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 EMAFREEMGLE, LR E A SRR WA M 648 T, Bd a2 o BE B E R
K, B IR AALE & 4P & 48 i & 430 (power quality disturbances, PQDs) 69 iR B 45 FE 4R IR & %7 4k o K 12 5| xF &
NEGFTEENEETRAAEL T, b, LI E —F L T3 &4 57 A % A £ (stacked sparse auto encoder,
SSAE) #= a7 457 4% 22 M 44 (feedforward neural network , FENN) #9 &, 4t R = 4 &M 5 £ F k. 4 &, T IEEE /744
72 PQDs {5 A#EA | K5, & 5 & F SSAE-FFNN #§ PQDs % £ AR | 5 7] A 45 7% 2 354 JZ (scaled conjugate gradient,
SCG) S i A R HAT AL , VAR 340 JE T Wik 2 o M BN SR 3K , B, A A AR & M 409 A 45 K ) B 4%
B R AR S AF AR, 4 3E SSAE 6938 B 4 BAMORA R e, ) S ATIRIE X T 7 ik ed 5 KR G
M A AE R R AL, SRE, P 5 AR AR B R Z AW, R ZR D Fe LT W8
21 A FM B TR KBRS KR E,

KBIR: B2 L AW 0K ERHIR A %S (SSAE) ; IR EAFAEFRI; 45 A L 445 £ (SCG) 5 7 44T 2 W %

(FFNN)

4R S TM732 X HERPRARED : A

0 3l

UTAER , 32 T AL R A i F 180 A L R 23 A U
VBT B A BT A G A
FERGFE R R A, Sh SRR e AN A A, I
R TV R R I A5 H BB R () A, 45 L L P
DA B 2 I Ty R 2 A R TR AR T A
L BT = 4 3l ( power quality disturbances, PQDs) 43
Mo v g 22 48 15 G A I 135 B Y i 42, S B H R
H,PQDs MR L, dh B AR 5 8, I,
PsAERR R PQDs HAHETE X,

A POQDs YUl RRAE 4R BRI 3 2R 1 21
IR AR R IR P45 S A B A R v A
B ACEARIRIBL S5 5 4L, 5 7 A R
{8 L 75§62 ( short-time fourier transform , STFT) 7
JNJE S (wavelet transform, WT) H810 /Ny 4 25
(wavelet packet transform, WPT) il g Qi}ﬁ{m'm] .
i AR A 4 (hilbert-huang transform , HHT) [17-19]
S LA D7 AR R AR Hr 5 s, AT L[] A P J5
FFIXS PQDs {55 264770 Hr , REAE 15 B FF 2L 1] |
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HOEER RTINS e 1 MU 7 ) 2 S 1 0
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KITER T T 25 N Y 43 28 J5 15, WA 12 45
(fuzzy logic,FL) ™" s 4 (decision tree, DT) "2
S AR T WL 2 2T 1 0 3607 8, T SCHF 1) L
('support vector machine, SVM ) N T N
(artificial neural network , ANN) 2% &&= Horp 3L
FL 1 DT %5328 77 1 48 HA G5 43 H7 7 5, 432K
R A A (HZ AT X8 19 PQDs, 4328 45 1 1R BE
A TR, SVM Bk 5, HARMERY SVM H e
FR R 232 () R, ik R PQDs ] R 2504 22 73 S
R 2 AW, R, X T2 4% PQDs, SVM 553k
AR 7S 142 2 B e e I e R S A

