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Abstract

In future energy systems characterized by significant shares of fluctuating renewable energy sources, there is a need for a fundamen-
tal change in electricity consumption. The energy system requires the ability to adapt to the intermittent electricity generation of
renewable energy sources. This can be achieved by integrating flexible electrical loads, such as electric heating devices and electric
vehicles, in combination with efficient control methods. In this paper, we introduce the Pareto local search method PALSS with
heuristic search operations to solve the multi-objective optimization problem of a residential area with different types of flexible
loads. PALSS shifts the flexible electricity load with the objective of minimizing the electricity cost and peak load while maintain-
ing the inhabitants’ comfort in favorable ranges. Further, we include reinforcement learning into the heuristic search operations in
the approach RELAPALSS and use the dichotomous method for obtaining all Pareto-optimal solutions of the multi-objective opti-
mization problem with conflicting goals. The methods are evaluated in simulations with different configurations of the residential
area. The results show that PALSS and RELAPALSS strongly outperform the two multi-objective evolutionary algorithms NSGA-
II and SPEA-II from the literature and the conventional control approach. The inclusion of reinforcement learning in RELAPALSS
leads to additional improvements. Our study reveals the need for multi-objective optimization methods to utilize renewable energy
sources in residential areas.

Keywords: Multi-objective optimization, demand response, Pareto local search, reinforcement learning, residential area

1. Introduction

Future energy systems require flexible electricity loads to
cope with the intermittent electricity generation by renewable
energy sources. In residential areas, electric heating systems
(like heat pumps) coupled to thermal storage, and electric ve-
hicles (EV), are especially suitable for demand response by ad-
justing their electricity consumption based on an external signal
[1, 2]. A price signal tied to electricity market prices is typically
used to control electricity consumption [3]. The problem with
using a price or availability signal for renewable energy sources
is that all buildings tend to react to the lowest price at the same
time [4]. This leads to new peak loads in the electricity grid that
might harm the transformers or the transmission lines.

Thus, the resulting optimization problem for controlling flex-
ible devices in a residential area has multiple conflicting goals.
Next to the minimization of the electricity cost, the reduction
of the peak loads in the local grid is an important objective.
Further, considering the inhabitants’ thermal comfort is cru-
cial for shifting the operation of the electrical heating devices.
As solving the (multi-objective) scheduling problem is NP-hard
[5], heuristic local search methods based on Pareto-optimality
have been successfully used in several applications of multi-
objective optimization [6, 7].

Hence, we define a Pareto local search method for solving the
resulting multi-objective demand response optimization prob-
lem of a residential area. We include different building types

(BT) with varying flexibility options to adjust the electricity
consumption based on an external price signal. The goal is
to minimize the electricity costs while simultaneously reduc-
ing the peak load and maintaining the thermal comfort of the
inhabitants in acceptable ranges.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows: In Sec. 2,
we describe the relevant literature and explain the main contri-
bution of this paper. We define the multi-objective optimization
problem in Sec. 3 and introduce our novel Pareto local search
approach and an exact method from the literature for solving
the problem in Sec. 4. The results of our experiments are pre-
sented in Sec. 5. The paper ends with a conclusion and outlook
in Sec. 6.

2. Related work and contribution

2.1. Related work

Table 1 lists the relevant studies from the literature. Pinto et
al. [8] use (Reinforcement Learning) RL to optimize four build-
ings with heat pumps and domestic hot water (DHW). They aim
to minimize the energy costs and the peak load. Peirelinck et
al. [9] include domain knowledge into their RL application to
control the DHW heating of buildings to minimize the electric-
ity cost by having a tariff that depends on the peak load. Pinto et
al. [10] combine a Long-Short-Term-Memory (LSTM) with RL
to control heat pumps. They use the LSTM to learn the building
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Nomenclature

Acronyms
BT Building type

DHW Domestic hot water

EV Electric Vehicle

GD Generational Distance

HV Hypervolume

MILP Mixed Integer Linear Programming

NSGA-II Non-dominated Sorting Genetic Algorithm

PALSS Pareto local search for load shifting

PLS Pareto local search

RELAPALSS Reinforcement learning assisted pareto local
search

RL Reinforcement Learning

SPEA-II Strength Pareto Evolutionary Algorithm

Indices
B total number of buildings

b building

i iteration

t time slot

Z total number of time slots

Parameters
ηb charging efficiency of the EV

ρConcrete desitiy of concrete

COPt,b coefficient of performance of the heat pump

at,b availability parameter of the EV

cConcrete specific heat capacity of concrete

CEV
b energy capacity of the EV’s battery

dDHW factor for controlling the allowed deviation from the
initial DHW volume

dTemperature factor for controlling the allowed deviation from
the initial temperature

kb maximum number of heat pump starts

PHP
b maximum electrical power of the heat pump

pt time-variable electricity price

Pel
t,b electrical power of the inflexible devices

PEVDrive
t,b power consumption of the EV while driving

PEVMax
t,b maximum power of the EV charging station

QDemandDHW
t,b demand for DHW

QDemandSH
t,b demand for space heating

QLossesDHW
t,b energy losses of the hot water tank

QLossesSH
t,b energy losses of the heating system

T max
b maximum building temperature

T min
b minimum building temperature

T DHW temperature of the domestic hot water

VDHWmax
b maximum volume of the hot water tank

VDHWmin
b minimum volume of the hot water tank

VUFH
b volume of the underfloor heating system

modmin minimum modulation degree of the heat pump

Variables
SOCt,b state of charge of the EV

hrunDHW
t,b binary variable indicating if the heat pump is run-

ning for DHW

hrunSH
t,b binary variable indicating if the heat pump is running

for space heating

hswitchedOff
t,b binary variable indicating if the heat pump is

switched off

PPeak electrical peak load

PPeakShift%
i share of shifted load using the Peak-Shift-

Operator

PPriceShift%
i share of shifted load using the Price-Shift-

Operator

PEV
t,b charging power of the EV

QDHW
t,b heating energy of the heat pump for DHW

QSH
t,b heating energy of the heat pump for space heating

T Building
t,b temperature of the building

VDHW
t,b usable volume for DHW of the hot water tank

xt,b modulation degree of the heat pump for space heat-
ing

yt,b modulation degree of the heat pump for DHW
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Table 1: Comparison of relevant papers from the literature

