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Abstract: Machine learning (ML) models have been widely used in the modeling, design and
prediction in energy systems. During the past two decades, there has been a dramatic increase in
the advancement and application of various types of ML models for energy systems. This paper
presents the state of the art of ML models used in energy systems along with a novel taxonomy
of models and applications. Through a novel methodology, ML models are identified and further
classified according to the ML modeling technique, energy type, and application area. Furthermore,
a comprehensive review of the literature leads to an assessment and performance evaluation of the
ML models and their applications, and a discussion of the major challenges and opportunities for
prospective research. This paper further concludes that there is an outstanding rise in the accuracy,
robustness, precision and generalization ability of the ML models in energy systems using hybrid
ML models. Hybridization is reported to be effective in the advancement of prediction models,
particularly for renewable energy systems, e.g., solar energy, wind energy, and biofuels. Moreover,
the energy demand prediction using hybrid models of ML have highly contributed to the energy
efficiency and therefore energy governance and sustainability.

Keywords: energy systems; machine learning; artificial neural networks (ANN); support vector
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1. Introduction

An energy system is a group of organized elements designed for the purpose of generation,
control and/or transformation of energy [1,2]. Energy systems may incorporate combinations of
mechanical, chemical, thermal, and electromagnetical components, covering a wide range of energy
categories including renewables and alternatives [3-5]. The advancement of energy systems is facing
critical decision-making tasks to satisfy numerous demanding and contradictory objectives considering
functional performance, efficiency, financial burden, environmental impact, etc. [6].

The growing utilization of data collectors in energy systems has resulted in a massive amount
of data accumulated. Smart sensors are now extensively used in energy production and energy
consumption [7-9]. Such big data has created a vast number of opportunities and challenges for
informed decision-making [10,11]. ML models have contributed to the implementation of big data
technologies in various applications [12-16]. Since prediction methods based on ML models simplify
the extraction of functional dependencies from observations, such data-driven models have gained
popularity in the energy realm [17-19]. Today, ML models in energy systems are essential for predictive
modeling of production, consumption, and demand analysis due to their accuracy, efficacy and
speed [20,21]. ML models also provide an understanding on energy system functionality in the context
of complex human interactions [22,23]. The use of ML models for conventional energy systems, along
with alternative and renewable energy systems, has been promising [24,25]. Due to the popularity
of the field, many review papers have emerged that present insight into present applications and
future challenges and opportunities [26]. However, the existing review papers either survey the
applications of a single ML model, e.g., ANNs [17], or cover only one energy domain, e.g., solar
radiation forecasting [24]. Consequently, the advancements of ML models and their progress in
various energy systems have not yet been addressed in the literature. Therefore, a comprehensive
review of essential ML models is the main objective of this paper. Consequently, the contribution of
this paper is to present the state of the art of ML models in energy systems and discuss their likely
future trends.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 the methodology of the research is
presented. In the section three state of the art of ML models in energy systems is presented with an
initial analysis of the database search. The ML models are categorized and the original papers with
high relevance have been reviewed. Each subsection contains a brief discussions and outlook on the
results related to each subject. Section 3 also includes an overview of recently emerged hybrid ML
models. Section 4 focuses on the latest advancement of hybrid ML models in the highly demanding
application areas e.g., solar, wind, and demand energy systems. Finally, in Section 4, an overall
discussion and conclusions are presented.

2. Methodology of Survey

The purpose of the research methodology is to identify, classify and review the notable ML
and DL models used in energy systems. In our comprehensive review, using the Thomson Reuters
Web-of-Science and Elsevier Scopus for implementation of the search queries would ensure that any
paper in the database would meet the essential quality measures, originality, high impact, and high
h-index. Furthermore, to present an in-depth review and understanding of each modeling technique
and its progress, we aimed at having four different categories for the models used in energy systems,
i.e., single ML models, hybrid models, ensemble models, and DL.

Figure 1 demonstrates the methodology of this review. In step 1 of the methodology the initial
database of the relevant articles is identified based on the search queries of: “energy system” and
“machine learning” or “neural network” or “support vector” or “ANFIS” or “WNN" or “DT” or “MLP”
or “ELM” or “ensemble” or “deep learning.” However, for every ML method, we applied a new search
query to suit that search well. These queries will identify the relevant articles, yet the queries are
uncertain whether the ML model belongs to either ensemble or hybrids. Also, some articles in the
initial database might not be relevant at all. For instance, a hybrid or ensemble model of ML may
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include single model (s). For that reason, steps 2 and 3 of the methodology are designed in such a way
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Figure 2. The growth in the number of articles during the past two decades.



the quantity of the literature on the use of ML in various energy systems (see Figure 2). Considering
the application areas of the database, ML models have been extensively used in diverse applications
of energy systems, especially for predicting electrical energy and renewable energies demand and
consumption. The continued growth of literature can also confirm the great potential of ML models
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comparative performance parameters are the root mean squargerror (RMSE) and correlation coefficient
(r), which are used to indicate the error|an Et{(iiswﬁ (ﬁ e models [27,28]; Equations (1) and (2)

represent these parameters. r=1-| = )
RMSE = 1
n l:1 . . . ( )
where x: represents the target value, xyi represents the predicted value, and # is the number of data points.
n
2
,Zl(xti — Xpi)
=
r=11- B ’ 2)
L (xt)

i=1

where x;; represents the target value, x,; represents the predicted value, and 7 is the number of
data points.
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Figure 4. Results for study by Abbas et al. (2018). Reproduced from [29], Elsevier: 2018.
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Anwar et al. (2017) [30] presented a novel strategy for generation scheduling and power
smoothing for a hybrid system of marine current and wind turbines. In this study, innovative



Energies 2019, 12, 1301 6 of 42

Energispior £f Al 620l kHtnrggented a novel strategy for generation scheduling and power smoqfhing
for a hybrid system of marine current and wind turbines. In this study, innovative strategies were
piopteggdstorenétjpadp osantt oneitngidteneynet fiedisr i titdramyetideitts. i@ndarmmness tierad] onaniss ofiment,
anahightypesdictablbigily prestictadlmdthe gobsgivethnoe fovd td agi epiivatptrateggnfop simiaksfoatidgy
liybsidisgsfemthBohtdbragsgdtantifRaltsirapglatt trtofikalveee chvedopedkio weed ide ielepedstfopredidt
speexdralspbed svif wh aspree dur sgresdn oote bedh ritili zeng et arodbel ed Amtd iz gVidth o aTime résu Asafythis
iviedlebsh diletire swlbsistindss of dHelpslesen tévk mudthsthelespyf Wiel gresenbeduseetiio dotogysfulljabecaeabe
poectdlsictuasiinb ynddceeasespderatyf wosi stivimgsnahd ensaidarbibleadispatohgschedidirg ferphabde
ghispaativacBediketig éonlp¢R047 pEidrasiwhaB AiXdNibatedl .a2piF B b asedsaa ANMN dHac¢rbaghsulahn
powssegs anptaiabidlis stodghasolANN weogdhmtabndéne kbpdst, anpaddic nloel éd velivddvelkapridity posd ot
twe lpuelizetl ceteotrigtityodastthetmalpaoabed ip laotsglospbadveitha froal baphants vetephedrneti th er el
dnekgipstpsage. dite teehmeleooergy stotagy Mas metfoontedreomip atindymalsepesadiared thwrmparioig
useffencselttimdzéthrerimaliblsape hooplyimnct thaxmbpptforisidrwerly and annual performance.

