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ABSTRACT During the winter heating period, the accommodation of wind and photovoltaic (PV) power
is limited due to the prioritized scheduling of combined heat and power (CHP) systems to meet the heat
load demand of users, which indirectly increases carbon emissions (CE). Due to the robust peak shaving
and energy storage capabilities of pumped storage hydropower (PSH), PSH and tiered carbon trading
can be employed to address these issues. However, there are scarce reports on research exploring the
integration of PSH and carbon trading into CHP systems. To fill the technology gap, we propose a low-carbon
optimal scheduling method that integrates hydropower-wind-PV-thermal-battery (HWPTB) with CHP. The
scheduling model for coordinated multi-energy complementarity of HWPTB is developed to address the
electric and heat demand of users. The proposed work is validated by numerical simulation, compared with
the traditional optimal scheduling method without considering PSH and carbon trading, the wind and PV
power curtailment rates are reduced by 7.17% and 6.77%, respectively, and the operation cost is also reduced
by 43.6%, and the CE cost is -4163.3 ($). The results show that the PSH can shave the peak of the electric
load and alleviate the reduction of renewable energy accommodation, with no increase in operation cost and
profit by tiered carbon trading.

INDEX TERMS Optimal scheduling, combined heat and power systems, pumped storage hydropower, tiered
carbon trading, hydropower-wind-PV-thermal-battery.

NOMENCLATURE
ABBREVIATIONS
CE Carbon emission.
CHP Combined heat and power.
DHN District heating network.
EL Electric load.
HL Heat load.
HP Heat power.
HST Heat storage tank.
HWPTB Hydropower-wind-photovoltaic-thermal-battery.

The associate editor coordinating the review of this manuscript and

approving it for publication was Ehab Elsayed Elattar .

PV Photovoltaic.
PVPC Photovoltaic power curtailment.
PSH Pumped storage hydropower.
TOU Time-of-use.
TPP Thermal power plant.
WPC Wind power curtailment.
WPP Wind power plant.

I. INTRODUCTION
A. MOTIVATION
As global climate change intensifies, the need to reduce
carbon emissions (CE) and enhance the utilization rate of
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renewable energy has become urgent [1], [2], [3]. However,
the accommodation of wind and photovoltaic (PV) power
is being limited by the constraints of grid access capacity,
system stability, and the prioritized scheduling of combined
heat and power (CHP) systems, especially during the heating
period in winter, when the demand for heat load limits
the power output [4], [5], [6]. This not only reduces the
utilization of renewable energy, but also increases CE,
which has negative environmental impacts. To tackle this
challenge, considering the abundant water resources in
Northwest China, hydropower can be utilized due to its
high flexibility and minimal environmental impact. However,
existing research rarely reports on optimal scheduling meth-
ods that combine CHP and hydropower. Therefore, to fill this
knowledge gap, the motivation of this paper is to effectively
utilize hydropower in combined electricity and heat systems
(CEHS), thus enhancing the accommodation of clean energy
and reducing CE.

B. LITERATURE REVIEW
With regard to improve renewable energy accommodation
for CHP, the problem is discussed in the existing studies
frommultiple perspectives, which can be categorized into the
following aspects a)-c):
a) Due to the electric-thermal coupling characteristics of

CHP, the heat load limits the heat power (HP) output [7].
Thus, the space for clean energy accommodation is reduced.
Therefore, scholars improve the clean energy accommodation
by reducing the CHP’s output heat power. Chen et al. [8]
propose the utilization of heat storage tank (HST) in CHP
systems, which can store excess heat during periods of low
electricity demand or oversupply of heat sources, and release
the stored heat tomeet heating demand during peak electricity
demand or insufficient heat supply. TheWPC rate is primarily
reduced by introducing HST when wind power and CHP
are integrated. Du et al. [9] consider the seasonal district
heating network (DHN) reconfiguration in the CHP system,
and the simulation results show that the DHN reconfiguration
can enhance the wind power accommodation. Lin et al.
[10] propose a joint commitment method of CHP and heat
exchange stations, the numerical simulations demonstrated
that the totalWPC is reduced and the economic benefit gained
by introducing heat exchange stations. Liu et al. [11] present
an optimal economic scheduling model of CHP to minimize
the total operation cost and WPC by using electric boilers.
The result shows thatWPC can be reduce by using the electric
boilers.

The above-mentioned studies have conducted joint optimal
scheduling of CHP with HST, DHN, heat exchange stations,
and electric boilers, respectively, aiming to improve the
flexibility of CHP regulation by regulating HP, thereby
enhancing the accommodation of clean energy. However,
heat-related equipment exhibits significant inertia, limiting
its ability to respond effectively to rapidly fluctuating loads
and variable renewable energy outputs. Therefore, some
scholars propose using electric energy storage technology,

which can improve the accommodation of clean energy due
to its rapid response capability.
b) The application of batteries in improving the flexibility

of CHP regulation. Elkadeem and Abido [12] propose a
model for optimal scheduling and operation of an integrated
CHP with battery, the results show that increasing the
utilization rate of CHP and batteries can fully utilize PV
power. Sarlak et al. [13] present a hybrid system of CHP-
boiler-battery, the proposed scheme succeeded in improving
the flexibility of CHP. Shi et al. [14] explore a pattern of CHP-
boiler-PV-battery to supply the electricity demand, and the
boiler is used to supply the heat demand. The results of studies
on electric energy storage can improve the accommodation
of renewable energy by storing electricity. However, the
accommodation of renewable energy by batteries is related
to capacity, which increases the operation cost of the
system.

