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High-Speed Distance Relaying of the Entire Length
of Transmission Lines Without Signaling

Sadegh Azizi , Senior Member, IEEE, Mingyu Sun , Student Member, IEEE,
Gaoyuan Liu , Student Member, IEEE, Marjan Popov , Senior Member, IEEE,

and Vladimir Terzija , Fellow, IEEE

Abstract—Short-circuit faults close to either end of a transmis-
sion line, are normally cleared instantaneously by the distance relay
at that end and after hundreds of milliseconds, i.e., in Zone 2
operating time, by the relay at the opposite end of the line. This
sequential tripping can be accelerated on condition that a reliable
communication link is available for signaling between the two line
ends. This paper proposes a novel non-communication method
providing high-speed distance relaying over the entire length of
the protected transmission line. The inputs to the method are the
protected line parameters and local voltage and current signals
measured by the relay, similar to those to conventional distance
relays. The proposed method accomplishes Accelerated Sequential
Tripping (AST) within a couple of cycles after the opening of the
remote-end circuit breaker (ORCB) of the line. To achieve this,
an accurate closed-form solution is derived for the fault distance in
terms of post-ORCB voltage and current phasors. For the detection
of the ORCB instant, a set of proper indices are proposed. This is
to verify the fault distance calculated by the relay, before issuing a
trip command. The proposed method is successfully validated by
conducting more than 20000 hardware-in-the-loop (HIL) tests, and
also using real-life data.

Index Terms—Accelerated sequential tripping (AST), Distance
relays, Opening of the remote-end circuit breaker (ORCB), Real-
time digital simulator (RTDS).

I. INTRODUCTION

THE reach of distance relays is not definite due to several
sources of uncertainties such as inaccuracy of instrument

transformers and the unknown value of fault resistance [1],
[2]. Zone 1 of a distance relay is usually set in a way that it
operates instantaneously for faults within the first 80%–90%
of the protected line [3]. The line segment that remains unpro-
tected by Zone 1 is called the end-section. To clear faults on
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the end-section, Zone 2 is introduced and is graded with an
intentional time delay of e.g., 400 ms to coordinate its operation
with distance relays of neighboring lines [1]–[3].

Faults on the end-section of the protected line are cleared after
a certain delay imposed by the Zone 2 settings. This results in
non-simultaneous tripping of the circuit breakers (CBs) at the
opposite line ends, which is known as sequential tripping [2].
Considering the CB operating time, the fault remains supplied
under sequential tripping from one end of the line for more than
Zone 2 operating time. This would cause delayed auto-reclosing
and might even endanger system stability [1], [2]. That is why
signaling is used, if possible, to send a transfer trip signal to the
remote-end relay for having the remote-end CB open as quickly
as possible [1], [4]. Accordingly, faults on the end-section are
cleared faster than in Zone 2 operating time. Due to commu-
nication delays, AST is slower than the ideal simultaneous
instantaneous tripping (SIT) of the CBs at the opposite line ends,
but still falls under high-speed fault clearing [5].

Non-communication AST schemes have the advantage of
not relying upon costly communication infrastructure needed
for signaling. This is why various non-communication AST
schemes have been proposed, thus far [6]–[20]. These methods
can be classified into two major groups, depending on whether
their functionality is based on fundamental phasors, or fault
generated high-frequency transient components of voltage and
current signals. Methods based on transient components require
a very high sampling frequency, which increases the cost of
their deployment [6]–[8]. Fundamental-phasor based methods
are considered more practical, as they use voltage and current
fed to traditional distance relays [9]–[20].

The AST technique presented in [9] uses the mutual cou-
pling characteristics between faulted and sound phases. Ref-
erence [11] takes advantage of the fact that in heavy loading
condition, ORCB can change the X/R ratio as well as active and
reactive powers measured by the relay. The methods presented
in [12], [13] provide AST for end-section faults by interpreting
the variations of negative- and zero-sequence currents following
ORCB. A series of logics attributed to the balanced/imbalanced
operation of the system is used in [16], [17] in order to detect
ORCB. The methods proposed in [18], [20] are based on the
direction of impedance change seen by the phase and ground
elements of the distance relay.

The derivations of existing fundamental-phasor based algo-
rithms rely on one or more of the following assumptions:
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Authorized licensed use limited to: TU Delft Library. Downloaded on July 30,2020 at 12:26:34 UTC from IEEE Xplore.  Restrictions apply. 

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9274-1177
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9090-1421
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0190-4904
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7292-5334
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6538-6982
mailto:s.azizi@leeds.ac.uk
mailto:mingyu.sun@manchester.ac.uk
mailto:gaoyuan.liu@manchester.ac.uk
mailto:vladimir.terzija@manchester.ac.uk
mailto:m.popov@tudelft.nl
http://ieeexplore.ieee.org


1950 IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON POWER DELIVERY, VOL. 35, NO. 4, AUGUST 2020

� Abrupt changes in the post-fault voltage and current signals
originate from the opening of line CBs only.

� Specific line loading condition holds before the fault in-
ception.

� The ratio between the zero- and positive-sequence
impedances of the rest of the network is equal to, greater
than or less than a certain value.

� The mutual coupling between the sound and faulty phases
of the faulted line can be neglected.

� Fault resistance lies within a specific narrow range.
� Mode of the CB opening, i.e., three-pole or single-pole, is

known to the relay.
The above-mentioned phasor-based methods are effective so

long as their overlaying assumptions hold. However, the first four
assumptions outlined might or might not apply depending on
operating condition, system parameters and the chain of events
the power system may undergo. Fault resistance is a random
variable and can take any value within a wide range. To improve
stability, the single-pole opening of CBs may be enabled for
single-phase-to-ground (1-ph-g) faults. Nonetheless, this does
not guarantee that CBs will always open single-pole under 1-ph-
g faults since the relay might identify the fault type incorrectly.

This paper is focused on 1-ph-g faults, as the most frequent
fault type in transmission systems. For this type of faults on
the line end-section, sequential tripping of the faulted line is
accelerated by resetting for them the intentional time delay of
Zone 2 to 0 sec. To detect the ORCB instant, two sets of proper
indices are proposed. A trip command is issued once ORCB is
detected and the estimated fault distance lies within the protected
line length. The proposed method is not sensitive to pre-fault line
loading, system parameters or the magnitude of fault resistance.
This method can easily be extended to other fault types and
performs desirably, irrespective of whether ORCB is single- or
three-pole.

II. DISTANCE RELAYS AND SEQUENTIAL TRIPPING

Fig. 1(a) shows the single-line diagram of a two-source system
under normal condition. The surrounding active network is
modeled by its Thevenin equivalent. Figs 1(b) and 1(c) represent
the single-line diagram of the same system during a fault at
distance α from the sending-end terminal of the line, before
and after ORCB, respectively. The time periods associated to
the circuits of Figs 1(a), 1(b) and 1(c) are referred to as the
pre-fault, pre-ORCB and post-ORCB fault periods, respectively.
The superscripts pre, fault and post of voltage and current
phasors refer to these signals in the pre-fault, pre-ORCB and
post-ORCB circuits, respectively. The subscripts s, r and f are
used to denote the terminal or spot on the line to which a variable
is attributed.

