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ABSTRACT A detailed analysis of how Grid-interactive Efficient Buildings (GEB) can participate as
active elements in a microgrid through on-site PV electricity generation and energy efficiency applications
is presented. A case study using three US Department of Energy (DoE)-developed prototype commercial
building models are used. These represent a secondary school, a hospital and a large office building.
Simulation results show that when schools, hospitals and office buildings are operated as GEBs, there are
always electricity savings, but savings amounts vary depending on levels of HVAC and lighting controls
within the limits of customer comfort levels. These comfort level ranges are determined through interactions
with building occupants which resulted in AT of 2-5°F and dimming level range of 20% to 50%. Savings
in the school building are so much higher for two reasons. One, because without GEB application these
buildings are operated in a business-as-usual fashion throughout the year, even when the school is not in
session. The second reason is — being a two-story building the roof area is comparatively much higher than
the hospital or the multi-storied office buildings.

INDEX TERMS  Energy management, grid-interactive efficient building, HVAC control, lighting control,

PV power systems.

NOMENCLATURE

Ep,

Total PV generation

I. INTRODUCTION
A. BACKGROUND AND MOTIVATION

OR over a century, the structure of the electric utility

E = E tion of GEB . . . .
" TIETEY consumption o " . business has been a supplier-driven model with con-
Egys = Total energy consumed by the microgrid . . .. .
. - sumers receiving and paying for electricity without any
Ejn = GEB, ﬂex'1ble load energy consumption participation in the way how the electricity is produced,
Esn = GEB, static load energy consgmptmn transmitted, or consumed. However, advances in renewable
Envac,cep = GEBHVAC energy consumption energy technologies such as PV panels, battery storage, smart

Elighting, GEB —

GEB lighting energy consumption

devices, as well as financing models -and increasing con-

Eomer.cep = GEB other loads energy consumption cerns about greenhouse gas emissions - have given rise to
SGEB = GEB HVAC setpoint prosumers, i.e., electricity consumers who produce energy
IGEB = GERB brightness from their rooftop PV panels while consuming electricity
Sinin = Minimum allowed HVAC setpoint from the grid as needed. Prosumers are interested in mon-
Simax = Maximum allowed HVAC setpoint etizing the value of their PV investment/production while
Lnin = Minimum allowed brightness regular consumers desire cheaper electricity prices. On the
Lnax = Maximum allowed brightness other hand, buildings are becoming grid-interactive to take
Ein = Required minimum energy consumption advantage of the energy efficiency programs offered by elec-
Esavings = GEB energy savings capability tric utilities. Grid-interactive efficient buildings (GEB) help
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to maximize building, community and grid efficiency using
load flexibility, demand response (DR) and distributed energy
resources (DERs), which interact with one another. Demand
response is a process to reduce the system-wide electrical
power consumption during peak demand periods, thus allow-
ing an economic and stable operation of the electric power
grid. The demand response process is also economically ben-
eficial for the consumer since this helps to reduce their peak
demand charges. These efficient buildings are called GEBs
(grid-interactive efficient buildings), which can reduce elec-
tricity demand and utility costs while offering the customer
electricity bill savings without compromising their safety and
health. Furthermore, GEBs can help smooth the electrical
demand curve by shifting consumptions from high to low-
demand periods. Carrying this idea forward - a microgrid can
be designed which includes a group of GEBs with diverse
and flexible end-use equipment that collectively work to
maximize building and grid efficiency without compromis-
ing occupant needs and comfort. Such buildings may have
integrated PV panels and battery storage including electric
vehicle charging stations. The GEB - in conjunction with
solar PV and battery storage - may also be a building block
of the non-wires alternative to provide electrical capacity in
congested urban areas to serve new loads. For this scenario,
a GEB is not just an electrical load, it is an electric power grid
asset.

The majority of larger (100,000 sq. ft or above) modern
buildings today have building energy management systems
(BEMS) that are capable of continuously monitoring the sta-
tus of the building energy consumption through IoT-enabled
sensors and actuators connected to the HVAC, lighting, plug
loads, ventilation and other auxiliaries in the building like the
elevator. These ensure proper electrical and environmental
control of the building operation. But GEB related features
are not integral to such BEMS. With the growing installa-
tion of photovoltaics, building energy management platforms
and demand response enabled smart devices, traditional
energy operation is evolving from a unidirectional utility-to-
consumer model into a more distributed bi-directional power
flow paradigm. Photovoltaics and energy saving capabilities
are two major resources of energy efficiency in microgrids
involving grid-interactive efficient buildings (GEB).