In the optimal scheduling of CHP, a variety of methods
to improve the flexibility of CHP regulation and increase
the accommodation of clean energy have been reviewed
from the aspects of electric and heat power. However, these
aspects are constrained by thermal inertia and operational
costs. Therefore, considering the abundant water resources in
Northwest China, the pumped storage hydropower (PSH) can
be used in the optimal scheduling of CHP.
c) The working characteristics of PSH are similar to

those of the aforementioned HST and battery. During
valley periods, they pump water from the lower reservoir
to the upper one. Then, during peak hours, the potential
energy of the water in the upper reservoir is converted
back into electrical energy. Naval et al. [15] present an
optimal hourly management model of grid-connected PV
and wind power plants (WPP) integrated with PSH. The
simulation results show that compared to a system without
storage, the combination of renewable energy and PSH
reduces energy dependence and decreases energy costs by
27%. Guo et al. [16] propose a PV-wind-hydro hybrid
power system with PSH and thermal energy storage, the
simulation results indicate that the proposed system has
better economy and reliability performance. Ren et al. [17]
explore a method to solve the problem of curtailment in
wind and PV generation systems and establish a combined
PSH-wind-PV-hydrogen production system. Li et al. [18]
combine wind-PV and PSH, and establish the cooperative
operation model of joint participation in the electric energy
market and auxiliary service market. The overall benefit of
the multi-energy complementary system is enhanced by the
output complementarity of the hydropower, PV, and wind
power units, as well as the flexibility support of the PSH units.
Amoussou et al. [19] develop a numerical model that explains
how an integrated energy framework consisting of PV, wind
turbines, and PSH system integrated with the electric utility
operates in parallel. The existing research applies the PSH
to various power system scenarios where the peak can be
shaved. However, the scarcity of studies integrating CHP and
PSH, and the lack of studies pointing to a correlation between
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TABLE 1. Comparison between this work and existing works.

the two, motivates us to address the technological gap in this
area.

Traditional CHP is still based on coal combustion, the
consumption of coal for thermal power generation causes
severe air pollution in the Beijing-Tianjin-Hebei region [20].
Scholars suggest reducing the feed-in tariff for wind power
during the ‘‘14th Five-Year plan.’’ Therefore, considering car-
bon trading in a new power system dominated by renewable
energy is a current research hotspot. Zou et al. [21] propose a
dynamic economic emission scheduling that integrates CHP,
wind power, and PV. The pollutant emission is considered in
the model, and the generation costs and pollutant emissions
are reduced by the proposed method. Wang et al. [22] explore
renewable energy options for sustainable economic growth
without CE: An in-depth comparative analysis exploring
the economic and environmental impacts of turbines, PV,
and hydropower, the research results reveal that wind, PV,
and hydro energy lower CE. Xiang et al. [23] propose a
hierarchical distributed dispatch model of multiple energy
systems considering carbon trading, the different CE sources
include CHP, gas boilers, and power to gas devices. Cao et al.
[24] address the issue of carbon management and resource
allocation in an intelligent community with CHP, PV, battery,
and boiler. The results of the above studies show that
considering pollutant emissions can improve new energy
accommodation. Based on this study, this paper incorporates
stepped carbon trading into a system that integrates CHP and
PSH, in order to reveal its impact on system operation costs
and new energy accommodation.

C. CONTRIBUTIONS AND PAPER ORGANIZATIONS
Due to the priority schedule of CHP, the accommodation of
renewable energy is reduced to meet the demand for heat
load, resulting in increased CE. PSH can alleviate the issue of
CHP’s electric power output through themutual conversion of
electrical energy and potential energy. However, the PSH and
tiered carbon trading are not considered in the CHP systems
to solve the above concerns. To fill the technology gap, this
paper proposes a low-carbon optimal scheduling method that
integrates hydropower-wind-PV-thermal-battery (HWPTB)
with CHP. The comparison of this work with other similar
published works is shown in Table 1. The contributions of
this paper are presented to address the above challenges and
can be outlined as follows:

• To the best of the author’s knowledge, it is the first time
that the optimal scheduling of CHP systems integrating
hydropower-wind-PV-thermal-battery is proposed, and
the stepped carbon trading is considered in this com-
bined system;

• An optimal scheduling model for HWPTB with CHP
is developed. This model can not only utilize PSH to
shave the peak of the electric load (EL) and alleviate the
reduction of renewable energy accommodation space
caused by the CHP’s heat load (HL) constraints, but
also reduce CE and improve the economy of system
operation through tiered carbon trading;

• The proposed work is validated by four cases, with
WPC rates of 7.39%, 6.63%, 4.74%, and 0.22%, and
the photovoltaic power curtailment (PVPC) rates of
7.2%, 6.38%, 4.96%, and 0.43%. Compared with the
traditional optimal scheduling method without consid-
ering carbon trading and PSH, the WPC and PVPC
are reduced by 7.17% and 6.77%, respectively, and the
operation cost is also reduced by 43.6%. The CE cost is
-4163.3 ($), which shows no increase in the operation
cost and profit by tiered carbon trading.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: The
system structure of CHP integrating HWPTB is described
in Section II. Optimal scheduling models of CHP integrat-
ing HWPTB and tiered carbon trading are illustrated in
Section III. The numerical simulations of four cases are
validated in Section IV. Section V is the conclusion.

II. SYSTEM STRUCTURE OF CHP INTEGRATING HWPTB
The structure of CHP integrating HWPTB is illustrated in
Figure 1.

FIGURE 1. The system structure of CHP integrating HWPTB.

VOLUME 12, 2024 98395



S. Zhu et al.: Optimal Scheduling of Combined Heat and Power Systems

The system structure includes WPP, PV, thermal power
plant (TPP), battery, PSH, boiler, CHP, HST, EL, and HL.
The arrows in Figure 1 indicate the flow direction of electric
and thermal energy. EL is powered byWPP, PV, TPP, Battery,
PSH and CHP. The electric energy during the valley period is
stored in the Battery. PSH uses the excess electric energy to
pump water from the downstream reservoir to the upstream
reservoir, then releases it during the peak period. CHP, HST,
and Boiler supply HL and the HST is used to store the excess
thermal energy generated by CHP, and the stored thermal
energy is released when HST demand increases. The boiler
consumes the electric energy to generate thermal energy,
which is output to the DHN to assist with CHP regulation.

