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Summary. On the basis of the analysis of the risks arising from the power supply of the building's power 
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Statement of the problem. Under conditions of the fuel-and-energy crisis in Ukraine 

great attention is paid to the problems of gained energy stored by means of various in design 
energy storage units. Stored energy can be used during the hours of maximum loading for its 
regulation in the power supply systems of different objects. The most attractive from the 
economic point of view is the use of kinetic energy storage unit (KESU) in power supply 
systems of administrative buildings but it is connected with the range of risks hence their 
analysis for further compensation is required currently. 

Analysis of the available investigations results. In electric power industry the methods 
of risks assessment are not practiced yet, thus difficulties in the sphere of risk minimization and 
cost estimation for their control occur. Risks and uncertainties are found in all projects 
concerned with power engineering, special difficulties are in the projects of reconstructive and 
unconventional energy, they are listed in [1]. General classification of risks which occur in 
power supply systems is given in [4, 6, 7, 8]. Methods of risks reduction in power engineering 
are developed in papers [2, 3, 4, 9]. However risks and methods of their reduction during the 
object power supply systems operation taking into account connection of kinetic energy storage 
units and their supply for loading regulation are not developed in the above mentioned papers. 

The objective of the paper. To determine theoretical-methodical aspects of risks 
analysis during kinetic energy storage unit connection to the power supply system of 
administrative in order to regulate loadings and to investigate the range of risks groups and 
subgroups, their influence on building power supply system operation with kinetic energy 
storage unit. To develop compensatory measures of identified risks. 

Statement of the task. In electric power industry the methods of determination of 
complete risks range are not practiced yet that is why it is impossible to make their accurate 
quantitative assessment in advance. Thus difficulties in the sphere of risk minimization and cost 
estimation for their control occur. For this reason the main problem of this work is to determine 
and investigate the general risks during the power supply systems operation with kinetic energy 
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storage unit of public buildings. In order to solve the stated task the method of hierarchical 
analysis (MHA) developed by T. Saati [2], [3] is used. 

The method of hierarchical analysis (MHA) is used for ratio scales derivation from 
discrete as well as from continuous paired comparison in multilevel hierarchical structures. 
MHA has specific aspects concerned with different from concurrence deviations and this 
deviation measuring and also with dependences within groups (levels) and between the groups 
of hierarchical structure elements [2]. 

The advantage of MHA is that the system hierarchical presentation can be applied for 
description of the effect of priority changes on the upper levels on the priority elements on the 
lower levels, hierarchies give more detailed information about the system structure and 
functions on the lower levels, hierarchies are firm and flexible; they are firm in the sense that 
small changes have little effect and flexible because additions to well-structured hierarchy do 
not destroy its characteristics. Natural systems made hierarchically i.e. in the form of modular 
structure and then of module aggregate are built more effectively than the systems made-up in 
whole [3]. 

Using MHA for modeling it is necessary to built hierarchical or lace structure for 
problem presentation and then comparing this structure elements in pairs, to get domination 
matrices from which ratio scales are derived [2]. 

In general hierarchical structure consists of three levels: the first level is the aim from 
the point of view of control, the second level – criteria that the next levels depend on, and the 
third or the lowest level – the list of alternatives. 

Modern sources of information offer a lot of risks classification versions but power 
engineering field is specific. Most authors offer to distinguish two large risks groups: internal 
and external and then divide them into subgroups: strategy, operational, technological and 
technical, political, regulatory and market risks [1, 4, 5, 7, 8]. 

The first stage of MHA is the development of hierarchical structure combining all risks 
groups and influencing the risks compensation alternatives. To develop such hierarchical 
structure the risks groups which occur during the building power system supply from kinetic 
energy storage unit should be determined and analyzed. These risks groups are summarized in 
Table 1. 