B. LITERATURE REVIEW

Relevant research regarding customer-owned PV elec-
tricity focuses on different algorithms, auction mecha-
nisms and outlooks on distributed electricity trading within
a microgrid. Such research present how PV electric-
ity contributes to overall grid energy efficiency from
the generation side. However, a detailed methodology to
quantify the effectiveness of building-level PV electric-
ity generation as demand side asset in grid energy effi-
ciency needs to be further explored, as presented in
the paper. Authors in [1] review the current peer-to-peer
PV electricity trading models and their practical applications
in the real world. Authors in [2] present PV electricity trading
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structure through flexible load control in a microgrid. Authors
in [3] present a three-dimensional four-layered architecture
for electricity trading among prosumers and consumers. In a
hierarchical system architecture, an energy trading platform
called Elecbay is presented. An associated bidding system
using game theory and the Nash Equilibrium for the P2P
energy trading among consumers and prosumers is proposed.
Case studies show that PV electricity trading can reduce
the energy exchange between the microgrid and the util-
ity grid and balance local generation and demand. Authors
in [4] present a distributed framework that facilitates P2P
electricity trading in a microgrid. Both microgrid control
flows and power transaction flows are designed. Authors
in [5] present a multiagent structure that combines smart
contracts and distributed mechanisms to facilitate P2P elec-
tricity trading without human intervention. Authors in [6]
present a framework to integrate DR resources in a day-
ahead wholesale market. The framework utilizes flexibilities
provided by DR resources for load curtailment and load
shifting applications during high-demand periods. Authors
in [7] present a distributed architecture-based platform for
the solar electricity exchange. The implementation is based
on the [oT smart devices deployed in buildings and the mod-
eling of PV electricity trading participants, assets, transac-
tions and transaction flows. How distributed platform tracks
the transaction records of solar PV output exchanges is
also described in detail. Authors in [8] and [9] present a
multi-agent-based energy management system, BEMOSS-
Building Energy Management Open Source Software. They
present how building-level real-time energy consumption can
be monitored through REST API based communications.
The architecture can, furthermore, be extended to monitor
PV electricity generation Authors in [10] present an optimal
energy dispatch of distributed PVs for distribution manage-
ment system. The dispatch strategy is optimized to provide
grid services e.g. voltage regulation. Authors in [11] present
a software-defined control architecture for microgrid. Their
analysis show the approach improves the robustness and
applicability of DER resources within a microgrid compared
to hardware-only approach. Researches show PV electricity
trading is beneficial for both the grid and the consumers.

On the other hand, to achieve energy efficiency, con-
sumers can commit to certain electrical consumption reduc-
tions through optimizing their HVAC setpoints, brightness
adjustments and controlling plug loads. Relevant research
focuses on optimal operation of electrical loads to minimize
electricity cost. However, a detailed methodology to quantify
building-level load reduction capability coupled with on-site
PV generation needs to further explored, as presented in the
paper. Authors in [12] propose an economic load model that
considers the price elasticity of the consumers to shape the
electricity consumption during the high consumption periods
through interruptible load control. Authors in [13] present
a priority-based intelligent algorithm that can control the
devices within a home energy management setup to cut down
electricity consumption during demand response periods.
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Authors in [14] present a genetic algorithm (GA) optimized
equipment scheduling technique during high consumption
periods for an optimal operation. Authors in [15] propose
a convex programming electricity consumption optimization
framework for scheduling various household appliances in
a smart home under the real-time pricing scenario. Authors
in [16] present both a model based and a data driven HVAC
control strategy for the residential demand response. The
objective is to minimize electricity cost and utility level
load violation while considering occupant comfort. Authors
in [17] present game theory and reinforcement learning based
multi-agent architecture to minimize energy cost through
HVAC control. The case study presents how the method-
ology can reach the global optimal point under different
weather conditions. Authors in [18] present a system-wide
demand response management where reduction in the power
consumption is achieved through ensuring the overall eco-
nomic benefit of the participating customers. Authors in [19]
present a reinforcement learning-based approach to energy
efficiency. The algorithm presents how optimally shifting
non-essential loads allows consumers to stay within a pre-
set power consumption limit during the peak demand peri-
ods. Authors in [20] present a reinforcement learning (fitted
Q-iteration) based approach to reduce energy consumption.
Authors present how thermostatically controlled loads can be
utilized to keep the electrical energy consumption to a mini-
mum level during the high electricity price periods. Authors
in [21] present a detailed survey on the lighting energy sav-
ings from the dimmable lighting control in The New York
Times headquarters building. This analysis shows the light
dimming capability is highly effective in reducing energy
consumption both in and outside the demand response peri-
ods. Authors in [22] present how lighting loads can be opti-
mally controlled through distributed wireless occupancy and
illuminance sensors to reduce electrical load consumption.
Authors in [23] present an interesting approach to demand
response through HVAC control. Here authors propose a vot-
ing scheme to fix the HVAC setpoints in a multi-zone environ-
ment. The study utilizes data to train an ANN model to predict
the optimal setpoints during a demand response period to
reduce the overall power consumption without causing occu-
pant discomfort. Authors in [24] consider energy efficiency
capabilities as a market resource in different existing and
evolving programs at different ISOs/RTOs. This includes
auxiliary service benefits from demand response programs.
In addition to on-site PV generation, research shows that
energy efficiency capabilities in a building are beneficial
to both consumers and the grid. However, a methodology
to model and quantify the effectiveness of overall building-
level energy saving potentials needs to be further explored,
as presented in this paper.