III. OPTIMAL SCHEDULING MODELS OF CHP
INTEGRATING HWPTB AND TIERED CARBON TRADING
A. OBJECTIVE FUNCTION
The operating costs of the CHP system integrating HWPTB
include the fuel coal costs of TPP and CHP units, the costs
of wind and PV power curtailment, the operating cost of the
boiler based on TOU prices, the operating and maintenance
costs of thermal and electric power storage in HST and
battery, the pumping and generation costs of PSH, and the
costs of tiered carbon trading. The objective function of the
system is to minimize the operating costs of the above units,
the objective function C is expressed as (1).

MinC =

∑
t∈T

∑
f ∈ITPP

C
(
Pf ,t

)
+

∑
t∈T

∑
b∈ICHP

C
(
Pb,t ,Hb,t

)
+

∑
t∈T

∑
k∈IHST

C
(
H+

k,t ,H
−

k,t

)
+

∑
t∈T

∑
g∈IWPP

C
(
Pg,t

)
+

∑
t∈T

∑
e∈IBattery

C
(
P+
e,t ,P

−
e,t

)
+

∑
t∈T

∑
r∈IPV

C
(
Pr,t

)
+

∑
t∈T

∑
s∈IPSH

C
(
P+
s,t ,P

−
s,t

)
+

∑
t∈T

∑
z∈IBoiler

C
(
Pz,t

)
+ CCE (

Eq − Ed
)

(1)

where ITPP, ICHP, IWPP, IPV, IBoiler, IHST, IBattery, and
IPSH are the set of indices of TPP, CHP, WPP, PV,
Boiler, HST, Battery, and PSH, respectively, the C

(
Pf ,t

)
,

C
(
Pb,t ,Hb,t

)
, C

(
Pg,t

)
, C

(
Pr,t

)
, C

(
Pz,t

)
, C

(
H+

k,t ,H
−

k,t

)
,

C
(
P+
e,t ,P

−
e,t

)
, C

(
P+
s,t ,P

−
s,t

)
, and CCE

(
Eq − Ed

)
are the

operating costs function of the TPP, CHP, WPP, PV, Boiler,
HST, Battery, PSH, and CE, respectively, T is the set of
indices of scheduling periods, t ∈ {1, 2, . . . , |T |}, Pf ,t
is the scheduled electric power of the f th TPP at time
t , Pb,t and Hb,t are the scheduled electric and thermal
power of the bth CHP at time t , respectively, Pg,t is the
scheduled electric power of the gth WPP at time t , Pr,t is
the scheduled electric power of the r th PV at time t , Pz,t is
the scheduled electric power of the zth boiler at time t , H+

k,t
and H−

k,t are the charging and discharging thermal power of
the kth HST at time t , P+

e,t and P−
e,t are the charging and

discharging electric power of the eth battery at time t , P+
s,t

and P−
s,t are the hydropower and pumping power of the sth

PSH at time t , Eq is the total CE quota, Ed is the total CE of
the system during a scheduling period.

B. OPERATION COSTS AND CONSTRAINTS
1) TPP
The electric power required by the grid is supplied by TPP,
and its operating cost is coal consumption. The calculation of
the operating cost is shown in (2).

C
(
Pf ,t

)
= ξf ,0

(
Pf ,t

)2
+ ξf ,1Pf ,t + ξf ,2 ∀f ∈ ITPP, t ∈ T

(2)

where the ξf ,0, ξf ,1, and ξf ,2 are operating cost coefficients of
the f th TPP, ξf ,0 represents the slope of coal consumption
varying with load, ξf ,1 reflects the linear part of coal
consumption, ξf ,2 is the fixed cost of coal consumption.
The operating constraints of TPP include output electric

power and ramp rate limits, the constraints are shown in (3)
and (4).

Pf ,min ≤ Pf ,t ≤ Pf ,max ∀f ∈ ITPP, t ∈ T (3)

Rf ,down × 1t ≤ Pf ,t − Pf ,t−1 ≤ Rf ,up × 1t

∀f ∈ ITPP, t ∈ T (4)

where Pf ,min and Pf ,max are the minimum and maximum
output electric power of the f th TPP, Rf ,downand Rf ,up are the
downward and upward ramp rate of the f th TPP, 1t is the
scheduling time interval.

2) CHP
The CHP supplies the electric power of grid and thermal
power of DHN, the fuel cost of CHP is shown in (5).

C
(
Pb,t ,Hb,t

)
= ξb,0

[
Pb,t + vbHb,t

]2
+ ξb,1

[
Pb,t + vbHb,t

]
+ ξb,2 ∀b ∈ ICHP, t ∈ T (5)

where ξb,0, ξb,1, and ξb,2 are operating cost coefficients of the
bth CHP, vb is the reduction of power generation when the bth
CHP extracts per unit of heat with a constant air intake.

The operating region of the CHP is typically a polygon,
and the boundaries of this polygon are defined by the unit’s
maximum and minimum electrical power output and thermal
power output. These constraints ensure that the unit does not
exceed its design capacity and operating range, as shown
in (6).

(
Pb,min − vb,0Hb,t

)
≤ Pb,t ≤

(
Pb,max − vb,2Hb,t

)
vb,1

(
Hb,t − Hb,med

)
≤ Pb,t

0 ≤ Hb,t ≤ Hb,max

Rb,down × 1t ≤ Pb,t − Pb,t−1 ≤ Rb,up × 1t
∀b ∈ ICHP, t ∈ T

(6)

where Pb,min and Pb,max are the minimum and maximum
output electric power of the bth CHP, vb,0 and vb,2 are the
minimum and maximum reduction of electric power of the
bth CHP, vb,1 is the back-pressure curve slope of the bth
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CHP,Hb,med is the thermal power of minimum electric power
output of the bth CHP,Hb,max is the maximum thermal power
limit of the bth CHP, Rb,downand Rb,up are the downward and
upward ramp rate of the bth CHP.

