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Abstract—Plug-in electric vehicles (PEVs) are considered as /- [+

flexible loads since their charging schedules can be shifteaver
the course of a day without impacting drivers’ mobility. This
property can be exploited to reduce charging costs and advee
network impacts. The increasing number of PEVs makes the
use of distributed charging coordinating strategies prefeable
to centralized ones. In this paper, we propose an agent-bage
method which enables a fully distributed solution of the PE\&’
Coordinated Charging (PEV-CC) problem. This problem aims
at coordinating the charging schedules of a fleet of PEVs to
minimize costs of serving demand subject to individual PEV
constraints originating from battery limitations and char ging
infrastructure characteristics. In our proposed approach, each
PEV'’s charging station is considered as an agent that is eqpped
with communication and computation capabilities. Our multi-
agent approach is an iterative procedure which finds a distiuted
solution for the first order optimality conditions of the und erlying
optimization problem through local computations and limited
information exchange with neighboring agents. In particuhr, the
updates for each agent incorporate local information such a
the Lagrange multipliers, as well as enforcing the local PEs
constraints as local innovation terms. Finally, the perfomance
of our proposed algorithm is evaluated on a fleet of 100 PEVs
as a test case, and the results are compared with the centraéid
solution of the PEV-CC problem.

Index Terms—Distributed Updates, Plug-in Electric Vehicles,

consensus+innovation-based Approach, Coordinated Charging,
Optimality Conditions

NOMENCLATURE

Lagrangian multipliers associated with deci-
sion variables’ upper and lower bounds
1% Total number of PEVs

I. INTRODUCTION
A. Motivation

It has been argued that the uncoordinated charging of plug-
in electric vehicles (PEVs) can be potentially challengiog
the power network[[1]. However, PEV electricity demand is
very flexible and can therefore be adjusted in time to reduce
the costs of providing the charging demand and to avoid
undesirable effects on the network.

Different types of approaches to the charging coordination
problem, mainly centralized, and decentralffditributed
approaches, have been proposed in the literature. In most
approaches, an entity called “aggregator” is considerednas
intermediary agent between the PEVs and other power system
entities, such as network operators or energy providers Th
aggregator can play a more or less passive role depending on
the type of approach considered.

Centralized approaches [2]+[8] face mainly two challenges
they may require the communication of sensitive infornratio
(arrival and departure times, energy requirements) frordPE
to an aggregator, and they are typically not scalal®@e.
the other hand, sharing control responsibilities amongiesit
could decrease the complexity of the charging coordination
problem, and hence, provides a scalable solution approach

Xy Charging power schedule of PEY over a _ | ¢
given time horizon0, 7], x, € RT*! compared with centralized control strategies.
L Aggregated load of PEVs over a given time
horizon [0, 7], L € R"*! B. Related Work
Q Set of neighboring charging stations con- L . .
Y nected to C?lal’ in gstatiomg g Most communication-based decentralized approaches intro
o e Cost function p%ragmeters €R. ¢, € RIXT duced so far require the exchange of information with an
1, €2 ) y €2 . . .
A Matrix and vector defining the energy Con_aggregator, which acts as a coordinating agent [[9]-[14¢ Th
T straints of an individual PEV information exchanged is however not sensitive (typictily
o T Upper and lower bounds defining the poWtharging schedule and dual variables). The approachég,in [9
Ly
constralrjts of an 'ndl\”dual REV . 1in the literature, the term “decentralized” is used to refempproaches
A Lagrangian multipliers associated with equalthat do not rely on communication, i.e., where chargingsiens are taken by

ity and inequality constraints

PEVs solely based on local information. It can also referoraaches where
PEVs take their own charging scheduling decisions basednforniation
shared with a central coordinator.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1605.00876v1

be arbitrary (for example, very sparse) otherwise. Note, th
communication structure can be defined arbitrarily, and in-
creasing the number of communication links improves the
information propagation speed, hence, increases convegge
4@ speed. FinallCZ — PEVCC is a scalable solution to the PEV
4 coordination problem since it distributes the computatod
: communication burden among PEVs. Figlie 1 illustrates the
communication structure.

