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Abstract—Although electric vehicles are considered a viable the charging requests of EVs to be uploaded to the control

solution to reduce greenhouse gas emissions, their uncoandted
charging could have adverse effects on power system operati.
Nevertheless, the task of optimal electric vehicle chargip scales
unfavorably with the fleet size and the number of control perbds,
especially when distribution grid limitations are enforced. To
this end, vehicle charging is first tackled using the recenyl
revived Frank-Wolfe method. The novel decentralized charigng
protocol has minimal computational requirements from vehcle
controllers, enjoys provable acceleration over existing leerna-
tives, enhances the security of the pricing mechanism agahdata
attacks, and protects user privacy. To comply with voltageimits,
a network-constrained EV charging problem is subsequently
formulated. Leveraging a linearized model for unbalanced dbtri-
bution grids, the goal is to minimize the power supply cost whe
respecting critical voltage regulation and substation capcity lim-
itations. Optimizing variables across grid nodes is acconlshed
by exchanging information only between neighboring busesia
the alternating direction method of multipliers. Numerical tests
corroborate the optimality and efficiency of the novel scheras.

Index Terms—Linearized distribution flow model, alternating
direction method of multipliers, Frank-Wolfe algorithm.

I. INTRODUCTION

center. Decentralized charging protocols are availatdedan
congestion pricing schemes similar to those used in Interne
Protocol (IP) networks; nevertheless, their optimalitynist
guaranteed[]4]. Presuming identical plug-in/-out times an
energy requests for all vehicles, a game-theoretic chgrgin
scheme attaining a Nash equilibrium has been developed
in [B]. Iterative schemes based on Lagrangian relaxatien ar
suggested in[[6], while[[7] builds on the alternating direc-
tion method of multipliers (ADMM). Distribution locatioha
marginal prices are leveraged to coordinate vehicle chgrgi
in [8]. Referencel[[9] proves a feasible valley-filling chizug
profile to be optimal for any convex cost, and it develops
a decentralized protocol. A multi-agent based EV charging
scheme is proposed ih [10].

Vehicle charging under distribution grid limitations haesein
studied too. Centralized EV scheduling is studied under dif
ferent linear models for multiphase networks(inl[11] and][12
The objective function is confined to be linear and the optima
solution is found using generic commercial solvers without
exploiting the problem structure. A method for heuristigal
checking network constraint violations after vehicles éav

Electric vehicle_s (EVS) have received significant atte'"tioo_een scheduled is reported in [13]. Presuming at most one
from the automotive industry and the government due to th%r\/ per bus, management under balanced network constraints

capacity to reduce greenhouse gas emissions and miti

oil dependency. Nevertheless, the overall load profile tal

948 been tackled using a water-filling algoritim|[14].

The optimal vehicle charging problem considered here can

greatly affected with increasing numbers of EVs. Uncoord_'b—e rigorously stated as follows. Given charging requests: fr

nated charging of even a 10% pen_etrat|(_)r_1 of EV loads WH:'IVS across time, a utility company schedules their charging
notably affect power system operation, giving rise 10 \g#a , minimize certain cost function, e.g., the power supply
magnitude fluctuations and unacceptable load peaks [1]. Okt or the load variance. The latter is equivalent to the
the other hand, W'th prqpercoord_mauon scheme, EV loads & termed thevalley-filling task. Depending on whether grid
t_)e_ controlled to minimize charging costs or pe_rform Valleys'peciﬁcations are taken into account, two charging scesari
f'”'n%taSkS ri'y'”g on advaTcedhpower Electr%nlcs. can be recognized. The first scenario ignores any griderlat
Di erer_lt charging (_:ontro schemes have been prOpos_%%nstraints. Such a scenario arises for example when the EV
A centralized schedull_ng scheme to_ minimize total chqrglqg_ad is relatively low and is not expected to incur voltage
costs based on the time-of-use price has been devised, koo ger violations; see the valley-filling task [A [9]. Inig

[2]. However, new Ioad_ peaks may arise during I_ow-pric]qrst scenario, vehicle charging may be alternatively peanted
(also termed valley) periods. 1hl[3], vehicle plug-in timae b

) 1 , )y a charging station or a load aggregator to minimize its
decided using random numbers, hence neglecting the spe %

. o X over supply cost. Under the second scenario, EV penatratio
charging requests of individual EV users. Charging rate®hag g and thus, voltage regulation and feeder limitation

been also optimized in a centralized manner to facilitalg, o' he enforced by the utility. Apparently, the first scémar
voltage regulation(]1], yet the number of control variableg,siitytes a relaxation of the second scenarimefiwork-
scales unfa\(orably with the number of vehicles. constrainedvehicle charging. Thus, protocols for the first

