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ABSTRACT: In order to improve the efficiency of solving unit
commitment (UC) problem, a novel sub hyper-cube mixed
integer programming (SHC-MIP) model of the ramp rate
constrained UC problem is presented by using the technique of
hyper-cube (HC) projection, and a new deterministic method is
presented for solving UC problem based on the proposed
model and extended cutting plane (ECP) method. Named as
SHC-MIP-ECP, the proposed method involves reformulating
the UC problem into a tight SHC-MIP model with HC
projection, and applying ECP method to solve SHC-MIP by a
sequence of mixed integer linear programming. The simulation
results for 7 systems that range in size from 10 to 100 units and
24 hours show that the SHC-MIP model can get better
sub-optimal solutions of the UC problem than the traditional
mixed integer programming (MIP) when ECP method is used,
and the proposed method is very promising for large scale UC
problems due to its excellent performance and results.

KEY WORDS: unit commitment (UC); ramp rate constraints;
hyper-cube projection; mixed integer programming; extended
cutting plane
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Ak, A vHEALYERE AW T DL A H H 1)
PEACRAF R AT R e, T8 T b ) 3 27 R R A
RIER A m A AT A T S R Sk i uC
) ) oy — 2R vk . Horp s JRI v i ok
UC Il @A st A Y- R, PR P R R
PSSR AR, BHR B AT ELSRAG UC [l i8R RS A d5
DA, IR A BB P ML (mixed integer linear
programming, MILP)J5 &N UC 1] i ek
MILP, 18 17y R FH S T3 SCHIPF 192 1R TR B O )
(mixed integer programming, MIP)¥A LSRR, Xf
TN ) S, AT DL SE B sk AR T Benders
IIETTENRE UC 7)oy ik S MILP = ) JUR A2
PERAN 7 1) RAS R SR, 3831 () A ) 3fe 1~ 1 P A
& 1E SARE B s, Rk 7y LL UC Wl i
48 MIP BERL g SR AR S, i SCHR[A5) 95 . 0T
— LU PR R ARG MIP ) R, 5 e Tl el AR A AR
e, MFEEZLRA S AT AT P R — 0 AN e T R
BAEHO AT EON AL X I, AT RS MIP i) 25 1 B
KL R BB LR MIP $7, AAE I8l
B, AR1T UC [ 1)L 4 MIP BALA B 5eha (JL
VR RS R AT SR ) Y B, g ) A 3 A it ] AT R
FHZEIROR), IXAEAT T 3 SR A 12 1) 780 P WS S5
18, SR, SRAFI R R A S ORIE

Rk, A S SE3E 1 37 77 (hyper-cube, HC)
BT UC 1)/ — AN BB (R O T IR
BRI (sub HC MIP, SHC-MIP)#AL, 4R 54
I~ X E|F1Hi (extended cutting plane, ECP) /73K fi#
SHC-MIP, ATy S — R KA UC i il 1) pRadt e St
(e 52 P 5 72 (SHC-MIP-ECP) . T4 J7 VA AEIEAR T
P49 21 1 [ AC R, #O6 AY. UC ) @) WA T i
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2 UC [g)8ifY SHC-MIP &8

2.1 UC [al@ ) —Rgi=EY
UC i) 5 (1) 5 7N i A% s TR 29 R (7) ] R FH 2 Ak
I VRN A Syt R P2

H(Ion i vt)

Z Ui, 2 (U —Ui )T, 1) +0 (=16,
a(IT:,m 8
Z A=y )= (U= U (T )+ (D,

7=t

Hodr: st—1) ARG 25 0(ot) (o).
G0 M mio 3 % LT RIS 2
O(o,t)y=min{t+0—-1T}
n(w,t) =min{o,T -t+1}
6.0 = U Ui o max{0, T, =T, o}

Mo =Q=U )AL=t o) max{0,Toe ; + T, 0}

;EE‘:F‘ Uio E{O,l}\ Ti,o i//jj? E%Hﬁ%o
HITERN, X (©2)—6). B8)HIFidh

Au+AP<a, 9)

