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ABSTRACT Increase in utilization of electric vehicles and penetration of Renewable Energy Sources (RES)
creates a greater impact on traditional power systems. Intermittent output from renewable energy resources
and uneven usage pattern of electric vehicles creates a greater impact on the economic operation of power
system. In this article, a stochastic Dynamic Economic Dispatch (DED) problem incorporating Commercial
Electric Vehicles (CEVs) and intermittent renewable energy resources is addressed. The charging pattern of
CEVs as well as intermittency of solar and wind resources creates a significant impact on power system peak
demand. The behaviour of these CEVs and RES in various seasons is considered and the same is tested on
a real time south Indian practical test system. An attempt is made to improve the swarm-based Moth Flame
Optimization (MFO), named as IMFO is developed and utilized for solving the considered problem. The
efficacy of the said method is tested and necessary validations are carried out in this article.

INDEX TERMS Economic dispatch, electric vehicles, improved moth flame optimization, renewable energy

sources, solar, wind.
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P, Pgisch Charging and Discharging limits of
the CEVs.

PD.., Additional demand due to CEVs.

Py, Ps, Py Thermal, Solar and Wind power gen-
erated respectively.

Pg, Pp, P, Total Power generated, Power demand
and Power Loss respectively.

Fr,Fs,Fwy, Tc Fuel cost of Thermal, Solar, Wind and

Total generation respectively.

I. INTRODUCTION

Economic Dispatch (ED) is a primary issue in the operation
and planning of modern power systems. In ED, the best com-
bination of generators is exploited for minimization of fuel
cost. Furthermore, ED helps in improvement of power system
security and reliability. To bridge the demand generation gap
ED has become an essential tool which involves quite a few
constraints. Besides this, addition of large-scale intermittent
energy sources (Solar and Wind) adds a lot more constraints
to the ED problem. With the increased number of constraints,
the problem of ED has become highly nonlinear, constrained
and complex.

For solving nonlinear problems heuristic optimization
techniques are widely used. Optimization techniques are
classified into classical, analytical and Meta heuristic meth-
ods. Various power system problems are solved using these
methods. Classical methods like Lambda Iteration Method
(LIM) [1], Linear Programming (LP) [2], Quadratic Program-
ming (QP) [3] and Gradient Method (GM) [4] are applied
to solve the ED problem. High computational time, large
number of iterations and poor constraint handling are the
drawbacks of these methods.

Whilst Meta heuristic methods do not ensure an optimized
global solution, they are widely implemented for solving ED
problem with a reasonable computational time. Traditional
ED problem has been solved using various optimization tech-
niques such as [5]-[22]. In [23], optimal economic dispatch is
solved using linear programming for a large test system. This
method considers a piecewise linear model of the network
for handling the various parameters of the network. In [24],
Chemical Reaction Optimization (CRO) is used for solving
various types of dispatch problems. Constraints like valve
point effect, Prohibited Operating Zone (POZ) and emission
are considered in the above-mentioned method and the effec-
tiveness of CRO is explained.

Recently researchers considered incorporation of RESs
in the existing ED problem. In [25], the problem of ED is
solved in the presence of high wind power and storage using
MBFA. Additionally, composite operating costs of wind
power are also introduced. Combined economic emission
dispatch (CEED) incorporating PEVs and RESs is employed
using PSO in [26]. It is inferred that the PEVs alone cannot
reduce the emission of greenhouse gases (GHGs); rather
the combination of PEVs and RESs can help in minimizing
the GHGs emission. Renewable energy based ED has been
implemented in [27]-[30], whereas emission parameter has
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been additionally taken into account in [28], [31] and reserve
constraint is included in [32]. The wait and see approach to
estimate the wind speed is used and the estimations are incor-
porated with existing ED problem which makes it an entirely
different problem and the same is solved in [33]. Market
clearing mechanism-based ED considering wind and thermal
systems is presented in [34]. In [35], the ED incorporating
wind energy conversion system by considering the estimates
of wind power using weibull distribution model is projected.
ED considering spinning reserve of a system in the presence
of wind and thermal units is solved using CMA-ES technique
in [36].

To reduce the environmental pollution and promote clean
energy, accelerated usage of Electric Vehicles (EVs) over
Internal Combustion Engines (ICEs) is being promoted by
many countries. Government of India is promoting EVs and
provides incentives for effective usage of electric mobil-
ity systems. Despite of increased penetration of EVs, their
charging patterns will create a significant impact on peak
electricity demand. Consequently, it is very essential to study
the scheduling of EVs along with the generation units. A few
works reported in literature in this direction are studied and
the same are as follows. In [37]-[41], charging of EVs is
addressed in terms of valley filling. The works presented
so far do not try to handle the peak demand. In [42]-[44],
DED including PEVs is studied by considering various charg-
ing and discharging profiles. The method presented in [44]
solved the problem of DED in presence of EVs. However,
the authors did not consider the charging rate. By looking at
the literature on static/dynamic economic dispatch referred
in [1]-[36], it can be understood that the focus of all those
works is only to find out a better operating solution of the
generation units in the absence of electric vehicles in the
system. Further, by having a glance at the articles [37]-[44],
it can be understood that the penetration of the EVs into the
system has been taken into account by the researchers, but the
impact of CEVs on the optimal ED considering RES is less
attempted in the literature.

Taking into account the presented literature, it can be
established that the problem of static and dynamic economic
load dispatch in the presence of fixed and intermittent energy
sources has not been addressed adequately. On the other
hand, various works reported in the literature also focused
only on developing the optimal charging/discharging profile
for EVs considering their running patterns. By considering
the aforementioned statements, it can be understood that the
problem of EV and generation scheduling is being solved
individually. Therefore, in this work an attempt is being made
to bring in a comprehensive solution to the problem of static
and dynamic economic dispatch in the presence of large
fleet of commercial electric vehicles and renewable energy
resources.

A. CONTRIBUTIONS OF THE ARTICLE
+ A new method namely smart charging method is pro-
posed for scheduling Commercial EVs.
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o An effective solution to DED incorporating RES and
CEVs is developed which reduces the cost and power
loss minimization.

« An improved version of MFO (IMFO) algorithm is pro-
posed, which is better than the existing MFO method.

The rest of this article is organized as follows. In section
2 mathematical formulation of DED including RES and
CEVs is presented. Later in section 3 Modelling of RES and
CEVs is discussed. In section 4 the results obtained using the
developed method are presented.

