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Abstract. This article reviews different kinds of models for the etacpower
grid that can be used to understand the modern power sydtersprtart grid.
From the physical network to abstract energy markets, watifgein the lit-
erature different aspects that co-determine the spatipaeal multilayer dy-
namics of power system. We start our review by showing howgtreeration,
transmission and distribution characteristics of theiti@mhl power grids are
already subject to complex behaviour appearing as a refsiiie ahe interplay
between dynamics of the nodes and topology, namely synigation and cas-
cade effects. When dealing with smart grids, the system ity increases
even more: on top of the physical network of power lines andtrotlable
sources of electricity, the modernisation brings inforimratnetworks, renew-
able intermittent generation, market liberalisation,qumers, among other as-
pects. In this case, we forecast a dynamical co-evolutichetmart grid and
other kind of networked systems that cannot be understotaté. This review
compiles recent results that model electric power gridoagtex systems, go-
ing beyond pure technological aspects. From this persgeatie then indicate
possible ways to incorporate the diverse co-evolving systato the smart grid
model using, for example, network theory and multi-agemiugation.

1 Introduction

Electric power grid names the system deployed to delivetebity from the generating units
(power plants) to the end users (houses, industries elc$({th a system is traditionally a
one-way network, where the generators “produce” the ateetrergy, that needs to “travel”
long distances in high-voltage transmission lines, tovarii the distribution network that
delivers the electricity to the consumers. These threekisleageneration, transmission, and
distribution — have their own engineering challenges (mafryhem already solved in both
research and implementation levels).

In any case, the power grid elements are interdependenthwhi- se may allow for
complex processes such as cascade effects [3]. Big blackaemplify them, where few
small events occurring at approximately the same time m&y e a collapse in the whole
interconnected system.
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The scenario described above illustrate the “old-fashelettric power grids. In con-
trast, modern grids — the so-called smart grids [1] — usesimdtion and communication
technologies (ICTs) to collect information (such as thedwéburs of suppliers, consumers,
and prosumers) and take actions in an automated fashiorptou® the efficiency, reliabil-
ity, economics, and sustainability of the production argtribiution of electricity[[2, 4]. The
smart-grid, still an idea on the designing table, would eleahe reliability of the energy in-
frastructure, decrease the impact of supply disruptiodsesen create an internet of energy.
A change of paradigm in the way energy is produced, diseibutraded, and consumed, is
set to take place.

Technological development of signal processing and twg-seanmunication techniques
will be fundamental to securely distribute information argahe grid elements. Besides, few
big and many small generators are expected to coexist intgrids. This allows for more
distributed energy sources (e.g. solar panels or windried)iand self-sufficient micro-grids.
The control of these variable sources of energy is also agigriological challenge, where
real-time action is required in many situatiohs [1].

From another perspective those aspects of smart gridseenell! products, services, and
markets. For instance, any person who has a solar panel & htay become an energy
trader. Therefore a new market appears within smart grilerezconsumers, or groups of
consumers, play an active role in the electric power systhay have evolved from simple
consumers to activerosumers. The social collective behaviour of the consumers and teade
might bring drastic effects into the stability of the grid.

From this brief description, we can also foresee possiblesis beyond technicalities. For
instance, markets are known to be unstable where few sp@eutayents (persons or com-
puter programs) may collapse the whole economic system +eveavadays experiencing
this in the current crisis triggered by the US housing madkash [[5]. This would not be
different in the smart grid. For instance, one might thinkatspeculative agents that buy
energy when the price is low, store it and then resell whemptioe is high. If this is the case,
how this simple speculative behaviour will change the pdieevs inside the grid? How the
abstract market network affects, and is affected by, theighypower network? The answers
to those questions are unknown and generally even not igagsd.

In this review paper, we attempt to describe a wide rangeisfiag network models for
the structures of smart grids beyond technical aspects &udis$ how they are inter-related,
aiming at bridging the gap between these models, each cdnaimgdifferent disciplines.

