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Non-dominated sorting differential evolution algorithm for
multi-objective optimal PMU placement

PENG Chun-hua, SUN Hui-juan, GUO lJian-feng

(School of Electrical & Electronics Engineering, East China Jiaotong University, Nanchang Jiangxi 330013, China)

Abstract: For a power grid to be completely observable when employing a minimal number of placed phasor mea-
surement units(PMU) to achieve the highest reliability of the N — 1 measurements, we propose a new hybrid algorithm
to optimize this PMU multi-objective placement problem. In this algorithm, the Pareto non-dominated sorting mechanism
is integrated with the differential evolution algorithm; meanwhile the individual crowding mechanism and the mutation
strategy are improved to cope with the premature convergence and the search bias. Moreover, fuzzy set theory is employed
to extract the best compromise non-dominated solution. Both the Pareto-optimal solution and the desired Pareto front can
be rapidly found by the proposed algorithm. This is demonstrated by the results in the application to the IEEE 39-bus
systems.
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1 5|3 (Introduction)
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Bt B, AR LR N — 1A]
FEVERL G0 AR PMUSE I LR EEAT B2 PR, I 45
5 25 FEPMU 22 e 550 H AN I 0 A 2 2 1) 14 D) A
SR, BLSIZEL4 R 58 4 nDILIN 4 i, LIPMU 22385
JRL A R U A% B S v 0 st i SZPMU % H
FROUAHE B B A B, JFd Hh—PHoBT R T Pareto
95 HE 7 (0 3k 73 8 A B30 R B R R AT SR A, T 15
FIPMUZ H 5L 4k Bie B 7 % ) Paretods L IF 25 i
S

2 PMURC B £ H b L 46 i EMuld-
objective optimal problem of PMU place-
ment)

21 % H a4k ) 8 3R (Description of multi-
objective optimal problem)

75 TR SE B P A AL 1) J K 22 02 22 H AR AL 1)
B(MOP), LATE —H AT AR GAT R B ME 2 H bR 1A
A, 22 BARAL in) A AR R

min f;(X), i=1,2, -, Nop,
X = (z1,29, - ,zq) € RY,
st g;(X)<0,5=1,2,---,J,
he(X)=0, k=12 K.

e fi(X)h HES R E, X d4E v in &, Nop; A
H 5 bR EAN B, g (X)AAEXL R KL, hy (X)H
MOPH % H b 1) B f b AR A — 2, Honl fg
SFH 2, B ek e A BEAS H AR 25 DA 37 3
il 5 bw A A, PRI — AN LA AT H b eR £
(i) Fof 32 28] e A0 1) 4 0 B AL A, T L REAE 2 H bs 2 [H)
HEAT PR RIS AL 3, A & H ARSI ] e ik 2 B L.
N TR PENY 22 H b )R 0% T, ZEMOPH
BT e X
TR A, B:
1) Paretoy fi(Pareto dominance): A < B(Ady
PLB)M HAL Y
fi(A) < fi(B), Vi € {1,2,-++, Now; },
[i(A) < f;(B), 35 € {1,2,- -+, Nowj }

2) Paretofi fl.(Pareto optimal) &k Pareto}: % (Pareto
non-dominated): fi# A &Paretofm I (AES fE) 24 HAX
;i/'
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2.2 PMUZ H #5484k Bt & K £ (Multi-objective
optimal model of PMU placement)
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"7 0, AR,
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XA —PMURCE 7 %, Wit e Z A Lk
FIN TR DU P A 5 R G A R AT AR )
W FNAIE PR 419, 2R 40 v UL DR 2 VGl b, T
WY A H B W 2, R A RS RN
W AR, 45 W ZPMURC & 7 % A 52 80 L kA
SEAT R

AN, A SR R ZNHBIN — 1]
P R T TN R o S i S I R ) A
HPMU AT 5 — A HH IR s, 347 B8 LR 4 vl 0l (1)

(&)

T EMN — 1= TUREE X D, = r/n. MR
Pa (A (S), PMUZ H bR LD B AL
min f; = Zn: PA;,
=1
min fo =n—r, (6)

st. OA; =1,1€{1,2,--- ,n}.

