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Abstract: This paper presents a discrete-event simulation (DES) approach for simulation of distributed energy resources (DER). The DES approach provides means to 
adapt the energy workloads of the system according to any variations of demands that can occur due to temperature regulation requirements or operational demands. Along 
with a basic model based on a concrete DER configuration, additional models are presented and analysed in order to demonstrate the adaptability of the DES approach to 
analyse alternative configurations. The models were tested on historical energy consumption data in order to provide the expected workloads and costs. Models are capable 
to predict the amount of three different energies and cost for the company based on the inside and outside temperatures.  
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1 INTRODUCTION   
  

Energy supply using distributed energy resource 
(DER) systems has proven to be a valuable approach to 
reducing cost and improve sustainability for private use as 
well as commercial use. With increasing energy 
consumption and volatile prices, DER can provide means 
to ensure a stable energy supply, reduce greenhouse gasses, 
and optimize the energy operations cost. DER systems can 
offer many benefits: reduced cost of fuels, reduced carbon 
emissions and increased energy autonomy of the facilities. 
Because of their efficiency, they become more and more 
popular [26, 27]. 

Especially larger facilities such as hospitals, 
universities, office buildings can profit from these systems 
by including alternative energy source to electricity from 
the power grid, which can be provided by combined 
cooling, heating and power (CCHP), wind and solar power, 
energy storage systems, gas-fired boilers, among others. 
With stable power compared to varying wind or solar, 
CCHP systems [1] provide a reliable energy source that is 
especially important at facilities such as hospitals, airports, 
etc. With varying demands, optimizing the workloads of 
such distributed energy resources can reduce both 
operation costs and emissions. While depending on energy 
demands, DER systems can provide not only reduction of 
operating cost but can also generate income by selling 
surplus electricity into the power grid [2]. 

Operation of such systems has been studied 
extensively in order to improve efficiency of DER systems. 
Both mathematical optimizations [3-4] and simulations [5-
6] are widely used approaches for solving the energy 
related problems. The importance of management 
strategies has been presented in [7], while CCHP 
performance and optimization approaches were analysed 
in [8] as well as in [9] and [10]. Scheduling problems 
concerning DER systems were addressed in [11] and [2]. 

Despite simulation being a used approach, discrete- 
event simulation (DES) has not yet been regarded broadly 
for energy simulations. DES is a decision-making tool in 
which the focus is on the energy cost and time. It is used to 
build dynamic models, which simulate a part of the whole 
process with the goal to optimize productivity of the cost 
[21]. The DES models consist of the state variables 
changes that are observed and changed at the discrete set 

of point in time interval [28]. On the other hand, DES 
systems are widely used for the analysis of complex 
systems [22], which have multiple factors that make the 
analytical approaches very difficult to use. 

The focus in the DES models is on the state variables 
changes, which are observed and changed at the discrete 
set of point in time interval [23]. According to [24] DES 
can be very useful to solve issues related to continuous 
approaches like energy flows. 

The traditional approach for energy distribution 
planning is mathematical programming with the cost 
minimization as goal. Zoka et al. [20] used simple linear 
programming, for the optimal operation problem with 
energy. Their target function was based on operation costs 
of DERs, capital costs of DERs and an electricity charge 
that should be paid by consumers. 

Hawkes and Leach [19] used deterministic linear 
formulation for dealing with the energy. The objective 
function represents the equivalent annual cost of meeting a 
given energy demand profile. Another method, used for 
planning and optimisation of energy in distributed 
generation system is Integer Programming [16]. 

Some authors use mixed integer linear programming 
[14, 17] and Monte Carlo simulation [15] to predict the 
energy consumption. Monte Carlo simulation is used 
because of uncertainty in the form of probability 
distributions of energies. Combination of both 
methodologies is usable especially in public buildings such 
as hospitals, hotels, universities and others, where energy 
consumption does not depend on a predetermined 
production plan. 

Shaneb et al. [18] developed a generic optimal online 
operation strategy for micro combined heat and power 
technology capable of minimising the operation costs of 
similar systems. 

