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Abstract—The increasing penetration of Distributed Energy
Resources (DERs) in the distribution system has led to the
emergence of a new market actor - the aggregator. The aggregator
serves as a facilitator, enabling flexibility asset owners to get
access to different markets. In which, EVs aggregators are
gaining more attention due to their expanding use and potential
to provide services in various types of markets, particularly
in the reserve market. Currently, TSO indirectly utilizes these
resources under the management of the distribution system
operators (DSO), which can negatively impact the distribution
grid. Conversely, adjustments from DSOs can impact service
provision to TSO due to the shortage of TSO usage information.
These factors highlight the importance of evaluating the service
provision from aggregators under different TSO-DSO coordina-
tion schemes. This paper focuses on the provision of flexibility
from electric vehicles (EVs) aggregators for balancing service in
the TSO-DSO hybrid-managed and compares it with the DSO-
managed coordination schemes. The behavior of aggregators
reacting to price fluctuations and TSO requests under different
coordination schemes and simulation scenarios is thoroughly
evaluated. Additionally, their impact on the grid is analyzed
through the DSO’s congestion management process and validated
using data from a real part of the Dutch distribution network.
Results find that the hybrid-managed coordination scheme gives
more benefit to the aggregator than the DSO-managed scheme
and the EVs aggregator will gain more profit in winter than
summer due to more upward regulation service is needed.

Index Terms—TSO-DSO coordination, DERs, aggregator, con-
gestion, flexibility.

I. INTRODUCTION

Along with exploiting the potential of distributed energy
resources, providing flexibility services with these sources
attracts the attention of many organizations and research
groups and has already been implemented in some European
countries like France, Finland, Hungary, Estonia, Denmark,
Belgium, Romania, etc [1]. The role of the aggregator - a
market participant responsible for bundling flexibility from
multiple small customers and producers into a portfolio and
offering the combined capacity in other markets [2] - is becom-
ing increasingly important. Many research studies focus on
optimal biding strategies [3]–[8], providing service to multiple
markets (e.g., spot market, reserve, [3], [9]–[12] congestion
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management services [7] or balancing portfolios [3]) and
leveraging the potential of diverse appliances including electric
vehicles (EVs), battery energy storage system (BESS), heat
pumps, thermal-controlled load or their combination.

Recently, EV aggregators are receiving increasing attention
due to their expanding use, driven by environmental factors
and government incentives. In 2023, the Netherlands was
the sixth-largest EV market in Europe with more than 300
thousand battery electric vehicles registered and leads in EV
infrastructure [13]. Research on the Dutch situation shows
the potential of EV aggregators to provide service in the
reserve market [10]. EV fleets also have the potential to
provide flexibility to the internal balancing portfolio [3], and
congestion management [7]. The above studies show that
EV aggregators have great prospective to provide flexibility
services and bring benefits not only for aggregators but also
for prosumers and system operators. Therefore, the detailed
EV aggregator is investigated in this research to consider its
behaviors on different market price fluctuations.

Moreover, the above research works focus on the aggregator
business model when providing service to the transmission
system operator (TSO) without a comprehensive analysis
impact on the grid under the management of the distribution
system operator (DSO). While an effective approach to lever-
aging DER flexibility is enhancing TSO-DSO coordination
[14]. In recent years, TSO-DSO coordination has grown into
a research trend of great interest to many researchers. Arthur
et al [15] classify the existing coordination into three main
schemes (1) TSO-managed; (2) DSO-managed; and (2) TSO-
DSO Hybrid. The first one prioritizes the TSO in using
flexibility, restricting the DSO from resources connected to
their network. Conversely, the DSO-managed model assigns
a greater role along with responsibility to DSO in optimizing
the utility of flexibility. DSOs are prioritized to use the DER
flexibility to manage congestion in their grids, then send the
remainder to the central market. However, this scheme has
the potential to create conflicts of benefit among DSOs. The
Hybrid TSO-DSO managed model appears to be the most
balanced option as TSO and DSO manage their own market
and it allows TSO to use service with DSO’s consent. This
coordination aligns well with the prevailing circumstances in
many countries and offers distinct advantages over others by
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empowering DSOs role and fostering greater social welfare.
Therefore, the DSO-TSO hybrid-managed model is one of the
schemes selected for investigation in this research.