3K — P e HEA 0 £ B 1% 45 7Y Paretods AT
filt 2 1) 22 H bR LA SRR 2 I IR OB P 7.
3 B HEF A AL S TH(NSDE algo-

rithm design)
31 Pareto 3k % H ¥ 5 & F(Pareto non-

dominated sorting and selection)
B4 2 B bR L E 22 R IR &
SETTIR, K 2 H bR i) B e Ok B AR AR )

BEAT fRIAG SR, BATIR R R BRME. 4ok, 2 H
b 1 Ak B 12 (multi-objective evolutionary algorithms,
MOEA) B JE A i #E fiff iy 18 4 H s 1) (9 BCEE 5% &%,
7 A2 A 3L 9 K0 4 Jmy 48 R RE ) . 31 5 A0 i 4R
FRARE R A T A, G e AT R 2 e
[FIMOEAZ — &NSGA- IT 53, & tfeidk 1 H i Ak
55 HE 54 SR (NSGA) P!, K Fl Pareto|F 45 il H 4
HER R S OR B SR | DL SR T A 1) HE s 45 R4
B EE B I G PR T, SRR BIIR K. H
A, NSGA- IT 503k e D v H] 11 2 TR AL e vt
i) 1671 HLA VR K ParetodE 45 i HE P B AE 1L AR
A 225 CHR(8).
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Fig. 1 Crowding distance calculation
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Horb f:(B) 5 £:(0) 73 5l 2y A AR BTG 38 o D OFE
i Hbr e LA,

() RE LA I Wl A4 B F it 5 BE 5 FLAE 2%
H 5 b8 L B IRNH | f;(A) — f:(C) |1
I, S5 o3 A ¥ A R FE (R A A4 R A0 38 rp 0 1 R
B fi(B)— fi(O) |3 f k. BB fi(A)—fi(C)[ 1
5| fi(B)— fi(O)| 1, WD.(B) 1. KM (@) REIRE S
FIr AR BAE 1 () T O 5 2 T 1 ).

AR, B TNSGA- TTH2R FH r)Jg AL BE A8
SORAR AL, Thy s A% VA AR G AR RSSO R e
JEE 15 RN 25 oy L s A e B, DRTIIENSGA- TT 50 R FE A
WARAE AR XA, BTk, AR SOR 5 AN it
A AANSGA- [T FE P s A 4 4E, RIEW T
% HEF 143 134K (non-dominated sorting differential
evolution, NSDE)45.77:.

3.2 T 4 3k 4k & k(Differential evolution algo-
rithm)

T AL VE(DEA) J& — P i) 5 A7 240 1) 4 ge
Tt B, ZEE E R S us B, AF AT
O T AR R B A, WSO SIS TR I, X & bR
S P R EOE B VE SR, A5 1 22 D0 Ak ) R SR A e R
oh, VR RERIE W 20 Tt AL Sk kA
3 AR B E K B A A BT v~ DEATR R 1Y
TEA IR v 22 SCRR[9], AL AN TRk, 75k o3 i3k
o, E RN, X TSGR RS B bR
I X o, — BT AR S R s R 42 2(9) X (10)5k
XADFETT AT A AP TRAMERY g

Yicri =Xreo+F-(Xpo—Xne) 9
Yici1 = Xvesta + F - (X6 — Xiug), (10)
Yicii = Xic+F - (Xvest.a — Xic) +

F- (X 60— X0 (11

K d,ry,ra,ms € {1,2,-0 Ny}, 1y, roflrg 2B
BUEH, Hi 2 rq # ry # r3; Xpest,o N 5B G IR
AN ) B AR S R R 7 F oA [0,2] 1] 1) S 44

M4 A X 2 4 s 8, =G93 =R 2 5l iy 44
“ADE/rand/1. DE/best/1. DE/local-to-best/12%, DL [X
I3 553 BE A AN [R) B AR S SR e 0T e B LG
A d 2k H A X0y 51N BENLE S B 15 21
KA2)FroR 1728 5 510, 25 FUE B AR 4

Yigr =
Xpest.g + (F+0.001-R) - (X,, ¢ — Xr5),
(12)
R R [0,1710] (R BEHLEL.
SR e, 0 A3 AT A EAE, i H bR AR

BX R AR [ R, g0 70 B AL H—
A MAURIENEZ; 1, IITTAERIEOR 1 22 FE1E:

Xi,G = (331',17 Ti2,: e 7xi,d)7
E,G-‘rl = (y’i,la Yi2y - 7yi,d)7
ZiGe1 = (Zi,lyzi,Qv s >zi,d)> (13)

o xi,j; Rj > CR,
I yi,j7 :/H\:/f)@

g e {1,2,--- ,d}, RyAI0,11RIFBEHLEL, 28 X
WER PR Cr 2 [0, 1] TR PR 52 4
3.3 NSDE&EHFE(NSDE algorithm procedure)