R ARRRAE $ ORI 23 28 U T v X BB AR B AH 2
B NG BE  (BAL GE R R B BT 1 KB IRFE N &
R AT P, AR R AL F2 B o B v A F A, IR
BRI AN A . HARSE 2 5048 A AR 4L &
RV G — W BLEARSE  IRMESR IR FZ 7Y PQDs
FROE ARAE B = 0l 1, AN, BEE B BL L ) R G
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Tiido SCHRL27 ] A A 4 O B 15 24 sh 5
R ) &, T R NP Sh AR AL, SR 5 A P TR
{5 M %% (deep belief network , DBN) sZ¥ 4 54025, (H
XTI B 2R 78 R REAT RGRAE IR Rk, STk [ 28 ]
WITE—4E PQDs {55 5 415 3 1 — 4 K5 1) KL Al
b, Rl AR 22 i 25 B 2% ( residual neural network,
ResNet ) $& HUEMR TR BERHE , BB S A7 M 9215 5 4F
(17 =1 ey 93 2 R 1R = N NI = A L

H g% (autoencoder, AE ) A Sy — 7 JC i B Y
TRBEE 2] P, © 0 5 i R | PR AR L o3 26
PUNEES ., R AE $2H0 PQDs FFAEAS T Z K 5
SEI N, A g A S T R, BT L RE
— PSR PQDs IR BEFRHE, JF itk Tl Thi &
W0 2 BEAIL B fiy A A A 3 80 B U V1T 0 285 R AN [] £ [
A, PRI, SCH A PQDs HFAE B 3l 48 B KRR 5
i PQDs 7p 2 1Y £ BE R, it — M AL T3 S
Bt B gt sy (stacked sparse auto encoder , SSAE ) FlRij
TRAH 25 ) 2% (feedforward neural network , FFNN) %] Hi,
REmT R S A, w2 EME A
i % (sparse auto encoder, SAE) & JZ A0 & & &
Peshny 2 PQDs B4, 36 o v it 1 J0) 331 IR o] e A1
JZE R LA 2 B L ol ) AP A T B AL
b, 2% B3 SAE Hh AN [a] 1) 2 400 B W] 1 27 2
5| A Y5 i YE Bf B (scaled conjugate gradient,
SCG) B HATM 48 S A0 1H 38 0 A 8% . 38 6
B R 2 AR R AR AR 12K, IR @ 2 SSAE 52
B PQDs ¢k (1 H B #E M, K5, R FFNN Xf
PQDs AU AT 73 28115, fieo , ik MATLAB fj
HAF3] PODs J I 8454 , Jf- 1 iF SSAE-FFNN 5 £l
) R Z8 25 A, Bk H ) AT P S k. A, R
TR MRS RS Bl K AN [ AR ORT SR A A AR
AR Xof T PSR 1) 8 e 1 T2 A 1 M 7 s R
BREAT B , IR FH S D0 8040 361k 3 rh Oy 5 AR 52 B
HL ) R 40 v 0 3 D o

1 PQDs &3l

IEEE Std 1159-2019"*"% PQDs %1143k 9 Ffi . i
B T (swell) (Ho TR (sag) HL B H 7 (outage ) |
1 e A2 (flicker) VB4R (oscillatory ) (7 2 ik i
(impulse ) | i J%/[8] i ¢ ( harmonics ) | B, J& Gt 0
(notch) (HLJEARIE (spike) . PQDs BIRIANR »

(1) EE#EY V()

V(t) =sin(wt) (1)

K o HEEAIE,

(2) HEE T, (1)

v()=[1+a(u(t-t) —ult-t)) Jsin(wt)
(2)
Kb o BN SNIEE, 0.1 < a < 0.85 ¢, 1, 535
HARSITHIR IS RN, T<1t, -1, < 9T, T H3h
G u HBTER R
(3) HLJERRE v, (1) o
v(t)=[1 —alu(t—t,) —u(t —t,)) |sin(wt)
(3)
XF: 0l <=a<09;T<1,
(4) H W 0,(0) o
v;() =[1 —a(u(t —t,) —u(t—1t,)) Jsin(wt)
(4)

-, < 9T,

AHF:09<as<13T<y,
(5) HENZE v, (1) .
v,(¢) = (1 + asin(Bwt) ) sin( wt) (5)
HH: 0.1 < a<0.2; B NN REL, 0.1 <
B <02,
(6) EHEHRG vs(1) o
v5(1) =sin(wt) +ae " sin(Bw(t —1,)) X
(u(t =) —u(t=—¢,)) (6)
X 01 < a<0.2; 7 HIRGEBMARL, 0.008 <
71<0.04;6 <B<18;005T <1, -t <3T,
(7) Fashkog(e)
ve(t) =a(u(t —t,) —u(t —t,)) +sin(wt)

