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Abstract—The  teaching-learning-based  optimizer = (TLBO)
algorithm is a powerful and efficient optimization algorithm.
However it is prone to getting stuck in local optima. In order to
improve the global optimization performance of TLBO, this study
proposes a modified version of TLBO, called teaching-learning-
studying-based optimizer (TLSBO). The proposed enhancement is
based on adding a new strategy to TLBO, named studying
strategy, in which each member uses the information from another
randomly selected individual for improving its position. TLSBO is
then used for solving different standard real-parameter benchmark
functions and also various types of nonlinear optimal power flow
(OPF) problems, whose results prove that TLSBO has faster
convergence, higher quality for final optimal solution, and more
power for escaping from convergence to local optima compared to
original TLBO.

1. INTRODUCTION

In the last few years, population-based swarm intelligence
based on various evolutionary algorithms (EAs) has been a
great research interest to many researchers in the various
fields needing optimal solutions of problems, for example
for the optimal solutions of various types of engineering
optimization problems in the engineering
Therefore, various heuristic techniques and evolutionary
algorithms are required for solving and finding optimum
solutions of engineering optimization problems effectively
and in an acceptable manner. General-purpose optimization

systems.

methods, like particle swarm optimization (PSO) algorithm
[1], Turbulent Flow of Water-based Optimization [2], dif-
ferential evolution (DE) algorithm [3], artificial bee colony
(ABC) [4], teaching-learning-based optimization (TLBO)
[5] were proposed in the literature which are capable of
finding efficient and acceptable optimal or near-optimal
solutions for many engineering and real-world optimization
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FIGURE 1. The optimization process of the original
TLBO algorithm.

problems having many nonlinear characteristics in the
acceptable and fast simulation time. Moreover, classical
optimization methods are not efficient and acceptable in
solving most engineering and real-world optimization since
they compute only local optima [6].

The OPF problem, as a major problem in power system
operations, has been solved using many classical optimiza-
tion methods such as Newton-based techniques, Quadratic
Programming, Interior Point Methods, Linear Programming,
and Non-Linear Programming [7]. However, these methods
face difficulties in handling non-convex and/or non-smooth
problems. Furthermore, they are slow in solving large-scale
problems and may be stuck in local optima. Therefore, in
recent years, the nature-inspired metaheuristic optimization
algorithms have widely been used for solving the OPF prob-
lems. This paper proposes and develops a new and efficient
strategy into original TLBO algorithm for solving different
types of nonlinear optimal power flow (OPF) problems in
the power system. TLBO [5, 8] is a parameter-free and sim-
ple algorithm which has good feasibility and performance in
solving different engineering optimization problems [6] like:
the distribution system state estimation [9], improved muta-
genic primer design [10], parameters optimization of selected
casting processes [8], the design of space trusses [11], the
dynamic economic emission dispatch (DEED) [12], the
energy loss minimization [13], optimization of multi-level
production in petrochemical industry [14], the control DVR
compensator [15], flexible job-shop scheduling [16], the
parameters identification of PEM fuel cell and solar cell
models [17], etc.

TLBO is one of the most successful metaheuristic opti-
mization algorithms and many researches focused on
improving its performance by different strategies; some of
them include interactive teaching-learning optimizer
(ITLO) for optimal tuning of VSC-HVDC systems [18],
TLBO algorithm with dynamic group strategy [19], an
adaptive inertia weight TLBO [20], an improved TLBO for
parameter extraction of photovoltaic models [21], hybrid
TLBO and neural network algorithm [22], A chaotic
TLBO [23], and dynamic opposite learning enhanced [24].
In this paper, a novel strategy is proposed for TLBO that
improves its performance and helps it in escaping from
convergence to local optima.

The rest of the article is organized as follows: in Sec. 2
the formulation of the original TLBO is explained and the
proposed strategy is introduced. The first part of simulation
study is presented in Sec. 3, in which the optimization
results of standard real-parameter test functions are com-
pared for different algorithms. In the second part of
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FIGURE 2. The optimization process of TLSBO.

simulation study, in Sec. 4, TLSBO algorithm is used for
solving power system OPF optimization problems. Finally,
in Sec. 5 some conclusions of the paper are given.

2. TLBO ALGORITHM

TLBO algorithm [5, 6] is an effective and efficient algo-
rithm based on the influence of a teacher on learners in a
classroom; learners are considered as population and design
variables are considered as offered courses. The optimiza-
tion process flowchart for the basic TLBO algorithm is
given in Figure 1. The original TLBO is consisted of two
phases: teaching phase and learning phase [5], which is
described in the following subsections:

2.1. Teaching Phase

The teacher is considered as the person with the most
experimental information and knowledgeable (the best
solution obtained in all population of TLBO). During the
first phase of TLBO, the teacher (Xjeucner) makes an effort
to improve the mean of the classroom (Xjeq,) up to his/her
level. The teaching phase for the member or student ith of
the population (X;) is formulated as follows [5]:

Xnew = le + r()(teacher_ (TFXmean)) (1)

where the learning changing factor 7 is determined ran-
domly as Tp = round[1 + rand(0,1)], and also, the index
is a random value between 0 and 1.