To do this, we divide our presentation into different setsicSectiof 2 focuses on phys-
ical models of the grid and the complex behaviours and evatis can happen in the
traditional grid, such as frequency synchronisation astade effects. Secti@h 3 deals with
the challenges of building a dedicated communication netfier smart grids. In Sectidn 4,
we present the benefit and problematic issues in using rélewsaurces of energy and other
emerging technologies that may change the grid dynamigsétctric vehicles). Sectidn 5
reviews the complexity related to the smart grid manageiahhow it is context-dependent
(e.g. the smart grids designed for rural zones are diffdrent the one s for urban areas).
In Sectior[6, we present theoretical approaches that carséuk to combine all these as-
pects of the energy system in order to model and study thet gmadidynamics as a complex
multiplex networks([6], a network of networks formed by difént layers, with different dy-
namical behaviours, and different connections. Seéliooriticdes this review, pointing out
some possible ways to go.

2 The physics of electric power grid

The power grid networks are still subject to a balance betveegply and demand, ésad
balance, since batteries and other related technologies that egisidays can only store
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small amounts of electric energy. As we have mentioned, pgwes are topologically in-
terconnected. This fact, summed with the inherent needfat balance within the network,
characterizes complex dynamics of the grid. In this sectiom review some of the main
results in the field. Specifically, focusing on synchroriatssues and cascade effects.

2.1 Synchronization

In power grids, electricity is normally transmitted in aftating current (in 50 or 60 Hz
depending on the country). Therefore, in addition to loaldfze, synchronisation between
all elements is a crucial aspect to the system [7]. A famossrifgtion of how synchronisation
can appear in networks of coupled oscillators was made bgiidato in [8]. Such description
has been used as a model for many complex systems, rangintiotogical clocks to power
grids. For instance in [9], the authors have shown that, mees can be modelled as having
the same dissipative coefficienf the same moment of inertia, and power is not lost during
transmission, then a power grid where power-conservatiws lholds can be cast into a
second order Kuramoto-like model. Namely,

9i = Wi,

S (1)
wi =—a; w; + P+ Pmaxz aijsin (0; — 0;),

j=1

wherei = 1,2, ..., N represents a consumer or a generating unit of the systetime time-
dependent phase of unijtw; is the time-dependent frequency centred in the power grid on
of {2 Hz, P; is related to the power consumed {f < 0) or generated (it’; > 0), a;;
indicates whether two nodes are connected Bpg is related to the maximum power that
can be transmitted in a direct linkg; represents the damping coefficient of the machine
1. Since Eq.[{) considers that the dissipation in transimisi zero, this model should be
considered as a model not for the whole grid, but as a modeh&high-power network,
responsible for the transmission of power.

Noticing that the uncoupled dynamics of Eg. (1) is linear énd «w;) and has constant
parametersk;), and that the magnitude of the term representing the poeiagliransferred
Praxis constant for every edge, then, the linear stability ofsyrechronous solutiorf{ = éj
andw; = 0) is independent of the parameters that make the networkdysteeousip;). If a
further assumption is made [10], i.e., the network has ntitsare highly connected (large
degree) and’nax is sufficiently strong, resulting in a network whose nodesshemall phase
difference, then the stability of the synchronous nodesteninined by the eigenvalues of
the matrix describing the orthogonalised variational ¢igna:

0 1
|:Pmax%' 06:| (2)

wherev; are the eigenvalues of the Laplacian matrix of the netwoekineéd as_;; = A;; —
1k; (A;; is adjacency matrix] is identity matrix, andk; is the degree of nodg. « is the
average damping coefficient by assuming= «;, Vi, j. In this sense, the Master Stability
Function [11] is therefore given by the values Bfax and o such that the matriX{{2) has
only eigenvalues with negative real part. This functiomaB one to understand how the
topology of the grid naturally (without control) favour sshronous states. In[10], the authors
have also studied long-term global stability by numericalams, by determining coupling
strengths for which the long-term behaviour of Hd. (1) isjfrency synchronisation, even
after large perturbations are introduced in the systemirFasults were applied to study the
natural stability of the Brazilian power grid. Using the sagrid model, the authors in [1L2]



4 Will be inserted by the editor

studied the collective dynamics in large-scale oscillatwtworks, using the British grid to
exemplify their results. Interestingly the authors showesbmehow counter-intuitive result:
the more decentralized the power sources are, the moretrbleugrid is against topological
faults. On the other hand, they also showed that a more datisatl system is at the same
time more sensitive to perturbations.