The presented paper analyses the energy workload 
using the DES approach. A DES model, based on a real 
DER system is presented and calibrated based on historical 
data and linear regression. The data is used in order to 
provide the demands based on external temperature and the 
necessary DER workload needed to provide the needed 
internal temperature. The DES model is used to derive 
alternative configuration, allowing analysing cost and 
energy efficiency and thus providing the most suitable 
DER option. 
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2 METHODOLOGY 
 

A discrete event simulation (DES) approach for 
analysing the energy demands and finding the optimal 
energy workload for different energy resource 
configurations from basic tri-generation using CCHP 
variants with energy storage systems is presented. 

The basis for the simulation model provides the energy 
demands that are separated into cooling, heating, and 
electricity. Depending on the facility requirements, each of 
the demand types is used either for maintaining indoor 
temperature or for service requirements. While 
temperature regulation depends on external temperature, 
service requirements that depend on the time of day can 
provide additional demands to which the DER system must 
adapt.  

Discrete events for the simulation models present any 
variations in energy demands that occur due to changes in 
the interior or exterior temperatures, as well as variations 
due to service requirements.  

With available total cooling and heating energy 
demands, the first step is dividing them into the energy 
used for the system operation and energy for heating or 
cooling. Based on the assumption that in cooler days it is 
not necessary to cool the facility, all the cooling energy is 
used for facility operation, while in warmer days all the 
heating energy is used for facility operation and none for 
temperature regulation. The energy demand for operation 
is calculated for the whole year. The difference between 
total energy demands and operating energy demands 
provides the energy demand for heating and cooling. 
Multiple linear regression is used to provide the cooling 
and heating demands depending on the internal and outer 
temperatures.  

The real DER system provides hourly energy readings, 
that are used to analyse a yearly consumption of purchased 
and sold electricity, cogeneration of produced electricity 
and heat, the gas-fired boiler produced heat, and absorption 
and compression heat pumps produced cooling, as well as 
energy workload of each component. The energy workload 
was divided into the four seasons according to the average 
external temperatures: from beginning of March to end of 
May for spring, beginning of June to end of August for 
summer, beginning of September to end of November for 
autumn, and from December to end of February for winter. 
Further distinction is made into working and non-working 
days. 

The demand analysis is performed by comparing the 
interior and external temperature provided for each hour as 
well as the consumed or produced energy for each 
component. Multiple linear regression is used in order to 
predict the expected energy demands based on the 
temperature. 

The expected demands are given as follows: 
 

( )in out 0 1 1 2 2°C ,  °C      iDh f T T h h X h X= = + ⋅+⋅     (1) 
 

( )in out 0 1 1 2 2°C ,  °C      iDc f T T c c X c X= = + ⋅+⋅     (2) 
 

( )in out 0 1 1 2 2°C ,  °C      iDe f T T e e X c X= = + ⋅+⋅      (3) 
 

where X1 represents internal temperatures for each hour, X2 
is the external temperature, h0, c0 and e0 are intercepts, and 
h1, h2, c1, c2, e1, e2 the estimated regression coefficients. 
Each of the regression coefficients represents the change in 
demand relative to a unit of change in the independent 
variable. 

The produced energy either meets the demand or 
provides surplus. In cases where initial amounts of used 
energy are dependent on the demands, pull strategy is used 
to define conditions and equations. 

Due to dependency of energy flow through the system, 
every single change in the hourly demands can cause a 
change at every link between the components of the model. 
The main data observed here are the energy amount used 
for demand meeting, the energy sold to power grid and the 
energy costs. Tab. 1 shows the prices of energy, used in our 
models.  

The price of electricity depends on the time of 
consumption. High tariff is used on the daily working day 
(between 29th March and 24th November from 7 a.m. to 
11 p.m. between 1st of January to 28th of March and from 
25th November to 31th December between 6 a.m. and 10 
p.m.). During non-workdays and all other hours, low tariff 
is used. The prices were obtained from a national energy 
provider [25]. 
 

