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Abstract: Power quality (PQ) problems, including voltage sag, flicker, and harmonics, are the main
concerns for the grid operator. Among these disturbances, voltage sag, which affects the sensitive
loads in the interconnected system, is a crucial problem in the transmission and distribution systems.
The determination of the voltage sag relative location as a downstream (DS) and upstream (US) is an
important issue that should be considered when mitigating the sag problem. Therefore, this paper
proposes a novel approach to determine the voltage sag relative location based on voltage sag event
records of the power quality monitoring system (PQMS) in the real distribution system. By this
method, the relative location of voltage sag is defined by Gaussian naive Bayes (Gaussian NB) and
K-nearest neighbors (K-NN) algorithms. The proposed methods are compared with support vector
machine (SVM) and artificial neural network (ANN). The results indicate that K-NN and Gaussian NB
algorithms define the relative location of a voltage sag with 98.75% and 97.34% accuracy, respectively.

Keywords: artificial intelligence; distribution system; power quality; voltage sag

1. Introduction

Electrical power quality problems are defined as changes in the amplitude, frequency,
and waveform of the grid voltage and current [1]. Integration of renewable power plants
(RPP) and distributed generation (DG) affects the stability and power quality of the distri-
bution system and transmission system [2–4]. Therefore, the importance of power quality
is gradually increasing with the increase in RPPs integration and distributed generation in
recent years [5]. The filters [6], flexible ac transmission system (FACTs) devices [7], smart
impedance [8], energy storage [9,10], and multifunctional DGs [11] are used to improve the
power quality in the power grid.

Voltage sag, which can be identified as the decrease in voltage amplitude between 0.1
and 0.9 pu in a time from 10 milliseconds to a minute, is one of the important power quality
problems encountered in transmission and distribution systems [12]. The main reason
for the voltage sag is phase-to-ground and phase-to-phase faults, and it causes shutdown,
incorrect operation or malfunction of power electronics-based systems, and undesired
operation due to low voltage in relay and contactor coils [13,14]. Researchers have usually
focused on the classification, detection, and evaluation of voltage sag. However, it is crucial
to determine the relative location of the sag, as it causes many disagreements between the
company and the customers (transmission system-distribution system, distribution system-
customer) in deciding on the responsibilities and determining the financial penalties [14].

Many papers have been published in the literature on the subject of voltage sag
relative location [15–26]. These papers have been categorized under six different head-
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ings [15]. These categories are based on the variation of energy and power [16,17], current
changes [18–20], impedance changes [21,22], only voltage measurement [23,24], only cur-
rent measurement [25,26], and artificial intelligence [27–36]. In the first category, the voltage
sag relative location is determined using changes in the instantaneous active and reactive
power and energy. During the DS events, power flow at the monitoring point (MP) in-
creases, while during the US, it decreases [16,17]. The second category is based on the slope
of voltage and active current change. If the current at MP increases, the voltage sag event
originates from DS. If the current at MP decreases, it originates from the US [18,19]. In the
third category, the relative location of voltage sag is detected using a change in impedance
magnitude and phase angle calculated at MP [21,22]. The criteria, which is the change
in only voltage magnitude or phase angle jump, is considered to define the voltage sag
relative location in the fourth category [23,24]. For the fifth category, the only change in
current magnitude and phase angle is observed to define the sag location [25,26]. The
advantages and disadvantages of the generalized method are given in Table 1.

Table 1. Advantages and disadvantages of the generalized method [15].

Methods Advantages Disadvantages

Depend on power and
energy [16]

The application of this
method is simple

It requires a threshold for
disturbance energy

Current change [20] It shows suitable accuracy for
symmetrical fault

It needs extra decision parameters
for unsymmetrical faults

Impedance
change [21,22]

It shows suitable accuracy for
symmetrical and

unsymmetrical fault

It depends on the voltage and
current data cycle

Only voltage
measurement [23,24]

It needs only the
voltage measurement

The threshold is required for the
voltage ratio before and during the

voltage sag

Only current
measurement [25,26]

