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ABSTRACT The wide area situational awareness attempts at the expeditious detection of imminent system
abnormalities and alerting system operators to take appropriate measures. Because the critical situation may
arise in a system due to faults on transmission lines spanning over a long distance, phasor measurement
units (PMUs) have become an indispensable measuring device to provide a dynamic view of such a wide
area system. In this paper, the perception about a 200 km long transmission line has been achieved with the
help of phasor measurements from PMU, which has the capability of reporting 200 phasors per second. The
comprehension about the perceived event is accomplished by computing the deviations of current phasor
magnitude as well as phase angles derived from synchronized phasor measurements using the phaselet
algorithm. Based on the comprehension of the perceived event, a specific type of fault has been predicted
using the Gaussian Naive Bayes approach. In order to validate the proposed methodology, it has been
implemented on a laboratory setup.

INDEX TERMS Phasor measurement units, power system protection, situational awareness, phaselet,

Gaussian Naive Bayes.

I. INTRODUCTION

The phasor measurement units (PMUs) have drastically
enhanced the situational awareness (SA) of power system due
to their ability to measure synchronized phasors of voltage
and current of power system [1], [2] over a wide geographical
area. SA has been a very effective aid for real-time monitoring
and control of dynamic systems, such as the modern power
system. The SA for the power system is defined as the percep-
tion about power system through measurements of different
parameters, comprehension of the acquired data related to
components for better situational awareness, and prediction
of the state of power system based on comprehension of the
acquired data [3], [4].
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A. MOTIVATION

Transmission lines carry bulk power from generating units
to the consumers traversing long distances. Thus, they are
the key components of the power system. Since there is a
separation of some hundreds of kilometers of distance from
the sending end to the receiving end of the transmission
lines, the synchronized phasor measurements (SPM) using
PMUs have been an effective tool for real-time monitoring
of both ends of the transmission line for wide area situational
awareness (WASA). There has been an ongoing digital rev-
olution pertaining to information and communication tech-
nologies (ICT). Consequently, there has been a paradigm shift
regarding the perception of the power system from supervi-
sory control and data acquisition (SCADA) to SPM. The data
acquisition rate for SCADA is about 1-2 seconds, whereas
the reporting rate of SPM is 50 phasors per second using full
cycle discrete Fourier transform (FCDFT). The motivation of
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this paper is to further enhance the perception for SA using
Phaselet transform based synchronized phasor measurements
with 4 times reporting rate, i.e., 200 phasors per second for
50Hz power system. Such a higher reporting rate of phasors
improves the SA of transmission line for fault monitoring and
control, as validated through real-time laboratory prototype
model.

B. RELATED WORK

The modern power system has emerged as supreme engi-
neering achievement comprising of the staggering number of
interconnected components, spread over a large geographical
area [5]. Thus, the synchronized phasor measurements have
emerged as a commensurate wide area monitoring system
(WAMS) using PMUs. The PMUs are the edifice of WAMS,
which provide with the WASA.

Kamwa et al. has developed a smart WASA system for han-
dling geomagnetic disturbance impacts on the grid through
fast control and automated devices that utilize the phasor
measurements. Wide area severity indices are derived from
synchronized phasor measurements and fed to the corre-
sponding predictors based on data mining models such as
decision trees, random forests, neural networks and support
vector machine to trade-off between accuracy and trans-
parency [6], [7].

The first step for SA is perception. The high reporting
rate, as well as the reliability of PMUs, directly contributes
towards significant improvement regarding the perception for
assessing WASA. Research findings reported in references
[1]-[7] deal with the impact of PMUs on perception for
evaluating SA. The effective perception of the transmission
system for SA evaluation based on synchrophasor data has
been utilized by many researchers for fault detection [8], [9].
These works have used the reporting rate of 50/60 phasors
per second for the 50/60 Hz system using FCDFT. Though
such real-time monitoring has improved the perception, there
has been a continuous effort for improving reporting rates of
phasors. The phaselet based synchrophasor computation uses
one-fourth of a cycle of synchrophasor data, unlike FCDFT
using data obtained from the full cycle. Thus, there has been
an enhancement of perception leading to enhanced WASA.

The second step for SA is comprehension. The compre-
hension about the state of the transmission lines based on
synchronized phasor measurements has been possible in real-
time as reported by different researchers. Gopakumar et al.
has proposed a novel adaptive transmission line fault identifi-
cation and classification methodology based on the frequency
domain analysis of the equivalent voltage and current phase
angles estimated using PMU measurements at any one of the
generator buses in the grid [8]. Using Park’s transformation
of measured three phase voltage and current phasors by the
PMU at the generator bus, equivalent voltage and current
phasor angles are estimated. FCDFT has been used to ana-
lyze the phase angles in real-time and also to compute the
frequency spectrum coefficients. Thus, the comprehension
of the perceived event taken on the transmission line was
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accomplished by computing the equivalent voltage and cur-
rent phasor angles. Gopakumar et al. presented a method-
ology for detecting and identifying the location of a fault
occurring anywhere in the network using the data obtained
from PMUs [9]. The comprehension about the health of
the transmission line has been achieved by considering the
equivalent voltage phasor angle. Koteswar et al. has discussed
the effect of static synchronous series compensator based sub-
synchronous resonance controller on the performance of dis-
tance relay. The problems associated with distance protection
have been investigated using synchrophasor measurements
based on the FCDT algorithm [10]. Asadi Majd et al. has
proposed a K-NN based event detection and classification
for distance protection by comparing each sample with its
fifth sample by taking a half-cycle moving window [11].
Thus, they have adopted an efficient PMU data processing
algorithm for better comprehension and improved situational
awareness.

The third step for SA is the prediction based on the com-
prehension of the perceived event. The effective prediction of
the fault on the transmission line for SA evaluation based on
synchronized phasor measurements has been used by many
researchers [12]-[14]. Fault prediction is accomplished by
Rajaraman et al. using the zero sequence, negative sequence
and positive sequence of currents [12]. The frequency coefti-
cients of equivalent power factor angle variation and nominal
voltage coefficients are used as inputs to the support vector
machine (SVM) classifier for predicting the type of fault in
reference [13]. A synchrophasor assisted protection scheme
for the protection of a long transmission line compensated
with the shunt FACTS device is presented in reference [14].
The proposed scheme has the ability to predict and discrim-
inate internal and external faults using synchronized mea-
surements of voltage and current phasors from both the ends
of the transmission line. Thus, the prediction of fault on
transmission lines using the data obtained from the PMUs
leads to increased SA.

