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Abstract: Optimal energy transmission dispatching of microgrid systems involves complicated trans-
mission energy allocation and battery charging/discharging management and remains a difficult
and challenging research problem subject to complex operation conditions and action constraints
due to the randomness and volatility of new energy. Traditional microgrid transmission dispatching
mainly considers the matching of the demand side and the supply side from a macro perspective,
without considering the impact of line loss. Therefore, a Hierarchical Deep Q-network (HDQN)
approach for microgrid energy dispatching is proposed to address this issue. The approach takes
the power flow of each line and the battery charging/discharging behavior as decision variables
to minimize the system operation cost. The proposed approach employs a two-layer agent opti-
mization architecture for simultaneously processing the discrete and continuous variables, with
one agent making upper layer decisions on the charging and discharging behavior of the batteries,
and the other agent making lower layer decisions on the transmission energy allocation for the line.
The experimental results indicate that the proposed approach achieves better performance than
existing approaches.

Keywords: microgrid; optimal energy transmission dispatching; deep Q-network; deep
reinforcement learning

1. Introduction

With the rapid development of the economy, industrial and residential power con-
sumption is increasing day by day, and energy demand presents a diversified and per-
sonalized development trend. At present, long-distance transmission struggles meet the
requirements of multi-scale distribution networks for power supply reliability and diversity.
In order to address these power needs, research on the efficient operation of microgrids
has received increasing attention and become a strong support for the green development
of a low-carbon society. A microgrid is a regional power generation, power distribution
and power consumption system composed of distributed power sources, energy storage
equipment, power electronic energy conversion devices, power loads, monitoring and
protection devices, and control components. Its purpose is to use distributed power sources
flexibly and efficiently, solve the problem of full consumption of diversified energy sources
and realize the stable operation of the power system in the region. However, due to the
intermittency, randomness and uncontrollable nature of new energy power generation,
new energy alone cannot provide a sustainable and stable power supply. Therefore, it is
necessary to use adjustable power to meet the diversified demands of power loads.

As an important part of the new power system, the microgrid is being promoted on a
large scale as the main distributed new energy consumption method, and it plays a key role
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in maintaining the smooth operation of the distribution power grid. The deployment of
microgrid systems can effectively address the power needs of remote areas, islands, or areas
that cannot be connected to a larger grid. With the further research into and application
of microgrids, how to efficiently manage power distribution and energy transmission
in microgrid systems to maximize economic benefits has become a significant research
direction. However, different from the traditional large power grid, the operation and
dispatching of microgrids faces many challenges: (1) The uncertainty of intermittent
renewable energy power generation makes it difficult for a microgrid to make accurate day-
ahead dispatching plans based on prediction, resulting in the imbalance between supply
and demand; (2) Bidirectional power flow caused by connecting distributed renewable
energy power generation into the grid can easily cause busbar voltage fluctuation, resulting
in the instability of microgrid operation [1]. Therefore, due to the complexity of energy types
and application environments, the overall economic operation optimization of microgrids
faces certain challenges [2,3].

Compared with the optimal dispatching of the current large power grid, the optimal
dispatching of the microgrid is more complicated. Distributed power sources in the
microgrid have different forms and different operation characteristics. New energy sources
such as photovoltaic and wind power are greatly affected by the weather and environment,
and their power capacity is small. Many scholars have put forward their own solutions
to the problems faced by optimal dispatching of the microgrid. The economic and social
benefits of microgrid operation are usually considered in the optimization of microgrid
dispatching to minimize the operation cost and ensure the health and power balance of
the system. The literature [4] aims at minimizing energy production and transmission
cost, power loss, and load-dumping operations, to improve system performance to the
maximum extent in general. The literature [5] manages the variables of the power system
through optimal power control and supplies the load at the minimum or a reasonable
cost without violating the system constraints. In order to improve energy efficiency, the
literature [6] proposes a LAN energy management method based on optimal energy flow
to realize accurate control of distributed energy storage.

