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Abstract—The disordered charging of electric vehicles (EVs)
in residential areas leads to a rapid increase of the peak
load, causing transformer overload, but the charging control of
EV group can effectively alleviate this phenomenon. However,
existing charging control methods need reliable two-way com-
munication infrastructure, which brings high operation costs and
security risks. To offer a backup strategy for charging control
of EVs after communication facilities fail, this paper proposes
a communication-free charging control scheme to provide a
decentralized on-site charging strategy for EV group. First,
an uncontrollable EV group baseline estimation considering
charging behaviors enabled by Gaussian mixture model (GMM)
is proposed to acquire the capacity margin forecasting for
controllable EVs. Next, this paper proposes a probabilistic
distributed control method to assist users formulate the charging
plan autonomously. Here, the charging behavior of EV group
is regulated from an optimization with uncertain boundary
conditions to a sampling with uncertain feasible regions expressed
by a probability distribution. Finally, the scheme is verified
via real-world EV charging data from a residential area in
Hangzhou, China. The results show that this method can reduce
the probability of transformer overload caused by out-of-order
EV charging after a communication failure.

Index Terms—Capacity margin, communication-free, dis-
tributed charging control, electric vehicle (EV) group, probability
distribution.

NOMENCLATURE

A. Acronyms

AC Alternating current.

ADMM Alternating direction multiplier method.

AIC/BIC Akaike/Bayesian information criterion.

CSMS Charging station energy management system.

EM Expectation maximization.

EV Electric vehicle.

GMM Gaussian mixture model.

LHS Latin hypercube sampling.

MAC Maximum acceptable capacity.

MCU Microcontroller unit.

NLL Negative log likelihood.

PVD Peak-valley difference.

PC-IPM Predictive Correction Interior Point Method.
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PD-IPM Primal Dual Interior Point Method.

QP Quadratic programming.

TOU Time-of-use.

B. Indices/Sets

A
′

Sequence composed of Ns randomly sampled α
′′

and yα
′′

that meet the conditions.

h/H Index/Set of all equal time periods in one day,

H : {1, 2, ..., H}.

j Index of sampling EVs.

ja Index of component in the optimal GMM.

k Index of Gaussian component.

m/M Index/Set of EVs, M : {1, 2, ...,M}.

t/T Index/Set of time periods that EVs can be sched-

uled, T : {1, 2, ..., T }.

TEV/TEV
j Set of Baseline load of EV group/EV j.

T load Set of day-ahead baseline load.

T res Set of daily forecasting of residential load.

P cha/P st Probability set that EV is charing/of EV charging

start time.

P st,nor Probability set after normalizing and intervaliz-

ing P st.

Qcha Set of charging power of controllable EVs in all

schedule time periods.

y Set of charging scheduling result of controllable

EVs.

Γ1 Coefficient matrix of whether EV is charging.

Ψ Model of ternary GMM.

Z Set of day-ahead capacity margin.

C. Parameters

a/b Number of row/column of Γ1.

C1 Maximum capacity of the transformer.

H Number of all time periods in H .

K Number of components of GMM Ψ.

M Number of EVs.

Ns Number of elements in sequence A
′

.

N total Number of residential users.

Qr Fixed charing power.

T Number of the maxium time periods that EVs

can be scheduled in H .

T arr Arrival time of EV.

X Number of highest consumption days within Y
similar days.

Y Number of similar days.

D. Variables

ei Target charging energy (kWh) of record i.
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ej Target charging energy (kWh) of EV j.

Kja Optimal number of component ja of GMM.

p(φi) Probability of a record of charging behavior φi.

Qcha
h Charging power of one controllable EV at time

period h.

Qcha
m,h Charging power of the m-th EV at time period

h.

Qload
t Total load of at time period h.

Qres
t Residential load at time period h.

T d/Ed Departure time/energy demand after arrving.

TEV
h /TEV

j,h Baseline load of EV group/EV j at time period

h.

T load
h Day-ahead baseline load at time period h.

T res
h Daily forecasting of residential load at time pe-

riod h.

y Charging scheduling result of one controllable

EV.

P cha
h /P st

h Probability at time period h that EV is charing/of

EV charging start time.

P st,nor
h Probability at time period h in P st,nor.

yα
′′

Probability of randomly sampling.

αi/βi Charging start/duration time of record i.
αj/βj Charging start/duration time of EV j.

α
′

/β
′

Charging start/duration time of result.

α
′′

Time peroid of randomly sampling.

γa,b Element of row a, column b in Γ1.