A. Modeling ORCB Under Single-Phase-to-Ground Faults

While the fault type determines how the sequence circuits are
to be interconnected, each sequence circuit can also be studied
individually thanks to the substitution theorem of Circuit Theory
[21]. Fig. 2 shows the circuits used in this paper for the individual
analysis of each sequence circuit under a 1-ph-g fault; for (a)

Fig. 1. Single-line diagram of a two-source system (a) Under normal condi-
tion, (b) During a fault and before the opening of the remote-end circuit breaker
(ORCB), (c) During a fault and after ORCB.

Fig. 2. Individual analysis of the sequence circuit i under a 1-ph-g short-circuit
fault on the line s-r (a) Before ORCB, (b) During fault and after three-pole
ORCB, (c) During fault and after single-pole ORCB.

before ORCB, (b) after three-pole ORCB, and (c) after single-
pole ORCB. The subscript i takes a value of 0, 1 or 2 and refers to
the zero-, positive- and negative-sequence circuits, respectively.
Besides, ZL,i is the series impedance of the protected line in
the sequence circuit i. The value of Es,i and Er,i are set to zero
for i = 0 and i = 2 as the zero- and negative-sequence circuits
contain no active sources. The current source in each circuit of
Fig. 2 has essentially been substituted for the series connection
of the fault resistance and two other sequence circuits.
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To detail the A-g element of the proposed distance relay, phase
A is taken as the reference in all equations presented below.
For equations of the B-g and C-g elements of the relay, phase
B and phase C should be taken as the reference, respectively.
Three-pole ORCB is modeled by opening the remote end of the
line in all sequence circuits, as shown in Fig. 2(b). Single-pole
ORCB is modeled in this paper by replacing the RCB by an
unknown voltage source, which is identical in all sequence
circuits. To justify this, let the superscripts A, B, C and 0, 1, 2
denote variables of the respective phase and sequence circuits.
Subsequent to single-pole ORCB, the current of the opened
phase drops to zero, and the zero voltage across the RCB contacts
of the two non-faulted phases remains unchanged. This means
that following a 1-ph-g fault on phase A, the relationships below
hold:

⎧
⎨

⎩

upost
B = upost

C = 0

Ipostr,A = 0
(1)

Using the method of symmetrical components, the following
relationships can be obtained from (1):

⎧
⎨

⎩

upost
0 = upost

1 = upost
2

Ipostr,0 + Ipostr,1 + Ipostr,2 = 0
(2)

According to the first equation of (2), the RCB in all sequence
circuits may be replaced by a similar voltage source u, as shown
in the circuit of Fig. 2(c). The node voltages and branch currents
in this circuit can be expressed as functions of the unknown
variable u. The value of u can be readily obtained using the
second equation of (2). This yields the currents and voltages of
the post-ORCB circuit.

B. Accurate Fault Location Following ORCB

In this subsection, the relation between voltage and current
phasors measured by the relay and the fault distance is derived.
The obtained closed-form solution for the fault distance applies
under both single- and three-pole ORCB.

After three-pole ORCB, the receiving-end currents of the
protected line become zero. Therefore, the three-pole ORCB is
modeled by opening that end of the line in all sequence circuits.
By applying KCL at the fault location in all sequence circuits
before and after the three-pole ORCB, one obtains:

⎧
⎨

⎩

Ifaultf = Ifaults,i + Ifaultr,i

Ipostf = Iposts,i

∀i = 0, 1 or 2 (3)

Single-pole tripping of faulted lines is an effective practice
improving system stability following 1-ph-g faults in transmis-
sion systems [3]. From Fig. 2(c) and the second equation of (2),
one can write [22]

Ipostf =
Iposts,0 + Iposts,1 + Iposts,2

3
(4)

It can be easily confirmed that (4) holds for the three-pole ORCB,
also. The relationship between voltage at the fault location and

sending-end voltage in the sequence circuit i is:

V post
f,i = V post

s,i − αZL,iI
post
s,i (5)

Denoting the fault resistance by Rf and taking (4) into account,
one obtains

V post
f,0 + V post

f,1 + V post
f,2 =

(
Iposts,0 + Iposts,1 + Iposts,2

)
Rf (6)

By adding (5) written for all three sequence circuits, we have

Upost
s,A

︷ ︸︸ ︷

(ZL,0I
post
s,0 + ZL,1I

post
s,1 + ZL,2I

post
s,2 )α

+ (Iposts,0 + Iposts,1 + Iposts,2 )
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Ipost
s,A

Rf = V post
s,0 + V post

s,1 + V post
s,2

︸ ︷︷ ︸
V post
s,A

(7)

Equation (7) relates the fault distance and resistance to the
sending-end voltage and current phasors of the faulted line.

C. Closed-Form Solutions for Fault Distance and Resistance

Let us rewrite (7) in the following compact form:

Upost
s,A α+ Iposts,A Rf = V post

s,A (8)

where Upost
s,A , Iposts,A and V post

s,A are complex variables, which are
known through measurements, and α and Rf are real unknown
variables. By separating the real and imaginary parts of (8),
two new real equations can be obtained in terms of α and Rf .
Solving this system of equations gives the following closed-form
solutions for the fault distance and resistance:

[
α

Rf

]

=

[
Re(Upost

s,A ) Re(Iposts,A )

Im(Upost
s,A ) Im(Iposts,A )

]−1 [
Re(V post

s,A )

Im(V post
s,A )

]

(9)

It should be noted that (8) is formed based upon voltage and
current signals taken after ORCB, hence the superscript post.
This means a prerequisite to being able to use the closed-form
solution (9) is knowing the ORCB instant.

III. PROPOSED DISTANCE RELAYING

In this section, firstly, the logic block diagram of the proposed
distance relay is presented. Then, differences between the ideal
phasors appearing in the equations of the previous section and
those obtained from voltage and current waveforms measured by
the relay are discussed. Finally, indices developed for detecting
the ORCB instant and confirming the validity of the obtained
fault distance, are presented.

A. Logic Block Diagram of the Proposed Distance Relay

Fig. 3 shows the logic block diagram of the A-g element of
the proposed high-speed distance relay. The block diagrams of
the B-g and C-g elements have similar structures. The phase
element of the proposed relay is identical to that of conventional
distance relays. It is firstly assumed that single-pole tripping
of transmission lines is intended in the case of 1-ph-g faults.
Next, the modification needed for when single-pole tripping is
not allowed is addressed.

Authorized licensed use limited to: TU Delft Library. Downloaded on July 30,2020 at 12:26:34 UTC from IEEE Xplore.  Restrictions apply. 
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Fig. 3. Logic diagram of the A-g element of the proposed high-speed distance relay.

The proposed distance relay consists of five separate compo-
nents, as shown in Fig. 3. The phasor estimation and inspection
of the impedance locus components replicate those of conven-
tional distance relays. For Zone 1 faults, the trip command
is issued instantaneously. The relay is intended to distinguish
end-section Zone 2 faults from external Zone 2 faults. The fault
location process is activated for Zone 2 faults once a certain
time has elapsed since the fault inception. This is to account
for the transition period of phasor estimation, thereby avoiding
incorrect decision-making based on the erroneous fault distance
calculated within this period.

