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Abstract

To address the complex evolution and multidimensional topological dependencies of power grid
equipment operation, this paper proposes a topology-aware fault prediction algorithm based on the
joint modeling of Graph Convolutional Networks (GCN) and Gated Recurrent Units (GRU). The
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method constructs a graph structure based on the power grid topology and integrates two key types
of features: (1) Time-series data representing device operational states (e.g., voltage, current, ac-
tive/reactive power), and (2) Static topological attributes of each node (e.g., node degree, clustering
coefficient, and betweenness centrality). The GCN module captures spatial neighborhood features
at each time step, while the GRU module models the temporal evolution of node states, achieving
joint learning of spatial dependencies and dynamic trends. Experimental results show that the pro-
posed method improves fault prediction accuracy by 4.3% compared to a pure GCN model and by
12.7% compared to a Support Vector Machine (SVM). It also outperforms baseline models in terms
of F1-score and recall.
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Gong . HAE BARERZR GCN STEMMAM 4 LSTM. GRU)Z5&(22] [23], R = E#E
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FHRHE LR, 2R RE 5 2 KRG P TINGE 77 B35 00 T Guit o A 2 sl I i A

24. AXTENERSBIFR

JUE A M W T 2 Rt BP0 R GERPIRAS R E, (H 2 e A I 0 B Ao Al
THEFAEST TRITIE, BT H X B0 2% i B FINX — SC B LT BT FEAT BN AR R, AR5 ol A2 75 iR RS I (]
I G ERPFALIR RS T HAFEA R . AL, CATNEERIENIE . B E N A R E T T sk =
AGESLIS R

N, AR M T GON 5 GRU B @A 1 3h MG RS s i 55005, AMUER R R
SN S S AT R, AR A5 K b STEIL A (R R S I TR AL F BB 27 30, R T AR ST
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RN RAER Z ¢ R HIR. AT ST,
(2) FEANE TR AE):
T, = [degreei, clusteringi,betweennessi] 3)
IR R RRREE P Aok
BT R N RFECE BRI (8] 20 BN -
B=[x 7] )

3.3. BRI GCN-GRU FRIZRE4EE
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(2) GRU . A5 AL 2 NI TP I B ARR R v N 81, IR GRU S BT RS i
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3: #E ) . BN

1 1
4: H' «o D{ 2}-1:1~ﬁ{ 2}-H{’_]}~WGQ\,
5: end for
6: for BNy, eV do
7: WIth GRU BRUIRZS A, <0
8: for FFANFAIZE 1=1to T do
9: < GRU(h, HY) 4345 2 O TSI
10: end for
11: $, < Sigmoid (Linear (A, )) ##bht=4 t
12: end for

13: return I}z{j/l}
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SR, Nt BT BB AE S bR A FR I b SRR BE 70 5 TN U, ASSCAE S AR (1 2 it |51
N T HEIRAHLE]: Fo—, 85I N EER IHUHI(GAT) R 304055 BNk Rk ge 77 H =, md vt
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AR R DT KRR I S . ARG, AR B RIS R W R R R, 61
A% AR HLYT O R S B S RS BT S . PRI, ASSOR BB R O EE R A 4%, DAL
RS RID] SPEAMYIIITIE &

GAT fi FHEE R AL 2 S R IR 5 0 55 Z AL o, FLE (T
exp( LeakyReLU (" [ W 17, )

% = T @)
ZI(EN(i)exp(LeakyReLU(a A th]))
Horpr, WOREMARBME, o NIEBRNISE, || FRnFETHE. &E IRANERN:
hi= U(z_,-a\f(i) al./.Whj) ®)
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HECTHr#E GCN, GAT BES H BRI Fh Fh rh SC B 41 & 19 RO AR, JEah &S B HAERHMER &
HIDTHR e AZALHRIRTE 7 AR S A% T R AR (A RE 77, R T3 FH T HE X v S, DX (2 H T3 1)
(e A F A

4.2. ETRSESHBSESERER

e BRI 1 1R 5 EL B AR AS U N, BRI IR — S RO PR, (A T
HL L A AT AL MR S R A5 A DL SRR, A B ST 5 A P OB . e
AIBIN “RASES” (state difference)fLiil, H5 85415 AU FF SURAASHEIE RAEIRN, I8
B B A T R

HRTTR AT, MRS {7, L S 2 AR

1

Ax =x—x", t=2,T ®
IR A SR IRAS 15 75 40 TR Jy GRU A
% =[x A ] (10)