Il. MATHEMATICAL FORMULATION OF DED PROBLEM
INCLUDING RES AND CEVs
The goal of ED problem is to minimize the generation cost
of all the units participating in dispatch while satisfying the
constraints posed on the generating units. Three different
kinds of ED problems are considered for the study. Firstly,
Static ED considering thermal generators is represented in
Eq 1. Second, Static ED considering thermal generators with
valve point effect represented in Eq 2. Finally, stochastic DED
considering CEVs and RES are represented in Eq 3 and 4.
The quadratic cost function for minimizing thermal gener-
ation cost is [45]

N N
min ) F;(Py) =min ) _(@P? +biPi+c) (1)
i=1 i=1
The quadratic cost function considering valve point effect is
given by [46]

. iF (P;) = mi ﬁ: (aiPi? + biPi +c;
min : i \7j) = min — +|giXSin(fiX (Pimin_Pi))‘)
— =

@

The quadratic cost function for 24 hours time horizon consid-
ering solar and wind energy as well as CEVs is

m
Fi,t (Pi,t) + Z Fj(Pgj 1)
= 3)

p
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=1
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T
LR DR R
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which can be rewritten in expanded form as
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Following constraints must be satisfied while solving the
problem
Power balance Constraint

N n n
ZP[ + Zst + ZPWk
i=1 =1 k=1

216334
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where power loss

n n
P =" "PiByPj+ Y Boi+ Bu (6)

i=1 j=1 iej
Generating Capacity Constraint
P < P < P (7
Prohibited Operating zones POZ
pmin < P < Pyt

P Pip_1"t <Py <P},
P "0 < P; < P

k=2,3,...Z (8

Ramp Constraints

P — Pgii—1) < UR(D)
P -1y — Py < DR(D) 9)

Renewable Penetration Constraint
n n
D Pyt ) Puk
j=1 k=1

The constraints of CEVs are represented by following equa-
tions [47]
CEV(Battery) state of charge constraint

SOCmin =< SOCi,t =< SOCmax (11)

< TxPy (10)

CEV(Battery) Power limits

Pehii < PO
ma.
Ddisch,i,t = Pd,-s?h,i (12)

. MODELLING OF RES AND SCHEDULING OF CEVs

The mathematical modelling of solar & wind energy
resources, and smart scheduling model for CEVs is discussed
in this section.

A. SOLAR ENERGY SYSTEM MODELING

Solar energy is the radiation from sun harnessed using mod-
ern techniques such as photovoltaic, solar heating and many
other methods. The obtained solar energy is variable due to
the stochastic nature of irradiance. For estimating the future
output of solar energy, stochastic nature is characterized
using probability distribution function. The preliminaries for
estimating the solar output are the historical data of chosen
location and rating of the PV panel.

Probability of Solar irradiance distribution is given by

_ D@+ B) o1 Bi-1) {0 =s=1
IS0 = reorgy’ YT e 20
(13)
where
B =1 —puyp) <—Mt(1 ‘Z,U«t) — 1) and o; = Wiy
Oy 1-— Mt

s is a random variable of solar irradiance (kW /m?). u;, o; are
the mean and standard deviation.
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TABLE 1. Specifications of 220W Solar Panel.

Parameter Value
Maximum Power point Voltage, Vs ppr 28.36 V
Maximum Power point Current, s ppT 7.76 A
Open circuit Voltage, Voo 36.96 V

Short Circuit current, Ig¢ 8.38 A

Nominal Operating Temperature, No1 43°C
Ambient Temperature, T 4 30.76°C
Voltage Temperature Coefficient, K, 0.1278 V/°C
Current Temperature Coefficient, K; 0.00545 A/°C

The output power expected from the solar panel is given
by

P(s) = Po(s) * f(s) (14)

where, P, (s), f,(s) are power output and probability distribu-
tion of solar irradiance.
The total power output from a solar panel for a specified
time is
1
TP = /Pg(s) * fp(8)ds (15)
0

while
Py(s) =N xFF V) x I, (16)
The PV module characteristics can be obtained by

Vmppr * Iyppr

FF = ——— (17)
Voc * Isc

Vy = Voo — K, x T¢y (18)

Iy = s [Lye + Ki(Tcy —25)] (19)

Nor — 20) 20)

Ty =Ta+s ( 0.8

where FF is the Fill Factor. The specifications of the solar
panel are given in Table 1.

B. WIND ENERGY SYSTEM MODELING

Wind energy is a process of generating electricity from wind
turbines. The wind energy is intermittent due to the proba-
bilistic nature of wind. For estimating the future output of
wind energy, stochastic nature is characterized using weibull
distribution function. The preliminaries for estimating the
wind output are the historical data of chosen location and
rating of the wind turbine.

Probability of wind speed distribution is given by

_ k[ V k=1 V¢ ki Cr > 1
son=() e ((2)) iz
2D

where

—1.086
k = <ﬂ) (22)
Myt
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TABLE 2. Specifications of Wind Turbine.

Parameter Value
Cut in Speed 3.5 m/s
Cut out Speed | 25 m/s
Rated Speed 15 m/s
Hub Height 90 m
Power Rating | 3 MW
¢ = N (23)

r (1 + 1/kt)

For a designed wind turbine, the power output corresponding
to wind speed is given by

N,
Puis = f Py # fulv. 1) dv (24)
v=1
where
0 V< Vi Or v > Vour
Py, = (a*V3+b*Pr) Vin SV =V (25)
P, Ve SV = Vour
where

3
V3
and b = i
v 33

r in r in

r

Here v, v, vin, Vour, Pr, N, represents the wind speed, rated,
cut-in, cut-out speeds, rated power of wind turbine and Num-
ber of states in wind speed respectively. The specifications of
considered wind turbine are given in 2.