It needs only
current measurement It needs phasor

In the sixth category, different methods related to artificial intelligence are imple-
mented to find the voltage sag relative location. In [27], pattern recognition based on an
SVM is applied to define the relative location of voltage sag using optimal hyperplane for a
nonlinear binary classifier. In [28], the robust (SVM) with kernel, linear, and radial basis
function is used to determine the relative location of voltage sag location. Moreover, opti-
mal genetic search is applied to find the optimal parameter for each kernel configuration
in SVM and to prevent the over-fitting k-fold cross validation is implemented. In [29], the
multivariable regression method is proposed to detect voltage sag relative location. In [30],
the method proposed in [29] is improved. In this method, the optimal power quality moni-
toring placement technique is applied based on the genetic algorithm (GA) and Mallow’s
Cp. In [31], SVM and ensemble techniques are applied to classify the relative location of the
voltage sag source proposing a novel analytical rule based on the maximum wins strategy
for classification. Moreover, the optimal feature selection is proposed to maximize the SVM
accuracy and keeps the accuracy of ensemble techniques with fewer features. In [32], a
new method is proposed to define the voltage sag relative location depending on matrix
theory and power and energy method using the ring theorem and M-P law of random
matrix theory. In [33], the fault location based on voltage sag data recorded by the PQMS is
detected using the particle swarm optimization (PSO) algorithm. In [34], a new approach
based on the multi-label random forest is proposed to define the identification and relative
location of voltage sag sources. Compared with a similar algorithm, the proposed method
has high accuracy. In [35], a robust neural network with the AdaBoost algorithm, which is a
type of ensemble method, is developed to determine the area where voltage sag is located.
Compared with ANN, decision tree, and AdaBoost with a decision tree, the proposed
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approach has high accuracy. The deep learning technique based on an attention-based
independently recurrent neural network is proposed to define the voltage sag relative
location and type recognition at the same time [36].

In light of the studies in the literature, it has been determined that data-driven methods
will be an effective way to define the voltage sag relative location. The Gaussian NB and
KNN are fast and easy to implement, and these methods can be preferred for real-time
application. Therefore, this paper proposes K-NN and GaussianNB algorithms to determine
the relative location of voltage sag using real voltage sag data recorded in the distribution
system with high accuracy regardless of uncertainty related to power system parameters,
as these algorithms are fast and easy to implement. After detecting the voltage sag relative
location as US or DS, the fault type that is the main reason for voltage sag is determined as
a single-phase ground fault (SLGP), two-phase ground fault (LLGF), three-phase ground
fault (LLLGF), and two-phase fault (LLF). The proposed algorithms are compared with
common artificial intelligence algorithms, which are SVM and ANN. The results show that
the proposed algorithms can identify the voltage sag relation location and fault type with
high accuracy and validity. This is the first study for determining the voltage sag relative
location and also fault type types that are the main root cause of voltage sag based on K-NN
and GaussianNB algorithms using actual data provided by PQMS in the real distribution
system. The proposed method can be integrated into PQMS, and this makes it valuable for
engineering applications.

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 1, the introduction is given. In Section 2,
the background is given, the system overview is explained in Section 3, simulation results are
discussed in Section 4, and the discussion and conclusion are given in Sections 5 and 6, respectively.

2. Background

The background principle of the data-driven method and error metrics are described
to show the theory behind the proposed method to determine voltage sag relative location.

2.1. ANN

Artificial neural networks (ANNs) are a method for classification, regression, and
image recognition that was developed by replicating the operational structure of the human
brain [37]. Digital modeling of actual neuron cells and their connections is provided in a
simple artificial neural network. This gives the network the ability to learn new information,
make judgments, and forecast [38]. The basic ANN construction is shown in Figure 1.

The input variables of the system are imported into the network through the first layer,
the input layer, of a simple artificial neural network. These variables are multiplied by
weights and stored in a hidden layer [39]. This structure is represented in the system via
black dashed line arrows. Specific activations transfer the processed variables collected
in the hidden layer to the output layer. These activation functions largely depend on the
operation or variable to be taken from the output [40].

