
∑

ij∈ΦL A

∑

b∈Ψ c d

Ccd,b · lij · zij,b,t (4)

ICC B,t =
∑

i∈ΦC B

∑

c∈ΨC B

CC B,c · zC B
i,c,t (5)

ICV R,t =
∑

ij∈ΦL V R

∑

d∈ΨV R

CV R,d · zV R
ij,d,t (6)

The constraints associated with the steady-state operation of
the distribution system in each stage t of the planning period are
formulated as follows [17]:

Pij,t =
∑

k :(jk)∈ΦL

Pjk,t + I2
ij,t · rij,b · lij

+ PD,j,t − PDG,j,t − PSS,j,t (7)
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Fig. 1. Voltage regulator model.

Qij,t =
∑

k :(jk)∈ΦL

Qjk,t + I2
ij,t · xij,b · lij

+ QD,j,t − QDG,j,t − QC B,j · zC B
j,c,t − QSS,j,t (8)

V 2
j,t = V 2

i,t − 2 · (Pij,t · rij,b · lij + Qij,t · xij,b · lij )
+ I2

ij,t ·
(
r2
ij,b + x2

ij,b

) · l2ij + δv+
j,t − δv−

j,t (9)

I2
ij,t · V 2

i,t = P 2
ij,t + Q2

ij,t (10)

V 2
min ≤ V 2

i,t ≤ V 2
max (11)

P 2
ij,t + Q2

ij,t ≤ S2
max,b · zij,b,t + δsij,t (12)

P 2
SS,i,t + Q2

SS,i,t ≤ S2
SSmax,a · zi,a,t (13)

yij,t + yji,t = 1, (ij) ∈ ΦL\ΦLA (14)

yij,t + yji,t =
T∑

t=1

∑

b∈Ψ c d

zij,b,t , (ij) ∈ ΦLA (15)

∑

j∈ΩN

yij,t = 1, i ∈ ΦN \ΦSS (16)

yij,t = 0, i ∈ ΦSS (17)

Equations (7) and (8) represent the active and reactive power
flow from bus i to j, which is equal to the sum of the power
flows of the lines that are connected to bus j plus the total
power injection at bus j and the losses of line i–j. The square of
the voltage magnitude of each bus is calculated according to (9).
The square of the current magnitude of line i–j is computed by
(10). The voltage limits of the distribution network are shown in
(11). The limit of the apparent power flow of line i–j with type b
conductor is given in (12). In (13), the apparent power flow limit
of type a substation is considered. The terms δv+ , δv− in (9) and
δs in (12) provide a relaxation to the voltage and thermal limits
violation and they are used to penalize an infeasible solution.

The radiality of the distribution network is ensured by
(14)–(17) [18]. The distribution network is represented as a
spanning tree with the substation considered as the root of the
tree. If the line i–j is connected to the spanning tree at period
t (zij,b,t = 1), the bus i can be the parent of bus j (yji,t = 1) or
the bus j can be the parent of bus i (yij,t = 1), as shown in (14)
and (15). The buses connected to the tree have only one parent
(16), except the substation bus that has no parents (17).

The VR is modeled, as shown in Fig. 1, by a line in se-
ries with an ideal transformer with ratio aR [19] and it is de-
scribed by (18)–(20). The voltage of the fictitious bus m is
calculated according to (9). The thermal limit of a type d VR
is given by (21). For simplicity, the tap positions of the VR are

considered as continuous variables [14], [20]. This assumption
can be made since this paper deals with planning issues and not
with operational ones.

a2
R,min · V 2

m,t ≤ V 2
j,t ≤ a2

R,max · V 2
m,t (18)

a2
R,min ≤ a2

R ≤ a2
R,max (19)

∣∣V 2
j,t − V 2

m,t

∣∣ ≤ (
V 2

max − V 2
min

) · zV R
ij,d,t (20)

P 2
ij,t + Q2

ij,t ≤ S2
V R max,d · zV R

ij,d,t (21)

The constraints associated with the investment decision vari-
ables during the planning period are given by (22)–(25).

T∑

t=1

∑

a∈ΨS S

zi,a,t ≤ 1 (22)

T∑

t=1

∑

b∈Ψ c d

zij,b,t ≤ 1 (23)

T∑

t=1

∑

c∈ΨC B

zC B
i,c,t ≤ 1 (24)

T∑

t=1

∑

d∈ΨV R

zV R
ij,d,t ≤ 1 (25)

Equation (22) ensures that there will be at most one change
in the capacity of the substation. Constraint (23) is applied in
order to avoid more than one conductor change, during the
planning period, for the distribution lines that are candidate to
be reinforced or added. According to (24) and (25), investments
in CBs and VRs can be made at most once in each candidate bus
and branch during the planning period. A substation capacity, a
conductor type, a CB or a VR is selected to be installed if the
corresponding decision variable is equal to one, while it is not
selected if it is equal to zero.

The formulation described by (1)–(25) is the DNP formu-
lation considering the passive management of renewable DG.
In the following section the effect of reactive or active power
output of the renewable DG units is included.