The estimated distance by (9) is not considered valid before
the detection of ORCB. On the other hand, the detection of
ORCB alone is not conclusive enough to open the LCB based
only upon. One main reason for this is the possibility of incorrect
detection of ORCB. Another reason is the likelihood of malop-
eration of the remote-end relay to which the local relay must
not respond. Therefore, the fault distance should be checked to
be on the protected line, before generating a trip command to
LCB. This is to prevent the relay from incorrect operation under
external faults.

In case single-pole ORCB is not allowed, the logic block
diagram of the distance relay should be slightly modified. To
this end, the logic of single-pole trip of the block diagram
presented in Fig. 3 is removed. Besides, the three-pole AST
command is merged with the instantaneous trip command using
an AND gate. In this way, faults in Zone 1 would be cleared
three-pole instantaneously from both line-ends; the three-pole
AST is provided for faults seen in Zone 1 from one line-end,
and in Zone 2 from the opposite line-end.

B. Phasor Estimation and Related Technical Considerations

The sequence circuits studied in the previous section are
assumed to be linear time-invariant circuits with sinusoidal
inputs of the same frequency. This means the voltage and current
response of these circuits, i.e., the phasors marked with the
superscripts pre, fault and post, can be obtained most effi-
ciently by the Phasor Method [21]. In practice, however, there
is no distinct sequence circuit for different time periods, and we
are dealing with one three-phase power system undergoing the
fault and then ORCB. Besides, the parameters of the three-phase

Fig. 4. Magnitudes of true and estimated positive-sequence phasors of
sending-end current of line 9-8 for a fault at 70% of the line length.

system of interest, except for the protected line parameters, are
not normally available to the relay.

Let tf and to be the fault inception and ORCB instants,
respectively. Not knowing these instants, the relay continuously
measures three-phase sending-end voltage and current wave-
forms and estimates their fundamental-frequency phasors over
time. Estimated phasors are ideally expected to match their
corresponding true phasors during the respective periods. For
instance, if Is,i(t) is the sending-end current of the faulted line
estimated at the instant t, it is desirable to have:

Is,i(t) =

⎧
⎪⎪⎪⎨

⎪⎪⎪⎩

Ipres,i ∀ t < tf

Ifaults,i ∀tf ≤ t < to

Iposts,i ∀to ≤ t

∀i = 0, 1 or 2 (10)

In this paper, the discrete Fourier transform (DFT) is used to
estimate fundamental-frequency phasors of time-domain wave-
forms. Similar to other phasor estimation methods, DFT is essen-
tially a non-ideal filter. Upon any abrupt change in the magnitude
and/or phase angle of an input waveform, its DFT-estimated
phasor takes some time to settle at its new steady-state value.
This time, being equal to the DFT window length, is referred to as
transition period. Fig. 4 shows, as an example, the magnitudes
of true and DFT-estimated positive-sequence current phasors
associated to a fault on line 9-8 in the 39-bus test system [23].
The true and DFT-estimated phasors are shown in dash-dotted
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Fig. 5. Nominal π model of the two sections of the faulted line in the sequence
circuit i, after three-pole ORCB.

red and blue, respectively. As can be seen, the DFT-estimated
phasor (blue curve) moves toward its new steady-state value
(dash-dotted line) subsequent to the fault inception and ORCB.
Once the transition period passes, the estimated phasor settles
to its corresponding true value.

Phasors estimated within the first couple of cycles after the
fault inception are generally less accurate than those estimated
afterwards when the decaying dc and fault-generated harmonics
of waveforms are damped out [1]. Averaging the estimated
phasor over a time period is an effective way to alleviate its
undesirable transient oscillations. This technique is employed
here to more reliably represent pre-ORCB voltage and current
phasors, i.e., those with the fault superscript. The time argu-
ment of estimated phasors is dropped when they are averaged
over the averaging period, e.g., from tset to tstart. Not to mistake
the averaged phasors with their corresponding true phasors, a bar
sign is used with the former.

C. ORCB Detection

The system of equations (8) can be formed at any time instant
but would be valid only if built based upon post-ORCB phasors.
Hence, (9) gives the true fault distance once the RCB has opened.
On the other hand, the RCB may open at any instant within
the next couple of cycles after tstart. Two sets of indices are
proposed here for the detection of three- and single-pole ORCB,
thereby confirming the fault distance obtained.

1) Three-Pole ORCB: After three-pole ORCB, the fault will
be supplied only from the sending-end of the line in all sequence
circuits. Under a 1-ph-g fault, the positive-, negative- and zero-
sequence fault currents are equal, which means:

Ipostf,0 = Ipostf,1 = Ipostf,2 (11)

With reference to the circuit in Fig. 5, one can obtain

Ipostf,i =

(

Iposts,i − 1

2
αYL,iV

post
s,i

)

− YEnd,i

(

V post
s,i − αZL,i

(

Iposts,i − 1

2
αYL,iV

post
s,i

))

(12)

where YL,i is the shunt admittance of the protected line in the
sequence circuit i, and

YEnd,i =
1

2
YL,i +

(

(1− α)ZL,i +
2

(1− α)YL,i

)−1

(13)

As the three fault currents in (11) are identical, the sum of their
differences will be zero. Conversely, if these phasors were not

identical, the sum of the absolute value of their differences would
be non-zero. Accordingly, the closeness of the fault currents in
the three sequence circuits can be used for detecting three-pole
ORCB. To do so, the following normalized index is defined on
the phasors estimated over time:

K3P (t) =

∑2
i=0

∑2
j>i |If,i(t)− If,j(t)|
∑2

i=0 |If,i(t)|
(14)

Before ORCB, the fault currents obtained based only on the
sending-end currents without knowing the receiving-end ones,
and the incorrect α and Rf calculated, will be different from the
true fault current. Hence, the so-calculated currents will not be
equal, as opposed to the true fault currents in different sequence
circuits. Therefore, the three-pole ORCB can be confirmed only
after (14) drops to zero.

2) Single-Pole ORCB: After single-pole ORCB, the magni-
tude and phase-angle of sending- and receiving-end voltage and
current phasors may increase or decrease depending on different
factors. Thus, no simple rule can be derived based on such
changes in order to reliably infer the single-pole ORCB with.
To propose reliable single-pole ORCB indices, a deeper analysis
of the single-pole ORCB is needed. To this end, let us assume
the variable ΔI denotes the change of the fault current after
single-pole ORCB. Hence, the fault currents before and after
single-pole ORCB will have the following relationship

Ipostf = Ifaultf +ΔI (15)

Let us assume that the fault current is divided between the
sending-end and receiving-end of the faulted line in proportion
to βi and (1− βi). For before ORCB, one can write

⎧
⎨

⎩

Ifaults,i = βiI
fault
f

Ifaultr,i = (1− βi)I
fault
f

(16)

Assume that ZLoop.i denotes the impedance of the loop through
which the post-ORCB current produced by u circulates. This
loop is the path created by open-circuiting other voltage sources
in the circuit of Fig. 2(c). According to the superposition theo-
rem [21], the post-ORCB sending- and receiving-end currents
of the faulted line in the sequence circuit i can be obtained from:

⎧
⎨

⎩

Iposts,i = βiI
post
f + u

ZLoop,i

Ipostr,i = (1− βi)I
post
f − u

ZLoop,i

(17)

where u is the voltage source representing the single-pole
ORCB, as explained in Section II.

