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A Swap Optimization for Dynamic Economic Dispatch Problem with
Non-smooth Function
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Abstract

This paper proposes Swap algorithm for solving Dynamic Economic Dispatch (DED) problem. The proposed
algorithm initially balances total load demand P, with total generation XP, by deactivating a

generator with the highest unit generation cost C"*/P"* . It then swaps generation level
P, =P+ A, (A=10,0.1,0.01,0.001) for , = P,— A, P,= P+ A provided that ,, ,, [F(P,)— F(P,— A)] >
min [F(P;+A)—F(P)],i=j. This new algorithm is applied and tested to the experimental data of

Dynamic Economic Dispatch problem, demonstrating a considerable reduction in the prevalent

heuristic algorithm's optimal generation cost and in the maximization of economic profit.

» Keywords : Dynamic Economic Dispatch, Optimization, Shutdown, Swap, smooth and non-smooth function
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Fig. 1. Conventional Generator Operation with 24-Hour
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subject to XP, =P,
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F(P) = a;PP+b,P;+ ¢+ e, x sin (f, < (PP = P))|  (3)
F(P)=aP’+bP +c 4)

o714 P 3] i AR (KWelH, 2 dxd7]el
22 99 AEAS P < p < pre ol dfal,
WAL 7beE I BHE AEA R o] Thsgk HA
FE0) o] mRE Ao pritelth, o] Mg Ixv|e
879 30~40%, +f Td7)= 25~35% HEe|th
1< Attaviriyanupap et al.(4)7} AIAIgE 10-2717]
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1. 4% ol
Table 1. Case Study Data
Data for the 10-Unit System

G, P £ a b c e f
(MW/h) [ (MW/h)

1 150 470 |0.0004321.60 | 9%8.20] 450 (0.041
2 135 460 [0.00063|21.05[1,31360| 600 [0.036
3 73 340 (0.00039/20.81| 604.97] 320 10.028
4 60 300 (0.0007023.90 | 471.60] 260 |0.052
5 73 243 |0.00079|21.62| 480.29| 280 |0.063
6 57 160 [0.00056| 17.87| 601.75] 310 |0.048
7 20 130 [0.00211|16.51| 502.70] 300 |0.086
8 47 120 {0.00480]23.23| 63940 340 |0.082
9 20 80 [0.10908( 19.58| 45660 270 |0.098

10 55 55 10.00951(22.54 | 69240/ 380 |0.094

Sum: 690 | 2,358

Load Demand for 24 Hours

Hour| Load (MW) | Hour | Load (MW) || Hour | Load (MW)
1 1,036 9 1,924 17 1,480
2 1,110 10 2,072 18 1,628
3 1,258 1N 2,146 19 1,776
4 1,406 12 2,220 20 2,072
5 1,480 13 2,072 21 1,924
6 1,628 14 1,924 22 1,628
7 1,702 15 1,776 23 1,332
8 1,776 16 1,554 24 1,184

E 1] Holeige] el AR Laelg A7 712
o) QT Az E 200 AN
PliE PHES 48T 2% AL o (2SS

== 76

SQP(4)9] $1,051.163°14 ICA(21)9] $1,018,46771
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2. AlgARie] 2xst 2ot
Table 2. Optimization Results for the Test Cases

A9

;

e B

Method Cost($) |lteration
Sequential Quadratic Programming (SQP) (4)[1,051,163.000] 50,000
Evolutionary Programming (EP) (4) [1,048,633.000] 50,000
Hybrid EP and SQP (EP-SQP) (4) 1,031,746.000( 30,000
MDE (5) 1,031,612.0000 -
HDE (6) 1,031,077.0000 -
PSO-SQP (7) 1,030.773.000( 30,000
AIS-SQP (8) 1,029,900.000, -
MHEP-SQP (9) 1,028.924.000( 30,000
DGPSO (10) 1,028,835.000( 30,000
PSO-SQP(C) (7) 1,027.334.000( 30,000
IDE (11) 1,026.269.000, -
IPSO (12) 1,023,807.000, -
EPSO (13) 1,023,772.460( 20,000
CMAES (14) 1,023,740.000, -
EPSO-GM (2) 1,023,691.106| 20,000
CS-DE (15) 1,023432.0000 -
AIS (16) 1,021,980.0000 -
ABC (17) 1,021,576.0000 -
DE (18) 1,019,786.000, -
CDE (19) 1,019,123.000, -
HHS (20) 1,019,091.0000 -
ICA (21) 1.018.467.494] 600
. et % x™s qng|&E
2 ZoHe 4 (5)E TEAT= u 43} (Swap
Optimization, SO) 4 ZAFH dae]EL Ak,
n
minimize SF(P,) = EF(Pl) (5)
i=1
such that