RL with domain
knowledge

Multi-objective
optimization

Pareto
local search

Compared to
metaheuristics

Compared to
exact methods

Pinto et al., 2021 [8] ✗ (✓) ✗ ✗ ✗

Peirelinck et al., 2024 [9] ✓ (✓) ✗ ✗ ✗

Pinto et al., 2021 [10] ✓ (✓) ✗ ✗ ✗

Shakouri et al., 2017 [11] ✗ (✓) ✗ ✗ ✓

Tang et al., 2022 [12] ✗ (✓) ✗ ✗ ✗

Dutra et al., 2019 [13] ✗ (✓) ✗ ✗ ✓

Khalid et al., 2018 [14] ✗ (✓) (✓) ✓ ✗

Wynn et al., 2022 [15] ✗ ✓ ✗ ✓ ✗

Terlouw et al., 2019 [16] ✗ ✓ ✗ ✗ (✓)
Song et al., 2022 [17] ✗ (✓) ✗ ✗ (✓)
Wang et al., 2020 [18] ✗ ✓ ✗ ✓ ✗

Kazmi et al., 2019 [19] ✓ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗

Wei et al., 2015 [20] ✗ ✓ ✗ ✓ ✗

Chiu et al., 2020 [21] ✗ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✗

Present work ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

dynamics for evaluation from a building simulation tool. Shak-
ouri et al. [11] define a multi-objective optimization problem
for minimizing the costs and peak load in an intelligent grid by
shifting the electricity consumption of household devices. They
solve the problem with Goal programming. In [12], Tang et
al. use RL to operate an integrated energy system with electric-
ity, gas, and heating networks. Their objectives also include the
minimization of costs and peak load. Dutra et al. [13] introduce
a decentralized heuristic for demand response of an aggrega-
tor. The aggregator controls multiple flexible loads such that
the costs and the peak load are reduced. Khalid et al. 2018 [14]
define a novel local search method based on two metaheuristics
(genetic algorithm and hybrid bacterial foraging). Their flexible
devices include air conditioners (AC), water heaters, washing
machines, and dishwashers.

Wynn et al. [15] use a multi-objective version of the meta-
heuristic grey wolf optimization applied for scheduling flex-
ible resources in a microgrid. Next to minimizing the costs
and the peak load, they consider consumers’ dissatisfaction in
their optimization problem. Terlouw et al. [16] define a multi-
objective optimization problem for an aggregator with differ-
ent battery technologies for a whole community. The objec-
tives comprise minimizing costs, CO2-emissions, and the peak
load. In the study [17], Song et al. solve a day-ahead battery
scheduling problem for residential buildings and include the
goal of costs, peak load, and consumer satisfaction in the objec-
tive function. Wang et al. [18] use the multi-objective genetic
algorithm NSGA-II for the optimization of a combined cool-
ing, heating, and power system. The goals are the reduction
of CO2-emissions, costs, energy usage, and the enhancement of
grid integration. Kazmi et al. [19] train an RL agent for thermo-
statically controlled loads (heat pump, DHW). They include do-
main knowledge into RL by adding additional training features
derived from thermodynamic laws. The goal is to minimize en-
ergy consumption in residential areas. Wei et al. [20] use multi-
objective particle swarm optimization to optimize the operation

of a heating-ventilation and air conditioning (HVAC) system.
The goals include minimizing the energy consumption, CO2-
emissions and the temperature of buildings while maximizing
the indoor air quality. Chiu et al. [21] introduce a Pareto local
search approach based on evolutionary algorithms for demand
response in a residential area. The Pareto local search controls
the heat pump, AC, EV, and shiftable devices to minimize the
energy costs and the peak load.

While every study considers multiple objectives, most use
the weighted sum approach to transform the multi-dimensional
objective space into a one-dimensional space (ticks in brackets).
Only [15, 16, 18, 20, 21] optimize in a multi-objective space
and generate trade-off (Pareto-optimal) solutions. However,
none of those studies compares their introduced approach to
an exact method for multi-objective optimization that system-
atically generates the true Pareto-front containing all Pareto-
optimal solutions. Only Chiu et al. [21] introduce a Pareto local
search approach that heuristically tries to approximate the true
Pareto-front using local search methods. While several stud-
ies use RL [8, 9, 10, 12, 19], only [9, 10, 19] include domain
knowledge into the decision making of their trained agent.

2.2. Contribution

To the best of our knowledge, our study is the only one that
introduces a Pareto local search method for shifting flexible
electricity loads in residential areas in a multi-dimensional ob-
jective space. When dealing with multi-objective optimization
problems, approaches for finding Pareto-optimal aim to find op-
timal trade-off solutions for decision-making. This feature of
heuristic control approaches for demand response in residential
areas has not been adequately explored in the literature. We
also extend our approach by integrating RL into the decision-
making and evaluating the novel approaches. In summary, our
paper has the following three unique contributions:
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• We introduce a novel approach for Pareto local search for
demand response in residential areas that utilizes heuristic
search operations.

• We include a model-free RL approach into the Pareto local
search’s decision-making and thus include domain knowl-
edge into the training of the RL agent.

• For the evaluation, we solve the multi-objective optimiza-
tion problem for a residential area using two state-of-the-
art metaheuristics and an exact method that can guarantee
to find the whole Pareto-front. Further, we compare them
to an existing conventional control approach that is used
most often nowadays in building heating systems.

