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Abstract As the electric transmission system in the U.S. ages, mitigating the risk of
high-voltage transformer failures becomes an increasingly important issue for trans-
mission owners and operators. This paper introduces a model that supports these
efforts by optimizing the acquisition and the deployment of high-voltage transform-
ers dynamically over time. We formulate the problem as a Markov Decision Process
which cannot be solved for realistic problem instances. Instead we solve the prob-
lem using approximate dynamic programming using three different value function
approximations, which are compared against an optimal solution for a simplified ver-
sion of the problem. The methods include a separable, piecewise linear value func-
tion, a piecewise linear, two-dimensional approximation, and a piecewise linear func-
tion based on an aggregated inventory that is shown to produce solutions within a few
percent with very fast convergence. The application of the best performing algorithm
to a realistic problem instance gives insights into transformer management issues of
practical interest.

1 Introduction

In the 1960°s and 70’s, the electric power industry underwent a major expansion re-
quiring a significant investment in high-voltage transformers. This investment has
produced an age distribution with a bubble of older transformers that will begin
failing at a higher than average rate. We consider the problem faced by PJM In-
terconnections, the largest regional transmission operator in the U.S. responsible for
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controlling the flow of energy through the electric power grid covering states from
New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania and Maryland through Ohio and Illinois. In this
paper we focus on high-voltage transformers that step up and down the voltage be-
tween the backbone transmission system operating at 500 kV and the lower voltage
transmission system operating at 230 kV. Currently, approximately 50 percent of the
high-voltage transformers in PJM’s transmission grid are 30 or more years old. The
transformers can cost $5 million each, and require one to two years for delivery.

It is important to maintain a reliable set of transformers since the cost of a fail-
ure can be quite high. If a transformer fails, the network incurs costs by needing to
purchase energy from more expensive utilities to avoid a bottleneck. These costs can
range from several million to as high as $100 million per year. For an industry which
operates with very thin profit margins, it is necessary to plan a replacement strategy
that strikes a careful balance between potential congestion costs and equipment re-
placement costs. Given capacity constraints on the industry which makes this equip-
ment, it is necessary to design time-dependent safety stocks to respond to potential
failures.

Our model optimizes transformer purchasing and deployment over time taking
into account failure uncertainty which changes with time. The model can be used to
support the capital investment and risk mitigation planning performed by regional
transmission organizations and transmission owners. There are two important trade-
offs that we capture with this model:

e The model balances the minimization of adverse system effects due to failures
against the efficient use of financial resources. This is the acquisition problem.

e Once a replacement transformer is purchased there is the need to weigh its use
to replace a failure now against a possible but uncertain use for a more important
failure later. This is the deployment problem.

Such a model can be framed as a special case of an inventory problem. In the
language of inventory problems the safety stock of replacement transformers is the
“inventory” and failures are “demands.” The transformer acquisition and deployment
model is an inventory problem with the following four characteristics. (1) Any un-
served demand is fully backlogged. (2) There is a multi-period lead time. (3) The
inventory serves multiple demand classes, characterized by different shortage costs.
(4) The demand process is fairly complex: demands are state dependent and corre-
lated.

We only considered the possibility of replacing transformers that have failed. This
is not a fundamental limitation of the model or algorithm. We can handle such a
situation by using a rule to designate a transformer as “at risk” (a type of failure) with
no congestion cost (but a higher risk of incurring congestion costs). But the reality is
that failure tails are extremely long. A high risk transformer can easily last another
10 years, and inventories of spares are going to be sparse given the high capital cost.
The decision to swap out an aging but working transformer would be based primarily
on issues of risk rather than expected cost.

Figure 1 shows a schematic representation of the transformer acquisition and de-
ployment model at time ¢. To the left of the dashed line in the figure is the state of the
model before decisions at time ¢. To the right is the state of the model after decisions
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Fig. 1 Schematic
representation of the transformer
acquisition and deployment
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at time ¢ which we denote #*. Arrows represent decisions. At time ¢ transformers in
inventory can be used to meet a failure or be held in inventory to be available the next
time period. If a failure is not met it remains part of the state. The circles represent
the pipeline of ordered transformers that are due to arrive to the system in one, two,
three, and four periods. High-voltage transformers are not the only domain where
such a model can be applied. It is generally applicable to spare provisioning for cap-
ital intensive failure prone equipment with long lead times such as jet engines and
ship turbines.

Modeling transformer acquisition and deployment as a dynamic stochastic op-
timization problem is fundamentally different from the approach that is currently
being taken by transmission owners. The strategy currently used in practice seeks a
spare inventory level such that the expected time between spare shortages is big-
ger than a threshold value. This approach does not make the cost trade-offs ex-
plicit, and nor does it optimize them. The current approach does not provide in-
sight into deployment decisions and does not consider that failure rates change over
time.

Backlogging and long lead times are standard features of inventory models. Zip-
kin [27] gives a thorough account of these topics. It is well known that lead times
that are longer than a single period introduce the “curse of dimensionality” into an
inventory model. The state of the system needs to track not only how much inventory
is available and on order but also when ordered inventory is scheduled to arrive. This
fact leads to a high-dimensional state variable.

The fact that there are multiple demand classes gives rise to the deployment prob-
lem described above. When is it desirable to backlog lower priority failures in order
to have more replacement transformers available for uncertain future high priority
failures? The pioneering work in inventory rationing is Topkis [24] who introduces
a model with n demand classes, backlogging, and non-stationary demand distribu-
tions. This model is to this date the closest match in the inventory rationing literature
to the system in this paper. Other contributions to the inventory rationing problem
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with backlogging include Deshpande et al. [7], De Véricourt et al. [6], Tempelmeier
[22], and Ha [10]. The number of demand classes is large in our model because the
substation locations have widely varying congestion costs. This contributes to the
“curse of dimensionality” in our model.

The failure probability of a transformer in operation depends on its age and phys-
ical condition. Therefore these attributes need to be part of the system state which
introduces further complexity. Failures are also correlated due to the existence of
transformer banks. A bank is a set of transformers that always operate together. Once
a transformer in a bank fails, the entire bank shuts down and no further failures in
the same bank are possible. This correlation complicates the computation of expec-
tations, such as expected congestion costs.

The issue of transformer spares has received some attention in the literature.
Chowdhury and Koval [5] and Kogan et al. [12] develop procedures to determine the
optimal number of spares in a static model that assumes a stationary failure process
and that all failures have the same priority. Li et al. [14] go beyond the previously
mentioned papers as they allow failure events of different priorities and also consider
the timing of spare additions. Their approach is rather cumbersome as it does not
use any optimization, requires the enumeration and evaluation of all possible fail-
ure events, and needs to be repeated whenever the underlying transformer population
changes. Our approach uses a realistic model of the physical system, which we solve
in a compact way using approximate dynamic programming (ADP).

There is a larger literature on the management of spare parts, although transform-
ers tend to be fairly unique given their size and cost. Simao and Powell [21] use
approximate dynamic programming to handle high-value spare parts for an aircraft
manufacturer which shares some of the same characteristics (and where we use a
similar approach). Wong et al. [25] and Wong et al. [26] propose heuristic policies
for multi-item spare parts in the presence of lateral transshipments. Huiskonen [11]
provides a nice discussion of the issues surrounding maintenance spare parts, but per-
haps the most thorough modern discussion is [15] which considers in depth the use
of inventory policies adapted to the management of spare parts, motivated by military
applications.

In this paper we propose a series of solution algorithms based on dynamic pro-
gramming and approximate dynamic programming. The contributions of this paper
are twofold: (1) We show that the use of separable, piecewise linear approximations,
which has proven to be successful in prior work [8, 23] does not work for this prob-
lem class. (2) We introduce two classes of non-separable approximations and show,
through comparisons against the exact solution of a simplified MDP, that they pro-
duce results between 0 and 4 percent of optimal.