) Decentralized contro! S”ateg'es not only offer C,ompm%'cenario will be used as building modules for the second one.
tional and communication savings, but they oftentimes en-q contribution is two-fold. First, a decentralized chingy

hance the privacy of vehicle users since they do not requifyhog based on the Frank-Wolf algorithm is developed
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col requires minimal requirements from the vehicle chaggin
controllers and involves privacy-preserving updates. Nrical
tests demonstrate that the closed-form low-complexityatgsl
yield significant convergence improvement over existirigral
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natives (Sectiof V-A). Secondly, building on an approxienabr valley-filling. Optimal EV charging can be posed as the

distribution grid model, network-constrained EV chargingptimization problem[[9]

is formulated as a convex quadratic program (Seckigh 1), T M

and tgckled using a decentra!izgd scheme_ based on ADMM  1in O ({ep}) := th d(t) + Z em(t) )

(Section[TVW). Compared to existing centralized schemes, th {em}}_, —1

decentralized protocol requires communication only betwe stoen,€&n, Vm=1,...,M

neighbors and preserves the privacy of EV owners. Numerical

tests on the unbalanced IEEE 123-bus feeder corroborate {f¢re the energy coss;(-) : R — R are assumed cc:)anex

optimality of the proposed charging protocol (Sec{ionV-B) and dlfferen'uable. For che_lrglng. cost m|n|m|zat|o{2r(;'t}t:1
Regardingnotation column vectors (matrices) are denote§an be Imegr or quadratic J[2]; Wh'l_é_’t(x) = a7/2 for

by lower- (upper-) case boldface letters, except for pow@P t when it comes to the valley-filling task. Parameters

" .
flow vectors(P, Q, S). Sets are represented using calligraphig/(t) }i-1 capture the based load for the EV scheduler, which
symbols, and|S| is the cardinality ofS. Symbol | stands is assumed inelastic and known in advance. The network

for transposition; whiled, 1, ande,,, denote respectively the constrained EV charging is postpqn(_ed for Sediigh I, Whpre
all-zeros, all-ones, and the-th canonical vectors. OperatorprOblem_ (2) turns out t_o be a building mo<_ju|e. To facilitate
diag(x) defines a diagonal matrix having on its diagonal, scheduling, each electric vehicle controller is capabléam:-

andRe(z) returns the real part of complex number way communication and of executing simple computation
tasks. Before the beginning of the charging horizanvehicle

controller submit their charging requesté7,,., R,,)} to the
II. OPTIMAL VEHICLE CHARGING charging station controller. Protocols for efficiently\dal (2)

. . . ) . are presented next.
This section studies EV charging without network con-

straints. Under this scenario, the utility company, a loge ag  scalable Charging Protocol

gregator, or a charging station would like to coordinate EYs , ,
minimize the power supply cost or for valley-filling purpsse Observe that the total number of variables involved[in (2)

Upon formulating the problem, an optimal charging schenfg /- Therefore, althougti2) is a convex problem, solving

is developed and contrasted to state-of-the-art alteesti it is a non-trivial task, particularly for large EV fleets dad
decreasing control intervalAT. To derive a scalable solver,

the Frank-Wolfe method is deployed neixt[15]. Also known as
A. Electric Vehicle Charging Model conditional gradient algorithm, the Frank-Wolfe methothsi
at solving the generic problem

m=1

An EV scheduler coordinates the charging df EVs
over a period ofl’ consecutive time slots comprising the set y" € arg ;Ileljf} () (3)
T :={1,...,T}. The time slot duratiod\T can range from
minutes to an hour, depending on charging specificatioms,
granularity of load forecasts, as well as communication a

lWheref is a differentiable convex function, agdis a compact
fgnvex set. The method selects an inigidlc ), and iterates

computation capabilities. Let,,(t) denote the energy chargeIoetween the updates fér=1,2,..., as

for vehiclem at timet withm =1,..., M, andt € 7. Given r® € argmin r' Vf(y") (4a)
that operational slots have equal duration, the terms power i1 krej/ . 3

and energy will be used interchangeably. The chargét) y=yt ot —y") (4b)

can range from zero to its maximum_vglél,g(t). Apparently, with ;== 2/(k +2). Step [@h) finds* such thatr* —y*) is
a vehicle can be charged only when it is connected to the gridfeasible descent direction for the first-order approxiomat
If 7, C T is the set of time slots that vehicie is connected of the cost in[(B). Sted (4b) updatg’ towards that direction
to the grid (not necessarily consecutive), then fortall 7 after scaling it with the diminishing step sizg. The updated
_ y**1 is always feasible, since it is computed as the convex
_ . em ,t€Th . . k k
em(t) = { 0 otherwise combination ofy” € ) andr” € ).
’ Granted that[(2) entails a differentiable cost and a compact
Whereém is the maximum Charging rate determined by th@aﬂble set; it is amenable to Frank-Wolfe iterations.Ha t
battery of vehiclem. Let e, := [em(1) -+ en(T)]T be the first Frank-Wolfe step, the gradient of the cost i (2) with
charging profile for EVm. Profile e, should belong to the respect to{e,, },_; must be obtained. Critically, due to the
compact and convex set problem structure, the per-vehicle partial gradients efebst
are allidentical to

Ve, C{en}) =g, m=1,...,M.

where R,,, is the total energy needed by EM. The latter |t can be readily checked that theth entry of the common
depends on the initial state of charge, the desired state pefitial gradienig € R” evaluated a‘{eﬁl} is
charge, and the efficiency of the battery.

