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Abstract—The objective of this paper is to know the operation 

conditions of the system in terms of power flow, power losses 

and the weak points of the network. After which, solutions 

were proposed for solving such problems. The strategic and 

methodology for planning Criteria are chosen in a way that 

matches the general standards. A seventeen years plan is 

considered with short and long term planning applied and 

computed,  system model was designed and a simulation for 

this model was performed using NEPLAN software. A strategic 

plan for the 17 year next for 66 kV sub-transmission network 

has been obtained. The targeted network consists of four rings 

fed from four 220KV feeding points and capable of providing 

an expected total demand of 253 MW.   

 
Index Terms: Sub transmission system planning, loading, 

voltage drop, NEPLAN, GPS data.                      

 

I. INTRODUCTION 

he power sub-transmission system planning problem is 

defined as an attempt to minimize the cost of sub-

transmission, substation, feeders as well as the cost of line 

losses, subjected to a certain requirements and constraints 

such as voltage drop, power flow limit and security 

constraints . 

    The transmission network expansion is a complicated 

non-linear mathematical problem due to the multitude of 

confronted  technical and economical constraints, the nature 

of facility cost, the non-linear nature of the power losses 

cost and the large number of parameters encountered in 

solving real power system. 

    The general form of network expansion problem can be 

stated as follows: 

1. Existing network configuration. 

2. Available line types and the corresponding cost 

3. All possible routes ( Length and right of way ). 

4. Load generation pattern at target year. 

    During the last three decades , several sub-transmission 

system planning  models were developed for application [1]. 

In the early 70S  sub-transmission system planning 

researchers used linear programming models ,especially 

network programming, to select the most economical feeder 

routes and substation sites [2,3]. The capability of linear 

programming methods in handling discrete spaces is an 

attractive advantage that counterweighs the poor linear 

approximations required for system modeling. furthermore 

linear programming considerably reduces the size of the 

planning problem [4]. 

 

 

    In the late 80S, simple quadratic programming proved 

relatively efficient for planning purposes [5]. The quadratic 

modeling of the planning problem deprived the decision 

making process from its practical sense of discreteness, but 

offered a substantial basis to accurate representation in 

system modeling. In the 90S, the evolutionary progress in 

computer resources brought heuristics such as the branch 

exchange and sequential rejection techniques into in the 

field of power delivery planning [6,7]. In the same decade, 

and for the same reason mathematical techniques such as 

genetic methods and simulated annealing became 

applicable [8]. 

    In the 2001's developed a new sub-transmission system 

planning model and methodology are developed. The 

model can determine in a single stage optimum system 

topology, substation sites, optimum voltage level, and 

optimum cross section of system feeders. The objective of 

the proposed  methodology is to detect a global optimum 

through a dynamic search [9].  

    Due to the demand growth, generation intermittency and 

network capacity limitation, research interest on 

Distribution Expansion Planning (DEP) has been growing. 

In [10], DEP problem is solved for only one planning 

horizon. In these papers, the location, type, and the 

capacity of new equipment are evaluated, DEP problem is 

solved for several stages. In these works, the growth of the 

demand for a long time is evaluated. The MDEP has been 

solved using Mixed Integer Linear Programming (MILP) 

framework in [11,12]. In [13], the evolutionary algorithms 

are used for the solution of the DEP problem. Solving 

MDEP problem using Optimal Power Flow (OPF) and 

Genetic Algorithm (GA) is proposed in [14]. Distribution 

system planning for peak cutting using GA is used for 

minimizing investment cost in [15]. a multiobjective 

decision making procedure is applied to MDEP problem 

using an efficient heuristic search method to minimize the 

total cost while the associated technical constraints are 

satisfied. Reliability indices of a radial distribution 

network have been improved using multiple fault 

indicators and optimum DG placement in [16]. Reliability-

oriented distribution network reconfiguration considering 

demand uncertainty has been studied in [17]. In the 2010's 

investigated the optimal substation capacity expansion 

problem for distribution system. The monthly energy 

consumption and the service types of all customers within 

each fence area have been retrieved from the customer 

information system in Taipower. The load demand of each 

fence area is calculated according to the typical load 
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patterns and energy consumption of customers, The S 

curve with different time constant is used to represent the  

load growth of each customer class for the load forecasting 

of each fence area. The load flow analysis is performed to 

find power demand of each fence area for annual system 

operation over the study period. The objective function is 

formulated by considering both the cost of power loading 

loss and investment cost of substations as the equivalent 

cost of all feasible states of each year [18].  

    There are some research works which deal with 

Distribution Feeder Reconfiguration (DFR) problem, For 

instance, multi-objective adaptive PSO algorithms have 

been presented in [19,20] to solve stochastic DFR problem 

for systems with distributed wind power generation and 

fuel cells. The paper is organized as follows: in section II 

& III, Factors Affecting System Planning and 

Methodology is presented. System Model are evaluated in 

section IV. Future System Expansion and Result of three 

design included in the paper is mentioned in section V and 

finally the most important results are elaborated in  section 

VI.  

             

II. FACTORS  AFFECTING SYSTEM  

PLANNING 

   The basic challenge of any electric power system is to 

ensure supply of electric energy with good quality at 

minimum cost. In addition, this can be achieved by:- 

 Power System Security . 

 Power System Quality ( Supply frequency, Voltage 

profile, Elements loading) [21]. 

