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ABSTRACT Due to the absence of historical data and the errors of measurement instruments, there may be
uncertainties in the distribution parameters of the random variables describing the uncertain fluctuations of
node power including renewable energy station output and load power in the combined cooling heating and
power (CCHP) campus microgrid. In this paper, intervals are used to describe the uncertainties of distribution
parameters of the random variables, and an interval probabilistic energy flow (IPEF) calculation model of the
CCHP campus microgrid is established. Introducing the interval arithmetic (IA) into the cumulant method,
an IA-based IPEF algorithm is proposed to obtain the analytical expressions of probability density function
or cumulative distribution function intervals of the state variables. Moreover, affine arithmetic (AA) is
introduced to address the interval extension problem in the calculation, and an AA&IA-based IPEF algorithm
is proposed. By constructing the correlation transformation matrixes, the correlation among different node
power is considered in the IPEF calculation. A case study on a CCHP campus microgrid demonstrates that the
results of the AA&IA-based IPEF algorithm are more accurate than those of the IA-based IPEF algorithm by
using the results of the double-layer Monte Carlo method as a reference. Moreover, the proposed algorithms
are more efficient than the double-layer Monte Carlo method.

INDEX TERMS CCHP campus micro-grid, interval probabilistic energy flow calculation, higher-order
uncertainty, cumulant method, interval arithmetic, affine arithmetic, correlation.

PT  Photothermic

NOMENCLATURE
A. ACRONYMS PV Photovoltaic
AA Affine arithmetic
CCHP Combined cooling heating and power
CDF Cumulative distribution function B. PARAMETERS
CI Cumulant interval Cw Specific heat capacity of water
CCHP-CMG CCHP campus micro-grid s Mark  of  heating/cooling  network,
DMC Double-layer Monte Carlo 1/—1 respectively represent heating/cooling
1A Interval arithmetic network
IPEF Interval probabilistic energy flow D Pipeline resistance coefficient
PDF Probability density function Gjj, Bjj Real and imaginary parts of the i-th row and j-
PEF Probabilistic energy flow th column element of node admittance matrix
PPF Probabilistic power flow Cim Heat-to-power ratio
Z Ratio of thermal and electrical power change
of extraction condensing unit
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nE Conversion efficiency of multi-energy cou-
pling elements

Apy/Apr  Area of PV panel and PT panels

npv/npr  Conversion efficiency of PV/PT stations

Fmax Maximum of solar irradiance in a period

Opv Power factor angle of PV station

;LL/UE Mean and variance of load power

oy Upper and lower bounds of interval [z ]

QI{/&E Upper and lower bounds of interval [Uf]

upv/upr  Means of power output of PV/PT stations

a, B Shape parameters of B-distribution
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Flow rates of the heating/cooling pipe
Supply temperature at nodes

Return temperature at nodes
Heating/cooling power

Heating/cooling load power

Heating power output of the PT stations
Flow rates at nodes

Loop-pipe correlation matrix

Matrix related to the supply network
structure and flow rates

Matrix related to the return network
structure and flow rates

Vector related to the supply network
structure and the supply water tempera-
ture at the source node

Vector related to the return network
structure and the return water tempera-
ture at the load node

Injected active and reactive power at
i-bus of the power network

Active and reactive power of load at
i-bus of the power network

Active and reactive power of PV stations
at i-bus of the power network

Voltage magnitude at i-bus

Voltage phase angle difference between
i-bus and j-bus.

Total wasted heat power and electrical
power of CCHP unit

Input/output power of energy conversion
components

Injected power vector at buses or nodes
State variable vector

Augmented vector of injected power
Reference value of W/X/F

Random fluctuation of W/X/F
Sensitivity matrix

k-order cumulants vectors of AX and
AW

k-order CI vector of AX and AW
k-order CI vector of load power
k-order CI of load power fluctuation

[Mr(k)] k-order origin moment interval of r

[ k-order CI of r

[yf(,];)\,], [ygcp)v] k-order CI of active/reactive power of
PV station

[yf(,li,)], [ylgl})] k-order CI of injected power of PV/PT
station

[yéklzv], [yékP)T] k-order CI of PV/PT power fluctua-

tion

Random fluctuations of node power
augmented vectors of loads and
renewable energy stations consider-
ing the correlation.

Decorrelated random fluctuations of
node power augmented vectors of
loads and renewable energy stations
Correlation conversion matrixes cor-
responding to the node power of loads
and renewable energy stations

AF1, AFg

AF’1, AF’g

K1, Ks

D. SUBSCRIPTS AND SUPERSCRIPTS

()<¥>  Calculate the kth power of each element in
the matrix
(-Je/njc  Variables of electricity/heating/cooling

network

I. INTRODUCTION
CCHP technology can fully recycle the wasted heat of gas-
fired power generators for cooling and heating, which can
effectively increase the utilization rate and realize the cascade
utilization of energy. Thus, in recent years, CCHP technology
has been widely applied in emerging industrial campuses, and
many CCHP campus microgrid (CCHP-CMG) projects have
been established [1], [2]. The probability density functions of
random variables are usually used to describe the uncertain
fluctuation characteristics of the electrical/heating/cooling
load power and the power output of photovoltaic (PV) /
photothermic (PT) stations in the CCHP-CMG, and the
uncertain fluctuation characteristics of its operating state
can be obtained by probabilistic energy flow (PEF) calcu-
lation [3], [4]. However, due to factors such as the absence
of historical data and the errors of measurement instruments,
there may be uncertainty in the distribution parameters of the
PDFs of the random variables describing the uncertain node
power in the CCHP-CMG. This uncertainty can be classified
as higher-order uncertainty [5], [6]. In addition, the power
output of different renewable energy stations and the dif-
ferent types of load power in a CCHP-CMG always have
obvious correlation. Therefore, it is of great significance to
study the PEF calculation method of a CCHP-CMG consid-
ering the higher-order uncertainty and the correlation of node
power including renewable energy station output and load
power.

Many research articles have been published on the topic
of probabilistic power flow (PPF) / probabilistic energy
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flow (PEF) calculation in power systems or integrated energy
systems. In the PPF calculation of power systems, the fol-
lowing methods are mainly used: simulation method, approx-
imation method, and analytical method [7]. Among them,
the analytical method can simultaneously meet the require-
ments of calculation accuracy and efficiency and obtain
the analytical expressions of the probability density func-
tion (PDF) or cumulative distribution function (CDF) of
state variables, which has received the most attention. In
some studies, the analytical solution of the PPF calcula-
tion was obtained by convolution computation, but the cal-
culation process was complicated [8]-[10]. The cumulant
method can avoid the convolution computation of random
variables and improve the calculation efficiency. For exam-
ple, Zhang and Lee [11] and Fan ez al. [12] applied the cumu-
lant method and Gram-Charlier expansion to solve the PPF
calculation problem. Cai et al. [13] used Cholesky decom-
position to deal with the correlation of random variables
in the cumulant method. For the PEF calculation of inte-
grated energy systems, the cumulant method was applied to
the PEF calculation of an electric-gas energy system in [3].
Khorsand and Seifi [4] studied the probability characteristics
of load power and failure and solved the PEF calculation of
electricity/gas/heating network based on the point estimation
method. Chen et al. [14] and Yang er al. [15] considered
the uncertainty of distributed generation and pipeline param-
eters, respectively, and proposed methods to solve the PEF
calculation problem based on Latin hypercube sampling and
Nataf transformation. In view of the nonlinear characteris-
tics of power networks and gas networks, Chen et al. [16]
applied multiple linearization methods to PEF calculation.
Hu et al. [17] modeled the uncertainty of pipeline parameters
as interval variables, modeled the uncertainty of electric/gas
load and renewable power generation as probability variables,
and proposed the probabilistic-interval energy flow analysis
based on the polynomial chaos expansion method. In [18],
wind speed and light intensity were defined as interval vari-
ables, load power of any node was defined as the random vari-
able, and an uncertain power flow model of hybrid stochastic
and interval variables was established and then solved by
the double-layer Monte Carlo method. However, none of
these studies considered the uncertainty of the distribution
parameters of node power random variables in the PPF/PEF
calculation, and it needs to be considered to reflect the uncer-
tain fluctuations of node power more accurately.

