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ABSTRACT Virtual power plant (VPP) technologies continue to develop to embrace various types of
distributed energy resources (DERs) that have inherent real-time uncertainty. To prevent side effects on
the power system owing to the uncertainty, the VPP should manage its internal resources’ uncertainty as a
whole. This paper proposes an optimal operation strategy for a VPP participating in day-ahead and real-time
energy market so that a distributed energy resource aggregation (DERA) can cope with real-time fluctuation
due to uncertainties while achieving its maximum profit. The proposed approach has bidding models of
the DERAs including microgrid, electric vehicle aggregation, and demand response aggregation, as well
as the VPP. The VPP determines internal prices applied to the DERA by evaluating its real-time responses
to the day-ahead schedule and updating proposed pricing function parameters, and the DERA adjusts its
energy reserves. By repeating this coordination process, the VPP can establish an optimal operation strategy
to manage real-time uncertainty on the DERA’s own. The effectiveness of the proposed strategy is verified by
identifying a capability of the DERA to cope with real-time fluctuation through scenario-based simulations.
The result shows that the VPP can reduce 1.6% of cost while the internal price applied to the DERA is close
to the maximum.

INDEX TERMS Virtual power plant, distributed energy resource aggregation, electricity market, uncertainty,
real-time dispatch.
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I. INTRODUCTION
Renewable energy sources are consistently deployed in the
power generation sector to reduce greenhouse gas emissions,
which is the main cause of climate change. As of 2018, mod-
ern renewable energy accounts for 11 % of the world’s final
energy consumption and continues to increase [1]. In Korea,
the government aims to expand the portion of renewable
energy from 7 % of the total power generation to 20 % by
2030 under the 3020 renewable energy policy. Most of the
renewable energy corresponding to this goal is solar and wind
power. Solar and wind energy account for 57 % and 28 % of
the capacity goals, respectively [2]. However, uncertainties
inherent in distributed energy sources (DERs) such as solar
and wind power can adversely affect power supply plans from
an energy perspective and worsen the power quality from a
power perspective. To address these problems, a virtual power
plant (VPP) is being developed [3]. VPP aims to contribute
to the supply and demand balance at the transmission system
level through direct participation in the power market [4], [5].
Resources in the VPP consist of power generating units,
power utilization units, power storage units, and micro-
grids (MGs), as shown in Fig. 1 [6]. According to [7],
the aggregation of DERSs such as energy storage, distributed
generation, demand response, energy efficiency, and electric
vehicles connected to the distribution network are allowed
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FIGURE 1. VPP system composition diagram.

to participate in the power market. For a VPP with inherent
uncertainties to obtain maximum profits in the power mar-
ket, a bid scheduling when considering the uncertainties and
their countermeasures, as well as a strategy to minimize
purchase or sales in a real-time market (RTM), is required [§]
because the purchase price in RTM is generally higher than
that in the day-ahead market (DAM) and the sales price is
cheaper than in DAM [9].

Optimal operation strategies of VPP participating in power
markets considering uncertainties have been studied in many
literatures [8]. However, they have rarely addressed aggre-
gation resources participating in the VPP, and penalties for
each resource with regard to not properly responding day-
ahead schedule in real-time environment. In [10], a problem
for minimizing cost of MGs integrated with renewable energy
resources have been solved using binary particle swarm opti-
mization. In [11], a joint day-ahead and real-time market for
VPP with DR model has been constructed using a two-level
robust optimization model to minimize penalty in real-time
market considering an uncertainty margin. Authors in [12]
have presented a hybrid optimization model including grid
search algorithm and a proprietary derivative-free algorithm
for DGs, ESSs, and MGs in VPP. A DAM bidding strategy for
a VPP as a price maker to minimize RTM penalty has been
studied through uncertain resources modeling using interval
interpretation [13]. A strategy for a VPP to purchase DR
services to reduce penalty cost has been presented in [14]. The
problem is formulated as multistage stochastic optimization
model, which is a time order.

A study using fuzzy optimization techniques considering
the uncertainty of renewable energy can be found in [15].
The VPP trades energy and DR internally with consumers in
its territory based on demand curtailment requests. Authors
of [16] proposed a self-scheduling strategy using a multi-
horizon information-gap decision theory model instead of
assuming a probability distribution function or confidence
interval for uncertain parameters, and ensure that a prede-
fined minimum allowable benefit is achieved. In [17], deter-
ministic price based unit commitment model that takes into
account balance and security constraints of VPP participating
in the joint market of the energy and spinning reserve service
has been proposed. Using technical and economic dispatch
model, technical and economic dispatch problems has been
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established by utilizing wind power plants, hydroelectric
power plants, and on-site solar power in [18].

Reference [19] has proposed an optimal power dispatch
strategy to minimize power purchase costs and maximize
power sales benefits when VPP including interruptible loads,
energy storage systems, and battery switch stations partici-
pate in a unified electricity market combining day-ahead and
real-time trading. A short-term operational planning frame-
work for a VPP has been proposed in [20]. The stochastic
bidding model is proposed in the first stage, that utilizes
the Monte-Carlo method to deal with uncertainty, and in
the second stage the real-time control operation is optimized
using the model predictive control methodology.

Reference [21] have proposed a two-stage stochastic offer-
ing model for the maximum profit of VPP participating in
DAM and RTM, and evaluated the model for wind power
plants, conventional power plants, and pumped hydro storage
plants. In [22], DERs and VPP conduct internal transac-
tions to maximize market participation profits of VPP and
the surplus profit are distributed to each DER using game
theory-based methods. In [23], an interactive dispatch model
of multi-VPP based on the DR and game theory has been
proposed. Reference [24] has been addressed an architecture
and a strategy for cost minimization of a VPP participating
in demand side management programs. In [25], a deep rein-
forcement learning algorithm for an optimal online economic
dispatch strategy for VPP with a design of edge-computing
based three-layer system architecture has been proposed.

Authors in [26] have proposed a coordinated offering and
bidding mechanism for a hybrid power plant containing a
concentrated solar power plant, a wind farm, a compressed
air energy storage, and a demand response provider by
establishing a bi-objective optimization model for constant
value-at-risk (CVaR) based strategy as well as consider-
ing of participation in the intraday market. In [27], using
CVaR approach a multi-objective optimization problem in
a joint market of energy and spinning reserve has been
proposed, where the demand side resources participate in
reserve provision. The problem is solved in a risk-averse
probabilistic framework considering various normal opera-
tion uncertainties and N-1 contingencies. In [28], authors
have proposed a multi-objective bidding strategy of VPP
including wind-thermal-photovoltaic system participating in
the energy and spinning reserve market to maximize profit
and minimize emission. Authors in [29] have proposed a
three-stage stochastic multi-objective model for the purpose
of profit maximization and emission minimization of wind-
thermal-energy storage resources participating in energy,
spinning reserve, and imbalance market. To deal with multi-
objective problem, lexicographic optimization and hybrid
augmented-weighted epsilon constraint method are imple-
mented. In [30], a coordinated operation strategy for hybrid
power plant containing wind, photovoltaic, battery energy
storage, CAES, and thermal units has been presented con-
sidering uncertainty of intraday demand response exchange
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market and risk measuring indices corresponding to CVaR
and deviation of the objective function.

In most of the literature, only individual resources have
been addressed as participating in a VPP, and participation
of aggregation resources has rarely been considered except
for [10]-[12]. As mentioned in [6], a distributed energy
resource aggregation (DERA) such as MGs can also partici-
pate in VPP. The DERA may have a dedicated management
system, so in terms of distributed control, direct interaction
between the VPP and the DERA’s individual resources is
inefficient. Thus, the VPP may establish a bidding strategy
for the electricity market in forms of interaction with each
DERA.

In addition, most of the literature have not addressed the
issue of ownership participating in VPP in detail. In practical
circumstances, a VPP operator and owners of each resource
may be different and will trade energy and services with
each other through specific contracts. Thus, it is necessary to
deal with control authority or profit distribution issues when
different resources participate in the VPP. Profit distribution
according to ownership has been covered in [9] and [22], but
these studies have not considered participation of aggregation
resources such as MGs in the VPP.

