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Abstract

The Gaussian Process (GP) based Chance-Constrained Optimal Power Flow (CC-OPF) is an open-source
Python code developed for solving economic dispatch (ED) problem in modern power grids. In recent years,
integrating a significant amount of renewables into a power grid causes high fluctuations and thus brings a lot
of uncertainty to power grid operations. This fact makes the conventional model-based CC-OPF problem non-
convex and computationally complex to solve. The developed tool presents a novel data-driven approach based
on the GP regression model for solving the CC-OPF problem with a trade-off between complexity and accuracy.
The proposed approach and developed software can help system operators to effectively perform ED optimization
in the presence of large uncertainties in the power grid.
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1. Introduction

The optimal power flow (OPF) plays an important role for the secure and economic operation of the power
grids. As an optimization tool, the OPF is typically used to solve the Economic dispatch (ED) problem by
finding the optimal output of the controllable generators with the lowest possible cost that meets the load and
physical constraints of the grid. However, the OPF is a complex non-linear problem with many constraints that
can be hard to solve. In addition, the rapid integration of renewable energy resources (RES) with intermittent
outputs propagates uncertainty through the grid and thus leads to a higher degree of complexity in power grid
operations. To take into account the impacts of uncertainty within the OPF, the researchers have recently
proposed several stochastic approaches such as robust optimization [!], probabilistic OPF [2], and Chance-
Constrained (CC) OPF [3,4]. Robust optimization often leads to conservative solutions, while probabilistic
OPF is difficult to implement in practice. The CC-OPF implies satisfying probability constraints with a given
acceptable violation probability, balancing operating costs and security in the power grid in that way.

In this paper, we put focus on the practical CC-OPF approach. However, model-based CC-OPF is no-
toriously hard to solve for the full non-linear alternating current (AC) power flow model. To overcome this
problem, the novel data-driven approach based on Gaussian Process (GP) regression model is proposed [5, 0].
The proposed approach uses a hybrid GP model by combining a linear model, based on the direct current (DC)
power flow, with the data-driven estimation of the residuals between DC and AC power flow models. Thus,
we provide a more robust and accurate GP CC-OPF. To provide a general and scalable approach, applicable
to a larger power grid, we have added a sparse GP option to select the most important data in the feature
space for hybrid GP estimation. Accordingly, the computational complexity is significantly reduced without
compromising the accuracy of the solution.

Finally, we provide Python code to simulate and run the proposed GP CC-OPF approach. The goal of the
software is to provide a tool for performing stochastic OPF under uncertain generation resources that can be
used both by the industry and academia.

2. Description of GP CC-OPF

The GP CC-OPF approach has been implemented in Python. The general scheme of the GP CC-OPF
approach is shown in Fig. 1. Code details are presented below.
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Figure 1: General scheme of GP CC-OPF approach.

2.1 Data preparation

There are two ways to provide labeled data for training the Linear and GP regression models. The first
option is using synthetic data by modeling the power grid. This tool uses pandapower [7] Python library for
simulating IEEE9 and TEEE39-bus power grids. The second option is to use data from the real power grid
provided by the system operator.

In both cases, the GP model is learned on standardized data. The data sent to the GP model consists of the
residuals between datasets obtained from the AC and DC power flow models. The linear model illustrates the
ordinary least squares Linear Regression model provided in scikit-learn library [8], and it uses data generated
from a linear DC power flow model.

The SLSQP [9] non-linear solver is used to minimize the objective function and find the optimal hyper-
parameters of the GP model. In the case of sparse GP approximation, variational learning is applied to find
inducing points and better approximate marginal likelihood [10].

2.2 GP CC-OPF setup

The GP CC-OPF approach presents the conventional chance-constrained optimization problem with an
integrated data-driven machine learning model, as shown in Fig. 1. The data-driven model replaces the standard
non-linear AC power flow equations. To make the task more accurate, the data-driven model consists of a
combination of two models: a linear model and an additive GP model. Considering this, hybrid GP model, we
make the approximated model more robust and in the worst case, the hybrid GP model will be equal to the
standard DC convex power flow model. Moreover, GP can fit any smooth non-linear function very well and
thus avoid some local minima. This fact can simplify the solution of the CC-OPF problem by ensuring that
the engineering constraints are reliably feasible for any uncertainty realization.

The advantage of the proposed hybrid GP CC-OPF approach is that there is no need to know the grid con-
figuration and parameters. Thus, problems with uncertain or unreliable power system parameters encountered
by conventional model-based algorithms are avoided. This makes the proposed data-driven approach more
robust. As input data, it is enough for the user to provide the active power of the load and RES, as well as their



standard deviations as uncertainty factors. The input uncertainties are propagated to output variables and
their impact is modeled using the first-order Taylor approximation (TA1) by linearizing the data-driven func-
tion at the decision point. The active power and uncertainty factor of the controllable generators are optimized
according to the cost function and participation factor, which are also considered as inputs in the data-driven
model.

The algorithm is implemented in the non-linear optimization framework CasADi [I1] using the available
IPOPT solver [12] to solve the optimization problem.

2.3 Outputs of the tool

Based on the results of the GP CC-OPF and the developed tool, the user obtains the optimal solution of
controllable generators with the optimal cost. Moreover, the tool provides output variables and their propagated
standard deviations, such as voltage magnitude at non-controllable buses, reactive power at controllable buses
and apparent power flow in the lines of the grid. Accordingly, the user can monitor whether the solution is
feasible and accurate.

2.4 Approach validation

For performance evaluation, we compared the proposed data-driven approach with two alternative sample-
based reformulations of the CC-OPF based on the scenario approach (SA) with a different number of scenarios
and the Monte Carlo (MC) simulation (full-resources and base-case). In Fig. 2, we present the values of the cost
function, CPU time, and probability of failure for both IEEE9 and IEEE39-bus systems. The simulations are
performed with the acceptable violation probabilities of all constraints set to 2.5%. The numerical evaluations
from Fig. 2 show that the proposed hybrid GP CC-OPF provides a trade-off between cost and computational
effort without sacrificing the accuracy of the given violation limits.

3. Software impacts

At the moment, there is no developed software in the industry that solves an uncertainty-aware OPF.
System operators still use deterministic OPF solutions without considering generation uncertainties. As for
the scientific community, a significant amount of work has been done in the field of stochastic OPF, but the
algorithms proposed in the literature are typically not available to the public. Accordingly, researchers face
difficulties in comparing the performance of newly proposed methods with the existing work. Moreover, it
requires additional effort to re-implement the existing algorithms, as we have done in our recent work [5, (].
Because of these facts, the proposed open-source code can have a significant impact on both industry and
academia.

In future versions, we plan to provide this tool with a friendly user interface that is easy to use. In the
current version, the proposed tool works with IEEE9 and 39-bus grids. Our next task will be to make the
existing tool universal for working with any scale of the system.

We firmly believe that the proposed data-driven approach in the form of a public code will have a positive
impact on future research in the field of stochastic OPF and motivate engineers to apply it in the industry.
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