Thus, this paper attempts to adopt Phaselet based SA
assessment for enhancing perception and comprehension
about the health of the transmission line. The prediction based
on Gaussian Naive Bayes (GNB) also contributes signifi-
cantly towards the enhancement of SA for the transmission
line.

C. UNIQUE CONTRIBUTIONS
The unique contributions of the proposed work can be broadly
segregated into four following aspects.

i. Expeditious perception for SA evaluation due to
enhanced reporting rates (i.e., 4 times the conventional
reporting rate) using Phaselet transform.

ii. Comprehension regarding transmission line SA using an
efficient algorithm based on magnitude and phase angles
of synchrophasor measurements of currents acquired at
higher rates.

iii. Prediction of faults on a transmission line using Gaussian
Naive Bayes (GNB).
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FIGURE 1. Single line diagram of a two-bus system.

iv. Validation of the proposed technique using real-time lab-
oratory experimental setup for pragmatic applications.

D. ORGANISATION OF THE PAPER

The situational awareness assessment for the transmission
line is discussed in section 2. In this section, the percep-
tion and comprehension about the state of the transmission
line based on the SA perspective are elaborated. The pre-
diction about the type of fault based on GNB is elaborated
in section 3. Section 4 presents the case studies and result
obtained from a real-time laboratory experimental setup.
Conclusions are drawn in section 5.

II. SITUATIONAL AWARENESS ASSESSMENT FOR

THE TRANSMISSION LINE

Synchronized phasor measurement (SPM) based real-time
power grid surveillance offers sufficient SA for grid oper-
ators. The perception about the state of the transmission
line during the normal condition, expeditious comprehension
about the transition from normal to faulty state and the pre-
diction of the specific type of fault using SPM are depicted
in the following subsections. Fig. 1 represents a 400 kV,
200 km transmission line for a two-bus system. It consists of
a generator, step-up transformer, sending end bus, one circuit
breaker, a step-down transformer, receiving end bus and a
three-phase load. Fig. 2 below gives an outline regarding the
assessment of SA for the transmission line.
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This section depicts the steps related to perception and
comprehension for SA assessment so as to initiate a trip
command to the relevant circuit breaker (CB) to isolate the
faulty line at the earliest to minimize the hazard. Subsequent
section deals with the prediction of fault.

A. PERCEPTION ABOUT THE STATE

OF TRANSMISSION LINE

The perception about the state of the transmission line 400 kV,
200 km is based on the monitoring of the streaming phasors
obtained from the PMUs located at two ends of the transmis-
sion line, as shown in Fig. 1. The prevailing algorithms for the
computation of phasors by PMUs are based on FCDFT [1].
Such an algorithm employs a full cycle data window having
a time period of 20ms for 50Hz, based on the following
equation.

N-—1
R(k) = % 3" x (n) cos (2;—”)

n=0
) R, . (27n
_JW gx(n)sm(T) (1)

where X (k) is the phasor for fundamental when k=1 as well
as for harmonics for k > 2; N is the total number of input
samples per window (one cycle); n is the n sample and x (1)
is the input signal.

An expeditious phasor computation algorithm based
phaselet is being employed for computation of SA in the
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FIGURE 2. Flowchart for assessment of SA of transmission line.

proposed research work. Unlike the FCDFT based algorithm,
the quarter of full-cycle phaselets (QFCP) utilizes a one-
fourth cycle data window limited to Sms [15], [16].

The computation of phasor based on phaselet transform is
done based on equation (2), as given below,

o 4ﬁpleLZH’L—1 " rn
= — XxX(n)cos|y —
Pl N N

n=plxPL

4\/5 pIxPL+PL—1 . 2
—]T Z X (n) s (T) (2)

n=plxPL

where )A(pl (k) is the phasor for fundamental when k=1 as
well as for harmonics for k>2; pl is phaselet index which
varies from pl=0 to pl=3 for 4 phaselets; PL is the no
of samples per phaselet (PL=50 for 200 samples/cycle);
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FIGURE 3. Phaselet based phasor computation.
n is n'M sample; N is total number of samples per cycle and
x(n) is the input signal.

For example, considering sampling frequency 10kHz;
Number of samples per cycle N=200; with a phaselet index
PL=50 (50 samples per phaselet). The computations of
phasors for each quarter cycle are illustrated using Fig. 3.
Fig. 3 shows a 50 Hz signal sampled at 103 samples/sec
for computation of four phaselets per cycle. Hence, there
are 200 samples in a cycle. Each cycle (of 20 millisec-
onds duration) contains 200 samples and thus each phaselet
contains 50 samples for a duration of 5 milliseconds. For
the first phaselet, pl=0. So the beginning index of sum-
mation of equation (2) is n= plxPL= 0x50=0 and the
end index = plxPL+PL—1= 0x50+4-50—1=49. Similarly,
for the second phaselet, pl=1. So the beginning index is
n=plxPL=1x50 and the end index =pIxPL+PL—-1=1 x
50 + 50 — 1 = 99. Likewise, for pl=2, the beginning index
is 100 and the end index is 149 and for pl=3, the beginning
index is 150 and the end index is 199. Thus, four phasors for
fundamental frequency are obtained for one cycle during nor-
mal operation when harmonics are negligible. The magnitude
and phase angle of the first phasor is represented by|1p10| and
|(,0p10 , based on the initial 50 samples. Similarly, the second
phasor magnitude ]I,,I 1| and phase angle |<pp11| is computed
based on the second phaselet. If the deviation of |I,1| from
Ioio| and |gpi1| from |gp0| increases beyond the threshold
values T, and ¢, respectively, then the perception about the
transition from the normal state is perceived expeditiously
within a time-span of a quarter of a cycle, as shown in Fig. 2.
Since 4 phaselets (10, Ipi1, Ipi2, Ii3) are being used for
every cycle, expeditious perception is possible by capturing
the changes in every quarter of cycle by each phaselet. Such
perception is captured using a situational awareness visual-
ization tool (SAVT), where the visual monitoring indicator
changes from green (normal state) to yellow (fault state) color
along with an alarm, as shown in Fig. 4. The specific type of
fault is identified by the red color indicator.