C. PROPOSED SMART STRATEGY FOR CHARGING THE
CEVs

Generally, the EV users tend to charge their vehicles immedi-
ately after they return home. But this method may not be ben-
eficial. This method can lead to high power loss, dip in volt-
age profile and may also lead to mal-operation in the network
due to congestion. This method is named as Dumb charging
method. It is always beneficial to charge the EVs (V2G) dur-
ing off-peak hours and supply power to the grid (G2V) during
peak hours. So, the EVs scheduling strategy is formulated
in such a way to ensure the priority-based demand sensitive
charging and discharging of EVs. This method is called as
Smart Charging Method. This model ensures effective load
management in such a way that stable voltage profile and
minimal power loss are achieved. In this method, the utility
and EV users will have a mutual interaction about the system
demand and further strategy on improving the system perfor-
mance is implemented. The methodology for scheduling con-
siders Peak to Average Ratio (PAR) of system load demand.
Generally, the PAR is defined as the ratio of peak demand to
average demand of the system. If the PAR of the system is
high, then it is required to operate the generators with high
fuel cost. Thereby, the overall cost for generation scheduling
will be increased.
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START
Estimate the hourly
demand of system
v
Calculate Peak to
average ratio (PAR)
¥
Read the charging
status of CEVs
v
/ Hour =1 /

No

Is Py< PAR

Yes

Charge the CEVs abiding to
the constraints
Store the value of power
utilized for charging

ki
/ Hour = Hour +1 /

Yes

Estimate the excess demand due to
vehicle charging and print the results

Output the additional power
requirement to the system

FIGURE 1. Smart charging strategy for charging the CEVs.

The main objective of scheduling EVs is minimizing PAR,
which is represented as follows

Pd,peak

PAR = (26)

d,mean
It is very important to consider two constraints here. The EVs
scheduled can never be negative and also number of EVs to
be allotted at new time step cannot be greater than number of
EVs at initial step.

N
D EVpir < EVr 27)
t=1
where, EV);, is the number of EVs of type P to be shifted
from i”* hour to " hour and E V7 is the total number of EVs
available for scheduling. The flowchart of EVs scheduling is
shown in Fig 1.

D. IMPROVED MOTH-FLAME OPTIMIZATION

Moth-Flame is a new optimization technique, proposed by
Seyedali Mirjalili [48] in 2015 for solving higher order multi
objective problems. An improved moth flame algorithm for
solving optimal power flow problem is presented in [49].
Moths basically belong to butterfly’s family. These insects
have a special navigation method named as transverse ori-
entation. Moths take off in a straight line for longer dis-
tances by maintaining a certain angle with moon [48]. The
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FIGURE 2. Spiral Flying Path of Moths towards artificial light.

transverse orientation is helpful only when the distance is
very large. Generally, these Moths travel around the artificial
lights to converge towards light. The convergence towards
artificial light is as shown in Fig 2. The considered behavior
is mathematically formulated as an optimization technique
for problem solving. In this optimization, moths correspond
to candidate solutions and their position in free space cor-
responds to problem variables. The movement of moths is
multi-dimensional, since it is a population-based optimiza-
tion methodology. Both moths and flames correspond to
individual solutions in the space. The actual search agents are
moths whereas the flames are the finest positions obtained by
moths. The implemented mechanism helps in saving all the
better solutions without missing them in between. Although
moths and flames are individual solutions the way of treating
them differs in each iteration. A logarithmic spiral is used
for updating the positions around the flame which helps in
a guaranteed exploration and exploitation.

The steps involved for implementation of IMFO are as
follows.

Step 1: Initialize the number of moths X =
(X1, X5, ... Xn)T, where each moth represents i unit power
generation. Update flames, dimension, lower bound and
upper bound of all variables.

Step 2: Create two matrices with a size of p x v, for posi-
tions of moths (M) and Positions of flames (F) respectively.
They are represented in equations 28 and 29.

ml,] m1,2 ml,v
m2,1 m2,2 .. .. mz,v

M= : : : : : (28)
L Mp.1 My 2 cee o Mpy
Fi1 Fip - - Fp,
Fay Fan -+ o Fa,

F = : : : : : 29)
| Fp1 Fpo .. ... Fpy

Step 3: Assume two arrays for storing corresponding fitness
values for the moths (FM), as well as flames (FF). They are
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represented in equations 30 and 31.

[ FM,
FM,
FM = . (30

| FM,
[ FF,

FF,
FF = . 3D

FF,

Step 4: A spiral flying path for the moths is created around
the light, is modeled using a logarithmic spiral and is given
by

M; = S(M;, F;) = D;.e”.cos2rt) + F; (32)

whereas D; = |FJ — Mi| is the distance between the i" moth
and j* flame and t is rand [-1, 1].

Step 5: Using adaptive mechanism, the number of flames
is reduced with increase in the number of iterations. The
equation for updating flame number is given by

N —1
FN = round (N—l* T ) (33)

whereas [, N and T are the iteration number, maximum
flames and total number of iterations respectively.
Step 6: Update the Moth Positions using equation 32.

1) IMPROVED MOTH FLAME OPTIMIZATION

Now, random walk-based probability distribution is imple-
mented to bring the positions out of local optimum. The
random walk distribution equation is given by

Xt+l =Xt +rl’ld(d) XX[ (34)

where

rl xo
- 35)

[r2|#

rnd(d) = 0.01 x

r1 and r2 are the random numbers in [0, 1] and S is a constant
and o is given by

in(Z8
o (1 + B) x sin(=) 36)

r(H2) x g x 2(%>

After the termination of iterations, the best moth is given back
as the finest estimate.

2) IMPLEMENTATION OF IMPROVED MOTH FLAME
ALGORITHM FOR GENERATION SCHEDULING PROBLEM

The generation scheduling problem requires to solve the
quadratic cost function in association with various set of con-
straints. The methodology for this problem is implemented
using IMFO method. The flow chart of IMFO method for
generation scheduling in the presence of CEVs and RES is
shown in Fig. 3. The state of charge of CEVs is obtained from
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(/ Start

Read the additional power demand due to CEVs from rule
based algorithm, Power generated from solar and wind

v

Initialize the parameters like Population, Max Iterations, Limuts
of Control Variables

:

Randomly Map the control varnables with Actual variables of
the test system

l

Check the Equality and Inequality constraints on the generators

No

Evaluate the objective function and identify the Mbest and
Fbest

l

Update the Moth position, Flame number and generate the
new solution by introducing random walkfunction

1

Re-check the constraints

No

Choose the Best Result

Y
Ve

§ End )

FIGURE 3. Flow chart of Improved Moth Flame optimization.

the smart charging method for each interval considering the
overall system demand and PAR of the system. The output of
solar and wind resources is estimated using beta and Weibull
probability density function considering the historic data of
the site. So, the inputs for IMFO algorithm are the state of
charge of CEVs participating in generation scheduling and
the output from the solar & wind resources during the same
hour. In addition to this, it also requires the constraints of
thermal generators, capacity limits of solar & wind sources
and power limits of CEVs. Considering all the inputs and
constraints, it is required to initialize the population, control
variable limits and maximum iterations.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

First, SED is implemented on 4 different test systems without
considering renewable energy resources and electric vehicles
to prove the superiority of IMFO algorithm. Next SED and
DED are implemented on a real time south Indian test system
considering the seasonal variation in RES. Further, a smart
scheduling strategy for charging the CEVs is proposed and
analyzed their impact on DED.The entire analyses were
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TABLE 3. Dispatch of 6 generator system considering Transmission loss.