In addition, there have been several studies in recent years
on the analysis of power systems and integrated energy sys-
tems considering the higher-order uncertainty of node power.
Lubin et al. [19], Zhou et al. [20] considered the uncertainty
of the mean and variance of wind power in robust optimiza-
tion models of power systems and combined heat and power
systems, respectively. In [21], considering the uncertainty of
the probability distribution type of wind power, a distributed
robust coordinated scheduling model was proposed. Taking
into account the uncertain characteristics of randomness and
fuzziness, Wu et al. [22] proposed a random fuzzy power
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flow calculation method for distribution networks. It can
be seen from the above studies that the existing research
mainly focuses on the analysis of power systems considering
higher-order uncertainty, whereas research on the analysis
of integrated energy systems considering higher-order uncer-
tainty is lacking. Moreover, there is still no literature on the
PEF calculation of a CCHP-CMG considering higher-order
uncertainty. Therefore, this paper focuses on the interval
uncertainties of the distribution parameters of node power
random variables in the CCHP-CMG and proposes an IPEF
calculation method for CCHP-CMG.

This paper makes three contributions: 1) To reflect the
uncertain fluctuations of node power including renewable
energy station output and load power more accurate, intervals
are used to describe the uncertainties of distribution param-
eters of node power random variables, and an IPEF calcu-
lation model of a CCHP-CMG is established considering the
interval uncertainties of distribution parameters. An IA-based
IPEF algorithm is proposed to solve this IPEF calculation
model, and an interval Gram-Charlier expansion method is
proposed to obtain the analytical expressions of PDF or
CDF intervals of the state variables. 2) An AA&IA-based
IPEF algorithm is proposed to address the interval extension
problem and obtain more accurate IPEF calculation results.
3) By constructing correlation conversion matrixes to con-
sider the correlation of load power and renewable energy
station output, an AA&IA-based IPEF algorithm considering
the correlation among different node power is proposed.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section II
introduces the IPEF calculation model of a CCHP-CMG
considering the interval uncertainties of distribution param-
eters of node power random variables. Section III proposes
an IA-based IPEF algorithm based on IA and cumulant
method. Section IV proposes an AA&IA-based IPEF algo-
rithm based on AA. Section V introduces an AA&IA-based
IPEF algorithm considering the correlation among different
node power. Section VI presents the case study and analysis
of the results. Section VII offers the conclusions.
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FIGURE 1. The structure and energy supply of a CCHP-CMG.

Il. IPEF CALCULATION MODEL OF CCHP-CMG
CONSIDERING THE INTERVAL UNCERTAINTIES

OF DISTRIBUTION PARAMETERS

A. THE STRUCTURE OF A CCHP-CMG

The general structure and energy supply of a CCHP-CMG are
shown in Fig. 1.

VOLUME 8, 2020



Y. Xie et al.: IPEF Calculation of CCHP Campus Microgrid Considering Interval Uncertainties of Distribution Parameters

IEEE Access

The CCHP-CMG contains gas generators, various cooling/
heating equipment, distributed PV/PT stations, and electricity/
heating/cooling networks. The gas is only the input energy of
the gas generators, which is an external variable of the CCHP-
CMBG. In the proposed energy flow calculation, the CCHP
unit is always set as the swing bus, and the input gas power
can be calculated after obtaining the energy flow calculation
result. Thus, the gas network is not considered in the energy
flow calculation of this paper. In the energy station, there
are CCHP units (gas generators, heat exchange units, and
absorption chillers), heat pumps, and electric chillers. The
energy station supplies power to users through gas generators
and provides cooling and heating energy to users through
cooling equipment (such as absorption chillers) and heating
equipment (such as heat exchange units). Insufficient cooling/
heating energy is supplemented by electric chillers or heat
pumps. PV and PT stations can convert solar energy into
electrical energy and heating energy, respectively, to supply
power and heating users.

B. ENERGY FLOW CALCULATION MODEL OF CCHPCMG

1) HEATING/COOLING NETWORK

In the energy flow calculation, the state variables of the
heating/cooling network include the flow rates of pipelines
as well as the supply and return temperatures of the nodes,
which satisfy the following equations [23]:

Phjc = cwign/eS(Tsh/e — Trhye)

By cDmy, ¢ |mh/c| =0 (1)
As‘h/cTs.h/c - bs.h/c =0

Ar.h/cTr.h/c - br.h/c =0,

where the first formula is the expression of the node power
of the heating/cooling network. For the pure heating/cooling
load nodes, ®1/c = PLn/c, and for the heating load nodes
connected to the PT station, @, = @1 ,— Ppr. The second
formula is the pressure balance equation of pipelines. The
third and fourth formulas are the balance equations for the
supply and return temperatures of nodes, respectively.

2) ELECTRICITY NETWORK

The state variables of the electricity network are the voltage
amplitude and phase angle of each bus, which satisfy the
following equations:

n .
P =U; ijl Uj(Gjj cos 8 + Bjj sin §;)

n , (2)
0, =U; ijl Uj(Gjjsin §;; — Bjj cos §;),

where for the pure load bus, P; = —Pr; and Q; = —Qy;; for
the load bus connected to the PV station, P; = Ppy; — Py ; and

0; = QOpvi — OLi.

3) COUPLING ELEMENTS
CCHP units can be divided into two types: back pressure units
and extraction condensing units. The relationships between
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power output and wasted heat are respectively expressed
as (3) and (4) [23]:

Cn = Pccup/Pccup, 3)
Z = ®ccup/(Pcon — Pecp). “4)

The wasted heat can be converted into cooling/heating
energy by the absorption chillers/heat exchangers, and the
insufficient cooling/heat energy can be supplemented by the
electric chillers/heat pumps. The above energy conversion
elements all use the efficiency coefficient to perform energy
conversion, as follows:

Pout = NEPin. (5)

According to (1)—(2), the energy flow equations can be
abbreviated as follows:

F=[W;0] =fX) (0)

For W, the electrical/heating/cooling power at nodes of the
energy station can be calculated by (3)—(5).

Given the network structure parameters and node power W,
equation (6) can be solved using the Newton-Raphson
method to obtain the state variable X of the CCHP-CMG,
which is the energy flow calculation of the CCHP-CMG.

C. REPRESENTATION OF HIGHER-ORDER UNCERTAINTY
OF NODE POWER

In the traditional PEF algorithm, the distribution parameters
in the PDF of the node power random variable are obtained
from historical data, and these parameters are deterministic
values. However, in practice, due to uncertain factors such as
data absence and measurement errors, there are also uncer-
tainties in the process of solving the distribution parameters
of random variables. To express these uncertainties accu-
rately, intervals are used to describe the uncertainties of
the distribution parameters of node power random variables.
Based on this concept, the [A-based IPEF algorithm of the
CCHP-CMG is proposed.

Assuming that the electrical/heating/cooling load power
Wy, follows a normal distribution, its PDF is expressed as (7).
Considering the uncertainties of pp and 02, they can be
expressed by intervals as shown by (8).

1
A 27tO'L

I[m = [p, . fir]

FOWL) = exp(—We — u)? [200). ()

®)

[o2] = [of. 611.

