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Abstract: Forecasting the electricity load provides its future trends, consumption patterns and its
usage. There is no proper strategy to monitor the energy consumption and generation; and high
variation among them. Many strategies are used to overcome this problem. The correct selection
of parameter values of a classifier is still an issue. Therefore, an optimization algorithm is applied
with deep learning and machine learning techniques to select the optimized values for the classifier’s
hyperparameters. In this paper, a novel deep learning-based method is implemented for electricity
load forecasting. A three-step model is also implemented, including feature selection using a
hybrid feature selector (XGboost and decision tee), redundancy removal using feature extraction
technique (Recursive Feature Elimination) and classification/forecasting using improved Support
Vector Machine (SVM) and Extreme Learning Machine (ELM). The hyperparameters of ELM are
tuned with a meta-heuristic algorithm, i.e., Genetic Algorithm (GA) and hyperparameters of SVM are
tuned with the Grid Search Algorithm. The simulation results are shown in graphs and the values
are shown in tabular form and they clearly show that our improved methods outperform State Of
The Art (SOTA) methods in terms of accuracy and performance. The forecasting accuracy of Extreme
Learning Machine based Genetic Algo (ELM-GA) and Support Vector Machine based Grid Search
(SVM-GS) is 96.3% and 93.25%, respectively. The accuracy of our improved techniques, i.e., ELM-GA
and SVM-GS is 10% and 7%, respectively, higher than the SOTA techniques.

Keywords: electricity load forecasting; smart grid; feature selection; Extreme Learning Machine;
Genetic Algorithm; Support Vector Machine; Grid Search

1. Introduction

Load forecasting has a huge impact on routine electric functions including fuel resource
management and for accurate decision making to stabilize the demand and supply of electricity.
After revolutionary overhauling of the electricity market internationally, the importance of load
forecasting has increased multifold and also encompassed other areas of significance, e.g., financial
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planning and energy trading, etc. Precision in load forecasting lays the foundation of a system
to establish a spot pricing, which in turn benefits the system in acquiring minimum purchasing
cost of electricity in the local and regional markets. Load forecasting has a great significance in
demand-side management planning, storage planning to include its maintenance and schedule,
integrating renewable energy sources and multiple other utilities involving smart grid implementations.
Load forecasting also enables the electric consumers in creating a link between price and demand for
electricity and get benefits by adjusting the usage pattern in line with cost advantages. Electric grids are
defined as a network of electric power generators in which users are interconnected by transmission
lines and well-synchronized through control centres. Moreover, the power grid usually refers to
the transmission system of electric power. Similarly, Traditional Grids (TGs) are defined as the grids
which connect power providing system to distribution network further. Whereas, a TG is operated on
a centrally controlled system as shown in Figure 1.
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Figure 1. Traditional Grid.

Besides, Smart Grid (SG) is defined as an enhanced electric grid that operates in two-ways
between a provider and consumer. It incorporates artificial intelligence, intercommunication between
and smartly operating distributor network among them. SG brings a revolution by efficiently managing
the power generation. Moreover, it distributes the electricity as per the requirement and consumption
of the end-users. The latest technologies and types of equipment are also incorporated to establish
SGs. Furthermore, it is a requirement in today’s energy-starved world due to an acute shortage of
energy in summers and other conditions like bad weather, etc. SG incorporates the latest technologies
and techniques from power generation to power consumption as shown in Figure 2. In SG, the work
mainly focuses on infrastructure, management system and protective structure [1].
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Figure 2. Smart Grid.
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As per the aforementioned literature, the power grid is one of the most complex structures
consisting of a myriad of transformers, substations, generator sets and long-distance power lines.
The main purpose of the power grid is to supply power to end-users. It extends from a small local
design to meet the daily needs of hundreds or millions of consumers through ultra-long high-voltage
and low-voltage lines and makes an excellent interconnect structure. The basic components of this
structure are shown in Figure 3, i.e., the power plant, transmission line and the distribution system.
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Figure 3. Electricity generation, transmission and distribution.