In [13] Witthaut and Timme have shown how the inclusion of riaks can affect the
power grid synchronisation. The authors argument is that lirks may lead to Braess'’s
paradoxed[14] — phenomenon where adding new liakgces the overall performance of
the system. The authors recently extended this work in [1#@re they characterise other
consequences of such a paradox in the network such as cadtexte (which is the topic of
the next subsection).

. . " . 2H7 o _
The swing equation was used [n [16] 17] as the dynamic modgtoérators=5.0; =

P — P — %w. The parameters in the swing equation have a clear physieahimg.
H; is the inertia constant of the generaté},; is the mechanical power provided by the
generatorP,; is the electrical power transmitted to the network from teaeyator reading
P, = E! Z;V:l B (Bijsin(d; — d;) + Gijcos(d; — 6;)), whereE] is the internal voltage
of i*" generatorB;; andG;; are the conductance and susceptance betweeniraie;.
D; is the damping coefficient with typical values between 0 anthZhe Kuramoto-like
model, the parameters are normalised. For exaniplis,proportional to the power produced
or generated, but not equal. If the power dissipation on tfwestmission line is set to zero
(i.e. Gi; = 0), power grids modelled by the swing equation become algekguivalent to
power grids modelled by the Kuramoto-like equationl( [9]nelonly needs to divide the
constant vaIueQ% on both sides of the swing equation, noticing tHat= w;. There is
however a fundamental difference between both models dagathe way consumers are
modelled. Consumers are described in the Kuramoto-likean©dB]) by simply setting
P, < 0. If one wants to model the dynamics of a power grid by the swéggation, one
models a consumer by a unit that uses either a constant impedpower, or current. A
reduced network is obtained by eliminating load buses ¢nesible to bring power to the
consumers). This reduced network has valueBgfandG;; that incorporate the existence
of consumers.

We cite the following recent works that deal with synchratian of power grids as a
complex dynamical networki: [16—R0]. In particular, n[16je authors have derived a type
of Master Stability Function for the Swing equation, an eqlént mechanical model for
a power system, more general than the mode[in (1), sincéestmto consideration that
power is dissipated in the power lines. Therefore, it can seduo study the stability of
a power network that models not only the transmission bt e distribution of energy.
The authors have shown this type of Master Stability Fumcitioterms of the eigenvalues
of a matrix constructed from the eigenvalues of the coupfivedrix and parameters of the
generators. The coupling matrix is a matrix that contaimageelated to the adjacency matrix
(topology), but also terms due to the phase difference legivlee nodes (dynamics). Even
though the stability can then be determined in terms of tiwark topology, the information
obtained from one type of network cannot be extended dyrézthnother arbitrary network
topology. For this reason, we coin this result as a Mastdril8a type-Function, which in
fact can help one to understand how to enhance the stabilityeasynchronous state of a
particular network, by changing parameters but not thectira. Another work of relevance
is the one in[[1l7], which has studied the global long termistalof the swing equation,
neglecting the dissipation in the transmission of poweeiifresult is general, but still is
a function of the phase diference, and therefore cannot bé tsinfer the stability of a
power grid by studying another power grid. Inferring thebgty of a network out of another
network is a crucial point if one wants to grow a power netwarkissue that becomes even
more needed now that the grid will need to be adapted to be¢ensmart grid. Finally,
in the work of [18], the authors provide a general global ldegn stability condition for a
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mechanical system analogous to a structure preservingldardiee power-grid. This model
considers that nodes have different dynamics. Each dyrstéhaviour can be seen as a
model for the dynamics of different elements of a power-@sige the discussions of the
work of [102], in Sec[b) . Some nodes are modelled by a secodeF equation (similar to
Eq, (1)) and others are modelled by a first-order equationil@i to makingw; = 0, in Eq,
(@)). The condition states that the network will be frequesynchronouss; = w; or phase
coherent|; — 0;| < m/2) if the eigenvalues of *w are smaller or equal thein (v), where
L™ is the pseudo-inverse of the Laplacian matrix of the netwanki|0; — 0;| < v < 7/2.