In Sect. 2 we introduce notation and formulate the problem as a multi-period sto-
chastic optimization model. Section 3 discusses the general algorithmic approach
and Sect. 4 specifies the value function approximations and the ADP algorithms. In
Sect. 5 we describe the numerical work performed to validate the algorithm and an
application of our best performing algorithm to a real high-voltage transformer pop-
ulation.
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2 Model formulation

A transformer is described by a vector of attributes a consisting of the elements

substation id
bank id
phase
failed
age
condition
availability time

An example of an attribute vector a is

Branchburg
52
A
a= false
39.5
average
0

Each transformer in operation belongs to a substation identified by a substation iden-
tifier. A substation contains one or more transformer banks and a bank is identified by
a bank id. Within a bank a particular transformer is identified by the power phase that
it handles; current moves in one of three power phases, which are denoted A, B, or C.
Another attribute indicates if a transformer has failed or not. The failure probability
over a time interval depends on the age and the condition of the transformer. The age
is measured in time periods and the condition can be “good,” “average,” or “watch.”
All the attributes described so far are needed to model transformers in operation. One
attribute that is important for replacement transformers is the estimated time of ar-
rival, since transformers have to be ordered 12 to 24 months in advance. We refer to
the time when a transformer is scheduled to arrive as the available time. An available
time of 0 indicates that the transformer is available to be used as a replacement.

We let A be the set of all possible attribute vectors. For this research, we need to
separate transformers that are in operation (that is, in working order), and transform-
ers that have failed and are in need of replacement. The sample attribute vector above
describes a transformer that is in working order. An example of an attribute vector
for a transformer that is not in working order is

a= false ,

good

@ Springer



36 AUthorl S personal Copy J. Enders et al.

where “—" denotes a missing attribute. To separate transformers that are in operation
(in working order) and failed transformers that are in need of replacement, we define

A™P = set of attribute vectors for transformers that can be used as replacements,
AP = set of attribute vectors for transformers in operation,
Al — et of attributes vectors for transformers that have already failed,

A = AP U A™P = set of transformer attribute vectors, a € A.

We need to represent attributes of transformers that have failed. For this purpose, we
define

al = attribute vector of a failed transformer after we have acted on the trans-
former d to replace it.

We define

as; = attribute vector of replacement transformers that are s periods away from
being available,
T = scalar lead time, giving the number of months that a transformer has to
be ordered in advance.

We note that a; is a particular instance of an attribute vector for a transformer that
will arrive in s time periods. There can be a number of attribute vectors describing
transformers that are s time periods away. We use this notation to indicate the value
of the time at which a transformer will become available. All the replacement trans-
formers have attributes in the set {ag, a1, ...,a:_1} = A™P. ag is the attribute vector
of a replacement transformer with age 0, that has not failed, is in “good” condition,
and has availability time 0, i.e. is in inventory. a,_ is the attribute vector of a trans-
former that has just been ordered. a; is the attribute vector of a transformer that has
not been purchased but is available for purchase. Note that a, is not an element of
Arep'

We now introduce the notation for the system state measured immediately before
the decisions at time ¢ are made. This is called the pre-decision state.

R;, = number of transformers with attribute vector a at time ¢ before the time
t decisions are made,
R; = (R:4)qen = vector of pre-decision transformers at time 7.

Throughout the paper we will also use the state captured immediately after the deci-
sions at time ¢ are made. We use the notation

R = (R},)aecA = vector of post-decision transformers at time ¢.
Transformers can be acted upon with three decision types:

D'P = set of types of decisions to use a replacement transformer in inventory
to replace a type of transformer that has failed and is in need of repair.
The set contains one decision d,, for each transformer that can be used
for replacements, a € A™P,
d’ = decision to buy a replacement transformer,
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d”? = decision to hold a replacement transformer in inventory to the next
period.

For example, imagine that we have three failed transformers at different locations,
with different attributes. Denote these by a, a’ and a”. The set D™P would include
the decisions d,, d, and d,» representing the decision to replace the transformer with
attribute a, a’ or a”, respectively.

We define the set of all possible types of decisions using

D= D*Pudlud’.
The decision variables and their contributions are defined as:

X:aqd = number of transformers with attribute a to be acted on with decision d
at time ¢,
Xt = (Xtad)aeA.dep = decision vector at time ¢,
rep . . .
X, = (Xtad)aeArr geprer = vector of replacement decisions at time ¢.

The one period contribution function of our model is

crad = cost of acting on one unit of resource with attribute a with decision d
at time ¢,

Cr(X1) = CrayqhXia.ab — D_aeDrep CragdXtapd + Crapa Xragah-

The first term constitutes the purchase cost of new replacement transformers. The
second term is avoided congestion costs for each failure for which the model pro-
vides a replacement transformer. The third term is an inventory holding cost charged
for all transformers in inventory that are held from one period to the next. We note
that congestion costs depend on the number of failed transformers. In practice, the
number of failed transformers is very small, since utilities manage their networks
very conservatively.

Randomness enters the system through random transformer failures and random
transitions from “good” to “average” and from “average” to “watch.” A random event
always produces one more transformer of a certain type and one less transformer of
another type, for example, one more failed transformer and one less working trans-
former. We denote

Iém = the change in the number of transformers with attribute vector a due to
random events during period 7, and
R; = (Rtq)qen = vector of random changes during time ¢.

In any given period a working transformer that is in use at a substation can fail, change
condition, or remain unaffected by randomness. Each of these events happens with a
certain probability which depends on the age of the transformer and its condition. The
failure probability also depends on the status of the other transformers in the bank. If
one transformer of a bank failed then the other transformers in the same bank cannot
fail until the failed transformer is replaced. This dependence arises from the fact that
a single transformer failure will cause the entire bank to be shut down. And if a bank
is shut down no further failures in that bank can occur.
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The transition from R; to Ry is described by the transition equations

R;Car—l = Xta.db> (1
Rfas=Rms+l forse{l,...,t —2}, )
R;Cao = Xtq0a? T Riays 3)

vor = Rigr —Xiapa  for al € A% d e D™, (4)

Equation (1) models the decision to purchase a transformer. Equation (2) models the
transition of a transformer that has not yet arrived from being t time periods away
to T — 1 time periods away. Equation (3) models the accumulation of transformers
in inventory, and (4) models the decision to repair a transformer. The post- to pre-
decision transition function simply is

Riy1 =R + Riq1. )

Since the model is a multi-period model under uncertainty we wish to find an optimal
policy, 7, and the corresponding decision rule, X (R;) that returns optimal decisions
as a function of the system state R;. The optimization problem is to find

T
H}TmE{ Zy’Cz(X”(Rt))}, ©)

t=0

where y is a discount factor. Our challenge now is to find a good replacement policy,
something that we do with approximate dynamic programming.

3 Algorithmic approach

Stochastic integer programming algorithms have been developed to solve discrete op-
timization problems under uncertainty. One approach is to formulate the problem as a
large-scale deterministic (mixed) integer program, the deterministic equivalent. Par-
ija et al. [18] and Ahmed et al. [1] solve the deterministic equivalent directly. Parija
et al. [18] show that taking into account special problem structure results in algo-
rithms that are more efficient than a straightforward application of a general purpose
MIP solver. At the same time this work shows that solving the deterministic equiv-
alent is computationally infeasible for the transformer acquisition and deployment
model. The largest problem solved in Parija et al. [18] has 18,006 binary variables,
3 time periods, and 500 scenarios. We will be solving the transformer model for up
to 200 time periods which would result in much larger deterministic problems.

