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Abstract—The concept of plug-in electric vehicles (PEV) are

gaining increasing popularity in recent years, due to the gowing
societal awareness of reducing greenhouse gas (GHG) emisss,
and gaining independence on foreign oil or petroleum. Large
scale deployment of PEVs currently faces many challenges.n@
particular concern is that the PEV charging can potentially cause
significant impacts on the existing power distribution sysem, due
to the increase in peak load. As such, this work tries to mitigte
the impacts of PEV charging by proposing a decentralized snta
PEV charging algorithm to minimize the distribution system load
variance, so that a ‘flat’ total load profile can be obtained. The
charging algorithm is myopic, in that it controls the PEV charging
processes in each time slot based entirely on the current paw
system states, without knowledge about future system dynaigs.
We provide theoretical guarantees on the asymptotic optimlity
of the proposed charging algorithm. Thus, compared to other
forecast based smart charging approaches in the literaturethe
charging algorithm not only achieves optimality asymptottally in
an on-line, and decentralized manner, but also is robust agast
various uncertainties in the power system, such as random RPE
driving patterns and distributed generation (DG) with highly
intermittent renewable energy sources.

Index Terms—Distribution systems, smart charging, on-line
algorithm, plug-in electric vehicle, minimum load variance, smart
grids.

NOMENCLATURE
Ai(n) Energy consumption of PEY at time slotn.
Anax Maximum energy consumption of PEVdur-

ing a time slot.
C; Charging reference offset for PEV
f(d) Daily average charging cost for day
frmax Maximum charging cost in a time slot.
N Number of customers in the system.

Daily average of the total net load for day
Indicator function of whether PEV is avail-
able for charging at time slot.

1(d)
xi(n)

I. INTRODUCTION

HE growing societal awareness of environmental issues,

as well as ongoing concerns about reducing the depen-
dence on foreign oil or petroleum, have made the concept
of plug-in electric vehicles (PEV) very popular during the
past few years |1]. PEVs, such as electric vehicles (EV) and
plug-in hybrid electric vehicles (PHEV), can contribute to
resolving these energy security issues by reducing thengree
house gas (GHG) emissions and petroleum consumption in the
transportation sector. Currently, large-scale implerigon of
PEVs in the near future is being planned. For example, the
present US administration has planned 1 million PHEVs by
2015. Realizing the critical role of PEV in the auto industry
many automakers, such as Toyota, Nissan, GM, BYD, Fisker
and Tesla are planning to produce dozens of types of PEVs
[1], with many coming out starting by 2012.

It has been widely recognized that high penetration level
of PEVs will cause significant impacts on the existing power
system, in particular at the distribution level [2].] [3].][4
51, [6], [7], [B], [B]. Without proper coordination, it wil
be very likely that most of these PEVs will start charging
during the overall peak load periad [2], causing severe dran
congestions and voltage problems. Some studies([6], [8 hav
shown that the existing distribution system infrastruetoray
only support a very low PEV penetration level (suchl8%)
without grid operation procedure changes or additionad gri
infrastructure investments. On the other hand, studies a0
shown the promising result of mitigating the impact of PEV

Total net base load observed by the substati@harging bycoordinated chargingwhich can effectively shifts

at time slotr, which may include the output the PEV load to the off-peak period. For example, it has been

P;(n) Charging power of PEV at time slotn.
pax Maximum charging power of PEV.
Snet(n)

of distributed generators agegativeload.
Shaax Maximum total net base load in a time slot.
At Length of a time slot.
T Number of time slots for one day.
U;(n) Energy queue length of PE¥at time slotn.
Uref(n)

gregator at time slot.
B Weight of the charging cost.
i Charging efficiency of PEV.
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shown that coordinated charging can achieve ar@ifitl PEV
penetration level in certain existing distribution syste[f].
Thus, itis crucial to design effective coordinated PEV ¢jivay
algorithms for large-scale deployment of PEVs in the curren
power system, in order to achieve efficient grid operatian, a

PEV charging reference signal set by the agwell as bypassing or deferring the costly grid infrastruetu

investment. In other words, the existing ‘cyber’ infrastiure
may be used to resume the ‘physical’ infrastructure in the
power cyber-physical system (CPS).

This work contributes to the integration of the PEV into
the power system by proposing an on-line smart charging
algorithm. The algorithm tries to minimize the distributio
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system load variance The reason that such an objectivenost of them are solved in a centralized manner [4], [6],

function is chosen is as follows. Firstly, the minimum loagl2], [20], [21], assuming sufficient accuracy on day-ahead

variance objective function can achieve a perfect ‘valleyredictions about the stochastic dynamics in the poweesyst

filling’ charging profile, in the sense that at the optimalusol The real-time, decentralized charging issues are addtdsse

tion, the total load profile is as flat as it can possibly [b€ [10yery few works, such a5 [22], [23], where it is very challergi

[11]. This implies that the PEV charging load can be effidientto obtain performance guarantees. Note that the forecastlba