2.2 Cascade effects

Cascade effects denotes a series of sequential events thigigered by one or few initial

disturbances within the system, causing in some casedlipse [22]. In power grids, many
blackouts are known to be caused as a result of cascadeslbbsiages events [23-25]. The
best reported examples are the blackouts in North Ameri@®@8, Europe in 2006, Brazil

2009 [25], and India 2012 [26], where a sequence of outagatsdgiwn large parts of the

electric grid.

Within complex systems, cascade effects are closely cbtatés topology/[27=30]: ran-
dom, preferential-attachment, small-world, or scale feagl to particular cascade character-
istics. For example, scale-free networks are known to bedilient against selective attacks.
In particular, scale-free networks are more sensitivetacks on short-range than on long-
range links[[31].

While there is still no consensus about whether there isiady/fppology for real power
grids, in recent studies it was found that the power gridofel an exponential distribution
of degrees [30, 33]. There are however exceptions. In [3tithors have shown evidences
that the North America power grid could have a scale-freeltugy [34]. Contributing to this
controversy, the authors in [38] compared the data from tB@blver grid using different fit-
ting models. Based on the topological distance analysy, lave shown that the power grid
is neither scale-free nor small-word. In fact, it is showattthere are topological differences
in the grids worldwide, as demonstrated by the works in[[5538]. It is worth to mention
that (30, 32], the authors have suggested that the conspabout the type of network seems
to exist in the topology of the high tension power networkileithe medium and low voltage
networks seeryur from being a small-world network.

The analyses carried out in_[37] are based on the “electsitmdce”, the equivalent re-
sistant of a Kirchhoff network. The authors in this work ot@d that they are able to better
capture the specificities of power grids (where Ohm and Kiodhlaws prevails) than when
topological distances or connectivity measures are enegloyhe electric distance, whose
analytical calculation was derived in_[39], indeed progde powerful way to understand
the flows and cascade effects in networks. The electricemlie between two nodes — also
known as equivalent resistance — multiplied by the amoufibef entering a network is the
load capacity of the edge, where load and flow are linearbteel It is also shown in [40]
that one strategy to avoid cascade effects in DC models oEpgwd is to design a net-
work topology such that its input flows avoid surpassing ttiviidual load capacities of the
edges.

Using the electric distance, Eppstein et al. proposed ihdd algorithm to identify events
that cause cascading failures in a power system. This woskfurgher extended in [42] for
partitioning the power grid networks that may be used as Eéoo@avoiding cascade effects.

In most of the cases, cascade failures are related to coongdair nodes that are dropped
in the power system. However, as described before, powds grie also subject to Braess
paradoxes when the topology of the network changes [15].alifleors showed that the-
clusion of a link may also lead to cascade events and illustrate mthilsé British grid (Fig.
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6 in [15]). At this point, we have illustrated that the traolital power grids face a complex
dynamics even when looking only at simplified systems.

In most of the works presented in the previous section, itds usual practice to neglect
the dissipation in power lines (the dissipative tetnappearing in Eq[{1) refers to the dis-
sipation in the machines). Additional analytical difficel appear if one wants to take into
account power loss due to dissipation. The workiin [16] hassitiered dissipation in the
power lines. However, only local linear stability of thedreency synchronisation is stated in
this work. By neglecting dissipation, theoretical resoltéained from models of the power-
grid such as the ones from [10,/13] 18] remain only valid talgtthe power transmitted
throughout the high-voltage transmission lines.

Cascade models provide a way understand how the resilidrecgra is related to both
its topology and the dissipation in its power lines.[In|[2hE authors have studied a model of
a power-grid whose power lines have a distribution of hefen@ous effectiveness (power-
loss). The authors showed results of loads redistributadtes failures of nodes in the UK
power grid. They showed that if generators fail in a powemoek with the same topol-
ogy of the UK power grid, the cascading effect appearing wda less abrupt than the one
in a network with a scale-free topology. As mentioned, séade networks are unresilient
to selective attacks, such as an attack only on the gensr&lompared with some exist-
ing models, the proposed model in [21] requires larger nagecity to suppress cascading
failure, being more realistic to actual power grids.

