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Multiple Regression Analysis between Weather Factor and Line Outage using Logit Model
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Abstract - This Paper investigates the effect of e, 2 BELe 4 ()7 2ol Uehd 4 gith(24)
weather factors(such as winds, rain, snows,

temperature, clouds and humidity) on transmission line - TAE AR B
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historical outages and the relationship between them
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a5 P logit g5 (N2 | &
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