‘spread’ among the off-peak periods, which may help achieatgorithms are vulnerable to the prediction errors. Inipalar,

a higher PEV integration level in the existing power systam, they may face significant performance degradation as the

well as lowering the distribution system loss[[12], as corada current distribution system gradually evolves into theufat

to the other smart charging algorithms, in particular thesonsmart distribution systeni24], where large-scale integration

based on electricity price [6]/_[13]. In the latter case, st iof distributed generation with intermittent renewable rees

possible that a new ‘PEV charging peak’ can form duringan result in highly uncertain stochastic dynamics, whigh a

the midnight, as many PEVs start charging simultaneously, laard to predict from one day ahead. On the other hand, the

triggered by low electricity price. Secondly, the minimumadl proposed PEV charging algorithm in this paper does not suffe

variance formulation is convex, and therefore can be solvédm such performance loss, as the PEV charging decisions

exactly and quickly. Lastly, the proposed objective fuoistis are determined completely in real time, where power system

very flexible, which can also be used for other applicationstates can be observed with very good accuracy. Thus, the

such as unidirectional vehicle-to-grid (V2G) ancillaryxdees.  proposed PEV charging algorithm can achieve hagtimality

This can be done by ‘modulating’ the base load according &md robustnessn an on-line, decentralized manner.

external regulation signals. The details will be discudseer The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section

in this paper. M we introduce the model and formulate the optimal PEV
As the main contribution of this work, this paper proposesharing problem. Sectidn]Il proposes and analyzes thenapti

an on-line decentralizedalgorithm to solve the minimum PEV charging algorithm, and Sectién]lV demonstrates the

load variance PEV charging problem. The charging algorithsimulation results. Finally, Sectidnl V concludes this pape

is easy to implement. In each time slot, ‘binary’ charging

decisions (charge or not charge) are maaoeally by each II. ASSUMPTIONS ANDMODELING

vehicle after comparing its battery’s state of charge (SoC) . . .

which is the available percentage of the battery capacity,n this section, we introduce the system model and formu-

to a charging reference signal set by an aggregator, whi@i¢ the minimum load variance PEV charging problem.

is owned by the utility. The charging reference is carefully

chosen, based entirely on theurrent statesof the power A. Battery State Model

system, such as the SoC values of the plugged-in PEVs, th

output of distributed generation (DG), the household baﬁ?e length of each time slot matches the typical sampling and

Iohads,_ as er" as exte_rnall r_egulr?tlon slgnals. Idn_lpartrf_mlh_]a operation time scale of the PEV aggregation unit. For exampl
charging reference signal 1S chosen to greedily optimizes, sampling rate of the distribution system load can be on

function of the C‘”Te”t system §tate, maximizing- a batte 15-min time basis_ [4]. The PEV aggregator is assumed to
energy queue weighted: charging power, penalized by % owned by a utility company, which is concerned about

. . . . %‘btential grid problems with PEV charging. Thus, the goal
surprisingly, we will show that such myopiccharging algo- of the PEV aggregator is to achieve on-line, decentralized
rithm achieveshe same asymptotic performance as Compar%%ordination of PEV charging, so as to minirr;ize its impact
to any optimal scheduling algorithm with perfect one-dagn the distribution system. '
ahead forecast of all uncertain parametets other words,

. : T DenoteT as the total number of time slots for each day. We
our algorithm achieves the same optimality as compared é.i

% discrete-time system is considered in this paper, where

. ) s sume that there arg€ customers in the power system, and
cohr_llv e(r;tlonal_aplﬁ) roaghe_s, Suﬁ h as dy“a”_“c plrogramlrnmg [ noteSpe(n) as the totainet base loadas observed by the
while dramatically re ucing the corr_lputat_lona complexity éygregator during time slat, which may include the output
fact, the proposed_ charging glgorlth_m IS closely relate.d ower from distributed generation aggative loads
the celebrated optimamax-weightpolicy in the stochastic
control literature([[15],[[16]. Such max-weight type aldbms Snet(n) = Spasdn) — Spa(n) (1)
are intimately related to the stochastic sub-gradientrélyo o
[16] and dynamic programming[15], and has found numeroM‘éf‘ereSl;asea”dSDG are the total base load and total distributed
successes in diverse areas such as computer networks [#¢fi€ration, respectively. Denoté(n) as the ‘energy queue
wireless networks [18],T19] and power transmission systel@ngth’ at PEV: at the beginning of time slot, which is the
[15]. In this paper, we extend the application of the max@mount of energy that needs to be charged to refill the battery
weight algorithm to the PEV charging problem in the powe?f PEV i. That is,
distribution system, and prove the optimglity results. Ui(n) = (1 — SoCy(n)) x Cap, )

The smart PEV charging is an emerging area of research,
which has been subject to continuing investigations. WhilehereSoC; andCap, are the state of charge and capacity of
there are many algorithms addressing smart PEV chargiREV i's battery, respectively. Thus, the queueing dynamics of



the U;(n) can be expressed as the following: variables{x;(n)}, {Ai(n)} are stochastic processes$n the
literature, such randomness is treated either as detestigini
Ui(n) = Ui(n — 1) = miPi(n) At + 4;(n) ®) [13], or by stochastic programming methods [4], which regui
In above’Pi(n) is the Charging power of PEY during time the knOWIedge of the jOint probablllty distribution of celated
slot n, At is the slot length, and); is the battery charging random variables.
efficiency of the PEVi, which depends on the PEV charger One obstacle in achieving completely myopic, real-time

and battery types. It is assumed that PEV charging is that the minimum load variance [in (@)-(9)
, . requires knowledge of the average lgadwhich is a function
0<P(n) < P™,1<i<N (4)  of PEV loads during the whole day. On the other hand, such

