20264F 4 A EtEMEMRXRKXEZER April 2026
o524 5 41 Journal of Beijing University of Aeronautics and Astronautics Vol. 52 No. 4
http://bhxb.buaa.edu.cn jbuaa@buaa.edu.cn

DOI: 10.13700/j.bh.1001-5965.2024.0056

HEFiF#5 3 F0 TCN-BiGRU B4 %5 B A far575m
XA, FE S, W, g

(1. PR/REEMUT R BOIBTT A BN 515 BB A SC %, IR/REE 1500805 2. W EHUEBOA FRA RIRIET A F,

AR 1500405 3. MA/RIERDME RS RN S(E B TR, PR/KIE 150028)

EiF] E: M ARTNM TR RENBEEAAFEEZEN,, RAENTNE X T A
SEHEPAEART AT, TEHRBNZLN AR, FETNEREREZERS, Eit,
B — AT (TL) 6y B AR W 40 i 1745 18 28 % 0 (TCN-BiGRU) £ AL, X i # 2 3
TR AR MGG B AR LA B | F K-medoids B £ 4 ik 3t BB HAT R £ 047, BiLH
AT %R KBS R B TCN Bl R By 44, FIF B EE & (TA) Hk X5 B, 44 BiGRU 3t — %
R TCN Y 8 BB 3E & WAFAE, £ 30 A % Bk T2 M0 fb (DMS-PSO) & 3% 3t W 453l 4 1 48 5 3
FREENESHA G, TRERKN . Mx-TIT#EHEH 2T (GRU), Fr## TL-TCN-BiGRU # %
Hy 3 4 xR Z (MAE) B8 7 38.6%, 3477 #R1% 2 (RMSE) [#1K 7 40.7%, T34t & 4 thik

(MAPE) 1% 7 30.4%, R*# 77 53%.

X O BHAETN; THET; HEERNLE; Kmedoids B %K; B4 KK

hESES: V247; TP391
NEMARERD: A

FA, 7 A0 ey N2 FL ) R GRS B AT I LA,
Bt B4 EL 7 07 g LN X T AR R S R AR TR R L PR AR H
Wiz 8 A Ay F S H e R e 2
SEPLR PR | 2 AR A A AL, AR R ) 67 A T
DU EsF TR] S A (], AT DACKSE: S 43 Sk o 30 £ g 03000
rP I G fr T | K e T e e 3 A
RN Y i N R R > ) R 8 3 7 RN = vl = Y G
[ TR BT KRR | el 20 o0 5 A0 2 B B
FE AL G AL HLAs R ) R R T R
e ) UV S ot S T H g A B AT B 34

BT AR S SR R B O A S
B 25 ™ %% (convolutional neural network, CNN)¥!, 1§
A4 28 ] 2% (recurrent neural network, RNN) Fl1 < 48
i 12 (long short term memory, LSTM) [ £ '
T 4 5k, Bai 45U B H TR A] % B R % (temporal
convolutional network, TCN), iZ M 2% B A B IiF A9 v
P RPE RIS R AR M, (E X6 A 94 B 4 Sk Rk

YEHS: 1001-5965(2026)04-0995-10

Chung %5 " 45 H1 7 '] 2 916 ¥ 8 JC (gated recurrent
unit, GRU), J& o 3R H LRl b 47 itk 42 i 3L
[m] '] 2 9& #F Bt (bidirectional gated recurrent unit,
BiGRU), i ¥ 45 1] LAAR b fife phe Ao 135 31 2 1] i,
R B S e 5 1 P AR S, L TT R 2 e B LA
)8, AT — A L, 200 A T sE %
2 AN [RIRFAIE [B] A AR G G 28, 1 L LA T sy %) Tt
TR, AR AU PR T — AR LT 0L Ak
i) CNN-BiGRU [ 2% £ 47 Ft, 7 671 iy T , A% 78 3 o
Hz /R i#bAH 56 2 %4 (Pearson correlation coefficient, PCC)
X BSCHE T 22 R AR R AT 0, R DG I R v B
FEAEIE AR W 45 v, (HIZ AR 25 R B 5 %, X 45

