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Abstract: This work introduces multi-objective water cycle algorithm (MOWCA) to find the accurate
location and size of distributed energy resource (DERs) considering different load models for two
seasons (winter, and summer). The impact of uncertainties produced from load and renewable
energy resource (RES) such as wind turbine (WT) and photovoltaic (PV) on the performance of
the radial distribution system (RDS) are covered as this is closer to the real operation condition.
The point estimate method (PEM) is applied for modeling the RES uncertainties. An optimization
technique is implemented to find the multi-objective optimal allocation of RESs in RDSs considering
uncertainty effect. The main objectives of the work are to maximize the technical, economic and
environmental benefits by minimizing different objective functions such as the dissipated power,
the voltage deviation, DG cost and total emissions. The proposed multi-objective model is solved
by using multi-objective water cycle algorithm (MOWCA), considering the Pareto criterion with
nonlinear sorting based on fuzzy mechanism. The proposed algorithm is carried out on different
IEEE power systems with various cases.

Keywords: uncertainty effect; multi-objective water cycle algorithm (MOWCA); power loss reduction;
voltage deviation; cost; pollutant gas emissions; renewable energy source

1. Introduction

Nowadays, the global load demand for electricity has been greatly increased [1]. This leads
to increasing the distribution system capacity by installing new distributed energy resources,
therefore installing distributed energy resources (DERs) is an urgent matter. DERs have become
an essential electric devices that integrated with modern distributed systems. Optimum place,
capacity and number of needed DERs for accurate behavior of distribution systems are essential for
ensuring optimum operating performance. The selection criteria of the DERs source is very important
to ensure providing the advantages of integrating them with radial networks [1].

Nowadays, introducing the hybrid renewable energy sources to be integrated with radial networks
providing technical and economic impacts. Hybrid renewable energy systems based on photovoltaic
and wind energy systems are used extensively and have long lifetime. The integration of hybrid
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energy resources with radial distribution networks adding many benefits, such as improving the radial
network performance, and more economic in addition to decreasing power dissipated than integration
of wind (WT) and (PV) energy resources individually [1,2]. Renewable energy systems, such as PV
and WT system can decrease carbon emissions and supply clean energy, but may not capable to cover
the needed energy for load requirements in a continuous form due to sudden changes in weather,
which leads to reducing the energy output of both PV and WT systems.

There are different configurations of solar power systems such as on-grid, off-grid, and hybrid-grid.
In on-grid systems, batteries is not required and use either solar inverters or micro-inverters,
which enables the source to be connected with the public electricity grid and widely used by
homes and businesses. These systems are not able to generate electricity during a blackout due to
safety reasons. In off-grid systems, the PV systems are not connected to the electricity grid and therefore
require battery storage. Hybrid systems contain both solar and battery storage, which operated in
standalone mode and provide power to the loads during grid-side faults or during maintenance on the
grid side [3].

Many optimization techniques have been employed to deal with the problem of DERs optimal
allocation to maximize their benefits [4,5]. The main different between these optimization techniques
are the objectives functions, the control variables, and the assumptions. Optimization objectives can be
achieved in single or multi-objective spaces. In practice, multi-objective optimization became a very
important decision-making tool rather than the single objective optimization, due to it capability of
providing a set of non-dominated solutions [1,6].

No doubt that the DERs are participate in strengthen the distribution grid networks, and evaluate
many factors based on the bio-inspired optimization techniques. This leads to many advantages that
can improve the distribution grid network behavior [7,8].

The electric power system has several load models, such as constant, residential, commercial,
and industrial loads, the reactive and real power demands values at various load models dependence
on their operating voltage profile [9-13]. This article studies the systems under different load models.

The computational fluid dynamics (CFD) was used extensively to discuss the uncertainty
inherent to renewable energy sources such as wind turbines [14] and wind farms [15]. The CFD was
implemented to optimum design for such renewable energy sources such as wind energy system and
or wind farms. The CFD provides more uncertainty to the final design of wind turbine, as well as
wind farm [16]. The implementation of CFD simulations provide variability in the wind energy system
operating performance [17].

This article presents application of (MOWCA), to find the optimal location and capacity of
DESs for reducing total network dissipated energy losses, cost, voltage deviation, and emission with
different load models. The uncertainties effects produced from renewable energy resource and load are
considered in this paper. The point estimate method (PEM) is implemented for modeling the solar,
and wind power uncertainties. Robust Optimization is applied for modeling the load uncertainties.
The MOWCA is applied to find a representative set of the Pareto accurate solutions for the three
objective functions. Therefore, a fuzzy clustering approach is integrated with the suggested technique
to choose the best and accurate solution from the Pareto front. The performance of study system is
analyzed under three values of standard deviation.

The following are the points represent the work contributions:

i Impact of uncertainties produced from a renewable energy resource, such as (solar, and wind
power generation source) and load on the performance of the network is covered.

ii. New electric resources with suitable size, placement, and type are integrated.

iii. The optimal placement and capacity of DESs is obtained by multi-objective water cycle algorithm
(MOWCA).

iv. The effect of different values of standard deviation on the network performance is covered.

V. Various load configurations, such as (constant, residential, industrial, commercial, and agricultural)

in winter and summer are considered.
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i. The technique guarantees satisfactory solution for all possible operating conditions.
ii. The point estimate method (PEM) is utilized for modeling the solar and (WT) uncertainties.
iii. The different objective functions such as total power loss, voltage deviation and, cost,

and emission are used.