\Average load information is not needed to solNe [6)-(9), @s w
ghow in the following theorem:
Theorem 1:Consider the following optimization problem:

where P™?* depends on the charging circuit rating for PE
1. For example, for the standard 120-V/16-A wall outlet, th
maximum charging power is 1.92kW. One technical issue

is that the ‘energy queue length’ cannot be negative, which 1 Z N
implies that {]gl(in)} f=% > (Snen) + > Pi(n))? (11)
o n=1 i=1
niPi(n)At <Ui(n —1),1 <i <N (6) st. @,6),@
This simply specifies that a battery will not further charg@ny optimal solution of [(TlL) is also optimal forl(6)3(9).
once it is full. A;(n) is the randomenergy consumption of Proof: See AppendikXA. -

the PEV during time slot. Bidirectional V2G applications are Thus, in order to solve the original minimum variance PEV
not considered in this paper, and will be addressed in fUtU(Eﬁarging problem, it is sufficient to solVE {11) instead, ebhi
research. In this paper, the energy consumptipn) can be does not include the average loadand therefore allows easy
only caused by theandomPEV driving activity [9] at time jmplementation of myopic algorithms. Throughout of thetres
slotn, during which the vehicle is not able to draw power frongs the paper, we will directly focus on solving{11), bearing
the distribution system. Such charging availability isnf@ily  yind that the original probleni(6)3(9) is also solved, aciag
described byy;(n), which is an indicator function of whethery TheorenfL.

PEV i is plugged into the power grid at time slot i.e., | the literature, most smart charging algorithris [4], [6],
xi(n) = 1if PEV i is plugged into the power grid at time[10), [12] solve the optimization probleni{i1) directly,-as
slot n, other_vwsexi(n) = 0. Thus, we haveP;(n) = 0 if gyming that all the random variablé$re(n)}, {Ai(n)} and
xi(n) = 0, since the PEV can not draw any power from the, )1 (or their joint probability distribution) are known.

grid when it is not plugged into the power grid. Thus, the performance of these algorithms depends cryciall
on the prediction accuracy of these parameters, requiring
B. Minimum Load Variance PEV Charging knowledge of automotive driving patterns and base loads.

-\{Vhile the former is clearly unrealistic, even loads may be

ini- ) .

a{g}predlctable, if the system has a large number of small-

o§9é1le distributed generators, which can use highly intiemnti
renewable energy sources, such as wind and solar. Predictio

. N errors can cause substantial performance loss in thesgichar

) 1 9 algorithms. As an alternative approach, in this paper, we

(P} f= T Z;(S”et(”) TH Z; Pi(n)) ©6) propose a myopic PEV charging algorithm to solve (11), which

i = can achieve the optimal charging cost asymptotically, eith

st @.@.0 (7) suffering from day-ahead prediction errors.

This paper focuses on coordinated PEV charging to m
mize the total load variance as seen by the PEV aggreg
The optimal coordinated PEV charging problem can be fi
mulated as follows:

,Vi,n (8)

P;(n) =0if xi(n 0
1 <N ()] [1l. DECENTRALIZED SMART PEV CHARGING

Ui(T) = Ui(0),

In above, the cost functiori in () corresponds to the total In this section, we describe and analyze the performance of

)=
<i

load variance as seen by the PEV aggregator, where the on-line decentralized PEV charging algorithm.
e al Ai(n)
== E E SRR A. Decentralized PEV Chargin
H T n:1(5n8t(n) + =1 nzAt ) (10) g g

The algorithm is shown in Algorithill 1. According to the
is the average total load during one day. The constraint atgorithm, the charging decisions are made by each vehicle
(@) essentially requires that all PEV energy consumptiofecally by comparing its battery ‘energy queue length’ (or
during the day should be met by the PEV charging schedulkeguivalently, its SoC) to a charging reference set by the
{P;(n)}. Note that our formulation has the same objectivaggregator. Figl]1 illustrates such local charging pross
function as the minimum load variance formulation in[12]a PEV in the power system. In this way, the PEV charging
with more detailed modeling of the battery states and PEXocesses are properly coordinated, so that the PEVs with
driving processes as il(3) and (8). Further, note that bdilgher ‘charging pressureU;(n — 1) (equivalently, lower
sequences of the net base ldee(n)} and the PEV driving SoC) can be served first. Further, compared to the centralize



Algorithm 1 On-line Decentralized PEV Charging

1: Initialization: At the beginning of each time slot, the . Charging Process at Vehicle 1
controller of each plugged-in PEV initializes its chargin ] Quene Length
power P; < 0, and the aggregator initializes the globa 8- T ‘_‘e‘l':es'_“"dp )
. DIt DT argini ower
charging reference as follows: i Eh g 1
Uret < (Unet™ + Uyai™) /2 12)

where UZi" and UZ* are lower and upper bounds,
respectively, which are selected based on historical dat

2: Each vehicle controller updates its charging power:

_ 0 Ui(n -1 < Uref/(niAt) - C;
Pi = { prax otherwise (13)

whereC; is a properly chosen constant depending on tt Time (h)
charging service contract of PEV
3: Each vehicle controller submits the intended charging

power P; to the aggregator, which setga** <— Uler if Fig. 1. lllustration of the decentralized charging profifeactypical PEV.
N
Uret > 23(Shet(n) + Z P) (14)
i=1 B. Discussions on the Charging Algorithm

Otherwise, it setd/if" « Urer. 3 is @ properly chosen 1) |ntuition behind the Algorithm:Note that at the con-
constant to achieve a trade-off between refilling the bajsrgence, the charging reference can be writteri/as =
teries quickly and minimizing the charging cost. 28(Snet(n) + SN, P;). Thus, intuitively, during the peak
4: The charging referencEles is broadcast to each vehicleperiog, the aggregator will set a high charging referefige
controller. If |Ug™ — Urer™| < &', stop. Otherwise go 0 5o that the PEVs with low battery ‘energy queue length’
Step 2. (correspondingly, high SoC) will not charge. Similarly,r fo
the off-peak period, the aggregator will set a low charging
referencelief, SO that the PEVs will ‘fill the valley’. Such an

charging scheduling approaches, the algorithm is also Iqaﬁ%proa(:h can be easily used to absorb generations withyhighl
) . . ’ . ermittent renewable sources, by treating them as ati
intrusive since the PEVs are the decision makers, and are y 9 ney

only required to submit their charging powé®,} to the 46ads inShet(n). Note that it is also possible to ‘modulate’ the

. . < net base loadbne(n) according to certain external regulation
aggregatc_)r. Note that nenherthe_chargmg deC|S|or(Cht_3 signals, in ordneert(to) achieve 326 ancillary services.gDethiI
the charging referenc[é,ef gpdat_e is done in an a}d hoc fQSh'ondiscussions on the specific methods, on the other hand, is out
In fact, we will show the iterative procedures in Algorithm ]bf the scope of this paper
solve a generahzed ma>.<-we|ght optimization problem. 2) Generalized Max-Weight PolicyAnther way to interpret

Theorem 2:In each time slotn, the charging POWer o5 q0rithm is to inspect the optimization iR 115). Note
{Pi(n)} computed by AlgorithniLIl solves the following opti-5¢ the objective function i {15) has two parts: the ‘egerg
mization problem: queue length weighted charging’ te(iti; (n—1)+C;)n; P, At,

and the ‘charging cost’ ternfSne(n) + > ;_, P;)?, which

N N ) is weighted by parameteg?. The first term is related to the
max (Ui(n — 1) + Ci)ni PAL = B(Snel(n) + > P;) ‘stability’ requirement of the energy queués’;(n)}, which

=1 , =1 encourages the PEVs to charge at high power, in particular
St 0SSP <P™ 1<i<N the ones with low SoC. On the other hand, the PEV charging

PnAt<U;(n—1),1<i<N is also penalized by the second quadratic term, which is the

P,=0if xi(n)=0,1<i<N (15) instantaneous charging cost at time siotso as to prevent

grid problems due to aggressive PEV charging. Finally, by
. adjusting the parametgr, one can achieve a trade-off between
For the case that the battery of PEVis fully charged in g ickly charging the PEV batteries (maximizing the firstigr

the middle of a time slotf;(n) is interpreted as the ‘averageyng achieving minimum charging cost (minimizing the second

charging powerP;(n) = Ui(n — 1)/ (n;At) for that particular o) The effect of3 will be illustrated in case studies.
time slot. Note that3 needs to be chosen by the aggregator carefully,
Proof: See AppendiXB. B according to system specifications and historical data.

We will continue with the above analysis in Section 1lI-C 3) On-Off Charging: Algorithm [J has an interesting ‘on-
and present performance guarantees of Algorifhm 1. Befas#’ charging property. That is, each PEV either charges at
that, we will discuss the intuition behind the algorithmgdanthe maximum power, or do not charge at all. This can be seen
its key properties. from the algorithm specification ih_(IL3), as well as in Fij. 1.



and the following average energy queue lengths:

Urer Urer
™ DT N

i Aggregator  peeseeceeseeeee ; . 1 (B2+ B3)(T +1)
i i lim sup — i(n) <
| | o By 2 2, i) <

b &Jrﬂfmax—z]v:c- (18)

€ € i=1 Z
" v P Py v where the constants are defined as followg»** =
max N max J— N J—

PEV 1 s PEVi s PEV N (Snet + Zi:l ‘PZ )2’ Bl - Zi:l(ci + Kl)K“ 32 -

SN K, By = SN K2, and the constantk; =
max (AP, n; PPA*At).
Proof: See AppendiXC. [ |

From the above theorem, it is clear that, by properly
adjusting the parametes, the long term average charging
cost can be made arbitrarily close to the optimal, with an
optimality gap on an order oO(1/3), as shown in[(17),
Thus, compared to the smart charging algorithms, whichsadjivhile the average queue lengths grow(§5), as shown in
charging powers continuously, the on-line decentralizey P (I8). The asymptotic bound provided by the above analysis
charging simplifies PEV charging circuit design. Similapgy iS not tight in general. On the other hand, it is possible to
‘on-off’ charging profiles are also considered in[25]. provide tighter guarantees, by assuming specific prolsabili