GRU FELHR R MG AT 7 A5 I (8] 2 TN B A RS IR BRI AR A A %, SR TR 7 L e FLARZS IR I e
1o fENZRERE T, BRA] 352 2] IR H Sl SIEE R ATIR BRI T, 1R T g

43. WUARBISHES

ShE LRI, AN SR ) SO AR R A 2 ) S AR B B A P P S WL B A% 58 GCN, - FE I 1]
FERLEY BLGI NARZSZ /- SN, AT 76 22 (8] 55 I (] N 4E S EI93R T 7RI Rk e 70 AR n

B2 FiR e
B2 Gl NTERE S5 2 S LA G e ) i o 0 A 7Y
BN

G=(V,E), BHHE A
AR {x ), dRAb T,
ﬁ Hj :
BRI S R {5}
for AN E]P t=1to Tdo
H' «GAT(H"Y,4) 4 AER RS
end for
for BT v, €V do
It GRU BUIRZS b <0
fort=2to T'do
delta « x/ —x!™
input « concatenate ( x; , delta)
h; < GRU (h,, input)
10: end for
11: ¥, <« Sigmoid (Linear ( 4,))
12: end for
13: return {3, }

R A A A
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LRSI TERER DL -

5. LB SxTELIIE

NBGUERTHZ HY GCN-GRU #1141 R R A b T SR (A R S & ek, AN SCHE 2 SR A o e df 4
EIVRESES, IF 5 FRINERATR LM FIRF, J9iPAl gl N EEE L 5 RES 2= 0 ML S 1 et
RpERERRAL, BoiH T 2 BRI

5.1. SEEVIfER

A SEZBG RADL SR FL X B R AT AR R T e, RTE R IR IS AT IS AR, JE I i S G
R NIBITRESW R E. IR, AU/EIRSE), 4G AR g m e, SRk
A R PR R A AT SR AT N S XU T 1235t G TR O R REAR Hh DL o A R R G
W, B RGRE TN N

SR SEPRIREE, SEIGIEEL T IEEE 118 75 55 R 401 PowerGraph 04 45 A A0 2 1 B 52 F X $h Fh 45 44
RADLH WL R SR (AN 2R R A R« FL R SRR AR U 3 58 ) P 1 J2 T R S e A I A o AN T19 RUFE S 20
AL Y IS AT RS A N AFAE,  H bR TN HAE T — AN P2 Bk NIRRT, SeI A iy
B BRI BIvER A o

SEIRTE— AL % Intel Xeon Gold 6226R XU AR 2R (3L 32 #%00)« 256 GB A7/ NVIDIA RTX A6000
48 GB & RMmMERE LIEL Bk, #1E R %N Ubuntu 20.04 LTS. #{4F3F8i44% Python 3.9. PyTorch
1.13. PyTorch Geometric 2.2 S5{R & 2% S HESE, DL A NetworkX FH T & 25 #4) 2455, Matplotlib 55 Seaborn
FH TS g5 B ) n AL 30

5.2. DaEiFURAREY Ay REIEA

BiiEsRi A

AR FH A SR H R AR AT SRR

(1)IEEE 118 75 55 & 5t[26]: prEf MM RS, B4 118 N1, 186 42k . @it PSCAD i &
A B PE RSE (RLAR =R R L BRRE . HE RAR AR BB 2R ), JR M AN AU TR A (R
JEMRAE A DRI Z5E).

(2) PowerGraph ¥(#E45E[27]: JFEIEIREE, & 2 A br M SRS EEE , SRR AL %
Bl ASCE B A 118 7555 39 7 i1 B/ 247 1 25 5 A

YT RAEAR, BNOFEKEER T=20 01 S RPH, oA N — 2075 U 15 R AR S bR 25
(Z712).

