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Abstract—This study proposes a real-time distributed energy
resource (DER) coordination model that can exploit flexibility
from the DERs to solve voltage and overloading issues using
both active and reactive power. The model considers time-
coupling devices including electric vehicles and heat pumps by
deviating as little as possible from their original schedules while
prioritizing DERs with the most urgent demand using dynamic
cost terms. The model does not require a multi-period setting
or a multi-period-ahead forecast, which enables the model to
alleviate the computational difficulty and enhance its applicability
for distribution system operators to manage the grids in real
time. A case study using a Dutch low-voltage grid assuming a
100% penetration scenario of electric vehicles, heat pumps, and
photovoltaics in the households validates that the proposed model
can resolve the network issues while not affecting user comfort.

I. INTRODUCTION

Distribution grids are experiencing a transformation driven
by decarbonization, decentralization, and digitalization [1]. On
the supply side, distributed generators such as photovoltaics
(PVs) are increasingly connected to the grids. While on the
demand side, electric vehicles (EVs) and heat pumps (HPs)
are deployed in residential households to replace their carbon-
based counterparts. This new paradigm brings considerable
operational issues to the distribution system operators (DSOs),
such as cable overloading and voltage limit violation [2].

Traditionally, the DSOs resolve these issues by reinforcing
the grids. However, this process takes a long time and is
costly. Fortunately, the recent roll-out of information and
communication technology (ICT) infrastructures such as smart
meters enables the DSOs to have two-way communication
with the customers to make full use of flexibility from their
distributed energy resources (DERs) to address these issues.

Various studies in the literature have discussed using DER
flexibility for grid management. While [3]–[5] focused on au-
tonomous droop-based control, many other studies developed
communication-based control strategies. In [6], a multi-period
three-phase exact optimal power flow model was proposed
to coordinate multiple DERs in the day-ahead timescale.
The non-convex optimization problem was addressed with
an interior-point method. In [7], a heuristic particle swarm
optimization model was proposed to schedule reactive power
from PVs and EVs to reduce network operation costs.

Concerning real-time operations, an optimal inverter dis-
patch problem was proposed in [8], which systematically
determines active and reactive power setpoints of critical
PV inverters. The binary PV-inverter selection variables were
relaxed using a sparsity-promoting regularization approach,
while the semidefinite relaxation was leveraged to characterize
the non-linear power flow relations. In [9], a rule-based
algorithm and an optimization-based one were both proposed
to control the active and reactive power of DERs as well as
transformer tap changer for voltage positioning. However, both
studies do not include time-coupling devices such as EVs and
HPs, which add substantial complexity to real-time control
because control decisions at one time segment strongly affect
subsequent time segments.

To consider time-coupling DERs for grid management,
rolling horizon control (RHC) [10]–[12] has gained increasing
research interest in power system studies. In [10], an updated
24-hour ahead forecast of power demand was leveraged for
real-time control of EV charging. In [11], a one-day-ahead
forecast of PV generation and EV demand was required for a
dynamic scheduling model that controls on-load tap changers,
PVs, EVs, and battery storage systems. While in [12], a one-
hour-ahead forecast of renewable generation and demand was
used for the minute operation of inverter-interfaced energy
storage in an unbalanced distribution feeder. The active power
of energy storage obtained from the relaxed network model
was fed into a nonlinear program that exactly characterizes the
power flow relations for reactive power optimization. However,
these RHC-based models bring additional computational dif-
ficulty by employing a multi-period optimization setting and
require an accurate forecast for consecutive time segments,
which might be unavailable on many occasions. At this point,
a new research question emerges: how can various time-
coupling DERs be coordinated in real-time network operations
using only a one-step-ahead forecast?

To address this research question, this paper proposes a
convex optimization model which controls the active and
reactive power of various DERs, including PVs, EVs, and HPs
in real time for grid management, while avoiding a multi-
period setting. The model aims to minimize the deviation
from the customers’ original schedules, while prioritizing DER
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Fig. 1. Real-time operation procedure

users with the most urgent demand, which will likely ensure
user satisfaction. The study [13] deals with a similar issue
under the context of EV charging, which prioritizes EVs with
the minimal impacts on the grids using, however, a rule-based
procedure, which cannot guarantee optimality and did not
include reactive power compensation from the EVs.

In this respect, the main contribution of this study is to pro-
pose a convex optimization model which coordinates various
time-coupling DERs using only a one-step-ahead forecast. The
proposed model differs from other RHC-based models in the
literature by avoiding a multi-period-ahead scheduling of time-
coupling DERs. Instead, dynamic cost terms are employed to
reflect DER users’ urgentness in a single-period optimization
setting to ensure user satisfaction.

The rest of this paper is structured as follows. Section II
introduces the convex DER coordination model and workflow
in real-time grid operations. Section III presents a case study
based on a Dutch low-voltage (LV) network, while Section IV
draws conclusions and discusses future work.