3. Multi-objective demand response optimization problem
for the residential area

In this section, we formulate the multi-objective demand re-
sponse optimization problem for the residential area, which
consists of three building types visualized in Fig. 1. BT1 is
a single-family building that uses a heat pump for space heat-
ing and domestic hot water. An underfloor heating system and a
hot water tank serve as thermal storage. Further, the inhabitants
charge the EV at home. BT2 is similar to BT1, but does not use
an EV. BT3 is a multi-family building that uses a heat pump for
space heating but not for DHW supply (DHW requires higher
temperatures which reduces the efficiency of heat pumps).

Figure 1: Residential area with three different building types

The primary goals for a centralized controller are to mini-
mize the total electricity costs with a time-variable electricity
tariff pt and to minimize the peak load PPeak in the residential
area.

min(Cost, PPeak) (1)

subject to:

T min
b ≤ T Building

t,b ≤ T max
b ∀t, b (2)

VDHWmin
b ≤ VDHW

t,b ≤ VDHWmax
b ∀t, b (3)

T Building
Z,b ≥ T Building

1,b · dTemperature ∀b (4)

VDHW
Z,b ≥ VDHW

1,b · dDHW ∀b (5)

T Building
t,b =

T Building
t−1,b +

QSH
t,b − QDemandSH

t,b − QLossesSH
t,b

VUFH
b · ρConcrete · cConcrete

∀t , 1,∀b (6)

VDHW
t,b =

VDHW
t−1,b +

QDHW
t,b − QDemandDHW

t,b − QLossesDHW
t,b

T DHW · ρWater · cWater ∀t , 1,∀b

(7)

QSH
t,b = xt,b · PHP

b · COPt,b · ∆t ∀t, b (8)

QDHW
t,b = yt,b · PHP

b · COPt,b · ∆t ∀t, b (9)

hrunSH
t−1,b + hrunDHW

t−1,b ≤ hrunSH
t,b + hrunDHW

t,b + hswitchedOff
t,b ∀t , 1,∀b

(10)

hrunSH
t,b + hrunDHW

t,b ≤ 1 ∀t, b (11)∑Z

t=1
hswitchedOff

t,b ≤ kb ∀b (12)

xt,b ≤ hrunSH
t,b ∀t, b (13)

xt,b ≥ hrunSH
t,b ·modmin ∀t, b (14)

yt,b ≤ hrunDHW
t,b ∀t, b (15)

yt,b ≥ hrunDHW
t,b ·modmin ∀t, b (16)

PEV
t,b ≤ PEVMax

t,b · at,b ∀t, b (17)

0 ≤ SOCt,b ≤ 1 ∀t, b (18)

SOCZ,b ≥ SOC1,b · dSOC ∀b (19)
SOCt,b =

SOCt−1,b +
PEV

t,b · ηb · ∆t − PEVDrive
t,b · ∆t

CEV
b

, ∀t , 1,∀b (20)

Cost =
∑Z

t=1

∑B

b=1
((xt,b + yt,b) · PHP

b + PEV
t,b + Pel

t,b) · ∆t · pt

(21)

PPeak = max
t

{∑B

b=1

(
(xt,b + yt,b) · PHP

b + PEV
t,b + Pel

t,b
)}

(22)

xt,b ∈ [0, 1], yt,b ∈ [0, 1],

hrunSH
t,b ∈ {0, 1}, hrunDHW

t,b ∈ {0, 1}, hswitchedOff
t,b ∈ {0, 1}

(23)

Eq. 2 makes sure that the temperature T Building
t,b for every

building b is always between a lower temperature limit T min
b

and an upper temperature limit T max
b during every time slot t. In

analogy, Eq. 3 forces the volume of the hot water tank VDHW
t,b

to be between the corresponding minimum DHWmin
b and maxi-

mum volume VDHWmax
b . To ensure that the values of the build-

ing temperature and the usable volume of the hot water tank
are not too far away from their initial values, we add Eq. 4 and
Eq. 5. These equations include the two parameters dTemperature

and dDHW whose values are between 0 and 1. Thus, we can
control the deviation from the allowed initial values.

We define the temperature difference equation in Eq. 6. The
temperature of each building b at time t is equal to its temper-
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ature from the previous time slot plus the energetic difference
divided by the volume of the underfloor heating system VUFH,
the density ρConcrete and the specific heat capacity of concrete
cConcrete. The heat pump’s heating energy for space heating
QSH

t,b increases the temperature of the building while the demand
for space heating QDemandSH

t,b and the losses of the heating sys-
tem itself QLossesSH

t,b decrease it. The demand for space heating
comprises a time series incorporating the building’s transmis-
sion and ventilation losses, as well as internal and solar gains.
We describe in Sec. 5.1 how we generated the time series. In
analogy, Eq. 7 defines the energetic difference equation for the
volume of the hot water tank. The heating energy flows for
DHW from the heat pump QDHW

t,b increase the usable volume
of DHW while the demand for DHW QDemandDHW

t,b and the hot
water tank’s standing losses QLossesDHW

t,b decrease it. As hot wa-
ter tanks use water as storage medium, the energetic difference
is divided by the temperature T DHW, density ρWater and specific
heat capacity cWater of water.

To calculate the heat pump’s heating energy for space heat-
ing, Eq. 8 multiplies the modulation degree of the heat pump
for space heating xt,b with the heat pump’s maximum electrical
power PHP

b , the coefficient of performance COPt,b and the time
resolution ∆t. Likewise, Eq. 9 uses the heat pump’s modulation
degree for heating the hot water tank yt,b to derive the heating
flows to the hot water tank.