In a nutshell, the TG system is not well-equipped to fulfil the requirements of the end-users.
Whereas, in SG, these grids are utilized in a manner to fulfil the need of the consumer. At this end,
Smart Meters (SMs) are used to handle the appliances. Information is transferred between consumer
and utility using these SMs, which benefit both the provider and the consumer [2]. The main techniques
employed in SG are energy scheduling and management. Algorithms and subsystems exchange
records and their statistics are used to further improve the energy generation and consumption in a
closed-loop [3].

SM is an advanced energy meter that is used to get the consumption pattern information from
the user as shown in Figure 4. So, there are two different types of SMs depending upon different
communication technologies, i.e., power line carrier and radiofrequency [3–5].
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Figure 4. Smart Meter.
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With the help of electricity load forecasting, the utility company can plan and have a better
understanding of future consumption and load demand. The minimum risk for the utility company
and understanding the pattern of the electricity help to fulfil the load demand. It helps the utility in
understanding consumer demand and to define a proper period for the maintenance of electricity in
residential areas [5–9]. Moreover, it helps the utility to avoid the generation of energy, in operation
and supply chain management. The utility aims to seek for economical generation and maintains
reliability in terms of an increase in load demand.

Transmission planning is also very important for the utility. It identifies the areas that need to be
expanded in terms of the load to maintain reliability and growth rate. It also ensures that power can
be delivered from generators [9–11]. Similarly, distribution planning is also a very important process
that helps to meet the requirements, if required, i.e., determine location, size and time of installation of
distribution equipment.

Nowadays, energy forecasting is being implemented through various models in the last few
decades. However, increased industrialization and urbanization have led to an increased energy
demand with already depleting energy resources. Hence, there is a strong need to significantly alter
the existing models or to establish the latest forecasting models to incorporate the rising customer
awareness and concerns and to make them an active participant in an SG environment [12].

There are few challenges which may be encountered during the development of the newer
models, i.e., availability of greater volumes of electric power consumption data, hybrid grouping
making profiling, correct identification of the leading factors contributing to electricity consumption,
identifying major factors contributing to consumption, particularly in off-peak hours and quantifying
and incorporating outside environmental parameters and incorporating in a climate system
or other resources of energy, and scenario-based feedback collection, i.e., non-availability of
demand and corresponding cost history data.

Therefore, many techniques are proposed to address these aforementioned issues; however,
there still exist some challenges, i.e., fluctuation in energy generation and consumption to control
the fluctuating behaviour between the energy consumption pattern and generation pattern, technique
accuracy and tuning the hyperparameters for the prediction of electricity load data. To address these
issues, a machine learning and deep learning-based model is proposed. The main contributions of this
work are:

• a machine learning and deep learning-based model is proposed, i.e., Extreme Learning Machine
based Genetic Algorithm (ELM-GA) and Support Vector Machine based Grid Search (SVM-GS),

• the hyperparameter values are tuned using an optimization algorithm to obtain maximum accuracy,
• DT, XGboost and RFE are used in the feature engineering process for removing the redundancy

and cleaning the data,
• the GA and GS optimization algorithms are applied to the ELM and SVM to calculate the optimum

hyperparameter values.

2. Related Work

Electricity load forecasting is important in terms of production and transmission of energy.
The basic work of any system which deals with power or energy is to keep checking the system
load at all possible times. This tracking is for different periods. Many factors can cause variations
in the load. So, a proper watch must be done on power generation as these sources are not much
flexible [12]. The fuel must be available in large quantities for power generation. The following
are the three types of load forecasting mainly. The duration of one to years are considered in long
term forecasting. Medium-term load forecasting which covers months to weeks, whereas short term
forecasting is done on the scheduling of days or usually an hour of a day [13–16]. A similar day
lookup approach method is also used for electricity load forecasting and is based upon historical
data or previous data for any period, which has the same characteristics, for example, someday of a
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week, different dates, weather, humidity, etc. This previous data can be used to make trend analysis
using regression [17]. The regression-based approach in this technique, linear regression is used
to examine dependent variation to specify independent variation. First, consider the independent
variable, because most changes occur in the independent variable. In load forecasting, the dependent
variable is usually electricity demand and depends on electricity production. Independent variables are
usually related to weather, such as humidity, temperature, and wind. The future value of the dependent
variable can be estimated by this method [18–21]. The artificial neural network performs nonlinear
modeling and adaptation. There is no need to presume a functional relationship between weather
and load variables as they are not required in advance. The ANN can adapt the new data when
it is exposed. ANN is currently being used in power system problems such as alarm processing,
topological observability, fault diagnosis and security assessment, etc. [22]. Time series analysis is
done on properly sequenced data which is at uniform intervals for the desired results. TSA is used
to know the pattern of the data to predict or know future results based on the previous events that
occurred. This method is usually applied to the short time span for the prediction of future events [23].