Penalties should also be considered if resources with dif-
ferent ownerships do not respond properly to VPP’s real-time
dispatch signal. In practical, there may be a case in which the
VPP resource does not properly respond to the DAM bid in
real time due to problems such as forecast errors or system
failures. It is unreasonable for VPP to equally compensate for
resources that properly responded to the real-time dispatch
signal of the VPP and the resource that did not respond to it.
However, most studies have not properly addressed this issue.

In this paper, it is proposed that an optimal operation
strategy of the VPP considering uncertainties of real-time
dispatch response of the DERA in order to achieve maximum
profit of the VPP and the DERA. The degree of responses of
the DERA’s DAM bid in a real-time environment is assessed
daily by the VPP. According to results of the assessment,
the VPP determines internal prices of the DERA, and the
DERA adjusts its bid range. By repeating these processes,
the optimal operational strategy can be established. A pricing
function of the DERA is set as a cost that the VPP pays to
the DERA. Then, parameters of the pricing function are con-
tinuously updated according to the responses of the DERA’s
DAM bid in the real-time environment to impose penalties
to the DERA. Through the iterative process, coordination
between the VPP and the DERA can be established and as a
result the responsiveness of the real-time dispatch responses
of the DERA is improved.

The main contributions of this paper are summarized as
follows:

o Establish a profit or cost distribution methodology of
DERAs in a VPP to manage real-time uncertainty by a
proposed pricing function parameter updating process.

o The DERA can take responsibility on its own uncer-
tainty by a proposed coordination process that the VPP
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transmits evaluation results of the DERA’s real-time

operation, and the DERA adjusts its energy reserve for

the next day.

o The DERA’s capability to manage real-time uncertainty

can be increased.
The remainder of this paper is organized as follows.
Chapter II describes the problem. Chapter III deals with math-
ematical models, including a DAM bidding model, DERA
pricing function, and an RTM bidding model. In Chapter IV,
a simulation based on certain scenarios conducted to verify
the proposed model is described. Chapter V presents some
concluding remarks and areas of future study.

Il. PROBLEM DESCRIPTION

A. DER TYPE AND PARTICIPATION

In this study, the proposed method is modeled for photo-
voltaic (PV) systems, ESS, MG, electric vehicle aggrega-
tion (EVA), and demand response aggregation (DRA). With
regard to PV systems, it is assumed that if the owners are the
same, it is treated as a single PV system regardless of whether
it is a single PV system connected to one transformer or a
large-scale PV plant and is always controlled through maxi-
mum power point tracking for maximum profit in the power
market. That is, the PV generation is not curtailed. Thus, PV
generation is treated as a forecasted value. PV generation
forecasts are not discussed herein, because they are outside
the scope of this paper. The ESS in this paper indicates
BESS, which is currently the most widely deployed version.
For the VPP to participate in the power market, ESSs are
essential because they have a fast response time and can act as
both load and power generation. Thus, it is assumed that the
VPP operator has the authority to control the ESSs through
dedicated contracts between the VPP operator and the ESS
owners. DERAs, such as MG, EVA, and DRA, are all in the
form of an aggregation of individual resources. Individual
resources belonging to DERAs may have different owners,
but it is common for DERAs to have a dedicated management
system. In the case of MG, the MG energy management
system 1is responsible for cost-minimization operations by
maximizing the self-consumption and islanding operations
to provide resiliency even in the case of a power system
fault [31]. EVA can be regarded as an EV charging station,
and the charging station management system can provide ser-
vices to each EV through functions such as charge/discharge
metering, time of use based minimum cost charge/discharge,
and participation in the power market through a vehicle-
to-grid system [32]. DRA also provides a load curtailment
capacity by interacting with external systems through con-
tracts with individual load resources.

DERA management systems are characterized by schedul-
ing functions, individual resource control functions, and
external system interaction functions. If VPP directly inter-
acts with individual resources inside the DERAs, operational
inefficiencies owing to redundant infrastructure construction
and computational complexity will be extremely large and
may also not benefit individual resources because it directly

VOLUME 9, 2021



J. Lee, D. Won: Optimal Operation Strategy of VPP Considering Real-Time Dispatch Uncertainty of DERA

IEEE Access

leads to a decline in VPP profits. Therefore, it is efficient
for the VPP to interact only with DERA operators to transact
energy and services with each other.

Each DERA submits its own bidding schedule before the
VPP implements the electricity market bidding schedule.
In this paper, it is assumed that MGs have ESSs for efficient
self-consumption, and thus it is possible to adjust their own
bidding range. In addition, EVAs and DRAs do not have
dedicated ESSs, thus they are not able to efficiently respond to
uncertainties. The purpose of this assumption is to ensure that
the uncertainties that may occur in a real-time environment
can be addressed by the dispatchable resources, and that the
profit distribution of each participant is determined according
to their responsiveness, thereby inducing active participation
of the participants.

B. ELECTRIC POWER MARKET

In this paper, the power market in which a VPP participates
is assumed to be an energy market composed of DAM and
RTM. The Korean power market is a cost-based pool and
only has DAM, in which an operation schedule that reflects
power system constraints is determined after the market
price is determined through a non-constrained problem that
does not reflect power system constraints such as transmis-
sion and heat constraints. The difference between the power
generation plan and the actual output of the generators is
then compensated with the constrained settlement. However,
to solve the problem of accepting renewable energy at the
market level while reflecting the actual conditions of the
power supply and demand as well as the power system, Korea
is currently pursuing a reform of the power market. First,
through the reform of the energy settlement, the generation
scheduling will be unified, and the compensation for flexible
resources will be systematized through the reform of the
auxiliary service settlement. Finally, DAM and RTM with
price bidding are expected to be opened in 2024. The Korean
power market is based on the North American power market.
In North America DAM, RTO/ISO receives bidding data with
economic and technical characteristics from generators to
optimize the market in a centralized fashion. During an RTM
operation, the RTOs/ISOs are responsible for the balance of
supply and demand, and deviations from the DAM generation
schedule are settled at RTM prices. Therefore, to utilize the
human and physical infrastructure already deployed in Korea,
it is expected that the direction of the reform of the Korean
power market will also be based on the North American
model.

The electric power market prices applied to the VPP in
this study consist of wholesale market sales/purchase prices
and retail market sales/purchase prices. The wholesale market
sales price is generally the price at which the dispatchable
generator sells the energy required to operate the power sys-
tem; in this case, the price when the VPP energy is sold to the
wholesale market. The wholesale market purchase price is the
price at which the load serving entity (LSE) purchases power
from the wholesale market to supply power to their load. The
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retail market sales price is the price of selling surplus energy
of behind-the-meter ESS and PV to LSE, and the retail market
purchase price is the price applied to consume the load. For
purchases, the LSE profits depend on the difference between
the wholesale market purchase price that the LSEs pay to the
wholesale market and the retail market purchase price that the
load pays to the LSEs. In general, the retail market purchase
price is generally higher than the wholesale market purchase
price. For sales, it is reasonable that the wholesale market
sales price, which is the source of profit for the dispatchable
generators, is higher than the retail market sales price at which
the BTM resources sell surplus energy to the LSEs. In addi-
tion, for the same product, the price purchased in the market
is higher than the price sold in the market. Therefore, in this
study, it is assumed that the energy prices have an order of
the retail market purchase price, wholesale market purchase
price, wholesale market sales price, and retail market sales
price. Then, from the perspective of the VPP, minimizing the
quantity of purchase is more advantageous than maximizing
the profit from selling the surplus energy. In other words,
the VPP will operate in the direction of maximizing self-
consumption. From the perspective of DERs inside the VPP,
it is more profitable to sell the surplus energy to the wholesale
market than to sell it to the retail market, which guarantees the
feasibility of the participation of the DER in the VPP.