C. CONTRIBUTIONS OF THE PAPER

The paper presents a framework showing how a
grid-interactive efficient building (GEB) with on-site
PV electricity generation and energy efficiency applications
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can contribute to operating an efficient, safe, reliable and
secure microgrid. Models developed allow the user to study
the impact of PV output variability on building energy sav-
ings. In addition, models allow studying the impacts of build-
ing HVAC setpoint and lighting brightness controls on the
microgrid load control objectives. This allows the building to
be considered as an active grid asset not as passive consumer
load.

Rest of the paper is organized as follows: section 2
describes the proposed framework of GEB within a micro-
grid, section 3 describes the methodologies to quantify
building-level PV electricity generation and energy saving
potentials and section 4 presents a case study to evaluate the
performance of GEB within a microgrid.

Il. PROPOSED FRAMEWORK OF THE GEB WITHIN

A MICROGRID

Electric utilities in the US have started to introduce decen-
tralized models of electricity supply based on a Distribution
System Operator (DSO) model. Under this model, the DSO is
responsible for the overall management of distribution-side
resources to mitigate distribution constraints. DSO has multi-
ple sub-stations under its operation. A sub-station can directly
supply electricity to consumers (GEB) or may have multiple
microgrids (MG) under its operation which include GEBs,
which can participate as active grid elements. Fig. 1 shows
this architecture.

Substation 2

Substation 1 Substation 3

| MG1 | MG | | MG3 | | MG4 | o
¢ ¢ GEBs 583
. o, ey )
oy, oy, oy )
= = = =

GEBs MG1 GEBs MG2 GEBs MG3 GEBs MG4

FIGURE 1. GEB within an electrical power grid.

During high electricity consumption periods, DSO places
individual load reduction requirements in each sub-station.
Sub-stations then distribute the reduction amount to indi-
vidual microgrids or directly to the consumers. Under tra-
ditional demand response programs, buildings reduce their
loads based on a pre-fixed operation modality to meet a
power demand reduction target. However, GEBs (within or
outside the microgrid) are capable of offering flexibility
through PV electricity generation and dynamic load reduction
capabilities. GEBs, therefore, function as active assets to
improve the overall energy efficiency in microgrid opera-
tions. Fig. 2 shows the proposed architecture of GEBs con-
tributing to the overall grid level energy efficiency. On the
demand side, GEBs provide flexibility through dynamic load
reduction potentials and on the supply side, through PV elec-
tricity generation.
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FIGURE 2. The proposed architecture of GEB.

lll. OPERATION OF THE GEB

A. PV GENERATION CAPABILITY OF THE GEB

An accurate PV generation calculation is essential to quantify
the capabilities of a GEB. PV electricity calculation helps
the GEB operator determine the PV electricity that can be
available over different periods of the day. Fig. 3 presents
the methodology to calculate the PV electricity generation
capability of a GEB. By using solar irradiance data along with
PV module parameters, inverter parameters, site location,
array configuration and other weather forecast information
the available PV electricity is calculated. Therefore, PV elec-
tricity generation can be expressed as a function mentioned
ineq. 1.