Gen Dispatch Pmin Pmax
MW) MW) | (MW)
P1 434.5764 100 500
P2 175.8422 50 200
P3 276.1471 80 300
P4 113.6267 50 150
P5 160.7526 50 200
P6 113.2089 50 120
PL 11.1539 MW
x 10
1.548
1.5475 — IMFO
— MFO

1.547

1.5465

1.546

Cost ($/hr)

1.5455F¢

1.545

1.5445

1.544

1.5435 . n n n n n n n n
1 11 21 31 41 51 61 71 81 91 100
Iterations

FIGURE 4. Convergence curve for 6 generator system.

performed in MATLAB 2018b on a PC with 8gb RAM,
i5 processor.

A. SED WITHOUT CONSIDERING RES

SED is implemented on 4 different test systems using pro-
posed IMFO method without violating the operating con-
straints. The obtained results are compared with existing
MFO and other recent methods available in literature.

1) SIX GENERATOR SYSTEM

In this case, six generator system (IEEE 30 bus system) is
considered. Data for this system is obtained from [50]. The
objective function shown in equation 1 is solved using IMFO
with constraints stated in Equations 5,6,7,8. The results
obtained for this case are given in Table 3 and 4. SED of 6
generators is given Table 3 and is observed that the generation
is within the bounds and the power loss is minimal. While
incorporating valve point loading into the system, there is a
chance that the solution falls into local minima. So, various
metrics like minimum, maximum and mean cost, standard
deviation are compared with other methods and are given
in Table 4. This method delivers the optimal solution in
less time compared to many methods. The method requires
2000 evaluations which indicate least computational effort
than other methods. The power loss computed using this
method is 12.932 MW, which is the least compared to all
other methods reported in Table 4. The convergence curves
of proposed IMFO and MFO is plotted for cost minimization
objective and is shown in Fig 4. A smooth convergence curve
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8220.99

— MFO
— IMFO

8220.98

8220.97

8220.96

Cost ($/hr)

822095

8220.94

$220.93 . . . . . . . . .
1 11 21 31 41 51 61 71 81 91 100
Iterations

FIGURE 5. Convergence curve obtained for 3 generator system.

is observed in this case which shows the efficiency of the
method in delivering optimal solution.

2) THREE GENERATOR SYSTEM

Here, the case study is carried out in a 3-generator test
system with valve point effect for a demand of 850 MW.
The objective function represented in equation 2 is solved
using IMFO with constraints stated in equations 5, 7 and 8.
The cost coefficients for this system is available in [14]. The
dispatch schedule obtained for the case is P1=349.4662 MW,
P2=400 MW, P3=100.5338 MW, which indicates that the
generators are scheduled between the prescribed minimum
and maximum limits. The cost obtained for the dispatch is
8220.93 $/hr which is less compared to other methods. Com-
parison of various metrics obtained by different optimization
methods for 50 trails is given in Table 5.

IMFO gives an approximately same cost for all the trails
and hence the standard deviation is very low. The time for
converging is 0.06 sec for 100 iterations which is reasonable.
Though f-CPSO [60] has a short run time, the cost prevailed
is considerably high compared to other methods. IMFO offers
the solution with 1500 evaluations. From the above compared
metrics, it can be said that IMFO gives enhanced results in
short computational time. Fig. 5 represents the convergence
curve obtained for three generator test system using existing
MFO and proposed IMFO methods. The MFO method con-
verges only after 45 iterations to achieve the minimal cost
whereas the IMFO method converges to nearly an optimal
value by 21% iterations itself. Also, the cost obtained using
IMFO method is better than the MFO method.

3) THIRTEEN GENERATOR SYSTEM

A case study is carried out on 13 generator system for
which the demand is 1800 MW. The data for this system
is obtained from [14]. The objective function represented
in Eqn 2 is solved using IMFO with constraints stated in
equations 5 - 8 and the results are given in Tables 6 and 7. It is
observed that the generators dispatch is within the operating
limits as well as the POZ constraint is also satisfied. The
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TABLE 4. Validation of various metrics for 6 generator test system.

Method Min Cost | Mean Cost | Max Cost | Std Dev | Time (sec) Eval
IMFO 15436.00 15442.88 15459.39 0.3632 0.942 2000
MFO 15449.99 15450.48 15453.45 0.47 1.05 3000
DHS [51] 15449.9 15449.93 15449.99 14.86 - 3000
PSO [50] 15450 15454 15492 - - 20000
MTS [52] 15450.06 15450.06 15451.17 0.9287 1.29 20000
GA [50] 15459 15469 15469 0.2528 7.58 20000
NPSO-LRS [53] 15450 15452 15454 - - 100000
CBA [54] 15450.24 15454.76 15518.66 2.965 0.704 -
MABC [55] 15449.9 15449.9 15449.9 6.04 0.62 -
GA [56] 15451.66 15469.21 15519.87 - - -
TS [52] 15454.89 15472.56 15454.56 | 13.7195 20.55 -
SA [52] 15461.1 15488.98 15545.5 28.3678 50.36 -
TABLE 5. Validation of various metrics obtained by IMFO optimization.
Method Min Cost | Mean Cost | Max Cost | Std Dev | Time (sec) | Eval
IMFO 8220.93 8220.97 8220.97 0.0084 0.06 1500
TAEDP [14] 8220.93 8224.51 8245.18 5.0812 0.18 1500
CE-SQP [57] 8234.07 8234.07 - - - -
CTLBO [58] 8234.07 8234.08 8234.18 0.025 - -
GA-API [56] 8234.07 - - - - -
SDE [59] 8234.07 - - - - -
f-CPSO [60] 8234.07 - - - 0.02 6000
TABLE 6. Real power dispatch for 13 generator system. 15X 10*
Gen Dispatch | Pmin Pmax j
(MW) MW) | (MW)
Pl 605.61 0 680 ]
P2 209.89 0 360
P3 271.89 0 360 ]
P4 60 60 180 E
P5 103.43 60 180 b ]
P6 | 133.15 60 180 8
P7 61.79 60 180 ]
P8 60 60 180
P9 104.28 60 180 ]
P10 40.00 40 120
P11 40.00 40 120
P12 55.00 55 120 175 : . . : . : : . .
P13 55.00 55 120 1121 31 41 51 61 71 81 91 100

minimum cost achieved for this case is 17955.41 $/hr which
is less compared with other recent methods.