B. COMPREHENSION ABOUT FAULT OCCURRENCE

After the perception of transition from the normal state
based on streaming phasors computed using a quarter of
cycle data for the phaselets ;1 and 1,2, the comprehension
about the occurrence of the fault ascertained by comparing
with another phaselet, namely /,,;3 computed using half-cycle

VOLUME 7, 2019



K. B. Swain et al.: Expeditious SA-Based Transmission Line Fault Classification and Prediction

IEEE Access

3 phase Waveform RS Y e N Alarm & Trip command
( 1 R STATE ::--> Normal
i FAULT ::--> No Fault
0.75] ;
. | NOFAULT : w
0.25-] |
1 FAULT :

| LG FAULT :

Current(A)

(=4

N

v o
—]
—]

-0.5- LLFAULT :
-0.75-
e T T T T T e e |
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 60 LLL FAULT:
Time(ms) |

LLG FAULT:

@

3 phase Waveform (v Ny s ) Alarm & Trip command
[ ‘ STATE ::--> Faulty
FAULT ::--> LG Fault
6
& NO FAULT : ‘
< 2
o FAULT : Fault )
5 0 .
= e
3 -2 LG FAULT : o
2 |
4 ‘ LL FAULT : ‘
e |LLG FAULT: o
I
- S TS S S
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 60 |LLL FAULT: -
Time(ms) ‘

FIGURE 4. Situational awareness visualization tool for perception of (a) Normal state, (b) Faulty state.

window (first quarter cycle as well as subsequent quarter
cycle). If the deviations |1p13 —1p12| and |<pp13 — (p,,12| are
greater than threshold values 1, and ¢, respectively, then
conclusive comprehension about the occurrence of a fault is
achieved. The SAVT indicates the comprehension about the
occurrence of fault through the blinking of a red indicator
as shown in Fig. 5. Thus the trip signal is initiated to open
the circuit breaker at sending end of the transmission line,
as shown in Fig. 1. The subsequent section deals with a
prediction about the type of fault.

ill. PREDICTION OF FAULT USING GNB

The GNB classifier maps the feature vector v, (k)[Y,(k =
0. Ytk = Dy = 2.9k = 3). Yk = 4]
obtained from equivalent current phase angles (ECPA) of d.c
component ,;(k = 0), fundamental ¥,;(k = 1), as well as
harmonics of phase currents computed using phaselet coeffi-
cients with class level as shown in Fig. 2 for the purpose of
training.

A Naive Bayes is a simple model that is based on the
probability evaluated from the training data set. This training
data set comprises of ECPA coefficients both during normal
as well as during different faults. GNB is an extended Naive

ECPA is calculated using equation (4) and the Phaselet
coefficients of the ECPA for d.c., fundamental and up to 4th
harmonics are calculated using equation 5(a)-5(e) [8].

Iy(n)

where ¢,;(n) is the ECPA for n'" component. The component
for n=0 denotes d.c., n=1 denotes fundamental and n =2, 3,
4 represents 2", 3™ and 4™ harmonic values respectively for
current phasors.

Phaselet coefficient of ECPA for d.c. component is as
follows

43 pl.PL+PL—1
n/fpz<k>=1/fpz<0>=<*—f> Y e

N
n=pl.PL

ECPA($ei(n)) = tan™! (M) )

(5a)

Phaselet coefficient of ECPA for fundamental frequency

43 pl.PL+PL—1 o
Ypi(k) = Y (1) = (%) Z Pei(n).e ( N

n=pl.PL

) (5b)

Similarly, the phaselet coefficients of ECPA for second, third
and fourth harmonics are computed using the following equa-
tions (5¢), (5d) and (5e).

Bayes model suitable for real-time streaming data [17]-[19], 42 pl.PL+PL—1 _(m )
as described in this section. Ypi(k) =Yp(2)= (T) Z Gei(n).e \ Y (5¢)
The ECPA is calculated using the direct and quadrature n=pl.PL
axis current components, namely /;(n) and I,(n) obtained 42 pl.PL+PL—1 ~ (m>
from fundamental current phasors, as given in the equations Yp1(k) =Y (3)= (T) Z QPei(n).e \' N (5d)
(3a) and (3b), as shown at the bottom of this page [20]. n=pl.PL
xr(n), xy(n) and xp(n) are the values of currents of n 42 pl.PL+PL—1 g
samples for phase R, Y and B respectively; and N is the Yp1(k) = Yp1(4)= (_> Z ¢ei(n).e_(T) (5e)
number of samples per cycle. N n=pl.PL
I 2 . [(27n . (2mn 2w . (2mn 2w 3
a(n) = 3 [xR(n). sin (T) + xy(n). sin (T - ?> + xp(n). sin <T + ?>i| (3a)
2 2nn 2rn 2w 27n 27w 3b
I,(n) = 3 [xR(n).cos (T) + xy(n). cos (T — ?> + xp(n). cos (T + ?>] (3b)
VOLUME 7, 2019 168191



IEEE Access

K. B. Swain et al.: Expeditious SA- Based Transmission Line Fault Classification and Prediction

Alarm & Trip command

3 phase Waveform 2 R ANy [es A&
[ s J STATE :--> Faulty
FAULT ::--> LG Fault
6-| [TION
& NO FAULT O
= 2 FA
= FAULT : Fault
E e — )
| ~—
Eped LG FAULT : o
S
-4 LL FAULT : o
-6-
LLG FAULT : ‘
-8- | i i i i i ' i i 0 0 i
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 60 LLL FAULT:: O
Time(ms)
= X v ]
= [l FAULT
Y 19 0880333
= Il DETECTION
R 27 479708
(a)
S hlhase 1y avefamm) (v PNY s N Alarm & Trip command
[ 10- i STATE ::--> Faulty
{\ FAULT ::--> LLG Fault
7.5
e H NO FAULT : o
2. pETEdfioN
FAULT - Fault )

LG FAULT : o
LLFAULT : -
LLG FAULT: o
LLL FAULT: O

Current(A)
IR
Cfﬁ

=
n

L s e e P Pt s
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 60 65 70

Time(ms)
Cursors: T
= [l FAULT
Y 19 340
= Il DETECTION
R 27 omsn

(©)

3 phase Waveform | [» [~

=) Alarm & Trip command
8- JR STATE ::-->

Faulty
> LL Fault

NO FAULT : o
Fault )
LG FAULT : ‘
LL FAULT : O
|LLG FAULT: O
LLL FAULT: ’

FAULT ::--

FAULT :

Current(A)
G e B )

=

U i ' i i i i
5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 60

o

Time(ms)
[ Cursors: X Y
= [l FAULT
R 2 0.52900
= il DETECTION
B 3 473671
3 phase Waveform 3 =y Eal 8 =~ LR (AU LT EL
10 jll STATE ::--> Faulty
o FAULT ::--> LLL Fault
6-
NO FAULT : ‘
—_— 47
3 2 FAULT : Fault
E : ault )
5 o
=
5 LGFAULT: 0
S 5]
4 LL FAULT : O
-6 LLG FAULT : ‘
-8 i i i i i R i ' 0 0 '
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 60 LLL FAULT: O
Time(ms)
[ Cursors: X ¥ |
= Il FAULT
A 4 24 03589
= [l DETECTION
R N s

(d)

FIGURE 5. Situational awareness visualization tool for comprehension of (a) LG fault condition (b) LL fault condition (c) LLG fault condition (d) LLL

fault condition.