3) HST
The HST is located between the CHP and the DHN, the
excess thermal energy can be stored in the HST and released
when the electric power of the CHP decreases. The operating
cost of HST includes the operation and maintenance, and
the investment cost of the rated power and capacity. The
operating cost of HST is shown in (7).

C
(
H+

k,t ,H
−

k,t

)
= ξk,0

(
H+

k,t + H−

k,t

)
+

[(
ξk,1Hk,rated + ξk,2Sk,max

)
/Tk

]
∀k ∈ IHST, t ∈ T (7)

where ξk,0, ξk,1, and ξk,2 are the operation and maintenance,
rated power and capacity cost coefficients of the kth HST, Tk
is the service life of the kth HST.
The thermal power and thermal energy storage capacity

constraints of HST are shown in (8) and (9).
Sk,t = βkSk,t−1 + H+

k,t − H−

k,t

0 ≤ Sk,t ≤ Sk,max

H+

k,t + Sk,t−1 ≤ Sk,max ∀k ∈ IHST, t ∈ T
H−

k,t − Sk,t−1 ≤ 0

(8)


0 ≤ H+

k,t ≤ Hk,ratedε
+

k,t

0 ≤ H−

k,t ≤ Hk,ratedε
−

k,t ∀k ∈ IHST, t ∈ T
ε+

k,t + ε−

k,t ≤ 1
ε+

k,t , ε
−

k,t ∈ {0, 1}

(9)

where Sk,t is the thermal energy storage capacity of the kth
HST at time t , βk is the efficiency of the kth HST at time
t , Sk,max is the maximum storage capacity of the kth HST at
time t , Hk,rated is the rated power of the kth HST at time t ,
ε+

k,t and ε−

k,t is the binary variable associated with charging
and discharging of the kth HST at time t , ε+

k,t + ε−

k,t ≤

1 denotes that the kth HST cannot charging and discharging
simultaneously at time t .

4) WPP
The operation cost of WPP is the penalty of WPC, as shown
in (10).

C
(
Pg,t

)
= ξg,0

(
P̄g,t − Pg,t

)
∀g ∈ IWPP, t ∈ T (10)

where P̄g,t is the predicted wind power of the gthWPP at time
t .
The upper limit of WPP output power is shown in (11).

0 ≤ Pg,t ≤ P̄g,t ∀g ∈ IWPP, t ∈ T (11)

5) PV
The operation cost of PV is the penalty of PVPC, as shown
in (12).

C
(
Pr,t

)
= ξr,0

(
P̄r,t − Pr,t

)
∀r ∈ IPV, t ∈ T (12)

where P̄r,t is the predicted photovoltaic power of the r th PV
at time t .
The upper limit of PV output power is shown in (13).

0 ≤ Pr,t ≤ P̄r,t ∀r ∈ IPV, t ∈ T (13)

6) BATTERY
The excess electrical energy output from TPP, CHP,WPP, PV,
and PSH is stored by the battery and released during peak
load periods. The power fluctuation can be mitigated by the
battery storage and release of electrical energy. The operating
cost of the battery includes the operation and maintenance,
and the investment cost of the rated power and capacity. The
operating cost of the battery is shown in (14).

C
(
P+
q,t ,P

−
q,t

)
= ξq,0

(
P+
q,t + P−

q,t

)
+

[(
ξq,1Pq,rated + ξq,2Sq,max

)
/Tq

]
∀q ∈ IBattery, t ∈ T (14)

where ξq,0, ξq,1, and ξq,2 are the operation and maintenance,
rated power and capacity cost coefficients of the qth battery,
Tq is the service life of the qth battery.
The electric power and electric energy storage capacity

constraints of the battery are shown in (15) and (16).
Sq,t = βqSq,t−1 + P+

q,t − P−
q,t

0 ≤ Sq,t ≤ Sq,max

P+
q,t + Sq,t−1 ≤ Sq,max ∀q ∈ IBattery, t ∈ T
P−
q,t − Sq,t−1 ≤ 0

(15)


0 ≤ P+

q,t ≤ Pq,ratedε+
q,t

0 ≤ P−
q,t ≤ Pq,ratedε−

q,t ∀q ∈ IBattery, t ∈ T
ε+
q,t + ε−

q,t ≤ 1
ε+
q,t , ε

−
q,t ∈ {0, 1}

(16)

where Sq,t is the electric energy storage capacity of the qth
battery at time t , βq is the efficiency of the qth battery at time
t , Sq,max is the maximum storage capacity of the qth battery
at time t , Hq,rated is the rated power of the kth battery at time
t , ε+

q,t and ε−
q,t is the binary variable associated with charging

and discharging of the qth battery at time t , ε+
q,t + ε−

q,t ≤

1 denotes that the qth battery cannot charge and discharge
simultaneously at time t .

7) CE
The tiered carbon trading mechanism is an emission reduc-
tion mechanism that treats CE as a freely traded commodity.
The allocation of CE allowances is based on a baseline
approach, where CE quotas are proportional to the output of
thermal power units. System CE quotas are calculated shown
in (17).

Eq = ϵf
∑
t∈T

∑
f ∈ITPP

Pf ,t + ϵb
∑
t∈T

∑
b∈ICHP

Pb,t

+ ϵg
∑
t∈T

∑
g∈IWPP

Pg,t + ϵr
∑
t∈T

∑
r∈IPV

Pr,t
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∀f ∈ ITPP, b ∈ ICHP, g ∈ IWPP, r ∈ IPV, t ∈ T
(17)

where ϵf , ϵb, ϵg, and ϵr are the emission allowance per unit
of electricity of f th TPP, bth CHP, gth WPP, and r th PV,
respectively.

Wind and photovoltaic power are renewable energy and do
not generate CE, which are generated by conventional TPP
and CHP units, and the calculation formula is shown in (18).