Another computational approach to solving stochastic integer programs uses de-
composition. All major work has been on two-stage problems [3, 13, 17] and does
not directly apply to the multi-stage transformer problem.

The starting point for our computational strategy is the classic dynamic program-
ming recursion

Vi(R;) = min ){C(Xt) + YE[Vig1 (Ri11)]1I1R:}, @)

Xt €At
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where

X; = feasible region at time ¢,
Vi+1(Rs41) = value function—expected discounted cumulative costs for time
periods ¢+ 1,t+2,...,T.

This recursion cannot be solved using classic backward dynamic programming
because of the dimensionality of the problem. The long lead time for replacement
transformers increases the dimensionality as does the backlogging of failures of vary-
ing importance and the fact that transformer age and condition are part of the attribute
vector.

The algorithmic approach taken in this paper is approximate dynamic program-
ming (ADP) [2, 19]. This algorithmic strategy has recently been applied with success
to large-scale, complex optimization problems under uncertainty [19]. We solve the
dynamic program approximately by estimating a value function approximation recur-
sively using Monte Carlo simulation. We use the following notation:

v, (Rf) = approximation of value function V;(R}).

In order to solve the problem using a Monte Carlo based technique we need a re-
cursion that can be solved for a single sample realization of the random information
process at time 7. Equation (7) cannot be used for this purpose as the knowledge of
a time ¢ 4 1 sample realization, Ié,+ 1(w), at time ¢ would violate non-anticipativity.
In order to overcome this problem we formulate the following recursion around the
post-decision state:

Vit (R =E[ min [CGo+yVi(RD)) ®)

where X} is defined by the following constraints:

Xad? T Z Xtagd = Riay, )
deDrep

Ria_, —Xta—ra» =0, (10)

Riyy = Xtqa? = Riay (11)

Xtapd < R,,r ford € D'P, (12)

Xtad >0 Va,d. (13)

Here, (9) enforces flow conservation given current inventories. Equation (10) defines
the in-transit inventory in terms of the amount ordered, while (11) defines the new
inventory as the sum of what was left over plus new arrivals. Equation (12) limits the
number of decisions to replace transformers by the number of transformers that have
failed, and (13) provides the necessary non-negative constraints.

The recursion in (8) can be solved approximately by using an approximation of
the value function. The corresponding approximate problem is

VIR, Ri(@™) = V' (R ZXIET/T%E?Rn){C(x,) +y VN R a4
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Step 0. Initialize VZO(Rj‘) forre{0,1,...,T}.

Step 1. Setn=1andt=0.

Step 2. Solve problem (14) and transition function as in (1)—(4).
Step 3. Sample ﬁt+1 (@") and transition function as in (5).
Step 4. If t <T,setr =1+ 1, and go to Step 2.

Step 5. Update V" ~!(R¥) for1 € {0, 1,...,T —1}.

Step 6. If n < N setn=n+1,t=0, and got to Step 2.

Fig. 2 Sketch of approximate dynamic programming algorithm for the transformer acquisition and de-
ployment model

where n € {0, 1, ..., N} is the iteration counter. Note that this optimization problem
does not violate non-anticipativity because in order to make the time # decisions x; the
formulation only uses the information that is indeed available at that time. The idea
of ADP is to produce a good approximation \_/tN (R{) which results in near optimal
decisions. Figure 2 gives a sketch of the ADP approach.

Note that the algorithm steps forward in time. This avoids the enumeration of
states and actions that is typical for classic backward dynamic programming. The
use of simulation avoids the need to evaluate the expectation explicitly. In the next
section we introduce functional forms for V, (R}) and show how this function can be
estimated iteratively using Monte Carlo methods.

The next section describes a family of value function approximations for solving
the dynamic program.

4 Value function approximations

We tested three different functional forms for \_/t(Rf). The starting point is a separa-
ble piecewise linear function that has been used successfully in Topaloglu and Powell
[23], Powell et al. [20], and Godfrey and Powell [8]. We will show that this function
is inappropriate in our problem setting and explain why. The second functional form
extends the first approach by using pre-decision state information. The third algo-
rithm uses an explicit two-dimensional, piecewise linear value function approxima-
tion (VFA). We show how to estimate a two-dimensional value function surface.

4.1 Piecewise linear separable value function approximation

Topaloglu and Powell [23], Powell et al. [20], and Godfrey and Powell [8] all show the
merits of a VFA that is separable in the elements of the resource vector R} . Recalling
that the set .A™! is the attributes of transformers that have already failed (these are the
demands that we need to satisfy), we can approximate the value of all transformers
(failed and replacements held in inventory) using a separable approximation of the
form

ViR = > Via(Ri)+ Y. Via(R},): (15)
ac Arep ac Afail
The first term on the right hand side is the value derived from replacement trans-

formers and the second term is the value of deferring the replacement of a failed
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transformer. We follow the methods in Topaloglu and Powell [23] and use piecewise
linear approximations for the value of each type of transformer.

Let us focus on replacement transformers first. Since there can be multiple replace-
ment transformers ordered and in inventory, we choose piecewise linear functions
with integer breakpoints to represent the value of such replacement transformers.
These piecewise linear functions have to be convex to reflect the decreasing marginal
value of additional resources of the same type.

Note that the purchase decision produces a newly purchased transformer a,_;
and the holding decision is associated with transformers ag. The corresponding value
function components V4, (R;,,) and Via, (R;, ) are of particular importance be-
cause they are related to decisions. All the intermediate transformers are not subject
to decision making. In fact we introduce an algorithm that only requires the estima-
tion of Viay(R7,,) and Vig, | (R, ).

We now turn to failed transformers, the second term on the right hand side of (15).
There is future value associated with replacing a failure, namely avoiding the con-
gestion costs that the failure would have caused in the future. The VFA component
associated with replacing a failure is the expected future congestion cost savings.
Figure 3 illustrates the subproblem at time ¢ using piecewise linear VFA components
for replacement transformers in the future, and linear VFA components for the value
of replacing a failure. The nodes labeled ay, ..., a1 represents transformers that are
4,...,1 time periods away from being used. The value of transformers at each of
these nodes, and at the inventory node, is captured by a piecewise linear value func-
tion. In addition, there are linear functions capturing the value of covering a failed
transformer which depends on the congestion cost.

Rx

a Q> @
O tay
a4 u a4
R

ta,
a, ( Inventory

Fig. 3 Schematic representation of the piecewise-linear separable VFA for the transformer acquisition
and deployment model

@ Springer



0 Author's personal copy J. Enders et al.

With the VFA described above problem (14) becomes an easily solvable linear
program. Using the notation

M = number of segments of a piecewise linear VFA component,
Yiam = variable representing the m'" segment of the piecewise linear VFA
Via(R},),
Vi = (Vtam)aelag,a,_1),t€0,..., T} = vector of variables representing piecewise
linear VFAs,
Uram = slope of the m'" segment of the piecewise-linear VFA.

The problem is to solve

M
Vt(Rt)=g{iyr;{C(x,>+y< D VarXiad + Y Zﬁmmymm>} (16)

deDrep aefa;_1,a0} m=1
subject to
Xigoa? + Y Kiapd = Riay, (17)
deDrep

Ria. ) = Xiqav =0, (18)
R;C{/lo — Xtad? = Rtal , (19)

M
> Yiam — R}y =0 fora e {a;_y. ap). (20)

m=1
Xtapd < R,yr  ford € D™, 1)
0<yam=1 fora e {ar—1,a0}, m=1,..., M, (22)
X >0 Va,d. (23)

The minimization problem in (16) includes the one-period costs in C(x;), and the
value function approximation that captures the impact of decisions on the future.
These impacts include a linear approximation of the downstream cost of not replac-
ing a failed transformer now, and a piecewise-linear approximation of the value of
replacement transformers. Equation (17) is the flow conservation constraint for trans-
formers that can be acted on now. Equation (18) defines the post-decision resource
state for transformers that are in-transit, while (19) defines the post-decision state for
transformers that are available now. Equation (20) defines the sum of the variables
(Vtam)>» m =1, ..., M, used in the piecewise linear value function, to be the total
number of transformers that are now available, while (21) is the demand constraint
which limits our ability to replace failed transformers by the number of transformers
that have failed. Equation (22) limits the y variables to be between 0 and 1, and (23)
imposes non-negativity.

