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Abstract

This paper estimates interruption cost assessment for industrial load. For executing In this way first, we
research customer interruption cost(CIC) for industrial load about 1,026 unit. And to assess industrial load in
D/L calculate sector customer damage function(SCDF) using CIC. Second, we compute distribution reliability
through annual failure rate, repair time and so on. and then, Third, distribution system that calculate VBDRA
for industrial load per alternative assesses interruption cost.
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Fig. 2. Optimal SCDF by AHP
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