ζh Day-ahead capacity margin at time period h.

E. Notations

R Set of real numbers.

N(·) Gaussian distribution.

U(·) Uniform distribution.

µk/Σk Average and covariance matrix of Gaussian com-

ponent k.

πk Mixing proportion of Gaussian component k.

I. INTRODUCTION

THE promotion of widespread adoption of EVs as eco-

friendly alternatives [1] to conventional fuel-powered

vehicles is a key step towards carbon neutrality. However,

disordered charging of a large number of EVs in residential

areas can lead to significant increases in peak load on the

distribution system, causing transformer overload [2]. This

creates challenges for EV charging during peak periods, espe-

cially in residential areas wherever there are more multi-unit

condominiums in China [3] and there are more single-family

houses in the United States and Europe [4].

This negative impact of EVs on the power grid can be

mitigated through the implementation of effective scheduling

control strategies such as price-guided [5] and optimization-

based methods [6]. Ref. [7], [8] has shown that the TOU

price-guided strategy or others can result in EVs charging

simultaneously at the beginning of the low price period at

night, causing occasional grid overloads. Optimization-based

methods, on the other hand, need to solve a complex optimiza-

tion problem. The central controller is generally deployed in

the utility to solve centralized optimization problems. It needs

to collect all kinds of information from the users and the

power grid, and then send the control command to EVs after

making a decision. Consequently, it requires a well-developed

and reliable communication infrastructure to facilitate real-

time information exchange and rapid execution of control

commands.

However, the development of such an infrastructure can in-

cur high deployment and operation costs and security risks. For

instance, in the event of a communication failure, such as the

loss of the link between the EV and the utility, the EV will be

difficult to receive control commands and revert to disordered

charging. Therefore, if we can provide a backup strategy for

charging control of EVs after communication facilities fail,

such as the centralized control method can be decentralized

and distributed, then the probability of transformer overload

caused by charging of EV out of control can be reduced.

Decentralized strategies have been proposed to decrease

load peak. Ref. [9], [10] propose decentralized algorithms to

fill the load valley. Ref. [11] proposes an EV CSMS based

on blockchain, which aims to meet charging demands for

large numbers of EVs. The existing decentralized strategies

are converted from the original centralized algorithm such as

using Benders decomposition [12] and ADMM [13], which

still need to iterate with the central controller in the process

of decision-making. Therefore, if the communication infras-

tructure between the users and the utility fails at some time,

these decentralized strategies are still difficult to take effect.

Many researchers have developed communication-free

charging control strategies for EVs [14]–[22]. Ref. [14] pro-

poses a bidirectional frequency-dependent EV charge con-

troller, which utilizes EV for offering frequency regulation

service. In ref. [15], a rule-based algorithm is developed which

allows PHEVs constructors to limit PHEVs charging current

if they are charged at home. In [16], [17], some voltage-based

charge controllers are discussed to smooth load profiles, reduce

power losses and improve voltages. In [18]–[22], S. Shafiq et

al. have proposed more advanced control methods. Ref. [18]–

[20] have proposed autonomous EV charge control strategies

to control EV charging in a way that mitigates their negative

impacts. To ensure fair contribution from EVs connected to

different nodes, the local nodal voltage and sensitivity to

load changes are used as inputs to the proposed controller.

In [21], [22], researchers have used a machine learning-based

algorithm to control EV charging load. These papers have done

systematic work on solving voltage issues, which apply to

EV charging in single-family houses equipped with distributed

charging piles. In the scenario of above works, the voltage

and sensitivity of different nodes (houses) will be significantly

different. However, in the typical centralized parking lot of the

residential community in China that contains EV group, the

access points of different EVs are not far apart, so the voltage

and sensitivity of each EV are similar and cannot be accurately

calculated. Meanwhile, this work focuses more on the overload

issues, where voltage may not be the problem, Therefore, the

voltage- and sensivity-based method is not suitable for this

scenario.

In light of the above discussion, facing the difficulty that

the increased probability of transformer overload caused by

the disordered charging of EV group in residential areas,
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and the difficulty of the existing centralized charging control

methods requiring reliable and high operation cost commu-

nication facilities, this paper proposes a distributed charging

control scheme as a backup to provide fully decentralized on-

site charging strategy for EV group after a communication

failure. First, an uncontrollable EV group baseline estimation

considering charging behaviors modeled by GMM is proposed

to acquire the capacity margin forecasting for controllable

EVs. Next, a probabilistic distributed control algorithm for

controllable EVs is proposed in which the charging behavior of

the EV group is regulated from an optimization with uncertain

boundary conditions to a sampling problem with the uncertain

feasible regions expressed by a probability distribution so that

the user can autonomously formulate the charging plan without

the assistance of communication facilities. As a result, in case

of communication failure, the probability of the EV group

charging out of control and the peak of the transformer in the

residential area can be properly reduced.

