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Abstract—Residential buildings account for a significant por-
tion (35%) of the total electricity consumption in the U.S. as of
2022. As more distributed energy resources are installed in build-
ings, their potential to provide flexibility to the grid increases.
To tap into that flexibility provided by buildings, aggregators
or system operators need to quantify and forecast flexibility.
Previous works in this area primarily focused on commercial
buildings, with little work on residential buildings. To address
the gap, this paper first proposes two complementary flexibility
metrics (i.e., power and energy flexibility) and then investigates
several mainstream machine learning-based models for predicting
the time-variant and sporadic flexibility of residential buildings
at four-hour and 24-hour forecast horizons. The long-short-term-
memory (LSTM) model achieves the best performance and can
predict power flexibility for up to 24 hours ahead with the
average error around 0.7 kW. However, for energy flexibility,
the LSTM model is only successful for loads with consistent
operational patterns throughout the year and faces challenges
when predicting energy flexibility associated with HVAC systems.

Index Terms—Flexibility, residential buildings, machine learn-
ing, long short term memory

I. INTRODUCTION

Power systems in many countries are facing growing chal-
lenges posed by the stochastic and intermittent nature of
renewable energy resources. As a result, there has been a
push for more flexibility from the demand side of the grid.
In the United States, buildings make up the majority of
electricity end-use consumption with about 75% of the nation’s
electricity consumed in residential and commercial buildings
[1]. Buildings usually have some controllable devices and
flexible loads and can change consumption patterns to benefit
both the grid and the building owners. In order to plan control
schemes and respond to requests from the grid, the energy
management system (EMS) or controller needs to know how
much flexibility the building has and when it is available.
Flexibility metrics aim to quantify the flexibility of load and
consolidate the various sources of flexibility into a common
framework.

Existing work has quantified building load flexibility
through a variety of different metrics, but typically the focus is
on power, energy, or cost [2]. Power metrics, like those shown
in [3] and [4], aim to quantify the possible power change that
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could be achieved at a given time. The most prominent of these
metrics is peak reduction since reducing consumption during
the most congested hours of the day is a well-established
topic of research. Because these metrics are simple and just
look at power, they are good for predictions further into the
future. This simplicity comes at the cost of not providing
information on how long the load change can be maintained
and what the rebound energy effect of the change will be.
Energy metrics, on the other hand, are typically short-term
in order to provide this time-dependent information. There
are many forms of these metrics, but a common goal is to
quantify a building’s ability to respond to a demand response
event and how efficiently it can do so [5]. Cost metrics, like the
flexibility index in [6], are particularly useful for evaluating
the cost of a building using its flexibility. These metrics are
more evaluative than predictive, mostly used for determining if
a load change provides enough benefit to the building owner.
There has yet to be a single metric that characterizes all of
the pertinent information about load flexibility. As such, for
the purpose of forecasting flexibility, at least one power and
one energy metric is needed.

Since commercial buildings have a history of EMS, most
flexibility forecasting work focuses on these buildings. Com-
pared to residential buildings, commercial buildings have
larger thermal masses and tend to have more structured and
consistent schedules, making their flexibility easier to predict.
HVAC systems [7] and data centers [8] are large flexible
loads that have been forecasted to provide services to the
grid. There are a variety of forecasting horizons used, but the
most common ones are 4 hours and 24 hours. Despite the
work on commercial buildings, there is little existing work
on forecasting of residential building load flexibility [9].
This is likely due to the fact that individual residential homes
typically have relatively small load footprints, limited flexibil-
ity potential, and a lack of measurements to enable flexibility
quantification and control. However, smart meters and smart
home sensors are becoming more common in homes, which
provide essential data for building load disaggregation and
flexibility quantification. Additionally, building electrification
and having more distributed energy resources like energy
storage increases their flexibility potential significantly.

Despite the increased flexibility in residential buildings,

1

ar
X

iv
:2

40
3.

