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Need to include stochastic models in control problem formulation
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x(t)#Q#')(0%::#:1*1%
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min
u

Ew




N−1�

k=0
�(yk − r(t+ k), uk)





s.t. xk+1 = f(xk, uk, wk)

yk = g(xk, uk, wk)

umin ≤ ut+k ≤ umax

ymin ≤ yk ≤ ymax, ∀w
x0 = x(t)



w(t) ∈ {w1, . . . , ws} pj(t) = Pr[w(t) = wj]

πih = Pr[z(t+1) = zh | z(t) = zi], i, h = 1, . . . ,M

pj(t) =






e1j if z(t) = z1
... ...
eMj if z(t) = zM

s�

j=1
pj(t) = 1, ∀t ≥ 0

x(t+1) = A(w(t))x(t)+B(w(t))u(t)+H(w(t))
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J(u,w) �
N−1�

k=0
�(yk − r(t+ k), uk)

min
u

Ew [J(u,w)]

min
u,α

�

α+
1

1− β
E[max(J(u,w)− α,0)]

�

min
u

Ew [J(u,w)] + ρVar [J(u,w)]

min
u

{max
w

J(u,w)}
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p(w)

J
βQ`Ra

19/4^:#^(#D)(4^(A

α

J(u,w)≥α

Ra

performance
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average loss

risk
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minEw



x�NPxN +
N−1�

k=0
x�kQxk + u�kRuk





lim
t→∞

E[x�(t)x(t)] = 0
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Ew(t)[V (x(t+1)]−V (x(t)) ≤ −x(t)�Lx(t), ∀t ≥ 0

V (x) = x�Px

B,()(H*4L#7`gGC
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L = L� > 0

minEw



x�NPxN +
N−1�

k=0
x�kQxk + u�kRuk





min
S�

j=1
pj



(xjN)�PxjN +
N−1�

k=0
(xjk)

�Qxjk + (ujk)
�Rujk





pj =
N−1�

k=0
Pr[wk = wj

k]

S = sN
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xjk+1 = A(wj
k)x

j
k +B(wj

k)u
j
k

{wj
0, w

j
1, . . . , w

j
N−1}, j = 1, . . . , S
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ujk = uhk
uj0 ≡ uh0

ymin ≤ yk ≤ ymax, ∀w

min . . .+ pj(xjk)
�Qxjk + . . .
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k = 0 k = 1 k = N

u0
w1
0

ws
0

w1
N−1

ws
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x0 = x(t)
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�rel = 0.1

�rel = 0.4
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J4->#*#:%b@%40%#(E#+/:1@)?*40%:#/:#0(4:/+%)%+

{w0, w1, . . . , wk−1}

wk ≡ w(t), ∀k
wk ≡ w(t+ k)

wk = E[w(t+ k)|t]
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k = 0 k = 1 k = N

u0
w1
0

ws
0

w1
N−1

ws
N−1

x0 = x(t)

x1N

xSN

ws
N−1

w1
N−1

u11

us1

u1w0 wN−1 xN

k = 0 k = 1 k = N

u0
x0 = x(t)
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{wk,wk+1, . . . , wN−1}
wS
0

uS1 wS
N−1

k = 0 k = 1 k = N

u0

w1
0

w1
N−1

x0 = x(t)

x1N

xSN

u11 -#$"'%(+0C8'"D

J4->#*#:%b@%40%##(E#/4'@1:#
/:#('1/&/H%+L#19%#:*&%#u#&@:1#?%#^((+#E()#*--#
'(::/?-%#+/:1@)?*40%#w #

{u0, u1, . . . , uN−1}

uj ≡ u, ∀j = 1, . . . , S
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< ,%*46:b@*)%#:1*?/-/1>#^@*)*41%%+#?>#-/4%*)#E%%+?*0A

< X9%#-&+#/'-&(#0#+"B$%@$"#$#0(4+/1/(4
0*4#?%#)%0*:1#*:#19%#E>F#0(4+/1/(4

p(t) ≡ p, ∀t





Q Q
√
p1(A1Q+B1Y )� ··· √

ps(AsQ+BsY )�

Q W 0 ··· 0√
p1(A1Q+B1Y ) 0 Q

... ... ...√
ps(AsQ+BsY ) 0 Q



 � 0

V (x) = x�Q−1x

Ew(t)[V (x(t+1)]− V (x(t)) ≤ −x(t)�Lx(t)

u(k) = Kx(k), K = Y Q−1

Q = Q� > 0, W = W � > 0

L = W−1
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w(t) ∈ {w1, . . . , ws} p(t) ∈ P
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< =E#################D%#9*2%#*#%+,!-&#0(41)(-#')(?-%&#82-34"/$+-(5#29#(+#:P ≡ D