X u=(uiy), P=(Piy), i=1,2,N, t=1,2,-,T;
Au Ay I REHERE: ay R E IR E
HEAFEERABN U, 133 UC 1 # (1) —(7)
MV A #E 5 — Yk B K (mixed integer quadratic
programming, MIQP)F7#Y .
T N
min tZ:l:iZ:l:[aiui,t + BB, +7i(Pi,t)2] (10)
st. Au+AP<a,, u,e{01}

2.2 UC [8)REH) SHC-MIP = #!

H T MIQP(10) ) H A bR B AR £ P (WK R
HOREAE, 3 E0(10) ) L2 5t 1) 7 (10)cr(RF (10) H
B R ui e {0,1HA N 0<ui <L) FIEARME AT fE
ANETAT I S IAS TGV SE i H k. eI
i B A HRE (L0) H (AR B AR BB A A, N
MIQP(10) mJ % 4k 24 1 F ¥R & % % M K] (mixed
integer programming, MIP) i i .

T N
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AU+ AJP <a,
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Proj(A) ={(P,u,v)| P, =R\ (P - R) +u,PR,
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1) V-(10)=V-(11) =V-(13) = V-(14);

2) V-(10)cr=V-(11)cr, V-(13)cr=V-(14)cr;

3)Proj[X-(13)] = X-(11) , Proj[X "-(13)] = X "-(11) ,
Proj[X-(13)cg ] < X-(L)cq » V-(13)cr>V-(11)cro
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TR e, % UC ) SHC-MIP A5
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{min c'x ) (15)
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X x=(P,v), v=(vip); ¢ W AREREREG N =
{(x,u)[g(x,u)<0}, g(x,u)=[gi(x,u)], =12, N,
t=12,-,T, g (X,u)=aqu;, + Bu Isi,t +7 (Iﬁi,t)z —Vies
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FRERE 2 A N, N, JFBRE N
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A (16) KA (I LA rei@ L s (15) i i), U
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FPPHE I Q2 WA H 46 20(16) (1) T 4T 35
HEME LT 3 (15) A Al MEE) ECP SER %
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(AR, BILAENL RN 2 K D c
Q¢ TERCHTH MILP FA5h ) 81(16), HEADEE 2),

WU, FES L NEMNZIHAES,
NSRS BE 1) o] P 2= L0,

3.2 UC [aj@il) 2, =%
321 HEwL

3.1 WHIREOE IR DERES L AR ZIH
REELY, T UC [ ) SHC-MIP A5 R(15)H L 4R
A B Z AR (R AR v I ETPE), 45 B
WO =L, W2 AE15 0 8 (16) k Jo 5k, AT 2L
ECP S iykdks. A54i6 UC i [ B,
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Sh4 UC Il s 2 S0, Has AR i v 1 |k
A, NI QR B 2 RS XN
LML, A7 ARG ORI, AR R vig 1)

CRIT, MEAAR0<P, <u Flue{0,1}, A
MEFFR vi 1« ESY7 (SERTUREIE), B

Ui +ﬂ~i|5i,t SV S ¢ +ﬂ~i|5i,t + Uiy
L =LN{xu) | A7)}, Wy K& N2 kL.,
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ZER R 2. 3 FuR.

ARTTHRYE N AR L A, N (R AR 24
— RANEMEARSE, P24 N —AN St
Bho BAARLERATT:

1) A Mosek 6.0y — IRk s sk
fift SHC-MIP(13) 3% Lh2 it 1) /5 (13) cr TR IR
TR ) 5 (14) Ry IALAR A (P, UT) 5

2) ¥ N T IFTE AL MEL R gid(x,u) <0 7E P”
AEIEAT ST RL, BN B v ) B SA
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au; +(B +27, lsl*t)lslt _7i(|5i;)2 SV =
g +lBi|5i,t +7Ui ¢ (18)

3) 2 =LN{(xu)[(18)}-

pliBUR/ SiBlwr CEL E FREAIN LN WO MR TS TIAN
(1) MILP HA B w478 C & b #eim (15) 1 mf
17180, W ECP iyl iRk AL, wiASe
o9 4 AR 3 P s AR LR .