Eq. 10 introduces the binary variables hrunSH
t,b and hrunDHW

t,b that
indicate whether the heat pump is running for space heating or
DHW at time t. Further, the binary variable hswitchedOff

t,b has the
value 1 if the heat pump is being switched off at time slot t.
As the heat pump cannot heat the building (space heating) and
the hot water tank simultaneously, we add Eq. 11. To ensure
that the maximum number of heat pump starts does not exceed
kb, Eq. 12 is added. Eq. 13 to Eq. 16 force the heat pump’s
modulation degree to be either 0 or higher than the minimum
modulation degree modmin.

The charging power for the electric vehicle PEV
t,b should not

exceed the maximum power of the charging station PEVMax
t,b .

Moreover, the EV can only be charged at a particular time slot
t if its binary availability variable at,b indicates that the EV is
at home and thus available for charging. Hence, we introduce
Eq. 17 to incorporate these constraints. Eq. 18 ensures that the
state of charge of the electric vehicle’s battery SOCt,b is always
between 0 and 1, while Eq. 19 hinders it to be too far away
from its initial value at the end of the optimization horizon Z.
The difference equation for the SOCt,b is defined in Eq. 20. The
charging power of the EV, adjusted by the charging efficiency
ηb, increases the S OC while the required electrical power while
driving the EV PEVDrive

t,b reduces it. The parameter CEV
b quanti-

fies the energetic capacity of the battery.

Eq. 21 defines the costs and, thus, the first objective. The
total costs are calculated by summing the electrical power con-
sumption of the heat pump, the EV, and the inflexible house-
hold appliances Pel

t,b. This is multiplied by the time resolution
and the current price pt of a time-variable electricity tariff. For
the costs, we sum up over all time slots and buildings.

To determine the peak load as the second objective, we use
Eq. 22, which takes the maximum value of the combined elec-
trical load of all buildings over all time slots.

While the defined optimization problem is valid for the whole
residential area, it must be noted that BT2 and BT3 do not have
an EV, and BT3 only uses the heat pump for space heating.
For these buildings, the corresponding equations are neglected.
The optimization problem is a mixed-integer linear problem
(MILP).

4. Methods for solving the multi-objective optimization
problem

In this section, we introduce our novel algorithms for shifting
electrical loads in a residential area and thereby find Pareto-
optimal solutions for the minimization of the peak load and the
electricity costs. A solution is Pareto-optimal when there exists
no other solution that improves at least one objective without
worsening the others.

In Sec. 4.1, we explain the Pareto local search approach for
demand side management PALSS, which constitutes the main
contribution of this paper. Next, we describe RELAPALSS in
Sec. 4.2, which uses reinforcement learning to assist PALSS. In
Sec. 4.3, we explain the Dichotomous method, which is an exact
method for multi-objective optimization that we use to obtain a
real Pareto-front of the problem that consists of so-called sup-
ported Pareto-optimal solutions. We use a conventional control
approach for a lower benchmark in our evaluations that we de-
scribe in Sec. 4.4.

4.1. Pareto local search for load shifting (PALSS)

4.1.1. Pareto local search
Pareto local search (PLS) aims to find a good approxima-

tion of the true Pareto-front (that is not known before) in a
reasonable time. PLS extends the iterative improvement al-
gorithm, called local search, from single-objective to multi-
objective problems for the systematic exploration of the so-
lution space [7]. It navigates the neighborhood of solutions
within its ve, incorporating new non-dominated solutions while
removing dominated ones to refine the ve. Fig. 2 illustrates
the outcomes in the solution space of three PLS iterations for
the minimization of two objectives. In many applications, the
search starts from a naive solution of the problem that is easy to
find.

Fig. 3 depicts the schematic workflow of our developed
method PALSS. The search starts with a conventional solution
(see Sec. 4.4).

PALSS generates the population of the first generation by us-
ing local search operators (see Sec. 4.1.2) to generate k solu-
tions. Afterward, the same local search operations generate m
new solutions from each of the k existing solutions and store
each of the k ·m solutions in a temporary archive. Next, PALSS
uses the Pareto sorting approach (see Sec. 4.1.3) to filter the
solutions in the temporary archive and reduce them again to
k solutions. These solutions are Pareto-optimal (based on the
solutions in the archive) and form the population of the next
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Figure 2: Solution space of a minimization problem with Pareto local search

Figure 3: Schema of PALSS

iteration. This procedure is repeated for n iterations (in case
the algorithm meets no other stopping criterion, such as a time
limit or predefined target values of the different goals), and the
algorithm outputs the approximated Pareto front.

4.1.2. Local Search Operators
PALSS makes use of two shifting operations to adjust the load

profiles of individual buildings: the Price-Shift-Operator and
the Peak-Shift-Operator. Both use as input the resulting elec-
trical load profile of the residential area from a solution and the
time-variable electricity tariff. The Price-Shift-Operator shifts
loads from time slots with high electricity prices to time slots
with low prices. Fig. 4 illustrates this operation. Flexible elec-
trical devices (heat pumps, EVs) try to reduce their load during
time slots with high prices if possible. In compensation for that,
the devices try to increase their electricity consumption during
low-price periods.

For the selection of the affected time slots and the amount of
shifted loads, we use a heuristic approach. Table 2 shows the
probabilities for selecting the hours with the highest, second
highest, third highest prices, etc., during each iteration. The
probability of selecting the time slot with the highest and sec-
ond highest prices is very high initially and slightly decreases in
every new iteration. In contrast, the probability of selecting the

hour with the third, fourth, and fifth highest price to reduce the
load increases in each iteration. The probabilities for selecting
the time slot with the lowest value to shift the load to are deter-
mined analogously. Using selection probabilities enhances the
exploration of the search space. We determined these proba-
bilities after running a large number of experiments. The con-
crete probabilities depend on the specific use case and scenario.
However, the general idea of having high probabilities at the
beginning for the highest prices which decrease over time, and
analogously, having lower probabilities for the lower prices that
slightly increase in every iteration, is useful for all probabilistic
demand response heuristics.

