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Table 1 Weekday's load characteristics indexes from 2006-2013

A G314 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2006—2013
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Table 2 Fluctuations of each weekday's load
characteristics index from 2006-2013
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Table 3 Mean and standard deviation of each
weekday 's load characteristics index

mH A i 17 % Hit/hAfir® HeGER
A 0.849 0.690 0.310
PR o 0.019 0.042 0.042
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Table 4 Index fluctuation amplitude under 95%

probability
bigE| Hffi® AE/AAE Higseg
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Table 5 Weekend load characteristics indexes from 2006-2013

AF (3} /4F 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2006—2013
5.3 0.876 0.884 0.905 0914 0.896 0923 0.868 0.872 0.923
H i i % R 0.846 0.864 0.850 0.853 0.859 0.858 0.834 0.839 0.850
s 0.812 0.836 0.784 0.811 0.828 0.807 0.810 0.810 0.784
X 0.762 0.770 0.802 0.801 0.755 0.823 0.700 0.713 0.823
EECTN TR S ] 0,702 0.739 0.710 0.700 0.709 0.701 0.652 0.654 0.692
e/l 0.625 0.702 0.578 0.624 0.663 0.634 0.615 0.592 0.578
SN 0.375 0.298 0.422 0.376 0.337 0.366 0.385 0.408 0422
H g5 2 4 -y 0.298 0.261 0.290 0.300 0.291 0.299 0.348 0.346 0.308

2N 0.238 0.230 0.198 0.199 0.245 0.177 0.300 0.287 0.177
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Table 6 Fluctuations of each weekend daily load
characteristics index from 2006-2013

pops Anfik _ _ARTABE ARG LK
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Table 7 Mean and standard deviation of each weekend
daily load characteristics index
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Table 8 Index fluctuation amplitude under 95%

probability
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Table 9 Checking error percentage of each model

%
G A (1) K (2) X (3) A (4)
2006 -1.8 -2.8 4.1 5.9
2007 <25 -33 7.0 8.6
2008 -1.8 =29 4.8 6.4
2009 0.4 -0.7 -0.8 1.0
2010 0.3 -0.5 -0.8 0.5
2011 1.9 0.4 -4.0 -1.6
2012 3.2 1.4 -5.8 -3.1
2013 3.5 2.4 -6.5 -5.1
2006—2013 0.4 -0.4 -0.8 0.2
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Table 10 Long-term typical daily load characteristic
forecasting

{7} 2013 2015 2020 2030

H i fif 4 0.837 0.845 0.835 0.826

TfEH HB/NREHE 0649 0.654 0.648 0.641
HEgGEHE 0351 0.346 0.352 0.359

H 1 faf % 0.839 0.847 0.837 0.828

Fx  HEDAEE 0654 0.659 0.653 0.646
HEgF 28 0346 0.341 0.347 0.354
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