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Research on Quantitative Relationship Between Grid Power Loss Rate on

the Line and Investment
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Abstract; [ Introduction ] To improve the investment management ability of power grid corporation and enhance the quantifiable eval-

uation level of investment decision. [ Methods ] The impact factors of comprehensive power loss rate on the wire were analyzed, and

the quantitative relationship between the improvement of the index and the investment was established through the panel data model

and the regression analysis of historical data. [ Results]The modeling results can measure the investment benefits in decreasing power

loss rate on the line under various influencing factors, and forecast the Investment demand in the next year according to the compre-

hensive plan target value of the grid company, and complete the investment feedback of the index improvement, so that each invest-

ment can be measured beforehand, and can be evaluated afterwards. [ Conclusion ] The research results of this paper can strengthen

the quantifiable evaluation level of investment decisions and meet the lean management needs of enterprises.

Key words: power loss rate on the line; the panel data model; investment decisions
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The impact factors of comprehensive power loss rate on the wire
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Fig. 2 Comparative analysis between the predicted and actual

values of comprehensive power loss rate on the wire
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