4) Communication StructuréeThe communication structure distributions on the stochastic processes, such as PEingriv
for the algorithm is shown in Fig[]2. According to thisPatterns, base Iogd,_and renewable generation. Such a mo_del
structure, the vehicle controllers directly communicatghw dependent analysis is out of the scope of this paper, and will
the aggregator, perhaps through extra intermediate lefelsP® addressed in future research.
aggregation[[6]. There is no direct communication betweenWhile this section showed the theoretical optimality of the
the PEVs. Further, the aggregator only needs a scalar, panficentralized PEV charging algorithm, in the next section,
the aggregated PEV |05(dle:1 P;), and broadcast back theWe demonstrate its performance in simulation to illustthie
charging referencé, to the PEVs. Therefore, the proposed©nt:
scheme requires low communication capability, and is easy f
real-time implementation. IV. CASE STuDY

Fig. 2. The communication structure of the decentralized/ RBarging
algorithm.

In this section, we test the performance of the proposed

C. Performance Guarantees algorithm, and compare it against other prediction based

This section continues with the analysis of TheorEm algorithms. The simulations are don_e on IEEE 37-bus system
and demonstrates the asymptotic optimality of the propos@@d EEE 123-bus system__[26], with MATLAB on a Xeon
PEV charging algorithm, by comparing it against the optim3$3460 CPU with 8GB of RAM.
solution of [11) over a long time period. As a minor technical
assumption, we assume that the PEV energy consumptignsSimulation Setup
{A;(n)} are strictly feasible in the sense that there is a

1) Base Load:The test systems are assumed to be residen-
charging schedule, which satisfié$ (4), (8), and that ) y

tial distribution systems. Both systems use the same holgeh

T T base load curve, which is chosen according to the typical

Z Pi(n)niAt > Z Ai(n) +el,1<i< N (16) southern California residential load from the SCE web&i#,[

n=1 n=1 with proper scaling to match the national average household
for a small constart > 0. This simply means that the durationload of 1.3kW [28]. Fig[ B shows the daily curve of total base
that a PEV is plugged into the distribution system is ‘mor®ad used for the simulation with the IEEE 37-bus system.
than just enough’ to refill its daily energy consumption. Wéhe IEEE 123-bus system uses a properly scaled curve with
are interested in the performance of the algorithm over imger the same shape. For day-ahead prediction based PEV charging
of D days, and denot¢*(d) as the optimal cost of (11) for algorithms, we assume that they use forecast profiles such as

the d-th day. We have the following theorem: the one in Fig[B. Note that the shaded region corresponds to
Theorem 3:Algorithm[d achieves the following asymptoticthe 10% mean average percentage error bounds, so that the
average charging cost: errors of the forecast curve in Figl 3 are within% of the
T N actual load. For simplicity of comparison, we do not explyci
. 1 model DG in this simulation. But we want to emphasize that
1 — P S 2 < . ; :
lén_ilop DT Z(Z (1) + Shedn)) the prediction error will grow larger as the DG penetration

n=1 i=1

1 2 B BT + 1 level increases. Finally, the number of households coedect
lim sup D Zf*(d) + 2L Bs(T +1) (17) to each bus will depend on the test feeder specification for
d=1

+ . . .
D—o0 B 23 each simulation scenario.



Base Load Profile 30% Penetration, IEEE 37 Bus
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Fig. 3. Base load profile used in the simulation with IEEE 38 bystem.
Fig. 4. The total system loads with 30% PEV penetration inlEt€E 37-bus

system.
TABLE |
VEHICLE FACTS
Parameter Value 50% Penetration, IEEE 37 Bus
Battery Capacity 16 kWh as” T T T T T T = _
Energy Usage per 100 miles 34 kWh i ¢ Static Optimal
Charging Rate (120 V, 16 A) 1.92 kw I Static Suboptimal
Average Daily Commute Distance 25 miles Al On-line Decentralized
Daily Consumption 8.75 kWh Vv _Baseload
Charging Efficiency 0.90 = =
2 35}
£
g
] |
2) PEV SpecificationsThe PEV specifications and driving 5
patterns are summarized in Table I, which are obtained frc |
typical PEV specifications [29] and the national transpamta
survey [30]. The daily consumption of 8.75kWh in Table I i N N !
. . . . N /
obtained from the 25 miles average daily commute distan . A
and the PEV consumption rate of 34 kWh/100 miles. Tt o712 m L ?h; 5 7 9 11 13
ime

average number of registered vehicle is assumed to be 1.8 ...

hou_sehold [30]. In the si_mulation, Th_e PEVs will be randoml¥ig. 5. The total system loads with 50%

assigned among all vehicles, according to the PEV penetratystem.

level. The random PEV driving pattern in this simulation is

based on the national transportation survey [30]. A PEV is

assumed to leave home at 7am, with zero-mean Guassian offset

with standard deviation of 1 hour. Similarly, a PEV arrive8-0205, andC; = 577 for each vehicle, whereas for the 50%

home at 5pm, with zero-mean Gaussian offset with standd@netration casef = 0.0161, andC; = 534 for each vehicle.