The most important factors  influencing the expansion of 

the distribution system are : 

 

A.  Load Forecasting: 

    The forecasting of load increases and system reaction to  

these increases is essential to the planning process. There 

are two common time scales of importance to load 

forecasting: 

    Long-range, with time horizons on   the order of 15 or 

20 years away. 

    Short-range, with time horizons of up to 5 years distant 

[18]. 

 

B.  Substation Expansion: 

  There are some factors affecting the substation expansion 

like, transmission voltage, feeder limitation, power losses, 

economic factors, existing substation locations, etc., but in 

the system expansion plan the present system configuration 

, capacity, and the forecasted loads can play major 

roles[18]. 

 

C.   Substation Site Selection: 

    The important factors affecting the substation site 

selection are, the distance from the load centers and from 

the existing sub-transmission lines as well as other 

limitations, such as availability of land, its cost, and land 

use regulations [23,24]. 

 

 

 

    D.  Other Factors: 

    Once the load assignments to the substations are 

determined, then the remaining factors affecting primary      

voltage selection, feeder route selection, number of 

feeders, conductor size selection and total cost [24]. 

 

III. SUB TRANSMISSION SYSTEM PLANNING 

METHODOLOGY 

    To map out a strategy to develop a network it is 

necessary to know where the way should lead to. This goal 

is defined by the long term network which has to be 

planned first. This long term network will then act as a 

guideline for all changes in the network implemented 

during short and medium term action (Figure 1.) [22]. 

 

 
Figure 1. General Planning Procedure 

 

    Figure 2. shows a functional block diagram of the Sub   

transmission system planning techniques process currently 

followed by most of the utilities. This process is repeated 

for each year of a long-range (15-20) planning period. In 

the development of this diagram, no attempt was made to 

represent the planning procedure of  any specific company 

but rather to provide an outline of a typical planning 

process. 

    As the diagram shows, the planning procedure consists 

of  two major activities:  

    Load forecasting, Sub transmission system 

configuration design, substation expansion, and 

substation site selection. 

    If the resulting decision is to build a new substation, a 

new placement site must be selected. Further, if the 

purchase price of the selected site is too high, the expand-

or-build decision may need further reevaluation  [24]. 

 

 A.  Planning Criteria  

    The main planning criteria regard the following points.  

1-  (n-1) reliability  

2-  Standard network structure  

3-  Standard size of components  

4-  Voltage level  

5-  Allowed voltage bands     

The main factors which influence  the criteria are  

1-  Reliability of supply  

2-  Operability of the network  

3-  Flexibility  

4-  Economic  

    A network that is of an extreme simple structure is 

usually cheap and simple to operate, but reliability and 

flexibility are low [22, 34]. 
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Figure.2 A Block Diagram Of A Typical Sub-Transmission System 

Planning Process 

 

IV. SYSTEM MODEL      

     This  part introduces single line diagrams of the 66 

KV network of the city of  Ben Walid in Libya Country .  

Also presents  the results of the load flow study carried 

out using the NEPLAN software, the method used in this 

calculation is Newton Raphson method. under actual 

loading condition for   existing network. 

    The master plan for the sub-transmission system  for 

the 17 year next is presented and the fundamentals upon  

which it was so developed are also presented and 

discussed. 

    Figure 3 shows The structure of the studied system. 

The system components are given in table 1. 

 

Table 1.     The System Components 
 

Type 

 

Slack Bus 

 

 

Load Bus 

 

 

Control     

Bus 

 

Substation 
 

1x (220/66 kV) 
 

11 x (66/11kV) 
 

----- 
 

 

Transformers 

 

3 x 63 MVA 

 

(7x20), (11x10) , 
(3x5) MVA 

 

----- 

 

    There is  another in feed point called city North but it 

is not connected with the system. Too There are  another 

in feed points called the city North and West connected 

with the system. It is healthy system but  the substation is 

out of service!. 

 

A.   NEPLAN  Analysis Of  The Existing Network 

     The studies were conducted for two main loading 

conditions , the  peak and minimum  loading  condition. 

The total  load for ring at the peak was assumed to be 

68.4 MW.  

    Careful examination of the results reflects that the 

steady state for ring is not satisfactory since there are 

voltage drop at the nodes as shown in table 2. also there 

are any overloaded lines as shown in table 3.  

 
Table 2.  Voltage Drop At The Nodes 

 

Bus No 

 

 V 

 

P.U 

 

δ angle 

 

P Load 

 

Q Load 

 kV   % ° MW Mvar 

  
 1 

  

 10.21 

 

92.85  

 

-9.3 

  

 4.407 

  

 2.731 
 7  10.37 94.22  -8.6  19.12  11.85 
 14  10.36 94.18 -8.5  1.469  0.911 
 16  10.43 94.84  -8..0  22.01  1.363 
 18  10.42 94.68  -8.1  4.407  2.731 
 20 
 

 10.38 94.34 -8.4  3.671  2.274 

 
Table 3.  Overloaded Lines 

 

N 

 

Type 

 

  P 

 

Q 

 

 I 

 

Loading 

 

PLoss 

 

QLoss 

  MW 

 

MVar kA % MW MVar 

28 

 

Line 31.14 20.16 0.32 80.33 0.203 0.632 

101 

 

Line -30.9 -19.5 0.32 80.42 0.203 0.632 

 

B.   Solution For The Analysis Problems 

     In this study the following conditions are regarded to 

be weak points which require urgent actions: 

1. Lines (cables and overhead lines) loaded higher than 80 

% of their  rated current. 

2.  Nodes with a voltage of less than 95 % or more than 

105 %. 