Table 2: Probabilities of PALSS for selecting the highest price hours in each
iteration using the Price-Shift-Operator (Probabilities for the lowest price hours
are equivalent to those for the highest price hours)

Iteration Highest
hour 1

Highest
hour 2

Highest
hour 3

Highest
hour 4

Highest
hour 5

1 0.410 0.328 0.123 0.082 0.057
2 0.393 0.311 0.139 0.098 0.059
3 0.377 0.295 0.156 0.11 0.062
4 0.361 0.279 0.172 0.12 0.068
5 0.344 0.262 0.189 0.135 0.07

Figure 4: Price-Shift-Operator

Next to selecting the time slots for load shifting, the Price-
Shift-Operator determines the amount of load that is shifted be-
tween the time slots. For this purpose, it uses the following
uniform distribution in iteration i:

∆PPriceShift%
i ∼ U(20 − i, 40 − 2i), i ∈ {1, . . . , 5} (24)
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According to Eq. 24, the percentage of shifted loads Pload%
i

in iteration i is randomly determined by using a uniform dis-
tribution with diminishing upper and lower boundaries in each
iteration. Those values yielded the best results in our experi-
ments. These percentages and the maximum number of itera-
tions (which is five in our case) also depend on the specific use
case and scenario. The central idea is that in early iterations,
higher amounts of loads are shifted while the amount decreases
with increasing iteration counter. Using random values ensures
diversity in the temporary archive.

The Peak-Shift-Operator is similar to the Price-Shift-
Operator as Fig. 5 illustrates. It always chooses the time slot
with the highest load in the whole residential area and shifts a
certain amount to time slots with low prices. The probabilities
for selecting the time slots with the lowest prices are equiva-
lent to the ones of the Price-Shift-Operator in Table 2. The
algorithm likewise randomly determines the amount of shifted
load PPeakShift%

i by using a uniform distribution with decreasing
boundaries in each iteration i as shown in Eq. 25.

∆PPeakShift%
i ∼ U(10 − i, 25 − i), i ∈ {1, . . . , 5} (25)

The boundaries can be flexible. We determined the spe-
cific values by running multiple experiments and choosing the
combination that yielded the best results. PALSS randomly
chooses to either apply the Peak-Shift-Operator or the Price-
Shift-Operator to generate one new candidate solution. This is
done several times for every solution in the generation to gen-
erate a temporary archive with new candidate solutions.

Figure 5: Peak-Shift-Operator

4.1.3. Pareto sorting
The number of the new candidate solutions in the temporary

archive is higher than the population size. Thus, the Pareto

sorting eliminates several solutions from it. First, the algorithm
determines the Pareto-optimal solutions amongst the candidate
solutions of the prior generation. Further, all solutions that vi-
olate any constraints are eliminated. A score is calculated by
using Eq. 26 for all remaining solutions.

Score =
Cost

CostConventional
+

PPeak

PPeak
Conventional

(26)

The equation divides the cost of a solution by the cost of the
conventional solution. Likewise, the peak power is divided by
the peak of the conventional solution. A lower score indicates
a better fulfillment of the two objectives as we deal with a min-
imization problem.

If the number of Pareto-optimal solutions in the temporary
archive of generation i is lower than the population size, all
Pareto-optimal solutions are transferred to the next generation
i + 1. The remaining positions in generation i + 1 are filled
by successively adding the dominated solutions of the previous
generation’s i temporal archive with the lowest Score value. If
the number of Pareto-optimal solutions exceeds the population
size, the algorithm only adds the solutions with the lowest (best)
Score values to the new generation.

4.2. Reinforcement learning assisted Pareto local search (RE-
LAPALSS)

Instead of heuristically choosing the time slots and the
amount of shifted electrical loads within the Peak-Shift-
Operator and the Price-Shift-Operator, we also investigate the
use of model-free reinforcement learning algorithms to learn
the parameters for the local search operators. We use the Proxi-
mal Policy Optimization Algorithm [22] as it yielded promising
results in many different applications and tends to be sample-
efficient. We train it on 12 days for one configuration of the
residential area with 20 buildings.

To derive the state for the Price-Shift-Operator, the RELA-
PALSS algorithm uses the five time slots with the highest and
lowest electricity prices. It then calculates the share of elec-
trical load from the overall load profile of the residential area
(as percentages) for each of those time slots. This results in a
ten dimensional state space. For the Peak-Shift-Operator, the
calculation is similar. The difference is that only the five time
slots with the lowest electricity prices are considered, making
the state space five-dimensional.

The action space for the Price-Shift-Operator is a three-
dimensional vector. The first component determines the source
time slot for shifting the electricity load. The second com-
ponent contains the target time slot to shift the load to, while
the third quantifies the amount of shifted electrical loads. The
action space is merely two-dimensional for the Peak-Shift-
Operator. The first dimension determines the target time slot
to shift the load to, and the second component decides about
the amount of shifted electrical loads.

The RELAPALSS algorithm calculates the reward after every
application of the local search operators for every building. If
the Price-Shift-Operator is chosen as the local search opera-
tor, the reward quantifies the percentage cost reduction of the
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individual building multiplied by a constant weighting factor.
For the Peak-Shift-Operator, the reduced peak load is used as a
reward for the Proximal Policy Optimization Algorithm.