deviation of 2 hours. We focus on residential charging is th|n both cases, convergence can be observed after around 20

Simu|ati0n’ and assume that the PEV can 0n|y Charge at holﬁ%ations for each time slot Computation. The maximumltota

after it connects to the grid on returning home. computation time of the on-line algorithm is 0.58 secondaor

24-hour simulation scenario, while 3900 seconds for thicsta
optimizations. Note the dramatic computation performance

B. IEEE 37-Bus System improvement for the case of on-line charging. This is due to
The PEV charging is first simulated in the standard IEE#e fact that each charging schedule is computed usitlg

37-bus test feeder. In this case, the total number of vehiclurrent system statesvhich have much smaller dimension

is 3402. There are three types of smart charing algorithrifn the total state processes. In practice, the time stakch

considered in the simulation: 1) A static optimal charginme slot is on the order of minutes. Thus, the computatiah an

algorithm which solves[{11), witiperfectknowledge of the communication requirement of the on-line charging algonit

day-ahead values of all randomness; 2) A static suboptinfan be easily satisfied. The results of total loads are shown i

charging algorithm, which solveS {[11) usimgperfect forecast Fig.[4 and Figlb, respectively. We have the following rensark

of day-ahead load curve; and 3) On-line charging proposed byl) Valley Filling: One can easily verify effectiveness of

Algorithm [T in this paper. the minimum load variance formulatiopl (6) by observing that
The charging algorithms are simulated at PEV penetratiom both cases, the static optimal solution achievesedectly

levels of 30% and 50%. For the 30% penetration case; flat total load curve at night. Thus, compared to other smart

PEV penetration inlBteE 37-bus
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Fig. 6. The total system load profile and typical batteryestatofile with  Fig. 7. Sensitivity results of the total load with respectctianges in3 in
30% PEV penetration in the IEEE 37-bus system with prieitizustomers. the IEEE 37-bus system.
Note that all customers in the ‘uniform’ case have the séipe= 577.

5) Effects of3: The parametei3 specifies the trade-off

charaing formulations. the ones based on electricity pifice between charging the PEV batteries, and achieving a small
ging ' Yy P charging cost. To illustrate this, we simulate the 30% pene-

particular, the minimum load variance formulation can dvo'tration case in Figl]7 with — 0.0205,0.0041, and 0.1025,

the additional_ ‘midnight peak’, WhiCh.’ in the extreme caste pectively. One can clearly observe that, whes small, the
may cause similar grid congestion issues as uncoordmaﬁ@é\/ charging is more greedy, as the wéight of the c’harging
charglng.. . . _ cost is smaller. On the other hand, largevill force the total

2) Optimality: The proposed on-line decentralized PEVoad profile to be more flat, by penalizing the PEV charging
charging achieves almost the same total load profile as fh&yer. In practice has to be chosen carefully by the utility,

static optimal,even though the former does not need tgsing system specification and historical data.
know the driving pattern and loads in advandehis further

verifies the theoretical result [d 3. Thus, we can achieve te |EEE 123-Bus System
same performance as the static optimal, with much smalle

. 'We next simulate the PEV charging in IEEE 123-bus test
computational overhead.

feeder, where the total number of vehicles is 4832. In this

3) RobustnessThe day-ahead prediction based algorithmgase, one cannot implement the static optimizations on the
are vulnerable to the forecast errors. This can be cleadyachines specified at the beginning of this section, due to
observed from Figll4 and Fi@l 5, where the forecast basgfb |arge problem size (around 4600 thousand variables). On
solutions can not achieve a flat profile in the presence of the other handhe on-line charging can still be implemented
load forecast error. In fact, we allowed these algorithms g the charging decisions are made only using the current
know the exact driving patterns in advance, which is clearlyystem states, which have much lower dimension (around 4.8
unrealistic. On the other hand, the optimal decentraliteti@> thousand variables). The charging algorithms are simdilate
ing algorithm is not affected by such forecast errors, siticeat PEV penetration levels of 30% and 50%. For the 30%
is an on-line algorithm, which does not rely on forecasts. case,3 = 0.0205,C; = 815, while for the 50% case,

4) Service Differentiation:The constant§C;} are used to 8 = 0.161,C; = 764. In both simulations, convergence can
provide service differentiation among the PEVs, wheregdar be reached after around 20 iterations. The total computatio
C; implies a higher priority for PEV. That is, for two PEVS time of the on-line algorithm is 0.75 second for a 24-hour
andj with the same SoC, if’; > C;, PEVi can start charging simulation scenario. The results of total loads are shown in
sooner than PEY, according to[(113). In order to demonstraté-ig. [ and Fig[ DB, respectively. One can easily observe that,
this effect, we simulate the 30% penetration case with two both cases, the on-line algorithm can achieve a flat load
classes of customers, whel@% customers have high priority, profile. Thus, the on-line algorithm not only achieves the
with C; = 877, and 90% customers have low priority, with optimal charging cost, but also is dramatically computziity
C; = 577. The total loads and battery states are shown in Figfficient, and much easier for implementation in largescal
[6. One can clearly see that the energy queues of both classysgtems, compared to other approaches forecast and static
are ‘stable’. Further, the high priority customers can finisoptimization based approaches.
charging much earlier than the customers with low pricsitie
Note that the values dfC; } have to be chosen carefully by the V. CONCLUSION
utility based on system specification and customers’ choice This paper proposed an on-line decentralized PEV charging
which is out of the scope of this paper. algorithm to minimize the distribution system total loadiva
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§ This, together with the definition gf in (I0) imply that
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n=1 > (Snei(n) + ) Pi(n) (20)
n=1 =1
Therefore, we have
.o T N
F=F =D (Sweln) + Y Pi(n) +p* (21
Time(h) n=1 i=1
. . o =f - (22)
Fig. 8. The total system load under the on-line decentmlegorithm with
30% PEV penetration in the IEEE 123-bus system. where, by [ID). is independent of the choice of schedules.
Thus, the theorem holds. [ |
50% Penetration, IEEE 123 Bus
' ' ' ' : A ‘Onflin‘e Dec;mraliz‘ed APPENDIXB
. vV Baseload ; PROOF OFTHEOREM[Z