Considering the provision of DERs flexibility from the
aggregator within TSO-DSO coordination offers a broader
perspective by highlighting the risk of violating grid con-
straints when procuring flexibility for the TSO. Therefore,
this research constructs a comprehensive model for the EV
aggregator to provide multiple services in different TSO-DSO
coordination schemes. To the best of the authors’s knowledge,
this topic has not been widely explored in the literature. This
paper finds some similarities with the 3 papers [16]–[18] in
using flexibility from the distribution grid via aggregator while
considering the TSO-DSO coordination. However, unlike [16],
this paper models the detail of EV aggregator, improves
the DSO model with linearized ACOPF and compares the
flexibility provision in 2 different coordination schemes. In
[17], the authors show that 16% and nearly 52% of the
operational cost is reduced for TSO and DSO, respectively.
While aggregator lost about 54% profit in the DSO-managed
model. They didn’t show how it would be different if TSO
used flexibility from the aggregator in the balancing market.
Compared with [18], this paper models the EV aggregator that
considers individual EV to ensure EV energy within the limit
range while providing vehicle to grid service and considering
the TSO-DSO hybrid-managed model that advances over the
DSO-managed coordination scheme.

The contributions of this work are as follows:
• Modeling the interaction between TSO, DSO and EV

aggregator in the provision of balancing service (aFRR),
while considering the constraint in the distribution grid.

• Considering the service provision in different TSO-DSO
coordination schemes and validating the mechanism to
one part of the distribution network of the Netherlands.

• Analysing the behavior of multiple EV aggregators in
price fluctuations and seasonal changes.

The remainder of the paper is organized into four main parts.
Firstly, Section II introduces the interaction of aggregator, TSO
and DSO in different coordination schemes. The mathematical
model of EV aggregator, TSO and DSO is presented in Section
III. Section IV assesses and discusses the aggregator behavior
and cost analysis via case study and simulation results. Finally,
the conclusions are presented in Section V.

II. TSO-DSO COORDINATION WITH AGGREGATOR
PARTICIPATION

Coordination between TSOs and DSOs can occur in various
processes including pre-qualification, offering, and real-time
activation of services. In the case of the Dutch balancing
service, they coordinate pre-qualification of the equipment
specifications before granting permission to connect to the
grid. However, there is no interaction during the bidding and
activation process, which takes place in real-time and near real-
time. Balancing service is normally provided to TSO from the
large generator and demand via a balancing service provider
(BSP) [19]. A BSP offers a balancing service to TSO to

balance out any unpredicted imbalances in the electricity grid.
Two balancing services are used in the Netherlands, automatic
frequency restoration reserve (aFRR) and manual frequency
restoration reserve (mFRR). aFRR is frequently used to correct
the imbalance within 15 minutes, while mFRR is used for
larger and longer disturbances. Currently, BSP also takes the
role of aggregator to provide these services by combining
resources from scattered customers. In this study, coordination
in the offering process for aFRR provision is proposed with
two different schemes: the DSO-managed model and the TSO-
DSO hybrid-managed model.

A. TSO-DSO hybrid-managed

Fig. 1. TSO-DSO hybrid-managed coordination scheme.

The first diagram is presented in Fig. 1, with 5 main pro-
cesses. In which, the aggregator is responsible for aggregating
all the resources from their prosumers, determining the optimal
bidding strategy and sending it to the balancing responsible
party (BRP) before the previous market gate closing date
and determining the volume they will dedicate to service
balancing. The TSO will make the economic dispatch offers
and define the merit order list (MOL) (a list of offers sorted by
price from low to high) for the next two imbalance settlement
period (ISP), which is 30 minutes in the Netherlands. After
receiving the MOL from the TSO, the DSO proceeds to
validation, eliminate invalid bids/offers, and notify the TSO
of the valid results. The processes are as follows:

1) Aggregator optimizes their bidding strategy and defines
the volume they can bid for regulation service.

2a) Aggregator sends the volume they can bid for upward
and downward regulation to TSO.

