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Abstract

This article suggests an improved method for more accurate load forecast for the power system.

The authors propose an improved load forecast expert system based on expert’s know-how. A field

manual for the load forecast can be made using proposed method. The authors expect this article

could give a guidance to those who wish to be load forecast expert.
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Fig 1. The trend of yearly peak loads
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Fig 2 The trend of monthly pezk loads
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Fig 3. The trend of weekly peak loads on January
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Fig 4. The trend of weekly peak loads  on February
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Fig 5. The trend of weckly peak loads on March
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Fig 6. The trend of weekly peak loads on April
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Fig 7. The trerd of weekly pesk loads on May
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Fig 8. The trend of weekly peak loads on Jure
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Fig 9. The trend of weekly pesk loads on July
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Fig 10. The trend of weskly pesk loads on August

W AASLE e,

T THave asaoed)

s
r PIIIPIIIIPIIIPPIIIF DI P ID D PSSP

- 1. 920 FE Tt HEF0I
Fig 1. The trend of weekly peak loads on Septenrber
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Fig 12 The trerd of weekly peak loads on October
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Fig 13 The trend of weekly peak loads on Noverrber
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Fig 14. The trend of weekly pesk loads on Decervber
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Fig 15. The trend of Hourly peak loads in winter
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Fig 16. Relative factors of houry loads on weekday of Decerrber
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Table 1Relative factors on Monday(Gujung)
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Fig 18. Load patterns on Morday(Gujung)
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Fig 19. Load patterns on thsdav(Gjug)

-] Adl Fe Add(F)ele ARMER
Z282 FAAF7E oA EA ZlEra Uyl Fadn
& 80%(11AD), 89%6(24A)E Ve QlTh

E

i 420l PH $oa
[ 1908079 X0TATHR) — 200547 FR) |
SO0 fom Suu 3y e FY YU Fytd )
A
og
; BN
o / Ny i
AN /1 ol
_“\ IS
$7%
= ;,/f
R .
\W N e
. s e
15000 SO R g s

T 2. 20| H £QUE
Fig 20. Load pattems on Wednesday(Gujung)
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Fig 21. Load pattems on Thursday(Gujung)
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Fig 22 Load pattems on Sahuday(Gujurg)
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