4.3. Dichotomous method

One approach to solving multi-objective optimization prob-
lems is scalarization. Here, a weighted sum scalarization is ap-
plied to the multi-objective problem with objective functions in
Eq. 1 to obtain a weighted sum objective

min λCost + (1 − λ)PPeak, (27)

where λ ∈ (0, 1). The multi-objective load shift problem with
objective Eq. 27 is now a single-objective MILP. For every
choice of λ ∈ (0, 1) it is guaranteed that a supported Pareto-
optimal solution is obtained (and all such solutions can be
found) [23]. The so-called dichotomous approach is known
to be an effective strategy for exploring all necessary weights
to find supported Pareto efficient solutions [e.g. 24]. Initially
the two lexicographically optimal solutions of the problem are
computed which prioritise minimising a single objective (Cost
or PPeak) and among all optimal solutions of this first prob-
lem then minimise the other objective, to obtain the initial
two points P1, P2 on the Pareto-front in Fig. 6. The dichoto-
mous method iterates by updating the weight λ and solving a
weighted sum problem for each pair of neighbouring points un-
til no new points are found – intuitively the next point is the one
furthest from the line connecting the two neighbouring points
in Fig. 6. The process terminates with a so-called complete
set of extreme supported Pareto-optimal solutions. It should
be noted that, unlike a multi-objective continuous linear pro-
gramme, a multi-objective MILP also has other non-supported
Pareto-optimal solutions (lying in the interior of the convex
hull of supported Pareto-optimal solutions, see bottom-right of
Fig. 6) that cannot be obtained by the dichotomous method.
Hence, the dichotomous method obtains a subset of the true
Pareto-front.

4.4. Conventional control

In our application, the conventional control uses a hysteresis-
based two-point control approach for the heat pumps for DHW
similar to the one described in [25]. The heat pump starts heat-
ing the DHW tank with full power when its usable hot water
volume reaches a lower limit. After the volume reaches an up-
per limit, the heating stops.

For space heating, the heat pump’s modulation degree is
continuously adjusted to have a constant temperature if possi-
ble. Otherwise, the conventional control also uses a small hys-
teresis to control the deviations from the desired temperature.
This control approach is typically used for inverter heat pumps,
which can not only be switched on and off but are also capable
of modulating their power output [26].

Further, the conventional control approach uses uncontrolled
charging [27] for the EV and thus charges the EV with full
power if it is connected to the charging station until the battery
is fully charged.

P1

P2
Initial points

Cost

PPeak

P1

P2

P3

Iteration 1 Cost

PPeak

P1

P2

P3

P4

Iteration 2 Ctotal

PPeak

Supported Pareto-front
Ctotal

PPeak

supported
non-supported

Figure 6: Illustration of dichotomous method and (non-)supported Pareto-
optimal points.

5. Results

5.1. Scenarios for the analysis
Table 3 lists the relevant parameters for the residential area

and the corresponding sources for them. We investigate three
configurations of the residential area: one with ten buildings
(4 BT1, 4 BT2, 2 BT3), one with 20 buildings (8 BT1, 8 BT2,
4 BT3), and one with 30 buildings (12 BT1, 12 BT2, 6 BT3).
For the electricity price, we use the hourly data of the Day-
Ahead market in Germany from 2021, which we took from the
ENTSO-E Transparency Platform [28]. We scaled the prices
up so that they are in line with the average electricity price for
residential customers in Germany. We use the software tool
DHWcalc [29] to generate the DHW demand profiles. The time
resolution ∆t for the optimization and the simulations is 30 min-
utes and the optimization horizon is one day.

We further use the CREST model [41] in combination with
German time use data [42] to simulate occupancy behavior
which builds the basis for the consistent simulation of electric-
ity and space heating demand. By considering local weather
conditions [43], occupancy profiles, and information on house-
hold device equipment [44], electrical appliance demand pro-
files are generated. The calculation of the space heating de-
mand is based on a 5R1C model following DIN EN ISO 13790,
incorporating internal gains derived from the household simula-
tion and thermal building parameters taken from the TABULA
residential building typology [45].

The buildings are all located in the federal state of Schleswig-
Holstein in the north of Germany. We use data collected in
the project iZEUS [46] for the EV driving patterns and their
availability.

5.2. Evaluation
We compare our developed algorithms PALSS and RELA-

PALSS to the well-known multi-objective evolutionary algo-
rithms Non-dominated Sorting Genetic Algorithm II (NSGA-
II) [47] and Strength Pareto Evolutionary Algorithm (SPEA-II)
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Table 3: Parameters of the residential area

Parameter Value Source Comment
Heated area of the buildings BT1, BT2 140 m2 [30] Average German single family house
Heated area of the building BT3 12 · 75 m2 [31] One example from a residential area in Germany
Concrete width (underfloor heating system) 7 cm [32] DIN standard 18560 for screeds in buildings
Density of concrete 2400 kg

m3 [33] European standards for concrete EN 206-1
Heat capacity of concrete 1000 J

kg·K [33] European standards for concrete EN 206-1
Supply temperature of the heating system 30 ◦C [33]
Temperature range for space heating 21 − 23 ◦C Assumption for optimal comfort
DHW tank volume 200 l [34] For 4 inhabitants
Losses of space heating 45 W, 220 W Assumption 45 W (BT1, BT2), 220 W (BT3)
Losses of DHW tank 35 W [35] 2nd highest efficiency class (EU regulation 814/2013)
Electrical power of the heat pump BT1, BT2 3 kW [36] Sized to standard outside temperature in Germany
Electrical power of the heat pump BT3 15 kW [36] Sized to standard outside temperature in Germany
Minimal modulation of the heat pump 20 % [37] Model: Bosch Compress 6800i AW
COP of air-source heat pump for ∆T = 28 ◦C 4.8 [37] Model: Bosch Compress 6800i AW
COP of air-source heat pump for ∆T = 33 ◦C 3.9 [37] Model: Bosch Compress 6800i AW
Battery capacity of the EV 60 kWh [38] Model: Opel Ampera-e
Charging efficiency of the EV 89 % [33] Model: Opel Ampera-e
Maximal charging power for home charging 4.6 kW [39] Wallbox: KEBA KeContact P30
Average length of rides for the EV 45 km [40] Assumptions inspired by the German Mobility Study

[48]. We restrict the runtime for each algorithm to solve the
optimization problem for one day to 10 minutes. For the eval-
uation, we randomly chose 18 days from the heating period in
Germany (October to March).