In our numerical work we will provide the data showing that a separable VFA is
inappropriate for our problem class. In this section we focus on providing intuition
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why a separable approximation may not work. Figure 3 shows that the value con-
tribution of a newly purchased spare a;_1, er 1(Rm ), is independent of all the
other replacement transformers, Ry, , R}, ..., R}, "This is implied by separabil-
ity. This assumption is only true if there is no spare inventory holding over from one
period to the next. In our problem replacement transformers will typically be held in
inventory for some time because congestion costs are substantially higher than inven-
tory holding costs. In this case a spare that is in inventory or in the pipeline at time ¢
can easily still be around when a newly purchased spare arrives in inventory at time
t + 7. The marginal value of one more or one less transformer of type a;_ at time
¢ may very well depend on how many transformers R7, , R, e R}, , are in the
system. If there is an abundance of spares in inventory and in the pipeline at time
t then the value of ordering one more spare is probably low. If transformer inven-
tory is exhausted the value of ordering one more spare is probably higher. We need
a VFA that captures this behavior while retaining the computational advantages of
problem (16)—(23). The next section introduces such an approximation as well as a

complete ADP algorithm.
4.2 Piecewise linear VFA with pre-decision state information

For computational purposes it is desirable to maintain the network LP structure of
problem (16)—(23). To this end we define

7—1
R, = max (Z Rig, — Z Ria, o). (24)
s=0

ac Al

In this equation, R, is capturing the total number of transformers that are either in
transit or available to be assigned.

We have R, ~ ZF] R}, where the approximation is an equality unless the model
is holding back available spare inventory from low-priority failures. This approxima-
tion allows us to replace the VFA component V,,,_, (R} a,_,) With Via, (R, T Ro)
without destroying the network structure of problem ( 16) (23). Making the change
only requires calculating R; and adding it as a supply to the node representing Ry, .
Figure 4 gives an example of the procedure. In problem (16)—(23) only (18) changes
to

R;Car | xtardh = Rt- (25)

With the optimization problem solved we turn to the issue of estimating the pa-
rameters V4, the slopes of Vt(Rf ). We simplify this task by setting the linear value
function components of the failures to a fixed multiple of the one-period congestion
costs in the various locations. We denote

yur =0 Crurg Vd € D*P (26)

where

o/ = tunable parameter that penalizes the value of not satisfying a failure at a
particular point in time.
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Supplier Rr:0+1+0+2+472:5

(R,

tay

+R)

tay
3 a; O

Fig. 4 Schematic representation of the piecewise-linear VFA with pre-decision state information for the
transformer acquisition and deployment model

Fixing the linear VFA components that capture the value of pushing a failure to the
future allows us to focus on the piecewise-linear VFA components representing the
value of replacement transformers.

The estimation of the piecewise-linear value functions is done in an iterative pro-
cedure where each iteration consists of stepping forward through the time horizon,
simulating a sample path, and solving the following approximate problem. Using n
to denote the iteration index the approximate problem (16)—(23) becomes:

M
V/(R)= min 3CG)+y| Y VarXiaa+ Y Zﬁfamymm> @7

"
by} € deDrep aelaz,ap} m=0

where X/ is the feasible region defined by (17), (25), and (19)—(23). By solving per-
turbations of (27) with respect to R}’ we can obtain stochastic sample gradients that
represent a sample realization of the value of one more or one less replacement trans-
former. Let e, be a vector of zeros and a one at element a. We define the stochastic
right gradient as

By = Vi' (R + eay) = V' (RY). (28)
and the left stochastic gradient as
Dray = ACAEA (R —eqy) if Ry

tag

> 0. (29)

Note that we only calculate stochastic gradients for replacement transformers in in-
ventory (attribute vector agp). This is because these transformers are the only source
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of (additional) rewards. In that sense the replacement transformers in inventory drive
the system. The stochastic gradients are sample realizations of value function slopes
and need to be smoothed into the current estimates of the slopes in order to “average”
across sample paths. Which slope estimates should be updated with 0 va and 6;10”.
Since a stochastic gradient is the value of one more or one less transformer in inven-
tory at time 7, the gradients need to update the value functions that lead to one more
or one less transformer in inventory at time 7.

To obtain one more or one less transformer in inventory at time ¢ the model would
have to hold one more transformer in inventory at time ¢ — 1 or order one more
transformer at time ¢ — 7. Therefore 9, and 9, update V"' 1., and /A
The stochastic gradients at time ¢ are passed backwards in tlme to the VFAs that
provide transformer spares for time ¢. V" 1.qo @nd vl r.a,_, Share the same role as
the mechanism for providing spares for tlme t but they are not the same functions.
The difference lies in what segments of the VFAs components are updated by the
stochastic gradients.

Updating the VFA components \_/t’:’laP and V"!

) 1.ao is a two-step procedure.

We pick th rla to illustrate the steps. In the first step the stochastic gradients are
smoothed into the current value function estimate in the following way to obtain an

intermediate vector of slopes (u;’,,) ar .m)m=0,1,...m- The calculation is

X,n D
(1 — oy, 1)vl ,ar m tom— 1vm0 ifm=R;" Ty 1+R”

n _ X,n D
ut*T,at—lvm - (l a”_l)vl T,d¢—1,m + - 1vl‘a0 itm= Rt T,d; + Rt - 1,
vy tla, 1 otherwise,
(30)

where o, _1 is a step size between O and 1. Equation (30) updates the slopes of
our piecewise linear approximation using the right (ﬁ;;;)") and left (ﬁ;z;)") derivatives
around the current number of transformers. At this stage, we only update the slopes
adjacent to the number of transformers currently in a particular state.

Unfortunately, this computation can cause convexity violations. To restore con-
vexity we apply the convexity restoring procedure of Godfrey and Powell [9] to the
intermediate vector of slopes (uy_; , | »)m=0.1....m- The updated value function
slopes are obtained as

,,,,,

Vn

1—T,ar (ﬁt—r,am,m)mzo,l MZH(”?—r,aH,m)m:O,l ..... M G

where IT is the convexity restoring operator defined by the equations

,,,,,

. —n 2
-nmln || Uf*'fyﬂrfl - utffyar—l ” (32)
tfr.ar_l
subject to:
-n -n _
Vr_rar ymtl ~ Vieray_1m = 0 form=0,...,M—1. (33)

The idea of ADP is that after a finite number of iterations, N, the VFA \_/tN is a
good approximation of the true value function for every ¢ and that the collection of
all value functions across time implies a policy that is close to optimal.
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Step 0. Initialize VZO fort=1,...,T andsetn=1.

Step 1. Do fort=0,...,T —1:

Step 1a. Calculate R,” as in (24) and solve time ¢ subproblem (27). Store Iél" and Rf’" for later use.
Step 1b. Calculate sample gradients as in (28) and (29) and store them for later use.

Step 1c. Sample R" (w;'_H) and calculate Rt”_,_1 as in (5).