M
Through coordinated charging of electric vehicles, vasiou gk (t) = Ver 1yC <d(t) + Z ei;(t)) L t=1,....T. (5)
m=1

Em=1{em:el1=R,, 0<e,(t)<E,t)VteT} (1)

objectives can be achieved, such as minimizing chargintg cos
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Information router 3 EV scheduler calculateg® from (B).
Zz oF k 4 EV scheduler broadcasgg® entry ranking to EVs.
=15m €y 5. Vehicles updatq’]eﬁ1 M_ via @)-[12).
? 6 Profile sumsy>"__ e sent to control center.
e V& k 7: end for
e e ) ) ) el\/l
/A !
00 0—0 0—0 o o 0 0 00— O

To practically implement {5 1) during iteratiof,
(a) Control center broadcasts time slfif) Summations of charging profiles atr P y P [] )Ea ) 9

e . .
pricing ordering (from cheapest ttransmitted to charging control center. he charglng .Contr_OI center evaluates the cost g_radlents
most expensive) to EV controllers. {g*(#)}1eT defined in [b), and sorts them to determine the

time slot ordering{t¥, 5, ..., t%}. This sorting operation can
be performed using for example the Merge-Sort algorithm
in O(TlogT) operations [[1[7]. The price ordering of time
slots is subsequently broadcast to all EV controllers asvsho
in Fig. [Id. Based on its charging neefls, the m-th EV

Fig. 1: Information exchange for Algorithid 1 at iteratién

Applying (44) to the problem at hand requires solving

" M _ controller first finds®, from (@)—[T0) inO(T). It then updates
{rm}tm=1 € arg Hglin " Z r,8 (6) its charging profilee’! using [I1) in O(T). Note that
{ESTASLY S — operations[(9)£(11) can be performed in parallel over Mie
which is separable across vehicles. Thus, gigbnvehicler, EV controllers. The updated charging profiles;"'};,_, are
needs to solve the linear program communicated back to the charging center, where upon adding
the base loadd(t)}, the center computes the updated cost gra-
rk € arg min r,g" (7) dientg!*!, and iterations proceed as tabulated in AlgorifAm 1.

The developed solver converges to optimal charging profiles
Problem [[¥) involves a linear cost minimized over a Weighte{b;ﬂn} at the rate[[15]

budget and box constraints. The key observation here is that
due to the aforementioned structure, problem (7) can bedolv c{er}) - c({er}) <O (1) _ (12)
by a simple sorting algorithni [16, Chap. 4]: The entriegbf " mee = k

are first sorted in increasing order as . -
9 Algorithm [I not only exhibits provable convergence and

g* (R < gF (k) < ... < gF (k). (8) !ow c_omputational cost (namel@(Tllgg T) operations) per
) _ ~ iteration. It further enjoys two additional advantagegsti
Since the problems ifil(7) share vecggrfor all m, the sorting the charging center does not require knowing the individual
operation is performed only once by the charging statiopharging profiles{e* }, since their summationZM ek

. . . . m=1"m

Then, for vehiclen, we need to find the index, for which  syffices for finding the gradient vectgf®. In an effort to
J* 75 41 preserve the privacy of EV users, a simple communication
& (t*) < R.. and e (t"Y> R . g) Protocol can be designed. Informatlon.flow can be arranged
= m(ty) < B J; m(t7) " © over a tree graph rooted at the charging center, and vehicle

controllers constitute the remaining tree nodes. Each node
Subsequently, the entries of the minimizé; of (7) can be receives aggregate charging profiles from its downstream

computed per vehicle: as nodes, adds them up to its own profile, and forwards the
e (t) I updated aggregate _chargmg profile to its parent node. As a
.ok A, ’ i Ym second feature, vehicle controllers do not need to know the
Tn(t5) = Rm =307 em(th)  5=Jk - precise value of the cost gradient vecigh, but only the
0 L j=JE+1,....T ordering of its entries (current price ordering of time sjot

o _ _ (10)_ This algorithmic feature lightens the communication logirf
The solution in [(ID) simply selects the maximum possibi@e charging center to the vehicles, and enhances resiltenc

charge during the cheapest time slots in a greedy fashigfice manipulations and data attacks to the solving scheme.
Interestingly, finding:*, from (10) requires knowing solely the

rank order (smallest to largest) rather than the actuaiesntr
of the gradient vectog”. C. Comparison with Previous Work

