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Abstract—Increased penetration of Distributed Energy
Resources (DER) and Renewable Energy Systems (RES)
transforming the conventional distribution grid into a
transactive framework supervised by a distribution system
operator (DSO). Although the emerging transactive energy
management techniques improve the grid reliability, the inherent
uncertainty of RES poses a challenge in meeting the power
demand of the critical infrastructure in the microgrid unless
sufficient battery energy storage is maintained. However,
maintaining expensive battery storage increases the operating
cost of the DSO. In this article, we propose a cost-effective
dynamic resource allocation strategy to optimize the battery
reserve requirement while ensuring the critical demand is
met with a provable guarantee. Our proposed scheme enables
the DSO to optimize the RES and battery reserve allocation
to eliminate the risk of over or underproduction. We present
numerical simulations under three different scenarios of multiple
microgrids with uncertain renewable generation. The simulation
results demonstrate the efficacy of the proposed transactive
stochastic control algorithm.

Index terms: Microgrids, optimization, partial differential
equations, photovoltaic, renewable energy sources, transactive
grid, uncertainty minimization, wind energy.

I. INTRODUCTION

IN recent times, the proliferation of distributed energy
resources (DER), propelled by a mounting interest towards

the generation and utilization of clean renewable energies,
has fostered a paradigm change in the operation and control
of power distribution networks. Renewable energy sources
(RES), like solar photo-voltaic systems and wind energy sys-
tems, reduce the adverse environmental effects of traditional
energy sources; integration of DERs also offer improved
grid assistance, efficiency and reliability. As renewables are
expected to contribute 60% of total generation by 2050 [1], a
rapid growth of ‘prosumers’, equipped with distributed RES,
is envisaged to transform the conventional energy systems
(CES) to transactive energy systems (TES). According to U.S.
Department of Energy GridWise Architecture Council, TES
are defined as the systems of coordinated control mechanisms
that allow dynamic balance of supply and demand, using
value as a key operational parameter [2]. However, due to the
uncertain and intermittent nature of the RES, maintaining the
balance between power supply and demand in a distributed
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framework is challenging if extra measures such as mecha-
nisms for ancillary services are not present [3],[4]. Moreover,
climate related catastrophic events are increasing in frequency
and magnitude [5],[6]. In this context, collaborative operation
across multiple critical facilities allows for pooling renewable
resources and reduces uncertainty and impact of idiosyncratic
generation shocks due to catastrophic failure at a facility.
For such critical infrastructures, it is important to guarantee
needed power and thus managing uncertainty of renewable
energy sources needs to be addressed. Therefore, collaborative
operation, intertwined with uncertainty mitigation techniques,
provides an attractive solution when RES are used to supply
power.

Energy storage allocation for demand-supply balance, con-
sidering fluctuating renewable generation, is of significant
interest presently to the researchers. In [7], a dynamic energy
management scheme, considering stochastic load demands
and renewable generations of multiple prosumers, is proposed
based on Lyapunov optimization theory. An alternating di-
rection method of multipliers (ADMM) based optimization
method is proposed in [8] with the focus of minimizing energy
trading cost in a TES framework. Prior works have considered
game theoretic approaches [9],[10], stochastic programming
[11] and, mixed-integer linear programming [12] to maximize
the profit of each agent in TES with high penetration of RES;
however without explicitly modelling the RES output and
considering real-time power balance. In [13], a multi-agent
optimization technique is presented to improve demand-supply
balance in distribution networks with DERs. An analytical
approach, based on cost-benefit analysis, is devised in [14]
to improve energy sharing instead of profit maximization,
within a residential microgrid, however, stochasticity of the
renewable generation was not addressed. In [15], an intelligent
network of agents, connected to a DC microgrid, is considered
to conduct power trading based on min-consensus algorithm.
Here, each agent broadcasts power demand request and based
on the request received from the neighbors, optimal power
dispatch solution is obtained. Reference [16] provides a case
study of a TES where the distribution system operator controls
the energy trading between transactive nodes in a day-ahead
market and benefits of the participants are estimated based on
locational marginal price. In [17],[18], authors have proposed
Monte Carlo simulation methodology for optimal allocation of
battery energy storage under fluctuating wind and solar power.
Optimization algorithms emphasizing on overall investment
and operational cost reduction is the focus of [17]–[21]. To
address the stochastic nature of the solar radiation and wind,
[22]–[25] incorporate probabilistic approaches to model the
renewable power output. However, most of the TES framework
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found in literature do not consider explicit probabilistic models
for the renewable generation. Moreover, most of the existing
literature either focus on cost optimization for energy trading
in TES without addressing the energy storage requirement
and supply guarantee required by the critical infrastructures
(e.g. hospitals), or, solely consider energy storage optimization
without exploring the benefit of utilization of the same in
transactive architecture. Here, an approach for optimal energy
storage allocation to mitigate the uncertainty of meeting load
demands of critical infrastructures in a TES, due to stochastic
nature of renewable generations, is required.