< X9%#&()%#/4E()&*1/(4#D%#9*2%#*?(@1#19%#')(?*?/-/1>#+/:1)/?@1/(4#p(t) (E#w(t)#
19%#-%::#0(4:%)2*1/2%#/:#19%#0(41)(-#*01/(4

P ≡ p P ≡ DP ⊂ D

;+"-$%B'&(B$"$--
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min
u

Ew




N−1�

k=0
�(xk, uk)





s.t. xk+1 = A(wk)xk +B(wk)uk
E [V (A(w0)x0 +B(w0)u0)] ≤ x�0(Q

−1 − L)x0
x0 = x(t)

performance and 
stability are decoupled
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V (x) = x�Q−1x

H+&$I02#+42"*5#$.#%"*3*,*/'#^@*)*41%%+#?>#?*0A@'#:(-@1/(4#u(k) =  Kx(k)
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pi = power injection (decision)
ai = reserve capacity (decision)
r = intermittent generation (stochastic)
d = demand (stochastic)
pex = power exchanged (decision)
pas = power exchanged (decision)
Areq = required reserve for BRP (given)
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...
pnp

p1

p2
r

d

aex

pex

a1

a2

anp
Areq
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TABLE I: Generator Cost Data

Unit Qi ($/MWh2) qi ($/MWh) ci ($)
P1 0.009 30.375 398.025

P2 0.0225 73.35 292.275

P3 0.0488 61.488 489.952

TABLE II: Generator Data

Unit pmin
i pmax

i ∆pmin
i ∆pmin

i
P1 450 1100 -250 250

P2 50 500 -200 200

P3 50 100 -75 75

(P3), two intermittent generators, i.e., a wind farm (R1) and

a photovoltaic (PV) generator (R2), and one hydro storage

unit (S1).

Fig. 2: 12 bus power system

The characteristics of the conventional power generators

are given in Tables I and II, while the parameters of the

storage unit are summarized in Table III.

The PTU (sampling time) is assumed to be equal to

10 minutes. Real historical data were used in the sim-

ulations. Load and real-market price data are obtained

from the New York ISO (http://www.nyiso.com/
public/market_data/), while meteorological data re-

garding wind speed and solar radiation are obtained by the

National Data Buoy Center (http://www.ndbc.noaa.
gov/). Specifically, data for the first 22 days of January

2011 were used for creating scenarios at every time instant

k ∈ Z+, while the power system in closed-loop with the

scenario-based SMPC controller is simulated for the 23rd

TABLE III: Storage Data

Unit xmin
i xmax

i ∆xmin
i ∆xmin

i αi αc
i αd

i
S1 15 300 -120 120 0.95 0.85 0.90

uc,min
i = ud,min

i uc,max
i = ud,max

i
0 300

TABLE IV: Comparison of scenario-based SMPC with pre-

scient optimal control and certainty-equivalent MPC

Algorithm Storage No Storage

Cost Cost Avg # of nodes

Prescient-OC 6427979 6879741

CE-MPC 9778750 9819518

SSMPC (erel = 0.1) 7134582 7245962 350

SSMPC (erel = 0.2) 7144011 7249401 335

SSMPC (erel = 0.3) 7148494 7250207 172

SSMPC (erel = 0.4) 7179848 7264505 87

SSMPC (erel = 0.5) 7224912 7267497 50

SSMPC (erel = 0.6) 7239985 7277410 38

SSMPC (erel = 0.7) 7259491 7298023 31

SSMPC (erel = 0.8) 7255246 7312092 26

SSMPC (erel = 0.9) 7260424 7318643 22

SSMPC (erel = 1.0) 7260424 7318642 20

of January. Figure 3b depicts the load, total intermittent

generation (sum of wind farm and PV outputs) and the real-

time price for that day.

Fig. 3: Load, intermittent generation (left) and real-time price

(right) for January 23rd, 2011

Scenario-based SMPC (SSMPC) was compared against

prescient optimal control (Prescient-OC) where the complete

knowledge of the realization of the stochastic exogenous

inputs is assumed, and certainty-equivalent MPC (CE-MPC),

where the uncertain parameters are substituted by their time-

varying average values based on the historical data. The

prediction horizon N was set equal to 16 for both SSMPC

and CE-MPC. SSMPC was tested for various values of

the relative error parameter of forward tree construction.