3. Transformers (220/66 kV or 66/11 kV) loaded more 

than 80 % of their rated current. 

    Various alternatives  for correcting the above 

mentioned problems were tried including changing the 

transformers tap changes , placing of fixed capacitors and 

upgrading conductor size.Various studies were conducted 
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using the NEPLAN software the summary of studies is 

detailed below . 

      Some problems with overloaded transformers will be     

solved if the problems with overloaded lines and the  

voltage drop will be solved. Therefore, it is recommended 

to install switchable capacitors with a total size as given 

in table 4. It is assumed that these problems will be 

solved before the transformer problems will be taken care 

of.  

1. Solution To Overloaded Lines 

    We add another two lines with the same specifications 

for existing line. 

    2 * 6 Km OHTL  type A.C.S.R( Bear(326.5mm
2
)) 

[33,34]. 

2. Solution To Voltage Drop 

     Some voltage drop will be solved after the problems 

with overloaded lines will be solved. Additional voltage 

support is needed at the following stations. As the 

reactive power requirements of the loads change, the 

amount of compensation power needed varies through the 

day.   

   The next equation is used to estimate the receiving end 

reactive power [32-34]. 

 

 
       

|    | |    |
| |

      
|    |
| |

                   
  

 

Thus, The required capacitor Mvar is 

 

                                                                                     
 

Therefore, it is recommended to install switchable 

capacitors with a total size as given in table 4.  

 
                     Table 4. Solution To Voltage Drop 

Bus number capacitor .(MVar) 
 

1 

 

3.5 

7 6.0 
18 

 

3.0 

 

The steady state performance of the ring can be assured 

from the examination of the load flow study results there 

are no voltage drop at the nodes as  shown in table 5.  

 
Table 5. Node results of ring after the solution 

Bus No V P.U δ angle P Load Q Load 

 kV % ° MW Mvar 

   1  10.93 99.36  -8.7  4.407  2.731 

   7  10.91 99.14  -7.9  19.12  11.85 
   14  10.97 99.72 -7.9  1.469  0.911 

   16  11.03 100.3  -7.5   2.21  1.363 

   18  11.01 100.1  -7.5   4.407  2.731 
   20  10.97 99.71 -7.8   3.671  2.274 

 
 

 

 
 

 

Figure 3. Shows The Structure Of The Studied System (Ring 220/66kV 
 

 

 

 Bin Walid Ring (220/66) kv

Legend
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u=100.00 %
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PF=0.850

ALSHMEG-11
U=11.040 kV
u=100.36 %

TENENAI-11
U=10.760 kV
u=97.82 %
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u=94.18 %

10 MVA
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A.C.S.R.(BEAR)
30 km

P=0.000 MW
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Figure(4.2)
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C.  Contingency Cases. 

      For the sub-transmission system a contingency 

analysis was carried out in order to identify the elements 

which if taken out of service can cause problems during 

normal operation, study results shown in table 6. 

  
Table 6.   Contingency Cases 

Item Study case Loading   element 

Case. 

one 

T.R1(220/66kV) is out of service. T.R2 is loaded up 

to    127% 

 

Case.  

two 

Existing Ring is the feeder for  adjacent 

ring1 with 13 MW . 
 

 

Less than 80% 

Case 

three 

Existing Ring is the feeder for adjacent 

ring2 with 20 MW . 

 

Transformers are  

loaded up to 85% 

 

V. FUTURE SYSTEM EXPANSION  

    The load growth to be taken in this study is 8 % per 

year. So   the predicted loading for 17 year next is 253 

MW. This gives an approximation of the future load 

density. The next equation is used to estimate the load 

[7].  

 
    Pn    =  Po (1+0.08)

n 
                         (3)                                           

 
    P17  = 68.4(1+0.08)

 17
  = 253 MW 

 

   A new 220 kV feeding points is a must  for existing 

system since the one existing feeding point would not be 

enough .A suggested new feeding points are as shown in 

figure 4. 

Figure 4. Suggesting New Feeding Points And Substation For City 

 

    This figure shows the schematic diagram for the future 

demand of the electric power in this area, We propose 14 

substations in this area. The new substations are divided 

as follows: 

 (0) The work of the substation was completed  

 (1) The substation under construction  

 (2) The substation was contracted for execution  

 (3) Proposed substation 

  

A.  Assumptions  

 The rate of load growth is 8 % 

 Each substation will be loaded 80 % of  its load. 

 The standard network structure is ―lines to   adjacent 

stations‖ which are operated with an open  point at 

the boarder of the supply area. 

 The total load to supply for 17 years  next is 

predicted to be about 253 MW. 

 The 11 kV network is concentrated as a load on the 

11 kV side of the 66 / 11 kV transformer. 

 The loads are represented as loads with constant P 

and Q 

 It is assumed that all loads are the loads at peak     

load condition. 

 The transformers contain on load tap changers. 

 The GPS data of the positions of the stations were 

used to place the stations. As background maps in the 

scale of 1:50 000. 

 

B. The Proposal Rings   

    The number of old substations is 12 substations of 66 

kV and 2 infeed substations of 220  kV .The proposed 

system should include 4 rings with 4-220 kV feeding 

points .  

Each ring would be capable of supplying around 240 MW 

which means that 3-100 MVA transformer , and need at 

each ring 220/66 kV station . 

 

A. The First Proposal of Rings   

    The proposed system should include 3 rings with 3-220 

kV feeding points. 