75 A A D DR )E AR B . Huo %5 TCN Al LSTM
ML 454, 5 TON Bk L, 3/ T PR S 500 1
DRG BE . FEWR B 2% > v, 4 CNN N BB Y B2 )= 28
TRV RIS R 2 B R ) ) 4% A5 Y ) Pk g

P, R B 1k 90 45 B i A A, R R E A

Yk B EA: 2024-01-23; FRABER: 2024-03-26; W%t AR AT E] . 2024-04-07 11:22

P 4% W Ry #b 41k . link.cnki.net/urlid/11.2625.V.20240403.1036.002
EEWE: Bhird ARRA34 (LH2020F009)
* @5 {E# . E-mail: thruster@163.com

SIFE: A&, AMX, BV, & EFIEEFIF TCN-BIGRU 893 77 HM [J]. X FAEMAAFFM, 2026, 52 (4) : 995-1004.
LIU J, ZHOU B W, TIAN M, et al. Short-term load forecasting based on transfer learning and TCN-BiGRU[J]. Journal of Beijing
University of Aeronautics and Astronautics, 2026, 52 (4) : 995-1004 (in Chinese ) .


http://bhxb.buaa.edu.cn
mailto:jbuaa@buaa.edu.cn
https://doi.org/10.13700/j.bh.1001-5965.2024.0056
https://doi.org/10.13700/j.bh.1001-5965.2024.0056
https://doi.org/10.13700/j.bh.1001-5965.2024.0056
link.cnki.net/urlid/11.2625.V.20240403.1036.002
mailto:thruster@163.com

996 b3 M2 it KR %% % ik

2026 4%

AL CNN R Y 8 S 8 AT A R R
KAy, Li 2%l F K-medoids 53 3k 9E 17 2 4k
i [) 270 S0, S o 45 R WY, SR e A RN i
Pu ) 2 M A=, XF R Rl P o pr A A
S, ARTE AL B s A A B 23 A 0 B AR A IR
Me, SRR RAERE T, RRPHARESS R —Fh £
JUEE CNN-BiLSTM-Attention 5 %, X CNN 2 #F 17
PR,k RAT SN T PR K 4 2
B, S T VR R Y SO AR, (H 2 R B S5 A ] g
2 WAL T S 80 L M B . 1B A 2 ) (transfer
learning, TL) J& —Ft DA J5 A58 70 2 > 31| (N 7E AR 6 75
M ERR AR H T, R R B
T gy U AR A ST A D o Tin AR S A A RS 2
2177 20K CNN-GRU Il ZRBE R N — AT 12 B9 5K
P AL B — BN EE S b, SRR AR B
7, R G WAL PR RE A B T B R T, (EX B
o Bk B E B o I LA

3R Sk £ & 3L F CNN B RNN 1953 1% 52 8,
TELFEA b, ASCHR ) T —Ff TL-TCN-BiGRU H
A PN ASE A, R 2 — 25 fiff e T IR AN e B
RIPERE T RS, FIRER 2 RS H
T Sl 5080 1] A PC B[R] B K-medoids 28 25 43 H7
B AR AL, SR IRAT PR30 7 XX TON #1478 e,
P& T X 286 S 55 TR () 41 O 3R, I 51 AR TR) i )
(temporal attention, TA) 34 5% TCN F#fE£EHLAE J7, F)
J TCN-BiGRU #— 2L T+ M 45 PEfiE . lid sh &2
BE B 7 B 16 16 (dynamic multigroup particle swarm
optimization, DMS-PSO) B LML (LB AU E S 8.
SRR MR BE, FE A T 4L L T K m LIt S
HABIRYBEA TR b, S5 HEUE B T AR SO R A A ot
1 EXES
11 EHFE