Table IV summarizes the results of the simulations. As

expected, the average number of nodes is decreasing while

the simulations cost is increasing as erel increases. It is clear

from Table IV that SSMPC outperforms CE-MPC. In order to

examine the value of employing energy storage systems for

power systems with intermittent generation, we also compare

against the case where there is no energy storage unit in the

system.

Figure 4 illustrates the operational costs of the three

approaches during the simulation. Unlike CE-MPC, it is

clear that SSMPC can take advantage of the high profit

opportunities appearing when upward real-time price spikes

occur. The next three figures depict power outputs for the

three conventional generators (Figure 5), the state of charge

TABLE I: Generator Cost Data

Unit Qi ($/MWh2) qi ($/MWh) ci ($)
P1 0.009 30.375 398.025

P2 0.0225 73.35 292.275

P3 0.0488 61.488 489.952

TABLE II: Generator Data

Unit pmin
i pmax

i ∆pmin
i ∆pmin

i
P1 450 1100 -250 250

P2 50 500 -200 200

P3 50 100 -75 75

(P3), two intermittent generators, i.e., a wind farm (R1) and

a photovoltaic (PV) generator (R2), and one hydro storage

unit (S1).
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The characteristics of the conventional power generators

are given in Tables I and II, while the parameters of the

storage unit are summarized in Table III.

The PTU (sampling time) is assumed to be equal to

10 minutes. Real historical data were used in the sim-

ulations. Load and real-market price data are obtained

from the New York ISO (http://www.nyiso.com/
public/market_data/), while meteorological data re-

garding wind speed and solar radiation are obtained by the

National Data Buoy Center (http://www.ndbc.noaa.
gov/). Specifically, data for the first 22 days of January

2011 were used for creating scenarios at every time instant

k ∈ Z+, while the power system in closed-loop with the

scenario-based SMPC controller is simulated for the 23rd
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TABLE IV: Comparison of scenario-based SMPC with pre-

scient optimal control and certainty-equivalent MPC

Algorithm Storage No Storage

Cost Cost Avg # of nodes

Prescient-OC 6427979 6879741

CE-MPC 9778750 9819518

SSMPC (erel = 0.1) 7134582 7245962 350

SSMPC (erel = 0.2) 7144011 7249401 335

SSMPC (erel = 0.3) 7148494 7250207 172

SSMPC (erel = 0.4) 7179848 7264505 87

SSMPC (erel = 0.5) 7224912 7267497 50

SSMPC (erel = 0.6) 7239985 7277410 38

SSMPC (erel = 0.7) 7259491 7298023 31

SSMPC (erel = 0.8) 7255246 7312092 26

SSMPC (erel = 0.9) 7260424 7318643 22

SSMPC (erel = 1.0) 7260424 7318642 20

of January. Figure 3b depicts the load, total intermittent

generation (sum of wind farm and PV outputs) and the real-

time price for that day.

Fig. 3: Load, intermittent generation (left) and real-time price

(right) for January 23rd, 2011

Scenario-based SMPC (SSMPC) was compared against

prescient optimal control (Prescient-OC) where the complete

knowledge of the realization of the stochastic exogenous

inputs is assumed, and certainty-equivalent MPC (CE-MPC),

where the uncertain parameters are substituted by their time-

varying average values based on the historical data. The

prediction horizon N was set equal to 16 for both SSMPC

and CE-MPC. SSMPC was tested for various values of

the relative error parameter of forward tree construction.

Table IV summarizes the results of the simulations. As

expected, the average number of nodes is decreasing while

the simulations cost is increasing as erel increases. It is clear

from Table IV that SSMPC outperforms CE-MPC. In order to

examine the value of employing energy storage systems for

power systems with intermittent generation, we also compare

against the case where there is no energy storage unit in the

system.

Figure 4 illustrates the operational costs of the three

approaches during the simulation. Unlike CE-MPC, it is

clear that SSMPC can take advantage of the high profit

opportunities appearing when upward real-time price spikes

occur. The next three figures depict power outputs for the

three conventional generators (Figure 5), the state of charge
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(P3), two intermittent generators, i.e., a wind farm (R1) and

a photovoltaic (PV) generator (R2), and one hydro storage

unit (S1).