Ed =

∑
t∈T

∑
f ∈ITPP

βf Pf ,t +

∑
t∈T

∑
b∈ICHP

βbPb,t

∀f ∈ ITPP, b ∈ ICHP, t ∈ T (18)

where βf and βb are CE intensity of the f th TPP and bth CHP,
respectively.

According to the CE and carbon trading price, To regulate
and reduce the CE of the system, a tiered carbon trading cost
model is adopted for the combined system, i.e., the cost range
of carbon trading is determined by the tiered interval where
the CE is located. The Eq of the system is less than the CE
quota Ed ,CCE (·) is a negative value, the excess CE quota can
be traded in the carbon trading market at the initial CE price
to obtain carbon revenue. Conversely, CCE (·) is a positive
value, the actual CE Eq of the system is larger than the quota
Ed , penalty is imposed on CE more than the quota. The tiered
carbon trading cost model is shown in (19).

CCE
= ω

(
Ed − Eq

)
,

if Ed ≤ Eq + ~

CCE
= ω~ + (1 + ϕ) ω

(
Ed − Eq − ~

)
,

if Eq + ~ < Ed ≤ Eq + 2~
CCE

= (2 + ϕ) ω~ + (1 + 2ϕ) ω
(
Ed − Eq − 2~

)
,

if Ed > Eq + 2~

(19)

where ω is the carbon trading price, ~ is the interval of CE, ϕ
is the increase in the carbon trading price for each additional
tier of CE.

8) BOILER
The electric boiler is a device that converts electrical energy
into thermal energy. The boiler can be used to replace CHP
for heating when there is an excess of renewable energy and
a high demand of HL.

C
(
Pz,t

)
= ξz,t ∗ Pz,t ∀z ∈ IBoiler, t ∈ T (20)

where ξz,t is the TOU prices of the zth boiler at time t .
The maximum limit of the boiler is shown in (21).

0 ≤ Pz,t ≤ Pz,max ∀z ∈ IBoiler, t ∈ T (21)

where Pz,max is the maximum power of the zth boiler.

9) PSH
PSH is a renewable energy, and the PSH consumes a certain
amount of electricity during the energy storage process. The
generation of electricity needs to consider operation and
maintenance costs. The operating cost of PSH is shown
in (22).

C
(
P+
s,t ,P

−
s,t

)
= ξs,0P+

s,t + ξs,1P−
s,t ∀s ∈ IPSH, t ∈ T (22)

where ξs,0 is the cost of the sth PSH power generation and
maintenance, ξs,1 is the cost of the sth PSH.

The constraints of PSH include pumping power, reservoir
capacity, power generation, and pumped storage operating
condition, the limits are shown in (23)-(27).

P+

s,min ≤ P+
s,t ≤ min

(
P+
s,max, βs,0Es,t/1t

)
∀s ∈ IPSH, t ∈ T (23)

P−

s,min ≤ P−
s,t ≤ P−

s,max ∀s ∈ IPSH, t ∈ T (24)

Es,t = Es,t−1 + 1t ∗
(
βs,1P−

s,t − P+
s,t/βs,0

)
∀s ∈ IPSH, t ∈ T (25){
Es,min ≤ Es,t ≤ Es,max ∀s ∈ IPSH, t ∈ T
Es,t = Es,ini

(26)

P+
s,t ∗ P−

s,t = 0 ∀s ∈ IPSH, t ∈ T (27)

where P+

s,min and P+
s,max are the minimum and maximum

output hydropower of the sth PSH, βs,0 is the hydropower
efficiency of the s PSH, Es,t is the reservoir storage energy
of the sth PSH at time t , P−

s,min and P
−
s,max are the minimum

and maximum pumping power of the sth PSH, βs,1 is the
pumping efficiency of the s PSH, Es,min and Es,max are the
minimum and maximum reservoir storage energy of the sth
PSH, Es,ini is the initial reservoir storage energy of the sth
PSH, P+

s,t ∗P
−
s,t = 0 denotes that the sth PSH cannot generate

electricity and pump water simultaneously at time t .

C. ELECTRIC AND THERMAL NETWORK CONSTRAINTS
1) ELECTRIC NETWORK BALANCE CONSTRAINT∑

f ∈ITPP
Pf ,t +

∑
b∈ICHP

Pb,t +

∑
g∈IWPP

Pg,t +

∑
r∈IPV

Pr,t

+

∑
q∈IBattery

P−
q,t +

∑
s∈IPSH

P+
s,t = PLt +

∑
q∈IBattery

P+
q,t

+

∑
s∈IPSH

P−
s,t +

∑
z∈IBoiler

Pz,t ∀t ∈ T (28)

where PLt is the EL at time t .

2) TRANSMISSION CAPACITY CONSTRAINT
The DC power flowmodel is adopted for modeling the power
system network structure, and the constraints of the power
flow and power balance of each branch are shown in (29).

P(i,j),t = B(i,j)
(
θi,t − θj,t

)
∀(i, j) ∈ ILINE, t ∈ T , θref,t = 0

(29)
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where P(i,j),t is the active branch transmission power from
node i to node j at time t , B(i,j) is the branch conductance from
node i to node j, θi,t and θj,t are the voltage phase angles of
node i and node j at time t , respectively, ILINE is the set of all
branches, θref,t = 0 is the voltage phase angle of the reference
node.

The active power flow transmission constraint of each
branch in the electric network is shown in (30).

P(i,j),min ≤ P(i,j),t ≤ P(i,j),max∀(i, j) ∈ ILINE, t ∈ T (30)

where P(i,j),min and P(i,j),max are the minimum and maximum
active branch transmission capacity from network node i to
node j, P(i,j),min = −P(i,j),max denotes that the active branch
transmission has a direction.

3) THERMAL NETWORK IMBALANCE CONSTRAINT
Since the heating circulating water has thermal inertia in the
thermal network and buildings, the HL is maintained within a
limited range to meet the heat demand of customers. The HL
imbalance constraint of the thermal network is shown in (31).