B. Implementation of Active Network Management

Overvoltage is one of the problems caused by the increasing
penetration of RES [21], [22] in weak rural networks. To deal
with these long term voltage problems, network investments are
needed [21], [23]. Different ANM schemes are implemented
in the proposed DNP model in order to test their effect on the
planning of ADN. Implementation of such schemes requires
complex control techniques with time response dependence
[24]. However, in the planning period the time delays of control
actions are neglected. The ANM schemes incorporated in the
DNP method are:

1) DG reactive Power Control: The DG units can absorb or
supply reactive power via their inverter interface to the network
[25]–[28], as shown in Fig. 2. Thus, the DG units can oper-
ate under active power factor (APF). The capacity of the DG
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Fig. 2. Inverter reactive power capability curve.

inverters may have to be oversized in order to supply/absorb the
needed reactive power. Since, the main goal of the DG units is
to produce active power, their injected reactive power is limited
as follows:

S2
DG max,i = P 2

DGnom,i + Q2
DG max,i (26)

QDG max,i = PDGnom,i · tan
(
cos−1 (pflim )

)
(27)

QDG min,i = −PDGnom,i · tan
(
cos−1 (pflim )

)
(28)

QDG,i,t ≥ −PDG,i,t · tan
(
cos−1 (pflim )

)
(29)

QDG,i,t ≤ PDG,i,t · tan
(
cos−1 (pflim )

)
(30)

The maximum apparent power of the DG inverter is given in
(26). The maximum and minimum DG reactive power injection
limits are given in (27) and (28), respectively. The DG reactive
power injected at bus i during period t has a specific range, as
shown in (29) and (30).

2) DG Active and Reactive Power Control: The applica-
tion of active power curtailment (APC) to the DG units may
solve voltage limits violations, in case these violations cannot
be solved by the APF scheme [21], [23], [27], [28]. In the pro-
posed DNP method, the APC is modeled as a negative generation
added to the active power output of the DG unit:

Pprime
DG,i,t = PDG,i,t − PDGcurt,i,t (31)

0 ≤ PDGcurt,i,t ≤ Pmax
DGcurt (32)

Pmax
DGcurt ≤ PDG,i,t (33)

QDG,i,t ≥ − (PDG,i,t − PDGcurt,i,t) · tan
(
cos−1 (pflim )

)

(34)

QDG,i,t ≤ (PDG,i,t − PDGcurt,i,t) · tan
(
cos−1 (pflim )

)

(35)

It has to be noted that PDGcurt,i,t is greater than or equal to
zero and is limited as shown in (32) and (33). The APC is very
effective in dealing with voltage rise problems; however it has
economic implications for the DG owners.

All the variables associated with the ANM are considered
as continuous variables. It should be also noted that there are
inverters that can inject the desirable active and reactive power
according to the control scheme that is applied [28].

III. SOLUTION METHODOLOGY

A. Overview of the Proposed Method

In this paper, a solution methodology is proposed to solve the
multistage coordinated DNP problem that incorporates multiple

Fig. 3. Architecture of the proposed multistage DNP solution methodology.

planning alternatives and the active management of DG. The
DNP problem is a MINLP problem due to the non linear con-
straint (10) and the binary nature of the investment variables.
The proposed methodology is applied to distribution networks,
in which large shares of DG are planned to be installed. The
consideration of the reinforcement of existing network assets
(e.g., substations, distribution lines) and the installation of new
ones (e.g., CBs, VRs) leads to a more complete planning solu-
tion that efficiently handles both thermal and voltage constraints
of the network.

The proposed planning framework consists of two successive
optimization procedures in order to reduce the complexity of
the multistage DNP problem. In the first phase, the location and
capacity of the network components are evaluated for the max-
imum stress conditions of the planning period. In the second
phase, the installation time is determined for the calculated net-
work investments. The architecture of the proposed two-phase
multistage coordinated DNP framework is illustrated in Fig. 3.

B. Definition of Scenarios

In general, distribution networks should be planned in order
to cope with the maximum stress conditions of the planning
period. The maximum stress conditions are: i) maximum load
/no generation and ii) minimum load/ maximum generation [3].
The planning solution that satisfies these conditions also satis-
fies all the operating conditions of the planning period. Even
though the occurrence probability of these conditions is very
low, always meeting the whole demand during the planning pe-
riod is considered as the most important planning priority. The
stress condition that accounts for maximum load / no generation
appears only once in the planning period and it accounts for the
maximum load demand of the distribution network at the final
year of the planning period. The number of stress conditions
that account for minimum load / maximum generation is equal
to the number of the time periods in which DG units are planned
to be installed in the network. In these conditions, the minimum
load is considered equal to the lowest yearly demand of the
time period and as maximum generation the rated power of the
renewable DG units. For example, in a planning period of T
years, in which DG units are planned to be installed at years t1
and t2 , the total number of the maximum stress conditions (Tsc )
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is equal to three. Phase I (see Section III-D) of the proposed
planning methodology has as input these stress conditions.

C. Definition of Criteria

In the proposed multistage planning methodology, several
criteria are considered for the evaluation of a planning solution.

The first criterion is the investment cost given by (36):

finv = ICSR,t + ICLR,t + ICLA,t + ICC B,t + ICV R,t

(36)
Another criterion of optimal network operation is the equal

distribution of the maximum demand among parallel feeders of
the distribution network [29]. This criterion ensures that each
feeder serves similar amounts of loads. Thus, a feeder overload
is avoided and the voltage drop to the most remote buses is
reduced. This criterion can be expressed as follows:

fd =
Nf∑

k=1

(
PD,fk

− PD

)2
(37)

PD,fk
=

∑

i∈Φf k

PD,i,T (38)

PD =

∑
i∈ΦN

PD,i,T

Nf
(39)

In case the APC is considered in the planning methodology,
the level of DG curtailment that occurs in the maximum stress
conditions should be limited. The curtailed active power of the
DG units for the maximum stress conditions (Tsc ) is given by
(40):

fc =
Ts c∑

t=1

∑

i∈ΦN

PDGcurt,i,t (40)

D. Phase I: Requirement Planning

Conventional optimization techniques often face convergence
problems in large scale non-convex MINLP problems [1], [2].
The genetic algorithm (GA) [8], [12], [29]–[33] is therefore
employed to solve the formulated DNP problem for the maxi-
mum stress conditions. Meta-heuristic optimization algorithms,
particularly GA, converge in a feasible solution for problems
with large number of variables and allow the consideration of
all aspects of the DNP problem with regard to technical con-
straints and objectives. GA can provide near optimal solutions
if its parameters are properly selected. The components of the
adopted GA are described in Sections III-D1–D4.