. The second FrankTWo_Ife step updates the charging profilesrpo optimal EV charging of{2) has been previously studied
via the convex combinations in [9], where a projected gradient descent (PGD) solver was
efl = (1 — pp)ek + ek (11) developed. Interpreted here as a projected gradient #igori
" " " applied to minimize the non-strongly convex cost[ih (2), the
for all vehiclesm =1,..., M. PGD method exhibits a convergence rate(@(%) [18]. At



iterationk of the PGD method, controller. solves in parallel injections for all phases of bus. For linen € N, let

Z, = Z] € R33 be the related phase impedance matrix,

andP,, andQ,, be the vectors of (re)active power flows on all

> 0. In other words, every EV controller phases of line. If line losses are relatively small and voltages
are roughly balanced, the linearized multi-phase power flow

model reads/[19],21]

e, =arg min [le, — (e, —nigh)l3 (1)

for a step sizey,
projects vectole®, —n, g*) onto the simplex,,, which is a
non-trivial task.

On the other hand, each iteration of Algoritiidn 1 involves Pn = Z P, - P, (14a)
closed-form updates, offering high computational efficien kec,
and posing affordable hardware requirements on EV con- _ _
trollers. Although both Algorithni]1 and the PGD solver are an = k; Qi = Qn (14b)

decentralized schemes with convergence ), the overall = ,
computation time for the former is significantly lower due Ve, =V = Re {Zn(Pr +jQn)} (14c)

to its simpler per-iteration updates: The numerical tests Wwhere Z,, := 2 diag(a)Z* diag(a*); a = [1 a o?]T;
Section[(V-A demonstrate that Alg] 1 provides a 100 times — =% : and * denotes complex conjugation. When not
speed-up advantage over the PGD solver and the centraligithhases are present, power injection and flow vectors and
solver SeDuMi. The SeDuMi solver would be a viable optiophase impedance matrices are zero-padded[For (14c) tp hold
for tackling [2) in a centralized manner after collecting akthe entries ofv,, associated with non-existing phases are
charging need$(R,,, &)} at the charging center. arbitrarily set to the corresponding entriesof. .

I1l. NETWORK-CONSTRAINED EV SCHEDULING B. Network-Constrained EV Scheduling

The charging scheme of Sectiéd Il applies to SCENAMNOS, ¢4 ilitate network-constrained EV scheduling, the base

where EV charging can be transparently supported by tgstive and reactive power loadgd,(¢),q’(t))} for all n

under_lying grid. If higher !eve!s Of EV load incur_voltageandt need to be predicted in advance. Active power loads
rr?ag.nltulde or.feeder capacity V|ola}t|0ns, the underlymvyepo pd(t) consist of two parts: the base loads(¢) and the EV
distribution grid needs to be taken into account. In thistert)

o . charging load. Ifp? (¢) andd,, ,(t) are respectively the total
upon reviewing an approximate model for unbalanced d'ﬁbtivge Igad and th’g(b)ase Ioaélb(ol pha&se?busmyit holds

tribution grids, this section formulates a network-coaisted thatp? , (1) = dn,o(t)+> em(t). The costfo(Po(t))

vehicle charging task, while a d_ecentrallzed §olver stalah of povfer supply from theemgii(ﬁ grid is convex and known

the number of buses and EVs is developed in Seéfin IV. in advance. Variablep{ (t) capture possible dispatchable

] o ) generation distributed across the feeder, #ifith?(¢)) is the

A. Modeling Unbalanced Distribution Grids associated convex quadratic cost forale N andt € 7.
Electric vehicles are connected to a distribution feedenco To capture operational constraints, the following limite a

prising N +1 buses indicated by € A/ := {0,1,..., N}, and introduced. Let(p;, ,.q; ,) be the lower, andp;, ,.q; ,) the

phases indexed by € {a,b, ¢, }. Let M,, 4 represent the set upper limits for distributed generation at phase P,, of bus

of vehicles located on phageof busn, andM,, ¢ := |M,, 4|. n. Define also(v, 4, vn,¢) as the limits of squared voltage