The system components are given in table 6.  

 

B. The Second Proposal of Rings   

   The proposed system should include 3 rings with 3-220 

kV feeding points. 

The system components are given in table 6.  

 

C. The Third Proposal of Rings   

   The proposed system should include 4 rings with 4-220 

kV feeding points. 

   Figures 5-8 show The design of The Third Proposal of 

Rings(C1, C2, C3, C4),  The system components are 

given in table 7. 

 

C.  Results Of Study 

    Careful examination of the results reflects that the 

study state for the three proposals are satisfactory,  there 

is no over load on the element or voltage drop at the 

nodes.  

The difference between the three cases in terms of some 

items mentioned in next table 7. 
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Table 7.  Comparison Between The Proposal Rings 

 

Item 

 

 

Case 

 one 

 

Case 

Two 

 

Case 

three 

Old substations (66 kV) 12 12 12 

New substations (66kV) 14 14 15 

 
Feed  points (220/66kV) 3 3 4 

 

Cable type 630 cu 16 Km 15.5 Km 16 Km 
 

Overhead line type Beer 130 Km 122 Km 16 Km 

 
Total of power loss 2.47 MW 2.09 MW 1.46MW 

 

Overloaded lines (Contingency) 
 

14 6 ------- 

Overloaded nodes   (Contingency) 5 3 ------- 

 

 

VI.  CONCLUSION 

    The purpose of this plan is to help strike a balance 

between the customer's need for a secure, reliable, high 

quality electricity supply and the desire for this service to be 

provided at minimum cost. At same time, environmental and 

social considerations shall be taken into account. 

   Using NEPLAN software, the existing network 66 kV of 

city was analyzed and the load flow calculations was 

performed for normal operation and for the assumed worst 

fault. The standard network structure is Line to adjacent 

stations type, which are operated with an open point at the 

boarder of the supply area. 

     The design of the 17 year next of the sub-transmission 

system was proposed and studied under three cases. And the 

criteria of the three cases was, Each ring for the proposed 

system has connection with another ring, which usually 

normally open and automatically connected in case any lost 

in the main supply. 

    The results of the cases one and two are acceptable at 

normal operating, but at contingency case there are some 

elements overloaded and some nodes as well, and the results 

of the case three  is acceptable at normal operating and 

contingency case.   

The main constraints of the above objective are to secure the 

power for customers with high quality and with minimum 

losses.  

Due to the total load predicted will be about 253 MW, it was 

found that case three is more suitable for the network in that 

year. Although the number of substations that will be in 

service are more than the other cases but the total power loss 

is only 1.468 MW.  

 

 
 

Figures 5. Shows The Design Of  RingC1(220/66kV) 

 

 

 
 

Figures 6. Shows The Design Of RingC2(220/66kV) 

 

 

RingC1(220/660kV

Legend
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PF=0.897

P=-40.703 MW

Q=-20.201 Mvar

PF=0.896

P=-40.599 MW

Q=-17.622 Mvar

Load=44.26 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

6 km

P=11.036 MW

Q=5.785 Mvar

Load=26.97 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

6 km

P=10.786 MW

Q=5.628 Mvar

Load=26.32 %

BENWALID220-A
U=220.000 kV
u=100.00 %

BENWALID220-B
U=220.000 kV
u=100.00 %

P=-40.099 MW

Q=-17.304 Mvar

Load=43.67 %

cable 2*240mm2

3.5 km

P=5.001 MW

Q=1.093 Mvar

Load=11.12 %

cable 2*240mm2

3.5 km

P=6.001 MW

Q=1.715 Mvar

Load=13.57 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

5 km

P=11.527 MW

Q=2.248 Mvar

Load=25.42 %
A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

5 km

P=11.527 MW

Q=2.243 Mvar

Load=25.40 %
cable 2*240mm2

6 km

P=11.510 MW

Q=2.255 Mvar

Load=25.44 %

KAWAID-A
U=66.536 kV
u=100.81 %

cable 2*240mm2

6 km

P=11.510 MW

Q=2.251 Mvar

Load=25.43 %

KWAID-B
U=66.569 kV
u=100.86 %

cable 2*240mm2

2.5 km

P=6.001 MW

Q=2.284 Mvar

Load=13.94 %

cable 2*240mm2

2.5 km

P=6.000 MW

Q=3.718 Mvar

Load=15.32 %

P=6.000 MW

Q=3.718 Mvar

PF=0.850

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

6 km

P=11.036 MW

Q=5.785 Mvar

Load=26.97 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

6 km

P=10.786 MW

Q=5.628 Mvar

Load=26.32 %

TO BN WALID66KV

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

4 km

P=11.008 MW

Q=6.748 Mvar

Load=28.17 %
A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

4 km

P=11.509 MW

Q=7.060 Mvar

Load=29.44 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

2.5 km

P=5.002 MW

Q=3.074 Mvar

Load=12.81 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

2.5 km

P=5.503 MW

Q=3.385 Mvar

Load=14.09 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

5 km

P=6.006 MW

Q=3.674 Mvar

Load=15.36 %

kazalat66
U=66.159 kV
u=100.24 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