The feature vector comprising of Phaselet coefficients (k)
contains attributes pertaining to normal state and 4 faulty
states. The normal class cn belongs to the normal state of
the transmission line. The possible faulty states are a line-
ground fault (LG), line- line fault (LL), line-line-ground
fault (LLG) and line-line-line fault (LLL). The classes for
the faulty class represented as cn, cfl, cf2, cf3 and cf4.
Thus, the class level vector Ye (cn, ¢f 1, ¢f2, ¢f 3, cf4) con-
tains 5 classes. Then the data set v,;(k) is segmented into
each of 5 classes, viz. cn for the normal state, cfl1 for LG
fault, cf2 for LL fault, c¢f3 for LLG and cf4 for LLL fault
respectively. Each feature vector C; comprises of (k) val-
ues for k=0, 1, 2, 3 for each phaselet. For example, for
the first Phaselet (p/=0), the feature vector is (k) =
[v0(0), Yo(1), ¥o(2), ¥o(3), ¥o(4)]. For a feature class cn,
the (k) are values obtained for the normal state. Similarly,
feature classes (cf 1, c¢f2, ¢f 3, ¢f4) comprise of feature data
obtained during corresponding faults.

GNB uses two significant measures such as model con-
struction and prediction to predict the type of fault as shown
in Fig. 6. The model construction comprises of information
table consisting of the mean (u) and standard deviation
(o) of every attribute is calculated using equation (6), as
shown at the bottom of the next page, and equation (7) viz.
Ypi(0), Ypi(1), ¥pi(2), ¥pi(3) and 7,1 (4) for the training data
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set with a known fault class. Then the class probability of
each class is calculated using equation (8). In the prediction
stage, the probability distribution function (pdf) is calculated
for each attribute of online test data using equation (9). Then
the conditional probability is calculated for each class using
equation (10). Finally, the fault is predicted by considering
the class having the highest conditional probability.The mean
for the normal state, LG fault, LL fault, LLG fault, and LLL
is calculated as follows using equations (6a)-(6e). Similarly,
the variance in normal state, LG fault, LL fault, LLG fault
and LLL fault are calculated using equation (7a) -(7e).

o2 [enk)] = [pr,2(k) — o [en(o)]]? (7a)
2[ef 1600] = [Yprob) — wef 101 (Tb)
2[ef2000] = [Ypr.o(b) — L2001 (Te)
2[ef3()] = [Ypr.o(b) — e lef301] (7d)
2[ef4)) = [Ypr.o() — plef 41 (Te)

where Vp1,-(k) denotes the phaselet coefficient of p" h phase-
let, z sample; k =0 denotes the dc components; k=1 denotes
fundamental component; k=2,3,4 denotes the second, third
and fourth harmonics; z=1,2,34....... Z.
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The class probability of class cn as shown in equation (8a) Py = Number of element for class cf2 (8¢)

. . " Total no of elements for all classes
is defined as follows Number of elements for class cf3

Pq.3 = d
Number of elements for class cn (82) 3 = Total no of elements for all classes (8d)

Number of elements for class cf4

“" ™ Total no of elements for all classes

Py = (8e)

Similarly, the class probability for class cfl, class cf2, class Total no of elements for all classes

cf3 and class cf4 are given in equation (8b) to equation (8e).

Number of elements for class cfl The probability density function (PDF) is giVCH in equation
(8b) (9). The probability density function for the normal state is

Pep1 =
Total no of elements for all classes

w [en(h)]
_ You®) + i)+ ¥, (k) + Y310 + o200 + ¥1o(k) + ¥22(0) + 3000 + oo+ Yo,:(K) + Y1) + Y2 (k) + ¥3,.(K)
Z x4

(6a)
wlef1(k)]
_ Yo,10k) + ¥1,1k) + Y2 1(k) + 3, 1(k) + o 20k) + Y1 ,20k) + Y2 20k) + Y3 2(k) + ... + Yo (k) + Yy (k) + o (k) + 3 5 (k)
Z x4

(6b)
wlef2(k)]
_ Yo,10k) + ¥1,1k) + Y2 1(k) + 3, 1(k) + o 20k) + Y1 ,20k) + Y2 20k) + Y3 2(k) + ... + Yo (k) + Yy (k) + Yo (k) + Y3 5 (k)
Z x4

(6¢)
wef3(k)]
_ Yo,10k) + ¥1,1(k) + Y2, 1(k) + 3, 1(k) + ¥o20k) + Y1 ,20k) + Y2 20k) + Y3 20k) + ... + Yo (k) + Yy (k) + Yo (k) + Y3, (k)
Z x4

(6d)
w[ef4(k)]
_ Yo,10k) + ¥1,1(k) + Y2, 1(k) + 3, 1(k) + ¥o20k) + ¥1,20k) + Y2 2(k) + Y3 2(k) + ... + Yo (k) + Yy (k) + Yo (k) + 3, (k)
Z x4

(6€)
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calculated using equation 9(a).

1
Pys (Ypi(k), x [en(k)], o [en(k)]) = W
_<W>
xXe 20 [cn(k)]2 (9a)

Similarly for LG fault (cf1), LL Fault (cf2), LLG fault (cf3)
and LLL fault (cf4), the PDFs are calculated using equations
(9b)-(9e) respectively.

