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P AT IR AR R P 6 R AT T AR AT, W R T MR A2 M % (RNN) K4 89e 00 M & (LSTM) (iR &
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A1 2 A AT RE R Y R e A 4 Bk e HE T B A
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BtE N T 2 /M 2% (artificial neural networks,
ANN) J7 3z R 3 AR o ) A5
ANN X FHELe P50 BT AR 58 /9 F & W RE T, A
F T BB FIZ AL RE T, 3 S H A Bk BT R
B3 B F s SCHR LS -7 TR J& ANN 7 £ fip 00 250
A STk [ 8 ] & — i 8 T N LA 22 M 45 7 111
i T U 1 £ 3d L BT 1991—1999 4F fir A
AH I B SCRik , UEBH T ANN 7 67 faf 75000 450 dek BUAS T
B RO, 2 H 8 R A 4 2000 4R LR S
ANN A 5 18 i 100 A5 7Y

B XS VR 2 Bl 25 6 4 A AE 1 1) 8, B R 22 T A
BN YRSE | 2~ 1818 1 B 5 B AR i fee At
S AR R, BE A RE A S T A A 1 TR A )
(deep learning) J7 ¥ 75 [ {4 38 X 4317 BSR4
KU E AR S AT AR T L 7E
7 i T SR RO T O T R B A ) 1 R BOR
J8F ANN 2B 27 > Gl — > 70 3 B2 )
T3 AR A 1) ) 45 5 A8 B Ry S 2%, AT B 22 1Y B
TR I NS O R ik s = PN AN E Bt
NIRE T AERERE ) . A FHEAE ) iz AL RE ) 4
25 HE T ORI AR R N TR 28 I 2% A 7 A I

HEETWH: FERARBEEL W H (51607177 61876169 61806179 61433012 . U1435215) ;)" R4 H R Bl 22 5 4
T H (2018A030310671) ; [H F i+ 5 Bl 22 2 4 i 15 H (2018M631005)
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M.
1t BN REmmNgiE

RAE 20 thad 80 4R AR, T 5t 4% [ 0T 58 & it
TREE X 47 fag $1 (load forecasting, LF ) [ 51 & JF ff
T AT 2 B — I TR) i 5 I [ B A ri, A B
FRAE AN T LF ] 804 BF 5% 2 5L T 1976 4
Box %121 41 A B 18] 5 50 100 07 5, Bk Ay 4 A
Box-Jenkins.i% 75 ¥4 % F 9 ap 701 000 462 2 f) B A 2
SRAAR AL 18T I3 S0 HHE 0 i 1) 9 A B
2 JE ) 671 47 14 H A PR ZR T ik 3k 38 0 £ ey S50
FR SR SCHR [ 12 132 T — b 47 fi e {ELASE Y, 320 A5
RE RS R BEFEIRHANRZIETEN BT
Box-Jenkins #7725, SCHA [ 13 ] 42 5 17 F o] 9 3 3
S 15 #5 B ( auto-regressive and moving average
model ) F Il J5 ¥ . Juberias 25 #5717 [ [ 4 14
1 3l S 14 45 B (autore-tressive integrated moving
average model ) 52 B £ fif 7 M. 2002 4F, Haida
A R 70 T 0 PR3 B AL Y R
T Z ou LM ml 5 43 B vk, S T A S
LR

[ J5 ML %% 7 2 (machine learning) J7 ¥ #% FH T
AT TN, SCHR [ 16 ] 48 S 4R w5 LA 5 vk kAT
UM T, 2005 4F, Niu 25170 ANN 5 SVM 4%
B PEAT BT TN, N7 A A AR A RS B AN 5
HE EA TR, 2013 4, Wei 45 45 A LA
43 ¥ ( principal component analysis ) Fll iz /]y —. 3¢ 37
) AL (LS-SVM) 19 J7 125 3 47 67 A $00I0 , 1224 A
AT LA A0080 /0 T 455 A ) i A AR R, B v o ) T
J VRS HE .