Epv = f(T, Irr, Loc, Ar¥ conf , ArTpara, Inv_para, W) (1)

where, E = PV generation, T = time, Irr = hourly solar
irradiance on rooftop panels, Loc = location factor of build-
ing site, including site latitude, site longitude and site ele-
vation, Arrcopr = array configuration parameters including
tilt angle, facing side, array series and strings configuration,
Arrpara = PV module’s electrical and mechanical charac-
teristics, Inv_para = inverter’s electrical and mechanical
characteristics and W = hourly weather forecast information
including wind speed, pressure and air mass from the nearby
weather station. The “PV_LIB Toolbox” of MATLAB is
used to simulate the PV generation for the case study pre-
sented [25]. This analysis can further be used by the energy
market operators to assess if a PV transaction bid is within the
range in a PV trading scenario. If the bid is within the range it
is allowed to proceed. If the bid is not within this range, it is
flagged as an anomaly for further review. With the addition
of this PV generator predictor, both the GEB and the energy
market can better assess how much PV electricity is available
in the next trading periods and can adjust microgrid market
operations accordingly.

B. ENERGY SAVINGS CAPABILITY OF THE GEB

Traditional building operations under the current demand
response programs require shutting down some of the elec-
trical equipment to reduce electricity consumption using a
pre-fixed look-up chart, which is “reactive and static” in
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nature. Due to the user inconvenience presented by this
approach, its uptake is limited. GEB operations, on the
other hand, offer dynamic and diverse controls like HVAC
setpoint and brightness adjustments in different timeframes
based on the building operator preferences to achieve overall
energy efficiency. This context-aware operation maximizes
energy savings with no or minimal inconvenience to building
occupants.

Total hourly energy consumption within the microgrid can
be expressed in eq. 2.

Esys = El + E2 + ..... +En (2)

where, E, is the individual energy consumption of GEB,
and Ejy, is the sum of energy consumed by the microgrid.
Furthermore, type-wise i.e. heating/cooling, lighting, etc.
energy consumption can be considered as well. This will
provide information regarding energy reduction flexibility
within each GEB. Eq.3 shows the total energy consumption
of each GEB broken into flexible and static components.

Esys = (Efl + Efz +..... + Efn)
+ (Esg+Ep+..... + Eg,) 3)

where, Ejy; is the total energy consumption, Ey, is the flexible
load and Ej, is the static load of GEB,,.

The objective of the GEB is to reduce the overall energy
consumption. Therefore, the objective function can be written
as:

Minimize Eggp = Z(EHVAC,GEB + Elighting, GEB)
+ Eother,GEB
Subject to : Epvac,GEB, Elighting,GEB» Eother,GEB > 0
Smin < SGEB < Smax
Lnin < IGEB < Imax
Enin < EGep < Egys

where, Eggp is the total energy consumption by the GEB with
a dynamic operation scheme and Egvac,Ges. Eiighting, GEB.
Eomer.cep are the energy consumptions due to HVAC, light-
ing and other loads respectively. Eymer e includes energy
consumed by the non-flexible loads and appliances with oper-
ational constraints. Sgep and Iggp are the setpoint and bright-
ness of the GEB to achieve energy efficiency. Sy, and Sy
are the minimum and maximum allowed HVAC setpoints.
Lin and I, are the minimum and maximum allowed bright-
ness. Epi, is the required minimum amount of consump-
tion fixed by the grid operator. E,;, is introduced to ensure
grid stability. These constraints are imposed to ensure cus-
tomer comfort. Their values are fixed based on the feedback
from occupants. Therefore, the energy savings potential of
a GEB can be calculated using eq. 4.

ESavings = Esys — EGes @)
where, Egayings is the energy saving capability of the GEB,

Eqys is the baseline energy consumption and Eggp is the
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FIGURE 3. PV electricity generation capability of a GEB.
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FIGURE 4. Energy savings capability of a GEB.

energy consumption of the GEB. Fig. 4 shows the mechanism
to quantify energy saving potentials of individual GEB.

IV. CASE STUDY

A. DATASET

For the case study, three commercial prototype building mod-
els - a secondary school, a hospital and an office build-
ing developed by the US Department of Energy (DoE) are
selected [26]. The buildings are assumed to be located in
Denver, Colorado. Fig. 5 shows the building shapes and
Table 1 shows the relevant prototype building specifications.

B. PV GENERATION BY THE GEB

PV electricity generated is simulated for all three prototype
buildings. All three prototype rooftops are flat, and the avail-
able space panel deployments is calculated according to [27].
Generally speaking, 5% of the flat rooftop is covered by
HVAC equipment and 30% of the area is shadowed by other
rooftop elements and trees. Therefore, it is assumed that 65%
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FIGURE 5. DoE developed commercial prototype buildings (a) school (b) hospital (c) office.