3 Information networks and smart grids

The information and communication technologies (ICTs)aranging the dynamics of our
society [43]. For example, the internet, which was builtdorect researchers back in 1980,
is now part of everyday life [44]. Together with its beneftte internet is also creating new
issues related to security, privacy, criminal activitiescegst others [45]. New generations
tend to be globally networked, which produces new challengew risks and even changes
in the scales of events [46]. And yet, new concepts that mashiappliances, humans etc.
must be always connected have been developing buildingiteeniet of things[47] or even
the internet of everything [48].

In this way, humans and its social relations start being evere relevant to understand
the system behaviour [49]. The complexity involved in IC3sbd systems is expect to be
much higher than in “traditional” ones; for instance, temcles tend to propagate faster as
people are able to exchange more information and then toales of events tend to de-
creases, which in turn may facilitate cascade effects [fbgse topics have been recently
covered in a whole special issue of theropean Physical Journal Special Topics [50].

These kind of ICT-based solutions are also in the core of merisgrid — some people
even claim that smart grid will become the internet of endEf%52]. The authors ir_[53]
analysed wireless mesh networks for time-critical comroatidns in smart grids, target-
ing always the minimal delay. In_[54] Galli et al. provided extensive analysis of power
line communication in the context of smart grids, also iatiing the importance of the grid
topology since “(...)the power grid is not only the inforfieaitsource but also the information
delivery system”.

As a reference in the topic, we cile [55] as a complete survethe technological chal-
lenges to design a communication network suitable for smdds. They described sys-
tematically (refer to Fig. 2 therein) the advantages anw/deeks of possible technologies,
from different wireless systems to power line communiaatioterestingly, they indicated
the communication requirements needed for different sgrédtapplications (e.g. demand
response, outage management, distribution automatimanadd metering etc.) as well as
the best communication standards for each context.
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From another perspective, the authors in [56] stated thikeciuges in the deployment of
communication systems for smart grids: complexity, efficie reliability and security. In
the following sections, we will cover some of these challengnd try to understand how the
electric grid and the communication networks may co-evolhdifferent contexts.

4 Challenges of renewable energy and other technologies

The discussions about G@missions and their effects in climate change have beeniggow
[57]. One of the key points to decrease such emissions retfadise of renewable sources of
energy instead of oil- or coal-based sources. Looking tatimsumption side, electric/hybrid
vehicles are seen as another important change to decre&sgogrs. In this section, we will
review the challenges in implementing these technollgies

4.1 Renewable energy

In [57] Jacobson identified the following options as the miogtortant renewable sources
of electricity: “solar-photovoltaics (PV), concentratgalar power, wind, geothermal, hydro-
electric, wave, tidal, nuclear, and coal with carbon capfurd storage technology”. Herein
we focus on the characteristics of PV and wind sources dueeiowider use nowadays.

PV technology is used to convert solar radiation into eleityr using semiconductors
that present photovoltaic effect [59]. While PVs have bemapleyed for some time in space
industry as the source of energy to spacecraft, its comadeusee start growing with the
energy crises in the 70’5 [60].

Wind power plants is the technology that uses the wind mowsnte produce energy.
As a source of electricity, it dates 1888 [61], where “(e)Brush wind turbine in Cleveland,
Ohio had produced 12 kW of direct current power for battergrghng at variable speed”.

In both cases, the idea is to capture the natural potentiahefgy and convert to elec-
tricity so that the dependency of “dirty” sources like oildacpal decreases. In this way, the
objective is to switch the large-scale oil/coal power ptatat “clean” PVs and wind-mills
technology. However, as a natural phenomenon, wind and lsne sre unpredictable in
small-scales and consequently their integration in thegognid network may cause instabil-
ity in the power supply (remind the need for load balance iwithe power grid): sometimes
peaks of production will not be followed by the demand, oewviersal[6P].

Synchronization issues described in the previous sectmudwalso worsen when such
renewable sources integrate in the grid. This can be cleadyn if we study the global
mean field of Eq.[{1). Defining the global mean field¥s=< 0; >= + ijzl 6;, and
noticing that+ Z;V:l a;jsin (0; — 0;) = 0, then the mean field equation for the Kuramoto-
like power-grid network is given b} = —a’Y + (P,). If (P;) = 0, meaning that demand
matches production of energy, the mean field equation descd steady-state solution, and
the system is stable. If howev@P;) # 0, for example/P;) >> 0 due to a peak of generation,
then the mean field variable becomes unstable and mightaisciEach node in the grid is
somehow coupled to the global mean field. That causes dgmiltain w; making nodes to
deviate from the n?tural frequency of the gfid To see this, we define the local mean field

of nodei as(0;) = 1~ >_, a;0;, and the coordinate transformatige’(%:) = ki > ai;e'%.