1) Chromosome Structure: Every candidate solution is rep-
resented by a five-part vector. The first part of the chromosome
represents the potential substation reinforcement; the second
and the third part refer to the potential reinforcement and addi-
tion of distribution lines, respectively; the fourth and the fifth
part represent the possible installation of CBs and VRs, re-
spectively. Fig. 4(a) illustrates the initial topology of a 5-bus
distribution network. In Fig. 4(a), the dashed routes denote
the candidate lines for the connection of the future load of
bus 6; all lines are considered candidate for reinforcement and

Fig. 4. (a) Illustrative 5-bus distribution network, (b) Encoded candidate
solution, (c) Decoded candidate solution.

VR placement; all buses are candidate for CB placement except
for bus 1, which is the substation. Fig. 4(b) illustrates an en-
coded candidate solution with type 1 substation at bus 1; lines
1 to 3 with type 2 conductor and line 4 with type 1 conductor;
line 5 with type 1 conductor connects the new load of bus 6,
and line 6 is not connected to the new load, since the gene of
line 6 is equal to 0; a CB is placed at bus 5; a VR is installed in
line 3. Fig. 4(c) shows the decoding of the candidate solution of
Fig. 4(b).

2) Initial Population: Two procedures are employed to cre-
ate high quality and diverse initial solutions. The first proce-
dure is based on the reverse Kruskal’s algorithm (a minimum
spanning tree algorithm) to generate radial distribution networks
[32]. Afterwards, a substation or a conductor type with the same
or higher capacity is randomly assigned to the first three parts of
the chromosome. The second procedure generates random radial
networks. More specifically, in the first two parts of the chromo-
some, a substation or a line with equal or higher capacity is ran-
domly assigned. For the connection of a new load point, first an
available distribution line is randomly selected and then its con-
ductor type is randomly chosen. In this paper, 20% of the initial
population is generated by the first procedure, while the rest 80%
of the initial population is generated by the second procedure.

3) Chromosome Evaluation: The fitness function (ff ) of the
optimization procedure is the following:

min ff = w1 · finv + w2 · fd + w3 · fc

+ M ·
Ts c∑

t=1

⎛

⎝
∑

i∈ΦN

(
δv+

i,t + δv−
i,t

)
+

∑

ij∈ΦL

δsij,t

⎞

⎠

(41)



38 IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON POWER SYSTEMS, VOL. 33, NO. 1, JANUARY 2018

Each candidate DNP solution (chromosome) is decoded
and the values of the investment variables (zi,a,t , zij,b,t ,
zC B
i,c,t , zV R

ij,d,t) are determined considering t = 0. Thus, the can-
didate network topology is provided and the first two terms of
(41) are calculated. Afterwards, the operational feasibility of
the candidate planning solution is examined. Since the network
topology and the placement of CBs and/or VRs are given by the
values of the investment variables, the nonlinear problem (NLP)
defined by (7)–(21) and (26)–(35) is solved for the maximum
stress conditions (Tsc ), using as an objective function only the
last two terms of (41). The last term of (41) acts as a penalty
function and it is used to handle the constraint violation, while
the GA seeks for the best solution. Since M is much larger than
the other weighting coefficients, if a planning solution is feasi-
ble, the positive variables δv+ , δv− and δs will be driven to their
minimum value, i.e., zero. Otherwise, a penalty is assigned to
an infeasible solution. Note that when the passive management
of the DG or the APF is considered, the third term of (41) is
equal to zero.

The analytic hierarchy process (AHP) is used to calculate the
weighting coefficients w1 , w2 and w3 [34]. In the AHP method,
a pairwise comparison between the objectives is performed by
the decision maker (DM) in order to define the importance of
each objective compared with the other objectives.

4) Next Generations: After the evaluation of the initial popu-
lation, the best chromosomes are selected to be the parents in the
next generation. The genetic operators (selection, crossover, mu-
tation) are applied next to create a new population. The process
is repeated until a maximum number of generations is reached.

The planning solution, computed by the optimization proce-
dure, is a set {H}, which contains all the network investments
that should be made in order to guarantee the safe operation
of the network under the maximum stress conditions with the
minimum cost by the end of the planning period.

E. Phase II: Stage Planning

In this step of the proposed multistage coordinated DNP
framework, a heuristic approach is proposed to place the net-
work investments of set {H}. The approach considers the ele-
ments of {H} as fixed decision variables that have to be assigned
during the planning period. The step by step procedure is as fol-
lows:

Step 1: Set t = T − 1 and consider the network configuration
with all the network investments of set {H}.