Although the above studies have solved the power distribution problem of microgrid
lines to a large extent, these studies have not fully considered the grid structure of the
low-voltage microgrid and its power distribution characteristics. Due to the low-voltage
power supply characteristics of the microgrid, the line losses of its transmission lines cannot
be ignored. The traditional research usually ignores the influence of line loss, which has
some deviation in Hierarchical application. Therefore, in order to solve this problem, a
comprehensive optimization dispatching model of microgrid energy considering line loss
is proposed in this paper. According to the characteristics of microgrids, a multi-time
Markov decision model was constructed, and a Hierarchical deep Q-network (HDQN)
method was designed. The optimal decision estimation of discrete variables and continuous
variables was realized through a neural network, so as to obtain the approximate optimal
dispatching strategy, which involves complicated transmission energy allocation and
battery charging/discharging management.

In essence, the microgrid energy transmission dispatching problem studied in this
paper is a constrained non-linear programming problem. However, the current research
mainly focuses on the overall dispatching of energy and lacks in-depth analysis and research
on the energy distribution of each power consumption unit; that is to say, it is difficult to
allocate the power of each line.

Considering the relationship between power and voltage/current, the microgrid
optimal transmission dispatching problem studied in this paper is a special nonlinear
programming problem, that is, a quadratic programming problem with quadratic con-
straints. Therefore, in this paper, power flow control is included in the behavioral reward
as the goal, to form a microgrid power controller based on deep reinforcement learning,
in which the adjustable resources of load, diesel generator and energy storage device are
time-varying. The paper adopts a two-stage control mode. Firstly, the output power of
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the system should meet the load demand of the microgrid. Secondly, the adjustability
and continuity of the power output or input are ensured when charging/discharging the
energy storage. Finally, in the case of considering line loss, the power on all lines and
the actions of battery charging/discharging are controlled to ensure the dynamic balance
among renewable energy, energy storage, diesel generators and loads, so as to ensure the
optimal steady state operation of the microgrid.

Considering that the energy supply of the microgrid is provided by non-dispatchable
energy sources (e.g., photovoltaic and wind power) and dispatchable energy sources
(e.g., diesel generation and battery), its energy dispatching optimization is to optimize
power generation output and distribution line flow by regulating the supply of schedulable
energy and reducing the operation cost of the microgrid. Different from the high-voltage
transmission system, the distinct low-voltage power supply characteristics of a microgrid
result in significantly higher power losses as the line lengthens, due to the increased
current levels required for transmitting the same amount of power. Therefore, the optimal
dispatching of energy in the microgrid should consider the power loss on the distribution
line. However, most of the existing research does not consider the power loss of the
transmission line, making the operation cost predicted by various models higher. Therefore,
taking into account the power loss of distribution line, this paper reduces the energy loss
and operation cost of the microgrid by adjusting the transmission power of each line.

This paper is organized into six sections. Section 1 is a general introduction. Section 2
introduces the work related to the optimal dispatching of microgrids. Section 3 presents
the energy transmission dispatching problem in microgrid systems. Section 4 proposes
the deep reinforcement learning approach model and framework. Section 5 introduces the
experimental results and discusses them through case studies. The conclusion is drawn in
Section 6.

2. Related Work

The energy transmission dispatching problem involves determining the optimal sched-
ule for the transmission of energy over a network of transmission lines, taking into account
factors such as the availability of energy sources, the demand for energy, and the constraints
and limitations of the transmission system. This problem is particularly complex due to
the large number of variables involved and the need to account for uncertain factors such
as weather patterns and unpredictable changes in energy demand. To solve the energy
transmission dispatching problem, advanced mathematical models and optimization tech-
niques are used to analyze and optimize the energy delivery process. These models take
into account factors such as energy demand, transmission line capacity, transmission losses
and the availability of energy sources and use sophisticated algorithms to determine the
optimal schedule for energy transmission. Overall, energy transmission dispatching is a
critical component of the energy industry, as it enables the reliable and efficient delivery of
energy to customers while optimizing the use of resources and minimizing cost.