 
Table 1 

 
Classification of risks 

 
Group of risks Risk detailing [1], [4], [5], [6], [7], [8] 

1. Оperational  1.1 Risks related to service personnel errors 
1.2 The emergence of deviations in information systems and 
internal control systems 
1.3 The presence of insufficient number of control systems 

2. Тechnological and 
technical 

2.1 Installation failure 
2.2 Increasing network imbalances 
2.3 The wrong choice of process equipment 
2.4 Irregular prevention and repair of equipment 

3. Regulatory 3.1 Changes in energy policy 
3.2 Tariff change 
3.3 Regulation in the field of security 

4. Financial 4.1 Increase of operational costs 
4.2 Violation of the terms of the investment agreement 
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The developed model of hierarchical structure representing connections between all 
levels and their influence on the given alternatives is shown in Figure 1. The model has two 
hierarchical levels of the importance of criteria in relation to the main aim and three alternatives 
concerned with the second level criteria. 
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Figure 1. Model of the hierarchical structure of the task of compensation of risks 

 
The following notions are used in the model. 
1. The aim or main criteriaрій (risks compensation while using KESU) – а. 
2. Criteria of the first level (risks groups – operational, technological and technical, 

regulatory, financial) – b, c, d, e. 
3. Criteria of the second level (subgroups of the first level risks)l– в1, в2, в3, с1, с2, с3, 

с4, d1, d2, d3, е1, е2. 
4. Alternatives of the aim achievement (transfer of risk, decrease of risk, acceptance of 

risk) – A, B, C. 
The second stage of MHA is the development of the algorithm for the aim achievement 

i.e. it is necessary to determine the influence of the risks groups on the system in whole. Let us 
use the methods described in [9]. They are as follows: first, matrices of pairwise comparisons 
of intermediate criteria relatively to the criteria of upper level are recorded, for comparison the 
scale of relative importance developed by T. Saati [3] is used, secondly, the transition from 
complex matrices to priority vectors is carried out, thirdly, the test of pairwise comparison 
matrices quality or calculation of concurrence index are done. 

Let us develop matrices of pair-wise comparisons for criteria [X] for each hierarchy 
level according to the model of hierarchical structure shown in Figure 1 on the example of the 
aim achievement model (A). 

For criteria of the first level we have matrix of pairwise comparisons relatively to the 
main criteria: 
 

А(bcde)a. (1) 
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For criteria of the second level we have matrix of pairwise comparisons: 

 
А(b1,b2,b3,)b; А(с1,с2,с3,с4)с; А(d1,d2,d3) d; А(е1,е2)е. (2) 

 
For each matrix of the pairwise comparisons [X] we carry out transition to the priority 

vectors [3, 9]. The calculation of the normalized characteristic vector W of positive square 
matrix [М] is done on the basis of equation: 
 

max ,ХW W  (3) 
 
where max  – is maximum characteristic value of matrix [X]. 

For positive square matrix [X] the right characteristic vector W corresponding to 
maximum characteristic value max , accurate to the constant multiplier С can be calculated by 
formula [9]: 
 

[ ]lim ,
[ ]

k

T kk

Х e CW
e Х e

  (4) 

 
where e = {1, 1, 1, …, 1}T – is the unit vector; k = 1, 2, 3, … – exponent, С – constant, Т – 
transportation sign. 

Determinations of the characteristic vector W are performed until required accuracy is 
reached: 
 

( ) ( 1) ,T l le W W 
  (5) 

 
where l – is iteration index such that l = 1 corresponds to k = 1 etc., ξ – acceptable error, 
assuming ξ = 0,01. 

To determine the maximum characteristic value we use formula: 
 

max [ ] .Te Х W   (6) 
 

According to the stated methods and formulae (1), (2) we have: 
– for the first level criteria 

 
А(bcde)a → W(bcde)a, 

 
– for the second level criteria 

 
W(b1,b2,b3,)b; W(с1,с2,с3,с4)с; W(d1,d2,d3) d; W(е1,е2)е. 

 
The test of pair-wise matrix quality [X] is estimated by indeces [3]: 
– concurrence index (ІУ) 

 
max ) 1 ,( / ( )nІУ n    (7) 

 
– conformity relation (ВУ) 

 
ВУ = ІУ/М(ІУ), (8) 

 
where М(ІУ) – is the mean value (mathematical expectation) of the concurrence index 
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developed by the random manner pair-wise comparisons matrix [Х]. 
The acceptable value of the conformity relation is ВУ ≤ 0,10 [3]. 
It should be noticed that developed above equations and given MHA dependences make 

it possible to range risks and to compensate them while using the systems of kinetic energy 
storage units of administrative buildings. 