F(P)=a,P+b,P+c + |e, x<sin(f, x (B~ P,))|

subject to 2P, =P,

PN < po< PR (g3 g FulRh)

P =0or P < P < P (423} NG,

w2, 59)

HFE R EFT 7IES v 2790 71k 9)
o AgAg R AHSAHA 2R mam 20119 109
Al DA (3.614/KWh), frIeH46.879)), F<i%t (69.829)),
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if (¥P,—P™") < P, then
Bepm
else P<0.5P< %P, — P*"

Step 3. 7 #A19 T PO + A TR P+ A
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max[F(P,) — F(P,— A)] Smin[F(P.+A)fF(
P)l,i=j4 WA P=P—A, P=P+A%
wEeT} o7]14 A& 1.0,0.1,0.01,0.001 2 43]
o] A FIYHHA SIS sfAgct
A=1.0,0.1,0.01,0.001l] thall 53
while max[F(P)—F(P,—A)]>
min[F(Pj+A)* F(P)] ,i=j do

J
P gy =P = APy gy B+ A (P <)
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A el S 18] Selell vl 99 e
AR dae]Fe 718 felaE dueFH vaA o g 30 SOR AlXEe] Atk & 364 G, WH7)E 0lhel

A BAZ F oAl 05helld GAsks FElES Ueha glo]

dae]Ee WG] Aot 288 W gy 5 grlssie A B slsd AXEHEo s JlEsie

77t EAE e BE TS TFEATIE AR 0] ur) geA 2 9ok oleldh A9 e YmalEe
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Aug wzle PR A Ak SO YaElE
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A= F 5o xiwzaoi e 24 Hour B9t 47383+ Avle}

Felog gdue|FEe g vag e, 2717k & 200 A 7129 # o] - Al ICA(21)9F 2]

th2 tire] AlEis tlal HAps Aesi] B9 8-S ¥ Avke ¥ 63} 2} ¥ 6025 Ak SO
3 A2 A7t Brbssit). whdel] SO ngEe SO-1 ¥uElEd 7189 #HH 4%S 7H ICAd vl v
AR e dudFor @ TUT APE ol &2 A Aar lZﬂD}
= Aol stk SO} [CA9] ] 8-& A = v meh Av= 17 2
(3) Ak SO LxFe TA7] U5 no] A A o AAE] glom, 2443t Fke] ICAS SO9] & 271H]
v]-2-3=7) g Ealrg Easieals o) o FHsHA 22 7 7o A= Stk Aekd SO9 SO-1 unElEe
e eE F e el ok 13 Yo e 7 5 o, 718 FEaY ¢n
FE vlal HE= A AAHE & 5 ATk
B 3. we zxs el o ot
Table 3. The Results of Swap Optimization Algorithm
Pmin pmax Hour
! ‘ 01h 02h 03h 04h 05h 06h 07h 08h 09 10h 11h 12h 13h
G1 | 150 | 470 |456.497(456.496|456.000]|456.497]456.497|456.000(456.497(457.000|456.000|457.000|457.000(456.496(457.000
G2 | 135 | 460 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 [396.800}460.000[459.000|460.000|459.000|459.000{459.000{459.000{460.000|459.000
G3 | 73 | 340 |297.399|178.866|297.000| 78.062 |311.462(240.000|310.862|339.000|237.000{339.000{301.000{297.400|339.000
G4 | 60 | 300 | 0.000| 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 [ 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 |299.000{299.000{299.000{300.000|299.000
G5 | 73 | 243 | 0.000 [222.598|222.000(222.600( 0.000 |222.000|222.600|233.000|222.000{230.000(223.000|222.600{230.000
G6 | 57 | 160 [152.514{122.450|154.000(122.450(122.450|122.000|122.450|159.000|122.000{159.000(159.000|153.924(159.000
G7 | 20 | 130 [129.590(129.590|129.000(129.591(129.591|129.000|129.591|129.000|129.000{129.000(129.000|129.580(129.000
G8 | 47 | 120 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 [119.000(120.000| 0.000
G9 | 20 | 80 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 |80.000 | 0.000
G10| 55 | 55 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 [ 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 [ 0.000
YP,=P, 1,036 | 1,110 | 1,258 | 1,406 | 1,480 | 1,628 | 1,702 | 1,776 | 1,924 | 2,072 | 2,146 | 2,220 | 2,072
Hour
14h 15h 16h 17h 18h 19h 20h 21h 22h 23h 24h
G1 456.000 | 457.000 | 456.497 | 456.497 | 456.497 | 456.497 | 456.497 | 456.497 | 456.497 | 459.409 | 456.496
G2 459.000 | 459.000 | 460.000 | 460.000 | 460.000 | 460.000 | 460.000 | 460.000 | 460.000 [ 0.000 0.000
G3 237.000 | 339.000 | 162.864 | 88.862 | 236.862 | 340.000 | 340.000 | 232.862 | 236.862 | 340.000 | 252.864
G4 299.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 300.000 | 300.000 | 0.000 0.000 0.000
Gb 222.000 | 233.000 | 222.599 | 222.600 | 222.600 | 229.912 | 225.912 | 222.600 | 222.600 | 243.000 | 222.600
G6 122.000 | 159.000 | 122.450 | 122.450 | 122.450 | 160.000 | 160.000 | 122.450 | 122.450 | 160.000 | 122.450
G7 129.000 | 129.000 | 129.590 | 129.591 | 129.591 | 129.591 | 129.591 | 129.591 | 129.591 | 129.591 | 129.590
G8 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
G9 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
G10 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
YpP,=P, 1924 1,776 1,654 1,480 1,628 1,776 2,072 1,924 1,628 1,332 1,184
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H 4. Gb U™ 71SA| wet =&E dne|E 5 Aot
Table 4. The Results of Swap Optimization Algorithm with Gb Generator Operating