In order to optimize the energy dispatching strategies of microgrids in intermittent
and random environments, many scholars have proposed model-based optimization dis-
patching methods. The literature [7] proposes a dual MPC multi-energy microcomputer
optimization dispatching strategy based on the TUBE model prediction control (TMPC).
The model mentioned by the multi-energy microgrid has a good robustness. A rogue mixed
integer two-order cone planning (R-MISOCP) model is proposed to use the elastic opti-
mization dispatching of microgrid to achieve minimal cost operation of the microgrid [8].
The literature [9] proposes an optimal energy management strategy, considering the MMG
network that minimizes the operation cost of running constraints and carbon emissions and
realizes the optimal dispatching of energy. The literature [10] presents an energy manage-
ment method for multi-energy microgrids based on DQN, which overcomes the challenges
of complex energy trading and multi-energy coupling, demonstrating superior conver-
gence, stability and operational efficiency in a three-MEMG test system. The literature [11]
proposes a two-stage random planning model such as new energy forces and electricity
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prices and carries out an optimization scheme for predict control through the model. These
methods need to establish accurate microgrid models for their solutions, but, in fact, most
of the micro-power grid systems cannot complete the accurate construction of the model.
Under the premise of a large number of assumptions, the optimized dispatching of the
microcomputer grid is realized. Therefore, when the environment becomes complex and
controllable variables increase significantly, the model-driven methods have problems such
as difficulty building, disaster and low-computing efficiency, and the scope of application
is limited. At the same time, considering that the microgrid is a complex real-time dynamic
system, the control method based on a model-driven control can no longer achieve the
accurate optimization control of the microgrid.

In order to reduce the dependence on the model, the data-driven method is proposed
in large quantities to solve the optimized dispatching problem of microgrids and improve
the economic goals as much as possible under various constraints. Chen et al. proposed a
modified deep Q-network to solve the power-charging and -discharging problem of user-
side battery energy storage, reducing the cost and energy consumption of the charging and
discharging of the industrial park [12]. Paudyal et al. transformed the mixed integer nonlin-
ear programming problem into a nonlinear programming problem based on actual needs
and established a three-phase power distribution optimization power flow model, thereby
reducing the computational burden and facilitating the Hierarchical implementation and
application [13]. The literature [14] adopted Long-Short-Term memory (LSTM), featuring
the past renewable power generation and load sequences, and continuously made opti-
mal operation decisions online without relying on prediction models. The literature [15]
proposed a multi-intelligent physical enhancement learning method with an attention
mechanism. You can learn the optimal strategy of microgrids without complex system
modeling and significantly reduce the cost of the microgrid. An online dispatch method
was used based on the real-time energy management of microgrids, based on imitation
learning (IL) [16]. A real-time optimization method based on value function was proposed
to minimize the total energy cost [17]. In addition, many people use simulation annealing
(SA) and adaptive dynamic programming (ADP) to process the optimized dispatching
problem of microgrids [18–21]. Significantly, various studies have not conducted actual
analysis on the energy distribution of various energy-consuming units, and it is difficult to
grasp the distribution of the energy flow on the transmission line.

At present, on the basis of comprehensive consideration of the randomness of dis-
tributed power output and the volatility of supply and demand prices, the mainstream
microgrid operation cost optimization uses the output power of diesel power generation
(DG), photovoltaic power generation (PV), wind-powered electricity generation, energy
storage battery and electrical load as the control variables [22–24]. Compared with high-
voltage transmission systems, microgrids are low-voltage transmission networks, and the
resistance of transmission lines has an important impact on the economic dispatch of energy.
The transmission resistance causes more obvious power loss in the low-voltage network.
In order to further improve the economic operation capability of the microgrid, energy
distribution that takes into account the resistance characteristics of the transmission line is
a direction that needs further attention. Therefore, it is necessary to consider the power
loss of the transmission line for optimizing and dispatching the low-voltage microgrid.
At the same time, we can dynamically optimize the energy dispatching, thereby reducing
operation cost [25].

