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Abstract: With the rapid development of smart community technologies, how to improve user
comfort levels and make full use of renewable energy have become urgent problems. This paper
proposes an optimization algorithm to minimize daily energy costs while considering user comfort
level and renewable energy consumption rate. In this paper, the structure of a typical smart
community and the output models of all components installed in the community are introduced
first. Then, the characteristics of different types of loads are analyzed, followed by defining the
coefficients of user comfort level. In this step, the influence of load-scheduling on user comfort level
and the renewable energy consumption rate is emphasized. Finally, based on the time-of-use gas
price, this paper optimizes the daily energy costs for an off-grid community under the constraints of
the comfort level and renewable energy consumption rate. Results show that scheduling transferable
loads and interruptible loads are not independent to each other, and improving user comfort level
requires spending more money as compensation. Moreover, fully consuming renewable energy has
side effects on energy bills and battery lifetime. It is more conducive to system economy and stability
if the maximum renewable energy consumption rate is restricted to 95%.

Keywords: smart communities; user comfort levels; renewable energy consumption rate

1. Introduction

A smart community is a standard architecture group, which is planned and constructed by
governments. It has complete supporting facilities, including energy supply, communication,
transportation, and warehousing, which makes it possible to meet the needs of industrial production
and specific scientific experiments. More importantly, an advanced smart community can provide
convenient and personalized services in terms of human work and life [1]. Since smart communities
have obvious advantages compared with traditional communities, the development of smart
communities has prompted considerable awareness from all over the world, which thus accelerates
the pace of planning and constructing of smart communities [2–4].

With the rapid development of renewable energy and internet of things technology, the proportion
of distributed power generation increases significantly in smart communities. By increasing the amount
of renewable generation, smart communities can not only reduce the exploitation of fossil energy, but
also promote the sustainable development of society [5,6]. In addition, a smart community has the
characteristic of local consumption of renewable energy, which is considered to be an effective means
of dealing with energy efficiency [7,8]. Therefore, it plays an important role in improving energy
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efficiency and promoting the use of low-carbon energy [9,10]. However, at present, the operation
and management of smart communities still lacks perfect user comfort evaluation methods and
research on renewable energy consumption, which will seriously hinder the further development of
smart communities [11]. Therefore, it is of great significance to study further the influence of user
comfort level, renewable energy consumption, and other factors on the optimal operation of the
smart community.

In the study of controllable load optimization in smart communities, user comfort level is
an important evaluation index and an essential constraint condition. An optimal and automatic
residential energy consumption scheduling framework, proposed in [12], aimed to find a desired
trade-off between the optimal energy costs and the waiting time of equipment operation under
the incentive of electricity price. It was mentioned in [13] that an approximate greedy iterative
algorithm had been employed to adjust the use time of electric equipment to reduce the cost of
electricity. Both above-mentioned articles used the same criteria to judge user comfort level for all
the electrical appliances in a unified way. However, regarding controllable loads, the influences of
shifting transferable loads and shedding interruptible loads on user comfort level are significantly
different, and therefore the lack of classification of user comfort level would lead to a large error in
optimization results. The coordination scheduling method of electric vehicles and home energy was
described in [14] based on energy costs and comfort levels. The authors only considered the influence
of a detailed controllable load (electric vehicle) optimization on user comfort level, while there are
multiple controllable loads in smart communities. Therefore, it is necessary to classify controllable
loads and propose a universal comfort evaluation method. In this paper, the controllable loads in
smart communities were divided into transferable loads and interruptible loads, and the coefficients of
user comfort levels relating to transferable and interruptible loads were proposed according to their
respective characteristics, to optimize the load-scheduling of the smart community.

With the rapid development of clean energy technologies, how to improve the consumption
rate of renewable energy has become a research hotspot of power system optimization. To enhance
a network’s peak load regulation capacity and improve system efficiency, an additional portable
energy system and a heat storage tank were introduced in [15] to optimize the operation of a
distributed network. This study significantly improved the stability of network operation, but it
ignored renewable energy consumption rate. Based on the state-queuing model, a renewable energy
output tracking control algorithm was put forward in [16] to consume renewable energy. To maximize
the direct self-consumption of photovoltaic power, [17] proposed a new method to determine the power
generation of photovoltaic generators based on the cost-competitiveness. A logarithmic mean divisia
index method was proposed in [18], proving that urbanization had a positive effect on the growth
of renewable energy consumption. All the aforementioned articles promote the consumption rate of
renewable energy. However, there was no quantitative analysis of the impact of promoting renewable
consumption rate on energy costs. This paper compared and analyzed the cost changes under different
renewable energy consumption rates and revealed the relationship between the renewable energy
consumption rate and the cost change.