+1
Step2a. Forr=t,...,T —lealeulate V' o, (R, + R )= ¢, | wm=01,.M us
ing (30) and (31). _
Step 2b. Fort=1,...,T — 1 calculate V,”_L%(Rfa’g) = (’jtn—l,ao,m)m=0q1,-~»M using
(A= DU} e, 08" ifm=R""
n—1 t—1,ap,m n—1Ytq =8 lay
—n—1 A— X,n
”771,ao,m =1a _aﬂ—l)vf—l.ao.m + oty —194 ifm= Rz—l,ao -1, (34)
Dl":ll a@ otherwise
and
-n _ n
(Utfl,ao,m)mzo,],...,M - H(”tfl,ao,m)mzo,1,..4,M' (33%)

Step 3. Setn=n+1.If n < N, go to Step 1.

Fig. 5 ADP training algorithm for the replacement transformer acquisition and deployment model

Step 0. Setn =1.
Step 1. Do fort=0,..., T — 1
Step 1a. Calculate R} as in (24) and solve time ¢ subproblem (27).

Step 1b. Sample Iét"ﬂ (a);’H) and calculate R;’H asin (5).

Step 2. Setn=n—+1.If n < N, go to Step 1.

Fig. 6 Evaluation algorithm for the replacement transformer acquisition and deployment model

Figure 5 gives the complete ADP algorithm for estimating the VFA. Equations
(34) and (35) are analogous to (30) and (31) for the inventory value functions ‘_/1110‘
Once the VFA estimation is accomplished running the model involves executing a
simplified version of Fig. 5. We call this the evaluation algorithm because this al-
gorithm is used to evaluate policies based on a number of sample paths. Figure 6
specifies the steps of the evaluation algorithm with fixed VFAs.

4.3 Two-dimensional piecewise linear VFA

Given the non-separable nature of the value function V (R;) the thought of a multi-
dimensional non-separable VFA is attractive. In this section we explore this idea
for the two-dimensional case. The two-dimensional case is particularly interesting
in our problem setting because it allows us to capture the joint future value of ac-
quisition and holding decisions. We present an algorithm to estimate a VFA surface,
v, (Rjay> Rig,)- Such a VFA would allow us to express the true relationship between
resource states and their value if we restrict the problem to two dimensions, which in
our application means we are restricting the problem to a two-period lead time.
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To minimize notational clutter let us denote R;, by yi and R;, by y,. Given

M; eNgfori=1,2,letZ={0,1,..., M}, J ={0,1,..., M} and define

Vi={y=0Ly)y=[0,M],y,=k} VkeJ,
VE={y=0ny)lyi=Ly=[0,M]} VIeTZ,

to be the horizontal and vertical grid lines in the rectangle (0, 0), (0, M), (M1, M>),
(M1, 0). Let

M M
g=JyuJy.
k=0 1=0
be the grid itself and

V=I[0,1,....,M] x[0,1,..., M2],

the set of vertices in G. We define Vt : G — R. We assume \7, is submodular on V and
piecewise-linear convex with integer breakpoints along each grid line. Submodularity
means that the slopes in the y, direction are increasing along the y; dimension and
the slopes in the y; direction are increasing along the y, dimension. Formally, the
definition of submodularity is

Vi, y2+ D= Vi1, y2) < Vi + Lya + 1) = Vi1 + 1, y2).

Submodularity can be thought of as a form of convexity for discrete functions. For a
detailed discussion of submodularity, see [16].

Figure 7 gives an example of the function V;. As can be seen, we are taking advan-
tage of the natural convexity (expressed as submodularity) of this function. It captures
the interaction between acquisition and holding decisions in a non-separable function,
allowing us to test the errors introduced using a separable approximation.

Fig. 7 Example of function V;
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Fig. 8 Illustration of \7," in ok n 1_}1 n 1_}1@ /Dl’n
terms of its slopes on the grid 13 123 t33 143
lines —2,n) —2,m —2, —2,n) —2,n)
Vo3 V13 Ut23 V33 Uta3
—1,n —1n —1,n —1.n
Vgl Uy22 Uy32 Ut42
_9, _9, _2, _2, _9,
V02 Ut19) U2 U39 V49
—1,n —1n _1n —1,n
Vg1 V31 Vg31 Vgd1
UZ 172 Ky ’52’ ’02 @2 ,n
t01 t11] t21] t31 t41
—1,n —1n —1,n —1,n
Vilo V30 V30 Vido

We show how to solve problem (14) using the VFA defined here. To simplify
notation let V}} i= V/['(i, j). Define

—ln _ n N . .

tl/ th] Vt,i—l,j’ lGI\O,]GJ,
-2.n _ n N . .

vtlj Vll] Vt,i,j—l’ ZEI’] GJ\O,

the slopes of \7," along the grid lines. Figure 8 illustrates \_/t" in terms of its slopes.
The problem is

V(R Ry ) = giylg{C(x,> +v (Voo + V' (x;F) + V201, )}, (36)

with
Z ﬁl‘aod-xl‘a()d’ (37)
deDrep
M, M,
1 1 =2,n—1 __ -2,
Zvn(’; i + va()] Yi2j + Z ”Jn t,n,l ])ytllyt2j (33)
i=1 i=1 j=1
subject to
Xigoad + D Xiapd = Riyy. (39)
deDrep
Y2 — X4 a0 =0, (40)
Y1 _xtaodm = R;lal’ (41)
Xtagd = R?af for d € D™P, (42)
Y iy =0, 43)
i€l
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Y mj—y=0, (44)
jed

Xtad >0 VYae A, deD (45)

yii,-y2; €{0,1} VieI, jeJ. (46)

Equation (36) includes the one-period cost plus the value function approximation
given by (37)—(38). Equations (39)—(46) closely follow the constraints (17)—(23).

The quadratic mixed binary program (36)—(46) can be transformed to a linear
mixed binary program. We define z;;; = y;1; yr2, rewrite (38) as

M M2

1,n—1 2n 1 -2,n—1
ZUUO ytll+zvt01 yt2J+Z tlJ _Utz lj)Z”]’ 47)

i=1 j=1

and add the following constraints to the feasible region defined by (39)-(46)

yiii +ynj—zij <1 Viel jeJ, (48)
Zij —y1i <0 Viel, jeJ, (49)
Zij—y2; <0 Viel jeJ. (50)

The procedure to estimate the slopes of the two-dimensional VFA is based on an
iterative procedure similar to the one described above. Solving (36)—(46) repeatedly
for perturbations of the resource state vector we obtain

v"(R;’aO +1,Rf,,) if Rf,, < M, (51)

Vi (Rigy = 1. Riy,) if Riy > 0, (52)

7/ (Rl R;’al 1) if R}, < M, (53)

Vi (Rl Rl = 1) if Ry >0, (54)

VI (Ry, + 1. RY +1) if Rl <M, R < Mo, (55)
V) (R, + 1. R, —1) if R, < My, R}, >0, (56)
VM (R, — 1R, —1) if R >0,RL >0, (57)
V' (Ry, — 1. RY +1) if RL >0, Rl <M. (58)

Each sample observation is smoothed into the current estimate of V" 11(R
RY l) in the following way:

t—1,ap’
t

Zn x,n X,n _ n—1 x,n
Zl*l(Rt—l,ao’Rl—l,al) ( O‘”)Vt 1( t— la() Rt—l,al)

+ ay Vn (Rn Rn

t,ap’ tal)

(59)

where o, is a step size between 0 and 1. This updating step can introduce violations of
submodularity and convexity along grid lines. The function Z;_1 is an intermediate
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Step 0. Initialize VZO fort=1,...,T andsetn=1.

Step 1. Do fort =0,..., T—1:

Step 1a. Solve time ¢ subproblem (36), (37), (47) subject to the constraints (39)—(46) and (48)—(50).
Step 1b. Calculate perturbations as in (51)—(54).

