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Abstract - This paper presents an effective
methodology of optimal environmental and economic
operation using evolution strategy. In power systems,
evolution strategy, based on natural selection and
genetics, can analyze non-linear and discontinuous
functions in global search techniques. The formulation
using this search techniques is multi-objective function,
which consists of fuel cost and environmental effects
concerning the pollution of the Earth’s atmosphere
caused by the emission of SO; and NOyx from thermal
generator plants. The proposed algorithms are applied
on system with 6 generator.

1.8 &8

43 W7eua dgo) WY WE BFH FAE
A7 SAYel meh gPoREY TAE FoIDA o
& d9 7k gHs AT Q9ew, AR BAEA
of #Ao) nzPl met A shA WHAEe WYY
PEDE B R

NE AATHE Besl wHNE ArHwg 54
22 HYAY, oL BAHY L AN w4
4 gk 837 BAE AT egee W
& zols Peoz: WA FHLETo He I
BASAY AREGVE LeAdE PE A=
2d83e UL ARPAE HAHE Yo
AR wHae) AHALE BFHY 298
SuiEe e wEsel Aol 539
goee Tashed ARNYL vAE 3
4ol AAFHEAS 2e Pooz vz
$EHEA vRoz Atzue UEe WEd P
Ath T& NO, M2 @SV nAs duTS
Bglol MAURAY A5 E5E BAKT 24 &
2 nEo] 2@ Yool AU

2 d7= A8A%9 45 84 2 3ALEE A%
o ABWE 8T PEE ANHID. A7 84 2
ZALEE sted Qoid, BHYF2E BHYLY2
SO, NOS 83HY F%e 1AW UFZHYFZ 3
4859t

o
O .2
Xk o=~
L-i)’NO_?.‘L;g-
e 2oy
R LA IN R U e A =)

ol

i

Y ok ¥
B 3

2 HHEy ¥ MR8

**Ansan Tech. College

2.1 HEaE Y ZNSB2 AT 43

AEAZY HH 874 9 AALEL A5 FAHR
oz $§3438U% 2AFT FFERGFE LT EA
A 23iul 2 (Economic Load Dispatch) Wetg th&sd
Zol FAGT AAH gQoR $HuEHLHE 7]
&9 AAFMEEAE, 24HY gdezE HYL
HAEREE SO, NOS 932 0% BrlEEAE 2
HE AAHe RS g HHs dgeze A
gdrte 25 A7PE o) AT

AAH 2 (ELD)

Min Cr = gICj(Pj) 1)

HiP) = (a + bP; + cP)
Ci(Py) = fexH(Py)
cjzlA Hi(e) A8 2¥Es
Ci{e) davlggs
fc ARGV}
N e WAzl 5
E’Eﬁxﬂ _g_o\(EFD)

EED(Economic-Environmental Dispatch)¥® 7 A8#
B glolM BAAY BAE ZHG: £ AAdxA
o X¥AA YHLE ANHog WEsle 4L W
id=

MinEr= X gFjXO(Pj) + (1-X) ngjso(Pj) 2)

SOz Epo(Py) = e *H(P)
NOx © Epo(P) = e,,*H(P)
A2 e, SO & 34
€no NOM & 34
X SO & e 7HEA
1-X NOi& %o 7184

7rER i N

A% 9724 BHYSE 25 39y Wi

#42 Uehiglth $0648 FAY A%, BF o)
£ i Aedted W2 e NgoR BUSIA o

g H3AE e SHYSZ AAHs 03D o)

29d = An [2)

Min F = WCt +(1-W)Er (3)
ot fﬁg - Pp (AR4F A
2

- 1088 ~



oﬁy]i«] W §0iF’a o{

st Pigin< Py < P (R EE41E Aol
7} A
1-W FulE 2y 7}Ex

WHY e e Lo od) el st AAAH
g REAAE A0 AAAIE UYE HABosM
A9 ARNE 2& & AvBA FF flp), Vas
{12,-N}-g Hastg 25 2@ dngdg e
23]

step 2. #EH =W
pE AT F LS NAF nuA AM2A, 2F
Hojel & W4, & FHAe $0 ALY p& M-

AuEolg)

step 3. R3¢
AZEGAN &5

HEA A4S 21390 2040 2 AA pd &
Ae 2 el Aaea M WddsAl BAAY
271AH AAS BEE FUY B4 BE.