B A WPMUZ H AR A0 A6 BC B ) @, A OO T
bR e [ ParetodE 95 HE 7 5 1o i AL VL BT
[INSDELAL VLA W T

HIGE SCMRE Py BEATL ™ A2 R mAS & AN [A] 1) 4
J5£ Rym i) 3 i 2 i (LA R AL B G B PMU, 040K
ANBCE) AL, WIUE 1 RS, A . AR (o)1
HP T NMA R B bR R BUE, S T ARSI 4
W4 584 AR R AN A, C TR B R A B —
AN TE TR I B (-100) K 7. AR5 AT LA R0
A R

A Hg < GraxH:

Step 1(FIHFR ) B FAES, 5 MR, IR G
JSC— > SRS R I IR AL, oA T R AP (1) 4
PARZZHEVE, IR0 I I R 2 15 A E R I AMA,
A WD AR EAT AR e, TR AR A
PR AFHE, It X (6) T T A B A AR 1) % H br
PRI K.

Step 2(ParetodE %5 i J37)  #%ParetodE 45 /77 5§
W, LGP BEM, & AR I B bR ek U, # Y
i A B i Paretodf 95 A K £ &, 1E W P(1), R 5
K P, (1) J A AR S /TR Th A, AR R A
PR P P 3R OB T ParetodE B MASE S, 1E A Py(2),
WS HE, B A A 58 e e e . SR )5, 4%
@) T A G 2 AR IR i

Step 3CXHHE R AE DM h iR S
P MRS FE NP, (1), Py(2), -+ -, HBF 0
P8P () J VMR KA B o m IS, D 28 Ao Py (2) h
(RS AR A % B B HH K B /N IE AN 78, B3 A
FUBEIE B 55 T b 458 1 3 78, BT RGO (1) S
BEP,, ..

Step 4(FIEERTHN 1) HARFEILEN: P, ¥4
HE 7 48 AR B /N B S TR — 55 20 DU 4 5% B 2
BRI S 1 Js I, SR FH Bt ATL A A 3 1) T 27 AR e
TR, 0228 MR R ASE — M B L Ry SOMORE RS ) —
it
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2) fl oy kA 0F DL AR B EE R 327 T
DEAL 5 F1AZ XML, 73 208 1R EES 0. B TA
PRk ZRER G, ASCHE R A HEINY, o0 =
(YirsYizs s Yia)s & “Hy; > 0.5My, ; = 1, &%
Jrl'in,j =07 B HEAT G A A .

Step5 g =g+ 1, AT —IKIEIL.

I AT B AR HE DA 2 H bR AL Ak 1) 81
Paretofm LR 4.

3.4 MY EME (Best compromise solution)

SERRABAT Y, S S SR T R A A,
1 R 5 i 2 M Paretofi A0 il A2 B B — AN Bl
g fift. ek, PTAR I AR 4R 310 SR A g B L 4
fift 12, AE A Paretofift H #5 H b e OGN 1) 5 7 FE 1T
FHROR SR J8 2 R Ok o, 8 L

1a fz < fimin’

h=d A s g o,
i =1 (14)
07 fl 2 fimax )

7;21727”' 7Nobj‘

Horbe i HFR A, Nopy b H b5 s 82, fox
1 fFmin gy 1) 2 OR S5 B bR eR 00 S5 KR e/,
i OB LIS I 2 AR R 6 2604 H b o B0 56 A
WE B A,

KRG, 1K R(15)3K 15 Paretofi# £ 7 54 1ift (1) b
HEAI RSN

1 Nobj
Now, Zzzl h;. (15)

B ek LA, B 3k A R KA E
Pareto s L AE 1 b S AT A
4 HH K5 Pr(Example and analysis)

h 56 UE AR SC 5 I AT Rk, E MLIEEE39R £
RY(E2) K 1 ATPMUZ H AR L AGTC . R K
IEARIRER300 W46 FlHE LA 4100 A8 S R A
TF40.85. 28 SUBEHR R 7-Cr 490.5, K HINSDES 72
AT LA SR AR, 7 — 1 4R 21 BE 25 A SEIPMU %
PR B DRI T S AU EZ W H AR
— & H|Paretodm YL A, MR T FME, 21 AXHH T #8
SrPMUZ H Fr A AGHL B 5 LT N, r ARG 5
FIRPMUSL N — 1ICA B DT i BOR AR A0 6
).