With reference to Fig. 2(a) and the fault type being 1-ph-g,
the receiving-end current of the faulted line before ORCB can
be calculated from:

αUfault
s,A + 3Rf

(
Ifaults,i + Ifaultr,i

)
= V fault

s,A (18)

On the other hand, it can be concluded from (4) and Fig. 2(c)
that after single-pole ORCB,

Ipostr,i =
1

3

2∑

j=0

Iposts,j − Iposts,i (19)
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The major problem with the foregoing two formulas is that
the superscripts fault and post are applicable only if the ORCB
instant is known. In practice, such discrimination cannot be
applied to the phasors continuously estimated by the relay over
time, i.e., Is,i(t) andVs,i(t). To overcome this issue, let us define
the two expressions below using the phasors and parameters
estimated over time:

Fi(t) =

V̄ fault
s,A

︷ ︸︸ ︷
∑2

j=0
V̄ fault
s,j −α(t)

Ūfault
s,A

︷ ︸︸ ︷
∑2

j=0
ZL,j Ī

fault
s,j

3R(t)
− Īfaults,i

(20)

Di(t) =
1

3

2∑

j=0

Is,j(t)− Is,i(t) (21)

where the bar sign refers to the average of corresponding phasors
estimated over the period from tset to tstart. The fault distance
and resistance are estimated from (9) at each time instant,
using the DFT-estimated phasors at that time instant. Thus,
the estimates of α and Rf are functions of time and might be
slightly oscillatory within the first couple of cycles after the fault
inception. This is why they are used with a time argument in (20)
and (21).

As will be demonstrated in Appendix, we have
⎧
⎪⎪⎪⎨

⎪⎪⎪⎩

Fi(t) = Di(t) = γiI
fault
f , ∀tf ≤ t < to

Fi(t) = Ifaultr,i , ∀to ≤ t

Di(t) = Ipostr,i , ∀to ≤ t

(22)

where

γi =
1

3

2∑

j=0

βj − βi, ∀i = 0, 1 or 2 (23)

For t ≥ to, (20) and (21) yield the estimates of Ifaultr,i and Ipostr,i ,
respectively. On the other hand, the magnitude of βi takes small
values for faults close to the receiving-end of the faulted line.
This means γi would be small, ideally zero, under such faults.
Subsequent to single-pole ORCB, the magnitude of (21) rises up
from a small value to the magnitude of the post-fault receiving-
end current. Simulation results show that, in general, this change
of magnitude is more prevalent in the zero-sequence circuit than
in the negative-sequence circuit. This is because the magnitude
of the impedance of the zero-sequence loop is generally much
larger than that of the negative-sequence loop. For simplicity,
only |D0(t)| is used here as an indicator of single-pole ORCB.

The impedances of branches of the fault circuit are mainly
inductive in practice. It follows that the term u

ZLoop,i
involved

in the post-ORCB currents in (17) is nearly in phase with the
sending-end current and in opposite-phase with the receiving-
end current. According to (22), (20) and (21) give rise to the
same complex value for t < to. Taking advantage of these two
properties, the following expression is introduced as another

Fig. 6. Logic diagram of the three- and single-pole ORCB detection blocks.

index for the detection of single-pole ORCB:

K1P,i(t) =

∣
∣
∣
∣
Is,i(t)

Di(t)

∣
∣
∣
∣−

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

Īfaults,i

Fi(t)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

(24)

Before ORCB, the two terms on the right-hand side of (24)
are identical, and hence, their subtraction would be zero. After
single-pole ORCB, the first and second terms on the right-hand
side of (24) will not be equal anymore, which makes K1P,i

non-zero. Accordingly, a magnitude change of greater than a
prespecified value in K1P,i is considered an indicator of single-
pole ORCB.

Following three- and single-pole ORCB, the indices K3P and
K1P,i will respectively drop to and rise from zero, initiating a
trip command. The thresholds ε3 and ε1 are used to detect the
variation of the proposed indices, and can be set to any positive
small values. In practice, these thresholds should be set in a way
as to account for a couple of percent of error that may be possibly
introduced into estimated phasors.

3) Logic Diagram of ORCB Detection: Fig. 6 shows the logic
diagram of ORCB detection using the indices proposed. To
confirm three-pole ORCB, the index K3P should fall below
the prespecified small value ε3 for a period of TD, which is
set to 10 ms here. Single-pole ORCB is confirmed once |D0(t)|
faces 50% increase with respect to its primary value at the initial
couple of cycles after the fault inception. In addition to this,
the magnitude of K1P,2 exceeding a predetermined small value
is taken as an indicator of single-pole ORCB. The negative-
sequence index is utilized for this sake since simulation results
show its change is larger than that of the zero-sequence index.
The time delay for certifying single-pole ORCB is considered
to be TD, as in certifying three-pole ORCB.

For faults with a zero resistance, the calculated fault distance
using (9) would be accurate both before and after ORCB. To take
advantage of this property, if the estimated fault resistance re-
mains negligible for a long time, e.g., 100 ms, the trip command
is issued. This is to have the relay trip the LCB for internal
faults, even in rare cases in which the relay would delay the
detection of or possibly fail to detect ORCB. It should be noted
that coordinating the proposed relay with the reclosing scheme
is not a matter of concern, as it can be done in a similar way as
that for conventional distance relays.

If the remote-end relay maloperates and unnecessarily opens
the RCB for an external fault or when there has been no fault,
the LCB must not open [2]. This is automatically guaranteed in
conventional distance relaying with or without communication,
because after an incorrect ORCB, the impedance seen by the
local relay immediately moves out of its trip-zone [3]. In the
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proposed method, this is ensured by checking if the estimated
fault distance lies within the protected line range. If not, it means
the RCB has opened incorrectly and no trip command should be
generated by the local relay.

IV. PERFORMANCE EVALUATION

In this section, the performance of the proposed distance
relay is evaluated. In the first two subsections, real time digital
simulator (RTDS) is used to conduct an extensive number of
simulations and hardware-in-the-loop (HIL) testing. To do so, a
generic 230 kV two-source system, as well as the New England
39-bus system [23] are used as test systems. In the last part, the
voltage and current waveforms recorded during a real 1-ph-g
fault incident are fed to the proposed relay to demonstrate its
superiority over conventional distance relays.

The test systems are modeled using RSCAD and then loaded
on a rack of RTDS, which includes five dual-core PB5 proces-
sor cards. Furthermore, two distance relays are modeled using
RSCAD and loaded on another RTDS rack. The test system
and relay racks are physically wired to each other to provide
the relays with voltage and current waveforms of interest, and
to connect the relays to the associated CBs in the test systems.
Generated waveforms are passed through a second-order But-
terworth anti-aliasing filter with a cut-off frequency of 400 Hz.
Filtered signals are sampled with a sampling rate of 3200 Hz.
The DFT along with a digital mimic filter for the removal of
the decaying DC component from current signals [24] is used
to estimate the fundamental-frequency phasors of voltage and
current waveforms.