2.2. SVM

As a supervised learning method, the SVM, which is frequently used in classification,
regression, and image recognition applications, is a powerful and effective method [42].
In this algorithm, two support vectors drawn parallel to each other are used to determine
the boundary in classification problems [43] and to separate successful predictions from
unsuccessful predictions in regression problems [44]. In this study, it was used to determine
the relative location of voltage sag and type of fault since it is a useful classifier and an
effective method. Equations (1)–(3) describe the SVM algorithm.

f (x) = wTx + w0 (1)

H(w, w0) =
N

∑
i=1

(yi − f (xi)) +
λ

2
‖w‖2 (2)
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Vε(r) =
{

0 i f |r| < ε

|r| − ε otherwise
(3)

where w is the normal vector, and x is an independent variable, w0 is coefficient, λ is the
regularization parameter, V is the error function, r is the error, and ε is the error margin [45].
Figure 2 shows the main components of the SVM. The orange dots represent successful
predictions within the permissible margin borders (support vectors), and the blue dots
show unsuccessful results or another cluster [46].
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2.3. Gaussian Naive Bayes

The Gaussian naive Bayes algorithm, a method obtained by applying Bayes’ theorem in
statistics, is a methodology that makes probabilistic classification based on the relationships
between the features in the data set [47]. In this method, when a specific class variable
is given to the algorithm, the algorithm takes this variable, processes it, and continues
the operations, assuming that the value of this property is independent of any property
in the data set [48]. Such a classifier assumes that each of the properties of the variables
contributes to the output value of the variable independently of the correlation between
them [49]. In this process, the data are first separated according to the classes, and the
variance and mean values of the x (continuous attribute) value are found for these classes.
The probabilistic distribution of the Gaussian NB model is given in Equation (4).

p(x = v|Ck) =
1√

2πσ2
k

e
− (v−µk)

2

2σ2
k (4)
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where x is the continuous attribute, the mean of the x values associated with the Ck class is
µk, and the Bessel adjusted variance of the x values associated with the Ck class is σ2

k , the
observation value is v [50]. Gaussian NB is fast, and implementation is easy. Moreover, it
does not require as much training data [51].

2.4. K-Nearest Neighbors

The K-nearest neighbors algorithm, first introduced by Evelyn Fix and Josep Hodges,
is a nonparametric supervised learning model in statistics [52]. In regression problems, the
average of the k-nearest neighbors is the object’s property value, that is, the system’s output.
In classification problems, the output can be defined as a class membership. The knowledge
of belonging to a class is determined by the majority vote of the k-nearest neighbors. In
this process, if k = 1, this object should be assigned to the nearest neighbor class [53]. Since
distance is considered as a criterion while classifying in the K-NN algorithm, normalizing
the other features of the input in the training data while determining which class an
input belongs to can significantly increase the accuracy of the estimation process [54].
The Minkowski distance is widely used in the K-NN algorithm, and it is described in
Equation (5) [55].

LP(xj, xq
)
=

(
∑

i

∣∣xj,i − xq,i
∣∣P)1/P

(5)

where LP is Minkowski distance, xj and xq are given any points, and P is the coefficient.
P = 1 is Manhattan distance and P = 2 is Euclidean distance [56]. It is too easy to implement
as only two parameters (k and distance function) need to be specified. Moroever, there is
no training period for KNN. It means that KNN stores training data, and it learns from the
dataset only at the time of the prediction process [57].

2.5. Error Metrics

The structure that shows the realized estimations and the errors made in more detail
than the error metrics is the confusion matrix. In this matrix, TN represents negative
samples that are correctly classified, and TP represents positive samples that are correctly
classified. FP and FN represent incorrectly classified positive and misclassified negative
samples, respectively [58]. A typical confusion matrix is described in Figure 3.
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This study examined the success of predictive models using four different error metrics.
The first of these methods is accuracy. Accuracy is the ratio of correctly predicted output
variables to the total test data expressed in Equation (6) [59]. In cases where the variables
in the data set do not have equal proportions, the accuracy metric is insufficient to measure
the model achievement. An indication of how accurately the predictions are made can
also be quantified with precision [60]. The calculation of the precision metric is shown in
Equation (7). While the recall [61] metric shows how many values that need to be predicted
correctly are estimated correctly (Equation (8)), the F1 score metric expresses the harmonic
mean of the precision and recall metrics (Equations (9)). The advantage of using the F1 score
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value is to detect whether there is a misleading success rate in datasets whose variables are
not evenly distributed and to select the most successful model [62].

Accuracy =
TP + TN

TP + TN + FN + FP
(6)

Precision =
TP

TP + FP
(7)

Recall =
TP

TP + FN
(8)

F1 Score = 2 ∗ Precision ∗ Recall
Precision + Recall

(9)

where TP is true positive predictions, FP is false positive predictions, and FN is false
negative values, TN is true negative predictions.