Step 2: Select a network investment from set {H}. Solve the
NLP problem defined by (7)–(21) and (26)–(35) minimizing
(42) for the network topology without the selected network
investment. If the value of (42) is equal to zero, which means
that the system is feasible, the selected network investment
should be made at planning period t + 1. Remove the selected
investment from set {H}.

min fst = M ·
⎛

⎝
∑

i∈ΦN

(
δv+

i,t + δv−
i,t

)
+

∑

ij∈ΦL

δsij,t

⎞

⎠

(42)

TABLE II
PAIRWISE COMPARISON OF THE OBJECTIVE TERMS OF (41)

Investment
cost

Feeders’
load

balance

DG
curtailment

Weighting
coefficients

Investment
cost

1 9 7 0.772

Feeders’ load
balance

1/9 1 1/5 0.055

DG
curtailment

1/7 5 1 0.173

Step 3: Repeat Step 2 until all the elements of set {H} are
examined for year t.

Step 4: If set {H} is empty terminate the procedure, else set
t = t − 1 and go to Step 2.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The performance of the proposed methodology is validated
using a modified 24-bus distribution test system [35] and a
267-bus distribution network. The proposed methodology has
been developed in MATLAB 2012a and GAMS. The CONOPT3
solver [36] is used for the solution of the NLP problem. All tests
have been carried out on a PC with an Intel Core i7 CPU at
3.40 GHz and 4 GB of RAM.

In Table II, the pairwise comparison between the objectives
of (41) and the weighting coefficients of each term of (41) are
shown. The investment cost on network assets is considered 9
and 7 times more important than the load balancing of feed-
ers and the DG curtailment, respectively. Furthermore, the DG
curtailment is considered 5 times more important than the load
balancing of the feeders.

A. 24-Bus Distribution Test System

The distribution system is a 20 kV network with 2 substa-
tions, 20 load buses and 34 branches, presented in Fig. 5, where
the dashed lines represent the candidate lines for expansion. The
planning period is divided into three stages. The detailed load
and branch data can be found in [14]. Table III presents the costs
and technical characteristics of the available planning alterna-
tives. The conductor type of the initial distribution lines is type
2. Voltage limits are ±5% of the nominal voltage, the capacity
of the existing substations is 12 MVA and the interest rate is
10%. At the first stage, 5 MW of wind DG at bus 7, 6 MW of
wind DG at bus 23 and 7 MW of wind DG at bus 24 are planned.
Furthermore, it is assumed that at each future load bus a solar
DG unit of 0.1 MW is connected. All buses are candidate for
CB placement and the lines of the initial network configuration
are candidates for VR placement.

Two cases are considered as follows:
1) Case A: Multiple load/generation scenarios for every

stage. The number of hours of each scenario during a
stage is presented in Fig. 6. The planning framework con-
sists of a single optimization procedure with investment
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Fig. 5. Initial topology of 24-bus distribution test system.

TABLE III
AVAILABLE SUBSTATIONS, CONDUCTORS, CBS AND VRS

Substation

Type Capacity (MVA) Cost ($)

1 25 100 000

Conductors

Type R (Ω /km) X (Ω /km) Ampacity (A) Cost ($/km)

1 1.268 0.422 136 10 000

2 0.576 0.393 261 15 000

3 0.215 0.334 445 23 000

Capacitors

Type Capacity (kvar) Cost ($)

1 1200 12 000

Voltage regulators

Type Capacity (MVA) Cost ($)

1 5 66 000

2 10 85 000

variables the location, capacity and time period of each
planning alternative.

2) Case B: Only the maximum stress conditions are consid-
ered as described in Section III-B. The planning frame-
work consists of two successive optimization procedures,
as described in Sections III-D and III-E.

It should be noted that the size of the chromosomes in Case
A is Tth times larger than in Case B, since the location and
capacity of the investment variables are coupled with the time
period of their commissioning. The parameters of the GA for
the two cases are shown in Table IV.

The network topologies of the 24-bus distribution system,
at the end of the planning period, considering different ANM
schemes and the NPV of their respective investment costs for
Cases A and B are shown in Fig. 7. In the APF scheme, it is

Fig. 6. Number of hours of the load/generation scenarios during a stage. The
maximum stress conditions are represented by the shaded cells.

TABLE IV
PARAMETERS OF THE GA

Case A Case B

Population size 120 80

Number of generations 100 80

Crossover rate 0.80 0.80

Mutation rate 0.05 0.05

assumed that the power factor of the DG units can vary from 0.95
lagging to 0.95 leading and in the APC, the maximum allowable
DG active power curtailment is 5% of DG rated power.

Case A: Fig. 7(a) presents the network topology without con-
trol of the DG units (passive management). The total investment
cost is 490.27 k$ and its computational time 370 min. To meet
the load demand and renewable DG of the first stage, distribu-
tion line 22–6 is reinforced with type 3 conductor; lines 3–10,
5–24 and 3–23 are constructed with type 2 conductor. For the
requirements of the second stage, the capacity of the substations
at bus 21 and bus 22 is upgraded to 25 MVA, line 21–1 is re-
inforced with type 3 conductor; line 6–13 is constructed with
type 2 conductor; lines 7–11, 2–12, 1–14, 4–15 and 22–17 are
constructed with type 1 conductor; one CB is installed at bus
11. To guarantee the safe operation of the network at the third
stage, lines 21–1 and 22–8 are reinforced with type 3 conductor;
lines 3–16, 24–18, 7–19 and 13–20 are constructed with type 1
conductor; one CB is installed at bus 7.

Fig. 7(b) presents the network topology considering the APF
scheme. The total investment cost is 480.47 k$ and its computa-
tional time 383 min. The lower investment cost of the solution
shown in Fig. 7(b) is due to the fact that the reinforcement of
line 22–6 with type 3 conductor is deferred to the third stage.