TABLE 1. Prototype building specifications.

School Hospital Office
Floor size (sq. Ft) 210,900 241,410 498,600
No. of floors 2 S+base-  12+base-
ment ment
HVAC (Cooling) Electrical Electrical Electrical
HVAC (Heating) Gas Gas Gas
HVAC set point 75 75 75
(Cooling, °F)
HVAC set back 85 N/A 85
(Cooling, °F)

of the flat rooftop area is available for use by PV panels. The
school building has a skylight area of about 35,000 sq. Ft.,
which is also excluded from the available rooftop for
PV utilization. For the case study, irradiance data for 2019 for
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FIGURE 7. Energy savings capability of school, hospital and office building.

the selected location (Denver, Colorado) from the NSRDB
data viewer [28] is used. Canadian Solar CS5P-220M is
chosen as the PV panel for all three prototype buildings. PV
Powered inverter (PVP260kW) with a capacity of 260 kW is
chosen for the school and the hospital. Power-One inverter
(PVI-CENTRAL-300-US) with a capacity of 300 kW is
chosen for the office building. Both inverters operate at an
input voltage of 600 VDC and output voltage of 480 VAC.
Table 2 specifies relevant information related to PV electricity
calculation.

From the available rooftop area for PV utilization, 5% of
the space is set aside for maintenance purposes. Each PV
field is connected to one inverter. For the school, each of the
three fields has 1030 PV panels with a total field capacity of
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226 x 3 = 678kW. For the hospital, the field has 1190 PV
panels with a total field capacity of 261.8 kW. For the office
building, the field has 1250 PV panels with a total field
capacity of 275 kW.

Fig. 6 shows the available PV electricity from the school,
hospital and office buildings. Table 3 shows the total
PV electricity generated by these GEBs in 2019. Because
of the availability of a much larger rooftop area, the school
building generates the highest amount of PV electricity.

C. ENERGY SAVINGS CAPABILITY OF THE GEB

The energy savings capability of a GEB is calculated
using the US DoE EnergyPlus software platform. It is
assumed that the HVAC setpoints and the brightness levels
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TABLE 2. PV panel specifications.

TABLE 4. Allowed margin for energy savings.

School  Hospital Office Min allowed Max allowed
. adjustment adjustment
Available rooftop 61,270 23,630 24,930 HVAC cooling 77 (Base+2°F) 80 (Base+5°F)
for PV panel use setpoint (°F)
(sq. ft) Brightness 20% reduction  50% reduction
Panel size (sq. ft) 18.31 18.31 18.31
No. of panels in 10 10 10
series in an array Table 4 specifies the allowed temperature adjustment bands
. and dimming controls to reduce energy consumption.
No. of arrays in 103 109 125 Maximum energy savings are achieved by raising the
parallel in a field HVAC cooling setpoint to 80°F and reducing the brightness
No. of fields 3 1 1 by 50% from the base case. For the hospital, only minimum
: allowed adjustments are made for the entire 24-hr considering
No. of inverters 3 1 1

TABLE 3. PV electricity generation by the GEBs.

Total PV electricity

generation (MWh)
School 1158.80
Hospital 445.95
Office 467.27

are allowed to change within a specified range. All three
buildings use gas for heating purposes. Therefore, only cool-
ing setpoints are adjusted to show the impacts on electricity
consumption. Adjustments are made from 7 AM to 11 PM.

VOLUME 8, 2021

its critical functions. Fig. 7 shows the monthly maximum and
minimum energy savings capability of the three prototype
buildings. Table 5 shows the yearly maximum and minimum
energy saving potentials of the three GEBs. For the hospital,
higher-end adjustment is not allowed. Therefore, it shows an
energy savings capability with only the minimum level of
adjustments.

D. PERFORMANCE EVALUATION OF THE GEB

The GEB through their PV electricity generation and energy
saving capabilities work as an active microgrid element. This
section will present how that impacts the overall energy effi-
ciency of a microgrid. Table 6 shows the total yearly energy
savings through both the GEB capabilities i.e., PV electricity
generation and energy reduction through cooling setpoint
adjustments and brightness control. Baseline consumption is
calculated when the building is operated under its regular
operation mode as described in details in [26]. Table 6 shows,
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TABLE 5. GEB energy savings capability.

