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Abstract—Due to the availability of more comprehensive
measurement data in modern power systems, there has been
significant interest in developing and applying reinforcement
learning (RL) methods for operation and control. Conventional
RL training is based on trial-and-error and reward feedback
interaction with either a model-based simulated environment
or a data-driven and model-free simulation environment. These
methods often lead to the exploration of actions in unsafe regions
of operation and, after training, the execution of unsafe actions
when the RL policies are deployed in real power systems. A
large body of literature has proposed safe RL strategies to
prevent unsafe training policies. In power systems, safe RL
represents a class of RL algorithms that can ensure or promote
the safety of power system operations by executing safe actions
while optimizing the objective function. While different papers
handle the safety constraints differently, the overarching goal
of safe RL methods is to determine how to train policies to
satisfy safety constraints while maximizing rewards. This paper
provides a comprehensive review of safe RL techniques and their
applications in different power system operations and control,
including optimal power generation dispatch, voltage control,
stability control, electric vehicle (EV) charging control, buildings’
energy management, electricity market, system restoration, and
unit commitment and reserve scheduling. Additionally, the paper
discusses benchmarks, challenges, and future directions for safe
RL research in power systems.

Index Terms—Safe reinforcement learning, machine learning,
power system operation, power system control, energy manage-
ment, optimal power generation dispatch, EV charging, voltage
control.

NOMENCLATURE

Notations

γ Discount factor γ ∈ [0, 1)
∆ Difference operator
δ Rotor angle
ϵ/A Inertia parameter of temperature and thermal

conductivity of HVAC
ε Safety constraint bound
ζ Safety probability (1 − ζ is the the risk

probability)
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η, ηCHP
p/h Efficiency of charging or discharging, electri-

cal/thermal energy efficiency of CHP
θ Parameters of the policy πθ

ϑ Grid state in the DC-PF approximation
ΛEV

ch/dis Charging/selling electricity price of EV
ΛEle/Gas/Car Price of electricity/gas/carbon
λ Penalty coefficient or Lagrange multiplier
ΠS Policy set
πθ, πadv

θ Parameterized policy, policy of adversary
πk
θ , πk+ 1

2

θ Policy at iteration k, intermediate policy be-
tween iterations k and k + 1

ρ0 ρ0 : S → [0, 1] is starting state distribution
of S

τ Trajectory τ = (s0, a0, s1, . . .)
ω Frequency
A,a Action set, action
aSG/bSG/cSG Fuel cost coefficients of SG
B/G/R BESS/SG/RES set
C, C Constraint set C = {(Ci, εi)}mi=1, constraint

cost function C : S ×A× S → R
cRES/BESS Cost coefficients of RES/BESS
ch/dis Charging/discharging of electricity or thermal

for ESS
D Function to extract the vector of diagonal

elements from a matrix
M,L, 1

R , D Inertia constant, load damping coefficient,
speed droop response coefficient, D = 1

R +L
is the combined frequency response coeffi-
cient from synchronous generators and load

E, E,Ecap Expectation function, energy associated with
devices, energy capacity of ESS

E/N Edge/node set
f, g, h State transition dynamics or the model of the

environment, equality constraints with a total
number of m, inequality constraints with a
total number of n.

G/N Cardinality of the set G/N
g Gas input of CHP or GB
H/∗ Hermitian/conjugate for a vector or matrix
h Thermal energy generation or load vector
i Current phasor vector
J πθ

R , J πθ

hi
Reward performance, constraint cost perfor-
mance of inequality constraints

L Lagrangian
M, MC MDP M = (S,A,P, r, ρ0, γ), CMDP

MC = (S,A,P, R, ρ0, γ, C)
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P,P Probability function, P : S ×A×S → [0, 1]
is the transition matrix, where P(st+1|st, at)
denotes the probability of state transition
from st to st+1 after taking action at

P Load
his/pre Historical/current net load forecast

Pres Reserve requirement
p/q Active/reactive power generation or load vec-

tor
pGen
e Maximum emergency power generation of

generator
pBus Bus power injection
pij/qij/sij Active/reactive/apparent power for branch ij
pe/pm Electrical/mechanical power
R Reward function R : S ×A× S → R
Rup/down Ramp-up/down rate of generators
rij/xij Resistance/reactance of line ij
S, sap, s State set, apparent power vector, state
Sup/down Start-up/shut-down rate of generators
T , t Time step set of trajectory τ , time instant
tup/tup, ttot Maximum/minimum up time of Gens, total

time
T,H, T I/O Temperature, humidity, indoor/outdoor tem-

perature
ustart/shut/com Startup/shutdown/commitment status of Gens
v/ϕ Voltage phasor/phase vector vt = |v| ⊙ ejϕ,
Y/B Admittance/susceptance matrix
/ Maximum/minimum values of the variable or

vector

Abbreviations

AC/DC Alternating current/direct current
ADN Active Distribution Network
AMI Advanced Metering Infrastructure
(B/M/T)ESS (Battery/Mobile/Thermal) Energy Storage

System
CHP Combined Heat and Power system
(C)MDP (Constrained) Markov Decision Process
CPO Constrained Policy Optimization
CPPO Constraint-controlled PPO
CS Charging Station
CUP Conservative Update Policy
DDPG Deep Deterministic Policy Gradient
DG Distributed Generation
DER Distributed Energy Resource
(D/R)NN (Deep/Recurrent) Neural Network
DSO Distribution System Operator
(D/R)RL (Deep/Robust) Reinforcement Learning
EHP Electric Heat Pump
EV Electric Vehicle
FACTS Flexible AC Transmission System
FOCOPS First Order Constrained Optimization in Pol-

icy Space
GCN Graph Convolution Network
GB Gas Boiler
Gen Generator
GP Gaussian Process
GPT Generative Pre-trained Transformer

HVAC Heating, Ventilation and Air-Conditioning
ICNN Input Convex Neural Network
IPO Interior-point Policy Optimization
Lag Lagrangian methods
LLM Large Language Model
MA(C) Multi-Agent (Constrained)
MIP Mixed-Integer Linear
MPPT Maximum Power Point Tracking
PCPO Projection-based Constrained Policy Opti-

mization
PDO Primal-Dual Optimization
PILCO Probabilistic Inference for Learning Control
PMU Phasor Measurement Unit
PPO Proximal Policy Optimization
p.u. per unit
RES Renewable Energy Source
RCPO Reward Constrained Policy Optimization
SAC Soft Actor-Critic
SafePO Safe Policy Optimization
(SC)(O)PF (Security Constrained) (Optimal) Power Flow
SG Synchronous Generator
SoC State of Change
TD3 Twin-Delayed Deep Deterministic policy gra-

dient
TL Thermal Load (such as room heater and water

heater)
TR(PO/M) Trust Region (Policy Optimization/Method)
V2G Vehicle-to-Grid
V, F Voltage, Frequency

I. INTRODUCTION

W ITH the extensive integration of RESs, ESSs, and
advanced power electronic devices, modern power sys-

tems are facing increased uncertainty and complexity, which
translate to higher computational burden when modeling the
stochastic non-linear nature of the control and decision prob-
lems. However, thanks to the widespread deployment of smart
sensors, such as PMUs, along with advanced communication
technologies, a vast amount of power system data can be
measured and utilized for state estimation and control. As
a result, data-driven approaches like RL have emerged as
the key candidates for the numerical optimization of power
systems decision and/or control policies [1], which would be
otherwise intractable to derive. Conventionally, RL training
is based on trial-and-error and reward feedback interaction
with a model-based simulated environment [2] or a data-driven
model-free simulated environment [3]. Recently, DRL, which
embeds NNs as the policy function, has proven expressive
enough to solve complicated control tasks. Additionally, the
NN approach is used to reduce computation costs for online
implementation. Once the NNs are trained, they approximate
closed-form solutions and produce results quickly. However,
nothing prevents the exploration of unsafe ranges during
training and the execution of unsafe actions when the trained
policies are deployed in real power systems. Therefore, the
practical application of RL policies cannot be based on vanilla
RL training [4].



3

In 2015, safe RL was first defined as “the process of
learning policies that maximize the expectation of the re-
ward in problems, where it is crucial to ensure reasonable
system performance and/or respect safety constraints during
the learning and/or deployment processes” [5]. Concurrently,
the safe RL literature has been paid increasing attention. The
methods can be coarsely divided into two categories: in one
category the authors proposed to add to the reward function a
safety factor that penalizes safety violations, and in the other
category in the training phase the exploration process has been
modified incorporating mechanisms that yield safe policies [5].
Based on these two approaches, numerous safe RL methods
have been proposed and many have been applied and tailored
for solving power systems decision and control problems, such
as energy management, optimal power generation dispatch, EV
Charging, voltage control, and others that this paper will cover
in Section IV.

Reference [6] is currently the only paper that provides an
overview of safe RL applications. However, the field is fast
evolving and we aim to provide, first a comprehensive review
of various safe RL techniques in general, and then a deep dive
of their applications in power systems. The main contributions
of the paper are as follows:

1) This paper provides a comprehensive review of safe RL,
covering its fundamental concepts, constraint classifica-
tions, existing algorithms, and benchmarks. It details the
unique features and limitations of each RL algorithm,
providing a foundation for future research endeavors in
the domain of safe RL.

2) Comprehensive review of the application of safe RL
in power systems follows, covering almost all existing
papers in this area. It categorizes these papers based
on their application domains, listing each paper’s ob-
jectives, constraints, implemented safe RL techniques,
environment types, and key features.

3) We explore the key challenges and future research
opportunities in safe RL for applications within power
systems.

The framework of this paper is shown in Fig. 1. The rest
of the paper is organized as follows. Section II introduces
the CMDP and constraints. Section III provides a detailed
introduction and classification of safe RL. Section IV offers
a comprehensive review and comparative analysis of safe
RL applications in different fields within the power system.
Challenges and outlook are discussed in Section V and finally,
Section VI concludes the paper.

II. CONSTRAINED MARKOV DECISION PROCESS

A. Problem formulation
MDPs are defined by a tuple M = (S,A,P, R, ρ0, γ)

which are, respectively, the state space, action space, prob-
ability distribution, reward function, initial state ρ0 ∈ S and
discount factor. When the decision problem fits in an MDP,
the objective is to determine the policy π that maximizes the
expected discounted reward J πθ

R , i.e. [4], [7], [8]:

J πθ

R = Eτ∼π

[ ∞∑
t=0

γtR(st,at, st+1)

]
(1)

where τ ∼ π indicates that the distribution over trajectories
depends on the policy π; similarly s0 ∼ ρ0, at ∼ π(·|st),
st+1 ∼ P(·|st,at). Even if the transition probabilities and
reward function are fully known, this task is often intractable.
However, the approach taken normally is to learn the policy,
using some parametrization.

The CMDP MC = (S,At,P, R, ρ0, γ, C) is an extension
of a standard MDP, that addresses a frequent model variation:
the case in which the action space At is a function of the state
space S, i.e. st 7→ At, because the change in the environment
affects what is a safe or feasible action, or due to the state-
dependent cost of the action, which in the formulation needs to
be below a threshold. This occurs in physical systems in which
the boundary conditions, the state and the laws of physics limit
what is feasible, what would lead to operations that are unsafe
and how expensive is a certain agent action. In a nutshell,
what differentiates the various instances of CMDP from a
conventional MDP is the class of constraints that characterize
the action space as a function of the system dynamics and
the specific engineering problem and context that define the
constraints. In this review, we define the CMDP for power
system problems:

max
πθ∈ΠS

J πθ

R

s.t. at is feasible
(2)

where at is feasible not only means that at is constrained
within its upper and lower limits, but also that the resulting
st falls within specified feasible sets. In power systems,
constraints on the upper and lower bounds of at relate to
the control ranges of various controllable devices, such as
the power output of SGs, RESs, and ESSs, as well as the
temperature setpoint of HVAC systems, which can typically
be enforced by simply restricting the action space of RL. st
falls within specified feasible sets means that the state adheres
to safe and stable operation constraints, such as boundary
constraints of voltages, line flows, and building temperatures,
as well as stability constraints of voltages, frequency, and rotor
angles. Due to the highly non-linear and non-convex nature of
power systems, obtaining feasible at that guarantees feasible
st is challenging. This is also the main challenge of training
safe RL.