(7)

-t <9T,

.1 <a=<3;005T <1y,
(8) W v;(1) o
v,(t) = sin(wt) + a;sin(3wt) + assin(Swt) +
a,sin(Twt) + oy sin(1lwt) (8)
s o050y 23 3.5, 7 11 YK I AY
{H;0.05 <o, <0.15,: =3,5,7,11,
(9) MBI vy(1) .

vg(t) = — sgn(sin(wt)) ;)a(u(t - (1, +0.02d)) -
u(t = (t, +0.02d))) + sin(wt) (9)
b e d B LR A8 0.1 < o < 0.4;0.01T <
t, —t, < 0.05T,
(10) HLH2RUE vy(1) o

vo(t) = sgn(sin(wt) ) ;)a(u(t - (t, +0.02d)) -
u(t = (t, +0.02d))) + sin(wt) (10)
HF:01 <a<04;001T<t, -1, <0.05T,
H—R1 PQDs I AN 1 PR .
ME—H PQDs FHY 1 22 I X n] LU i, 4R
SIS RYIEAE b HE T B B Al E 8 i 3 ok Y = ik

-t < 3T,
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(a) EEFEEII (b) HEEFE () EEF*LE
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HERTIE MM
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1 H—3 PQDs iFE#f
Fig.1 Single PQDs waveforms
TUREIRIE B o KA PQDs (1) $0 A58 WY L)
FE 24— 7 PQDs 418, fy it 15 2 52 4
PQDs ME-A RN E
Voo () = (g (/¥ e () /Y e () ) Vi () X
(sIn(2) + Yiummonics (1) YV oote (1) /¥ e (1) /Y e (1) ) +

y osuillalury( t)/y impulse( t) (11)
AHr: sin(e) ﬂﬂﬁ‘(ﬁﬂié’i@i‘ﬁl, ysag(t) N yswe]](t) N

Y ouage (1) 73R VL BT R R TH RN PR T A 4 3l
yﬂioker(t)j‘j%rlﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁj.%'}/nmch(t)\y:pike(t)
yns(llldlorv(t) ylmpulse(t) 35 Ay E R R T R A 0
BENRG R SIK B Eh 15 5,0 (1) Al F'ﬁ:
BN T3 Yiarmonics (1) AIEPALBI T

WG T PQDs i N2 5 2% R 54
HE G 221 UM RS 5 B PQDs £y il
T, X8 AP S an i 2 Jirs .

*1 E4&2 PQDs ###ER

Table 1 Mathematical model composite PQDs
PQDs Z&Jjl| Bop Al
WEAET v10(0) = Yo (D) (I + Yirmonies (1) )
AR vn(1) = yae(0) (8in(8) + Yiamonics (1))
WP 1200 = Youage (1) (5I0CE) + Vrnonics (£) )
RN 0300 = Yiioke (8 (8I0(8) + Yiamonies (1))
N7+ Tt 014(8) = ¥ (1) ¥pioker (1) sin ()
PN 7%+ 015(8) = ¥aag(8) Yiioker (1) sin(t)

2 PQDs 4Z#EE

21 B%EE(AE)
AE J& T FENN, 5 T e 20 Fic, R HC Ao o 2
Haon S AJZ MR, HERGEE K/ANBEA PR AR

EEHE/p u.
Eﬁ)i/p u.
EEH:/p u.