The portion of the line length for which fast fault clearing
is provided, through simultaneous instantaneous tripping (SIT)
or AST, is defined as the high-speed coverage of the relaying
scheme. The intentional time delay of Zone 2 is set to 300 ms.
Protection of the system by conventional and proposed distance
relays are compared with each other in terms of high-speed
coverage and average fault clearing time they offer.

A. Testing of the Robustness of the Proposed Distance Relay

The generic two-source test setup shown in Fig. 7 is used
for performance evaluation of the proposed method. A large
number of 1-ph-g faults are applied at 50 different locations on
the protected 100-km line. The arc is modeled by the empirical
formula of [25] and put in series with fixed fault resistances of
different value. For the power angle, i.e., δs − δr, three values
of 0◦, 10◦ and 20◦ are tested. Each of the two source impedances
is set to be 50%, 100% or 200% of their base values shown in
Fig. 7. The averaging period starts 20 ms after the fault inception
and ends 10 ms later. Fig. 8 compares the high-speed coverage
of the proposed and conventional distance relays for different
power angles and fault resistances.

Here, a 1-ph-g fault with a resistance of 25 Ω at 85% of
the line length is considered as an example. The fault distance
and resistance estimated before and after single-pole ORCB are
shown in Fig. 9. As can be seen, the estimated fault distance
converges to its true value following ORCB. Fig. 10 shows how
the three-pole ORCB index drops to zero following ORCB. The

Fig. 7. Two-source RTDS test setup for HIL testing of the proposed relay.

Fig. 8. High-speed coverage of the protected line by conventional and pro-
posed distance relays under different transmission angels and fault resistances.

Fig. 9. Estimated fault distance and resistance following a 1-ph-g fault.

opposite is true for the single-pole ORCB index, as it rises from
zero following single-pole ORCB. Extensive simulations carried
out show that the inclusion of even up to 5% total vector error
(TVE) [26], in the input phasors does not have a considerable
adverse impact on the ORCB indices. As explained earlier,Fi(t)
and Di(t) take the same value before single-pole ORCB, while
they become different, afterwards. This can be easily observed
from Fig. 11. To further demonstrate the applicability of the
proposed method, the previous simulations are repeated for line
lengths of 50, 150, and 200 km. Table I summarizes obtained
results. It can be seen that the proposed distance relay remains
effective, irrespective of the protected line length. The fault
clearing time by the proposed relay is always smaller than that of
the conventional one. The time between three- and single-pole
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Fig. 10. Evaluation of the ORCB indices following single- and three-pole
ORCB.

Fig. 11. Estimated Fi(t)Di(t) before and after single-pole ORCB.

TABLE I
RELAYING PERFORMANCE ON THE TWO-SOURCE TEST SYSTEM

ORCB and issuing the local trip command is obtained to be, on
average, 32 and 27 ms, respectively.

B. General Evaluation of the Proposed Method

The 39-bus test system consists of 34 transmission lines,
12 transformers and 10 synchronous generators. To make sim-
ulations as realistic as possible, synchronous generators are
modeled with automatic voltage regulator (AVR) and turbine
governor controls. The phasor estimation error due to a 200-mHz
frequency deviation in the waveform is 0.2% of the waveform’s
amplitude, which is practically negligible. This amount of fre-
quency deviation is an overstating upper bound and in none
of extensive simulations conducted, frequency has decayed so
much in less than 100 ms, i.e., the time period of concern
to our relay. For power systems with highly reduced inertia
where frequency deviations might result in unacceptable phasor
estimation errors, the effective phasor estimation approaches

TABLE II
RELAYING PERFORMANCE ON THE 39-BUS TEST SYSTEM

presented in [27]–[29] can be used to provide accurate phasors
to the relay.

A number of 1-ph-g faults with fault resistances of 0 Ω to
25 Ω are applied at 50 different locations on each transmission
line. More than 20000 simulation cases are studied and the
obtained results are summarized in Table II. The conventional
and proposed distance relays yield identical SIT coverage over
the faulted line. AST occurs on around 50% of the line length
using the proposed method, which reduces the average fault
clearing time to 93 ms and leaves faults on only around 4%
of the line length to be cleared in Zone 2 operating time. The
conventional relays also provide AST on a small portion of the
line length, as the impedance seen by them slightly displaces
subsequent to ORCB. It is also observed that the proposed
distance relay never operates for faults on neighboring lines,
unless in Zone 2 operating time and as backup protection.

For the proposed relay to be able to accelerate the opening of
the LCB, the opening of the RCB is a prerequisite. Thus, if the
RCB fails to open for a fault on the line end-section, the opening
of the LCB cannot be accelerated by the relay and it will open in
Zone-2 operating time. This is the case also if the RCB opens,
but the local relay fails to detect ORCB. This may be caused,
for instance, by large receiving-end SIRs, which make it more
difficult for the local relay to detect three-pole ORCB. In both
cases, the performance of the proposed relay will be identical to
that of the conventional distance relay and the LCB will open in
Zone-2 operating time.

C. Real Fault Incident

In this part, the proposed distance relay is tested using a
real 1-ph-g fault record from a 160 km 230 kV transmission
line. The related CBs are only able to open three-pole. Two
distance relays are used in a permissive underreaching transfer
trip scheme (PUTT) to provide fast fault clearance over the
protected line [4], and the power line carrier (PLC) is deployed
as the communication medium.

On one occasion in 2017, a 1-ph-g fault occurred on that line
145 km away from one end of the line, that is α= 90.6%. From
the fault recorder data of the distance relay at that end of the
line, the voltage and current waveforms of the incident have
been extracted. Reportedly, one end of the line was opened in
Zone 1 operating time, while the other end was opened in Zone
2 operating time. The transfer trip signal was seemingly sent out
by the relay close to the fault, but there was no evidence of the
reception of that signal by the opposite-end relay.

Fig. 12 shows the three-phase current waveforms recorded by
the relay. The fault occurs at t= 0 ms, and the three-pole ORCB
starts at around t = 76 ms and is completed at to = 130 ms.
Subsequent to the three-pole opening of the RCB, the apparent
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Fig. 12. Three-phase current waveforms, three-pole ORCB index and esti-
mated fault distance for a real fault case.

impedance seen by the conventional relay slightly displaces
but still remains inside the Zone 2 operating characteristic of
the relay. Finally, the line gets disconnected by the LCB after
around 470 ms since the fault inception. However, as can be seen
from Fig. 12, the proposed relay would disconnect the LCB at
tr = 152 ms, once the three-pole ORCB index drops to zero for
TD = 10 ms.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, a novel non-communication distance relaying
method has been proposed for high-speed protection of the entire
length of transmission lines. To achieve this, a protection logic is
developed accelerating the relay decision time for faults on the
end-sections of the protected line. For such faults, conventional
relays disconnect the line in Zone-1 operating time from one
side, and in Zone-2 operating time from the opposite side of
the line. This is the case regardless of single- or three-pole
opening of the remote-end circuit breaker (ORCB). This whole
fault-clearing process for end-section faults can be accelerated
by a factor of four using the proposed relay. Both proposed and
conventional distance relays will operate in Zone-1 operating
time for faults lying inside their Zone-1 characteristics.The
proposed relay accomplishes Accelerated Sequential Tripping
(AST) within a couple of cycles after the ORCB instant.