B. Constraints
1) Instantaneous Constraints: Instantaneous constraints are

prevalent in power systems. For instance, in the optimal
power generation dispatch of power systems, we encounter
constraints such as power flow, dynamic limitations associated
with BESSs, voltage magnitude bounds, and power generation
limits, as detailed in Section IV-A. Another instance is voltage
control, which incorporates additional voltage droop control
dynamics and stability constraints, described in Section IV-B.
We also explore other examples such as stability control, EV
charging control, and building energy management in Section
IV. In general, these constraints can be expressed as follows:

max
πθ∈ΠS

J πθ

R

s.t. gj(st,at,st+1) = 0, j = 1, · · · ,m
hk(st,at,st+1) ≤ 0, k = 1, · · · , n

(3)
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Algorithm

Lagrangian Relaxation

Projection Method

Lyapunov Method
Constraint

Benchmark

ApplicationGaussian Process

Shielding Method

Safety Layer

Barrier Function

Robust RL

Optimal Power
Generation Dispatch

Voltage Control
Stability Control

EV Charging Control
Building Energy

Management

Electricity Market
System Restoration

Unit commitment and
reserve scheduling

Instantaneous Constraint

Cumulative Constraint

Hard Constraint

Soft Constraint
Safe RL

Safety Gym

Safety Gymnasium

Safety Starter Agents

SafePO

OmniSafe

Fig. 1. The framework of safe RL in power system application.

where the control action must fulfill both the m equality and
n inequality constraints. We incorporate the terms st and
st+1 within these constraints to represent the time-varying
bounds of at. Additionally, the dynamical constraints are also
integrated into the aforementioned constraints.

2) Cumulative Constraints: Cumulative constraints man-
date that the sum or average of a specific cost signal remains
within prescribed limits, calculated from the beginning of an
event to the present time. Examples include total revenue
and network throughput. These constraints are commonly
applied in robot locomotion and manipulation, as discussed
in [9]. Although several studies have attempted to adapt these
constraints to power systems as a more flexible alternative to
hard constraints, the application remains limited. For instance,
[10] employs a discounted cumulative formulation in (4) to
establish safety constraints in the management of distribution
networks. In particular, they relax instantaneous constraints,
such as voltage bounds, SoC bounds, and power quality, to a
discounted cumulative formulation. Similarly, [11], [12] also
utilize this approach. However, such constraints may not fully
capture all safety requirements, though they do offer a partial
enhancement of safety measures, providing some benefit over
no constraints at all. The reason these studies do not consider
instantaneous constraints is that cumulative relaxation offers
a straightforward method to adapt constrained RL techniques,
originally developed for robot locomotion and manipulation,
to power systems. This approach not only simplifies imple-
mentation but also provides methodological insights that could
potentially be extended to handle instantaneous constraints in
future research.

To make the review more self-contained, we will review
three kinds of cumulative constraints. In [13], the constraints
for safe RL are divided into cumulative constraints and in-
stantaneous constraints. For cumulative constraints, they are
further categorized as discounted cumulative constraints (4),
mean valued constraints (5), and probabilistic constraints (6).
The discounted cumulative constraint is of the form:

J πθ

hi
= Eτ∼π

[ ∞∑
t=0

γthi(st,at, st+1)

]
≤ εi (4)

where εi is the limit for each cumulative constraint.

The mean valued constraint is of the form:

J πθ

hi
= Eτ∼π

[
1

ttot

ttot−1∑
t=0

hi(st,at, st+1)

]
≤ εi (5)

where ttot is the total number of time steps in each trajectory.
The second group concerns the probability that the cumu-

lative costs violate a constraint [13]. Probabilistic constraints
are of the form:

J πθ

hi
= P

[∑
t

hi(st,at, st+1) ≤ εi

]
≥ ζ (6)

where ηi is the cumulative cost threshold for each trajectory
and εi ∈ (0, 1) is the probability limit.

Here, it is important to emphasize again that in power
systems, the majority of constraints must be satisfied at every
instant, thus they are commonly implemented as instantaneous
constraints. For example, [14] utilizes the expected discounted
reward, whereas constraints related to branch power flow and
security operations are treated as instantaneous constraints.

C. Constraints in Power Systems: Overview

In power system applications, the classification of con-
straints into instantaneous and cumulative constraints is re-
lated to the required degree of constraint satisfaction and the
safe RL algorithms used. Typically, bus balance equations,
upper and lower power limits of various equipment, ESS
capacity constraints, certain voltage amplitude constraints, and
some stability constraints are considered hard constraints.
Safe RL algorithms capable of ensuring the satisfaction of
hard constraints include projection method III-B, Lyapunov
method III-C, shielding method III-E, safety layer method
III-F and barrier function method III-G. For example, [15] uses
the logarithmic barrier function to make the J πθ

hi
approach

infinity when voltage exceeds bounds, thereby satisfying hard
voltage constraints. Due to discrepancies between models
and real systems, various uncertainties of RESs and loads,
and algorithmic shortcomings, even if constraints are the-
oretically satisfied, they may not be guaranteed in actual
deployment. Therefore, GP methods III-D and RRL III-G
have been proposed, using the probabilistic/chance constraint
(6). However, their application in power systems remains
underexplored. A more common approach is to use constrained
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game-theoretic RL within RRL [14], [16]. Furthermore, by
design some safe RL algorithms can only encourage con-
straint satisfaction while maximizing rewards. Such algorithms
include Lagrangian relaxation III-A and penalty functions.
For example, [17] uses the voltage constraint metric J πθ

hi
=∑

i∈N max {|vi,t − 1| − 0.05|, 0} and employs Lagrangian
relaxation for voltage control, which cannot guarantee absolute
adherence to voltage constraints, thus classifying it as a soft
constraint. For some constraints, instead, such as user satis-
faction with EV charging and voltage control at certain nodes,
the goal is to approach standard values as closely as possible,
making them inherently soft constraints. The illustrations of
different constraints of safe RL are shown in Fig. 2.

C

S

C

S

C

S

C

S



(a) (b)

(c) (d)



 



Fig. 2. Illustrations of different constraints of safe RL. (a): Cumulative con-
straints (4)-(5). (b): Probabilistic constraints (6). (c): Instantaneous constraints
and hard constraints. (d): Soft constraint, where the final πθ may be either
safe or unsafe.

III. SAFE REINFORCEMENT LEARNING

Safe RL is often formulated as a CMDP problem, where the
objective is to maximize the reward of agents while ensuring
that the agents satisfy safety constraints [4], [18]. Safe RL
is categorized into different types from various perspectives.
This section primarily categorizes these types based on the
techniques used to ensure constraint satisfaction and provides
detailed introductions of the techniques and benchmarks.

A. Lagrangian Relaxation / Primal-Dual Method

Lagrangian relaxation, also known as primal-dual method,
is the most common technique in safe RL. The key idea
of this method is to transform the CMDP problem into an
unconstrained dual problem. This is achieved by employing
adaptive Lagrange multipliers to penalize constraints [19]:

Instantaneous :

min
λi≥0

max
θ

L(λi, θ) = min
λi≥0

max
θ

[
Jπθ

R −
∑
i

λi · hi

]
(7a)

Cumulative :

min
λi≥0

max
θ

L(λi, θ) = min
λi≥0

max
θ

[
Jπθ

R −
∑
i

λi ·
(
Jπθ

hi
− εi

)]
(7b)

The solution of (7) relies on Danskin’s theorem and convex
analysis [20]. Due to its straightforward implementation and

compatibility with both on-policy and off-policy methods,
Lagrangian relaxation has been integrated with other RL
algorithms, fostering the creation of numerous variants, such
as DDPG-Lag, PPO-Lag, TRPO-Lag, TD3-Lag, SAC-Lag,
MAPPO, RCPO, PDO, TRPO-PID, CPPO-PID, DDPG-PID,
TD3-PID, SAC-PID [19], [21]–[23].

The Lagrangian relaxation method is the most commonly
used approach in power systems, capable of being easily in-
tegrated with various algorithms for application across a wide
range of domains. Based on instantaneous or hard constraints,
[24] utilizes a primal-dual approach to optimize the control
of power generation and BESS charging and discharging
actions in a multi-stage real-time stochastic dynamic OPF.
Additionally, [25] applies constrained SAC to the Volt-VAR
control problem by synergistically combining the merits of
the maximum-entropy framework, the method of multipliers,
a device-decoupled neural network structure, and an ordinal
encoding scheme. Furthermore, [26] employs constrained RL
for the predictive control of OPF, paired with EV charging
control. On the other hand, based on cumulative or soft
constraints, [27] approximates the actor gradients by solving
the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker conditions of the Lagrangian, instead
of constructing reward critic networks and cost critic networks
through interactions with the environment. Then, the interior
point method is incorporated to derive the parameter updating
rule for the DRL agent. Similarly, [28] develops a soft-
constraint enforcement method to adaptively encourage the
control policy in the safety direction with nonconservative
control actions and find decisions with near-zero degrees of
constraint violations.

B. Projection Method / Trust Region Method

The TRM ensures constraint satisfaction at every step and
enhances performance by updating the trust region policy
gradient and projecting the policy into a safe feasible set
during each iteration [29]. Typical projection methods include
CPO [9], PCPO [30], FOCOPS [31], CUP [32], and MACPO
[22], among which PCPO is implemented through a two-
step process: first, conducting a local reward update, and then
projecting the policy back onto the constraint set to address
any constraint violations, as depicted in Fig. 3.

C

S



C

S



C

S



C

S



(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Trust region Constraint set

1
2

k




k


1k



Fig. 3. Update procedures for PCPO. In step one (red arrow), PCPO follows
the reward improvement direction in the trust region (light green). In step two
(blue arrow), PCPO projects the policy onto the constraint set (light orange).

In the power system domain, TRMs have also seen
widespread application. For instance, [33] introduced a
projection-embedded MA-DRL algorithm that smoothly and
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effectively restricts the DRL agent action space to prevent any
violations of physical constraints, thereby achieving decentral-
ized optimal control of distribution grids with a guaranteed
100% safety rate. Additionally, in the area of EV charging
problems, [34] utilizes a penalty function to penalize the
neural network output if it exceeds the action space and uses
a projection operator to avoid incurring a negative reward
when no EV is occupying the charging bay. In addition,
[35] employs CPO for volt-VAR control to minimize the
total operation costs while satisfying the physical operation
constraints. However, TRMs, primarily based on TRPO or
PPO, are not easily integrated with other RL types and are
computationally intensive in high dimensions, limiting their
suitability for large-scale safe RL problems [36].

C. Lyapunov Method

Lyapunov functions, widely used in control engineering
for controller design [37], were first applied to safe RL
in [38]. The application of the Lyapunov method in power
systems is limited because it requires prior knowledge of a
Lyapunov function. If the model of environmental dynamics
is unknown, identifying a suitable Lyapunov function can
be challenging. For example, [39] integrates a Lyapunov
function into the structural properties of primary frequency
controllers, guaranteeing local asymptotic stability over a large
set of states. Additionally, [40] utilizes Lyapunov theory to
design the controller that satisfies specific Lipschitz constraints
for decentralized inverter-based voltage control. In addition,
[41] utilizes a stability-constrained RL method for real-time
voltage control in distribution grids, providing a formal voltage
stability guarantee using the Lyapunov function.

D. Gaussian Process Method

GP [42] is widely utilized in numerous approaches to
estimate uncertainty and identify unsafe areas. Consequently,
assessments based on GP can be incorporated into the learn-
ing process to enhance agent safety [43]. GP-based safe
RL algorithms include SafeOpt [44] and PILCO [45]. The
application of GP method-based safe RL in power systems
is limited, meriting further research to adequately address the
various uncertainties inherent in power systems. The potential
disadvantage of GP methods is their computational complexity
and scalability issues, especially as the dimensionality of the
problem space increases [36].

E. Shielding Method

In [46], the shield is introduced for the first time in RL. This
shield is computed in advance, based on the safety component
of the system specification provided and an abstraction of
the dynamics of the agent’s environment. It guarantees safety
with minimal interference, implying that the shield limits the
agent’s actions as little as necessary, only prohibiting actions
that could jeopardize the safe behavior of the system. The
shielded RL is shown in Fig. 4.