01
66

9v
1 

 [
cs

.L
G

] 
 4

 M
ar

 2
02

4



Fig. 1. Flexibility bounds for an example summer and winter day

there remain several challenges in predicting and using that
flexibility. The core of the issue lies in that residential build-
ings are small loads, have different flexibility sources, and
their consumption varies widely based on different occupant
habits and preferences. In addition, low thermal mass means
the load and flexibility will change much quicker compared
to commercial buildings. This paper seeks to address this
issue and provides data-driven models to forecast the rapidly
changing and sporadic flexibility metrics that describe the
flexibility offered by a single residential home.

The main contributions of the paper include:

1) A framework of metrics to characterize the flexibility of
loads within a residential home.

2) Investigating machine learning models for forecasting
these flexibility metrics at horizons of a few hours and a
day ahead and confirming their suitability for predicting
power flexibility and shortcomings in forecasting energy
flexibility.

The rest of the paper is structured as follows: the flexibility
metrics chosen and their calculation methods are described,
followed by a discussion on the machine learning methods
used for forecasting in Section II. Results and discussions of
the models are provided in Section III, followed by conclu-
sions and future work in Section IV.

II. FLEXIBILITY METRICS AND MACHINE LEARNING
METHODS FOR FORECASTING

To create disaggregated load data for training and testing
the forecasting model, the building simulation tool EnergyPlus
was used with the U.S. Department of Energy’s prototype
home models in the cool and dry thermal climate zone, which
corresponds with Colorado’s climate [10], [11]. Although sub-
metering data is uncommon in real-world residential homes,
non-intrusive load monitoring techniques can help estimate
these disaggregated load profiles. The model used is a manu-
factured home that has a heat pump for heating and cooling
as well as a heat pump water heater. To help the forecasting

Fig. 2. Procedure for calculating the building power flexibility bounds

model learn the temperature dynamics of the house, a dead-
zone HVAC controller was implemented based on [12]. The
water heater in the model already operates in a similar fashion
so no changes were made. The building model was simulated
for two years with a data resolution of three minutes. For
the purposes of this paper, the only sources of flexibility
considered are the HVAC and water heater.

A. Flexibility Metrics

Power flexibility bounds define the upper and lower limit
of power consumption. Paired with the expected consumption
curve for the building, this provides upward and downward
flexibility over a set future horizon. Should a building have the
means to support bi-directional power flow, the lower bound
has the potential to be negative to represent sending power
back to the grid. This metric is calculated using disaggregated
load data from the house, as shown in Fig. 2. By subtracting
the HVAC and water heater electricity consumption from
the net load of the building, the lower flexibility bound can
be found. As a result, this lower limit is equivalent to the
consumption of non-flexible loads in the building. For the
upper limit, the difference between rated consumption and
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Fig. 3. Energy flexibility for an example summer and winter day, 3d plot

Fig. 4. Procedure for calculating the energy flexibility

current consumption is calculated for the HVAC and water
heater and this value is added to the net load. The rated
consumption is based on the maximum consumption of HVAC
and water heater in the past week. For the HVAC, this value
in particular varies depending on the outdoor temperature,
so we use a sliding window to allow this behavior to be
represented. An example of these bounds are shown in Fig. 1.
These two limits are highly correlated with one another, both
taking on the shape of the non-flexible load consumption with
a fairly constant offset between them. Finally, both bounds are
smoothed out using a moving average to remove small spikes
likely created by the cycling of the house’s refrigeration unit.
This is done to make training the models easier, however it
does come with the consequence that the consumption of the
house will occasionally exceed the bounds slightly. This results
in the bounds slightly underestimating their limits.