step 4. Ev_f@ﬁlg_l EyK
BANEL 022 27380 (RHAA W)
step 5. IIX} g 8990l 2
X pol Hao) gdelm EFHA 0, VnE(1,2N)
¢ S 2EBE REE ZE U5 % }%o}ﬂ Z}apn,
HE{IZ ,N}‘Q‘ "3"&?}‘3}. ﬁng" '17_ t}'u“'}’ %_}L‘.}
Pn = Po + 0G4 2-k(z) (C))
ol HYE Flpn)e ZHTF o dgoln & 3
o, U B, y,o] oste] NEwaEy 23
9 AFZoITt & FdAA o} Fstd g.0) WMEY £
UEE B3 7. AHED o 272H J}E’}DIE
(scaling factor)elth. z& ot} 2& A AF
X8 7= dselnd,

dz)= IV 27 exp(~2Y
3)

K= {($827 121 ooyt
= 0,12, {random A& 7EAA 3= W)

] o Edvols} mate] & 4A4E ALAHNEL B
EAAES A dAAAT s = pUpn VIS(1Z
“2N}E A olele YAAAFL  competing
poololg} Et}
step 6. B M
58 INY, & competmg 17004 Mg Atolojr zrz}
o} s} disted 109 F2Y £51 22Ut B3 v}
FHeE BRE ¥RER NEE AMOM Magc. 7
il wmweolA =4 #i7t Holx FAYR %‘-%% el

% %,\C_’. FHE‘—EE 71 D}Lﬁ ~17.}‘__ ,__% 10
% € 7' pu Pa (1, ol o

REo] H7l YA \7R«I aﬂi d =3
step 7. HEE B S pry
OEEAGe ’”5“' F skl A AHRE 4
ol #7ulsg 27 Mﬁ step 5% trd H A glol

\‘J

-~

by @7ul 49 Azglo] step 52 7H4 tha YL
APt o] ARG s ste #36 g
A7A Aggd £ griedEdY NFAE 2Hsn
zp iy step 302 JA vhA] AEA LN E $o)
3. At
2 dFdMe A3EE 828R EXREFE A E
AAGHREAN HEshn, 1 EEHE YTV HEq
g2 2e EFL2 3000MWY 67) sEwdae 5
Agel HEgstdo
21 AEALY Arulasst Wz des
Emission |
fuel | Heat Rate (?ur\e Coefficients i
o Prax | Pon fcost]  (GI/MW) "
Unit} fuel W) e tkg/GD 1
S (502} | (NOW |
GJ) bj Cj
Bea? @ax
i
1 | Coal | 1000 | 300 |1.42]10.3343 10.000064{ 1.214 332 i
2 [ Coal | 1000 | 300 [171{103343 {0.000084| 0.343 00625
3 Oil 1000 | 300 12.56) 10.1887 10.000797] 0447 | 0.118
steam |
4| O 1 oo | 300 |289] 10887 joooorer| 0331 | 0079 |
ateam
. | Gas -
3 1000 | 300 |26 B.54642 10.000996] 0.0 0.111
steam
Gas | - -
6 500 150 1261 8.54642 |0.000996 0.0 0.111
steam

AF/IEHA LA AR 0Meld Adses H3F
37b g W A A8t E dElEE He
o) mel 248 FotRe o E(mismatch)S F
EdeE AHA Z2edanz AQedsid o AP £212F
At

w2 HAz2 = AAFHAELDYR L¥9EE
(SO NOWwe w232 Hag sl A vEzgd
(MED)& o83 Zr},

S
o
o

L 2 g

135000

130000

125000

120000

115000
110000 timbedobebnduiabboieidet bt e

1 85 9 1317 21 25 29 35
Generations

Y
{ — Total Cost

T

Cost {$/h)

I8 1 oy MAWE

Emission (kg/h

1 4 7 1013 1619 22 25 28
Gnerations

aE 2 HavEY puME

~1089~



TS0z

. 40000 NOX
B 30000 b b
x Srerreal
: 20000 F - Trmeeererecerssesieseniiieenen
9
2 10000 |
E 0
w