According to [12], [24], in calculating the power output
of PV/PT stations, solar irradiance r is assumed to follow a
B-distribution and its PDF is as follows:

_ Tl+B)

['(e)T'(B)

where I'(+) is the Gamma function.

f@r) (r/rma)® (1= r/rma)® L (9)
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Considering the uncertainties of the shape parameters «
and B, they can be expressed by intervals as follows:
o] = [a, @]
18] = [B. Bl.

The relationship between the power output of a PV/PT
station and the solar irradiance r is as follows:

(10)

Ppy = rApynpy
Opv = rApynpy tan 6py (11)
®pr = rApPTNPT.

The above (1)—(5) and (7)—(11) constitute the IPEF cal-
culation model of the CCHP-CMG considering the interval
uncertainties of distribution parameters.

IIl. IPEF ALGORITHM BASED ON INTERVAL ARITHMETIC
A. PEF ALGORITHM BASED ON CUMULANT METHOD

In the PEF calculation considering the randomness of node
power, the given node power and unknown state variables are
represented by random variables. Equation (6) is expanded
by the Taylor series, and only the constant term and the
first-order term are retained to obtain the linearized energy
flow equations as follows:

Fo+ AF = [Wy; 0] + [AW; 0]
=fXo+ AX)=fXo) +JAX. (12)

Each element of the Jacobian matrix J is the partial deriva-
tive of the energy flow equations with respect to the state
variables (i.e., J=9f(X)/0X).

After the steady-state reference value of energy flow Fy =
J(Xp) is substituted into (12), equation (13) can be obtained.

AX = J ' [AW; 0] = So[AW; 0] = SoAF,  (13)

where the sensitivity matrix So = J 1.

Applying the cumulant method to the PEF calculation of
the CCHP-CMG, the steps are as follows. According to the
PDFs and the distribution parameters of AW, the cumulants
of AW are obtained. These cumulants are combined with
the calculated S(Tk = and then substituted into (14) to obtain
the cumulants of AX. Finally, the PDFs or CDFs of X are
obtained by the Gram-Charlier expansion [11].

Yk = S5y 01, (14)

B. IPEF ALGORITHM BASED ON INTERVAL ARITHMETIC
AND CUMULANT METHOD

In the PEF calculation, considering the distribution parameter
uncertainties, the distribution parameters of random variables
of node power are expressed as intervals. Then, the cumu-
lants of node power calculated according to the distribution
parameter intervals are also the intervals, called the cumulant
intervals (CIs). The CIs of AX can be obtained from (14).
Finally, the analytical expressions of the PDF and CDF inter-
vals of state variables X are obtained by the proposed interval
Gram-Charlier expansion method.
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1) CALCULATION OF THE CUMULANT INTERVALS OF NODE
POWER AND STATE VARIABLES
According to IA [25], given the intervals [x] = [x, x] and
y] = [X’ y], we have:
addition:[x] + [y] = [x + y, X + )], (15)
subtraction:[x] — [y] =[x — y, X — X]’ (16)
- [y] = [min S, S
multiplication: lx]- bl _[m_m __max ] (17)
S = {xy, xy, Xy, xy},
[x]/[y] = [min R, max R]

= {x/y. )_C/i,i/z,i/&}-

For the electric/heating/cooling load power that follows the
normal distribution, the first-order and second-order Cls are
their mean and variance values, respectively. Any Cls above
the second order are equal to zero, as shown in (19).

AERT
[V o) = [07] (19)
[yl(fe)/h/c] =0 k=3
The CIs of the power output of PV/PT stations can be
obtained from the CIs of the solar irradiance r. According

to the standard B-distribution, the recursive formula of the
origin moment intervals of r is as follows

[a]
[or] + [/3] (20)

[a] + (k= 1) MED) k2
[a] +[B]+ (k- 1)

Each order CI of r is obtained from the origin moment
interval, as in (21).

1 1

k k
[y, ( ) M( )] + Z
According to the relationship between the power output of
a PV/PT station and the solar irradiance r (i.e., (11)), from

the k-order CI of r (i.e., [yr(k)]), the k-order CI of the power
output of PV/PT stations can be calculated as (22).

division: { (18)

[M(l)] —

(M) =

. . y (21)
C,i_l[Mf’][yr‘k M k=2

Y501 = @pvapy) <<= [ ]
[y Sl = Apyapy tan bpy) <> 0] (22)
Y51 = @prapp) > [ M]

Based on the mean value, the CIs of the random fluctuation of
electric/heating/cooling load power and PV/PT station power
output can be calculated as follows:

(1) 1=

(n
[¥ AL e/h/c D’/&.e/h/c] — KL
s AL e/h/c] [17L.e/h/c]’ (k= 2)
(¥ apv] = [ vl (k>2)
[y Shr] = [Pr] — spr
[y $pe] = [y (")] k > 2),

where [y\] = [[)’iak;zv]; [ng)’v]]'
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If the PV/PT stations are connected to the load buses/nodes
of the electricity/heating network, the CIs of the injected
power of these buses/nodes in the CCHP-CMG can be
obtained as follows:

k k k
[ el = [Pipy] — [PAL ]

[y ownl = [,,<k> 1- [YALn] (24)
k
el = —ALc)-
Thus, the CIs of AX can be obtained as follows:
(k)
[y %] =55+ [[”0 ]] 25)

k k k k
where [y ] = IZD’(A%VC] [y Nwan: [V(A%v.c]]'

The reference values Xo calculated from the steady-state
energy flow calculation can be used to obtain the k-order CI
vector [ ygf) ] of state variables X, as follows:

{[y“)] [y W] + Xo
®y _

26
[y [y“‘)] (k > 2) (20

2) INTERVAL GRAM-CHARLIER EXPANSION
After obtaining the CIs of X, this paper proposes an interval
Gram-Charlier expansion method based on the traditional
Gram-Charlier expansion method, which can expand the CIs
of X to obtain the analytical expressions of the PDF and CDF
intervals of X.

After the calculation of the ClIs of state variables X, the
mean interval [1] and standard deviation interval [o ] of X are
known, and the random variable must first be standardized:

[X] = (x — [ /[o], 27)

where x is the value of the random variable X, and [x] is the
interval value of the standardized random variable X.

Assuming that [yg] and [Y5] are the PDF and CDF inter-
vals of X , according to the Gram-Charlier expansion, the PDF
interval and CDF interval can be expanded into the series as
follows:

[gl] [g2]

bl = lp@ED] + = =o'V ED] + S 1o @ (ED)
+. [g"] [w(k)([ DI, (28)
[Yz] = [@(FD] + [g”[a><”([ DI+ [82][@@)([ )
+. [g"] B e ®([E))]. (29)

Since [x] is an 1nterval, the PDF and CDF calculated from
(28)—(29) are also intervals.

In (28)—(29), [¢([x])] and [@([Xx])] are the intervals
obtained from the PDF and CDF formulas of the standard
normal distribution; [¢® ([¥])] and [@®)([%])] are the k-th
derivatives of [¢([x])] and [@([x])], respectively. These vari-
ables can be obtained by (30)—(31):

{[(p([fc])] =1 / VImexp(—[#2/2) k=1 50

[p®(ZD] = (—DO[HXDIPZD] &k = 2,
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{[q)([fc])] =1 /a7 (WL exp(—2/2dr k=1 an

[@®([ZD)] = [*~D([x])] k>2

In (30), [Hx([X])] is the k-order Hermite polynomial inter-
val, as follows:

[Ho(IFD] = 1

[H([X])] = [¥]

[Hy([XD)] = [¥]* — 1

[H3(FD] = [X]® — 3[%]

[H4([XD)] = [%]* — 6[%]* + 3 (32)
[Hs([¥])] = [X]° — 10[%] + 15[x]

[Ho([X])] = [X]° — 15[%]* + 45[x]* —

[H7([XD)] = [¥] — 21[X]> + 105[%]® — 105[%]

According to equations (19)—(26), the k-th order CI [y- (k)] of
X is obtained, and then each coefficient in (28)—(29) can be
obtained as follows:

(ei] = [ 101, (33)

where [o]F is the k-th power of [o].
Finally, the PDF and CDF intervals of X can be obtained
as follows:

bx1 = bgl/lo], (34)
[Yx] = [Y;], (35)

where [yx] and [Yx] are the PDF and CDF intervals of X.