As detailed in the paper, the fault distance can be accurately
obtained based upon the local measurements taken after single-
or three-pole ORCB. Providing a high level of security, two
sets of indices are developed to infer the instant of three- or
single-pole ORCB. As the proposed relay has a modular design,
the ORCB indices can be replaced or used in parallel with any
other effective indices developed to this end. Contrary to existing
AST methods, the proposed relay does not place any constraints
on system parameters or operating condition in order to function
properly. Fast fault clearing would be provided in this way for

nearly 98% of the line length with no need for signaling. AST on
the end-sections of the line halves the fault clearing time for 1-
ph-g faults. The proposed distance relay can be used individually
or in parallel with pilot relaying schemes, to facilitate high-
speed protection of the protected line. The method can be easily
extended to cover other fault types, as well.

APPENDIX

DERIVATION OF (22)

To demonstrate the validity of (22), recall that α(t) and Rf (t)
are calculated from

α(t)Us,A(t) +Rf (t)Is,A(t) = Vs,A(t) (A.1)

The solution of this equation over time can be denoted as below

[α(t), Rf (t)] =

⎧
⎨

⎩

[α,Rf ] ∀ to ≤ t

[α∗, R∗
f ] ∀ tf ≤ t ≤ to

(A.2)

where the asterisk refers to the incorrect values estimated for the
corresponding unknowns before ORCB.

Here, in the first step, we justify the following equality:

Fi(t) =

⎧
⎨

⎩

Ifaultr,i ∀ to ≤ t

γiI
fault
f ∀ tf ≤ t ≤ to

(A.3)

where Fi(t) has been defined such that

α(t)Ufault
s,A + 3Rf (t)

[
Ifaults,i + Fi(t)

]
= V fault

s,A (A.4)

From the connection of the sequence circuits for a 1-ph-g fault
before ORCB, we have

αUfault
s,A + 3Rf

[
Ifaults,i + Ifaultr,i

]
= V fault

s,A (A.5)

On the other hand, for to ≤ t, α(t) and Rf (t) in (A.4) can be
replaced withα andRf , respectively. Comparing the so-updated
(A.4) for to ≤ t, with (A.5) verifies that Fi(t) = Ifaultr,i , and
hence, the first equality in (A.3).

With respect to (A.2), (A.4) can be expanded for tf ≤ t < to
as below

⎧
⎪⎪⎨

⎪⎪⎩

α∗Ufault
s,A + 3R∗

f [I
fault
s,0 + F0(t)] = V fault

s,A

α∗Ufault
s,A + 3R∗

f [I
fault
s,1 + F1(t)] = V fault

s,A

α∗Ufault
s,A + 3R∗

f [I
fault
s,2 + F2(t)] = V fault

s,A

(A.6)

One can easily deduce from (A.6) that

Ifaults,0 + F0(t) = Ifaults,1 + F1(t) = Ifaults,2 + F2(t) = X
(A.7)

where X is an auxiliary variable denoting the sum inside each
pair of brackets. Adding the equations of (A.6) together and
dividing the result by 3 yields

α∗Ufault
s,A +R∗

f

[
Ifaults,A + F0(t) + F1(t) + F2(t)

]
= V fault

s,A

(A.8)
Comparing (A.8) with (A.1) written for tf ≤ t < to, one can
conclude that

F0(t) + F1(t) + F2(t) = 0 (A.9)
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It follows from (A.6)–(A.8) and (16) that

X =
1

3
Ifaults,A =

1

3

2∑

j=0

βjI
fault
f (A.10)

Having obtained X , Fi(t) can be calculated for tf ≤ t < to
from (A.7) and (16) as below

Fi(t) =
1

3

2∑

j=0

βjI
fault
f − Ifaults,i = γiI

fault
f (A.11)

This ends the verification of (A.3).
The derivation of (A.12) below is relatively easy:

Di(t) =
1

3

2∑

j=0

Is,j(t)− Is,i(t)

=

⎧
⎨

⎩

Ipostr,i ∀ to ≤ t

γiI
fault
f ∀ tf ≤ t ≤ to

(A.12)

The first equality of (A.12), i.e., Di(t) after ORCB, simply
replicates (19). The second equality of (A.12) is obtained by
replacing Is,i(t) with its equivalent expression from (16).

Eventually, (A.12) together with (A.3) results in (22).

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

The first author would like to sincerely thank Dr. S. M.
Hashemi of University of Toronto for his great help with the
validation of the proposed method.

REFERENCES

[1] S. H. Horowitz and A. G. Phadke, Power System Relaying, 3rd ed.
Hoboken, NJ, USA: Wiley, 2008.

[2] P. M. Anderson, Power System Protection, 1st ed. Piscataway, NJ, USA:
IEEE Press, 1998.

[3] W. A. Elmore, Protective Relaying: Theory and Applications. Boca Raton,
FL, USA: CRC Press, 2003.

[4] ALSTOM, Network Protection and Automation Guide. Saint-Ouen-sur-
Seine, France: ALSTOM, 2002.

[5] S. Azizi, M. Sanaye-Pasand, and M. Paolone, “A modified formula for
distance relaying of tapped transmission lines with grounded neutrals,”
IEEE Trans. Power Del., vol. 34, no. 2, pp. 690–699, Apr. 2019.

[6] T. H. Shi, H. Zhang, P. Liu, D. J. Zhang, and Q. H. Wu, “Accelerated trip of
power transmission line based on biorthogonal wavelet analysis,” in Proc.
Power Eng. Soc. Summer Meeting, 2000, vol. 3, pp. 1333–1337.

[7] A. Sharafi, M. Sanaye-Pasand, and P. Jafarian, “Non-communication
protection of parallel transmission lines using breakers open-switching
travelling waves,” IET Gener., Transmiss. Distrib., vol. 6, no. 1, pp. 88–98,
Jan. 2012.

[8] A. T. Johns, R. K. Aggarwal, and Z. Q. Bo, “Non-unit protection technique
for EHV transmission systems based on fault-generated noise. Part 1:
Signal measurement,” IEE Proc., Gener., Transmiss. Distrib., vol. 141,
no. 2, pp. 133–140, Mar. 1994.

[9] A. Mahari and M. Sanaye-Pasand, “An accelerated single-pole trip scheme
for zone-2 faults of distance relays,” IEEE Trans. Power Del., vol. 32,
no. 2, pp. 678–687, Apr. 2017.

[10] A. G. Phadke and S. H. Horowitz, “Adaptive relaying,” IEEE Comput.
Appl. Power, vol. 3, no. 3, pp. 47–51, Jul. 1990.

[11] G. Rosas-Ortiz and T. S. Sidhu, “High-speed backup scheme for zone
2 of non-pilot distance relays,” IET Gener., Transmiss. Distrib., vol. 1,
no. 6, pp. 938–947, Nov. 2007.

[12] L. Pei, C. Deshu, P. Hua, O. P. Malik, and G. S. Hope, “Analysis of an
accelerated trip scheme for faults in the second zone of protection of
a transmission line,” IEEE Trans. Power Del., vol. 5, no. 1, pp. 72–78,
Jan. 1990.

