U ER TR

2025 4F 5 A

Electric Power Engineering Technology

Faak H3W 64

DOI:10.12158/j.2096-3203.2025.03.006

% ek U0 A B e DX 25 R TR R S AR B 22 T s A R g

= = 1,2 1,2 1,2 =12
3]’5%}& ’ 2}%— ’ iﬁ ’ i‘ﬂ\:’b‘}@ ’

7 Ari'?, o =

(1. BRI R B e < B s TARREBE, T1J5 B AL 2100465
2. VLINA LR A REVR L £ M AR I PRI A 5L 56 2, V175 B AL 210046
3. [E YT B A B2 w38 JH X ARE E 4320 B Y195 ma il 226300)

# E:AMBRBFTET, 4 E R 4458 R £ 4 (park integrated energy system, PIES) #94%.8% 4548 &7 % % AF 5,
A2 LA B KA I BRI B B % 8 AR AR R e AR B AL Sk . o, TP AR T =R 6 4% B R AR 1 69 PIES 4K
BRZFIEAT R, B, ME—FRERRLACRM, £ BT &R, T & PIES R4 2
W, FEZRGN B &R XA, RAHR KA, Hk, 25 f TR0 F PIES s K-F, dd =-F &
515 PIES 4K 01 AT 8% Ak 42 T & SRk, 5F Bitt —F £ = -F & it A A AT DU AR, AR I £ AR
AL Bk E, RE, KB BAREIR S B R ERER R AT R, K5, BTy ARIEE BB ARAAEST
RS AT AR I 2 A R0 R 2 R B K R, AR IR B, 32 I B, F BF £ 4L PIES Ja] Ak R 38 ) v i A2 P 42 3 3%

J’K(‘éf-o

KR B X 454508 &4 (PIES) ; BURMAL; BT it B ARBIR ST ik ; 3R AL IRAR 2 ik

i [E 4255 TM73; TKO01 Xk FRERD: A

0 35l

SEPEC Bk IRV, AT H AR aE — 3 KT,
SR 2 0 [ R St 23 RGEAE AR L T Tolk bl X
VA T RE Bt HE TR =, He 2 5 5 R T80t 52 2R
ARk A bR B e T pE X 44 B IR & 4t (park
integrated energy system, PIES )/ A HE AL & — 1K1k
RGE, S RE IR S AR L R A HE 09 A5 o
ﬁ$[3_ﬂo

W% PIES NWr &k Jig, HAZREZ T 25
FIRE R FFLE I N . BT PIES ¥ KO R F 45 3=
&, FEARAZ AT TG FH P 50 2 | B0 e K EL T
RE £ 75 BARATHE 55 245 PR At e s P ARk E
Joik S PIES WAL E TR . R4 i
AT DLSE B4 AR T3 . BATUR, SR
SCik (12148 H R AR AR 2 AN [ R 25 3244, LA i
1503 A AR LSRR 5675 06 A B e, 720 0% IX
SRR RS o T A o A X S S S
YRR 3B AR, Ad PIES 4 4k 98 B L 68 9147 11580
B E ) e T E G %5 Hir

KT PIES IR 28 B U0 Ak SR m A F 90 K 22 0k
TR B AN RPE TR RERIH 94 2%, R TR R
RYH RIS SRR 1, DU AT g ke
M PIES R e Dl HE 9 75 vk B4 4% 28 U AR
MRS B B 2024-11-11; 45 = B 25: 2025-01-20
AAR BT HE B A F A ST B R A (BK20240593)

i

X E 4 S:2096-3203(2025) 03-0064-12

BRAMAE . BFrRE I AN, SR, BUA PIES Ik
TR 1) 3 H AR 242 R IR A X3 P e
B, AR Z AR KM AT R . Sk
(1710 H 0 SR A 32 2 ey 5 HE e, EL i HE IR A
KB 1k I5 Tl RUL, PIES BRRHERC 7
TARLIZ ST X RAN, T 2 75 2 [] B 2 B A fr 0 e
R T 9 201 R B el SR A R
ROKs 2 3 1E 8 2R 7, SR N R R R B 1y, B
RARACRR o Bl FAE R — PR B Bk HE BT 7 %
CL 2816 /L ) R 48 T g iE B R A A A5 e FH P ke
HERLTEAT 43 B 0) 8, BB A% S W 22 S rh A Bl B 3L 1Y) ik
Tl H R B A BE ST R U 1T X 2R 4
T340 BT, A Sk [191 R A it B8, 76 i B 34515 1
LA KU L K HL L B E L B AR L R R (power
to gas, P2G) [ K L RGP K AN A A HAL, H
ZRTTIEH H AR AE R &S H 18 b, Tkt —
AZE PIES Wil 11 o 28 LTk, S IR fb
S o R s o W = L e = 8 B
A e 5 2L R FH B e HE T 5T A B AR e T SR A o K
H WELRE PIES B HE B ¢ AT HEAT A B4, ARE TR
SRS 2 Xt PIES 1B 47 3 17 4 Mr Ak, 1%
00 A A0 D HE AR 1, DA 4 1R 2R G SR e HE R 1Y)
REVE A &L, B4R TE RSB AOK -