It can be seen that equations (28), (30), (32), (33),
and (34) constitute the analytical expressions of the PDF
interval of X; equations (29), (31), (32), (33), and (35)
constitute the analytical expressions of the CDF interval
of X. The above (27)—(35) constitute the proposed interval
Gram-Charlier expansion method.

IV. AA&IA-BASED IPEF ALGORITHM FOR ADDRESSING
THE INTERVAL EXTENSION PROBLEM

Due to interval dependency, the interval extension problem
inevitably exists in the process of interval arithmetic [25],
which leads to an excessive fluctuation interval of the calcu-
lation result. To solve this problem, affine arithmetic (AA) is
introduced to the IA-based IPEF algorithm. According to AA,
the value of an uncertain variable x € [x, x] is affected by
itself and the independent noises of the environment, which
is expressed as an affine form [26]:

= X0 + X161 + - - - Xk &k, (36)

where xg is the central value (i.e., xp = (x + X)/2), & €
[—1, 1] is the i-th independent noise element, and the coeffi-
cient x; € R is the i-th partial increment.

According to AA theory, the interval form and affine form
of an uncertain variable can be transformed to each other.
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Given an affine form as in (36), the corresponding interval
form is:

k
x.il=l0-&x+El £=) Il G

Given an interval form [x] = [x, x], leta = (x + x)/2 and
b = (x — x)/2; then the corresponding affine form is:

X =a+be. (38)

Given two affine forms X = xo + x161 + - - - + xx&r and
y=yo+yie1 + - + yk&x, the AA rules are as follows:

Ox £y =0 E£yo)+ 1 £yDer + -+ (x £ yi)ek
L k
@ X -y =xoyo + Zi:l (xoyi + yoxi)ei

+(Z:;1 Xi€i) - (Z; Yi€i)
®@%/y=2%-(1/). (39)

Compared with IA, the AA can consider the interval
dependency and identify itself in the computation, which
can effectively avoid the interval extension problem. How-
ever, the calculation of AA is more complicated than that
of TA, hence its calculation speed is slower, which has an
adverse effect on the solution of the IPEF. In addition, in the
IA-based IPEF algorithm, only part of the calculation process
will result in a large interval extension problem due to IA.
They are mainly in the following two calculation processes:
First, in the calculation of the CIs of solar irradiance, the
numerator and denominator of (20) contain the same inter-
val [«]. Since TA cannot identify itself, interval extension
will inevitably occur. Moreover, in (20), there is a recursive
process of intervals when calculating the k-th order origin
moment interval from the (k — 1)-th order origin moment
interval, so the interval extension will accumulate in the layer-
by-layer recursive process. Second, in the interval Gram-
Charlier expansion method, there is also the calculation of
the interval and itself in (32), which will also lead to interval
extension. Therefore, to further improve the IA-based IPEF
algorithm, an AA&IA-based IPEF algorithm is proposed.
In this algorithm, the AA is introduced to calculate the CIs of
solar irradiance and is applied in the interval Gram-Charlier
expansion, whereas the other calculation steps are still solved
with IA. This algorithm can address the interval extension
problem caused by TA and obtain more accurate analytical
expressions of the PDF and CDF intervals of X.

V. IPEF CALCULATION OF CCHP-CMG CONSIDERING THE
CORRELATION AMONG NODE POWER

In actual CCHP-CMG:s, there is obvious correlation among
the power output of distributed renewable energy stations.
For example, the power output of different PV stations and
PT stations is affected by solar irradiance and has correla-
tion. Besides, the electrical/heating/cooling load power of
different buses/nodes may also be relevant. Therefore, in the
IPEF calculation of a CCHP-CMG, the correlation among the
load power of different buses/nodes and the power output of
different renewable energy stations need to be considered.
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A. CORRELATION CONVERSION MATRIX K
If there are n elements in the vector F, it can be assumed that
m elements of F are relevant and form a vector V, and the
other elements are not relevant. The calculation steps of the
correlation conversion matrix K are as follows:

1) If the correlation coefficient matrix of each element in
V is known as C}, and the standard deviation vector of each
element in V is known as oy, the covariance matrix Cy can
be obtained by the following:

Cv(iQ,)) = G, )) - ovi - ovj, (40)

where Cy(i, j) and C;(i, j) are respectively the i-th row and
Jj-th column elements of matrixes Cy and C;; oy; and ovy;
are respectively the standard deviations of the i-th and j-th
variables in the vector V.

2) Apply the Cholesky decomposition to the covariance
matrix Cy to obtain the lower triangular matrix G [13].

3) The correlation conversion matrix K can be obtained
from (41):

Kii = G, Kjj = Gy

Qif (Fi > VOANEF = Vi) =
l ’ Kij = Gu, Kji = Gik

@else " ’
Kijj=Kji =0
(other elements in K except those in®) 41)

where F; — Vi and F; — V; mean that the i-th and j-th
elements in F are correlation variables and correspond to the
k-th and /-th elements in V, respectively. Additionally, k, [ €
[1,2,...,ml,i,je[l,2,...,n].

Since the standard deviations of node power of different
buses/nodes are intervals, the covariance matrix is an interval
matrix [Cy]. However, the Cholesky decomposition of the
interval matrix can only find the interval matrix [G] to satisfy
(42) [27]. It can be seen that (42) is an inclusion relation rather
than a strict equality relation, so the interval matrix [G] will
cause the interval extension problem for subsequent calcula-
tions. The existing improved methods are very complicated,
have longer calculation time, or do not meet the requirements
of the solution in this paper [28], [29]. Therefore, this paper
considers using the central values of the standard deviation
intervals to constitute the ordinary covariance matrix Cy and
calculate the matrix K to consider the correlation problem.
The results of the subsequent case study show that this sim-
plified step does not cause obvious calculation errors.

[C,] C [GIIG]". (42)

B. IPEF CALCULATION METHOD OF CCHP-CMG
CONSIDERING NODE POWER CORRELATION

In the IPEF calculation of a CCHP-CMG considering the
node power correlation, the random fluctuation of the node
power augmented vector AF in (13) can be divided into the
following two parts:

AF = AFs — AFy, (43)
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where AF1, and AFg have the following relationship:

AF1, = K| AF;
{ L L L (44)

AFg = KsAF/S.

If the Cls of AFy, and AFs are [y}, ] and [y{)], they
can be de-correlated by the following formula:

1y (k
Ve 1= KE) I[YE%;F . (45)
[V ars®1 = K7y sps]-
Substituting (43)—(44) into (13):
AX = SoAF = So(AFs — AFY)
= SoKsAFg — SoK AF;. (46)

Then, the CIs of the fluctuation of state variables AX can
be obtained by the following equation:

[P0 = SoKs) = [y s ©1 = (SoKL) =¥ [y ©1. (47)

Therefore, by replacing (25) in Section III with (45) and
(47) in Section V, based on the original AA&IA-based IPEF
algorithm, an AA&IA-based IPEF algorithm considering the
node power correlation is proposed. The flowchart of the
algorithm is shown in Fig. 2. The shaded rectangular boxes
of solid and dotted lines are respectively calculated by IA

and AA.

| Initialization |

v

| Calculate the steady-state energy flow of CCHP-MCG |

| Calculate the ClIs of electrical/heating/cooling load power |

—_——_———— — Y .

