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approximation ignores the interactions between the IES and market and may
mislead the IES decision-making process. This work goes beyond price-taker by LQ t \ ‘ \
P > I
6 . )
=i
72. ﬁ

-
o

N

o

O
©

=
o
—
oo

explicitly modeling IES market interactions using neural network surrogate
models.
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(2) Problem Statement

Electric Grid (RTS-GMLC dataset)
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