Shielding is a method that enforces constraint satisfaction,
making it highly suitable for power system problems with

Environment
Reward

Observation
Agent

Shield

Action

Safe action

Fig. 4. Shielded RL. Machine learning is applied to control systems in such a
way that the correctness of the system’s execution against a given specification
is assured during both the learning and controller execution phases, regardless
of the convergence speed of the learning process.

hard constraints. For instance, in [47], actions that would
lead to dangerous states, such as the SoC of BESSs being
fully charged or depleted, are substituted by the shielding
mechanism with safe actions to maintain system stability.
Additionally, [48] combines a correction model adapted from
gradient descent with the prediction model as a post-posed
shielding mechanism to enforce safe actions in computer
room air conditioning unit control problems. In addition,
in unit commitment scheduling, [49] utilizes action space
clipping to ensure that uncertainty estimates are reasonable
and within appropriate bounds obtained from historical data.
A potential drawback of the shielding method is the challenge
of identifying feasible, safe actions based on infeasible ones,
which requires underlying knowledge of the system. This can
be difficult for certain complex systems or specific control
scenarios [36].

F. Safety Layer Method

Both the safety layer and shielding method integrate safety
into the RL process, but they differ in their implementation:
the safety layer acts as an additional check within the RL
framework, whereas shielding employs an external system
(the shield) that intervenes only when necessary to prevent
unsafe actions. The safety layer method, first proposed in [50]
for continuous action spaces in RL, emphasizes maintaining
zero-constraint violations throughout the learning process.
It expresses safety constraints as linear functions of action
through a first-order approximation. Assuming that at most
one constraint is violated at any time, an analytical solution to
the safety layer optimization problem can be directly obtained.
The linearization equation and visualization of the safety layer
are shown in (8) and 5, respectively.

hi(st+1) ≜ hi(st, at) ≈ hi(st) + g(st;wi)
Tat (8)

where wi are weights of NN; g(st;wi) denotes first-order
approximation to hi(st, at) with respect to at.

iws

a

( , )ig s w ( , )ih s a

( )ih s

Fig. 5. Safety layer. Each safety signal hi(s, a) is approximated with a linear
model with respect to a, whose coefficients are features of s, extracted with
a NN.



7

The safety layer method has been widely applied in power
systems. For example, in optimal power generation dispatch,
[51] proposes a hybrid knowledge-data-driven safety layer
to convert unsafe actions into the safety region, which is
accelerated by a security-constrained linear projection model.
Additionally, in volt-VAR control, [52] adds a safety layer to
the policy neural network to enhance operational constraint
satisfaction during both the initial exploration phase and the
convergence phase. In addition, [53] uses action clipping,
reward shaping, and expert demonstrations to ensure safe ex-
ploration and accelerate the training process during the online
training stage for the assist service restoration problem. How-
ever, the linear approximation in the safety layer might not
accurately capture the complexities of underlying dynamics
in highly non-linear systems, and iterating at every time step
could introduce a significant computational burden. Moreover,
assuming only one constraint at a time may not be valid in
complex environments where multiple safety constraints are
concurrently active.

G. Barrier Function Method

The barrier function method involves adding a barrier
function penalty term to the original objective function. When
the system state approaches the safety boundary, the value
of the constructed barrier function tends to infinity, thereby
ensuring that the state remains within the safe boundary
[54]. The most typical barrier function method is IPO, which
augments the objective with logarithmic barrier functions,
drawing inspiration from the interior-point method [55]:

Instantaneous : max
θ

Jπθ

R +
∑
i

1

ti
log(−hi) (9a)

Cumulative : max
θ

Jπθ

R +
∑
i

1

ti
log(−Jπθ

hi
+ εi) (9b)

where ti is a hyperparameter for hi. The illustration of IPO
is shown in Fig. 6.
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Fig. 6. Barrier function. The solid red line represents the logarithm barrier
function log(−J

πθ
h + ε)/t, which is a differentiable approximation of the

indicator function I(x).

Barrier function method and IPO have been widely applied
in power systems to ensure the safety of constraints. For
example, [12] utilizes IPO to ensure the fulfillment of dis-
tribution network constraints without the need for designated
penalty terms and the associated tuning of penalty factors,
or repeatedly solving optimization problems for action rec-
tification. Additionally, [56] uses IPO to facilitate desirable

learning behavior towards constraint satisfaction and policy
improvement simultaneously during online preventive control
for transmission overload relief. In addition, [57] proposes
a safe RL method for emergency load shedding in power
systems, where the reward function includes a barrier func-
tion that approaches negative infinity as the system state
approaches safety bounds. However, the accurate formula-
tion and tuning of barrier functions necessitate knowledge
of system dynamics, which can be challenging in complex
environments.

H. Robust Reinforcement Learning

One of the challenges in RL is generalization under un-
certainties not seen during training. To address this, RRL
frameworks have been developed, focusing on enhancing the
reliability and robustness of RL agents for the worst-case
scenarios [58], [59]. Two notable approaches in this context are
chance-constrained RRL and constrained game-theoretic RL.
It is important to note that RRL is not universally recognized
as a safe RL algorithm in other fields. However, due to the
significant uncertainties in power systems, RRL is employed
to enhance control robustness and is reviewed here.

1) Chance-constrained RRL: Chance-constrained RRL, in
particular, focuses on ensuring that policies perform well under
uncertain conditions by incorporating probabilistic constraints
into the learning process [60]. In this framework, the goal
is not just to maximize expected rewards but to do so while
ensuring that the probability of undesirable outcomes (e.g.,
safety violations) remains below a specified threshold [61].
This is particularly important in scenarios where safety and
reliability are critical, such as autonomous driving or robotics
[62]. The general form can be expressed as:

max
π

J πθ

R

s.t. P
[
min
i

hi(st,at, st+1) ≤ εi

]
≥ ζ,∀t ∈ T

(10)

2) Constrained game-theoretic RL: Constrained game-
theoretic RL is a framework that models the interaction be-
tween the RL agent and its environment as a game, specifically
focusing on scenarios where there are constraints that the
agent must respect during the learning and decision-making
processes [63]. The objective is to maximize the agent’s
rewards while minimizing the possible losses or costs, consid-
ering the worst-case scenarios posed by adversaries’ actions
or environmental uncertainties [64]. Here’s a more accurate
representation using a minimax optimization framework [63]:

min
πadv
θ

max
πθ

Eτ∼π

[ ∞∑
t=0

γtR(st, at, a
adv
t , st+1)

]
s.t. hi(st, at, a

adv
t , st+1) ≤ 0,∀t ∈ T

(11)

One of the key benefits of constrained game-theoretic RL is
its ability to handle competitive and cooperative interactions
within complex environments, making it suitable for applica-
tions ranging from strategic games to cooperative multi-agent
scenarios like mobile edge computing [65] and coordination
in robotic teams [66].

RRL is applied in power systems to ensure that control
strategies remain robust under various uncertainties. For ex-
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ample, [14] utilizes adversarial safe RL to address the model
inaccuracy and uncertainty of virtual power plants without
relying on an accurate environmental model. Additionally, in
the sequential OPF problem, [51] employs a bi-level robust
optimization approach to optimize the training loss of the
Q network. In addition, in the inverter-based volt-VAR con-
trol problem, [16] develops a highly efficient adversarial RL
algorithm to train an offline agent that is robust to model
mismatches during the offline stage.

I. Benchmarks

Benchmarks include both benchmark environments and
benchmark algorithms. Safety Gym, developed by OpenAI,
is the first widely recognized safe benchmark environment. It
includes an environment-builder and a suite of pre-configured
benchmark environments [21], [67]. Correspondingly, Safety
Starter Agents, a benchmark algorithm library, has been devel-
oped based on Safety Gym [68]. The supported algorithms in
this library include PPO, PPO-Lag, TRPO, TRPO-Lag, SAC,
SAC-Lag, and CPO. This package has been tested on Mac OS
Mojave and Ubuntu 16.04 LTS and is likely compatible with
most recent Mac and Linux operating systems.

Safety Gymnasium, an update and extension of Safety Gym,
has currently become the mainstream platform in use [69],
[70]. Correspondingly, a benchmark repository for safe RL
algorithms has been proposed, named SafePO [71]. SafePO is
tested on the Linux platform and potentially supports Mac or
Windows, requiring only modifications to the Linux path and
sort functions for compatibility.

SafePO further extends the variety of supported safe RL
algorithms, as illustrated in Fig. 7.

CPPO-PID

MAPPO-Lag

PPO-Lag

RCPO

TRPO-Lag

CUP

FOCOPS

PCPO

CPO

MACPO

Safe Policy

One 
Stage

Projection

Lagrangian

PID Control

Constrained
Optimization Pure Policy

SafePO

HAPPO

MAPPO

PPO

PG

Natural PG

TRPO

Two 
Stage

Fig. 7. Supported safe RL algorithms of SafePO.

OmniSafe emerges as the first unified learning framework in
the field of safe RL, featuring a highly modular framework that
includes a comprehensive collection of algorithms specifically
developed for safe RL across various domains. Its versatility
comes from an abstracted algorithm structure and a well-
designed API, facilitating seamless integration of different
components, thereby simplifying extension and customization
for developers. Additionally, OmniSafe enhances algorithm
learning speeds through process parallelism, supporting both
environment-level and agent asynchronous parallel learning.

OmniSafe is supported and tested on Linux and also supports
M1 and M2 versions of macOS. However, it does not support
Windows [72], [73]. The supported safe RL algorithms of
OmniSafe are shown in Table I.

TABLE I
SUPPORTED SAFE RL ALGORITHMS OF OMNISAFE

Domains Types Algorithms Registry

On Policy Primal-Dual TRPO-Lag; PPO-Lag; PDO; RCPO
Convex Optimization CPO; PCPO; FOCOPS; CUP
Penalty Function IPO; P3O
Primal OnCRPO

Off Policy Primal-Dual DDPG-Lag; TD3-Lag; SAC-Lag
DDPG-PID; TD3-PID; SAC-PID

Model-based Online Plan SafeLOOP; CCEPETS; RCEPETS
Pessimistic Estimate CAPPETS

Offline Q-Learning-Based BCQ-Lag; C-CRR
DICE-Based COptDICE
ET-MDP PPO/TRPO-EarlyTerminated

Other MDP SauteRL PPOSaute; TROPSaute
SimmerRL PPOSimmer-PID; TROPSimmer-PID

Overall, Safety Gymnasium is the current mainstream
benchmark environment, and OmniSafe has also integrated
Safety Gymnasium to ensure overall code compatibility. It
is important to remark that Safety Gymnasium was primarily
developed for control in gaming, robotics, autonomous driving,
etc., featuring a series of agents such as point, car, dog,
and ant, among others. It offers several specific environments
tailored for challenges such as safe navigation, safe velocity,
and safe vision, but it is not directly applicable to power
systems problems’ formulations. Hence, there is a need to
develop corresponding power system control environments
based on the environment templates provided by Safety Gym-
nasium. In terms of benchmark algorithms, OmniSafe offers
a more comprehensive set of algorithms but currently does
not support Windows due to difficulties with Python library
installations. In contrast, SafePO is more easily expanded
on Windows. Since most power system professional software
is developed for Windows, with less support for Linux and
macOS, this may limit the application of OmniSafe in model-
based environments. However, if surrogate models are used to
substitute for physical models in a model-free environment,
OmniSafe can be utilized in Linux or macOS.

IV. POWER SYSTEM APPLICATIONS OF SAFE RL

This review synthesizes a broad collection of studies and
applications of safe RL in power systems, covering a wide
array of domains: optimal power generation dispatch, voltage
control, stability control, EV charging control, building energy
management, electricity market, system restoration, and unit
commitment and reserve scheduling. Safe RL algorithms used
in various application domains are presented in Fig. 1. As
depicted in Fig. 8, RL-based schemes collect power system
measurements, including PMU and AMI readings, and inte-
grate system model knowledge into their policy training. They
take action to control power system devices, ensuring safety
requirements like feasibility, stability, and robustness are met.
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Power 
Systems

Control Policy

Control Policy
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phasors, frequency, currents, 
power flows, etc.

Constraints: power flow 
constraints, storage dynamic 
constraints, voltage bounds, etc.

Actions: power injections of 
power generators, EV/storage 
charging and discharging, etc.
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Fig. 8. RL schemes for the safe control and decision-making in power
systems.