?WWWM °WWW

ISF /s I Ta)/s
(a) W+ T (b) WU

HTIETJ/S B'JLIEﬂ/s
(d) BN (e) WA+HTI
E2 E&% PQDs Kg#
Fig.2 Composite PQDs waveforms
A A s AR ) 8 T 23 2L A8, - P 5 1)
LB SR S fuli by tE U TT BB 3 A\ BT , 451 2
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(f) INZ+E
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EEE/p u.
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Fig.3 Structure of AE for PQDs classification
HE— IR PODs HgidE X, X = {x,,
xy,,x, 1 ,x, e RY n MUIGAEARS, N, N AE
i A R R R 2 TR O R M 4T
BN, BZR oA F = {fi.fo,f.} , f e
RY iR X = {x),xh, e x) ), x
R"™, Hf 0 = (Wu) W, 5b(l) ,bu)) W 2 2
5, W(l) e RM N W(z) e R 53 AR Rt s A
FFE R 2% PO ASUARL R B b, e R" b, e R 43514
S 45 P A T g 1) v ) o DU B R A 2
F8 i s ek i -
fi=ho(Wix, +b,) (12)
h(Z)(WQ)fi + b(z)) (13>
by o gy 300 R G g R AR R g 4 4% 12 bR
B, W e FE S LKA (Sigmoid) .
o1 AE BNk H A8 2 08 i A S 1l 21 S
L PR AR (157 2] S B AT DU A Dy s/ ME— > 4
REREE ST X 5 X 892250 SCPRATY DT
1%#% (mean squared error, MSE ) /f 5 51 2% ek %k ( B
AE FEIRZE)
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1 & )
— x —-x' 14
SO ERE (14)

2.2 PQDs R E4FEIRE

il AR AR R 58 A5 1 (BRUk 2 K /NN T
NJZ)  BEBURRAE J2 38 3o R ] Besd )2 0 /N ol i 4
B, AN RERA DR M 25 27 2] BIA RN RRIE . R B 1R X
0L, SCH ] SAE, SAE 78 5 /& 4 119 %5 8] b 4mhd,
FEAE R AERE F A T I — > it 1 U35, 45 7
(7] — B[R] A B i 1% pft 28 0 A TG BR A, LA 1k
AE B S il #% o 7E40 2% R £ in A Kullback-
Leibler 2§50 RE 1 A g 1E I €2, iy

Ny Ny
/ p
‘Qsparsily = Z KKI,(p || p]> = Zpln(ir) +
j=1 j=1 Pj

E; =

(1 —p)ln(ll __5;) (15)

, 1 n l n
p;= ;;f(lw('xi) = ;; hey (Wi %+ by )

(16)
L K (p |l p)) J951 AK Kullback-Leibler %
T, p AR BRI TV YOS A, PR A R L ] 2
B, p's N EGHEZ A M2 T B9 P 20 E
Soy (x0) NEEGEZ S j A TCIENGRAEAR x, B
{ﬁ{ﬁfﬁ,Wunﬁﬂ{E%ﬁI@ W(l) E':J%] ﬁ?;b(l),jyﬂﬂﬁﬂﬂ
B b 5 Wi, pl 5 p FHEERT, .0, N 05 p)
5 p WS , 0, THBOR
WA AN SR SAE ), nl GE2x th 3R 1 AR
i L U 30 A 4 K, I3 8 SAE i LG i 1
D, PEA5T R BRI 3G A0 — > ASUAEL T DU T3 T S 4 3 ol
TEOL e BUEIENIT 02, 0, 7452 BUERE R T Z
AL FR L2 G,
Qs = %z Z Zl (w(/c),j,m>2 (17)

=1 s m
Kb wey ;. HBUEFERE W, B55 j 115 m )
TR
S LAH i A W A 12 0 W2 )5, SAE [ 46
R RBON -
Eqp =E + )\l"(zweighls + )\Znsparsi(y (18)
AP Ay L2 IEWII A AR & A, g i g L DU £
SSAE £~ SAE gk, B2 FEPURFIE , I 415
FIRRFAE A TR | S BAUERME, OF HL4EJE 3/
SSAE (il Zhid #2221~ SAE $#ZIUT I 25 , K5 26 —
A~ SAE F BR = i 41 28 — 4> SAE B, A
B, B 7 2 PODs RUFRFIEREEE Fy = {fus
Juzsifua b S HB MO AE ARSI 4, Hop
BEBUZ 19 5 1035 I B2 S S (AR X, Ny, W N 8