3. Problem Formulation

As shown in Figure 1, this paper considers a microgrid system, which consists of PVs,
DGs, batteries and loads. PV and DG are important carriers of energy required to support
the operation of microgrids and can provide energy for user side loads and energy storage
batteries. Due to the close correlation between the power output of photovoltaic power
generation and sunlight intensity, its large volatility restricts the accurate dispatching of
energy. The power output of DG and energy storage batteries is relatively stable, and it is
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an energy source that can be easily dispatched, which can ensure the stable operation and
timely response of the microgrid. The energy storage battery can be used as both a load
and a power source in the system. When the power output of PV and DG cannot meet the
energy demand of the load, the energy storage battery maintains the balance between the
supply and demand of electric energy through a discharging operation. When the power
output of PV and DG exceeds the energy demand of the load, the battery stores energy
through a charging operation to increase the consumption ratio of non-dispatchable energy.
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The paper mainly studies the power balance problem among the power supply side,
the load side and the energy storage side, as well as the power mismatch problem among
the controllable generation unit, controllable energy storage facility and adjustable load.
At the same time, if the power generation side does not have enough energy to meet
the demand of the loads, the charging and discharging of energy storage facilities and
adjustable loads will be considered. This process will continue until the mismatch problem
is resolved.

3.1. Photovoltaic Power Generation System Model

The power output of PV is directly related to sunlight intensity and ambient tempera-
ture. Its mathematical model can be represented by

Ppv = hpvQpv
GT

GSTC
[1 + θ(Tc − TSTC)] (1)

where ppv and hpv are the output power and derating factor of PV, respectively [26]. Gen-
erally, the derating factor is set to 0.9. Qpv represents the capacity of PV. GT and GSTC are
the light intensity at the working point and the light intensity under standard conditions,
respectively. θ and Tc are the temperature coefficient and battery temperature, respectively.
TSTC is the reference temperature of the energy storage battery. In actual operation, the
reference temperature of the energy storage battery is set to 25 ◦C.

3.2. Diesel Power Generation System Model

The diesel power generation is a dispatchable energy source, and the relationship
between its output power and operation cost can be given by

Cdg(Pdg(t)) = α(Pdg(t)∆t)2 + βPdg(t)∆t + γ (2)

where Cdg(Pdg(t)) and Pdg(t) are the generation cost and output power of DG; α, β and γ are
set to 0.00085, 0.11 and 6, respectively, in this paper [18].
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3.3. Energy Storage Battery Model

Energy storage batteries play a very important role in energy balance in microgrids
and can regulate the supply and demand of electric energy [27]. In this paper, the battery
charging and discharging model can be modeled by

Eb,t+1 = Eb,t − Pb,t × η(Pb,t) (3)

where Eb,t and Eb,t + 1 are the battery energy at time t and t + 1, respectively [28]. Pb,t is the
power output at time t of the energy storage battery. η(Pb,t) is the total efficiency of the
energy storage battery either charging or discharging. It can be represented by

η(Pb,t) = 0.898 − 0.173
∣∣Pb,t

∣∣/Pr s.t. Pr > 0 (4)

where Pr is the rated output power of the energy storage battery. The value of Pb,t is positive,
negative and zero for the charging operation, discharging operation and non-operation of
the energy storage battery, respectively.

3.4. Operation Conditions Constraints

Power balance of microgrid is the primary condition for the stable operation, and the
power demand and supply in each time period need to satisfy the power balance equation.
The equation is defined as

y

∑
i=1

Pload i,t =
m

∑
i=1

Ppv i,t +
x

∑
i=1

Pdg i,t +
n

∑
i=1

Pb i,t (5)

Pmin
dg ≤ Pdg,t ≤ Pmax

dg (6)

0 ≤ Ppv,t ≤ Pmax
pv (7)

where Pmin
dg , Pmax

dg , Pmax
pv are the lower and upper limits of generator output power and the

upper limits of photovoltaic output power, respectively.
The output power of DG and PV is constrained by the upper and lower boundaries in

Formula (6) and Formula (7). The working time of the energy storage battery is limited
by Formula (8). Its power rating and maximum charging/discharging rate are limited by
Formula (9).