To this end, in this article we focus on a TES framework
consisting of centralized battery storage and multiple number
of small-scale microgrids with critical infrastructures that
require guarantee of supplying the demand requested at a
future time. Each microgrid is equipped with RES which
are uncertain in nature, and has no recourse to local energy
storage, thus posing a risk of not being able to meet the local
critical demand. To mitigate this uncertainty, the distribution
system operator (DSO), which supervises the whole TES,
allocates battery storage to support the microgrids and also
enables the microgrids to trade renewable energies with each
other. The focus of the article is on the optimal allocation of
battery storage by the DSO to meet the power demand of each
microgrid at the requested time.
The major contributions are summarized below:
(i) We study a TES framework with multiple prosumers
managed by DSO to provide a solution to the problem of
meeting power demand of each prosumer in real-time with
provable guarantees, in the presence of stochasticity of the
renewable energy sources. Such a guarantee is essential for
critical applications.
(ii) We also provide exact solutions for continuous time
resource allocations for the DSO to manage renewable and
battery resources, eliminating risks of underproduction and
overproduction in the presence of uncertainty in renewable
generation. Our solution builds upon stochastic control tech-
niques and we also provide an approximation algorithm for
discrete time resource management. We remark that such a
solution is pertinent for supporting critical infrastructures.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: description of
the TES architecture is given in Section II. A formal problem
formulation is introduced in Section III. Section IV describes
the proposed resource allocation algorithms and the simulation
results are shown in Section V. Section VI concludes the
article with concluding remarks.

II. SYSTEM DESCRIPTION

Renewable based large distribution networks, with cen-
tralized battery storage [26], consist of several small-scale
microgrids geographically apart from each other, under the
supervision of DSOs. We consider such a distributed frame-
work constituting a TES, where the DSO can operate the
network more efficiently than conventional one by utilising the
ability of cooperation between the microgrids. Fig. 1 shows
the hierarchical architecture of the TES under consideration,
which contains Nm microgrids and a DSO which controls
the energy transaction among the microgrids and dispatches
the centralized battery units, based on the requirements, to

maintain system reliability. Each microgrid has RES to supply
its local demands. However, the uncertain nature of the RES
poses the risk of either power deficit, when generation is less
than the demand, or excess power that forces curtailment,
when generation exceeds the demand. In CES, this risk is
minimized by using independent energy storage systems such
as batteries for individual microgrids [27], thus requiring
large ancillary battery energy storage systems (BESS) [28]–
[30]. DSO controls the energy transactions and the dispatch
of batteries when necessary. A communication layer is used
to transmit the real-time power measurements of the net
generation and demands of the individual microgrids to aid
the DSO for efficient resource allocation. To reduce the energy
cost, the DSO needs to estimate the optimal battery storage
while ensuring that the load demands of the microgrids are
met, irrespective of the irregularities of the renewable sources.
In the subsequent sections we formally introduce the problem
and provide a solution.

III. PROBLEM FORMULATION

Let I = {1, 2, . . . , Nm} denote the set of microgrids
present in the distribution network. Each microgrid has its own
renewable generation unit (ReGU) producing Pgi(t), i ∈ I,
units of power at time t, which is stochastic in nature and is
modeled by Geometric Brownian Motion (GBM) given by:

dPgi(t) = µgiPgi(t)dt+ σgiPgi(t)dWti, (1)

with an initial condition of Pgi(0) > 0, for all i ∈ I. The
constants µgi and σgi are the drift and the volatility terms
respectively and Wti denotes a Weiner process. We empirically
verify this model assumption with renewable generation data
in Section V. The Weiner processes Wti, Wtj are correlated
according to

dWtidWtj = ρijdt, i, j ∈ I, (2)

where ρij is the correlation coefficient. Therefore,

dPgidPgj = σiσjρijPgiPgjdt, i, j ∈ I. (3)