Calculate the CIs of the power output of PV/PT stations

Calculate the CIs of the random fluctuations of the node power
augmentation vectors AFy /AFg

v

| Calculate the correlation transformation matrixes K; and Kg |

v

| Solve the 1st-7th order CIs of state variable X |

FIGURE 2. Flowchart of the AA&IA-based IPEF algorithm considering the
node power correlation.

The calculation steps are as follows:

1) Initialization: Determine the probability distribution
models of electrical/heating/cooling load power and
solar irradiance, the intervals of the distribution param-
eters, and the correlation coefficient matrix C; of the
relevant node power.
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2) Calculate the steady-state energy flow of the
CCHP-CMG. The result is used as a reference.

3) Apply IA to calculate the CIs of electrical/heating/
cooling load power. Meanwhile, apply AA to calculate
the CIs of the solar irradiance, and apply IA to calculate
the CIs of the power output of PV/PT stations.

4) Calculate the CIs of the random fluctuations of the node
power augmented vectors AF/AFs.

5) Calculate the correlation conversion matrixes Ky, and
K5 of the node power of loads and renewable energy
stations.

6) The CIs of the state variable X are solved according
to (26), (45), and (47), and the analytical expressions
of PDF or CDF intervals of X can be obtained by the
interval Gram-Charlier expansion as (27)—(35).

VI. CASE STUDY

The structure of a CCHP-MCG is shown in Fig. 3, which is
divided into two energy supply areas with three energy sta-
tions. In this CCHP-MCG, the electricity network is a distri-
bution network of an actual industrial campus and the cooling
and heating networks are improved based on the heating net-
work in [23]. The energy coupling components in the energy
stations include CCHP units (gas-fired power generators, heat
exchange units, and absorption chillers), heat pumps, and
electric chillers. The cooling and heating networks have the
same structure, including 49 nodes and 49 pipelines. The
energy stations I/II/III are respectively located at the 49™,
48" and 47™ nodes of the cooling/heating network. Among
them, energy stations I and II are respectively assumed to be
the swing nodes of the heating network and cooling network.
The electricity network contains 91 buses. Energy stations
I/II/II are respectively located at the 90™, 89t and 91
buses of the electricity network. Generator buses in the energy
stations I/II/IIT are assumed to be PV buses. The 88" bus
connected to the public distribution network is set to be the
swing bus, and the remaining buses are all PQ buses. The
generated electric power values of the CCHP units in energy
stations I/II/III are determined by their wasted heating power.
The CCHP units in energy stations I and III are the back
pressure units, and the CCHP units in energy station II are
the extraction condensing units.

The PV and PT stations are respectively connected to the
load buses/nodes of the electricity and heating network. It is
assumed that the solar irradiance follows the g-distribution.
Using the historical data in Guangzhou City, Guangdong
Province, China (23°6’ N, 113°2’ E), the shape parameters of
the probability distribution of the solar irradiance are obtained
by fitting, the central values of [«] and [B] are taken as
0.6798 and 1.7788, respectively [30], and the interval radii
are 0.1% of the central values. The total power output of PV
stations accounts for 15% of the electrical load power, and the
total power output of PT stations accounts for 5% of the heat-
ing load power. In addition, the electricity/heating/cooling
load in the CCHP-CMG is assumed to follow a normal dis-
tribution. The central value of the mean interval [u] takes the
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FIGURE 3. The structure of the case-study CCHP-CMG.

steady-state power flow state values, and the interval radius
of [u] is 0.2% of the center value. The standard deviation
interval of electrical power is 10% [u], and the standard
deviation interval of heating/cooling power is 5% [u].

All of the numerical calculation tests are performed on
a PC with Intel(R) Core(TM) CPU i7-8700 3.20 GHz
and 32 GB RAM. The proposed algorithms are coded in
MATLAB programs, which use INTLAB toolbox for IA and
AA [31].

A. ANALYSIS OF CALCULATION RESULT

In addition to the affine arithmetic, another common
improved interval method to address the interval extension
problem is the interval subdivision method [25]. The inter-
val division method is applied to calculate the CIs of solar
irradiance and the interval Gram-Charlier expansion, and
the IPEF algorithm based on interval subdivision and inter-
val arithmetic (IS&IA-based IPEF algorithm) is proposed
as a comparison with the AA&IA-based IPEF algorithm.
Then, the IA-based IPEF algorithm, AA&IA-based IPEF
algorithm, IS& IA-based IPEF algorithm, and double-layer
Monte Carlo (DMC) method are each used to solve the IPEF
problem in the CCHP-CMG. In the DMC method, assuming
the distribution parameters follow a uniform distribution in
their uncertain fluctuation intervals, the distribution param-
eter values of node power random variables are obtained
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by outer-layer sampling, and the sampling number is 1,000.
After determining the distribution parameter values to obtain
the PDFs of node power, the node power values are obtained
by inner-layer sampling, and the sampling number is 10,000.
Each sample of node power values is substituted into the
energy flow calculation to obtain the state variable values.
In the AA&IA-based, IS&IA-based and IA-based IPEF algo-
rithms, only the 157t order CIs are calculated, and it can
ensure the results with sufficient accuracy for these algo-
rithms. In the IS&IA-based IPEF algorithm, the intervals are
divided into 100 subintervals.

With the calculation results of the DMC method as a
reference, the calculation accuracies of the proposed three
algorithms are compared and verified. Taking the voltage
phase angle and amplitude at bus-2 of the electricity network,
the flow rate of pipe-2, and the supply temperature at node-2
of the heating network as examples, the CIs obtained by dif-
ferent algorithms are shown in Table 1. Method I, Method 11
and Method III refer to the AA&IA-based IPEF algorithm,
the IS&IA-based IPEF algorithm and the IA-based IPEF
algorithm. The above CIs are used to obtain the analytical
expressions of PDF or CDF intervals of state variables by
the interval Gram-Charlier expansion. Then, the upper and
lower bounds of the PDF or CDF curves of state variables
can also be obtained. For the above state variables, the upper
and lower bounds of the CDF curves are compared with the
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TABLE 1. Each order Cl of several state variables.

4

5

6

7

[-6.09,-5.86]*10°!
[-1.06,-0.14]*10710
[-1.73,0.53]*10"°

[-3.15,3.13]*10°2
[-4.61,-1.66]*10712
[-6.77,0.50]*10

[-2.06,-2.04]%10°
[-7.96,3.87]*10""
[-1.66,1.26]%103

[2.72,2.77]%107
[-2.58,3.13]%1015
[-6.76,7.32]*10

[-8.15,-7.85]*102
[-1.42,-0.18]*1071!
[-2.32,0.71]*10™"!

[-2.60,-2.58]*10°
[-3.81,-1.37]*10°13
[-5.60,0.42]*10™

[-1.04,-1.03]*10°5
[-4.02,1.96]*1075
[-8.39,6.34]%1015

[8.34,8.52]*10°F
[-7.91,9.61]%10"7
[-2.08,2.25]*10°16

[-9.40,-9.05]*107
[-1.64,-0.21]*10°
[-2.67, 0.82]*10°

[5.53,5.56]*107
[2.94,8.14]%107
[-0.09,1.20]*10°

[4.11,-4.07]*10°
[-1.59,0.77]%107
[-3.31,2.50]*107

[-6.21,-6.08]*10%
[-7.01,5.77]%10
[-1.64,1.52]*107

Order 1 2 3
1 [-0.024,-0.020]  [3.43,3.54]*10° [5.50,5.51]*10°®
0, 1T [-0.024,-0.020]  [3.43,3.55]*10° [5.32,5.69]*10°*
I | [-0.024,-0.020]  [3.41,3.57]*10° [5.04,5.971*10%
1 [1.023,1.024] [9.60,9.911*10%¢ [1.14,1.15]*10°®
U, I [1.023,1.024] [9.58,9.93]1*10%¢ [1.11,1.19]*10°®
111 [1.023,1.024] [9.53,9.98]*10¢ [1.05,1.251*10*
1 [0.951,0.992] [4.38,4.59]*10 [-7.08,-7.06]*107
My 11 [0.951,0.992] [4.37,4.60]*107 [-7.32,-6.83]*10°
111 [0.951,0.992] [4.36,4.61]*107 [-7.67,-6.48]*107
1 [89.207,89.250]  [1.69,1.77]*107 [-1.65,-1.64]*10°°
T 1T | [89.207,89.250] [1.68,1.77]*1073 [-1.70,-1.59]*10°
111 | [89.207,89.250] [1.68,1.78]*107 [-1.79,-1.51]*10°