Yearly Yearly
minimum maximum
savings savings
(MWh) (MWh)
School 96.90 220.70
Hospital 226.52 226.52
Office 217.12 482.11
TABLE 6. GEB performance evaluation.
Yearly Yearly Yearly
baseline maximum maximum
energy energy energy
consumption  savings savings (%
(MWh) (MWh) of base)
School 1534.84 1379.50 89.87%
Hospital 5545.66 672.47 12.14%
Office 7649.44 949.38 12.42%

the school building is capable of reducing its total energy con-
sumption by almost 90% from the normal operation. Savings
in the school building are so much higher for two reasons.
One, because without GEB application these buildings are
operated in a business-as-usual fashion throughout the year,
even when the school is not in session. The second reason is
— being a two-story building the roof area is comparatively
much higher than the hospital or the multi-storied office
buildings. However, results show that a typical hospital and
office building is capable of reducing a significant amount of
electricity consumption through GEB functionalities as well.

Fig. 8 shows how GEBs (including the PV contribution)
can reduce energy consumption when both the minimum
and maximum GEB capabilities are utilized. If operated as a
GEB, the school building achieves a good amount of energy
savings because of its higher total floor size to available
rooftop ratio and the energy savings during 7 AM to 11 PM
that covers the full operation period. The hospital operates at
the same operating condition throughout the year and only
minimum energy-saving settings are implemented due to its
critical function. Therefore, almost similar energy savings is
observed throughout the year. The office building uses gas
for heating purposes. Therefore, shows slightly higher energy
savings capability during the summer periods.

Fig. 9 shows an in-depth granular look at the energy sav-
ings from the GEB buildings for the 2nd weeks of January,
April, July and October of 2019. These months represent
four different seasons in North America. Figures show, when
operated as a GEB, the school building is even capable of
supplying electricity to the microgrid in addition to reducing
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TABLE 7. Energy consumption analysis for the 2nd week of
January, April, July and October of 2019.

School Hospital Office
Base GEB Base GEB Base GEB
MWh MWh MWh MWh MWh MWh
Jan- 27 6 104 96 103 87

Wk2

April- 28 2 110 95 175 157
Wk2

July- 31 4 108 92 180 159
Wk2

Oct- 29 -2 105 98 132 113
Wk2

overall energy consumption. The hospital building shows
almost constant energy savings capability across all four
months due to its operational settings. The office building
uses gas for heating purposes and operates at setback con-
dition outside its operation period. Therefore, higher savings
capability is observed during its operational period and sum-
mer months. Table 7 summarizes the energy efficiency poten-
tial of the GEBs for the 2"! week of January, April, July and
October of 2019 in detail. The negative energy consumption
of the school shows that it is capable of supplying electricity
to the microgrid after meeting its full requirements.

V. CONCLUSION

Grid-interactive efficient buildings (GEB) are capable of
providing energy efficiency through offering electrical load
flexibility and PV electricity generation. With proper plan-
ning and applications of modern IoT technologies, buildings
like these have the potential to be the backbone of a power
grid’s cyber-physical ecosystem. However, the lack of stan-
dards regarding communication protocols, security measures,
data granularity and data exchange protocol specific to the
GEB operation, are major challenges towards realizing their
full potential. Future research can involve addressing these
challenges along with exploring applications of advanced
deep learning algorithms to forecast GEB’s demand flexibil-
ity with acceptable error margins.

REFERENCES

[1] C. Zhang, J. Wu, C. Long, and M. Cheng, “Review of existing peer-to-
peer energy trading projects,” Energy Procedia, vol. 105, pp. 2563-2568,
May 2017, doi: 10.1016/j.egypro.2017.03.737.

[2] N. Liu, X. H. Yu, C. Wang, C. J. Li, L. Ma, and J. Y. Lei, “Energy-
sharing model with price-based demand response for microgrids of peer-to-
peer prosumers,” [EEE Trans. Power Syst., vol. 32, no. 5, pp. 3569-3583,
Sep. 2017, doi: 10.1109/TPWRS.2017.2649558.

[3] C.Zhang, J. Wu, Y. Zhou, M. Cheng, and C. Long, “‘Peer-to-peer energy
trading in a microgrid,” Appl. Energy, vol. 220, pp. 1-12, Jun. 2018, doi:
10.1016/j.apenergy.2018.03.010.