The rest of this paper is ordered as follows: Section 2, presents previous work, Section 3 provides
the problem formulation. Section 4, introduces the mathematical model of the DERs. Different
loading models were displayed in Section 5. Load uncertainty is presented in Section 6. The pest
estimation method is discussed in Section 7. Section 8, introduces the mathematical model of the
proposed technique. The results and discussions of applying the suggested technique in different cases
displays in Section 9. The conclusion of the paper is given in Section 10.

2. Previous Work
A review of the applied techniques for the optimal allocation of DERs in RDS is depicted in Table 1.

Table 1. The summaries of published applied techniques.

IEEE Bus Load RES N-RES Uncertainty Source
System Model py WT FC MT PV WT Load

Reference Optimization Algorithms

Multi-Objective Antlion

. io- v io- v
[18] Optimisation (MALO). 33-bus bio-mass bio-mass
Multi-Objective Natural
[19] Aggregation Algorithm 25-node v v v v
(MONAA).
[20] Greedy Search Algorithm (GSA) 28-bus v
[21] Firefly Algorithm (FA) 69-bus v
bat optimization
. v v v
(22] algorithm (BOA) 33-bus
Multi-objective
[23] chaotic symbiotic organisms 33, 69-bus v
search (MOCSOS)
[24] Improved bee algorithm (IBA) 37,123-bus v v v v v
Mixed integer conic
- v v v v
23] programming (MICP) 69-Bus GT
Multi-objective crow
v v v v
[26] search algorithm DG
Craziness-based particle swarm
- v v v v
(271 optimization (CRPSO) algorithm 33-bus
Cuckoo search algorithm (CSA)
[28] and Flower pollination 57-bus v v v v
algorithm (FPA).
Whale optimization 15, 33, 69, 85
7 7 ’ 4 ‘/ ‘/
(2] algorithm (WOA) 118-bus
[30] Differential Evolution (DE) 57-bus v v
[31] Multi ob]ectl.ve.par.tlcle swarm 33-bus v v v v
optimization
Non-dominated sorting genetic
g v v v 4
[32] algorithm (NSGA) 37-bus
Multi-objective water cycle
- v v v v v v v v
[33] algorithm (MOWCA) 119-bus

3. Problem Formulation

3.1. Minimization of Power Losses (Pjyss)

Integration of DESs at suitable location and capacity leads to minimization of network power loss.
The loss calculation is demonstrated below [29]:

Vp-V, VY
Tk + Xk L

)

lpg =
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where p, and g = to bus and from bus for kth line; V), and V; = to bus and from bus complex voltage (pu);
1y is the resistance of kth line (pu); and xy is the reactance of kth line (pu).

Spg = Vp Xipg" Sqp = Vo Xigp" @

Spq is the complex power flow from bus p to bus q through kth line. S, is the complex power
flow from bus q to bus p through kth line.

n line
Total loss = 1 Spg — Sap ®)
Pjoss = Real (Total loss), )
Qioss = Imaginary (Total loss) (5)

3.2. Minimization of Voltage Deviation (VD)

The voltage deviation is decreased after the installation of DG with optimal allocation. The voltage
deviation (VD) of any of the studies system bus is evaluated related to substation bus that still has
1-pu voltage. It is calculated as given in Equation (6). Here, V,; refers to the substation voltage for
kth line [34].

Nb
VD = Z |V, = 1 6)
nj=1

The objective function for decreasing power dissipated and voltage deviation is formulated
as follows:
F1 = 0.6 XPjyss +04x VD (7)

3.3. Minimization of Cost

A best dispatch problem requires achieving system loads in the most economical manner possible.
The total expense is the total buying force cost of the main substation and DES, which can be calculated
from the following [35]:

NDERs

F3 = Cost = Costgig + Zi:l

CpDERs,i 8)

The total buying force cost of the main substation as follows:

COStgrid = Pgrid'ngrid )
The cost of a DES encompasses its fixed cost and a variable cost can be formulated by:

Cpers,i = Costisr . + Costpers i-PDERs, (10)

From the last equation, the DERs expense includes its initial cost term and a variable term.

CostFDéR < is initial investment (or fixed) cost, which includes the cost of equipment, infrastructure,

commissioning, as follows:
Ceap,i- Peap,i- b
CostFD)éR = Zpr_An (11)
5,1 T X 365 X 24 X KDERs,i

where Costpggs is variable cost associated with operation and maintenance (O&M) as well as fuel,
which can be formulated as:
Costpers,i = Co&m,i + CF,i (12)

The suggested (DERs) technologies are shown in Table 2.



Energies 2020, 13, 5800

Table 2. The suggested (DERs) technologies.

50f24

Generation Capacity Capacity Life Time Capital Cost Maintenance Annual
(kW) Factor (Year) ($/kW) Cost ($/kWh) Conversion Factor
FC 400 0.4 10 3674 0.001 0.1006
MT 250 1 10 750 0.039 0.2152
PV 300 0.25 20 6675 0.005 0.0543
WT 300 0.2 20 1500 0.005 0.1006

3.4. Minimization of Emission

In this objective, decreasing of emissions created from various electric sources and grid is the goal.
The following gases are considered, i.e., carbon dioxide (CO;), nitrogen oxides (NOx) and sulfur
dioxide (SO,). The Grid, and the DER data is given in Table 3. The values of emission coefficients of

DES units and the grid are represented as follows [36]:

Nmr Ngc Nwr Npy

Fy = Z Emm + Z Epci + Z Ewr + Z Epvi + EGrid
i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1

Table 3. Emission related for resources.