κlowHL
t ≤

∑
b∈ICHP

Hb,t −

∑
k∈IHST

H+

k,t +

∑
k∈IHST

H−

k,t

+

∑
z∈IBoiler

βzPz,t ≤ κupHL
t ∀t ∈ T (31)

where HL
t is the HL at time t , κlow and κup are the lower

and upper limits of the thermal inertia regulation ratio of the
DHN.

IV. CASE STUDIES
The simulations are performed on a computer with an Intel
Core i7 CPU and 16 GB of memory. MATLAB-R2020a
and the YALMIP toolbox establish the modeling, and the
GUROBI optimizer is employed to solve the model of CHP
integrating HWPTB.

A. THE SIMULATION STRUCTURE AND DATA OF CHP
INTEGRATING HWPTB

FIGURE 2. The structure diagram of CHP integrating HWPTB.

The structure diagram of CHP integrating HWPTB
is shown in Figure 2. The system simulation structure

includes 1 PSH, 1 CHP, 1 PV, 1 WPP, 1 boiler, 1 bat-
tery, 1 HST, TPP1 and TPP2. The system load ratios of
Bus3-Bus5 are 40%, 30%, and 30%, respectively, and Bus1 is
the reference node. The detailed simulation data for PSH,
CHP, PV, WPP, boiler, battery, HST, and TPPs are shown in
Table 2. The simulation data of transmission lines is shown
in Table 3. The simulation data for CE is shown in Table 4.

The curves of electric load, heat load, predicted wind
and PV power are shown in Figure 3. Due to the positive
correlation between EL and human activities and the negative
correlation between HL and environmental temperature, the
EL peak is opposite to HL. Since the intensity of solar
radiation is stronger during the day and weaker at night,
wind speeds are stronger at night or early in the morning.
Therefore, the predicted PV power is higher during the day,
and the predicted wind power is higher at night or early in the
morning.

FIGURE 3. Curves of electric load, heat load, predicted wind and PV
power.

B. VALIDATION OF CHP INTEGRATING HWPTB
A comparative analysis of four cases is considered to validate
the advantage of CHP integrating HWPTB.

• Case 1: The traditional optimal scheduling approach
combines WPP, PV, CHP, TPPs, batteries and HST. The
EL is supplied by WPP, PV, CHP, TPPs, batteries, and
the HL is supplied by CHP and HST. The CE, boiler,
and PSH operating costs (17)-(19), (20), and (22) are
not considered in the objective function (1).
subject to: (3), (4), (6), (8), (9), (11), (13), (15), (16),

(28)- (31)
• Case 2: To verify the impact of the tiered carbon trading
mechanism on the optimal scheduling results, the CE
is considered based on Case 1. The boiler and PSH
operating costs (20) and (22) are not considered in the
objective function (1).
subject to: (3), (4), (6), (8), (9), (11), (13), (15), (16),

(28)- (31)
• Case 3: To validate the optimal model combining
the tiered carbon trading mechanism with boiler for
regulating thermal loads and CHP, with the boiler is
added to Case 2. The PSH operating cost (22) is not
considered in the objective function (1).
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TABLE 2. Simulation data of units.

TABLE 3. Simulation data of transmission lines [28].

TABLE 4. Simulation data of CE [29].

subject to: (3), (4), (6), (8), (9), (11), (13), (15), (16),
(21), (28)- (31)

• Case 4: To verify the advantage of PSH in CHP
integrating HWPTB and to compare it with previous
cases, PSH is added to Case 3.

subject to: (3), (4), (6), (8), (9), (11), (13), (15), (16),
(21), (23)- (31)

The method proposed in this paper is verified through
four cases. Case 1 serves as the baseline, representing the
traditional optimal method of CHP. Case 2 considers tiered
carbon trading based on Case 1, aiming to verify the impact of
carbon trading on the system. Boilers convert electric energy
into heat energy and are commonly used in CHP scheduling,
similar to the role of PSH. To highlight the advantages of
PSH in the CEHS, Case 3 incorporates boilers. Based on
the above three cases, the integration of PSH and CHP is
analyzed in Case 4 to determine the effect of PSH on optimal

scheduling results, specifically whether the addition of PSH
has a positive or negative impact.

1) COMPARISON OF SCHEDULING RESULTS OF ELECTRIC
POWER
The electric power scheduling results for four cases are
shown in Figure 4, Tables 5, 6, 7, and 8. In the tables,
the negative and positive values for batteries represent
charging and discharging, respectively, while the negative
and positive values for PSH represent water pumping and
power generation, respectively. Comparing Case 4 with
Case 3, due to the lower operating costs of PSH compared
to TPP1, TPP1 operates at the minimum output of the unit.
The number of battery charging and discharging cycles and
the frequency of boiler usage are significantly reduced.
Additionally, Case 4 increases the accommodation of wind
power at 1:00, 2:00, 5:00, 6:00, and 23:00, as well as the
accommodation of PV at 14:00, 16:00, and 17:00. During
periods of high wind power output, such as 1:00, 2:00, 5:00,
and 21:00-24:00, PSH operates at maximum power to store
water using wind power, while CHP operates at minimum
power. When the wind power output is reduced, due to the
low operating cost of PSH and the high operating cost of
TPPs, the adjustment flexibility of CHP increases. While
absorbing photovoltaic output, the goal is to minimize the
total operating cost by reducing the operating cost of HST
heat storage and release, and increasing its electric power
output. Compared to Case 2, Case 3 considers the use of a
boiler. Therefore, the boiler operates during periods of high
wind power output, such as 1:00-3:00, 5:00, 6:00, 16:00,
17:00, and 22:00-24:00, to minimize WPC. Compared to
Case 1, tiered carbon trading is considered in Case 2, where
the power output from conventional units and CHP is reduced
and the power consumed by wind and PV power is increased.