3. System Overview

The relative location of the voltage sag is determined according to the busbar to which
the power quality device is connected. Here, the position of the voltage sag is determined
as US or DS by reference to the direction of the active power flow, as shown in Figure 4.
If an F1 fault has occurred, the position of the voltage sag is the US; if the F2 fault has
occurred, the position of the voltage sag is DS [15].
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Distribution system operators (DSOs) are required to have a number of power quality
analyzers determined by the Energy Market Regulatory Authority (EMRA), which regulates
electricity, natural gas, and petroleum markets in Turkey. The number of power quality
analyzers is calculated using Equation (10) [63]. The data received from these power quality
analyzers are monitored by DSO with the help of PQMS, which is called Inavitas [64]. This
software can perform monitoring and management of distribution grids for innovative
grid solutions.

The PQ analyzer records the current and voltage waveform to the Comtrade file if the
voltage magnitude of the busbar to which it connects drops below 0.9 pu. This Comtrade
file is read via PQMS. After that, the PQMS system provides event data during voltage and
before voltage sag, and the algorithm results in DSO. These data provided by PQMS are
shown in Figure 5.

NPQA =

(
(MS× 0.6) + (FSOG × 0.3) + (DTS× 0.2)

100

)
+ 35, (10)

where NPQA is the number of power quality analyzers to be installed for the first time in
the measurement year, MS is the substation number, FSOG is the feeder number, and DTS
is the number of distribution transformers.
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Figure 6 shows the general structure of the test system. Firstly, voltage sag data are
recorded by the power quality analyzer, and these data are sent to the operators with
the help of PQMS. The relative location of the voltage sag is estimated using the K-NN,
Gaussian NB, SVM, and ANN. After that, fault types that are the main reason for voltage
sag are determined for DS events as SLGF, LLGF, LLLGF, and LLF.
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Event Data

Power quality devices record current and voltage waveforms during voltage sag. The
checking process of the accuracy for the prediction of the voltage sag relative direction
is determined by these current and voltage waveforms. Some samples of the voltage sag
events are shown in Table 2 by giving information such as the location, time, and fault type,
and current and voltage waveforms are represented in Appendix A. Figures A1–A8 show
the three-phase voltage and current waveforms recorded by the PQ analyzer during the
voltage sag. While the proposed method classifies the voltage sag relative location as DS
for the event, which is shown in Figures A1–A6, it is determined as the US for the voltage
sag event shown in Figures A7 and A8. As can be seen from Figures A1–A4, while the
voltage level of only one phase drops below 0.9 pu, at the same time the current of this
phase increases because of SLGF. For Figure A5, the voltage level of phase-A and phase-B
drops below 0.9 pu; at the same time, the current of these phases increases due to LLGF.
When Figure A6 is examined, it is observed that the voltage level of the three-phase drops
below 0.9 pu, and meanwhile current of the three phases increases due to LLLGF. Since
the voltage level of the two phases drops below 0.9 pu, and the current of these phases
decreases, the relative location of the voltage sag given in Figures A7 and A8 is determined
as the US.
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Table 2. Power quality analyzer data related to the events.

Event ID Event
Direction Fault Type V-I Data

1 DS SLGF Figure A1
2 DS SLGF Figure A2
3 DS SLGF Figure A3
4 DS SLGF Figure A4
5 DS LLGF Figure A5
6 DS LLLGF Figure A6
7 US - Figure A7
8 US - Figure A8

In this dataset, each event datum contains the magnitude of voltage and current
during the voltage sag and before voltage sag per each phase. In this study, 6118 event data
recorded in the distribution system are used. Because there are some missing data during
the events, these missing data are removed from the dataset, and a dataset containing
6028 samples in total is created. A total of 80% of these data are reserved for training, and
the remaining 20% is for testing the success of algorithms. The training and test dataset are
randomly selected by the computer. Four fault types are determined as output variables
in the data set. The ratio of these fault types to the whole output data set is 0.0343, 0.013,
0.005, and 0.948 for DS and SLGF, DS and LLGF, DS and LLLGF, and the US, respectively.

4. Simulation Results

The 3.7.7 version of the Python programming language and the TensorFlow environ-
ment on the Spyder 4 interface are used as the simulation software. The parameters of the
models and simulation results are shown in Table 3.

