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ABSTRACT

Efficient electrical energy management in the Industrial Technician School Building at RMUTSV
is crucial due to the complex and continuously fluctuating load characteristics. This research proposes
a real-time framework based on Federated Learning (FL) for multi-phase load forecasting (Phases A, B,
and C) and adaptive anomaly detection. The system integrates deep learning techniques, including
Long Short-Term Memory (LSTM), Gated Recurrent Unit (GRU), and Autoencoder networks. Experiments
using real-time time- series data collected over a four-month period (December 2024 - March 2025)
revealed that the FL model achieved a Mean Absolute Error (MAE) of 1.24A, comparable to the
centralized model (MAE = 1.15A). Phase B exhibited the highest volatility, with 41 anomalies detected
(54.7%). A positive correlation between load and temperature was observed (r = +0.68). The total loss
graph decreased within 50 training rounds, indicating strong learning capability. After implementation,
the system reduced peak load by an average of 6.3% and significantly decreased abnormal events,
enhancing stability and minimizing energy loss. This study demonstrates that FL is an effective, secure,

and sustainable approach for deploying Artificial Intelligence (Al) in smart grid systems.

Keyword: Federated learning, multi- phase load forecasting, anomaly detection, deep learning, time-

series data.
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WinAuwiugwarauBanguvesszuy n3Rae
7an oA 2 Hidden Layers, 64 Units, Learning Rate
0.001, Dropout 0.2, Batch Size 32, Epochs 100
@195 U LSTM/GRU Wag Autoencoder Wuu 3 sz'igu,
Latent Dimension = 16, Loss = MSE @21 Clustering
14 K-Means (k=3) iftousnlvian Peak, Off-Peak,
Transition HsilkitouAdesinvesuiiuuazensydu
sruundanudaasezluaasissutenamvnssula

SifunazUasn e [4-5], [9], [13]

2. 2ssunssuiiiisatias (Related Work)

2.1 71519 Machine Learning lun1571AT189%
Ianlhily

Machine Learning (ML) lasun1sgausuagna
nframndluanuiinsgilnaalali Wesananunse
Juunmisufidudeunasanuduiusidellidaduly
Toyalnanldfiniisdain 1y ARMA inadagon
Juuoen9 Regression, Support Vector Machines
(SVM), Random Forest La e Neural Networks
IauansUszansamgdlunisneinsalluanlndiuuy
s1e99lus Metu uazseduad Taufsrlensndu
AnuRaUnfveszuulia Wy wadnssuluan
Anunfuazanudumaivesgunsal Jstaeifina
Udefieuaranainisiigeinuegaiidudidny

2.2 Federated Learning Tugiumassulnin

Federated Leaming (FL) tJuuianssumis ML
LuunsEany ey elvivaisgunsaiuientisany
suiuilnaeuluina Tnglifesuaniudsudeyadiu FL
Tasunnuaulaiduegrannlusyuundaaunay
aunsnnin wszdesnwanududuiivesdeya
Fliuazifiumnuasnsis wiouannisznisdsdoya
USsgusnans wonanil FL Sssasiumsuszanana
Foua Metering uuuiiualng anAinuandi uaziiy
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naln Aggregation fifiuszdAnsam NUITEA1aA9
yaun WU Adaptive Federated Learning Uag
waladudaluna (Model Compression) tiiaufily
Fosriamaniinanasuadnnuusiug,

2.3 Load Forecasting, Anomaly Detection,
Clustering Uae Visualization

vnAtiA Deep Learning L9¥U LSTM, GRU W@y
CNN i wadesiioddglunisnensalluanld
\osannanunsaifoussunvudeyasynsutiani
Fudoulaegedusz@nsain vuidesuiuninld
Tuwmawmanidnensallnansedalus s1eu sauds
Inaavatua niounarsatadenisuen 1au
RN IKazIaINITEIN dUTUNIINTITUAY
Aaun@ (Anomaly Detection) feuldiwmafialuu
laidesditheiu (unsupervised) LW Autoencoder,
One-Class SVM wag Isolation Forest Lﬁaizq
wefnssulvaniiinuni Sse1austenandemeves
gunsalvisenuAanaInvesszuueln Ineidesin
AVUANNIATIATUINNGANTIUT oY aUNAKAY
nadwsvesluina 19U n13Ra threshold 910

reconstruction error ¥ ® 9§ Autoencoder, A 1
anomaly score 91 Isolation Forest %38 One-Class
SVM, msiU3euLisuamennsaliuaiass (forecast
error) 5IUAINNTTIATIEY eV 19v0IToyalu
adames uaznslémnufiddaumiiedmuainusi

a

fitvangan n1sdangudaya (Clustering) #1833
K-Means, DBSCAN Lag t-SNE 4 183Las1gviuay
WUINFUNGANTTUIVAAMUSNYUENTBYINIAGN 9
\wu nqulnangs i1 niengulvaniindrond iy
aAven1shanINaLIaan (Visualization) a1
Heatmaps, Radar Charts wa ¢ Time-Series Plots
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3. 5208U75738 (Methodology)