3a) TSO sends the MOL to DSO per ISP.
4a) DSO updates the boundary from the MOL and sends the

new boundary to TSO.
5) TSO activates service in real-time.
The coordination between TSO and DSO starts from step

3a), after receiving the upper and lower boundary from the
aggregator, TSO performs economic dispatch of flexibility to
define the MOL and requests DSO for validation. Then, DSOs
perform power flow analysis and inform TSO congestion state
of the grid according to the traffic light concept mentioned in
[20]. The green state means no congestion occurs. The yellow
state informs the congestion happening in their network, DSO



updates the upper and lower boundary of the flexibility by
using linearized ACOPF and sends the new value to the TSO.
Finally, the new boundary is sent to TSO.

B. DSO-managed

Fig. 2. DSO-managed coordination scheme.

Figure 2 illustrates the schemes where the DSO is prioritized
in utilizing flexibility. The sequence of information exchange
differs and is described below:

1) Aggregator optimal bidding strategy and define the vol-
ume they can bid for upward and downward regulation.

2b) Aggregators send the volume they can bid for upward
and downward regulation to DSO.

3b) DSO sends the new boundary of the upward/downward
volume that the aggregator can provide to TSO.

4) TSO defines the MOL and sends activation requests to
the aggregator in real-time.

The difference with the previous coordination schemes lies in
step 2b, the aggregator will send their flexibility boundaries to
DSO for validation instead of to the TSO. DSO updates the
generation and demand of the grid with all flexibility and per-
forms power flow analysis to check the congestion state in their
network. Then DSO applies linearized ACOPF to determine
the new boundaries of flexibility. Until no congestion occurs,
DSO sends new boundaries to TSO. Finally, TSO defines the
MOL based on the new boundaries.

In the above processes, the aggregator performs its functions
the day before, while the TSO and DSO exchange data
during the offering of aFRR services. The service cost and
benefit are determined when the market closes. Moreover,
when providing services to the TSO, the aggregator deviates
from the day-ahead schedule submitted to the BRP the day
before [21]. As a result, the aggregator incurs a deviation fee
payable to the BRP to compensate for the imbalance. This
fee influences the aggregator’s decisions regarding how much
flexibility to reserve. In addition to the deviation fee, the TSO’s
minimum bid size presents another challenge for aggregators.
To facilitate greater DER flexibility, the TSO should consider
lowering the minimum bid size and increasing procurement
times to reduce the uncertainty associated with forecast errors
[22]. Therefore, this study assumes that TSO will use all
resources provided by the aggregator.

III. MATHEMATICAL MODELS

The mathematical representation of TSO, DSO and aggre-
gator model will be discussed in the following subsections.

A. Aggregator model

The aggregator links prosumers and markets by determining
the optimal bidding schedule to purchase electricity from the
day-ahead market to sell to prosumers and to purchase services
from prosumers to sell to other markets. Their objective
is to maximize total benefit when providing services. The
aggregator objective function and the relevant constraints for
the whole day (96 steps) is present in Eq. 1 as below:

FAgg =

T∑
t

N∑
i

E↑
i,t(λ

↑
t−λbrp)+E↓

i,t(λ
↓
t+λbrp)+Eda

i,t(λ
da
t −λp)

(1)
The following constraints need to be satisfied:∑

t∈T

E↑
i,t = 0 ∀i, t ∈ [Td,i, Ta,i]) (2)∑

t∈T

E↓
i,t = 0 ∀i, t ∈ [Td,i, Ta,i]) (3)∑

t∈T

Eda
i,t = 0 ∀i, t ∈ [Td,i, Ta,i]) (4)

P ↑
i,t = E↑

i,t/∆T ∀t, i (5)

P ↓
i,t = E↓

i,t/∆T ∀t, i (6)

P da
i,t = Eda

i,t/∆T ∀t, i (7){
P ↑
i,t = 0 if λ↑

t = 0,

P ↑
i ui,t ≤ P ↑

i,t ≤ P ↑
i ui,t if λ↑

t ̸= 0
∀t, i (8){

P ↓
i,t = 0 if λ↓

t = 0,

P ↓
i vi,t ≤ P ↓

i,t ≤ P ↓
i vi,t if λ↓

t ̸= 0
∀t, i (9)

P ↓
i wi,t ≤ P da

i,t ≤ P ↓
i wi,t ∀t, i (10)

ui,t + vi,t + vi,t ≤ 0 ∀t, i (11)

0.2 ≤ EEV
i,t /E

EV,Size
i ≤ 1 ∀t, i (12)

EEV
i,t = EEV,Size

i ∀i, t = 0 (13)