Expert systems are very intelligent. It can increase their knowledge and work when new data
is given to the system. In expert systems, knowledge engineers are added to acquire knowledge
and used to create new predictive models for load prediction [24]. Support Vector Machines (SVMs)
are a powerful way to provide solutions to regression and classification problems. Linear functions
are used in SVM to create linear decision boundaries. In the neural network, there is a problem in
choosing the correct architecture, whereas, in SVM, difficulty occurs in selecting suitable kernel [25].
Fuzzy logic is a method that uses the same logic as Boolean logic. Boolean accepts input truth values
as 0 and 1. In fuzzy logic, inputs are based on comparisons. In this technique, mathematical models
are not used for mapping the value of the input and the result. Fuzzy logic is not affected by noise.
When processing is done by this technique “defuzzification” is used to obtain an accurate output or
result [26]. The time factor method is completed with short-term load forecasting since it is used every
hour for a short time [27]. The weather factor technique uses the load pattern of different weather
conditions as the load varies season to season. These loads can be of different appliances heavily
used in a different season. Temperature is an important factor in terms of the effect created in this
method [28]. The random disturbance is the method in which load demand depends on the sudden
disturbance like the suddenness of Television when Minister of any country goes public or come in
any program. During this time, the power system contains electrical machines that are being turned
on or turned off, which has an impact on sudden changes in the loads. This change is called a random
disturbance [29]. Cultural events also cause random disturbance on load. Economic factors have a
big influence on LTLF and less effect on STLF. The economic factors have a clear effect on energy
consumption. Different factors like industries’ heavy appliances generally economic trends have an
impact on load growth [30].

An intelligent modular approach is a technique, which is used on STLF. This method has a great
impact on the day ahead load forecasting models such as fuel purchases and planning for energy.
It aims to increase forecast accuracy without spending more execution time by using a hybrid artificial
neural network [31]. To improve the accuracy of electricity load forecasting, Restricted Boltzmann
Machine (RBM) and Rectified Linear Unit (ReLU) are implemented. For short term electricity load
forecasting, a neural network with the ReLU activation function is implemented. RBM process and train
the data, while ReLU performs electricity load forecasting [32]. Deep Long Short-Term Memory
(DLSTM) with DNN is applied for the forecasting of electricity load and price. The combination of
DLSTM with DNN improves the processing, which can easily be carried out on big data [33]. Deep
Auto Encoders (DAEs) provide excellent results in obtaining or achieving accuracy and understanding
data. DAE has improved performance in obtaining the accuracy of the results [34]. Gated Recurrent
Units (GRU) method is applied to forecast the electricity price [35]. Enhanced SVM and enhanced
CNN are implemented using the feature engineering model for classification [36]. Neural network
techniques, i.e., the layers of Long Short-Term Memory (LSTM) is added in the layers of Convolutional
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Neural Network (CNN) for forecasting the load [37–39]. CNN and LSTM perform better when they are
combined rather than performing separately with several other models. The hybrid of CNN and LSTM
gives better results [40]. Stack berg is a theoretical game used for the minimization of operational
cost and scheduling appliances [41,42]. Feature engineering is used for selection and extraction [43].
There are many techniques used for feature engineering in electric loads [44–47]. Residential load
management uses meta-heuristic and machine learning techniques to check energy costs and achieve
maximum benefits or comfort during peak hours [48]. In [49], author tuned the hyperparameters of
SVM and achieve better accuracy. Wind speed and power prediction is performed using machine
learning algorithms in [50].