Chatziagorakis et al. (2016) [32] studied the control of hybrid remewable energy systems, wsing
requmearttneewahhetetoksko fortrestaseativatlven ditintisichforkchstingstiogebusied asirg merdaqueneakt
netwelkébwpridivtiore dfdtimur byt dnoadid yidy dodad Ina skihdiora dradivnirch dpeeddspe pdesastpde Sindads tthe
oéshétsimiuldteonimdiedted thadixated ribat rewsadneenwbnkewnsl capaibviondt dedisedpgllecepftaidti fating
estiepdaioin toteve kst thion taitalle stntheablekeidegersafedble energy safely.

Gallagher et all. QQUB)8)3B} Htutliddedheheustababiiitof oh aahihénled eaimgnio f dh¢hepoiptizsitiatioot
ofncerteitdiniy eneegesayisgsingsasneamaeheent verdfivetidizatiothis ipaples fhepeewthisenefvmashiné
eaching Hgmitignadgfon ttmmsgfoseviergs isa vidgss tirialnbiuid thin b wikdingsdiesk stheliedplidee myaphied
teaching lextniigyeschongistetmfsistadaoésk-neighbionsighippertsupgtort mectoinasachitifisj alrtifiaial
netved thetwlerksiadetisin areddiandriable rhabl exmidi maitteblertiolinergiteast kgisasepregsassioessidre
Tinedelsd gife gintitinti prrpenfvancas ceseveerealialadede dotcoppitiniviee mustid] parameters. The mesullis
demonstrated that models based on ML algorithms were more precise than conventional methods.
Results of RMSE hawe freem preesentted im FigureD.

m Monthly m Weekly Daily Quarter-Hourly
45

CV(RMSE)
[ R S T TS VS RN N
S b © b © th O

Lh

o

Bi-V.Lin. Multi-V.Lin. Decision tree k-NN NN SVM
Reg. Reg.

Figt¥ 8 RBYE Gaiticrfoseliy' b Pritlsrtiessir B¥ S hEsimsced famsbi EElseie s A8

3.2. MLP
3.2. MLP

MLP is an advanced version of ANN for engineering apphcatlons and energy systems; it is
cm%rleredSa%eea@%arfe&sédvr%a&%ff r?éﬁ%%ﬁﬁ 5%%1 ingering ARRlsatiors.2nd %%efa%gvaé%stﬁea%ﬁﬁfs
SRARGEESE fdfShe PO LIRS R SiiesIe ah %Vg&%rapnet%aafsf%e%rﬁl%eamm&
Sasinad fosraining pupes = heksds It aimpie and parilar msthad foxthe medeling and

rediction 0 a rocess anggfh tmimy cases 1t is considered as the control model. Table 2 demonstrates
ome Impor an papers in d

some 1mportant papers in th1s field.

Table 2. Notable MLP models used in energy systems.

Year Reference Journal Application




Energies 2019, 12, 1301 7 of 42

Table 2. Notable MLP models used in energy systems.
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The output of the system was measured for one year. The photovoltaic system output was simulated
and predicted by self-organizing feature maps, feed-forward networks, support vector machines,
and multi-layer perceptron. Ambient temperature and solar radiation data were these model’s inputs,
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Shimray et al. (2017) [ peﬁ%ﬁd a stud on the 1nst£Ntlon ofl hy(§ opower pllant sites ranking
usingiggylesttilafiel Sineaidrrmdistrstdiatynckdesihidsddpiraprdadel frasmditis Brediedprision

makers to rank potential power plant sites based on water quality, air quality, energy delivery cost,
natutelHAiiakdl- 28R k4 liprpscntad apasebisiieh thnd aign ads M engepesywiemadRiy seudl
poRmparisimbsitesem Imdikilayer perceptron and neural autoregressive with exogenous inputs was
presented. The proposed model has excellent ability to produce hourly solar radiation forecasts for
cheaper data such as relative humidity and temperature. The results of the best model are presented
in Table 3 for the developed model. The study proposes the NARX method in conjunction with the
MLP method. As is clear from Table 3, the proposed method has the best prediction capability with
reference to nRMSE and correlation coefficient values.

La o P D, TR p DR PR ol R B R [ D P SR I sy T B 7o TA & LA N p DR P B SR . e} B o DR - T & A 2



Energies 2019, 12, x FOR PEER REVIEW 9 of 43

ML Model The Best Structure r f

Energies 2019, 12, 1301 MLP 5-30-1 0.938  23.31 9 0f 42

NARX 15-10-1 0974 15.1

Fibia faResalts(20a73 14t qrerdd rmoddls Isiridby tinetthed. i (26X1] aRieprod inpd fopoAdl Jlbat siteg0idh king
using a Multi-layer Perceptron—Neural—Netweﬂrhrﬁ-ns—pmaer—a—mo&el—‘ms developed for decision

L Mo el .. The Best Structu e .
makers to rank potential power p s based > ality, energy delivery cost,
natural hazard, ecological 1@&& and pr0]ect561319r11t10n The %géé in t?ﬁ’sﬁvaper was ranking several

potential plant sites in India

3.3. EEM and Other Advaneed ANNs

In erder e find an advaneed version of ANNg, the keywerds of the seareh here were exireme
learning machine, Feed-forward neural netwerks, Back-propagation neural aetwerks, functienal
neural netwerk, Feedferward, and baek propagation. The ELM has a high speed of learning and the
proper ability of generalization. Talphe 4 s SRR IRRRA AR RApsRs ith s Rl

Table 4 Notable EEM models used in energy sysiems.

Y¥ear Regterance Jpounadl Apppiietiasn
Applictihermal | Optipamimsianetibedissthgaagm
2077 Avedastlredan(f2]] Hgineeriing systitnchidith withigeotht fwoal heatpump

dings  EREHTISTLoAREHpREAT aesentipamade!
26455 Eﬁa‘%?%eétail.[f‘@il m’éﬁy@ﬂiﬂﬁﬂé& ogg’fhﬂﬂﬂi&g b

2016 PremA]tagm Pﬁﬁ 0 gﬁl radlatlon

Valan Reggyfmaﬁaﬁfg@mogy Monthly avefﬁ%a.

ATasu [45]

2014 Yaici and Entchev [46] Athg‘ﬂnFEbﬁ“ﬁgal Performan@hémp@ﬁ@%?f@ﬁéﬁf thermal
i Engineering energy system

Arat and Arslan (2017) [42] presented an optimum design for a geothermal heat pump for a
distrigtahaaidngrsinst¢201 7)lited pdetanead draclstipnapagetion fepaniogtalgasitheas puaspuised. didiese
higatithsysteiere Thete-Riffiere (i gatepfgadisniedravepbdpgrivlangarst usad. Jteded alguvjitgate
{(veadiPola-Thbipres€otgd gBte\G radital t W asy cobgreshda e avdtstage S cile] €ovidgategeral thet FTR
pliaseteelvBISMompdst dvab thoaepleseds off thiy BrapedelFhn thivptopagad ohddelE Lhe saswltaef whis
sbidpshedvoddtieat e kabtgsNoRtaimib s omtifidNdYopese d enp dbdst e theudtsady e staldy Elgwwed
tlemenstrateestbbtairedlftion AdEKinent wadyiesoand thabdedypiededssatita gt SEdwaluastfatesabb
penatiaeten serdfiaielyt values, and Table 5 presents the RMSE values for each parameter separately.