3.3 SHC-MIP 2R~ Y& FE~%

AN E R, ) SGRPP R EASRIER(15)cr
MAT A7k, 24 (16) e (X, u*) e N i, |7 X
BT (L5)cr (9 AT AT RO 0K (K U FIBR . T30
5 UC 1) L) SHC-MIP #4 (15) 1)) S F i =

kB S kB, A(16) AT AT,
NB, HEAMHy (X u)e N, BIRMEH . i
I ={r]g, .(x.u)>0}, h(xu)=g..(xu),
rel™, H h(xu)E AT UYL Ze T AL

oh ¢oh x — x¥
I (x,u)=h (x*,u)+[—, =<1 . . 19
L(x,u)=h_( ) [6x 8u](" ’“){u—uk} (19)

H T UC i i) b ek %, bl 1 (x,u) <
ho(x,u), 454 h (Gu)E X551 N c{(x,u)]
1 (x,u)<0, 7™}, B 1(x,u)<0 JX(15)/ 473
NOLNB K4Skt i i A A %K

HRE (X u)eN =1 (X u)=h(x*u)>0,
B 1(x,u) <O FIBR T M ik s v i) 5 (16) ¥ B
RO UY), AN 1(x,U) <O S EIBR (X U LY
THI(Ze A ER).

A Q= 2N{06U) | 1(x,U) <0, 7€ I*Y, II4k4k:
TR MILP(16), ic Hde Mg (X8 uY), i
g &t AR FI LR A B
— {(N~ NccQucGccq

V-(15)>---> &> > > &

Hy s 3 2 w0, JE Ik 5 INT SCEP A A
4 MILP A5t ) S AT AT 5, F XA AW & 1
MILP KT UC ) fBif#) SHC-MIP B4 (15), Ml
TEUTH AT UC il S B R A o
3.4 SHC-MIP-ECP B 5 &

GEATTR T, R 3L T SHC-MIP #%!
(15)LL 2 ECP J7ykskfi UC [n] i) SHC-MIP-ECP
VDR

D WHE k=1; HRKEARIREL Knax =105 WCSIOKG

¥ £,=10"%, £=0.8x107°; H L5 Y=10";

2) T 3.2 VPR IEIE R Q45

3D ] Mosek 6.0 H 7R 2 3 B0 I SR At 2 CR
FH 43 5 0 SF 1 2 PO, i SIOKS R 0.002) 3K iR
MILP(16), itk (K, uy, SR &

4) # m?k((hr(xk,uk))/gfk <ég , NfsiESKAE,

B H (15) (I ARARR (KK, U)o

5) HHE K, U R (PY u) i EEat(14) i
HFRREE, a2 25 B 2Y=min{Z", 2%}, c A
IR Gror=2(2" — £/ (29 + &, % Grar < &2 B k> Ko
s SR AR, A (AB) PR AR (K6, U)o

6) A (19) L FIR (K, U 1(x,u) <0, 4
Q1= 2N{U) | 1(x,u) <0, 7™}, k=k+1, BEA
LI 3D,
3.5 GREMAMTIESHT

A Q RE R RE TR, BT I Qe Ls
FrLk, SR ACE R b AR AR AR S (X U e
LNB, FEES LNB &4 UC i HC-
MIQP(14) I AT £, A LAS R LA # .
EIE 3 SHC-MIP-ECP Hik15 B AT B IEAR A
(x¥, u%), FCRR (PX,uf) #52 UC il ¥ HC-
MIQP(14) I AT AT fif o

AR E P 3, 4 2.3 Wiyl an, X
SEVEAS B AT AR A (K, U, Proj(P*, uf v*) thii
2TN 4t [ &4 UC [a) il MIQP(L0) M I AT itk -

THEFR IS, ECP S A (R AR A (K, U
7E SHC-MIP(13) A1z A aw il 7 (13) () e L i
TMARYEEFE 3 AI40, 2k ARt R (P, ) IIE
b HC-MIQP(14) i n] 47 3k P #5801 5K (14) 1)
i, BUASCATR UC 1) Bk gy ik, it xt uc
) R PR B 2 AT AT AR e, AT SR i R T 43
B BE— A REAR S ZR X N A UC )8 — AN ]
17, FAXATAT A AWHELL UC 1) 31 S i o