Emission Factors (Ib/MW h)

Emission Type

Grid MT FC WT PV
NOx 5.06 0.4 0.03 0 0
SO, 11.6 0.008 0.006 0 0
CO, 2031 1596 1078 0 0

The emission produced from MT (Ey;, ) can be calculated by the following equation:

Emm = (COIQAT + NOMT + SO%dT)xPMTi
The emission produced from FC (Egc;,) can be formulated by:
Erci = (CO5C + NOE® + SOEC)xPrc;
The emission produced from WT (Ewr;) can be expressed as follows:
Ewri = (COY'T +NOY'T + SONT )xPyr;
The emission produced from PV (Epy;) is formulated as follows:

Epy; = (COEV + NOEV + SOEV)XPPVi

The emission produced from grid (Eg,iq) can be calculated using the following equation:

Egrgq = (COZGrid + NOXGrid + SOZGrid)XPGridi

3.5. Constraints

(13)

(14)

(15)

(16)

(17)

(18)

The active and reactive power supplied by DES, and bus voltages are examples of operational

constraints needed to achieve them while finding the best DES position.
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3.5.1. Power Balanced Constraints

In these limitations, the total power flow through the distribution system coming from DGs and
grid must be equivalent to the total power flow going to load and loss of the system, as follows.

nb nb
an:1 Pgnj + Pgrid = an:1 Pdnj + Ploss (19)

nb nb
an:l anj + Qgrid = an:l an] + Qloss (20)

3.5.2. Inequality Constraints

Nonrenewable Generation limit: The upper and lower constrains of powers supplied by DES are
calculated using the following equation:

Pt < Ponj < Pt (21)

QUM < Quy < QU 22)

Voltage limit: the buses’ voltage limitation is shown as follows:
VI <V < VI (23)
Line thermal limits: The complex power through any line is limited by its rated value as follows:
Sij < s?f”x (24)

4. DERs Modeling

In this work, the DERs devices are modeled as RESs and N-RESs. The control of PV and WT in
this study is adjusted to operate at unity PF.

4.1. Photovoltaic System (PVS)

In this section, the probabilistic modelling of photovoltaic system in RDS is presented. Sunlight
is converted into electrical energy by a photovoltaic generator. The main parameter that affects the
amount of power output from this generator is the amount of solar radiation. To model the behavior
of solar irradiance, assume the irradiance of the solar irradiance performance 3 PDF and CDF are
implemented to represent it according to (25) and (26) [37]:

Fols) = { rr(ffg}rf;) si@ (1 - si)(ﬁ_l) for0<s;<1,a>0,>0 (25)
0 otherwise
si
Fp(s;) = fllj((g)—j;(ﬁﬁ)).si(“_l)(l —sl-)(ﬁ_l)dsi (26)
where « and (3 are the parameters of beta PDF presented as follows:
o= y(@ - 1) (27)

p= - 1) 28)
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The relationship between solar irradiance and solar power is expressed as follows:
va (Si) = Ac-n'si (29)

when applying Equation (21) the probability density function fp_, (va) for the output power of PVs
can be obtained as the following equation:

T'(a+p)

Tla+p) Na=1) NB-1) ;
prz;(va) _ { r(a)r(ﬁ)'(AC'”'Sl) (1-Acnsi) if Ppo € [O, va(sz)]

(30)
0 otherwise

4.2. Wind Energy System (WES)

The wind energy is converted into electric power by wind turbines (WT). The factors affecting
the power generated from a wind turbine are accessibility and speed of wind, the power curve of
wind turbines, and size and shape of the turbine. The output power produced by WT is calculated as a
function of wind speed v;,,4 according to the following equation: [1]:

0 Vwind < Uci 0F Uco < Uyind
Vgind—Vci
Poy(Vind) = PR~(“’L5')%‘ < Vwind < Uy (31)

(Ur_vci
PR Ur < Uyind < Uco

The probability density function fyy (Pyw ) for the power generated by WES is expressed as follows:

1~ [Fy(vco) = Fo(vei) Jpw = 0

0. Uci+(vr_vc[)~pl 2
fpw(Pw) (%)(ﬁ) X (vci + (v, — vci).’;—;:) X exp[—(z—vmm) } 0 < pw <Pr (32)

Fv(vco) - Fv(vr)Pw = PR

4.3. Full Cell Unit (FC)

The electric power output of FC units is described as follows [1]:

P
Crc = CgusFC X WL(C: (33)

4.4. Micro Turbine Unit (MT)

The electric power output of MT units is obtained from the following equation: [1]:
P
Cmr = Cgasmr X ML (34)
IMT

5. Load Model

In this study, five different types of loads are considered. The considered load types are constant,
residential, commercial, Industrial, and agricultural load type. The real and complex power of the
load is considered as constant power in the classical load flow problems, despite, the load may be
nonlinear such as residential, commercial, Industrial, and agricultural which discussed by models
in [23]. The effect of different types of loads is represented by exponential function as the following form:

P; = P,V (35)

Qi = QuVf (36)

The values of « and f3 for different types of load models in winter and summer are listed in Table 4 [22].
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Table 4. The exponent values for various load models.