3. Problem Statement and Motivation

In machine learning, every technique has pros and cons. However, better performance
and accuracy are the key concerns in forecasting the electricity load. At this end, a huge amount of
data produces hindrance to achieve accuracy during forecasting. As a result, many techniques are
designed and modified to address these issues within the limited period; however, there still exist
some challenges, i.e., fluctuation in energy generation and consumption to control the fluctuating
behavior between the energy consumption pattern and generation pattern [32], technique accuracy
and tuning the hyperparameters for the prediction of electricity load data [26,49] and computational
complexity during the unclear information, e.g., irrelevant and redundant features in the data,
which increase the computation time of the training process and decrease the accuracy of electricity
load forecasting. To address these issues, a machine learning and deep learning-based model is
proposed. Moreover, the hyperparameter values are tuned using an optimization algorithm to obtain
maximum accuracy. Furthermore, DT, XGboost and RFE are used in the feature engineering process for
removing the redundancy and cleaning the data. In the end, the GA and GS optimization algorithms
are applied to the ELM and SVM to calculate the optimum hyperparameter values.

4. Proposed Model

To address the mentioned problems, we have proposed a model in which firstly,
all the features/data from the dataset are imported. Secondly, a hybrid feature selector; XGboost
and DT are applied to select useful features. Thirdly, the more relevant features are extracted using
RFE method. After working and preprocessing of data, ELM classifier with GA and SVM classifier
with GS is applied for classification and forecasting load data as shown in Figure 5. Figure 6 shows
the flow chart of the proposed model.
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Figure 5. Proposed model.

4.1. Dataset

The daily electricity load data of three years, i.e., January 2017 to December 2019 are used in
this paper, which is taken from Independent System Operator New England (ISO NE) (https://www.
iso-ne.com). It supplies electricity to different cities in England. The dataset contains dependent
and independent data, i.e., weather, temperature, humidity, etc. A column named “electricity load” is
our target data. All the features other than the target features have an impact on the target data.

https://www.iso-ne.com
https://www.iso-ne.com
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Figure 6. Flow Chart.

As the consumption pattern of the electricity load of the similar month in every year is
approximately the same. Therefore, we have taken three years of data, i.e., 36 months. At this
end, we have divided the dataset into sets, i.e., training and testing. Therefore, 90% of data is used
as training while 10% of the data is used for testing because more the data is provided for training,
more will be the learning rate of the model. Furthermore, the data of similar months of every year like
January 2017, January 2018, and January 2019 are combined to perform a short-term load forecast for
December 2019.
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The month-wise arrangement of data in the dataset helps us in better training of our model to
find out the load pattern of months. For weekly forecasting, all the data expect the first week of
December 2019, i.e., 1 December 2019 to 7 December 2019 are taken as training. The training model
is tested in the first week of December. Moreover, for the first five months of the year 2019 are also
considered for training and testing. Likewise, all data except January 2019 are also taken for training
and testing purposes. Moreover, the same scenario is followed for February 2019, March 2019, April
2019 and May 2019. Simulation and results show the efficacy of the proposed models. Figure 7 shows
the data overview and feature names.

Figure 7. Dataset Overview.

4.2. Feature Engineering

The statistical mechanics of the feature selection process of the proposed model is applied
to the dataset and the most relevant features are selected from the dataset by calculating
feature importance. We achieved accurate results by combining DT and XG boost as shown in
Figure 8. By setting the feature selection threshold, select features whose importance is equal to
or higher than the threshold while deleting other features. The features are selected according to
the following formula:

f (s) =

{
reservei f , IXG[ f ] + IDT[ f ] ≥ t,

dropi f , IXG[f] + IDT[f] < t.
(1)

where, variable IXG [i] indicates the calculated feature importance by XGB, and IDT [i] by the DT
method. The symbol t represents the threshold for selection of features, and the f symbol represents
the feature.

*
*

Selected Features

Dropped 

Features

+ }

SelectionFeatures

}
μ

Feature Importance

Figure 8. Hybrid feature selector.
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Where evaluator XG and DT show the feature’ importance calculated by XGboost and Decision
Tree Technique. µ represents the threshold set for the selection of features.

After the feature selection step, the feature extraction is carried out by the RFE method. The feature
extraction technique extracts non-redundant features and also those features that have a high impact
on the target feature in the dataset. RFE, as its name suggests that it removes features recursively
and builds a model with the help of extracted attributes and calculates or gives the accuracy of
the model. RFE can work on the combination of different attributes that can help in predicting
the target variable.

