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With the reformation of electric power market and the development of smart grid technology, smart res-
idential community, a new residential demand side entity, tends to play an important role in demand
response program. This paper presents a demand response scheduling model for the novel residential
community incorporating the current circumstances and the future trends of demand response programs.
In this paper, smart residential loads are firstly classified into different categories according to various
demand response programs. Secondly, a complete scheduling scheme is modeled based on the dispatch
of residential loads and distributed generation. The presented model reduces the cost of user’s electricity
consumption and decreases the peak load and peak-valley difference of residential load profile without
bringing discomfort to the users, through which residential community can participate in demand
response efficiently. Besides, this model can also provide support for the decision of electricity pricing

Keywords:

Smart residential community
Controllable load

Distributed generation
Demand response

strategies under power market development.
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1. Introduction

Demand response (DR), the main method of interaction
between the power grid and customers under power market devel-
opment, has been widely applied in recent years. In perspective of
the grid utility, DR can improve load profile by reducing peak load
and peak-valley difference, thus decreasing the operation cost of
the system, and alleviating the pressure of the grid investment
on load increase. On the other hand, for the electricity consumers,
DR reduces cost of customers’ electricity consumption without
affecting their satisfaction. Among loads that can participate in
DR, residential load has great potentiality, and can effectively ame-
liorate the demand-side load curve [1,2].

With the development of smart grid technology, controllable
loads and distributed generation (DG) have been gradually inte-
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grated into residential side. Smart meters, in addition, have been
gradually applied to residential buildings. Therefore, a new DR par-
ticipant with considerable load flexibility arises from residential
side, which is smart residential community. Fig. 1 shows the com-
ponents of the load and DG in smart residential community that
include interruptible load, controllable load, roof-top solar panel,
and storage battery. In comparison to conventional residential
loads, smart residential community has greater DR potentiality
leading to that it can smooth the load curve more dramatically
owing to its load flexibility. In addition, DR of smart residential
community is also crucial for ancillary service entities to get
involved in power market. Since smart residential community
arises freshly, few studies have been done upon DR of this specific
entity. Thus, it is meaningful and necessary to study the DR strat-
egy of smart residential community.

China has initiated numerous demonstration projects of smart
residential community during the past several years aiming to
reduce the peak load, load peak-valley difference and energy
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Nomenclature

Indices

l superscript for interruptible load

a superscript for adjustable load

b superscript for shiftable load

i index for power generation unit

J k index for load unit

t index for time

Parameters

phmax maximum curtailable power of interruptible load j at

each hour (kW)
maximum daily curtailable hours of load j (h)

Xl max
Pi original load power of load j at hour t (kW)

Pj“ fase original power of illumination load j at hour t (kW)
pa min price threshold of illumination load j (¥/KW h)
Pﬁ'[m‘” adjusted power of illumination load j at hour t (kW)
I power price of grid at hour t (¥/kKW h)
€ small positive constant (which equals to 0.001 in this
paper)
Nt ambient temperature of air conditioner k at hour t (°C)
oy system inertia of air conditioner k
At control interval (1 h)
Cy thermal capacitance of air conditioner k (kW h/°C)
Ry thermal resistance of air conditioner k (°C/kW)
Nk working efficiency factor of air conditioner k

PN pMaX  mipimum and maximum power of air conditioner k

at each hour (kW)

Ti‘_lzase original temperature set point of air conditioner k at
hour t (°C)
I v adjusted temperature set point of air conditioner k at

_ hour t in cooling mode (°C)
prm™ price threshold of air conditioner k (¥/kW h)

P][7 Averase  ayerage power of shiftable load j (KW)
Xp.on total operated hours of shiftable load j at hour ¢ (h)
U/” cycle duration of shiftable load j (h)
start hour of time window set by user (h)
T end hour of time window set by user (h)

minimum and maximum charge power of EV k at
each hour (kW)

b,min pb,max
P, Py

Tq users EV home arrival time (i.e. EV plug-in time) (h)
Ty end of users EV charge time (h)

Ep® battery capacity of EV k (KW h)