Emin
b,t ≤ Eb,t ≤ Emax

b,t (8)

Pmin
b,t ≤ Pb,t ≤ Pmax

b,t (9)

When the energy storage battery provides energy for q loads, the total power allocated
by the transmission line must meet with the constraints

0 ≤
q

∑
i=1

ui,t ≤ Pmax
b,t (10)

Correspondingly, when the distributed power sources in the microgrid provide energy
for f energy storage batteries, the power distributed by the transmission line needs to meet
the constraints

0 ≤
f

∑
i=1

ui,t ≤ Pmax
b,t (11)

Pl,t = I2
h,tRh (12)

Ih,t =
uh,t

Vm
(13)

The voltage Vm of the microgrid is generally 220 V. At the same time, the line loss of
the h-th transmission line at time t can be calculated based on Formulas (12) and (13).
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3.5. Objective Function

The goal of the optimization problem is to search the optimal power flow of the
transmission line at each time period under the given state variables and calculate the
minimum cost based on Formulas (5)–(13). Its expression is realized by

min(Ct) =
+∞

∑
t

Cdg,t(x, u) + Cm,t(x, u) + Cl,t(x, u) (14)

The operation cost of microgrid Ct mainly consists of the fuel cost Cdg,t, the operation
and maintenance cost Cm,t and the line loss cost Cl,t. These costs can be calculated by

Cdg,t(x, u) = Up × Pdg,t (15)

Cm,t(x, u) = (η1 × Ppv,t + η2 × Pdg,t) (16)

Cl,t(x, u) = θ1 × Pl,t + θ2 × Pb,t (17)

The price of the diesel is usually set as Up = USD 1.2, η1 = 0.0096, η2 = 0.088, θ1 = 0.08,
θ2 = 0.01 [29]. From Formulas (12), (14) and (17), we can find that both the constraints and
the objective function contain quadratic terms. Therefore, the problem can be understood
as a quadratically constrained quadratic programming (QCQP) problem.

When the energy supply of the distributed energy source can meet the energy con-
sumption demand of the microgrid, the energy storage battery can perform a charging
operation to store energy. Correspondingly, when the energy supply is insufficient, the
diesel power generation and energy storage system can generate enough energy to meet
the operation needs of the microgrid.

4. The Proposed HDQN Approach
4.1. DQN

DQN is a typical reinforcement learning method based on value function, combining
deep learning and Q-learning, and has good convergence performance. The structure of
DQN is composed of the current value network, target value network, error function and
experience replay unit. It estimates action-value functions using deep neural networks
(DNN). In order to solve the problem of instability and non-convergence of the DNN
approximation of the action-value function, the experience replay mechanism and target
network can be adopted.

DQN evaluates the action through the target network. The size of the action-value
function corresponding to the different actions is estimated to find the maximum action of
the motion value function and the decision of the smart body. From the principle of the
DQN approach, it can be seen that DQN can only handle limited action values. As the
action space increases, DQN’s computing volume increases sharply, so DQN is usually
used to process the task of discrete action space.

4.2. Hierarchical Deep Q-Network Approach

In the process of a microgrid optimization decision, the agent can meet the actual
demand of the load through a series of battery-charging and -discharging power decisions
and the power distribution of each line. However, the charging and discharging decision
of the battery is a discrete variable decision, and the power distribution of each line is
a continuous variable decision. Therefore, when considering the line loss of the low-
voltage distribution power grid, the energy dispatching problem of the microgrid is a
mixed-decision problem with complex constraints, including discrete action-continuous
variables. To solve these problems, an optimization approach based on DQN is proposed
in this paper. The neural network is used to estimate the action values, so as to realize the
decision of continuous variables. At the same time, the discrete action decision is realized
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by combining with the DQN network, and, finally, the energy optimization dispatching of
the microgrid is realized.

The action space of comprehensive optimization dispatching of micrometers includes
two types of actions. One is the charging/discharging of energy storage equipment, which
is a discrete action. The other is the specific transmission power of each line, which is a
continuous energy distribution. The energy storage equipment at the time of the charging
and discharging decisions will affect the future energy status of the microgrid system
and has long-term regulatory significance. Therefore, this paper designs a double-layer
HDQN framework in which the upper-layer agent is used for the charging and discharging
decisions of energy storage devices, and the lower-layer agent receives the decision-making
actions of the upper layer. Based on the upper-layer decision, an Actor-Critic network is
used to obtain the optimal action that minimizes the system operation cost. All actions of
the upper-layer agent and the lower-layer agent constitute the entire action space at that
moment, acting together on the environment to obtain the next state.