To make full use of demand-side resources to participate in power system interaction programs,
many experts have carried out studies on tariff policies such as time-of-use tariff. The authors of [19,20]
put forward optimization methods of scheduling controllable loads according to the electricity price
policy. Yu et al. proposed a new operation method of risk-averse to adjust hybrid power generation
with the purpose of dealing with price fluctuations in the power market and saving electricity costs
for industrial users [21]. Nojavan et al. developed a model relating to user demand response under
the time-of-use tariff policy, and discussed the impact of time-of-use tariff on load-scheduling and
electricity purchase [22]. The authors of [23] proposed an EV impact analysis approach and analyzed
the impact of EV charging on distributed network under time-of-use pricing. The above articles,
in terms of the influence of electricity price policy upon power grid and users, played an important
guiding role in reducing electricity costs and improving system stability. It is worth noting that with
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the rapid development of power generation technologies in recent years, many fuel cells and diesel
generators fueled by natural gas and diesel emerge on the demand side, causing price fluctuations of
gas and diesel. However, there is a lack of research on power system optimization based on gas price
or diesel price. Therefore, this paper proposed a fuel cell operation optimization strategy considering
time-of-use gas price.

The main contributions of this paper can be summarized as follows:

(1) Controllable loads were classified as transferable loads and interruptible loads, and then the
coefficients of user comfort level relating to transferable loads and interruptible loads were defined,
respectively. Additionally, the influences of load-shifting and interruption on user comfort level
were studied.

(2) Based on different renewable energy consumption rates, daily energy costs of the smart community
were optimized, which revealed how the renewable energy consumption rate influenced the daily
energy costs and user comfort level.

(3) Considering the influence of user comfort level and renewable energy consumption rate on
system optimization, the optimal operation strategy of the smart community was proposed based on
time-of-use gas price, and subsequently verified by the case study.

2. System Definition and Its Modelling

2.1. System Definition

Compared with a traditional community, a smart community integrates the most advanced
technologies of information, communication, and renewable energy, and these technologies enable the
smart community to interlace information with energy generation system, storage system, and loads.
In addition, a clear classification of electrical loads and proper configuration of energy storage system
capacity can help smart communities optimize power flow in multiple time scales.

In this paper, a distributed generation system with photovoltaic, wind turbine, and fuel cells
installation is selected as an example to show the typical structure of the distributed generation system.
Additionally, lead-acid batteries are used as an energy storage system. Figure 1 is the structure diagram
of a smart community.
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2.2. Modelling of Distributed Power Systems

To accurately balance power generation and consumption within smart communities, the mathematical
output power models of the distributed power sources (including distributed photovoltaic, wind
turbine power and fuel cell), distributed energy storage systems, and loads are developed in this part.

2.2.1. Modelling of Renewable Energy Generation Systems

As four primary types of renewable energy generation, solar generation, wind turbine power
generation, geothermal generation, and tidal generation have their own remarkable advantages
of less pollution and strong sustainability, and therefore are widely deployed in distributed smart
communities to reduce carbon emissions in the process of power generation [24]. Considering the
fact that solar energy generation and wind turbine power generation are easy to access and are
complementary to each other, they are selected as examples to show the output power models of
renewable energy generation systems.

• Modelling of Photovoltaic Generation

Photovoltaic generation is a kind of noise-free and pollution-free energy technology, which can be
installed on roofs to reduce the footprint of power generation [25]. Since the output of photovoltaic
generation is strongly affected by solar radiation intensity, ambient temperature, etc., its output power
needs to be revised under the standard test condition (STC). The realistic output power of photovoltaic
can be expressed as [26]:

Ppv = PSTC
GS

GSTC
[1 + k(Tc − T0)] (1)

• Modelling of Wind Turbine Generation

Similarly to photovoltaic generation, wind turbine power generation also has the advantage
of environmentally friendliness, and additionally it achieves much lower levelized cost of energy
(LCOE). Because the output powers of photovoltaic generation and wind turbine power generation
are complementary to each other, they can be installed as a package to compensate for the uncertainty
of renewable generation.