D maximum mileage of EV

P interruptible load curtailment tariff (¥/kW h)

pemin p&MX  minimum/maximum purchased power from grid at
each hour (kW)

minimum/maximum charge power of battery i at
each hour (kW)

minimum/maximum discharge power of battery i at
each hour (kW)

min max
Pt P

ijn max
di 0 tdi

s discharge/charge inverter efficiency
E™", EM™*  minimum/maximum stored energy of battery i
(KW h)
NT total schedule hours (24 h in this paper)
Variables
P;, curtailed power of user j at hour t (kW)
Ift binary status mdlces of interruptible load j at hour t (if

load is curtailed, I =1)

P, power of 1llummat10n load j at hour t (kW)

Ifr binary status indices of adjustment of illumination load
j at hour t (when hourly price is higher than p“ min
Iut =1)

Tyt air conditioner temperature of air conditioner k at hour
t(°0)

TE, temperature adjustment of air conditioner k at hour ¢
(°C) when it is turned on

it load power of air conditioner k at hour t (kW)
ke temperature set point of air conditioner k at hour t (°C)

Tt binary status indices of adjustment of air conditioner k
at hour t (when hourly price is higher than py ™",
ke=1)

PI»’I load power of shiftable load j at hour t (kW)

Ift binary status indices of shiftable load j at hour t (when
load is on, I]l-’_t =1)

Pﬁvt charge power of EV k at hour t (kW)

Iﬁ‘t binary charge status indices of EV k at hour t (when EV
is charged, I, = 1)

Eb, SOC of EV k at hour ¢

Pé power purchased from grid at hour t (kW)

P/, solar power generation of unit i at hour t (kW)

P,-?t battery charge/discharge power of battery i at hour t
(kW)

Pgir,Pci¢ discharge power/charge power of battery i at hour t
(kW)

Igirdcir  discharge/charge binary status indices of battery i at
hour t (when  battery  discharges/charges,
lyje=1/lcir =1)

E;; SOC of battery i at hour t

consumption in cities, and those projects are currently in high-
speed progress. One of the projects has been conducted in Suzhou,
Jiangsu Province, China, where the residential community partici-
pates in DR through advanced metering infrastructure (AMI) coor-
dinated by load aggregator (LA). The DR structure of the
community is shown in Fig. 2. Each particular interruptible load
and controllable load of household is connected with smart meters.
The smart meters record and transport the load data to LA, and
delivers the scheduling signals from LA to controllers of each load
such as smart plug, control module of air conditioner, etc. to realize
the aggregation and direct dispatch of each load by LA. Time-of-use
(TOU) and critical peak pricing (CPP) DR programs are currently
considered to be tested on this community in different days, and
the test of real time pricing (RTP) and interruptible loads (IL) pro-
grams are also concerned in the future. Therefore, this particular

DR structure requests for a novel optimal scheduling tool to apply
price-based and incentive-based DR programs, which dives and
supports the work of this paper.

There are some researches on residential DR in recent years,
most of which are from the United States and European countries.
Ref. [3] presents a control strategy for all controllable loads in a
single house based on TOU tariffs. Refs. [4,5] build DR control
model for heating, ventilating and air conditioning (HVAC) system
of one house. Ref. [6] presents a scheduling model for shiftable
loads of household. Refs. [7,8] build a DR model for single house
considering thermal storage system. Refs. [9-13] build specific
DR models for HVAC, energy storage system (ESS), electric vehicle
(EV), and shiftable loads respectively, and combine them to a
complete DR model of single building. Ref. [14] presents a real-
time DR management approach for household utilizing stochastic
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Smart grid residential community
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Fig. 1. Components of smart residential community load and distributed
generation.