3.1 ﬁayam??' (Data Description)

uidei gt oy avseiildaneraasour g
gaavnsu uns.A3ide lnefusiuniudeyalvan
I wuvanuina taun Phase A, B waz C wiaudu
Toyagaumgiaeunan saudemsldndsanlaih
Tutsszesnamaifeusinia e 2567 Seduiau
W.Al. 2568 3IUTTEEIAN 4 Leu 91A1sAena1nlu
anuiidanseumsasuluvdngmsd wiemnsslii
Fenssulesn waruinisgsna nedmsldaugunsal
n1snaastiaziadesiion s  luieusounay
Vol UAnsegradudulugreiuims @uns-eng)
3819194987 08.30-16.30 u. d7ulugasiunga
gaduniuar Tungatindngnuiinislinuiianasedns
Fonau Foyaranuagniufinluguuuveynsuian
(Time-Series) 3171 Usznausneannszualiiinade
(Ampere) vasusiazinia wazgumgiiiadsvoausiaziu
i eldTiaseriuasnensaingAnssunisldnd snu
TilluenasiSeusensusiugh tilefudurnugnies
vosszuuiuteya Idvihnmsisuiisutuiedesiedn
W9SHIU wazANINAANLAIALAA s aUedIud
(Error Percentage) ﬁ’mamﬂuguﬁ' 1 wan1suseiiiu
wuhmenuaaanaeusglutag 0.07% s 0.78% B4
oy Tuinaei i sous ulddmsun1sTinsizvnig
Aennssuliih [11]
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nasulni wargmgiivesaslnindnluusiaziva
Taeiudeyauuuidoalnsiriuszuu loT (Ui 2) 1y
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gouldendenu sngazidenvesdiuusuasnuleda

U7 2 Foyanisldndsnulwihuuuitealnd
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UEAANNINI519N 1

(Real-Time Energy Consumption)

715799 1 fandsuasndiedeyaiililunslinsesiseuulni

Auls mize Iuudeya Aesunedu
| A1 B, 1 C 4 \fou 3 g nszualniumazing
V A VB, VC v 4 oy 3 wa usssiuluusiazina
P kw 4 oy maglwiism
E KWh 4 \fiou wasulviil g
TATBTC °C 4 oy 3 wa gaunganeiuvanusiaziya

3.2 lasga3 sz uu (System Architecture)

Tassasreszuuiiwmunduwuy Federated
Learning Framework Sﬁaﬂisr]aué"wadﬁﬂisﬂawé’ﬂ
et Clients (ustazila A, B, ) ﬁmﬁwﬁlﬁu%’ayja Tvian
Inihuargamgiivesusiaziva uaziinluunages (Local
Model) Aedayawmmzvatnues Lifimsdsloyaiu
TUFadswiaesnane Wsnaesnans (Central Server)
Vmthfisamnsiwesvesuwaninusias client fag
wmAllA Federated Averaging (FedAve) wieadsluma
a3 (Global Model) fiasviaunnsauvesszuulii
59UN15H A (Training Rounds) 53 UUAZAMNRUATOU
A3An (T Rounds) 3 susiay client 9%fln local model
wdadamsdmes nduud udsaaesiilenisade
N1sUsEUlIaNaLuU Real-Time (Edge + Centralized
Coordination) Tun1suszgndldauais ssuvanunse
sumslumauuuisealming owuurefuiteldlunns

NYINTAIAIUNTA

3.3 Lunadild (Models Used)

3.3.1 Load Forecasting

Foquszasdiiongnsainszualiiinaremiinluus
azia Tnglideyaoynsunaluaiilivsznouse
LSTM (Long Short-Term Memory) tnangfiudeya
Tnanuuudsuiifimuduiudsvezen aunsasium
mASUlAR GRU (Gated Recurrent Unit) t{ uluimadl
Ad"e LSTM wiiilassadefivunndy Waariinies CNN
(1D Convolutional Neural Network) Tdfawneosvinau

o

fudeyasynsuiim WionTadudnunzvesdya i
Tvian 1w @imsmamﬁwuﬂaaqw%‘aamfﬂumnm
duq

3.3.2 Anomaly Detection

Faguszasdifi ensradumanisaliidnundves
Tvan 1 Iuamﬁzjq/si"%ﬁu AUNG W3ONGRNTIY
LWaﬁﬁﬂauqa Tuwnadild Autoencoder 1u Neural
Network LUy Unsupenvised 7115 sumsdusateya

wagadateyanduay d1e1 Error qummdwmm‘ﬂu
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3.3.3 Clustering
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Foguszasdiilontangunginssulvan sz
snuunslindsnu wasvnngalvaniidesiiound t
SNE (t-distributed Stochastic Neighbor Embedding)
¥andAdesyauii ouansnaluguuuu 20 %50 30 uay
Pglunsueaiulassasivengunginssulvan K-
Means T¥nnqudeyalvanniuainund1endwasan
wu nauvangs, InasUunans wazlvansi