Based on the operation characteristics, wind turbines can be divided into two categories, namely
the fixed-speed generator and the variable-speed generator. Compared with the fixed-speed generator,
the variable-speed generator is more cost efficient, stable, and lightweight. Therefore, it is preferable to
install variable-speed generators in smart communities. The mathematical output power model of
variable-speed generators can be expressed as follows [27]:

Pw =


0, v < vci, v > vco

av + b, vci ≤ v < vr

P0, vr ≤ v ≤ vco

(2)

where:
a =

P0

vr − vci
(3)

b = − P0vci
vr − vci

(4)

2.2.2. Modelling of Fossil Power Generation Systems

Fossil power generation systems have characteristics of high energy efficiency, flexible use, and
low environmental dependency. They can be used to supply supplementary power for loads when
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renewable generation cannot meet loads. In this paper, the fuel cell is selected as an example to
demonstrate the output power of a fossil power generation system [28].

Pf c = η f c · Pf cin (5)

2.2.3. Modelling of Distributed Energy Storage Systems

Since renewable generation is the dominant form of power generation in most smart communities,
the great uncertainty of renewable energy may break the balance of power generation and loads.
To improve power quality and maintain system stability, an energy storage system is generally
installed in smart communities.

The optimization of an energy storage system helps to boost system flexibility and reduce system
loss of load probability (LOLP). As an important parameter that needs to be monitored, battery state
of charge (SOC) represents the proportion of remaining battery capacity to battery installation capacity
at the current time. Therefore, the mathematical expression of battery SOC can be represented by [29]:

SOCes(t) = (1− δ) · SOCes(t− 1)− Pes(t) · ηes(t) · ∆t
Ees

(6)

2.2.4. Modelling of Loads

According to the importance of user loads, electrical demands can be classified into three types:
important loads, transferable loads, and interruptible loads. Among them, important loads, which
include basic lighting, production equipment, etc., must be satisfied in all operation conditions, and
cannot be removed or shifted. However, transferable loads, which include residential electric cookers,
electric vehicles etc., can be transferred from one time period to another without changing total power
consumption. Finally, interruptible loads, including air conditioning and electrical heating systems,
can be cut off for some time according to system scheduling plans. Since important loads have no
effects on user comfort levels, this paper focuses on modelling the influences of transferable loads and
interruptible loads on user comfort levels.

The length of operation time can be different for different types of transferable loads. However,
for a specific transferable load, the amount of energy consumption cannot be changed within an
optimization period. When scheduling transferable loads, it is not only necessary to consider current
transferable loads, but also the number of loads shifted in/out to the current/next period. Therefore,
the net transferable loads at time t can be expressed as:

HTLN(t) = HTLC(t) + HTL I(t)− HTLO(t) (7)

where:

HTLC(t) =
N

∑
i=1

PTLCi(t) (8)

HTL I(t) =
J

∑
m=1

PTLIm(t) (9)

HTLO(t) =
K

∑
n=1

PTLOn(t) (10)

When renewable power generation is less than the predicted value or system spinning reserve is
insufficient to cover all electrical loads, some of interruptible loads should be cut off to ensure network
safety operation. Total electrical loads that need to be cut off at time t can be expressed as:

HIL(t) = max{∆Pr_d(t)− fsr_u(t), 0} (11)
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As demonstrated in the introduction, most previous studies focus on minimizing user energy
costs without considering customer comfort level. A few studies may consider user comfort level
when optimizing user energy costs, but in this process, they do not clearly specify the types of loads.
In the following parts, two coefficients of customer comfort level relating to transferable loads and
interruptible loads are defined separately.