optimization and robust optimization. However, those studies did
not consider the circumstances of scheduling the entire residential
community that consists of numbers of households. Papers [15-
20] discuss the centralized DR dispatch for one specific category
of applications respectively. Refs. [15,16] study the DR control
model for all HVACs in residential community. Ref. [17] presents
a DR control approach for building heating systems. Ref. [18] stud-
ies the control strategy on the smart plug of residential load via
signing contract with customers. Ref. [19] focuses on household
distributed energy storage dispatch strategies, and Ref. [20] intro-
duces an optimal scheduling for residential battery storage with
solar PV. In addition, a technical and economical assessment has
been done upon the storages installed to customer-side in [21].
Nevertheless, the works above did not involve the situation that
contains multiple types of loads. Refs. [22-27] discuss the DR with
multi households. Ref. [22] proposes a methodology for optimal
bidding in a day-ahead market for micro grid incorporating the
uncertainty of solar power, whereas the biding model is mainly
focused on DG and the loads are assumed to be uncontrollable.
Ref. [23] schedules residential power with three modes based on
electricity cost and users’ satisfaction of comfort, yet without pro-
viding detailed model of power applications. Ref. [24] presents an
algorithm for distributed demand response, where residents are

not aggregated and scheduled by LA. Ref. [25] presents a direct
load control (DLC) approach for large-scale residential DR, which,
however, is not suitable for day-ahead DR scheduling where
price-based DR program and IL program are mainly employed.
Studies in [26,27] focus on DR of residential energy hub where
electric and natural gas loads are combined and managed opti-
mally. However, the structure of smart residential community dif-
fers from that of residential energy hub, thus resulting in requests
for a distinct DR scheme. Therefore, energy hub optimization
approaches are not compatible for the smart residential commu-
nity. In summary, there is not yet a particular scheme that entirely
settles smart residential community DR problem where each par-
ticular load in household is aggregated and directly dispatched
by LA.

At present, price-based and incentive-based DR programs are
mainly TOU, CPP, RTP programs, and IL program respectively. This
paper proposes a DR strategy for the newly built residential com-
munity in smart grid where residential loads are aggregated and
directly dispatched by LA. The paper also presents an optimal
scheduling model performed by LA and focusing on the DR pro-
grams above. Multiple load applications and DG in the community
are modeled in detail and optimally scheduled. The proposed
scheme can significantly exert the potential DR ability of the smart
residential community. The model dramatically reduces the cus-
tomer’s electricity cost and decreases the peak load and peak-
valley difference of residential load without bringing discomfort
to the users. In addition, it can also provide support for decisions
of electricity pricing strategies under power market development.

In the rest of this paper, firstly the loads in community based on
various DR strategies are classified, and the optimum dispatch
model is built in detail for interruptible and controllable loads. Sec-
ondly, a complete community DR scheduling model is formulated
from the model above incorporating DR optimization of multiple
DG. Lastly, the effectiveness of this model is simulated and con-
firmed on smart residential community of a smart grid application
demonstration project in Suzhou, Jiangsu province, China., and the
results of cases under different price-based DR programs are
discussed.

2. Smart residential community DR scheduling model

According to the presence of price-based and incentive-based
DR programs, this paper models the DR scheduling of residential
community load considering IL combined with either TOU, CPP
or RTP program. LA receives market day-ahead price signal and
IL tariff at first. Then it optimizes the dispatch of residential load

Solar Panel Solar Panel
Power flow
Smart Smart

Plug Plug | ____________

Grid Residential o A Residential I ] ‘v‘ Data flow

% building #1 I ] ‘ building #2
[J M e \_J M e EY‘
””” L e
Storage Storage T

Load
Aggregator

Fig. 2. Smart residential community DR structure.
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via smart meters, and schedules the day-ahead (24 h) residential
load curve.

In advance of the formulation of this problem, all the decision vari-
ables in this scheduling problem are defined and listed as follows:

Continuous variables:
Curtailed power of user j at hour t (kW) P}_[;

Power of illumination load j at hour t (kW) Pj‘ft;
Air conditioner temperature of air conditioner k at hour t
(°C) Tyss

Temperature adjustment of air conditioner k at hour t (°C)

when it is turned on T§ ;

Load power of air conditioner k at hour t (kW) P ;
Temperature set point of air conditioner k at hour t (°C) T} ,;
Load power of shiftable load j at hour t (kW) P}ft;
Charge power of EV k at hour t (kW) PZI;

Power purchased from grid at hour t (kW) Pg;