2.2. Learning Phase

Students improve their experimental information and know-
ledge in the teaching phase and by interaction between
themselves, where the latter phase is called the learning
phase [5]. In the learning phase, student ith (X;) makes an
effort to improve his/her experimental information and
knowledge by learning from another random student X;; of
the classroom, where value ii must be different from value
i. Depending on the objective function values of solutions
X; and X;;, two possibilities can occur: if Xj; is better than
X; (for minimization problems: f(X;) < f(X;)), X; is moved
toward X;; according to Eq. (2). Otherwise (f'(X;) <f(Xx)),
it is moved away from X;; according to Eq. (3). If obtained
new student or new solution X,,.,, according to Eq. (2) or
(3), has better objective function value (for minimization
problems: f(Xuen) < f(X;)), he/she will be accepted into
the algorithm population. The learning phase for the mem-
ber or student ith of the population (X;) can be achieved as
follows [5]:
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f Index GL-25 DE/rand/2 CLPSO TLBO TLSBO
Uni-modal N Mean 3.230E — 26 3.718E — 08 1.855E—13 7.405E — 24 4.880e—028
Func. Std. 5.146E — 26 3.560E — 09 2.201E—13 3.534E —22 9.931e — 028
Best 1.262E — 29 3.017E — 09 1.007E — 13 8.338E — 28 0.000E + 00
Rank 2 5 4 3 1
1 Mean 1.853E+02 6.827E + 03 3.894E + 03 3.519E+00 4.688E—05
Std. 2.406E + 02 1.938E + 03 6.900E + 02 1.925E 401 4.930E — 05
Best 4.300E — 02 4.478E + 03 1.045E + 03 2.188E — 05 1.671E — 06
Rank 3 5 4 2 1
£ Mean 3.850E + 06 9.105E + 07 2.382E+407 1.104E + 06 1.011E + 006
Std. 2.519E+06 1.664E+07 8.402E+06 5.718E + 05 2.115E + 005
Best 1.280E + 06 5.598E+ 07 1.263E + 07 5.124E +05 4.612E 4 005
Rank 3 5 4 2 1
fa Mean 1.992E + 03 1.223E + 04 1.312E 404 2.407E 403 2.271E+02
Std. 9.256E + 02 2.983E+03 2.536E +03 1.946E + 03 1.878E + 02
Best 7.912E + 02 8.234E+ 03 9.702E + 03 2.341E+03 2.683E+01
Rank 2 4 5 3 1
fs Mean 3.142E+ 03 1.629E+4-03 4.405E 403 4.219E+03 3.044E + 03
Std. 2.197E+02 4.540E 4 02 4.675E 402 7.727E + 02 1.013E+03
Best 2.606E + 03 9.835E + 02 3.986E + 03 2.950E 4 03 2.131E+03
Rank 3 1 5 4 2
Multi — modal fe Mean 3.739E +01 2.443E + 01 2.073E+01 5.769E + 01 2.236E+01
Func. Std. 2.525E+01 7.620E — 01 1.169E + 01 4.852E 401 3.110E+01
Best 6.625E + 00 2317E+01 3.271E+00 1.918E + 00 1.839E — 02
Rank 4 3 1 5 2
fr Mean 4.477E — 02 5.884E — 01 1.115E+ 00 1.778E — 01 2.300E—02
Std. 3.712E - 02 1.365E — 01 5.902E — 02 4.161E — 01 1.850E — 02
Best 5.061E — 03 3.439E - 01 1.034E + 00 1.542E — 05 2.463E — 10
Rank 2 4 5 3 1
1z Mean 2.099E + 01 2.098E + 01 2.099E + 01 2.098E 401 2.095E+01
Std. 5.460E — 02 3.986E — 02 4.293E — 02 4.393E — 02 1.689E — 02
Best 2.082E 401 2.088E + 01 2.086E + 01 2.096E + 01 2.078E + 01
Rank 3 2 3 2 1
fo Mean 2.844E + 01 1.578E 402 4.703E—06 1.160E + 02 4.668E + 01
Std. 6.883E + 00 8.063E + 00 5.507E — 06 2.229E 401 1.373E 401
Best 1.618E +01 1.375E+02 5.392E — 07 7.861E +01 2.620E + 01
Rank 2 5 1 4 3
fio Mean 1.443E 402 2.593E 402 1.323E+02 1.530E + 02 1.144E+02
Std. 6.120E + 01 1.342E +01 2.100E +- 01 2.900E 401 4.009E + 01
Best 3.520E+01 1.742E + 02 9.146E + 01 7.886E + 01 2.619E+01
Rank 3 5 2 4 1
i Mean 3.625E+01 3.976E + 01 2.814E+01 3.395E+01 3.567E+01
Std. 6.761E + 00 1.610E + 00 1.450E + 00 2.660E + 00 1.200E + 00
Best 1.654E + 01 3.674E + 01 2.465E +01 3.012E+01 3.409E +01
Rank 4 5 1 2 3
fi2 Mean 1.156E + 04 3.334E + 05 3.242E+ 04 7.500E + 05 1.117E+04
Std. 9.393E + 03 5.984E + 04 8.592E + 03 1.700E + 05 1.862E + 04
Best 2.038E + 03 1.812E 405 1.547E + 04 1.586E 405 7.276E + 02
Rank 2 4 3 5 1
Nb/Nw/Mr 0/1/2.75 1/6/4.0 0/1/2.750 1/6/4.000 3/4/3.167

TABLE 1. The results obtained from the algorithms for real-parameter problems FEs = 150,000.
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Xnew :)(l + rand()(ii_)(i):
KXpew = Xi + rand()(i_)(ii)a

if f(Xa) <f(X) ()
if f(X) <f(Xi) Q)

Also, infeasible new solutions must be properly handled,
to decide that if one member or student is better than
another student or not. The penalty method is used for con-
straint handling as in [5, 25].

2.3. Studying Phase (The Proposed Strategy)

There are many various complicated real-world problems,
like engineering problems, etc., which have many local
optimal solutions. In optimizing such problems using
TLBO algorithm, if teacher member of TLBO is trapped in
one of these local optimal solutions and fails to escape
from it in the following iterations, according to Eq. (1), all
population or students gradually moves toward this solu-
tion, and their position would get equal to the teacher
member; so the global and local search equations, i.e.
learning and teaching phases, gradually lose their effective-
ness in optimization process and the algorithm would con-
verge to the local optimum. Therefore, the algorithm
requires a new optimization strategy or a suitable mutation
to generate population diversity for such specific functions
and conditions in order to continue optimization [26].
Here, for escaping the local optima and enhancing the
power of the algorithm, a new appropriate strategy, called
studying strategy, is proposed for TLBO algorithm, which
is shown in Figure 2. In this phase, the ith member tries to
change and improve its position by appropriately changing
each dimension of its position.

rand x (Xia — Xia), 1 f(Xk) <f(X)
rand * (X,q ~ Xea). i S(X) </(X0)
d=1:D, and the kth member is chosen randomly
for each dimension: k=1: N

X, studying, d —

“4)

