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(Reliability of Power System Included Distributed Generation Considering Operating Strategy)
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Abstract

Using DG for peak-shaving unit could reduce the overall system operating cost, and using DG for standby
power unit could improve the reliability of the distribution system. The models of peak-shaving unit and
standby power unit are different from each other. The Monte—Carlo simulation is suitable for the purpose of the
analysis of two DG models. In this paper, the reliability indices are calculated from the time-sequential method,
and the merit and defect of the peak-shaving unit and standby power unit are investigated
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