Battery change/discharge power of battery i at hour t (kW)

Pi;
Discharge power/charge power of battery i at hour t (kW)
Pyjs, P

Binary variables:

Status indices of interruptible load j at hour t I]’-‘t;
Status indices of adjustment of illumination load j at hour ¢t
I

Status indices of adjustment of air conditioner k at hour t I ;

Status indices of shiftable load j at hour ¢ Ift;

Charge status indices of EV k at hour ¢ I} ;
Discharge/Charge binary status indices of battery i at hour t
Laig, Icie

2.1. Residential community load DR model

Residential loads are divided into three categories based on dif-
ferent DR strategies in this paper, which are interruptible load,
adjustable load, and shiftable load. Interruptible load participates
in DR through IL program. When the load responds, the total load
power would drop for a large volume, which means the load is
completely curtailed. Unlike interruptible load, adjustable load is
not entirely curtailed during the response period, but decreases
by small proportion of power instead, hence the load curve
changes smoothly. Shiftable load differs from those two above. It
does not reduce the total electricity consumption during DR pro-
gram, but shifts the operation cycle duration optimally.

2.1.1. Interruptible load

This category of loads does not include controllable load appli-
ance, so the loads are not responsive to the price-based DR program.
In other words, these loads do not decrease when affected by elec-
tricity price, or can be shifted to low price hours. However, they can
join the IL program through smart plug by signing contracts. Cus-
tomers can choose which of their loads to join IL program voluntar-
ily based on their own electricity usage habit. During load peak
hours, when grid power supply is insufficient for load demand or
electricity price is extremely high, customers would curtail partial
load according to IL contract agreement. The interruptible load DR
problem constraints are modeled as follows [28]. The curtailed
power at each hour cannot exceed the maximum curtailable power
and the original load power (1), (3). Total curtail hours are
restricted by maximum daily curtailable hours (2).

0< P, <Ij Pim™ (1)

> he <X )
t
Pie < Pj; 3)

2.1.2. Adjustable load

Adjustable loads, such as illumination load, air conditioning
load, etc., can adjust their power demand to participate in DR pro-
gram. When hourly price is high, these loads would partially
reduce power to a lower consumption level. Residents can set a
price threshold value and power adjustment level to their adjusta-
ble loads based on their acceptable comfort. When the hourly real-
time electricity price is higher than the price threshold, the power
consumption level of load would decrease to a lower volume set by
users. For instance, illumination load would dim brightness to the
preset degree, and air conditioning load would adjust temperature
set point to reduce power.

[llumination load DR problem constraints are modeled as
follows:

Pl =PI (1 I + Pi (4)

e(pe—pf™) < I <e(pe— o) + 1 (5)

When the real-time price p, is higher than the price threshold
p]‘?_'["““, the binary status index of adjustment of illumination load

I}, =1 (5), and the illumination load power decreases from P;f'tbase

to P4™™ (4),

Air conditioning temperature state evolution is modeled with
discrete time difference equation, which is commonly used in liter-
atures [9,29] as follows:

Tiesr = ouTie + (1 — o) (T, — Ty (6)

oy = e~ A/ (7)

rs _ {Rkn,{Pﬂl cooling mode @)
: —Rin Py, heating mode

PRt < Py < PR 9)

Tie = T (10)

The internal temperature of air conditioner at hour t+1 is
described as a function of the internal temperature, ambient
temperature, and the temperature adjustment at the hour t in
(6). System inertia of air conditioner o, is defined in (7). The trans-
formation of air conditioner power to temperature adjustment is
described in (8), and the air conditioner power is limited by its
maximum and minimum value (9). The air conditioner internal
temperature should be equal to the temperature set point (10).