The distribution grid is assumed to be functionally radighw magnitudes at phas¢ € P,, of busn, S, as the apparent

the substation bus numbered hy= 0. Every non-feeder bus power flow limits on linen, and S; as the rated capacity of

n € Nt with Nt := A\ {0} has a unique parent bus indexedhe feeder transformer. The utility company aims to mineniz

by m,,. The distribution line connecting bus, with busn is the total operation cost by coordinating vehicle chargind a

denoted byn. For busn, let alsoC, denote the set of its generation dispatch, while respecting charging and ojoeralt

children buses, an®,, C {a, b, ¢} the set of its phases. limitations. The pertinent network-constrained EV scHizdy
To enforce distribution network and voltage regulation-limtask can be posed as:

itations, the underlying physical system is taken into aoto

For that purpose, the distribution grid can be capturedeeith win 3™ | fy(Po(t)) + S f2 (p4(1)) (15a)

by the full AC power flow model or the linearized power flow e neN

model p_roposed m [19]. The former becomes_ tractable U”debver{pg(t), Q@ (1), Pn(t), Qu(t), va(t)

appropriate conditions using convex relaxations! [20].].[19 4

However, counterexamples indicate that convex relaxatia sto p(t) —pu(t) = Z Pi(t) = Py(t), ¥ n,t  (15b)

}nEN,tETa {em}

not always successful and they can increase computational keCn
requirements. On the other hand, several numerical tests q’(t) —ql(t) = Z Qr(t) — Qn(t), Vn,t (15¢)
indicate that the approximation error of the linearized eiasl kec,
within the order ofl0~2 in terms of calculating voltages [119], Vo, () — v (t) = Re{zn(Pn(t) +7Qn(t)},Vn,t
[21]. Although the linearized grid model is adopted here to (15d)
fS|mpln‘y calculgtlons,_ extending our charging protocolthe _gm < pZ,¢(t) < ﬁzﬁd)’ Ve Pyt (15€)
ull AC model is straightforward. p g Ly

Let v,, pn, and q, be respectively the 3-dimensional In,¢ < qn,¢>(t) S Gpg VO EPaynst (15f)
vectors of squared voltage magnitudes and (re)active power v, < v, 4(t) <0y, V ¢ € Pp,n,t (159)



P2 () + Q5 4(t) <52, V¢ €PpneNT ¢t (15h) n should agree with the original variable,, stored at bus
d . To decentralize the computations, we further introduee th
t) = dng(t m(?l), ny 1y " : < R P >
p"’¢( ) o(t) + Z em(t),¥ ¢ € Pu,n consensusariablev ., , and impose the constraintg, = v,

meMn.g (15i) andv,, = v, for all non-leaf buses. By repeating this process
. for power flow variables and alh € N, the physical grid
em € &m, ¥V m B (15)  model will be later decoupled across buses.
(1TPo(t))> + (17 Qo(t))* < 53, V ¢. (15k)  We also introduce duplicate variablég? (t)},cx- for net

eIf)ads to separate the tasks of EV charging and generation

Constraints[{T3b)E(13d) originate from the power flow mod dispatch. As detailed later, imposing the constrafift$t) =

constraints[(13e)E(dbf) enforce generation limits; \gpdtaeg- ' : .
ulation is guaranteed vig (I5g); apparent power flows aﬁ%(t) for all n, enables isolating[ (15j) from the rest of

) . . . constraints in[{15); resulting in localized EV charging
upper bounded by (I5h); the equalities[in {15i) define derx;ansdubproblems that is a special case[df (2).

across phases and buses; constraini (15)) is related toethe p . : .
vehicle charging profile; and (I5K) results from the capacit For a compact representation define the aggregate variables

Iimithof the f?zeder transfo(;mTIr. A f ) Xn(t) 1= {vy(t), P4(t), P (L), % (), Pu(t), Qu(t) }

The cost functions and all the constraints apart from the . A A

EV charging constraint in[ (I5]j) arseparable across time Xn 1) = {V"(t)’{Pk(t)’Qk(t)}kGC"}

The capacity limit in[(15k) couples flows across phases,avhil ;). I (4 B9(1), pL(1), &2 (), Py (1), Qu (t

the voltage regulation constraints i (15d) afd {15g) ceupl () { (1) B (D) Br(t), G5 (1), P (£), Qu( )}
variables across buses and phases. For linear and corfasall n € N andt € 7. With the newly introduced variables,
quadratic costs, probleri (115) can be reformulated as a st@meblem [I5) can be equivalently expressed as:

dard quadratically-constrained quadratic program anklgdc
!oy stan_dard splvgrs in a centr_alized manner. Nonetheless, f min Z fo(Po(t)) + Z fﬁ(f’%(ﬂ)] (18a)
increasing grid sizes, longer time horizons and/or shorter teT neN

control periods, tackling (15) could be challenging. Iniéidd,  over {x,,(t), %, (), 2 (£) bnen 1T {€m € Emtmert,
private information on a per-vehicle basis needs to be ciaite p d . N

and processed by the utility. These considerations metivat stopy(t) = Pa(t) = Z Pr(t) = Pu(t),Y ne Nt

