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Abstract

This paper presents a practical approach to evaluate the relisbility mdices of electric distribution systems. The
use of relability evaluation is placed with framework of distribution system planming and cperation, In this
paper, the rehability model 15 based on an analytical method, connecting component Failure to load point culage
in each section. Five cases are reported in the paper to study the effect of varying failure rates and repair times
on real distribution systems. Simulations are preformed by the developed reliability evaluation program.
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