1.01

1
0.99
0.98
0.97
=~ 0.96
0.95
0.94
0.93
0.92
0.91

B R A R A b L R L R s

3G C|E8 5388 E58EEEEE83583583883583588388358

CoP esys [COPsys| Wc Qcon | Qevp | WP2 WP3 nr Cinst Cop Csal NPV

Figure 9. # values of study of Arat and Arslan (3017). Reproduced from {43}, Elsevier: 2017

Table 5. RMSE values of the study of Arat and Arslan (2017). Reproduced from [42], Elsevier: 2017.
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Bagnasco et al. (2015) presented a study of power consumption forecasting (load forecasting
model) in hospitals. The presented artificial neural network utilizing a backpropagation training
algorithm canttddecl daddstitimeththdadnyiathatercanrcenaitiy: e éyxgalay day. (evgekdagkdaidobdaid
ardtheeather. Tataprdpespddpasedt tdpesashmlgorithrasitn ibe gasiy iintegra®dildite ManBuélding
Sfstergemeaitinys emsi tedh nys taranaséng isydtetns haseedthneliutes anel estBindatdesddy iseal
tonipdestdey ddtaaR Mspendtieschdate bRAAresdneslhiavBipeen Presented in Figure 10.
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3.5. Wi takes the benefits of both the theory of wavelets and neural networks and combines them.
This R o e N St Ihe R o R SR REorks A Lo e e
This method contains an FFNN with one hidden layer. One of the missions of WNNSs is to estimate
the function of a process or a trend or computing. A WNN can train the structure of a function using

a series of data and generate or compute an expected output value for a given input value [52]. WNN
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function of a process or a trend or computing. A WNN can train the structure of a function using a
series of data and generate or compute an expected output value for a given input value [52]. WNN
has f?gyﬁ,@l ?Zdvﬁ8?§ﬁisl?l¥ﬁ1%wer neural networks. WNN needs a smaller training amount than thg

method, and has fast convergence. Table 7 presents some important papers in this field.
has several advantages over other neural networks. WNN needs a smaller training amount than the

MLP method, and has fasta3f{eRsial IR P edelsatiekBhsasiap i papers in this field.
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Figure 14. RMSE and r values for study by Gu et al. (2018). Reproduced from [54], Elsevier: 2018.

He et al: (2018) [55] propesed ahybid forecasting model wihich was composed of thvee madules:
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Qin et al. (2018) [56] introduced online energy management control of hybrid electric vehicles
based on NDP to optimize battery state of charge and fuel economy at the same time. In the proposed
NDP method, the action network was a conventional wavelet neural network, and the critic network
was a multi-resolution wavelet neural network. The action network was constructed on the Morlet
function, and the critic network was stem from the Meyer wavelet function. Based on results, the
NDP EMS have a high capability the same as the NDP in online applications. Based on comparisons,
the RBFNN-based NDP EMS supports the efficiency of the CWNN and MRWNN.
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Table 8. Notable ANFIS models used in energy systems.
3.6. ANFIS
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Abdulwahid and Wang (2018) [58] introduced a novel protection method for preventing reverse
power flow developed on neuro-fuzzy networks for utilization in the smart grid. This study presented
an upgraded protection device using a newly developed intelligent decision support system (IDSS).
The presented IDSS was a decision system support system that coupled the robust specification for
fuzzy inference systems and neural networks. The proposed methodology can monitor extreme
environmental conditions.
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power flow developed on neuro-fuzzy networks for utilization in the smart grid. This study
presented an upgraded protection device using a newly developed intelligent decision support
system (IDSS). The presented IDSS was a decision system support system that coupled the robust
Eggg}efg%%ogk fl% 1fuzzy inference systems and neural networks. The proposed methodology 2B
monitor extreme environmental conditions.

Bassam et al. (2017) [59] developed an adaptive neuro-fuzzy inference to estimate the
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Mohammadi et al. (2016) [61] presented a method to identify the essential parameters for
forecasting global solar radiation utilizing an ANFIS selection procedure. In this study, a
methodology based on ANFIS was applied to identify the most related parameters for daily
prediction of global solar radiation. Three different cities were considered as case studies. Nine
parameters of extraterrestrial radiation, sea level pressure, relative humidity, water vapor pressure,
minimum, average and maximum air temperatures, maximum possible sunshine duration, and
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Kampouropoulos et al. (2018) [60] introduced a novel approach for multi-carrier energy systems’
energy optimization. In this study, an adaptive neuro-fuzzy inference system was applied to forecast
Entg}gejepﬁ)‘iv?E 2d%'&and 'of'a fzilctory, aer a genetic algo.rithm was used to model its energy ﬂOV\@"gPL&
objective of the optimization algorithm was to fulfill the power demand of the factory to reduce
optimization criteria. The proposed method was validated at SEAT.
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Sajjadi et al. (2016) [62] performed a sensitivity analysis using catalyzed-transesterification as a
renewable energy production system [63] by an ANFIS-based methodology. Influential parameters on
transesterification yield should be analyzed and predicted. ANFIS was applied in this paper to select
the most critical parameters based on operational variables. Experimental results were used to extract
training data for an adaptive neuro-fuzzy inference system network. The robustness of the presented
method was verified by the simulation results.

3.7. Decision Trees

The decision tree method is used to approximate discrete-valued target functions that the learned
function is illustrated by a decision tree. These methods are among the most powerful inductive
inference algorithms and are successfully used in many different energy systems. Table 9 presents
some important papers in this field.

Table 9. Notable decision trees models used in energy systems.

Year Authors Journal Application
2018 Aguado et al. [64] IEEE Transactllons on Railway electric energy systems optimal
Smart Grid operation
2016 Costa et al. [65] Electric Power Systems  Security dispatch mgthod for coupled natural
Research gas and electric power networks
2017 Kamali et al. [66] Applied Energy Prediction of the risk of a blackout in electric
energy systems
2016 Moutis et al. [67] Applied Energy energy storage planning and energy controlling
2016 Ottesen [68] Energy Total cost minimization in energy systems for

the prosumers’ buildings
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Aguado et al. (2018) [64] introduced a methodology for railway electric energy systems optimal
operation considering PV panels and wind turbines as renewable energy sources, hybrid electric
energy storage systems, and regenerative braking capabilities. The uncertainties related to renewable
energies were considered through a scenario tree methodology. All the compliments were coupled
into a multi-period optimal power flow problem. Results were reported for different cases for different
operation modes.