well the privacy-preserving and scalable (both in space and kECn (18b)
time) scheme for solvind (15) that is pursued next. .
al(t) —di(t) = > Qi(t) = Qu(t),Y n e Nt
IV. DISTRIBUTED OPTIMAL CHARGING PROTOCOL k€Cn (18¢)
This section delineates an ADMM-based method for de- . - )
composing[(Ib) into smaller subproblems. Notably, each sub Vn(t) = va(t) = Re{Zn(Pa(t) +7Qu ()}
problem either enjoys a closed-form solution or it can be Yne NT,t (18d)
tackled efficiently by Alg[dL. As a brief review, ADMM solves Do <Dy o(t) <D 50 VO EPrneNT (18e)
problems of the form[22] wa < QZ,¢(t) < quﬂ VéeP,neNt (18
LJuin {f(x) +g(z) : Fx+Gz=b} (16) U < pp(t) < Ony ¥V ¢ €Pryne Nt (189)
’ 52 52 G2
where f(x) andg(z) are convex functions¥ and Z are con- Pro(®) +~Q”v¢(t) < Sus Vfb € Pnyn € Nf’t (18h)
vex sets; andF, G,b) model the linear equality constraints Py(t) =Pn(t), Qu(t) = Qn(t), va(t) = Va(l),
coupling variablesc and z. In its normalized form, ADMM VneNTt (18i)
assigns a Lagrange multiplier for the equality constraint and Py =P.(1). O (1) =0 (1) v (1) =5 (¢
solves [(I6) by iterating over the following three recursion n(t) n(); Qu(t) = Qu(®), ¥n(t) =V, (1), _
- , . VneNTt (18j)
1+ : 14 v T - ~ ~
X7 Cargmin fOo) + 5 [Fx + Ga' —bwi; - (172) P () = B4 (6), Pi(t) = Bi(t), g (1) = & (1),
A= arg min g(z) + LIFx"™! + Gz — b +w'[3 (17b) VneN,t (18k)
FAS
witl = wi + Fx't! 4 Gzt — b (17¢) Phot) =dns®)+ D emlt), V6 € Puyn,t
meM,,,
for some p > 0. ADMM has been successfully ap- ’ (18l)
plied to decentralize various power system tasks across (1Tf’0(t))2 n (1TQO(LL))Q < 5?7 Vi (18m)

buses [[2D], [[2B], [[24]. Related ideas are adopted here to
decouple the spatially-coupled constraints {(19b)4(15d).  The equality constraints between duplicate variableb &)1
To that end, each bus € N maintains a local copy of (I8I) are assigned Langrange multipliers according to d@bl
the variables associated with the squared voltage magnitustlopting the ADMM iterates of[{117) to solvé {IL8), variables
of its parent bus, and the power flows feeding its childrefx, (¢), %X, (t)}nen teT @and {em,}mesm are updated in the
buses. These auxiliary variables are marked with a hat,as first ADMM step, whereas variable§{z, (t) }nen },c7 are
and{(Px, Qk)}xec, - The duplicate variabl¢,, stored at bus updated during the second ADMM step as detailed next.



TABLE |: Lagrange multipliers for probleni{18) Tn 7rn

PA(D) = pa(t) | Ma(h) || au(d) = an(®) | a(®) — —
P.() =P,(t) | A1) || Pu(®) = Pa(t) | AL() EVs an . Ve P,, an
Qu(t) =Qn() | AZ() || Qu(®) =Qu(®) | AT(1) D, w—— — *
V() = Vr, () [ X0 [ va) =9a(®) | An(®) P.Q, P,.0Q, vV
pl(t) =pi(t) | A%(¢) || ConstraintsIABI)| rn.(f) ‘“ A ’i J . . .
. ) i 4 J
A. First Step of ADMM (a) First step of ADMM. (b) Second step of ADMM.

Due to the form the generic update (lL7a) takes for the ) _
problem at hand, variable$x, (t), X, (t)nene7 can be Fig. 2: Information exchange in the ADMM steps for bus
updated separately from the EV charging profi{es, } me.-

The updates for these two variable sets are studied next. . L
Heed that {x,(1),%,(t)}nerser Can be optimized in- shown that per phase variables are updated as the minimizers
mn s AN n s

dependently across buses and time periods. Neverthel@s2 univariate convex quadratic function possibly over box
for fixed bus and time indice$n,t), variablesx, (t) and Cconstraints. lfq thg‘ generation cost at busis f(p},) =

%, (t) are coupled due to constrainfs (180)=(18d). To simpli@gqbe?% (P g)” + bn, oD o + Cnp With ang > 0, then
the presentation, we drop the time index and consider tHe IS Updated at iteration by solving

canonical subproblems involved for ale 7. Let z,, := . ~g 2 ~ Ji - 2
P " min - an,o(By, 5)" + bn.oDy 6 + 500 = Prg T A1)