Fig. 1. Proposed distributed PEVs’ coordinated chargirigese (the dashed
line represents data exchange, and the solid line repsesbating power)

D. Paper Organization

_ . The rest of the paper is structured as follows: the PEVS’
[11] consider non-cooperative agents and are based on megfrdinated Charging problem formulation is given in Setti
field game theory, whereas the approaches in [10], [L2]-[14] The cZ — PEVCC algorithm is presented in Section I,
consider cooperative agents. The charging optimizatiob-pr section IV describes the test case specifications and pisesen

lem is decomposed using the Alternating Direction Methogimulation results. Finally, Section V concludes the paper
of Multipliers in [12], [13]. The decentralized approaches

mentioned above require each PEV to communicate with a
central agent and are therefore less robust towards fatiare
peer-to-peer based distributed schemes. A. PEV's Coordinated Charging

Recently, consensus-based approaches [15] have been usgge consider a charging problem where a group of PEVs
to provide distributed control schemes for applicationsl&t-  minimizes a common cost function, which is quadratic with
tric power systems such as solving optimal power managemegdpect to their aggregated lokdver horizonT" [13], subject

problems [[16]4[1B], the Economic Dispatch problem![19lt power and energy constraints, i.e.,
[22] and Optimal Power Flow problems [23]. A neighborhood

Il. PROBLEM FORMULATION

consensus potentidl 15[, [24] in the iterative update pcure minimizex, , L' ¢ -L+c¢; L (1)
ensures that entities_ reach an agreement on a common eariabl st L = Z Xy, )
gsually corresponding to electricity price in the aforemen v

tioned problems. A-x, <by, Ywell,-,V}, 3)

In [14], a consensus-based method to coordinate PEV .
charging is proposed. However, it requires one of the agents z, <%y <Ty, Ywe{l- Vi (4)
access information on the total charging demand. Moreovehe parameters; andc, are functions of the total predicted
[25] proposes a consensus-based distributed charging fd@astic load (load other than PEV load). Specifically, ms i
control strategy for a PEV fleet to minimize total charglnm’ we assume that the goal is to minimize the costs of
power loss, which overlooks PEV's limitations. serving both the PEV and the inelastic load, and that these

This paper presents a fully distributed multi-agent methQdysts are a quadratic function of the sum of PEV and inelastic
to solve the PEVs' Coordinated Charging (PEV-CC) prolg o4
lem. Our method denoted by7 —PEVCC, i.e., consen- Constraints[{B) represent the energy constraints, i.e; co
sus*innovation based PEV Coordinated Charging, solves thgyaints on the cumulative demand of an individual load.sEhe
first order optimality conditions of the_ ongmal_ .prOblemtonstraints ensure that the upper and lower State-Of-@harg
The consensus update term of the algorithm facilitates th§ socy bounds of any PEV's battery are not violated, given the
agreement on an incremental price for the energy providegsormation on connection times and trip energy consummptio
Theinnovation term ensures that total consumption of a PEYfese constraints also ensure that the energy in the baitery
fleet yields the minimum cost while individual PEV’s locakyq beginning and end of the optimization horizon are edaal,

constraints are satisfied. avoid battery depletion due to the cost minimization oldject
o Note, here we solve a day-ahead optimization problem over
C. Contribution the period of one day, within which vehicles can plug in and

Our proposedZ — PEVCC inherently differs from decom- out several times. Therefore, in our problem, PEVs do not
position theory-based methods in multiple ways: methagloloonly optimize for a single parking instance, but optimizeith
ically, our method directly solves the first order optimalit schedules over a whole day. To be more specific, we do not set
conditions of the original problem. Hence, it technicales r specific SOC requirements at the end of each parking period
duces the original optimization problem to finding solutionbut ensure that, first of all the upper and lower SOC bounds
for a coupled system of linear equations with geometrie not violated. Secondly, the vehicle recharges the gnerg
constraints in a fully distributed manner. Whit€ — PEVCC it consumes throughout the day within the 24 hours. This is
allows for a fully distributed calculation of the solution t