The electric power scheduling results of TPPs for four
cases are shown in Figure 5. Since CE, boiler, and PSH are
considered in Case 2, Case 3, and Case 4, respectively, the
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TABLE 5. The electric power scheduling results of case 1.

TABLE 6. The electric power scheduling results of case 2.

TABLE 7. The electric power scheduling results of case 3.

TABLE 8. The electric power scheduling results of case 4.

electric power output from TPPs gradually decreases during
the period from 11:00-15:00. Especially during the period
of 12:00-15:00, the TPP outputs at the minimum operating
power. The trend of the curves of the TPPs can be verified by
the sum of conventional unit costs.

The electric power scheduling results of CHP for four cases
are shown in Figure 6. Sincewind power output is higher from
1:00-10:00 and 21:00-24:00, the output of traditional units
is reduced to absorb wind power in Case 1. However, due
to HL demand, the wind power accommodation is limited.
Therefore, the output power of CHP is higher than that of the
other three cases.

The electric power scheduling result of PSH in Case 4 is
shown in Figure 7. PSH, WPP, and PV energy are renewable
energy. However, due to PSH using water as an energy
storage medium for storing and regulating electric energy,
the difference is that PSH can be controlled. During valley
periods of the grid, typically from 1:00-6:00 and 21:00-
24:00, the excess electric energy is used to pump water from
the downstream reservoir to the upstream reservoir, and the
wind power is converted to gravitational potential energy
stored in the water. During the peak times of 7:00-20:00,
water is released to generate electricity, converting the stored
gravitational potential energy back into electrical energy
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FIGURE 4. The electric power scheduling results for four cases.

to meet the demand for power during peak load periods.
Moreover, due to the penalty associated with discarding
renewable energy, PSH generates electricity at 4:00, 18:00,
and 19:00 when wind power output decreases. Therefore, the
PSH generates electricity to supply the electric load demand
at 4:00, 18:00 and 19:00. When the wind power output
decreases, the output of conventional thermal generation and
CHP is reduced, the flexibility of CHP is improved, and the
CE is reduced.

The electric power scheduling results of the battery for
four cases are shown in Figure 8. Compared to Case 1,

FIGURE 5. The electric power scheduling results of TPPs for four cases.

FIGURE 6. The electric power scheduling results of CHP for four cases.

FIGURE 7. The electric power scheduling result of PSH in case 4.

tiered carbon trading is considered in Case 2. When wind
power increases or decreases at 4:00, 5:00, and 6:00, the
battery charges and discharges with the maximum power.
However, the PV power output is increased at 13:00, and
the discharging power of the battery is reduced to increase
the accommodation of PV. Due to the increased boiler in
Case 3, there is still 4.74% of WPC and 4.96% of PVPC.
Therefore, the charging and discharging power of the battery
in Case 3 are consistent with the trend in Cases 1 and 2.
Since the PSH is utilized in Case 4, there is no need to
reduce the output of traditional thermal generation and CHP
to accommodate wind and PV power. Therefore, the charging
power of the battery in Case 4 is reduced compared to the
other three cases.

2) COMPARISON OF SCHEDULING RESULTS OF THERMAL
POWER
The thermal power scheduling results for four cases are
shown in Figure 9. Compared with Case 1, since tiered carbon
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FIGURE 8. The electric power scheduling results of the battery for four
cases.

FIGURE 9. The thermal power scheduling results for four cases.

trading is considered in Case 2, when wind power output
increases at 1:00-6:00 and 21:00-24:00, HTS releases the

thermal energy during this period, reducing the CHP output
power. Significantly, when the wind power output decreases
at 4:00, the HL demand is only met by CHP in Case 2.
However, the CHP output power in Case 1 is greater than
the EL, and the excess heat is stored by HTS. Therefore,
the thermal energy storage and release of HTS in Case 2 are
more flexible, and the CHP output and CE are reduced. Due
to the addition of the boiler in Case 3, electrical energy is
used by the boiler to generate thermal energy, which not only
increases the accommodation of renewable energy, but also
releases the generated thermal energy. Therefore, to improve
the flexibility of CHP, the boiler is utilized to consume
electric power to reduce the CHP output. Compared to Case 3,
the thermal energy released by the boiler is reduced in Case 4.
Since the operating cost of the boiler is higher than that
of the PSH, the boiler is only utilized between 1:00-2:00
and 5:00 when the wind power output is high, and the PSH
is limited by their operating power. The boiler continues
to consume electric power that cannot be accommodated.
However, during other periods, to reduce system operating
costs, the PSH is utilized to consume electric power, and the
HTS is used to store thermal energy.

The thermal power scheduling results of HTS for four cases
are shown in Figure 10. The change of the thermal energy
storage and release power of HTS in Figure 10 are consistent
with those in Figure 9. Due to tiered carbon trading, boiler
and PSH are considered in Cases 2, 3, and 4. Therefore, the
thermal energy storage and release power of HTS increase in
Case 2, the thermal energy release of the boiler reduces the
thermal energy storage and release of HTS in Case 3, and the
combination of boiler and PSH not only reduces the thermal
energy storage and release power of HTS but also reduces
operating costs in Case 4.

FIGURE 10. The thermal power scheduling results of HTS for four cases.