Costa et al. (2016) [65] presented a security dispatch method based on decision trees, which can
be applied to coupled natural gas and electric power networks against contingencies that may cause
interruptions. Preventive measures to the optimal gas production and electric energy generation were
performed based on boundaries of controllable variables and security regions determined by decision
trees. The decision tree’s rules give details of the security regions were tractable constraints and
were included in the optimization procedures of gas production and power generation rescheduling.
Kamali et al. (2017) [66] presented a novel two-stage method to predict the risk of a blackout in an
electric power network. Firstly, electric islands’ boundaries were determined to utilize a mixed integer
nonlinear programming method that optimized the cost of load curtailment and power generation
re-dispatch. Secondly, a data-mining method was completed to forecast the risk of an electric island
separation from the rest of the network. Several scenarios such as island and non-island situations
were analyzed and then used by the decision tree classification method to forecast a possible blackout.

Moutis et al. (2016) [67] presented a novel tool for utilization of decision trees for planning storage
systems in microgrids and controlling energy resources to balance energy for planned community
microgrids. The presented methodology was validated by sensitivity analysis for several case studies.
A test implementation was introduced for the utilization of distributed controller hardware to run
the algorithm of energy balancing in real-time. Ottesen et al. (2016) [68] used decision tree for energy
balancing and planning for planned community microgrids. The goal of this paper was to minimize the
total cost by trading in an electricity market and considering grid tariffs costs, imbalance penalization
and fuels use. The flexibility properties of the energy systems in the buildings of prosumers was
modeled bidding rules and handling the interrelations between hours were considered. Uncertain
parameters’ information structure was captured through scenario trees. Therefore, a two-stage
stochastic mixed-integer linear program was applied for bidding decisions and scheduling.

3.8. Deep Learning

Deep learning aims at modeling the hierarchical characterization behind data prediction patterns
through stacking multi-layer information processing modules. Increasing computing power and
increasing data size resulted in the popularity of deep learning. Table 10 presents some important
papers in this field.

Table 10. Notable deep learning models used in energy systems.

Year Authors Journal Application
2018 Chemali et al. [69] Journal of Power Sources Battery State-of-charge estimation
2017 Coelho et al. [70] Applied Energy Household electricity demand forecasting
. Computational Intelligence Estimation of the power consumption of
2017 Kim etal. [71] and Neuroscience individual appliances in the distribution system

Sustainable Energy, Grids,

2016 Mocanu et al. [72] and Networks

Prediction of building energy consumption

Energy Conversion and

2017 Wang et al. [73] Management

PV power forecasting
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Chemali et al. (2018) [69] introduced a machine learning methodology for state of charge (SOC)
estimation in Li-ion batteries utilizing deep neural networks. In this study, a new approach utilizing
deep neural networks was presented for estimating battery SOC. Training data were generated in
the laboratory by applying drive cycle loads for different ambient temperatures to a Li-ion battery.
As a result, the battery can be exposed to variable dynamics. The ability of deep neural networks
to encode dependencies into the network weights in real time was demonstrated. Coelho et al.
(2017) [70] presented a deep learning model for Graphics Processing Unit for time series forecasting.
A new parallel methodology for time series learning was designed. The presented methodology
was applied in a hybrid metaheuristic model for mini/microgrid forecasting problem (household
electricity demand). Calculated results demonstrated that the presented graphics processing unit
learning methodology was a robust deep learning tool to be used in smart sensors. Kim et al. (2017) [71]
presented a nonintrusive load monitoring method based on advanced deep learning. In this study, an
energy disaggregation utilizing advanced deep learning and long short-term memory recurrent neural
network model was proposed. Then, a new signature to upgrade the proposed model classification
performance in multistate appliance case was designated. It was demonstrated that the combination
between novel signature and advanced deep learning could be a robust solution for improving load
identification performance.

Mocanu et al. (2016) [72] introduced two novel models, namely Factored Conditional Restricted
Boltzmann Machine and Conditional Restricted Boltzmann Machine, for prediction of energy
consumption time series. The models were evaluated by four years of one-minute electric consumption
data gathered from a residential building. The results demonstrated that Factored Conditional
Restricted Boltzmann Machine outperformed ANN, SVM, RNN, and CRBM. In this study, predictions
were performed in various scenarios. RMSE and correlation coefficient were employed to compare the
results to choose the best model. Figure 18 presents the RMSE (a) and correlation coefficient (b) values
in case of prediction for a year with a weekly resolution.

Wang et al. (2017) [73] introduced a new method for photovoltaic electricity forecasting utilizing
wavelet transform and deep convolutional neural network. The deep convolutional neural network
was used to extract invariant structures and the nonlinear features exhibited in each frequency.
Numerical results demonstrated that the introduced methods could improve the accuracy of forecasting
for various seasons and different prediction horizons. Figure 19 presents the average RMSE values in
two scenarios, 45- and 75-min-ahead PV power forecasting.
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3.9. Ensemble Methods

Ensemble methods employ multiple learning algorithms in machine learning and statistics, in
order to reach the best modeling performance compared any other single learning algorithms. In
statistical mechanics, the ensemble method contains only a concrete finite set of alternative models
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3.9. Ensemble Methods

Ensemble methods employ multiple learning algorithms in machine learning and statistics, in
order to reach the best modeling performance compared any other single learning algorithms. In
statistical mechanics, the ensemble method contains only a concrete finite set of alternative models
but allows for a flexible architecture to exist among alternative models [74]. Table 11 presents some
important papers in this field.

Table 11. Notable ensemble models used in energy systems.

Year Authors Journal Application

forecasting of building

2015 Burger and Moura [75] Energy and Buildings clectricity demand
2017 Changfeng et al. International ]ournallof Control and Non-linear faglt features
Automation extraction
Cooling load forecasting in
2018 Fu, G. [76] Energy buildings
. . . . Human energy expenditure
2015 Gjoreski et al. [77] Applied Soft Computing Journal estimation
2016 Hasan and Twala [78] Interna.tlonal ]ourna.l of Innovative Prediction of the underground
Computing, Information, and Control water dam level

Burger and Moura (2015) [75] worked on the generalization of electricity demand forecasting by
formulating an ensemble learning method to perform model validation. By learning from data streams
of electricity demand, this method needed little information about energy end use, which made it
desirable for real utilization.

Changfeng et al. (2017) used ensemble empirical mode decomposition (EEMD) and multiclass
relevance vector machine for diagnosis of faults of self-validating air data sensing system. The
EEMD working principle was highlighted for distinct faults features extraction. The multiclass
relevance vector machine was utilized for fault diagnosis in a self-validating air data sensing system.
By the failure mode analysis and prototype design of the self-validating air data sensing system,
an experimental system was designed to verify the execution of the presented methodology.

Fu (2018) [76] presented an ensemble approach for forecasting of the cooling load of the
air-conditioning system. The presented approach was used for deterministic forecasting of the cooling
load with high precision. In this approach a deep belief network, empirical mode decomposition, and
the ensemble technique were utilized. The data series of the original cooling load was decomposed
into several components. The ensemble method was used to mitigate the influence of uncertainties,
such as data noise and model uncertainty, on forecasting precision. Figure 20 presents the RMSE
values of the study for each season by the employed models.