Equation[(1) can be written in terms of the local mean field as

91 = 70[9.1' —+ R —+ PmaxkiTi sin (<91> — 91) (3)

1 A counterpoint of those solutions are found in the analysisigded by Zahner and compiled in
[58], where the author claims that such celebrated solsitiwa only “green illusions”.
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where(d;) =Y +¢&;(t). Therefore, oscillations ifY might destabilise the machinemaking
its frequency to largely deviate from the natural frequesicihe grid.

These engineering aspects are in fact the target of mangradsgroups worldwide. For
example, the authors in_[63] propose a battery-based agiptoasmooth the supply varia-
tions in PV and wind generators. [n [64] Riffonneau et aldgd a dynamical programming
approach to deal with power flow when PV generators are pt@séme power grid.

All these solutions have in common the advance of storagentdogies to filter the
unbalances inherent of PVs and windmills][65]. In other vepitthe problem is that these
generators have a dynamic that depends on factors out afesriyig control such as presence
of clouds in the region where the PV is installed or wind speeHte region of the wind-mill.
Therefore, the engineering problem is to build a network tam cope with these aspects
while the power grid maintain its desirable characteriseeg. load balance, synchronisation
etc.) . As we saw in Sectidd 2, these aspects are closel\edetatthe network topology
and its power flows. Later in Sectih 6 we will come back to tbjsic when providing the
guidelines to assess the system dynamics.

4.2 Electric vehicles

Another important element in the modern grids is the elegghicle (EV) and its unique load
characteristicd [66]: EVs can be seen as a mobile battetycdrabe plugged anywhere in
the power grid to be charged or even provide electricity imded peaks. In other words, the
topology of the network may be highly mobile if EVs start tgpimidely used. This indicates
that the challenges regarding load balance and power flolveegome even more complex.

One possible solution is to use scheduling algorithms toemade of the benefits of
EVs while avoiding charging them in demand peaks [67]. Hilskt al. proposed in [68] an
algorithm to cope with the impact of charging EVs based onsthvealled smart charging
methods. Marshall et al. gave in_[69] another interestingspective of the problem by
showing the effects of EVs on the heat transfer in the elecibles. In[[70], the authors
assessed the impact of charging vehicles in residentimmsgcomparing different ways to
cope with it. Spatio-temporal dynamics of EVs were analysdd1] based on deterministic
fluid equations, queueing systems and stochastic models.

Some other studies evaluated the impact of EVs based onl atdtea For example,
the authors prepared in_[[72] a report about how EVs affectégeonal US power grid. In
some chapters of the book [73], MacKay dealt with many tecdirdispects of EVs based on
vehicle specification or available power grid data.

As pointed in [73], EVs are not only limited to cars but alsdl@ctive transportation
networks like trams, trains etc. In this case, one shoul@tstdnd much more than technical
aspects related to EVs and further evaluate their impagingaoat traffic patterns of people
and goods in the transportation network, which is closdbteel to when and where the vehi-
cles need to be plugged in the power grid. In other words, yim@uhics of the transportation
network will affect, and will be affected by, the power grid.

5 Contextual aspects of smart grids

In recent years there has been a considerable amount of woi&a out in several countries
to understand the best ways to modernize their power drids 7). These studies have
mainly focused on the technical aspects of the proposed gmdyshowing several real case
studies that have been used to evaluate its expected ageankdost of them, however, only
evaluate the deployment of smart meters across a neighbmtdidr a small city, using then

the information collected from those meters to manage tleeggruse, in cooperation with

the consumers.
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The inclusion of consumers — who are people part of socialests — is indeed a key
aspect in the success of smart grids. In fact, many resuttstaitetwork sciences have been
first presented by social scientists [77]. For example, #mdus six-degrees of separation
that characterizes small-world topology were introducexgpigically by Milgram, a social
psychologist, in[[78]. After this seminal work, many otheodels of social networks have
been proposed, as indicated in the Chapter 3 of [79].