BEAb, ik 38 Zy B A 2 A1 2 s o HE 1) A7 3T
Bro SCHk[20-21]4087 T8 PIES 51 ABKAE 5 T 11
AIATHE, IR B B 8 2 HL T >k 51 5 PIES #%


https://doi.org/10.12158/j.2096-3203.2025.03.006
https://doi.org/10.12158/j.2096-3203.2025.03.006
https://doi.org/10.12158/j.2096-3203.2025.03.006

65 PR S BB IR X 255 REIR R SRR A Tris T

il B HE R . SCHik [22]7F PIES 2 5838 5 T 1Y
R 2L RE EARSARRN, JF T a0 -2 ek
SR AE Gy LR B s SR Il AE 2 FH RE A
[ AHH.A2 2 W 3715 5 T, B & PIES B e e &
T, MRIB LT K H 3K, EZ R £ S 1
WHIREE N, A A MU T B 455 % 2 5 T s
KPSk i A A 25 3K 2, 30 5 52 2 B T I 45
FARY I A7, $& THRR B R M

gi b, et — R TG R IR IR 55 B =
5 /Y PIES XUZ AL B4, I 5 Tt i BEIE 2 th 11
T B I8 bR, LLSEBE PIES B A #2019 (R ik 28 5%
Pk, R fE #F PIES A 1y @t ieIisc & . 3
o) FERH AT

(1) #y#HE T = °F 5 19 PIES WUZ AL 44 .
3 K DA Btk 22 5% B[R] A A0 E A 55 L O3 fie Ay A1
TR LAY N 28 5% 3k o e KA Y, 735l B2 =
- G ST 2 B IXCRECE bR R A, O R
B BRI 2 #11: (analytical target cascading, ATC)
SRR R = A E R B2 H, 1k 3 AR AR 28 5F
PrEIAE H R

(2) FXF PIES Bit i i #45b5 . AT
RS BEE, K PIES i HE L -5 17 far AH OCIBE PEAS
BSR4 T S LA T B Wk
HEOTi A . AR B REVR IR S5 1 = 7 5 C Bk I
PeAREE, A R T 55 15 P ) Bk B HE RS 3

(3) B IR AT I A IR, TERY
N BN IR, 5] AT S 51 80K 1L
e AT, TP K PIES ki i, A 7 Bl =
T HE AR B O AL AR . 3 S A = & e g A
WA B, 2 gF EART REIRZE 5y, SEI0 - s R
WA 0 P

1 BETFEE8EREAT=FAM PIESX
B zEi

M PIES % 7R K, Mk £ 1y F 1k Tk
— BB R AR FIIR S A7, DL E
B G —hRE s BALIR S P B —Jr T, LR g
IR 55 1 7 A S A (0 A AT 5 2, DA
IR 55 %ok G f A FA 22 42

TE R SR e T, Mr 5 A eI 55 I B 2%
AR L = AR B RS EE . A
AT 2 G 77 AR 1 45 BRRBE, b 451 Bl
SRR T M R AR | S B LA R RERE SR TS R R,
1 A X PIES FRBR: M Jo7 XUsse H by sk 7

S AL TR S5 1 B SRR -4

A U2 AL LN, 5 78X IR 55 i Y PIES 47
S0 ) A o = Gy BT BUN Y (M RN 28 R
B HERC A, )2 PIES R ABEHAE ALY, 515 HAL
IIRHEAE R . 2= B G R DB 4 A A B2 Wi
T RE LI, AN TR A HE R )2 BRORA KOS, BE 4 A1
T A Z% 8 A O T Bl 4. SohiE it = IR
55 - BRI AL B F 5 6 PIES ARSI b E AT
oAk, [R5 A 44 FH I A5 Bl B 412 2 2 4R ] 114 38
GAT R o R TFIB AT A8 v 3R I 2% BH 2 a8 g TR
JF i T R, IR AT )2 2 & B M
i W B e, SO R AT IR . TR A4S
PIES fE Rl 57 25 £ 44, it [ £ 5 MYk
S A . 2 R PSR S AN ST BT,
MR AR 52 12 AL SR 4k 2%t 17 R s i A 7
BIE, & HE LENBITE RG] S FERESE A S
R B XSS HE B bR AR 2 5 B LR B

TE BT v, R S SUZ B 1A 3kis 5 %
A B PR o3 A =X 0L )8 il 4% (virtual source
controller, VSC) 47 L HRE MBI E . X T4
VFRY PIES, Az 8 MUAE S 4 L4 A7 A 57 1948 B3 e
FERE ST, W34 =8 VSC R LS B 1 X
T PIES IN#B; T X T2 5568 J1 A8 /2 /N PIES,
S~ A SNV 75195 £1)0a = Rag I bR
B VSC ¥ #5081 G M, A PIES &k 1545
e Rph S L, e S BOBUZE B R 0 2 R A2 H
ST = G A RUZ A AR R AT L R A 42
2 T2 PIES MM, & T, WK, aefg
FAPRAUZ R G AT 40 B YE . PIES BUZ LA Z4 4n
K1 TR, Horp N o XS PIES BY4E 4 PIES 1
PIES 2 (1) VSC 523 % PIES N [ VSC N B .