Gjoreski et al. (2015) [77] utilized the ensemble method for estimation of human energy expenditure.
In this paper, a multiple contest ensemble method was presented to extract multiple features from
the sensor data. Every feature was utilized as a context for building multiple regression models and
applying other features as training data. The models related to the feature values in the evaluated
sample were assembled regression models ensemble to estimate the energy expenditure of the user.
Figure 21 presents the RMSE values of the study for each activity by the employed models.

Hasan and Twala (2016) [78] presented an ensemble technique to monitor and predict the
underground water dam level. Six different classifier methods were applied for this goal. The paper
introduced a new method to select the most appropriate classifiers to construct the most accurate
ensemble. This methodology was based on the determination of the amount of mutual information
between pairs of classifiers and was utilized to find the optimum number of classifiers to build the
most precise ensemble.
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the electr1c load to several parts related to hlgh frequencies and an approx1mate part related to low
frequencies. The quantum particle swarm optimization algorithm was utilized for optimizing the
parameters of support vector regression. The validation of the method demonstrated that it could
provide forecasting with good precision and interpretability. Qu et al. (2016) [83] introduced a hybrid
model for wind speed forecasting based on fruit fly optimization algorithm and ensemble empirical
mode decomposition. The original data of wind speed was divided into a set of signal components
using ensemble empirical mode decomposition. Then, the fruit fly optimization algorithm was used
to optimize parameters of prediction artificial intelligence models. The final prediction values were
acquired by reconstructing the refined series. The empirical results demonstrate that the presented
hybrid model was better than some of the existing forecasting models. Figure 23 presents the RMSE
values of the study by the employed models.
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Renewable energy systems such as wind and solar are site- dependent and highly difficult to
predict [7,87,88]. The prediction model using hybrid ML models effectively contributes to increased
solar energy production [89]. The economic and environmental aspects of solar photovoltaic as a
renewable energy source have caused a significant rise in the number of PV panels in recent years. The
high level of computational power and data has empowered ML models for more precise predictions.
Due to the significance of prediction in solar photovoltaic power output for decision makers in the
energy industry, ML models are employed extensively. Table 13 lists some critical papers in this field.
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Table 13. Notable hybrid ML models in solar energy systems.

Year Reference Journal ML Model Application
. Hybrid Forecasting of the solar
2016 David et al. [90] Solar Energy ARMA-GARCH model irradiance
International Journal GRNN, RF, ELM and
2017 Feng et al. [91] of Hvdrogen Ener optimized back Estimating daily Hd
ydros 8y propagation GANN
. Gradient boosting, RF . i
2017 Hassan et al. [92] Applied Energy and bagging Modeling solar radiation
Salcedo-Sanz et al. . A hybrid CRO-ELM Estimation Of. da.uly global
2018 (93] Applied Energy model solar radiation in
’ Queensland, Australia.
2017 Salcedo-Sanz et al. Renewable Energy A hybrid CCRO-ELM Glf)b.al solar ra.ldlahon.
[94] model. prediction at a given point
. Forecasting the output
2017 Touati et al. [95] Renewable Energy Hybrid of M4, A.R and power of PV panels in
ARMA modeling - .\
environmental conditions.
linear quadratic . .
2017 Voyant et al. [96] Energy estimation Prediction of solar yields
2017 Voyant et al. [97] Energy Hybrid of multilayer For?ca'stmg of global
perceptron radiation time series

David et al. (2016) [90] evaluated performances of a combination of ARMA and GARCH models
in econometrics to establish solar irradiance probabilistic forecasts. A testing procedure has been
utilized to evaluate probabilistic forecasts and point forecasts. The results are presented in Table 14

and Figure 25.

Table 14. Results related to the study by David et al. (2016). Reproduced from [90], Elsevier 2016.

Method RMSE
Recursive ARMA 20.8%
SVR 20.8%
NN 20.6%
Energies 2019, 12, x FOR PEER REVIEW AR 21.3% 26 of 43
45 _
®Recursive ARMA (%) M™SVR(%) ®GP(%) ©“NN (%) ®AR (%)
40
35
30
¥
[=)
o 25
v
E 20
15
10
5
0
1 2 3 4 5 6
Horizon (h)
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As is clear from Table 14 and Figure 25, Recursive ARMA has a low value for RMSE compared
with other models. Therefore it can be claimed that the presented model can carry out point forecasts
as accurately as other models established on machine learning techniques, and the accuracy of the
proposed model is same as the other machine learning techniques for both point and probabilistic

forecasts.
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As is clear from Table 14 and Figure 25, Recursive ARMA has a low value for RMSE compared
with other models. Therefore it can be claimed that the presented model can carry out point
forecasts as accurately as other models established on machine learning techniques, and the accuracy
of the proposed model is same as the other machine learning techniques for both point and
probabilistic forecasts.

Feng et al. (2017) [91] incorporated GRNN, RE, ELM, and optimized back propagation GANN to
estimate daily Hd for two stations in northern China. All presented artificial models were compared
with the empirical model (Table 15 and Figure 26).

Table 15. Results related to the study by Feng et al. (2017). Reproduced from [91], Elsevier: 2017.

Station ML Model RMSE r
ELM 173 0919
GANN 17.1 0.9209
Beijing RF 183  0.9102
GRNN 19.2 0.8902
Igbal 329 0.8865
ELM 13.8 0.947
GANN 134 09515
Zhengzhou RE 15 0.9408
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model. H3 js the hourly model with global clearness index, sunshine time, day number as inputs, and

normal cledrness index as the output of the model.
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model. H1 is an hourly model with horizontal global irradiation, sunshine time, day number as
inputs, and horizontal global irradiance as the output of the model. H2 is an hourly model with global
clearness index, sunshine fraction, day number as inputs, and a diffuse fraction as the output of the
model. H3 is the hourly model with global clearness index, sunshine time, day number as 1nputs7 afrzd
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Figure 27. (@) RMSE and (b) r values for study by Hassan et al. (2017). RRgpoatiivesi ffeam [82]],
Elsevier: 20077

Based on Figure 27, generally, SVR has the best prediction ability esmpared with the sther
technigues becase it has a high eorrelation eoefficient and a lew average RMSE esmpared with the
sther models empleyed By Hassan et al: [14]. Saleedo-8anz et al: (2018) [93] integrated the ERO with
the ELM model in their study. The presented algerithm was applied in twe stages: An ELM algorithm
was used for the feature selection process; and selar radiation was estimated using the eptimally

sereened variables by the CRO-FN Rl (Higuree28).
Based on Figure 28, the hybrid CRO-(ELM)-ELM model has the highest accuracy compared with

that for hybrid CRO-(ELM)-MLR, CRO-(ELM)-MARS, and CRO-(ELM)-SVR and the GGA models.
Generally, the CRO-baséd hybrid system is carefully screened through a wrapper-based modeling
system. The hybrid CRO4EILM)-ELM model presents clearer advantages compared with the alternative
machine learning appzoaghes.