3.4 msuszddusia (Evaluation Metrics)

WeusuiliuUsravsnmwesunaluudasnuges
autatad i 2 nqudtedl

341 am3uniswginsallvanlil (Load
Forecasting)

3.4.1.1 MAE (Mean Absolute Error)

¥ 3amnuusiughwasnisneinsal Tnemeaiade
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3.4.1.2 RMSE (Root Mean Squared Error)
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34.2 §TUN1IMT99UAMINAAUNE (Anomaly
Detection)

3.4.2.1 Confusion Matrix

17 UanIn15LINUAIVBINANITATINTY (True
Positive (TP) , False Positive (FP) , False Negative
(FN), True Negative (TN) ) Confusion Matrix 3s¢/l9

=

=3 1 =1 v ¥ =1 a
WIUANSINI NaLaad wudlduwl wf oulin (FP) 50

1

WaMN3A593U (FN) annteeiedle gafianuddsy
ot 9B onsUsEuUSEAVEAMYBssEUY Anomaly
Detection Tngianizludnudi f ean1sanninud saves
szuuliihuazudafioulaningnogauwsiuegn

3.4.2.2 Precision & Recall

dm3U Anomaly Detection A1 NABIYDINTT
LT 9Ld ou (Precision) AUINIINANNTTT 3
ANNANTIUN1IATIRTUMA NS AAUNA (Recall)

AUIUIINFNNTN 4 AIUEIRY

TP
Precision = ———— (3)
TP+ FP
TP
Recall = — (4)
TP +FN

Taedi TP (True Positive) Ao nraduAMNAAUNG
leignees

FP (False Positive) Ao LAdABURANAA

FN (False Negative) A e #5333 wulvs n1sal
NAUNRAAT

dmsurasnnuidies (Confidence Interval) 138
A BaULLIASEIU (Standard Deviation, SD) 9498
Wuauddedelinanisiased msvavuands
AUl LY UBUNS DANKYTUTINVEIT BY AA1NNTD

KAAIAINATIN 2
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a & a a v '
ANITNN 2 ?IE‘UG]’JSU’]ﬂUS%ﬁVIﬁﬂ']WﬂJENI@JLﬂﬁW'ﬁEJMﬂW

Heauunnsgukas U ot

fFsn | Aede SD 95% Cl
Accuracy | 95.3% 1.2% 93.1-97.5%
Precision | 76.4% 3.5% 69.6-83.2%
Recall 90.4% 2.1% 86.3-94.5%
Specificity | 96.0% 1.0% 94.0-98.0%

3.50199AA0IUASATEUIUNITITJUFUVY
Federated

1) WNAAYANYDY Federated Learning Federated
Leaming (FL) 1 unuanisnisil nluwmanuunsgane
(Decentralized Leaming) 7itel¥ Client usiazsne (lu
iAo Phase A, B uaz O) annsalnlunanwdoya
vowadlnglisesdstoyarulusadsninesnas da
peulandlundvesmududuiiaznisanmsens
domnsdeyauianamnn

2) NTLUIUNITTYUT WUU Federated Averaging
(Fedave) Tumsilnluunauuu Federated 1 i$wiaes
nanszimiismsfdwesan client udazselag
19 mafiafiis uni1 Federated Averaging (FedAve)

AUIIINGRS

lngfw, Ao wisidlwesves Global Model Tu
U t+1

K fig 913U Clients (19U Phase A, B, C uay K=3)

o Y '

n, Avdmnuieg1toyaves client d1Ault k

N= 2 n, fesuaudeyasauainn client

(k)

w, e msdiwesvedluaaann client k Tuseu

=

it
3) Global Loss vs Local Loss tiaUseidu
UszAnSnmueansinuuy Federated fioanSeuiiiay

Global Loss AaA1Amgayide (Loss) vadlilaanan

a

(Global Model) i aldiutayasanvemn client (:3s
nqui) v3eld validation set fiauga Local Loss Aar
mgapdovesiaziunagosluusias client n3dlil
Global Loss anasetwiaifles uansitluinanatsdinis
Seusiifuszansamm usfin Local Loss Tuuna client
mﬁ]LLﬂ’jaanﬂ?Tumﬂsé’J’ay‘alﬁama (Non-ID)