Ve, {Pk, Qi }rec, ¢ for busn € N+, Variablesx,, andx,, =
are updated during theth iteration as the minimizers of s.to p) , <Py, <Dy 4 (22)
min [|x, — 2z, + AL |2 + ||%, — 2, + X! |2 The minimizer of [2R) is expressed as
" . i i P,
s.to [18b)- (18d) (19) it p(PL + N —bng | (23)
Forn = 0 and due to the power supply cost from the main e 2,6+ p

g
Pr,o

grid, variables(P, Qo) are found as the minimizers of _ . B
where[z]Z := max{z, min{z,z}}. The entries ofy? andv,,

. . L 2 Lo
Pmiél 0 — 2z + Ab 12 + [I%o — 28 + Ad|12 4+ = fo(Po) are similarly found as
0,0 P 59
~g,i i i 9.
sto (I8b)- (I89) @) @t =lanl ) (24)
In,o
Problems [(IP)£(20) are linearly-constrained quadratig- pr L Qi i v,i 7 0n
grams with closed-form minimizers [16]. @:‘:r; - 2okec, Ok T Akig) + Vo T Any (25)
We next focus on updating the vehicle charging profiles ’ ICal +1 o

{em}mem atiterationi. Interestingly, the task of EV charging
decouples over buses and phases. The charging profiles
vehiclesm € M,, , can be updated as the minimizers of

Thp entries ofp? are obtained as the solutions of uncon-
strained univariate convex quadratic programs as

2
~d,i+1 d,i d,i i i
i L ’ Dy, =Py T A st dne+ el + b
mn Y s+ D em®] (D @ =5 [ Prg T Ang T dno > T
{emE&mbmer, , 2 ' meEM., ¢
n, teT meM,, 4 (26)

di The optimizations involved in updating the consensus power

wherell () = dy, () —po ", (1) + 1t 4(t) and the Lagrange . ~
n,p\" N n,p n,p
multiplier y;, ,(t) reflects the network constraints. Nofel(21) iglow variables{Py, Qn}ncy+ decouple across phases. The

. ) tonsensus power flow variablg&P,, 4, Qn.¢)}sep, nea-+ are
actually a special case dfl(2) with;(x) = x2/2, Vt. Hence, ; ; ’ ™ ..
subproblem[(21) can be solved using ATg. 1. updated by solving the problems for allc P,, andn € N'*:

In the first step of ADMM, each bus needs to collect ~min (Pag — Pl + (Que— Qhy)? (27
v, from its parent and Py, Qi }rec, from all its children Pr.6:Qn,o ~ ~ -
as depicted in Fig_2a. Meanwhile, each busansferspé to sto P2, +Q) <52

its EV scheduling center, where the charging profile of EVs S 1/ 5 Pi AP .

are optimized using Ald.]1. WherePn_’?_ " i(Pnyabf" ]_Dn-,cb + )‘n,;b + )‘n,¢>)’ and Qn@_ "
3(Q% +Q;7¢+x\§7’;+/\§7’;). Resorting to the KKT conditions

for (24) shows that its minimizers are

B. Second Step of ADMM

Finding optimal{z,(t)}nea"te can be performed inde- pitl . Sh 1\ pi (28a)
pendently across buses and time slots. Because of that, time™ ™¢ "~ \/(]51- 2+ (O )2’ ¢
indices are ignored. Every bus has to solve five sub- ¢ n.®
problems in parallel, each one associated with the vasable IS o
pe, pt, @9, v,, and (P,,Q,). Firstly, updatingp?, p?, Q;}} :=min — 1@, (28b)

q?, and v,, decouples over phases of bustoo. It can be \/(P£,¢)2 +(QF )2



The substation power flows are updated as the solution to

1100 : T
. ~ <9 ~ <9 ---Base load
min  [[Po — Pgll3 + Qo — Qoll2 (29) 1000l ___ | —Total load (Algorithm 1)
Po,Qo /" \||  Total load (Algorithm PGD)
sto (1TPg)% + (17Qo)? < S} wl| \ =~ Total load (SeDuMi)
_ _ / \
whereP} := Pi + A" andQj := Q + A$"". The following g s00)/ \
optimal solution to[(Z0) is derived in the Appendix e \
o 700 \ 1
Proposition 1. The optimal solution of probler®9) is - \\
600 - S —— 1
=i "y S 117 P} \
P;t = P} — max {1 - gf,o} 3 0 (30a) s00l
- o S 117 Q! ! ! ! ! ! !
6+1 =Qy — Inax{ — ff, O} TQO (30b) “Boo 1600 2000 0:00 0400 08:00 12:00

: Time [h] .
Fig. 3: Load curves aftérp%pnmal charging of 59 EVs.

whereY := \/(le’é)2 +(17Q))2.