The HDQN approach framework is shown in the Figure 2, including environment,
experience pool, rewards and different neural networks. Agents at both the upper and
lower layers can sense the current state of the environment. The evaluation network of
the upper-layer agent can solve the long-term battery charging and discharging decisions,
and the action and evaluation network of the lower-layer agent can solve the optimal line
power distribution and output of each controllable unit at the current moment.
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4.3. Upper Layer Model Design
4.3.1. Rewards

The return r obtained by the agent after selecting actions according to the load demand,
power output and battery state of charge at time t has a negative value. Therefore, a higher
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return means a lower operation cost. The objective function can be obtained through
cumulative rewards, and this design allows the objective Function (14) to be included in
the rewards:

˜
rt = −κCt

κ =

{
1, Ppv,t − Pload,t ≥ 0
−1, Ppv,t − Pload,t < 0

(18)

where Ct is the system operation cost, and κ is an indicator function. When the photovoltaic
output is greater than the load demand, its value is 1, which gives the agent a positive
reward. When the photovoltaic output is less than the load demand, its value is −1, which
is equivalent to giving the agent a penalty, thereby affecting the agent’s decision.

4.3.2. State Space

The microgrid system includes multiple components, such as distributed new energy,
diesel generators, energy storage facilities and loads. The state space S is a collection
of all states. The state s(t) includes the state of the energy storage battery at time t, the
power demand of the load, the power output of the generator and the output power of the
photovoltaic system:

s(t) =
{

Ppvm,t, Pdg,t, Ebn,t, Ploady,t

}
(19)

where Ebn,t is the energy of the n-th battery at time t. Ploady,t, Ppvm,t and Pdg,t are the power
demand of the i-th load, output power of the m-th photovoltaic and output power of DG.

4.3.3. Action Space

Combining practical scenarios and considering simplifying training difficulty, the ac-
tion space of the upper layer agent mainly includes three situations: charging, discharging,
and no operation of the battery. When the value is 1, the battery is in the charging state,
when the value is −1, the battery is in the discharging state, and when the value is 0, the
battery has no operation.

ũ(t) = {1, 0,−1} (20)

4.4. Lower Layer Model Design
4.4.1. Rewards

The lower-layer agent minimizes system operation costs after upper-layer actions
are given. The reward function is set based on the system objective function, which is to
achieve cost optimization through cumulative rewards:

rt =

{
−Ct sum(ai,t) ≥ Pload i,t
λCt sum(ai,t) < Pload i,t

(21)

where λ∈R+ is a positive natural number. By introducing λ and adjusting the reward
function appropriately, the penalty factor is higher when the generated power cannot
meet the load demand. Therefore, under the condition of power balance, the system gives
priority to meeting the load demand while meeting various constraints.

4.4.2. State Space

The state space of the lower-layer agent is consistent with that of the upper-
layer agent.

4.4.3. Action Space

The action space A includes the output of controllable power on all lines. In this paper,
all actions are the transmission power on each line, which is taken as a continuous value
but is limited by the inherent attributes of the energy storage device, load and so on, such
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as the maximum charging and discharging power of the battery. The action space can be
expressed as

u(t) =
{

u1,t, . . . , uh,t
}

(22)

where uh,t is the power flow of the h-th transmission line at time t. The optimized control
law u*(t) is found by the operational decision s(t).