EEV
i,t = EEV,Size

i ∀i, t = Td,i( ̸= 0) (14)

EEV
i,t = EEV,Size

i ∀i, t = 95(̸= Ta) (15)

E↑
i,t + E↓

i,t + Eda
i,t = EEV

i,t−1 − EEV
i,t ∀i, t /∈ [Td,i, Ta,i] (16)

EEV
i,t = EEV

i,t−1 − EEV,trip
i /TL ∀i, t ∈ [Td,i, Ta,i] (17)

The volumes of flexibility used by each EV for upward
and downward and the volume of energy bought from the
day-ahead market are E↑

i , E↓
i , and Eda

i accordingly. The
set of λ↑, λ↓ and λda are balancing price of flexibility for
regulating upward, downward and the day-ahead price. λbrp
is the contracted price between aggregator with BRP to pay
for their deviation with the day-ahead schedule. λp is the price
aggregator sell electricity to the EV’s owner for charging their
EV. And N is the number of EVs considered.

Aggregator considers Eq. 2, Eq. 3 and Eq. 4 to make sure
the EV will not interact with the electricity market when EVs



are away from home, it means the total of energy provided for
upward or downward regulation or buy from the DA market
is zeros after the departure time (Td) and before arrival time
(Ta). In this study, EV is assumed to have only one leave
session per day. Equations 5, 6 and 7 present the relationship
between power (Pi) and energy (Ei) within one ISP, ∆T is
0.25 hour. Besides, power charge/discharge is limited to the
min/max charging rate (P ↓

i , P
↓
i ) or min/max discharging rate

(P ↑
i , P

↑
i ) by Eq. 8, 9 and 10. Constraint 11 ensures that the

aggregator will provide multiple services with the ”In time”
stacking type. This means that the EV will not provide up or
downward service or buy from the DA market at the same
time thanks to the use of the binary variables ui,t, vi,t and
wi,t. Moreover, the state of charge (SOC) of each EV is
constrained by Eq. 12 means that EV will not charge over
maximum capacity (100%) and will not discharge lower than
20% because deeper discharges can lead to accelerated wear
and reduced lifespan of the battery.

At the beginning of the day, before leaving home and before
midnight EV energy (EEV

i,t ) is initialized to be fully charged in
Eq. 13, Eq. 14, Eq. 15. Equation 16 updates the EV’s energy
by step when EV is at home, EV energy at step t is equal
to the energy from the previous step with the change from
total energy charge and discharge. When EV leaves home, 17
energy is assumed to decrease gradually by the total energy
for the trip (EEV,trip

i ) divided by the trip length (TL).

B. TSO model

TSO leverages the DER flexibility to minimize the cost they
pay to balance the system per each ISP. TSO objective function
is described in Eq. 18 and the constraints following need to
be satisfied:

FTSO
t =

∑
m∈M

Ea,↑
m,tλ

a,↑
m +

∑
k∈K

Ea,↓
k,t λ

a,↓
k + Er,↑

t λ↑
t − Er,↓

t λ↓
t

(18)∑
m∈M

Ea,↑
m,t + Er,↑

t = Ereg,↑
t ∀m, t (19)∑

k∈K

Ea,↓
k,t + Er,↓

t = Ereg,↓
t ∀k, t (20)

Ea,↑
m,t ≤ Ea,↑

m,t ≤ Ea,↑
m,t ∀m, t (21)

Ea,↓
k,t ≤ Ea,↓

k,t ≤ Ea,↓
k,t ∀k, t (22)

Ea,↓
k,t ≤ 0 ≤ Ea,↑

m,t ∀m, k, t (23)

Er,↓
t ≤ 0 ≤ Er,↑

t ∀t (24)

Ea,↑
m,t =

∑
n∈N

E↑
n,t ∀m, t (25)

Ea,↓
k,t =

∑
n∈N

E↓
n,t ∀k, t (26)

Ea,↑
m,t = Ea,↓

k,t = 0 ∀m, k, t (27)