For transferable loads, user comfort level is directly related to the time interval of load-shifting.
If the time interval of load-shifting is shorter, less impact will be given to users and higher comfort can
be experienced by users. Therefore, the coefficient of user comfort level relating to transferable loads
(ϕTL) is defined as follows:

ϕTL =
|ts − tα|
tβ − tα

(12)

In contrast to transferable loads, interruptible loads can be directly cut off at peak demand time
and do not need to make up for it at low demand time. For interruptible loads, user comfort level is
mainly affected by the actual interruption power. For a given amount of interruptible energy, if it is
removed in a short period (i.e., the interruption power is high), user comfort level can be significantly
affected. By contrast, if it is removed for a relatively long period of time (i.e., the interruption power is
lower), user comfort level be will less affected. In other words, it is preferable to cut off interruptible
loads with lower power and longer period of time. In summary, the coefficient of user comfort level
relating to interruptible loads (ϕIL) can be expressed as:

ϕIL =


0 UIL = 0
TIL
∑

i=1

(
PILi∆t

UIL

)2

UIL 6= 0
(13)

3. System Optimization Strategy

To balance the calculation speed and accuracy of simulation results, this paper takes day-ahead
planning to optimize power flow within the smart community. Day-ahead planning focuses on
optimizing daily energy costs on the time scale of 24 h.

3.1. Objective Function

This paper selects daily energy costs as the objective to optimize power flow within the smart
community. For a smart community, daily energy costs mainly include two parts, which are the costs
of renewable generation and fuel cell. Therefore, the objective function can be expressed as:

minC = min
T

∑
t=1

M

∑
i=1

Ci(Pi(t))∆T (14)

The operation costs of a distributed fuel cell generally include fuel costs, maintenance costs and
emission penalty costs, which can be listed as follows:

C f c = C f uel + Cop +
Y

∑
y=1

Cyen (15)

3.2. Constraints

• Power Conservation

To improve the reliability of energy supply and avoid system loss of load, energy generation must
be greater than community electrical demands all the time. Moreover, since the distance of power
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transmission within the community is relatively short, electricity transmission loss is neglected in this
paper. Equation 16 shows the constraint of power conservation [30]:

Ppv(t) + Pw(t) + Pf c(t) + Pes(t) = Ploads(t) (16)

• Fuel Cell Operation Constraints

Fuel cell, as a typical fossil generator, is constrained by its rated maximum output power and
minimum output power, which can be written as [31]:

Pf cmin < Pf c(t) < Pf cmax (17)

In addition, the operation of a fuel cell is also limited by its ramp rate and can be described as [31]:

− ∆Pf cdmax < Pf c(t + 1)− Pf c(t) < ∆Pf cumax (18)

• Battery Operation Constraints

To maintain battery safety operation, its charging/discharging power needs to be limited within
a certain range, which can be written as [29]:

− Pescmax < Pes(t) < Pesdmax (19)

Moreover, the energy storage system SOC needs to be constrained within a certain range to extend
the life of battery. Therefore, the inequality constraint of SOC can be expressed as [29]:

SOCesmin < SOCes(t) < SOCesmax (20)

• User Comfort Level Constraints

Considering the fact that the reduction of interruptible loads and the shift of transferable loads
have direct influence on user comfort level, it is necessary to set the threshold of the coefficients of user
comfort level relating to the interruptible and transferable loads.

0 < ϕIL ≤ ϕILmax (21)

0 < ϕTL ≤ ϕTLmax (22)

• Renewable Energy Consumption Rate Constraints

To make full use of renewable energy generator installation capacity and reduce carbon emissions,
renewable energy consumption rate needs to be designed.

γmin < γ < γmax (23)

In this paper, the Particle Swam Optimization (PSO) is selected to optimize daily energy costs of
the aforementioned smart community under the equality and inequality constraints proposed in this
section. Figure 2 shows the flow diagram of the proposed PSO-based optimization model.
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4. Case Study

In this paper, a smart community (shown in Figure 1) located in the north of China is selected as
an example to verify the proposed operation strategy. In this community, the installation capacity of
the distributed photovoltaic generation system is 5 MW, and the rated power of the distributed wind
turbine generation system is 2.5 MW. To improve the power consumption rate of renewable generation
and avoid system loss of loads, a 3 MWh lead-acid battery is installed as the energy storage system.
Meanwhile, the smart community is equipped with a 3 MW fuel cell as a backup power generator and
its energy conversion efficiency is 40%. Table 1 shows the rated parameters of the fuel cell and energy
storage system. Figure 3 reveals the initial load curve and the output curves of photovoltaic and wind
turbine power.

Table 1. Rated parameters of the fuel cell and energy storage system.