Table 1 Prices of the energy used in models 

Electricity HT 0.0884 €/kWh 
LT 0.0491 €/kWh 

Gas 0.0355 €/kWh 
Sold Electricity 0.020398 €/kWh 

 
3 DER SIMULATION MODELS 
 

In this section, three different DER models are 
presented with the first based on a real DER configuration 
and two additional models to demonstrate the adaptability 
of the model to include new technologies. All models are 
capable of predicting the electricity and natural gas needed 
for each hour individually in the studied system. The 
energy, needed in each hour individually, represents a 
logistical package. 
 
3.1 The Basic Model 
 

The basic model is modelled on the real system with 
the configuration given as in Fig 1.  
 

 
Figure 1 The basic model 
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The model consists of a cogenerator, which produces 
electricity (Wec) and heat (Whc) from natural gas. For all 
models in this paper, we assume that the amount of used 
natural gas energy (Wg) from the cogenerator is constant 
throughout the year. The second consumer of natural gas 
energy is the gas-fired boiler, which provides additional 
heating (WhBOIL). Along with those, the absorption and 
compression heat pumps provide cooling (WCA, WCchp). 
Further energy demands need to be met by electricity that 
can be either met by the cogenerator or be purchased from 
the power grid (Weinc). Depending on external temperature 
the boiler and cogenerator provide heating for heating 
demand on cool days, while on warm days the heat can be 
used to operate the absorption heat pump. As the demands 
provided by the regression need to be met the workloads of 
the components need to adapt to it, meaning that the 
balance between the used electricity and gas can influence 
the operation cost.  

The model (equations are provided in continuation) 
provides total gas consumption given in Eq. (4), that is 
based on generated heating by the cogenerator efficiency, 
Eq. (5), while the actual heat demand-meeting depends on 
whether the cogenerator produces more energy than 
needed, Eq. (6). If the cogenerator does not meet the heat 
demand, the boiler provides additional heat, Eq. (7). On 
warm days, cogeneration can produce heat surplus, Eq. (9), 
which is used for the absorber with an efficiency stated in 
Eq. (10). Electricity produced by the cogenerator (11) can 
be used to meet the demands, Eq. (12), create surplus, Eq. 
(13), or require additional electricity from the grid. 
Depending on produced electricity it can be used to run the 
compressor, Eq. (14) if the cooling produced by the 
absorber is not sufficient, Eq. (15). Insufficient electricity 
in case of non-meeting of the cooling demand is purchased 
from the power grid, Eqs. (16) and (17). In case of 
electricity surplus, after all the demands are met, it can be 
sold to the grid, Eq. (18), while electricity must be 
purchased if electricity consumer demands are not met, Eq. 
(19). 
 

BOIL COGWg Wg W  g= +        (4) 
 

COGCWh W  g   H  C D= ∆ ⋅ ⋅⋅        (5) 
 

; 
; 
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3.2 DER General Energy Storage Model 

 
As technological advances provide new solutions to 

improve energy efficiency of DER systems, an alternative 
model with energy storage systems is presented (Fig. 2). 
For the storage of cooling energy, 5 ice tanks with the 
capacity of 570 kWh each are introduced. For the storage 
of surplus heat energy, a hot water tank with the capacity 
of 10 000 kWh, and for storage of electricity 10 batteries 
with the capacity of 360 kWh, are used. The presented 
model is based on preference of cooling surplus, meaning 
that all electricity and heat energy surplus is used for 
producing the cooling energy always when the ice bank 
capacities are not reached.  
 

 
Figure 2 DER model using storage components 



Dušan KRAGELJ et al.: Distributed Energy Resource Operation Analysis Using Discrete Event-Simulation 

Tehnički vjesnik 27, 3(2020), 860-867                 863 

Compared to the previous model, this one assumes a 
constant workload of the gas-fired boiler, Eq. (20). This 
can be used to support the heating demands along with the 
cogenerator, Eq. (21) or to provide heating surplus stored 
in the hot water tank until its capacity is reached, Eq. (22). 
In case of available surplus, this can be used to provide heat 
demand meeting, Eq. (23) or absorption heap pump, Eq. 
(24). The surplus can also be complemented by the 
cogenerator heat production, Eq. (25). Surplus is provided 
in case of enough spare heating from the cogenerator and 
(26), while the total surplus depends on its efficiency, Eq. 
(28). In case of a full hot water pool capacity, any 
additionally generated surplus is lost, Eq. (29).  