C. DER COMMUNICATION

It is assumed that communication latency between the VPP
and each participant is zero or negligible. A VPP may have a
cloud platform-based management system owing to its geo-
graphical dispersion characteristics. Wired and/or wireless
communication such as TCP/IP, LTE, and Wi-Fi can be used
between the VPP and each participant [6]. Communication
methods may have latency, but a latency of a few seconds,
which can occur in practice, is not expected to have a sig-
nificant impact on the application of the strategy proposed in
this paper. It is therefore assumed that the interaction between
the VPP and the participants, by which the VPP receives the
real-time monitoring status of each participant and transmits
dispatch signals, is immediately applied.

Ill. MATHEMATICAL MODELING

Mathematical modeling of the problem discussed in
Chapter II is described in this chapter. The purpose of this
study is to distribute profit or cost to each DERA according
to the real-time responsiveness with respect to their DAM
schedule so that they take responsibility for handling the real-
time uncertainty on their own. Thus, the mathematical model
includes a DAM bidding, DERA pricing function, and an
RTM bidding as well as each DERA’s bidding.

The pricing function consists of a quadratic equation, and
the whole problem becomes mixed-integer quadratic pro-
gramming. The objective function result that does not include
the pricing function is the VPP’s maximum profit. The result
is the optimal solution that the VPP can obtain. In other
words, the VPP’s maximum profit is not guaranteed outside
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this solution. Because the purpose of the pricing function is
for the VPP to price according to participants’ dispatch result
and allocate profits to them, if the pricing function is included
in an entire problem, the solution result may be lower due
to the quadratic equation of the pricing function. Therefore,
the entire problem is divided into two stages: Stage 1, which
determines bid quantity for the VPP’s maximum profit and
whether to purchase or sell, and Stage 2, which determines
the DERA’s internal price by the pricing function for a prede-
termined energy bid in Stage 1. In this case, Stage 1 becomes
a mixed-integer linear programming problem, and Stage 2
becomes a quadratic programming problem. Fig. 2 presents
a flow chart for solving these two-stage problems. First,
after the initial setting, Stage 1 is applied to maximize the
VPP profit in DAM, and Stage 2 is conducted, except dur-
ing the initial iteration, to evaluate the DERA performance
once a day. After that, the real-time market operation every
5 minutes over 24 hours is performed to fully satisfy the
DAM schedule, and the parameters for evaluating the real-
time operation result are updated. DAM bidding is conducted
again for the next day.

As proposed in this paper, however, it is necessary to
determine whether difference in error along the iteration falls
below a tolerance in the simulation to verify the validity of the
methodology for securing additional reserve energy in DAM
to reduce the real-time fluctuation of DERA on its own. When
a VPP is actually in commercial operation, each parameter is
determined through a daily performance evaluation process.
Because one iteration corresponds to one day, it may take
time to identify that difference in error converges on an actual
operation. However, if a decrease trend of difference in error
within a certain level is identified with a simulation, it is
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expected that it will not be needed to check whether differ-
ence in error converges every time on the actual operation.

A. DAY-AHEAD MARKET BIDDING

1) STAGE 1: BIDDING MODEL FOR MAXIMIZING
DAY-AHEAD MARKET PROFIT OF VPP

An objective function for the maximum profit of the VPP
when bidding for DAM is as follows:

T
Max Y [y () P = ey ) Phio] )
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The constraints are as follows:
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< Ppipia () = Ppigig™™ (0) iy (0 (13)
1 (1) + iy (1)

< 1uhy (), uhy (1) € {0, 1} (14)
Py ia i)

< Ppapiai ) = Ppipig (1) (15)

Equation (2) is a constraint on each DER or DERA bidding
on the VPP. As mentioned earlier, the PV generation is treated
as forecast values, and the ESS is directly controlled by the
VPP operator to manage fluctuations. The DERA submits
its bidding plan to the VPP in the form of adding reserves
to its plan if needed. Equation (3) means that when the bid
quantity of each DER or the DERA is summed, the total
quantity of bidding in the power market of the VPP is
obtained. Equations (4)—(7) are constraints on the ESS SOC.
Equation (4) represents the SOC change over time, (5) and
(6) represents the initial/end conditions of the SOC, and (7)
represents its upper/lower limits. Equations (8)-(10) means
that the ESS cannot be allowed to charge and discharge at
the same time while satisfying the upper limits. Internal bid
quantity of the ESS is calculated by subtracting charge energy
from discharge energy, as presented in equation (11).
Equations (12)—(14) are the VPP purchase/sell bidding
restrictions. They are the constraints such that the VPP cannot
be allowed to purchase and sell at the same time while satis-
fying the upper limits. Equation (15) is the upper and lower
limit of the participant bids. Because the DERA calculates
its energy reserves independently, the upper and lower limits
refer to the range of bidding submitted by the DER to the VPP.

2) STAGE 2: BIDDING MODEL CONSIDERING

DER PRICING FUNCTION

In Stage 2, profit sharing is conducted by considering the
results of Stage 1 and the DERA pricing function. The objec-
tive function of Stage 2 is a form that considers the objective
function of Stage 1 with the pricing function and is expressed
as follows:

T
s VPP, 5% b VPP, bx
max Z [”DA (D) Ppapig (1) = tps () Ppapig (1)
=1

N
-2.¢ (r)] (16)
i=1

The constraints are the same as for Stage 1 except for
(12)—(14) because it is assumed that sales or purchase has
been determined in Stage 1. A superscript “*’ in equation (16)
means the bid quantity already determined in Stage 1.

3) DERA PRICING FUNCTION

Here, the pricing function in the form of a quadratic equation
for determining the internal price of each DERA is formu-
lated. In general, the cost function of the generator used in
the power dispatch schedule required for the operation of the
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FIGURE 3. Determining each coefficient (selling case).

entire power system is expressed in the form of a quadratic
equation that opens upward, and the market price is deter-
mined at the point where the marginal cost of all generators
becomes the same as a result of the economic dispatch cal-
culation. In this study, using this principle, we assumed that
the pricing function of each DERA also follows the quadratic
equation form and tries to find the marginal price:

CE (1) = af (1) Pypig i (D7 + 55 (1) Poppiq i) (17)
Ci" (1) = 245 (1) Ppapia,i (1) + b5 (1) (18)

The pricing function coefficients of each DERA, af (¢) and
b (1), are repeatedly updated according to the predefined
criterion. Equation (18) is a derivative of (17); thus, it is a
linear equation representing the marginal price. The price
applied to each DERA is the marginal price, which is updated
repeatedly depending on af (¢) and b{ (¢). Fig. 3 shows the
marginal price curve and how each coefficient is determined
for the sales time period. The purchase time period has a
negative power; however, because the mechanism is the same
as that of the sale time period, only the method of the sale time
period is described here.

For the sales time period, the maximum internal price of the
DERA is the wholesale market sales price, and the minimum
internal price is the retail market sales price. The internal
price applied to the DERA is determined within this price
range. The coefficients for the marginal price function of
(18) represent the slope and y-intercept, respectively. First,
the slope for the k+1-th day is determined as follows:

1 Ay

a; (1) = 2 Ax (19)

If the DAM schedule is not satisfied owing to uncertainties
such as a forecast error or failure in real-time circumstances,
the DERA adjusts the DAM bid quantity for the next day.
Because the resources held by the DERA have already been
determined in an actual environment, it is impractical to
reinforce additional DER equipment to cope with real-time
uncertainty. In this study, it is assumed that by narrowing
the SOC range of the ESS held by the DERA, the range of
energy reserves for the DAM bidding is widened, and the
additional energy generated by the narrowed SOC range is
assumed to cope with the real-time uncertainty. If the amount
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of generated energy is as insufficient as AEg,,,, and uncer-
tainty can be properly responded to in a real-time situation
over a day, the lower SOC limit needs to be increased to a
certain extent. In addition, if the amount of energy generated
exceeded AE,,, the upper limit of SOC must be lowered:
SOCE"™ = SOCE™ — & AE goum (20)

1

socH" = soc" + eAE,, 21)

Equations (20) and (21) indicate that the DERA has an addi-
tional energy reserve for charge/discharge. Coefficient ¢ is
the step size for adjusting the SOC upper/lower limits. The
DERA reflects the adjusted SOC upper/lower limits in its
DAM bidding on the next day.