2 ETHENBH A%

M 20 42 90 4EAR LK, A & ANN 7E LF 40
SR TE BT RA  VF 2 AT B B AR A
UYL T ANNAR TR T LR F LF &
L Aoft 2% 8 245 A5 IR0 R AR R A £ Ak 5 AR 1A
2.1 FRERHFHENEZEE

A28 1) 5 bR B ( RBF ) X T Al 4 P A5E 8 1) 38 3 3%
R, T G fr 32 8] 52 B A R B 5,
Zhang %' 1E 2008 4E¥ RBF i 28 [ 4% 5 [ 15 i
PR R S8 (ANFIS) 454, sty 1 HO A A, 3%
BEAY T SE 06 F RBF I 4% F0 0 £ £ , S 25 B H A1 1
PR ARG S L A (9 AR 4L, f FHANFIS R 4
TR 25 B R T IR T RBE 4% 1 Bl . 2013

A, 3R [ 20 ] % 32 F5F ) 1= [\ 19 ( support vector re-
gression ) 2 [a] & pR B340 22 ) 4% ( RBFNN) £ W 3™
JEE R IR 2 Uk B A% (DEKF ) 45 45 44 £ £ far 707 00 A5
i H SVR # & RBFNN (145 b #1400 1 2 %0, 1
DEKF it b 2 4, fie J5 R 0 AL J5 9 A5 24 150 ) £
i SCHR [ 21 ]38 55 PSO B flf RBF [ 45 g 4 93
DAEAY , F14% 8 RBF #BE80AH LG, B A 545 19 55 H
PE B X PSO B33 25 5 b A Ry 348 f A0 fife 114 [ J8E
RZ2ES TSR, 21 T1F2 PSO
AR A SCHR[ 22 T4 H — F g gE 28 PSO B
16 RBF [ 4% , 38 o X L, 12858 8 A 20 e 1 PSO
TEYE 5 By B N Jmy B B A0 A 1 1) L, AL HE T A% 42
RBF Fi A6 84 HL A7 58P i Wi S50 &2, F- 247 43 1
pR2E A LIFEHIAE 1. 2% LAY

2.2 BP #HEMEKEE

TEAZ ANN & 3 Rumelhart 25/ 2 1B 1y
D22 18] 4% 4% 3. 3% (back propagation, BP) 5 Oy
F B BP Sk A A 3 AR 1 W S B 18 4
[ 2005 4, T 46 i A T 5 5 BP
SRS LT T H ) AR e e A o e O, T A
RESE AT LA R4 5 ik JR 8 e G, 3K 45 42 JR e e
1B 56 F N T A R SR I 2 i 22 0 208 R AUAEL, 5 1
N AR o 28 0 288 R A 67 4y 00, A5 R4 = 1 BP
ot 25 1) 4% 1% DA BB S T 4 b 0 Y BP
g, ek (25 132 T —Fh AL e BP 55
%, o T DA A 7 far T 08 (L 67 i 0000 2 A B A
w25 T TN 22 A W (L 7 £ i 0 T I &5 2R
({52013 4F, Khan 48 42 17— F ik 985
IR 35345 FLIN 4 A N T ph 28 W 4% (RCGPANN) H T
WA {67 7 T, 3285 AU AT L S — 4 v 4% S ZE
{9 AN [7] 670 76 450 2. 2014 A7 faf 1] 4527 b 151 00 A6
Ry A i 22 5 SO ZRBCRARTR 19 ) AL, o A
SEA3 i HT (ICA) J7 36 R 32 143 43 B (PCA) J5 v
X R HEAT A B BP I 2% S0 AR AU (1 )1 2
SR I A 75 T RS 2. 2018 4R 3k RUMR 45 fdi
5 B A A BP i 28 9 2% 1) A 2 40, % il
A5 Y R TR RE IR JF N 7 T, 15 B TR 4F Y
ROR.