With preference to providing cooling surplus, the most 
cost efficient input provides the absorption heat pump from 
the heat surplus, Eq. (30). If the cooling demand is met, Eq. 
(31), any surplus can be stored in ice banks, Eq. (32). The 
heating energy used for the absorption heat pump is fuelled 
by the cogenerator with Eq. (33), while the surplus cooling 
is provided as the difference between the complete 
absorber production and the cooling demand meeting, Eq. 
(34). 

The storage model incorporates batteries to store 
electricity as well, providing a means for storing electricity 
surplus in them instead of directly selling it to the power 
grid, Eq. (35). The electricity surplus, Eq. (37) is sold to 
the grid only when the battery capacities are full, Eq. (36). 
Electricity surplus provided by the batteries, Eq. (38) is 
used to provide cooling via the compressor heat pump, Eq. 
(39) either to meet the cooling demand, Eq. (40), or to 
produce cooling surplus. With unavailable cooling and 
electricity surplus, electricity must be bought from the grid, 
Eqs. (41) and (42), which also happens in case of not 
fulfilling electricity demands, Eq. (43). Cooling produced 
by the absorption and compression heat pumps depending 
on available electricity surplus is given by Eq. (45), while 
cooling surplus is given by Eq. (44). Electricity needed for 
cooling via the compressor heat pump is provided in Eq. 
(46). 
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3.3 DER Electricity Storage Model 
 

As alternative to a complete storage system, a model 
using only electricity storage is presented. Ten batteries 
with the capacity of 360 kWh are introduced. All surplus 
electricity after electricity and cooling demand are met is 
stored in batteries. With full capacity, the electricity 
surplus is sold back into a grid. Surplus from batteries can 
be used to run the compressor heat pump to meet the 
cooling demand and directly to meet the electricity 
demand. 
 

 
Figure 3 Model with batteries 

Cogenerator heating is applied in the same manner as 
in the first model. Electricity from the cogenerator is the 
same, with the difference of the electricity surplus not 
being sold back into e-grid directly, but it is stored into 
batteries, Eq. (35), only the remaining surplus is sold, Eq. 
(37). The difference from the general energy storage model 
provides the cooling production, Eq. (48) where the 
cooling is no longer a priority, but adapts to the electricity 
requirements, Eq. (51). 
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4 RESULTS 
4.1 Comparison on the Season's Level 
 

The models presented in the previous chapter are 
capable to predict the amount of electricity needed to run 
the cogenerator, amount of electricity needed to meet the 
electricity demand and amount of natural gas needed to run 
the boiler and cogenerator. Because of the different needs 
for individual energy types, the amount of energy needed 
to meet needs and different models are compared on the 
seasonal level.  

Model 2 operates with a constant supply of the natural 
gas, on the other side, models 1 and 3 have modified 
operation dependent on lack of heating energy, after the 
cogenerator produces heat on the basis of own capabilities.  

The amount of sold electricity is greatest in model 1, 
because there is no storage for electricity and all of surplus 
electricity is immediately returned to the power grid. 
Because of the condition in model 2 that all of surplus of 
electricity and heat energy is immediately used to produce 
the cooling energy, the amount of sold electricity is low.  

Electricity purchased for electricity demand meeting is 
higher in model 1, because there is no storage system, 
meaning that electricity deficit must be compensated from 
power grid, while in all other presented models, the deficit 
can be replaced by the existing surplus in the batteries.  

Because the cooling surplus that is produced because 
of the preferences set in model 2 to produce as much 
cooling energy as can be stored in ice bank, there is no 
cooling deficit that requires purchasing electricity for 
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running the compressor heat pump, while in the other 
model electricity to produce the cold is needed. 