The research problem or objective function, constraint, con-
straint type (cumulative/instantaneous and hard/soft), applied
safe constraint techniques, and key features are reviewed to
compare different researches using safe RL across various
domains.

A. Optimal Power Generation Dispatch

Optimal power generation dispatch considering various con-
straints, ranging from simplified versions to security con-
straints, including economic dispatch, DC-OPF, AC-OPF, and
SCOPF. The operation of a power system must meet both
security and economic requirements. Considering credible
contingencies, AC-OPF has been widely used [79], [86].
Most existing methods for solving OPF rely on analytical
methods; however, given the inherently large scale of these
problems, real-time computation is very challenging. A new
variation of OPF is the SCOPF. This type of problem requires
significantly longer computation times due to the additional
security constraints [27]. To accelerate the calculation of
SCOPF, methods such as DC-PF approximation [87], convex
power flow approximation [88], and convex security con-
straint approximation [89] have been proposed. However, the
accuracy of these methods has been questioned, and they
remain time-consuming for large-scale systems. To accelerate
computation and achieve better solutions, RL methods have
been widely applied. Since traditional RL struggles to handle
safety constraints effectively, safe RL has been further applied
to address these issues.

The details of the applications of safe RL in optimal power
generation dispatch are shown in Table II. Based on Table II,
we summarize the foundational framework for implementing
safe RL in optimal power generation dispatch with a specific
example with SGs, RESs, and BESSs, incorporating strict
physics-based constraints such as AC- and DC-PF constraints.
If the system encompasses additional power system devices,
the presented equations are designed to be readily scalable to
accommodate them. Note that the models presented below are
examples for illustration, and there are other RL formulations
and models for optimal power generation dispatch depending
on the specific problem setting. This is also true for other

application domains. The state, action, reward, and constraints
of optimal power generation dispatch are shown as follows.

1) AC-PF: AC-PF constraints describe the basic physics of
power systems, which have been widely considered in optimal
power generation dispatch, voltage control, unit commitments,
etc.

a) State: The states include active and reactive loads and
voltage:

sAC
t ≜

(
vt,p

Load
t , qLoad

t

)
(12)

b) Action: The control actions encompass both active
and reactive power generation of SGs, active power generation
of RESs, alongside power charging or discharging of BESSs:

aAC
t ≜

(
pSG
t , qSG

t ,pRES
t ,pBESS

ch,t ,pBESS
dis,t

)
(13)

c) Reward: The reward includes SGs generation cost,
wind curtailment cost, and BESSs cost:

max
πθ∈ΠS

Eτ∼π

[ ∞∑
t=0

γtR(st,at, st+1)

]
(14a)

RAC(s,a) = −
∣∣∣∣∣∑
∀i∈G

(
aSG
i (pSG

i,t )
2 + bSG

i pSG
i,t + cSG

i

)∣∣∣∣∣
−

∑
∀i∈R

cRES
i

∣∣pRES
MPPT,i,t − pRES

i,t

∣∣
−

∑
∀i∈B

cBESS
dis,i p

BESS
dis,i,t +

∑
∀i∈B

cBESS
ch,i pBESS

ch,i,t (14b)

sAC
t = ft(s

AC
t−1,a

AC
t−1) aAC

t ∼ π(aAC
t |sAC

t−1) (14c)

d) Constraint: The control actions derived from DRL
must adhere to physics-hard constraints. AC-PF constraints
include bus active and reactive power balance constraints, SG
active and reactive power generation constraints, RES active
power generation constraints, voltage constraints, and branch
apparent power constraints:

MBESSpBESS
dis,t −MBESSpBESS

ch,t +MSGpSG
t +

MRESpRES
t − pLoad

t = ℜ{D(vtv
H
t YH)} (15a)

MSGqSG
t − qLoad

t = ℑ{D(vtv
H
t YH)} (15b)

pSG ≤ pSG
t ≤ pSG qSG ≤ qSG

t ≤ qSG (15c)

pRES ≤ pRES
t ≤ pRES v ≤ |v| ≤ v |sij | ≤ sij (15d)

where MSG denotes the matrix {0, 1}N×G that maps the
generation vector pSG

t ∈ R|G| to RN :

[MSGpSG
t ]i = 0 [MSGqSG

t ]i = 0, ∀i ∈ N \ G (16a)

[MSGpSG
t ]i = pSG

j [MSGqSG
t ]i = qSG

j , ∀i ∈ G,∀j ∈ [G]
(16b)

2) DC-PF: DC-PF constraints represent the linear relax-
ations of AC-PF, which are commonly included in optimal
power generation dispatch and electricity market considera-
tions.

a) State: The voltage and reactive power are overlooked
in DC-PF.

sDC
t ≜

(
ϑt,p

Load
t

)
(17)

b) Action: The action involves only the generation or
consumption of active power.

aDC
t ≜

(
pSG
t ,pRES

t ,pBESS
ch,t ,pBESS

dis,t

)
(18)
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TABLE II
SAFE RL APPLICATIONS IN OPTIMAL POWER GENERATION DISPATCH

Research Problem/
Objective Constraint Constraint

Type
Safety Constraint

Techniques Key Features

[27]
Minimize the

total generation
cost

Physical
operation

constraints
Cum/Soft Primal-dual method

(III-A)

Combines the primal-dual DDPG with the classic SCOPF
model. The actor gradients are approximated by solving the
Karush-Kuhn-Tucker conditions of the Lagrangian.

[24]
Minimize the fuel
costs and power
loss from BESSs

Physical
constraints Ins/Hard

Projection (III-B)
and primal-dual
method (III-A)

A primal-dual approach is introduced to learn optimal
constrained DRL policies specifically for predictive control in
real-time stochastic dynamic OPF.

[74] Minimize the
total system cost

Physical
constraints Cum/Hard Safety layer (III-F) Unsafe actions are projected into the safe action space while

constrained zonotope set is used to improve efficiency.

[75]
Minimize the cost
of thermal power

MESS

Power grid and
MESSs

constraints
Ins/Hard Proximal gradient

projection (III-B)

MESSs are modeled as CMDP, and a framework is proposed
based on a DRL algorithm that considered the
discrete-continuous hybrid action space of the MESSs.

[15] Minimize the
total energy cost

Power system
constraints Cum/Hard

Lagrange relaxation
(III-A) and

logarithmic barrier
(III-G)

Function approximation addresses large, continuous state
spaces, while a diffusion strategy coordinates actions of DG
units and ESSs.

[76]
Minimize the
generator fuel

cost

Power system
constraints Ins/Hard Safety layer (III-F)

The proposed method uses physics-driven parameters for easy
modification and less conservative, easily re-parameterizable
actions.

[77] Minimize the
operating cost

Power system
constraints Ins/Hard Safety layer (III-F)

To avoid line overload, a safety layer is added by introducing
transmission constraints to avoid dangerous actions and tackle
sequential security-constrained OPF problem.

[10]
Minimize the
total operating

cost

Physical
constraints of
system and

devices

Cum/Hard CPO (III-B)
To optimize both discrete and continuous actions, a stochastic
policy based on a joint distribution of mixed random variables
is designed and learned through a NN approximator.

[11]

Minimize the
total cost of
operation of
microgrids

Global and
local

constraints
Cum/Soft

Lagrangian
relaxation (III-A)

and projection
(III-B)

The training process employs the gradient information of
operational constraints to ensure that the optimal control
policy functions generate safe and feasible decisions.

[78] Minimize the
operational cost

Operation and
power balance

constraints
Cum/Hard

CPO (III-B) and
invalid action

masking (III-E)

Invalid action masking is applied to avoid invalid actions,
accomplished by replacing the logits of the actions to be
masked with a large negative number.

[79]
Minimize the

total operational
cost

AC-PF
constraints Cum/Hard CPO (III-B)

Contrary to traditional DRL methods, the proposed method
constrains exploration to only those policies that comply with
AC-PF constraints.

[28]
Minimize the

total operational
cost

Gas system and
power system

constraints
Cum/Soft Lagrangian

relaxation (III-A)

The penalty is adaptively updated based on the extent of
constraint violation, facilitating the prediction of near-optimal
control actions that achieve near-zero degrees of violation.

[80]
Minimize the

operating cost for
the whole horizon

Operational
constraints Ins/Hard MIP formulation

The action-value function, approximated through a DNN, is
structured as a MIP formulation, enabling the inclusion of
constraints within the action space.

[81] Optimize the total
generation cost

Operational
and linguistic

stipulation
constraints

N.A./Soft Primal-dual method
(III-A)

For the first time, a GPT LLM is integrated into the OPF
framework alongside linguistic rules. This novel approach
models and quantifies natural language stipulations as
objectives and constraints within a primal-dual DRL loop.

[82]
Minimize the
total operation

cost

Operational
constraints N.A./Soft Lagrangian

relaxation (III-A)

Instead of using the critic network, the deterministic gradient
is derived analytically and solved by using interior point
method.

[83] Minimize the
total energy cost

Satisfaction of
the energy

demand
Cum/Soft

Lagrangian
relaxation (III-A)
and RRL (III-H)

This approach efficiently uses short-horizon forecasts to
prevent energy demand failures and reduce costs, surpassing
the capabilities of standard safe RL methods.

[12]

Minimize the
costs of DGs

production and
RES curtailment

Constraints of
distribution

network
Cum/Hard IPO (III-G)

The generalization of IPO is improved by extracting
spatial-temporal features from microgrid operation data,
leveraging the advantages of edge-conditioned convolutional
networks and long short-term memory networks.

[84] Multi-energy
management

Thermal
energy balance Cum/Hard Shielding method

(III-E)

Decoupling architecture of safety constraint formulations from
the RL formulation. Hard-constraint satisfaction without the
need to solve a mathematical program.

[85]
Minimize the cost
of electricity net,

DG and gas

Constraints of
the power and
gas networks

Ins/Hard Safety layer (III-F)
By learning a dynamic security assessment rule, a
physically-informed safety layer ensures adherence to physical
constraints by solving an action correction formulation.

[14]
Minimize the

overall operation
cost

Branch power
flow security

constraint
Ins/Soft

Lagrangian
relaxation (III-A)
and RRL (III-H)

An adversarial safe RL approach is proposed to enhance
action safety and robustness against deviations between
training and testing environments.

[51] Minimize the
operation cost

Operational
constraints Ins/Hard

Safety layer (III-F),
projection (III-B),
and RRL (III-H)

A safety layer that blends knowledge and data-driven
approaches is created. Also, security constraints and linear
projection are combined to improve computational speed.

Cum: Cumulative; Ins: Instantaneous; N.A.: Not applicable or not available.
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c) Reward: The reward is similar with the AC-PF (14).
d) Constraint: The DC-PF constraints are a simplifica-

tion of the AC-PF constraints, retaining only the active power
components and disregarding voltage issues [90].

MBESSpBESS
dis,t −MBESSpBESS

ch,t +MSGpSG
t + (19a)

MRESpRES
t − pLoad

t = Bϑt

pSG ≤ pSG
t ≤ pSG pRES ≤ pRES

t ≤ pRES (19b)

|pij | ≤ pij (19c)

3) BESS Constraints: The BESS constraints include charg-
ing and discharging constraints, and SoC constraints.

