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The authors wish to make the following corrections to this paper [1]. On page 1, the third author’s
name should be changed from Hazlie Mohklis to Hazlie Mokhlis.

Furthermore, on page 12, in Table 1, ∑1099.98 is changed to ∑1117.603 in the ninth column, eighth
row; and ∑1061.97 changed to ∑1079 in the tenth column, fourth row. The correct version of the table
is thus:
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Table 1. IEEE 118 data after network splitting for Case A.

Islands Buses Info
Optimal Network
Splitting Solution

(Cutsets)
∑∑∑Pdisrup (MW)

Generators Info
Active Power

Load ShedBefore Load Shed After Load Shed

Gen Max Limit (MW) Total Pgen (MW) Total Pload (MW) Total Pgen (MW) Total Pload (MW) (MW)

Island 1
1–39, 71–73,
113–115, 117

37–40, 39–40,
34–43, 38–65,
24–70, 70–71

217.4137

G10 300 300

1167.0

300

1079
88

G12 100 100 100
G25 200 200 200

G26 * 420 420 417.603
G31 100 100 100

- ∑1120 ∑1120 ∑1167.0 ∑1117.603 ∑1079

Island 2
40–70, 74–112,

116, 118

G46 100 19

3075

19

3075 -

G49 200 204 204
G54 140 48 48
G59 250 155 155
G61 160 160 160
G65 400 391 391
G66 400 392 392

G69 * 800 537.421 537.421
G80 500 477 477
G87 100 4 4
G89 600 500 500
G100 300 252 252
G103 100 40 40
G111 100 36 36

- ∑4150 ∑3211.42 ∑3075 ∑3211.42 ∑3075

* slack bus, ∑ = total.
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The authors would like to apologize for any inconvenience caused to the readers by these changes.
The manuscript will be updated, and the original version will remain available on the article webpage.
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