[4] H. A. Li and N.-K.-C. Nair, “Cooperative control in an islanded micro-
grid under blockchain-based market operation,” in Proc. IEEE Innov.
Smart Grid Technol.-Asia (ISGT Asia), May 2019, pp. 2766-2771, doi:
10.1109/ISGT-Asia.2019.8881229.

431


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.egypro.2017.03.737
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TPWRS.2017.2649558
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2018.03.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/ISGT-Asia.2019.8881229

IEEE Open Access Journal of
S __Power and Energy

[5]

[6]

[71

[8]

[91

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

432

Y. Mezquita, A. S. Gazafroudi, J. M. Corchado, M. Shafie-Khah,
H. Laaksonen, and A. Kamisalic, “Multi-agent architecture for Peer-to-
peer electricity trading based on blockchain technology,” in Proc. XXVII
Int. Conf. Inf., Commun. Autom. Technol. (ICAT), Sarajevo, Bosnia Herze-
govina, Oct. 2019, pp. 1-6, doi: 10.1109/ICAT47117.2019.8938926.

M. Ostadijafari, R. R. Jha, and A. Dubey, ‘“Demand-side participation
via economic bidding of responsive loads and local energy resources,”
IEEE Open Access J. Power Energy, vol. 8, pp.11-22, 2021, doi:
10.1109/0AJPE.2020.3035536.

M. Pipattanasomporn, M. Kuzlu, and S. Rahman, “A blockchain-based
platform for exchange of solar energy: Laboratory-scale implementa-
tion,” in Proc. Int. Conf. Utility Exhib. Green Energy Sustain. Develop.
(ICUE), Phuket, Thailand, Oct. 2018, pp. 1-9, doi: 10.23919/ICUE-
GESD.2018.8635679.

M. Pipattanasomporn, M. Kuzlu, W. Khamphanchai, A. Saha,
K. Rathinavel, and S. Rahman, “BEMOSS: An agent platform to
facilitate grid-interactive building operation with IoT devices,” in Proc.
IEEE Innov. Smart Grid Technol.-Asia (ISGT ASIA), Bangkok, Thailand,
Nov. 2015, pp. 1-6, doi: 10.1109/ISGT-Asia.2015.7387018.

W. Khamphanchai et al., “Conceptual architecture of building energy
management open source software (BEMOSS),” in Proc. IEEE PES Innov.
Smart Grid Technol., Eur., Istanbul, Turkey, Oct. 2014, pp. 1-6, doi:
10.1109/ISGTEurope.2014.7028784.

F. Ding, Y. Zhang, J. Simpson, A. Bernstein, and S. Vadari, “Optimal
energy dispatch of distributed PVs for the next generation of distribu-
tion management systems,” IEEE Open Access J. Power Energy, vol. 7,
pp. 287-295, 2020, doi: 10.1109/0AJPE.2020.3009684.

L. Wang, Y. Qin, Z. Tang, and P. Zhang, “Software-defined micro-
grid control: The genesis of decoupled cyber-physical microgrids,”
IEEE Open Access J. Power Energy, vol. 7, pp. 173-182, 2020, doi:
10.1109/0AJPE.2020.2997665.

H. A. Aalami, M. P. Moghaddam, and G. R. Yousefi, “‘Demand response
modeling considering interruptible/curtailable loads and capacity mar-
ket programs,” Appl. Energy, vol. 87, no. 1, pp. 243-250, 2010, doi:
10.1016/j.apenergy.2009.05.041.

M. Pipattanasomporn, M. Kuzlu, and S. Rahman, “An algorithm for
intelligent home energy management and demand response analysis,”
IEEE Trans. Smart Grid, vol. 3, no. 4, pp. 2166-2173, Dec. 2012, doi:
10.1109/TSG.2012.2201182.

Z.Zhao, W. C. Lee, Y. Shin, and K.-B. Song, “An optimal power schedul-
ing method for demand response in home energy management system,”
IEEE Trans. Smart Grid, vol. 4, no. 3, pp. 1391-1400, Sep. 2013, doi:
10.1109/TSG.2013.2251018.

K. M. Tsui and S. C. Chan, “Demand response optimization for
smart home scheduling under real-time pricing,” IEEE Trans. Smart
Grid, vol. 3, no. 4, pp. 1812-1821, Dec. 2012, doi: 10.1109/TSG.2012.
2218835.

