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Short-term power load forecasting based on similar days and IWOA

optimized BiLSTM

ZHU Li*, LI Hao”, WANG Xiaohao", JIANG Chenglong’, CAO Minghai"
(Hubei University of Technology, a. Hubei Key Laboratory for High-efficiency Utilization of Solar Energy and Operation
Control of Energy Storage System; b. School of Electrical and Electronic Engineering, Wuhan 430068, China)

Abstract In order to effectively improve the accuracy of short-term load forecasting, a short-term power load forecasting
model based on similar days and IWOA optimized BiLSTM was proposed. The model first uses Pearson correlation analysis
to select the main influencing factors of the load, and uses the comprehensive matching similarity to select the similar day
to provide more effective input for the model ; then an IWOA algorithm based on a nonlinear control parameter strategy and
a population variation strategy is designed to optimize the parameters of the BiLSTM network and build the IWOA -BilSTM
prediction model; finally, taking the Australian real load data set as an example, the experimental results show that the
prediction model proposed has higher prediction accuracy than other models, which proves the effectiveness of this
method.

Keywords short-term load forecasting; improved whale optimization algorithm; similar day; bidirectional long short-

term memory network ; hyperparameter optimization

Vol.44 No.4
Jul. 2025

S5 391 7 far BU (short-term load forecasting, STLF)
B A A D L ) RO SR T R S T LN
s JLR IR , STLF X i 1 R Z 28 E BT 2
SCH L REAE L ) R GE R A PR A e R R
PERF2 AR | S T B MERA M ELRER M HL ) R
GLiR e e 2 T

I HE  2023-03-08

BEE N TR REBOR 09 & R TR 27 ) I 48 e Jl
ST H, g A g IO 4R T AR 3 T L K
M2 12 W 2% (long short-term memory , LSTM ) J& 7 ¥4
1 28 X 2% (recurrent neural network , RNN) [ — F 47
PRASA 3 i 7E RNN (56 F s 14548, fig e 1
RINN 77 A6 2 1 2 JRIUASH 52 438 X [ 8L, B 6% 27 > 1)

«BIEMEE 225 MR I N TR I RGP R, E-mail : 906814569@qq.com

EERN  AF1(1982-), L, B8 14, WF5EJr e N T8 BB 5 K2R , E-mail : 810745390@qq.com
BEETHE Brneli S MR e 2 A s TR S8 O IR T 98 2 4 % B9 H (HBSKF202124)



508 g RO 4l CFL ARl

5 44 %

(] 1A v A R B AR OC &R 7. (B LSTM 1%
2% H B B (6] Py 91 WU A BRECHE , R %5 13 1O
J A7 BT BiLSTM ™ 1 ] LSTM il )% [6] LSTM
MIZHG L BT LA IE ) 1S ) 4505 500 5 3 3y
4 BENRS JBE . SCHRT 12 1R 1T BiLSTM #4224 2
SEIRR WL, BILSTM A HE AL SE R LSTM HAT B4 1 1
IRICR:

UTAERE BN B 27 ) AT AE 8 2 HOdE LA
TE L2 o I KA B U 1 TR, A 27 R
THSES I TE . Sk (16 R AR #E UL 1E
B4 (particle swarm optimization, PSO) X} LSTM 47
Al AR 1 B Y 0 g ), {5 2 PSO 7E L
it B AF A By B A R B e 0 B Rt . SCHR[17 ]
$th 7 2R RS TSR, O T4 R S0
fAE 158 B £ A AL 55 (whale optimization algorithm,
WOA ) X #E BUALE AT AL, AT AR T T R L )
7 far U A E . SCHR [ 18 ] P e fad e I A B3k
(improved whale optimization algorithm ,IWOA ) X%} LSTM
HEAT AL, TE WOA g | ABEALFP AL 5 i b H L
PSS, AR T SE R LSTM 3545 1 38 i 1Y
PP B AR LA _EWESE, O T E— B4R T BILSTM
1 TINORS B, W5 T — Bl IWOA B3k, 1 5 7E WOA
SRV |32 Xy B2 A6 N e S TS N B R
JRE R BE ST R JE AL TR 7 40 AT iR 3 5
SR , B e Lk D Ry AR B A Y R