5.3. TEMERR

DR THT VP A BITHt th B 00 B2 R PR g, AR SR B T 2 00 FH ) 4 BB PPN Fa b, JoR s A 1
W RE I SRR ) =AY Z T, BRI
(1) #EHAZ (Accuracy)
AEI R 2 i BT A hn, F T ROR AR TN E AR R A G S REA I bl e SOR:
TP+TN

Accuracy = 1D
TP+TN+FP+FN
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e, TP ATyl BB SRR REAR S, TN AT IEH BB SO IE R A A%, FP A1 FN 4
A AR A AR AR ARSI . AER R T DL S AR (R AR TR KT, ABAE SR AT I 5 R, W REAFALE
XT 22 B i 5 R A, R b R T H At 4B AR I [F PPl

(2) F1 43 #(F1-score)

Fl 308 525 58 T 1L (A 1 % (Precision) 5 74 [ 28 (Recall), 32 A T VP iR il o 17 23 21 17 e
71, XN

Fl = 2-Precision - Recall

(12)

Precision + Recall

F1 7B BB R s, RN AL MR N S BERE AR RIS, RRAED, 3 P T W A A A Xof A7
BORTE AR BE J1 3 5

(3) HIHlZE(Recall)

T (1] e FH A S AR R X S PR i AR AR BRI BE T, T O

TP
TP+FN

ZFEPR R BB e UM H 2 /D ST R A, XM st s A EER . A
[ 2R FE R AR B /DR RIS E U 1 2%, A B TR T bR T R G SE

(4) AUC (Area Under Curve)

AUC {82 ROC & FRmAR, TS B B EA F BIE N ILsEFhlae /1. ROC HiZkZ)mE 1
TPR (True Positive Rate)5 FPR (False Positive Rate)[!5% &, AUC {H$EIT 1, UL EEA Rt X 5
R G AR MR T . MR T HERGSR, AUC XTSRRI i 5 B S S e, DR e b I 18 6 o
BEEESEME.

(5) ERtEmIEtr

BEAh, PP Al AR B TE S bRl B R 25 BUE BRI L T AR e, ASCIERINT “HRBNHT G R A 2
B AENEBEYEPEM FERR, BRI s ARSI 15 Wi 75 B3 EATL R I 350 43 1) 3 371 I 2 VP A S B
BEo ZARbR AT S AL B S AT IR AT B M SR AR Z R DR, AR X

5.4. XtEEEE

IS A ST T H I GCN-GRU #4101 284 g b Pt 402 B FLAR A Y (A RPE AN S il i, SRR it
Bk 7 28 BRI I, TG IR S Bt [A) R AR L S R R
A BN 7. IR BT L7V mT 20 N BA R DY 2K

(1) BGHEEF 2 J7: SVM SBENLARM

XEFAEN(SVM): s — MM B 2 2078, T2 B T/AMEAR @428 R 52K 4F5% . SVM
BRI AE AR S5 DAY ROIRZS P U Ger HRAAE N3 i FRiEZ)E TN, VAT BN R3S 5251
LGk .

B HL AR PR (Random Forest, RF): {EN—FhEE K% 31777k, RF fEL2 500K m @b RIFE A, szt RF
B [ERE DA RORES ST HREE N, PIAl HOG B8 IR ZS 400 1) R

(2) W IE)FHI AR T 7% LSTM 2%

KA HICAZ N ZS(LSTM): A& AL EE IS [8] /7 271 [ 85 ) 28 B I8 A MR 28 I 2 S50, e R AR ¢ R o
LSTM BB DL s PR R FIE N, RN RO @ s, A S IRNERE R, 1EXT

I T AR TR A R iR AR T

Recall =

(13)
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(3) HLEB % F# A GON Al

BB L8 (GON): A& — T3 Tl a5 A0 1 B R 22 X 48 5 9%, fit i T o 5 408 i 22 T f1 45 R M g ok
#. GON BAUYAE R AP FATHERE, IR R FAI0ES, HARMAN AT SR — N ZIFPRES S5
M, SRR R AR SR R B APl

(4) A TR SR GCN-GRU 5 GAT + AGRU

GCN + GRU (A CHEL B ¥ GCN F1 GRU 454, FIFH GON $2EUHT 5525 [A1RFE, P GRU %75
RURZS IS R B BEAT 3, LA B B S I P B ), AL T i

GAT + AGRU (A CHUALRERY): £ GCN-GRU f3ERH _E, S ANKER IHLHEI(GAT) B E S KB,
DASEILN A0 RS B EDE RN, IR 5 RS Z N, ST S a AR ae ), A scit
— BRSO T E

5.5. KWERS 5

5.5.1. BAMEELEER

AR SIS (1) B PRI T4 TH PPk A SCHR H 1R kB 0000 AR 7 o D 18 2% 4 A O I A R HE R PR . RATTAE
IEEE 118 i i R4S PowerGraph 4 4E Lol M I AL SIMIREE, WA RIS AY f5 76 48— 4R -
HEATPEREVPAY

TG R P4 A [R] AR 8] 3 FUHC BE (20 NI TR D) S NRHIE I B AT I 2R, AR S S 1o
W, GERBCPYIE . AR BN AL Gl Es 5 S BELU(SVML RF). B[R] 5 51 24577 V5 (LSTM)
SERY BB (GCN), DL A SR R 28 A5 (GCN + GRU) 5L RS (GAT + AGRU). 525645 Rl
1 Fi7R.