BEAE, AR, Uk R (PX,u) , FTHHEE HC-
MIQP(14) ¥ H bR e BufE, ik 2 %{Hh V-(14)
— A S, T UMYX MILP(L6) A &6
Wy V-(14) ) —A 5L, BI SHC-MIP-ECP Hi%:4F
AR R, HURESRAR— S MILP a5t 7] 45 2]
T UC i) BRSO R AN KT R
4 bR R Z2(BR Gaps=2" — £)e Gaps IR 1T H1 %1
T EnER TSR B RS, AT IR
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4 HEFRESHH

5 Bk SR 2R 85 0k« Lenovo-PC #L
Pentium (R) Dual Core 2.7GHz, 2GB RAM. %4
B TE MS-Windows 7 (64 bit)#4E 5 48 N4 ]
Matlab 2010b 4 2.

AR 10—100 HLAL 24 I B(WLAL S 520
SCHR[21]) LA & IEEE 118 15 & &4: 54 HLAL 24 BB
(Z W.oCHER[22]) 7 AN R GER 1, K30k B 5k
A k.

1) AR L8 UC [ 8 1) 5 H.45

1 M EEES AR o EXTHE T AT IC YR 4 R
UC [n)f8K MIP(11)F1 SHC-MIP(13) i1 &1, R ¥
23 e H 1, Frh V-(11)cr A1 V-(13)cr AT IELE
ELER A ) 1 (10)cr FI(14)cr 3R TF. WK 1 Fiox,
AHEE MIP(11), SHC-MIP(13) 3% £ 42 5t 7] {5 (13) cr
REfE RIS 5 R INAN M, J& UC L@ — NP
B, SHC-MIP(13)n] A 5& TIE LA i) UC )il
R TT 53 3 T FIPFIRNE  J3 SCE)
RS B A CR) I T At

T 1 2 MERIREER R LR
Tab.1 Comparison of 2 models in continues relaxation

tightness
KA V-(11)cr V-(13)cr BGURIEN
10 552 656 552 696 40
20 1105313 1105392 79
40 2210625 2210783 158
60 3315938 3316175 237
80 4421251 4421566 315
100 5526563 5526958 395

F 2 2/MREE MILP AR50 % EE R

Tab.2 Comparison of 2 models in MILP relaxation

tightness
EHE R
pilK:i)
" MIP(11) SHC-MIP(13)
gl ZU Gaps étl ZU Gaps R(;/%

10 554208 559888 5680 559888 2934 48.3
20 1103708 1115339 11631 1109065 1115143 6078 47.7
40 2201931 2225309 23378 2212211 2224558 12347 47.2
60 3300279 3335336 35057 3314748 3333319 18571 47.0
80 4399230 4446991 47761 4422076 4446901 24825 48.0
100 5496770 5556279 59509 5524817 5555849 31032 47.9

556 954

HhE
M
% MIP(11) SHC-MIP(13)
é-gl ZU Gabs 51 ZU Gaps Re/%
10 559624 559888 264 559690 559888 198 25.0

20 1114540 1115495 955 1114643 1115136 493 484
40 2222886 2224694 1808 2223231 2224476 1245 311
60 3330981 3334449 3468 3332473 3334315 1842 46.9
80 4440992 4445801 4809 4443168 4445600 2432 494
100 5550954 5556144 5190 5552396 5555585 3189 38.6
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Tab. 3 Comparison of 2 models in results

% 2 )\ ECP J7iE = 15—/~ MILP £ bt %
b MIP(11)R1 SHC-MIP(13)[) 5, ZEit i e
FE8 A MILP F4 3t i 510 H bR AE &8 X R 1)
V-4 EF 29 ETR PN Gaps LAZIE/IN Gaps (1]
F 43 Reo et ECP J7VER 0y 43 IR HIARSL 3.2
TR T FUE R NE LTI . Wk 2 BTUR,
To e R H AT R 5 e @0, AL MIP(LL),
SHC-MIP #5784 (13) ) MILP ¥4 5th 55 % (e 3545 56 K
(11 £, H SHC-MIP(13)REE 3573 T /NI Gans(H L
(1), Gas MM B35, WK 2 5 8 FIAN
% 15 517~ Rg)o