Su s 2= P R S O &7 ¥ N WA = N 7
AR PR, TEAT A% I IR SRS 5 H AR SO 247 A
UEEVC L, ik 25— B AR5 S8 Ak e . ZEDTRED
aE AR, SR NI B R H AR O 4 2 18] Y
Gy AT 2% 5, H AT 2T B OR ¥ 1E 22 7 (maximum
mean discrepancy, MMD) 3K fif 1 2 4N FE A 2 [8] 7K |H]
THAH SR oA B s, Hoe SOy

S 0= L3 ()
i=1 J=1

e w v, O 2 AR g ()RR BT, T 5
A R B AR AL A R AR R S 1] R s m A o AR
YA TE s MMD (U, V)38 U RV FEAS TR fie K
Y(a2E 5%

SR 2 ASREAS ] B BB 22 53 2 /0, Ay

2

MMD (U, V) = (1)

WA AR 2, WA & A AN T
1.2 R/REEXRE

PCC J& H T & 2 78 & | 2 1 5¢ R 58 & 1Y
Geit4e b, HIBUE S B #E R € AE [-1,1] Z 18], 45
2P E AT LR, R E Z M B AH S, T
=R

Cov(A,B)

A = N TATVar ]
A Cov(A, ByRIR 2 A8 i Z [ B J7 255 Var[A]
TN E AN 22, Var[Bl| E R 8 BAY T 22,
r(A,BYFRR 2 R m R IR E

AR ok PCC 2 il R A AH S 31 [, A] BT U
i A [ 52 ) PR 2R ] 4 AH S
1.3 K-medoids 23

K-medoids ¥ ZS 2 — M3t T .0 S R RE
e, IR B R ) — A SE PR REAAE Ry o
A FHAME, AXFRR N

c=Y Y IPi-C| (3)

C; PieC;
K C BT PoRAERTC s ¢ RN AE T 2 5
Jo L B Y
14 WEITEETET

BiGRU il i fifi ] 2 1~ GRU J2 3K it A% 4% Ty [71]
(AR . HiT 10 GRU M I if 1) 25 53 4 #5531, i
J&i 1] GRU LAAH I 5 a4 ¥, BiGRU A% F GRU,
ELAT W) AR R T o B A R AR AR | B
14 5 B A i i R 1) AR E i B 0 S5 00 A, L
(Y73 5 veg = Aoy 1
H,=GRU (i k..,
T, = GRU (i, ..,
hy=f (Wg e Wi T+ )

S e EZIR A T R T, R ¢ B 2
L T IR 75 Wo Wi 4339 o 220 B2
) R [T 3 b,y ¢ B 220 B 2R 75 PO MR
15 HAESERTRALES

551 PSO BB {7 1 J iyl £ 1 2, 1 1k
FE S S bR B T £ L, O A 2

;Hl) = C()\)Et) +cr (pbest —th)) +Corry (gbest —th)) ( 5 )

(2)

(4)

v

£ = 20 4y (6)
S o A I 8 5 g o 22 0 00 17
1 e I A @ A R s v R0 503 5
PASKL TR BERL R 71 g 0,1] PYABERLAE Bt

M (5) T LR H, LT XKL T F 1 84
PERE EAT BRI . 4 oK, BT 4 2 it
Ty M BN, BT R IR . A



55 4 3]

X7, 4. BT3B %% > Ml TCN-BiGRU [ 45 191 111 fif 700 997

P AT SE A X AAS S5 R 2R 4T T 4k, SR DMS-
PSO 553k, Il FH 2h 25 T 20 S5 e o7 8 o 4 Jed Fe A Ao
B, HAE 5] A ZA T LS AL B E SRR i
PSO F s My R Ry BRI . etk /5 1 PSO &
EH () EH N

Vz('tH) = wvz('t) +cin (pbest _Zz('r)) + (lbest _ZEI)) ( 7 )

O b F B EA Y S AR

TEH I A vV a2 (6) XL T R B R T
B A AR BN A (AL BB poes B fpescc DMSS-
PSO kg 23t RAX, WIBEHLAL &8 KL+, R RN
FLJE I, AL E A 10, ALK B E DMS-
PSO 575 1 2 BURL T 5 N=20, 151 AL E s
4 [0.4,0.9], ik RE e, =c,=2.