2 [ B B AT 5 e PR 2R AR A A 0 AT S I R
P M, B S X I AR A 2E 1 T AR 3, R ] Pearson
ARG 43 B 18 BCAA A T 252 ) PR 3R, O 4 ) — i ik
TG VLFCARBLURE B9 ARBL H 4R IO 1 s SR e At 1
— i T ECHE WOA B3 1Ak BILSTM ) Ji 39 671 £if
TN AR e J A LS 07 £ B B BRI 5 1 Y
AR

1 BARAEHELE

1.1 BAGREHmERS T

FE S AT TR0 e 67 g (R e R 3R 2 ) AR —
JE (AR S (B AN TR] 52 el R 2R A S B8 R/ NAS [
L2 i 57 4 A2 A0 B R B A (] L PRI i 5 X 4
AWRE AT AR B, BEER R Z R [ 3 . AR SR A
Pearson FH I 43 M 845 i A W] PR 28 56 17 £ 7 5%
M 5 82, R DG 1 28 B0B R 156 IH A 5C PR 2% X6 47 i 114 5%
M B A, A O R A A T

S - )y, - 7)

pﬂ — i=1 ’
/ > (w7 / >y -7y

Aorh,w, KR BT B SE I K2Ry, ROR AR, 2 Al y R
REA.
1.2 FE{AHIEE

AL, H 248 S5 R0 H A 52 e PR AR ARG
S HAEAS SRR D s B TR A AR AL AR R AR
A, BB 5T A R0 T A Sfe A7 fap 2804 B0 . A SCHE
T —FhZRA VT ECAR AL (AR L H S22, 2 it
B G  RE AR [R] B AR ARLRE , SRS I BCR AN
153 25 G VE R A BLEE | e HRZE A5 VC FC AR (RUEE 3R 1Y
Dy s HAE R ARRUH . 254 DS AR LB 1 55 20 B
W,
1.2.1 A ZARMUE

B 56 1 Pearson AH I 43 BT 358 HORH OC A2 i £
KRG ER IR 5 IR A0 G o3 A 58 Iy L
A H BN H S GARRUE . iR AK T
| < mkinlY(k) -X.(k)+p mkaXIY(k) - X, (k)
n& Yk =X, (k) +p max Y (k) ~ X, (k)i

(2)
KLY (k) NS FH X, (k) N HCEFEA ,p R B
FE, HBN, 3 FERE TR AR SO HUE R 0.5,
min 1Y (k) - X,(k)lﬂyﬁxﬁ'id\{ﬁ,mgﬂy(k) - X, (k) K
e KA .
122 EHREAAME
S ARUAH U S A 0 H 5 05 52 H A H
A AR AT
vo=1-|f(X)-f(X,)], (3)
Ao, XA X 4350 R D s H RN H R R
LX) RS (X, ) Fom B IR S fs R, Horb i) —
(A B (B R 0.1, J] — 28 J&] DU A B SRHE M 0.2, JBL LAY
e S E R 0.3, JAl 7S B B SREHEL S 0.7, S K A e B
fEHM 1.
1.2.3  BFE AR
FisF B RE RS 2 R 0 H 55y 58 H A B R] Y
AR B, 7E T35 LR O K /Ny s ) ) B 2%
A g7 ) SR AR A B TR A AT
5[ :ﬁlmod(r,Nl)ﬁzint(r/s\“.)’ (4)
Ao, e RO Py st H BRI H 09 KE, B, F1 B, R
L Z B0, BUE T FE 4 [0.9,0.98 1, 43 51 2 715 i 7] 1 25
RGN — 0 — FE R 48 0 L 451, mod A BUAS AR L int

(1)

o, =



o5 4 1]

RH] S BT AL H AT IWOA £k BiLSTM 114 % 39 Ha. g £ g 00 509

R HRAE N, RN, R 5B BUE R 7.
1.2.4 44 & BARDLE
ZRA VCFCAR U A2 G ARRUEE AL DT CAH
ALLEE FRESE RIAR LR AR FnAg 3, A=
r,=8,0,+S,y,+8S,6,
- P, , (5)
" P, +P,+ P,
A S, .S, S, 7 BRI G PEECAR LR 2 D2 AT
T5C R AL RS TS [R] DS P5C A ABLRE A ASUAEL , P, R AN ) 52 i
K K 1) Pearson AH I R 5L .