4.3. Classification and Forecasting

ELM with GA algorithm and SVM with the GS algorithm is used as a classifier in the proposed
model. The ELM technique is a feed-forward NN used for classification, clustering, regression
and compression. ELM can produce better generalization performance when tuned with GA.
These models can learn faster than networks based on backpropagation. ELM-GA models can give
better performance than SVM-GS. ELM is used for classification and regression problems. ELM is
used to learn about a parameter of hidden nodes, input weights that are randomly used and are
not tuned. ELM provides extremely fast learning with greater speed, better performance with less
involvement of humans [48]. There are different variants of ELM, i.e., voting-based ELM, incremental
ELM, error-minimized ELM, pruning ELM, and evolutionary ELM, etc. The main applications of ELM
are pattern recognition, classification, image processing, regression, and forecasting, etc.

ELM is very effective as a new training algorithm for SLFN. It is effective and very efficient.
Therefore, for a single hidden layer of ELM, we suppose that the i-th node is

hi(x) = G (ai, bi, x) . (2)

where, ai and bi represents the parameters of i-th node. The output function of ELM of L hidden
layer is

fL(x) =
L

∑
i=1

βihi(x). (3)

where Bi is the output of i-th hidden node

h(x) = [G (hi(x) . . . , hL(x))] , (4)

is the hidden layer of output mapping of ELM. Where N training sample and output matrix H is

H =

 h (x1)
...

h (xN)

 =

 G (a1, b1, x1) · · · G (aL, bL, x1)
...

...
...

G (a1, b1, xN) · · · G (aL, bL, xN)

 , (5)

and T is training data of the target matrix

T =

 t1
...

tN

 . (6)

ELM is a type of NN in which the parameter, i.e., mapping of hidden layers is tuned GA
(an optimization algorithm). Furthermore, its main object is:

Minimize :‖β‖σ1
p + C‖Hβ− T‖σ2

q , (7)
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where σ1 > 0, σ2 > 0, p, q = 0,
1
2

, 1, 2, · · · ,+∞.

Different combinations of the above parameters are used and their results are used in different
algorithms for classification and regression.

The SVM technique draws a hyperplane between the data. Accurate classification of data can be
made by the optimal values of the hyperparameters of SVM. The optimized value of the main three
parameters of SVM, i.e., intensive loss function (ε), cost penalty (c), and kernel parameter (k) is still a
serious issue. In our proposed model, the hyperparameters of SVM are tuned with the GS algorithm,
which increases the performance of SVM.

5. Simulation Setup

To simulate our proposed model, we have used anaconda spyder (a desktop application) based on
python libraries, i.e., Keras v2.3.0, NumPy v1.18.4, TensorFlow v2.0, and Scikit-learn v0.23. The system
specifications are Intel core i3, 512 GB of storage and 8 GB RAM. Whereas, the electricity load
dataset used in our proposed model is taken from https://www.iso-ne.com. Simulation results
show the efficacy of the proposed models, respectively.

(1) Feature Selection based on Hybrid Feature Selector

The hybrid feature selector (XG-Boost and DT) is applied to the dataset, which calculates
the importance of features in numeric format. The high feature importance value is calculated
via feature selection technique, which shows the dependency of the input features (high or low)
on target value, i.e., in the current scenario this is named “system load” in the respective dataset.
Features with high importance are elected as the best feature and features with low importance
value are considered as unimportant features. Hereafter, the unimportant features are removed from
the dataset. The removal of unimportant features is according to the threshold, i.e., 0.08 in the given
scenario. Figure 9 shows the features’ importance calculated by feature selection techniques.
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Figure 9. Feature importance.

(2) Feature Extraction using RFE

Table 1 shows the target features and other influential features of the dataset. After feature
selection, RFE is used as a feature extractor, which results in dimension reduction. The features with
the “TRUE” dimensions are not redundant and have a high impact on the target feature, which are
selected as an input to the classifier. While the features with the “False” dimensions are redundant
and rejected.

https://www.iso-ne.com
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Table 1. Features Overview and Dimensions calculated by Redundacny removal using Feature
Extraction (RFE).