Each microgrid also postulates a constant critical power de-
mand of Dci units, i ∈ I, at a future time denoted as Tf . In a
transactive setting, the objective of the system is to satisfy
power demand and supply balance at a predefined future
time, Tf , almost surely with minimum amount of resources
collectively. In case of Pgi(Tf ) ≥ Dci for ith microgrid, it
can ensure sustained operation of its own load demand. On the
other hand when Pgi(Tf ) < Dci, to avoid the risk of microgrid
i not being able to meet the power demand of its critical loads,
it can be supported by the energy storage systems maintained
by the DSO. Here, the microgrids participate in a contract
with the DSO, which controls the energy transactions and
the battery allocation for the whole system by independently
maintaining a portfolio consisting of fractions of ReGUs from
each participant microgrid and centralized battery units. In
particular, as shown in Fig. 1, the ReGUs in the portfilo of the
DSO are physically located at the premises of the individual
microgrids, thus following same dynamics as given in (1),
while the battery storage, which is shared by all the microgrids,
is fully controlled and allocated by the DSO.
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Fig. 1. TES architecture with centralized battery units and distributed microgrids with renewable generations and critical loads

In the case of CES where power sharing among the
microgrids is not possoble and each microgrid is treated
independently by the DSO i.e. available power in the portfolio
maintained by the DSO for each microgrid is:

V̂i(Pgi(t), t) = âi(t)Pgi(t) + b̂i(t)Pb, i ∈ I, (4)

and 0 ≤ t ≤ Tf , where âi(t) and b̂i(t) are the number of
ReGUs and battery units allocated for microgrid i. In case of
CES, the constraint of rated power conservation is given by:

dâi(t)Pgi(t) + db̂i(t)Pb = 0, for all i ∈ I, (5)

and the total amount of battery units maintained by DSO is:

b̂(t) =

Nm∑
i=1

b̂i(t), ∀t ∈ [0, Tf ].

To ensure the power demand of ith microgrid is met at
the requested time Tf , the DSO needs to supply the deficit
of Dci − Pgi(Tf ) units of power from the portfolio if the
microgrid is not capable of supplying its own demand from the
renewable generation, and 0 otherwise. Therefore the power
portfolio has to satisfy the following terminal condition,

V̂i(Pgi(Tf ), Tf ) =

{
0 if Pgi(Tf ) ≥ Dci

Dci − Pgi(Tf ) if Pgi(Tf ) < Dci.
(6)

The DSO needs to decide the number âi and b̂i such that V̂i

satisfy the terminal condition (6) under the constraint (5).

IV. SOLUTION METHODOLOGY

A. Conventional Energy System

As the amount of renewable generation at time Tf is not
deducible and also not known a priori due to the inherent
uncertainty [31], we provide a policy of maintaining the
number of battery units, b̂i(t) and the number of ReGUs, âi(t)
for t ∈ [0, Tf ), satisfying the terminal condition (6), such that

the critical demand of Dci, i ∈ I, units is met almost-surely
at time Tf in the following theorem.

Theorem 1. Under the rated power conservation con-
straint (5), suppose âi(t) and b̂i(t) are given by:

âi(t) = −Φ

[
ln
(

Dci
Pgi(t)

)
−

σ2
gi

2 (Tf − t)

σgi

√
(Tf−t)

]
,

b̂i(t) =
Dci

Pb
Φ

[
ln
(

Dci
Pgi(t)

)
+

σ2
gi

2 (Tf − t)

σgi

√
(Tf−t)

]
, t ∈ [0, Tf )

where, Φ(·) is the standard normal cumulative distribution
function, then the terminal condition specified by (6) is satis-
fied almost surely at time Tf .

Proof. Please see supplementary material.

It follows that, in case of conventional grid, the total amount
of battery units required by the DSO for all t ∈ [0, Tf ) is:

b̂(t) =

Nm∑
i=1

Dci

Pb
Φ

[
ln
(

Dci
Pgi(t)

)
+

σ2
gi

2 (Tf − t)

σgi

√
(Tf−t)

]
, (7)

while the total power portfolio value at t = Tf is:

V̂ (Pg1(Tf ), . . . , PgNm
, Tf ) =

Nm∑
i=1

max(Dci − Pgi(Tf ), 0).