DMS-PSO %32 i) A BE RS & 10 T & 25 1)
B DX, R B OB AR M e A A 4 SR e
LN B S S B S RS S YA LTEi87 S i)
Ak, B 1E B AR S A A . RS ShAS AL R ks
- 3 B R Ok 0 S SR D, LA
Hbw s ECH

1 H L ) O
FﬁX:ﬁ;;(d{—d/) (8)
e Fo W3E 0 BE(E; HR N GREARSL kR
W LAV LR R]; @/ Fid, 43 51 R B 7 36 AR s i)
LS R A
DMS-PSO 5. i3 11 20 (8) 115 br 3 N7 & 1R
BOTHHT, B2 R Ak S50 s 0 SR D i

2 TL-TCN-BiGRU & #!

2.1 [E)EiER
15 15 55 Ml X — 4F 9 Y E g G SR BRI S
(%1, %0, X3, + s X, }, SR FE BB A x (A : min), B H 1)

T RE S5 H0CR T=24(60/x) , 44 3 26 5 BE 45 K 1 Ky — A
A HA VIGO0 i REAR 4R 4 D={(x", "), (X2,
YO, (XY o, X=X X9, X eRUT Ny
T 20 A0 55 175 o 0 B KR R G5 W TR 22 4% o 4
JE RO £ B, Y=Y Y, YR U R X R R
T SRR 5, i 20 S 76 (1, AR SC S A S A A
R P, o o 6 R A AT BRI, e T o o
o) SR, A FR R

F(X,0) >y (9)
b OBV RS EG X I R RS By AR
SR nhsk 20 A9 R 3 S e

2.2 TA-TCN £#i& 3t

A SCHE Y TA-TCN A% TCN A9 32 24 345 78
THlA TR ST ALE], AT LU G kb 2R AR
FCRAAF B, FFEH A F 55 B ) i A
FHCR S A o {5 L )t o (o FH 2 5 2% Hh BT A
P25 T 1 BRORCIR AT T4 21, SR F T = L],
FMBGE T 2, 73 5 28 45 i i vh B B pp 2
TGo IS5 A8, 76 AT J 0 L g 67 far 25080 0 00
B, AT LAAR 8 sF (8] 7 50 Bl 1 3 7 b 27 2] B4 15 )
A B BRI, G A SR R 7 R MR SRR X
YA () 25 A S e o EE R, kAT I A A T LA
B b A 3BT (1) 7 1) v %) Mg 7 R (L, S B A R
B b R R B TR0 A5 6L, Ak PR B A0 [m) AT, DA T 2
R I R IR RE ) RN BUINKS B2 o eAb, E AT PF
Fe A PR () TCN AT DU AR [R] ROBE B R AIE, 2 15
RGRIRA AR, BN RGE 0 T e, D2
53 XoF AN (] B ) RUBE ) 2R A g 07, HEZE AT
K1~ . B, Kernell, Kernel2, Kernel3 /8 A
[ RN B, RN 1, 4. 7, Kernell
FRAGTHE . AR A TCN 2838 53 A [6) KB il 45 R
PATERFEIOR [A] i 3 RUBE B RRAE, P30 2 17 P 2

L~
‘ .

Yo W B Yi2 Y I

\,ﬂ
[PN=
a, a, a, a., a., a.

72

|
RSNARNARNY
|

Bl 1 TA-TCN &5t iiT
Fig. 1 TA-TCN structural design



998 b3 M2 it KR %% % ik

2026 4

TG X AR VEAT A A, O % B Rl b (Y TA bk, 3
Xt FE R 1) 22 A AE UEA T A AR B, K HE R 1Y
SR
23 HEEINE

AR SCA X A5 G0 J6 30 R g B e N B 1k A o
P |3 P B SO S O A A R ) L HR T —
Fft TL-TCN-BiGRU H, 3 7 fa 7 0 5592, B9 2 A AE
BN 2 R . B e, B3R R 5 P R AT
ZHEAE A3 AT, 308 e ST D 425 A T3] K500 4 i 18] £
K F, Il a3 PCC X HRAE 7 M A7 45 4 1 %5
U, K5 H AR SRR AL % Y8 5 8 8 ok ok 75 B2 H B,