Load Type Constant Residential Commercial Industrial Agricultural
o p o p o p o p o p
Summer 0 0 0.9 29 0.7 2.5 0.1 0.6 1.4 14
Winter 0 0 15 2.8 0.8 24 0.1 0.6 14 14

6. Load Uncertainties Model

To enhance the flexibility and robustness of the proposed system planning and providing reliability
to the analysis, the commonly used normal distribution is adopted to approximately characterize the
uncertainty of load. The random active power (Pg4) of load i are generated based on the probability
density function of the load power, f(Pg;) according to the following equation: [38]:

2
1 (P”” b Z)
f(Pai) = exp|— 5 (37)
2 2 20 i
no, P

d

where the standard deviation (op,) of normal distribution is taken 10% of the considered load level
with zero mean (up, ) value [39]. Therefore, the uncertainty of power demand prediction is modeled by
a vector of independent Gaussian random variables, which is represented as an addition injection at
each selected load bus.

7. Model of Uncertainties Based on PEM Method

Point estimate method (PEM) is one of the appropriate tools to deal with uncertainties. Details of
this method are discussed in [38—40]. In this article, (2m + 1) Hong’s PEM scheme [40] is employed
to three buses in each distribution network to represent the load uncertainty. In each case study,
the optimization methods performed (2 x 3 + 1) load-flow calculations to estimate the solution of the
load-flow based on the PEM method, where three uncertain system parameters are considered in each
test system. General steps of (PEM):

Step 1: The statistical information of the input variables is calculated.

Step 2: The concentrations for each input variables are determined.

Step 3: The F function at the points (pl S Py X1k e Pt pm) are evaluated by the
weighted probability factor, where p; is the mean value of the input variable X;. The points
(pl S Py X1k e Pt pm) includethe kth location X; x and the mean value of m—1 remaining

input variables (pl; Po - PI-1 P41 S pm_l;pm).
Step 4: The statistical information of the output variable (Z) are calculated by using:

F(Z = F(pl; Py o3Py -+ Py c)) (38)

Step 5: For each random variable p;, the three locations are Computed using mean value (i)
and variance value (o) of p;.
Pk = ppl + €0y k=1,2,3 (39)

Step 6: The standard location, weighting factor wyy of the uncertain parameters can be find by the

following equations:
A _ 372
e = _213 (-1)° k\//\w - —414 k=1,2¢3=0 (40)

(-1)%* 1 1

— —  k=1,2e3=0 (41)
ewlen —ep) Mmoo A=A,
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Step 7: The F function at this point and its new weighting factor (wg) will be calculated as follows:

wo—Zwls—l—Zﬁ (42)

In this work, (K = 3, ej= 0) is used for modeling PV and WT output power under the effect
of uncertainties. After calculating two pairs of locations and weights (pl, k, wl, k, k =1, 2) for each
point, the output function

Z will be calculated for each variable and for each concentrated point Z(l, k) based on
F(Mpl, Mp2, -, Pres - ,Mpm), which is computed according to:

mk .
= Z Z Wik X [F ptr Mp2, -y Piis - MW)] 43
I=1 k=1

8. Proposed Method

The proposed optimization technique in this study is based on (WCA). The (WCA) simulates the
flow of rivers and streams toward the sea and derives from monitoring the water cycle process [41].
The complete details of the multi-objective water cycle algorithm (MOWCA) are tracked step by step
as follows [42]:

Step 1: The initial parameter of the WCA: Npop, Nsr, dmax, and Maximum_Iteration are chosen.

Step 2: a random initial population and the initial streams, rivers, and sea are generated by using
equations as below.

Sea River 1, Sea River 2, Sea River 3

Total population = | Stream Ny + 1, Stream Ns, + 2, Stream N, + 3 (44)
Stream Npop

Ngr = Number of Rivers + 1 (45)

NStream = Npop - Nsr (46)

Step 3: The value of multi-objective functions for each stream are calculated by:

C; = Cost; = f(xli, xé, . .,xé)

Step 4: Calculate the intensity of flow for river and sea by:

cost
Nsy = rounds | —<——| X Nstream {, =1, 2, ..., Ner (47)
Y., cost;

Step 5: Calculate the flow of streams into the rivers by:

Xstream = Xstream + rand x C><(XRiver - Xstream) (48)
Step 6: Calculate the flow of rivers into the sea by:

—it+l —it+l —it+l i+l

Xstream = Xstream + rand x C><(XSea - Xstream) (49)

Step 7: Replace the positions of river and stream which achieves the best solution.

Step 8: Replace the position of river with the sea which achieves the best solution.

Step 9: The evaporation condition which can be obtained from the pseudo code are review.
Step 10: The precipitation process will be started after the evaporation condition is attained as follows:
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—new e

Xtream = LB + rand X (UB - LB) (50)

Step 11: Reduce the dmax using;:

. . di
d1+ 1 — di _ max 51
max max— maxlteration (51)

Step 12: If the termination criteria are satisfied, the algorithm will be ended. Otherwise, return back
to step 5.

Pseudo-codes of the MOWCA algorithm is provided in Algorithm 1 [35]. The flowchart of the
water cycle optimization algorithm is shown in Figure 1 [36].

Algorithm 1 The general procedures of the multi-objective water cycle algorithm (MOWCA)

¢ Set user parameter of the WCA: Npop, Nsr, dmax, and Maximum_Iteration.

¢ Calculate the number of streams (individuals) which flow to the rivers and sea using Equation (45),
and (46).

¢ Create randomly initial population.