P min pmax Hour
' ' 01h 02h 03h 04h 05h 06h 07h 08h 0% 10h 11h 12h 13h
G1 | 160 | 470 | 456.497 |456.496|456.000]|456.497| 456.497 [456.000[456.497|457.000|456.000(457.000|457.000|456.496]457.000
G2 | 135 [ 460 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 |396.800|460.000 [459.000[460.000[459.000(459.000[459.000}459.000}460.000|459.000
G3 | 73 | 340 | 104.862|178.866|297.000| 78.062 | 88.862 (240.000(310.862|339.000|237.000(339.000|301.000|297.400|339.000

G4 | 60 [ 300 | 0.000
Gb | 73 | 243 |222.600
G6 | 57 | 160 | 122.450

0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
222.598(222.000
122.450{154.000

222.600
122.450

0.000

0.000

222.600 |222.000
122.450 {122.000

0.000

0.000 |299.000
222.600(233.000{222.000
122.450]159.000{122.000

299.000
230.000
159.000

299.000(300.000{299.000
223.000(222.600(230.000
159.000{153.924(159.000

G7 | 20 | 130 |129.591 |129.590|129.000|129.591| 129.591 |129.000|129.591|129.000|129.000|129.000|129.000|129.580|129.000
G8 | 47|120| 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 |119.000|120.000| 0.000
G9 | 20| 80 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 |80.000| 0.000
G10 | 55| 55 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
P, = P, 1,036 | 1,110 | 1,258 | 1,406 | 1,480 | 1,628 | 1,702 | 1,776 | 1,924 | 2,072 | 2,146 | 2,220 | 2,072
Hour

14h 15h 16h 17h 18h 19h 20h 21h 22h 23h 24h

Gl 456.000 | 457.000 | 456.497 | 456.497 | 456.497 | 456.497 | 456.497 | 456.497 | 456.497 |459.409 | 456.496

@2 459.000 | 459.000 | 460.000 | 460.000 | 460.000 | 460.000 | 460.000 | 460.000 | 460.000 | 0.000 | 0.000

G3 237.000 | 339.000 | 162.864 | 88.862 | 236.862 | 340.000 | 340.000 | 232.862 | 236.862 |340.000 | 252.864

G4 299.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 |300.000 |300.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000

G5 222.000 | 233.000 | 222.599 | 222.600 | 222.600 | 229.912 | 225.912 | 222.600 | 222.600 |243.000 | 222.600

a6 122.000 | 159.000 | 122.450 | 122.450 | 122.450 | 160.000 | 160.000 | 122.450 | 122.450 |160.000 | 122.450

G7 129.000 | 129.000 | 129.590 | 129.591 | 129.591 | 129.591 | 129.591 | 129.591 | 129.591 |129.591 | 129.590

G8 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000

@9 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000

G10 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000

P, = P, 1,924 | 1,776 | 1,554 | 1,480 | 1,628 | 1776 | 2,072 | 1,924 | 1628 | 1,332 | 1,184

E 6. g5 (W
E 5. Hour 10| tist SO =& 2Hy Table 6. Comparison of Algorithms

Table 5. Swap Optimization Process for Hour 1 HourlLoad TCA 30 T — SO-1 —
4l i Lrr) T 10%282g7m240g>%4176914247(5$6)7553481 599

= g:ggi 57‘2352;864&0) 2 [1,110129,828.077|26,112.2783,715.79926,112.2783,715.799

2915 54.761.774 () 3 |1,258133,347.045(29,381.792[3,965.25329,381.792|3,965.253

5 096 51164 178 (€) 4 [1,406{36,296.715{33,758.693{2,538.022{33,758.693[2, 538.022
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