The lowest total investment cost is achieved when DG active
and reactive power control is enabled. The cost of the planning
solution of Fig. 7(c) is 476.38 k$ and the computational time
required is 410 min. Compared to the topology of Fig. 7(a)
line reinforcement at the first stage is not required; line 22–1 is
reinforced at the second stage, while lines 21–2, 22–6 and 22–8
are reinforced at the third stage. Moreover, bus 23, in which
wind DG is installed, is connected with bus 7.

Case B: Application of the proposed multistage planning
method provides the solution of Fig. 7(a), when passive DG
management is considered. The investment cost is 492.65 k$
and its computational time 74 min. For the requirements of the
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Fig. 7. Distribution network topologies of the 24-bus distribution network for
Cases A and B considering: (a) passive management of DG, (b) APF and (c)
APF + APC.

first stage, line 22–6 is reinforced with type 3 conductor; lines
3–10, 5–24 and 3–23 are constructed with type 2 conductor. At
the second stage, the capacity of the substations at bus 21 and
bus 22 is upgraded to 25 MVA; distribution lines 21–1 and 22–8
are reinforced with type 3 conductor; line 6–13 is constructed
with type 2 conductor; lines 7–11, 2–12, 1–14, 4–15 and 22–17
are constructed with type 1 conductor. At the third stage, line
21–2 is reinforced with type 3 conductor; lines 3–16, 24–18,
7–19 and 13–20 are constructed with type 1 conductor; one CB
is installed at bus 7 and another CB is installed at bus 11.

Fig. 7(b) illustrates the network topology considering the APF
scheme. The investment cost of this solution is 482.85 k$ and
its computational time is 83 min. The difference between the
network topologies of Fig. 7(a) and (b) is that the reinforcement
of line 22–6 is postponed for the third stage.

The solution with the lowest investment cost is achieved with
APF and APC, as presented in Fig. 7(c). The cost is equal to
478.76 k$ and the computational time is 96 min. The differ-
ences between the planning solutions of Fig. 7(c) and (a) are the
reinforcement of line 22–6 at the third stage instead of the first
stage and the construction of line 7–23 instead of line 3–23.

As is shown in Fig. 7, the proposed method of Case B provides
practically the same solutions with Case A, while it is four to
five times faster. In both cases, the obtained network topologies
at the end of the planning period are identical, while the small

TABLE V
RESULTS FOR THE 24-BUS DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM CONSIDERING APF+APC

Combination Data modeling Time decoupling Cost (k$) Time (min)

1 MLGS1 No 476.38 410

2 MSC2 No 476.38 304

3 MLGS Yes 478.76 133

4 MSC Yes 478.76 96

1MLGS = Multiple load/generation scenarios per stage.
2MSC = Maximum stress conditions.

TABLE VI
INVESTMENT COST OF PLANNING SOLUTIONS OF THE 24-BUS DISTRIBUTION

SYSTEM FOR DIFFERENT WEIGHTING COEFFICIENTS OF (41)

Weighting Coefficients Cost (k$)

w 1 = 0.77, w 2 = 0.06, w 3 = 0.17 478.76

w 1 = 0.17, w 2 = 0.06, w 3 = 0.77 482.85

w 1 = 0.20, w 2 = 0.41, w 3 = 0.39 496.26

w 1 = 0.17, w 2 = 0.77, w 3 = 0.06 515.13

difference in investment costs is due to minor changes in the time
and type of reinforcements of the same elements (line 22–8 and
CB at bus 11).

The impact of the proposed definition of scenarios (see
Section III-B) and the impact of decoupling the location and
capacity of the investment variables from time are presented
in Table V, where combination 4 is the proposed method. In
comparison to the other three combinations of Table V, the ad-
vantage of the proposed method is that it provides practically
the same solution (cost) requiring the minimum computational
time. Table V refers to the planning solutions that consider APF
and APC. The minor cost differences in Table V are due to
the fact that the investment decisions are decoupled from time.
However, the location and capacity of the investment variables
are identical and they are determined by the maximum stress
conditions.

Table VI presents the investment costs of the planning solu-
tions calculated by the proposed method (Case B) considering
APF and APC scheme for various values of the weighting coef-
ficients. As is shown in Table VI, different weighting coefficient
values lead to different planning solutions. Furthermore, the
proposed methodology considering APF and APC scheme was
executed 50 times to evaluate its effectiveness due to the stochas-
tic nature of the GA. The best solution with an investment cost
of 478.76 k$ was found 46 times out of 50 executions, while the
worst planning solution had an investment cost of 479.51 k$.

B. 267-Bus Distribution Network

The proposed method is applied to a 20 kV real-world distri-
bution network with one 25 MVA substation, two feeders and
267 buses, as shown in Fig. 8. The maximum total load demand
is 10.65 MVA at the reference year and the peak load of every
bus is presented in Table VII. The power factor of the loads is
0.95 lagging. The planning horizon is 20 years. The inflation
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Fig. 8. The 267-bus distribution network.

TABLE VII
PEAK LOAD AT THE REFERENCE YEAR

and interest rate are 3% and 8%, respectively. Table III presents
the costs and technical characteristics of the available planning
alternatives. The load demand of the future loads and the year
of connection are shown in Table VIII. The nominal power of
the wind and solar DG to be installed by the end of the planning
period is 2 × 5 MW and 20 × 0.1 MW, respectively, as shown
in Table IX. The initial population and the generations of the
GA are equal to 200, while the rest parameters are shown in
Table IV.