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

A. Case study 1: Pg1(Tf ) ≥ Dc1, Pg2(Tf ) ≥ Dc1

Fig. 2 illustrates the scenario where the renewable gen-
erations of both the microgrids are sufficient to meet the
respective load demands at t = Tf . We remark that the
algorithm and the methodology has no knowledge of the
terminal state a priori at any time t < Tf . It is seen that the
battery units requirement as well as the power portfolio value
become 0 at t = Tf as expected. Similarly, the other cases
can also be shown which we omit here to conserve space.
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(a) Battery units requirement: No battery is required at Tf as both the
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shaded regions with the mean values plotted with solid lines. Zoomed
inset shows the 95% confidence interval (CI) around the mean of battery
requirement. The narrow CI indicates high confidence in average battery
requirement of our proposed scheme.
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(b) Power portfolio plot: No amount of power to be maintained in the
portfolios at time Tf as both the microgrids are capable of supplying their
own demand. The narrow 95% CI around the mean of power portfolio
value, as shown in zoomed inset, indicates high confidence in the average
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Fig. 2. Simulation result for 10000 realizations of Pg1(t), Pg2(t) based
on (1) with Dc1 = 20 kW, Dc2 = 25 kW, Tf = 5 hrs and Pg1(Tf ) >
Dc1, Pg2(Tf ) > Dc2 which is unknown a priori at time t < Tf .

The results corroborate the effectiveness and the utility of
the framework presented with respect to battery resources
requirements while providing provable guarantees that the
power needs will be met at the end of the prescribed horizons.
Therefore, it can be concluded that our proposed algorithm
enables DSO to mitigate the uncertainty of supplying the
demand of the microgrids at the requested time while reducing
the battery requirement, thus enhancing grid reliability and
efficiency.

VI. CONCLUSION

This article develops a novel TES framework containing
multiple microgrids, equipped with DER and critical infras-
tructure loads, and an DSO with centralized battery storage,
with the focus of efficient energy storage allocation in real-
time, to meet the load demands of the microgrids at the
requested time with almost sure guarantee. Explicit stochastic

model of wind generation is considered to represent the un-
certainties of renewable generations. The proposed algorithms
mitigate the uncertainties of meeting the load demands of the
microgrids, due to intermittent renewable generations, at the
requested time, with almost sure guarantee.

APPENDIX A
PROBABILITIES AND CHANGE FACTORS CALCULATION

Applying Ito’s lemma [32] to d(logPgi(t)) and ignoring
h.o.t.,

d(logPgi(t)) =
∂(logPgi(t))

∂Pgi(t)
dPgi(t) +

∂2(logPgi(t))

∂P 2
gi(t)

(dPgi(t))
2

2

For all i ∈ I,

d(logPgi(t)) =
dPgi(t)
Pgi(t)

− 1
2

1
P 2

gi(t)
σ2
giP

2
gi(t)dt

= −σ2
gi

2 dt+ σgidŴti

= −σ2
gi

2 dt+ σgi

√
dtZ, (8)

where Z ∼ N (0, 1). Let Xi
n = logPgi(tn). Therefore,

Ê[Xi
n+1 −Xi

n] = −σ2
gi

2 ∆t, Var(Xi
n+1 −Xi

n) = σ2
gi∆t.

Under the transformed probability measure (??), from (2),

Corr((Xi
n+1 −Xi

n), (X
j
n+1 −Xj

n)) = ρijσgiσgj∆t

Let Ii denote the set of indices of probabilities associated with
upward movement of Pgi(tn) and Iij = (Ii∩Ij)∪ (Ic

i ∩Ic
j ),

for all i, j ∈ I. Denoting hi = log ui, i ∈ I,

−σ2
gi

2 ∆t = hi(
∑
k∈Ii

Pk −
∑
k/∈Ii

Pk) (9a)

σ2
gi∆t = h2

i (
2Nm∑
k=1

Pk)− h2
i (

∑
k∈Ii

Pk −
∑
k/∈Ii

Pk)
2 (9b)

ρijσgiσgj∆t = hihj(
∑

k∈Iij

Pk −
∑

k/∈Iij

Pk) (9c)

1 =
2Nm∑
k=1

Pk (9d)

We can solve these set of equations for all i, j ∈ I to find the
values of Pk, k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , 2Nm}, ui, di, i ∈ I.
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