This paper employs an adjustment control for air conditioner in
cooling mode based on the model above and is formulated as fol-
lows, which can easily be modified for heating mode as well:

Toe = Tot™ (1 = Ii) + T ™Iy, (11)

kit kit
P = Pil) <o < &(pe = pie) +1 (12)
When the real-time price p, is higher than the price threshold
pimin the binary status index of adjustment of air conditioner
It, =1 (12), and the temperature set point rises from Tﬁ“e to

T&max (1 ] ).

k.t
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2.1.3. Shiftable load

Operation duration time of these controllable loads can be
shifted to low price period in accordance with the price signal. This
paper divides shiftable load into two categories. One of them
includes rice cooker, dryer, washing machine, and other similar
loads. The other one is EV load.

2.1.3.1. Rice cooker and washing machine load. The feature of this
type of load is that it consumes a fixed total amount of electric
energy in a fixed period (i.e. cycle duration). Once the load is
turned on, it will remain on for the duration of its cycles until it fin-
ishes one cycle. Although the load may consume different power
volume at different time during the cycle (e.g. washing and drying
stages of washing machine), the total quantity of energy consump-
tion is fixed and cannot be divided into separate time periods.
Therefore, a fixed average power is proposed to represent the
power consumption amount at each hour of duration (13). The
total energy usage can be represented as a product of average
power multiplied by cycle duration time. Customers can set an
operating time window (i.e. preferred start and end hours) for
those loads. The load can be turned on at any time during the oper-
ating time window, and should be operated for one cycle during
the operating time window (14)(16). The load DR problem con-
straints are formulated as follows:

ijt _ P}a,averagelﬁt (13)
b, b b b
[Xj.ﬁil) - UJ] [’j-(t—n - Ijxt] >0 (14)
b L b
Xii" =2 e (15)
t=T
I b b
> Ge=; (16)
t=1

2.1.3.2. EV load. EV charge time window is from the home arrival
time of the final trip in the day (i.e. EV plug-in time) to the depar-
ture time of the next day (i.e. end of charge time). Since EV actual
charge duration is shorter than the time window, the decision of
charging or not and the value of charging power at each hour

can be made in (17). The state of charge (SOC) of EV at hour t E?,

is equal to the SOC at the last hour E2, , plus the charge power
(18). EV should be fully charged in advance of customer’s depar-
ture time (19). The EV’s SOC at each hour is limited by its battery
capacity (20).

Py < Phe S PR (Ta<t<Ty) (17)

Eie = Eoer + ProAUER™ (18)
b

Eir, =1 (19)

Ey, <1 (20)

In circumstance of multiple EVs in the community, the stochas-
tic profile of the EV initial SOC EZ,TH and home arrival time of the
final trip T, should be concerned. Residents’ EV daily mileage is
close to a logarithmic normal distribution. Besides, EV initial SOC
is approximately linear related to its daily mileage. Thus, the prob-
ability density function of EV initial SOC can be obtained as follows
[30]:

[ln(l —E;)+InD— yd} ’

2
203

by 1
M) = 3~y o

- exp

(21)

where o4 and p, are the mean and standard deviation parameters
respectively. Home arrival time of the final trip T, is close to a nor-
mal distribution curve. This paper uses a normal distribution func-
tion to describe the home arrival time of the community EVs
[31,32].

2.2. Complete residential community DR scheduling model

In addition to electricity consuming load, renewable energy DG
and ESS are also integrated to the smart residential community. On
those of demand sides where photovoltaic solar panel is installed,
solar power consumption takes precedence, and the residual load
is supplied by both ESS and grid. The objective function of this
model is to minimize the purchased electricity cost of residents
(22).

Min) "p,Pf =" P}, (22)
t t

The power of both demand side load and grid side supply
should meet the power balance constraint (23).

ZP}./tJFZPiS‘HLPtg = Z(P]Lt *P]l'.t) +2Pﬁt+zpﬁ‘t
i i j J k
+> P> P (23)
j k

To prevent a large portion of load to be scheduled to low price
hours which may create new peaks, the purchased grid power is
restricted by (24).

Pg,min < P[g < p&:max (24)

Roof-top solar panels are uncontrollable DG. Since total residen-
tial load is considerably higher than solar power generation, this
paper assumes all solar power is only used by the community
instead of exported to the grid. The solar power output is consid-
ered as a constant input to the presented model in this paper.