___________________________________________________

W & F B |

et tbese ) Canthicise e

VSC

PIES | PIES 2
S I
L RBNSLIERPIESES

- FEZH ~--= R H

1 PIES MEMILEMIER
Fig.1 A two-layer optimization architecture
model of PIES

2 PIES Wit
PIES HYHERC 3 BRI T-RE T AELA I, 3843



& AH) ALK 66

FH 2R 50 0 A A B 4 7 A, TR A AR A TR 3l g
WK 15 T E I sk T BRL, R R AL
5 2 G RHE AR AT X T PIES VbR th AL 2 e %
B e — Rl A T RE R A S 259 1,
Sk Ak B At A 2 G rh S TR 5 A R S e HE i 11
Sy A O, R AT DA HOR TS R IR AR 2R 7 | AL
DA B B 4t 3ok v 0 B HE i, 32 T 3k B 400 Ak Bk HE,
PRI B . FRT, B ) R S8 BBR BE T
Sy LAY, B % AR AR T R0 R A R T 4 ) B
PIES 1725 10 B AU BRI o BRI 1 8 v A G S 4
PREET ™,
_ dF.

R 1
;P (D)
R
== 2
P=7 (2)
!
ZPk,npk,n +PGneGn
e, = k=1 (3)

1
Zpk,n +PGVL
k=1

P RO ZE s Fooe A W80 T BT X5 107 114 Bl HE ot 5
t RS TaL s p S RiR IE  J3E5 P SRy T S B X g F A )
W e, R 05 n BIBRH P, AR kSRS AT
Son IR Po, 1 S n B R LHLET H TS e, M
TR n RBALE AR o, W8 k45 S BETE AT
S ST BT B R s 1O T T S A TR S

IRAEARC SN TR ) RGBT, B
FEF A BB ) R G AR W L8 UE T R
AL D7 BB R ST A PIES AR S 0
B LARHE B AR N ARG B, Ay S el fe i £
IR Mg — 20 e B - IR R G, BTk
PG M EE PIES 9 R P B 28, AR5 5 s fe K
A EEST PIES BRI 48 b5 0 AT LAk, B 7618 1t 42
R BN S AR AP R A A A

F IR RN B RIR R R G RV R AEAE S -19 45
MIRE R IE S, SCP T RGO A BRI, 14
HEHIT PIES 94 JE AR AR AL, LARAFR HL - -FAN [F]
RGP IR - L R PIES 7E fE IR
1E R P B AN R BB VR R SR AR O 9 5 8, BB VR
R A B2 BT A T BN R G ) G B, JEF
I, S AR A Al I R Y SRR SORE s, B — A
15 T PIES MR AL A8 AR 2, R PIES FHREZE
ity 1) B faf B A% o NP R AT AL 4k, BEAIX PIES 1
o BN i S T AR T XTI P A SR HE TR A, DA T K )
PERRA, FEARBRHERI AR o PIES 7 oy fiie 5B 44

BIANR

ZFbubeuy,m(t) +ZFdedeev,d<t>
ei(t) — meP deD (4>

Z Proaan(1)

meP

AP e () NAE W BON S i > PIES BY 97 i ik
Fouy Foo 70510 WG A RE TR B2 PIES #5-G fE U5 1Y 55234
WA 15 Pouy, (1) HAE ¢ B BN B X5 m Fh R
I AT Poeva (1) AE ¢ B BE N B IX 5 d A BRI
BB B RE VR 5 Proaa,n (1) ATE ¢ I BEIA Bl X
(55 m Bl RE IR 7 £ 75 oK & POV RRIR A 2R A
D AR X NS BRI SRR .

M PETE PIES MIREIR L4300 %, T 1k PIES WK
RE VR AR A 1B 2 il A5, A Hh SR U 7 (gas boiler,
GB) Fll# H B 7 (combined heat and power, CHP)#/L
ZH R T e (R HE TSN

7 A e 5 F A FH i 32 1A T #6507 B 12t T 125 1k
F) 245 200 2R G, AR L 051 43 S ) ) i 5%
AT DR A= 7 00 1] ] BE MR A7 A4k 23 L . X1 F
oA 38 2 0] PIES B HE i 0 38 i el X ik )
ARBR DL AL SR I, SO S A Bk I oA 5 i 1T
PIES [ IR 2, {5 2 o FH 8 1Ay BIK 2 el X el ik 11
EIVIE S/

3 (REREFUEMNBITEREE T K RRE

MRAEES 1 B IUZ RN, LR G
S e LA L HH BT 2 4% Bl X P BB 2% 3 114 £
1o ik 3, I AR S48 A5 o AKHiE ) T )22 PIES 2 112
ITEUG T 24 e AR B B & BT 2R 2 5 il
g [ el ) =Y S = 8 2 03 o F= W A
it ATC 47 = i PR 28 B, SE 9 )2 e S
TRIBITIRIRS
3.1 PIES ZE#yEEy

FGe R H R R I A R, PSR Ao
AR LIRRIFERM S S HE, RENEE
BRI .