Analysis of the numerical results. To develop the matrix of the criteria of pairwise 
comparisons[X] for each hierarchy level it is necessary to collect data. According to the 
available guidelines the group of experts should not exceed 20 persons [9]. In our case the group 
of experts consisting of two Doctors of Sciences, two Candidates of Sciences and three experts 
with high experience in the field of power engineering was organized and questioned. 

The resulting data processing was carried out in accordance with the described methods 
in Microsoft Excel environment making possible to automate the results obtaining at any output 
parameters change. 

The results of the calculations of pairwise comparisons matrix criteria [X] for the first 
hierarchy level are given in Table 2. 

Therefore the comparison for the second hierarchy level is also realized. 
 

Table 2 
 

Identification of the most important group of risks in order to compensate them 
 

Group of 
risks Оperational Тechnological 

and technical Regulatory Financial 

Normalized 
estimates of 
the priority 

vector 

Rank 

Оperational 1 1/3 4 1 0,2164 2 
Тechnological 
and technical 3 1 5 3 0,5216 1 

Regulatory 1/4 1/5 1 1/2 0,0801 4 
Financial 1 1/3 2 1 0,1820 3 

Sum 5,2500 1,8666 12,0000 5,5000   
Consistency index ІУ=0,024 

Coherence relation ВУ=0,027=2,7% 
 

According to the calculations we have ВУ=0,027 ≤ 0,10 resulting in the conclusion that 
experts evaluations in matrix are agreed and do not require revision. 

The main result of the pairwise comparisons is the alternative determination importance. 
In this regard it is necessary to carry out the comparison of the results significance for each 
concurrence criteria. The calculations of the priority values as part of each risks group are 
represented in Tables 3 – 6. The importance of the alternatives determination is shown in Table 
7. 

 
Table 3 

 
Calculation of priority values as part of operational factors 

 

Operational risks Transfer of 
risk 

Decrease 
risk 

Acceptance 
of risk 

Normalized estimates 
of the priority vector 

Transfer of risk 1 1/5 1 0,134 
Decrease risk 5 1 7 0,747 

Acceptance of risk 1 1/7 1 0,120 
Sum 7,000 1,343 9,000  
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Table 4 

 
Calculation of priority values as part of technological and technical factors 

 
Тechnological and 

technical 
Transfer of 

risk Decrease risk Acceptance 
of risk 

Normalized estimates 
of the priority vector 

Transfer of risk 1 1/6 1/5 0,084 
Decrease risk 6 1 1 0,472 

Acceptance of risk 5 1 1 0,444 
Sum 12,000 2,166 2,200  

 
Table 5 

 
Calculation of priority values as part of regulatory factors 

 

Regulatory risks Transfer of 
risk 

Decrease 
risk 

Acceptance 
of risk 

Normalized estimates 
of the priority vector 

Transfer of risk 1 1 1/7 0,111 
Decrease risk 1 1 1/7 0,111 

Acceptance of risk 7 7 1 0,778 
Sum 9,000 9,166 1,285  

 
Table 6 

 
Calculation of priority values as part of financialy factors 

 

Financial risk Transfer of 
risk 

Decrease 
risk 

Acceptance 
of risk 

Normalized estimates 
of the priority vector 

Transfer of risk 1 5 5 0,714 
Decrease risk 1/5 1 1 0,143 

Acceptance of risk 1/5 1 1 0,143 
Sum 1,400 7,000 7,000  

 
Table 7 

 
Determining the importance of alternatives 

 

Alternative Operational 
risks 

Тechnological 
and technical 

risks 

Regulatory 
risks 

Financial 
risk 

Assessment of 
the importance 
of alternatives 

Rank 

Transfer of 
risk 0,134 0,084 0,111 0,714 0,2115 3 

Decrease 
risk 0,747 0,472 0,111 0,143 0,4427 1 

Acceptance 
of risk 0,120 0,444 0,778 0,143 0,3458 2 

 
According to the calculations results we have the highest value 0,4427 for the alternative 