Step 2a. Use Vl” (R} from Step 1a and perturbations from Step 1b for intermediate updates as in (59).
Step 2b. Solve (60)—(64)

Step 3. Setn=n+1.If n < N, go to Step 1.

Fig. 9 ADP training algorithm for the replacement transformer acquisition and deployment model using
a two-dimensional VFA

function that may no longer be convex along grid lines or submodular. We restore
these properties using the following projection procedure. We use the notation: V,} ;=

V”(l i), Z”] Z”(z j), and V":( tl])lEIJEJ The problem is
2
min = Z Z i Ziij) (60)
V’ ieZ jeJ

subject to
(Vi = Vitia ) = (Vi = Vi) <0
(Vi1 = Vi) = (Vi = Vi 1) <0
(Vi = Vi) = (Vi = Vi) S0 VieI\ M. j € T\ My, (63)
Vi) = (Vi o = Vi) <0

Constraints (61)—(62) enforce convexity along grid lines and constraints (63)—(64)
enforce submodularity.
Figure 9 gives the ADP algorithm for the two-dimensional non-separable VFA.

VieZ\{0,M},jeJ, (61)
VieZ, jeJ\{0, M}, (62)

(Vi — VieZI\ M, jeJ\ M. (64)

5 Numerical studies

The numerical work of this section includes two parts. First, we assess the solution
quality of the ADP algorithms by comparing the resulting policy against the opti-
mal policy for simplified problems. Second, we analyze a real-world electric power
network with our best-performing algorithm. The numerical work was conducted us-
ing the data from a major grid operator, although simplifications were introduced for
some of the algorithmic testing.

5.1 Solution quality assessment

In this subsection we make simplifying assumptions which allows us to compute the
optimal policy of the transformer acquisition and deployment model using backward
dynamic programming. We make the following simplifying assumptions:

1. All substations have the same congestion costs. That means there is a single class
of failures.
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Table 1 Characteristics of test data sets

Data Lead time Expected Holding Discount Initial Max. Max.
set (periods) failures cost factor inventory inventory order
($ million)
Al 2 2 0.5 0.9 6 6 4
A2 4 2 0.5 0.9 11 11 3
A3 6 2 0.5 0.9 12 12 3
A4 8 2 0.5 0.9 12 12 3
Bl 2 4 2 0.9 10 10 6
B2 4 4 2 0.9 14 14 5
B3 6 4 2 0.9 15 15 5
B4 8 4 2 0.9 32 - -
Cl 2 1 0.1 0.098465 2 5 3
Cc2 4 1 0.1 0.098465 4 8 3
C3 6 1 0.1 0.098465 6 11 3
C4 8 1 0.1 0.098465 8 12 3
D1 2 4 0.1 0.098465 12 14 8
D2 4 4 0.1 0.098465 18 20 7
D3 6 4 0.1 0.098465 24 - -
D4 8 4 0.1 0.098465 33 - -
El 2 2 0.1 0.098465 6 8 5
E2 4 2 0.1 0.098465 12 14 4
E3 6 2 0.1 0.098465 16 16 4
E4 8 2 0.1 0.098465 19 19 3

2. No backlogging. Failures that are not immediately met are lost to the system.
3. The number of failures per period is a binomial random variable with fixed para-
meters.

In our test data sets we hold the following parameters constant: the number of
time periods is 40, the failure probability of a single transformer is 0.2, the pur-
chase cost is $5 million, and the congestion cost parameter is $20 million. Note that
the congestion cost parameter includes current period congestion costs ($5 million)
and expected future congestion costs ($15 million, p/ = 3). The test data sets have
varying lead times, holding costs, discount factors, and sizes of the transformer pop-
ulation. For each data set we specify an initial transformer inventory which in most
cases is enough to cover failures until new purchases become available. A maximum
inventory and the maximum order size are chosen such that the state space is mini-
mized without cutting off an optimal solution. Table 1 summarizes the different test
data sets.

The data sets are chosen such that it is feasible in most cases to calculate the
optimal policy using backward dynamic programming (BDP). We use this optimal
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Step 0. Initialize state space R and value function Vp (R ) for all Rx eR.
Step 1. Dofort=T,..., 1:

Step 2. Do for each R)‘ |ER:

Step 3. Compute V;_ (R 1) =E[miny, {C(x;) + y V: (R)}].

Step 4. Next R -

Step 5. Next t.

Fig. 10 BDP training algorithm for the replacement transformer acquisition and deployment model
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solution to compare against ADP based on the following three VFAs: piecewise linear
separable (PLS) of Sect. 4.1, piecewise linear with pre-decision state information
(PLPRE) of Sect. 4.2, and two-dimensional (2D) of Sect. 4.3.

A challenge of the BDP algorithm is to make sure that the underlying model ex-
actly matches the model in (8). This is best achieved by using a BDP that uses a value
function around the post-decision state variable. Figure 10 gives the BDP algorithm
that we use.

In order to determine the number of iterations, N, and the step size rule, «;,, for
the PLS and PLPRE algorithms we performed the following analysis. Choosing the
step size rule o, = % we ran the PLPRE algorithm on data set E2 varying the number
of iterations in the set {5, 15, 25, 50, 100, 200, 300, 400}. The resulting VFAs were
evaluated based on 100 sample paths. We repeated the analysis for the step size rules
oy = ﬁ, fom 19 + . Figure 11 summarizes the results of this analysis. Based on
these results we chose the step size rule o, = 192W and N = 200. Figure 11 indicates
that the PLPRE algorithm converges nicely as the number of training iterations in-
creases. We used this approximation as our test bed for determining the best stepsize
rule, which is influenced primarily by the overall level of uncertainty and how long a
transformer is held in inventory.
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Table 2 Numerical results comparing PLPRE and PLS with optimal (BDP). “~” indicate that the BDP did
not complete due to memory constraints (2 GB). All experiments are run on a single processor (Intel P4),
3.06 GHz machine

Data  BDP  PLPRE PLS
set time  r5KERE 959 CI Time  rfky  95%CI rboRe Time
(s) (%) (%) (s) (%) (%) (%) (s)
Al 0 -0l [-0.7.0.6] 595 9.9  [74,124] 10.0 565
A2 1 L5 [0.9,2.1] 580 57 [37.7.6] 4.1 597
A3 22 4.1 [3.3,4.9] 598 48 [3.1,6.6] 0.7 575
A4 285 3.4 [2.8,4.1] 541 24 [15,32] -1.0 581
Bl 0 0.7 [0.3,1.2] 604 80  [6.2,99] 7.2 559
B2 10 2.9 [2.2,3.6] 793 17 [1.0,25) ~1.1 472
B3 504 32 [2.5,3.8] 816 1.0 [04,15] -2.1 372
B4 - - - 778 - - -24 386
c1 0 —02 [-0.5.0.1] 775 183 [152,214]  18.6 354
c2 1 0.9 [-0.1,1.8] 788 1.7 [9.2,143] 10.8 360
C3 13 1.9 [0.6,3.1] 828 103 [7.7.12.8] 8.2 375
c4 146 3.0 [1.5,4.4] 869 77 [5.4,10.] 4.6 376
D1 0 1.3 [0.8,1.7) 873 158 [13.1,185] 144 370
D2 54 2.8 [2.0,3.7] 906 125 [10.0,150] 94 371
D3 - - - 852 - - 3.7 362
D4 - - - 762 - - 47 375
El 0 1.1 [0.5,1.6] 680 162 [13.519.01 150 356
E2 2 0.7 [0.2,1.1] 696 126 [10.0,153] 119 361
E3 102 0.7 (0.2, 1.1] 709 115 [8.9,14.1] 10.8 360
E4 454 1.6 [0.7,2.6] 719 63  [44.8.1] 45 368

To compare the different ADP algorithms against optimal we use the following
performance metric

;  Average cost of algorithm i policy )
U _

J ™ Average cost of algorithm j policy

Averages are based on 100 sample paths that do not change between algorithms.
Table 2 shows the computational results comparing the PLS, PLPRE and the optimal
BDP algorithm. We see that PLS, which assumes separability, does not work well
in almost all cases. The few cases where PLS performs better than or comparable to
PLPRE (A3, A4, B2, B3) are characterized by longer lead times and high holding
costs. PLPRE performs consistently well and both algorithms have very reasonable
run times. We also see that BDP does not scale well: some of the small problems used
in this section were too big to be solved to optimality.