Proof: We can formulate the optimization ib_(15) as the
following equivalent problem:

: N

§ max Uzn—l +Cz ZPZAt— 2 23
: (hax ;( (n—=1)+ Ci)n Py (23)

N
subject toy = > P; + Shet(n) (24)

i=1
o 0<P <P 1<i<N (25)
B T T R A N TR PmiAt <Uin—1),1<i<N  (26)
Timet) P,=0if yi(n)=0,1<i<N (27)

Fig. 9. The total system load under the on-line decentrlagorithm with  Thus, one can easily write the dual pr0b|em as
50% PEV penetration in the IEEE 123-bus system.

N

min max Ui(n—1) + C;)n; P,At — By?
Uref {Pl,y} 7,:1( ( ) )n ﬁy

ance. The charging decisions are made locally at each PEV N

based entirely on the power system states in each time slot. +Uret(y — ZR- — Snet(n))
Since driving pattern and load forecasts are not neededsn th i=1

algorithm, the charging performance is robust againsouari  subject to(25), (26) and (27 (28)

uncertainties in the system, as compared to the prediction . N
based static optimization approaches in the literaturehén It can be easily shown thag* = Uter/26. Thus, we can
analysis, asymptotic results about the cost function atttya SiMplify (28) as
level stability are shown. The performance of the proposed N
charging aIgorjthm is further gompared against static smar 1,in max Z(Ui(n )+ Ci— Uret N
charging algorithms by simulation results. Uet {Pi} — niAt
U, 2
+% - UrefSnet(n)
APPENDIXA subject to(25), (26) and (27) (29)
PROOF OFTHEOREM[]

One can immediately see that the decentralized charging in
Proof: It is obvious that any feasible solution ¢f {11) is{I3) corresponds to the inner optimization problem withrgha
also feasible for[{6)(9). Now, it is sufficient to show thhet ing power constrain{{25), and the updateldg; in Step 3 of
two objective functions are different by at most a consthat t Algorithm [ corresponds to standard binary search algwmrith
is independent of choice of charging schedyl&s(n)}. Note over the scalat/; to solve the convex dual problem. ®



APPENDIXC
PROOF OFTHEOREM[3 Proof: Carrying out the procedure in Lemrha 1 ovEr

In this section we prove Theore 3. Define a ‘Lyapunoyime slots, we obtain the following
type functionF'(n) as follows:

T N
N n N ArF(0) < i(n — 1) + Ci)(Ai(n) — 1P, (n) At)
1 T > n
F(n) =5 > (Ui(n) + C)> + B _(Snei(k) + D Pi(k))* i
=1 k=1 =1 T N
The key in proving both cost optimality as well as stability +B3T + 5Z(Snet(n) + ZPi(n))Q (34)
results invoIves analyzing the drift behavior ﬁ’f(n) which n=1 =1

have also been applied in l16] in the context of wirelesge myoplc charging schedulgP;(n)}, which are computed

networks. by Algorithm [, against a static optimal solution df {11)
with perfect knowledge of all stochastic dynamics, which we
A. Cost Optimality denote as{PS‘a‘(n )}. Because Algorithni]l always greedily

following lemma provided a bound on the single slot dr|ft ofs follows:
Lemma 1:The one-slot drift of F(n) can be bounded as
follows:

7F(0)
N
Z (n—1)+ C)(4;(n) — mPiStat(n)At)

HMH

N
N (B1+ B3)T + 8 Z(Snet(n) +Y PSAn))? (35)
< Z(UZ(O) + Ci)(Ai(1) =i Pi(1)At) + Bs n=1 i=1

N The extra termB; = Zf;l(ci + K;)K; is introduced to
12 bound the case where the energy queues are small, so that the
B(Sned1) ;Pz(l)) (30) charging process stops in the middle of a time slot. In such a
a case, we have

Proof: For each PEV;, direct calculation shows that
(Ui(n — 1) + Ci)ni PP%(n) At < (K; + Ci)K; (36)

1
S(Ui(1) + Cy)?
% We next bound the drift in the energy queue lengths. Note that
= —(Ui(0)+ A;(1) = P (1) At + CZ-)2 the energy queue length for each PEWan be written as the
% following:
= 5(U(0) + Ci)* + (Ui(0) + C) (Ai(1) — m: (1) At) n
- wrman? @ Uilm) = Ui0) + )_ (4 mat) G