Table 1. Overall performance comparison of different models in fault prediction tasks

1. NEHERESPETUNE S PRV M REEL AR

TR A2 FR HERf 2R FERTE Pt F1-score Auc
SVM 83.2 0.782 0.765 0.842
FEHLARAM(RF) 85.6 0.803 0.781 0.861
LSTM 88.1 0.825 0.807 0.882

GCN 89.7 0.844 0.832 0.891

GCN + GRU (A X0) 93.8 0.889 0.872 0.928
GAT + AGRU (ft4k) 95.1 0.913 0.896 0.945

MW 1 ATE S, BEEREEARE, AT GON + GRU BEAYAE PY I S g8 b _E I T SibL 2%
) GRS SRR AL, JUIAE FL 0405 AUC DT IR R, U AR MO AR il e ) 5 8 ik
oy AHhasE T TR IR -

BB NEER VL SRS Z WU, AR GAT + AGRU TEHERGZAT F1 73 % 143 Hil 4
TF 1.3%H1 2.4%, #[BZREET 90%, AUC HEZE 0.945, R UIBAIAE & 5 sn 1 i mpe 1, s
TR E AR5 P B R RS NS, A TSR A SR I B 1
5.5.2. SR

PR AL AE 5 2 L S AT R B P ) S I S AR e 1, SO T B BRI SE S, T8 54N [R5
BUTE TR A N BBl (a0 215 22 BRAE S 2R B (R PR R IR FRAE ). TERSEHI R, IR E . B %
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=l

e
=
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T R BAE A T R DU L, DR SRR AR B AR N SR R B R T bR B R
ARSI 5y AE LU R PRI B 25 A1 N S VP4l A R P e

1) =) EIRIET RURE A IMASME Y 0 ArdEZE 0.05 ()il s, DAL K 3 I
®E

2) BENLERRILSN: XF 20% 5 sORZS IS (B P BEAT ENLE %, AU B 2k BOR AR 15 4 .
D AER 2N Bl B A EE P Feds,  BAREE Rk 2 Fos.

4

il

Table 2. Robustness test results of models under perturbation conditions (Accuracy)

2. REEMHFMH THEFEUWAERCERE)

R A2 R JRAGHER 2 Sk )= (&SR] B KRR 2 T %
SVM 83.2 76.4 74.8 —8.40%
FENLARA(RF) 85.6 79.7 78.1 -7.50%
LSTM 88.1 82.3 80.9 —7.20%
GCN 89.7 84.5 82.6 —7.10%
GCN + GRU (A7) 93.8 88.6 87.3 —6.50%
GAT + AGRU (fft4k) 95.1 92.9 91.8 -3.30%

TER e s SEENLERIREN N, FrA MM RS E T IR, (HRREIEEZE S IR . LSl I
B(SVM. RF)H T AREXE 75 BB WU R IEBRE )], RO ERIIVERERES), #EMZ T iR
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Table 3. Performance comparison of models under different time window lengths

7 3. REEFRINEE OKE TRIMERELLE

WA D ET GON + GRU-HERIE (%) GCN + GRU-F143 %80 GAT + A GRU-#ERIZE(%) GAT+ AGRU-F143%

5 89.1 0.833 90.7 0.851
10 91.8 0.862 93.4 0.881
20 93.8 0.889 95.1 0913
30 93.5 0.886 94.7 0.907
40 92.7 0.874 93.5 0.892

5.5.4. jHRhsCIE
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7No

Table 4. Ablation study results of key model components
4. RBEKRIERAHR I 4R

HRIAR A 2 F14r 3 EEREIE AUC
SRR R (GAT + AGRU) 95.1 0.913 0.896 0.945
ZEFRGAT (GCN + AGRU) 93.2 0.887 0.869 0.921

ZEB&A (GAT + GRU) 92.6 0.879 0.861 0.915
#¥#GRU (GAT + ARNN) 91.8 0.871 0.853 0.908
SERERR(GAT + AGRU) 95.1 0.913 0.896 0.945
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