Processes of diffusion in networks are also very importaninderstand how a technol-
ogy such as the smart grid applications will propagate ottmmughout the social system.
Diffusion have been extensively studied in epidemiologytderstand how diseases spread
over a network based on social relations (refer to Chaptesf]79]). Dealing with new
technologies, Rogers studied the diffusion of innovatiartbe society[[80].

Market (de)regulation is an important point in the deployptef smart grids. Many
specialists claim that real-time pricing or other markasdd incentive strategies can in-
deed change behaviours of consumption, decreasing thendioreelectricity in peak peri-
ods [81+184]. In other words, the smart grid system would Iséged upon market strategies
to flat the demand load curves. Consumers who only demanttieigcin the traditional
electricity market would be also expected to be able to t{bdg and sell) energy. In this
case, the newrosumers can use the technologies described in Sec¢flon 4 to prodwegyen
and sell the surpluses to the grid.

While these solutions are optimal under the optics of thenste@am (neoclassical) eco-
nomic theory, they may fail when implemented in actual systé85]. Amongst the main cri-
tiques, we can cite rationality and equilibrium as assuomgtihat produce interesting mathe-
matical results [86], but many times fail to model the acaadio-economical phenomenon.
Some authors go even further: the utility theory of value +cWiis the basis of heoclassical
economic theory — cannot be either proved or disproved sireiebasic assumptions cannot
be tested [87]. Without going into the merits of these wowkescan conjecture some possible
issues in deregulated electricity markets such as spémulgd.g. buy electricity when it is
cheaper, use batteries to store it and sell when it is morerestye) or rational, autonomous
demand control (e.g. turn off air-conditioning when it is teot or the heating when it is too
cold). These issues might contribute to stabilise the malke might also destabilise it. The
energy market can present the same problematic issuesdbkinsarkets have. For example,
phenomena such as the "Minsky moment”. The longer the pefiathbility, the larger the
potential risk for greater instabilities when market papénts must change their behavior.
This effect in the stock market could cause a major collapské value of energy.

Yet from the demand side, the inner city dynamics as wellsabitg-term evolution are
important to understand the grid implementation. Whenaeseng the “science of cities”,
social science researchers, together with urban planndnsteysicists, have been developing
analytical and simulation tools to study the evolution dbam areas as ir_[88—90]. Their
focus has been on large cities trying to find universal festdior places across the world.
The main conclusion from those studies is that factors sadhral use, transportation, and
communications play very important roles in the social dgits of cities, which in turn
affects the energy consumption and the power grid dynaf@it;opR].

The different results presented in this section suggesthigasuccess of the smart grid
goes beyond the already complex technological challerigekis case, there is an increas-
ing awareness that the proper study, modelling, and plgnofirsmart grids should not be
limited to the technical aspects. In this way, the reseahdulsl include not only the power
grid network itself, but also the different networks thédeat, and are affected by, the power
system. These studies should also include the social, edoaband other contextual net-
works where the smart grid is operating as pointed out in[981-All in all the generation,
transmission and distribution of electricity do not existits own isolated domain.
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6 Modelling smart grids

We have described many challenges related to the modeomigdtthe electric power grids.
This section indicates possible ways to include these skv&actors into an unified frame-
work inspired by cutting-edge research in network theomyltiragent simulations and other
tools developed to assess complex systems. Followingiti@f thought, researchers from
different fields participated in the workshop “Power GridsGomplex Networks” (Santa Fe
Institute on May, 2012). The conclusion of such a transglswry event was [94]: “Integrat-
ing and transcending disciplines will enable new ideas &pstthe power system(...)".

For example, Kremers presented in his doctoral thesis [9vdyato model smart grids
as agent-based simulation, including diverse aspectsasigieople behaviour using home
appliances and time series equations to model the wind-pgeveerators in a given place. A
research group from the US Department of Energy at PacifithMeast National Laboratory
have been developing th&ridLAB-D agent-based simulator for distribution power system
[98]. The authors in[[99] recently studied the control ofeemble sources of energy using
agent-based simulation.