Pap (Ypi(k), i [ef 10k)], o [ef 1(K)]) =

o [ef 1)1 V21
_ ( Wp1 (k) —wlef 16))* )
xe 20[cf 1(6))2 (9b)
P k), 2(k)1, 20)]) = ————
ar (Wp1(k), 1 [cf 2001, o [ef 2()]) o lof200] Vo
3 ( W1 (k) —plef 20D )
xe 20(cf2(k)% (9¢)
P k), 3], 3(k)]) = ——
ar (Wp1(k), 1 [ef 3], 0 [ef 3(K)]) o 1 300] on
B ( (Wp1 (k) —palef 300D )
xe 20[cf3(K)12 (9d)
P k), 4(k)1, 4k)])) = ———
ar (Wp1(K), e [ef4(K)], o [ef 4(k)T) TN
B ( Wp1 () —pulef 40D )
xe 20lcf 4012 (%)

The conditional probability for class cn is found using equa-
tion (10a) as follows

Peon,en

= P (Par($pi(0), u [cn(0)], o [cn(0)]))
x P (Pgr(Ypi(1), pu[en(D)], o [en(1))]))
x P (Par(Yp1(2), p[en(2)], o [en(2)]))
X P (Pgr(Ypi(3), 1 [en(3)], o [en(3)]))
x P (Pgr(Ypi(4), ju[en(®)], o [en(4))))

Similarly, the conditional probability for classl, class2,
class3 and class4 is found using equation (10b)-(10e)

Peon,ef1 =P (Par (Ypi(0), w[cf 1(0)], o [¢f 1(0)]))
X P (Par (Yrpr (1), 1t [ef (D], o [ef 1(D])
X P (Par(Ypi(2), i [ef 12)], 0 [ef 1))
X P (Par(Yrp1(3), 1t [ef 13)], o [cf 1(3)])
X P (Par (Yrp1 (D), 1t [ef 1], o [cf 1(4)])

Peon,cr2 =P (Par (Wpi(0), 1t [cf 2(0)], o [cf 2(0)]))
X P (Par (Yrpi (1), 1t [ef2(D)], o [cf2(D)])
X P (Par (Ypi(2), 11 [cf2(2)], o [cf 2(2)])
X P (Par (Yrp1(3), 11 [ef2(3)], o [cf 2(3)])
X P (Par (Yrp1 (), 11 [ef2(4)], o [cf 2(4)])

Peon,ef3 = P (Par (¥pi(0), i [cf3(0)], o [¢f 3(0)]))
X P (Par (Yrp1 (1), 12 [ef 3(D)], o [ef 3(D)D)

(10a)

~—_— — — —

(10b)

—_— — — —

(10c)
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X P (Par (Yrpi(2), 11 [ef32)], o [cf3(2)])
X P (Par(Wpi(3), 1 [ef 33)], 0 [¢f33)D)
X P (Par (Yrp1(4), 11 [cf 3], o [cf3(4)D)
Peon,era =P (Par(¥pi(0), 1 [cf4(0)], o [cf4(0)]))
X P (Par (Yrpr (1), 1t [ef4(D)], o [cf4(1)])
X P (Par(Ypi(2), 1t [ef4(2)], 0 [cf4()])
X P (Par (Yrp1(3), 1t [cf4(3)], o [cf4(3)])
X P (Par (Yrp1 (D), 1t [cf 4], o [cf4(4)])

(10d)

)
)
)
) (10e)

where Pcon,cns Pcon,cfl s Pcon,cf2v PCOH,Lf3 and Pcon,cf4 are the
conditional probability with respect to class cn, class cfl,
class cf2, class cf3 and class cf4 respectively; P is the proba-
bility with respect to a particular class.

IV. CASE STUDIES AND RESULTS
The proposed methodology has been implemented on an arti-
ficial transmission line to validate it in real-time. The block
diagram of the experimental setup is shown in Fig. 7 and
laboratory experimental setup is shown in Fig. 8. The
experimental set up comprises of an equivalent per unit
source, an isolation transformer, a three-phase autotrans-
former, a PMU interfaced with Dell Workstation, a 4-pole
contactor, a 400 kV, 200 km transmission line and a three-
phase star connected load. The line parameters are scaled-
down by keeping the same per unit value of the experimental
setup and the practical transmission line. The 440V, 3-phase
AC supply has been considered as a generator. For safety
reasons, a 440V/110V isolation transformer is placed after
the generator. For performing the experiment with the vari-
able voltage 110V/(0-110V), an autotransformer is connected
after the isolation transformer. For isolating the transmission
line in case of transmission line fault, a 4-pole contactor is
provided after the autotransformer, which acts as a circuit
breaker. It operates immediately after receiving the trip sig-
nal to isolate the transmission line. The circuit breaker is
connected at the sending end of the transmission line. The
transmission line consists of 4-7 sections, each equivalent to
50 km, cascaded together to form a 200 km transmission line.
The resistance, inductance and capacitance of each  section
are 0.2€2, 8.4mH and 2.0u F respectively, which corresponds
to 400 kV twin moose line. Each section is provided with
tap-points to apply the fault using a fault block and taking
the measurements. The fault block consists of push-button
switches, which can create different short circuit (considering
zero fault impedance) faults among the lines and ground.
The current measurements of the transmission line are taken
at the beginning of the first section (i.e., at Okm, sending
end) and different types of faults are applied at 200 km (i.e.,
receiving end) of the transmission line. At the receiving end
of the transmission line, a three-phase balanced resistive load
of 1K€2, 300V, 1.2 A and a three-phase 230V, 200W balanced
lamp load has been used to carry out the experiment.

PMU comprises of data acquisition system consisting of
a cRIO-9066 controller along with a NI-9246, NI-9242, a
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FIGURE 7. Block diagram of an experimental setup.
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FIGURE 8. Laboratory experimental set up for transmission line with PMUs for synchronized phasor measurements.

TABLE 1. Phaselet based perception and comprehension of transmission line fault.

Fault Type Instant of Instant of Detection Time taken to
Fault (ms) (ms) detect (ms)

LG RG 20.00 27.00 7.00

Fault YG 23.45 31.15 7.70

BG 24.80 32.30 7.50

LL RY 22.27 31.00 8.73

Fault YB 22.26 31.00 8.74

BR 21.80 29.60 7.80

LLG RYG 22.27 31.00 8.73

Fault YBG 19.44 27.00 7.56

BRG 21.80 29.80 8.00

LLL RYB 24.78 31.00 6.22
Fault

NI-9467 C Series GPS Synchronization Module and NI-
9401 C series digital input-output module.
I. CompactRIO (NI cRIO-9066): It is an embedded real-

II. NI-9246: It is a 24-bit, 20 Ampere (rms), 30-Ampere
peak-to-peak, three-phase AC current input module
which is used as a current transformer (CT) for sensing

time controller with reconfigurable FPGA for C Series
Modules with 8 slots, build with 667 MHz Dual-Core
CPU, 256 MegaByte DRAM and 512 MegaByte stor-
age. In this setup, cRIO-9066 holds the C series mod-
ules, one in each slot. cRIO acts as an intermediate
between Dell Workstation which runs LabVIEW to per-
form required computations in real-time and C series
modules [21].