116 116 116 118 125 125 125 125 125 125 125

Total Cost ($/h)

28 3 9802t 2B A

e ogoRRE F497F 2L A8 EFuwiEF
£ 184% A AR T ole wal d=vizt 7.6%%F7st
= trade-off #AIE EAF 3 Ul 9 1

SO.9 ZA$-ole 186%A% Aol Hi NOY
= 181% ZFFe] o AlFAFME HFEHRZ SO
o ZA$7F kb A Ess 4 2 AL ¢ 5+ Uk
A NOS BfolMde Zube] 738 8o

o

Fo) Hrl WFo) NO slERZAe SO:8+= tzA
zute] Wi FA = Foldg NAHE £ g A
AARA MEFFE 144%7F ZFa2gs & F YUY e
7tEAP S AL SO:9 NOY #=% FaxE nd
ste] AASH7] Y& JAoh,
28 49 19 58 BAU LS FUHANZAN wdE oEE
FE9 7tE o) wa dzuls} SO9 wiEZAAL A
AE 2ol
130000
£ 125000 |
§ ;—x=0.2
— 120000 [T x=0.3
O . —o—x=0.5
O 115000 F 0.7
110000 ——x=1.0’
0 2 4 6 8 10
Environmental Cost

O 4 §FEI80 ot wWal ZAURe|Y JtE R0 wWE Wy

- 27000 - —
S 25000 § X0
< 23000 —x=0.2
5 21000 —x03
@ 19000 | —o—=x<0.5
‘E 17000 —x=0.7
W 15000

@]

w

Environmental Cost

2% 5 g 80| Eotatol wat SOY AL JiExof WE W

a9 6 ¥IeTACE W de WA FAsHY
o] 42 #AAelth, 9714 4000MW(100%)& 71 &%=
Fan oldl mat FHESHA S000MW(125%) 7 F-5HA
3000MW (75%)419] #7373, ZAHLEITAE Ve
123

Total emission(kg/

40000
30000 }

20000 |

\ —®— Demand(125%)
1000 _o Demand{1125%)

—t— Demand{100%) .

—%— Demand{B75%)

—®*— Demand(75%) _ B497 118428 125213 125213

Total cost($/h)

g3hol7)
9 %88 428 AF
CEIREMEES S
Hol gt J 2P A
d3olnE 4P 3
Aol Bastin A

-1090-

1% 6 M0 W w2l WEYM AR HE

Sl
2 )
i~
U,B‘ ol
LoEE N
Y,
i
o
.

. fo

o

g O‘I) [5eh
ol
ok
2
o
a4
)
30 o
32 3p
£ o

ook
4r
N
)
I
1228
_(31"
Y
o
2
ot

oL
2ol

™ i

2,
Ol
[ l'J
~ {T S
ol
o
i
2 fob

22

v ot

o ¥
i
N
S
>
i Ho
Ha
2
2

it

4w

ol

o

ol
od X
L

_?_lv‘

N
i o

o oge lo
b
ot
1=
_gl_r‘
rir
[\~
i
2
oft

[ OR:4
Uoaje

(# o 2 9)

Az, ol Ay
&3]

i e
o |
in

i

ol

E
Ho
oo
nle
do
2
T
N,

[1] JH.Talaq, Ferial and M.E. El-Hawary. "A summary
of environmental/economic dispatch algorithms.”,JEEE Trans.
on Power Systems, Vol. 9, No.3 August 1992.
[2] Terje Gjengedai, Stale Johnsen, Oddbjorn Hansen,
"A qualitative approach to economic environmental
dispatch treatment of multiple pollutants.” IEEE Trans.
on Power Systems, Vol. 7, No.3 September 1992,

{3] Thomas Back, Gunter Rudolph, Hans~Paul Schwefel,
"Evolutionary Programming and Evolution Strategies:
similarities and differences” proceedings of the Second
Annual Conference on Evolutonary Programming, 1993

[4] Z. Michalewicz, "Genetic Algorithms + Data Structures
= Evolution Programs”, Second Edition, Springer Verlag,
1992

[5] %47, H2F, S
A2 AAATe AHH Yo PR
i3] BH pp 714-716 ,1996.7

Ag o8
S84