4) NM3MUUATEUNITHN (Training Rounds) wag
Hyperparameters Tunismaaesi ldsmummsiives
nan laun $1uruseun1siln (Rounds) 100-500 A%
ANUFUtaUYetoya, A1 Leaning Rate 0.001 (@ wsy
LSTM/GRU), Epochs siasau 5 ass, Batch Size 16 vse
32 waw Optimizer WUU Adam 138 SGD wioutsUsu
9u (Hyperparameter Tuning) Aewmaila Grid Search
wag Random Search Lﬁamﬂ'wﬁmmzauﬁqm NaN13
U%’UQuWU'jWUﬁsﬁw%mW%ﬂmLmal,ﬁﬁjyma?{a 8-12%
Sewieutumsldanunsgiu uandidiudeanuddn
10an19ta 0NN TimeT A sngausaUseAns aw
1Y MUDITZUY

5) @n1un15al Non-IID Wazn13AaeIIIasg
elilndiAssduaninasdluszuulnia azdians
anunsal Teyaliaunaseninamla (Non-ID Data)
Inglviusiaz Phase danwazlnansneiu 1y Phase A
Tvansin-asit Phase B Tnanga-uriu Phase C Tvan
Uunans-uusiun Nyl Astlagvimensyuauns
FedAvg uazaaainuszdnsanvedlunananslunis

Seudnginssulvanfiviainviatg

4. wWan15vAaae (Results)

4.1 ns1WuagnIsuandna (Graphs and
Visualizations)

Wisuszifiumnuuiugnar Ussdns anes
5%UU Federated Learning Tun1sitasngiluan i
Iginsadrensinluasmsuananadeselui

1) n519W Load Forecast vs Actual (Phase

A/B/C) wansAnsewatii 195 wUSsuisuiuang



Tunaviunelatunsazina Tdlunisusziduainy
wilugwesluiaa LSTM/GRU/CNN il naindaya
local waz global Tiagaandeauuvesryiuie
Tugaaia1d1Aay 19U 929 Peak Load 91n5U7 3
wu31 Taea LSTM/GRU/CNN fillnaindaya local
uag global amnsafnmunuiliuainseualuinla
TnalABeA193 s laedlA1 MAE (Mean Absolute Error)
2¢lug19 0.85-1.25A d193U Phase A, 1.45-2.10A
#1115V Phase B tlag 1.05-1.65A @1%5U Phase C

C R R

Tutrslvanund  AmennsalknUIETpUNUAUAIDS
ae19l5Anu Tuda9 Peak Load wu Fudit 12 funay
W.¢. 2568 (Phase B = 36.0A) luwaanensainnnan

AN939UsENN 3.0A Tu Phase B wag 2.9A Tu Phase
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C Fauansfistodrinvedlunalun1sdnnisteyandl
ANUAURIUEY DU

31NNTINFUT 4 Wud1 N13N5218AIVBN Error
IngA1na1sves Error Indeug (Phase A = 0.12A,
Phase B = 0.25A, Phase C = 0.18A) ua@ng31lnasiy
lunaldfieadnisneinsalgamienneg 19dniay
ae19l5An11 Tuyaa Peak Load Wu3n Error Wi 1T
Wy JuN 6 JurAn w.e. 2568 A1 Error Ty Phase A =
+2.5A, Phase B= +3.8AWkay Phase C= +2.7A

a o ala ° | o o
UL UITUNTIIvanm1 LU Juf 21 SuIAL W.A.
2567 lumane1nTalfinninaze 0.4-0.6A Tuyn Phase

o X & a a P

A13N5EMUFINUITIUsEENS N launavzanadile

wolranlihniudsuwassinisi

Load Forecast vs Actual (Phase A/B/C)

—— Flae® S = FlawC ¢

ag, === Plawel Foecsst == FlaxC

A)

Averane Current

Lo (A)

Date

JUN 4 ApumaIaLAFeYesn1INeINsel (Forecast — Actual)
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2) nslTeuLiauAn MAE vaslutaaneinsal
uideiiuiouiisuaiad sduysaivesaay
ARIALAA oW (MAE) S¥11313%aiAa FL-GRU, ARIMA
uag Persistence Inglitayanszualiiinadeseiu
FrafousuIAL WA, 2567 Selunay w.e. 2568 e
Uszifiunnuuduglunisnensallnanluda ans
3iA512W 14 Wilcoxon signed-rank test @ a1 unns
nageuLuulidandines wmanzdmiudoyaill