Further SED is repeated for 50 times and the comparison of
obtained generation cost is made with other recent methods
in Table 7, which indicates that IMFO gives the better cost in
very short computational time. It requires a smaller number
of evaluations for solving this problem which indirectly aids
in faster convergence. The convergence curves of IMFO and
MFO optimization techniques obtained for 13 generator test
system is given in Fig 6. This method converges to optimal
solution in less iteration. It is observed that the minimal cost
is obtained at 15" iteration and is settled at this point without
a prominent deviation.

4) SEVENTEEN GENERATOR TEST SYSTEM (REAL TIME
SOUTH INDIAN 86 BUS TEST SYSTEM)

The fourth test system considered for the study is a prac-
tical network in southern part of India, which consists of

VOLUME 8, 2020

Iterations

FIGURE 6. Convergence curve obtained for 13 generator system.

17 generators, 86 buses and 131 transmission lines which
signifies the complexity of the network. The data for the test
system is obtained from [64]. The demand for the system is
1796.3 MW for the particular hour of study. Constraints such
as up reserve, down reserve and transmission loss are consid-
ered while solving the problem. From the obtained generation
schedule given in Table 8, it can be inferred that generators
operate in specified limits for satisfying the demand and
power loss. Minimum cost and power loss acquired in sat-
isfying the demand are 355439 $/Ar and 48.12 MW.

5) SUMMARY

From the 4 case studies performed in the above sub-sections,
it is clearly evident that IMFO method is efficient in han-
dling various constraints such as POZ, valve point and other
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TABLE 7. Validation of various metrics by IMFO for 13 generator system.

Min Mean Max Std Time
Method Cost Cost Cost Dev (sec) Eval
IMFO 17955.41 17970.45 | 17985.95 11.612 0.166 3000
TIAEDP [14] 17961.43 | 17980.19 | 18052.32 21.666 0.876 | 25000
CE-SQP [57] 17963.73 | 17967.94 - - - -
HAAA [61] 17963.83 | 17967.84 | 17963.93 0.018 - -
CTLBO [58] 17972.81 18013.38 | 18159.34 43.2 - -
SDE [59] 17963.82 | 17963.97 | 17964.09 - - -
CBA [54] 17963.83 | 17965.49 | 17995.22 6.847 0.97 -
SSA [62] 17963.77 | 17963.88 - 0.0185 - -
MABC [55] 17963.83 | 17962.83 | 17963.83 | 0.00026 - -
HCRO-DE [63] 17960.38 | 17960.59 | 17961.04 0.069 4.1 -
DPO [9] 17963.82 | 17963.83 | 17963.83 - - -
TABLE 8. SED on Real Time South Indian 86 bus test system. Histogram of Solar irradiance
0.1 ‘ ‘
Gen IMFO MFO Pmin | Pmax
P1 (MW) 104.69 106.00 20 210 0
P2 (MW) 103.22 103.97 20 210
P3 (MW) 75.03 7451 20 [ 210 203
P4 (MW) 87.77 87.92 20 210 =
P5 (MW) 158.00 158.43 20 210 é
P6 (MW) 159.18 159.98 20 210 & 02
P7 (MW) 157.59 154.12 20 210
P8 (MW) 60.00 60.00 10 60 0.1
P9 (MW) 60.00 60.00 10 60
P10 (MW) 100.59 98.94 10 110 0
P11 (MW) 99.07 99.75 10 110 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
P12 (MW) 86.16 85.46 10 110 Solar irradiance (kW/m?)
P13 (MW) 119.99 118.01 20 210
P14 (MW) 116.50 117.04 20 210 FIGURE 7. Beta PDF for solar irradiance for a typical day in winter season.
P15 (MW) 117.17 118.02 20 210
P16 (MW) 119.92 120.88 20 210
P17 (MW) 11959 12147 20 210 solar farm. The specifications of the PV panel are taken
PL (MW) 4812 48.19 - - from [67].
FC (8/hr) | 355439.99 | 35544794 | - - In this study, modified South Indian 86 bus test system

constraints for various sized complex test systems. Therefore,
all the further studies performed in this work are carried-out
using IMFO method.

B. SED IN SOUTH INDIAN 86 BUS SYSTEM
INCORPORATING RES

In this section, SED incorporating solar and wind resources
acting independently as well as jointly are performed on areal
time south Indian 86 bus test system.

1) SED IN SOUTH INDIAN 86 BUS SYSTEM INCORPORATING
SOLAR ENERGY

Vellore area (12.9165°N, 79.1325°F), Tamilnadu, India has
abundant solar irradiance throughout the year. The irradiance
data of a year for this region is considered for modeling of
solar farm [65]. Due to distinct variations of weather con-
ditions, the available data in the study period is segregated
into 4 seasons namely summer (May-July), autumn (August-
October), winter (November-January) and spring (February-
April). These seasons are again divided in to 24 segments
which correspond to hours of the day. Beta distribution func-
tion [66] is used for developing the probabilistic model of
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incorporated with solar farm is considered for the analysis.
To control the penetration level of solar power in a system,
a parameter called penetration level constraint is introduced
in the problem. This parameter is assumed as 30% of the
system demand. A 540 MW Solar farm which corresponds
to 30 percent of the system demand is incorporated at bus
number 8 of the test system.

The output from solar panel is determined during the mid-
dle of the day in each season i.e (12 hour). The histogram
and expected power output for the same during winter season
are given in Fig’s 7 and 8. The solar power output during the
said interval is 314.736 MW.

For a uniform load demand of 1796.3MW, SED incorporat-
ing solar farm is implemented considering seasonal changes
in solar power output and a feed in tariff of 40 $/MW. SED
with and without considering solar farm has been analyzed
and the results are presented in Table 9. From the table 9, it is
evident that the operating cost and power loss will be reduced
with high penetration of solar energy.

2) SED IN SOUTH INDIAN 86 BUS SYSTEM INCORPORATING
WIND ENERGY

Kayathar area (8.9470°N, 77.7738°F), Tamilnadu, India has
abundant wind throughout the year. The wind speed data of
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FIGURE 8. Solar farm output at middle of the day.

TABLE 9. SED considering solar farm on real time 86 bus system.

