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Table 1. Comparison of Critical Clearing Time
fault point simulation [s] BCU-Shadowing [s] proposed method [s]

A 0.21 0.2275 0.1727

B 0.33 0.3224 0.3257

C 0.32 0.2910 0.1599

D 0.32 0.2794 0.1606

E 0.15 0.0255 0.1118

F 0.33 0.3232 0.3258

G 0.42 0.4533 0.4561

H 0.27 0.2675 0.2467

| 0.21 0.1529 0.2075

J 0.39 0.2847 0.4089

K 0.32 0.3003 0.3127

L 0.20 0.1849 0.1858

M 0.18 0.1826 0.1715

N 0.35 0.3457 0.3500

(0] 0.38 0.3186 0.4017

CPU

Table 2. CPU Time for analysis

fault point simulation [s] BCU-Shadowing [s] proposed method [s]
A 4.2 0.5 0.281
B 4.2 0.34 0.280
C 4.2 0.431 0.241
D 4.2 0.35 0.240
E 4.2 0.341 0.230
F 4.2 0.391 0.211
G 4.2 0.201 0.201
H 4.2 0.425 0.218
[ 4.2 0.403 0.203
J 4.2 0.391 0.180
K 4.2 0.411 0.231
L 4.2 0.531 0.171
M 4.2 0.459 0.141
N 4.2 0.447 0.188
(6] 4.2 0.425 0.203
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