¢ Define the intensity of flow (How many streams flow to their corresponding rivers and sea) using
Equation (47).

while (t < Maximum_Iteration) or (any stopping condition)
fori=1: Population Size (Npop)
Stream flows to its corresponding rivers and sea using Equation (48), and (49).
Obtain the objective function of the generated stream
if F_New_Stream < F_river

River = New_Stream;

if F_New_Stream < F_Sea
Sea = New_Stream;

end if
end if
River flows to the sea using
it i i i
XRiver = Xstream + rand xc XSea - XRiver)

Calculate the objective function of the generated river

if F_New_River < F_Sea
Sea = New_River;
end if
end for
fori=1: number of rivers (Nsr)
if (distance (Sea and River) < dmax) or (rand < 0.1)
New streams are created using using Equation (50).
end if
end for
Reduce the dmax using Equation (51).
end while

Postprocess results and visualization
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Start. ]
. 2

Introduce the system parameter, and create random
initial population (streams, rivers and sea).

¥

Calculate the initial flow intensity using the Fitness
Function (FF) calculations of each raindrop.

!

Streams flow to the rnivers. Rivers flow to the sea..

If FStream better tha]l FRiver

Exchange the stream location with the corresponding ]

Evaporation
condition 1s satisfied?

No

Create clouds, and start raining process, then decrease
the value of dmax

A convergence
criterion is fulfilled?

[ End

Figure 1. Flowchart of multi-objective water cycle algorithm (MOWCA).

9. Simulation Results Based on MOWCA

This part indicates the impact of the proposed method (MOWCA method) considering decreasing
the power losses, voltage deviation, cost, and pollutant gas emission of the RDS. The suggested
algorithm has been utilized on big RDS. An analytical software tool has been developed in MATLAB
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to run load flow, based Newoton-Raphson method and determine optimal location and size of DES.
The study scenarios are tabulated in Table 5.

Table 5. The suggested different scenario studied in this article.

Scenario # Case # Load Model Season System

Scenario 1 Case 1 Constant

Scenario 2 Case 2 Agricultural Summer & Winter

Scenario 3 Case 3 Industrial

Scenario 4 Case 4 Residential Summer [EEEIS
Case 5 Winter

. Case 6 . Summer
Scenario 5 Case 7 Commercial Winter

IEEE 118 bus radial distribution system

The IEEE 118-bus (RDS) is large scale study system includes 117 buses and 118 branches with
a total reactive and real load powers of 17041.07 kVAr and 22,709.72 kW, respectively, as shown in
Figure 2 [43]. The MVA and kV base of the test system are100 MVA and 11 kV, respectively. The total
reactive and real power losses are 978.7 kVAr and 1298.1 kW, respectively. System data is taken
from [44]. Regarding the uncertainty in the load demand, the normal distribution function is performed
and injected at loads on buses 21, 76, and 110. The total numbers of MT, FC, PV, WT units are 4, 4, 2,
and 2 units, respectively. MT, FC, PV, WT unit sizes are 150 kW, 400 kW, 300 kW, and 15 kW, respectively.

— 59
3 L
12 117
L] i T
p— i i s Ass (»J'E—
i 14
i —_— -
i 2l |
el D s S0 o
) r'-J: : -
L [
| ! "
116 ! T =t
l__ ‘e |
A} Se— .‘
\ 17], el 18,
b |
L et T30
=K 20
ol L 5 . 67
T 1132 21
28 b —— e | I -
118 62
10 114 ~ 2
27 26 3 65
25 ]
s
PMI Bus
—  Non PMU Bus 83 100 | 04 105 |10 107
ul e
— 108
85 B8 89 92
109
— — | e
L 102 1 103 12
" - =110

1

Figure 2. The IEEE 118 bus system diagram [44].
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Scenario 1 (constant load model)

In this case the performance of system is analyzed under three different values of the standard
deviation considering constant load model based on MOWCA. The Pareto fronts and the best
compromise solution are shown in Figure 3a—c, it’s clear that the Pareto solutions at SD = 0.1 of the
considered load level are the best solution for improving all objective functions. The three objectives
under the effect of SD are illustrated in Figure 3d, It is observed that the 10% of the considered load
level is succeeded in minimizing power loss, voltage deviation, and the emission of the network
effectively, but the min cost value obtained when SD equal to 0.05 or 0.01 of the considered load level is
closed to the value obtained when SD = 0.1 of the considered load level. The optimal allocations of
mixed DERs are listed in Table 6. The optimization results achieved by proposed the MOWCA is given
in Table 7, it’s clear that the power loss reduced by 15.14%.

540

|
104
x
530 | .
23 ‘! I — A —sp=001
1 —-@-—sD=005
520 | T~ —-[-—SD=0.1
22 {}
[
< 510 | o |
3 21 = ~ )
< £ (=8 N
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Figure 3. The performance of network under constant load model (scenario 1), best solution obtained
at SD = 0.1 are cleared in (a—c), min value of different objectives is shown in Figure (d).

Table 6. Optimal allocation of different DERs for Scenario 1.

Scenario# Case # SD Value MT Size MW, FC Size MW, PV Size MW, WT Size MW,
(Location (Bus No))  (Location (Bus No)) (Location (Bus No)) (Location (Bus No))
0.082006(44) 0(118)
1 1 01 0.15(32) 0.4(77) 0.13295(72) 0.060799(117)
: 0(90) 0.4(18) 0.16116(51) 0.052414(34)
0.03612(118) 0.17966(49)
Cost for Scenario 1 ($/h) 11.5622 64.8803 9.1897 3.15




Energies 2020, 13, 5800 14 of 24

Table 7. Optimization results obtained for Constant load model.