In the offering process, TSO defines a list of selected bids,
with prices ranging from low to high until the required quantity

is reached to ensure balance. Therefore, the bid prices (λa,↑
m ,

λa,↓
k ) for regulating upward and for regulating downward by

aggregator m and k are factored into the cost function of
TSO. Besides, λ↑

t and λ↓
t are prices of reserve capacity for

regulating upward and for regulating downward from reserve
units, which is assumed equal the balancing prices (imbalance
price is calculated by the balancing price and most of the time
when only upward or downward regulation in an ISP, these
prices are identical). The variables Ea,↑

m,t,E
a,↓
k,t are the volume

of flexibility provided by aggregator m and aggregator k at
step t. Ereg,↑

t and Ereg,↓
t are the total volume activated for

regulation and Er
t is the volume of reserve capacity uses. M

and K are the number of aggregator flexibility units.
Equations 19 and 20 ensure that the total volume provided

by the DER flexibility and reserve units is equal to the volume
required for upward or downward regulation by the TSO.
Equations 21 and 22 limit the volume activated by the TSO
within the boundary that the aggregator can provide. Equations
23 and 24 represent the sign that the volume regulation for
upward regulation is greater than zero and the volume for
downward regulation less than zero. While equations 25, 26,
and 27 are the boundaries calculated from the output of
aggregator models.

C. DSO model

The DSO will receive the MOL from the TSO or the
boundaries from the aggregator. Along with their demand
forecast, DSO will perform the power flow analysis to check if
any congestion occurs in their network. The DSO’s objective
function is to minimize the potential cost they have to pay to
resolve congestion per ISP which is shown in Eq. 28:

FDSO
t =

∑
x∈Ωx

(V ↑
x,tC

↑
t )− (V ↓

x,tC
↓
t ) (28)

In this case, only congestion caused by the activation of
downward or upward regulation from the EVs aggregators
within the management of DSO is considered. Therefore, flex-
ibility used to solve congestion is from the same aggregation
unit as TSO. V ↑

x,t, V
↓
x,t are the volume of flexibility used for

managing congestion at node x, which is in a set of buses Ωx.
M and K is a subset of Ωx. C↑

t and C↓
t are congestion prices

of flexibility for adjusting upward and downward at step t.
In the TSO-DSO hybrid-managed model, the DSO uses Eq.

29 and Eq. 30 to update the demand P d′

i,t and generation P g′

i,t

in the next two ISPs with the volumes used by the TSO from
the MOL Ea,↑

x,t , E
a,↓
x,t . Then, DSO performs the optimal power

flow calculation based on Eq. 31-38 to determine the flexibility
volume V ↑

x,t, V
↓
x,t to resolve congestion. If the optimization

calculation gives a feasible solution, meaning that the amount
of flexible resources from the aggregators is sufficient to
resolve the congestion caused by the use of the TSO’s service.
Otherwise, the boundary for the TSO is divided by step-th
in 39 and 40. TSO can only use resources within this new
limitation. The process is then performed until the DSO finds



the optimal solution or reaches the stopping condition after
five divisions, the Ea,↑′

m,t , E
a,↓′

k,t are reset to 0.

P g′

x,t = P g
x,t + Ea,↑′

x,t ∀x, t (29)

P d′

x,t = P d
x,t − Ea,↓′

x,t ∀x, t (30)

V ↑
x,t + V ↓

x,t + P g′

x,t − P d′

x,t =
∑
y∈Jx

Flowxy,t ∀x, y, t (31)

Ea,↑
x,t ≤ V ↑

x,t ≤ Ea,↑
x,t ∀x, t (32)

Ea,↓
x,t ≤ V ↓

x,t ≤ Ea,↓
x,t ∀x, t (33)

V ↓
x,t ≤ 0 ≤ V ↑

x,t ∀x, t (34)

Flowxy,t = −Flowyx,t ∀x, y, t (35)
Flowxy,t < RatedxyPF ∀x, y, t (36)

Flowxy,t = BaseMVABxy(θx,t − θy,t) ∀x, y, t (37)

Bxy ≈ Xxy/(R
2
xy +X2

xy) ∀x, y (38)

Ea,↑′

x,t = Ea,↑
x,t /step− V ↑

x,t ∀x, t (39)

Ea,↓′

x,t = Ea,↓
x,t /step− V ↓

x,t ∀x, t (40)

Differently, in the DSO-managed coordination scheme,
DSO updates the demand and generation at each node with
Ea,↑

x,t , E
a,↓
x,t from the aggregator.