(1) CHP MLAL: 38 i #h e RIR IR 3l & AL &
F, R BSS [ A PR A% 28 S, SE PR - - IR =P
TEAFE AR .

(2) P2G W #5: WAtk P2G & & iz f7 il f2, I
FEor R ERERLRS, W5 P2G 0 fif Ay v ik 7K B PR e 2
IO T [ BB Y S P2G R A 4 H i A
(electrolyzer, EL) } H %t 2 Jii #* (methane reactor,
MR) . %5 A TE Al 5 % 48t [m] g ] IR e 4 — 4 Ak
fire, FLATDARAL S, [R) B2 E T RE VR T 40




67 PR S BB IR X 255 REIR R SRR A Tris T

(3) EBA KL H s (hydrogen fuel cell, HFC): #f
EL 7= (& U T oh r BE A ARAE, S B A - 3
RERRA

(4) GB: il 2 B FE ARSI K, Sy £ fif 412
HERE, A -IRETR A AR A I A
32 AREH

PIES B v 2 5 S5 4 1 43 S i 4 20 SR AN T 3
A HRIE . Horp, B A HT LS o KR HE
Y B RE R A AR U K BE AR A R A 1B T 20
T2 2 RO PIES HIREAA A4 L fE . R9R
RLIRELL A RET R . R R R
AER A 7E TAE IR ERZ AT B 1 AL, ek
FAGE— (0 it BE B 45 Ay i o FLAR B4 A K 2
WA 275 3Rk [12,15]
3.3 BEATC XUziBthEZE

LIS TR B G SRR b - T2
TF1) 1) 5 28 58 L, 2 o i el X ARl 20 5 B ) A Ak A 56
G, e R BT VSC 0 2 3 PR A2 B 20,
Wit ATCSZ B L. F 2 B[R 4 4k, [A) A 3ife ot
PIES £ ¥riafT S5 it s .

ATCHEN—FEE T I MR 2 R G
J7ik, HAZ 0 BARH RE Hinr sl L. TP,
SCH T T PIES fIRHR 2 3R R4k 19 ATC 4544
W 2 iR, 45 9 60 53 10 B B ) B 7 R g, I
W PSR BTG A5 3, PIES MR IS 21 (14728 ik
— R [ B, N E AR, R &AL, HE
il RS RAT Ik o R RIS ZAE 55 PIES HL L S,
W AR, I SEEL I BES | SRR
""""" ZWETa
rmm;::mﬂ i FHAT S
fEb P

i FfE LAk
i PERIE RS |

B2 ATC 4#4
Fig.2 ATC structure

FEXMERBRZBFI0AL H bR, A3 1S ) Hiks 91 H pR
B, R R A TR R T AR . 7 B AR
BB rp A B R BT e RO RE % 7R U A
i B2 BER S TR PRB T A R E A/, 25k
Z2/NT B B, B AT A 3R A5 4 R Fe AL A, 2
5 1T 4 Hh B A IB AT SR

(D) PR HPR.

TEXUZ AR rh, 71 2 bl AR A B % s

2, Kl / MEZ T AR 9 A H ARk SR i, A1
5 W AL RE AR R R AR SO, TRk [ B2
P 0 M A P RS UL, A R O 11 e 5 8] K
HARH bR & BT

24 24
min Fis(1) = CM (0P (1) + > C™(1)x
=1 =1

P () + o0, (1) PE“Y<t>+P§“y<f>—ﬁ“)Hz (5)

(1) =argmin E() (P (t=1) + P (t=1)) (6)
(1) =o,(t—1) + [argmin E(t) (P (r—1)+
P (t—1)) —argmin Fies ()P (1-1)+
P (r—1))) (7)
A Fes(0) 8 ¢ BFBCN T 2 PIES 1817 4355 A ;
Cv (1) C () 7 o B REIR R GEAE ¢« TN Y
HLBE B R AR M A% P (o) P2 (1) 7350 4 PIES 1E
By I b R TR R G A B HL R R AR R
£y 12 W R )2 B TR SR AR i 22 i E(0) N
¢ BFBCN PIES 18 A TRkHEL I s o0, (1) T 2 0w 25 7540)
R, LA H br pREE s .

(2) FEMEHER,

1 JEBIRILL PIES Rk AR AL R B A5, 2RI
FE6F SCHb BT 2 B B A B AR bR AT R U DL A o
Tl ik H A 75 2208020 AN T AR RE YR 1 R O 4
TR RE JER 238, DRLcH ) 200 A H e S 5 XU
WA TR . EAR B A5 R8T

min E(t) =Y C(OP™ (1) +k Y Y elt)+

=1 ieN

kzZZ(ng’fi(t) _PDG,i(t)) +w,(1)

t=1 ieN

P (1)+

P () - 0| )

fo(2) = argmin Fis(1) (P2 (1=1) + P (t=1)) (9)
w, (1) =
w,(t—1) + [argmin E(1) (P2 (1=1) + P (1-1))-
argmin FIES(t)(Ple’”y(t—l)+Plg’“y(t—1))]2
(10)
Ao PR () | Pog,(0) 535855 i A PIES 78 ¢ I Bt
AU 8 B K ) B XU R S PR IE 9 5 () oK |
JEIX 8= 5 B B T )2 PIES HfE D 38 I 22
ki ky R 0,(0) B R AR ZE A B, LU
H b pR B