. . .. 2

the PEV-CC problem, it does not require communication The ¥ i a
N it inf fi PEVs. Al the int P\Iarm al' (L + Liy) + b(L + Liy) ' (L + Lsy), wherea andb are scalars.
Or sensiive Informaunon among S. S0, the inter- inimizing this cost function is equivalent to minimizind)(with appropriate

communication graph is assumed to be connected, but cotHéices forc; andcs.

he cost of serving PEV demarld and inelastic demand.;,, has the



equivalent to ensuring that the SOC at the beginning and emtlere A and us are Lagrange multipliers. The corresponding
of the optimization period, i.e., one day, should be the sanf@st order optimality conditions are derived as follows,

Equation [(B) is an abstract representation of the energy N
limitation of PEVS' batteries. To discuss the derivation of I 2¢1 - L+ ca — A =0, @)
this constraint in detail, we assume that the initial energy o8
content of the battery is given k¥, ,,. Moreover, the charging % =A+ AT+ py — pe =0, (8)
efficiency and time step duration are denotedrhyand At, 85
repectively. Finally, the energy consumption at each titee s — = —-L + Z x, =0, 9)
t is represented bycons, (). Then, the energy content of a OA vev
PEV’s battery at a given tln:e step is dtetermmed by (;9:3 _ A-x, — by <0, (10)
Ey(t) = Eou + oAt Y 20(1) = > Econsu(7)- oL _ o — F, <0, (1)
T=1 T=1 8,LLU7+
The upper and lower bounds on the energy content are given 0L
by the battery capacitg’, and the minimum state of charge Ot — - X +z, <0, (12)
SOC, requirements, resulting in
v for all v € {1,...,V} plus the complementary slackness
s0C, < Eé(t) <1 (5) conditions for the inequality constraints, i.e,
Moreover, to avoid myopic behavior we force the energy po - (A% = by) =0, (13)
content at the end of the time horizon to be equal to the fro4 - (X —Ty) =0, (14)
initial energy contentt ,, = E,(T"). Otherwise, due to cost o — - (=% +z,) =0, (15)

minimization, the vehicle would tend to deplete the battery - ) o )
at the end of the optimization horizon. Finally, for the eper 2nd additionally we impose positivity constraints on jig

constraints written in the compact forf (3), the right haisigs /v.+» @nd i, —'S. Consequently, in order to find a solution to

is a function of the PEV-CC prpblem, th_e above system of equations needs
to be solved. Since the discussed problem is convex and also
by = h(Cy,S0C,, Ny, Econsvs Eo,v)- fulfills the strong duality conditions, any solution thatisfies

Further details on the derivation éfare presented i [26]. @ll of the discussed first order optimality conditions is the
The power constraint§l(4) set upper and lower bounds 8Rtimal solution of the PEV-CC problem. Here, we assume

the charging power. Since we consider unidirectional dharg that the primal optimization problem is strictly feasible.

only in this paper, the lower bound on the charging power is

set to zero £, = 0). The upper bound:, is zero during the I1l. DISTRIBUTED SCHEDULING

time_steps When_the vehicle is not cor_me(_:ted, and equal to fepjgtributed Decision-Making

maximum charging rate of the charging infrastructure or the

battery, P,., when the vehicle is connected, In this section, we present a brief review of the generic

consensus+innovation approach for solving collaborative dis-
_ P, c(t)=1 tributed decision-making processes (de€ [27]). Indbresen-
To(t) = 0 co(t) = 0. sust innovation setup each agent or decision maker performs
’ local information processing and communication with neigh
where ¢,(t) is a binary variable describing the connectioBoring agents to optimize a global decision-making tasle Th
status at time step. Therefore, the value of the upper boundingerlying assumption is that each agent has access toymerel

is affected by the timing of PEV trips. It should be noteghca) information and the inter-agent data exchange istdichi
that using this binary variable further means that a PEV ¢ 3 sparse communication graph.

plug in and out several times during the optimization hatizo Here  we focus on the application of a@onsen-
In summary, [(B) and[{4) are local constraints, i.e., merelys:innovation method to solve the distributed restricted
involve _varlables of an |_nd|V|duaI PEV, whil€l(2) is the ghdb agreement problem, i.e., reaching an agreement between
constraint, includes variables from all PEVs. agents on a common value which satisfies the following
o N global restriction