For any DERAs, supposin% that the maximum bid quantity
for each k-th day is PBZZ.’;’) .(1) and that the maximum bid
quantity for the k+1-th day that reflects the adjusted SOC
on the next day is PBZZZ’,];'H (1), because it cannot respond to
uncertainty, the DERA will bid for DAM with the adjusted
upper/lower limit of the SOC. This means that less energy is
available than on the previous day, and Ax can be calculated
as follows:

°, k °, Jk+1
Ax () = Phps () = Pyt (0) (22)

Because the size of Ay will be determined between the whole-
sale market sales price and the retail market sales price, Ay
will be a ratio multiplied by the difference between the two
prices:

Ay(1) = yE@) - S (1) — w5 1)) (23)

The larger the error rate is, the larger the ratio y.°(t). This
means that the larger the error rate is, the lower the DERA
internal price according to the marginal price curve:

-k -k
Ppapia,i ) — 2 Prppia ;i (/12
-k
Ppavia,i (1)
In equation (24), the second term of the numerator on the
right-hand side means the 1-hour average of real-time bidding
values. This values are used to coherently calculate yf (1)
from 1-hour based day-ahead values and 5-minutes based
real-time values.

The coefficient b{ (1) for the k+1-th day can be obtained
using Equation (18):

ye (1) = (24)

bE (1) = 78, (1) — 245 (1) P (1) (25)

Internal price C;’ in equation (18) does not directly affect
DERA’s real-time responsiveness to manage uncertainty.
In actual VPP operation, the DERA will adjust addi-
tional reserve indirectly through C;’, and directly through
AE,, or AE gy, determined by the VPP operator as a result
of real-time response. That is, C{’ has meaning of a sort
of performance score that indirectly informs the DERA’s
adjustment results. If the DERA determines that its internal
price is acceptable within an expected range, then no further
reserve adjustment will be made. Otherwise, the DERA will
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continue to adjust the reserve based on the parameter ¢ in
equation (20) and (21).

B. REAL-TIME MARKET BIDDING

The RTM bidding model is formulated based on the DAM
bidding model. The purpose of RTM bidding is to satisfy
the DAM schedule as much as possible. According to [33],
the current RTO/ISO real-time market settlement takes place
every 5 min. In this paper, therefore, the time interval of
real-time market operation is basically 5 min, but it can
be flexibly applied according to the policy of any market
operators.

The objective function is as follows:

T
maxy [ngT (0) PYEPS (1) — by (1) PX’}Zf(z)] (26)
t=1

The constraints are as follows:

VPP sk VPP, b VPP.s VPP.b
Ppavia O = Ppapiq O + Prypig (1) = Prppiy (1)

N
= > (PSipiai + Prrpia i) @7)
i=1
SOCE (1 + 1)
‘ Prapia.i @)
= SOCF (1) + -2t~
Cap;
N Piiia (O — (1/n8) Py () .
+ : . " At, Ve € ESS
Cap;
(28)
0
< Pt (0 < PRoyt™ ™ (6) il (1) (29)
0
< PRES (1) < Prppiy™ ™ (1) Wy (1) (30)
[y () + War (1)
< gy (), phr (1) € {0, 1) 31)
SOC¢ (0)
= socy™ (32)
SOC¢ (T)
= soce (33)
soct" < soce (1)
< soce (34)
M (0 + g (1) <1
s () L pigrt (1) € {0, 1) (35)
0
< Piia i (8) < Pt () uigs" (), Ve € ESS (36)
0
< PGl (1) < Pt (1) uig ! (1), Ve € ESS (37)
Rivid i ()

c,dch c,ch
@)1

= Pgrvia,i ) — Prrpia i Ve € ESS (38)
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C,min
Prrpia,i()

< Prpia.i (1) < PRy (0 (39)
N
G,RT
ZP%d,i (1)
i=1
= Enc (40)

ko

A superscript “*’ in (27), (28) means the bid quantity already
determined in the DAM.

C. DERA BIDDING

The DERAs in this paper include a MG, an EVA, and a
DRA. Inside the MG, ESSs and PVs may exist for resiliency
and self-consumption, and their self-scheduling results are
supposed to be submitted to the VPP. The EVA randomly set
the entry/exit time and entry SOCs of each EV, whereas exit
SOCs are received from the EVs. It is assumed that the DRA
have a small-scale PV and submit a DAM bid energy to the
VPP considering the hourly based flexible load response.

1) MG BIDDING FORMULATION
The MG in this paper is assumed to have members of one PV
and ESS. The objective function is as follows:

T
min ) (nfe (t) PYC (1) — 7, (1) PMC (t)) (41)
t=1

where Pg” Gy PZS” G is the MG’s purchase/sales energy at a point
of common coupling.

The constraints are as follows.

Balance constraint:

PYC (1) — PYO) + PS5 (1) — P5 (1)
= Pioaa (t) — Ppy(t)  (42)

where ng}f/Pf,fS are discharge/charge energy of the ESS

respectively, Pj,qq and Ppy means forecasted values of the
MG load and PV generation.
ESS SOC constraint:

SOC (t +1) = S0OC ()
+T)EssthSS (t) — (1/ngss) P53 (t)A
Capgss
where SOC (t) is SOC of MG ESS at time t, ngss is an ESS
efficiency, and Capggs is a rated capacity of the ESS.

Constraints on avoiding simultaneous purchase/sales, and
charging/discharging:

t o (43)

0 < P9 (1) < % (1) PG (44)

b,max

0 < PMS (1) < uMS (1) PMC (45)

s,max

wG 6y + uMG (1) < 1Up0), M0 (1) € (0,1} (46)

0 < PEY (1) < sy ) PESS e (47)
0<PES (1) < ubs ) PES,..  (48)

w5 @+ uES @) < 1pbs o, 155 1) e 0,1} (@9
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where ;LI,;’IG/MQ”G are binary variable to indicate pur-
chase/sales energy, PMG /PMG are upper bounds of pur-

b,max'" s,max
chase/sales energy, Mgdf / thss are binary variable to indicate

ESS discharging/charging status, and ng;f m %/Pf}ifn o €an
ESS discharge/charge energy upper bounds.
Lower/upper bounds constraints:
socMGt < soc (1) < SocMo-ub (50)

where SOCMG.ub soCMG.Ib corresponds to equation (20),
(21) respectively so that the MG’s reserve adjusts through
iteration process.

Constraint on the initial SOC condition:

SOC it = SOCepg = 0.5 (51)

The MG calculates the internal bidding energy according
to followed procedure.
(a) At first, the MG calculates its net demand:

Preta (t) = Ploaa (t) — Ppy (1) (52)

(b) The MG solves scheduling model above.

As a result, MG decides on its components’ schedule and
energy to purchase (PQ’IG (t)) from the grid, or sell (Pﬁ!”G )
into the grid.

Positive Pje14(¢) mean that additional energy is supplied
from the grid. At this time, if PQ’IG (1) is greater than Pj,e4(2),
it means that some components are acting as an additional
load. In this case, the range of purchase bids of the MG is as
follows:

Preta (t) =< P%[AGbid (t) = PIbVIG (t)

On the contrary, if Pg’IG (t) is smaller than P,.s4(t), the range
of purchase bids of the MG is as follows:

be"lG ) < Plg/%id () < Pneta (1)

Negative Pjqrq(#) mean that excess energy is injected to the
grid. At this time, if the value of PISVIG(t) is larger than the
absolute value of Py, (?), it can be considered that distributed
resources additionally supply and sell energy.