Wuldaunisuanuasund wiefidruiudeyadiin

Taganzlunsaindayainiuiinund agrelsiniy

U

o w

aa s v v | o A a o
810190V INN AR MUAINLI UL BLABUAUNIS
NAADULUUWITUNATA LYY paired t-test 31NATIN
3U# 5 wud1 FL-GRU iR MAE sinfiga wazdlaiy
| ' N o o w aa & a a o
waneegelvedAynsadfloSeuneunu
ARIMA wag Persistence lngldnisvnadau Wilcoxon
signed-rank test Wavi LA FL-GRU A'U ARIMA: p =
0.0000, FL-GRU AU Persistence: p = 0.0000
avviauliiiudl FL-GRU fanuudusuaziadesnin
gandlumaiiugiuduegataLay
Comparison of MAE witm‘k\/;\iilcoxon Test Rgﬁyﬂlﬂts

on vs Persistence: p =
Wilcoxan vs ARIMA: p = 0.0000

n

¢

=

~ L

»

w

Mean Absolute Error (MAE)
~

——

+
Persistence ARINA FLGRU
Model

Ul 5 mawSeuifieudn MAE vedluina
FL-GRU, ARIMA 1ag Persistence W3auHan1s

naaau Wilcoxon

3) Heatmap ka@ny Anomaly insianwy 14
Autoencoder 138 One-Class SYM @313@1
reconstruction loss %38 decision boundary 310

NTMFUA 6 Wuda Yaeiatund (FUaadu) aaus

Surmu 2567 auisnanaiouiiunny 2568 syUUTs
3 phase yeuluaatuzun@ lidn1sasranunny
Anunile o Franaiiaanuiaund @Euwdes) 15u
UsinglugisUaneiiouiiunny 2568 Phase A fiAy
Aaunfiistuegnedmauluraslaneiiuiay Phase B
fansagluaniuruninasatisnandinans Phase C
Fudanufiaundusngluthadedduiy Phase A
agulddsvuuiivsedniamiludng  3-4 ieuusn
wois i gwilugaslatedunau Ineg Phase B 18u
phase Weiidenuatios Tsenausdaclymiansly

Phase A kag C M1da4lAsuUN1SnsIvaaUuLaswi by

Anomaly Heatmap (True=Anomaly)

Phase A

Phase B

Phase C

JUT 6 WNuIAUTEUNINTIRTUANURAUNG

(Anomaly Detection Heatmap)

4) n510 Loss ¥84 Global Model #ias8U
(Training Loss Plot) Lanin15anasvas Global Loss
dlosuauseunsiln (Federated Rounds) sy Us
vanfensiseusvedlumanaisitanunsausuiay
suAuiaInusay client leu3elyl annsmisud 7
WU N198Aa3U89A 1 Global Loss Tuszning
nszuIUnIsAAluLAa Machine Learning laeldq35
Federated Learning #30n150NLUUNTZA18 NANTS
A1AT183i5aULS U (Round 0) Global Loss = 0.8
(Fngagn) 59Ul 10 Global Loss anaaiiis 0.6 (ana
25%) 50Ul 20 Global Loss anasidu 0.2 (anas
75% 31nYAL3 L) 50UT 30-50 Global Loss Al
Uszannl 0.05-0.1 (U3990AR7) dnwgn1siseus

wad 1 (Round 0-20) N15AAAIDETETINS (Rapid
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Convergence) t#la# 2 (Round 20-50) N15U55YAU
(Convergence) laaatseuslagaanudd nsmilustin
lueadusgdnSamn1siseusa uazaiunsanganis

HAnldfAsoud 25-30 wWiaUszudansnensnisauin

Global Model Loss vs Round

o
£

Global Loss

°
=

0zt

0.0f

[ 10 20 30 40 50
Round

SUN 7 nsagdeinvedlunanusaunIsin

U U

(Global Model Loss vs Round)

5) t-SNE Visualization- Clustering we#inssu
nan 14 +-SNE anfiAdeyalvan 3 wia Tiviungy
wgAnssuldau dwsnniungy (Cluster) L9y
woAnssuUnArungAnssandes videnguniatisia
(1n/u18/8u) 39003 IgUT 8 wudn Cluster 0 (3
Wido9) agluusians tSNE 1 = -8 it -4 wag tSNE 2 =
-10 % -5 F1uUUTEUIU 40-50 AT D WU LY
TwiUsziavmils Wy afaFouvunaidn) Cluster 1
(Fvumy/un) ogluuiians tSNE 1 = -2 §13 2 uay tSNE
2 =-2.5 §19 2.5 91uuUszUI 60-70 Jateya Unu
fl I Usziannas (u asSeuruianang)
Cluster 2 (%) agluu3ians tSNE 1 = 2 4 7 uag
tSNE 2 = 2.5 f1a 7.5 S1uaudseunn 30-40 yadeya
uwnugldlaihdingAnssuuansing (1Wu enpswdivg
M308MAMNTIN)

6) Radar Chart 1USgulilguusea@nsnn urag
Phase WNUM 19 9 L¥U MAE, 91421 anomaly,
Precision, Anuasiauevedlvan lduansin Phase
Tnfladnaadiosuiniian uay Phase laddnwne