L5t BP S35 W S S, 5 20 2% 1 258
AR, 0T AE ] PSO B vk AR G Ml A e T 3% ) L
SCHR[29-30 ] J PSO B335 R Ak il 28 190 2 Ay 4t 1Y
A PEREDL T BP B 2 [0 2% T A5 Y. SC ik
[31] 42 —Fh MPSO k5 BP Bik4i G
MPSO-BP 7 i A5 7Y , 3 5o 5 36 X LE , 12 A8 2 ol <%
T BP BRI 2 19z ALRE 1, TR B, X HL
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F 4050 ) A fr B R G S fiE
2.3 HihHEMEER

H T ) B far A2 209 i H B E 52, 2000
A Kim 257 5 X2 [0) 0K SO 4 P 7 5 5 ANN
S5 HEAT S 4T 0N K A H A B 5 RS ] A
BERA 5 A~ ANN AR 2 A B0 e 2 A5 50 F
FTTIN 75 2 T %k A B S0 45 2. 2001 4 s
A4 9 YOR K B B ( gray model ) il ANN
g HEAT ey T, BRAS T R fE 48 ANN 5ok #AR
(5 e Sk [ 34 0K K B R 5 Elman #ft 28 ) 45
S5 A IR AT O A U SCHR [ 35 14 i T —FP AL A
Pl 25 0 245, 15 SR FHASERY 3R 288 40 A7 12 K B 43 1
A T2, R 5 X B — 2 I . ANN Ji il 4% 8
e 2638 3ok A =R O 8 v A L T &5 R SOk
[36=37 1K /Nl 43 A i1 ft 28 0 245 &5 &, G faf 000
5 B #5201 4F  Nose-Filho 28 ) S [a] I 44
2 4% (GRNN) H T 6 fuy T, [A] 45, i A1 #F
GRNN {1y 3 it | 3k — 4 #2 H T M-GRNN, MR-
GRNN i #5579  M-GRNN HA7 | 4 17z {b g
FaxE P, MR-GRNN 1T LAyl /Dy A B, B0 T 52
M) 5T 00 235 SR 9 TC 4% SCHik [ 39 1K 358 1% 5 1 (genetic
algorithm ) I JK €2 41 25 W) 45 45 45 X6 52 i His 1 5% 1
BT 2R AT UL 2017 AR SCHK [ 40 1K N 4y
iR R 9 IR B 25 2% 45 4 (ADF ) 42 25 7 fif il
U0 F O M. SCR [ 41 ] 25 & R 0l R 5 4% Bk
(CGA) 5ELHIE A (SA) 573 I 1 FH 4000 4h 22
W2 BR A FCS, i BIL IR T 14 98 ANN (1 Bl
Bl X6 A% 5 i 22 I 24 08 A7 G g S0 I00  67 fug il 2 04
AL 000 % 53000 5 2 AR K, B 6 3 A Tm] &, SCHK [ 42
—43 ] ¥ ALl S B0 R A28 0 2% 25 B E AT HL T R
fap OO, 5 FH Ao 25 I 48 45 T 25 SR ), P R R
i £ YR X FRHE AT A B e v T

1995 4%, Kennedy % 35 b 1 00 A0 55 5
(particle swarm optimization, PSO) , 7 4=t 5 0 L
AT TR g R T R 2 A R 1258k T
Wit 2 B8, R 5 52017 4F, Hao 45 L F
22 W2 1 T YR A R T X [R] (P N IR R T
R RRAG I J5 s (LUBE) |, DL I NN A5 2 4 3
PIJf H AR T —Fhr i A 50 1 20 £ Hir il
UG AL S 52 29 0 B B AR 1), 5540 M R SIOH L
R /N S lige W TN 1B S = R SR i B U
PSO B33 A AL AL U A5 M 90000 A5 78 2 A 7R 1 ]
R 30 A7 gy 00 RN X T R RO SE B 25 IR R L %
H5E Y AT LA o v SOk ) T X ]

S ANN £ 28 By i fof T v A 5 K A b

P2

) JE LRV D 2 — (R T IR 4% 25 1 3 8
(1 86 5 X T SR DRATS 4 2 — R B i BR ) T
B2 B .2009 4E B X X — ] B, Mao 45
T — B 2 SV i 22 19 4% (SOFNN) 5 3¢
JE Ak 7 ¥ 45 4 i T 7 v, SOFNN 1T L 20 g
S RELTRY 0 45 4 R S B, T RO PR AL T ik 1 Bl %
F A TN 25 2 M0 L TR AR ) e A el 2
P 2%, S 4 5 T 0 0 B0 4% 19 52 R, O L T A AR
RL A

