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systems for commercial buildings

Highlights

* Battery storage was only economically beneficial when forecasting was deployed

* Most of the savings came from peak shaving, not from increased self-consumption

* Accurate forecasting of electricity demand can be performed but the best model might
be challenging in production
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Actual loads (kW) for January 2018, and the predicted loads from TVB and Converter |Li-ion Battery
CW-GB models, both models with the dependent variable lagged 1 hour.

Sketch of energy system. Figure adopted from
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