A8 35 B A ARE AR I X6 FCE AT 450808 Ak 3L, o Ak PR
T BEMIR S SEAERRAE L AR L D B
o5 N [R]%F 26 PR BB A R2 5 YR, i 3T K-medoids
SRR GBI AT BT RS, DA A Mgl 4R
B N BUHE B 43 A B s SRS, ONIN IR 322 i 32 10 B s
A% A TA-TCN )2 . BiGRU )2, & i TA-TCN %%
AT A (] 0] RUBE A RRAE LA B TR R0R,,
BiGRU %% A4 5 fef- iy 4 $12 B 100 13 50 50805 v 8 X 1) 4
#ie FR, IFiE 1T DMS-PSO BE LAk 245 IR A 2
B e Ja, RN GRad F gl ol s, AR 25k LI 2545 2]
HISERRCE A TR T, 50 kAR, 4 Hh w25 51

_______________________________________________

________________

_______________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________

SR 2 i

-
zféﬁﬁ FRAE 1 AREA

e D

: =

)z
Jei 1]
B2

i)

AR R P

THEo,

FHA E o,

FHI Eo,

____________

_________

2 TL-TCN-BiGRU AU {AAESL
Fig. 2 Overall framework of TL-TCN-BiGRU model

3 X I

31 ZIBRBWERIFE

BE A2 18 58 [ A 2 10 far B0, A5 96 45N
AT b DX — 4 P A A 2 SR ) T AR, AR A AR
A AT 2r s AR 3 B SEge b,
IAH1HZSH 31 HEIEERINGE, %6 A

1 HZ 6 H 30 H % dE/E L

S8 R 3 EK MR A 3 R R A 8 M A v
AT MR/ R B fr BHE, LS HRBH 3 4 L 3R
IR RS . 8 3 25 R 45 FH FL R 10 L ) T AR R S
R TR R, N S 73 A T B
i af BH , 2 R A 3 M AT 0 A fer B R AT R A
FEAER BN S8 B AR . S50 H AR RO 4 e
IEAZTILTT Hh %5 v B T A0 /NI 2 fer BB



55 4 3]

X7, 4. BT3B %% > Ml TCN-BiGRU [ 45 191 111 fif 700 999

2230 () IR R ORI A 22 7, 153 2 D RUE 4R
(] 73 A1 B2 0 0.023 8, 156 BH 1 5 K40 AR LR s o
D PE 56 W 28 d5 R S /N H — A0 B4l = Ak b 3 .
TCN JZ B i P2 i A2 1 5 1 € O 4, 7E 431> BiGRU
)2 J5 i 2 Dropout By \E BB UG, A4 it
R AR BT AR S, ARk 1d Y B e
ToIAE -

S50 R ) Windows10 #:4F 2 48, CPU 4% Intel
Core i7-7700HQ, . F #% # NVIDIA GeForce GTX
1050, N 77 1% % 16 GB RAM DDR4@2 400 MHz, Jif
J A% R ¥4 7 7E Python (3.9.12). Tensorflow2.0 HE 22
J Keras HEZEHhiz 1T,

3.2 FENEIRR

i FH - 34 45 % 1% 22 (mean absolute error, MAE) |
IR 2 (root mean square error, RMSE) | “F-Y44 %
| 43 Lt 1% 2% (mean absolute percentage error, MAPE) |
PUA PR R 4538 b ok Ak AR R M R, 4R R (9 134
AT

1 n
ma — i_~i 10
e n E,-=1 ly: = ¥il (10)

Electricity -

Gas EIX¥]

Heating (K]