ANN ()58 K 2 > B8 3 (2 8 £ 4o 150 00 450
S BIF T3S, At 0 2 2 R B TR
T A A i o L LR TR R 2 ) R R
P, G 1 7843 R 7 sk B0 A T 2 > 0 R g i
X LT 2o 25 A T 0 i A B 3 ) 52 A T )
K5 2 SR B TR 2 ST I R L &
25 S5 7 T AT 59 BT 58 AL 3B W R A, 2 R R AR
4 T 5 A 2R R 2 3 7 VA AT T A5 4 17 P
T K .

3 ETREFINHIE

TP A BRI T SCHR [47 ], 2 IR
% °] Z A0 Hinton $¢ 1 19, B8 14 1 £ J2 7] SRAE 88
AN AT RAE [ v 18] 2 3k BB TR AR S A2 A8 A
WY P P T8 3 A5 2 ok 7 o] Al 4 M 5 4 R S B
Xof 52 2% pR A BT, 38 B TR A O ROR |, B R
S )z AR RE ) A N RE ) AT AR Sk TR A T T
T A 70 i D ABE AR (9% SR A B A G SR ke T
WGP 1 BT R 2016 4R, Ryw 45 7 35 51 6 i
o) T duf, T SR BE A X — [ ER A
Pl T 5T A 2 B 4% (deep neural networks,
DNN) (1% 7 fir F 0 A5 AL, 5 o #1045 58 J5 AR L,
4 % | 43 kiR 2 (mean absolute percent error)
FXJ5 MR % 22 (root mean square error) 15 %] T 4
B AR MAPE Al RMSE J& 1 fif B0 o ] 3 4
TP BE Y E SR AR, AT
Yy -y

x 100) , (1)

1 X
MAPE = —
2

y

(2)

A N REA B sy O B AR R EGY R A

SCHK[ 49 ] J2 TR BE 2 2 J7 12 76 % g v 199 670 iy
T 40BN B — e gE R, oS R T
2014—20164F ¥ A 5 SCHR , I 0F TR JE =7 ~] 4% A1 9
IRPLTIM T 3B — A 21, I O T IR 5 T T kA
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RARIR 45 R P 27 ) 75 L 7 S Ay B0 o 94 B T £ 0 15

70 oy L0 €50 3 1) 1 FH SC R 2L, S T AT 4 4K 3
B 36 1 O A 48k 25 A TR I 27 ) BB 1) SCRR 52
B RNN-based

CNN-based M others

(a)3CHRBUE
B1 REFIFEATTRNKREXHHEERFTEFRIE

Fig.1 Deep learning method load forecasting model literature quantity and main source

®1 ETREFIFEERAGTMNER N EST
Tab.1 Literature statistics table for building load

forecasting models based on deep learning method

M LSTM-based ™ DBN-based

YE# e 5% CHk AEfy Tk KA R
Vermaak J %" 2002 RNN
AR I ik 4 2005 ACO-RNN
Qiu X 2% 2015 SVR-DBN
Ryu S %17 2016 DNN
Amarasinghe K 2" 2016 LSTM
Kong W %1% 2017 LSTM
Gensler A %[5 2017 Auto-LSTM
Qiu X 2% 2017 EMD-DBN
Shi H " 2017 DRNN
Li L& 2017 CNN
Dong X %17 2017 Kmeans-CNN
Shi H %1% 2017 PDRNN
Ouyang T 2% 2017 Copula-CNN
Zheng H %% 2017 EMD-LSTM
Lu K &% 2018 MS-GRU
Chen K 17 2018 DRN
Zhang X % (¢ 2018 RBM-Elman
Kong W 450 2018 LSTM
Bouktif S 2018 GA-LSTM
Kuo P H 27 2018 DeepEnergy
e 60 2018 VMD-PSO-DBN
I e 2t 157 2018 LSTM
FRER: e 2018 DBN
FLRE e 2018 DBN
Kumar J 2 ¢ 2018 LSTM