Therefore, the range of the MG’s sales bidding is as
follows:

—PMG (1) < PYSG (1) < Puea (1)

On the contrary, if the value of PS’IG(t) is smaller than the
absolute value of Py (2), it means that distributed resources
such as ESS are charging. Therefore, the sales bidding range
is:

P (1) < PHS (1) < —PMC (1)

2) EVA BIDDING FORMULATION

The EVA in this paper is assumed to have a total of N numbers
of EV resources. The objective function is as follows:

T
min Y " (zh, () P (1) =, () PEYA (1)) (53)

t=1

where P{fVA/PSEVA are purchase/sales energy of the EVA.
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The constraints are as follows.
Balance constraints:

PEVA (1) — PEA (t)—Z(Pdch,(r)—Pch]m) (54)
Jj=1

where PdEc‘;l ,/Pf;:/ ; are discharging/charging energy of j-th EV.

Constraints on EV battery SOC for j-th EV:

soctY (it +1) = SOCH (1)
nevPE) (1) — (1/nev) PEY(0)
N EvP oy /mev) Py, At 55)
Capgy
SOC?Y (1) = SOC;y (1) (56)
SOCEV (T) = SOCLy; (1) (57)

where SOC].EV (t) is SOC of j-th EV at time t, ngy is an EV
efficiency, and Capgy j is a rated capacity of j-th EV.

Constraints on avoiding simultaneous charging and
discharging:

Lo (O + pll s @) < 1l @), why 1 (1) €{0,1} (58)
0= ch‘;z] (= 'u“dch] (0 Prate] (59)
0= Pch/ (0= 'u’ch/ Q) PmteJ (60)

where dc‘;l //Mch jare binary varlg‘lgle to present discharging/
P rate,j

charging status of j-th EV, and
EV.
Constraints on avoiding simultaneous purchase and sales:

is a rated power of j-th

EVA )+ nE () < 1B 1), nB" (1) € {0, 1) (61)

0< PP () < uy () Phee (62)

0P =u P, (63)

where ,uEVA/;LEVA are binary variables indicating purchase/

sales status and PEY;}AX/PE‘%X are purchase/sales energy of the
EVA.

Constraints on upper and lower bounds of EVA energy:
0 < Phy; (< b (1) Pl (64)
0<PL, ()< b”” () PE), (65)

rate,j

where bjOP (t) is an operation time index that indicates whether

the EVs are ready for charge (1: connected to the charger, 0:

not connected to the charger, or not be in the charging station).
EV SOC constraints:

SOCpinj < SOCH (1) < Soc,,wx, (66)
0= udch ) <) (67)

0<ul ) <bP@)  (68)

The EVA solves the schedule model so that it can decide
the bid energy PE"4 and PEVA. The EVA is assumed not to
have internal resources that can be dispatched while the MG
decides the bid energy with reserve for adjustment.

56974

3) DRA BIDDING FORMULATION

The DRA in this paper is assumed to have a total of M number
of DR resources, where each DR resource have both non-
flexible loads and flexible loads. Flexible loads are adjusted
to respond to DR signals. Flexible loads here are assumed to
be shiftable loads such that if the loads are reduced at some
times, then the loads should be increased at the other times.
The objective function is as follows:

T
min Y (wh, (1) PPRY (1) — 7, () PPRA (1)) (69)

t=1

where PERA/P?RA are purchase/sales energy of the DRA.
The constraints are as follows.
Balance constraints on each DR resource containing avoid-
ance of simultaneous reduction and increase of flexible loads:

- Pload k 0+ Pupﬂex k (0 — PDownﬂex k (0 - PPQ{/e,k(t)
(70)
M
Z upflex .,k (0
k=1
M
= ZPdD(fewnﬂex,k(t) (71)
k=1
DR DR
Mupﬂex,k (n+ Mdownﬂex,k (0
DR DR
= 1|luupﬂex,k 0, H’dawnﬂex,k (1) e {07 1} (72)
0
R,
< Pl () = igfieec O Pupgices (73)
0
R,
= Pfi)tﬁvnﬂex,k (N = Mfi)tﬁvnﬂex,k Q) Pgow:;}ﬁljx k (74)

where P)% is purchase energy, Pjx,  is forecasted non-

flexible load amount, pr?%x’ k/Pgﬁmﬂex’ ¢ are up/down energy

of ﬂexible load amount, P?‘If ¢ 1s forecasted PV generation,

Mupﬂex k/y, downflex k. 4T€ binary variables indicating up/down
R, max max

of flexible load, and PP PD downflex,k A€ upper bounds.

upflex, k
A subscript k means k-th DR resource.

Balance constraints on the DRA containing avoidance of
simultaneous purchase and sales:

P?RA () — PDRA @) = Z (Pduwnﬂex k )

k=1
- Ep’jqeka — Phaai ®
PV k(t)) (75)
g ) + PR ) <1
g R 1), uPRA (1) € {0, 1} (76)

0 < PRty < u®A iy PPRA. (77)
0 < PPRA (1) < uPRA () PPRA. (78)
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TABLE 1. Simulation parameters of PV, ESS, and MG.

TABLE 2. Simulation parameters of EVA, DRA.

Parameter Value Parameter Value
PV capacity 400 kW MG PV capacity 400 kW
ESS capacity 325 kWh MG ESS capacity 200 kWh
ESS power 250 kW MG ESS power 200 kW
ESS efficiency 99.54 % MG ESS efficiency 96.93 %
ESS initial SOC ~ 44.89 % MG ESS initial SOC 42.93 %
uESeSr/i?vSer 81.47/ MG ESS SOC 91.77/
pper/X 23.84 % upper/lower limit 7.16 %
limit
where ,ufRA/;LSDRA are binary variables presenting purchase/

sales status of the DRA, and Pﬁlanax/PQ%X are upper bounds

of the DRA purchase/sales energy.
Constraints of upper/lower bounds:

Pming < Phk (1) < PP (0) (79)

0 < Pt (1) < ax (1) Pty (80)

0 < PO e i () < ac (1) Posme - (81)

0 < il (1) < ar(t) (82)

0 < immper.k (1) < ar(®) (83)

where PpR. /PDR . are lower/upper bounds of purchase

energy of k-th DR resource, Pf?l‘:;az dD(ﬁ;Z}?; , are upper

bounds of the flexible load of k-th DR resource, and ay(t)
is an index that indicates whether k-th DR resource can be
adjusted at time t (0: non-adjustable, 1: adjustable).

IV. SIMULATION

A. DATA

As mentioned in Section II, the participants in the VPP consist
of the PV, the ESS, the MG, the EVA, and the DRA. In the
simulation, one of each participant is assumed to participate.
The detailed parameters are listed in Tables 1 and 2. The data
on the electricity market price, load, and solar irradiation in
the Newark area belonging to PJM are used [34]. Through
these data, the load curve and PV power generation profile
of each participant were derived. For the RTM parameters,
a random error-based normal distribution is generated and
applied to the DAM forecast to verify the validity of the
proposed strategy. The market prices as well as load and
PV power of the MG among all the parameters are shown
in Fig. 4.

The EVA is assumed to be an EV charging station. The time
and SOC for the entry and exit of EVs at the EV charging
station are set randomly. Entry and exit times are assumed
to occur during rush hours. Because the time and SOC of
entry/exit may vary in practical situations, when simulating
real-time results, these parameters are randomly changed
considering the forecast error.