AaUn@nin 9105 MgUT 9 Wuin Phase A MAE ~

MFANTIAINTTUAEARS UNINSFBATUASUNTI SR
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4.5 (Usgansninudiunand) Phase B MAE ~ 1.0

(UseBnSnmanian - AuRanainm1an) Phase C

q q

a a

MAE ~ 2.5 (UsgdnSamd) n1siAi1u ana 0-5
A1 0= UsgdnSainauysaluuy, A1 5= Ay
Annanngean Aufifvdes uansmsnszaieiavese
MAE ¥a 3 wla aailasiauna Phase A Slenwiianain
44011 Phase B uar C agnedaiau Yalausiuzaids
USudsansnsandunionsnensallu Phase A 1u
Jusfuusn Phase B uansszdvsamilafign anunsn
T dudunuulunmsuduugavadu ssuulagsand

ANEDasnaaNAIsHASiigasInglunTHRILA

£-SNE Clustering of Load Behavior

[
TSNE 1

U7 8 nsdangunginssumslglnihsmemedia

U

t-SNE (t-SNE Clustering of Load Behavior)

MAE per Phase (vs Global Mean)

Phase B

ase A

Phase

JUN 9 13a13A1 MAE sawna LileuiiuAadesiu

(MAE per Phase vs Global Mean)

v
o o

7) Confusion Matrix LagfIFIANISHIITIUAIY

AnUnf IonsvaeulsEavsn waaslina Anomaly
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Detection (Autoencoder + One-Class SVM) lg
A1u28 Confusion Matrix Waz #2873 Precision,
Recall 3nyATayaNAday HARNEHA #1597 3 910
ﬂ'i'leUﬁ 10 Confusion Matrix WaaaUszdnsnw
293lULAan15n 9293 UAINT AUAA (Anomaly
Detection) TagtU3auLiisuA1933 (Actual) AUAn
we1nsal (Predicted) Tu 4 nsdl wan193uun True
Negative (TN) = 840 Un#@a31 wensalund (gnéiag)
False Positive (FP) = 35 Unfa3s weinsaldnund
(False Alarm) False Negative (FN) = 12 AaUnfa39
wg1nsadUn@ (wanm) True Positive (TP) = 113
HaUnAa3s wernsaldaund (gnees) w24 Tm
U32ANTNWN Accuracy = 95.3% Precision = 76.4%
Recall/ Sensitivity = 90.4% Specificity = 96.0%
Tunafiusedndnmi lnelaniznisduanuiiaundle

g9 (Recall 90.4%) waill False Positive WEnvey

A15199 3 Confusion Matrix #1%15UNNSATIVTUAIY

RaUNg
Predicted | Predicted | Predicted
Actual Normal | Anomaly
Actual Normal 840 35
Actual Anomaly 12 113

4.2 mM53ATI2M 9939175 (Technical Analysis
& Insights)

1) wiglafingAnssulvaninundvesiian 993
14 Autoencoder W&y One-Class SYM WU 11
Phase B #529%u anomaly Ussilan (Aaidu 65%
04 anomaly Tawue) AuduEILesankazns
T ugunsaiviinyils Phase B wgfnssuiiniean
Auay C ﬁ]’]ﬂﬂi”lWE‘lJ‘ﬁl 11 Wu31 Phase A (un9)
As1anUALANUNR 14 ASe (5zuRn) Phase B (3
1) psranuATmAnUnf 41 ade (S¥91Ugedn) Phase
C @ana) asvanuanudnund 20 ASe (sedutu

1Y

Na19) adAd Ay TININUA 75 ATI (14 + 41 + 20)

11

Phase B ﬁﬁzgmmﬂﬁqm Antdu 54.7% 293A21%
Aaunfvianun sns1du AB:C = 1:3:1.4 Tadann
Phase B LLammmlﬂLaﬁasqaﬂdWLWaﬁuaﬂNﬁ
fodrny Fsoraiinannanlwiliauna Jamms

Beusoaell gunsallua B fanmeuann

Confusion Matrix for Anomaly Detection

Actual Normal

500

- 400

Actual

- 300

113 - 200

Actual Anomaly
-
b

- 100

Predictecl:l Normal PredictedlAnumaly
Predicted

a

U7 10 Confusion Matrix dwsulaaansiaduain
RaUNfuUEDIAT (Binary Anomaly Detection
Model)

Anomaly Count per Phase (4-Month Period)

A [ c
Phase

SUN 11 anuiinundnawalutisssesiign 4 ey

U

(Anomaly Count per Phase: 4-Month Period)

2) A1 MAE \adefe Phase (Mean Absolute
Error) A1UAM9INAIYIUIEInanL o un uA 1939
Phase A MAE = 0.82A, Phase B MAE = 1.74A wag
Phase C MAE = 1.09A Phase B ﬁmwmammﬁau
gaian 91nnsINgUT 12 wudn Phase A MAE = 0.8