2 EFIWOA-BILSTM RIS BIE A H
77 Yo ) A Ay

2.1 Bttt Ex

figi f AL B L AR PR B il 2 AT oM AR R &
) — R e LAk 5%, J& i MIRJALILI 4% T 2016 42
U AR TE R A I R S
)= A BB B, B B A R PR 2 B LA R
p MARBUAIE . H WOA B35 180 X & 4= 0 -0 1) 8t
W, A7 TE & AN REAA S0 55 4 42 )Ry 48 R R0 Je 3 -
e, DL RZS 5 B A SR B e AR 1) [ L. Ok T it — 254
TE WOA S LAk P ., AR SCHFIE T — b g ik
AR ARG REms anF
2.1.1 AR M AR Rk

figt A1 Ak 59 38 A R BUADR - 4 R i R
TR TR RE ST, DLFRAR AT 10 TR . H1A1<
1A B9 30 e S 0 T L ] AR B GE B o7 ., ofe 5K
PR O B 5 25 1AI> 1 2 g AT R AL S
YA R T REA FEME S« L
T AR, B WOA T4 5 72 Hh 42 Je 48 R OR0 Je 3 3118
FIFE 5 R S8 a 5 5  SRINT, S5 a IO EE M 2 48
P 3 U8 F1) 0, 3 i 4 1 a3 DR SR I S B 3 N — 2B 5T Iy
B IS AR, 2 30 AR B I A SSORS FE AR
[F) L. X AL ()R, AR SR IE 5% B S 8 a
FIAE LR M sh A AR TR TR s

. t
a(t) = (ainiliul - afinal) x Sm(:“’ T 77), (6)

KN a0 W BB TE, 0y, A S EK DA 1 o8 1R
S UIES @

2.1.2 AT FR%
TE WOA Bk rp At it £ A 1 8 7 067 B 5 X
FRIEAE 10 AR 25 1S5 O A X B Bl AL ™ A

B R BOZ R AR X SR TR B AL A, B
ARV T, D) fit £ e rp A A 2 ey X5
SRR 2R TR R AU M, S BON AR 2 2R,
oA B0 T ML B, ACBIORS BE MK . ek L3R 1R AT,
WOA 5| AFREAR S REUAE, AN B A BT Al fiE
BRSS9 Sk R AU
FErp Bk i R R L R e

FIARTT oA AR m R A8 e WA, R 7 7
A R 5 8 e el LA 23U

o,
p() i L N (7)
10 272(1/2))
Horp o Ry B R R B BUE k4, 255 8 R 5o A
WE 1S .
1.0
0.8
0.6
=
%
0.4
0.2
00 25 5'0 75 100 125 150 175 200

IERIEL
B SR B ek B A 1A
Fig. 1  Probability density function distribution

N T ARAUERRRE A Z AR , 22 S R B Y iy £
AN 25 I F 0 AR (AR v Bl AL e 4 ) figt £ 1A
Yo A S R AR AR AT

X(t+1)=r x(X, - X())+r,(X'(¢t) - X(2)),
P>P, (8)

A, M, 400, 112 B B EELEL, X, 4 S AT E L1
PRALE, X7 () A FHRE R BEPLIERER A, Py 5878
LA B (L. AR AL 23 0 A T A S 2R Y 24 3R 5
AT, TS R gt A (A S A M O, T
DA Jin it #8019 2 5, A R0 B [ A SR T A
L, MAEAR 25 ), AR S R A8 18 R A1, 1 T35
LT R S0 R M R R
22 IWOA EEF A NI