Distributed Generators Rated Parameters Value

Fuel cell Ramp-up rate (MW/h) 1.5

Energy storage

Maximum discharge power (MW) 2
Maximum charging power (MW) 1.5

Overall efficiency 80%
SOC 20~90%

Because of the irregular use of nature gas [32], this paper takes time-of-use gas price to optimize
system operation cost. The time-of-use gas price is shown in Table 2. In addition, the costs of
photovoltaic and wind turbine power generation are set as 10 and 14 US cents/kWh [33].
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Table 2. Daily time-of-use gas price.

Natural Gas Price ($/m3) Time Period

0.45 23:00–05:00; 13:00–15:00
0.6 05:00–09:00; 15:00–17:00; 20:00–23:00

0.75 09:00–13:00; 17:00–20:00

5. Results and Analysis

5.1. The Influence of Load-Scheduling on User Comfort Level

To show the influence of load-scheduling on user comfort levels, Figure 4 shows the optimal loads
scheduling results under different comfort levels.

By ignoring user comfort level (shown in Figure 4, Case 1), the optimal daily energy cost reduces
to $8894.90. In this case, three types of transferable loads are shifted to other time periods and the
interruptible loads are largely cut off between 10:00–12:00 and 16:00–19:00. To be specific, the operation
time periods of transferable loads are shifted to a high photovoltaic output period or a lower gas price
period. For interruptible loads, they are mainly cut off in a period of higher gas price. By reducing
interruptible loads and transferable loads during peak gas price time, Case 1 minimizes users’ energy
costs. However, this method neglects user comfort levels, which results in a relatively long load-shifting
time period for transferable loads and high interruption power for interruptible loads. Simulation
results show that ϕTL and ϕIL are 28.5 and 0.182, if user comfort levels are ignored.

Case 2 shows the optimization results of load-scheduling with the restriction of user comfort level.
In this case, the coefficients of user comfort level relating to the transferable loads and interruptible
loads are set as 8.5 and 0.150, respectively. It can be seen from Case 2 that the transferable load TLa
shifted its demands from the period of 16:00–19:00 to the period of 13:00–16:00. Compared with
Case 1, the length of the load-shifting period reduces from 16 h to 3 h. In addition, the length of
the load-shifting periods for TLb and TLc are also shortened to some extent. For interruptible loads,
the interruption power is much lower compared with Case 1, but the length of time that needs to
cut off loads is extended. Simulation results show that the optimal daily energy cost is $9055.00 in
this case, which gives a 1.8% of increase compared with Case 1. However, this optimization method
significantly enhances user comfort level and is more practical in engineering applications.
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Figure 4. Optimal load-scheduling results under different comfort levels. (IL represents interruptible 
loads; TLa, TLb, and TLc represent three types of transferable loads; positive power represents the 
amount of active power shifted out / cut off and negative power represents the amount of active 
power shifted in). 

By ignoring user comfort level (shown in Figure 4, Case 1), the optimal daily energy cost reduces 
to $8894.90. In this case, three types of transferable loads are shifted to other time periods and the 
interruptible loads are largely cut off between 10:00–12:00 and 16:00–19:00. To be specific, the 
operation time periods of transferable loads are shifted to a high photovoltaic output period or a 
lower gas price period. For interruptible loads, they are mainly cut off in a period of higher gas price. 
By reducing interruptible loads and transferable loads during peak gas price time, Case 1 minimizes 
users’ energy costs. However, this method neglects user comfort levels, which results in a relatively 
long load-shifting time period for transferable loads and high interruption power for interruptible 
loads. Simulation results show that φTL and φIL are 28.5 and 0.182, if user comfort levels are ignored. 

Case 2 shows the optimization results of load-scheduling with the restriction of user comfort 
level. In this case, the coefficients of user comfort level relating to the transferable loads and 
interruptible loads are set as 8.5 and 0.150, respectively. It can be seen from Case 2 that the 
transferable load TLa shifted its demands from the period of 16:00–19:00 to the period of 13:00–16:00. 
Compared with Case 1, the length of the load-shifting period reduces from 16 h to 3 h. In addition, 
the length of the load-shifting periods for TLb and TLc are also shortened to some extent. For 
interruptible loads, the interruption power is much lower compared with Case 1, but the length of 
time that needs to cut off loads is extended. Simulation results show that the optimal daily energy 

Figure 4. Optimal load-scheduling results under different comfort levels. (IL represents interruptible
loads; TLa, TLb, and TLc represent three types of transferable loads; positive power represents the
amount of active power shifted out/cut off and negative power represents the amount of active power
shifted in).