The two-dimensional algorithm (2D) can only be applied without modifications to
problems with two-period lead times and we restrict our analysis to these cases. We
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Table 3 Size of the VFA and computational results for the 2D algorithm

Data r}%DDP (%) Time (s)
set 100 500 1000 2000 4000 100 500 1000 2000 4000
iter. iter. iter. iter. iter. iter. iter. iter. iter. iter.

Al 46.1 3.1 2.7 3.6 2.5 367 2415 5673 12,875 28,581
B1 70.6 4.2 2.0 1.2 1.5 417 2891 7671 19,789 29,393
Cl 71.8 35 3.6 39 3.0 316 1961 4064 8,817 15,610
D1 218.8 109.5 20.7 44 1.5 572 3510 9142 28,277 80,876
El 154.7 11.7 2.7 1.7 1.8 348 2376 5512 14,155 35,018

run the 2D algorithm for 100, 500, 1000, 2000, and 4000 iterations which gives us
an idea of the convergence behavior for different data sets. Generally, convergence is
slower than for PLPRE which prompts the need for larger step sizes. The step size of

choice is o, = /1 — (%)2 which declines slowly for most of the iterations and has

the added benefit that it does not have a parameter requiring fine tuning.

Table 3 shows the results for the 2D algorithm. We see that the 2D algorithm pro-
duces good policies but shows slower convergence behavior than PLPRE and much
higher run times. What drives the run times aside from the higher number of iterations
is the choice of M| and M» which determines the size of the linear mixed integer pro-
gram. The number of binary variables ranges from 77 for the smallest data set C1 to
230 for the biggest problem D1. Also note that the mixed integer program is solved
up to nine times per iteration and time period in order to obtain all ‘7,”.

Since the PLPRE outperforms 2D we make PLPRE our algorithm of choice for
the policy study in the following section.

5.2 Transformer acquisition and deployment policies for PIM’s network

We use the ADP algorithm to analyze the high-voltage transformer population of
PJM Interconnection, a major regional transmission organization. PIM controls the
electric power grid in a large area of the Eastern U.S. PJM’s transmission system in-
cludes 182 500-230 kV transformers in 42 substations. These are the transformers of
interest for this study. In each period the outcome of a Bernoulli experiment indicates
whether a particular working transformer has failed or not. The failure probabilities
for the experiment are obtained from hazard rate curves that give the failure proba-
bility as a function of the transformer age. These curves are estimated by PJM based
on historical failure data and certain assumptions on the shape of the curve (see [4]).
There is one hazard rate curve for every transformer condition (“good,” “average,”
“watch”). Figure 12 gives a general idea of the shape of the hazard rate curves. The
condition attribute transitions randomly following a discrete Markov chain. Failures
are correlated in the sense that a bank can only have one failed transformer at a time.

We analyze the system over a 50-year horizon using 3-month time periods. The
lead time is 6 time periods (1.5 years). The transformer purchase cost is $5 mil-
lion. The congestion costs vary greatly across substations, ranging from less than
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Fig. 12 Examples of hazard
rate curves used for failure
generation
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$0.25 million to more than $50 million per period. Congestion costs, which are care-
fully computed by PJM, capture the increase in power generation costs when PIM
has to use energy from a more expensive utility in order to avoid bottlenecks in the
grid created by transformer failures. Congestion costs are computed as the incremen-
tal cost from a single transformer failure. Of course, if there are multiple transformer
failures, interactions in the network imply that the cost of two failures may be greater
than the sum of the congestion costs for individual failures. However, failures are
rare, which means that using constant congestion costs is a reasonable first-order ap-
proximation. For our experiments, we used a congestion cost multiplier p/ = 3 and
an inventory holding cost of $75,000 per period (1.5 percent of purchase costs). All
costs grow over time at a rate of 1.5 percent per time period to reflect inflation.

We evaluate the ADP policy over 100 sample paths. The algorithmic parameters
that need to be chosen are the number of training iterations, N, and the step size
rule «;,. The step size rule of choice is «;, = % based on the analysis in the previous
subsection. In order to determine the appropriate number of iterations we evaluate the
policy on 100 sample paths after 5, 15, 25, 50, 100, 200, and 300 training iterations.
Figure 13 shows no improvement after iteration 100. We therefore choose N = 100.

Figure 14 shows the average number of failures per year that result from following
the ADP policy. We observe the pronounced “bubble” reflecting the failure of the
older transformer cohorts that are currently in operation. The expected number of
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Fig. 14 Average number of
transformer failures per year
over 50-year time horizon

Fig. 15 Fraction of substation
transformer failures that are
replaced without delay
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failures increases by 50 percent over the next 15 years, then remains high for another
15 years and declines afterwards. Figure 15 lists all 42 substations in descending
order of congestion costs. The figure shows what fraction of the failures in each

@ Springer



A dynamic model for the failure re AUthorl S personal Copy 57

Table 4 Sensitivity analysis for different parameter scenarios. Scenarios are listed in order of ascending
total costs. 7 is the lead time parameter and o/ is the congestion cost multiplier. Costs are aggregate values
over the entire 50-year horizon and averaged over 100 sample paths. 4+/— columns list the relative cost
change in percent compared to the base case which is indicated by *

T pf Purch. +/— Cong. +/— Inv. holding +/— Total
(periods) (periods) cost (%) cost (%) cost (%) ($ mil)
($ mil) ($ mil) ($ mil)

3 996 0 81 —18 66 -7 1143
5 1012 +1 57 —41 82 +17 1151
6% 3 998 - 98 - 70 - 1166
8 3 1003 +1 126 +29 77 +9 1206
[§ 1 981 -2 303 +208 54 -23 1338

substation are met immediately at the end of the period when they happened. A valid
model with the given parameter settings should make sure that failures in substations
with the highest congestion costs are always met without any delay. This is what
the figure shows. We also see that delays routinely occur when failures happen in
the substations with the lowest congestion costs. This is what we expect given the
model’s inventory deployment feature and the widely varying congestion costs. Due
to this feature the model incurs delays in serving low-priority failures in order to
avoid uncertain future delays serving high-priority failures.

We vary the lead time parameter and the congestion cost multiplier in order to
perform sensitivity analysis. The effect of changing lead times is of interest as lead
times can vary depending on the state of the transformer manufacturing industry. The
congestion cost multiplier is the key parameter to control inventory levels and the risk
of delays. Starting with the base case we study the effect of one parameter at a time.
The left side of Table 4 shows the 5 scenarios we analyze.

First note that the purchasing costs are almost constant across all scenarios. Re-
ducing the lead time saves money, both in terms of congestion costs and inventory
holding costs. Increasing the congestion cost multiplier leads to more conservative
inventory policies that lead to lower congestion costs at the expense of higher in-
ventory holding costs. Increasing lead times result in cost increases. The policy for
this scenario leads to higher inventory levels and therefore inventory holding costs.
Interestingly the congestion costs also increase considerably despite higher inventory
levels. Apparently, the higher inventory levels do not compensate for the additional
uncertainty that the lead time increase introduces into the model. Finally, a lower
congestion cost multiplier leads to very aggressive inventory policies that result in
very high congestion costs.