5 km

P=6.006 MW

Q=3.674 Mvar

Load=15.35 %

kazalat66a
U=66.189 kV
u=100.29 %

P=7.000 MW

Q=4.338 Mvar

PF=0.850

P=7.000 MW

Q=4.338 Mvar

PF=0.850

P
=

5
.5

0
0

 M
W

Q
=

3
.4

0
9

 M
v
a

r

P
F

=
0

.8
5

0

P
=

5
.5

0
0

 M
W

Q
=

3
.4

0
9

 M
v
a

r

P
F

=
0

.8
5

0

KAWAID-S-66-A
U=66.470 kV
u=100.71 %

KAWAID-S-66-B
U=66.503 kV
u=100.76 %

DAHRA66-A
U=66.453 kV
u=100.69 %

P=6.000 MW

Q=3.718 Mvar

PF=0.850

DAHRA66-B
U=66.486 kV
u=100.74 %

TO ALSWAIDA 66KV

OFFOFF

P=6.000 MW

Q=3.718 Mvar

PF=0.850

P=6.000 MW

Q=3.718 Mvar

PF=0.850

KAZALAT66-A
U=66.003 kV
u=100.00 %

KAZALAT66-B
U=66.033 kV
u=100.05 %

P=5.500 MW

Q=3.409 Mvar

PF=0.850

PHKHA66-B
U=66.118 kV
u=100.18 %

P=5.000 MW

Q=3.099 Mvar

PF=0.850

PH0KHA66-A
U=66.094 kV
u=100.14 %

P=5.000 MW

Q=3.099 Mvar

PF=0.850

P=6.000 MW

Q=3.718 Mvar

PF=0.850

COMPANY66-A
U=66.365 kV
u=100.55 %

COMPANY66-B
U=66.410 kV
u=100.62 %

P=5.000 MW

Q=3.099 Mvar

PF=0.850

P=5.000 MW

Q=3.099 Mvar

PF=0.850

WOOL66-A
U=66.387 kV
u=100.59 %

WOOL66-B
U=66.428 kV
u=100.65 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

40 km

P=0.000 MW

Q=-0.533 Mvar

Load=1.15 %

BEN WALID66-A
U=66.695 kV
u=101.05 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

40 km

P=0.000 MW

Q=-0.534 Mvar

Load=1.15 %

BEN WALID66-B
U=66.728 kV
u=101.10 %

ALSHMEG6-A
U=0.000 kV
u=0.00 %

P=0.000 MW

Q=0.000 Mvar

PF=0.000

ALSHMEG66-B
U=0.000 kV
u=0.00 %

OFFOFF

Figure(5.8)

Legend

Overloaded Elements

Line Loads

Unfeeded Elements

220.000 kV

66.000 kV

P=-20.435 MW

Q=-12.076 Mvar

PF=0.861

P=-19.603 MW

Q=-11.398 Mvar

PF=0.864

Tap=15 Tap=15

P=-19.562 MW

Q=-10.378 Mvar

Load=35.15 %

P=-20.390 MW

Q=-10.959 Mvar

Load=36.74 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

15.7 km

P=7.032 MW

Q=4.050 Mvar

Load=17.31 % A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

15.7 km

P=7.075 MW

Q=4.086 Mvar

Load=17.45 %A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

24.7 km

P=5.529 MW

Q=2.238 Mvar

Load=12.72 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

24.7 km

P=6.315 MW

Q=2.781 Mvar

Load=14.74 %

ALSDADA NAHER220-A
U=220.000 kV
u=100.00 %

ALSDADA NAHER220-B
U=220.000 kV
u=100.00 %

2X63MVA

P=7.000 MW

Q=4.338 Mvar

PF=0.850

P=3.500 MW

Q=2.169 Mvar

PF=0.850

P=2.400 MW

Q=1.487 Mvar

PF=0.850

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

14 km

P=4.007 MW

Q=2.317 Mvar

Load=9.95 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

14 km

P=4.650 MW

Q=2.724 Mvar

Load=11.60 %

P=2.770 MW

Q=1.717 Mvar

PF=0.850

OFF OFF

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

70 km

P=2.008 MW

Q=0.330 Mvar

Load=4.38 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

70 km

P=2.786 MW

Q=0.846 Mvar

Load=6.28 %

TO SUFALGEN66KV

OFF

P=7.000 MW

Q=4.338 Mvar

PF=0.850

SDADA66A
U=67.125 kV
u=101.70 %

P=3.500 MW

Q=2.169 Mvar

PF=0.850

SDADA66-B
U=66.924 kV
u=101.40 %

P=2.000 MW

Q=1.239 Mvar

PF=0.850

GHARZA66-B
U=66.087 kV
u=100.13 %

GHARZA66-A
U=66.580 kV
u=100.88 %

P=3.000 MW

Q=1.859 Mvar

PF=0.850

ALNMWA66-A
U=67.133 kV
u=101.72 %

ALNMWA66-B
U=67.034 kV
u=101.57 %

P=4.640 MW

Q=2.876 Mvar

PF=0.850

P=4.000 MW

Q=2.479 Mvar

PF=0.850

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

26.3 km

P=0.000 MW

Q=0.000 Mvar

Load=0.00 %

KARARA66-B
U=66.704 kV
u=101.07 %

P=0.000 MW

Q=0.000 Mvar

PF=0.000

P=0.000 MW

Q=0.000 Mvar

PF=0.000

ALMARDOM66-B
U=0.000 kV
u=0.00 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

26.3 km

P=0.000 MW

Q=0.000 Mvar

Load=0.00 %

ALMARDOM66-A
U=0.000 kV
u=0.00 %

KARARA66-A
U=66.850 kV
u=101.29 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

18 km

P=0.000 MW

Q=-0.247 Mvar

Load=0.53 %

SDADA NAHR66-A
U=67.677 kV
u=102.54 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