Four different scenarios for the load growth demand were
considered within the planning period. The scenarios are:

TABLE VIII
FUTURE LOADS OF THE 267-BUS DISTRIBUTION NETWORK

TABLE IX
DATA OF THE DG UNITS OF THE 267-BUS DISTRIBUTION NETWORK

TABLE X
RESULTS OF THE 267-BUS DISTRIBUTION NETWORK FOR SCENARIO 1

Scheme Phase I Phase II

Investment
Costs (k$)

Run
time (h)

Investment
Costs (k$)

Run time
(h)

Passive
management

1037 5.1 888.71 0.2

APF 1011 5.4 847.69 0.2

APF+APC 928 5.8 782.25 0.2

1) Scenario 1: The yearly load growth rate is 3% and 21 new
loads are added at buses 268–288.

2) Scenario 2: The yearly load growth rate is 2% and 12 new
loads are added at buses 268–279.

3) Scenario 3: The yearly load growth rate is 1% and 6 new
loads are added at buses 268–273.

4) Scenario 4: The yearly load growth of the left feeder is
3% and of the right feeder is 1%. 21 new loads are added
at buses 268–288 and their yearly load growth rate is 3%.

The dashed lines in Fig. 8 represent the candidate lines for
expansion. The candidate lines for VR placement are all the
distribution lines of the main feeder segments that connect bus
1 with bus 88 and with bus 262. The distribution lines that are
candidate for reinforcement are the lines that connect the buses
40 with 88, 42 with 44, 46 with 57, 184 with 262, and 186
with 200. The candidate buses for the installation of CBs are
23, 30, 43, 53, 55, 67, 80, 86, 92, 99, 143, 152, 164, 170, 191,
208, 226, 239, 255 and 262. The effect of the ANM schemes of
Section II-B is examined for the four scenarios. In the APF
scheme, it is assumed that the power factor of the DG units
varies from 0.95 lagging to 0.95 leading.

The DNP problem for the 267-bus distribution network in-
cludes 1036 integer (binary) variables for Scenarios 1 and 4, 876
for Scenario 2 and 772 integer (binary) variables for Scenario 3.
Table X presents the results and computation time of Phase I and
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Fig. 9. Distribution network topologies of the 267-bus distribution network for Scenario 1 considering: (a) passive management of the DG, (b) APF and
(c) APF + APC.

Phase II of the proposed methodology for Scenario 1 considering
the ANM schemes. The results of Phase I are the network in-
vestment cost if all the investment decisions were made in the
reference year of the planning period. Phase II distributes the
network investments along the planning horizon and the net
present value of their cost is calculated. This is the reason why
the final network investment cost, which is calculated in Phase II,
is lower than the investment costs calculated in Phase I.

The network topologies, by the end of the planning period,
considering different ANM schemes for Scenario 1 are shown
in Fig. 9. Fig. 9(a) presents the network topology considering
no control of the DG units (passive management). The feeders’
segments that connect bus 40 with bus 62 and bus 186 with bus
224 are reinforced with type 3 conductor at year 2 and 4 of the
planning period, respectively, due to the integration of the wind
and solar generation. To solve voltage drop problems, one CB
is installed at bus 262 at year 11 and three CBs are installed at
buses 55, 86 and 99 at year 15. Furthermore, a VR is installed
at the line that connects bus 62 with 64 at the second year of
the planning period. The NPV of the network investment cost
for this planning scheme is 888.71 k$. Fig. 9(b) illustrates the
network topology considering reactive power control of the DG
units (APF). In this case, the feeder segments that are reinforced
with type 3 conductor are the ones that connect bus 186 with bus
220. In order to guarantee the safe operation of the network, two
CBs are installed at buses 92 and 99 at year 15 and one CB is
placed at bus 23 at year 16. Two VRs are installed at line 62–64
at the second year of the planning period and at line 220–222
at year 11. The NPV of the total investment cost is 847.69 k$,
which is 4.62% lower than the cost of the planning solution in
which the passive management of the DG was considered. The
network configuration that considers APF and APC is shown
in Fig. 9(c). In this case, there is no reinforcement in any of
the feeders. To keep the voltage in all buses within the voltage

Fig. 10. Fitness function evolution of GA for Scenario 1 considering APF
and APC.

limits during the planning period, one CB is installed at bus 255
at year 11, four CBs are installed at buses 67, 92, 99 and 208 at
year 15 and one CB is installed at bus 152 at year 17. Moreover,
one VR is placed between bus 46 and bus 62 at the second
year of the planning period. The NPV of the investment cost of
this planning solution is 782.25 k$. Comparing all the planning
solutions for Scenario 1 it can be noted that the planning scheme
that simultaneously considers APF and APC has the lowest
investment cost. It has a 12% lower investment cost than the
planning scheme that considers no control of the DG units and
it also has a 7.72% lower investment cost than the planning
solution that considers only the control of the reactive power
of the DG units. In this scenario, the optimal solutions include:
a) line reinforcement to cope with voltage rise issues caused
by the integration of DG and b) placement of CBs and VRs
to face voltage drop problems. Fig. 10 illustrates the fitness
function evolution of GA for Scenario 1 in the planning scheme
that considers APF and APC. Due to the randomness of the GA,
the proposed methodology was executed 50 times for Scenario 1
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Fig. 11. Distribution network topology of the 267-bus distribution network
for Scenario 4 when APF+APC are considered.

when APF and APC schemes are considered in order to evaluate
its effectiveness. The best solution with an investment cost of
782.25 k$ was found 38 times out of 50 executions; the average
investment cost was equal to 783.18 k$; the worst solution had
an investment cost of 788.84 k$. It should be noted that the
maximum allowable DG active power curtailment is considered
equal to 5% of DG rated power for all the examined scenarios.