„decrease risk“ – the possibility to decrease consequences of risks. The risks which can not be 
decreased or transferred are on the second place and have the value 0,3458. The risks which 
can be partially compensated by transferring to other responsible person have the 
lowest value 0,2115. 
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The calculations results are shown in Figure 2. 
Fig. 2 depicts the conformity of alternatives to the risks groups. 
The results of the investigations. From the diagram shown in Fig. 2 we have come to 

conclusion that the group of operational risks can be decreased (0,747), for example by qualified 
staff employment, application of more accurate control systems. This group also include 
acceptance of risks (0,134) for example the staff mistakes caused by tiredness and inattention. 
For the group of technological and technical risks it is possible to decrease the risk due to proper 
equipment choice, the risks are acceptable (0,444), for example the risk of the network 
disbalance and the risk of equipment failure, transfer of risk (0,0837) is possible due to warranty 
maintenance. For the group of regulatory risks, the alternative risks acceptance is most 
important as they can not be effected. For the group of financial risks the most significant 
alternative is the risk transfer (0,714) due to insurance. 
 

 
 

Figure 2. Conformity of alternatives to risk groups 
 

From the given diagram it can be also concluded that the achievement of the main aim 
i.e. risks compensation by KESU use in the power supply system of the administrative building 
is possible due to the influence of operational, technological and technical, financial risks on 
the groups. 

It should be noticed that the chosen method of risks analysis and obtained results provide 
the determination of risks groups subjected to compensation by decrease or transfer resulting 
in the improvement of effectiveness of the building power supply system operation with KESU 
connection. 

Conclusions. The application of the method of hierarchy analysis developed by T. Saati 
enables us to estimate all internal and external risks which occur during KESU use in the power 
supply systems, their influence on the power supply system operation, to determine the 
directions of the innovation policy of these risks compensation. 

Evaluation of four risks groups resulting from KESU use in the building power supply 
system is performed in this paper. According to the carried out analysis and obtained results we 
come to the conclusion that all groups of the considered risks can be decreased or transferred 
except regulatory ones which should to be accepted. 
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The obtained results can be applied for the improvement of energy efficiency when the 
low-voltage circuits are used. 
 
References 

1. Kalinchik V.P., Kokorina M.T. Otsenka riskov generatsii energii iz vozobnovlyaemykh istochnikov. 
Tekhnika v sil's'kohospodars'komu vyrobnytstvi, haluzeve mashynobuduvannya, avtomatyzatsiya, 2013, 
no. 26, pp. 225 – 230. [Іn Ukrainian]. 

2.  Saati Tomas. Prinyatie resheniy pri zavisimostyakh i obratnykh svyazyakh: Analiticheskie seti. Per. s angl. 
Moscow, LKI Publ., 2008. 360 p. [In Russian]. 

3. Saati Tomas. Prinyatie resheniy. Metod analiza ierarkhiy. Moscow „Radio i svyaz“. Publ., 1993. 278 p. [In 
Russian]. 

4. Komendantova N.P. Upravlenie riskami i faktory uyazvimosti kriticheskoy. Russian Digital Libraries 
Journal, 2017, vol. 20, no. 1, pp. 88 – 108. [In Russsian]. 

5. But D.A., Alievskiy B.L., Mizyurin S.R., Vasyukevich P.V. Nakopiteli energii. Moscow, 
Energoatomizdat. Publ., 1991. 400 p. [In Russsian]. 

6. Kovalishina G.V. Riski na rynke energoresursov: klassifikatsiya, posledstviya, ugrozy. Moscow, IFI Publ., 
2010. 28 p. [In Russsian]. 

7. Verkhozin S.V. Elektroenergetika kak istochnik professional'nykh riskov. Tekhnosfernaya bezopasnost' v 
ХХI veke: sb. nauchnykh trudov magistrantov, aspirantov i doktorantov. Irkutsk, IrGTU Publ., 2013. 196 p. 
[In Russsian]. 

8. Pavlova O.S. Risk – menedzhment na rossiyskikh energeticheskikh predpriyatiyakh. Vestnik nauchno-
tekhnicheskogo razvitiya, 2011, no. 6(46), pp. 34 – 43. [In Russsian]. 