II. DER COORDINATION MODEL

A. Operation Procedure

This section introduces the real-time operation procedure
for the DSO to manage the grid. PV capacity, EV power
and energy capacity, HP capacity, water tank volume and
temperature range are assumed known parameters to the DSO
upon their installation. As shown in Fig. 1, before each
operation step, the DSO collects power profiles from the
customers via ICT infrastructures for the next time step, and
runs a power flow program to evaluate the grid states. In case
bus voltage limits or cable loading limits are violated, the

NOMENCLATURE
Parameters
`max
j Cable rating square, (kA)2

tan Φev,max Maximum EV reactive/active power ratio
tan Φhp Fixed HP reactive/active power ratio
tan Φpv,max Maximum PV reactive/active power ratio
closs Loss cost, C/MWh
cevj , cpvj EV/PV curtailment cost, C/MWh
chp↑j , chp↓j HP upward/downward regulation cost, C/MWh
pev,max
j Scheduled EV charging power, MW

php,max
j HP capacity, MW

php,setj Scheduled HP consumption, MW
ploadj , qloadj Active/reactive power of base load, MW/MVar
ppv,forej PV generation forecast, MW
ri,j , xi,j Resistance/reactance of cables, Ω
Spv
j , Sev

j Rated apparent power of PV/EV, MVA
vmin
j , vmax

j Node min/max voltage magnitude square, (kV )2

Variables
`j Cable loading square, (kA)2

pj , qj Active/reactive power injection, MW/MVar
pev↓j , ppv↓j EV/PV active power curtailment, MW
pevj , phpj , ppvj EV/HP/PV active power, MW
php↑j , php↓j HP upward/downward regulation, MW
Pij , Qij Active/reactive power flow (i to j), MW/MVar
qevj , qhpj , qpvj EV/HP/PV reactive power, MVar
vj Node voltage magnitude square, (kV )2

Other Symbols
H,N , E Household set, node set, cable set
i, j, k Node index

DSO again collects data for model parameters and activates
the coordination model to optimize the active and reactive
power setpoints of various controllable DERs. It is assumed
water tanks are used for domestic hot water heating and
space heating. Their temperature is thus used as an impor-
tant parameter to determine the urgentness of their power
demand. Correspondingly, EVs’ state of charge (SoC) and
departure time are used to determine their urgentness. Finally,
the optimized active and reactive power setpoints are re-fed
into the power flow program for evaluation and grid state
extraction considering that the proposed coordination model
adopts relaxation for the power flow relations. Control actions
are implemented afterwards.

B. DER Coordination Model

This section presents the convex DER coordination model,
which is implemented when grid limits are violated. Notations
used are listed in the nomenclature. The model aims to
restore grid limits by exploiting flexibility from various DERs,
in which the decision variables include active and reactive
power setpoints of EVs, HPs, and PVs connected to the grid.
The objective function (1a) minimizes the deviation from the
DER users’ original schedules collected from the customers,
considering meanwhile losses in the grid. The cost terms are
determined such that DER users with more urgent demand are
assigned with higher values, which lowers the chance of their
demand being curtailed. In this way, user satisfaction is more
likely to be met.



The constraints in the model are presented in the follows.
The active power and reactive power injections into the
grid from each household are defined with (1b) and (1c),
respectively. The PVs’ apparent power ratings are enforced
in (1d), while (1e) reflects PV’s power factor limits. Similar
constraints for EVs are defined in (1f) and (1g). Fixed power
factors for HPs are enforced in (1h). Constraints (1i) and
(1j) respectively define active power curtailment for EVs and
PVs. Constraints (1k)-(1m) combined define the downward
and upward regulation of active power for HPs.

The power flow relations are defined in (1n)-(1s), which
adopts a second-order cone formulation [14]. Specifically, (1n)
and (1o) define the active power and reactive power balance for
each node, respectively. Voltage relation is enforced in (1p),
which is an exact formulation. The second-order cone relax-
ation is implemented in (1q), which is relaxed from its equality
form, defining apparent power flow for each cable. Constraints
(1r) and (1s) define bus voltage limits and cable loading
limits. Although there exist other convex relaxation models
of the power flow relations such as semidefinite programming
formulation [15], the second-order cone relaxation generally
has a high accuracy and is exact under mild conditions for
radial networks [14], thus is widely used.

minimize
(pev

j ,php
j ,ppv

j ,qevj ,qpvj ,∀j∈H)

{
closs

∑
∀(i,j)∈E

rij`ij

+
∑
∀j∈H

(cevj pev↓j + cpvj ppv↓j + chp↑j php↑j + chp↓j php↓j )
}

(1a)

subject to

pj = ppvj − ploadj − pevj − phpj ,∀j ∈ H (1b)

qj = qpvj + qevj − qhpj − qloadj ,∀j ∈ H (1c)

(ppvj )2 + (qpvj )2 ≤ (Spv
j )2,∀j ∈ H (1d)

− ppvj tan Φpv,max ≤ qpvj ≤ ppvj tan Φpv,max,∀j ∈ H (1e)

(pevj )2 + (qevj )2 ≤ (Sev
j )2,∀j ∈ H (1f)

− pevj tan Φev,max ≤ qevj ≤ pevj tan Φev,max,∀j ∈ H (1g)

qhpj = phpj tan Φhp,∀j ∈ H (1h)

0 ≤ pevj ≤ pev,max
j , pev↓j = pev,max

j − pevj ,∀j ∈ H (1i)

0 ≤ ppvj ≤ ppv,forej , ppv↓j = ppv,forej − ppvj ,∀j ∈ H (1j)

0 ≤ phpj ≤ php,max
j ,∀j ∈ H (1k)

php↓j ≥ max(0, php,setj − phpj ),∀j ∈ H (1l)

php↑j ≥ max(0, phpj − php,setj ),∀j ∈ H (1m)

pj =
∑

k:j→k

Pjk −
∑
i:i→j

(Pij − rij`ij) ,∀j ∈ N (1n)

qj =
∑

k:j→k

Qjk −
∑
i:i→j

(Qij − xij`ij) ,∀j ∈ N (1o)

Fig. 2. Dutch LV network topology
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Fig. 3. Base load, PV, EV, HP profiles for a household for the selected day,
starting from 8:00 with a 15-minute resolution

vj = vi − 2 (rijPij + xijQij) +
(
r2ij + x2

ij

)
`ij , (1p)

∀(i, j) ∈ E

P 2
ij + Q2

ij ≤ `ijvi,∀(i, j) ∈ E (1q)

vmin
j ≤ vj ≤ vmax

j ,∀j ∈ N (1r)

0 ≤ `i,j ≤ `max
i,j ,∀(i, j) ∈ E (1s)

In summary, this model can restore grid limits by making
full use of DER flexibility. It is noteworthy that this model
requires only a one-step-ahead forecast, without the need for
a multi-period setting and a multi-period-ahead forecast. The
time-coupling DERs are coped with by deviating as little as
possible from their original schedules while prioritizing DERs
with the most urgent demand using dynamic cost terms.

III. CASE STUDY

A. Case Description

This section presents a case study to evaluate the proposed
procedure and DER coordination model for real-time grid
operations. The simulation is performed on a Dutch LV
network, shown in Fig. 2. A 100% penetration scenario for
EVs, PVs, and HPs is assumed for 67 connected residential
households seeing the energy transition.



Fig. 4. Simulation flowchart

At the first step, a power flow program is implemented for
a year with a 15-minute resolution. From which, a winter
day with the most significant under-voltage and overloading
issues is selected to evaluate the proposed real-time operation
procedure and coordination model. The base load profiles
are based on anonymous smart meter data from a Dutch
DSO, while the PV generation profile is calculated from an
annual solar irradiance dataset from the Royal Netherlands
Meteorological Institute assuming a 4.5kW PV installation
for each household. The HP consumption profiles are based
on anonymous smart meter gas usage data from a Dutch
DSO, assuming 70% of gas is used for domestic heating [16].
Literature [17], [18] can be referred to for HP and water
tank models. For EV charging, the Monto Carlo simulation
is performed by assuming normally distributed EV arrival
time and a fixed electricity demand of 7.5kWh per day. A
230V, 16A charger with a 90% efficiency is assumed for EV
charging. For illustration purpose, base load, PV, EV, and HP
profiles for a random household on the selected winter day
is presented in Fig. 3, where the coincidence of uncontrolled
EV charging and HP consumption during nighttime is likely
to result in under-voltage and overloading issues in the grid.

B. Simulation Flowchart

This section introduces the setting for the simulation on
the selected day. The programs are implemented on a laptop
with an Intel Core i5-9300H CPU running at 2.4GHz with
8GB RAM. The power flow program is implemented with
Pandapower [19], while the optimization model is solved with

Voltage limit

Fig. 5. Bus voltage CDF

Loading limit

Fig. 6. Cable loading CDF

Gurobi [20] with Python interface. The power flow program
takes on average 1 second to solve, while the optimization
model takes on average 4 seconds. It is noteworthy that a
much higher resolution simulation could be performed under
such short execution time, a 15-minute resolution simulation
is still used considering the granularity of the available data.

The simulation process is described in Fig. 4, which starts
with collecting various datasets as specified. At each simula-
tion time step, a power flow program is implemented, followed
by the DER coordination model in case any grid limit is
violated. The optimized schedule from the coordination model
is implemented, following which the EV charging and HP
consumption profiles are updated for subsequent time slots to
catch up on the deviation from the original schedules. For
EVs, the charging process is extended in case the charging is
curtailed. For HPs, the consumption is adjusted within their
full capacity ranges to cancel out the deviation with the least
possible delay. Finally, the EV state of charge (SoC) and water
tank temperature are updated, which are used to calculate their
corresponding cost terms in the DER coordination model and
to evaluate user comfort.



TABLE I
COST TERMS FOR THE DER COORDINATION MODEL

Cost term Value Note
closs 32C/MWh Average day-ahead price
cpv 200C/MWh Behind-the-meter
cev

c0(1−SoC)
(Tmax−t+1)

C/MWh c0 = 1440, Tmax = 96

chp↑ max(10, 150∆T )C/MWh ∆T normalized
chp↓ max(10,−150∆T )C/MWh ∆T normalized
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Fig. 7. Voltage magnitude, EV/HP power and EV reactive power generation
for a time slot

For EVs, the cost terms are assumed to be functions of
SoC and the remaining charging time. A unified departure
time is assumed for the EVs, at the end of the simulation
period. User satisfaction is determined by whether the EVs
are fully charged before departure. For HPs, water tanks are
assumed to supply hot water and space heating. A water tank
of 1000L is assumed for households with no more than 5kW
heating demand, while an additional 200L is assumed for
each kW above 5kW [21]. The water tanks are allowed for
5◦C deviation up and down from the reference temperature,
while not affecting user comfort [17], [18]. The cost terms
are assumed as linear functions of water tank temperature
deviation with a lower bound. User satisfaction is evaluated
with respect to the water tank temperature limits. The used
cost terms for this case study are listed in Table I. It is
noteworthy that in real-world applications, these cost terms
can be derived through extensive simulation to guarantee the
model’s performance, or directly from end-users from a market
perspective. With these model settings, the simulation results
are presented in the following sections.

C. Network Issues

As described above, the major issues envisioned in this case
study are under-voltage and overloading, which have been
confirmed in Fig. 5 and Fig. 6 respectively. The reported
grid operation states are both from the power flow programs,
instead of the optimization model. Using the DER coordination
model, both issues have been completely resolved, where the
bus voltage stays higher than 0.9 pu and the cable loading
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Fig. 8. EV charging profiles for various households
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Fig. 9. Water tank temperature deviation for various households

percentage is no more than 70%. Fig. 7 presents the voltage
magnitude, EV and HP power demand, and EV reactive power
generation for a time slot before and after implementation
of the DER coordination model, which suggests that the
restoration of voltage magnitude is attributed to curtailed EV
and HP power demand, and EV reactive power compensation.

D. User Satisfaction

In this study, two indicators are used to evaluate user satis-
faction: whether EVs have been fully charged, and whether the
temperature deviation of water tanks has exceeded the upper
and lower limits. Fig. 8 shows 3 different charging profiles,
where the first EV’s charging process is not interrupted, while
the rest two have been curtailed during the charging process.
However, all EVs have been fully charged at the end of the
simulation. Fig. 9 presents the water tank temperature changes
for various households. The temperature has been quickly
restored to the normal state after a HP curtailment occurs. It is
shown that all water tanks have not violated the temperature
limits (5◦C up and down). Combining these results, it is
demonstrated that user satisfaction has been kept using this
DER coordination model.
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E. SOCP Relaxation Accuracy

This section deals with the accuracy of the adopted SOCP
relaxation of the power flow relations. Fig. 10 shows the
voltage magnitude and cable loading for one time slot from
the DER coordination model and the power flow program. It is
seen that the voltage has been precisely captured by the SOCP
model, while the cable loading has been over-estimated, due to
the relaxation of the apparent power flow relation. However, an
important finding is that the SOCP relaxation model ensures
the feasibility of the optimized active and reactive power
setpoints, which implies that when these control actions from
the DER coordination model are implemented in the grid,
it would not result in loading or voltage issues that are not
captured in the SOCP model.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

A real-time DER coordination strategy is proposed in this
paper to explore the flexibility from the DERs to resolve
network issues using both active and reactive power. The
model takes into account time-coupling devices including EVs
and HPs without the need for a multi-period setting and a
multi-period-ahead forecast, which significantly enhances its
applicability for DSOs to manage the grids in real time. A case
study using a Dutch LV grid assuming a 100% penetration
scenario of EVs, HPs, and PVs demonstrates the effective-
ness of the model in solving network issues and ensuring
user satisfaction. The ongoing energy transition around the
world further outlines the importance of the model as more
frequent network issues are expected to occur in the LV grids.
Future work can start with a DER coordination model using
three-phase networks, considering the phase unbalance. In
addition, the aggregated effects on the medium-voltage and
high-voltage grids from the proposed DER coordination model
implemented in the LV grids can also be investigated.
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