0 ≤ pBESS
ch,t ≤ pBESS

ch 0 ≤ pBESS
dis,t ≤ pBESS

dis (20a)

SoCBESS ≤ SoCBESS
t ≤ SoC

BESS
(20b)

SoCBESS
t = SoCBESS

t−1 +
∆t

EBESS
cap

(
ηBESS

ch pBESS
ch,t −

pBESS
dis,t

ηBESS
dis

)
(20c)

B. Voltage Control

Voltage control is designed to ensure the magnitudes of
voltage across power networks remain close to nominal values
or within an acceptable range. For example, Fig. 9 shows
the Volt/Var/Watt curves of voltage control [97]. Instead of
directly controlling the active and reactive power injections
of smart inverters, some researchers have proposed resetting
the Volt/Var/Watt curves to control the voltage profiles [98],
[99]. Increasing penetration levels of RESs, such as the large-
scale deployment of wind farms in transmission systems and
the widespread installation of distributed PVs and EVs in
distribution networks, have led to significant changes in power
system behavior. Due to the distribution networks typically
being radial or distributed in structure and connecting a large
number of intermittent and uncertain distributed RESs, voltage
management has become more complex and challenging, often
leading to voltage violations (either below 0.95 p.u. or above
1.05 p.u.) [100], [101]. Many current studies on voltage
regulation utilize a physical model-based optimization/control
method, employing convex relaxation techniques like second-
order cone programming to simplify AC-PF constraints. This
approach allows for efficient resolution using conventional
solvers [25], [33], [102]. The application of Safe RL in the area
of voltage control is detailed in Table III. According to Table
III, we take the smarter inverters of DGs and BESSs as a prime
example to summarize the voltage control problem associated
with safe RL. The state, action, reward, and constraints of
voltage control are shown as follows:

1) Volt/Var Control with AC-PF Constraints:
a) State: The state variables are represented by PMU

measurements, with sensors installed at buses denoted by
N PMU, or AMI measurements, with sensors installed at buses
denoted by NAMI. Thus, the state variable s is comprehen-
sively defined by:

sPMU ≜ ((vi)i∈N PMU , (ii)i∈N PMU) (21a)

sAMI ≜
(
(|vi|2)i∈NAMI , (|ii|2)i∈NAMI , (sap,i)i∈NAMI

)
(21b)
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Fig. 9. The left figure shows the Volt/Var/Watt curves and the right is the
feasible region of the inverter for any sets of parameters βi and where the two
regions in blue correspond to the charging and discharging mode indicated
by η. It should be noted that for solar panels η

(i)
t = 0, hence, the left region

of the inverter is inactive.

The system dynamics that depict the environment can be
formulated as

sV
t+1 ≜ f(sV

t ,a
V
t ) (22)

b) Action: The control actions include regulating the
DGs, BESSs, and other components.

aV
t ≜

(
pDG
t , qDG

t ,pBESS
t ,pother

t

)
(23)

c) Reward: The reward is to maintain the voltage mag-
nitudes close to the nominal value vref (typically 1.0 p.u.):

RV(s,a) = −∥vt − vref∥ (24)

Another kind of reward design is a soft mechanism based
on an acceptable range:

RV(s,a) = −
∑
i∈N

(
[vi − v]+ + [v − vi]+

)
(25)

d) Constraint: The constraint for the active and reactive
power injections of DGs is given by:

(pDG)2 + (qDG)2 ≤ (s̄DG
ap )2 (26)

However, [97] points out that the stability regions are more
constrained than in Equation (26). For simplicity, we omit the
specific equations. Figure 9 illustrates the piece-wise linear
equations that constrain the battery system’s active and reactive
power injections within the blue feasible region, while the
solar panel inverters are only in the right region, as they do
not have a discharging process, i.e., p ≥ 0.

2) Volt/Var Control with LinDistFlow Constraints: The
LinDistFlow linearized branch flow model is applied within
a tree-structured distribution network. The system consists of
a set of nodes N+0 = {0, 1, · · · , N} and an edge set E . Node
0 is known as the substation, and N = N+0/{0} denotes the
set of nodes excluding the substation node. Each node i ∈ N
is associated with an active power injection pi and a reactive
power injection qi. Let Vi be the squared voltage magnitude,
and let p, q and V denote {pi, qi, Vi}i∈N stacked into a vector.
The variables satisfy the following equations, ∀i ∈ N ,

pi = −pji +
∑

k:(i,k)∈E
pik (27a)
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TABLE III
SAFE RL APPLICATIONS IN VOLTAGE CONTROL

Research Problem/
Objective Constraint Cum/Ins

Hard/Soft
Safety Constraint

Techniques Key Features

[33]
Minimize

transmission
losses

Voltage and
other system
constraints

Ins/Hard Projection layer
(III-B)

Through an embedded safe policy projection, it is possible to
smoothly and effectively limit the action space, thereby
preventing any breach of physical constraints.

[40] Minimize cost Voltage
constraint Ins/Hard Lyapunov stability

(III-C)

Ensuring that each NN controller satisfies certain Lipschitz
constraints to inherently meet these constraints, thus
guaranteeing the system maintains exponential stability.

[91] Minimize
transmission loss

Voltage and
power flow
constraints

Ins/Hard Finite iteration
projection (III-B)

A finite iteration projection algorithm is proposed to
guarantee hard constraints by converting a non-convex
optimization problem into a finite iteration problem.

[52]

Minimize the cost
of network loss

and device
switching

Voltage and
power flow
constraints

Cum/Hard Safety layer (III-F)
A safety layer is added to the policy NN to enhance
operational constraint satisfaction for both initial exploration
phase and convergence phase.

[17]
Minimize total
network energy

loss

Voltage
deviations Cum/Soft Primal-dual policy

(III-A)

Each zone has a central control agent that embeds GCNs to
improve the decision-making capability. The primal-dual
method is used to rigorously satisfy voltage safety constraints.

[92] Minimize active
power loss

Voltage
violations Cum/Soft Lagrangian

relaxation (III-A)

A MACSAC RL algorithm is proposed, which is utilized to
train control agents online, eliminating the need for accurate
ADN models.

[47] Active voltage
control SoC of BESSs Ins/Hard Physics-based

shielding (III-E)

The physics-shielded MATD3 algorithm is proposed, capable
of replacing dangerous actions with safe ones as the BESSs
approach dangerous SoC.

[93]

Minimize the
ADN power

losses and control
efforts

Voltage and
power grid
constraints

Ins/Hard Safety layer (III-F)
A safety layer is directly integrated on top of the DDPG actor
network to forecasts changes in constrained states and
prevents the violation of operational constraints in ADNs.

[94]
Minimize the

network power
loss

Nodal voltage
constraint Ins/Hard Safety projection

(III-B)

In the training stage, the safety projection is added to the
combined policy to analytically solve an action correction
formulation to achieve guaranteed 100% voltage security.

[25]
Minimize the cost
of losses and the
device switching

Voltage
constraint Ins/Soft Lagrangian

relaxation (III-A)
A safe off-policy DRL, Constrained SAC, is proposed to
solve Volt-VAR control problems in a model-free manner.

[95] Minimize the
total control cost

Voltage
constraint Ins/Hard Safety projection

layer (III-B)

By leveraging the underlying grid information, a projection
layer is designed to project the reactive power injection into a
safe set of nodal voltage magnitudes.

[41]
Minimize the

voltage deviation
and control cost

Voltage
constraint Ins/Hard Lyapunov function

(III-C)

An explicitly constructed Lyapunov function is utilized to
certify stability for all monotone policies without knowledge
of the underlying model parameters.

[96]

Minimize the cost
of electricity and

BESSs
maintenance

Voltage
constraint and

ADN
constraints

Cum/Soft SAC with safety
module

A model-free DRL algorithm, integrated with a safety
module, is proposed to minimize voltage violations and real
power losses, with a design that guarantees no voltage
violations occur during the online training.

[35]
Minimize the
total operation

costs

Physical
constraints Cum/Hard CPO (III-B) The voltage control problem is formulated as a CMDP and

solved by TRPO and CPO to enable safe exploration.

[16]
Minimize voltage

violations and
network losses

Voltage bound
constraints Cum/Soft Penalty function

and RRL (III-H)
An adversarial RL algorithm has been developed to train an
offline agent that is robust against model mismatches.

qi = −qji +
∑

k:(i,k)∈E
qik (27b)

vi = vj − 2(rijpji + xjiqji) (27c)

where j is the parent node of i in the distribution network.
(27c) can be written in the vector form:

v = rp+ xq + v01 = xq + venv (28)

where venv = rp+ v01 represents the component that cannot
be controlled; r = [2rij ]

N×N and x = [2xij ]
N×N are matrices

defined correspond to the parameters rij and xij , respectively.

a) State: The state of LinDistFlow is also determined by
PMU and AMI measurements, similar to the AC-PF (21).

b) Action: The control actions is a mapping from the
voltage to reactive power, which is defined by:

aV
t = ∆qt ≜ qt − qt+1 (29)

The system dynamics can be given as

vt+1 = rp+ x(qt − aV
t ) + v01 (30)

where p lacks a time subscript because it pertains to a fast-
response control mechanism, and the active power injection is
assumed to be constant.

c) Reward: The reward is also designed to keep the
voltage close to its nominal value (24) or within its maximum
and minimum limits (25).
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d) Constraint: The constraints include maximum and
minimum value limits and the stability of the action:

aV ≤ aV
t ≤ aV (31a)

aV
t is stabilizing (31b)

3) Safe RL for Voltage Control: In recent years, the inte-
gration of DERs such as rooftop solar panels and EVs has
led to rapid and unpredictable fluctuations in the generation
and load profiles of distribution systems. These fluctuations
pose significant challenges in real-time voltage control for
distribution grids. Recently, RL has emerged as a powerful
approach for addressing model-free nonlinear control prob-
lems, generating considerable interest in developing RL-based
controllers to optimize the transient performance of voltage
control problems. Safe RL has been effectively implemented to
ensure adherence to voltage and transient stability constraints.

In the future, the focus is shifting toward distributed voltage
regulation, driven by the limitations of centralized voltage
regulation, which requires a central controller and is suscep-
tible to single-point failures and significant communication
burdens. Consequently, distributed voltage regulation, which
only requires the exchange of local information with neigh-
boring units, has attracted considerable research interest as a
promising direction for future development [17].

C. Stability Control

Power system stability control focuses on decision-making
to prevent the system from entering undesired situations,
especially to avert large catastrophic faults. Considering the
sequence of control actions and contingencies, stability control
is divided into two main categories: preventive and emergency
control. Preventive security control aims to prepare the system
while it is still in normal operation, ensuring it can satisfacto-
rily handle future contingencies. In contrast, emergency con-
trol is initiated after contingencies have already occurred, with
the objective of controlling the system’s dynamics to minimize
consequences [112]. Preventive control and emergency control
typically have high time requirements, with emergency control
being even more time-sensitive, often requiring actions within
tens of milliseconds.

From the perspective of key system variables that can
indicate unstable behavior, traditional power system stability
issues are classified into rotor angle stability, frequency sta-
bility, and voltage stability [113]. Considering the extensive
integration of power electronic devices, power system stability
issues have further expanded to include resonance stability
and converter-driven stability [114]. Due to the complexity
of stability issues and the rapidly changing system states,
traditional analytical methods may struggle to find solutions
and face computational efficiency limitations. However, RL
and safe RL can efficiently address these challenges. The
details of the applications of safe RL in stability control are
shown in Table IV.

1) Frequency control:
a) State: The state is the frequency ω and rotor angle δ:

sF ≜ (ωt, δt) (32)

b) Action: The control actions at are implemented
through the control of active power injections:

aF ≜
(
pSG
t ,pRES

t ,pLoad
t

)
(33)

c) Reward: The reward is to minimize the frequency
deviation and control action cost:

RF(s,a) = −
∑
i∈N

(∥∆ωi∥∞ + λhi(ui)) (34)

where ∥∆ωi∥∞ represents the maximum frequency deviation
during the time horizon; the cost function hi(ui) is a Lipschitz-
continuous function; the cost coefficient λ is used to balance
the cost of actions relative to the frequency deviations.

d) Constraint: The system frequency dynamics is given
by the swing equation:

δ̇i = ωi (35a)

Miω̇i = pBus
i −Di∆ωi − aF

i (ωi)−
n∑

j=1

Bij sin (∆δ) (35b)

where δ̇ and ω̇ represent the time derivatives dδ/dt and dω/dt,
respectively;

∑n
j=1 Bij sin(∆δ) denotes the electrical power

pe,i at each node i; the mechanical power pm,i is expressed
as pGen

i − ωi

Ri
; the bus power injection pBus

i is defined as pGen
i −

pLoad
i . Other constraints are:

|pij | ≤ pij aF ≤ aF(ω) ≤ aF (36a)

aF(ω) is stabilizing (36b)

where the requirement that aF(ω) must be stabilizing is
defined using various methods, such as Lyapunov Stability
[39].