[-1.35,-1.30]*107
[-2.34,-0.30]*107
[-3.83,1.18]*107

[4.87,4.89]*10°
[2.59,7.17]*10°
[-0.08,1.06]*107

[-2.23,2.21]*10%
[-8.59,4.18]%10%
[-1.80,1.36]*10*

[-2.07,-2.03]*10°°
[-2.34,1.92]*10"
[-5.46,5.05]*10°

results of the DMC method, and they are shown in Fig. 4.
For each state variable, the upper and lower bounds of its
CDF curves of DMC method are obtained as follows: for
each outer-layer sampling value of the distribution parame-
ters, a CDF curve is obtained, and the CDF curve cluster is
obtained by multiple outer-layer sampling values. The solid
red lines in the figure are the upper and lower bound lines
of the CDF curve cluster obtained by the DMC method. The
blue dashed lines, the yellow dash-dot lines and the green
dotted lines are the upper and lower bounds of the CDF curves
obtained by Method I, Method II and Method II1.

To further compare the calculation results of Method I,
Method II and Method III, the cumulants of the state vari-
able obtained by the traditional cumulant method without
considering the uncertainties of the distribution parameters
(the parameters are all set as the central values of the inter-
vals) are used as base values. The per-unit interval widths
of the CIs in Table 1 are calculated, and then the average
per-unit interval width each order CI are calculated and
shown in Table 2. Obviously, the average per-unit interval
widths of 2M—7% order Cls of the state variables obtained
by Method III are significantly larger than those obtained
by Method I. And the average per-unit interval widths of
CIs obtained by Method II are between those obtained by
Method I and Method III. As the order increases, the interval
extension of Method II and III increases rapidly.

The interval extension of the CIs will result in the interval
extension of the CDF interval. In Fig. 4, it can be clearly
seen from the CDF interval bounds obtained by Method III
that Method III has an obvious extension problem compared
to the DMC method, and it has larger errors than Method 1.
The CDF interval bounds obtained by Method I are very
close to the results of the DMC method. In addition, although
Method II can also address the interval extension prob-
lem, it is less effective than Method I. Therefore, the inter-
val extension problem is well addressed by the proposed
AA&IA-based IPEF algorithm.

B. COMPARISON OF AVERAGE ROOT MEAN SQUARE

To quantify the calculation accuracies of the proposed algo-
rithms, the traditional average root mean square (ARMS)
index is improved, and the interval ARMS indexes suitable
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for the IPEF algorithm are proposed, namely the lower bound
index ARMSy and the upper bound index ARMSy. The
calculation steps are as follows:

1) Apply the traditional cumulant method without consid-
ering the distribution parameter uncertainties to obtain
the mean py and variance oy of the state variable X .

2) N equal division points are sampled in the interval [(px;
—30%i), (uxi + 30x;)] of X, N = 40 in this paper.

3) The ARMSy and ARMSy of X can be obtained by the
following formulae.

ARMS,

= \/ Zj\/:l (CDFipgr.L(i) — CDFpmc.L(D)?/N,
(48)

ARMSy

- \/Zil (CDFrper.u(i) — CDFpMmc.u(i)?/N,
(49)

where CDFpgr (i) and CDFipgry(i) are the i-th sampling
values of the lower and upper bounds of the CDF interval
obtained by the proposed IPEF algorithm. Obviously, i =
1,2,3...N.CDFpmc.L(i) and CDFpyc.u(i) are the i-th sam-
pling values of the lower and upper bounds of the CDF curve
cluster obtained by the DMC method.

The ARMS; and ARMSy of the above four state variables
with Methods I, IT and III are calculated from Fig. 4, as shown
in Table 3. Similarly, the ARMSy, and ARMSy of all the state
variables in the CCHP-CMG with Methods I, II and III are
calculated, and the statistical results are shown in Table 4.
For the variables of the electricity network, the ARMSy, and
ARMSy of Method I are very small: the mean values are
less than 0.3%, and the maximum is only 0.609%. For the
variables of the cooling/heating network, the ARMS;, and
ARMSy of Method I are still small: the mean values are
less than 0.6%, and the maximum is only 0.879%. How-
ever, the ARMS, and ARMSy of Method III are obviously
larger than those of Method I: the mean values of errors are
2.5-6%, and the maximum error is 11.087%. The ARMSy,
and ARMSy of Method II are between those of Method 1
and Method III. Therefore, for each type of state variables
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FIGURE 4. CDF Intervals of several state variables.

in the IPEF calculation of the CCHP-MCG, Method I has
high calculation accuracy, whereas Method III has relatively
large errors. Method 11 is less effective than the Method I in
addressing the interval extension problem. To further improve
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TABLE 2. The average per-unit values of the interval width of each
order Cl.

Order 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Method 1 0.062 0.039 0.003 0.038 0.005 0.010 0.021
Method I | 0.062 0.043 0.068 1.541 0940 5.792  20.673
Method IIT | 0.062 0.051 0.167 3.781 2320 14.328 50.815

TABLE 3. The ARMS; and ARMSy, of several state variables in Figure 4.

Variable Index Method 1 Method 11 Method IIT
5 ARMS, /% 0.332 0.807 1.821
2 ARMS/% 0.093 0.759 1.292
U ARMS, /% 0.222 1.014 5.161
. ARMS/% 0.302 0.949 4.664
ARMS, /% 0.274 0.410 3.940
7th1 ARMS/% 0.329 0.661 3.685
" ARMS, /% 0.365 0.999 5215
2 ARMS/% 0.178 0.839 5.086

TABLE 4. Statistics of the ARMS indexes of Methods |, 1l and Il

Variable Method ARMS, /% ARMS,/%

Mean Max Mean Max

1 0.264 0.332 0.163 0.340

J 1T 0.651 1.265 0.636 1.302
111 3.667 6.757 3.226 6.296

1 0.384 0.609 0.272 0.499

U 1T 0.637 1.109 0.452 0.950
111 3.198 6.003 2.558 5.495

1 0.275 0.859 0.281 0.879

my I 0.696 3.661 0.981 3.554
111 3.213 4.305 3.24 4.206

1 0.469 0.784 0.237 0.476

Tsn 11 1.759 4.933 1.723 4.799
111 5.591 11.087 5.61 11.03

1 0.417 0.841 0.285 0.475

Tin 1T 1.126 4.014 1.151 3.785
111 2.654 3.898 2.66 4.178

1 0.226 0.862 0.295 0.855

me I 0.583 4.473 0.598 5.196
111 2.023 7.034 2.143 7.068

1 0.407 0.826 0.292 0.727

T 11 1.497 5.578 1.696 6.071
111 3912 7.182 3.487 6.564

1 0.503 0.792 0.332 0.751

Tc 1T 0.531 1.647 1.111 2.890
111 4.518 6.142 4.113 5.833

the calculation accuracy, the number of interval subdivisions
must be increased, but it will greatly increase the calculation
burden. Thus, Method I performs best in solving the IPEF
problems.

Meanwhile, compared with the electricity network,
the mean and maximum values of the error index of the
cooling/heating network are obviously larger than those of the
electricity network. This is because the energy flow equations
of the cooling/heating network are more complicated and
more nonlinear.