. . F F
Scenario# Case # SDValue Py, kW QosckVA  VD(PU)  V,,;, (Location) Fq @ /il) (Ib;h)
1 1 0.1 1101.5774  833.1786 4.8027 0.892 (74) 662.87 507.774  20,981.38

Scenario 2 (Agricultural load model)

In this scenario, the agricultural load model is presented under a different standard deviation values,
the value of & and f in the winter season is the same value in the summer season, there is one
optimization result for two seasons. Pareto frontiers and their 2D projections are plotted in Figure 4a—c.
It is evident that the significant reduction in all objective functions achieved by MOWCA algorithm
considering SD = 5% of the considered load level. Figure 4d shows the effect of SD value on the
different objective function. The size and location of different DERs and the optimization results for
improving system performance at SD = 0.05 are illustrated in Tables 8 and 9, respectively, it is cleared
from optimization results that the total sizes of new electric sources under using agricultural load
model are higher that the sizes obtained under using constant load model. The power loss is decreased
from 1012.6 kW to 901.8219 kW, the voltage deviation is reduced to 4.3731 PU. The total emission is
reduced from 20,609 Ib/h to 18,936.083 Ib/h.
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Figure 4. The performance of network under agricultural load model, best solution obtained by
SD = 0.05 of the considered load level is cleared in (a—c), min value of different objectives is plotted in
Figure (d).
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Table 8. Optimal allocation of different DERs for Scenario 2.

Scenario# Case # SD Value MT Size MW, FC Size MW, PV Size MW, WT Size MW,
(Location (Bus No))  (Location (Bus No))  (Location (Bus No)) (Location (Bus No))
0.12405(61) 0.35906(52)
) ) 0.05 0.08396(32) 0.13309(118) 0.1509(90) 0.048503(6)
: 0.053504(75) 0.29997(36) 0.16562(14) 0.057713(47)
0.10243(26) 0.25944(33)
Cost for Scenario 2($/h) 15.2993 68.4034 9.3018 3.115

Table 9. Optimization results obtained for Agricultural load model.

Scenario# Case # SDValue P, kW  QsckVA  VD(PU)  V,,;, (Location) Fy (;/i) (15/311)
2 2 0.05 901.8219  677.6467 4.3731 0.8961(77) 542.8424 466.1954  18,936.083

Scenario 3 (Industrial load model)

This scenario displays the industrial load as a load model, the Pareto solutions for proposed
algorithm under three values of SD are illustrated in Figure 5a—c. Figure 5d indicates the effect of three
values of SD on three objectives. Obviously, using SD = 1% of the considered load level provides highly
accurate results compared to results obtained with other values of SD for reducing the power loss,
voltage deviation. In addition, the results obtained at SD = 5% of the considered load level closed to the
results obtained at SD = 1%. SD = 0.05 of the considered load level is the best value for minimizing cost,
in addition, the sizes of DERs are reduced and power loss is increased compared to the results at
SD = 0.01 or 0.1. The performance of network at SD = 0.01, and 0.05 are found in Tables 10 and 11.
From the optimization result, min active and reactive loss and min voltage deviation obtained with
SD = 0.01 but min cost and emission obtained from SD = 0.05. The power loss is reduced from 1235 kW
to 901.8219 kW, the voltage deviation is decreased to 4.1282 PU. The total emissions are reduced from
21,750 Ib/h to 19,073.5745 Ib/h.

Table 10. Optimal allocation of different DERs for Scenario 3.

Scenario#  Case # SD Value MT Size MW, FC Size MW, PV Size MW, WT Size MW,
(Location (Bus No)) (Location (Bus No)) (Location (Bus No)) (Location (Bus No))
0.082006(44) 0(118)
0.01 0.15(32) 0.4(77) 0.13295(72) 0.060799(117)
. 0(90) 0.4(18) 0.16116(51) 0.052414(34)
0.036116(118) 0.17966(49)
Cost 11.5622 64.8803 9.1897 3.15
3 3 ($/h)
0.11703(17) 0.26878(53)
0.05 0.13584(72) 0.30641(34) 0.15813(50) 0.055867(31)
. 0.15(50) 0.31301(51) 0.15277(74) 0.061031(89)
0.059788(2) 0.17517(17)
Cost
19.1494 60.3987 8.483 3.1684
($/h)

Table 11. Optimization results obtained for industrial load model.

F, F3
($/h) (Ib/h)
0.01 1043.894 7915462  4.6901  0.8958(74) 6282126  505.3910  20870.6326

0.05 1054.159  782.4240 4.7222 0.8832(77)  634.3846 4945313  20465.8126

Scenario# Case # SDValue Py, kW QsckVA  VD(PU)  V,,;, (Location) Fq
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Figure 5. The performance of network under Industrial load model, best solution obtained by SD = 0.01
and SD = 0.05 are cleared in (a—c), min value of different objectives is shown in Figure (d).

Scenario 4 (Residential load model)

MOWCA algorithms is employed to determine the best size and placement of DERs based
on deterministic planning under residential load model and select best value of SD in winter and
summer seasons. The optimization results obtained from the optimization algorithm under Residential
load model in two seasons are tabulated in Tables 12 and 13.

Table 12. Optimal allocation of different DERs for Scenario 4.