B. Optimality Conditions ,

The Lagrangian function for the aforementioned optimiza- 9(z) = Z di(z) =7 (16)
tion problem is given by ! ’

j=1
£ = L'-¢c;-L+ey-L where, d;(.) is a certain real-valued function. This global
T constraint is also subject to local constraints of each tagen
A L+ Z Xv j, €.9., upper and lower bounds restricting values of functio
veV
. € d;(.).
iy - (A-xy = by) Note, each agent is only aware of local information, i.e.,

+ul, (z, — Xy) + ulJr -(xy —Typ), (6) its own information and information of neighboring agents



(25). In fact, ©2; is a preassigned set which defines thiclude the variables associated with PEVat iteration k,

interaction structure between agegrand the rest of the agents.i.e., X, (k) = [xy, Ly, fho, Ap]-

Under broad assumptions afy(.) and the communication The Lagrange multipliers,, are updated according to

graph, an iterativeonsensus+innovation type algorithm could

be utilized to find a distributed solution for the discussed

restricted agreement-type problem (for more details [s8p.[2 Aok +1) = Au(k) = B ( Z (A (k) )\w(k))>
In the iterative process of theonsensust+innovation algo- Lo (k)

rithm each agent holds and updates a local copy af each — (”— — xv(k)) , a7)

iterationk, denoted byz; (k). The update of the local copy of v

the common variable follows the format below, where «, [ > 0 are tuning parameters. The first term

preserves the coupling between the Lagrange multipliers,
} o . while ensuring that\s are reachingonsensus. The second

zlk+1) = 2(k) =B Z (2 (k) = 2w (k) term, referred to agnnovation, reflects the accuracy of PEV

weER,

Q; . . . .
e v's estimation of the total load). The update makes intuitive

- g (Zj —dj), sense, e.g., if PEW's consumption %,) is more than its
R estimated share of overall consumptidi, (k)/V), then the

Here §;, and o, are tuning parameters. Als@,; is the esti- innovation term results in an increase in the valua dfc+1).
mation of ageny of the global commitment. This estimationConsequently, using_(1.8) to upddtg, PEV v’s estimation of
will be updated in each iteration based on the newly updatederall load increases in the next iteration.
local information (This will be discussed in extensive dstim Knowing the value of the Lagrange multipliex,, PEV v
the next section). Finally, theonsensus+innovation iterative  could update its estimation of the total lodk,] by carrying
procedure ensures that the updated local function liesen tbut the following update,
predefined feasible region af(.),

1 0L
~ L,(k+1) = P|L,(k)— —=——
& = P[4,z ()] 41 = P L) - g ] 00
whereP[.] denotes the projection operator onto the feasible - P {M} , (18)
space imposed by local constraints. 2c1 [0,00)

Typical conditions that ensure convergence, igtk) — 2 wherelP is the projection operator which projects the updated

as[zlﬂs):ﬁ oo for all j with z satisfying {IF) are as follows (Seevalue Qf Lv_ into the feasible space, i.€0, o?). Note, L, is
) o the estimation of agent of the global PEVs’ load. Also, our
1) The local functionsi;(.)s are sufficiently regular. update structure requires all the agents (PEVs) to know cost
2) The inter-agent communication graph is connected. fnction parameters, which is a reasonable assumptioge sin
3) The weight parameters and 5 are positive and satisfy he electricity tariffs are generally predetermined (thsed
the following conditions: to be communicated once in advance and not in real-time).

« The sequences;, and ;. are decaying, i.e., d— The PEV’s charging schedules are updated according to
o, ak—>0,/8k—>0.

« The weights are persistent, i.e., xo(k+1) =P |x, (k) — 6’€3 81()k) (19)
*v [z, To]
ap = Bk = OQ.
22 P x, () — b (M) + AT - (B)] .