Dispatch No Solar | Summer | Autumn | Winter Spring
P1 (MW) 105.93 80.63 82.13 84.63 82.48
P2 (MW) 104.58 78.29 80.63 83.02 80.18
P3 (MW) 74.24 60.81 61.93 62.79 61.44
P4 (MW) 88.32 69.47 70.81 72.74 70.16
P5 (MW) 155.13 119.85 122.80 126.57 122.08
P6 (MW) 159.16 119.98 12271 125.82 122.67
P7 (MW) 156.63 120.11 122.95 126.40 122.45
P8 (MW) 60.00 60.00 60.00 60.00 60.00
P9 (MW) 60.00 60.00 60.00 60.00 60.00
P10 (MW) 99.63 74.56 76.69 78.92 76.42
P11 (MW) 99.54 74.65 76.41 78.79 76.16
P12 (MW) 85.75 65.56 67.41 69.44 67.55
P13 (MW) 119.40 92.31 94.39 97.38 94.19
P14 (MW) 118.43 91.28 92.95 96.07 93.94
P15 (MW) 118.07 91.61 93.51 96.05 93.38
P16 (MW) 119.84 93.09 95.38 97.42 95.31
P17 (MW) 119.90 93.45 95.61 97.99 94.74
PT (MW) 1844.54 1445.65 | 147629 | 1514.04 | 1473.16
PS (MW) 0.00 380.25 350.90 314.74 353.87
PG (MW) 1844.54 1825.26 | 1827.19 | 1828.76 | 1827.03
PL (MW) 48.24 29.61 30.88 3247 30.72
TC ($/hr) | 355439.99 | 230144 | 238767 | 249630 | 237888

a year for this region is considered for modeling of wind
farm [65]. The study period is divided into 4 seasons and
Weibull distribution function [45] is used for developing the
probabilistic model of wind farm.

In this study, modified South Indian 86 bus test system
incorporated with Wind farm is considered for the analysis.
A 540 MW Wind farm which corresponds to 30 percent of
the system demand is incorporated at bus number 10 of the
test system.

The output from wind farm is determined during the middle
of the day in each season i.e (12 hour). The histogram and
expected power output for the same during summer season
are given in Fig’s 9 and 10. The wind power output during
the said interval is 322.74 MW.

SED incorporating wind farm is performed on real
time 86 bus system with a load demand of 1796.3 MW.
The seasonal changes in wind power output are included
and a uniform feed in tariff of 40 $/MW is considered
for the analysis. The results for cases with and without
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FIGURE 10. Wind farm output at middle of the day.

TABLE 10. Profit analysis integrating wind generation in south Indian
86 bus system.

Dispatch No Wind | Summer | Autumn Winter Spring
P1 (MW) 105.93 84.95 91.18 103.12 102.77
P2 (MW) 104.58 82.38 88.62 100.96 100.01
P3 (MW) 74.24 63.24 66.53 73.02 72.68
P4 (MW) 88.32 72.09 76.39 86.44 85.58
P5 (MW) 155.13 125.81 135.64 153.60 152.83
P6 (MW) 159.16 126.09 135.20 154.68 151.44
P7 (MW) 156.63 124.23 135.49 153.55 152.38
P8 (MW) 60.00 60.00 60.00 60.00 60.00
P9 (MW) 60.00 60.00 60.00 60.00 60.00
P10 (MW) 99.63 78.61 84.77 97.11 95.62
P11 (MW) 99.54 78.10 84.28 97.19 96.07
P12 (MW) 85.75 68.96 73.97 83.62 82.88
P13 (MW) 119.40 95.61 103.33 115.51 115.23
P14 (MW) 118.43 95.75 101.86 114.51 113.54
P15 (MW) 118.07 94.69 102.16 114.19 113.19
P16 (MW) 119.84 97.52 104.52 116.83 116.84
P17 (MW) 119.90 97.65 104.53 116.86 116.37
PT (MW) 1844.54 1505.69 | 1608.48 | 1801.19 | 1787.41
PW (MW) 0.00 322.74 224.46 40.86 54.11
PG (MW) 1844.54 1828.43 | 1832.94 | 1842.05 | 1841.52
PL (MW) 48.24 32.13 36.64 45.75 45.22
TC ($/hr) 355440 247207 277901 340535 | 335786

incorporation of wind farm are presented in Table 10. It can
be noticed that the wind power output is highly variable. So,
the thermal generation also gets continuously varied from
season to season noticeably. This seasonal change in wind
power output heads to significant change in operating cost of
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TABLE 11. Analysis on South Indian 86 bus system with solar and wind
farms.

% Los

thermal generating units. The cost of generation is reduced
by 30.45% in summer season which is remarkably high. The
operating cost is reduced in other seasons also. The power
loss is decreased to a maximum of 32.13 MW in summer
season from a base value of 48.24 MW. It is also observed
that integration of wind power at bus number 10 helps in
simultaneous reduction of thermal generation, power loss and
operating cost of the system.

3) SED IN SOUTH INDIAN 86 BUS SYSTEM INCORPORATING
BOTH SOLAR AND WIND FARMS

In this study, South Indian 86 bus system incorporating solar
and wind farms all together is considered for the study. The
solar farm is located at bus number 85 and wind farm at bus
number 10 respectively. The installed capacities of the plants
are chosen in such a way that the output from both the farms
will not exceed 30 percent of the base demand of the test
system. The installed capacities of solar and wind farms are
360 MW and 180 MW respectively. The analysis is performed
at 12 hour of the day. It is observed that the output from the
solar farm is high compared to wind output for the considered
interval. Here a feed on tariff of 40 $/MW is considered for
purchasing power from renewable power producers.