% 3 MRS ECP Jrvk vt Sigh (& sl ),
2B R T MIP(11) A1 SHC-MIP(13) ) % . 1
% 3 P, Joie K A Rl oy X e €y, A SHC-

HEER
iRk
" MIP(11) SHC-MIP(13)
BHS  Cumels Nit SIS Cimels Nit
10 564058 1.227 2 564 058 1.300 2
20 1125269 18.001 4 1124652  12.755 3
40 2246369  26.280 3 2243613 22.814 3
60 3367297 203.830 5 3365983  80.440 2
80 4494739 323.580 5 4483819 114.133 2
100 5606181 268.907 3 5606177 258.809 3
HhgET
LA
" MIP(11) SHC-MIP(13)

RIS Cimels  CR/s Ny TS Cimels CRB/s Ny
10 564017 1193 0458 1 563978 0.956 0.359
2 1123342 4593 0.467
2 2243079 7.538 0.519

20 1125177 9.389 0.540
40 2243327 17.303 0.584
2 3361766 41.414 0.591
2 4482103 69.560 0.595

60 3362010 85.820 0.543
80 4482434 129.516 0.609

N I e N N

100 5602584 169.776 0.588 2 5601954 83.738  0.662
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Tab. 4 Unit commitment schedule
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Tab.5 Comparison of different algorithms
_— RER TS
DPLRP  ELR®  1cA®l  1psDP® HTIA®T!  SFLAM  1cGAZ! GRASPPY  mAP!  Epi LRZM  psSO-LRE? A 3771
10 564049 563977 563938 565863 563462 564769 566404 565825 565827 565352 566107 565869 563978
20 1128098 1123297 1124274 1130724 1123207 1123261 1127244 1128160 1127254 1127256 1128362 1128072 1123342
40 2256195 2244237 2247078 2259652 2244643 2246005 2254123 2259340 2252937 2252612 2250223 2251116 2243079
60 3384293 3363491 3371722 3385176 3364226 3368257 3378108 3383184 3388676 3376255 3374994 3376407 3361766
80 4512391 4485633 4497919 4510903 4486511 4503928 4498943 4525934 4501449 4505536 4496729 4496717 4482103
100 5640488 5605678 5617913 5639437 5607511 5624526 5630838 5668870 5640543 5633800 5620305 5623607 5601954
TE: SR o b 2 BB 4 R T AR 45 9L DPLR k- F BRI bk B HAAS0TL: ELR S sscilb ek ) HAR Hid; ICA St il 32

AP

kST 3 H SR
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IPSDP N s e MRIE:; HTIA R4 taguchi fle 59k, SFLA JyiR &bk ICGA NI Hgm ittt 513:; GRASP Jyvi2EbidL A ik
MARRE D MA RIEREVL B UF 45 0 EP AULETTL; LR Ak A HAASHIL; PSO-LR Jyki T BERIA B HAAShYL
2) TR LR UC [ {7 B &G R .
RIS MR SCHR[28] e B HLAL 1. 3 Al 4 [ Ied 2y

A(13)cr fiE

KT 1, £ 6 NHBEEM EXTL T T
S € 25 oy, UC ] @1 MIP(11)F11 SHC-MIP(13)
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Tab. 6 Comparison of 2 models in continues relaxation

R9 TRIBZELRILE

Tab.9 Comparison of different algorithms

tightness R TS
W%

BLALB V-(11)cr V-(13)cr Bk IPSDP! NSCP MISOCP®Y Ay
10 552716 552760 44 10 567 034 567990 565 777 565 397
20 1105432 1105521 89 20 — — 1130647 1127437
40 2210865 2211042 177 40 — — 2259203 2251617
60 3316297 3316563 266 60 — — 3382470 3376821
80 4421729 4422083 354 80 — — 4511813 4501420
100 5527162 5527604 442 100 — — 5638456 5625531