Table 5 shows inventory levels and the relative frequency of running out of spares
for the congestion cost multiplier scenarios. These numbers are calculated by look-
ing at the results of the 100 evaluation iterations. As the reward for meeting a failure
grows (increasing p/) the model adopts a more conservative policy leading to higher
inventory levels and a lower shortage frequency. Even with the most conservative in-
ventory policies the probability of running out of spares in any three month period
is 1.7 percent. Note the connection between the relative shortage frequency in Ta-
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Table 5 ,of is the congestion f . .
cost multiplier. The base case is P Average inventory Relative frequency of
indicated by *. The inventory (periods) (# of transformers) “more failures than spares”
statistic is averaged across all
200 time periods and all 100 1 4.6 0.1236
§ample paths, so the sample size 3 5.7 0.0358
is 20,000
5 6.51 0.017

ble 5 and the immediate coverage ratio in Fig. 15. Figure 15 considers delays due
to shortages and intentional delays due to holding back inventory. The frequency in
Table 5 only considers shortages and it also does not distinguish by substation. It is
important to note that the inventory deployment feature will make sure that inventory
shortages tend to affect lower-priority failures before they affect higher-priority ones.
In other words, with an overall shortage frequency of 1.7 percent the likelihood that
high-priority failures will be affected is much closer to 0.

6 Conclusions

We have introduced the spare transformer acquisition and deployment model which
we solved using ADP. Our computational evidence shows that standard piecewise-
linear separable value functions do not work in this problem setting. This observation
is expected to generalize to similar problems in capital intensive industries where
lead times are long and the shortage costs by far outweigh inventory holding costs.
This paper introduces two novel value function approximation strategies which result
in near optimal policies on a variety of test data sets. The PLPRE algorithm is also
computationally efficient. Our analysis of a real power transmission system indicates
that the expected number of transformer failures per time period will gradually rise by
50 percent over the course of the next 15 years. With an optimal replacement policy
there will be considerable delays in meeting low-priority failures. Longer lead times
increase congestion costs and inventory holding costs. With high inventory levels
shortages are expected to occur 1.7 percent of the time.

In the current analysis the location of replacement transformers is not considered.
Allowing replacement transformers to be stored at the substations would be an exten-
sion of the current model and a worthy topic of future research.

References

1. Ahmed, S., King, A.J., Parija, G.: A multi-stage stochastic integer programming approach for capacity
expansion under uncertainty. J. Glob. Optim. 26, 3-24 (2003)

2. Bertsekas, D., Tsitsiklis, J.: Neuro-dynamic Programming. Athena Scientific, Belmont (1996)

3. Caroe, C.C., Tind, J.: L-shaped decomposition of two-stage stochastic programs with integer recourse.
Math. Program. 83(3), 139-152 (1998)

4. Chen, Q.M., Egan, D.M.: A Bayesian method for transformer life estimation using Perks’ hazard
function. IEEE Trans. Power Syst. 21(4), 1954-1965 (2006)

5. Chowdhury, A.A., Koval, D.O.: Development of probabilistic models for computing optimal distrib-
ution substation spare transformers. IEEE Trans. Ind. Appl. 41(6), 1493-1498 (2005)

@ Springer



A dynamic model for the failure re AUthorl S per&)nal Copy 59

10.

11.

12.

14.

15.
16.

17.

18.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

217.

. De Véricourt, F., Karaesmen, F., Dallery, Y.: Optimal stock allocation for a capacitated supply system.

Manage. Sci. 48(11), 1486-1501 (2002)

. Deshpande, V., Cohen, M.A., Donohue, K.: A threshold inventory rationing policy for service-

differentiated demand classes. Manage. Sci. 49(6), 683-703 (2003)

. Godfrey, G., Powell, W.: An adaptive dynamic programming algorithm for dynamic fleet manage-

ment, I: Single period travel times. Transp. Sci. 36, 21-39 (2002)

. Godfrey, G.A., Powell, W.B.: An adaptive, distribution-free approximation for the newsvendor prob-

lem with censored demands, with applications to inventory and distribution problems. Manage. Sci.
47, 1101-1112 (2001)

Ha, A.Y.: Stock-rationing policy for make-to-stock production system with two priority classes and
backordering. Nav. Res. Logist. 44, 457-472 (1997)

Huiskonen, J.: Maintenance spare parts logistics: special characteristics and strategic choices. Int. J.
Prod. Econ. 71, 125-134 (2001)

Kogan, V.I., Roeger, C.J., Tipton, D.E.: Substation distribution transformers failures and spares. IEEE
Trans. Power Syst. 11(4), 1905-1912 (1996)

. Laporte, G., Louveaux, E.V.: The integer L-shaped method for stochastic integer programs with com-

plete recourse. Oper. Res. Lett. 13, 133-142 (1993)

Li, W., Vaahedi, E., Mansour, Y.: Determining number and timing of substation spare transformers
using a probabilistic cost analysis approach. IEEE Trans. Power Deliv. 14(3), 934-939 (1999)
Muckstadt, J.A.: Analysis and Algorithms for Service Parts Supply Chains. Springer, Berlin (2005)
Nembhauser, G., Wolsey, L., Fisher, M.: An analysis of approximations for maximizing submodular
set functions—I. Math. Program. 14, 265-294 (1978)

Norkin, V.I., Ermoliev, Y.M., Ruszczynski, A.: On optimal allocation of indivisibles under uncertainty.
Oper. Res. 46(3), 381-395 (1998)

Parija, G.R., Ahmed, S., King, A.J.: On bridging the gap between stochastic integer programming and
MIP solver technologies. INFORMS J. Comput. 16(1), 73-83 (2004)

. Powell, W.B.: Approximate Dynamic Programming: Solving the Curses of Dimensionality. Wiley,

Hoboken (2007)

Powell, W.B., Shapiro, J.A., Simdo, H.P.: An adaptive dynamic programming algorithm for the het-
erogeneous resource allocation problem. Transp. Sci. 36, 231-249 (2002)

Simao, H., Powell, W.: Approximate dynamic programming for management of high-value spare
parts. J. Manuf. Technol. Manag. 20, 147-160 (2009)

Tempelmeier, H.: Supply chain inventory optimization with two customer classes in discrete time.
Eur. J. Oper. Res. 174, 600-621 (2005)

Topaloglu, H., Powell, W.B.: Dynamic programming approximations for stochastic, time-staged inte-
ger multicommodity flow problems. INFORMS J. Comput. 18(1), 31-42 (2006)

Topkis, D.M.: Optimal ordering and rationing policies in a non-stationary dynamic inventory model
with n demand classes. Manage. Sci. 15(3), 160-176 (1968)

Wong, H., Van Houtum, G., Cattrysse, D., Van Oudheusden, D.: Simple, efficient heuristics for multi-
item multi-location spare parts systems with lateral transshipments and waiting time constraints.
J. Oper. Res. Soc. 56, 1419-1430 (2005)

Wong, H., Van Houtum, G.J., Cattrysse, D., Oudheusden, D.V.: Multi-item spare parts systems with
lateral transshipments and waiting time constraints. Eur. J. Oper. Res. 171, 1071-1093 (2006)
Zipkin, P.: Foundations of Inventory Management. McGraw-Hill, New York (2000)

@ Springer



	A dynamic model for the failure replacement of aging high-voltage transformers
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Model formulation
	Algorithmic approach
	Value function approximations
	Piecewise linear separable value function approximation
	Piecewise linear VFA with pre-decision state information
	Two-dimensional piecewise linear VFA

	Numerical studies
	Solution quality assessment
	Transformer acquisition and deployment policies for PJM's network

	Conclusions
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 600
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /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 (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU <>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