2
Thus, the following bound holds:

1 2 2
§(Ui(1) +Ci)" = 5 (Ui (0) + Cy) Ui(0) — Kin < Us(n) < Ui(0) + K;n (38)
= (Ui(0) + Ci)(Ai(1) — ;i Pi(1)At)
+5 (A1) — P (1) A

k=1

Thus,U;(n) can be bounded as follows:

N~

which yields the following bound:

1, Ui(n — 1)(Ai(n) — 0 PP (n)At) <

< (Ui0) + Ci)(Ai(1) — mi Pi(1)At) + PR (32) U;(0)(As(n) — i PS(n)AL) + K2(n — 1) (39)
whereK; = max(AP**, n; P**At). The last inequality holds . . L .

because we assume that a PEV can either charge (in garagfslgggmg the above inequality into te135) yields

discharge (on the road) in each time slot, but not both. Thus, AF(0)
the lemma follows after summing up the above inequality T

N T

over N customers and adding the charging cost drift term < stal
B(She(1 )+Z7, , Pi(1))2 u ; (; ))

We next generalize the above boundZtdime slots. T T N

Lemma 2:Under Algorithni1, the firsf-slot drift of F'(n) +B.T+ B n—1) (Snet(n) + Y PS@(p))2
can be bounded as ’ 3;( z:: e Z s

T(T+1 . a Tr'T+1 *
acp©) < BT+ B L ppr @9 @ mry s sy (40)
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where step(a) is becausg P#?{(n)} solves the optimization follows:
(11), and satisfies

ArF(0)
T T N
> (Ai(n) = PP (n)At) = 0 41) < 3 (Wil — 1) + C)(Ai(n) — 1 PE(n) At)
, n;l ) n=1i=1 . v
T Z Shet(n) + Z P®(n = f(1) (42) +B1T + BsT + 8 Z(Snet(n) + Z P(n))?
n=1 n=1 =
Thus, the lemma follows. [ |

(Ui(n — 1) + C;)(Ai(n) — n; P**(n) At)

B
] =

We next extend the above analysis from one daptdays:

3
Il
-
-
Il
A

, , , +BT + BsT + Bf™>T  (45)
Lemma 3:The drift of F(n) over the firstDT time slots

satisfies From [38), the following bound holds:

DT(T +1) ZD: Ui(n — 1) (Ai(n) — i PYn)At) <

AprF(0) < B.DT + By U3 (0) (Ai(n) — 1 PE¥(m) At) + K2(n — 1) (46)

d=1
Plugging the above intd_(#5) and applyingl(16) yields
Proof: This can be simply obtained by summing the
bound in Lemm&l2 oveD days. [] ApF(0)

We are now ready to prove the first part of Theofgm 3.

N T
Proof: (Cost Optimality of AlgorithfilLiccording to the = Z ( Z — 1, P*(n )At))
bound in Lemma&l3, the average cost of the fipsdays under i=1 n=1
Algorithm[d can be bounded as VBT + BgT(T2+ 1) + gy
DT N N
1 ) T(T +1)
o7 n:l(snet(n) + ; Pi(n)) < €T} (U0) + Ci) + By———
1 +BT + BT  (47)
< — 1
<3 57 F(DT)
F(0) + AprF(0) Finally, from (38) the above can be further bounded as
DT ArF(0)
F(0) Bl T+1 1 N T
<) —N" 43
Sor T TPas DI S < =) ) (Uiln) = Kin+ Ci)
a=1 i=1 n=1
Thus, after takingD — oo, the cost optimality claim in[{17) BT+ Bs T(T'+1) + gy
follows. [ ] 2
N T
B T(T +1)
N~ = 5;;(&(@4—@) + By 5
e BT+ By LT D) gmaxy (49
The proof of the second part of Theoréin 3 requires another T+ By 2 +8f (48)

set of lemmas bounding the drift df(n). We start with the
first one theT-slot drift of the functionF'(n). from which the lemma follows.

Lemma 4:Under Algorithni1, the firs-slot drift of F'(n)
can be bounded as

[ |
Similarly, the drift of F(n) over D days can be bounded
by the following lemma.
Lemma 5:The drift of F'(n) over the firstD days can be

T N bounded as follows:
ArF(0 ZZ(Ui(n) + Ci) + BiT DT N
n=1i=1 AprF(0) < =&Y > (Ui(n) + Ci) + B1DT
+(32 I BS)T(T2+ 1) + ﬂfmaxT (44) n=1 1:5T(T N 1) )
+(Bs + Bs)———= + 8D ¥ T (49)

2

Proof: Denote{P®¥n)} as a sequence dfrictly fea-
sible charging schedules, which satisfy ]J(16). Because the Proof: This can be easily verified by applying Lemina 4
charging schedule§P;(n)} by Algorithm[d always greedily D times and summing the bounds. [ |
maximize [I5), we can obtain a similar bound (35) asWe are now ready to prove the second part of Thedrem 3.



see

< F(O) +&+ (BQ+Bg)(T+1) " ﬂf:ax
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