SED incorporating solar and wind farms is performed
on real time south Indian 86 bus system having a demand
of 1796.3 MW. Considering the seasonal variations from
solar and wind energy resources, the analysis is carried out
and obtained results are furnished in Table 9. For instance,
in winter season the expected output from the solar and wind
energy resources are 65.53% and 10.02% respectively. It can
be inferred that the output from the wind energy resource is
very low for the considered interval. Simultaneous allocation
of solar and wind resources in the system helps in reducing
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483 37.14%
Dispatch NoRen | Summer | Autumn | Winter Spring 3221%
PI(MW) | 10593 | 81.90 85.48 91.05 88.39 s 433 ) -
P2(MW) | 10458 | 79.86 83.27 89.34 §7.40 S 353 B9% g
P3(MW) | 7424 61.09 62.97 66.45 65.25 z
P4 (MW) 88.32 69.97 72.79 77.36 75.61 3333
P5 (MW) | 155.13 | 12213 | 12727 | 13637 | 13228 5953
P6 (MW) | 159.16 | 121.62 | 12649 | 135.04 | 13270 E
P7(MW) | 15663 | 12213 | 12672 | 13492 | 131.67 233
P8 (MW) | 60.00 60.00 60.00 | 6000 | 60.00 I
P9 (MW) 60.00 60.00 60.00 60.00 60.00 ‘Without Summer Autumn Winter Spring
P10 (MW) | 99.63 76.05 79.67 84.38 82.57 Renewable
P11 (MW) | 99.54 75.57 79.09 84.73 83.02 Season
P12 (MW) | 85.75 67.02 69.54 73.53 72.48
P13 (MW) | 119.40 93.61 98.25 10486 | 100.89
P14 (MW) 118.43 92.54 96.93 101.31 100.40 FIGURE 11. Comparison of power loss in South Indian 86 bus system.
P15 (MW) | 118.07 93.08 96.07 101.27 | 100.70
P16 (MW) | 119.84 94.68 97.49 103.61 | 102.18 - ‘
P17 (MW) | 119.90 94.29 98.50 10528 | 102.13
PS (MW) OOO 25351 23364 20984 23591 1900 ‘-Thermal -SolaH-'l'llermnl l:lwiml+’l’hermal -Snlnr+Wind+Tl|ermnl i
PW (MW) | 0.00 107.58 74.82 13.62 18.04
PG (MW) | 184454 | 146553 | 1520.54 | 1609.50 | 1577.67 1800 ] =
PL (MW) | 4824 30.32 3270 36.67 3532 ol |
TC ($/hr) | 355440 | 235753 | 251543 | 278229 | 268487
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FIGURE 12. Comparison of reduction in thermal generation in various
seasons.

TABLE 12. Comparison of on power loss and operating cost in real time
86 bus system.

Method Py, (MW) FC ($/hr)
IMFO 1139.98 8438048.00
MFO 1154.41 8438914.34
ADFA [45] 1145.50 8,438,737.34
ABC [64] 1160.653 | 8,584,198.00

the power loss as well as operating cost of the system. The
thermal power generation depends on output obtained from
the renewable energy sources. If the output from these sources
is high, dependency on thermal power generation is reduced.
The comparison of power loss reduction for various seasons
is shown in Fig 11. It is observed that the power loss has been
significantly reduced to a minimum of 23.99% compared to
base case. The maximum power loss reduction is observed in
summer season for the considered time interval.

4) COMPARISON OF SED RESULTS WITH AND WITHOUT
CONSIDERING RES IN REAL TIME 86 BUS SYSTEM

In this section, a comparison between optimal choices of
two sources solar and wind is presented. The output power
from solar and wind resources are not uniform throughout the
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FIGURE 14. Typical Load curve of real time South Indian 86 bus system
for various seasons.

year. For instance, consider the thermal generation utilization
without and with renewable sources are shown in Fig 12.
From the figure, it can be understood that usage of ther-
mal generation is significantly reduced with incorporation
of renewable energy sources. Whereas if we consider the
case of renewable energy sources, for a given time interval
the output from solar farm is high compared to wind farm.
Further, if both the sources are simultaneously considered in
a suitable proportion, the deficit from the wind farm can be
overcome in the considered interval of time. It may be noted
that in some other interval of time output from solar farm may
be low compared with wind farm. In this regard, a suitable
proportion of renewable energy sources in the system is very
important and also it is more effective to use both solar and
wind resources jointly rather than independently.

C. DED WITHOUT CONSIDERING RES AND CEVs

DED is implemented on real time South Indian 86 bus test
system [64] using IMFO method. The power loss obtained
for a typical day is shown in Fig 13. The simulated results
are compared with other methods available in literature and
shown in Table 12. From the results it can be understood that
the proposed method is superior to existing methods.
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TABLE 13. DED incorporating Solar and Wind resources in various
seasons.

Dispatch Summer Autumn Winter Spring
PT (MW) 40641.24 40267.93 43290.72 46265.91
PS (MW) 1515.044 1379.236 1239.053 1559.038
PW (MW) 1463.187 844.1615 134.2796 129.5258
PG (MW) 43619.47 42491.33 44664.05 47954.47
PL (MW) 994.3682 965.6137 1110.145 1265.447
FT ($/day) 7407903 7239347 8228339 9272804
FS ($/day) 60601.76 55169.45 49562.12 62361.53

FW ($/day) 58527.48 33766.46 5371.182 5181.034
TC ($/day) | 7527032.24 | 7328282.91 | 8283272.30 | 9340346.56

D. DED ON SOUTH INDIAN 86 BUS UTILITY
CONSIDERING RES

DED is performed on real time South Indian 86 bus test
system, without and with renewable power generation for
a typical day in various seasons. The load curve represent-
ing seasonal variations is shown in Fig 14. Solar and wind
resources are connected at bus 10 and bus 85 respectively.
The expected hourly output from solar and wind resources is
shown in Fig’s 15 and 16 respectively.

DED is performed on south Indian 86 bus system con-
sidering the thermal and renewable power generation. The
generation scheduling, fuel costs and power loss for a typical
day in various seasons are given in Table 13. A comparison
of percentage reduction in fuel cost and power loss after
incorporating RES are given in Table 14. There is a significant
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TABLE 14. Comparative analysis of Cost and power loss without and with renewable sources.

Season Cost ($/day) . Loss (MW)
0
Without With Ren Without | With Ren | % reduction
reduction
Summer | 8439879.57 | 7527032.24 12.13 1150.37 994.368 15.69
Autumn | 8023094.58 | 7328282.91 9.48 1082.72 965.614 12.13
Winter 8751582.42 | 8283272.30 5.65 1188.38 1110.15 7.05
Spring 10029891 9340346.56 7.38 1396.6 1265.45 10.36

reduction in operating cost as well as power loss, if RES is
scheduled in conjunction with thermal generation. Further it
is to be kept in mind that the output from these sources is
subjective to weather conditions and there is a possibility of
either increase or decrease in output compared to the expected
values.

E. DED ON SOUTH INDIAN 86 BUS UTILITY
CONSIDERING CEVs AND RES
In this section, the impact of CEVs on DED in presence of
RES is studied in detail. The considered South Indian 86 bus
test system is a heavily loaded network, which has a peak
demand near to the thermal limits of transmission lines. The
primary objective of this work is to allocate the additional
demand due to CEVs at off peak hours so that the peak hour
congestion is reduced.