[13] C. Deshu, L. Pei, P. Hua, G. S. Hope, and O. P. Malik, “Scheme for
accelerated trip for faults in the second zone of protection of a transmission
line,” IEEE Trans. Power Del., vol. 4, no. 2, pp. 942–948, Apr. 1989.

[14] T. S. Sidhu, P. Ye, and M. S. Sachdev, “Accelerated trip scheme for second-
zone distance protection,” IEE Proc., Gener., Transmiss. Distrib., vol. 150,
no. 3, pp. 325–333, May 2003.

[15] H. A. Darwish, T. A. Kawady, A. M. I. Taalab, and O. P. Malik, “Robust
non-communication line protection scheme using novel quantities,” in
Proc. IEEE Power Eng. Soc. General Meeting, Montreal, QC, Canada,
2006, pp. 1–8.

[16] Z. Q. Bo, “Adaptive non-communication protection for power lines bo
scheme 1-the delayed operation approach,” IEEE Trans. Power Del.,
vol. 17, no. 1, pp. 85–91, Jan. 2002.

[17] Z. Q. Bo, “Adaptive non-communication protection for power lines bo
scheme. II. The instant operation approach,” IEEE Trans. Power Del.,
vol. 17, no. 1, pp. 92–96, Jan. 2002.

[18] V. Leitloff and P. Bastard, “Novel algorithm for accelerated second zone
tripping of non-unit distance protection,” in Proc. 7th Int. Conf. Develop.
Power Syst. Protection, 2001, pp. 434–437.

[19] P. J. Moore and H. Al-Nasseri, “Improved zone 2 acceleration scheme
using sound phase seen impedance,” in Proc. 8th IEE Int. Conf. Develop.
Power Syst. Protection, Apr. 2004, vol. 2, pp. 457–460.

[20] S. Vejdan, M. Sanaye-Pasand, and T. S. Sidhu, “Accelerated zone II
operation of distance relay using impedance change directions,” IEEE
Trans. Power Del., vol. 32, no. 6, pp. 2462–2471, Dec. 2017.

[21] C. A. Desoer and E. S. Kuh, Basic Circuit Theory. New York, NY, USA:
McGraw-Hill, 2009.

[22] S. Azizi, M. Sun, V. Terzija, and M. Popov, “Noncomunication accelerated
sequential tripping for remote-end faults on transmission lines,” in Proc.
IEEE Milan PowerTech, Jun. 2019, pp. 1–6.

[23] Matpower: A matlab power system simulation package, 2011. [Online].
Available: http://www.pserc.cornell.edu/matpower/

[24] G. Benmouyal, “Removal of DC-offset in current waveforms using digital
mimic filtering,” IEEE Trans. Power Del., vol. 10, no. 2, pp. 621–630,
Apr. 1995.

[25] M. Kizilcay and T. Pniok, “Digital simulation of fault arcs in power
systems,” Int. Trans. Elect. Energy Syst., vol. 1, no. 1, pp. 55–60, Jan. 1991.

[26] IEEE Standard for Synchrophasor Measurements for Power Systems, IEEE
Std. C37.118.1-2011, 2011.

[27] A. G. Phadke and J. S. Thorp, Synchronized Phasor Measurements and
Their Applications, 3rd ed. Berlin, Germany: Springer, 2008.

[28] V. Terzija, V. Stanojevic, M. Popov, and L. van der Sluis, “Digital metering
of power components according to IEEE Standard 1459-2000 using the
newton-type algorithm,” IEEE Trans. Instrum. Meas., vol. 56, no. 6,
pp. 2717–2724, Dec. 2007.

[29] V. Terzija and V. Stanojevic, “Two-stage improved recursive Newton
type algorithm for power quality indices estimation,” IEEE Trans. Power
Delivery, vol. 22, no. 3, pp. 1351–1359, Jul. 2007.

Sadegh Azizi (M’16–SM’19) received the B.Sc. de-
gree from K. N. Toosi University of Technology,
Tehran, Iran, in 2007, the M.Sc. degree from Sharif
University of Technology, Tehran, Iran, in 2010, and
the Ph.D. degree from University of Tehran, Tehran,
Iran, in 2016, all in electrical power engineering.

He is currently a Lecturer in Smart Energy Systems
with the School of Electronic and Electrical Engineer-
ing, University of Leeds, Leeds, U.K.

From June 2016 to January 2019, he was with
The University of Manchester as a Postdoctoral Re-

searcher leading their work on the protection Work Package of the EU H2020
MIGRATE project, in collaboration with more than 20 European Transmission
System Operators and research institutes. He was with the Energy and System
Study Center, Monenco Iran Consulting Engineers Co., from 2009 to 2011, and
the Iran Grid Management Co., Tehran, Iran, from 2013 to 2016. Since 2014, he
has been collaborating with the Distributed Electrical Systems Laboratory at the
Swiss Federal Institute of Technology of Lausanne. He is an Associate Editor for
the International Journal of Electrical Power and Energy Systems. He is also
a Task Leader of Cigré WG B5.57, which is investigating new challenges of
frequency protection in modern power systems. His research interests include
applications of wide-area monitoring, protection and control systems, digital
protective relays, and applications of power electronics in power systems.

Authorized licensed use limited to: TU Delft Library. Downloaded on July 30,2020 at 12:26:34 UTC from IEEE Xplore.  Restrictions apply. 

http://www.pserc.cornell.edu/matpower/


AZIZI et al.: HIGH-SPEED DISTANCE RELAYING OF THE ENTIRE LENGTH OF TRANSMISSION LINES 1959

Mingyu Sun (S’15) received the B.Eng. degree in
electrical engineering from Shandong University, Ji-
nan, China, in 2013, and the M.Sc. degree in electrical
power system engineering from The University of
Manchester, Manchester, U.K., in 2014. He is cur-
rently working toward the Ph.D. degree in electri-
cal engineering with The University of Manchester,
Manchester, U.K. He has also been an Associate
Innovation Engineer with National Grid Electricity
Transmission, U.K., since 2019. His research interests
include application of power electronics in power

systems, and wide-area monitoring, protection, and control systems.

Gaoyuan Liu (S’19) received the B.Eng.(Hons.) de-
gree with top rank in electrical and electronic engi-
neering from The University of Manchester, Manch-
ester, U.K., and the B.Eng. degree in electrical engi-
neering and its automation from North China Elec-
tric Power University, Beijing, China, in 2015. He
is currently working toward the Ph.D. degree with
The University of Manchester, Manchester, U.K. In
November 2019, he was with the Institute of Com-
munication and Power Networks, the University of
Leeds, Leeds, U.K. as a Visiting Researcher. From

March 2017 to January 2019, he has worked on the protection Work Package
of the EU H2020 MIGRATE project and since January 2019 he has taken on
the leadership of the research team with the University of Manchester. His
research interests include wide-area monitoring and protection, system integrity
protection schemes, and large-scale integration of renewable energy sources.