In (4), a new member £ is selected for each dimension
d. This strategy aggregated with teaching and learning
phases, prevents converging to local optima and consider-
ably increase the power of the algorithm. In this strategy,
all the students are used for changing each dimension of
each student; an appropriate combination which helps
effectively to add variety to the population and escaping
from local optima. In this way, good exploration is
achieved while assuring exploitation. The pseudo code of
studying strategy is shown below:

The pseudo code of studying strategy for the member
ith of TLSBO:

ford=1: D

k= 1+ round(rand*(N — 1));

rand * (Xpqa — Xi a),

L if f(Xi) <f(X)
studying, d rand * (Xi,d — Xk,a )’

if f(Xi) <f(Xk)

end

2.4. Multi-Objective Strategy into TLSBO

Multi-objective optimization problems (MOOP) are the
problems having two or more objective functions (OFs)
which must be optimized simultaneously. In this type of
optimization problems the “best compromise” solution is
being sought. In MOOP, the concept of Pareto optimality
is used to assess the efficiency of the solutions with regard
to each other. In a minimization problem, for each two
solution X; and X, if we have f;(X;) <fi(X;) for all
objective functions and fj(X;) <f;(X>) for at least one
objective function, it is said that the solution X; Pareto
dominates the solution X,. This can be mathematically
shown as [25]:

Vie%l, 2, . n% fi(X1) < fi(Xa),
Fel{l, 2, .. ,n}, filXy)<fi(X2),

where n is the number of objective functions. The solutions
that cannot be Pareto dominated by any other solution are
called Pareto optimal solutions and the set of the objective
values of Pareto optimal solutions is called Pareto front. In
the optimization process, the set of non-dominated solu-
tions will be saved in a repository, iteratively.

Furthermore, a fuzzy method is employed here to handle
the competing objective functions of the MOOP under con-
sideration. In the fuzzy method a membership function
(MF) is defined for each objective function f;, as in (6).

)

I , filx) < B
0 . fiX) > P =120
g (X) = FMax_f(X) S )
i JrE , Fmin sz(X) < fmax
F;nax _Flmm i i

(6)

where the values of F™" and F™™* are calculated by means
of the payoff table.

In order to compose the payoff table for a MOOP with p
conflicting OFs, initially, the single objective function consid-
ering only one of the OFs is solved. Assume that F] is the
value of jth objective function for the optimal solution of the
single-objective problem considering only ith objective func-
tion (so, F = F! is the optimal value of f}). Then, the ith
row of the payoff table will be Fi, ....F._|,F;,Fi , ...,F..
When the explained approach is repeated for all objective
functions, the payoff table is completely calculated. Then the
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FIGURE 3. The convergence graphs of 30 runs of algo-
rithms for (a) f1 and (b) f1o functions.

minimum and maximum values among the values in the ith
column of the payoff table are F™" and F™>, respectively,
which can be used in the fuzzy model. It should be noted
that the above-mentioned membership functions are continu-
ous and monotonic. The membership functions of the solu-
solutions repository are

tions in the non-dominated

normalized using (7):

Na(j) = ]\;?:1:"1' X Wi (X))
Z]-:f Do Wi X g (X)

where N, is the size of the repository and w; is the

weighing factor representing the decision maker priority

)

over the ith objective function. This normalized MF is
used for sorting the non-dominated solutions.

3. TLSBO ALGORITHM FOR REAL-
PARAMETER PROBLEMS

In the first part of simulation study, in order to validate the
performance of TLSBO algorithm for real-parameter

optimization, various types of real-parameter functions are
chosen [27] based the Mean (mean value of the best
results), the Best (the best result in all runs), and Std
(standard deviation of the best results), which are summar-
ized in the Appendix. In this section of study, the charac-
teristics including general performance, robustness and
precision of GL-25 [28], DE/rand/2 [29], (F (scaling fac-
tor) = 0.45 and, CR (crossover factor) = 0.7), CLPSO
[30], original TLBO and proposed TLSBO algorithms are
compared using 12 real-parameter test functions, which are
summarized in the [27]. The real-parameter test functions
are multi-modal, non-separable, scalable test functions
which have a very long, narrow and parabolic shaped val-
ley from local minimum to global minimum, which make
them very difficult to solve [27]. Each algorithm is run 30
times for each real-parameter test function and the results
including the Mean, the Best, Std are presented in Table 1.
In these simulations the population size is considered
N=30, the maximum value of function evaluations
FEs=150,000 and dimension D =30. In this table, rank
shows the order of the Mean indices of algorithms sorted
increasingly, Nb is the number of times that this algorithm
is better than other algorithms, Nw is the number of times
that this algorithm is worse than other algorithms, and Mr
is the mean of rank of the algorithm for all functions.
According to the results, proposed TLSBO algorithm sur-
passes original TLBO and other algorithms on obtaining
better final solution and less converging to local minimum.
The results show that TLSBO algorithm has successfully
solved different real-parameter optimization problems. The
mean of convergence graphs of 30 runs of algorithms for
f1 and f}, test functions are shown in Figure 3.

In Table 2, different population sizes were tested for the
proposed TLSBO algorithm. As observed, the population
size between 30 and 60 can be an appropriate choice for
functions with dimensions around 30. However, depending
on the characteristics of the optimization functions in dif-
ferent problems, it is possible for a specific population size
to reach a more optimal solution, which is the nature of all
evolutionary algorithms.

4. TLSBO FOR THE OPF PROBLEMS

In the second part of simulation study, experiments were con-
ducted to compare the results of the proposed TLSBO algo-
rithm with other obtained optimal best results reported in the
previous literature for solving the various static optimal elec-
trical power generation and transmission planning problems.
In an electric energy generation competitive environment, the
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Population size

f Index 15 45 60 30

£ Mean 9.766E + 05 1.459E + 06 1.498E + 06 1.011E + 006
Std. 2.483E + 05 5.551E+05 1.152E + 06 2.115E + 005
Rank 1 3 4 2

fs Mean 3.598E + 03 3.285E+03 3.105E+03 3.044E + 03
Std. 1.4460E + 03 1.063E + 03 1.103E + 03 1.013E+03
Rank 4 3 2 1

fo Mean 6.437E + 01 3.358E + 01 2.189E + 01 4.668E + 01
Std. 1.414E + 01 9.205E + 00 1.200E + 01 1.373E+ 01
Rank 4 2 1 3

fi2 Mean 1.263E + 04 1.317E+ 04 2.408E + 03 1.117E + 04
Std. 2.074E + 04 2.545E + 04 2.194E + 03 1.862E + 04
Rank 3 4 1 2

TABLE 2. The results obtained from TLSBO with different population sizes and FEs = 150,000.

static OPF problems are non-convex and non-linear optimiza-
tion problems with both continuous and discrete decision vari-
ables. The original objective of the OPF problems is to
optimize different non-linear objective functions subject to a
set of constraints imposed by electrical power generation and
transmission system limitations.