Salcedo-Sanz et El 4(2017) [94] studied the prediction of global solar radiation at a given point
incorporating a muliilayer perceptron tfained with extréme glearfing|machines. A coral reefs
optimization algonth% with species was used t0 redticefthe numper of signifidant predictive variables.
Based on the results (Figure 28), the proposed madel -S has been tested by Toledo (Spain)
data. The average best reélsuli\of RMS was e ual to 69. 19 )Q_whlch led to higher accuracy of
predictions compared w1th}0tb§r Ch&ie k}arnﬁ t%%:lbﬁ u&s %@ah&’ is evident in Figure 29,
which presents the avel:glge 3&?@8 0&@7\/@ @P t]@‘fow?% @%@C}gﬁ\ques
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techniques because it has a high correlation coetficient and a low average KRMSE compared with the
other models employed by Hassan et al. [14]. Salcedo-Sanz et al. (2018) [93] integrated the CRO with
the ELM model in their study. The presented algorithm was applied in two stages. An ELM algorithm
was used for the feature selection process, and solar radiation was estimated using the optimally
srreeneehyaniables by the CRO-ELM model (Figure 28). 28 of 42
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atmospheric conditions. This study’s goal was to investigate photovoltaic performance in the harsh
environmental conditions of Qatar. The ML model was used to relate various environmental factors
such as irradiance, PV surface temperature, wind speed, temperature, relative humidity, dust, and
umul%ll\é? 15111% o power production. Figure 30 presents the results of the analysis with correzléaglfo&

nergies 2
coefficient.
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Figure 30. Correlation coefficient values for study by Touati et al. (2017). Reproduced from [95], the
Elsevier: 2017.

As is clear from Figure 30, Linear Regression and M5P tree decision algorithms have been
developed for prediction proposes equipped with CFS and RelifF to select subsets of relevant and
high-quality features. Based on the results, the M5P model equipped with RelifF creates more accurate
predictions due to its high correlation coefficient value; on the other hand, the developed models are
relatively simple and can be readily equipped to predict PV power output.

Voyant et al. (2017) [96] proposed models based on the Kalman filter to forecast global radiation
time series without utilizing historical data. These methodologies were compared with other
data-driven models with different time steps using RMSE values. The results claimed that the
proposed model improved the prediction purposes. Voyant et al. (2017) [97] presented a method to
better understand the propagation of uncertainty in the global radiation time series. In this study, the
reliability index has been defined to evaluate the validity of predictions. The presented method has
been applied to several meteorological stations. The comparisons were performed using RMSE factor.
The results were promising for successfully applying in these stations in the Mediterranean area.

There are many novel hybrid ML models proposed to forecast solar radiation. Hybrids of
the ANN method have often been used for this purpose and SVM and SVR are being used more
extensively nowadays. SVM and SVR usually have the same forecasting performance. Also, the
ensemble models were reported to generally deliver higher performance. SVR, GP, and NN have
better forecasting performance than AR in forecasting solar radiation. The RMSE values of ELM,
GANN, RF, and GRNN [18] shows that there is no meaningful difference between them in terms of
forecasting performance.

In order to integrate highly volatile wind power in a power grid, precise forecasting of wind
speed is crucial. This would result in less of a need to control the energy provided by wind, having
battery loading strategies and planning reserve plants. ML models can predict a time interval from
seconds to hours and, as a result, are essential for energy grid balancing. Table 16 shows some
critical papers in this field. The estimation of the total power collected from wind turbines in a wind
farm depends on several factors such as the location, hub height, and season. Cornejo-Bueno et al.
(2017) [98] applied different machine learning regression techniques to predict WPREs. Variables from
atmospheric reanalysis data were used as predictive inputs for the learning machine. RMSE was
employed as a comparison factor among the developed models. The results have been presented in
Figure 31. In general, GPR followed by MLP has the lowest RMSE compared with SVR and ELM for
each farm. This shows the high prediction capability of GPR and MLP models, in line with the purpose
of the study.
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Table 16. Notable hybrid ML models in wind energy systems.

Year Reference Journal ML model Application
Cornejo-Bueno et al. . SVR, MLP and ELM, GPs, Accurate prediction of
2017 Energies . . .
[98] ERA-Interim reanalysis Wind Power Ramp Events

MLP, SVR, fuzzy inference
2018 Khosravi et al. [99] Applied Energy system, ANFIS, and group
model of data handling

Prediction of wind speed
data for Osorio wind farm

International Journal Accurate wind power

2017 Burlando et al. [100] of Renewable Energy Hybrids of ANNs p +
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similar performance. Both models were validated against the wind farm SCADA data. However, the
hybrid model madg getter predictions during high and low ranges of wind speed, and ANN better
predicted mediumgxjgpd|speed ranges. Hhe results were compared using the normalized root mean
square error and th@. rmalized mean abselute error. The best results (the lowest value of comparison
factors) were calcu&g;d for NWP height jof 100 and 200 m for both layout 1 and 2.

Pandit and Infield (2018) [101] performed a study to reduce the costs of operation and maintenance
of the wind tur@e.' redictive conditiorfmonitoring based on SCADA was applied to identify early
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Figure 31. RMSE values for study by Cornejo-Bueno et al. (2017). Reproduced from [98], Elsevier:
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identify early failures, boost production, limit downtime, and lower the energy cost. A Gaussian
Process algorithm was presented to roughly calculate operational curves, which can be utilized as a
reference model to recognize critical failures of the wind turbine and enhance power performance.
Figure 33 presents the correlation coefficient for the prediction results of four variables using
Gaussian process compared with the target values. Based on Figure 33, this model successfully
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estlmated the power curve compared with other Varlables Sharlflan et al (2018) [102] presented a
new model based on the fuzzy neural network to forecast wind power under uncertain data
conditions. The proposed model was established using a particle swarm optimization algorithm. This
model was based on the neural network’s learning and expert knowledge of the fuzzy system. The
E@%@%ﬁ%%?ﬁ%&%ﬁlwas validated against a real wind farm. The results are presented in Figure 3431%8&{%
RMSE values for each case study. As is evident, RMSE for the first case study has the lowest value

enauiiasstheafifBecass sthdudas dherbijshestyabiticthereipren it dambagiaimedothatcheRrgsipion
thegapioyed model for the first case study is higher than that of other case studies.
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Figure 34: RMSE vaiues for study by Sharifian et al: (2618): Reproduced from [163]; Elsevier: 3618

RMSE %

(=T S R A ]

For prepgfe W%B@élﬁ@h%r‘r&lm RRYYES m&&g; &%Hﬁﬁ}ﬁﬁﬂraﬁdh}&hamrﬁ%m@ﬁ&? forecastmg

o ] *Predi t th dally
betﬁsfgloerf[ﬂrg}1 aflhﬁ1851]ts hybp}ﬂhzdttlon w1th PSO Eﬁl% CAA [26]. recicting the average ary

energy consumy tion on a

ML models can provide ad®iff&¥e energy consumptlon and demand predidiiserandican be used
at the managgﬁba]etlgge;lsuch asdpypiuailding commlssmm Ofg %ro]ect managgksonbHiberguvpanigtiand
factlities managBf$ko introducErergsrgy-saving po (S Fable'17 demonstraterg soreesiréticdlspigsers

in this field. ensemble learning technique
2018 Chen et al. [107] Energy (feedforward deep networks and
. eytreme radlent boostm g forest