VOLUME 7, 2019

III.

three-phase AC current from the transmission line with a
single NI-9246 module. It can sample the analog current
at a rate of 50,000 samples per second per channel which
can provide the sampling rate up to 50 kHz. In the
present work, the sampling rate is 10 kHz [22].

NI-9242: 1t is a three-phase AC voltage input mod-
ule of 250 Volt (rms) Line to neutral, 400 Volt (rms)
Line-Line, 24 bit, three-channel voltage input module.
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TABLE 2. Information table.
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Normal (no-fault) condition (cn)

For k=0 (d.c) P(y(0),Y = cn) P(y(0),Y = cn) P(yy(0).Y =cn) P(y3(0),Y =cn)
Mean 0.0227913 0.0227500 0.022754 0.02278
Standard deviation 0.000703 0.000789 0.000750 0.000719

For k =1 (Fundamental

component) P(yo(),Y =cn ) P(y (1), Y =cn) P(yy(1),Y =cn ) P(y3(1),Y =cn)
Mean 0.5187715 0.5187800 0.5187855 0.5187765
Standard deviation 0.057440 0.057450 0.057445 0.057465

For k =2 (Second-

P(y(2),Y = cn)

Py (2),Y = en)

P(y(2),Y = cn)

P(y3(2),Y = an)

harmonic)
Mean 0.7780974 0.7780899 0.7780956 0.7780959
Standard deviation 0.109391 0.109390 0.109389 0.109381
For k =3 (Third
b Pg®Y =em) | PaGLY =) | Pup(LY =) | Pus()Y =)
Mean 1.2973874 1.2973900 1.2973851 1.2973881
Standard deviation 0.234904 0.234911 0.234901 0.234909
o | Pwo@.Y =en | Par@y=en | Pup@Y=a) | Ps@.Y =)
Mean 0.1118186 0.1118190 0.1118179 0.1118188
Standard deviation 0.220256 0.220269 0.220261 0.220260

LG fault condition (cfl)

For k=0 (d.
ork=0(de) Pyy(O)Y =¢f1) | Py Y =of) | Puy©.Y =¢fl) | Plys(0).Y = 1)
Mean 0.0037195 0.0037190 0.0037189 0.0037198
Standard deviation 0.0001148 0.0001150 0.0001149 0.0001146

For k =1 (Fundamental

Py, Y =)

Py (DY = ¢f1)

Ply3(D),Y = 1)

Ply3 (D, Y = ¢f1)

component)
Mean 0.0846630 0.0846632 0.0846635 0.0846629
Standard deviation 0.0093741 0.0093744 0.0093742 0.0093749

For k =2 (Second-

P(y(2).Y = of 1)

P/ (.Y =)

P(y,(2),Y =g

Ply3(2),Y =)

harmonic)
Mean 0.1269850 0.1269848 0.1269844 0.1269851
Standard deviation 0.0178521 0.0178524 0.0178529 0.0178519

For k =3 (Third

P(yo(3),Y = o)

P(y1(3),Y =)

P(y,(3),Y = of1)

P(y3(3).Y = of 1)

harmonic)
Mean 0.211732 0.2117321 0.2117328 0.2117319
Standard deviation 0.0383365 0.0383360 0.0383359 0.0383361

For k =4 (Fourth

Py (4, Y =¢f1)

Py (4).Y =)

Py, (4),Y = ¢f1)

Py3(4),Y = ofT)

harmonic)
Mean 0.0182489 0.0182486 0.0182485 0.0182490
Standard deviation 0.0359469 0.0359468 0.0359462 0.0359460

LL fault condition (cf2)

For k=0 (d.c
rk0(de) P(y((0),Y =cf2) | P(y(0),Y =¢f2) P(y,(0),Y =g2) P(y3(0),Y =¢f2)
Mean 0.0019137 0.0019135 0.0019137 0.0019137
Standard deviation 0.0000590 0.0000589 0.0000598 0.0000593

For k =1 (Fundamental

Pyg().Y = ¢f2)

Py (DY =¢f2)

Py, (D, Y =¢f2)

P(ys(1),Y = ¢f2)

component)
Mean 0.0435581 0.0435589 0.0435588 0.0435590
Standard deviation 0.0048230 0.0048233 0.0048228 0.0048231

For k =2 (Second
Harmonic)

Plyy(2),Y =¢2)

P(y,(2),Y =¢f2)

Py, (2),Y = ¢f2)

Ply3(2),Y = ¢f2)

Mean

0.0653330

0.0653339

0.0653333

0.0653329
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Standard deviation

0.0091851

0.0091877

0.0091860

0.0091859

For k =3 (third

Py, (3).Y = ¢f2)

Py (3).Y = of2)

Py, (3),Y =¢f2)

P(y3(3).Y =¢f2)

harmonic)
Mean 0.1089350 0.1089351 0.1089357 0.1089356
Standard deviation 0.0197239 0.0197240 0.0197236 0.0197238

For k =4 (Fourth

P(yg(4).Y = ¢f2)

Py, (#).Y =)

Py, (4)Y = of2)

P(y3(4),Y = f2)

harmonic)
Mean 0.0093889 0.0093881 0.0093888 0.0093880
Standard deviation 0.0184940 0.0184950 0.0184945 0.0184949

LLG fault condition (cf3)

For k=0 (d.c . . . .
o Pwy .Y =) | PuyOY =¢f3) | Pry(@.Y =ef3) | P300Y =ef3)
Mean 0.00131110 0.0013115 0.0013100 0.0013109
Standard deviation 0.0000404 0.0000403 0.0000410 0.0000403

For k =1 (Fundamental

Py (D), Y =¢f3)

Py, (D), Y = ¢f3)

Ply,(1),Y = ¢f3)

P(y3(1), Y = ¢f3)

component)
Mean 0.0298183 0.0298182 0.0298188 0.029810
Standard deviation 0.0033019 0.0033016 0.0033019 0.0033013

For k =2 (Second-

Py (2),Y = ¢f3)

Py, (2),Y =¢f3)

P(y,(2),Y =¢f3)

P(y3(2),Y = ¢f3)

harmonic)
Mean 0.0447245 0.0447239 0.0447240 0.0447241
Standard deviation 0.0062869 0.0062870 0.0062877 0.0062879

For k =3 (Third

Py (3),Y = ¢f3)

P(y;(3),Y =¢f3)

P(y,(3),Y = ¢f3)