Wt ATC SEEL =i 38 B XUZ AR ZE 4, fig
i A7 AR5 IOt X 3l 22 % e e RN D HE S . i R
K HMIEAT KA O7 Xor $IH A 7 A, ik 1 SR ik
B, FER I T FES 5 R IR ERFL, &7 T X



2 HEHEAR 68

B T HTEE PE A At
3.4 FEEEBIERAEEH NN RS

Bl BT R AR 2S5 A7 Rt — P R
THETREVE A 2R, % I8 AL - 5 A IE Bt A 40
AR, Al IR 55 D0 (5 15 B B, i
R E AT R IR AC 5 LAAR T RER. AR AL K 22 5F
@zyywh

AU BIE R I T Y R e, R
2 55 3% 18] o R A e Wp R B O XA DR 45 23 T )
M, AN PR KEES . EaNIEMESS
A PR SR RN BEAS B A, RIVIK B0 £ 2y
5 ', PIES [0 3T YA LU 58 S AR Ry

K
max (UC—US)H(U,-—U?)ﬁi

i=1 (11)
st. U =U

U=U;
K U2, U3 = - 6 136 0 1> PIES BRI
P40, —MBERERE 5 T A R DL, BN SR
HAEBOL T B 1T 85ES U US I 27 6 FES
i I~ PIES #1738 5 Ja T kA8 Ak 75 s K WS 5 #4E
G5 BN Gy it B i > PIES IRLZS AN .
BT UM FRiE, PIES IR %5 7 = F & Pt
AT TN A ) ELAARAR AL BT 3678 R
Bi=a;—be; (12)

K
max C = H [Pei(Co—z)] X
i=1

K
H [PO,iCO - (P(J,i —.X',-) +xiyij|/3i

i=1 (13)
s.t. Py =0

O=sx,<P,

0=y,<C,

0=<z<C,

A e, HE i A PIES BT BR S o, b N H S
B, TR ABBUE; C AU 5 B EARRL
255 Pou MR i A PIES BT REIR A 5 Col L4k
TR 26 38 5 Bfys 2, %5 i A PIES M85 57 RE TR 1Y o
frs Po, R i A PIES 46 S 538 5 i In] b M 2%
W fiett; x, %5 i > PIES B 548 5 (U RE IR &5 v oA
55 i A PIES R3S By i B b Y BE IR AN 5 Py R B ff
Tkt N3RPT 3 = F &
5 PIES FRAY2E 5 ik B BFCRA . =TI
WL B AL R KAz AL, SCik [37] B kAT
RAWAR ., FEB T4 71, 2T PIES IR/ =
6 FT R T RORUZ A4, Sy B DX AR T R AT

WS, 6 .

g4 a0(12), A AT LIAE H, SChisiTag g
AN BEERGE & T PIES FARMIBRSIE bR . 1M
BT, gl AU A R R 5 AR 5 N [W] PIES AR 11
T 48 1E 2 5 8 E5 A E B, Bk Bk | A
SRR R 1) R AIRAE 2S5 AR AR B B X RE R
THE R T AR RC 5 i B b i 25, T &
PIES FAARM BB . WAL G HLHIZ RIS, X
— iR AL T PIES (AR Z AL AR
3.5 KfEHE

PIES XUZ ML AREALK i AR WAl 3 B .

SRR BUE R
A, R =1

PIES AR H & RE
' WX AR, 2
flihik22, | | FEPIES: MAEEAT ||| 25 G AX
BEAR YKL PR ST SRAR L oAk B RESR L i 5 00
A=+ o B, A s A
) TG T N
— ————|ARYEF BE K St | | | E R #EPIES
~R%&FEm | SR N
PIES - HiR PSPIESARIITT | | | AIH] A REVEAZ 5
S BRIV || 2 G g
FHREEEL, AN *
PIES{R IR
AR s e, B
IRPIES R A=, JF
R 4% = 67 e e 3
T LA T R X P
HERHE || [P &R 2R TR
AW, SRR
, 2 4B i
BT sk
%12 TR

3 PIES MEMUEBKERRIE
Fig.3 Solving flowchart of two-layer
optimization model for PIES

AR AL IRINT .

AR 1: i A PIES AN [RIZERYRE IR M fr . XUH B
K 7 LA KR IR A 55 5 S BGH A TR R Ak

AR 2: T 24 PIES M4l B B 4551 BhnittT
Ak

I 3: A3 R A TR SR, IR A5 FH B 2 g
ARSAIEIR . T RN EETIOR, Ko HES 4L
FEERFES.