Target Feature Features Short Name Dimension

Day-Ahead Cleared Demand DA_Demand TRUE
Regulation Market Service clearing price Reg_Capacity_Price TRUE
Real-Time Demand RT_Demand TRUE
The dewpoint temperature Dew_Point FALSE
Day-Ahead Locational Marginal Price DA_LMP FALSE
The dry-bulb temperature Dry_Bulb FALSE
Energy Component of Day-Ahead DA_EC FALSE
Marginal Loss Component of Real-Time RT_MLC FALSE
Congestion Component of Day-Ahead DA_CC FALSE
Congestion Component of Real-Time RT_CC FALSE
Marginal Loss Component of Day-Ahead DA_MLC FALSE
Energy Component of Real-Time RT_EC TRUE
Real-Time Locational Marginal Price RT_LMP TRUE

System Load

Regulation Market Capacity clearing Reg_Service_Price FALSE

(3) ELM-GA and SVM-GS performance and Comparison with SOTA Algorithms

Figure 10 shows the normal load of duration 1 January 2019 to 31 December 2019.
The consumption pattern of electricity load is shown in Figure 10, which is according to the dataset
provided by ISO-NE. Whereas, the variation between the days of the month is shown in Figure 10.
It is due to the arrangement of data in months.
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Figure 10. Normal electricity load according to the dataset.

In Figure 11, the results of the forecasted load of the first week of December, i.e., 1 December
to 7 December 2019 is shown. Results validate that one of the proposed techniques, i.e., ELM-GA
performs better than SVM-GS in terms of load forecasting accuracy.
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Figure 11. One week prediction (1 December 2019 to 7 December 2019).

The comparison of forecasted results of the proposed methods, i.e., ELM-GA and SVM-GS with an
actual load of respective months are shown in Figure 12. Simulation results show that the performance
of the proposed technique ELM-GA is nearly the same as the actual data, while the graph of proposed
method SVM-GS shows a little deviation as compared to the actual values. However, SVM-GS has
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better performance than SOTA approaches. In Figure 12, all data except January 2019 is taken as
training data. After training the model, it is tested on January 2019. The same cases are revised for
February 2019, March 2019, April 2019, May 2019 and June 2019, respectively.

5 10 15 20 25 30

January 2019

12,000

14,000

16,000

18,000

20,000

22,000

L
o

a
d

 (
M

W
)

Actual Load

ELM-GA

SVM-GS

5 10 15 20 25 30

Feburay 2019

14,000

16,000

18,000

20,000

22,000

24,000

L
o

a
d

 (
M

W
)

Actual Load

ELM-GA

SVM-GS

5 10 15 20 25 30

March 2019

12,000

14,000

16,000

18,000

20,000

22,000

L
o

a
d

 (
M

W
)

Actual Load

ELM-GA

SVM-GS

5 10 15 20 25 30

April 2019

14,000

16,000

18,000

20,000

22,000

L
o

a
d

 (
M

W
)

Actual Load

ELM-GA

SVM-GS

5 10 15 20 25 30

May 2019

14,000

16,000

18,000

20,000

22,000

L
o

a
d

 (
M

W
)

Actual Load

ELM-GA

SVM-GS

5 10 15 20 25 30

June 2019

13,000

14,000

15,000

16,000

17,000

18,000

19,000

20,000

L
o

a
d

 (
M

W
)

Actual Load

ELM-GA

SVM-GS

Figure 12. Comparison of forecasting results of different months with actual month load data.

Figure 13 shows the comparative analysis of the proposed models against SOTA techniques.
We have used the optimization techniques to tune the parameters of the classifier and to get
the prediction accuracy of the classifier that is close to the actual values given in the dataset.
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Figure 13. Forecasting of proposed technique with respect to the State of the Art (SOTA).

Figure 14 shows load prediction using optimized ELM based GA; whereas, GA is used for
parameter tuning. Also, the proposed technique is compared with SVM in which GS is used for
parameter tuning. Simulation results show that the proposed model is more accurate than others,
as shown in Table 2.
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Figure 14. Accuracy of proposed technique with respect to SOTA.
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Table 2. Proposed and SOTA techniques results.