B. SIMULATION SCENARIO
The following scenarios in Table 3 are configured to verify the
validity of the proposed strategy. Case 1 is the case in which
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Parameter Value Parameter Value
Num. of EV 7 Num. of DR participants 8
EV charger 21 kW DR PV capacity 30 kW

power
EV capacity 180 kWh Maximum load of DR 1.3-times
EV charger 0.98 Minimum load of DR 0.7-times
efficiency
EV No. 1 2 3 4
EV SOC
(entry) SOC 0.7229  0.6978 0.7043  0.7596
EV No. 5 6 7
SOC 0.6489  0.2271  0.2341
EV No. 1 2 3 4
EV SOC SOC 0.5056  0.6687 0.5319  0.5996
(exit) EVNo. 5 6 7
SOC 0.5070  0.6184  0.6185
70 Price for Buying/Selling
#— Buying
>— Selling
60 Buying Price for DERA
&— Selling Price for DERA
.50 *
§ /
E 40 f\\

Time(h)

(a) Market price

PV and Load Profile of MG User

1 40
* y"*\ 4|~ MG Load Curve
‘ \ \/ 4 MG PV Curve 350

80 [

Load Output[kW]

60 -y

NENVAW J | & V

S R
20 10
0 5 10 15 20 25
Time(h)

(b) Load and PV power of the MG

FIGURE 4. Simulation parameters (selected).

the bid quantity of the DERAs finally determined by the
VPP operator is settled at the wholesale market price without
adjustment of the bidding strategy of the DERA. Therefore,
the pricing function is not used. In other words, because the
VPP pays at the wholesale market price for all participants,
the VPP’s profit is totally distributed to the participants.
Case 2 has the same conditions as Case 1 except that the
internal price is determined between the wholesale market
price and the retail market price based on the calculated error
according to the proposed method. Accordingly, participants
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TABLE 3. Simulation scenario case.

Case Case 1 Case 2 Case 3-1 Case 3-2
Item
Stage-1 & Stage-1 Stage-1 &
Strategy Stage-1 5 &2 5
DERA
Coordination X X o o
Internal Wholesale Pricing Wholesale Pricing
Price price function price function
800 VPP Bidding amount of Day-ahead and Real-time
_ — — — Day-ahead
500 ‘ 1 Real-time
|
g 400 \ } ‘71
Hl R
é 200 ‘ U ‘ || \‘
S of I I I .
) |
5 | ‘ — | Lol [
2 200 | ol Ul mo
o . ‘ | \ |
[ | | I e
-400 1 | ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
600 | ‘ = |
J L
-800
0 5 10 15 20 25

Time(h)

FIGURE 5. Case 1: VPP operation result in DAM/RTM.

who fail to comply with the DAM schedule in real time will
have less profits or more costs.

In both of Case 3-1 and Case 3-2, the proposed method is
applied so that the DERA adjusts the internal bid quantity
in the DAM considering the errors between the DAM and
the RTM. The DERA adjusts its internal bid quantity through
iterations. The only difference is that the price applied to the
DERA is the wholesale price in Case 3-1 and the price by the
pricing function in Case 3-2. The effectiveness of the pricing
function can be confirmed through comparing Case 1 and
Case 2 results. The responsiveness of the DERAS in real time
can be confirmed through comparing Case 2 and Case 3-2.
Here, the MG is able to adjust its own bids because only the
MG is assumed to have its own ESS. In the case of the EVA
and the DRA, the bid quantity cannot be adjusted as intended
because they only have entrusted resources.

C. BIDDING RESULTS OF CASE 1 AND CASE 2

Fig. 5 shows the operational results of the VPP for the DAM
and the RTM. The DAM results show that scheduled purchase
(or charging) value in negative and sales (or discharging)
value in positive are based on the price curve. That is, selling
bids are applied only during higher price times, and purchas-
ing bids are applied during lower price times. It also shows
the results of responding to uncertainty for complying with
the DAM schedule in a real-time environment.

In Fig. 6, forecast errors occur in the PV and the load of
each participant, and the ESS repeatedly recalculate the RTM
bid every 5 minute to comply with errors. Fig. 6-(c) shows that
the ESS output has changed to cope with the uncertainty in the
real-time environment. Accordingly, it can be seen that ESS
SOC in Fig. 6-(d) is also changed from the results expected on
the previous day. Fig. 7 shows the bidding results of the MG
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(b) Case 1: PV output results.
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(c) Case 1: ESS output results.
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(d) Case 1: ESS SOC results.

FIGURE 6. Case 1 simulation results of ESS, PV in DAM/RTM.

in the DAM and the RTM. As mentioned earlier, because only
the MG is assumed to have the ESS, the MG can comply with
the DAM schedule in response to changes in the PV and load
by adjusting the ESS output power, as shown in Fig. 7-(a).
As a result, the ESS SOC differs from the result based on

VOLUME 9, 2021



J. Lee, D. Won: Optimal Operation Strategy of VPP Considering Real-Time Dispatch Uncertainty of DERA

IEEE Access

MG ESS output of Day-ahead and Real-time

T
150 " ﬂl‘ IM
100 Il \, ‘ ‘ ”
g 50 fm\‘ l ’ M I
= Y
£ opd b o il {‘“ ‘\“L‘f‘l{lw‘lﬁ“wj Myl |
! i N
é 50 { | ““i ! — ||
g -100 | ‘I "IJ ‘ | [R)Z;-a\:::d
| I
-150 | i |
W 4
-200 4

-250

Time(h)

(a) Case 1: ESS output results of MG

MG ESS SOC of Day-ahead and Real-time

4
0.9 Ff'""‘\ o r“*\“""t;“‘ rﬁl
I | |
081 i | 1 1 :w |
I N i 1l
_o7 I . | 1
=) I [ i i
[ | (A | I
5 08 t oY i o
Q I 1 oo 1| i
3 o5 \“ i Hu 1| A i
o L] ot il '
@ i AR i 1
04| | I |
o (IR ool ' |
= i (A i I
031 ! R B! il
i AR [ ——
02F 1 (A | Real-tie
A | | ‘.\ Il 0 i
NN | I A | {
- Pl I
. U o Ay
0 5 10 15 20 25
Time(h)
(b) Case 1: ESS SOC results of MG
400 MG bidding amount of Day-ahead and Real-time
— — —Day-ahead
1M Real-time
300 f ‘)
I
< 200 ‘ ‘T
<
z -
|
é 100 1 ‘H—IJ |
I
© mM
2 oM U | M F
5 =
b J L [HJ ‘ | ‘ | |
o | |
= -100 ‘ W U mm ‘
200 ‘\‘ L
-300
0 5 10 15 20 25
Time(h)

(c) Case 1: bidding results of MG

FIGURE 7. Case 1 simulation results of MG in DAM/RTM.

the day-ahead values. The MG tries to comply with the DAM
schedule as much as possible, but failed to comply at some
time due to lack of reserve energy to cope with uncertainty.
In the case of the EVA and DRA, the optimal results
are derived according to the parameters such as entry/exit
time and SOC of the EVs, the PV and the load prediction
values of users participating in DR, which is changed by
re-forecasting every 5 minute. Thus, Figs. 8-(a) and (b) show
that the differences between the real-time output and DAM
schedule are relatively large. In Fig. 8-(b), the dotted line
represents the day-ahead SOC values of the EVs and the solid
line represents the SOC values of the EVs in real time. In the
case of the EVA, because there has been uncertainty about
the entry and exit of the EVs, the RTM bidding results were
changed by determining charging at a better time considering
the conditions of unexpectedly early or delayed exit of some
EVs. The reason why the EVA simply carried out purchase
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FIGURE 8. Case 1 simulation results of EVA, DRA in DAM/RTM.

bidding is that it was a solution to satisfy the EVs’ require-
ments without selling in consideration of the SOC conditions
at the entry/exit time of the EVs.

In the case of the DRA, differences from the DAM sched-
ule occurs because the parameters of the next day are taken
into account when determining the RTM bid quantity, as well
as factors due to uncertainties in the PV and the load of users
participating in the DR. It seems that the result of increasing
purchase bidding is slightly higher at night when the prices
are relatively low. This can be seen as a result derived though
the rolling horizon technique.

Although many deviations occur owing to real-time fore-
cast errors of the PV, there are no significant fluctuations in
the VPP’s total bid quantity because the ESS and the MG
ESS adjust their output as much as possible and suppress the
fluctuations. From the ESS output and SOC result of the MG
in Fig. 7, it can be seen that the SOC reached the lower limits
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FIGURE 9. Case 3: VPP operation result in DAM/RTM.

at 11h and 20h and the ESS output could not be dispatched as
intended. Accordingly at 9h-11h, 13h, and 20h-21h the MG
cannot comply with the DAM schedule. That is, scheduling
every 5 min. is conducted through considering all fluctuations
for the next 24 hours, however, additional purchases and
sales were performed because charging/discharging was not
possible owing to the physical limits of the ESS.