4.5. Implementation of HDQN

To realize the optimal charging and discharging management and energy transmission
dispatching, this paper uses the HDQN approach to control the actions of various devices
in the microgrid. The upper-layer agent performs calculations based on the observed
environmental state and its strategy at time t, thereby selecting a corresponding action
and transmitting the action to the lower-layer agent at the same time. Based on this, the
lower-layer agent calculates according to its strategy to obtain a set of determined actions.
All actions of the upper and lower layers of the agent act on the running environment and
obtain the next environment state. The algorithm steps are shown in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1. HDQN algorithm for microgrid

1: Randomly initialize the Q-network, the Actor network and the Critic network with
weights θq, θu, θc.
2: Initialize the target network Q-target network, the Actor-target network and the Critic-target

network with weights
ˆ
θ

q

,
ˆ
θ

u

,
ˆ
θ

c

3: Initialize replay buffer {R1, R2}
4: Initialize T, t
5: for episode = 1, M do
6: Receive the initial observation state S1
7: for t = 1, T do

8: With probability ε1. selects
˜

U random action
˜
u

9: Otherwise selects
˜
u = maxu(st, u; θq)

10: Execute action
˜
u, observe upper layer reward

˜
rt and new state St+1

11: Store transition (st,
˜
ut,

˜
rt, st+1) in R1

12: Sample a random minibatch of N1 transitions (si,
˜
ui,

˜
ri, si+1) from R1

13: Set yi =
˜
ri + γmaxuQ(Si+1,

˜
u; θq)

14: Perform a gradient descent step on

L = 1
N1

∑i (yi − Q(si,
˜
ui; θq))

2

15: end for
16: for t = 1, T do
17: With probability ε2 selects U random action u

18: Execute action (
˜
u, u), observe lower-layer reward rt and update state St+1

19: Store transition st, ut, rt, st+1) in R2
20: Sample a random minibatch of N2 transitions (si, ui, ri, si+1) from R2
21: Set yi = ri + γmaxuQ(Si+1, u; θu, θc)
22: Update critic by minimizing the loss
L = 1

N2
∑i (yi − Q(si, ui; θu, θc))2

23: Update the actor policy using the sampled policy gradient:
∇θu J ≈ 1

N2
∑i ∇uQ(s, u|θc)|s=si ,u=u(si)∇θu u(s|θu)|si

24: Every N steps
ˆ
θ

q

= θq,
ˆ
θ

u

= θu,
ˆ
θ

c

= θc

25: end for
26: end for

27: return (
˜
u, u)
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5. Experimental Analysis

This experiment considers a typical microgrid system, including a photovoltaic sys-
tem, a diesel generator, two batteries and two loads [21]. The time interval is ∆t = 1 h.
Reference [30] for the typical daily load and irradiation data. The batteries capacities
are set to 100 kWh in the experiment. The rated power output and maximum charg-
ing/discharging rate of the batteries are 16 kW. The initial energy of the batteries is
100 kWh. The rated power of PV and DG are 210 kW and 120 kW, respectively.

In this experiment, the Q-network of the upper-layer agent has three fully connected
hidden layers. Through a large number of simulation experiments, the number of neurons
is set to 300, 300 and 150 respectively. The activation function is the M-ReLU, whose hidden
layer has 200 and 150 M-ReLU neurons [12]. The upper and lower layers use the same
network parameters. The power transmission dispatching in this paper is a periodic task
with a 24 h cycle. In this experiment, some initial parameters are summarized in Table 1.

Table 1. Parameters of the HDQN for the Microgrid Energy Dispatching Problem.

Parameter Value

Actor learning rate 0.0005
Critic learning rate 0.0001

Batch size 256
Steps in one episode (T) 24

Discount factor 0.95
Iterates 1000

Calculation accuracy 0.0001
Replay memory 50,000

Figures 3 and 4 show the cost curves of the SA, ADP and proposed approach under
the same conditions. Figure 3 shows the total cost generated by the three dispatching
methods. From the experimental results, it can be seen that the total cost does not increase
substantially between 09:00 and 16:00. The reason is that photovoltaic is the main power
supply method during this period, and the total cost mainly comes from transmission
line losses. At other times, the photovoltaic output drops to zero. At the same time, the
diesel generator and the batteries serve as the main power supply for the load. Therefore,
the cost of power supply is relatively high. Figure 4 shows the cost per time step of the
SA, ADP and proposed approach. These experimental results show that the proposed
method spends less on each time step than the SA and ADP, and the dispatching effect is
better. The results show that the proposed approach costs less than the SA and ADP in
each time step and has a better dispatching effect. The cost of the SA, ADP and proposed
approach to provide services for all loads in one day is USD 1309.49, USD 1091.92 and
USD 1050.58, respectively. Compared with the other two approaches, the proposed ap-
proach saves USD 258.91 and USD 41.34, respectively. Obviously, the proposed approach
provides the optimal dispatching scheme, which can support the operation of the microgrid
with minimal operation cost.