The optimization results of Case 3 and Case 4 are obtained by increasing the coefficients of user
comfort level relating to the transferable loads and interruptible loads based on Case 2 (the threshold
of ϕTL in Case 3 are increased to 13 and the threshold of ϕIL in Case 4 are increased to 0.170). It can be
concluded from Figure 4c,d, the length of the load-shifting period is extended in Case 3 compared with
Case 2 and the average interruption power in Case 4 is increased compared with Case 2. The results
show that the optimal daily energy costs in Case 3 and Case 4 are $8976.70 and $9018.40, which are
0.9% and 0.4% decreases compared with Case 2. Simulation results indicate that the increase of the
coefficients of user comfort level can reduce users’ energy costs, which further proves the inverse
proportional relationship between user energy costs and the coefficients of comfort levels. It is worth
noting that the optimal results of Case 2 and Case 3 are not same in terms of interruptible loads
reduction, given that the coefficient of user comfort level relating to interruptible loads stays the
same in Case 3. This is because scheduling transferable loads and scheduling interruptible loads are
not independent of each other. Similarly, changing the coefficient of user comfort level relating to
interruptible loads will also affect the optimization results of transferable loads.
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5.2. The Influence of Increasing Renewable Energy Consumption Rate on User Comfort Level

Simulation results show that when only selecting the daily energy costs as the criterion, the renewable
energy consumption rate in the aforementioned Case 1 is 82.5%, which is about 7.5% lower than the
minimum requirement of the renewable energy consumption rate published by Chinese National
Energy Administration. Therefore, to reveal the impact of increasing renewable energy consumption
rate on user comfort level, this part presents further research.

Figure 5 shows the optimal daily load curves (including transferable loads, interruptible loads,
and important loads) of the proposed community, given that the minimum renewable energy
consumption rates are set as 82.5%, 85%, 90%, 95%, and 100%, respectively. It can be seen from
Figure 5 that with the increase of the renewable energy consumption rate, the demands increase during
the maximum PV output period (13:00–14:00). When the renewable energy consumption rate reaches
100%, the peak demand time period will shift from 18:00–19:00 to 13:00–14:00, exerting a significant
impact on user comfort levels.
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consumption rates.

Table 3 shows the optimization results of the system operating parameters under different
renewable energy consumption rates. It can be concluded that when the renewable energy consumption
rate increases from 82.5% to 85%, 90%, and 95%, daily energy costs can increase about 0.23%, 0.33%,
and 0.74%, respectively. In these situations, user average daily energy costs almost remain the same and
user comfort levels will not be strongly affected. However, when the renewable energy consumption
rate reaches 100%, daily energy costs increase to $9295.20, which is about 3.16% of increase. In addition,
compared with the case of 95% of renewable energy consumption, the coefficients of user comfort level
relating to the transferable and interruptible loads increase significantly as well. Simulation results
show that the coefficients of user comfort level relating to the transferable loads (ϕTL) and interruptible
loads (ϕIL) increase from 31.5 and 0.193 to 36.5 and 0.213, respectively. The growth rates of these two
parameters are more than 10%, which is mainly caused by the mismatch between renewable energy
generation and community demands.

To completely consume renewable energy generated during the period of 13:00–14:00, an excessive
number of transferable loads need to be shifted to this period.
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Table 3. Optimization results of system operating parameters.

Renewable Energy
Consumption Rate

Average Daily
Energy Costs ($)

User Comfort Level Energy Storage System

ϕTL ϕIL Range of SOC Total Energy
Interaction (MWh)

82.5% 8894.9 28.5 0.182 20%–88.7% 3.92
85% 8915.4 28.5 0.184 20%–88.1% 3.98
90% 8944.7 29 0.187 20%–87.3% 4.11
95% 9010.5 31.5 0.193 20%–85.9% 4.37