ESS battery constraints are formulated as follows:

P}y =Pyi¢ — P (25)
Tgje +1cie < 1 (26)
IeiPT™ < Peje < IeicPTY (27)
liePRi" < Page < laicPhy" (28)
Ei = Ei1) — <Pd,i,t ls - ’/’?Pc.i,t> At/EP™ (29)
i
EMM/EM CFrp < 1 (30)
Eio = Einr (31)

When the battery discharges, it performances as a power
source. On the other hand, when it charges, it acts as a load (25).
Battery cannot charge or discharge at the same time (26). The bat-
tery hourly charge and discharge power are restricted by (27) and
(28) respectively. Eqs. (29) and (30) are battery SOC constraints,
namely, the battery cannot charge when its SOC reaches 1, or dis-
charge when its SOC reaches the minimum value. The initial SOC is
equal to the SOC at the end of the scheduling hour (31).
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To sum up, LA schedules the residential community load and
DG on the objective of minimizing total power purchase cost under
different DR programs. This model optimizes the day-ahead (24 h)
power scheduling of residential community considering IL com-
bined with TOU or CPP or RTP. The complete model is formulated
as follows:

Min > p,PE - >3 plPi, (22)
t t

(1)—(20)
S't'{ (23)—(31)

This problem is a mixed integer linear programming (MILP)
problem which is solved by CPLEX in this paper.

3. Case study
3.1. Case study description

The case study data are mainly acquired from smart residential
community of a smart grid application demonstration project in
Suzhou, Jiangsu Province, China. Suzhou city is located at southeast
of China, where residential loads rise to high level during summer
time. In order to examine the ultimate performance of the schedul-
ing model, load data in July 25, 2016, which is considered as a typ-
ical summer day of Suzhou, have been chosen for the simulation.
Each household is equipped with 3 smart meters connected with
three categories of loads, namely interruptible loads, adjustable
loads, and shiftable loads, respectively. The original interruptible
load and the controllable load data are acquired from the smart
meters. Solar power output is acquired from the historical data
of the community. Total data of 200 households are selected for
simulation. Since the smart community is a demonstration project,
the parameters of the household loads are considered to be unified
to accelerate the calculation in this case.

3.1.1. Interruptible load
Interruptible load curtailment tariff p' = 15 (¥/KW h). Maxi-
mum IL curtail hours X"™* = 2 (h). Maximum IL daily curtailed

power P"™* — 100 (kW h). The original interruptible load is shown
in Fig. 3.

3.1.2. Adjustable load

3.1.2.1. llumination load. When the hourly price is higher than the
threshold p®™n = 0.54 (¥/KW h), illumination load at hour t
reduces its power from P*¢ (kW) by 20% to its minimum power
Po™n (kW). The original illumination load is shown in Fig. 4.
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500 4 v\/—\
400 -
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Fig. 3. Original interruptible load.
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Fig. 4. Original illumination load.
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Fig. 5. Forecasted daily temperature.

3.1.2.2. Air conditioning load. The system inertia oo = 0.82, the ther-
mal resistance R = 2 (°C/kW), the working efficiency factor n = 2.5,
the maximum and minimum power of each air conditioner are 0
(kW) and 3.5 (kW) respectively, and the original temperature set
point T*P*¢ = 23 (°C). When the hourly price is higher than the
threshold p%™nr =0.54 (¥/kW h), the maximum temperature
T>™* = 24 (°C). The number of air conditioners is 300. Forecasted
daily temperature T; is shown in Fig. 5.

3.1.3. Shiftable load

The numbers of rice cookers and washing machines are 200
respectively, and other data is listed in Table 1.

The EV maximum and minimum charge power P2™", pP™ are
0 (kW) and 3.3 (kW) respectively, the EV battery capacity E;** = 16
(kW h), the EV maximum daily mileage D = 40 (mile), and the fac-
tors of EVs daily mileage logarithmic normal distribution density
function are u,; = 2.319 and o4 = 0.88. The EVs arrive home at dif-
ferent time according to a normal probability distribution function
with the mean at 17:00 and the variance of 0.5 h. The end of charg-
ing time T, is set to 24:00 (h), and the number of EVs is 100.