HE 4 PR RBICN 2SI
R A 5 0 i U A B o R 2 R B & IE
AL,

ABR S TR RS -2 #E USRI E R X A
B HBEHATEIE, HEH TR YOR, BB IE
JE PR S L E 6. ke g &R,
L2 28 H S0 R ISIURA



69 AR 55 FIEBR LRI X R REIR R GURBR 5T is 1 T 5

K 6: EM B NI IRE LA, FIRHE
SRR AR BRIRALTE R . EE T U B A
X YA £ 43 ) A A TR A

IR 7 45 BIMIRAR 28 B A8 AT e L R I 4,
g

SCHA L - 5 T R TR ALY PIES
I TR A IR A R B L AR, R I A0 |k
BERVEL AL R IR A B B M A, Rl MATLAB H
YALMIP T EAU i CPLEX SR fif# 2 EA TR ff

4 BB

41 EHEIHEIR

DL A KU i MR PIES O 5], SR A
MATLAB H () CPLEX K fiff % X XUZ G Ak A5 7Y 1
iR, 2L 1 h A, 24 h R R HEA TR0
B, BEE 3 Mg

Vs 1A S XA 7= e o B M 42 9 3k 3
Y PIES Z8 35 .

Yise 2: HEWAL o, IHE = 6 N E A X
W38 Gy L) PIES IR 2T B |

Y5 3: F gk, I =7 & W& i
B AL (14 PIES AR 25T JH
42 HEMRKLER

3 Fidg s PIES WA H REUR I A | £ b
A BHE R B H B R RN ER 1R

F 1 3#IFFRT PIES ZTHIE
PIES operation data in three scenarios

{1 NS Rakib i)

Table 1

Mgt/ Mgt/ iBAT

gt kW kW AIE B/kg [(1CO, MW -hT]
1 185017 49000 23607 41331 1.157
2 14651.8 123012 24002 33139 0.855
3 146512 123555 23957 33102 0.808

(1) AFZ BRI PIES £ 550 4h

TER A = & BEAT AR BR AL AL, U5 PIES
R E AT AT, PIES LAZE B84 45 fRe it
FUBR, 1] L GRS B0 19 R R il AL BT
T FHBET R o XA, R RETRAS & it &5 b
T o s AT RAS, Ao 20 T GB. CHP %51
AT AR R A B AR R HE R R . [, 555 1k
it SR A A BT PIES A RE RS & A $2 5
B B3 3 SO 4 BRI, 38 X 18 4 A i i Jl s
AFE, H T PIES i H Wiz liA . MKIERE,
XML H T PIES BUMR B G I 2205 A o A
B HECA B T LAFE tH, 1% 56 T PIES BY5E H Ak
TR A 2 PR, Bl SR RE TR A% R A A 1Y

Fm, 73 PIES RN G A5 1R AIK, HXF T
FH PG 67 g B St Ak REAE AR & A OKE . AR
PIES [ Bizf7T UAKAR, (H 2R 25 XA R 4 ok
FEEE R

(2) TE = T H MR ST, BB 62U HE ik
B TR LAY PIES £ 551 A b

127 B W BCE BB s oy e, LS
il i S HE By = HAR PR AL . R 1 w]
HI, 7525 AR AR AL, = & XF )2 PIES #E17H
AE WL, OF MBI th & £0%T PIES 42 i I fig
#I . PIES AW R N 2 &5 B 4, FHAESS
R BB R . WERHER T LA, 2= T
PIES % H i HEA S 5 B B T R .

(3) TE = FH MRS, B B Ak i O AR B
FHTRBRI AL PIES £330 45 9

TE =V 6 N BC S P4 i e A A e, LA
SEEEAM Bl R HE I Ry T H AR AR Ptk . 7E
ZYET = AR A B ik LB TR E
PIES #F47 FH AE W45 JF 4 10 1, 1M PIES WA FRAR
W N = F 5 N R AR A, TR . FE, =
G 38 T AT O AR R R R 4 E R AT AR TR
I i e 2 VA D N o N R S T BUR G P
REVE L T B E I A . INBRHECT LR, 125
st MY PIES % H Ak HEACE BB B R R, B P2
T FH 6 283t 1) B0 o i 34t A BT REAIR, S8 T e i 2
T LA
4.3 HEOIERITLL TR

XT3 Figy s T O AR R W 1 22 T AR E AT R
H AT
4.3.1  JFHARBRIAS ARG B 3B

& 4 Jy 3 Fhiz st PIES M RESS 4, BN [E] )5
LI HREZAL S T

X AN 32 4T 5 6 W B R LT LA
R, B UL A A ROR 5 18 S8 Bir s =ik 22 2 LI 7Y
REFELS M TEAL 25 R 2R . S5 Tk 38 5 ALl B iE
AR 22 B LA A 880 20, X — & B g
A A E PR B AL (R A R o (AR 0,
15 58 Sy BIL ) 110 A 70 T i 0 B AR I 4% B (R 2 B
W EZ S BN S, BAOF R RS
SR HR K 45 B A X B 2R 5~20 4S8 S8 (an IX.
G R, B A B B i 45 ) BORH SC BT A2 o
e L7 o AN GRS NP (B3 Wy 1 (£ P ]
B AR A 7 I AN AU HE SR 5 ik 28 5 A AR Ak 1
Sy, B T LA G i R S R R R
o of A5 2 ik 2, 38 FH TS [ 2 A8 RRL AR 1 £ 1k 3=