3.1 VAR W 4 5 for T AR B

H T 00 A T 52 B 22 J7 B R SR R
AR TR AR S PR O LA TR
S T A5S 2R A RS LN 88 g L R A
TR 196 P B4 A0 52 B 5 2R 1) A e A, T R

T AR B R TCRE XE T AR S [R] AR L AR LF 5 T8 Y

IS H R AR A 4
WOROCRTE W RE W
gy WEE WAk
WY Wk W R
mxE  WwE WA

(b) SCHRRIR

#UF.2002 4, Vermaak F1 Botha ™ 3 5 4 22
2% (recurrent neural networks , RNN) FJ %5 ] {1 fif
o, a5 an & 2 fros, T RNN 9 sh 255k,
LAY ] DL U b 478 20 iy A B 10 R 1

0 0. o o

A A A
' Vs, Vs Vs
D W : W =1 1 c 1
Unfold ; W ;; " ; "
U U U U
X X, x, X,

2 RNN £#REHE
Fig.2 Diagram of RNN structure

Bl A5 RNN 11 & & R 52 LE f) IR 38 2% 1R
RATH A FHE ;X 00 o A P Y K ok
A A R0 2 AR BT TR TR R R B
Ak 2. 2005 4F A Bk 2581 5 g RE B v
RNN [ 2% (1 97] b AR A T 2F A7 P Ak, A8 7 itk 7Y
B RNN 51 0 455 A0, 45 SR 10 75 12 B A i S50k i 4%
PR, TS B 5% g2 RNN il 0 A 7Y 155, 2017 4%
Shi 2515 38 2t AN (7] J2 Wk AR B7 A0 0 00 X R B 2 > Dy
DT 7 AT VAL R T T A B i A D S5 1]
BSAE T 7 1 A A 0P - QO LUHT B A% 22 H g L
S 5], o DX IR A0 for 5 SR EAT SRS QLA B IR 22 1
100 A~ B GERE hy 191, % 5% B 19 5 SR 2R 47 43 25 38
At R R 3 VR R 2 5 R R A 2 R 25 M L
TER IR I MAPE 3815 T 23% 1653 25K F |
RMSE 75 T 5%.[R4F , Shi 25 &1 % 5% B2 17 5 T
D ) e 08 PR AN B 0 M 4R R T — R AR TR
B A 22 2% (PDRNN) B4 — 41 % 1 1Y £ 1 FiC
B A B — N A, IR TR R HZ
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IR0 920 44 % FUECHE aE AT T A T &
#L RNN T, RMSE A% T 6.5%.
3.2 KIEATIEIZ M 4 fa far T AR Y

i RNN H B8 32 48 0 B 1] )3 3 50 i a0k A 7
1G4, B B BE 3G K i () [A) B 386 K, RNN 25 %
o Z i AR AT R, g | B 2K -
D ABE 7R 2 00 F X RNN 193 — [m) 81, SCHR [ 54 ] fir
& H 1K 48 B2 42 ) 2% (long-short term memory,
LSTM ) Al D1 it — Fol A 24 09 i TR J7 5812 9 4% 5
I 4% 3B 1 B pR B A 3L AR A B B RD B AH B T
RNN,LSTM 3§/ 7 ATT(C L) Cistax 1 ()
BT, AT TE RO R (5 B2 w7
L BRI P R e BAE B A b — A %)
OREPSER TN Pe S TR AR IR FSY L S T
HBBEARE AL N

I=a(ola"™" 27 +b,); (3)
FiZU(wi[a('_]),x“)] +b,); (4)
I =oc(o,la"" x] +b,); (5)
C" =tanh(w [a"" 2] +b);  (6)
c® =r - cY o+ r,- C(””; (7)
a"’ =T, - tanhC" M. (8)

FER 28 454 00T 8] 3 F .