Table 1
Shiftable load data.

Shiftable load Average Cycle User defined time

power (kW) duration (h) window

Start time (h) End time (h)

Rice cooker 1.5 2 16 20
Washing machine 0.6 1 9 17

org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2017.06.066
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Fig. 6. Solar power output.

Table 2

Storage battery properties data.
Min charge/discharge power (kW) 0
Max charge/discharge power (kW) 150
Max stored energy (kW h) 500
Min stored energy (kW h) 100
Initial SOC 0.4

Inverter efficiency (charge/discharge) 85%/85%

3.1.4. DG

The sample mean of solar power based on the historical data of
the community is considered as the actual solar power output in
this case. The solar generation power of 24 h is shown in Fig. 6.
The storage battery properties data are shown in Table 2.

3.1.5. Electricity price data
This paper studies 3 price-based DR programs, which are TOU,
CPP, and RTP, in 3 cases respectively.

TOU: on-peak hours (15-18 h) price = 0.66 (¥/kW h), mid-peak
hours (8-14 h and 19-20 h) price = 0.45 (¥/kW h), and off-peak
hours (other hours) price = 0.21 (¥/kW h).

CPP: Critical-peak hours (15-18 h) price =1.5 (¥/kW h), on-
peak hours (12-14 h) price =0.63 (¥/kW h), mid-peak hours
(8-11h and 19-20h) price=0.42 (¥/kW h), off-peak hours
(other hours) price = 0.18 (¥/kW h).

RTP: Forecasted RTP price is shown in Fig. 7.

1.2
l <
S 08
=4
F 0.6
3
= 044
~
0.2 A
0 -
1 35 7 9 11 13 15 17 19 21 23
Time (h)

Fig. 7. Forecasted RTP price.

3.2. Case study results

This paper studies the stochastic properties of EV using Monte
Carlo simulation by 1000 times in MATLAB. The simulation result
displays the residential load curve under 3 different price-based
DR programs. Firstly, the case of TOU is taken as instance for sim-
ulation by one time to study the community DR result of interrupt-
ible load, controllable load, and controllable DG respectively.

DR result of interruptible load participating in IL program is
shown in Table 3. The load is curtailed by 100 kW at 17 h and
18 h respectively.

DR result of illumination load participating in TOU program is
shown in Table 4. The total reduced energy consumption during
on-peak hours (15-18 h) is 271kW h.

DR result of air conditioner participating in TOU program is
shown in Fig. 8. The peak load reduces from 960 kW to 933 kW,
and the time of peak appearance delays from 15th to 18th hour.
The total air conditioning energy consumption is reduced by 180
kW h.

DR results of rice cooker and washing machine load participat-
ing in TOU program are shown in Table 5. Since the pre-set time
window for washing machine is 9-17 h, the original start hour is
at low price hour, hence the washing machine load is not shifted.
However, the original rice cooker working hour starts at peak hour,
therefore the load operation starting time is postponed by 3 h to
mid-peak hour in the pre-set time window (16-20 h).

Table 3
Curtailment of Interruptible load participating in IL
program.

Curtailed power (kW) Load curtailment time (h)

100 17
100 18

Table 4
Adjustment of illumination load participating in TOU program.

Adjusted illumination load power (kW) Load adjustment time (h)

65 15
67 16
69 17
70 18
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Fig. 8. Air conditioning load participating in TOU program.
Table 5
Time shift of rice cooker and washing machine load participating in TOU program.
Operation start Operation end
time (h) time (h)
Original rice cooker load 16 17
Original washing machine load 9 9
Rice cooker load with TOU 19 20
Washing machine load with TOU 9 9

DR result of EV load participating in TOU program is shown in
Fig. 9. Before participating in TOU program, EV load is mostly cen-
tralized in on-peak and mid-peak hours. When TOU is applied,
95.9% of the original load from on-peak and mid-peak hours is
shifted to off-peak hours, which is a significant shift value.