Energy flexibility aims to pair a possible load change in
power with a duration that the change can be maintained
without violating operating or comfort constraints. These
constraints consist of occupant preferences like the acceptable
range of indoor air temperatures, or are based on safety like the
temperature limits required to avoid unwanted bacteria growth
in a hot water tank. For a single house with electric HVAC and
water heating, this metric will take the form of an irregular
descending staircase for each timestep, as shown in Fig. 3.
This discontinuity combined with the fast changes makes
forecasting energy flexibility a very challenging task. The
number of power thresholds relies entirely on the amount of
flexible loads in the house, but combining the energy flexibility

of several homes at once allows for more granular power
reduction and duration offerings. Similar to the flexibility
bounds, this metric relies on the disaggregated load profiles
of the house. The potential power reduction and maintainable
duration are calculated separately for each flexible load. The
power thresholds are based on the rated consumption for each
device, which is the maximum consumption in the past week,
same as the flexibility bounds. The maintainable duration is
essentially the amount of time it will take for the indoor
air temperature or hot water tank temperature to exceed the
constraints without any effort from their respective appliance.
The deadband controllers are used to create this information.
When the appliances are off, the indoor air and hot water tank
temperatures change based on the natural thermal dynamics
of the house, providing data on how the temperatures change
based on the current state of the house and environment. The
power and duration for each devices are paired together and
sorted based on duration, from shortest to longest. Finally, a
reverse cumulative sum of the powers is used to create the
different power tiers.

B. Time Series Forecasting

The EnergyPlus simulation data was post-processed using
the methods detailed in the previous section to calculate the
two flexibility metrics. 70% of the data was used for training,
with validation and testing making up the remaining 20%
and 10%, respectively. Four different models were tested for
the forecasting of the flexibility metrics: a linear model, an
artificial neural network (ANN), a convolution neural network
(CNN), and a recurrent neural network (RNN) using long
short-term memory cells (LSTM) [13]. The parameters for
these models are listed in Table I. Different numbers of layers
and neurons were tested, and these parameters were selected
as they achieved the desired amount of accuracy wihout over-
fitting to the training data. For the power flexibility bounds,
a single model with two outputs was used, one for the upper
bound and one for the lower bound. From the simulation data,
the net load of the house, outdoor and indoor air temperature,
and hot water tank temperature are all used as inputs to the
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TABLE I
FORECASTING MODEL PARAMETERS

Model Parameters
Model Number of layers/neurons Notes
Linear 1 layer with a neuron per input No activation function
ANN 2 layers with 512 neurons
CNN 1 layer with 512 neurons Kernel size of 3

LSTM 1 layer with 32 cells

Fig. 5. Forecasting error for flexibility bounds over various forecast horizons

model. Also included as input is the most recent operating state
of the HVAC. Heating and cooling have different consumption
patterns, which has a large impact on the bounds, particularly
the upper bound. Additionally, a fourier analysis of the bounds
showed a strong daily periodicity, so a time of day input was
also included. The goal for this metric is to achieve an accurate
prediction 24 hours ahead.

For energy flexibility, since the metric is discontinuous
in power and time duration (see Fig. 3), they are predicted
separately to simplify the problem. The power reduction can
be readily calculated from past meter data, so the focus was
on forecasting the duration the power reduction could be
maintained. Predicting this for both HVAC and water heater
in a single model proved difficult, so three models were used,
one for heating, one for cooling, and one for the water heater.
These models all use data on the outdoor air temperature and a
time input with a daily periodicity. The water heater model also
uses the hot water tank temperature and a binary variable for
the state of the water heater. Similarly, the heating and cooling
models use indoor air temperature and a binary variable for
the HVAC’s heating or cooling state. The goal of this metric
is to achieve an accurate prediction four hours ahead.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

We trained the four machine learning models mentioned
above for predicting power flexibility and energy flexibility
on a rolling horizon (depending on the prediction horizon) for
two years. Thus, each single model covers all four seasons.

