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In this study, the optimization of electricity procurement plan and the development of a business support

simulation system were conducted to support the preparation of annual electricity procurement plans for electricity

retailers. From the case studies, a set of Pareto-optimal annual negotiated trading plans was found by optimizing

the annual negotiated trading plans. In addition, the subject experiments showed that the subjects' understanding

of the optimized annual negotiated trading plan improved before and after using the business support system.
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Fig.1 Flow chart of proposed method
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Fig.5 UI of simulation output (predicted and actual)
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Table.2 Negotiated trading list
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Table.3 Pareto optimal solutions
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