2 HEHEAR 70

2% 3%

53%

(a) B5t1 (b) 5t

3%
44%

53%

(c) H3¢3
AR, e i e SRR

4 PIES geilRH#IN G EEXTEE
Fig.4 Comparison of PIES energy input proportion

A, Wb T AN DO R B B, =P
BIEE TR A, ST T OUEROR, AATRER
AR
P43l PIES Z 5 (L AL B M 1 2 i 7 TR FHE
LSRG R Y 28U AL 2 o 1B 5 SRy St sk O A0 A
J& PIES & Hig 47 iAXT
30000
25000
1R 20000 |
§ 15000 |
E 10 000 |
5000

WAL T

R A5
AR AR R ARG S A A R A
5 PIES B HIEITHR AL
Fig.5 Comparison of daily operating costs of PIES

NZE TR G A B AT HT, BRI B LA = T4k
T, AR A 7 P RB S5 F Y- o T 3 R I LR B4
£ o BRHEHCE B ORI D R A Tl X R HH ) FR B
TR AR, [R5 B &40 PIES BERFE A 7 XUt
PRI T RGNS A RSN TAERCR, BERK T
& HA, AL T RFE MY A . BARRE, %
T A X A TR A 2 Ak 2s, AT T PIES
Z SRR A 1 AU

PIES i AL AT J5 A H OBk HE i X E AR 5 an &1 6
Fiizs . X HC AT, PIES dEATMRAR AR AL )5 , A H ik
HEcE A T ARG . BORAE L2 R i 1 A
7 il i 2 AR IS BEW BT B W, R DA AR
F, T iz 8 E S0d > T A = i RE
VERR A 1 R Rk HE R &, FLYE AR B PIES 9 IE %

A PRI GRS B ] B, A T Atk T el XA AR AL

HERE

4000 I g {7y wmm 1AL ST

3500

3000

2500

2000

1500

1000
500

RHEE kg

0
00:00 04:00 08:00 12:00 16:00 20:00 24:00
fit %1

6 PIES & HixHEEXT L
Fig.6 Comparison of daily carbon emissions of PIES
4.3.2  PIES sz fyid # i RE T -fRiA 20 A
7, 8 /R T4 10:00 AT 17:00 P4~ S pif
ZIH) PIES $&52 i it U AL T J= A4 BE L #1185 U 17 O
HARER AL A kW, BRI R kgCOy/h,

______

i | AL
/NIy Il
12721 B3[[10 2018 256.2 0 808.2 1

\ — — L

1
! 1
! |
! 1
NI 83.3[[ 1100 - ——» s550kkhg797 - IEI
! 1326.5 226.5 275 it |1 15471 !
| 1 500 Ej 003444/ 1485 200 1 |
! = — 600 444120 0 e I{j'
| IS 0yyvo - " :
1 . |
3 ' 1
1
1

______

== s

fits | 908.8 *————*
15s [z kbR
Pl 21245

— HRE — AR — ARE — ARE — BEUL - BRI
(a) AL RTPIES SRR I L A

U | S -
VA 13[] 70 e
1 17223 ! 513.2 697.2 111 808.2 1 |
(i p=e—H————= — - == i g

| - = 36880537 - =

| 1866.7 126836002 689 7477 1 !
1 1526.5 Eg 52695 |tsss 200 | !
Vo > — 40M448 248 _’"*'ﬁﬁ'
W\ 1053 1053 31139¥7623 | e o RESGIH
A “00 o|10™ 0 308 36¢[y58.3 [ ! !
' : A hos [  535.4 47161 i
1777295744y 5354 | 2281 t 4716 1 -
| [wr] = tfsg]!
2665y 200 4|4266.5 7714 F-- -4

of |10 . B

‘ e 15543

— AL — MR —— e — ARk — BRI - IR

(b) P4k J5 PIESBE BRI 1]

7 WRRMALHEIE PIES 10:00 gEFERAXTEL
Fig.7 Comparison of operating energy-carbon flow at
10:00 of PIES before and after carbon flow optimization

AT AT LIS B4 18

(1) AE G Bl 2 5 G fr i AN AR I RTHE (4
B A RE AT T2 Pr a7 % &, 2RI AN
R AR A — R BEIR, 10K 5 BUX U e
LERG KA, BEMI EOEE T CHP Jy ERYBETRE &
VA B 7 LA R A ] 28 A 44 i R o T
CHP J& T i B HE B3, ORI Ras 47 AL 5 Bk
WURTR , 877 A R R HE R . FE&] 7(a) FP R B
N 28R T A S BERR R R SR T



71 IR S B IERAR IR X 25

A RER RGN Tra T R

G B
| ol
R 179 10 A 1
' 086 T 0310 656 1065]] 88071 ,
G == ——— = I = A [bs]!
66311796 331200526 4 -
1 18233 170 7437 762.7 7|1 289.10 |
i ' EL 18.44| 419 CHP| 200 ' 1
V(e :7947 247 36084172 0 -~
NG 589 158.9 74 BATLIY L o ! =)
1 1 - 8 E n .
______ so7y| oo E@__,l 324}|y528.4 ﬁﬁg& ! !
S rb2oolT 4036 | g9 xT 36451 |
7.7 \ - — N
[Mz] ]!
‘ .
796y 20 f 4267 939.7 4= ——=*
of[4o ‘ 397 BB
‘ 2 23217
—
529

— HRE — BRREE — B — &RE — BRI~ BRI
(a) AL HTPIES HE AR IAL I 1)

______

1

! " VA
i mis 1791110 6434 720 ofl  ssozi M|
(e p—= ! > — ==L fi | |
NIRRT FTT —-=160.781256.1 — = ]
1 1 (11118 !
1 1816.6 7506 787.6 8 !
! 047 [EL] 047 oof|ts7 200 ! !
A Y = 1747517 34.9 o0 = g
| " 17378>9 ]%EQ 153 3320*“64 ' 743 T = :
1 1 B 398, .. e | |
______ 5334 of|*o == 157.24| y255.8] i 74| . !
[] 24 304] ] (5504 250 ¢ 36451 !