« The innovation excitation decays at a faster rate thavith ¢, > 0 being another tuning parameter. The projection
the consensus tuning parameter, i®,/a;, — oo operator in this case projects, onto the feasible space
ask — oo. determined byz,,%,]. In other words, ifx, violates any of

Moreover, theconsensus+innovation approach has been showrfh€ boundsP sets the updated value equal to that bound. The
to be resilient against data packet drops, random commutfioovationterm mclud_eskv a_nduv. This maI_<es intuitive sense
cation link failure and noisy information. Robustness of thP€cause whenevex,, i.e., price of energy, increases, PE¥
consensus+innovation approach in the context of distributedcoOnsumption X,) decreases. Also, the presence,of leads

energy management is discussed[inl [20]. to proper adjustment aof, to fulfill (L0).
The update[(19) does not take into account. and ., —

o in (@), since these multipliers do not appear in any other
B. Distributed Updates constraint and the projection operator ensures the féigibi
In CZ — PEVCC, each PEV charging station is requiredf the achieved update.
to exchange information with all of its physically connatte The update fon, is given by
neighboring charging stations at each iteration. In ouppsed P
approach, each PEV updates the variables,, L., 1, and o (k+1) P | (k) + o= (20)
Ay, Which are directly associated with PEV. We denote O (K) [0,00)
the iteration counter by: and the iterates b, (k), which P [0 (k) + vk (A %0 (k) = bu)]jg,00) -



TABLE |

PSEUDO CODE FOR THECZ — PEVCC ALGORITHM of charge 0.2, and battery size of either 16kWh or 24kWh.
nitialize Tuning parameters T_he driying patte_rn informati_on is obtained fr_om a trangpor
Initialize variables\y, Ly, X, fto simulation for Switzerland, with the tool MATSImM [30]. Thes

While convergence criteria is not satisfied patterns are then translated iritp [26]. Thereforeb, repre-
for i=1:number of agents he drivi . ificati armnd
Update, using (12) sents the Iriving pattern, e.g., trips specificationsyaktn
UpdateL,, using (13) departure times, of PEV.
Updatex, using (14) Also, the load profile used in the simulation represents a
Jpdatei, using (15) typical winter load in the city of Zurich. It should b
Communicate),, to neighboring agentg yp|ca winter oa_ _'n € City 0. L!”C - It shou € men-
end tioned that the original load profile is scaled so that thaltot
end measurerelop; andreljoad PEV charging demand constitutes 10% of total demand. The

optimization time horizon is one day, divided into 15 mirgite
time intervals. Thereforex, € R%*!, wherex! represents

with v > 0 being a tuning parameter. This update usetg.e charging of PEW at the end of first time interval (15

. ) T minutes). Also, the communication graph is considered as a
the _|_n(_equal|ty [(ID). The _prOJectlo_n _operat@r ensures the path graph, i.e., each PEV exchanges information with two
positivity of the Lagrangian multipliers:s by setting the

1o (Fk + 1) equal to zero if the updat&R0) results in negativréelghbonng PEVs, except for the PEVs at the ends of the

values. Assuming that the current value far satisfies [(ID), pgth which only communicate with one neighboring PEV, see
. . , Fig. .

our proposed update yields a decreasing valueufowith a

minimum value of zero due to the projection into the feasible

space, i.e4, > 0. If Ax,(k) > b,, then the value fop, may g Convergence Measurements

increase which will adjusk, accordingly in the next update
iteration (using[{I0)). In order to evaluate the performance of @lif — PEVCC

The pseudo code for th&Z — PEVCC is given in Tabldll. approach, two measures are introduced in this paper. The

The stopping condition can be defined based on some udgfative distance of the objective function from the optima
defined criterion, e.g., the measurementdf,,; andreljaq value over the iterations is considered as the first measure,

defined in Section V=B, is simply for the sake of performance If — £

analysis. AlsoCZ — PEVCC only requires agents to exchange relopj = e (21)

A, during the course of iterations, which is not sensitive

information. here f* is the optimal objective function value calculated by

It should be noted that all of the updates are purposedplving the centralized coordinated PEV charging problem.
using the variables from the previous iteration which facilThe value of f* is obtained from solving the centralized
tates a parallel computation of all of the updates. The lserjaroblem using the optimization package Tomlab in MATLAB
implementation improves convergence speed in terms of @@vironment.
number of iterations times but since the updates have to beéMoreover, the second measure determines the relative dis-
done after each other the computation time per agent mtatce of the total load at each iteration from the optimal
likely increases. value of overall PEV load calculated by solving the centrdi