TEFE Shubert A1 21 pR B 0 A0 58 125 A T
PR, 1Z PR B AR Z JR ik /M, FHEMEE B , i)
PUA B2 1) TCRE T, Shubert o5 %R ) £
FONAKAT Ps



510 g R R (AR RR) 5 44 %
f(x,,xz)zz(icos((i+ 1)x, +i)>< 40 _—_-:5?(())1%
i=1 -60 —IWOA
z(icos(((i + 1w, + i)), 80
i=1 # -100
-10 < x,,x, < 10, 9) &3—120
PEHL WOA 583 1 PSO B9 5 IWOA 1EXT Eb 43 -140
B, B 1 3 AR R B BN 200, Bl 5 15 AR OB ~160
TN B A 368 7 7L A 0 G P 2 % B e e
1] 2 T, PSO BEHEAEAS 98 Uik ARt Wbl VB R S g A
RS ISR 2R 6.97 x 107, WOA Bk I SiuH B2 RIE AR

JEREP FESE 77 R AR B 2 R e A A, 1 TWOA 7£
EARER 36 UMK B T 2 R Fe A | WSS B et
2.3 TWOA-BIiLSTM il 4 &

T 4R BILSTM A% T INORS B2, >R FH el ok it £
A B R AR AL BILSTM B B2 1 28 5050 h Al

Fig. 2 Performance comparison diagram of different optimization

algorithms

25 2] R IS B ELSR AL I B2 # Z o E h
2 2] R e (R L L 43 ) R (1, 300] #1[0.001,
0.1]. IWOA {4k BiLSTM [ 3 2 A &l 3 fif s .

" , - " , BiLSTM 2% sk R g
PURILSSL e MR NIRE > Graamn [T MR

BiLSTM ¥ 4%

GHEEmif) [~ | gkt

AT [T

R

AR LRI 5K

BRI 5
MR E

it e L S
FBIiLSTM

F

i L O % 72
ANFRNME

3 IWOA-BILSTM FEL A i 72 4]
Fig. 3 Flowchart of IWOA-BiLSTM prediction model

(D PRI RIS . i BILSTM 9% A 2 F
i 21 sUB, TWOA B (R Rl Rl | e R AR

(2) F A5 21 9 A RE AR S B0k 2 BILSTM A%
T i BRI TR, AR J5 DA TSI 1 35 5 AR 1R 2
M Ry 3 07 B pRER, TR RRE A A TS 0 BE (A, I i
TN B AR A AR

(3) A0 A 4 P 92 T S UK W, e S % [l il 4
Py A PR R AL S5 O SRR R A

(4)h T 3T FhEEF & B, AR 40 Fh e 22 S5 ms
HEAT BEALAS S 8l , 7= AR BE AL AR S A1, b O 30k
i FUSSL, B A SRR AL

(5) 253K B e REAUEL, W H B AR S5 h
M, ZAIBE) R BER 2, 54T F— k%R

(6) TE SR L S 50T #4 4 BILSTM Tl A 78, iy
H e 2% () FRLI (16 N0 152 2%

3 KBWEERSN

S R R 1 R ORR I RE IR T 3518 B R, 1B
NSW s X 9 g B fef Bl o S e Ko 4 . Se i fit
FIT 2020 4F 10 A A9 G fi Kdhs , £ 47 >R 4 Bk (] (8] F
N A RORAR 48 A8 B AR AL L
T MG B . AR SRR 5 1 I 30 d A I 25
A WIS TN SR, R A ) B A D

3.1 HEBIFNGHRR
AR SCEF X 7 fup 52 1) PRI &2 2% A1 BILSTM W 2% 2

BOMELLI E B Il Bl T —FP S T AR H I ITWOA-
BiLSTM Py 5 ] L oy 70 oy Y00 0 ASE 78 32 7 g 3 00 A5
R AR AN E 4 B

(1) 035 A e 4 R0 19 400 30 AT 4 N 1 Fl, 17
i BCH 45 L R J5 AR B X He O 2 x  fr 80 4 v
() S8 B EA T ARSI DA I