B A5 LA Z T RREOZ M 2o L= 1,
2, M) o T L5 PQDs $EIEFRIUT 3%, SSAE
VR —FhIC B WL G 7 2] O ik, oAU AR 2296 %
N A 1 eI AR e ik AN H 30 P P ) A

It

AfAL

PQDs
' AR
PQDs
JE e A4

Sl d1
B4 FT PQDs 43251 SSAE 44

Fig.4 Structure of SSAE for PQDs classification

5 SSAE W45 Hh A7 e i i 29 o, A it A B eI
SR 2 I ] DL D B8 70 2 0 SRR, B A [+
IS ECR IS [A) 1 2 2] 38 BAL 48 i B B2 B 5
VS P T R Ay 2 > 8, I P e R
FERY A Ty ) PR S8 BOAR R BT A B BE 1Y B
BN R, HIX TR —E 27 A e RIS, B
BoHB AR R B, 7T I 2k 5 ARy
2% SRR PRI YRS B ( conjugate gradient, CG) Bk
£} SSAE-FFNN Ry illl 255512

CC FIERUIEAER 2 I 2 > i CG
89 5 Tl PHA T 15 2%, 3 i WA S5 L 3l T R
H CC LT EAR A= WL IR A4k SR AR 5
HERRAE I, DN IE R AR T 4 R B AU T3 AR . €6
SVEFA AR P A A 20K 18 HA R AUE Y
M 28 rh R RAE . R CC SR i 42 0 45
AT .

HST, WIR S BN 6,, 7 XHIR IR DT ) d,
N A bR R g BITAKL, B dy =— gy =— 0E/ 96,
E Ry EbRei%. A5, R M S5

0., =6, +ad, (19)
AP o ) Bl R R R RS0 E
TN MERITE d,,, S SRR R 5 1
diy =g B4, (20)
X B, WIS HL, 2 — A br i, TEAS TR LA 1Y)
CG HiEH A AR,
2.3 SSAE-FFNN #8% ijll 2 & %

SCRBETTE) PQDs 23R ) SSAE HI FFNN 2
FPZE2H A, FENN 25485 AR AR, D3 HAE T4
JEI 2 TEBOR Rl SSAE #1 FENN 41 i f#) PQDs
YRR S s . BERLIR O 3 BB S — By
B BAE AL B K PQDs JBIE AR B Ay o 4 14 5 5 —
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Br Bt R T SSAE AUFFALSRHL, K 4ERY PQDs Kdfs
BRA S AR 2k 1Y % B R AE 40 B 5 56 — B B ik T
FENN (94087028, i i PQDs MR8 0 70 26
4R

ihesl  WESEM O RRE EE

J W (l f

LD

M\MMAML

Ol ¢+ houb| Ofcl| D)
PQDs by b
R A KOs !
L MNE L = P MR
POV B F:TSSAEH) ' SETFFNNIY
pos FEAEFEEY b B

E 5 Z%E-F SSAE-FFNN fJ PQDs 4 Z1&E 5!

Fig.5 Classification model for PQDs
based on SSAE-FFNN

F I SSAE 425X PQDs #ik, Hil i FFNN 52 8H
a3, SSAE-FFNN 73R A el 6 fFizn .