(CUihe 026 -0.14 -0.13

Hvacfan

Fans

IRV RS -0.008 2 —0.16 0.004 7

IDUCIUERTIN-0.008 2 —0.16 0.004 7

Appl —0.13 —0.38

Misc = 0.89 HOEREEESIRN —-0.029

—-0.17 b 0.19 0.27 0.6
—0.029 Ry 0.87 0.27

—0.072 —0.007 5 —0.055 —0.007 5 0.37

1 n
€rms = ;Z(yi_yi)z <11)
i=1
100% - yi—ii’
€map = - (12)
' n 2_1:' Yi

i=

> -5

Rol-i (13)

Z(yi—yf

o n N REAECRE; y, B LS 50k B T
INEL; v oA 580 B S 1 P 34

MAE. RMSE. MAPE [ #/1N, R? 125 e
FEAT 1, AR AR IR A T o e g
3.3 ZHEHESH

AR X B AR U 4R B 2R HEAT 0T
i i PCC 43 M R AF 8] (19 AH OC Ak, PCC 2 — Fh i T
HARMNG R, FAF 2 MERZ LR, Tk
PRI 28 b AT R R A, X B A LA RRAE (A
FWIMNRIA A B NIRRT 00T, L5
ZERNE 3 R, B, B SRR B R A G R B

PCC
- 1.0

—0.008 2—0.008 2 —0.13

- 08

-0.16 -0.16 —0.38

0.0047 0.0047 0.16 0.071 -0.072

0.12 —-0.17 -0.029 —0.007 5

—0.04 -0.04 0.055 0.041 —0.055

-0.12 -0.17 -0.029 —0.007 5

3 RHEA SR &

Fig. 3 Characteristic correlation heat map



1000

AT NI NI

2026 4

&1 3 SR AR SR ) 18, OB e 1, 3
B AR TR AH OGP Wi o 1] 3 e B 1 g3 ik 2 A
i, WEEEE 1 90 AT LR, AR B AT 5 E N
AP BRI 28 S 3 N R TR 4 18 45 AH DG M8 g
I, 25 PECRE IX BRI 5 A 22 H g S B far R AR A T
G IF A2 CNN PR T 25 o gt 5256 i 8 2ot
one-hot %5 | AZ= 5 FI H K R, i — LK 5o A [A]
PRI 2R X6 H, g 67 £ R ALE 14 5 e 175 140
34 RAESH

R MR () TC MR 27 2, T REAR N6
S REAS HEAT R 53, e B — 7 B4 0 DDA S AR AR g A
A3 RASTRIZETE , I8 735 FE A 2Z2 8] P AE 1 B B
AH . 2Z 8] i B R OB . 38 5% 22 °F J7 Fl (sum of
squared error, SSE) i i RIEHL, PEM AW

k
Issp = Z Z |€(Ji’Ki)|2

i=1 JieR;

(14)

6000 F

5000 -

4000

3000 -

TR J5 Al

2000

1000

2 4 6 8 10 12
R
(a) JHH LIRS Lh R

14

Ko RO i R s k NFRIANEG R
B o5 KO R S ER D REAS Thtss e( ) iR 2% bR
B, A7 e FOCH ASORVRE A v Y IR TG HE B

S g HR, R TR R 2 R B, 3
SSE 4 /IN HLF i 180 3 5 DR A i XoF 17 1 4 A 6 2 1)
RAH L AT A B BEAT A2 Hr, A5 21009 23R
Fe R 4 fis

i P 4 W, 2 ko 4 B, 5] 4(a) o SR R AL
K, BEHEAFEAE 585 05, H IR T e/IME, B 4(b)
HrR B R RO A T, [R5 IR B 0 22 KRS
BENFIE I R AL, R, Bl B R 2Ok 4
Ao XFA—fbJE BT R, 85 R E S FiR.