Two conclusions can be drawn from these results. First,
to manage real-time uncertainty, dispatchable resources such
as ESS are required. Second, even if the dispatchable
resources are equipped, when the schedule is configured to
maximize the profits or minimize the costs of the DAM
without considering the real-time uncertainty, the real-time
uncertainty cannot be properly managed. Therefore, each
participant needs to configure a bidding schedule to manage
real-time uncertainty when determining the internal DAM
bidding.

In Case 2, no differences with Case 1 in the internal bid
are made except the costs and profits of each participant cal-
culated by the VPP operator. On the other hand, in Case 3-1
and Case 3-2, the adjustments in the internal DAM bid of the
MG is identified when the coordination is applied according
to the proposed strategy. No differences between Case 3-1
and Case 3-2 are made except the costs and profits as well.
Comparisons between all cases are presented in Section [V-E.

D. BIDDING RESULT OF CASE 3-1 AND CASE 3-2

Case 3-1 and Case 3-2 shows the results of the operation of
the MG with adjusting the range of its internal bid through an
iterative process.

Comparing Fig. 5 in Case 1 to Fig. 9, the VPP’s DAM
bid has decreased because the MG has repeatedly adjusted
the internal bid to manage real-time fluctuation. Table 4
representing the difference of average bid quantity in kWh
between the day-ahead schedule result and the real-time
result also shows that the MG responded to uncertainty better
than Case 1. The smaller this value, the better the day-ahead
schedule is fulfilled.

As to the EVA, the differences is same as Case 1 since there
was no change in the bid quantity. In the result of the DRA, the
difference of average bid quantity has decreased as the VPP’s
capability to manage real-time uncertainty increased due to
the MG’s bid quantity adjustments. In Fig. 10, the VPP’s
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TABLE 4. Difference of average bid quantity between day-ahead and
real-time results.

Unit : kWh
ntity VPP MG EVA DRA
Case
Case 1 16.18 8.79 3.48 9.41
Case 3-1 15.73 3.13 3.48 8.23
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(a) Case 3: ESS output results.
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(b) Case 3: ESS SOC results.

FIGURE 10. Case 3: Simulation Results of ESS in DAM/RTM.

capability of managing fluctuation is improved through real-
time charging/discharging of the ESS controlled by the VPP,
and also as the MG responds to real-time fluctuation.

Fig. 11 shows the MG operation results where the adjust-
ment is applied and the DAM bid quantity is finally
converged. Because the MG ESS has reserve energy to
sufficiently respond to real-time fluctuation, time duration
exceeding the SOC limit is reduced. As a result of satisfying
most of the DAM schedule, the MG will be paid based on
the wholesale market price, thereby obtaining the maximum
profits.

Fig. 12 and Fig. 13 show the SOC upper/lower limits and
differences of errors between the DAM schedule and the real-
time response of the MG ESS through the iterative process
respectively. When the error between the DAM schedule and
the real-time response occurs, the MG receives feedback from
the VPP and adjusts the upper and lower limits of its own
ESS according to the proposed strategy. At the beginning of
the iteration, the DAM bid is calculated without considering
real-time fluctuation. Thus, errors occur due to the failure of
complying with real-time fluctuation. Through the iteration
processes, real-time responsiveness are guaranteed owing to
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FIGURE 12. MG ESS SOC upper/lower limit adjustment result.

additional energy reserves, and the errors gradually disappear.
Because not all participants can fully respond to fluctuation,
it is inappropriate to set the size of the error as a criterion
for stopping iteration. Instead, a difference of errors is used.
If the difference remains at a certain level, additional reserves
are no longer required. Here, the reference value for stopping
iteration is set to 0.001.
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FIGURE 13. Differences in errors between the DAM bidding and RTM
response according to the iteration.

It can be explained in two ways that there is no variation
in the difference of errors. First, even if the bid quantity is
adjusted further, there may be a certain level of error due to
physical limitations. Second, the lower bidding range further
causes reduced errors, but the DAM bid quantity will be
reduced according to that action, and thus the cost or profit for
bidding quantity will be adjusted. In other words, the former
is physically impossible to coordinate, and the latter focuses
on the DAM profit. As a result, because the adjustment of
the bid quantity through the iteration process is determined
by the step size (¢), the adjusted bid affects the optimal point
when the adjustment by the VPP’s feedback is repeated once.
Because the adjustment process can be achieved through
receiving actual operational data, it can be gradually cor-
rected by interactions with participants as time passes, even
if a somewhat insufficient result is initially produced.

E. COST AND PROFIT COMPARISON

In this section, the cost comparison of each participant and the
profit comparison of the VPP between Case 1 and Case 2 is
presented. The cost and profit comparison between Case 3-1
and Case 3-2 is presented in the same way. This paper assume
that the all of the VPP’s profits through transaction with the
energy market are basically allocated to each participants
while the VPP tries to obtain maximum profits. That is,
the VPP’s own profits are supposed to be zero. Instead, the
VPP can earn a kind of transaction fee according to specific
contracts with each participants.

When applying the proposed methodology, however,
the participants may get a penalty based on responsiveness to
the real-time dispatch signal by the VPP. The VPP operator
may earn the profits as much as the penalty.

Table 5 shows the cost of each participant and the profit
of the VPP operator for each case. All participants basically
have reduced costs by participating in the VPP. As mentioned
above, the VPP’s own profit is zero in Case 1 and Case 3-2.
The sum of the costs of each participant and the cost of
the VPP are not same because the results also included one
PV and one energy storage system for which the VPP has
operation authority. In real time, additional purchasing and
selling bids are processed to buy at a higher price and sell at
a lower price by the weight factor. For example, if the weight
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TABLE 5. Total cost/profit result of participants/VPP in case study.

Unit : USD
Items Day-ahead cost Real-time cost VPP’s own
Case MG EVA DRA VPP MG EVA DRA VPP profit
Without VPP 290.07 4.37 468.97 0 298.49 3.38 455.45 0 0
With VPP (Case 1) 140.88 3.87 360.33 741.26 150.75 3.00 350.92 727.86 0
With VPP (Case 2) 143.76 3.99 37391 724.68 153.54 3.08 360.45 715.46 12.399
With VPP (Case 3-1) 150.68 3.87 360.33 759.67 153.32 3.00 361.58 750.35 0
With VPP (Case 3-2) 151.22 3.99 372.53 746.81 153.86 3.08 37291 738.40 11.954
Marginal pricing function applied to MG Marginal Pricing function applied to MG
according to iteration at sales time according to iteration at purchase time
20 29
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factor is 0.2, energy must be purchased at a price 20% higher
than the DAM price in RTM, and must be sold at a 20% lower
price. In case of the MG, the cost in real time is higher than
that of day-ahead. For the EVA and the DRA, the cost results
in real time are lower, as the bid quantity has been decreased
due to real-time fluctuation of uncertainty resources. It means
that the cost has been decreased by reducing the purchased
bid quantity during the purchasing bid time period.

In Case 2, each participant’s cost increased compared to
Case 1 because internal price was applied. That is, they buy at
a price higher than the wholesale market price for a purchase
bid and sell at a price lower than the wholesale market price
for a sales bid. As aresult, the VPP could earn the same profits
as much as the increased costs of each participants, resulting
in a profit of about $12.40.

Fig. 14 and Fig. 15 show the first derivative of the pricing
function for the MG’s purchasing bid time and selling bid
time according to iteration.