C. IPEF CALCULATION CONSIDERING THE CORRELATION
AND ANALYSIS OF THE RESULTS

In this section, the correlation of node power is considered,
and the calculation accuracy of the AA&IA-based IPEF algo-
rithm considering the correlation (i.e., Method IV) is verified.
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It is assumed that the correlation coefficients of different
node load power and different node solar irradiances are
0.6 and 0.8, respectively. Method IV and the DMC method are
applied to solve the IPEF problem. In the sampling process of
the DMC method, the Nataf method is used to obtain relevant
samples [14], [15]. With the results of the DMC method as a
reference, the errors of the results of Method IV are calculated
and shown in Table 5. It can be seen that all the mean values
of the errors of Method IV are less than 0.5%, and all the
maximum values are only about 1%. Therefore, the proposed
AA&IA-based IPEF algorithm considering the correlation of
node power has high calculation accuracy.

TABLE 5. Statistics of operation errors of Method IV.

Variable ARMS, /% ARMSu/%

Mean Max Mean Max
0 0.122 0.159 0.191 0.249
U 0.204 0.298 0.221 0.301
my 0.195 0.739 0.241 0.770
Tin 0.497 0.978 0.237 0.913
Tin 0.470 1.064 0.255 0.768
me 0.110 0.376 0.163 0.376
Tse 0.278 0.453 0.351 0.599
Tic 0.317 0.504 0.334 0.651

D. INFLUENCE OF DIFFERENT PV/PT PENETRATIONS ON
THE ACCURACY OF IPEF CALCULATION

With the results of the DMC method as a reference, taking the
voltage phase angle and amplitude at bus-2 of the electricity
network, the flow rate of pipe-2, and the supply temperature
at the node-2 of heating network as examples, the calculation
errors of Method IV for the CCHP-CMG with different PV
or PT penetrations are shown in Tables 6 and 7.

TABLE 6. Errors in cases with different PV penetrations.

PV penetration/% Variable ARMS, ARMSy
5 0> 0.061 0.056
U, 0.081 0.079
10 0, 0.124 0.215
U, 0.157 0.211
15 0> 0.168 0.195
U, 0.192 0.229
20 0 0.215 0.295
U, 0.228 0.317
30 ) 0.135 0.268
U, 0.141 0.275
50 02 0.385 0.368
U, 0.364 0.357

It is observed that with the increase of PV/PT penetration,
the calculation errors of Method IV also increase, but the
extent of increase is relatively small. When the PV pen-
etration reaches 50%, the calculation errors are still less
than 0.4%. The reasons for the increase in errors are as
follows: (1) The proposed IPEF algorithm is based on the
linearized energy flow equation, so the linearization error
will increase with the increase of PV or PT output fluc-
tuation; (2) Gram-Charlier expansion causes errors in the
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TABLE 7. Errors in cases with different PT penetrations.

PT penetration/% Variable ARMS, ARMSy
5 My 0.153 0.233
Tino 0.408 0.132
10 Mpy 0.374 0.432
T 0.542 0.181
15 Ny 0.406 0.290
Tino 0.741 0.191
Ton 0.886 0.475
25 Ny 0.196 0.444
Tin 1.099 0.806
30 Mpy 0.266 0.568
Tno 1.163 1.032

calculation of non-normally distributed random variables of
PV or PT power output, and the series expansion errors will
also increase with the increase of PV or PT output fluctuation.
Therefore, the higher the PV or PT penetration, the bigger
the fluctuation of PV or PT output, and the greater the
errors.

E. INFLUENCE OF DIFFERENT CORRELATIONS ON THE
ACCURACY OF IPEF CALCULATION

With the results of the DMC method as a reference, tak-
ing the same state variables in Section VI.D as examples,
the calculation errors of Method IV for the CCHP-CMG
considering different correlation coefficients of load power
and solar irradiance are shown in Table 8. It is shown that as
the correlation increases, the errors of Method IV are close.
When the correlation coefficients of load power and solar
irradiance both reach 0.9, the errors of voltage amplitude and
angle and pipeline flow rate are less than 0.25%, and the
temperature error is less than 0.5%. Combining the results in
Sections VI.D and VLE, the proposed AA&IA-based IPEF
algorithm considering the correlation has high calculation
accuracy, and its calculation errors remain at a small value
with different correlations of node power.

TABLE 8. Comparison of errors in different correlations.

Correlation Correlation
coefficient of coefficient of Variable ARMS; ARMSy
load power solar irradiance
02 0.061 0.213
U, 0.040 0.206
0.1 03 My 0.187 0.366
Ton 0.276 0.233
[ 0.061 0.231
U, 0.053 0.203
03 0.6 M 0.181 0.329
Tin 0.314 0411
[ 0.265 0.245
U, 0.212 0.228
0.6 0.8 My 0.155 0.340
Tin 0.346 0.372
[ 0.124 0.165
U, 0.088 0.184
0.9 0.9 M 0.160 0.218

Tsn 0.407 0.470
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TABLE 9. Comparison of computation time.

TABLE 10. Parameters of pipes in heating/cooling network.

Method I il T v DMC
Calculation 2542 108769  2.012 2832 349386
time/s
Percentage/%  0.00073  0.03113  0.00058  0.00081 -

F. COMPARISON OF COMPUTATION TIME

The mean computation times of Methods I, II, III and IV
and the DMC method are calculated in the cases with differ-
ent PV/PT penetrations and different correlation coefficients,
and the results are shown in Table 9. Compared with
Method III, although the computation time of Method I
is slightly increased, it can effectively address the interval
extension problem in Method III and has higher calcula-
tion accuracy. Method II requires dividing the interval into
subintervals and repeating the interval calculation process.
Therefore, the calculation time of Method II is significantly
higher than those of Methods I, III and IV, and this method
is less effective in addressing the interval extension prob-
lem. The computation time of Method IV is a little higher
than Method I, since it considers the correlation of node
power. Moreover, the calculation time of Method IV is only
0.00081% of the calculation time of the DMC method, which
has much higher calculation efficiency.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this paper, an AA&IA-based IPEF algorithm of a
CCHP-CMG considering the interval uncertainties of distri-
bution parameters of node power random variables is pro-
posed. It uses AA to address the interval extension problem in
the TA-based IPEF algorithm and has good calculation accu-
racy. Moreover, by constructing the correlation conversion
matrixes, the correlation of node power can be considered
in the proposed IPEF algorithm. The calculation results of
the case study show that the proposed AA&IA-based IPEF
algorithm considering the correlation can obtain accurate
CDF curve fluctuation intervals of the state variables, with
the results of the DMC method as a reference. The algo-
rithm also has high calculation accuracy with different PV/PT
penetrations and different correlations of node power. It has
much higher calculation efficiency than the DMC method.
In addition, the proposed AA&IA-based IPEF algorithm can
also be applied to the traditional probability power flow
calculation of power grid considering the interval uncertain-
ties of distribution parameters of the node power random
variables.