100% 9295.2 36.5 0.213 20%–80.2% 5.31

To improve the renewable energy consumption rate, one possible solution is to shift loads,
or alternatively to store redundant electricity generated by the renewable energy sources in energy
storage systems. However, since the loss of energy storage system is relatively high (20%),
inappropriate use of energy storage can lead to the decrease of battery lifetime and the increase
of daily energy costs. As can be seen from Table 3, the operation range of battery SOC in a day does
not change significantly during the process of increasing the renewable energy consumption rate from
82.5% to 95%. In this process, the maximum SOC of battery decreases from 88.7% to 85.9%, which is
3.2 percent of reduction. However, when the renewable energy consumption rate increases to 100%,
the operation range of battery SOC decreases to 20%–80.2%. In this situation, the maximum SOC
of battery reduces by 9.6%. In addition, it can be concluded from Table 3 that when the renewable
energy consumption rate is lower than 95%, total energy interaction between the energy storage system
and the smart community is almost the same. While, when the renewable energy consumption rate
increases from 95% to 100%, total daily energy interaction between the energy storage system and
the smart community increases rapidly, which is about 21.5% increase. This indicates that when fully
consume renewable energy, 0.19 MWh extra electricity will be generated to compensate the loss of
energy storage system compared to the case of 95% of renewable energy consumption. Therefore, fully
consuming renewable energy will lead to the decrease of battery lifetime and the increase of users’
daily energy costs.

5.3. Optimal Load-Scheduling Results with Considering Comfort Level and Renewable Consummation Rate

To avoid the serious impacts of load-scheduling on user comfort levels and avoid the reduction of
renewable energy consumption rate caused by large-scale installation of renewable energy sources, this
part demonstrates system optimal operation results under the conditions of ϕTL < 15, ϕIL < 0.17 and
90% < γ < 95%. Figure 6 shows the optimal scheduling results of transferable loads and interruptible
loads under the aforementioned constraints.

It can be concluded from Figure 6 that compared with the optimization results of Figure 4a
(only considering energy costs), the demands of transferable loads, shown in this part, increase about
2.93 MWh during the period of low renewable energy consumption rate (2:00–7:00 and 13:00–16:00).
In addition, during the period of the maximum renewable generation (13:00–14:00), the demands of
transferable loads are the highest, which are 1.54 MWh. In this situation, the coefficients of user comfort
level relating to transferable loads and interruptible loads are 14.8 and 0.165, which is 48.1% and 9.3%
reduction compared with results of Figure 4a. Figure 7 shows the output power of all generators and
the operation states of the energy storage system taking user comfort levels and renewable energy
accommodation rate into account.
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of battery.

As can be seen from Figure 7, the fuel cell, working as a backup power source, generates 6.79 MWh
electricity during the periods of 8:00–13:00 and 16:00–22:00, which accounts for 8.2% of the total
electrical demands. In addition, the energy storage system has two complete charge/discharge cycles
in a day and the operation range of battery of SOC is between 20% and 86.8%. To be specific, the SOC
of energy storage system starts at 25%, and reaches its maximum value of 86.8% from 16:00–17:00.
Moreover, from 2:00–7:00 and 13:00–16:00 (shadows in Figure 7), renewable energy generation is not
sufficiently consumed by the smart community. Optimization results shows that the optimal daily
energy costs of the community are $9023.10 when the renewable energy consumption rate reaches
91%. Compared to Case 1 of Section 5.1, the renewable energy generation rate increases by 10.3%, with
only a small cost of 1.4% of energy costs increase. It should be noted that the energy storage system is
in charging state when the renewable energy consumption is insufficient, because the loads are less
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than the renewable power generation in these periods. To ensure that more than 90% of the renewable
generation is consumed by community, it is necessary to make full use of the energy storage system to
store redundant electricity.

6. Conclusions

To further improve the renewable energy consumption rate and save energy costs in smart
communities, this paper proposes a novel load-scheduling method for optimizing a smart community’s
daily energy costs while taking user comfort level and the renewable energy consumption rate into
consideration. Then, by implementing the PSO algorithm, the proposed strategy schedules the
transferable loads and interruptible loads, optimizes the output of each renewable generator and
controls the state of energy storage system. Finally, a case study is developed to validate the effects
of improving user comfort levels and the renewable energy consumption rate on daily energy costs.
Meanwhile, mathematical optimization results are analyzed in detail. Three main findings of this
paper can be concluded as follows:

(1) To reduce daily energy costs in a smart community, it must increase the coefficients of user
comfort level relating to transferable loads and interruptible loads, and this will lead to a decrease in
user comfort. Therefore, it is important to consider user comfort level when scheduling loads.