%44

IRATAF ST AL H AT IWOA H 4k BILSTM 1 % 1 R g 17 ar S50 511

1 2 B B

{
HIBLE
; y

e N s N
| |

IWOA-BiLSTM## 74
e TR 45 5

4 FETARLH A TWOA-BiLSTM AR AL T i 722 4]
Fig. 4 Flow chart of prediction based on similar days and IWOA-
BilSTM model

(2) BB Auf 14 32 B 520 (R 25 . K] FH Pearson AH
S 43 M 326 B B ) R R AR SRR (R A A BRI
AN HH 2 TR S 55 55 114 R I TR 2K 6 B A 0 Y
AR

(3) AHALL H 4R 3155 D s A7 o 5080 1) UG A
LLEE | L TR B8 RS [ A ARLEE | S A R A4 £
[ s 671 far 508 4 2545 VC LA ARLEE | SR ) AR i 255 5 DL
B AFARLBE A /NEE B 38 AR AL, SRy B A 4R o A
BULL PN

(4) HF IWOA-BILSTM # A . 1 S 7E WOA &
2 HOI R 4 ) 2 Bt o s R R R A S SR G
P 5 WOA Sk TR RE T, SR 5 76 DL 3 aly R H
IWOA B XT BiLSTM 1 #ift 28 JC 4k i Fll 2 2] R 240
HEAT T, 45 B 5 O TS AR i 13 67 i T30 41
3.2 HH{UH#EE

2 PR B 01 o 52 ) R 3R A 4% X S e Ha g 97
B 0 P2 A TR S AT T A A R i PR 2R Y
Pearson A VE R0, & R R HH M R BN % 1
FioR .

Tl R E O E R A

Tab. 1 Correlation coefficient of different influencing factors

MmER R THERE BHORE AR aE 2R

MEZRE 0273 0.364 0.196 0.067 0282 0.313

12 1l T ER IR A AR SC R A 0.364, 41
BT A2 M0 R 32 3 B B 58 (Y AR S R R e 4%
TERIR A O BRI R R A RAE A (6) AT

DL A 4 2 0 S TR ] 4 DS e AR B0 AU
S1.S2.83 43414 0.38.0.32.,0.3. Lk 2020 4F 10 A 31
H o R0l 5, F At 08 £ 8 15 o g sl Bl o+ 58 s
S H BYZRA VCECAR LR , BE R AR DL S R A Iy e i
A HAERARRUH 15345 2 09 254 U Bl AR B R a1
FRHERE G 5 B

AL EHEF

R

\o T SIS UG
,&\Qfﬁg\(\“z\@\%%@Q?’\&Q?’mxﬁ%\m?’\g m‘%%m“

\\\\\“\Q?’\
S & S S S Y

A S A
F
K5 ARRLEEHET
Fig.5 Similarity ranking

Hi 15 Al 0, SE UL R T 0.6 B9 10 H 17 H |
10H9H 10 418 H .10 H30H .10 14 H .10 A
21H 10 H 12 HAT10 A 19 HIL8 dfEMAHEIH .
3.3 FUMERSH

ARSI Sk = 8 A oA A S DT R g B T
DA IPERE , 53 91 o8 1 77 #2152 22 (Root Mean Square
Error, RMSE) 3406 % H 43 Hi% 22 (Mean Absolute
Percentage Error, MAPE) Fl gk 52 R0 R, i+ 538 A =0
mr.

1 1
;z(%—])i)z’ (10)
=1
LiZPilx 100%, (11)
Yi
2(%—13;)2
RZ:I_izl , (12)

ZWrif

A,y RN HL G E, p, F7R TNMEL, y 227 1 Aoy
A

V5 A AL H A A R R AR O 50T A A
HH R E S, AE R TWOA-BILSTM T3 45 784 114 3)1] 24
BAE . R T IR A AR RN E XA AR A S ) 45 T
BRI A 225, AR H R A3 R ST
X LSS, TR0 45 SR 5K 2 s

& 2 0 A1, AL H T A9 TWOA-BIiLSTM £



512 g RO 4l CFL ARl

K2 BEHURE AL B AR 45 R X

Tab.2 Comparison of forecast results with and without similar days
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