Fig. 11 presents the network topology in case APF and APC
are considered for Scenario 4. The total investment cost of this
planning solution is 707.04 k$. The main difference between the
network configurations of Figs. 9 and 11 is that the new loads
280, 281, 284 and 286 are connected to the right feeder in the
planning solution of Fig. 11, while in Fig. 9 they are connected
to the left feeder.

The total investment costs for the four scenarios for the load
growth considering the passive management of the DG units and
the two ANM schemes are presented in Fig. 12. As is shown, in
all four scenarios the lowest investment cost is achieved when
active and reactive power output of the DG units are controlled.
The decrease in the investment cost varies from 12% to 27.41%
compared with the cost of the planning solution without control
of the output power of DG units. Furthermore, a noteworthy
decrease in the investment cost is achieved when the reactive
power of the DG units is controlled. The planning solutions that
incorporate APF have a lower cost than the planning solutions
with the passive management of the DG units that ranges from

Fig. 12. Total investment cost of Scenarios 1–4 considering active and passive
management of the renewable DG units.

4.62% to 21%. As expected, planning solutions that simultane-
ously apply APF and APC have the most cost-effective results;
however this is not always possible without a proper regulatory
framework.

V. CONCLUSION

This paper introduces a multistage coordinated planning
method of active distribution networks. The proposed planning
methodology simultaneously considers the reinforcement of the
existing substations and distribution lines, the network expan-
sion, and the placement of CBs and VRs in conjunction with the
integration of DG. The active management of the DG units is in-
corporated into the formulated DNP and its effect is highlighted.
The active management considers the control of the active and
reactive power output of the DG units.

The formulated DNP problem is divided into two sub-
problems and two successive optimization procedures are de-
veloped for their solution. First, the maximum stress conditions
of the planning period are identified and the DNP problem is
solved using the GA. The output of the optimization procedure is
a set {H} that contains the location and capacity of the planning
alternatives in order to ensure the safe operation of the network
during the planning period. Next, a heuristic approach is used
to define the installation period of the network investments of
set {H}. The performance of the proposed planning method is
validated using a 24-bus distribution test system and a realistic
distribution network with 267 buses. Different scenarios of load
growth were examined.

The results show that the most cost efficient planning solution
was obtained when active and reactive power of the DG units
were controlled. The results demonstrate the significance of in-
corporating active management of the DG units into the solution
of the DNP, in deferring network investments. Furthermore, the
inclusion of multiple planning alternatives (coordinated plan-
ning) in the DNP offers high flexibility and determines the most
suitable set of network assets with the minimum cost in order to
ensure safe operation of the network during the whole planning
period.
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[29] G. A. Jimeénez-Estévez, L. S. Vargas, and V. Marianov, “Determination
of feeder areas for the design of large distribution networks,” IEEE Trans.
Power Del., vol. 25, no. 3, pp. 1912–1922, Jul. 2010.

[30] V. Miranda, J. V. Ranito, and L. M. Proenca, “Genetic algorithms in
optimal multistage distribution network planning,” IEEE Trans. Power
Syst., vol. 9, no. 4, pp. 1927–1933, Nov. 1994.

[31] I. J. Ramirez-Rosado and J. L. Bernal-Agustin, “Genetic algorithms ap-
plied to the design of large power distribution systems,” IEEE Trans.
Power Syst., vol. 13, no. 2, pp. 696–703, May 1998.

[32] E. G. Carrano, L. A. E. Soares, R. H. C. Takahashi, R. R. Saldanha, and
O. M. Neto, “Electric distribution network multiobjective design using
a problem-specific genetic algorithm,” IEEE Trans. Power Del., vol. 21,
no. 2, pp. 995–1005, Apr. 2006.

[33] V. Camargo, M. Lavorato, and R. Romero, “Specialized genetic algorithm
to solve the electrical distribution system expansion planning,” in Proc.
Power Energy Soc. General Meeting, Jul. 2013, pp. 1–5.

[34] T. L. Saaty, “Decision making—The analytic hierarchy and network pro-
cesses (AHP/Anp),” J. Syst. Sci. Syst. Eng., vol. 13, no. 1, pp. 1–35,
Mar. 2004.

[35] T. Gönen and I. J. Ramirez-Rosado, “Review of distribution system plan-
ning models: A model for optimal multi-stage planning,” IEE Proc. Gener.,
Transm. Distrib., vol. 133, no. 7, pp. 397–408, Nov. 1986.

[36] A. Drud, “CONOPT: A GRG code for large sparse dynamic nonlinear
optimization problems,” Math. Program., vol. 31, no. 2, pp. 153–191,
1985.

Nikolaos C. Koutsoukis received the Diploma in electrical and computer en-
gineering in 2012 from the National Technical University of Athens, Athens,
Greece, where he is currently working toward the Ph.D. degree in active distribu-
tion networks. His research interests include power system planning, distributed
generation, and power distribution system control and automation.

Pavlos S. Georgilakis (M’01–SM’11) received the Diploma in electrical and
computer engineering and the Ph.D. degree from the National Technical Uni-
versity of Athens (NTUA), Athens, Greece, in 1990 and 2000, respectively. He
is currently an Assistant Professor in the School of Electrical and Computer En-
gineering, NTUA. His research interests include power systems optimization,
smart grids, and distributed energy resources.