X7 WEEERS A MILP faitkeoxs
MIP(11) 1 SHC-MIP(13) 1) S (€21 K FH AME T v X
9o W 7 Fian, K ECP Jridskfig 2 MR,
AL (1L), SHC-MIP #:iRU(13)/) MILP A4t B %%
(REfE IR T KM AL(E), H SHC-MIP Bi%(13)fE
W5 3AT /N Gapsr HAHEE I (11), Gaps A & W/ o

RT 2B MILP #3514 b5
Tab.7 Comparison of 2 models in MILP relaxation
tightness

Bl MIP(11)
o & 2 Gabs & 2 Gaws  Ro/%
10 561115 561369 254 561216 561307 91  64.2
20 11183401119588 666 11189221118879 539  19.1
40 22323052234286 1981 22326712234111 1440  27.3
60 33456313350801 5170 33477363350061 2325  55.0
80 44612924470460 0168 44676124470453 2841  69.0
100 55740295584831 10802 55789515583172 4221  60.9

#* 8 47t T ECP J5ik(2y KHAMELTILINAT)
SKAR UC 5] ) MIP(11) A1 SHC-MIP(13)2 AN )
TR SR, W3k 8 Fir,  HHTAH LAY (1) 5%
%, SHC-MIP #i#1(13) e LA D (kAR EL vt
ST TR], SRAG T S CHE L UC i 8 5 L (1 IR AR A

9 BT U €Y L) I A ST kS
Bk[9,28-29] M B &5 SR (& B sh S ) b g, o

“—7 RONVAT TP (T SCHR[9,28]1X 45 H 10
LA 24 MR G R4 Wk 9 fior, A
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Tab. 8 Comparison of 2 models in results

SHC-MIP(13)

MIP(11)
MRS Comels

10 565469 1.185
20 1128528 7.745
40 2252276 38.879
60 3379636 108.901
80 4507857 153.797
100 5632544 189.391

SHC-MIP(13)

Nii SIS Cimels Nit
565397 1.162
1127437 6.692

DIRZR

2251617 22.309
3376821 58.446
4501420 81.245
5625531 95.428

N NN R
T =

#: NSC A BB A AR MISOCP iR & 450 2 My HELRIZ: .
LMV, 6T 10 M4l 24 WBER S, LT
Fofth 3 ML, W THALRSE, B0 T SCHR[29].

BeCE T A HLAL I T A FE BRIk . Pupi=
Faown.i = 20%|3i? Riarti = Routi = |5| o K10 LA
L PV 4 IR SCR[30-31) T 4 SR L. E
* 10 AT, ASCEEREAL, X UHIA SO iR A
HAT R s

F10 TREEZERIER
Tab. 10 Comparison of different algorithms

KBNS

IRZE s

EALHNEY  IMO-ALHNE?  DEARY AR T7 ik
10 565804 565 804 565540 564143
20 1127214 1127172 1126385 1124800
40 2250584 2249848 2247999 2246236
60 3373636 3371962 3367656 3363946
80 4500589 4495954 4502186 4494322
100 5622563 5618569 5626162 5614071

B fa, R AL T ARSI VAR R IEEE 118 715
54 HLAH RS 45 5 LU 5 SCik[22,32] 1 LL A
WK 11 Prow, ASOO7kmgs B+ HAb 5%

F 11l XREHEMALLK(EEE 118 &%)

Tab 11 Comparison of different algorithms in cost
(IEEE 118-bus system)

Jiid ATk SDP[22] OAM[32]
KHLEA TS 1643968 1645445 1646993
5 Z5ig

FT HC 5, MiE T UC 8 SR A B
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—PRRAE UC [l OB IR 1k 725 o A7 B4 SRR A «

1) ML UC M8 MIP BERL,  FiTfg i 1)
SHC-MIP #5248, HATEUE (SRR L) 2 MILP 2
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2) AT HC Bo¥ AR B AR 51
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