Prediction of the household
electricity consumption

Support ector Re«zreqqmn
LNer: dll

Y48 KRelferetrade[108] rJolirna Particle Mavodelimization,
O

lIIlprUViIlﬁ 161“H)al COIMIOIT and

reduc p QQplr‘lhI costs

Pre@f&eﬁM%w Vote
Albert and . Predictive segmentation technique
2088 \oxsbihyi ({0871 AWEnerf@rgy W?ﬁ?ﬁr‘ﬁ?j&aeh fSplaseagiatiomforasesting

Alobaidi et al. Predicting the average daily
201AIbert anTjiMﬁasoumy‘(‘m#ﬁ[ﬁ@&]gﬂesented ;ﬂ%@lﬁ%hve segmen teRFSEVIECATHERE 8 SFeate the

oQ I.I.‘ lll'l =1nterpre seogmenta Il O enere OMmbpa I.PLI" .’l:;'l e 1mMode

2016 Applied Energy Hybrids of ANN Control of energy consumption in
[106] energy-intensive industries
ensemble learning
technique
(feedforward deep Prediction of the household

201 hen et al. [107 E
018~ Chenetal. [107] nergy networks and electricity consumption



Energies 2019, 12, 1301 33 of 42

Energies 2019, 12, x FOR PEER REVIEW 34 of 43
utilized demographlcs consumption and program enrollment data to make predictive patterns. This

tongalnjsiiny fiddRBrigerboilviscgaperfathataietiozr fradafoldnkoneapnorbsetited do fargdtiot gn dbatattdi
hbakelﬁZﬂdlSa\{é%gqada}iysedeagyemﬁmbiqﬁmniﬂgeﬁemﬂwehbxﬁmdkwmss&imhdtnwgy tongproyised
constmRiETdOeE R e BaBeip etERNEHAOW P '
bﬁﬂ@@%ﬂ%ﬁﬁ@ﬂ%ﬁﬁwnmHﬁmtérbﬁmdtﬁqmeé&f&s§@?uﬁ@lp%pé§b& sropisd
srsaethls prodel dp REgdsppediskonier fomanea singdimitesh datas Hgue 85 tpeeresibithef RAMLE
fhrietirfordeada 450

400

350
~ 300

% 250

z 200
=

/& 150

100

50

0

SANN BANN EANN

Figure 35. RMSE Ve?lues for SEAMy Alobaidi et el;. A(?V%S) Reproduceg irﬁﬁ [105], Elsevier: 2018.

Bﬁigﬁséﬁ-ewﬁﬂzf@msé[fﬁf@fﬁﬂyrtga&a’aaﬁiﬁm-&%&m&&ﬁ@ﬂ&ssédﬁaméiaﬁhﬁﬁ%%%nergy
Cmgg R ) s A RO ASHR) orvcvgﬁ oy Sl %ﬁlog%%efk
o ion u%lzm a a 1ve éﬁ;%{ ms an ar 1 c1a neura ne WOI‘ . ree neura ne

1 a
C

S TucC ures Were rese ‘ﬁ%’ E ormous amoun ere
rea (o) I'O OO onsum 101'1 e ac ura

entl oot Structure fo crea m a Control todt for ene consum ion.

?ﬁ&@lﬁg ¥d Stch ‘%r %Yf

the é smve t1 ated.. Finall t&% lied to a case stu ofabull in fo&

. %ﬁg @é%%, 7}i WOr ed on a nove roac S%r Te ?gm res ec ruﬁ%
o ensem IS {earnm Ifl 1s sttu a a a-driven fram wor w

L-‘ 102 u 1 emble % n - Ven T ewor was %n ro u

E YA RS Q Fﬁi goa 1@

L annua ec r1c C Iﬁgnsum Iid% u 0 ufilizin e e rrun

was LIS(?]F mme ced-Torwar

1en OOS
S 1 C

S. O e mn E{n
SR
. the OO BRI ha 18hes accura ‘ﬁ F ﬁl 1nco
of the's y in‘co parison with those o er models. ASKS Cléar

}Nomr%gure%%n%ﬁe proposed models have the highest accuracy with the lowest RMSE in comparison
with the other 4500

4000
3500
g 3000
2500
= 2000
5 1500
1000

0

62'

D \
2 & & "Q - 4%
wqf" & «5‘” '«.\‘J “r‘"’ 6“ S
e,‘u & o@ {\bo Q,"& «‘af’\c’ Q’%‘ XQ
& & &S Q £ &
Y W AQ‘ &‘a \;\0
&e.\' \r\o o =
& & <
< & F

Figure 36: RMSE values for th&ﬁﬁéy By Ehen et al: é%@i@ﬁﬁé&e@gﬁsm 11671, Elsevier: 3618:

Figure 36. RMSE values for the study by Chen et al. (2018). Reproduced from [107], Elsevier: 2018.



Energies 2019, 12, 1301 34 of 42

Kuroha et al. (2018) [108] presented an operational planning model for residential air conditioners.
In this study, the focus was on automatic air conditioners for thermal comfort improvement and
electricity cost reduction. An energy management methodology was introduced to provide an air
conditioner operation plan by learning the installation environment characteristics from result data of
the historic operation. Based on the results, the proposed model could reduce the electricity cost about
39.7% compared with that for the benchmark method.

The type of data that is available today is continuously evolving. Some data already encode
information that is used as proxy metrics to predict energy consumption in buildings. For example,
geometry, size, and height can be used to predict energy consumption in buildings. Wang et al. [109]
developed the Unige Building Identifier to correspond attribute data and building energy to smooth
the way for corresponding across datasets. Depecker et al. [110] matched the consumption of heating
of the buildings and their shape. In this study, the criterion for the shape of buildings was presented.
Fourteen buildings were chosen based on their shape varieties. The results demonstrated that the
energy consumption of buildings is inversely proportionate to the building’s compactness. Qi and
Wang [111] introduced a novel model for calculation of shape coefficient of buildings utilizing Google
Earth. Astronomy principles, geometry, and GIS slope analysis were used for calculation of shape
coefficient of buildings. This new model can be used for energy-saving measures in existing buildings.

ML and big data have led to believe that personally identifiable information is released when
predicting energy patterns, and so forth. However, this is not often the case. The following studies show
how to protect data privacy while predicting and disclosing information about energy in commercial
buildings. Livingston et al. [112] presented a solution to measure the impact of modifying the utility
meter aggregation threshold for dweller privacy and on buildings that are qualified for energy usage
reporting. As the threshold rises, lesser buildings are qualified for disclosure of energy use data. This
paper’s goal was to study the resemblance between whole-building totals and individual utility meters
at various aggregation levels. Sweeney et al. [113] proposed a solution for data privacy. The solution
included a formal protection model titled k-anonymity as a series of accompanying policies. For this
definition of privacy, in a k-anonymized dataset, every record is identical from at least k-1 other records.
Machanavajjhala et al. [114] studied two problems about k-anonymity; little diversity in sensitive
attributes and background knowledge of attackers. They introduced a new privacy criterion called
l-diversity that can shield against such attacks. The hybridization of ML models in energy demand
field demonstrated that the accuracy of energy demand forecasting could improve significantly. Also,
an ensemble model has significantly higher generalization ability than ANN and SVM models, and it
has a lower uncertainty of forecasting [7,32].