(16]

[17]

(18]

(19]

[20]

(21]

(22]

(23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

(28]

X. Kou et al., “Model-based and data-driven HVAC control strategies for
residential demand response,” IEEE Open Access J. Power Energy, vol. 8,
pp. 186-197, 2021, doi: 10.1109/0AJPE.2021.3075426.

J. Hao, D. W. Gao, and J. J. Zhang, ‘“Reinforcement learning for build-
ing energy optimization through controlling of central HVAC system,”
IEEE Open Access J. Power Energy, vol. 7, pp.320-328, 2020, doi:
10.1109/0AJPE.2020.3023916.

A. Safdarian, M. Fotuhi-Firuzabad, and M. Lehtonen, “A distributed algo-
rithm for managing residential demand response in smart grids,” IEEE
Trans. Ind. Informat., vol. 10, no. 4, pp.2385-2393, Nov. 2014, doi:
10.1109/T11.2014.2316639.

M. Pipattanasomporn, M. Kuzlu, S. Rahman, and Y. Teklu, “Load profiles
of selected major household appliances and their demand response oppor-
tunities,” IEEE Trans. Smart Grids, vol. 5, no. 2, pp. 742-750, Mar. 2014,
doi: 10.1109/TSG.2013.2268664.

F. Ruelens, B. J. Claessens, S. Vandael, B. De Schutter, R. Babuska, and
R. Belmans, “Residential demand response of thermostatically controlled
loads using batch reinforcement learning,” IEEE Trans. Smart Grid, vol. 8,
no. 5, pp. 2149-2159, Sept. 2017, doi: 10.1109/TSG.2016.2517211.

L. L. Fernandes, E. S. Lee, D. L. DiBartolomeo, and A. McNeil, “Mon-
itored lighting energy savings from dimmable lighting controls in The
New York Times headquarters building,” Energy Buildings, vol. 68,
pp. 498-514, Jan. 2014, doi: 10.1016/j.enbuild.2013.10.009.

A. Peruffo, A. Pandharipande, D. Caicedo, and L. Schenato, “Lighting
control with distributed wireless sensing and actuation for daylight and
occupancy adaptation,” Energy Buildings, vol. 97, pp. 13-20, Jun. 2015,
doi: 10.1016/j.enbuild.2015.03.049.

Y.-J. Kim, “Optimal price based demand response of HVAC systems in
multizone office buildings considering thermal preferences of individ-
ual occupants buildings,” IEEE Trans. Ind. Informat., vol. 14, no. 11,
pp. 5060-5073, Nov. 2018, doi: 10.1109/T11.2018.2790429.

F. Rahimi and A. Ipakchi, “Demand response as a market resource under
the smart grid paradigm,” IEEE Trans. Smart Grid, vol. 1,no. 1, pp. 82-88,
Jun. 2010, doi: 10.1109/TSG.2010.2045906.

W. Holmgren, C. Hansen, and M. Mikofski, “Pvlib Python: A Python
package for modeling solar energy systems,” J. Open Source Softw., vol. 3,
no. 29, p. 884, 2018, doi: 10.5281/zenodo.3585619.

M. Deru et al., “U.S. department of energy commercial reference build-
ing models of the national building stock,” NREL, Golden, CO, USA,
Tech. Rep. NREL/TP-5500-46861, Feb. 2011.

J. Melius, R. Margolis, and S. Ong, “Estimating rooftop suitability for PV:
A review of methods, patents, and validation techniques,” Nat. Renew.
Energy Lab., Golden, CO, USA, Tech. Rep. NREL/TP-6A20-60593,
Dec. 2013.

Website. Accessed: Mar. 22, 2021. [Online]. Available: https://maps.nrel.
gov/nsrdb-viewer

VOLUME 8, 2021


http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/ICAT47117.2019.8938926
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/OAJPE.2020.3035536
http://dx.doi.org/10.23919/ICUE-GESD.2018.8635679
http://dx.doi.org/10.23919/ICUE-GESD.2018.8635679
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/ISGT-Asia.2015.7387018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/ISGTEurope.2014.7028784
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/OAJPE.2020.3009684
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/OAJPE.2020.2997665
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2009.05.041
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TSG.2012.2201182
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TSG.2013.2251018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TSG.2012.2218835
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TSG.2012.2218835
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/OAJPE.2021.3075426
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/OAJPE.2020.3023916
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TII.2014.2316639
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TSG.2013.2268664
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TSG.2016.2517211
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.enbuild.2013.10.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.enbuild.2015.03.049
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TII.2018.2790429
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TSG.2010.2045906
http://dx.doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.3585619