Figs. 4 and 5 present the amount of sold and purchased 
energy for individual seasons. Most electricity is bought in 
the summer time. Electricity is used for running the 
compressor heat pump to produce the cooling energy. On 

the other side, the usage of natural gas is lower in summer 
time than in winter.  

In all 4 seasons model 2 is not effective due to the 
constantly produced heat surplus that is not consumed. 
Based on the data on the amount of individual energy, in 
winter, spring and autumn time the most appropriate is 
model 3 and in summer time model 1.

 

 
Figure 4 Power of used energy in winter and spring 

 

 
Figure 5 Power of used energy in summer and autumn 

 
4.2 Comparison on Year’s Level 
 

Cost comparison between the models is presented in 
Fig. 6. Regarding purchased electricity from the power 
grid, the most efficient is model 2. The cost in case of use 
is 19 497 €, in case of use of model 3 the cost is 31 454 € 
and with model 67 603 €. For electricity sales, the best is 
model 1 with 26 646 €, while model 3 provides 17 820 € 
and model 2 11 826 €. Model 1 and model 3 cause 
excessive costs of natural gas (221 081 €) and model 2 
brings the cost of 116 265 €. 

 
Table 2 Total energy cost 

Type of model Annual costs / € 
Model 1 157 222.17 
Model 2 228 752.31 
Model 3 129 899.36 

 
Tab. 2 shows the total energy cost based on the used 

operation model, with the third model providing most 
beneficial alternative. Given the cost differences by 
including different storage solution indicates that analysing 
operation strategies is essential in order to minimize the 
costs. 
 

 
Figure 6 Comparison of cost between models 

 
5 CONCLUSION 
 

The results show that merely providing storage 
systems does not provide cost reduction by itself but 
requires strategic planning based on energy type 
production, demand, and cost. While the basic model was 
based on a real CCHP system and calibrated using 
historical data, the presented storage models provide not 
only the means to include other technology but also assess 
their operation and impact on the whole system. Despite 
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multiple storage capabilities the electricity storage model 
proves to be superior due to the focus on electricity, while 
the multi-storage system requires too much heating and 
electricity in order to provide cooling. This implies that 
fine-tuning of CCHP component workloads and storages is 
necessary in order to reduce the cost, which can be 
achieved through simulation.  

The presented discrete-event simulation proves that 
applying events as changes in internal or external 
temperature, component workload, or energy demand, can 
be used to analyse the DER behaviour and operation cost 
of such systems. The flexibility of the model allows the 
introduction of new technology with known specification 
on one hand, while on the other demand tuning can be used 
in order to analyse the maximal system performance.  

Future work includes combining mathematical 
programming with the discrete-event simulation in order to 
provide optimal operation strategy.  
 
List of used symbols  
 

Symbol Meaning of symbol Value of 
constant 

∆𝐻𝐻 Heating value 9.5 kWh/m3 
B Gas-fired boiler efficiency 0.92 
C Cogenerator efficiency 0.8 

Cop_C Cogenerator heating efficiency 0.4666 
KA Absorption heat pump efficiency 0.72 
KC Compressor efficiency 4 
ke Electrical efficiency 0.397 
ch Hot water pool capactity 10 000 m3 
𝜔𝜔h Hot water from tank efficiency 0.90 
cc Ice bank capacity 570 kWh 
𝜔𝜔c Ice bank efficiency 0.75 
ce Battery capacity 360 kWh 
𝜔𝜔e Battery efficiency 0.75 

 
6 REFERENCES  
 
[1] Fang, F., Wang, Q. H., & Shi, Y. (2012). A Novel Optimal 

Operational Strategy for the CCHP System Based On Two 
Operating Modes. IEEE, Transactions on Power Systems, 
27(5), 1032-1041. https://doi.org/10.1109/tpwrs.2011.2175490 

[2] Alipour, M., Mohammadi-Ivatloo, B., & Zare, K. (2015).  
Stochastic Scheduling of Renewable and CHP-Based 
Microgrids. IEEE, Transactions on Industrial Informatics, 
10(11), 1049-1058. https://doi.org/10.1109/tii.2015.2462296 