3) COMPARISON OF OPERATION COSTS, WPC, AND PVPC
The numerical simulation results, WPC, and PVPC for four
cases are presented in Table 9. Compared with the traditional
optimal dispatch method in Case 1, tiered carbon trading
is added in Case 2. Thus, the operating costs of traditional
thermal power and CHP units are reduced by 0.18%. The
WPC and PVPC rates are reduced by 0.76% and 0.82%,
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respectively. The corresponding costs of WPC and PVPC are
reduced by 2,391 ($) and 760.6 ($). Since the CE in Case 2 is
larger than the quota, the CE cost of 244.7 ($) is increased.
However, the total operating cost of the system is reduced by
3045 ($). Case 2 increases the CE cost compared to Case 1,
the operating cost of CHP in the system is reduced. Due to the
boiler being added in Case 3, the operating cost of the boiler
is increased compared to Case 2, however, tiered carbon
trading profits 413.4 ($). Compared with Case 1, the WPC
and PVPC rates are further decreased by 2.65% and 2.24%,
respectively, and the operating cost of the system andCHP are
reduced accordingly. The PSH is added in Case 4, in which
the operating cost is 6999.5 ($), and tiered carbon trading
further profits 4163.3 ($). The WPC and PVPC are almost
non-existent compared to Case 1, and the system and CHP
operating costs are the lowest of the four cases. The order of
WPC, PV curtailment, operation costs of traditional units, and
total costs for the four cases are as follow: Case 1 > Case 2 >
Case 3 > Case 4. Therefore, compared to the conventional
method, the economy of the system operation is improved in
this paper.

TABLE 9. Numerical simulation results, WPC, and PVPC for four cases.

The curves of predicted and scheduled wind power for four
cases are shown in Figure 11. During 1:00-3:00, 5:00-6:00,
and 22:00-24:00,WPC occurs in Case 1-Case 3, and the wind
power changes during these time periods are consistent with
the WPC rates shown in Table 9. In Case 4, there is no WPC
during the periods of 2:00-3:00, 5:00-6:00, and 22:00-24:00.
With the deployment of a larger-capacity boiler or PSH, the
WPC can be fully absorbed.

FIGURE 11. The curves of predicted and scheduled wind power for four
cases.

The curves of predicted and scheduled PV for four cases
are shown in Figure 12. Due to the larger PV output power

during the 12:00-14:00 time period and the constraints of
the EL and HL, the PV power consumed by the tiered
carbon trading, boiler, and PSH cases is larger than that of
Case 1, with Case 4 absorbing the maximum PV power.
Since the wind power increases at 17:00 and the penalty for
WPC is greater than that for PVPC, there is still PVPC in
Case 1-Case 3, while the PV output power of Case 4 can be
utilized by the PSH, and there is no PVPC in Case 4 at 16:00
and 17:00.

FIGURE 12. The curves of predicted and scheduled PV power for four
cases.

4) COMPARISON OF CE COSTS IN THREE CASES
The CE costs from Case 2 to Case 4 are shown in Table 10.
The first row of the Table 10, from 1 to 24, indicates the
scheduling period T . To distinguish between the profit and
cost of utilizing the tiered carbon trading mechanism, the
highlighted colour numbers in Table 10 represent negative
values, i.e., the profits obtained through the tiered carbon
trading mechanism. In contrast, the non-highlighted colour
numbers represent positive values. The physical meaning of
positive and negative values is explained in Section III-B7.
The three different highlighted colours are used to distinguish
the three cases. The tiered carbon trading costs displayed
in the Table 10 are rounded. The tiered carbon trading costs at
various scheduling periods are presented. Compared with the
other two cases, Case 4 not only does not increase CE costs at
8:00, 9:00, 12:00, and 15:00, but also generates profits during
these periods, and the profits obtained are greater than those
in the other two cases. Moreover, at 4:00, 10:00, 11:00, and
18:00-20:00, the CE costs are also less than or equal to those
in the other two cases. Similarly, the CE costs in Case 3 are
superior to those in Case 2.

Table 10 shows the numerical quantification results of the
tiered carbon trading costs. To facilitate readers’ understand-
ing, Figure 13 presents the curves of the CE costs. It can be
observed that the curve of the three cases remains consistent.
However, due to differences in scheduling resources and
system flexibility among the cases, the curves for Cases 2 and
3 are significantly higher than those for Case 4. As mentioned
above, lower curves indicate negative profits, indicating
greater system profits. Compared to Case 2, Case 3 exhibits
significantly higher profits during 1:00-3:00, 5:00, 6:00,
16:00, 17:00, and 21-24:00.

The above results indicate that the addition of PSH units
reduces the CE and the highest profits. This is because
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TABLE 10. The CE costs from case 2 to case 4.

FIGURE 13. The curves of CE costs from case 2 to case 4.

the Northwest region of China is rich in water resources,
which can effectively assist the combined heat and power
system in achieving bidirectional development of heating and
renewable energy accommodation. Concerning renewable
energy base in a region of Northwest China, it is verified
that PSH can effectively regulate the fluctuations of wind and
photovoltaic power output in the combined heat and power
system, improving the stability and low-carbon benefits of
the system. This fully demonstrates that energy storage
can effectively coordinate the complementarity of multiple
energy sources.

V. CONCLUSION
To meet the heat demand of users in the CHP system
and enhance the accommodation of renewable energy.
A low-carbon optimal scheduling method that integrates
HWPTB with CHP is proposed, and the scheduling model
for coordinated multi-energy complementarity of HWPTB
is developed. The results show that renewable energy
accommodation, reduction of CE, and economy of system
operation are enhanced.

Four cases are compared, and a 6-bus system is used
to verify the proposed method. The following conclusions
are obtained: the WPC rates are 7.39%, 6.63%, 4.74%, and
0.22%, respectively, and the PVPC rates are 7.2%, 6.38%,
4.96%, and 0.43%, respectively. The rates of WPC and
PVPC are gradually decreasing, and compared with the
traditional optimal scheduling method without considering
carbon trading and PSH, the accommodation of wind and
PV is improved by 7.17% and 6.77% in the integrated PSH
with CHP systems, respectively. The CE costs for the three
cases considering tiered carbon trading are 244.7 ($), -413.4
($), and -4163.3 ($), respectively. It can be observed that
the HWPTB system that considers PSH not only avoids
increasing the CE cost but also generates 4163.3 ($) profit
through carbon trading. The total operation cost of the
HWPTB system is 75,491 ($), which is reduced by 43.6%

compared to the case without PSH and carbon trading, and
the economy of the system is enhanced. The results of this
work can promote the development of a clean energy base
integrating hydropower, wind, PV, and energy storage in
Northwest China.
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