D. EV Charging Control

The Paris Agreement recognizes EVs as a significant tool
for reducing carbon emissions, leading to their widespread and
vigorous development by countries globally. EVs’ penetration
reached almost 30 million in 2022 and is expected to grow
to about 240 million by 2030 in the stated policies scenario,
achieving an average annual growth rate of about 30%. Based
on this trend, EVs will account for over 10% of the road
vehicle fleet by 2030 [120]. However, the stochastic nature
of EV charging can introduce unpredictable peak loads and
voltage deviations in the power system. To address these
issues, demand response for EVs has been proposed to mitigate
grid peak loads and charging costs. Further complexity in
optimizing charging arises due to the need to factor in current
electricity prices and required charging energy for EV charging
and discharging. Additionally, the operation of certain EVs
in V2G mode, enabling them to sell electricity back to the
grid, adds another layer of complexity [121]. To tackle the
uncertainty associated with EVs RL and safe RL methods offer
promising solutions to train effective charging strategies that
achieve state of the art performance [115]. Next, we describe
the state, action, reward, and constraints of EV charging
control.

a) State: The states include the SoC of EVs SoCEV
t , the

amount of charge the EVs requires pEV
d,t, the parking time of

EVs tEV
p , the electricity price for charging from the grid to

the EVs ΛEV
ch,t, the electricity price for selling from the EVs
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TABLE IV
SAFE RL APPLICATIONS IN STABILITY CONTROL

Research Problem/
Objective Constraint Cum/Ins

Hard/Soft
Safety Constraint

Techniques Key Features

[56]
Preventive control
for transmission
overload relief

Safety,
generation, and

network
constraints

Cum/Hard IPO (III-G)
The IPO method’s efficacy is boosted by leveraging
spatial-temporal correlations in power grid nodal and edge
features.

[57]

Emergency
control for under

voltage
load-shedding

Transient
voltage
stability

Cum/Hard Barrier function
(III-G)

The safe RL method employs a reward function with a
time-dependent barrier function that approaches negative
infinity as the system state nears the safety bounds.

[103]
Emergency

load-shedding
control

Rated capacity,
current, voltage

and others
Cum/Soft Lagrangian

relaxation (III-A)

Two DRL strategies are designed to tackle intricate power
system control challenges in a data-driven manner, aiming to
preserve power system stability.

[104]
Transient and
steady-state

voltage control

Reactive power
capacity

constraints
Ins/Hard

Lagrangian
relaxation (III-A)

and barrier function
(III-G)

Based on the safe gradient flow framework, the design
employs a control barrier function to ensure that given
dynamics never leave a safe set.

[105] Frequency control Operational
constraints Cum/Soft Safety model

(III-F)

A safety model is proposed comprising two parts: one to
check if actions meet safety standards, and another to suggest
new actions if they don’t.

[106] Minimize the
control cost

Frequency
limit Cum/Hard Barrier function

(III-G)

A novel self-tuning control barrier function is designed to
actively compensate the unsafe frequency control strategies
under variational safety constraints.

[107] Primary
frequency control

Frequency
constraint Ins/Hard Gauge map (III-F) A closed-form gauge map is proposed, which maps NN

outputs from unsafe actions to the set of safe actions.

[108] Frequency control
Operational

safety
constraints

Cum/Soft Lagrangian
relaxation (III-A)

Safety is considered during the action search process to
ensure that various operational constraints are satisfied while
the agent interacts with the environment.

[39] Primary
frequency control

Frequency
stability

constraints
Cum/Hard Lyapunov method

(III-C)

A Lyapunov function is integrated in the structural properties
of controllers, guaranteeing local asymptotic stability. An
RNN-based framework that incorporates frequency state
transition dynamics is used to train controllers.

[109] Wide-area
damping control

System
constraints Ins/Hard Bounded

exploratory control

The agent uses DNN and DRL to identify and track the
dynamics of the system and automatically takes actions to
stabilize the system.

[110]
Minimize large

frequency
oscillations

Mean-variance
risk measure Cum/Soft Lagrangian

relaxation (III-A)

The risk-constrained linear quadratic regulator problem is
addressed through dual reformulation into a minimax
problem, utilizing a RL method.

[111] FACTS setpoint
control

Physical
constraints Cum/Soft Lagrangian

relaxation (III-A)

Model-based methods may underperform when faced with
topology errors. RL improves by interacting with the
environment, bypassing the need for updating network
parameters.

to the grid ΛEV
dis,t, power generated by the RESs pRESs

t , load
demand of other loads pLoad

t which determines the state of the
grid [115], [117]:

sEV
t ≜

(
SoCEV

t ,pEV
d,t, t

EV
p ,ΛEV

ch,t,Λ
EV
dis,t,p

Load
t

)
(37)

b) Action: In existing research on EV charging manage-
ment, the actions are primarily the charging power pEV

ch,t and
discharging power pEV

dis,t [115], [117], [118]:

aEV
t ≜

(
pEV

ch,t,p
EV
dis,t

)
(38)

c) Reward: The reward includes minimizing the charging
cost associated with the time-varying electricity prices, maxi-
mizing the revenue from selling electricity from EVs back to
the grid, and aligning the SoC closely with the target value
[115], [117]:

REV(s,a) = −REV
cost +REV

rev −REV
SoC (39a)

REV
cost = ΛEV

ch,tp
EV
ch,t (39b)

REV
rev = ΛEV

dis,tp
EV
dis,t (39c)

REV
SoC = |SoCEV

t − SoCEV
target|, (39d)

where (39b), (39c) and (39d) respectively represent the re-
wards for electricity charging cost, electricity selling revenue,
and EVs charging satisfaction.

d) Constraint: Generally, EVs act as controllable loads
within the electrical grid, with specific requirements for charg-
ing. When considering the V2G mode, the modeling of EVs
is similar to that of BESS [117]:

0 ≤ pEV
ch,t ≤ pEV

ch 0 ≤ pEV
dis,t ≤ pEV

dis (40a)

SoCEV ≤ SoCEV
t ≤ SoC

EV
(40b)

SoCEV
t = SoCEV

t−1 +
∆t

EEV
cap

(
ηEV

ch pEV
ch,t −

pBESS
dis,t

ηEV
dis

)
(40c)

where (40a) and (40b) indicate the EV constraints on SoC,
charging and discharging power, and SoC; (40c) represents
the SoC update process of EVs. Also, most EVs require a
target SoC at a specified time t:

SoCEV
t ≥ SoCEV

target (41)

A comprehensive review of the application of safe RL on
EV charging control is provided in Table V. In Table V, most
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TABLE V
SAFE RL APPLICATIONS IN EV CHARGING CONTROL

Research Problem/
Objective Constraint Cum/Ins

Hard/Soft
Safety Constraint

Techniques Key Features

[115] Minimize the EV
charging cost

Constraints of
action, entropy

and SoC
deviation

Cum/Soft Lagrangian
relaxation (III-A)

A model-free safe DRL algorithm is proposed to optimize
real-time EV charging and discharging schedules without
requiring accurate information on the arrival and departure
times, remaining energy, and real-time electricity prices.

[116]
Energy

management for
plug-in hybrid EV

Physical
constraints of
components

Cum/Soft Lagrangian
relaxation (III-A)

By employing Lagrangian relaxation, the optimization for
CMDP transforms into an unconstrained dual problem aimed
at minimizing energy consumption.

[117] Maximize the
total profit

Limitations of
power and
demands

Cum/Soft Lagrangian
relaxation (III-A)

A detailed microgrid system is proposed, featuring a large
CS, various EVs, V2G capabilities, and the non-linear
charging behavior of EVs.

[118]
Maximize the

revenue of
electricity selling

EV charging
constraint Cum/Soft Lagrangian

relaxation (III-A)

The formulation takes into account the randomness of the
EV’s arrival time, departure time, and remaining energy, as
well as the real-time electricity price.

[34]
Smooth out the
load profile of a

parking lot

Constraints of
EV charging
and bound

Ins/Hard
Penalty function
and projection
method (III-B)

Two penalty functions are designed: one to ensure the system
charges the EV with sufficient energy, and the other to check
if an action exceeds the upper bound of the action space.

[26] Optimal EV
charging control

Constraints of
EV Ins/Hard

Lagrangian
relaxation (III-A)

and projection
(III-B)

The primary objective is to optimize the distribution of power
within network boundaries by effectively managing power
generation, EVs, and ESSs.

[119]
Minimize the
vehicle energy
consumption

Constraints of
battery power

bound
Ins/Hard Shielding method

(III-E)

The shield transforms the agent’s desired action into a safe
action for the environment. The desired action is only altered
if it violates the safety rule embedded in the shield.

objectives focus on reducing EV charging costs, whereas in
[34], the emphasis is on peak shaving and valley filling, to
smooth the electric net-load profile. In terms of specific safe
RL technologies, most papers employ methods based on a
Lagrangian relaxation [26], [115]–[118]. Exceptions are [34]
which utilizes penalty functions, and [119] which adopts the
shielding method.

E. Building Energy Management

In 2022, the global buildings sector was a major energy
consumer, accounting for 30% of the final energy demand,
primarily for operational needs like heating and cooling [131].
Energy hubs, connected to both the electric grid system and the
natural gas network, cater to three types of energy demands:
electrical, heating, and cooling, by controlling RESs, ESSs,
EHPs, GBs, and HVAC systems [130]. Therefore, effective
control of cooling or HVAC systems for buildings and energy
hubs is necessary. Traditional cooling control relies on feed-
back control, whereas RL has the ability to self-learn and adapt
in uncertain and complex environments, making it widely
applied in recent years. Building energy management aims to
minimize energy consumption while meeting the constraints
of thermal-related equipment, such as HVAC, EHP, GB, and
the demands for electricity and heat, as well as environmental
constraints like temperature and humidity, as detailed in Table
VI.

This review highlights models that demonstrate the inte-
gration of HVAC systems with power systems, particularly
through safe RL controls. We explore the state, action, reward,
and constraints associated with the RL control of HVAC and
power systems, providing specific examples within the context
of energy management in HVAC as follows:

a) State: The state of the building, in relation to HVAC
systems, includes indoor and outdoor temperature T I/O, hu-
midity H , actual airflow rate sair, actual ventilation rate sven

[132]. Additionally, it covers BESS SoC SoCBESS, TESS
SoC SoCTESS, CHP state sCHP, GB state sGB and EHP state
sEHP, and core operational equipment state, like IT equipment
temperature T IT, and human satisfaction indicators sHuman,
like thermal comfort index, and exogenous state, like grid
electricity prices ΛEle, grid gas price ΛGas and carbon price
ΛCar [126], [129], [132].

sBuilding
t ≜ (T I , TO, H, sair, sven,SoCBESS,SoCTESS,

sCHP, sGB, sEHP, T IT, sHuman,ΛEle,ΛGas,ΛCar)
(42)

b) Action: Building energy management for HVAC is
primarily achieved through the management of energy con-
trol equipment, including temperature setpoint Tset, humidity
setpoint Hset, airflow rate aair, ventilation rate aven, BESS
charge or discharge amount pBESS

ch/dis, TESS charge or discharge
amount hTESS

ch/dis, electricity generated by CHP pCHP, heat
generated by CHP hCHP, GB hGB and EHP hEHP, and RESs
output pRES [127].

aBuilding
t ≜ (Tset, Hset,a

air,aven,pBESS
ch/dis,

hTESS
ch/dis,p

CHP,hCHP,hGB,hEHP,pRES)
(43)

c) Reward: The reward is to minimize the total en-
ergy cost, such as the cost of electricity, natural gas, heat,
and device long-term degradation, especially for BESSs and
TESSs. For some research papers that require specific room
temperature ranges, temperature deviations are often included
in the reward calculations.

RBuilding(s,a) = −(Rcost +Rdegrade +∆T ) (44)
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TABLE VI
SAFE RL APPLICATIONS IN BUILDING ENERGY MANAGEMENT

Research Problem/
Objective Constraint Cum/Ins

Hard/Soft
Safety Constraint

Techniques Key Features

[122]
Tropical air

free-cooled data
center control

Constraints of
temperature

and humidity
Cum/Soft Lagrangian

relaxation (III-A)

By controlling the supply and exhaust fans, the cooling coil,
and the dampers, the temperature and relative humidity of the
air supplied to the servers are maintained below thresholds.

[123]

Dynamic thermal
management in

data center
buildings

Constraints of
equipment

temperature

Cum+Ins/
Hard+Soft

Lagrangian
relaxation (III-A)

and shielding
(III-E)

Lagrangian-based constrained DRL and reward shaping are
used to minimize soft violations. Parameterized shielding is
employed to effectively avoid extreme temperature violations.