18 km

P=0.000 MW

Q=-0.246 Mvar

Load=0.53 %

SDADA NAHR66-B
U=67.584 kV
u=102.40 %

P=0.000 MW

Q=0.000 Mvar

PF=0.000

P=0.000 MW

Q=0.000 Mvar

PF=0.000

ZAMZAM66-B
U=0.000 kV
u=0.00 %

ZAMZAM66-A
U=0.000 kV
u=0.00 %

Figure(5.9)



35                          THE INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF ENGINEERING AND INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY (IJEIT), VOL. 2, NO. 1, 2015                                                                        

www.ijeit.misuratau.edu.ly                                                              ISSN 2410-4256                                                                                Paper ID: EN014 
 

 

 
 

 

 

Figures 7. Shows The Design Of RingC3(220/66kV) 
 

 

 

 
 

 
Figures 8. Shows The Design Of RingC4(220/66kV) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

REFERENCES 
[1] H. k. Temraz, Victor H. Quinyana, "Distribution system   Expansion 

planning      models: An overview," Electric power system research, 

pp. 61-70, 1993. 

[2] R. N. Adams, M. A. Laughton, "Optimal  planning of power networks 
using mixed integer programming," proc. IEE, vol. 121, No. 2, PP. 

139-147, 1974. 

[3] Turan Gonen, Ignacio J. Ramirez Rosado, "Optimal Multistage 
planning of power distribution systems," IEEE Transactions on power 

Delivery, vol. Pwrd-2, No. 2, April, 1987. 

[4] M. A. Abu El-magd, M. S. Elsobki, I. A. El-masry, "Computer Aided 
distribution system planning techniques," proc MEPSON, 1989. 

 
[5] M. Ponnavaiko, K. S. Parakasarao, S. S. Venkata, "Distribution 

system planning through A Quadratic Mixed Integer programming 

Approach," IEEE Transactions on power delivery, vol .Pwrd-2, No. 4, 
October, 1987. 

[6] K. Aoki, K. Nara, T. Satoh, M. Kitagawa, K. Yamanaka, "New 

Approximate Optimization method for Distribution System Planning," 
IEEE Transaction On  Power Systems , vol. 5, No.1, February, 1990. 

[7] A. K. Fadel, H. K. Temraz, A. A. Ishak, M. A. Elsharkawy, "A 

Heuristic Approach For Power Distribution system Planning," Proc 
MEPCON, vol. 2, PP. 679-686, March, 2000. 

[8] E. C. Yen, S. S. Venkata, Z. Sumic, "Improved distribution system 

planning using computational evolution," IEEE Transactions On 
Power Systems, vol. 11, No. 2, May, 1996. 

[9] A. I. Aly, H. K. Temraz, N. M. Badra, "An Optimization Algorithm 

For Distribution System Planning," Ain Shams University, vol. 36. 
No. 4, pp. 553-574, December, 2001. 

[10]  N. Boulaxis, M. Papadopoulos, "Optimal feeder routing in 

distribution system planning using dynamic programming technique 
and GIS facilities," IEEE Trans Power Deliv,vol. 17, pp. 242–247, 

2002. 

[11]  M. Vaziri, K. Tomsovic, A. Bose, "A directed graph formulation of 
the multistage distribution expansion problem", IEEE Trans Power 

Deliv. vol. 19, pp. 1335–1341, 2004. 

[12]  S. Haffner, L. F. Pereira, L. A, Pereira,L. S. Barreto, "Multistage 
model for distribution expansion planning with distributed 

generation. Part II: Problem formulation," IEEE Trans Power Deliv, 

vol. 23, pp. 915–923, 2008. 
[13]  S. Ganguly, N. C. Sahoo. D. Das, "Mono- and multiobjective 

planning of electrical distribution networks using particle swarm 

optimization," Applied Soft Computing, vol. 11, pp. 2391–2405, 2011. 
[14]  H. Falaghi, C. Singh, M. R. Haghifam, M. Ramezani, "DG integrated 

multistage distribution system expansion planning," International 

Journal of Electrical Power and Energy Systems, vol. 33, pp. 1489-
1497, 2011. 

[15]  W. Ouyang, H. Cheng, X. Zhang, L. Yao, "Distribution network 

planning method considering distributed generation for peak cutting," 
Energy Conversion and Management, vol. 51, (12), pp. 2394-

2401,2010. 

[16]  E. Vidyasagar, P. V. Prasad, A. Fatima, "Reliability Improvement of 
a Radial Feeder Using Multiple Fault Passage Indicators," Energy 

Procedia, vol. 14, pp. 223-228, 2012. 

[17]  P. Zhang, W. Li, S. Wang, "Reliability-oriented distribution network 
reconfiguration considering uncertainties of data by interval 

analysis,"  International Journal of Electrical Power & Energy 

Systems, vol. 34, pp. 138-144, 2012. 
[18]  H. Chuang, C. Chen, Y.  Ching , C. Chung, "Optimal Expansion 

Planning of Distribution Substations for Taipower Distribution 

System," International Conference on Power System Technology, 
2010, 

[19]  A. R. Malekpour, T. Niknam, A. Pahwa,  A. Kavousifard, "Multi-

objective Stochastic Distribution Feeder Reconfiguration in Systems 
with Wind Power Generators and Fuel Cells Using Point Estimate 

Method," IEEE Trans Power Syst, vol. 28, pp. 1483-1492, 2013. 
 