B3 LSTM W&EZEHMREE
Fig.3 Diagram of LSTM structure

AN NAE T B B AiF R0 [ 2280 A R R Y i, 1 R )
Fz 3 vh k45 3 BOk B Z AR, T R BE
U5 ) v D B0 P RAS B 1 B A T 2 —
1 17 £.2016 45, Marino 48 i il 47 1 LSTM
ZUH R S2S-LSTM 2R A4 X 4~ A AE 58 19 B ff 247
I, LA — 734 1 — /N IRF A DAy I 8] 25 4 R AT T 5258
S5 RAUEWIAR M LSTM ZRAG 0I5 1E KL — 70 by 20 K
AR 1 D0 RS HE SN &5 2R, T S2S A P A i (8] 25 <
TR PR 4F.2017 4F, Kong %7 1144 LSTM [
25 7 TS AT 2 B0 B e BN R IO TR B8
R.2018 4, Kong 22570 s meter-level 171 47 751 0 2
JFIFFE B3 2 0 BE IR A€ 5 e R AT BBk AR A

— 2, )N A RS IS T R B TR R AR Al R T
KA A A5, QSR AT LU B A A7 A, 9
045 SRR 5 R L A R BE TR S A B RE B T AR
B A BT b, 2 92 E, LSTM W 45 7 iy A i
FAEEIHAETF IS AL T MAPE S fik. SCHR [ 58]
okt LSTM [ 2% )i F 7 30 6 far 3000, 45 4% 4
ARIMA #i A 4F b, MAPE M 9.74% | [%
3 5.76%.

P& R S MBS 0 ) N — R R
17 T AR 14 34 5 FF 5 7 18, Bouketif S 417 T
SN By i 0k £ T A AL g HL AR e S R S
LSTM [ 2% %5 4, 38 3o Il 25 L Fb 2 % R Al 421 1Y
ML 8303k, T % e o 9 A5 O FE ARG fdE ] wrapper
Hl embedded FFAE % 77 1 Y FE e AERHE , B Al
FH 358 % B3 1% 306 Y O A 1) [ ) B R LSTM ¥ 4% )22
B, S a5 AR ] A Fh Sk e i S 0
gt T S0 ABE Y b N T X 2 0 0 A A B A
B iR AR B SR [ 60 ] K 28 40 852 25 40 fiff ( Empirical
Mode Decomposition ) F1 Sl H & £ = 5
LSTM [0 2% 45 &, K A% i A6 B2 38 53 9 I A K 39 1
SRR T VEAR 5000 H RN Dy sk R T 4 AR B
EMD J7¥5 T4 SD 17 17 43 fif hy AR AE B 25 bR 8K
(intrinsic mode function, IMF) F1%% 22 pR %, 70 55 19
LSTM [ 2% FiJ - 950 I 4 1~ IME F1 5% 22 R B, e 4
45 R H] SD-EMD-LSTM ] ) i T30 e, 71 e .
SCHR[ 61 ] % AutoEncoder Fil LSTM 454, #: H T
Auto-LSTM 5 I A5 A , 75 7T 2= A P52 5 ) 451 dul 2
A Bt B0, 5 4% G AL N T A 48 00 2 A5 A TR
JE B A5 M 2% (deep belief networks) $E47 % H. , 1 i
T A A B A T OSE AR BE. 2018 4F, Kumar
SR S T B R AR KA M 25 E R
TR 8 BT AR P R ) B, B R G e 58 O
H A & &, AT A LSTM 2% %) == i 58 bl
(9 A B far AT S0, 3% 05 VA O e T =it
Pt Zh A BEHIR YT R RN T RE Y [R) 8, W] LA = R
29 TH I %5 5 Ik K A ikt AR I 445 it ) s AT A R I
=R

[145 7 24 28, JC ( gated recurrent unit) & LSTM
W 2% 1 — Fh AR A, B0k LSTM B9 AT 538 0]
S5G, d 4R AR AT T 0 a7 B SRR [ 63 1 Nr 1 — il
Z 2 AR AT G 2R B T A B (MS-GRU) [ T
STLF, 3f H.51 A 4 il 5 % 2 ¥ 55T (SELU ) /£ K
O o O s 4 B IR 285 LA B8 5 A 0 e s, X
i 7 AT LA 5 i A 5% X AR E VI % A5 ) A A
BIRRE (FCM) R TR H @l 5
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Fofl RNN KO X He , MS-GRU K 1) 51 300 5 ji2
.
3.3 REBERSRERNER

DBN J& i Hintond6 3t (10 T2 5 8 5 2% 2% 3
Frvk i — R 5% B IR 2% 2 ML (restricted bolt-
zmann machine ) Y 117 B, L7 1 38 19 B8 951
SrfE ), AR 4 .