R 45 B 25 285 FHg S A i B di 5 8 R0 4k 4 2%,
FEARFAS ) ORI 28 00 T A Dy s 60 e A ik A
TP BB AT B 2, 38 ek B AT SR 2840 4
P AR F A4, AT LA Jof b 488 JBCRCHRE v 1 AR U

0.48

0.46

0.44 |

0.42

> 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
et
(b) HE R R AL RS,

K4 KRFEFEEET SSE FISREE R B hih 2

Fig. 4 Curves of SSE and silhouette coefficient under different cluster numbers

1.0

0.8

B far/kW

0.6

0.4

1 000 1500 2000
Hsf ] /h

(a) 2490 1

0 500

0.8

0.6

17 /kW

0.4

0.2 - - -
750 1000 1250 1500

i ] /h

(c) 249 3

0 250 500

0.6
2
=
04
{E\,
0.2
0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500
it ) /h
(b) 2851 2
0.5
0.4
E 0.3
=
& 0.2
0.1
0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500
fif /b

(d) 20 4

Bl 5 RIEHOh 4 B g il 2k

Fig. 5 Load profile for a clustering number of 4



55 4 3]

X7, 4. BT3B %% > Ml TCN-BiGRU [ 45 191 111 fif 700 1001

KL, BRI AR T PR E T A R AR A
35 XWERS5HH
351 EBAHAE

PAJ s 10 ho iy e g A A BN AR O B A ik A
TCNJZ . TCN JZHi%E R 4 )2, TCN g 48 55 1 R
SPR /NG % B Attention JZ2 MEAT IR R IR FE B
J3We . Attention 2 i 1 5 % A BiGRU ', £ 5050
WM, 4 219 BiGRU 1J LAAE 2 > (W 45 FEAE (14 [R] B:f 3
P HAF B HA B8OCR M AR A S g 8 25 . AR G
Adam fLAb A%, WG PREGE H] ReLU pREL, TCN g fik
REAI LSRR 1, 2. 4. 8, CONN HH#ES
%, 40 BiGRU B2 i 2 # 28 e ¥ i« B B K/ .
Dropout, 2% 38 HEARIR S /N | kAR 23438 i 2k
) PSO Bk AT AL .

A SCHE 1 DMS-PSO 53 6 52 5 HAH SC 1) 2
BT, 1 RSB E LR 1 R,
AT LLE Y, 4 DMS-PSO HL AL m, B H AT T B
B S EE 3R, T LLE A A R B B U, O AR
o T UIRRCE, TR PRs AR B AR

#z1 DMS-PSO B (I ek
Table 1 DMS-PSO algorithm optimisation results

llg,—q;I5 0 2531 i Rl j B2 v L BR G B S 5 o A
B g WIRIEHG T (B,) 1 g FEA 1] B 22 AR 1Y
s T (W) H g 02K P B 220 13

Iop 16 BOBU/IN, Ton 8 BOBOR, 1 B 23R JE250CR i
Uf o AR SCHE 5 K-means, DBSCAN #E1 72U %)
b, 5 RN 2 iR

*2 TEIRAEEETALL
Table2 Comparison of indicators of different

clustering methods

BSOS DB##L CHERHL
DBSCAN 1.459 805.715
K-means 1.368 990.687
K-medoids 1.231 1083.451

Ut B 7 SC DMS-PSO %3k i 45 #7754 1)
K-medoids %32 A9 & Al I, K H 535 45 595 (genetic
algorithm, GA). PSO % i #F 47 Xt [t , 45 R W 3k 3
FiR

®3 FEMMLEESRL
Table 3 Comparison of effect of different

optimization algorithms

HESH FEn| FlghR
BiGRURSBUZ M 2K [1,50] 31
Eey AN [3,5] 4
Dropout [0,0.5] 0.01
23K [0.000 1,0.01] 0.001
AR/ [16,32] 20
AR EL [100,200] 121

AR MAE/KW MAPE/%o
GA 0.092 0.7023
PSO 0.075 0.523 6

DMS-PSO 0.035 0.4183

352 AR

k5 B AR 3C K-medoids 58 28 832 19 sk b,
it DB 48 £l CH $5 £iov RBACR #4702, Hit
GRS