Table 3. Model Parameters and simulation results.

Model Parameter Accuracy Recall F1 Score Precision

ANN

Optimizer = Adam, iteration = 2000, input layer size = 2048,
hidden layer size = 1024, output layer size = 4, activation

function (input layer) = ReLU, activation function (hidden
layer) = ReLU, activation function (output layer) = Softmax,

batch_size = 2000, dropout ratio = 0.5.

0.9819 0.99 0.98 0.99

SVM Kernel = Rbf, degree = 3, penalty = l2, iteration = 30,
class weight = {0:25, 1:197., 2:65.5, 3:1}. 0.9759 0.98 0.98 0.97

K-NN n_neighbors = 4, metric = ‘minkowski’. 0.9875 0.99 0.99 0.99
Gaussian NB var_smoothing = 0.1 0.9734 0.97 0.97 0.97

Figure 7 shows the confusion matrix of the proposed methods. D1, D2, D3, and
UP shown in Figure 7 indicate downstream and single-phase ground fault, downstream
and two-phase ground fault, downstream and three-phase ground fault, and upstream,
respectively. When the results are examined, it is observed that the KNN model is a more
successful solution with an accuracy rate of 0.9875, a recall rate of 0.99, an F1 score of 0.99,
and a precision score of 0.99 compared to the other models. Although the accuracy rate of
the ANN is lower than the KNN model, it was able to detect the fault more successfully
than SVM and Gaussian NB algorithms. Estimation results are analyzed with four different
metrics. A more detailed examination of the success of the algorithms according to the type
of fault is made in Figure 7 with the help of confusion matrices.
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5. Discussion

The proposed algorithms classify the voltage sag relative location with high accuracy,
and the results of the algorithms are compared with ANN and SVM, which are common
state-art methods. A detailed explanation of the results, which are shown in Figure 7, is
given below for each method.

SVM performed the predictions with high accuracy for the US event. In problems in
which the data set is not properly distributed, the correct estimation of the variables with
the low ratio in the data set will determine the most efficient algorithm. Therefore, if DS
and SLGF, DS and LLGF, and DS and LLLGF faults are evaluated, respectively:

• When the DS and SLGF prediction results are examined, which include approximately
3.43% of the data set, it can be said that the SVM method predicts the fault type
correctly with a rate of 75%. In addition, 25% of what was expected to be DS and SLGF
was predicted as the US;

• When the DS and LLGF estimation results are examined, it is seen that this fault type,
which has a rate of 1.31% in the data set, was predicted correctly by SVM at a rate of
7.1%. With this score, it can be said that the SVM algorithm is quite unsuccessful in
predicting DS and LLGF. In the DS and LLGF estimation process, SVM incorrectly
predicted the type of fault as DS and SLGF in 71% of the cases. In addition, it estimated
the fault type as UP with a rate of 14% and DS and LLLGF with a rate of 7.1%. It can
be said that the SVM algorithm fails to predict the DS and LLGF;

• When the DS and LLLGF failure is examined, it can be seen that it constitutes approxi-
mately 0.48% of the data set. When the prediction performance of SVM in this fault
type is examined, it is seen that it predicts the fault type correctly at 50%. In addition,
SVM estimated 25% as DS and SLGF, and the remaining 25% as DS and LLGF, which
should have been estimated as DS and LLLGF.

The ANN algorithm, like the SVM algorithm, predicted the US with a high accuracy
rate. If the prediction success of the algorithm is examined in more detail:

• When the DS and SLGF prediction performance is examined, it can be seen that the
ANN algorithm reaches 90% accuracy. In addition, ANN estimated about 7.2% of the
output data as DS and LLGF, which it should have estimated as DS and SLGF. In the
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remaining 2.9% estimation of DS and SLGF, ANN predicted the voltage sag relative
location and fault type as DS and LLGF;

• When the results obtained by the ANN algorithm in the DS and LLGF estimation
process are examined, it can be said that the algorithm can predict this error type
correctly at a rate of 41%. Moreover, 59% of what was expected to estimate as DS and
LLGF were DS and SLGF. Therefore, the algorithm was ineffective in estimating DS
and LLGF;

• If the DS and LLLGF prediction performance is examined, it is seen that the ANN
algorithm reaches 40% accuracy. This value shows that the algorithm is ineffective
in the DS and LLLGF estimation process. On the other hand, ANN, DS, and LLLGF
estimated 50% of the outputs as DS and LLGF and 10% as the US.