Finally, CT — PEVCC is a fully distributed algorithm, i.e., problem ),
each PEV is represented with one agent, and requires each

agent to perform computations at each iteration. However, ‘Z;‘F:lz}f:lej - ?:1 L+
distributedness, i.e., the number of PEVs that are coreider relipaq = ZT Lo (22)
by a single agent, i6dZ — PEVCC could be defined based on t=1

the needs and characteristics of the agents. In this ref@ad,
discusses the possibility of clustering entities to formagent. 5
Moreover, it presents aasynchronous update scheme which
could be used for multilevel implementation of a distrilalite
algorithm. In a nutshell, as the number of agents decretses, 300
communication needs reduce while the computational burd
of each agent increases. 250

>
>
<

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS 200

In this section, we provide a proof of concept by carryin

out simulations. 150- 7

—Rerefernce load (without EV))
—Total load

A. Smulation Setup 0 5 0w E 20

We simulate a fleet o/ = 100 vehicles, with maximum
charging power 11kW, charging efficiency 0.9, minimum stafég. 2. Total load profiles for the full 24h horizon.
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Fig. 4. Relative distance from objective function.
Fig. 3. Daily charging load of each PEV.

C. Smulation Results

The resulting load profile is depicted in Fi§gl 2. Mos s
charging demand is scheduled during the low-load hours
the night which contributes to valley-filling. Also, changi ¢
partially takes place during the shoulder hours, i.e., theré 10
between the daily peaks. This further indicates that ineghe
hours demand is not flexible enough to be shifted complete
to the valley hours. Moreover, PEV demand merely has 1°

1 1 1 1 ! ! 1 ! !
0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600 1800 2000

negligible impact on the daily peak. lterations

Fig. 5. Relative distance from optimal load.
D. Convergence

Figure[3 shows the evolution of the total daily charging V. CONCLUSION
load for 10 selected PEVs over 2000 iterations. Note, the
oscillations could be prevented by reducing some of thenyini
parameters, although this might lead to a larger number
iterations until convergence. Moreover, Fighk. 4 Bhd 5 fitate

In this paper, we have proposed a fully distributesh-
sustinnovation-based approach to solve the PEV’s coor-
inated charging problem, i.e., charging schedules arer-det
the two introduced convergence measures, beloy; and mined suc’h that the.cost to supply demand is_ minimized while
relioaq, Over the course of iterations with the values bein ach_PEVs constraints are fuIﬂIIed._Th_e main feature; ef th
0.0028 and 0.0056 after 2000 iterations. Igorithm are that it enable_s a fully distributed mplemﬂ@n
Note, each iteration of'Z — PEVCC is computationally down to the PEV level without the need for a coordinator.

inexpensive since it only requires evaluation of aIgebraE:aCh PEV has to update/evaluate simple functions over the

functions which could be done in parallel. In the above figureCourse of iterations while information exchange is retdc

each iteration only corresponds to variables updates dicgpr to Icomrpumcatmg tfd La}grange rﬂu:ggl\ller, V.Vht'Chf d(_afmes 'ttTwe
to updates [(17)=(20). The depicted intermediate values ggue of consumption from eac point of VIew, wi

not necessarily constitute a feasible solution for the RE/- _nelghbo_nng agents._ I_n particular, there S no need to share
problem information about driving patterns or charging scheduéso,
. T the communication graph could be defined arbitrarily as long
By adding only one more communication link, and turn the ~. " o .
o : . as it is connected. Moreover, our distributed algorithmidou
communication topology into a ring, thees.,; and resqp;

after 2000 iterations decrease to 0.0012 and 0.0046, res %%Slly capture individual cost functions for the PEVS, e.g.

. . : S attery degradation costs and drivers utility as a functibn
tively. Note, adding this extra communication link decesas , :

. o . attery’s SOC. The algorithm has been tested on a fleet of 100
the diameter of communication graph approximately by hal

hence, increases the speed of information spread across tﬁé/s showing that it converges to the overall optimal sofuti

agents. Therefore, the convergence of algorithm improves.
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