Visible

layer
E 4 DBN ##REHE
Fig.4 Diagram of DBN structure

Qiu 2" F 2015 4E M} # Y Hk H ¥ DBN I T
I [8) B 3 S50, G L 3 e S A 1 k[0 0 46 75 ok 41
A b R BE RN AR = A 7 B far W R s 4
— N N B[] 5 51 500 4 A=A [l 80 4R 5
SrFE7R T DBN R f 44.2017 4F , Ouyang %
PR B A M4 T s I, B4 i Box-
Cox 75 4t A7 fup B4, S T 2 Ak L A LI BE R
SR TR AR B R AR, BLE S
Copula #5578 31530 W {97 faf 14 [ {8, 2 B ok & 57
DBN [ £ % T30 45 /1N BF f) 670 75 . 28 2o 52 B 4 40 iF
SCHE A BRI A T DA A B A AR ST [ 66 | K
EMD 575 F1 DBN [ 45 2% £ #4) g 671 fuf 350 0 55 284
it EMD ¥ 67 fif £ 77 51 43 4 IMF 3@ o DBN
W IMF (%, oo BT A IMF 1 30 45 S 58
I T I SRS R R 2 A R ok A B R A T
5O I ASE R X b, A R LA B R .S
HRL67 18 A8 7 BL 38 4 f (VMD) [ PSO B3k Al
DBN [ 2% 45 £ 4 2 i 90 455 &Y. S ik [ 68 ]
=T A %5 FIRBM A DBN 9 55 — S, IR
FAZN SCAAAS - 5 2 JRRE (LM 5809k %o 100 1 25 By Bt
1R BRI 06 W 2% S H AT R AL I B R 545 52 05
VM H B T L 0 TROORS B SCR [69 ] 4R T 3
TWRBEE G5 24T 552 D iy W i A KTk S
W g5 2= % DBN 5 AT 4 [0 )9 )2 454, DBN ]
T IS RAFAE , 24T 55 1010 2 E A W 2e
7 ¥ TN 45 L %R R S A B X R 45 i
WAG S T BB RCE. BE% DBN 75 fi fif
TN 450 JoR 82 ok 4B 37 47, 2018 4F, Zhang 457 42 1

T—Fh%TF RBM 1 Elman #jt 28 [ 25 (1) 35 54 I i
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Deep Learning Applications in Power System Load Forecasting: a Survey

ZHU Juncheng', YANG Zhile’, GUO Yuanjun®, Yu Kunjie’, ZHANG Jiangkang', MU xiaomin®

(1.Institute of industrial technology, Zhengzhou University, Zhengzhou 450001, China; 2.Shenzhen Institutes of Advanced Tech-
nology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Shenzhen 518000, China; 3.School of Electrical Engineering, Zhengzhou University,
Zhengzhou, 450001, China; 4.School of Information Engineering, Zhengzhou University, Zhengzhou, 450001, China)

Abstract; In the rapid development of integrated energy systems and energy network, power load forecasting
played an important role in the economic and safe operation of energy and power systems. The traditional load
forecasting modelling methods have been widely used in power systems. However, the simple computational
model structure limited by traditional methods could not guarantee the dynamic load prediction accuracy under
high randomness and big data background. In recent years, in the context of the continuous upgrading of com-
puting tools and the increasing large-scale of training data volume, the application of deep learning methods in
the field of power system load forecasting atrracted extensive attentions. This paper analyzed the applications of
various deep learning methods in the field of load forecasting, and revieed the Recurrent Neural Network
(RNN), Long- and Short-Term Memory Network (LSTM) , Deep Belief Network ( DBN), and Convolutional
Neural Network ( CNN). Compared with the traditional load forecasting method, the deep learning method
showed higher prediction accuracy and better robustness to various external influences.

Key words: Deep learning; power system; load forecasting; artificial neural network; LSTM