The formulation of the OPF problem and the best results
obtained from TLSBO algorithm in comparison with previ-
ous reported results for the OPF problems for 30 runs are
presented in the following sections.

4.1. The Optimal Power Flow (OPF) Problems

Generally, the aim of OPF problem is to optimize one or
more objective functions by optimally adjusting power sys-
tem control parameters subject to some equality and inequal-
ity constraints [31, 32]. Summary of some optimization
algorithms used for the solution of different OPF problems
in recent literature (since 2014) are decomposition-based
algorithms [33], evolutionary algorithms (EA) [34],
improved multi-objective ABC algorithm [35], multi-hive
bee foraging algorithm (MHBFA) [35], modified TLBO
[36], an improved adaptive DE [37], hybrid fuzzy PSO and
Nedler-Mead algorithm (HFPSO-NM) [38], learning DE-
APSO-PS [39], an adapted GA with adjusting population
size [40], adaptive biogeography based PPO [41], adaptive
clonal selection algorithm [42], PSO [43], PSO, EP, GA,
GWO and DE [44, 45] backtracking search optimization
algorithm (BSOA) [46], opposition based GSA [47], a semi-
definite programming-based model [48], a probabilistic
multi-objective algorithm [49], improved ABC (IABC)
[50-53], parallel NSGA-II [54]; a new Sine-Cosine algo-
rithm (SCA) [55], safety barrier interior point [56], an
improved gravitational search algorithm (EGSA) [57],

improved group search optimization (IGSO) [58, 59], cha-
otic invasive weed optimization (CIWO) algorithms [7], a
modified bacteria foraging algorithm (MBFA) [60], chance-
constrained framework [61], the social spider optimization
(SSO) algorithm [62], a modified Jaya algorithm [63], an
improved DE algorithm integrated with effective constraint
handling techniques [64], biogeography-based optimization
(BBO) [65, 66], an enhanced strength Pareto evolutionary
method [67], BAT [68], MOPF solution methodology [69,
70], an improved multi-objective multi-verse optimization
(IMOMVO) algorithm [71], a quasi-oppositional cuckoo
search (QOCS) [72], chaotic KHA [73], non-dominated sort-
ing hybrid CSA [74], a hybrid algorithm of MSA with GSA
[75], interior search algorithm (ISA) [76], forced initialized
DE [70], a quasi-oppositional improved Jaya algorithm [77],
glowworm swarm optimization (GSO) [78], multi objective
ant lion algorithm (MALA) [79], improved colliding bodies
optimization (ICBO) [80], a new mixed-integer nonlinear
programming model [81], an improved firefly algorithm
[82], a new TLBO using Lévy mutation strategy [83], a
hybrid PSO with MVO [84], improved bat algorithm [85],
DSA [86], hybrid PSOGSA [87], stud KHA [88], fuzzy har-
mony search (FHS) [89], adaptive FFA [90], modified
MOEA/D [67, 91], electromagnetism-like algorithm (ELA)
[92], enhanced self-adaptive DE [93] and moth swarm algo-
rithm (MSA) [94].
The OPF problem can be mathematically expressed as:

Min Fopr(x, u) (3
Subject to : g(x,u) =0 9
h(x,u) <0 (10)

where Fopr is the objective function, x is the state vector
comprising Pg; (active power generation of slack bus
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generator), V; (voltage magnitudes of load buses), O¢g
(reactive power generations of generators) and S; (apparent
power flowing through transmission lines), respectively.
Therefore, the x vector can be demonstrated as:

T'=1Ps1, Vii... OcnaG,>Si ---Sivre] (11)

where NG is the number of generators; NPQ and NTL are the
number of PQ buses and the number of transmission lines,
respectively.u is the vector of decision variables comprising P
(active power output of PV bus generators), V' (generation bus
voltages), T (transformer taps settings) and Q¢ (shunt VAR
compensation), respectively. Therefore, u can be stated as:

T = [P6s...PGnG, Var...Vang, Oct...Ocnes Ti-..Twr] - (12)

where NT and NC show the numbers of tap-changing trans-
formers and shunt compensation devices, respectively. From
these variables, P; and V are continuous variables and T
and Q¢ are discrete variables; and thus, the OPF problem is
a mixed integer nonlinear optimization. For handling dis-
crete variables, they are assumed as continuous variables
with a suitable range and rounding is used in objective func-
tion to convert them to discrete variables. For example, if
we want a discrete variable which can get any of the values
{1, 2,3, 4,5}, we can define a continuous decision variable
in the range [1,5.99] and use the floor function (integer part)
for this variable at the start of objective function.

Vineg, Q1 -

4.1.1. Constraints.  4.1.1.1. Equality constraints. Typical
load flow equations are expressed as (Pulluri et al. 2017):

Pei—Ppi—V; Z [Gjjcos (8; — &;) + Bysin (6; — 6;)] =0
13)

i—Opi— Vi Z [Gyjsin (6; — 0;) — By cos (6; — 0;)] =0

(14)

where V; and V; are the voltages of ith and jth bus, respect-
ively, NB is the number of buses, Pg; and Qg; are the active
and reactive power generations of generators, respectively,
Pp; and QD, are the active and reactive load demands, respect-
ively, G;, B; are the conductance and susceptance of the
transmission hne between bus i and bus j, respectively, and J;;
is the phase difference of voltages between bus i and bus ;.
4.1.1.2. Inequality  constraints. In  equality
straints include:
i. Generator related (Eqgs. (15)~(17)), transformer tap
settings (Eq. (18)), shunt VAR compensations (Eq.
(19)) and security constraints (Egs. (20) and (21)) [52]:

con-

yan < Yo < VB i =1,..,NG (15)
PEN < PG < P2 i =1,..,NG (16)
< Qg < OB i =1,...,NG 17)
Tmm <T, <T™i=1,..,NT (18)
omin < Oy < QWX i =1,...,NC (19)
ymin <y <V =1,..,NPQ (20)
Si < Spi=1,..,NTL 1)

where min and max indexes are the minimum and max-
imum limits of the variables, respectively.