When the fault type prediction results of the Gaussian NB algorithm are examined, it
can be said that it predicts the US event with a high accuracy rate, such as ANN and SVM
methods. If the estimations made by this method are examined in detail:

• When the DS and SLGF estimation performance of the Gaussian NB algorithm is
examined, it can be seen that it reaches 63% accuracy. It was determined that this
method estimated 2.3% as DS and LLLGF and 2.3% as DS and LLGF, which should
be estimated as DS and SLGF. The algorithm estimated the remaining 33% as the US,
while it should have predicted DS and SLGF;

• When the DS and LLGF estimation results were examined, the Gaussian NB algorithm,
which showed a success rate of 10%, was inefficient in estimating this fault type.
The algorithm estimated 60% as DS and SLGF and 30% as US, which it should have
estimated as DS and LLGF;

• If the algorithm’s DS and LLLGF estimation performance is analyzed, it can be ob-
served that it reaches an accuracy of 38%. In addition, 12% of the output values that
should be estimated as DS and LLLGF were estimated as DS and LLGF, and 50% as
the US.

If the fault type prediction results of the KNN method are examined, it can be seen
that it predicts the US event with high accuracy, like the other algorithms discussed before.
If the fault type prediction results of the KNN method are discussed in more detail:

• In DS and SLGF estimation, it can be observed that the algorithm is more successful
than other algorithms, with an accuracy of 92%. The algorithm estimated 4.1% as DS
and LLGF and 4.1% as the US of the output values it should have predicted as DS
and SLGF;

• When the DS and LLGF estimation performance of the KNN method was examined,
it was observed that it reached 55% accuracy. Again, this value is higher than other
algorithms’ DS and LLGF prediction scores. KNN estimated 36% as DS and SLGF and
9.1% as DS and LLLGF, which should have estimated DS and LLGF;

• It has been observed that the algorithm predicts this fault type exactly in the DS and
LLLGF process, where the KNN algorithm differs significantly from other algorithms
in the prediction process. When compared with other algorithms used in voltage sag
relative estimation, it is seen that the KNN algorithm has a limited advantage over
other algorithms in general accuracy. However, for DS and SLGF, DS and LLGF, and
DS and LLLGF, which make up about 6% of the output values of the dataset and are
more difficult to predict than the US event, it can be said significantly more effective
than the other methods.

6. Conclusions

In this paper, KNN and Gaussian NB algorithms are proposed to classify the relative
location of the voltage sag and the type of fault causing the voltage sag. The real voltage
sag data provided by PMQS in the distribution system are used as a dataset for realistic,
useful, and meaningful results. The results of the study are listed:
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• The KNN algorithms classify the voltage sag relative location with high rates of 0.9875.
The KNN shows more accurate results, as can be seen from the error metrics, which
are accuracy, precision, F1 score, and recall. Moreover, according to the confusion
matrix created to examine the estimation results of the algorithms in more detail, KNN
is more successful than other algorithms in terms of classification of fault type despite
limited data for some events;

• Gaussian NB algorithms determine the voltage sag relative location with high rates
of 0.9734. As can be seen from the confusion matrix, the Gaussian NB shows lower
accuracy like SVM and ANN when it determines the fault type, especially in D3 and
D2 regions due to limited data regarding these events;

• Distribution grid operators can take much faster action to mitigate voltage sag prob-
lems in the grid, thanks to a highly accurate estimation of the voltage sag relative
location and type of fault. In this way, potential damages to industrial users will
be prevented;

• As different companies operate the distribution and transmission systems in Turkey,
this study helps to understand whether the voltage sag event is caused by the trans-
mission or the distribution grid. In addition to determining the relative position of the
voltage sag, the proposed method can also help to identify the primary source of the
voltage sag if the grid model and PQ analyzer measurement points are integrated into
the PQMS. After the proposed algorithms determine the voltage sag relative location,
this information should be visualized on the grid model. DSO operator can define the
exact location of voltage sag by following the change of direction (US to DS or DS to
US). Moreover, if the proposed algorithm is revised by adding grid topology and rules
for finding the exact location, they can automatically determine the exact location of
voltage sag.
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