HL B B i Al

HAmTAL L P
1]

LG = 1
oy
v |
5G] [REEGS%)] RE0s%—
— § FhR
i Thr&EHE  |[SSAE-FFNN
fiE == F Y H
5 | | SSAEZZ I 45 Y

EY Tife e ATy

=

2

& 6 SSAE-FFNN 4Z£iR1E
Fig.6 Flow chart of SSAE-FFNN based classification

T SEBE PQDs RRHAE Y B a4 H, [F] I R 8 5
BRI 58 v I RRAE S BT 55, SCH X SSAE
T JZ N o S B BT84 A A 7 B
TERHE $2 T B, R S0 2k 0y 12 05 ¥ 38 2 Bl 4%
SAE, Il 7(a) Frn . 1696, B IohR % 1 it iR PQDs
B A SAEL, 38 2ok Z L) 25 45 L 4 A 2 B )22 , T
T A AT B s A O PQDs il . A
YN G R ik 4 i AL P 7 (scaled conjugate gradi-
ent,SCG) B 1 I Ak g A5 4 1) 2 5k DA S /AL L 2R
Eqy  BRZAFRNN G519 SAEL, 4 SAEL (1) [G80)2
B VRN SAE2 [ I ARSI 25 SAE2 . DLE
#E, 32 )2 25 SAE,

H1 TR IS0 2E 03 2 T 1 45, 51> SAE HAlifk
T 2Rz, B A SAE S50 HUE R B i
oo BIZBINGRIG 2 )2 SAE HEZE ok, e 7

(UREAERPS

BT

1

o b

________________

(a) SAEMIZ)ZTIZRE
[k %]

g =

mialiaie
DA AR
[E ..IE {2
30 :M I

D,

R ST

RHIETR S
(b) AERITHE S8y
— Wi <~ R

7 SSAE Wil % AR
Fig.7 Pre-training,fine tuning and tailoring of SSAE
(b) 7R, LA JZ I 55 1 I 45 2 800 5 I 45 114
WItR{E . 52 )2 SAE M — N RARIEATROR , WOH
SO EHIVEPNE Y OE

M M
ESSAE = EAE + Al 2 'Qweighls,(l) + /\2 2 Qsparsily,(l)
=1 =1

(21)
it':'j Qweights,(l) D -Qsparsny,m %%Uﬁ%ﬁ%%l E"J*X{EE
DU AR s 1 DU

WORIG , X4 J2 SAE JEATHBT, R4 25 SAE 1y
firth s, IR B 25 J2 SAE ByZwhhas M Jm—JZ SAE 1)
Bz o eS8 PQDs 19 A S I, % A PQDs G
PR S PQDs (IRAERF IR 26

FE57 JE B B, R b — 2545 811 PQDs HEE Al
J5i 46 PQDs 1Y #5 2 JIl 2 FFNN, Y1l 2k i 7 b >k A
SCG S [ £ 5 T 12 1 % I 2% 1) AUAEL 0 (39 1L, foff
HE i P 00 A 25 25 SR B I AR .
¥ SSAE 5 FENN HES il — DR A W 45, I %) Ho ik
174 W B 1 3000, 45 3 5L T SSAE-FFNN 1) PQDs
I RREAL,

2.4 (EEEEITEISRR

SSAE-FFNN B 2 H (1 /2 5588 PQDs 43 251H
91, R AH A P Y V8 R B 8 8 A ke T L3 S A%
Ro VN TEPRA 73 S HERR ZR (accuracy , ACC) e ,

K B 2R ( macro-average precision , macroP ) r

macroP
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%43 [1] R ( macro-average recall, macroR) 7, o iC
W RBO K, BRI E S 5 ¢,
Cy oo, O TR TR AR AN T

Tacc = dlbi (22
Npp + Ny + Nyp + Ny
1 X NTP,CA
DY [
1 X NTP,Ck

(24)

rmacroR ==
K k=1 NTP,CA, * NFN,Ck

T Nep Ny Nop N 23501 g 5088 26 v i B |
S PH R0 L PR AR A4 NFI’,Ck N NFN,Ck N
Nip o, WIBTIENES C, BFIBLHEARINEL

XFF PQDs 4328 ) 8, 7 K5 o 3 F0 % A [A] %8
[A] #f B 2, 5] A %% F1 ( macro-average F1 score,
macroF1)r, .. o [A]Ff % 243X 2 N 45458, macroF1 #
15, 728 macroP Fl macroR 45 bR ARAE 55 B[] sf 15
ATV