The energy flow equations related to heating/cooling net-
works are highly nonlinear, which will bring certain errors to
the IPEF calculation results in cases with large fluctuations of
uncertain variables. Therefore, dealing with the highly non-
linear characteristics of heating/cooling networks to improve
the accuracy of the IPEF calculation of a CCHP-CMG is a
possible direction for future research.
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Pipe 1:12112 nZ?ie Length/m | Pipe I:;)Odr: nzge Length/m

1 1 43 600 26 25 26 200
2 1 2 200 27 25 27 200
3 1 3 200 28 25 28 200
4 1 4 300 29 29 25 300
5 4 5 200 30 29 30 200
6 4 6 200 31 29 31 200
7 4 7 300 32 32 29 300
8 7 8 200 33 32 33 200
9 7 9 200 34 32 34 200
10 7 10 300 35 35 32 300
11 10 11 200 36 35 36 200
12 10 12 200 37 35 37 300
13 13 10 300 38 37 38 500
14 13 14 200 39 37 39 200
15 13 15 200 40 37 40 300
16 16 13 300 41 40 41 200
17 16 17 200 42 40 42 200
18 16 18 200 43 43 40 300
19 19 16 300 44 43 44 200
20 19 20 200 45 43 45 200
21 19 21 200 46 43 46 200
22 22 19 300 47 47 22 800
23 22 23 200 48 48 35 800
24 22 24 200 49 49 1 800
25 22 25 600

TABLE 11. Load power at nodes in the heating/cooling network.

Heating network Cooling network
Nodes IﬁL\I;]/ Nodes I?;IL\;// Nodes ﬁL\;\; Nodes MW
2-3 0.1 26-28 0.1 2-3 0.3 26-28 0.3
5-6 0.1 30-31 0.1 5-6 0.3 30-31 0.3
8-9 0.1 33-34 0.1 8-9 0.3 33-34 0.3
11-12 0.1 36 0.1 11-12 0.3 36 0.3
14-15 0.1 38-39 0.1 14-15 0.3 38-39 0.3
17-18 0.1 4142 0.3 17-18 0.3 41-42 0.3
20-21 0.1 44-46 0.3 20-21 0.3 44-46 0.3
23-24 0.1 23-24 0.3

TABLE 12. Load power at buses in the electricity network.

Bus PUMW O/MW | Bus P/MW OU/MW
1 0.083 0.051 50 0.322 0.200
2 0.098 0.061 51 0.044 0.027
38 0.105 0.065 52 0.062 0.038
39 0.131 0.081 77 0.316 0.190

40 0.107 0.066 78 0.096 0.060
41 0.104 0.064 79 0.094 0.058
42 0212 0.132 80 0.306 0.190
43 0232 0.144 81 0.332 0.206
44 0.225 0.139 82 0.462 0283
45 0.079 0.049 83 0.167 0.081
46 0.496 0307 84 0.461 0.286
47 0.506 0313 85 0.281 0.186
48 0.554 0.343 86 0.363 0242
49 0.361 0.224

APPENDIX

The data of electricity network and heating/cooling networks
are shown in Table 10 to 13. The details and other parameters
of the energy flow calculation method of the network can be
referred to the [23].
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TABLE 13. Parameters of the branch in the electricity network.

F;ﬁlsn l;{?s Impedance(p.u.) F;ﬁlsn t;l;?s Impedance(p.u.) Fézlsn k};fs Impedance(p.u.) Féﬁ? l;rl;)s Impedance(p.u.)
91 37 0.0099+j0.0352 19 20 0.0042+j0.0150 23 48 0.0749+j0.5168 63 64 0.0013+j0.0046
91 87 0.0010+j0.0035 20 21 0.0023+j0.0081 24 48 0.0749+j0.5168 65 66 0.0020+j0.0072
90 37 0.0010+j0.0035 21 22 0.0023+j0.0081 25 48 0.0749+j0.5168 66 67 0.0014+j0.0049
89 87 0.0020+0.0070 23 24 0.0023+j0.0081 26 48 0.0749+j0.5168 67 68 0.0003+j0.0010
88 37 0.0011+j0.0038 24 25 0.0017+j0.0062 27 49 0.0749+j0.5168 69 70 0.0006+j0.0022
53 37 0.0044+j0.0158 25 26 0.0012+j0.0045 28 49 0.0749+j0.5168 70 71 0.00214j0.0076
37 3 0.0033+0.0117 27 28 0.0012+j0.0045 29 50 0.0749+j0.5168 71 72 0.0014+j0.0049
37 6 0.0055+j0.0198 28 29 0.0031+j0.0110 30 50 0.0749+j0.5168 73 74 0.0042+j0.0150
37 7 0.0069+j0.0246 29 30 0.0012+j0.0044 31 51 0.0749+j0.5168 74 75 0.0023+j0.0081
37 10 0.0036+j0.0129 30 31 0.0012+j0.0042 32 52 0.0749+j0.5168 75 76 0.0006+j0.0020
37 11 0.0039+j0.0140 31 32 0.0014-+j0.0051 33 2 0.0749+j0.5168 53 77 0.0749+j0.5168
37 14 0.0025+j0.0089 33 34 0.0044+j0.0130 34 2 0.0749+j0.5168 54 77 0.0749+j0.5168
37 15 0.0027+0.0097 34 35 0.0036+j0.0117 35 2 0.0749+j0.5168 55 78 0.0749+j0.5168
37 18 0.0046+j0.0164 35 36 0.0035-+j0.0099 36 1 0.0749+j0.5168 56 79 0.0749+j0.5168
37 19 0.0038+0.0137 3 38 0.0749+j0.5168 87 53 0.0020+j0.0070 57 80 0.0749+j0.5168
37 22 0.0046+j0.0164 4 39 0.0749+j0.5168 87 56 0.0011+j0.0038 58 80 0.0749+j0.5168
37 23 0.0056+j0.0199 5 40 0.0749+j0.5168 87 57 0.0044+j0.0158 59 81 0.0749+j0.5168
37 26 0.0060+j0.0214 6 41 0.0749+j0.5168 87 60 0.0033+0.0117 60 81 0.0749+j0.5168
37 27 0.0006+j0.0023 7 42 0.0749+j0.5168 87 61 0.0055+j0.0198 61 82 0.0749+j0.5168
37 32 0.0013+j0.0046 8 42 0.0749+j0.5168 87 64 0.0069+j0.0246 62 82 0.0749+j0.5168
37 33 0.0010+j0.0037 9 43 0.0749+j0.5168 87 65 0.0036+j0.0129 63 82 0.0749+j0.5168
37 36 0.0017+j0.0062 10 43 0.0749+j0.5168 87 68 0.0039+0.0140 64 83 0.0749+j0.5168
3 4 0.0014+j0.0051 11 44 0.0749+j0.5168 87 69 0.0025+j0.0089 65 84 0.0749+j0.5168
4 5 0.0014+j0.0051 12 44 0.0749+j0.5168 87 72 0.0027+j0.0097 66 84 0.0749+j0.5168
5 6 0.0014+j0.0051 13 44 0.0749+j0.5168 87 73 0.0046+j0.0164 67 84 0.0749+j0.5168
7 8 0.0014+j0.0051 14 45 0.0749+j0.5168 87 76 0.0038+j0.0137 68 84 0.0749+j0.5168
8 9 0.0014+j0.0051 15 46 0.0749+j0.5168 53 54 0.0013+j0.0046 69 85 0.0749+j0.5168
9 10 0.0014+j0.0051 16 46 0.0749+j0.5168 54 55 0.0010+j0.0037 70 85 0.0749+j0.5168
11 12 0.0020-+j0.0072 17 46 0.0749+j0.5168 55 56 0.0017+j0.0062 71 85 0.0749+j0.5168
12 13 0.0014-+j0.0049 18 46 0.0749+j0.5168 57 58 0.0014+j0.0051 72 86 0.0749+j0.5168
13 14 0.0003+j0.0010 19 47 0.0749+j0.5168 58 59 0.0011+j0.0041 73 86 0.0749+j0.5168
15 16 0.0006+j0.0022 20 47 0.0749+j0.5168 59 60 0.0005+j0.0019 74 86 0.0749+j0.5168
16 17 0.0021+j0.0076 21 47 0.0749+j0.5168 61 62 0.0002+j0.0008 75 86 0.0749+j0.5168
17 18 0.0014+0.0049 22 48 0.0749+j0.5168 62 63 0.0010+j0.0037 76 86 0.0749+j0.5168
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