3.11. Comparative Analysis of ML Models

Table 18 provides a comparative study of ML models and deep learning for prediction in
different energy systems. In this table, the complexity of ML models, user-friendliness, accuracy,
speed, and dataset type are summarized. Hybrid ML models are reported to be superior in terms of
user-friendliness, accuracy, and speed. However, the complexity of their methodologies has increased.

There is not any meaningful difference in the forecasting performance of SVR, GP, and NN
models [17]. Therefore, their quality of forecasting is the same. Considering the reviewed papers,
these models have the same statistics of error. Also, SVM and SVR have similar performance, with
no statistical forecasting performance difference among them. SVR models have lower forecasting
performance than ELM, GPR, and MLP models [20]. Decision Tree models have a lower fluctuation
of performance than SVM and NN models for quarter-hourly, daily, and weekly periods [46]. The
RMSE value of SVM models are higher than the MLP models, and therefore it has lower forecasting
performance [52]. The hybrid models have a lower RMSE value than ARIMA, EEMD-FOASVR, and
EEMD-FOAGRNN [96]. Hybridizing existing methodologies and algorithm ensemble are among the
most effective ways to improve the ML models.
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Table 18. Comparative study of ML models in energy systems.

ML Model Complexity User-Friendliness Accuracy Speed Dataset Type
ANN Reasonably high Low High Reasonable Historical
MLP Reasonable Reasonable Reasonably high High Historical
EILM Reasonable Reasonably high Reasonable Reasonably high Historical
SVM Reasonably high Low High Low Historical

DT Reasonable Low Reasonable Reasonable Historical
DL High Reasonable High Reasonable Historical
Ensemble High Low Reasonable High Historical
WNN Reasonable Low High Low Historical
ANFIS Reasonable Reasonable Reasonable High Historical
Hybrids Reasonable High High High Historical

4. Conclusions

Smart sensors, smart grid, and IoT technologies have enabled big data with new challenges and
opportunities to the energy systems. The ML models have gained popularity in putting big data in the
constructive use for informed-decision and more efficient models. The state of the art of ML models in
energy systems identified 10 groups of ML algorithms with the highest popularity for model building
in energy systems, i.e., ANN, MLP, ELM, SVM, WNN, ANFIS, decision trees, deep learning, ensembles,
and advanced hybrid ML models. Diverse applications of each ML models have been reviewed
showing the popularity and effectiveness of ML models almost in any energy domain. The example
application of ML models include energy consumption prediction, demand prediction, cost prediction,
wind speed estimation, load forecasting, solar radiation prediction, ranking, various optimization
tasks, power generation forecasting, power quality estimation, time series forecasting, load perdition,
wind speed forecasting, power demand prediction, risk prediction, storage planning, energy control,
peak load management, dynamic energy pricing, cost minimization, battery charge estimation, price
prediction and more. Further investigation of the accuracy and generalization ability of the various
ML models suggested that novel hybrid models are superior to the more conventional ML models.
The trend in advancement of hybrid ML models will continue to deliver higher performance and
sophisticated energy models.

The progress of renewable energy systems is dependent on the advancement of ML models.
Note that renewable energy systems have recently gained popularity due to climate protection and
sustainability concerns, so it is more acceptable to extract energy from the wind, sun, and other
renewable energy resources. The central aspect of all renewable energy resources is their dependence on
the environment and huge barriers to controlling and planning. Furthermore, due to the expansion of
the electricity grid, it is necessary to forecast power generation and demand. Nevertheless, fluctuations
in wind and solar energies and energy demand have a negative impact on the grid and its users if not
managed properly. Therefore, ML models have become essential in such energy systems. The review
of these particular applications has demonstrated the promising robustness of the ML models. Based
on the results, the research direction is moving toward personalized ML models designed for a
particular application. This trend has shown that the highest degree of accuracy can be achieved
though case-based ML model development. Although the hybrid ML models are reported as the
optimal choice and the future trend in energy systems, further evaluation and comparison of various
hybrid ML models are essential, considering alternative comparative performance parameters besides
the RMSE and r.
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Acronyms

AR Autoregressive

ARMA Autoregressive Moving Average

ANNSs Artificial Neural Networks

ANFIS Adaptive Neuro-Fuzzy Inference System
BANN Back Propagation Neural Network

BP Back Propagation

CFsS Correlation based Feature Selection

CGP Cartesian Genetic Programming

CRBM Conditional Restricted Boltzmann Machines
CRO Coral Reefs Optimization

CWNN Convolutional-Wavelet Neural Networks
DL Deep Learning

DOPH Direct Optimum Parallel Hybrid

DT Decision trees

EANN Evolutionary Artificial neural networks
EEMD Ensemble Empirical Mode Decomposition
ELM Extreme Learning Machine

EMD Empirical Mode Decomposition

FCRBM Factored Conditional Restricted Boltzmann Machine
FENN Feed Forward Neural Network

FIS Fuzzy inference system

FOARBF Fruit Fly Optimization Algorithm Radial Basis Function

FOAGRNN  Fruit Fly Optimization Algorithm Generalized Regression Neural Networks
FOASVR Fruit Fly Optimization Algorithm Support Vector Regression

GA Genetic Algorithm

GANN Neural Networks by Genetic Algorithm
GARCH Generalized Autoregressive Conditional Heteroskedasticity
GHG Greenhouse Gas

GFF General Factorization Framework

GP Gaussian Processes

GPR Gaussian Processes Regression

GRNN Generalized Regression Neural Networks
IDSS Intelligent Decision Support System

IoT Internet of Things

KELM kernel-based extreme learning machine
KFCM Kernel Fuzzy C Means

KNN K-Nearest Neighbors

LM Levenberg-Marquardt

MARS Multivariate Adaptive Regression Splines
ML Machine Learning

MLP Multilayer Perceptron

MR Multi-Resolution

MLR Multiple linear regression

MTL Method of transmission lines

MRWNN Multi-Resolution Wavelet Neural Network
NARX Nonlinear Auto-Regressive with external input
NDP Neuro-Dynamic Programming

NN Neural Networks

NWP Numerical Weather Prediction

OLR Outgoing long-wave radiation

PR Persistence model

PSO Particle Swarm Optimization

PV Photovoltaic
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r

Correlation coefficient

RBF Radial Basis Function

RBENN Radial Basis Function Neural Networks

RF Random Forests

RMSE Root Mean Squared Error

RNN Recurrent Neural Network

SANN Subsequent Artificial Neural Networks

SAPSO Self-Adaptive Particle Swarm Optimization
SARIMA Seasonal Autoregressive Integrated Moving Average
SCADA Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition

SCG Scaled Conjugate Gradient

SE Solar radiation

SEAT A car manufacturing plant in Spain

SOC State of Charge

SOFM Self-Organizing Feature Map

SVM Support Vector Machine

SP Coral Reefs Optimization algorithm with species

SVR Support vector regression

WPRE Wind Power Ramp Events

WNN Wavelet Neural Network
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