1 a;+a;
L e (15)
DB gi:Z]FE]-fl;(,i*j |q[_qu§
~ TI'(Bg) n—-g
CH_TI‘(Wg) g1 o

Ao oMl e 43 5 R 2800 0 R j T FEAS (17 24 E

M 2 FEE 3 AT LLE R K-medoids 53 25 Al
DMS-PSO Bk B 3, hy itk — 20 U I AR SO A 4%
B Ay LB AT R, B — X TABiH | BiGRU &%
B, DMS-PSO 3 | K-medoids #He | TL #5517
FHRCR SEAT 5000 o 5256 LAAH 5] (9 9F- 40 46 4% MAE.,
RMSE. MAPE. R* 1A I IR 5, SR FH 54k 71 405 450
PR AE XM AR 3 H 24 b H g 97 g R 4T T,
SLHREE RN 4 FR

S0 3 FH 0 4K 4 T 45 SR b 1 d i EHE,
M 4] LUE W, M T 45 A TA ) BiGRU 1) 5
5, HHEFH TCON HEAT T i) 45 SRS B2 SR AR, Ui B
TFHY TA G589 7] DUSE i b O VR B8 B a1 22 4, B
BiGRU RE% A &4 s 55 £ 4 1 BE AL A 26 v T3k,
AT H o T ORGS0 R . 45 SR B, AR SCHR 4%

R4 HRASLILE

Table 4 Ablation experiment results

TCN TAZEH BiGRU DMS-PSO K-medoids 3 TLAE B MAE/KW RMSE/kW MAPE /%, R
V 0.065 0.099 0.743 5 0.908
v 0.062 0.091 0.7174 0.922
v \ 0.059 0.088 0.6709 0.928
v \ \ 0.052 0.080 05795 0.940
v \ \ \ 0.046 0.072 0.506 1 0.964
\ «/ \ \ \ «/ 0.035 0.054 0.4183 0.972
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Table 5 Evaluation results of different models

AR MAE/KW  RMSEAW  MAPE/%o R
BP 0.066 0.096 0.799'5 0.914
SVR 0.076 0.101 1.1669 0.905
LSTM 0.058 0.097 0.624 4 0.912
GRU 0.057 0.091 0.600 9 0.923
TCN 0.065 0.099 0.743 5 0.908
ARSI 0.035 0.054 0.4183 0.972
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Fig. 6 Different model evaluation result graphs
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Short-term load forecasting based on transfer learning and TCN-BiGRU
LIU Jie', ZHOU Bowen', TIAN Ming’, HAN Ke""

(1. Heilongjiang Province Key Laboratory of Pattern Recognition and Information Perception,
Harbin University of Science and Technology, Harbin 150080, China;
2. China Telecom Heilongjiang Branch, Harbin 150040, China;

3. School of Computer and Information Engineering, Harbin University of Commerce, Harbin 150028, China)

Abstract: Electricity load forecasting is of great significance to the stable operation of power systems. For load
forecasting, traditional short-term forecasting techniques frequently employ linear regression models, which have low
forecasting accuracy due to the models’ inability to incorporate complicated load changes. A temporal convolutional
network-bidirectional gated recurrent unit (TCN-BiGRU) model based on transfer learning (TL) is proposed. Highly
relevant information is moved into the experimental model using a transfer learning strategy; the data is clustered and
analyzed using a K-medoids clustering algorithm; features at various TCN scales are extracted using a parallel
convolution strategy; pertinent information is captured using temporal attention (TA); and the TCN training is further
extracted using a BiGRU. The non-linear features of the output are further extracted using the dynamic multigroup
particle swarm optimization (DMS-PSO) algorithm to optimize and tune the hyperparameters of the network training
in order to find the best combination of hyperparameters. The experimental results show that the proposed TL-TCN-
BiGRU algorithm reduces mean absolute error (MAE) by 38.6%, root mean square error (RMSE) by 40.7%, mean
absolute percentage error (MAPE) by 30.4%, and R’ by 5.3% relative to the gated recurrent unit (GRU).

Keywords: short-term load forecasting; transfer learning; temporal convolutional network; K-medoids

clustering; fusion network
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