[20]  T. Niknam, A. Kavousifard, J. Aghaei, "Scenario-Based Multi–

objective Distribution Feeder Reconfiguration considering Wind 
Power Using Adaptive Modified PSO," IET Renewable Power 

Generation, vol. 6,  pp. 236 – 247, 2012. 

[21]  Allen J. Wood and Bruse F. Wollenberg, ―Power   Generation 
Operation and Control,‖ Mc Grew-Hill  1975. 

[22]   "Electrical Installations Handbook," SIEMENS, Great  Britain by 

The Whitefriars Press, vol. 1, 1979.  

Ring C3(220/66 kV)

Legend

Overloaded Elements

Line Loads

Unfeeded Elements

66.000 kV

220.000 kV

Tap=15 Tap=15 2X100MVA

P=-28.267 MW

Q=-17.425 Mvar

PF=0.851

P=-29.175 MW

Q=-18.190 Mvar

PF=0.849

P=-29.116 MW

Q=-16.714 Mvar

Load=33.57 %

P=4.000 MW

Q=2.479 Mvar

PF=0.850

P=-28.212 MW

Q=-16.047 Mvar

Load=32.46 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

20.5 km

P=5.520 MW

Q=3.072 Mvar

Load=13.47 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

20.5 km

P=6.000 MW

Q=3.590 Mvar

Load=15.03 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

23 km

P=6.053 MW

Q=3.211 Mvar

Load=14.81 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

30 km

P=5.026 MW

Q=2.801 Mvar

Load=12.56 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

30 km

P=4.349 MW

Q=2.358 Mvar

Load=10.76 %

P
=

2.
50

0 
M

W

Q
=

1.
54

9 
M

va
r

P
F

=
0.

85
0

TO SHMALIA66KV

TO NESMA 66KV-TO GRYAN220KV

TO BEN WALID220 KV

OFF

OFF

OFF

OFF
OFF

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

22 km

P=8.553 MW

Q=4.760 Mvar

Load=21.16 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

22 km

P=7.374 MW

Q=3.999 Mvar

Load=18.08 %

P=5.700 MW

Q=3.533 Mvar

PF=0.850

SUFALGEN1-220A
U=220.000 kV
u=100.00 %

SUFALGEN1-220B
U=220.000 kV
u=100.00 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

25.5 km

P=9.909 MW

Q=5.955 Mvar

Load=25.13 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

25.5 km

P=9.009 MW

Q=5.397 Mvar

Load=22.76 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

16 km

P=4.009 MW

Q=2.299 Mvar

Load=10.05 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

16 km

P=4.009 MW

Q=2.298 Mvar

Load=10.02 %

P=5.000 MW

Q=3.099 Mvar

PF=0.850

SUFALGEN1-66B
U=67.736 kV
u=102.63 %

SUFALGEN1-66A
U=67.669 kV
u=102.53 %

SUFALGEN2-66A
U=66.775 kV
u=101.17 %

P
=

1.
50

0 
M

W

Q
=

0.
93

0 
M

va
r

P
F

=
0.

85
0

ALSHMEG66-B
U=66.343 kV
u=100.52 %

P=5.000 MW

Q=3.099 Mvar

PF=0.850

P=4.330 MW

Q=2.683 Mvar

PF=0.850

TENENAI66-B
U=65.690 kV
u=99.53 %

P
=

6.
00

0 
M

W

Q
=

3.
71

8 
M

va
r

P
F

=
0.

85
0

P
=

5.
50

0 
M

W

Q
=

3.
40

9 
M

va
r

P
F

=
0.

85
0

P=5.900 MW

Q=3.656 Mvar

PF=0.850

P=5.000 MW

Q=3.099 Mvar

PF=0.850

ALMARDOM66-B
U=66.585 kV
u=100.89 %

ALMARDOM66-A
U=66.394 kV
u=100.60 %

DAFAELEBS66-A
U=66.067 kV
u=100.10 %

P=4.000 MW

Q=2.479 Mvar

PF=0.850

DAFAELEBS66-B
U=66.260 kV
u=100.39 %

TENENAI66-A
U=65.343 kV
u=99.00 %

P
=

1.
00

0 
M

W

Q
=

0.
62

0 
M

va
r

P
F

=
0.

85
0

ALSHMEG66-A
U=66.108 kV
u=100.16 %

P
=

1.
50

0 
M

W

Q
=

0.
93

0 
M

va
r

P
F

=
0.

85
0

SUFALGEN2-66B
U=66.984 kV
u=101.49 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

9.5 km

P=0.000 MW

Q=-0.128 Mvar

Load=0.28 %

MANASER-66A
U=67.117 kV
u=101.69 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

9.5 km

P=0.000 MW

Q=-0.128 Mvar

Load=0.28 %

MANASER-66B
U=67.131 kV
u=101.71 %

P=0.000 MW

Q=0.000 Mvar

PF=0.000

P=0.000 MW

Q=0.000 Mvar

PF=0.000

KASHAFRA66-A
U=0.000 kV
u=0.00 %

KASHAFRA66-B
U=0.000 kV
u=0.00 %

Figure(5.11)

Ring C4(220/66 kV)