The following assumptions are made to analyze the perfor-
mance of the study.

o The CEVs considered in the study are primarily public
transport vehicles which are used to ferry passengers
from one location to the other. Therefore, it is assumed
that the CEVs operate from 06.00 AM, 07.00 AM and
08.00 AM respectively in 3 groups.

o BYD k9 model e-buses (CEVs) are assumed to be oper-
ated in the study and each CEV will cover an average
driving distance of 120 km (3 trips x 40 km) by the end
of scheduled trip per day.

o Charging Station (CS) infrastructure available for charg-
ing these CEVs allows a maximum of 500 EVs to be
charged in couple of hours. So, it requires a total of 6
hours per day to charge all CEVs.

o In order to facilitate charging for all the CEVs, each
vehicle is allowed to charge only once per day (other
than trip hours).

« It is also assumed that the system consists of a 3-way
communication channel between the CEVs, CS and the
power utility. This allows the CS to monitor various
system parameters as well as the scheduled trip time.
Further, it is also assumed that the data is transferred
from one location to the other without any delay.

The specifications of considered CEV model are given
in Table 15. The CEVs are charged in groups in 2 ways.
An intelligent method to charge CEVs by considering the
network demand. If the CEVs are charged immediately after
completing their scheduled trips without considering the
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TABLE 15. Specifications of BYD k9 model CEV (e-Bus).

Specification Rating
Capacity of Battery 300 kWh
SOC min 0.2
SOC max 0.9
No of CEVs 1500
Avg Power consumption | 1.56 kWh/km

TABLE 16. Time slots for allocating CEV load in various seasons.

Season Dumb charging Smart charging

Summer | 197 hour to 247" hour | 2% hour to 7" hour
Autumn | 19%% hour to 24" hour | 2”7 hour to 7t* hour
Winter | 19" hour to 24 hour | 1% hour to 6t hour
Spring | 19*" hour to 24" hour | 1°¢ hour to 6°® hour

network demand, then the method is called as dumb charging
method since it can lead to congestion during the peak hours
as it will not refer to the system demand or any other param-
eters before scheduling. The other method is smart charging
method which considers the system demand, CEVs SOC level
and time left for next trip. This gives an appropriate time
slot for each CEV to charge before it leaves for the trip.
The allocation of CEV load with proposed smart and dumb
charging method is shown in Fig 17. This method allocates
the CEVs charging schedule from 2"? hour to 7" hour i.e.
off-peak hours of the specified day. The dumb charging hours
and smart charging hours of the CEVs are determined by the
algorithm and the same is presented in Table 16.

Further, DED is performed on South Indian 86 bus sys-
tem considering the charging patterns obtained from dumb
and smart charging methods. The results are presented
in Tables 17 and 18. In Table 17, DED considering of RES and
CEVs dumb charging pattern load is presented for 4 seasons.
Later in Table 18, DED is performed with smart charging
method. A comparison of both the studies indicate that smart
charging method of CEVs contributes to reduction in power
loss and generation cost.

Lastly, by comparing the data presented in Table 17 and 18
it can be understood that the there is a difference in the total
generation cost for all the seasons as well as the power loss.
The savings in operating cost per day in each season is shown
in Fig 18. To make a comparison it can be said that the
total cost of generation for the considered 4 seasonal days
due to the adoption of dumb and smart charging methods
is about 32.925 and 32.862 million $ respectively. Hence,
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FIGURE 17. Dumb charging and Smart charging method of allocating CEVs load in various seasons.

TABLE 17. DED of south Indian 86 bus system with integration of RES
and CEV by Dumb Charging.

Dispatch Summer Autumn Winter Spring
PT (MW) 40937.51 40564.62 43590.03 46569.01
PS (MW) 1515.044 1379.236 1239.053 1559.038
PW (MW) 1463.187 844.1615 134.2796 129.5258
PG (MW) 43619.47 42491.33 44664.05 47954.47
PDcey (MW) 280.8 280.8 280.8 280.8
PL (MW) 1009.845 981.512 1128.649 1287.754
FT ($/day) 7518490 7346922 8339794 9389214
FS ($/day) 60601.76 55169.45 49562.12 62361.53
FW ($/day) 58527.48 33766.46 5371.182 5181.034
TC ($/day) 7637619.24 | 7435857.91 | 8394727.30 | 9456756.56

TABLE 18. DED of south Indian 86 bus system with integration of RES
and CEV by Smart Charging.

Dispatch Summer Autumn Winter Spring
PT (MW) 40935.95 40561.59 43585.19 46561.13
PS (MW) 1515.044 1379.236 1239.053 1559.038
PW (MW) 1463.187 844.1615 134.2796 129.5258
PG (MW) 43619.47 42491.33 44664.05 47954.47
PDcew (MW) 280.8 280.8 280.8 280.8
PL (MW) 1008.281 978.4756 1123.811 1279.875
FT ($/day) 7499121 7333694 8323555 9375099
FS ($/day) 60601.76 55169.45 49562.12 62361.53
FW (§/day) 58527.48 33766.46 5371.182 5181.034
TC ($/day) 7618250.24 | 7422629.9 | 8378488.3 | 9442641.56

it can be said that the reduction in the generation cost due
to the implementation of smart charging method is about
62,951 $ for the considered 4 days, which is substantial. Also,
by looking at the total power lost for 4 days it can be said
that the lost power due to the implementation of dumb and
smart charging methods is around 4408 MW and 4390 MW
respectively. Therefore, it can be said that there is a reduction
in the power loss due to the implementation of smart charging
method and the same amounts to 18 MW which is once again
interesting.
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FIGURE 18. Saving in operating cost per day by Smart charging method of
allocating CEVs.

V. CONCLUSION

In this article, a DED problem in presence of CEVs and RES
is solved. Initially, Static ED without RES is performed on
various test systems using IMFO technique and the results
are compared with existing methods. Later SED and DED are
performed on a real time south Indian test system considering
the impact of solar and wind resources. The output from
solar and wind resources is estimated for a desired location
using probabilistic methods. The estimated solar and wind
outputs are considered for generation scheduling along with
the thermal power. Later DED is performed on a real time
south Indian test system considering the dumb and smart
charging pattern of CEVs as well as the RES. With the
proposed coordinated charging strategy of CEVs and proper
installation of RES, a significant reduction in the operating
cost and power loss can be achieved. Further, the future
scope of this work can be on developing suitable economic
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dispatch models considering the impact of different types
of electric vehicles,different charging times and appropriate
forecast models.
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