It is highlighted with the following main contributions of

this work:

(a) A communication-free distributed charging control

scheme containing hierarchical hardware architecture and

algorithm design is proposed, in detail, it only needs a

top-down broadcast capacity margin when the condition

is normal and allows each EV to develop an on-site

charging strategy autonomously as a backup after a

communication failure.

(b) A probabilistic charging margin-based distributed control

algorithm is designed, in which the optimization with

uncertain boundary conditions is modeled as a sampling

problem with the uncertain feasible regions expressed

by the probability distribution. It reduces the probability

of transformer overloading caused by out-of-order EV

charging after a communication failure.

The rest of the paper is organized as follow: Sec. II states the

problems, the basic idea and the charging control infrastructure

for EV group in this work. Sec. III introduces EV group base-

line estimation method based on EV charging behavior. The

communication-free distributed control algorithm is proposed

in Sec. IV. Sec. V offers case study and analysis via real-world

data. Finally, Sec. VI concludes the paper.

II. PROBLEM AND FRAMEWORK

A. Problem Statement

In this paper, the purpose of the load management of the

residential EV group is to lower the load of the transformer

in the residential area when the EV group is connected to a

large number of charging piles for charging. Therefore, the

charging control objective of the EV group is formulated to

minimize the peak load of the transformer and minimize the

PVD of load. As a consequence, the objective function can be

expressed as (1) and (2) :

{

min max {Qload
1 , Qload

2 , ..., Qload
t }

max min {Qload
1 , Qload

2 , ..., Qload
t }

(1)

Qload
t =

M∑

m=1

Qcha
m,t +Qres

t , t ∈ T ⊆ H (2)

where T is contained within the total period set H .

B. Basic Idea

As we know, for the charging control of EV group in

residential areas, on the one hand, a reliable communication

channel from users to the utility (from bottom to top) is

required to ensure that the utility can collect both load and

user demand information, and make decisions on EV charging

through optimization. On the other hand, the same reliable

communication channel from the utility to the users (from

top to bottom) is needed to ensure that the EV can obtain its

corresponding charging instructions, so as to achieve ordered

charging. Once one of the two communication channels fails,

the utility will lose control of EV, which leads to the EV

being in a state of disordered charging and an increased risk

of transformer overload.

The following two basic ideas are proposed to address the

issues:

(a) First, a charging behavior-based group baseline is esti-

mated and the capacity margin is calculated. Then the

capacity margin is broadcast to users when the com-

munication channel is available, which provides users a

reference for subsequent charging decisions making.

(b) Second, when each EV is connected to charge, the local

charging facility with an edge computing module calcu-

lates the probability that the EV can start charging in each

period according to the demand information uploaded by

EV and the capacity margin, samples the time that the EV

can start charging and send the command to EV. Finally,

each EV executes the command, which can reduce the

probability of transformer overload.

C. Distributed Charging Infrastructure for EV Group

In this paper, an overall distributed charging infrastructure

for the EV group is proposed and shown in Fig. 1. The

hardware architecture of this scheme consists of two levels: the

utility and the EV user. They play different roles and complete

their independent tasks through hierarchical cooperation.

1) The Utility: The utility includes the transformer and

the metering concentrator. Generally, each distribution area

under one transformer will have a metering concentrator,

which is actually a connection point between the smart meter

terminal and the grid. Its basic function is to read terminal

data regularly, command transmission from the cloud system,

data communication, etc. At this level, energy is collected

to the transformer and data is collected to the metering

concentrator. The metering concentrator is a central controller

and is responsible for storing the historical charging behaviors

of each EV, modeling the EV charging behavior, and then

estimating the baseline load of the EV group. In addition,

the metering concentrator is also responsible for forecasting

the residential load and estimating the total baseline load by

combining it with the baseline load of the EV group. After that,

when the communication facility is available, the metering
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Fig. 1. Distributed charging control infrastructure for EV group

concentrator will collect the charging demand uploaded by

each EV, and execute the optimization program in Sec. II-A

to make decisions on the EV charging period and power. If

the communication facility fails, the capacity margin of this

residential area can also be estimated and broadcast to each

user from the metering concentrator.