[3] Arcuri, P., Florio, G., & Fragiacomo, P. (2007). A mixed 
integer programming model for optimal design of 
trigeneration in a hospital complex. Energy, 32(8), 1430-
1447. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2006.10.023 

[4] Omu, A., Choudhary, R., & Boies, A. (2013). Distributed 
energy resource system optimisation using mixed integer 
linear programming. Energy Policy, 61, 249-266. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2013.05.009 

[5] Porsinger, T., Janik, P., Leonowicz, Z., & Gono, R. (2017). 
Modelling and Optimization in Microgrids. Energies, 10(4), 
523. https://doi.org/10.3390/en10040523 

[6] Ge, Y. T., Tassou, S. A., Chaer, I., & Suguartha, N. (2009). 
Performance evaluation of a tri-generation system with 
simulation and experiment. Applied Energy, 86(11), 2317-
2326. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2009.03.018 

[7] Moradi, M. H., Hajinazari, M., Jamasb, S., & Paripour, M. 
(2013). An energy management system (EMS) strategy for 
combined heat and power (CHP) systems based on a hybrid 
optimization method employing fuzzy programming. 
Energy, 46(1), 86-101. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2012.10.005 

[8] Cho, H., Smith, A. D., & Mago, P. (2014). Combined 
cooling, heating and power: A review of performance 
improvement and optimization. Applied Energy, 136(12), 
168-185. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2014.08.107 

[9] Li, M., Mu, H., Li, N., & Ma, B. (2016). Optimal design and 
operation strategy for integrated evaluation of CCHP 
(combined cooling heating and power) system. Energy, 
99(3), 202-220. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2016.01.060 

[10] Lou, Z., Wu, Z., Li, Z., Cai, H., Li, B., & Gu, W. (2017). A 
two-stage optimization and control for CCHP microgrid 
energy management. Applied Thermal Engineering, 
125(10), 513-522. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applthermaleng.2017.05.188 

[11] Hu, D. & Ryan, S. M. (2019). Stochastic vs. deterministic 
scheduling of a combined natural gas and power system with 
uncertain wind energy. International Journal of Electrical 
Power & Energy Systems, 108(6), 303-313. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijepes.2018.12.047 

[12] Gu, W., Wu, Z., Bo, R., Liu, W., Zhou, G., Chen, W., & Wu, 
Z. (2014). Modelling, planning and optimal energy 
management of combined cooling, heating and power 
microgrid: A review. International Journal of Electrical 
Power & Energy Systems, 54(1), 26-37. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijepes.2013.06.028 

[13] Addisu, A., George, L., Courbin, P., & Sciandra, V. (2015). 
Modelling of Distributed Energy Resources in Industrial 
Context Using Service Curves of Network Calculus. 2015 
International Conference on Computational Science and 
Computational Intelligence (CSCI). 
https://doi.org/10.1109/csci.2015.81 

[14] Zhou, Z., Zhang, J., Liu, P., Li, Z., Georgiadis, M., & 
Efstratios, N. P. (2014). A two-stage stochastic programming 
model for the optimal design of distributed energy systems. 
Applied Energy, 103, 135-144. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2012.09.019 

[15] Mavrotas, G., Florios, K., & Vlachou, D. (2010). Energy 
planning of a hospital using Mathematical Programming and 
Monte Carlo simulation for dealing with uncertainty in the 
economic parameters. Energy Conversion and Management, 
51(4), 722-731. https://doi.org/101016/jenconman200910029 

[16] Jun, Z., Junfeng, L., Jie, W., & Ngan, H. W. (2011). A multi-
agent solution to energy management in hybrid renewable 
energy generation system. Renewable Energy, 36(5), 1352-
1363. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2010.11.032 

[17] Wakui, T. & Yokoyama, R. (2011). Optimal sizing of 
residential gas engine cogeneration system for power 
interchange operation from energy-saving viewpoint. 
Energy, 36(6), 3816-3824. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2010.09.025 

[18] Shneb, O. A., Taylor, P. C., & Coates, G. (2012). Optimal 
online operation of residential μCHP systems using linear 
programming. Energy and Buildings, 44, 17-25. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enbuild.2011.10.003 