Figures 5 and 6 show the energy outputs of PV and DG at each time period. Through
the analysis of the results, the energy outputs of PV and DG have a strong correlation.
DG does not operate between 11:00 and 15:00, while the output power of PV is in a high
operation state. At the same time, the energy output of PV can meet the energy demand of
the load and provide energy for charging the energy storage battery. At other times, PV
and DG work together to meet the energy demand of the load.

Figure 7 shows the power loss within 24 h, and the results show that power loss is
worth paying attention to in the economical operation of microgrids. The total power
losses of the SA and the ADP are 199.91 kW and 130.87 kW, respectively. Using the
proposed approach, the total power losses are 113.77 kW, saving 86.14 kW and 17.1 kW in
one day, respectively.
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The discount factor in the approach indicates the impact of the current behavior on
the future, and the larger the discount factor, the more the model focuses on the impact
generated by the current behavior. Therefore, the discount factor has an important impact
on the convergence of the approach. In Figure 8, it is clear that different discount factors
have certain influences on the system, but the whole system is within the error range.
Different discount factors can make the approach converge to the optimal value and have
the same convergence performance. It can be seen that the approach is effective for solving
the problem.
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As can be seen above, when the total power supply of the microgrid is greater than
the total demand, the proposed approach can achieve optimization of the operation and
maintenance cost. But, if there is a lack of diesel generators in the microgrid (or if the
output power of the diesel generators is zero), the total power supply may not fully meet
the total demand, and the total power quality will be decreased. In this case, it is necessary
to dispatch the power supply for different loads to ensure that the overall operation of the
microgrid is satisfied to the greatest extent in the case of power shortages.

Figures 9 and 10 illustrate the total cost and step cost of using the SA, ADP and
proposed approach without a diesel generator. It is still clear that in the absence of a
diesel generator, the total cost and cost per time step obtained by using the proposed
approach are lower than the SA and the ADP. The total cost of the ADP is
USD 80.4 per day, while the total cost of the SA is USD 122.5 per day. The proposed
approach saves USD 12 and USD 54.5 per day, with savings rates of about 15% and 44%,
respectively. When a microgrid system does not have a diesel generator, the most important
costs during the system operation are the line loss and the loss of energy storage batteries.
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Without a diesel generator, the total cost is reduced, but the quality of the power supply is
greatly affected, and the total power supply cannot fully meet the load demand.
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6. Conclusions

In this paper, the optimal energy transmission dispatching approach of the microgrid
is introduced. An optimal approach for energy transmission dispatching based on an
HDQN is proposed to achieve energy storage battery management and transmission
energy allocation of the microgrid. To reduce complexity, the system is designed in two
layers, each represented by an agent. The upper layer first makes charging and discharging
decisions for the battery, and the lower layer uses the power on each transmission line as
a decision variable, based on the decision results of the upper layer, to obtain a decision
result that minimizes the overall operation cost of the system. Simulation results show
that the proposed method combines the advantages of the HDQN to solve the problem of
power allocation optimization in the microgrid. In continuous variable optimization, the
proposed method achieves better performance than the SA and ADP.

The energy storage system is considered as a whole in the paper. In fact, there are also
some scientific problems about the charging and discharging dispatching and battery life of
different batteries within the energy storage system. Combining the line power distribution
proposed in the paper, battery charging and discharging dispatching, and the management
of batteries in energy storage systems, is a worthwhile issue for comprehensive energy
management and dispatching in microgrids.

Future research will explore how to determine the optimal capacity and location of
distributed power sources under stable electricity loads, taking into account the degrada-
tion of batteries and the diesel generator’s impact on the decision-making process of the
approach. Additionally, as the scale of the microgrid increases, its computational complex-
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ity will exhibit an exponential rise. In the next step, we will prioritize the consideration of
balancing the scale of the microgrid with the efficiency of the approach.
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