1072

To implement the second step of ADMM, bus gathers . —2:322:22 EGD
its copies(P,,,Q,) from its parent,{dy}recc, from all its 103
children, and the total charging lodd",,, . v, . €% }sep, Of S
all the connected EVs as presented in . 2b. Thenrbus ; .
updatesz,, according to[(2R)£(26)[(28), and (30). gl

The Lagrange multipliers are updated according[fo](17c), g
i.e., every multiplier is equal to its previous value plu th 0 10°¢
most recent constraint violation. %

Tl
V. NUMERICAL TESTS

A. Frank-Wolfe Scheme for Vehicle Charging 107 20 0 P %

We first evaluated Algl]l by simulating the charging of lterations

Fig. 4: Cost convergence for Algl 1 and PGD.
59 EVs. The costs are selected @g(x) := 22/2 for all

t [9]- qu all vehicle_s, the battery capacity was 20kW_h ad aimost the same as PGD; though the average update time
the maximum charging rate was 3.45kW|[11]. The plug-in/-og, Alg. @ is 3.5 x 1075 sec, which is significantly superior

times and ?aily travel miles \lfvdere setraccordinﬁ to the $'Itat$ to PGD’s average update of 1.8 sec. Figlite 5 presents the
estimates from survey travel data[25]. [26]. The expectatés ,ning time (averaged over all EVs and iterations) for alsin

of charge for EVs was fixed to 90%, and the energy needgf,ie 1t is worth stressing that Alg. 1 requires roughily®
per 100km isE1p=15kWh. The initial state of charge for EV ge; regardless of the number of time intervals while PGD’s

oc __ il H
m was modeled as;7 = 0.9—D7**E1 00/ (100B,,,) for daily average update time increases almost linearly with the mumb

travel milesD™'"®s, Normalized base load curves were obtainegk time intervals. The major computational advantage of Alg
by averaging the 2014 residential load data from Southq@the simple update ifi{(10).

California Edison. A day-long horizon starting at midnight
Yjvgi gdg/rlwdlen(:e:néopjij @ %6_652;[_"52 2;?23 tégv ;r;:'v:)u Zo(r):pl'j/tlg:_labB. ADMM-based Scheme for Network-Constrained Charging
Parameteri(t) was the normalized residential load with the The decentralized algorithm for network-constrained EV
maximum load set to 1000 kV/1[9]. The minimizer Bf{15) wag§harging was tested using the unbalanced IEEE 123-bus
obtained via SeDuMi, Algorithml1, and the PGD solver[df [offeeder [27]. Fifteen distributed generation (DG) units ever
The subprobleni{13) entailed in PGD was solved by SeDumM@cated in the system; while 5, 10, 15, 25 and 5 EVs were
Algorithm[d and PGD were terminated once the relative cod@ing charged on bus 3, 15, 64, 82, and 102, respectively. At
error denoted as became smaller thatn~7. Figure[3 shows iterations, the primal and dual residual fdr (17) are defined as
that the three resultant load curves coincide and featureja:= |Fx’ + Gz’ —b + w3 and o} := p|lz’ —z""'|3,
flat load valley. Performing the updates for Alg. 1 and Pg@ccordingly. The iterations of ADMM can be terminated
sequentially in one computer, Alg] 1 converged within 0.7¢hen botho, and o/, are within 10-37V/N [22]. Figure[6&a
sec, PGD in 734.74 sec, and SeDuMi (centralized solver) §¢monstrates the cost convergence forl (21), while Eig. 6b
82.47 sec. Had Ald]1 and PGD run in parallel, shorter runnirtge convergence af, /Tv/'N ando;/Tv/N. As evidenced by

times would have been obtained. Fig.[8, the global optimum is attained within 2,000 iterato
Figure[4 depicts the cost convergence curves for[Blg. 1 and
PGD for scheduling 34 vehicles. Setting= 10~°, Alg. [ was VI. CONCLUSIONS

terminated after 80 iterations, and PGD was also run for 80Given that optimal EV charging scales unfavorably with
iterations. Observed from Fifll 4, the decreasing rate of g the fleet size and the number of control periods, decengahliz
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Fig. 5: Averaged update time for Alg] 1 and PGD.
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Fig. 6: Decentralized network-constrained EV charging.

charging protocols have been developed in this work. A smpl

Premultiplying both sides of (3llaj=(31b) by results in:

Tpi TO:

b= 17P0 17%. (32)
1+ 3v* 1+ 3v*

Complementary slackness yield$[(1TP;)? + (17 Qp)? —
S%] = 0, which from [32) and dual feasibility provides

% (\/(1Tf’6)2 +(17QY)2/8; — 1) . (33)

The claim follows from primal feasibility[ (31), and_(33)m

1P and 17Q} =

*

v

*

=0orv
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