27 pacrob T macroR

T macroF1 = (25)

T macroP + T macroR
HEPEVHAL SSAE B R AE SR IBCHERE , £ FIEAG
¥ S U AT IS BT S

Ses =S,/8, (26)
K
Sb:kZ,lNk ||ﬂf,k My ||2 (27)
K
S, = 2 Z ||f_ﬂf,k [ ? (28)
k=1 fec,

AP S R I B 5 S, N RN f = (i fas o,
S,) FVEFAE )R sy S b RIS P YRR A 16

sy = S g RIS
N W b RSB
3 EHSHT

3.1 PQDs ##E4&£

XS PQDs BLY, /. MATLAB w4 i 3CH
Jir (9 PQDs Xidfi o it BEPLACAE R o Bt T
FSRABUHPIZ A A PQDs £ . SCh sl
{5 S HYBUE A £ 50 Hz, HUE RN o = 2f
REEFIR [, N 12.8 kHzo BEFLBIE S 10RAE S
9 10 JA, A TIPSR 256 A, ANEE RN 5
SRAE2 560 S iio 1S RS, BRI S5 5 o A
A 1000 A, BAEEAS LB 15 000 2, KX
SERE AL T ALV A AR 4 , e, 70% 19 Kb
VER IR  15% A5 St 4R , 15% A ke . I
SRR TN ZR AT 5 36 UE 4R 1 T (R A 8, 8] A

TAZHEFE B AR R 0 5 T 34 T I A B 1
IR Iz AL

3.2 PQDs $4{E#2EX

3.2.1 SSAE #ZZFllZ:

SSAE SR 526 73 2 25, 45 )2 SAE 1A [ 45 45
PPN E o I SLIRAS 2 SAEL P45 AR UELR -
kiR, aniEl 8 Fros (p BB 0.6) o HiE 8(a)
AT, SAEL [958 2% ok 0BG B0k = 1t 22 0 B0 3
k)N, B2 A 220 KR T 400 J , 453k e U LT
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Power quality composite disturbance deep feature extraction and

classification based on SCG optimized SSAE-FFNN
DING Haoyue', LYU Ganyun', SHI Mingming”, FEI Juntao®, YU Ming’, WU Qiyu’
(1. School of Electric Power Engineering, Nanjing Institute of Technology , Nanjing 211167, China;
2. State Grid Jiangsu Electric Power Co.,Ltd. Research Institute,Nanjing 211103, China;

3. State Grid Nanjing Lishui Power Supply Company of Jiangsu Electric Power Co.,Ltd.,Nanjing 211200, China)
Abstract ; With the development of the smart grid, power quality issues have been widespread in the power grid and it threaten
the safety and stability of the power grid. The monitoring data of power quality disturbances (PQDs) increase rapidly,and it is
of great significance to achieve deep feature extraction and intelligent classification of PQDs in large-scale systems for power
system pollution detection and management. To this end,stacked sparse auto encoder (SSAE) and feedforward neural network
(FFNN) based method for composite PQDs classification is proposed in this paper. Firstly, a PQDs simulation model is
constructed based on IEEE standard. Then,a PQDs classification model based on SSAE-FFNN is established, and the scaled
conjugate gradient (SCG) algorithm is used to optimize the model,in order to accelerate gradient descent and improve training
efficiency. Next,to reduce the reconstruction loss of the stacked network and extract deep low-dimensional features, the layer-
wise training and fine-tuning strategy of SSAE are constructed. Finally,the examples are used to verify the classification effect,
robustness , generalization and applicable scenario scale of the proposed method. The results show that the method can effectively
identify composite PQDs and it has a high accuracy even for both error-containing disturbances and 21 sets of measured
disturbance data of a local municipal grid.

Keywords : power quality ; composite disturbance classification ; stacked sparse auto encoder ( SSAE) ;deep feature extraction;

scaled conjugate gradient (SCG) ;feedforward neural network (FFNN)
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