Figure 7: Results for the Generational Distance (GD) averaged over 18 days
and 5 runs

Fig. 7 shows the results of our analysis for the Generational
Distance (GD) averaged over 18 days and 5 runs per method.
Thus, each bar represents the average value of 90 runs. GD
evaluates the quality of a set of solutions to approximate the
true Pareto-front. It quantifies the average distance between the
solutions and the points on the true Pareto-front [49]. A smaller
GD value indicates a better approximation. For all three config-
urations of the residential area, PALSS and RELAPALSS yield
significantly better results compared to the two metaheuristics
NSGA-II and SPEA-II. Using RL for selecting the relevant pa-
rameters of PALSS leads to a small additional improvement as
in all categories RELAPALSS leads to lower GD values on av-
erage. SPEA-II yields better approximations compared to the
other evolutionary algorithm NSGA-II. Generally, the GD val-

ues increase with an increasing number of residential buildings.
This is because the problem complexity strongly increases with
a higher number of buildings, and we execute every algorithm
for only ten minutes independently of the problem size. Thus,
only a smaller fraction of the search space can be explored us-
ing our developed approaches and the metaheuristics. All meth-
ods lead to crucial improvements compared to the conventional
control approach, which, on average, achieved GD values of
22.0 for 10 buildings, 40.4 for 20 buildings, and 60.0 for 30
buildings.

Figure 8: Results for the Hypervolume (HV) averaged over 18 days and 5 runs

To evaluate the coverage of the objective space by the ap-
proximated Pareto-front, we use the hypervolume (HV) indi-
cator [50]. HV quantifies the hypervolume between an ap-
proximated Pareto-front and a reference point. Higher values
indicate a better coverage. We choose the conventional con-
trol’s resulting costs and peak load as the reference point in
the two-dimensional objective space. Fig. 8 depicts the results
for HV of our experiments averaged over 18 days and 5 runs.
Analogous to GD, the results for all configurations of the resi-
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dential area reveal that our developed methods PALSS and RE-
LAPALSS strongly outperform the two metaheuristics NSGA-II
and SPEA-II. RELAPALSS similarly leads to slightly better re-
sults compared to PALSS. In this case, the HV values increase
with increasing number of buildings. A larger problem size
increases the improvements over the naively generated conven-
tional solution. Thus, based on the reference point, the approxi-
mated Pareto-fronts enclose a larger volume. However, the dis-
tance to the real Pareto-front becomes larger with higher prob-
lem complexity. The average HV values for the dichotomous
method are 303.9 for 10 buildings, 933.7 for 20 buildings, and
1687.2 for 30 buildings.

Fig. 9 illustrates the found Pareto-fronts of all six methods
for different days and configurations of the residential area. It
can be seen that the distance between the approximated Pareto-
fronts of the various methods and the true Pareto-front, obtained
by using the dichotomous method, becomes more significant
with increasing problem size. As the wholesale prices on the
electricity market can also be negative, meaning that you get
money when consuming electricity, the resulting costs of day
11 are also negative. The Pareto-fronts for the different days
also reveal that cost minimization and peak load minimization
are conflicting objectives since minimizing one goal without
worsening the other is impossible.

We tested different parameters for each method and used the
ones that yielded the best results. For all four methods PALSS,
RELAPALSS, NSGA-II, and SPEA-II, the population size was
20. The number of new solutions for each member in the
population (offsprings) was 3 for the methods PALSS and RE-
LAPALSS while for the two metaheuristics, the number was
10. Both NSGA-II and SPEA-II used the Simulated Binary
Crossover (SBX) and started from the solution of the conven-
tional control approach. While the runtime for these four meth-
ods was chosen to be 10 minutes, the execution time of the di-
chotomous method depends on the problem size. For a residen-
tial area with 10 buildings, the dichotomous method needed, on
average, 42 minutes per day for 20 buildings, 94 minutes, and
122 minutes for a problem size of 30. We use the Gurobi solver
to solve the resulting single-objective optimization problems of
the dichotomous method [51]. All experiments were carried
out on an Intel Xeon E-1650 v2, 3,5GHz, 6 Cores. We set the
optimality gap for exactly solving the resulting single-objective
optimization problems to 0.1% and the maximum runtime for a
single problem to 10 minutes.

On average, the training time for RELAPALSS was 4 hours,
and we trained it on 12 different days, using the conventional
solution as the starting solution. It should be noted that we
trained the RL model solely on a residential area consisting of
20 buildings. We subsequently applied this trained model to
other configurations of the residential area, such as those with
10 and 30 buildings, without retraining. The results reveal that
the trained model is thus scalable and can be applied to different
sizes of the residential area.

We implemented the simulations and the optimization in the
programming language Python. For the MILP we use the pack-
age Pyomo [52], for the evolutionary algorithms Pymoo [53],
for the RL Stable-Baselines3 stable-baselines3 [54] and gym-

nasium [55]. All methods use a super-ordinate additional con-
troller that adjusts their actions if a constraint violation is about
to occur.

Fig. 10 in the appendix plots exemplary profiles for one day
(Day 332) resulting from the different control approaches and
input profiles (DHW, Space heating, number of EVs, outside
temperature, and price). The profiles result from a residential
area with 20 buildings (8 BT1, 8 BT2, 4 BT3).