Py3(3),Y =)

harmonic)
Mean 0.0745729 0.0745719 0.0745721 0.0745729
Standard deviation 0.0135019 0.0135022 0.0135020 0.0135029

For k =4 (Fourth

Plyy(4),Y =¢f3)

Py, (4),Y =¢f3)

Py, (4),Y =¢f3)

P(y3(4),Y = ¢f3)

harmonic)
Mean 0.0064272 0.0064273 0.0064269 0.0064271
Standard deviation 0.0126609 0.0126606 0.0126601 0.0126610

LLL fault condition (cf4)

For k=0 (d.c
@e) Py (0),Y =c¢f4) | Py (0),Y =cf4) P(y,(0),Y =cf4) P(y3(0),Y =¢f4)
Mean 0.0010086 0.0010089 0.0010080 0.0010086
Standard deviation 0.0000311 0.0000310 0.0000319 0.0000312

For k =1 (Fundamental

Plyy(1),Y =g 4)

Py (1),Y =cf4)

Py, (1),Y =¢f4))

P(y;(1),Y = ¢f4)

component)
Mean 0.0229581 0.0229582 0.0229589 0.0229575
Standard deviation 0.0025429 0.0025433 0.0025427 0.0025430

For k =2 (Second-

P(y(2).Y =¢f4)

Py (2).Y = f4)

P(y,(2).Y = cf4)

Ply3(20Y = o 4)

harmonic)
Mean 0.0344333 0.0344344 0.0344340 0.0344341
Standard deviation 0.0048410 0.0048411 0.0048409 0.0048412

For k =3 (Third

Py, (3),Y = c¢f4)

Py, (3LY = of4)

P(y,(3),Y = ¢f'4)

P(y3(3).Y = ¢f4)

harmonic)
Mean 0.0574159 0.0574160 0.0574151 0.0574154
Standard deviation 0.0103950 0.0103957 0.0103959 0.0103955

For k =4 (Fourth

Pyg(4).Y = 4)

Py (4),Y =¢f4)

P(y,(4),Y = of 4)

P(y3(4),Y = f 4)

harmonic)
Mean 0.0049480 0.0049487 0.0049481 0.0049489
Standard deviation 0.0097470 0.0097478 0.0097480 0.0097479
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TABLE 3. GNB based prediction of fault type.

ECPA Phaselet Coefficients Predicted Probability of Predicted
Class 0 Class 1 Class 2 Class 3 Class 4 Class
V@ | v, v, @ v O VD Normal | (LG fauly | (LL Fauly | (LLG Fauly | (LLL Fauly
condition)

Class 0
0.022964 | 0.003748 0.001928 0.00132 0.001016 0.268547 5.7859E-82 2.11624E-53 | 2.16095E-33 1.353210E-01
0.02251 0.003674 | 0.00189 0.001294 | 0.000996 | 0.208857 | 4.1165E-82 1.83439E-53 | 2.05082E-33 | 1.347590E-01 | Class 0
0.022826 | 0.003725 0.001917 | 0.001312 | 0.00101 0.309814 | 5.2201E-82 2.02674E-53 | 2.12704E-33 | 1.351510E-01 | Class 0
0.022476 | 0.003668 0.001887 | 0.001292 0.000995 0.18921 4.0163E-82 1.81550E-53 | 2.04307E-33 | 1.347190E-01 | Class 0
0.023048 | 0.003761 0.001935 0.001325 0.00102 0.223437 6.1669E-82 2.17368E-53 | 2.18223E-33 1.354260E-01 Class 0
0.582174 | 0.09501 0.048882 | 0.033463 0.025764 | 0.0000 0.021640 3.81413E-05 | 1.68707E-11 | 2.275490E-06 | Class 1
0.464819 | 0.075858 | 0.039029 | 0.026717 | 0.02057 | 0.0000 0.050141 1.44310E-10 | 4.49829E-15 | 3.307250E-04 | Class
0.466043 | 0.076058 0.039131 0.026788 0.020625 0.0000 0.055376 1.69433E-10 | 4.93477E-15 | 3.162460E-04 | Class 1
0.460156 | 0.075097 | 0.038637 | 0.026449 | 0.020364 | 0.0000 0.033688 7.80308E-11 | 3.16126E-15 | 3.914210E-04 | Class !
0.581089 | 0.094833 0.048791 0.0334 0.025716 | 0.0000 0.024000 3.48858E-05 | 1.57225E-11 | 2.398440E-06 | Class 1
0.832142 | 0.135805 0.069871 0.04783 0.036826 | 0.0000 2.2013E-33 6.29876E-02 | 1.07925E-05 | 4.971690E-13 | Class 2
0.751286 | 0.122609 | 0.063082 | 0.043183 0.033248 | 0.0000 7.3630E-19 9.97781E-02 | 2.65564E-07 | 1.435200E-10 | Class2
0.901904 | 0.14719 0.075729 | 0.05184 0.039913 | 0.0000 2.2543E-49 | 4.71542E-03 | 1.63916E-04 | 2.180050E-15 | Class 2
0.865728 | 0.141286 | 0.072691 0.049761 0.038312 | 0.0000 1.1080E-40 2.33093E-02 | 4.22517E-05 | 3.876630E-14 | Class 2
0.87362 | 0.142574 | 0.073354 | 0.050215 0.038662 | 0.0000 1.6619E-42 1.72300E-02 | 5.73816E-05 | 2.092040E-14 | Class2
0.939028 | 0.153248 | 0.078846 | 0.053974 | 0.041556 | 0.0000 3.4540E-59 | 5.18117E-04 | 5.82477E-04 | 9.881820E-17 | Class 3
0.940435 | 0.153478 0.078964 | 0.054055 0.041619 | 0.0000 1.4042E-59 4.71026E-04 | 6.09729E-04 | 8.761040E-17 | Class 3
1.131119 | 0.184597 | 0.094975 0.065015 0.050057 | 0.0000 1.8395E-124 | 5.71194E-13 | 5.60019E-02 | 1.140600E-24 | Class 3
1.140445 | 0.186119 | 0.095758 | 0.065551 0.05047 0.0000 3.0000E-128 | 141707E-13 | 6.41977E-02 | 4.262630E-25 | Class 3
0.947265 | 0.154593 | 0.079537 | 0.054448 | 0.041921 | 0.0000 1.7247E-61 | 2.93507E-04 | 7.58847E-04 | 4.877790E-17 | Class 3
0.070875 | 0.011567 | 0.005951 0.004074 | 0.003137 | 0.0000 4.3897E-67 4.82097E-47 | 4.92616E-31 | 1.864410E-01 | Class 4
0.037882 | 0.006182 | 0.003181 0.002177 | 0.001676 | 0.0000 3.6012E-77 2.23516E-51 | 1.19763E-32 | 1.533570E-01 | Class 4
0.000306 | 0.00005 0.000026 0.000018 | 0.000014 | 0.0000 1.5905E-89 1.49580E-56 | 1.54337E-34 | 1.071010E-01 | Class 4
0.004134 | 0.000675 0.000347 0.000238 | 0.000183 0.0000 3.1772E-88 5.16978E-56 | 2.41793E-34 | 1.118300E-01 | Class 4
0.005576 | 0.00091 0.000468 0.00032 | 0.000247 | 0.0000 9.7458E-88 8.23024E-56 | 2.86184E-34 | 1.136180E-01 | Class 4