4.1.2. Objective Functions. The objective functions are
described as follow:

4.1.2.1. Minimization of the fuel cost. The fuel costs of
the generators are usually modeled as quadratic functions.
Consequently, the total fuel cost can be calculated as:

NG

NG
> FeilPei) =Y (ai+biPgi+ ciPg)  (22)
P

i=1

Fopr1 =

where F¢; is the fuel cost of the ith generator and «;, b;
and c; are the cost coefficients of the ith generator.

4.1.2.2. Minimization of the real power losses
(P1oss)- The total active power transmission loss is another
objective function which is usually considered in solving

the OPF problem and can be calculated as:

NTL
=Y Ge(VP+ V] =2ViVjcosdy) (23)
k=1
k:(im/.)

Fopr2 = Plross

4.1.2.3. Minimization of the voltage magnitude deviation
(VD). Bus voltage magnitudes are important indices of sys-
tem security. So, voltage profile enhancement should be
considered as an objective function of OPF problem, as
follows:

NPQ

=VD=> |Vi—1] (24)
i=1

Fopr3

where VD is the voltage deviation.

4.1.2.4. Emission objective. The pollutant emissions by
generators are another objective function that is often considered
in the OPF problem. Different types of gas emissions are pro-
duced by thermal generators, from which, two important types of
emission gases, i.e. SOx and NOx, are considered here.
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NG
Foprs = ZFEi(PGi)
=1
NG (25)
= Z (o + BiPai + 7iPg; + & exp (4iPai))
i—1

where Fp; denotes the emission of the ith generation unit.
o, P, Vi & and A; represent the emission coefficients of
ith unit, the first three related to SOx and the last two
related to NOx.

It should be mentioned that the decision variables are self-
constrained. The inequality constraints of Pg;, V;, Qg and S;
can be included in the objective function as quadratic penalty
terms. Thus, the augmented objective function will be as:

Jopr1 (x.u)
JOPF (x, u) = . =

Jopen (x.1) |,

Fopri + Ap(Po1—Pi3 ) + Z( ViV
P

NG
+i0Y (06i—0w)* + sy _(Si—Spm)’
i=1 i=1

Fopn + 2p(Pg1—Pi3 ) + Ay Z( ViV’

NG
+i0Y (Q6i—0w)’ + sy _(Si—Sp™)’
i=1 i=1
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where Ap, Ay, Ag and /g are penalty factors and n is the
number of objective functions. x"™ is the limit value of the
independent variable x and is given as:

x; xmin <x< max

lim
lim — max. max

XM x> X

XM x <X

@27

min

The steps of implementing multi-objective TLSBO for
solving optimal power flow problem are as follow:

Step 1: Input the required data for algorithm and
power system.

Step 2: Convert the constrained optimization problem to
an unconstrained one.

Step 3: Generate the algorithm’s population of ini-
tial students.

Step 4: Calculate the objective functions for ini-
tial students.

Step 5: Store the dominant solutions in repository.

Step 6: Sort population of students taking into account
the calculated normalized value of objective functions.

Step 7: Select teacher for initial students.

Step 8: Implement teaching phase using Eq. (1).

Step 9: Calculate the objective functions for new students.

Step 10: Store the dominant solutions in repository.

Step 11: Sort population of students taking into account
the calculated normalized value of objective functions.
Step 12: Implement learning phase using Eq. (2).

Step 13: Calculate the objective functions
new students.

Step 14: Store the dominant solutions in repository.

Step 15: Sort population of students taking into account
the calculated normalized value of objective functions.

for

NPQ

NTL

(26)

NPQ

i=1
NTL

d nx1
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Limits

Variables Min Max Case 1 Case 2 Case 3 Case 4 Case 5 Case 6
Psi (MW) 50 200 177.46 140.0 128.75 175.76 94.24 135.48
Pgr, (MW) 20 80 48.6819 54.9997 50.8133 48.2834 60.8189 52.4040
Pgs (MW) 15 50 21.3137 24.1767 29.7327 21.3749 32.4291 26.6986
Pz (MW) 10 35 20.8882 32.8789 35.0 20.7994 35.0000 34.9974
Psii (MW) 10 30 11.8116 18.4732 24.9677 11.8583 30.0000 20.9056
P13 (MW) 12 40 12.0 19.4771 19.7157 15.331 353941 19.2559
Ve (pu.) 0.95 1.1 1.1 1.0939 1.1 1.0419 1.0737 1.0832
Vg (pou.) 0.95 1.1 1.0817 1.0773 1.0865 1.022 1.0639 1.0678
Vas (p-u.) 0.95 1.1 1.0508 1.0457 1.0594 1.0201 1.0385 1.0386
Vs (p-u.) 0.95 1.1 1.0554 1.0562 1.0695 1.0094 1.0491 1.0470
Ve (p-u.) 0.95 1.1 1.0838 1.0841 1.0746 0.9852 1.0785 1.0145
Vs (p.u.) 0.95 1.1 1.0602 1.0575 1.0785 0.9976 1.0597 1.0331
Tso (p.u.) 0.9 1.1 1.0397 1.0563 1.043 0.9983 1.0394 1.0754
Ts_10 (p-u.) 0.9 1.1 0.9667 0.9268 0.9549 0.9005 0.9408 0.9691
T4 12 (p.u) 0.9 1.1 0.9998 0.9847 1.0238 0.9635 0.9988 1.0551
Trs_27 (p-u.) 0.9 1.1 0.989 0.9948 0.9959 0.9631 0.9789 1.0057
QOcyo (p-u.) 0.0 0.05 0.05 0.02 0.03 0.05 0.04 0.05
QOcy; (p-u.) 0.0 0.05 0.03 0.03 0.01 0.03 0.04 0.0
QOcis (p-u.) 0.0 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.04 0.02
Qci17 (p.u.) 0.0 0.05 0.05 0.0 0.04 0.0 0.05 0.05
Qcyo (p-u.) 0.0 0.05 0.04 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.04 0.05
Qcz (pu.) 0.0 0.05 0.05 0.04 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05
Ocys (p-u.) 0.0 0.05 0.03 0.03 0.02 0.05 0.04 0.05
Ocyq (p-u) 0.0 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05
QOcy (p-u.) 0.0 0.05 0.03 0.04 0.03 0.02 0.03 0.02
Cost ($/h) 799.4378 646.1931 822.0667 804.7501 865.0646 815.4377
Losses (MW) 8.7559 6.6038 5.5769 10.0062 4.4789 6.34
VD (p.u.) 1.0847 1.04 1.2225 0.0954 1.0178 0.3305
Emission (ton/h) 0.3672 0.2829 0.2625 0.3614 0.222 0.2742