Fig. 2: 12 bus power system

The characteristics of the conventional power generators

are given in Tables I and II, while the parameters of the

storage unit are summarized in Table III.

The PTU (sampling time) is assumed to be equal to

10 minutes. Real historical data were used in the sim-

ulations. Load and real-market price data are obtained

from the New York ISO (http://www.nyiso.com/
public/market_data/), while meteorological data re-

garding wind speed and solar radiation are obtained by the

National Data Buoy Center (http://www.ndbc.noaa.
gov/). Specifically, data for the first 22 days of January

2011 were used for creating scenarios at every time instant

k ∈ Z+, while the power system in closed-loop with the

scenario-based SMPC controller is simulated for the 23rd
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TABLE IV: Comparison of scenario-based SMPC with pre-

scient optimal control and certainty-equivalent MPC

Algorithm Storage No Storage

Cost Cost Avg # of nodes

Prescient-OC 6427979 6879741

CE-MPC 9778750 9819518

SSMPC (erel = 0.1) 7134582 7245962 350

SSMPC (erel = 0.2) 7144011 7249401 335

SSMPC (erel = 0.3) 7148494 7250207 172

SSMPC (erel = 0.4) 7179848 7264505 87

SSMPC (erel = 0.5) 7224912 7267497 50

SSMPC (erel = 0.6) 7239985 7277410 38

SSMPC (erel = 0.7) 7259491 7298023 31

SSMPC (erel = 0.8) 7255246 7312092 26

SSMPC (erel = 0.9) 7260424 7318643 22

SSMPC (erel = 1.0) 7260424 7318642 20

of January. Figure 3b depicts the load, total intermittent

generation (sum of wind farm and PV outputs) and the real-

time price for that day.

Fig. 3: Load, intermittent generation (left) and real-time price

(right) for January 23rd, 2011

Scenario-based SMPC (SSMPC) was compared against

prescient optimal control (Prescient-OC) where the complete

knowledge of the realization of the stochastic exogenous

inputs is assumed, and certainty-equivalent MPC (CE-MPC),

where the uncertain parameters are substituted by their time-

varying average values based on the historical data. The

prediction horizon N was set equal to 16 for both SSMPC

and CE-MPC. SSMPC was tested for various values of

the relative error parameter of forward tree construction.

Table IV summarizes the results of the simulations. As

expected, the average number of nodes is decreasing while

the simulations cost is increasing as erel increases. It is clear

from Table IV that SSMPC outperforms CE-MPC. In order to

examine the value of employing energy storage systems for

power systems with intermittent generation, we also compare

against the case where there is no energy storage unit in the

system.

Figure 4 illustrates the operational costs of the three

approaches during the simulation. Unlike CE-MPC, it is

clear that SSMPC can take advantage of the high profit

opportunities appearing when upward real-time price spikes

occur. The next three figures depict power outputs for the

three conventional generators (Figure 5), the state of charge
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of the storage unit (Figure 6) and the exchanged power with
the real-time market (Figure 7) for the power system in
closed-loop with the SSMPC controller (erel = 0.1).

Fig. 4: Operational Cost comparison

Fig. 5: Conventional power generation

VI. CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE WORK

In this paper we formulated a real-time market-based
optimal power dispatch problem for power systems that
can be seen as balance responsible parties participating in
the deregulated electricity market. Specifically, the power
system must balance its own loads while respecting opera-
tional constraints, minimizing production costs, and making
as large profit as possible by trading power on the real-
time market. The power system can contain intermittent
generation and storage energy systems, characteristics that
will become prevalent in future power systems.

We proposed a novel scenario-based stochastic MPC algo-
rithm for the solution of the real-time market-based optimal
power dispatch problem. The algorithm uses a scenario tree
generation algorithm in order to construct a tree suitable for
multistage stochastic optimization from a scenario fan and
solves a convex QP at every sampling time. The algorithm
is very flexible in the sense that the process of creating sce-
narios is separated from the solution procedure. Specifically,
the user can provide scenarios based on historical data or
coming from a time-series model of the underlying stochastic

Fig. 6: State of charge of the energy storage unit

Fig. 7: Exchanged electricity with the real-time market

process. The value of incorporating stochastic information
was examined on a non-trivial 12-bus system using real
historical data for simulation, showing clear advantages over
simpler certainty-equivalent MPC methods and achieving
large cost savings which stronlgy encourage the use of
stochastic MPC for managing electric power systems in
today’s (and tomorrow’s) markets.
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