[48] Data center
building cooling

Constraints of
zone

temperature
Ins/Hard Shielding method

(III-E)

Shielding is avoided during training to not impede full
exploration. An approach integrating empirical
thermodynamics knowledge with data-driven models is
proposed.

[124]
Multi-energy

management of
smart home

Constraints of
components in
the smart home

Cum/Soft PDO (III-A)
By employing PDO, the Lagrangian relaxation coefficients for
cost functions are automatically adjusted during the training,
thereby minimizing both energy bills and the constraint costs.

[125] District cooling
system control

Power
constraint Ins/Hard Safety layer (III-F)

A model-free DRL method is proposed that operates without
needing an accurate system model or uncertainty distribution,
utilizing a self-adaptive reward function to limit peak power.

[126]
Energy savings in
building energy

systems

Constraints of
indoor

temperature
demand

Ins/Hard Shielding method
(III-E)

Implicit and explicit safety policies are combined through
online residual learning, enabling real-time safety by filtering
out unsafe actions, overcoming the limitations of relying
solely on penalty-based rewards.

[127] Safe building
HVAC control

Constraints of
building Cum/Soft Safety-aware

objective

To ensure safe exploration, Gaussian noise is added to a
hand-crafted rule-based controller. Adjusting the noise’s
variance helps balance the diversity and safety.

[128]

Resilient
proactive

scheduling of
building

Constraints of
components of

building
Cum/Soft Adaptive reward

Conditional-value-at-risk are used to handle uncertainties
from extreme weather events, significantly reducing their
impact on the learning process and achieving a balanced
approach between exploration and exploitation.

[129]
Real-time control

in a smart
energy-hub

Physical
constraints of
energy hub

Cum/Soft Safety-guided
function

A safety-guided function calculates the action-value function
based on accumulated safety, determining the trajectory’s
safety under the current policy projected into the future.

[130] Optimal dispatch
of an energy hub

Constraints of
energy balance
and equipment

Cum/Soft Primal-dual method
(III-A)

The approach blends imitation learning for lower costs and
primal-dual optimization to meet constraints, working better
than using either method alone.

where three components represent the rewards for cost, device
degradation, and temperature deviation, respectively.

d) Constraint: The generation and consumption of elec-
trical and thermal energy are equal, complying with the
electrical and thermal balance equations [124], [129].

pGrid
t + pRESs

t + pBESS
dis,t + pCHP

t =

pHVAC
t + pLoad

t + pEV
t + pBESS

ch,t + pEHP
t (45a)

hCHP
t + hGB

t + hTESS
dis,t + hEHP

t = hTL
t + hTESS

ch,t (45b)

The constraints of BESS have already been shown in (20).
The constraints of TESS are similar to BESS:

0 ≤ hch,t ≤ h
TESS
ch,t 0 ≤ hTESS

dis,t ≤ h
TESS
dis (46a)

SoCTESS ≤ SoCTESS
t ≤ SoC

TESS
(46b)

SoCTESS
t = SoCTESS

t−1 +
∆t

ETESS
cap

(
ηTESS

ch hTESS
ch,t −

hTESS
dis,t

ηTESS
dis

)
(46c)

CHP is a single-input-multi-output converter with high
electrical and thermal energy efficiency, and its constraints are
as follows [129]:

pCHP
t = ηCHP

p gCHP
t hCHP

h = ηCHP
h gCHP

t (47a)

0 ≤ pCHP
t ≤ pCHP 0 ≤ hCHP

h ≤ h
CHP

(47b)

where (47a) indicates the efficiency of converting natural

gas into electric power pCHP
t and heat power hCHP

h ; (47b)
represents the range of pCHP

t and hCHP
h .

GB and EHP respectively convert natural gas and electricity
into heat to meet the heating demand, which can be repre-
sented as follows [130]:

hGB
h = ηGBgGB

t hEHP
t = ηEHPpEHP

t (48a)

0 ≤ hGB
h ≤ h

GB
0 ≤ hEHP

t ≤ h
EHP

(48b)

where (48a) indicates the conversion of natural gas and elec-
tricity to heat with different efficiency; (48b) is the range of
hGB
h and hCHP

t .

HVAC is an important tool for monitoring and controlling
the indoor temperature to keep it within the required range
[124], [128]:

T I
t = ϵT I

t−1 + (1− ϵ)

(
TO
t−1 −

ηHVACEHVAC
t−1

A

)
(49a)

EHVAC ≤ EHVAC
t ≤ E

HVAC
T I ≤ T I

t ≤ T
I

(49b)

where EHVAC denotes the energy consumption of HVAC; (49a)
indicates the temperature change of the room; (49b) represents
the limits of HVAC energy consumption EHVAC

t and indoor
temperature T I

t .
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TABLE VII
SAFE RL APPLICATIONS IN OTHER CONTROL AREAS

Research Problem/
Objective Constraint Cum/Ins

Hard/Soft
Safety Constraint

Techniques Key Features

[133]
Optimal

scheduling of EV
aggregators

Constraints of
EVs and

driver’s energy
demand

Cum/Soft Lagrangian
relaxation (III-A)

An L2 norm penalty term is added to form an augmented
Lagrangian function, which enhances the convexity and
tractability of the CMDP.

[134] V2G market
Constraints of

maximum
incentive

Cum/Soft Primal-dual
theories (III-A)

This is the first model-free learning algorithm designed to
optimize incentives without knowing how EV users will react.
It simultaneously improves load control and user satisfaction.

[135]

Pricing strategy
for real-time
congestion

management

Constraints of
CS, operator,

and grid
Cum/Soft Adaptive constraint

cost

An adaptive scalability factor is introduced to balance safety
and exploration. Then, a constrained cross-entropy method is
employed to solve this pricing problem within a continuous
action space.

[53] Service
restoration

Power flow and
voltage

Constraints

Cum+Ins/
Hard

Safety layer (III-F)
and penalty term

Imitation learning is utilized to ensure acceptable initial
performance. Action clipping, reward shaping, and expert
demonstrations are employed to guarantee safe exploration.

[136] Critical load
restoration

Constraints of
loads, DERs,

ESSs
Cum/Soft

Primal-dual
differentiable
programming

(III-A)

Compared to the traditional RL that uses arbitrarily large unit
penalties, the proposed method can achieve better
performance, evidenced by a higher objective value.

[49] Unit commitment Constraints of
scheduling Ins/Hard Clipping (III-E)

Clipping of the action space is performed to ensure that
uncertainty estimates are reasonable and within appropriate
bounds, which are derived from historical data.

[137] Reserve
scheduling

Constraints of
voltage, RESs,

tie line, and
ESSs

Cum/Soft Primal-dual method
(III-A)

ESS is fully utilized through more accurate intraday operation
scenario simulations to enhance the system’s peak
management and flexibility, reducing the reserve requirements
of the main network.

F. Other Control Areas

In this section, the applications of safe RL in the electricity
market, system restoration, and unit commitment and reserve
scheduling are summarized, as detailed in Table VII. The
specific state, action, reward, and constraints for each area
are presented as follows:

1) Electricity Market:
Electricity markets can promote the participation of users

in the grid through dynamic pricing and incentive measures
to balance supply and demand, thereby enhancing overall
energy efficiency. [135] employs safe RL to formulate dynamic
pricing strategies for controlling shiftable loads such as EVs,
heating, ventilation, and HVAC systems. While some have
used NNs to predict the optimal marginal prices of the OPF,
such as in [138], these approaches do not derive a stochastic
policy. In this section, although EVs are still involved, we
mainly focus on aspects related to pricing and DSO operational
costs, whereas Section IV-D primarily addresses the OPF that
includes EVs. The state, action, reward, and constraints of
electricity markets are shown as follows [133]–[135]:

a) State: The state is the observed status information of
CSs and DSO, including the total cost of EV CSs sCS

cost, the
total cost of DSO sDSO

cost .

sMarket
t ≜

(
sCS

cost, s
DSO
cost

)
(50)

b) Action: The action denotes the incentive electricity
price of different EV CSs ΛCS.

aMarket
t ≜

(
ΛCS) (51)

c) Reward: The reward is to minimize the cost of EV
users and maximize the profits of CSs and DSOs by setting

different electricity prices.

RMarket(s,a) = −RUser +RCS +RDSO (52)

d) Constraint: The EV model has been shown in section
IV-D.

2) System Restoration:
System restoration refers to the process of swiftly recovering

load from an impacted state to normal operation following
the occurrence of extreme events. [53], [136] generate system
restoration strategies through the use of safe RL, either by
controlling local DERs or by transferring load to safe areas.
The state, action, reward, and constraints of system restoration
are shown as follows:

a) State: The state includes the future renewable energy
output forecasting pRES

t+1, past restored loads pLoad
t−1 , current SoC

of the BESSs SoCBESS
t , and remaining reserves of various

types of generators pt
Gen − pGen

t .

sRestoration
t ≜

(
pRES
t+1,p

Load
t−1 ,SoC

BESS
t ,pt

Gen − pGen
t

)
(53)

b) Action: The action includes the restored load
pLoad

restored,t, active power output of all kinds of generators pGen
t

and BESSs pBESS
t .

aRestoration
t ≜

(
pLoad

restored,t,p
Gen
t ,pBESS

t

)
(54)

c) Reward: The reward is to maximize the sum of
restored loads

∑
pLoad

restored,t.

RRestoration(s,a) =
∑

pLoad
restored,t (55)

d) Constraint: System restoration requires adherence to
fundamental power system operational constraints and equip-
ment constraints, including AC-PF constraints (15), DC-PF
constraints (19), BESSs constraints (20), etc., all of which
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have been detailed above. In addition, it is necessary to add
constraints to ensure that the load is restored monotonically:

pLoad
restored,t ≤ pLoad

restored,t+1 (56)

3) Unit Commitment and Reserve Scheduling:
Unit commitment and reserve scheduling are both con-

ducted in the day-ahead market, taking into account future
uncertainties, such as those from loads and RESs. [49], [137]
utilize safe RL to generate strategies for unit commitment, as
well as coordinated strategies for tie-line reserve and energy
storage, respectively. The state, action, reward, and constraints
of unit commitment and reserve scheduling are shown as
follows:

a) State: The state is the historical and current net
load forecasts P Load

his/pre, commitment, start-up, and shut-down
decisions at the previous stage:

sReserve
t ≜

(
P Load

his , P Load
pre ,ustart,t−1,ushut,t−1,ucom,t−1

)
(57)

b) Action: The action includes the current commitment,
start-up, and shut-down decisions ustart/shut/com,t, power output
of generator pGen

t :

aReserve
t ≜

(
ustart,t,ushut,t,ucom,t,p

Gen
t

)
(58)

c) Reward: The reward is to minimize the overall costs,
including the cost of power generation RGen

cost , commitment
costs RCommitment

cost , and start-up and shut-down costs RStart/Shut
cost :

RReserve(s,a) = −(RGen
cost +RCommitment

cost +RStart
cost +RShut

cost ) (59)

d) Constraint:

ucom,i,tp
Gen
i

≤ pGen
i,t ≤ ucom,i,tp

Gen
i , ∀i ∈ G (60a)

t∑
ξ=t−tup,i+1

ustart,i,ξ ≤ ucom,i,t, ∀i ∈ G, t ∈ {tup,i, . . . , ttot}

(60b)
t∑

ξ=t−tup,i+1

ushut,i,ξ ≤ 1− ucom,i,t, ∀i ∈ G, t ∈ {tup,i, . . . , ttot}

(60c)
ucom,i,t − ucom,i,t−1 = ustart,i,t − ushut,i,t, ∀i ∈ G (60d)
ustart,i,t + ushut,i,t ≤ 1, ∀i ∈ G (60e)∑
i∈G

pGen
i,t ≤ P Load

pre,t

∑
i∈G

ucom,i,tp
Gen
e,i ≥ Pres,t (60f)

pGen
t − pGen

t−1 ≤ Rup,t−1ucom,t−1 + Sup,tustart,t (60g)

pGen
t−1 − pGen

t ≤ Rdown,tucom,t + Sdown,tushut,t (60h)
ustart,i,t, ushut,i,t, ucom,i,t ∈ {0, 1}, ∀i ∈ G (60i)

where (60a) indicates generator limits; (60b) and (60c) repre-
sent minimum up-time and down-time constraints; (60d) and
(60e) denote the logical relationship between the generator
commitment decisions and start-up/shut-down decisions; (60f)
indicate the power generation and reserve constraints; (60g)
and (60h) represent ramp-up and ramp-down limits of genera-
tors; (60i) specifies the integrality requirement of commitment
and start-up/shut-down decisions.