TABLE 3. Best (compromise) solutions for different cases of OPF using TLSBO algorithm.

Step 16: Repeat Steps 8 to 15 until the stopping criter-
ion (here, maximum number of iterations) is satisfied.

4.1.3. Cases under Study. The algorithms have been used
for solving single-objective and multi-objective OPF prob-
lems for different cases having different objective functions.
To show the effectiveness of TLSBO algorithm, six differ-
ent cases are considered as follows: cases 1 and 2 for sin-
gle-objective OPF problems; and cases 3, 4, 5 and 6 for
multi-objective OPF problems. The multi-objective opti-
mization through Pareto dominance criteria is used for
solving multi-objective OPF (MOOPF) problems as
in [95].

Case 1: OPF: Minimization of fuel cost (Eq. (22))

Case 2: OPF: Minimization of piecewise quadratic
fuel cost

In this case, in order to model the different fuels, the fuel
cost function for the generators of buses 1 and 2 are consid-
ered to be piecewise quadratic functions.

w1 + biPgi + cnP%; PR < Pg; < P

F(Pa) = % + bPgi + coP% Poy < Pgi < Pon
% + bixPi + cuPy; Py < Pgi < PR

(28)

where o, by and ¢y, are cost coefficients of the ith gener-

ating unit for fuel type k. Augmented objective function
can be defined as [96]:

2
J(x,u) = <thik + bixPsi + CikPZGi> +
i

NG
(ZO(,' + b;Pg; + CiPél-> + )~P(PG1 —Plg? )2+
i=3

NTL

NG
) +i0) (Qai—0m) + sy (Si—Sp™)?
i=1 i=1
(29)

NPQ

Y (Vu=Vim
i=1
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Pgi Pca Pgs Pgs P Pais Cost
Algorithms (MW) (MW) (MW) (MW) (MW) (MW) ($/h)
CDE [97] 174.04 47.74 22.12 20.00 11.22 15.69 799.71
SKH [88] 177.14 48.64 21.31 21.26 11.97 12.0 800.51
PSOGSA [87] 177.22 48.75 21.39 21.10 11.97 12.00 800.49
GABC [52] 177.24 48.71 21.39 21.17 11.90 12.0 800.44
FHSA [89] 176.80 49.23 21.15 21.04 11.98 12.06 799.91
DSA [86] 176.95 48.71 21.38 21.29 12.04 12.0 800.39
TLBO 173.98 50.58 20.90 23.47 11.42 12.0 800.93
TLSBO 177.46 48.68 21.31 20.89 11.81 12.0 799.44
TABLE 4. Simulation results of different algorithms for Case 1 OPF.
Pgi Pg) Pgs Pgg Pgi P13 Cost
Algorithms (MW) (MW) (MW) (MW) (MW) MW) ($/h)
MDE [96] 140.0 55.0 24.0 34.989 18.044 18.462 647.846
MPSO- 139.99 54.99 24.01 34.98 18.29 18.12 647.55
SFLA [95]
TLBO 140.0 54.9998 239516 33.9282 18.5698 18.9442 647.5579
TLSBO 140.0 54.9997 24.1767 32.8789 18.4732 19.4771 646.1931
TABLE 5. Simulation results of different algorithms for Case 2 OPF.
Pgy Pgo Pgs Pgg Pei Pgi3 Losses Cost
Algorithms (MW) (MW) MW) (MW) MW) (MW) MW) ($/h)
EGA- - 49.5 30.06 34.98 23.96 21.374 5.613 822.87
DQLF [98]
FPSO [98] - 59.88 34.62 334 30 23.56 5.6658 847.011
NSGA-II 134.5544 46.2891 32.936 30.1163 18.735 26.5392 5.7699 823.8875
[99]
MOHS [99] 118.5673 51.5253 27.855 34.9822 28.6026 27.1048 5.3143 832.6709
TLBO 138.6 45.942 32.9026 27.1122 27.268 18.1248 6.5508 824.3649
TLSBO 128.75 50.8133 29.7327 35 24.9677 19.7157 5.5769 822.0667

TABLE 6. Simulation results of different algorithms for Case 3 OPF.

Case 3: OPF: MOOPF considering the fuel cost and

p Loss

[ Jopri (x,u) |

_JOPFz (x,u) ] (30)

Jopr (x,u) =

Case 4: OPF: MOOPF considering the fuel cost and VD

[ Jopr1 (x,u) |
| Joprs (x, u) |

€20

Jopr (x,u) =

Case 5 OPF: MOOPF considering the fuel cost and
emission

(32)

Jopri (x, u)
Jopra(x, u)

P

Case 6 OPF: MOOPF considering the cost, P;,,, VD
and emission

Jorr (x.1)" = Vo1 (x, 1), Jopra (x, 1), Joprs (x, u), Jopra(x,u)]  (33)

4.1.4. Numerical Results of Solving OPF Problem. The
performance of the proposed TLSBO algorithm in solving
single-objective and multi-objective OPF problems is
investigated on standard IEEE 30-bus test power system,
which is shown in Figure 4. The total system demand is
2.834 p.u. at 100 MVA base. The limit values of all varia-
bles are given in [52].