Marjan Popov (M’95–SM’03) received the Dipl-
Ing. degree in electrical power engineering from the
University of Saints Cyril and Methodius, Skopje, the
Republic of Macedonia, in 1993, and the Ph.D. degree
in electrical power engineering from the Delft Univer-
sity of Technology, Delft, The Netherlands, in 2002.
He is also a Chevening Alumnus and, in 1997, he was
an Academic Visitor with the University of Liverpool,
Liverpool, U.K., working in the Arc Research Group
on modeling SF6 circuit breakers. His major fields of
interest are in future power systems, large-scale power

system transients, intelligent protection for future power systems, and wide-area
monitoring and protection. He is a member of Cigré and actively participated in
WG C4.502 and WG A2/C4.39. In 2010, he received the prestigious Dutch Hidde
Nijland Prize for extraordinary research achievements. He was the recipient of
the IEEE PES Prize Paper Award and IEEE Switchgear Committee Award in
2011 and an Associate Editor for Elsevier’s International Journal of Electrical
Power and Energy Systems.

Vladimir Terzija (M’95–SM’00–F’16) was born in
Donji Baraci (former Yugoslavia). He received the
Dipl-Ing., M.Sc., and Ph.D. degrees in electrical en-
gineering from the University of Belgrade, Belgrade,
Serbia, in 1988, 1993, and 1997, respectively.

He is the Engineering and Physical Science Re-
search Council Chair Professor in Power System En-
gineering with the Department of Electrical and Elec-
tronic Engineering, The University of Manchester,
Manchester, U.K., where he has been since 2006.
From 1997 to 1999, he was an Assistant Professor

with the University of Belgrade, Belgrade, Serbia. From 2000 to 2006, he was a
Senior Specialist for switchgear and distribution automation with ABB, Ratin-
gen, Germany. His current research interests include smart grid applications,
wide-area monitoring, protection and control, multi-energy systems, switchgear
and transient processes, ICT, data analytics, and digital signal processing appli-
cations in power systems.

Prof. Terzija is the Editor-in-Chief for the International Journal of Electrical
Power and Energy Systems, Alexander von Humboldt Fellow, as well as a DAAD
and Taishan Scholar. He was the recipient of the Qilu Friendship Award, China
(2018). Since 2018, he has been the National Thousand Talents Distinguished
Professor with Shandong University, Jinan, China.

Authorized licensed use limited to: TU Delft Library. Downloaded on July 30,2020 at 12:26:34 UTC from IEEE Xplore.  Restrictions apply. 



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 0
  /ParseDSCComments false
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo true
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
    /Algerian
    /Arial-Black
    /Arial-BlackItalic
    /Arial-BoldItalicMT
    /Arial-BoldMT
    /Arial-ItalicMT
    /ArialMT
    /ArialNarrow
    /ArialNarrow-Bold
    /ArialNarrow-BoldItalic
    /ArialNarrow-Italic
    /ArialUnicodeMS
    /BaskOldFace
    /Batang
    /Bauhaus93
    /BellMT
    /BellMTBold
    /BellMTItalic
    /BerlinSansFB-Bold
    /BerlinSansFBDemi-Bold
    /BerlinSansFB-Reg
    /BernardMT-Condensed
    /BodoniMTPosterCompressed
    /BookAntiqua
    /BookAntiqua-Bold
    /BookAntiqua-BoldItalic
    /BookAntiqua-Italic
    /BookmanOldStyle
    /BookmanOldStyle-Bold
    /BookmanOldStyle-BoldItalic
    /BookmanOldStyle-Italic
    /BookshelfSymbolSeven
    /BritannicBold
    /Broadway
    /BrushScriptMT
    /CalifornianFB-Bold
    /CalifornianFB-Italic
    /CalifornianFB-Reg
    /Centaur
    /Century
    /CenturyGothic
    /CenturyGothic-Bold
    /CenturyGothic-BoldItalic
    /CenturyGothic-Italic
    /CenturySchoolbook
    /CenturySchoolbook-Bold
    /CenturySchoolbook-BoldItalic
    /CenturySchoolbook-Italic
    /Chiller-Regular
    /ColonnaMT
    /ComicSansMS
    /ComicSansMS-Bold
    /CooperBlack
    /CourierNewPS-BoldItalicMT
    /CourierNewPS-BoldMT
    /CourierNewPS-ItalicMT
    /CourierNewPSMT
    /EstrangeloEdessa
    /FootlightMTLight
    /FreestyleScript-Regular
    /Garamond
    /Garamond-Bold
    /Garamond-Italic
    /Georgia
    /Georgia-Bold
    /Georgia-BoldItalic
    /Georgia-Italic
    /Haettenschweiler
    /HarlowSolid
    /Harrington
    /HighTowerText-Italic
    /HighTowerText-Reg
    /Impact
    /InformalRoman-Regular
    /Jokerman-Regular
    /JuiceITC-Regular
    /KristenITC-Regular
    /KuenstlerScript-Black
    /KuenstlerScript-Medium
    /KuenstlerScript-TwoBold
    /KunstlerScript
    /LatinWide
    /LetterGothicMT
    /LetterGothicMT-Bold
    /LetterGothicMT-BoldOblique
    /LetterGothicMT-Oblique
    /LucidaBright
    /LucidaBright-Demi
    /LucidaBright-DemiItalic
    /LucidaBright-Italic
    /LucidaCalligraphy-Italic
    /LucidaConsole
    /LucidaFax
    /LucidaFax-Demi
    /LucidaFax-DemiItalic
    /LucidaFax-Italic
    /LucidaHandwriting-Italic
    /LucidaSansUnicode
    /Magneto-Bold
    /MaturaMTScriptCapitals
    /MediciScriptLTStd
    /MicrosoftSansSerif
    /Mistral
    /Modern-Regular
    /MonotypeCorsiva
    /MS-Mincho
    /MSReferenceSansSerif
    /MSReferenceSpecialty
    /NiagaraEngraved-Reg
    /NiagaraSolid-Reg
    /NuptialScript
    /OldEnglishTextMT
    /Onyx
    /PalatinoLinotype-Bold
    /PalatinoLinotype-BoldItalic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Italic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Roman
    /Parchment-Regular
    /Playbill
    /PMingLiU
    /PoorRichard-Regular
    /Ravie
    /ShowcardGothic-Reg
    /SimSun
    /SnapITC-Regular
    /Stencil
    /SymbolMT
    /Tahoma
    /Tahoma-Bold
    /TempusSansITC
    /TimesNewRomanMT-ExtraBold
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-Bold
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-BoldCond
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-BoldIt
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-Cond
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-CondIt
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-Italic
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-ItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPSMT
    /Times-Roman
    /Trebuchet-BoldItalic
    /TrebuchetMS
    /TrebuchetMS-Bold
    /TrebuchetMS-Italic
    /Verdana
    /Verdana-Bold
    /Verdana-BoldItalic
    /Verdana-Italic
    /VinerHandITC
    /Vivaldii
    /VladimirScript
    /Webdings
    /Wingdings2
    /Wingdings3
    /Wingdings-Regular
    /ZapfChanceryStd-Demi
    /ZWAdobeF
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages false
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 900
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00111
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages false
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 1200
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00083
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages false
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00063
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create PDFs that match the "Suggested"  settings for PDF Specification 4.0)
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice




