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Abstract—Adversarial attacks on data-driven algorithms applied in power system will be a new type of threat on grid security. Literature has demonstrated the adversarial attack on
deep-neural network can significantly misleading the load
forecast of a power system. However, it is unclear how the new
type of attack impact on the operation of grid system. In this
research, we manifest that the adversarial algorithm attack
induces a significant cost-increase risk which will be exacerbated by the growing penetration of intermittent renewable
energy. In Texas, a 5% adversarial attack can increase the
total generation cost by 17% in a quarter, which account for
around $2×107. When wind-energy penetration increases to
over 40%, the 5% adversarial attack will inflate the generation
cost by 23%. Our research discovers a novel approach of defending against the adversarial attack: investing on energystorage system. All current literature focuses on developing
algorithm to defending against adversarial attack. We are the
first research revealing the capability of using facility in physical system to defending against the adversarial algorithm attack in a system of Internet of Thing, such as smart grid system.
Index Terms— Adversarial attacks, deep neural network,
cyber security, energy storage, load forecast.

I.

INTRODUCTION

A. Background and Motivation
Adversarial attacks on the algorithms in the cyber space
threats the operation of physical side in power system. The
current literature in the field of deep learning manifests that
the adversarial attack can fully fail a learning model by
designing a negligible noise in the input data. While the
smart grid is a cyber-physical system (CPS) that relies on
data and learning mode, adversarial attack brings a new type
of threat: attacking a physical power grid by designing noise
misleading data-driven model. For instance, attacking the
load-forecast model can cause more power outage by
injecting a undetectable designed noise into input data. Since
a load forecast bias is very common, adversarial attacks can
be disguised as normal forecast bias. This unique feature
differentiates the adversarial attack from the conventional
physical attack. While the adversarial attack is low-cost and
hard to be detected, the attack can frequently occur and lead
to a large but undetectable loss.
To resist the ever-growing threat, researchers have made
significant efforts, which mainly focused on potential attacks
that directly affect different components of power grids’
Supervisory Control And Data Acquisition (SCADA)
systems. However, the power demand side, which is not
controlled by SCADA, has been neglected. Meanwhile, the
cyber attacks of load demand would not require the
adversary to have specific knowledge of a grid’s structure.
Actually, operators rely on computers forecasting load
demand to change the activity of generators and transmission
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lines over the course of the day. A forecast bias in demand
caused by an adversarial attack of electricity users could
trigger a reaction by automated scheduling systems.
Consequently, the accuracy of forecasted loads directly
impact the cost and reliability of system operations.
Most of the current research tries to develop algorithms
to defend against adversarial attack, such the generative
adversarial networks (GAN) model. However, few of the
existed studies notice the possibility of utilizing the physical
facilities to protect a system of internet-of thing (IoT) from
the algorithmic attack. While the algorithmic attack causes
cost by disturbing the physical system’s operation, we argue
that physical facilities can play a protective role. In this
research, we analyze the impact of algorithmic adversarial
attack in a power grid system and discuss the possibility of
using energy storage system to defending against the
algorithmic attack.
B. Related Works
Adversarial attacks has been discussed in many practical
applications[1], such as computer vision[2] and natural
language processing[3]. Qiu et al.[4] proposed the definition
of adversarial samples. If the activation path of a sample is
not included in the training activated path, then the sample is
classified as an adversarial sample. There are some
systematic ways to find adversarial examples or to attack the
neural networks. Moosavi-Dezfooli et al.[5] presents the
DeepFool algorithm, which is a simple but very useful
algorithm to find the adversarial examples or to attack the
neural network. Later, Madry et al.[6] uses the Projected
Gradient Descent (PGD) algorithm to find adversarial
examples. The algorithm runs PGD algorithm to maximize
the loss, and project back to the 𝜀-ball if needed. However,
the above methods are all aimed at specific scenarios, and do
not involve the adversarial cyber attack of the power system.
Very recent literature has notice the possible risk of
adversarial attack bringing to power grid. Chen et al. found
that a white-box attack can bring significant errors into the
prediction of load forecast model [7].
Power systems’ vulnerability to failures and attacks has
been widely discussed in the past few years. Harvey malware
that affects the grid control system and executes malicious
commands [8] and a type of cyber attacks called load
redistribution attacks [9] have been studied. For such load
altering attacks to force the grid operator into problematic
corrective actions, several methods to defend against the
adversarial attacks have been proposed. In ref.[10], a costefficient load protection strategy was proposed. However, it
may be not efficient for many distributed IoT devices. In
ref.[11], the fundamental characteristics of dynamic load
altering attacks are explained and a protection system is
designed by formulating and solving a non-convex pole-

placement optimization problem based on a feedback from
the power system frequency. In ref.[12], the vulnerability of
deep neural networks (DNN) through adversarial attacks was
evaluated and an adversarial-resilient DNN detection
framework was designed to defend such attacks. Overall,
most of the previous works are focusing on proposing the
strategy and the algorithm to protect the power grid security.
Little literature focuses on physical facilities to directly
defend the cyber attacks.
C. Contrbution
i) To the best of our knowledge, we are a pioneering
research using the facility of power grid in physical world to
resist algorithmic adversarial attacks in cyber space.
ii) We found the significant and complex impacts of the
adversarial attack on power grid and found the existence of
extreme venerable hours. A white box attack based on
projected gradient descent (PGD) algorithm is applied to
simulate the user's attack behavior, where an attacker
adversarially injects false data into the input features of
forecasting algorithms.
iii) We highlight that the penetration of intermittent
renewable energy will aggravate the impact of the
adversarial attacks and exacerbate the vulnerability of power
grid system.
II.

PROBLEM FORMULATION

In the actual dispatch operation of the power system,
operators always make decisions for minimizing the overall
cost, which will inevitably harm the interests of some users.
Therefore, the user has the motivation to tamper with the
data to gain more benefits. In this way, users are strategic
and may mislead the model by uploading false data to obtain
greater benefits. At the same time, ES can be controlled to
improve the robustness of power system, as shown in Fig. 1.
Thus, how adversarial users attack existing models is a
problem we need to discuss below.

In the task of load forecasting, one is interested to find
a function parameterized by θ. 𝑓𝜃 is defined as a demand
forecasting model, and 𝜎𝑡+1 is defined as the input data.
Estimation of θ is given by minimizing the difference between model predictions and ground truth values:
T
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B. White-Box Attack
The purpose of adversarial attacks by strategic users is to
widen the gap between the predicted value and the true value,
thereby benefiting from it. They can control the demand 𝑋𝑖 ,
but this kind of control is limited. In addition, we consider
that strategic users can also control the temperature
information 𝑇𝑖 in a small range. The attacked
′
′
⃗⃗𝑡′ = [𝑇𝑡−𝐻
𝑋⃗𝑡′ =[ 𝑋𝑡−𝐻
,…, 𝑋𝑡′ ] , 𝑇
, … , 𝑇𝑡′ ] and other infor⃗⃗
mation 𝐸𝑡 = [𝐸𝑡−𝐻 , … , 𝐸𝑡 ] together constitute the input data
′
𝜎𝑡+1
. We consider the simplest goal, which is to maximize
the difference between the predicted value and the true value:
max L1 ( f ( t' +1 ), X t +1 )

60

Physical Layer

L1 ( f ( t ), X t ),

where, 𝐿1 is the loss function to measure the performance of
forecasting algorithm, which is defined by mean squared
error (MSE). Here, the recurrent neural network (RNN) is
used to predict the load demand.

70

Attacker



min

Weather Data

Cyber Layer

Energy Storage

temperature, weather indicators (e.g., sunny, rainy or cloudy)
and seasonal indicator variables such as weekdays/weekends
and hour of the day. Due to the limitation of model size and
operating speed, the historical data generally used is the data
of a just passed period. Mathematically, the system operator
would be able to collect a training dataset:
t
(1)
 t +1 :=  X i , Ti , Ei i =t − H ,
where, H represents the time period scale for intercepting
historical data; 𝑋𝑖 is the load demand at time i; 𝑇𝑖 is the
temperature at time i; 𝐸𝑖 is the other information at time i.
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Fig. 1. The schematic of our proposed attacks on load forecasting algorithms along with the threats over power system operations.

In this section, we formally describe the forecasting and
attacking models [7]. We simulate the user's attack behavior
by white-box attack, where an attacker adversarially injects
false data into the input features of forecasting algorithms.
A. Load Forecasting Formulation
The input features of load forecasting algorithms include
historical records of load, weather forecasts including

i = t − H , t − H + 1,..., t
where, 𝜖1 and 𝜖2 ensure small-scale control.
In this paper, we are considering white box attacks.
Under the white-box setting, since the model parameters are
known to the attacker, it is possible to find the attack input
via solving (3). Since RNN forecasting algorithms is
complex and the attacker’s problem (3) is nonconvex, there
⃗⃗𝑡′ . Nevertheless, an
is no closed-form solution for 𝑋⃗𝑡′ and 𝑇
attacker can still find some attack vectors iteratively by
taking gradients with respect to each time step’s temperature
values. For the highly nonconvex nature of the forecasting
model, a slight (suboptimal) perturbation of the input
features would drastically change the forecast output.
Based on (3), we define a loss function L with respect to
′
′
each time step’s feature 𝑋𝑡−𝑖
, 𝑇𝑡−𝑖
𝑖 = 0, … , 𝐻 . Then the
attacker iteratively takes gradients of L to find the adversarial
′
input 𝑋𝑡−𝑖
. Here, the PGD algorithm proposed by Madry et
al. is used for white box attacks [13]. We follow a simpler
method to only update the feature values based on the sign of
the gradient at each iteration k+1:

xk +1 =

 x

k

B ( x )

+   sign( x L
（ , x, y )) ,

(4)

where, 𝑥 is historical data; 𝑦 is the value to be estimated; α
controls the step size for updating adversarial temperature
values. ∏ 𝐵𝜖 (𝑥) means 𝜖-neighborhood projection in 𝑥. The
resulting adversarial temperature vector is obtained by
applying (4) a number of times.
During an attack, the adversarial information are injected
into the system model to cause deviation from the normal
operations.
III.

SYSTEM MODEL

In this section, we consider an electricity pool model,
and ignore the transmission line constraints. In the pool
model, there are two supply sources, i.e., renewable energy
sources and traditional thermal plants to meet the requirements of load demand every time slot. Besides, there is ES
to control the intermittent and uncertainty of green energy.
Renewable Energy. For the zero-fuel-cost, the renewable
energy should be utilized as much as possible. There could
exist time slots during which renewable energy is more than
demand. Let the ratio of total excessive renewable energy vs
total excessive demand, defined as ρ, which is an effective
measure of the availability of excessive renewable energy
that can be stored for satisfying future demands.
T
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where, [·]+ is the positivity operator (max{ · , 0}); 𝑤𝑡 is the
output of green energy at time t; 𝐷𝑡 is the demand at time t.
Thermal Plant. The unit fuel cost is assumed to be fixed.
When the renewable energy output is insufficient, thermal
power plants produce electricity. Since electricity power
company is profit seeker, so cheaper electricity is generated
first.
Load Demand. It should be forecasted in advance. It is used
to inform system operators the future load profiles, and
serves as the basis of decision-making problems. However,
the load forecast will be biased after adversarial cyber attacks.
When the load demand is overestimated at each time step,
the operator tend to charge the excess power into the ES. If
there is no surplus in ES, unfortunately the excess power can
only be wasted, which will result in excess costs. When load
demand is underestimated, the ES discharges to the system
and the more expensive thermal plants may output power.
Therefore, reasonable control of ES can help withstand such
adversarial data attacks to avoid additional costs.
The renewable energy prediction and load prediction
profiles are inputted into the model. However, considering
the user's adversarial attack behavior on load demand, we
assume that renewable energy is predicted precisely in the
existing forecasting model, and the load demand is biased.
Deviations in load forecasting will cause curtailment costs
and additional energy cost.
The system operator may seek to minimize the expected total cost. The system model is formulated as:
N
+
T
  ct Pi ,t + ct ( FDt − Dt − gt ) 
min Ctotal =   i =1
(6)
,
t =1
 +c ' ( D − FD − b )+

t
t
 t t

where, T is the total number of time slots; N is the number
of thermal plants; 𝑐𝑡 is the marginal cost at time t; 𝑐𝑡′ is the
highest marginal cost among thermal plants used to satisfy

the demand at time t; 𝑃𝑖,𝑡 is the actual power produced by
thermal plant i at time t; 𝐹𝐷𝑡 is the forecasted demand at
time t.
subject to
N

P

i ,t

+ wt = Dt + gt − bt ,

(7)

i

Bt = Bt −1 + gt − bt ,

(8)

0  Bt  B,
B0 = 0,
0  Pi ,t  Pi ,max ,

(9)
(10)
(11)

where, 𝑔𝑡 and 𝑏𝑡 are the charging and discharging power of
the ES at time t, respectively; 𝐵𝑡 is the stored energy of the
ES at time t; 𝐵0 and 𝐵𝑇 are the initial and ultimate energy
levels, respectively; 𝐵̅ is the capacity limitations of the ES;
𝑃𝑖,max is the capacity of thermal plant i. Since ES is expensive, the capacity 𝐵̅ is not large in fact. Therefore, 𝐵̅ is much
smaller than 𝐷𝑡 .
Constraint (7) express the power balance of the whole
system. The energy balance equation and the capacity limitation of the ES are given by constraints (8) and (9), respectively. Constraint (10) ensures that the energy stored at the
end of the time scope is the same as that in the initial state.
Constraint (11) shows the capacity limit for the thermal
plant.
Energy Storage. In this paper, we consider an easy control
strategy of ES. When the load demand is overestimated, the
ES should be controlled to store the excess power (renewable power or excess power generated for over-forecasted
demand) until the ES is fully charged. In the following time,
the stored electricity in ES can be discharged to make up for
the lack of electricity.
Algorithm: Energy Storage Control
Input: Demand 𝐷𝑡 , forecasted demand 𝐹𝐷𝑡 , renewable
energy 𝑤𝑡 , and ES status last time slot 𝐵𝑡−1 .
Output: Cost 𝐶𝑡𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙 and ES status 𝐵𝑡 .
If 𝑤𝑡 < 𝐹𝐷𝑡 then
Discharge ES first, and then generate power by
thermal plants to meet 𝐹𝐷𝑡 − 𝑤𝑡 demand;
Else
Charge ES as much as possible until the ES cannot
be charged or the ES is charged by 𝑤𝑡 − 𝐹𝐷𝑡 ;
EndIf
If 𝐹𝐷𝑡 > 𝐷𝑡 then
Charge ES as much as possible and the rest power is
wasted.
Else
Utilize the rest renewable energy first, and then
discharge ES as much as possible. If the demand is
still not satisfied, use thermal power plants to meet it.
EndIf
Calculate 𝐶𝑡𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙 and 𝐵𝑡 from the decision;
return 𝐶𝑡𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙 and 𝐵𝑡 .
IV.

CASE STUDIES

To evaluate the impact of adversarial attacks on the power
system, we obtain the demand, renewable and thermal plant
data from electric reliability council of Texas (ERCOT)[14].
To maintain the same order of magnitude, we multiply the
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Fig. 2. The cost loss ratio caused by attack under 3.2% proportion of renewable energy.

We analyze the distribution characteristics of the three
types of hours and summarize in Fig. 3(a). We found that
the benefit hours are mainly distributed in 7:00-8:00 from
September to December, and the loss hours are distributed
from 9:00 to 22:00 in September and October. Among them,
the extremely vulnerable hours are concentrated in the daily
peak of electricity consumption (11:00 to 19:00). This is
because electricity consumption in peak hours is large and
the electricity price is higher, which is more vulnerable to
user attacks. While in November and December, the loss
hours appear more disorderly, and even on a certain day in
December, the whole day is extremely vulnerable hours,
which relates to the high electricity consumption on that day.
Therefore, the system operator of ERCOT has to particularly be careful in those extremely venerable hours.
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B. The impact of renewable energy
By comparing Fig. 3(a) and Fig. 3(b), it can be seen
that increasing the proportion of renewable energy will not
affect the distribution of the three types of hours, but will
increase the cost benefit of the benefit hours and the cost
loss of the loss hour, respectively. The increase in the proportion of renewable energy makes the system more vulnerable to adversarial attacks, but the impact varies from hour
to hour. To further explore the impact of the proportion of
renewable energy on the cost loss ratio, we performed scatter plots to the cost loss ratio under different renewable energy proportions in the same hour.
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A. Adversarial attacks’ performance
We compare the operation cost with and without adversarial attacks on the electricity pool model. We found that
the adversarial attack can largely inflate the generation cost.
For instance, a 5% attack on load forecast model can increase the quarter generation cost by 200 million dollars,
which is roughly 17% of the total generation cost.
In order to analyze the cost impact of adversarial attack
in each hour. We define the concept of cost loss ratio in
each hour. The cost loss ratio caused by an attack indicates
the ratio of the difference between the cost of an attack
(𝜖 =3%) and the cost of no attack to the average cost per
hour. The attacks will bring cost losses in general, but some
hours will also bring cost gains, as shown in Fig. 2. The cost
loss ratio of most hours is near 0, while the cost loss ratio of
some hours is greater than 0 or even less than 0. We notice
that the distribution of adversarial attack’s hourly impact is
bimodal. Therefore, the power-system cost is extremely
venerable in some hours shown as in Fig. 2. Thus, the hours
are divided into three types: benefit hours (the cost loss ratio
is lower than zero), loss hours (the cost loss ratio is higher
than zero) and extremely vulnerable hours.

(a) Base case (b) High renewable (c) Energy storage case
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original solar data by a coefficient 16000. And then we multiply wind and solar energy by coefficients 3, 4, 5, 6.5 to
reflect different proportions of net renewable energy, i.e.,
0.25%, 3.2%, 12% and 43%. Weather data[15] includes hourly temperature, precipitation, air density and cloud cover in
Houston in 2012. The maximum demand exceeds 80000
MW per hour. The battery capacity is 16000 MW.
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As shown in Fig. 4, with the increase in the proportion
of renewable energy, the change costs in the benefit hours
are small, while the change costs in the loss hours large. For
the benefit hours, their reducing and increasing change no
much. While for the loss hours, their cost loss ratios increase
the most, and the average change cost reached 0.422$/h,
which indicates the proportion of renewable energy has a
greater impact on loss hours.

C. Energy storage to resist adversarial attacks
To evaluate the ES's ability to resist attacks, we selected the two periods (1-500 and 1500-2000 hours) to demonstrate charging and discharging conditions of the ES in the
face of the attack, as shown in Fig. 5 (a) and (b). In 1-500
hours, the prediction error caused by the attack is alternately
positive and negative, while most of the prediction errors in
1500-2000 hours are negative. In the case of alternating
positive and negative errors, ES can be utilized to the maximum and the value of ES can be revealed to the greatest
extent, as shown in Fig. 5 (c).
Prediction errors
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