MR A F W, 764 58 4 ] ) R T,
LR R TUAR B, 45 LA IPMUH AR M. Xf
TIEEE39RFZ: 2 45, S5 ST 4 W 58 4w Wl 45 /b 75
P28 APMU, JE I TU 4 50l 79T RO 6; 47 5 5¢
ASEIAMN — T AT EETE, BI04 B A

h =

F100%, W) 4 /b 5 222 B 17APMU. %% 5 A
P 3 W 38 I b A R PR AN, R SRV O
T, NI B R T RE R IPMUBL & 7 6, ATt
£ EPMUMEN b, 5 b 5 % 1 - Paretodi AL fift
(bR VAL T 7, IEEE39REZk 2 45 (IPMUTE & 5
P H )7 Rk, 8, 10, 12, 16, 18, 20, 22, 23, 25,
26, 29, 30). 7] UL, AL 2 H AR 7k KR
JEE M o 3 PMUAR AL FIE B 7 R 18 B 10 & B PE AR 3
P, A T P 55 5 R i S B 1 100 T 2 R 9 A 5 0 U T
EES

©
30—— 5 26 ¢ 28 |¢ | 29
> ——38
B 17 27
1

37
18 2

1 ¢ \—'——‘H

@ 3 6

39

I st

5
6 [u] 1 19 23
7 —13 9 Y
8 10 —
3 32 34 33 36
0

Kl 2 IEEE39REZ &4t
Fig. 2 IEEE 39-bus system

A1 PMU% B 4tk Aufic & 7 % (IEEE398 4 4 44)
Table 1 The multi-objective optimal placement

scheme of PMU(IEEE 39-bus system)

Npmu 7 h PMUMC & )5 %

8 6  0.500
9 13 0.551
10 18 0.571
11 24 0.606
12 29 0.626
13 33 0.631
14 36 0.621
15 37 0.581
16 38 0.540
17 39 0.500

3,8,13,16,20,23,25,29
3,6,10,16,20,23,25,29,30
2,3,6,10,16,20,23,25,29,39
2,7,8,10,12,16,18,20,23,25,29
2,7,8,10,12,16,18,20,23,25,26,29
7,8,10,12,16,18,20,22,23,25,26,29,30
7,8,10,12,16,18,20,22,23,25,26,29,30,34
7,8,10,12,16,18,20,22,23,25,26,29,30,34,38
3,7,8,12,13,16,20,21,23,25,26,29,30,34,36,37
2,3,7,8,12,13,16,20,21,23,25,26,29,34,36,37,38

40 T T T % Y N
& 30 t t B
i
2 50l & 1
I ’

& &
2 10f + NSDE
T | | o NSGA-TI
0 8 10 12 14 16 18
PMU 4

K3 Paretofi i)t

Fig. 3 Comparison of Pareto fronts
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h VEA B PR R Sk, AR SO SR T AT )
NSGA-II 515 XHEEE398F 26 R 40 it 17 2 H i it
SRAR. AR b, A5 IR AR BN A7) 46 ol FHf AR A
IH 22 h300A1100, 5% £ AF 1 28 SOME 2 HX0.95, 4%
FMEH 80.05. B 245 2 [H)Pareto il ¥ W 3T 7,
HiPareto i ¥ b (1 RE AN 5, — MR R A 1R 2 A
Paretof f fEE(HIPMURC & 77 ). W] W, NSGA-1I 5.
% BE K 31 SR H s ADPMUBAN)SE BIL 42 W 58 4> 7]
M 77 %, I HAEPMUZE 340 H J911,12,13,141,
Y)W fie £k 2 I0 & 1= W A B £ [P Paretod L fif.
Ak, BRI R B 2 AIMATLAB7.104 45 5226
B (VHEML R FRE XU 2.8 GHz,1 GBI AE), NSGA- 11
5 NSDEF LIS AT I 7] 43 31 155 s 55110 s. 7] WL,
AHEETNSGA- 1T 53%, KA SCHE H IFNSDER £ R
S | HERR I SE 15 2 Pareto i WY
5 458 (Conclusion)

A SCHE H INSDEST 7 A2 K ParetolE 45 HE )7 #5:1F
5oy AT A ALAL S, 0k AR A
PR B HEBT HL RN AR S SR s AT T A7 et xS TAE
PRAUE A 58 A nT I T3S, 275 % 18 TPMU%
FAH AN — 10 ] S22 B M PMU 2 H brfiit
PicL B ) AR SR AR, 2 AR T OB P g, T ]
P Hh S A R 2 B AR 8, $RE K [ Pareto AL
fift, 15 2\ UERA T 58 2 K Pareto T V. T2 2E IIPMU £
H bR AL B 7 5 R 2 5, & BEATAT, X T4 2%
YR TR AR i S B A DL B AT B 25 R B B AT IS 1 ¥R
SR S e AN, Gn T Y FINSDES. i SR i 5 £ H b
IPMUAE A4 C 5 I 20 L B At T2 A3 A0 A4 ] 8,
{EAF DR RIS,
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