[19] Hawkes, A. D. & Leach, M. A. (2009). Modelling high level 
system design and unit commitment for a microgrid. Applied 
Energy, 86(7-8), 1253-1265. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2008.09.006 

[20] Zoka, Y., Sugimoto, A., Yorino, N., Kawahara, K., & 
Kubokawa, J. (2007). An economic evaluation for an 
autonomous independent network of distributed energy 
resources. Electric Power Systems Research, 77(7), 831-838. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.epsr.2006.07.006 

[21] Kouki, M., Castagna, P., Cardin, O., & Cornardeau, C. 
(2015). An energy-related discrete event simulation 
approach. 11e Congres International de Genie Industriel - 
CIGI2015. Québec, Canada. 

[22] Smith, J. S. (2003). Survey on the use of simulation for 
manufacturing system design and operation. Journal of 
manufacturing systems, 22(2), 157-171. 
https://doi:10.1016/S0278-6125(03)90013-6 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enbuild.2011.10.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2008.09.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.epsr.2006.07.006


Dušan KRAGELJ et al.: Distributed Energy Resource Operation Analysis Using Discrete Event-Simulation 

Tehnički vjesnik 27, 3(2020), 860-867                 867 

[24] Paulista, C. R., Peixoto, T. A., de Assis R., & João, J. (2019). 
Modeling and discrete event simulation in industrial systems 
considering consumption and electrical energy generation. 
Journal of Cleaner Production, 224, 864-880. 
https://doi:10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.03.248 

[25] Ceniki in dokumenti [ece.si]. Retrieved from: 
https://www.agen-rs.si/ove-spte-napoved-polozaja 

[26] Karmellos, M. & Mavrotas, G. (2019). Multi-objective 
optimization and comparison framework for the design of 
Distributed Energy Systems. Energy Conversion and 
Management, 180, 473-495. 
https://doi:10.1016/j.enconman.2018.10.083 

[27] Muccillo M., Gimelli A., & Sannino, R. (2015). Multi-
objective optimization and sensitivity analysis of a 
cogeneration system for a hospital facility. Energy Procedia, 
81, 585-596. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.egypro.2015.12.043 

[28] Morshedzadeh, I., Oscarsson, J., Ng, A. H. C., Aslam, T., & 
Frantzén, M. (2018). Multi-level management of discrete 
event simulation models in a product lifecycle management 
framework. Proceedings of the 8th Swedish Production 
Symposium (SPS 2018), Procedia Manufacturing, 25, 74-
81. https://doi:10.1016/j.promfg.2018.06.059 

 
 
Contact information: 
 
Bojan RUPNIK, PhD 
(Corresponding author) 
University of Maribor, Faculty of Logistics, 
Mariborska cesta 7, 3000 Celje 
E-mail: bojan.rupnik@um.si 
 
Dušan KRAGELJ, MSc 
Celje General Hospital, 
Oblakova ulica 5, 3000 Celje, 
E-mail: dusan.kragelj@sb-celje.s 
 
Simona ŠINKO 
University of Maribor, Faculty of Logistics, 
Mariborska cesta 7, 3000 Celje 
E-mail: simona.sinko@um.si 
 
Tomaž KRAMBERGER, PhD 
University of Maribor, Faculty of Logistics, 
Mariborska cesta 7, 3000 Celje 
E-mail: tomaz.kramberger@um.si 
 


	1 INTRODUCTION
	[18] Shneb, O. A., Taylor, P. C., & Coates, G. (2012). Optimal online operation of residential μCHP systems using linear programming. Energy and Buildings, 44, 17-25.
	https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enbuild.2011.10.003


<<

  /ASCII85EncodePages false

  /AllowTransparency false

  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true

  /AutoRotatePages /None

  /Binding /Left

  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)

  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)

  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)

  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)