Active power balance at node x at step t is presented in Eq.
31, in which, Jx is the subset of nodes that are connected to
node x. This constraint needs to be satisfied for all nodes in the
network. Similar to TSO model, the constraints on flexibility
boundaries are presented in Eq. 32, Eq. 33 and Eq. 34. Power
flow symmetry condition in Eq. 35 means that the flow of
power from node x to node y (Flowxy) is opposite to the
value of flow from node y to node x. This value is determined
by the base power for the network (in MVA) BaseMVA, the
susceptance of line in per unit Bxy and the voltage phase angle
difference θx,t and θy,t. Bxy is calculated by resistance and
reactance of the line in Eq. 38. Moreover, the rated value of
each branch (Ratedxy) in Eq. 36 multiplied with the power
factor PF forms the thermal rating threshold for each branch.
The power factor PF is considered 98% in this study. The
above problems are mixed-integer linear programming (MILP)
problems and are solved by the Gurobi solver in Pyomo.

IV. CASE STUDIES

The two proposed coordinations with DERs’ flexibility pro-
vided by the aggregator are validated using the real distribution
network in the Bleiswijk station in the northern part of the
Netherlands. This network includes 4 step-down two-winding
transformers from 25kV to 10.5kV, 182 busbars, 867 terminals,
224 lines, 25 synchronous machines, 170 substations, and 166
loads. The total installed capacity is 66.06 MW with a total
spinning reserve is 11.36 MW. The PV penetration rate is
12.85% ( 8.5MW) from 16 installation points. The aggregator
for upward is connected to nodes 12, 42, 145, 146, and 147
and for downward is connected to nodes 15, 18, 41, 179, and
183 in the network. Each aggregator manages 100 EVs and
the aggregated flexibilities are identical. The only difference

is their bid prices, which are presented in Tables I. One week
in summer and one week in winter, different BRP prices
are simulated to consider the aggregator behavior in price
fluctuations and seasonal changes.

TABLE I
THE DER FLEXIBILITY FOR UPWARD REGULATION

Unit Name Node Type Price
(e/MWh)

1 EV Agg1 12 upward 25
2 EV Agg2 42 upward 30
3 EV Agg3 145 upward 20
4 EV Agg4 146 upward 40
5 EV Agg5 147 upward 35
6 EV Agg6 18 downward 5
7 EV Agg7 15 downward 10
8 EV Agg8 179 downward 15
9 EV Agg9 41 downward -5
10 EV Agg10 183 downward -10

A. Aggregator behavior by market price and season

One week in summer, 2023 from June 26th to July 2nd and
one week in winter, 2024 from February 19th to February 25th
is selected. With a BRP price of 30 e/MW and a consumer
price of 85 e/MW, respectively, which is lower and higher
than the average day-ahead price this week. Both in winter
and summer, the volume activated for upward and downward
is concentrated when the DA price is high, the DA volume is
concentrated when the DA price is low, which is presented in
Fig. 3 and Fig. 4, respectively. The occurrence of downward
service is very low and has the lowest total volume, followed
by upward service, and the highest is the volume purchased
from the DA market. Besides, the downward volume is densely
distributed in the region where the upward price is zero and
vice versa sparsely distributed in the high upward price region.
The same behavior is for the distribution of upward volume
versus downward price. In most cases in reality, when the
system is in deficit, the upward regulation price will increase
to attract more volume from service providers, the downward
regulation at that time will aggravate the situation of the
system. Conversely, there is no need for increased volume
when the system is surplus, and the downward regulation price
goes very low. The distribution of buy volume by DA price
and downward volume by downward price in summer is wider
than in winter due to energy surplus from solar power plants
with zero-marginal prices leading to many negative price cases
for DA and downward price. On the opposite, it’s wider for
upward price range caused by energy shortage in winter.

Fig. 3. Distribution of volume by price in winter.



Fig. 4. Distribution of volume by price in summer.

From the pie chart in Fig. 5 show that the total volume
provided for upward service (blue part) in summer is lower
than in winter due to the need for more energy in winter.
Downward volume (green part) drops sharply in winter when
BRP prices are high. The total volume for providing service
is higher when the BRP price is small, especially for upward
service in winter. Moreover, aggregator profit is inversely
proportional to BRP price. The majority of the aggregator’s
profits come from providing upward services leading to the
aggregator’s profit in winter being higher than in summer.