(2) Compared with the case of 95% of renewable energy consumption, fully consuming renewable
energy can increase daily energy costs, the coefficient of user comfort level relating to transferable loads,
and the coefficient of user comfort level relating to interruptible loads by as much as 3.16%, 15.9%, and
10.4%, respectively. This proves that the excessive increase of renewable energy consumption rate will
result in the increase of electricity cost and the decrease of user comfort.

(3) For the given constraints of renewable energy consumption rate and user comfort levels,
a smart community can acquire minimum operation costs if the system renewable energy consumption
rate, the coefficient of user comfort level relating to transferable loads, and the coefficient of user
comfort level relating to interruptible loads are 91%, 14.8%, and 0.165%, respectively. In this case, user
comfort level and renewable energy consumption rate increase significantly while the community’s
daily energy costs only increase by 1.4%.
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Nomenclature

Nomenclature Meaning Nomenclature Meaning

Ppv Actual output power of PV generation PSTC
Maximum output power under the
standard test condition

Gs Actual solar radiation intensity GSTC
Solar radiation intensity under the standard
test condition

k A coefficient of temperature Tc Cell temperature

T0 Reference ambient temperature Pw
Actual output power of a wind turbine
system

P0 Rated power of a wind turbine system vci Cut-in speed of a wind turbine system
vr Rated wind speed of a wind turbine system vco Cut-out speed of a wind turbine system
v Actual wind speed of a wind turbine system a, b Power coefficients of a wind turbine system
Pfc Output power of a fuel cell generator Pfcin Input power of a fuel cell generator

ηfc Power generation efficiency of a fuel cell generator SOCes (t)
Energy storage system state of charge at
time t

δ Self-discharge efficiency of an energy storage system Pes (t)
Charging/discharging power of an energy
storage system at time t

ηes (t)
Energy storage system charging/discharging
efficiency at time t

4t Time interval

Ees Installation capacity of an energy storage system HTLN (t) Net transferable loads at time t
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HTLC (t) Original transferable loads at time period t HTLI (t)
Transferable loads shifted into current time
period t

HTLO (t) Transferable loads shifted out to next period at time t N Total number of transferable loads

PTLCi (t)
The ith transferable load’s original electrical demands at
time t

J
Total number of transferable loads shifted
into current time t

PTLIm (t)
The mth transferable load’s power shifted into current
time t

K
Total number of loads shifted out to next
period at time t

PTLOn (t)
The nth transferable load’s power shifted out to next
period at time t

HIL (t)
Total electrical loads need to be cut off at
time t

4Pr_d (t)
Difference between predicted and actual renewable power
generation at time t

fsr_u (t) System up spinning reserve capacity

ϕTL
Coefficient of user comfort level relating to the
transferable loads

ts Actual start time of the transferable loads

tα Expected start time tβ Expected end time

ϕIL
Coefficient of user comfort level relating to the
interruptible loads

TIL
Number of time periods existing
interruption loads

PILi Actual interruption power in the ith time period UIL Total amount of actual interruption energy
C Daily energy costs of a smart community T Total number of time period
M Number of distributed power generators Ci Energy costs of the ith renewable generation
Pi (t) Output power of the ith renewable generator at time t 4T Scheduling time period
Cfc Energy costs of a fuel cell generator Cfuel Fuel costs
Cop Maintenance costs Y Total types of pollutant

Cyen Penalty costs of the yth pollutant Ppv (t)
Actual output power of PV generation at
time t

Pw (t) Actual output power of a wind turbine system at time t Pfc (t)
Actual output power of a fuel cell generator
at time t

Ploads (t) Total amount of loads of a smart community at time t Pfcmin
Minimum output power of a fuel cell
generator

Pfcmax Maximum output power of a fuel cell generator 4Pfcdmax Maximum fuel cell down ramp rate

4Pfcumax Maximum fuel cell up ramp rate Pescmax
Maximum charging power of an energy
storage system

Pesdmax Maximum discharging power of an energy storage system SOCesmin Lower limit of energy storage SOC

SOCesmax Upper limit of energy storage SOC ϕILmax
Maximum coefficient of user comfort level
relating to the interruptible loads

ϕTLmax
Maximum coefficient of user comfort level relating to the
transferable loads

γ Renewable energy consumption rate

γmin Minimum renewable energy consumption rate γmax
Maximum renewable energy
consumption rate
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