  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error

  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4

  /CompressObjects /Tags

  /CompressPages true

  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true

  /PassThroughJPEGImages true

  /CreateJobTicket false

  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default

  /DetectBlends true

  /DetectCurves 0.0000

  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK

  /DoThumbnails false

  /EmbedAllFonts true

  /EmbedOpenType false

  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true

  /EmbedJobOptions true

  /DSCReportingLevel 0

  /EmitDSCWarnings false

  /EndPage -1

  /ImageMemory 1048576

  /LockDistillerParams false

  /MaxSubsetPct 100

  /Optimize true

  /OPM 1

  /ParseDSCComments true

  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true

  /PreserveCopyPage true

  /PreserveDICMYKValues true

  /PreserveEPSInfo true

  /PreserveFlatness true

  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false

  /PreserveOPIComments true

  /PreserveOverprintSettings true

  /StartPage 1

  /SubsetFonts true

  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply

  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve

  /UsePrologue false

  /ColorSettingsFile ()

  /AlwaysEmbed [ true

  ]

  /NeverEmbed [ true

  ]

  /AntiAliasColorImages false

  /CropColorImages true

  /ColorImageMinResolution 300

  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleColorImages true

  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /ColorImageResolution 300

  /ColorImageDepth -1

  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1

  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /EncodeColorImages true

  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode

  /AutoFilterColorImages true

  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG

  /ColorACSImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /ColorImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /AntiAliasGrayImages false

  /CropGrayImages true

  /GrayImageMinResolution 300

  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleGrayImages true

  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /GrayImageResolution 300

  /GrayImageDepth -1

  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2

  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /EncodeGrayImages true

  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode

  /AutoFilterGrayImages true

  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG

  /GrayACSImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /GrayImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /AntiAliasMonoImages false

  /CropMonoImages true

  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200

  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleMonoImages true

  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /MonoImageResolution 1200

  /MonoImageDepth -1

  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /EncodeMonoImages true

  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode

  /MonoImageDict <<

    /K -1

  >>

  /AllowPSXObjects false

  /CheckCompliance [

    /None

  ]

  /PDFX1aCheck false

  /PDFX3Check false

  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false

  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true

  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

  ]

  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true

  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

  ]

  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()

  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()

  /PDFXOutputCondition ()

  /PDFXRegistryName ()

  /PDFXTrapped /False



  /CreateJDFFile false

  /Description <<



    /BGR <>

    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>

    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>

    /CZE <>

    /DAN <>

    /DEU <>

    /ESP <>

    /ETI <>

    /FRA <>

    /GRE <>



    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)

    /HUN <>

    /ITA <>

    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>

    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>

    /LTH <>

    /LVI <>

    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)

    /NOR <>

    /POL <>

    /PTB <>

    /RUM <>

    /RUS <>

    /SKY <>

    /SLV <>

    /SUO <>

    /SVE <>

    /TUR <>

    /UKR <>

    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)

  >>

  /Namespace [

    (Adobe)

    (Common)

    (1.0)

  ]

  /OtherNamespaces [

    <<

      /AsReaderSpreads false

      /CropImagesToFrames true

      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue

      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false

      /IncludeGuidesGrids false

      /IncludeNonPrinting false

      /IncludeSlug false

      /Namespace [

        (Adobe)

        (InDesign)

        (4.0)

      ]

      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false

      /OmitPlacedEPS false

      /OmitPlacedPDF false

      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy

    >>

    <<

      /AddBleedMarks false

      /AddColorBars false

      /AddCropMarks false

      /AddPageInfo false

      /AddRegMarks false

      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK

      /DestinationProfileName ()

      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK

      /Downsample16BitImages true

      /FlattenerPreset <<

        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution

      >>

      /FormElements false

      /GenerateStructure false

      /IncludeBookmarks false

      /IncludeHyperlinks false

      /IncludeInteractive false

      /IncludeLayers false

      /IncludeProfiles false

      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings

      /Namespace [

        (Adobe)

        (CreativeSuite)

        (2.0)

      ]

      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK

      /PreserveEditing true

      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged

      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile

      /UseDocumentBleed false

    >>

  ]

>> setdistillerparams

<<

  /HWResolution [2400 2400]

  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]

>> setpagedevice