The stopping criterion is selected as Iter,,, =100, and
the population size is set to N =60, for the OPF problems.
Penalty factors in (23) are chosen, Ap = 100,000,000,
vy = 49 = 50,000 and Zg = 1000.

TLSBO algorithm was implemented in MATLAB 7.6
and was run on a Pentium IV E5200 PC 2 GB RAM. Best
control variables’ settings for different cases of OPF using
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Pg Pcy Pgs Pgs Pai Pais VD Cost
Alg. (MW) (MW) MW) MW) MW) (MW) (p-w) ($/h)
DE [100] 183.13 47.44 18.73 16.15 11.8855 16.505 0.1357 805.2619
TLBO 185.3 47.22 19.36 20.19 10.0008 12.0189 0.1009 804.9781
TLSBO 175.76 48.28 21.37 20.79 11.8583 15.331 0.0954 804.7501
TABLE 7. Simulation results of different algorithms for Case 4 OPF.
PGl PGZ PGS PGl 1 PGI3 Emission Cost
Algorithms (MW) (MW) (MW) (MW) MW) MW) (ton/h) ($/h)
ISPEA2II 91.9631 65.2762 31.2750 34.8884 29.8586 34.9898 0.2235 867.9828
[67]
ISPEA2 93.5847 65.2596 30.2426 34.1723 29.2745 35.8744 0.2234 865.9499
[67]
MPSO- 97.11 61.19 31.47 35.0 30.0 35.11 0.2246 868.372
SFLA [95]
TLBO 94.83 60.809 32.1411 34.8981 30.0 35.4566 0.2225 865.0944
TLSBO 94.24 60.8189 32.4291 35.0 30.0 35.3941 0.222 865.0646
TABLE 8. Simulation results of different algorithms for Case 5 OPF.
Minimization of fuel cost, losses, 10 T T T T
emission and voltage magnitude deviation TLBO
Cost Losses VD Emission ¢ TLSBO
Algorithms ($/h) (MW) (p.u) (ton/h) § s} |
TLBO 816.4994 7.5229 0.4268 0.2764 \2./ %
TLSBO 815.4377 6.34 0.3305 0.2742 § %
wn
TABLE 9. Simulation results of different algorithms for Case S 6r

6 OPF.
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FIGURE 5. Convergence graph of TLBO and TLSBO
algorithms for Case 1 OPF.

TLSBO algorithm are presented in Table 3. Furthermore,
the best results and the best compromise solutions (BCS)
calculated by TLSBO and other algorithms for different
cases of the OPF problems are presented in Tables 4-9. In
Tables 4-9 the best results are shown in bold fonts. It can

¢ 9

4 C 1 L il
800 850 900 950
Cost ($/h)

FIGURE 6. Pareto-optimal solutions achieved by TLBO
and TLSBO algorithms for Case 3 OPF.

be observed Judging in these tables that in cases 1, 2 and 4
to 6 the proposed TLSBO algorithm outperforms other
optimization algorithms in recent literature and yields the
minimum fuel cost ($/h), losses (MW), voltage magnitude
deviation (VD (p.u.)) and emission (ton/h). In 3 of 4
MOOPF cases (case 4 to 6), the BCS of TLSBO Pareto-
dominates the BCS of other algorithms. For case 3, the
BCS of TLSBO Pareto-dominates the BCS of all other
algorithms except for MOHS [99] which has lower losses
than TLSBO.

Convergence graph of algorithms for case 1 is shown in
Figure 5, and also, the Pareto optimal solutions achieved
by TLBO and TLSBO algorithms for case 3 are illustrated
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in Figure 6. It is seen from Figure 5 that adding studying-
phase to TLBO improves its convergence. Also, it is obvi-
ous from Figure 6 that TLSBO can achieve a very better
Pareto front compared to TLBO, which proves the advan-
tage of augmenting TLBO by studying-phase.

The above results obviously show that the proposed
algorithm is a powerful algorithm for power system opti-
mization. There are so many problems that can be solved
by this algorithm, some of which can be found in [18,
101-106]. Furthermore, there are many enhancement meth-
ods that can be used for augmenting the performance of
the proposed method.

5. CONCLUSION

TLBO is a population-based parameter-free simple opti-
mization algorithm, which has shown better and acceptable
performance on different engineering optimization prob-
lems. In this study a new version of TLBO algorithm,
called TLSBO, is proposed by adding a new strategy, the
studying strategy, to original TLBO. The proposed TLSBO
algorithm was used for optimizing 12 benchmark real-par-
ameter functions and various types of optimization prob-
lems and its results was compared with other optimal
results reported in the previous literature. The simulation
results demonstrate the proposed TLSBO algorithm has
good, efficient and robust optimization performance with
faster convergence characteristics for various types of opti-
mization problems compared to the original TLBO and
many previously presented algorithms as well.

Improving TLSBO by using the concepts like chaos,
Levy Flight, multi-group, etc., and also hybridizing the
proposed algorithm with other successful metaheuristic
methods may be the subject of future studies.
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APPENDIX

The details of the typical uni-modal and multi-modal
real-parameter functions (F) that are selected to evaluate
the effectiveness of the proposed algorithms are summar-
ized as [27]:

Fy: Shifted Sphere (uni-modal, separable and scalable
test Fl(x):ZjDzlz]z,z:x—o,x:[xl,xz,
. Xp], 0= [01, 02, ..., op]: the shifted global optimum.
with x; € [-100] and F(x*) =0.

F,: Shifted Schwefel’s Problem 1.2 (uni-modal, non-
separable and scalable teat function):

function):

2
D J
F>(x) :Z szj s Z=X—0,X = [X1, X2, ..., XD,
Jj=1 \ =1
0 = [o1, 02, ..., Op|: the shifted global optimum.

F5: Shifted Rotated High Conditioned Elliptic (uni-

modal, non-separable and scalable test function), F3(x) =

Zfil(loﬁ)%;f, z=(x—0)*M, x = [x1, X2, ..., Xp},
[01, 02, ..., 0p]: the shifted global optimum and, M :
orthogonal matrix with x; e [-100] and F(x*) =0.