Scemario# Case#  SD Value MT Size MW, FC Size MW, PV Size MW, WT Size MW,
(Location (Bus No))  (Location (Bus No)) (Location (Bus No)) (Location (Bus No))
005 0.13146(74) 0.22102(2)
. (winter 0.11598(22) 0.22165(32) 0.15144(75) 0.046366(66)
senson) 0.090361(2) 0.19975(62) 0.15817(34) 0.057362(60)
0.039559(16) 0.39385(54)
Cost 15.8226 56.824 9.2672 3.1025
s (®/h)
o1 0.098701(112) 0.27066(33)
5 (summer 0.077297(22) 0.06927(59) 0.13787(24) 0.060744(2)
ceason) 0.028257(118) 0.4(50) 0.15092(97) 0.066703(118)
0.15(73) 0.36177(42)
Cost 14.9214 70.8601 9.1631 2.8876

($/h)
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Table 13. Optimization results obtained for Residential load model.

. . F F
Scenario# Case# SD Value Pross kW QosskVA  VD(PU)  V,,;, (Location) Fq @ /il) (Ib;h)
4 . 0.05 792.7669  604.0108 4.1282 09111(77) 4773114 463.0627  19073.5745
(winter season)
4
0.1

836.7660  636.9934 4.2342 0.9002(77)  503.7533 480.5165  19561.3486

(summer season)

Case 4 (at winter season)

The Pareto solutions for proposed algorithm and their 2-D projections are visualized in Figure 6a—c
and three objective functions are shown in Figure 6d; it is obvious that the SD = 0.1 is the suitable
value for minimizing loss and voltage deviation considering residential load model in winter season.
For minimizing cost and Emission, the SD value must be reduced to equal to 0.05. The power loss is
reduced by 14.258%, the voltage deviation is reduced to 4.1282 PU. The total emissions are reduced
from 20,483 Ib/h to 19,073.5745 Ib/h.
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Figure 6. The performance of network under Residential load model in the winter season, best solution
obtained by SD = 0.05 is shown in Figure (a—c), min value of different objectives is shown in Figure (d).

Case 5 (at summer season)

In this case, the optimal optimization results obtained under SD = 0.1 with a residential load
model in summer season, Pareto frontiers and their 2D projections are shown in Figure 7a—c, the effect
of SD values on the different objective functions are cleared in Figure 7d. The best performance of the
system has been done in SD = 0.1, the power loss is decreased from 988.4 kW to 836.766 kW, the voltage
deviation is decreased to 4.2342 PU. The total emissions are reduced from 20,978Ib/h to 19,561.3486 Ib/h.
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Figure 7. The performance of network under residential load model in the summer season, best solution

obtained by SD = 0.1 is shown in Figure (a—c), a min value of different objectives is shown in Figure (d).

Scenario 5 (Commercial load)

This scenario consist of two cases depend on the seasons operation considering commercial
load model. The obtained responses were deduced by utilizing the proposed MOWCA considering
commercial load model are listed in Table 14. The optimal allocation of DERs is depicted in Table 15.

Table 14. Optimization results obtained for Commercial load model.

Scenario  Case . F, F
4 4 SD value PlosskW  QosskVA  VD(PU)  V,,;, (location) Fy " /;) (Ib;h)
. 0.05 927.0367  698.3412 4.4545 0-8919 558.0038  467.0967  19430.2651
6 (winter season) (77)
. 0.1 883.5892  672.4293 4.3833 0.8977 531.9068 474.6212  19899.8357
5 (winter season) (77)
0.05 871.2567  660.3310 4.3336 0-9030 5244874 4839017  20175.6564
7 (summer season) (75)
0.1 886.4362  671.0857 4.3348 0-8957 533.5956  489.5236  19704.4773
(summer season) (77)
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Table 15. Optimal allocation of different DERs for Scenario 5.

19 of 24

Scenario# Case # SD Value

MT Size MW,
(Location (Bus No))

FC Size MW,
(Location (Bus No))

PV Size MW,
(Location (Bus No))

WT Size MW,
(Location (Bus No))

0.05 0.015383(85) 0.34248(54)
(winter 0.15(42) 0.085885(50) 0.15077(53) 0.061906(29)
S:;son) 0(41) 0(102) 0.15509(117) 0.056878(23)
0.095404(31) 0.26569(10)
Cost 11.2762 50.8856 9.2485 3.1778
6 (®/h)
o1 0.15(12) 0(118)
(winer 0.11784(5) 0.16298(34) 0.16696(113) 0.05738(2)
senson) 0.15(73) 0.39931(54) 0.16203(51) 0.057084(91)
0(16) 0.22601(118)
Cost 17.4013 44.4291 9.3642 3.1562
5 ($/h)
0.05 0.055985(34) 0.12831(26)
(summer 0.11883(68) 0.37876(53) 0.15629(51) 0.060327(49)
season) 0.10844(113) 0.0014967(78) 0.14415(49) 0.058757(62)
0.062769(36) 0.21503(77)
Cost 14.6006 52.3329 9.2214 2.8777
; M)
o1 0.023133(42) 0.38969(53)
(summer 0.11116(74) 0.4(54) 0.13633(10) 0.062158(105)
enson) 0.040849(57) 0.22774(59) 0.16455(14) 0.056239(19)
0.058025(113) 0.32221(118)
Cost
10.199 82.519 9.2236 3.1759
($/h)

Case 6 (at winter season)

The Pareto frontiers of proposed algorithm and the objective function analyzing under different
standard deviation are depicted in Figure 8a—d, respectively. The results at SD = 5% are better compared
to the results obtained at other values for minimizing loss and voltage deviation, however, the cost is
reduced based on SD = 10%. The power loss is decreased by 15%, the voltage deviation is reduced to
4.3833 PU. The total emission is decreased from 21,078 Ib/h to 19,704.4773 Ib/h at SD = 0.05.
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Figure 8. The performance of network under commercial load model in the winter season, best solution
obtained at SD = 0.1 and SD = 0.05 are depicted in Figure (a—c), min value of different objectives is
shown in Figure (d).