Legend

Overloaded Elements

Line Loads

Unfeeded Elements

66.000 kV

220.000 kV

Tap=14 Tap=14 2X100MVA

P=-37.927 MW

Q=-22.926 Mvar

PF=0.856

P=-36.149 MW

Q=-21.521 Mvar

PF=0.859

P=-36.060 MW

Q=-19.311 Mvar

Load=40.91 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

3.5 km

P=4.002 MW

Q=2.440 Mvar

Load=10.20 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

3.5 km

P=4.753 MW

Q=2.908 Mvar

Load=12.15 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

5 km

P=4.003 MW

Q=2.423 Mvar

Load=10.18 % A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

5 km

P=4.003 MW

Q=2.423 Mvar

Load=10.21 %

P=5.500 MW

Q=3.409 Mvar

PF=0.850

WADI BINWALID220-A
U=220.000 kV
u=100.00 %

WADI BINWALID220-B
U=220.000 kV
u=100.00 %

P=-37.829 MW

Q=-20.473 Mvar

Load=43.01 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

7.5 km

P=5.508 MW

Q=3.337 Mvar

Load=13.96 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

7.5 km

P=6.000 MW

Q=3.718 Mvar

Load=15.38 %

DAFA ELEBS 66KV

OFF OFF

P
=

3
.0

0
0

 M
W

Q
=

1
.8

5
9

 M
v
a

r

P
F

=
0

.8
5

0

TO TARHUNA220KV

P=6.000 MW

Q=3.718 Mvar

PF=0.850

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

6.5 km

P=8.005 MW

Q=4.863 Mvar

Load=20.39 %

TELMAT1-66A
U=66.312 kV
u=100.47 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

6.5 km

P=8.755 MW

Q=5.331 Mvar

Load=22.36 %

TELMAT2-66B
U=66.167 kV
u=100.25 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

5 km

P=10.518 MW

Q=4.188 Mvar

Load=24.54 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

5 km

P=11.020 MW

Q=4.514 Mvar

Load=25.86 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

2 km

P=5.502 MW

Q=1.100 Mvar

Load=12.20 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

2 km

P=6.000 MW

Q=1.439 Mvar

Load=13.45 %

cable 2*240mm2

0.5 km

P=5.500 MW

Q=1.121 Mvar

Load=12.21 %

SWAIDA66-A
U=66.341 kV
u=100.52 %

cable 2*240mm2

0.5 km

P=6.000 MW

Q=1.439 Mvar

Load=13.45 %

SWAIDA66B
U=66.203 kV
u=100.31 %

P=6.000 MW

Q=3.718 Mvar

PF=0.850

TO WOOL66KV

P=7.000 MW

Q=4.338 Mvar

PF=0.850

P
=

5
.0

0
0

 M
W

Q
=

3
.0

9
9

 M
v
a

r

P
F

=
0

.8
5

0

KALBOON66-A
U=66.372 kV
u=100.56 %

P
=

5
.0

0
0

 M
W

Q
=

3
.0

9
9

 M
v
a

r

P
F

=
0

.8
5

0

KALBOON66-B
U=66.239 kV
u=100.36 %

P=5.500 MW

Q=3.409 Mvar

PF=0.850

KASHAFRA1-66A
U=66.366 kV
u=100.55 %

P=6.000 MW

Q=3.718 Mvar

PF=0.850

KASHAFRA2-66B
U=66.227 kV
u=100.34 %

P
=

4
.0

0
0

 M
W

Q
=

2
.4

7
9

 M
v
a

r

P
F

=
0

.8
5

0

P=4.000 MW

Q=2.479 Mvar

PF=0.850

P=4.000 MW

Q=2.479 Mvar

PF=0.850

TELMAT66-A
U=66.209 kV
u=100.32 %

TELMAT66-B
U=66.063 kV
u=100.10 %

P=4.000 MW

Q=2.479 Mvar

PF=0.850

P=4.750 MW

Q=2.944 Mvar

PF=0.850

SHMALIA66-B
U=66.080 kV
u=100.12 %

SHMALIA66-A
U=66.240 kV
u=100.36 %

P=0.000 MW

Q=0.000 Mvar

PF=0.000

P=0.000 MW

Q=0.000 Mvar

PF=0.000

cable 2*240mm2

3.5 km

P=0.000 MW

Q=-2.002 Mvar

Load=4.36 %

ALSWAIDA66-A
U=66.339 kV
u=100.51 %

cable 2*240mm2

3.5 km

P=0.000 MW

Q=-1.994 Mvar

Load=4.35 %

ALSWAIDA66-B
U=66.200 kV
u=100.30 %

OFF

ALDAHRA66-A
U=0.000 kV
u=0.00 %

ALDAHRA66-B
U=0.000 kV
u=0.00 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

8.8 km

P=5.016 MW

Q=2.622 Mvar

Load=12.27 %

WADIBNWALID66-A
U=66.579 kV
u=100.88 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

8.8 km

P=6.027 MW

Q=3.285 Mvar

Load=14.91 %

WADIBNWALID66-B
U=66.460 kV
u=100.70 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

31.8 km

P=3.009 MW

Q=1.475 Mvar

Load=7.29 %

WSHTATA66-A
U=65.907 kV
u=99.86 %

A.C.S.R.(BEAR)

31.8 km

P=4.017 MW

Q=2.125 Mvar

Load=9.91 %

WSHTATA66-B
U=65.568 kV
u=99.35 %

P=2.000 MW

Q=1.239 Mvar

PF=0.850

P=2.000 MW

Q=1.239 Mvar

PF=0.850

ALSSEH66-A
U=66.372 kV
u=100.56 %

ALSSEH66-B
U=66.204 kV
u=100.31 %

OFF OFF

OFF OFF

Figure(5.10)
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