9. Denisova O.K. Primenenie metoda analiza ierarkhiy dlya ranzhirovaniya biznes protsessov (na primere 
vuza). Nauchno-tekhnicheskie vedomosti Sankt-Peterburgskogo gosudarstvennogo politekhnicheskogo 
universiteta. Ekonomicheskie nauki, 2013, no. 1 – 1’, pp. 166 – 173. [In Russsian]. 

 
Список використаної літератури 

1. Калинчик, В.П. Оценка рисков генерации энергии из возобновляевых источников [Текст] / 
В.П. Калинчик, М.Т. Кокорина // Техніка в сільськогосподарському виробництві, галузеве 
машинобудування, автоматизація. – 2013. – № 26. – C. 225 – 230. 

2.  Саати, Томас. Принятие решений при зависимостях и обратных связях: Аналитические сети; пер. с 
англ. [Текст] / науч. ред. А.В. Андрейчиков, О.Н. Андрейчикова. – М.: Издательство ЛКИ, 2008. – 
360 с. 

3. Саати, Томас. Принятие решений. Метод анализа иерархий; пер. с англ. [Текст] / науч. ред. 
Р.Г. Вачнадзе. – М.: Радио и связь, 1993. – 278 с. 

4. Комендантова, Н.П. Управление рисками и факторы уязвимости критической инфраструктуры 
[Текст] / Н.П. Комендантова // Russian Digital Libraries Journal. – 2017. – V. 20. – № 1. – С. 88 – 108. 

5. Накопители энергии [Текст] / Д.А. Бут, Б.Л. Алиевский, С.Р. Мизюрин, П.В. Васюкевич; под 
редакцией Д.А. Бута. – М.: Энергоатомиздат, 1991. – 400 с. 

6. Ковалишина, Г.В. Риски на рынке энергоресурсов: классификация, последствия, угрозы [Текст] / 
Г.В. Ковалишина. – М.: ИФИ, 2010. – 28 с. 

7. Верхозин, С.В. Электроэнергетика как источник профессиональных рисков. Техносферная 
безопасность в ХХI веке: сб. научных трудов магистрантов, аспирантов и докторантов; под 
редакцией проф. С.С. Тимофеевой. – Иркутск: Изд-во ИрГТУ, 2013. – С. 31 – 41. 

8. Павлова, О.С. Риск-менеджмент на российских энергетических предприятиях [Текст] / 
О.С. Павлова // Вестник научно-технического развития. – 2011. – № 6(46). – С. 34 – 43. 

9. Денисова, О.К. Применение метода анализа иерархий для ранжирования бизнес процессов (на 
примере вуза) [Текст] / О.К. Денисова // Научно-технические ведомости Санкт-Петербургского 
государственного политехнического университета. Экономические науки. – 2013. – № 1 – 1’. – 
С. 166 – 173. 

  



Sergey Shevchenko, Natalіa Savchenko 
 

ISSN 1727-7108. Вісник ТНТУ, № 3 (87), 2017 …………………………………………………………………………………... 125 

 
УДК 621.311 

 
АНАЛІЗ РИЗИКІВ ПРИ ПІДКЛЮЧЕННІ ДО СИСТЕМИ 

ЕЛЕКТРОПОСТАЧАННЯ АДМІНІСТРАТИВНОЇ БУДІВЛІ 
КІНЕТИЧНОГО ЕНЕРГОНАКОПИЧУВАЧА З МЕТОЮ 
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Сергій Шевченко1; Наталя Савченко2 

 
1Національний технічний університет «Харківський політехнічний 

інститут», Харків, Україна 
2Донбаська національна академія будівництва і архітектури, 

Краматорськ, Україна 
 

Резюме. На основі аналізу ризиків, які виникають при живленні системи електропостачання 
будівлі від кінетичного електронакопичувача у часи максимуму навантаження,  за методом аналізу 
мереж, розробленим Т. Сааті, розроблено стратегію компенсації груп та окремих  ризиків за напрямками 
перенесення та зменшення. 

Ключові слова: ризик, кінетичний енергонакопичувач, система електропостачання, методи 
аналізу ризиків, компенсація ризиків. 
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