Nikos D. Hatziargyriou (S’80–M’82–SM’90–F’09) is a Professor in the School
of Electrical and Computer Engineering, National Technical University of
Athens, Athens, Greece, and the CEO of the Hellenic Electricity Distribution
Network Operator. His research interests include smart grids, distributed energy
resources, microgrids, renewable energy sources, and power system security.

Prof. Hatziargyriou is the Editor-in-Chief for the IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON

POWER SYSTEMS, a Consulting Editor for the IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON SUS-
TAINABLE ENERGY, a member of CIGRE, the Chair of Study Committee C6 of
CIGRE, and the Chair of the EU Technology Platform on Smart Grids.



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 0
  /ParseDSCComments false
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo true
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
    /Algerian
    /Arial-Black
    /Arial-BlackItalic
    /Arial-BoldItalicMT
    /Arial-BoldMT
    /Arial-ItalicMT
    /ArialMT
    /ArialNarrow
    /ArialNarrow-Bold
    /ArialNarrow-BoldItalic
    /ArialNarrow-Italic
    /ArialUnicodeMS
    /BaskOldFace
    /Batang
    /Bauhaus93
    /BellMT
    /BellMTBold
    /BellMTItalic
    /BerlinSansFB-Bold
    /BerlinSansFBDemi-Bold
    /BerlinSansFB-Reg
    /BernardMT-Condensed
    /BodoniMTPosterCompressed
    /BookAntiqua
    /BookAntiqua-Bold
    /BookAntiqua-BoldItalic
    /BookAntiqua-Italic
    /BookmanOldStyle
    /BookmanOldStyle-Bold
    /BookmanOldStyle-BoldItalic
    /BookmanOldStyle-Italic
    /BookshelfSymbolSeven
    /BritannicBold
    /Broadway
    /BrushScriptMT
    /CalifornianFB-Bold
    /CalifornianFB-Italic
    /CalifornianFB-Reg
    /Centaur
    /Century
    /CenturyGothic
    /CenturyGothic-Bold
    /CenturyGothic-BoldItalic
    /CenturyGothic-Italic
    /CenturySchoolbook
    /CenturySchoolbook-Bold
    /CenturySchoolbook-BoldItalic
    /CenturySchoolbook-Italic
    /Chiller-Regular
    /ColonnaMT
    /ComicSansMS
    /ComicSansMS-Bold
    /CooperBlack
    /CourierNewPS-BoldItalicMT
    /CourierNewPS-BoldMT
    /CourierNewPS-ItalicMT
    /CourierNewPSMT
    /EstrangeloEdessa
    /FootlightMTLight
    /FreestyleScript-Regular
    /Garamond
    /Garamond-Bold
    /Garamond-Italic
    /Georgia
    /Georgia-Bold
    /Georgia-BoldItalic
    /Georgia-Italic
    /Haettenschweiler
    /HarlowSolid
    /Harrington
    /HighTowerText-Italic
    /HighTowerText-Reg
    /Impact
    /InformalRoman-Regular
    /Jokerman-Regular
    /JuiceITC-Regular
    /KristenITC-Regular
    /KuenstlerScript-Black
    /KuenstlerScript-Medium
    /KuenstlerScript-TwoBold
    /KunstlerScript
    /LatinWide
    /LetterGothicMT
    /LetterGothicMT-Bold
    /LetterGothicMT-BoldOblique
    /LetterGothicMT-Oblique
    /LucidaBright
    /LucidaBright-Demi
    /LucidaBright-DemiItalic
    /LucidaBright-Italic
    /LucidaCalligraphy-Italic
    /LucidaConsole
    /LucidaFax
    /LucidaFax-Demi
    /LucidaFax-DemiItalic
    /LucidaFax-Italic
    /LucidaHandwriting-Italic
    /LucidaSansUnicode
    /Magneto-Bold
    /MaturaMTScriptCapitals
    /MediciScriptLTStd
    /MicrosoftSansSerif
    /Mistral
    /Modern-Regular
    /MonotypeCorsiva
    /MS-Mincho
    /MSReferenceSansSerif
    /MSReferenceSpecialty
    /NiagaraEngraved-Reg
    /NiagaraSolid-Reg
    /NuptialScript
    /OldEnglishTextMT
    /Onyx
    /PalatinoLinotype-Bold
    /PalatinoLinotype-BoldItalic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Italic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Roman
    /Parchment-Regular
    /Playbill
    /PMingLiU
    /PoorRichard-Regular
    /Ravie
    /ShowcardGothic-Reg
    /SimSun
    /SnapITC-Regular
    /Stencil
    /SymbolMT
    /Tahoma
    /Tahoma-Bold
    /TempusSansITC
    /TimesNewRomanMT-ExtraBold
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-Bold
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-BoldCond
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-BoldIt
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-Cond
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-CondIt
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-Italic
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-ItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPSMT
    /Times-Roman
    /Trebuchet-BoldItalic
    /TrebuchetMS
    /TrebuchetMS-Bold
    /TrebuchetMS-Italic
    /Verdana
    /Verdana-Bold
    /Verdana-BoldItalic
    /Verdana-Italic
    /VinerHandITC
    /Vivaldii
    /VladimirScript
    /Webdings
    /Wingdings2
    /Wingdings3
    /Wingdings-Regular
    /ZapfChanceryStd-Demi
    /ZWAdobeF
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create PDFs that match the "Suggested"  settings for PDF Specification 4.0)
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