BRP price impact is clearly illustrated in the total volume
upward, downward regulation, and buy from DA market of
each EV. Fig. 6 and Fig. 7 show the difference in the total
volume downward when the BRP price is 200 e/MWh and
30 e/MWh. The orange bar presents the downward service
almost disappears. Besides, the volume for upward (blue bar)
is also decreased, leading to the volume bought from the DA
market (green bar) being reduced, because they don’t have
to buy more to compensate for the volume discharge when
providing upward service.

B. Grid constraint evaluation

Providing services brings more benefits to aggregators and
prosumers. However, a problem arises when the TSO acti-
vates the service without considering the distribution network

Fig. 5. Distribution of volume by season with different BRP price.

Fig. 6. Volume by type of EV1 with BRP price = 30e/MWh.

Fig. 7. Volume by type of EV1 with BRP price = 200e/MWh.

constraints, and multiple aggregators react at the same time,
resulting in congestion within the distribution network. The
green line in Fig. 8 shows that activating the TSO balancing
service at ISP 44 causes overloading in the main line straight
to the connection point with the external grid. The congestion
above is due to the regulation upward from TSO, the line
loading is nearly 100% because of the upward regulation when
the distribution grid is in a low-demand situation, causing a
reversed flow from the distribution grid to the transmission
grid. This will cause rapid deterioration of the device or
damage if the overload condition is prolonged. The dashed red
line presents the limitation of the line loading, which is 95%
in this study. With the coordination between TSO and DSO,
after the DSO updates the MOL sent by TSO, they limit the
volume of flexibility that TSO can use. Loading after TSO
use flexibility with the new boundary is now below the limit
constraints, which are presented by the orange line.

Fig. 8. TSO-DSO hybrid-managed.

In the DSO-managed model, DSO based on the demand
forecast for the next 2 ISP, performs power flow analysis with
all the flexibility volume sent by the aggregator. The result is
presented in the green line in Fig. 9. Similar to the previous
case, there is overloading occurs in the ISP 44. Then DSO has
to update the boundary and send the new boundary to TSO.
The loading of the measuring point is now the orange line,
which shows that the limit constraint is satisfied.

However, the different between two cases is that the volume
of flexibility that the aggregator can provide in the second case
after DSO updates the boundary is less than the previous one,
due to DSO not knowing exactly where TSO will call service,
they will gradually reduce the boundary for all flexibility units
until the congestion can be resolved by the available flexibility.
This leads to the loss of profit for aggregators if they reserve
energy for providing service in real-time, but this volume is
not valid to provide anymore.



Fig. 9. DSO-managed.

V. CONCLUSION

To effectively harness the potential of the DERs services
in the current context, coordination between TSOs and DSOs
is necessary to maximize social welfare as well as minimize
the risks of conflicting use cases. Notably, DSOs play a more
important role in validating services before being utilized by
TSOs. This validation ensures that grid constraints are taken
into account when providing services from aggregators under
the DSO’s management. Thereby, mitigating the potential risks
of unexpected overload caused by the simultaneous reaction of
aggregators with prices and requests from TSOs. Aggregator’s
objective is to maximize their profits by optimizing bidding
strategies. Analyzing the service provision from aggregator
shows that similar behavior from multiple aggregators in
neighboring regions in response to attractive very high upward
regulation price or very low downward regulation price will
lead to excessive reversed power flow from their connection
points to the higher voltage grid or vice versa. Besides, the
price the aggregator contracts with BRP for their real-time
deviation has a great impact on the decision to provide services
and the final profit. The EVs aggregator will gain more profit
from providing the upward regulation service than downward
and therefore it is clear that winter will be more profitable
due to the higher energy demand and frequency of upward
service calls. The coordination between TSO and DSO in the
offering process allows the provision of services within the
grid constraints. When the TSO has the priority in receiving
information in the hybrid-managed model, the DSO updates
the boundaries based on the TSO’s selected bids. Conversely,
in the DSO-managed model, unused bids are considered when
DSOs resolve congestion resulting in a larger portion of
services being excluded in this scenario compared with the first
one. Therefore, the hybrid-managed gives an advantage with
more volume provided and more benefit to the aggregator than
the DSO-managed coordination scheme. The risks associated
with inaccurate forecasts of demand, price, and EV sessions
significantly influence the decisions of each participant. These
challenges will be addressed in future studies.
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