(UszdviBnmifige) Phase B MAE = 1.7 (Usz@vEnmw
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fian - AUHANAINE9EA) Phase C MAE = 1.1
(Usednsamuaunans) adfddey dnaidosiu
MAE ~ 1.2 Phase B iA114ilaNa1Aganin Phase A
112.5% (1.7/0.8 = 2.125 111) 9ATIAIWANURANAA
AB:C = 0.8:1.7:1.1 N15AA1L A1 MAE 61 L1y
UsednSangs Phase Adn1snensainians
AT9duTiutiughitan Phase B fosmsusuuss Sau

Hawaageniwaduegedniau

Mean Absolute Error per Phase

MAE (4)

A B c
Phase

JUN 12 Aauiiananaiadeduysaldea

(Mean Absolute Error per Phase)

3) U7 anomaly #n5294UL¢ (Anomaly
Count) Phase B WuaI uAaUnRALABY 3 1111 909
Phase A fauanslunisad 4 LLa%ﬁ]’mﬂi’]Wg‘U‘ﬁl 13
WU 1w anomaly Finsranuluszuulnih 3 wa
FfoU SUMAL 2567 D9 Junan 2568 wua id B
i1 anomaly gegn 42 A% (57.5%) wia C §auau 21
ps (28.8%) ia A Vienitan 14 A (13.79%) Tl
71 wia B fanuliiadesuniign asnsaaaoulnan
uazUiuaugasruULitaiisdsEavEnm

4) AU ug1veslanaluy Federated 1igu
U Centralized Federated dUss@nsnnlnalAes
Centralized LLu”lﬂGTadiausﬁaaéaﬁwm Aauanlu
A15797 5 LLasf\]’mﬂi’IWzU‘ﬁ‘ 14 wu11 Centralized
Leamning MAE (Fva1y) ~ 2% (AINUAANAINFININ)
Accuracy (@080 du) ~ 87% (AUUIUE1E9) Recall

@widi09) ~ 88% (A1UAIUTALUN1IATIITUGY)

MFANTIAINTTUAEARS UNINSFBATUASUNTI SR

7 22 atuil 2 Wou nIngieu - Sunay w.A. 2569

Federated Learning MAE (ﬁ‘suuwu) ~ 2% (A31U
Aemannsun Wi Centralized) Accuracy (@Te1
Wu) = 86% (AI1uuN uenge - lnd A eafu
Centralized) Recall (@d04) ~ 87% (ANUAIMITD
lun1snsiadugelndidesnu Centralized) Yadaing

o w I~ a a Y a v Q’ll 4
dAgyAeUszansninlnalAssiu Megosiuanigli

o

v

HAaNS A lnalAeai UL Federated Learning wana
Anenw anunsalviuseansnimiieuwin Centralized
lngludessiudayainnnunas JelaiuToures
Federated flans¥nwimnududiuiivestoyaly
g Fenslsednsnings a3ulan Federated
. < & A ° o v
Learning Wumsideniiauladmsussuunseanis

Shwanulaendedeyalaeligaydeusesdnsam

M19199 4 a3UTIIUATINITATINTUANARUNFLY

seuulnin 3 wawng 4 ey

Phase §1uu anomaly (ASe/7e diitew)
A 14 p%s
B a2 ads
C 21 A

Anomaly Detection per Phase (Over 4 Months)
50

42 times

40

30

21 times

Number of Anomalies

14 times.

Phase C

Phase A

Phase B

JUN 13 S1nuvgnsadiinunfvedlvantuusiagila

(%39 4 iaw)
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a = = a a a 1%
M3 5 mawSeuiieudszavinmlumanisdeus

WUUTINAUILAZUUUNTEANY

Tuiaa MAE 1288 | Precision | Recall
(A) (%) (%)
Centralized 1.15 91.3 89.7
Federated 1.24 90.1 87.9

Model Performance Comparison

- AR
- precicion (%)
= fecall (%)

Centralized Federated

JUN 14 MadSeuiisudszansamlung (Model

Performance Comparison)

5) Audunus sendnalvan gl wax
wAnssulnan naniadsves Phase B tiutudaiau
Tudulguunifiqenin 32°C Ardudssansanduiug
(Correlation Coefficient) szm"mqm%qﬁumiwaﬂ
Phase B = +0.68 (Hanuduiusidsuinuiunansdis
g9) vauenimganssunisldnuuesvisgunsal
syuneauseudnasolvanlvineg1edmau 910
nSMFUT 15 WUt mwduiugseminala Phase A-

