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Methods compared

Characteristics PR ITL U-ITL| PS
Is it gquantity dependent? yes yes yes yes
I= it network dependent? no yes yes yes
Does it depend on the slack bus? no yes no no
Does it require linearity? yes no no yes
Is it marginal? no Yes VEs o
Does it produce negative losses? no yes no no
Is it volatile? no YEs no no
Iz it easy to understand? Ves Yes yes Vs
Is it sirple to implement? yes yes yes yes
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