Case 7 (at summer season)

The effect of SD values on the Pareto solution and objective functions are plotted in Figure 9a—d,
respectively, and it’s clear that the min loss and voltage deviation together with minimized cost taken
when SD = 0.05. In addition, SD = 0.1 is used to minimize emission. The power loss is decreased from
1033.3 kW to 871.2567 kW, the voltage deviation is reduced to 4.33336 PU. The total emissions are
reduced from 21,160 Ib/h to 20,175.6564 Ib/h.
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Figure 9. The performance of network under commercial load model in the summer season, best solution
obtained by SD = 0.1 and SD = 0.05 are depicted in Figure (a—c), min value of different objectives is
shown in Figure (d).

10. Conclusions

Water cycle algorithm (WCA) is used to identify the optimal allocation of distributed energy
resource (DERs) in radial distribution systems for minimizing the total network power losses (Pogges),
cost (C), voltage deviation (VD), and pollutant gas emissions considering different load model.
The DERs and load uncertainties are considered in this study. The proposed method is tested on
IEEE 118-bus radial distribution system. The simulation results show the impact of different values
of standard deviation (SD) on the performance of the system. The point estimate method (PEM) is
applied for modeling the solar and wind power uncertainties. The SD is variated according to load
configuration, to improve the RDN performance. According to the summer load, when minimizing
power losses, voltage deviation and emission for industrial load, the SD is 0.01. When the SD is
increased with small increment, the cost is reduced. In winter load, the SD equal 0.01 to minimize the
energy losses, and voltage deviation, where the emission is high. When the SD is increased to 0.05 the
emission is minimized. Different values of SD are obtained for each load scenario. This assures the
well-known phrase “no free launch”.
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Nomenclature
Ac Surface areas of the arrays (m?) Pur Power produced from MT
Buw Shape parameter Ponj Active power generated by DG at bus n;
Conps The capital cost of DG P;\ljn Ziit?ilzpj;iltlsrr:: 1tc))lfl :k;e real power delivered by new
)
Cri Cost of fuel for DG Pg‘ajx The lc?wer .limit of the. real power delivered by new
’ electric units at bus nj
Crc Fuel consumption expenses in FCs ($/h). Peyig Active power from the main substation
CgasFc Natural gas price feeding the FC Ploss Active power losses
CoasMT Natural gas price feeding the MT Pyo(si) fo(;‘/:}i g;r?il:\:i ff;i?dlij:r:zzdtalc system (kW)
Cmr Fuel consumption expenses in MT ($/h). Py Power produced from WT
CogM,i DES operation & maintenance cost PR Rated power of the turbine = 15 kW.
Costg}é Rsi 1heinitial cost of DES PVS Photovoltaic system
Costpgrs;  The cost of DES connected in bus i Qunj Reactive load power at bus nj
cost . The cost at which energy was purchased from the Qmin The upper limit of the imaginary power delivered
grid main substation 8n by new electric units at bus n;
DERs Distributed energy resource Qg Lmagi'nary power delivered by new electric units at
us ;
Ao controls the search intensity near the sea g};x The lower hmfit of t he imaginf:l ry power delivered
by new electric units at bus nj
FC Full cell unit Qloss Reactive power losses
Emmi Emission produced from MT Ry Resistance of branch n;
Erci Emission produced from FC RDN Radial distribution network
Ewri Emission produced from WT rb The annual rate of benefit
Epy; Emission produced from PV S Solar irradiance (kW/m?2)
EGrid Emission produced from main substation SO Single objective
Kpes,i DES i Capacity Factor t Number of current iterations
LB lower bounds defined by the given problem T DG lifetime
MOWCA  Multi Objective Water cycle Algorithm ymin Minimum voltage of bus i
MO Multi-objective v Maximum voltage of bus i
MT Micro turbine Ui Cut-in wind turbine speed
ny Total number of buses Vo Cut-off wind turbine speed = 18 m/s
Npy Total number of branches. Vi Average wind speed for a specific location
NpEs Total number of new electrical units Vinj Voltages of bus m;
Nyt Total number of MT Vi Voltages of bus n;
Nrc Total number of FC Uy Appraised speed of the wind turbine = 3.5 m/s
Nwr Total number of WT Vwind Actual wind turbine speed = 17.5 m/s
Npy Total number of PV vand an uniformly distributed random number between
Oand 1
Npop Number of population Y Admittance between bus n; and bus m;
Ny the summation of number ofrivers n Efficiency of the PV system
Ns, tl;\e number of streams which flow to the specific - Efficiency of MT
rivers and sea.
Peap,i DG capacity NEC Efficiency of FC
P Active load power at bus n; Smj Phase angle of voltage at bus my
PgRes The real power offered by the new electrical units b Phase angle of voltage at bus n
’ at bus n; ) )
Prc Power produced from FC Onj Phase angle of Y;
Tlerid Energy price from the main substation
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