A. Power Flexibility Bounds

Fig. 5 shows the mean squared error (MSE) for the four
different models. As might be expected, the LSTM model

Fig. 6. Predicted flexibility bounds using the LSTM model with a forecast
horizon of 24 hours

performs the best, achieving an MSE of about 0.5, which is
around 0.7 kW. This model performs the best throughout the
various forecast horizons, still providing reasonably accurate
predictions with a forecast horizon of 24 hours. This reaches
the goal of providing information on flexibility one day ahead.

The primary limitation of the model can be seen in Fig. 6
in how it struggles to capture the large change that occurs
in the upper bound when switching between heating and
cooling. The prediction tends to lag behind the label when
these large changes occur and the model has a habit of over-
exaggerating the change. Knowing the model’s tendency to
overshoot allows for these shortcomings to be worked around
since they still follow the overall shape of the label and tend
to yield conservative results. Another issue is when the model
predicts that the upper bound will decrease as if the HVAC is
cooling the house despite that not occuring. The tail end of the
data in Fig. 6 shows this problem quite well with maximum
errors of about 6 kW. These errors increase in frequency as the
forecast horizon lengthens. Using separate models for different
periods (or seasons) of the year would likely help reduce these
errors.

B. Energy Flexibility

The model for energy flexibility was split up based on
the source of flexibility. For the water heater model, LSTM
is the most accurate model. It performs best with a two-
hour forecast horizon, achieving an MSE of 384, which is
about 20 minutes. With a four-hour horizon, the model shows
a noticeable bias towards undershooting the duration. The
overall accuracy doesn’t significantly decrease, still achieving
an average error of around 20 minutes. Several test days can
be seen in Fig. 7.

Even with separate models for heating and cooling, none
of the models are capable of accurately forecasting the energy
flexibility duration over the year, as seen in Fig. 8. Our analysis
showed that this is because of periods of time where the indoor
air temperature changes based solely on external factors like
the outdoor temperature and solar radiation. The temperature
inside may rise even though there is no heating effort from
the HVAC. These periods of time can last for multiple hours
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Fig. 7. Predicted maintainable duration for water heater with a forecast
horizon of four hours

Fig. 8. Predicted maintainable duration for HVAC heating with a forecast
horizon of four hours

and create large spikes in the duration, making forecasting
quite difficult. These large spikes also are not outliers because
they happen frequently, so removing them from the dataset
is nontrivial. In light of this, we believe that this method is
insufficient for forecasting HVAC flexibility. The consumption
of HVAC is much less consistent throughout the year com-
pared to the water heater, likely due to the fact that the hot
water tank is located inside the house and does not experience
significant changes in the air temperature around it. The goal
of the heating and cooling models is to predict the amount
of time it will take for the air temperature inside to exceed
the comfort limits of the deadband without any effort from
the HVAC system. Yet, the machine learning-based forecasting
models considered in this paper do not explicitly capture these
thermal dynamics which are important for flexibility duration
prediction. One possible next step would be to consider a gray
box model that incorporates more physics. In particular, an RC
model to represent the thermal dynamics of a house seems
promising so long as there is an effective method to calibrate
the model to a specific house.

IV. CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE WORK

This paper proposes power flexibility and energy flexibility
as two complementary metrics for quantifying residential

building load flexibility and develops machine learning meth-
ods for forecasting this flexibility. Day-ahead forecasting of
power flexibility is viable using an LSTM model, and future
work on this metric will look into how to effectively split
the year into multiple models to achieve higher accuracy.
Despite the success in forecasting energy flexibility for water
heaters, our study showed that energy flexibility forecasting
is a generally much more challenging task for mainstream
machine-learning methods due to the highly non-linear, time-
variant, and sporadic nature of individual home energy flexi-
bility. Considering that air temperature dynamics and HVAC
system operation modes appear to be difficult for these models
to learn purely from data, a continuation of this work will look
into gray-box models that can leverage physics to make up for
the shortcomings in purely data-driven methods. Another key
aspect of flexibility that was outside the scope of this paper
is energy storage. Batteries are becoming more common in
residential homes and present a significant amount of potential
for load flexibility.
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