This module acts as a potential transformer (PT) for
sensing the 3-phase transmission line voltage. The sam-
pling rate of NI-9242 is the same as that of NI-9246 [23].

IV. NI-9467: It is a C series GPS synchronization module
used to provide the necessary synchronized sampling
clock pulse per second (PPS) signal to the PMU along
with the location information (latitude and longitude) of
the PMU [24].

V. NI-9401: It is a SV/TTL, 8 channel, 100ns C series
digital relay driver module used to generate the trip
signal to open the circuit breaker for protecting the
transmission line in the case of a fault. The trip signal is
a5 Volt DC which is fed to the relay module to drive the
circuit breaker with a faster rate, which in turn isolates
the transmission line in case of fault detection [25].

The experimental setup, cRIO-9066 along with the C series
module measures three-phase voltage and current signals
at the sending end of the transmission line are passed
through an anti-aliasing filter with 1 kHz of the lower cut-
off frequency. The three-phase current signal is transmitted
to Dell Workstation for further processing. The LabVIEW
software installed on the Workstation is used for analyz-
ing and visualizing the signals using phaselet transform for
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perception, comprehension and prediction of the transmission
line faults at a higher speed.

A. PHASELET BASED PERCEPTION AND
COMPREHENSION OF THE TRANSMISSION LINE

The fault perception based on the phasor computed over one
cycle of the AC signal of 50 Hz takes more than 20 ms.
It is obvious that the fault perception time using FCDFT is
much more than 20ms. Hence, the trip signal is issued only
after 20ms [15]. In reference [12], Rajaraman reported the
real-time fault analysis, which is completed within 2-3 cycles
after fault inception. The perception based on the phase-
let algorithm is more compared to that of FCDFT, which
computes phasor for every 20 ms. Hence the fault perception
time based on the phaselet algorithm is much less than that
of FCDFT. Table 1 shows the fault perception time using
a Phaselet algorithm for detecting the fault. Instant of fault
indicates the time at which the fault has applied. Instant of
detection indicates the time at which the fault was detected.
The difference between the fault instant and the instant of
detection gives the total time taken to detect the fault (fault
perception). Table 1 shows that the detection time of the
fault is on an average of 8 ms. Thus, the perception of
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fault using the phaselet algorithm on the transmission line is
much greater compared to that of the conventional FCDFT
algorithm.

B. PREDICTION USING GAUSSIAN NAIVE BAYES (GNB)
Gaussian Naive Bayes (GNB) technique has been used for
predicting the type of fault. A number of tests have been
conducted by applying different types of fault using a fault-
creating block to demonstrate the prediction capability for
real-time fault. Mean and standard deviation of phaselet are
estimated for each fault (i.e., normal state, LG fault, LL fault,
LLG fault, and LLL fault) condition at different frequencies
(d.c., fundamental, 2" harmonic, 3*9 harmonic and 4 har-
monic) for model construction as shown in Table 2. For exam-
ple, under no-fault condition, at k=0 (D.C. component), mean
of 0.0227913 and standard deviation of 0.000703 is achieved
for 1 Phaselet (). Similarly, the mean of 0.0227500 and
a standard deviation of 0.000789 is achieved for the second
Phaselet (¥1). The information in table 2 is utilized for
finding the PDF using equation (9). Table 3 represents the
prediction stage by considering a new data set of phaselet
coefficients derived from the three-phase current, whose fault
type is to be predicted. The first five columns show the equiv-
alent three-phase Phaselet coefficients of ECPA of the input
currents at d.c., fundamental frequency, second harmonic,
third harmonic and fourth harmonic. Columns six through
ten presents the conditional probability of each fault, which
is calculated for each attribute. The highest probability value
of the corresponding fault class shown in the bold letter is
considered as prediction obtained using the GNB method.

For example, consider the first row of table 3, which rep-
resents Phaselet coefficients 0.022964, 0.003748, 0.001928,
0.00132 and 0.001016 at d.c., fundamental, 2" harmonic,
3" harmonic and 4™ harmonic respectively. The condi-
tional probability found for each class is 0.268547, 5.7859E-
82, 2.11624E-53, 2.16095E-33 and 1.353210E-01 for classO
(normal state cn), class1 (LG fault cf1), class2 (LL fault cf2),
class3 (LLG fault cf3) and class 4 (LLL fault cf4) respec-
tively. It can be observed that the highest conditional proba-
bility of 0.268547, belongs to classO (i.e. no-fault condition).
Thus, the new test data is predicted as classO (normal state).
The predicted result is compared with the actual prediction
obtained by the SEL-311C transmission protection relay. It is
found that the result is showing an accuracy of 100% with
quick detection.

V. CONCLUSION

PMUs with their real-time phasor measurements enhance
the situational awareness of the power system. This paper
proposes an expeditious detection of faults on the trans-
mission line, using Phaselets calculated from Synchronized
phasor measurements from PMUs. The synchrophasor mea-
surements from the PMUs are taken online and the Phaselets
are calculated. Subsequently, the Gaussian Naive Bayes tech-
nique has been used for predicting the type of fault, thereby
enhancing situational awareness. The proposed Phaselet
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based expeditious detection method was implemented using
LabVIEW as it is equipped with visual displays that can
be used by power system operators for initiating enhanced
SA based control and protection decisions. LabVIEW based
virtual instrumentation has the feature of designing of SAVT
for laboratory prototype implementation. The real-time anal-
ysis validates the most important requirement for speed and
efficiency in restoring the defective transmission line during
different faults. The future scope of the proposed work is
to predict the location of the fault accurately on the trans-
mission line and thus further leading to increased situational
awareness.
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