5.3. Critical appraisal

We made some simplifications in our study to carry out the
experiments. To solve the optimization problem optimally, we
assumed a perfect forecast of future demands. Thus, we did
not incorporate any uncertainties. To cope with uncertainties of
energy consumption, forecasts of energy demand, for example,
using artificial neural networks, are necessary [56]. Further, the
building model for the optimization assumes one uniform tem-
perature in the whole building and does not consider heat flows
between different rooms or internal heat gains. Moreover, we
use a centralized control approach to control the flexible loads.
While this typically leads to the best results, it might infringe
on the privacy of the inhabitants [57]. It has to be noted that
our introduced control mechanisms do not require any forecast
and are model-free approaches that do not rely on any build-
ing model. Further, they can be combined with decentralized
scheduling-based control approaches like the ones introduced
in the study [57]. Hence, we are convinced that our approaches
can be used in many simulations and real-world applications.
We also set a maximum runtime for the single-objective op-
timization problems that the dichotomous method repeatedly
solves. Thus, it could happen that the exact methods did not
solve the optimization problem to optimality. Because of this,
what we refer to as the true Pareto-front that we use for evalua-
tion, is itself only an approximation. However, this approxima-
tion is very close to the theoretical true front.

6. Conclusion

In this paper, we introduce two novel approaches for the
multi-objective optimization of the conflicting goals to mini-
mize the electricity cost and the peak load in a residential area.
The approaches intelligently control flexible electrical devices
like heat pumps and electric vehicles such that the electricity
consumption of the residential area reacts to an external elec-
tricity price signal. The two approaches Pareto local search
for shifting loads (PALSS) and Reinforcement learning assisted
Pareto local for shifting loads (RELAPALSS) define a concept
for Pareto local search with heuristic neighborhood searching
operations. RELAPALSS additionally uses reinforcement learn-
ing to adjust the parameters of the local search operations.

Our experiments on a simulated residential area with dif-
ferent building types and varying numbers of buildings show
that our developed methods outperform the two state-of-the-
art evolutionary algorithms Non-dominated Sorting Genetic Al-
gorithm II (NSGA-II) and Strength Pareto Evolutionary Algo-
rithm (SPEA-II) regarding the two relevant evaluation metrics
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Figure 9: Pareto fronts of the different methods

for multi-objective optimization Generational Distance (GD)
and Hypervolume (HV). Including reinforcement learning in
the local search operation leads to additional small improve-
ments. Our developed methods do not depend on any model or
a forecast and can be applied to other flexible electrical appli-
ances. They significantly reduce costs and peak loads compared
to conventional control approaches and metaheuristics. Thus,
they can contribute to better utilizing volatile renewable energy
sources in residential areas.

In future work, we intend to analyze the use of imitation
learning in combination with domain knowledge to improve our
local search approaches further. Moreover, we plan to integrate
other flexibility options like batteries or additional electric heat-
ing elements in gas heating systems into our model. Also, com-
bining our developed methods with decentralized coordination
approaches constitutes a possible future task.

Supplementary materials

Both the code and data are openly accessible. The repository
containing the commented code and an executable notebook is
available at GitHub. The input data and result profiles can be
accessed at KITOpen.
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Appendix

Exemplary profiles for one day in November for a residential
area with 20 buildings are presented in Fig. 10.
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typischen wohngebäuden – zweite erweiterte auflage –, accessed:
24.04.2024 (2015).
URL https://www.episcope.eu/downloads/public/docs/

brochure/DE_TABULA_TypologyBrochure_IWU.pdf

[46] A.-G. Paetz, T. Kaschub, P. Jochem, W. Fichtner, Load-shifting poten-
tials in households including electric mobility - a comparison of user be-
haviour with modelling results, in: 2013 10th International Conference

on the European Energy Market (EEM), 2013, pp. 1–7. doi:https:

//doi.org/10.1109/EEM.2013.6607324.
[47] K. Deb, A. Pratap, S. Agarwal, T. Meyarivan, A fast and elitist multi-

objective genetic algorithm: Nsga-ii, IEEE Transactions on Evolutionary
Computation 6 (2) (2002) 182–197. doi:https://doi.org/10.1109/
4235.996017.

[48] E. Zitzler, M. Laumanns, L. Thiele, Spea2: Improving the strength pareto
evolutionary algorithm, TIK report 103 (2001).
URL https://www.research-collection.ethz.ch/handle/20.

500.11850/145755

[49] H. Ishibuchi, H. Masuda, Y. Tanigaki, Y. Nojima, Modified distance
calculation in generational distance and inverted generational distance,
in: A. Gaspar-Cunha, C. Henggeler Antunes, C. C. Coello (Eds.), Evo-
lutionary Multi-Criterion Optimization, Springer International Publish-
ing, Cham, 2015, pp. 110–125. doi:https://doi.org/10.1007/

978-3-319-15892-1_8.
[50] J. Bader, E. Zitzler, HypE: An Algorithm for Fast Hypervolume-Based

Many-Objective Optimization, Evolutionary Computation 19 (1) (2011)
45–76. doi:https://doi.org/10.1162/EVCO_a_00009.

[51] Gurobi Optimization, LLC, Gurobi Optimizer Reference Manual (2023).
URL https://www.gurobi.com

[52] W. E. Hart, J.-P. Watson, D. L. Woodruff, Pyomo: modeling and solv-
ing mathematical programs in python, Mathematical Programming Com-
putation 3 (3) (2011) 219–260. doi:https://doi.org/10.1007/

s12532-011-0026-8.
[53] J. Blank, K. Deb, Pymoo: Multi-objective optimization in python, IEEE

Access 8 (2020) 89497–89509. doi:https://doi.org/10.1109/

ACCESS.2020.2990567.
[54] A. Raffin, A. Hill, A. Gleave, A. Kanervisto, M. Ernestus, N. Dor-

mann, Stable-baselines3: Reliable reinforcement learning implementa-
tions, Journal of Machine Learning Research 22 (268) (2021) 1–8.
URL http://jmlr.org/papers/v22/20-1364.html

[55] M. Towers, J. K. Terry, A. Kwiatkowski, J. U. Balis, G. d. Cola, T. Deleu,
M. Goulão, A. Kallinteris, A. KG, M. Krimmel, R. Perez-Vicente,
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Figure 10: Exemplary profiles for one day in November for a residential area with 20 buildings
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