Regarding RRL, some researchers have initiated their focus
on game-theoretic RL for multistage games (also referred to
as dynamic games) between attackers and defenders. This
method, grounded in RL, aims to identify optimal attack

sequences in pursuit of certain objectives [139], [140] and
dynamic internal trading price strategy [141], [142]. Although
chance-constrained RRL methods have garnered attention in
automatic control [61], [62], [143], and several researchers
have explored robust optimization and machine learning
for power flow control [144]–[146], the realm of chance-
constrained RRL for power system control and optimization
remains underexplored.

V. CHALLENGES AND OUTLOOK

The application of safe RL in power systems is still in its
infancy, facing a variety of challenges, i.e., scalability, and dis-
tributed setting as well as industrial deployment. In addition,
we further discuss the potential future research directions.

A. Challenges in Safe RL

Although the general challenges of RL have already been
reviewed in [1], this subsection will explore the unique chal-
lenges faced by existing safe RL approaches.

1) Scalability: Real-world power systems encompass a vast
number of buses and power lines. For instance, the Eastern In-
terconnection, a major North American power grid system, has
been modeled with over 60,000 buses in certain simulations.
Consequently, large-scale multi-agent systems face scalability
issues in such environments for two primary reasons. First, the
state and action spaces expand dramatically with an increasing
number of agents, a phenomenon known as the “curse of
dimensionality.” This expansion results in an exponentially
increasing search space for optimal actions. Secondly, as
the number of buses grows, there is a rapid increase in
the number of power flow constraints and other physics-
hard constraints. Additionally, some research papers account
for security constraints due to demand uncertainty in power
systems, which further complicates the constraints in the RL
training process. These factors make it challenging for Safe
RL to converge to feasible results using stochastic gradient
descent methods. One notable method is the use of factored
action spaces, which involves decomposing the action space
into smaller, manageable components [147]. This approach has
been applied successfully in complex environments like Star-
Craft and Dota 2, showing significant versatility and efficiency
in handling combinatorial and continuous control problems.
Reduced order polytopal constraints and low order elliptical
constraints are employed to approximate complex constraints
for handling extensive constraints [148]. This method offers
the potential for effectively incorporating extensive constraints
in safe RL.

2) Distributed Setting: Alongside this, the improvements in
distributed systems and their algorithms have been essential
to the rise of deep learning. Some researchers have made
a number of advancements in creating multi-agent versions
of the learning algorithms and in developing distributed deep
learning systems [149]. These methods have allowed us to
scale up the training procedures for these very large-scale
systems. This motivates the adoption of distributed structures
for DRL, which lets agents converge quickly, and use efficient
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ways to explore and learn many different things at the same
time.

A unique aspect of RL is the way agents actively shape
the learning process by interacting with their environment
and keeping a record of what they experience. So, DRL uses
distributed approaches to create more learning data in a shorter
time and to handle multiple learning processes simultaneously.
This distributed DRL has been applied in complex power
systems tasks like load scheduling [150] and in the manage-
ment of EVs [151]. What makes safe RL more challenging
in a distributed way is its approach to decomposing complex
network constraints into smaller, manageable segments. The
new challenge is ensuring that distributed safe DRL can reach
a consensus on how to split these problems and converge on a
solution, satisfying safety constraints throughout the learning
process.

3) Industrial Deployment: Current safe RL strategies
largely rely on model-based approaches or training on histori-
cal data, which present significant challenges upon deployment
in industrial settings. In all the papers reviewed in this review,
only [126] involves interacting with a real building to train a
safe RL model for temperature control, due to its low deploy-
ment risk. However, most studies related to the power grid
have not lead to technologies used in practical deployment,
due to safety concerns and often resort to model-based or
data-based methods. The concern is that these methods, while
effective in simulated environments or historical data, may
not fully capture the complex, dynamic, and uncertain nature
of real-world industrial processes. The discrepancies between
simulated environments and actual operational conditions can
lead to unexpected behaviors or safety violations, as the
learned policies may not generalize well to unseen situations.
Furthermore, reliance on historical data limits the system’s
ability to adapt to novel conditions or operational changes
that were not represented in the training set. This necessitates
the development of adaptive, robust, and transferable safe RL
algorithms that can continuously learn and adjust to new data
in real-time, ensuring safety and efficiency in the face of
the evolving operational dynamics characteristic of industrial
environments.

B. Future Directions in Safe RL

Regarding the challenges in applying safe RL to power
systems, we present several potential future directions below.

1) Exploring Offline Safe RL: DRL algorithms are based
on an online learning paradigm, which presents a significant
hurdle to their widespread adoption in power systems. In
general, such online interaction is not practical, due to the
expense (e.g., in robotics, educational agents, or healthcare)
and risk (e.g., in autonomous driving, power systems, or
healthcare) associated with exploring control actions in a
safety-critical system [152]. Even in domains where online
interaction is viable, leveraging previously collected data is
often preferable —especially in complex domains where ef-
fective generalization necessitates extensive datasets.

Safe RL endeavors to achieve a policy that maximizes
rewards within defined constraints, demonstrating advantages

in meeting safety requirements for real-world applications.
Nonetheless, many deep safe RL approaches primarily address
safety post-training, neglecting the costs associated with con-
straint violations during the training phase. The necessity of
collecting online interaction samples poses challenges in en-
suring training safety, as preventing the agent from executing
unsafe behaviors during learning is non-trivial [153]. Although
carefully designed correction systems or human interventions
can serve as safety mechanisms to filter unsafe actions during
training, their application may prove costly due to the low
sample efficiency of many RL approaches.

It is important to add that it is reasonable to use a simulation
environment as a digital twin to train. In fact, even if it is
unavoidable to have discrepancies between the simulations and
the real conditions, high-fidelity simulations and numerical
optimization that rely on models are already the nuts and
bolts of energy management systems and are what guide
control actions that are used to manage the grid today. If these
models are accurate enough for decision systems used today to
optimally select control actions, then it is reasonable to assume
that are sufficiently accurate to train optimum policies. This
is an important question to address in research since at the
moment there is no comprehensive characterization of how the
discrepancies between simulated and real environments affect
performance and safety.

2) Emphasizing Privacy in the Learning Process: As RL
algorithms grow in popularity, so too do concerns about their
privacy implications. The value or policy functions released
are trained using reward signals and other inputs that often
depend on sensitive data. In the domain of power systems,
some rewards could inadvertently expose critical measurement
data, such as voltage phasors and power demands, which in
turn could lead to issues like false data injection. This histor-
ical data can potentially be deduced by recursively querying
the released functions. One potential research direction is the
development of differentially private algorithms for RL, which
safeguard reward information from being compromised by
techniques such as inverse RL [154]. The issue of privacy
becomes even more critical in the offline RL setting, which
is arguably more relevant for applications handling sensitive
data. For example, in the EV charging domain, online RL ne-
cessitates the continual execution of new exploratory policies
for each arriving EV, involving sensitive data like arrival and
departure times. In contrast, offline RL relies on historical data
of EV charging behavior, which can be particularly sensitive
[155]. However, these differentially private mechanisms could
introduce uncertainty into safety constraints. Concurrently, dif-
ferentially private AC-PF constrained OPF has been explored,
with studies formulating it as robust optimization to ensure
the feasibility of these safety constraints [156]. One potential
approach is to develop robust formulation training for safe
DRL.

3) Integrating Federated Learning Mechanism: To simul-
taneously address privacy and scalability issues, integrating
federated learning into safe DRL could be a viable solution.
In practical scenarios, RL faces challenges such as poor
agent performance in large action and state spaces due to
limited sample exploration and low sample efficiency impact-
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ing learning speed. Information exchange between agents can
significantly boost learning rates. While distributed and par-
allel RL algorithms address these issues by centralizing data,
parameters, or gradients for model training, this centralization
can compromise privacy, leading to agent mistrust and data
interception risks [157].

Federated learning, however, enables information exchange
without compromising privacy, helping agents adapt to diverse
environments. It also addresses the simulation-reality gap often
present in RL; while many RL algorithms depend on pre-
training in simulated environments that do not perfectly mirror
the real world, FL can amalgamate insights from both to more
accurately bridge this gap [158]. Additionally, FL is beneficial
when agents only observe partial features, enabling effective
aggregation of this limited information. These considerations
give rise to the idea of federated safe RL, which merges FL
and safe RL within a privacy-preserving framework, adapting
safe RL strategies for sequential decision-making tasks.

4) Advancing Convex Insights: Convex optimization is ex-
tensively explored for its ability to provide analytical con-
vergence and optimality guarantees, which in turn yield more
stable policies. In the context of safe DRL with convex or non-
convex constraints, integrating convex insights can enhance
these convergence guarantees. Advancing these insights into
safe DRL, consider exploring the application of ICNNs. Rather
than training a conventional policy that inputs data and out-
puts control actions, which must adhere to stringent physical
constraints, ICNNs offer a promising alternative due to their
superior generalization capabilities. This approach bridges
the gap between model accuracy and control tractability by
constructing networks that are convex relative to their inputs,
as detailed by [159] and further applied by [160] to model
complex physical systems accurately. Consequently, training
an ICNN-based policy can more easily incorporate convex
constraints to ensure feasible and safe optimal control actions
with performance guarantees.

Additionally, using convex functions to approximate the
policy function represents another viable strategy. Here, policy
optimization can be formulated as a constrained optimization
problem, where both the objective and constraints are ini-
tially nonconvex. By creating a series of surrogate convex-
constrained optimization problems—substituting nonconvex
functions locally with convex quadratic functions derived from
policy gradient estimators, as described by [161]—this method
allows for the practical application of theoretical insights into
operational policies. These strategies underscore the potential
of convex optimization techniques in enhancing the robustness
and effectiveness of safe DRL algorithms, particularly in ap-
plications that demand adherence to strict safety and physical
constraints.

5) Developing LLM-in-the-loop RL: Numerous practical
objectives and constraints of power systems, such as those
outlined in the security guideline and operation manual, are
based on linguistic stipulations and are difficult to model. In
actual power system operations, when these constraints are
violated, system operators typically need to take corrective
actions [81]. Therefore, a human-in-the-loop approach has
been proposed, where humans are integrated into the RL

iteration process. This involvement allows humans to actively
participate in constraint management, thereby enhancing the
reliability of RL [162], [163]. Nonetheless, human-in-the-loop
is limited by the availability and time constraints of human
experts, making it unfeasible for tasks that require extensive
amounts of training data or continuous adaptation.

With the advent of LLMs, the possibility of transitioning
from human-in-the-loop to LLM-in-the-loop systems emerges
as a viable alternative to address the aforementioned chal-
lenges. LLMs, with their powerful learning capabilities and
vast knowledge based on power system data and linguistic
stipulations, can provide consistent, real-time, and potentially
unbiased feedback compared to human experts [164]. For ex-
ample, [81] integrates the GPT LLM into the OPF framework
with linguistic rules. This model quantifies natural language
stipulations as objectives and constraints within the power
system optimization problem for the first time. In the future,
leveraging specialized knowledge in the power system domain
to train dedicated LLMs will be crucial for extending their
application across a broader spectrum of the power system
industry. However, challenges remain in how LLMs can ef-
ficiently learn from power system knowledge bases, integrate
with existing software tools, quantify uncertainties, and ensure
the safety of constraints [164].

VI. CONCLUSION

This paper represents the first comprehensive review of the
application of safe RL in power systems, addressing pivotal
operational tasks including optimal power generation dispatch,
voltage control, stability control, EV charging control, elec-
tricity markets, service restoration, and unit commitment. In
its first part, the paper introduces the foundational concepts
of safe RL, including constraint classifications, existing al-
gorithms, benchmarks, and the unique features and limita-
tions of each algorithm. Subsequently, the paper provides a
detailed overview of almost all existing studies on safe RL
applications within power systems to date. It categorizes these
studies according to their application domains, methodically
enumerating each paper’s objectives, constraints, implemented
safe RL techniques, environment types, and key features. This
review establishes a foundation for the advancement of safe
RL applications in power systems, providing direction for
future research endeavors.
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