F4: Shifted Schwefel’s Problem 1.2 with Noise in
Fitness (uni-modal, non-separable
function):-

Fyx) = (X2, (T, 20%) # (1 4+ 04|N(0, D)), = = x—o,
0 =101, 02, ..., Op] : the shifted global optimum with x; €
[—100] and F(x*) =0.

Fs: Schwefel’s Problem 2.6 with Global Optimum on

Bounds (uni-modal, non-separable and scalable test function):

o=

and scalable test

Fs(x) = max{ |ij — Bj|},
A is aD x Dmatrix, 4;is the j th row of 4, B; = 4; * o.

with x; € [-100] and F(x) =0.

Fg: Shifted Rosenbrock’s (multi-modal, non-separable
and scalable test function): Fy(x) = 3275 ( 100(2}—
zi1) +(z— 1)), z=x—0+1. with x; ¢ [-100] and
F(x*) =0.

F;: Shifted Rotated Griewank’s
Bounds (multi-modal, non-separable and scalable test func-

2 .
tion  F(x) = 357 qagg — [T cos () + 1. 2= (x o)
M. with x; € [~600, 600] and F(x*) =0.

Function without
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Fg: Shifted Rotated Ackley’s with Global Optimum on
Bounds (multi-modal, non-separable and scalable test func-

tion): Fg(x) = —20exp (—0.2, /5 jplzjz> —exp (%Zj’il

cos (2mz;)) +20 + e, z=x—o with x; € [-32.0, 32.0] and
F(x*) =0.

Fo: Shifted Rastrigin’s (multi-modal, separable and scal-
able test function), Fy(x)= Z]il(zjz — 10cos (2nz;) +
10), z = x—o. with x; € [-5.0, 5.0] and F(x*) =0.

F1o: Shifted Rotated Rastrigin’s Function (multi-modal,
non-separable and scalable test function), Fio(x) =
S 21 (22 = 10cos (27z) + 10), z = (x —0) * M. with x; e
[-5.0, 5.0] and F(x*) =0.

F11: Shifted Rotated Weierstrass Function (multi-modal,
non-separable and scalable test Fi =
S (00" [ cos (27t (@i + 0.5))])

—D S [gk cos (2nbF)] , a = 0.5b = 3kmax = 20 with
x; € [-5.0, 5.0] and F(x*) =0.

F15: Schwefel's Problem 2.1 Function (multi-modal,
non-separable and scalable test function), Fj;=
ZiD:l (Ai—Bi(x))Z, A,»:z]il(aijsinacj—i—bgcosocj), Bi(x) =
Zjl):l(aijsinxj+b,-jcosxj), with x; € [—n, 7] and F(x*)=0.
a;, by are integer random numbers in the range [—100], o
are random numbers in the range [—m,7].

function),

BIOGRAPHIES

Ebrahim Akbari received his M.Sc. degree in electrical
power engineering from Babol University of Technology,
Babol, Iran, in 2012 and his Ph.D. degree from University of
Isfahan, Isfahan, Iran, in 2019, both in electrical power
engineering. His current research interests include modern
optimization methods, power system operation, power system
dynamics, and planning of renewable energy resources and
energy storage systems in the context of power markets.

Mojtaba Ghasemi received the B.Sc. degree from
University of Birjand, Birjand, Iran, in 2009, and the M.Sc.
degree from Shiraz University of Technology, Shiraz, Iran,
in 2012, all in electrical power engineering. His research
interests include power engineering optimization, metaheur-
istics, integration of renewable energy sources, power sys-
tem operation and planning, and power markets.

Milad Gil received his M.Sc. degree in Electrical Power
Engineering from Babol University of Technology, Babol,
Iran, in 2017. His current research interests include power
system protection, microgrid, and application of optimiza-
tion methods and AI in power systems and power sys-
tem protection.

Abolfazl Rahimnejad received the B.S. and M.S. degrees
in Electrical Power Engineering from Mazandaran
University, Babol, Iran in 2009 and Babol (Noshirvani)
University of Technology, Babol, Iran in 2012, respect-
ively. He is currently pursuing the Ph.D. degree at the
College of Engineering and Physical Sciences, University
of Guelph, Guelph, ON, Canada.

From 2013 to 2017, he was a Research Associate with the
System Research Lab., Babol University of
Technology, Mazandaran, Iran. From 2017 to 2018, he was
also a Visiting Researcher at Lamar Renewable Energy and
Microgrid Lab, Beaumont, TX, USA. His research interest
includes state and parameter estimation methods, power
system operation, smart home energy management,
machine learning, and metaheuristic algorithms.

Power

S. Andrew Gadsden received his Ph.D. degree in state
and parameter estimation theory from McMaster
University, Hamilton, ON, Canada, in 2011. He was an
Assistant Professor with the Department of Mechanical
Engineering, University of Maryland, Baltimore, MD,
USA, from 2014 to 2016. He is currently an Associate
Professor with the College of Engineering and Physical
Sciences, University of Guelph, Guelph, ON, Canada. His
work involves the optimal realization and further advance-
ment of robust filtering strategies with applications in
mechatronics and aerospace technology.

He is an elected Fellow of ASME, and a Professional
Engineer of Ontario. Andrew is a 2019 SPIE Rising
Researcher award winner based on his work in intelligent
estimation theory and is also a 2018 Ontario Early
Researcher (ERA) award winner based on his work in
intelligent condition monitoring strategies. Andrew has a
broad research background that includes the consideration
of state and parameter estimation strategies, variable struc-
ture theory, fault detection and diagnosis, mechatronics,
target tracking, cognitive systems, and artificial
intelligence.



	Abstract
	Introduction
	TLBO Algorithm
	Teaching Phase
	Learning Phase
	Studying Phase (The Proposed Strategy)
	Multi-Objective Strategy into TLSBO

	TLSBO Algorithm for Real-Parameter Problems
	TLSBO for the OPF Problems
	The Optimal Power Flow (OPF) Problems
	Constraints
	Equality constraints
	Inequality constraints

	Objective Functions
	Minimization of the fuel cost
	Minimization of the real power losses (PLoss)
	Minimization of the voltage magnitude deviation (VD)
	Emission objective

	Cases under Study
	Numerical Results of Solving OPF Problem


	Conclusion
	Orcid
	References