MR A
' B = 1
1y A gy c———=s

of |10 i . LI L

‘ - 1963.8

— HAE — MVRRE —— B — Rt — BRI~ IR

(b) 24k J5 PIES RE I AR VAL It I

B8 mumit{LaE PIES 17:00 geimmmxiLt

Fig.8 Comparison of operating energy-carbon flow at
17:00 of PIES before and after carbon flow optimization

WAL AL IS, PIES I fE 7 b A58 1 -, 4o
I 7(b) iz, CHP & GB BIRERL S0si5 8 T 8.3
T .

(2) FE R Z AR SR A BE VR, 2 BE I = 0R H
TR A AL A E . 1B 7. 8 X L Ze il v,
i AL T PIES J 55 200 T LA HFC & 32 19 A e
GRS, A RE 1SR DL R LR FE RN & BT R
MR E . S tifbs, A ReERe ARG iy i
RS, AR TET F AR FIAARE R AL TT .

(3) MBI JZ 4347, PIES B8R HERCA 15t B
BT BRI . B 7. K 8 £, PIES 7845
FE A0 o B NS AT, 8 2 e L AN DU HE AL
PE8ie
fig

RN T 3 R0, FHRESS A Bt i R AR
DR 7 A W T 2 B HE O R A e
7 Tia) BRRHE ST 7 PERL R, A5 B HE A VA 59 5]
TS, L RE W L7 H 67 P R HE A BRHE L B2
TR 2T B IS AN DU B O B
2 PIES i o 1 B A i E B BT S50H s, B RE A B
AR GRS AR T, IR B TR A 2
F.
i A3 He PIES 7 A [a] 5w A8 AL RiT Ja 1 4 H 6
iy R BRI, RESS SE N EDUL MR B SO 2
HEMERS T B HEBOKF I BGERCR . WK 2 /LR
h, SERERk ARG, PIES ffa kA T RENT
B o 189 E— 2L XS L T Wi U AL AICR 5 B i Xk

Lo AR, G5 R W, BR324 Ak
T B R A A 3, (ER B T A AL 5 1) B A e 347 Y
H 80% (1)} ] BEERR Tk 38 7y S i 25 5L, AR ASR
BT B ih e 52 &) e m o 3 L3 AT LASIE
SCHE R A0 O A SR W Rl 2 T A A ARt B R
P

* 2 PIESEHRMANETIERTEHRE

Table 2 Load carbon potential of PIES before and after
carbon flow optimization ~ #4i: tCO,/(MW-h)
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load carbon potential of PIES after Nash bargaining
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Low carbon economic operation strategy of park integrated energy
system considering carbon flow optimization

GUO Yuchen"’, WANG Qi'?, WANG Meng'?, WANG Zhiyuan'?, LIU Yuchi'?, CHEN Yan’
(1. School of Electrical and Automation Engineering, Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing 210046, China;
2. Jiangsu Province Integrated Energy Equipment and Integration International Joint Laboratory, Nanjing 210046, China;

3. Nantong Tongzhou District Power Supply Branch of State Grid Jiangsu Electric Power Co., Ltd., Nantong 226300, China)
Abstract: Although numerous studies have investigated low carbon optimization for park integrated energy system (PIES)
under dual-carbon goals, few have proposed strategies to enhance carbon efficiency from carbon flow analysis. Therefore, a
cloud platform-based low carbon economic operation strategy for PIES is proposed, considering carbon flow optimization.
Firstly, a two-layer collaborative optimization architecture is constructed, where the upper-layer cloud platform designs a
carbon flow optimization module to provide suggestions to the lower-layer PIES, then the lower-layer cloud platform adjust
their energy consumption plans for collaborative optimization. Secondly, the load carbon potential indicator is developed to
measure the carbon flow of PIES, guiding them through the cloud platform to reduce load carbon potential and improve system
carbon emission efficiency. Additionally, a Nash bargaining module incorporating carbon efficiency is designed to maximize
participants' benefits of multi-subject transactions. Then the target cascade analysis method is applied to solve the two-layer
model. Finally, simulation results verify that the PIES operation strategy considering carbon flow optimization can reduce
carbon emissions, improve carbon efficiency, and enhance economic benefits while promoting energy trading between PIES
and increasing carbon profits.

Keywords: park integrated energy system (PIES); carbon flow optimization; carbon flow theory; analytical target cascading;

carbon emission efficiency; low carbon economy optimization
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