DR result of battery storage participating in TOU program is
shown in Fig. 10. The battery charges (i.e. negative power in the
Fig. 10) during off-peak hours and discharges during on-peak
hours, and managed to shave the peak and fill the valley of the
demand side load curve.

Secondly, the DR scheduling results of the complete residential
community are analyzed and discussed in 3 cases of IL combined
with TOU, CPP, and RTP respectively.

Residential load curve without DR program is shown in Fig. 11.
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Fig. 9. EV load participating in TOU program.
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Fig. 10. Battery storage participating in TOU program.
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Fig. 11. Residential load without DR program.
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Fig. 12. Residential load with TOU and IL programs.

Casel: Residential load curve with TOU and IL programs is
shown in Fig. 12. After participating in TOU and IL programs,
the residential peak load decreases from 1988.21 kW to
1909.90 kW by 3.94%. Besides, the time of load peak appearance
is shifted from 17th to 19th hour, and the peak-valley deference
decreases from 1036.59 kW to 942.90 kW by 9.04%. The total
energy consumption reduces by 0.29%, and the total power pur-
chase cost is 10585.93¥.
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Fig. 14. Residential load with RTP and IL programs.

Case 2: Residential load curve with CPP and IL programs is
shown in Fig. 13. After participating in CPP and IL programs,
the peak load decreases to 1909.90 kW by 3.94%, and the time
of load peak appearance is shifted from 17th to 19th hour.
The peak-valley deference decreases to 942.60 kW by 9.04%.
The community total energy consumption reduces by 1.07%,
and the total power purchase cost is 15933.03¥.

Case 3: Residential load curve with RTP and IL programs is
shown in Fig. 14. It is the same with case 1 and 2 that the peak
load decreases to 1909.90 kW, the time of load peak appearance
is shifted to 19th hour. However, the peak-valley deference
decreases to 958.28 kW by 7.56%. In comparison to case 1 and
2, the community total energy consumption reduces by 1.52%,
and the total power purchase cost is 12595.54¥.

3.3. Case analysis and discussion

It can be observed from the cases results above that the peak
load and peak-valley difference are dramatically reduced in 3 cases
respectively, where results in case 1 and 2 have superior perfor-
mance than case 3. The load peak appearance time in cases are
all shifted to 19th hour, which is beneficial to alleviate the power
load of the grid in daylight. Fig. 15 shows the comparison of the
total energy consumption and the total power purchase cost
among 3 cases. According to the 3 cases results, although the peak
load reductions are the same, the peak-valley deference decrement

35000
30000
25000
20000
15000
10000
5000
0
Total energy Total purchased power
consumption (kWh) cost (¥)
B Case | Case 2 Case 3

Fig. 15. Total energy consumption and the total power purchase cost of 3 cases.

in case 1 and 2 are more than case 3. The total energy consumption
in case 3 is less than other cases. However, customers power pur-
chase cost in case 1 is the lowest among 3 cases. Besides, in com-
parison to case 1, the load curves in case 2 and 3 are more volatile,
which is not conducive for the generation with low ramping rate to
respond load variation. In summary, it can be indicated from the
results that the CPP and RTP program in this case study needs
improvement to achieve superior DR result. The TOU combined
with IL is the optimal DR program in this case, and the residential
community optimally responds under this program.

4. Conclusions

The appearance of the smart residential community brings an
unprecedented challenge to residential DR scheduling in power
market. This paper presents a DR scheduling model for smart res-
idential community based on the residential load dispatch through
LA. The model optimally schedules the residential loads under dif-
ferent price-based DR programs combined with IL program. The
objective of the model is to minimize the user’s electricity con-
sumption cost. It optimally schedules the entire community DR
resources under different DR programs without interfering cus-
tomers comfort, which reduces the user’s cost of electricity, and
simultaneously decreases the residential peak load, load peak-
valley difference and energy consumption. The residential commu-
nity’s DR potentiality is significantly stimulated through this
model. In addition, it can be noticed from the case study that anal-
ysis upon the scheduled load curves can be done to compare differ-
ent DR programs, through which an optimal DR program can be
decided. Therefore, the model can also provide support for electric-
ity pricing scheme determination under electric power market
development.
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