In [91]), the authors proposed a cellular automaton to mddeékpansion of a city so as
to predict the spatial demand of electricity based on therthpresented in_[88]. This work
was further extended in [92], modelling the city expansisimg multi-agent models instead
of the simple automaton. In both cases, however, the magion aspects of the power grid
(as the ones cited in Sectidids 3 &nd 4) have been neglectttheauthors only explore the
growing in consumption based on the city growth.

In [101], the authors study how different network topolagand growth models con-
tribute to a network appropriated to a decentralised etgtgtmarket. They showed which is
an optimal growth evolution strategy that balances bestdtie between increased connec-
tivity and costs.

Other possibility to model smart grids comes from the lastades in control theory for
networked systems, regarding the observability of a systemthe partial or full determina-
tion of the state variables of a system from limited measergm For instance, the authors
in [100] have analysed the observability of power grids Hamethe so-called “network ob-
servability transition”, indicating when observable iglis appear in the system as the number
of measurement nodes, randomly selected, increases. Eesaés are group of nodes that
can have their states known (complex voltages) by a redugedbar of observations using
phasor measurement units.

In [103] Brummitt et al. studied how interdependence betweetworks can suppress
cascade effects in power grids. They showed based on th@&ak-Wiesenfeld model [104]
that there exist a number of interconnections that minirtiizeisk of cascade effect whereas
the systems still benefit of being interconnected.

Along these lines, a recent wotk [105] has proposed a tegdsnathematical formalism
to tackle multiplex networks where nodes that are conndatedany different ways. They
have extended the quantities characterizing traditional layer networks such as degree
centrality, modularity, clustering coefficient, eigent@ccentrality, to multilayer networks,
where each layer represent a different type of connectiehsden nodes. Other results on
network theory applied in smart grids were presented baceiction 2, when discussing
synchronization and cascade effects.

Finally, the work in [102] offers a bridge into how engine®ggiand physics can come
together to understand the power-grid with a communicattancture. They showed how a
power-grid composed of generators (modelled by the swing#an), nodes representing the
AC energy obtained from DC generation (coming from wind amldrg, and load buses (that
distributes the power) can be controlled by applying lifead-back controllers in a reduced
number of nodes. By control, it is meant that one can eithliezie frequency synchronisa-
tion (as previously defined; = 9j) or phase coherenc@(—6;| < v). The authors showed
how these states can be reached as a function of the comngtt and eigenvalues of a
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Fig. 1. Schematic figure to represent some aspects of the smarhgtidan be modelled as (complex)
networks. Each topic is related to the respective sectiapgears in this review.

Laplacian matrix constructed from the power-grid struetand the structure of the network
formed by the nodes that are being observed and controltesl @lso provided conditions

for the control when the observations are sampled, a situ#tiat can often be present when
for example communication is interrupted.

7 Final remarks

In this review article, we presented many challenges thae avith the modernization of
power grids. From purely technical issues of the topologyhef generation, transmission
and distribution networks (Secti@h 2) to social issues etticity market deregulation, we
revisited different phenomenarelated to smart grids tfi@teeach other in their co-evolving
dynamics. We also identified in the recent literature of meks and multi-agent systems the
tools needed to tackle these challenges. Figlre 1 compie®pics covered herein.

To conclude this paper, it is worth saying that the undeditanof the smart grids is
still limited — although growing — due to the lack of trangilidinary knowledge in the field.
We expect that this review also serves as a roadmap of pesg#ys to carry out research
in smart grids. In Sec. 1-5, we present the approaches baied to model sub-units or
elements that will be part of the smart grid. In Secfidbn 6, wespnt theoretical approaches
and ideas of how these sub-units and elements could be tlwabraerged into a unifying
framework in order to understand the behaviour of the powstesn as a complex multiplex
networks [6], a network of networks formed by different legjewith different dynamical
behaviours, and different connections. A complex netwbi fs smart: resilient, energy
efficient, stable, flexible and cheap to evolve, making thergynto arrive at the end-user
with a reduced amount of greenhouse production.

This work was partly supported by the Science without Boar&pecial Visiting Researcher fellowship
CAPES/Brazil 076/2012, SUSTAIN Finnish Academy and CNRg# 490235/2012-3 jointly funded
project, CNPq/Brazil 312146/2012-4. MSB acknowledges BE@grant EP/1032606/1.
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