In the case of the purchase bidding time, since a negative
sign is applied to the bid quantity, the x-axis is designated
as a negative number. As the iteration progresses, the MG’s
bid quantity is adjusted and the pricing function is adjusted
accordingly. Therefore, the pricing function is not derived as
a quadratic equation at every time and every iteration. The
results of the iteration number derived from the quadratic
equation of the pricing function are summarized in the graph
below. As mentioned earlier, the graphs below show the first
derivative of the pricing function. In the graph of the sales
time period, it can be seen that the selling price increases for
the same quantity of bid as the iteration passes. On the other
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FIGURE 15. Marginal pricing function at purchase time for MG according
to iteration.

hand, in the graph of the purchasing time period, it can be
seen that the purchase price decreases for the same quantity of
bidding as the iteration passes. In other words, the MG’s bid
quantity adjustment improves the responsiveness to uncer-
tainty, which means that the MG is able to get the profit
at a higher price or purchase cost at a lower price. Finally,
if the real-time operation result conforms to the day-ahead
schedule, the error disappears and the price made by the
pricing function becomes the wholesale market price.

In Case 3-1 and Case 3-2, the DRA’s bidding results
changed according to the bid quantity of the MG for the
DAM. In the case of the EVA, the bidding result did not
change because the SOC of available EVs and the SOC of
entry and exit of the EVs did not change. In the adjusted
results, the DRA has higher costs in real time because they
made additional purchases of sales. The MG’s responsiveness
to the real-time uncertainty was high by adjusting the bid
quantity. Therefore, no significant changes are seen when
comparing the MG’s real-time cost. The VPP’s profits are
also reduced. Consequently, if all of the participants can com-
ply with their day-ahead schedule in real-time environment,
the proposed methodology can have an advantage of manag-
ing most of the real-time uncertainties properly although the
VPP’s profits may be decreased.

Fig. 16 shows total cost of the VPP. As mentioned earlier,
all these costs are borne by the participants. The lower cost
in the RTM compared to the DAM means that the RTM
bid quantity of the VPP is reduced compared to that of the
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TABLE 6. Increased cost of participants and decreased profit of VPP
according to weight factor.

Weight|
Entity g 0.2 0.5 0.9
MG Case 1 & Case 2 2.7855 2.7688 2.7467
Cost  |Case 3-1 & Case 3-2| 0.5370 0.5386 0.5406
EVA Case 1 & Case 2 0.0869 0.0869 0.0869
Cost  [Case 3-1 & Case 3-2| 0.0869 0.0869 0.0869
DRA Case 1 & Case 2 9.5267 7.9762 8.1263
Cost  |Case 3-1 & Case 3-2| 11.3301 10.0749 10.2730
VPP Case 1 & Case 2 12.3991 10.8319 10.9599
Profit [Case 3-1 & Case 3-2| 11.9540 10.7004 10.9006

DAM. The actual profits of the VPP operator by the pricing
function is as much as the difference between the RTM costs
in Case 1 and Case 2, or as much as the difference between
the RTM costs in Case 3-1 and Case 3-2. These benefits are
derived from the cost of penalty imposed on the participants.

Table 6 shows the cost difference between Case 1 and
Case 2, and between Case 3-1 and Case 3-2 for each par-
ticipant. It shows the cost trend by the proposed pricing
function according to the price weight factor in the RTM.
Positive numbers mean an increase in cost/profit. First, in the
case of the MG and the EVA, no change in the bid quantity
was shown regardless of the change in weight factor. This
means that there were no resources to have capability to
change the bid even if the price was increased by the weight
factor. In the case of the MG, because the price is set to the
same rate for each time period, the MG has no incentive to
adjust its ESS schedule even though the bid quantity must
be adjusted using its ESS resource. The EVA did not adjust
its schedule because it did not have authority to adjust EVs
schedule, resulting in no change according to the weighted
price. And also the EVA did not have cost difference because
no additional purchases or sales were performed in the RTM.
However, in the case of the MG, the cost difference tended to
decrease even though there were no change in the real-time
bid quantity. This is due to the internal price by the VPP’s
pricing function calculated by time. Because the internal price
was calculated according to the fluctuation that occurred over
time, the difference from the wholesale market price was
not constant by time. For example, on the other hand, if a
penalty of 2 cent is applied to the wholesale market price in
all purchase and sales time periods by the pricing function,
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the cost reduction increases as the weight factor increased.
Fig. 17 shows the example case.

Since applied penalties for each time period are different,
the cost increase or decrease depend on the weight factor
event if the quantity does not change. This can be seen by
looking at the results of the first and second rows of Table 6.
In Case 1 and Case 2 of the MG, the cost difference has
a decreasing trend. In Case 3-1 and Case 3-2 of the MG,
the cost difference has an increasing trend. Though these are
not a big differences, it means that the weight factors do not
dominantly affect the cost increase. The internal price change
due to the fluctuation derived over time has some influences.

In the case of the DRA, the cost difference decreased as
the weight factor increased. It means that the DRA’s real-
time operation was adjusted according to the weight factor
and thus the DRA adhered its day-ahead schedule more.
In other words, it means that the penalty impact has been
reduced. However, at the weight of 0.9, it can be seen that
the cost difference slightly increased, which means that the
effect of the weight increase slightly. In addition, because
the internal price calculation is not linear, the cost difference
trend according to the weight increase appears differently.
However, if the cost calculated by the proposed pricing
function is increased compared to the original case, and the
responsiveness of coping with real-time fluctuation is high,
the cost difference is small. It means that the proposed pricing
function is applied as intended.

Fig. 18 shows the cost between Case 2 and Case 3-2 of the
MG according to the real-time price weight factors. It can be
seen that the larger the weight factors, the smaller the cost of
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Case 3-2 is than that of Case 2. This implicates that the MG’s
option to prepare reserve energy for real-time uncertainty by
adjusting the day-ahead bid quantity can reduce the cost due
to less penalty.

Through the above results the VPP can establish an opti-
mal DAM bidding strategy to have more responsiveness to
fluctuation in a real-time, and the participants in the VPP
can manage real-time uncertainty by themselves so that the
VPP can faithfully achieve its own purpose. If all participants
of the VPP can cope with uncertainties in real time, a more
efficient distribution network operation can also be possible.

V. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE STUDIES
VPP technologies continue to develop as a way to cope with

uncertainty caused by the increasing deployment of various
DERs in an electric power system. If the uncertainty inherent
in VPP participants, that is, DERs, is not well managed, side
effects such as an unbalanced supply and demand of the
power grid and deterioration in the power quality may occur,
and the feasibility of the VPP may also deteriorate. In this
paper, the optimal operation strategy of the VPP is proposed
considering the real-time dispatch uncertainty of the DERA.
The DERA’s responsiveness to real-time uncertainty is eval-
uated continuously by the VPP on a daily basis. Based on the
DERA’s real-time responsiveness evaluation results, the VPP
transmits the day’s error result to the DERA and determines
the internal price of the DERA by the proposed pricing
function. According to the error result, the DERA adjust its
energy reserve for the next DAM internal bid. They repeat the
process again for the next day. Using this iteration process,
an operation strategy that manages real-time uncertainty in
the DERA while satisfying their maximum profit can be
established. In other words, defining the DERA pricing func-
tion as the cost that the VPP pays to the DERA and updating
the parameters of the pricing function continuously according
to the real-time responsiveness of the DERA to the DAM
schedule can establish a coordination process between the
VPP and DERA, and thus the real-time responsiveness of the
DERA can be increased. The effectiveness of the proposed
strategy is verified by identifying a capability of the DERA
to cope with real-time fluctuation through scenario-based
simulations. The result shows that the VPP can reduce 1.6%
of cost while the internal price applied to the DERA is close
to the maximum. To increase the effectiveness of this strategy,
it is necessary to strengthen the incentives obtained when the
real-time response complies with the DAM schedule or the
penalties imposed when the DAM schedule is not complied
with.

In this study, DERAs including MG, EVA, and DRA were
considered. Among them, only the MG was assumed to have
capability to adjust its energy reserve. In the future, additional
research is needed to develop further models for other types
of the DERAs. In addition, when updating the parameters of
the pricing function, using artificial intelligence techniques
such as reinforcement learning is required to achieve more
effective results.
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