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Numerical Results and Conclusion
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" @Gas unavailability event results in unserved load every day with  The large loss of load seen in the 0% dual-fuel scenario
a total of 10,647 MWh unserved energy during the event. results in a significant penalty cost to the system.
" Even 25% dual-fuel generators can reduce near 90% of the * The 25% dual-fuel generator coverage helps decrease the
total unserved energy, and avoid loss loads after the first day. total system costs significantly.
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