Performance Metrics
Techniques Accuracy

MAPE RMSE MSE MAE

ELM-GA 96.42% 2.58 737.35 5.44 4.39
SVM-GS 93.25% 6.75 1811.95 32.83 10.95

LG 86.14% 13.86 2918.49 85.18 22.1
LM 84.88% 15.12 3030.06 91.81 24.46

LDA 84.9% 15.1 3028.09 91.69 24.44
ELM 89.23% 10.77 2014.66 40.59 16.12
SVM 85.31% 14.69 3034.03 92.05 22.75

In addition, performance evaluation metrics are used to demonstrate the productivity of
the proposed techniques. At this end, results validate the accuracy of ELM-GA and SVM-GS as
93.25% and 96.42%, respectively. The ELM-GA and SVM-GS have 7% and 8% better results than
SOTA techniques.

Performance Evaluation

The performance error of the proposed and SOTA methods are evaluated using performance
metrics, i.e., Root Mean Square Error (RMSE) and Mean Absolute Percentage Error (MAPE). The Error
rate is calculated by RMSE and MAPE using Equations (8) and (9), respectively [51].

RMSE =

√
∑n

i=1 (Fi − Ai)
2

n
. (8)

MAPE =
1
n

n

∑
t=1

∣∣∣∣At − Ft

At

∣∣∣∣ . (9)

where A, At represents the actual value and F, Ft shows forecast value. The values of MAPE and RMSE
of proposed techniques are much lower than SOTA as shown in Figure 15.

ELM-GA LDA SVM-GS LM LG SVM ELM0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

M
AP

E 
Er

ro
r

(a) MAPE

ELM-GA LDA SVM-GS LM LG SVM ELM0

500

1000

1500

2000

2500

3000

RM
SE

 E
rro

r

(b) RMSE

ELM-GA LDA SVM-GS LM LG SVM ELM0

5

10

15

20

25

M
AE

 E
rro

r

(c) MAE

ELM-GA LDA SVM-GS LM LG SVM ELM0

20

40

60

80

M
SE

 E
rro

r

(d) MSE
Figure 15. Performance error.
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The detailed results with their performance error are shown in Table 2. It is clearly shown in the
table that the proposed techniques outperform SOTA techniques. Here, the performance of ELM-GA
is higher than SVM-GS in terms of execution time and forecasting accuracy. ELM-GA and SVM-GS
have 7% and 8% better results than benchmark techniques.

Figure 16 describes the asymmetric loss function and accuracy of the model, which shows that
the performance of the model is increasing continuously. Moreover, the loss is decreasing by training
the model with respect to Epoches.
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Figure 16. Performance accuracy and loss function.

6. Conclusions

In this paper, a machine learning and meta-heuristic algorithm based model is proposed for short
term electrical load forecasting. The main advantage associated with this model is to achieve better
performance and maximum accuracy. Therefore, a real-time electricity load dataset is taken into account,
ranging from January 2017 to December 2019 from ISO-NE. Afterwards, data is converted into supervised
learning sets, i.e., features (training x and test label x) and labels (training y and test label y). Furthermore,
the proposed model is divided into three fundamental steps including feature selection using a hybrid
feature selector (XGboost and DT), Redundancy removal using Feature Extraction (RFE) technique
and classification/forecasting using ELM-GA and SVM-GS. At this end, parameters of ELM are tuned
with the GA and hyperparameters of SVM are tuned with GS. In the end, a comparative analysis is
performed with baseline SOTA techniques. It is evident from the results that proposed techniques
outperform SOTA techniques in counterparts. In the future, the different low-performance classifiers can
further be enhanced with different meta-heuristic techniques to improve forecasting accuracy.
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TGs Traditional Grids
SG Smart Grid
SMs Smart Meters
SVM Support Vector Machine
RBM Restricted Boltzmann Machine
ReLU Rectified Linear Unit
DLSTM Deep Long Short-Term Memory
DAEs Deep Auto Encoders
GRU Gated Recurrent Units
CNN Convolutional Neural Network
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ISO NE Independent System Operator New England
SOTA State Of The Art
ELM Extreme Learning Machine
GS Grid Search
NN Neural Network
MAPE Mean Average Percentage Error
RFE Redundancy removal using Feature Extraction
RMSE Root Mean Square Error
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