v a

Phase B r ~ 0.85 (anduiusgs - Auasdu) Phase A-

o w &

0.80 (AvdUNUS

Q

Phase C r g4 - AUA3Hw) Phase B-

Phase Cr

Q

0.90 (andusiusgegn - Funadu)
AU uSAvgunnd Phase A Temperature r »
0.45 (anduwus Urunans - §u15u) Phase B
Temperature r ~ 0.55 (@duiusUuNa" - v
891) Phase C Temperature r = 0.50 (@nduiusuiu
nans - Ahidu) Jedunnddy et 3 Sanuduius

g (r > 0.8) Uswiszuuiianuauna Phase B-C i

13

avwduiusasn oradumszivandnvaradie i
gaungddnasenninaluszdauliunats (r~ 0.45-

0.55) wansnan wLIndaNdsnananisialii

‘E:
Aol " < "’c)
£
&
@ & &

10

Phase A

Phase B

Phase C

Temperature

JUN 15 wwEndanduiusseninednusTussuulviih

3 wlanaggungil (Correlation Matrix)

G

nAdeiiauenseunisianiswatnusanies
wuuissalyl lneld Federated Leaming (FL) @5y
nsnensalluan i nuunanaalag nsnsiadu
AUAAUNA LUUUSTURD 9aLAuYed FL Aonisli
Walngdayadu Preiuanuvasniouazaudu
dUf7 HaN1INARBIINTDLATIITEELLIAN 4 LABU
wudn Tawea FL 1A MAE Wil 1.20A §elndideeiu
Tuina Centralized (1.15A) dzvioufisUssansamiill
FoYNILIULUUATENY IINNTTILATIEANUI

Phase B flauiusiuuazanuinunfigean (54.7%)

d

wazdAnuduiusseninelvaniugumaiii r = +0.68

a '

Faaglusgduuunatsige Usdingnmgfidemad

weAnssulvanliiin oglsfin Arandusitugill
fudumuduiusifsanvnlnonss 1iesenenad
Yaduunsndeu 1vu anwazn1sldugunsal
Faalnangian nienisiinlnanliaunasening
wa Famsinisiinnsidaimnssniudy wu
HANTEVUVDIQUNNTABAIUATUVNUENEUAL L TIAY

anATou wagAudn1sldeugunsaluiueinie



14

fulsEdnsninaed FL wudi A1 Global Loss anas
ag951m52018Tu 50 saUNSHN wansdeAIaLEDes
wazmnzaudviunisUsegndldlu Smart Grid 1
waw Al Tngliiavifinananiiudausa uenaniinseu
muﬁﬁmuﬁummmﬂszqﬂsﬂuszw Smart Energy
Management 1A 934 141 n1sudfioulnanings
a9t n138AR1s1anNs LT sann1seYaiie
(Peak Shaving) MsnsaadumMARUNALUUS YA lnal
Wil eanA1uLd sevesszuuliia 91nnsuszdiy
v ey szuvaiunsatie and1ldaendeey
Uszanas 5-10% sod waziiuanuiadesvesssuy
L1 luernsiSsuet 19898y aaulandnisda

NISNANIUGIRTLAIWLUING Smart Campus WAz

MFANTIAINTTUAEARS UNINSFBATUASUNTI SR

7 22 atuf 2 e NInAN - SWINAN W.A. 2569

Net Zero Energy Building (NZEB) wil3191u3deilay
Fonld MAE waz RMSE Wusdaundnlunsussiiiu
AMULLUE1VDILILAA L HBIANNTNEDIRT TREINI

v '

agviourAIAAIAIAGRLlRETINLATNNTNTELYDS
FoRinnaaldesnstaian ogslsfinmm suddedlails
19513 Sad ui oy 19U MAD, MSE, MAPE 1194910
MAD uag MSE duuiltiulie outlier inniiuly du
MAPE enadityniiieda3slndrud viliiAnen
AananagaAnaaarannsuvILaLIfefinun
apLiudusiazauiifns vouln wagqaieui
uanenefu TasttednndiSiesuiuuss deanunse

asunmsuasiUseudisuldduanduy n1379 6

15197 6 asUemAdainedtiunsnensaiuasiinszilvantilih

MUY Y waila nLAY vauwwawazdadnna

Briggs et al. [1] 2022 FL+LSTM Tvanduusiugh Yrusin
liwngdurugaanvnssy

Taik & Cherkaoui [2] | 2022 DL+oT Sealngl dilnanu

Teyaiiay
Sievers & Blank [3] 2023 STL+ Clustering Ivanliauna, PNEMNTIYU
anomaly lifiansanngaumgd

Y 2025 | loT+ Voltage Drop | lvangaungil, nasu IANTITEU

fosUiulumaluanszozend

6. ANRNISUUSZTNIA

FHgveveunuIneIdumaluladgnannisy

X

waENIIANIT uns.ATItY dmsunsativayunuide
uaroygn il uikazgUnsal vauRuinMuily
AMIR15E YAAINT wagATaUATIN A LU ILAE

o o
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