2) The EV User: The EV user includes a smart meter and a

charging pile. When the communication facility is smooth, the

EV user needs to execute the instructions of the concentrator

through the charging pile. If not, the EV user needs to receive

the estimated capacity margin of the residential area from

the concentrator and make local decisions after getting the

charging demand through a new edge computing module to

determine the start time of charging after the EV arrives and

implement the decisions through the charging pile. Generally

speaking, this new edge computing module can be installed on

both smart meters and charging piles. It is worth noting that

the function of the traditional charging pile is to provide power

for the EV. In this paper, we call it A-Type charging pile. The

EV plugged in it is called an uncontrollable EV. In this paper,

in addition to the original functions, the charging pile needs to

be transformed to realize the interaction between the pile and

the EV, and receive the demand information set by the user on

the EV, such as the target charging energy and duration time,

and transfer it to the edge computing module for charging

decision. It is named B-Type charging pile. Meanwhile, the

EV plugged in it is called a controllable EV.

III. CHARGING BEHAVIOR BASED GROUP BASELINE

ESTIMATION

A. Charging Behavior Modeling Enabled by GMM

Uncontrollable or controllable EV loads are involved in

EV charging loads. Therefore, modeling and estimating un-

controllable EV load accurately and reasonably is the key to

effectively scheduling controllable EVs. One of the advantages

of the Gaussian mixture model is that it can emulate any

distribution and effectively represent the correlation between

different variables using covariance, so it is used to model

the joint distribution of charging behaviors of uncontrollable

EVs [23], [24]. Start time, duration time, and target charging

energy which can be used to fully describe a complete record

of charging behavior are selected in this work for modeling

the joint distribution of charging behaviors [23], [24].

Considering a historical charging dataset Φ with N1 records

of behavior, φi represents i-th record of charging behavior in

Φ, which can be expressed as (3):

Φ : {φi = (αi, βi, ei) : i ∈ N1, αi ∈ H , βi ∈ H, ei ∈ R}
(3)

The probability p(φi) of a record of charging behavior φi

can be approximated using ternary GMM Ψ as (4):

Ψ : p(φi) =
K∑

k=1

πkN(φi|µ
k,Σk) (4)

In this work, the parameters of (4) can be estimated using

EM method. Moreover, AIC, BIC, or NLL can be used to

determine the optimal Kja number of components of GMM

in ja-th dimension. The optimal number K can be calculated

using (5):

K =

3∏

ja=1

Kja (5)

B. EV Group Baseline Estimation

Baseline load refers to the electricity that users should

consume without demand response or load curtailment [25].

EV group baseline refers to the power that uncontrollable

EVs. Therefore, the day-ahead baseline load set T load can

be formulated as (6):

T load = T res + TEV (6)

T load, T res and T res are defined by (7)-(9):

T load : {T load
h : h ∈ H} (7)

T res : {T res
h : h ∈ H} (8)

TEV : {TEV
h : h ∈ H} (9)

Generally speaking, the calculation method of baseline load

should be convenient and feasible enough to accept, calculate

and implement. To be simple enough and obtain a conservative

charging margin, HighXofY which calculates the average

load of the X highest consumption days within Y similar days
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Algorithm 1: Baseline Load Estimation(Φ, T res)

Input: A charging dataset Φ with N1 records in X days and
a residential load forecasting daily T

res

Output: A day-ahead load baseline T
load

1 Determine optimal number K of GMM components
2 Fit GMM joint distribution Ψ of charging behavior using

dataset Φ
3 Generating and sampling N1

X
charging records subject to

GMM Ψ using LHS
4 Estimate day-ahead EV group baseline T

EV using (10) and
(11)

5 Forecast day-ahead load baseline T
load using (9)

is used to calculate the EV group baseline [26]. Therefore,

after obtaining the GMM Ψ, we can generate the EV charging

behavior of the next day by generating N1

X
records of data

in GMM Ψ for estimating baseline, where LHS is used for

obtaining samples efficiently and comprehensively. Assuming

that the dataset Φ1 is composed of N1

X
records of data and

TEV
j : {TEV

j,h : h ∈ H} is the charging power of j-th EV.

TEV
j can be calculated by (10):







TEV
j,h = 0, ∀h ∈ [1, αj − 1) ∪ (αj + βj , H ]

TEV
j,h =

ej
βj − αj + 1

, ∀h ∈ [αj , αj + βj − 1]
(10)

Therefore, the EV group baseline can be calculated by (11):

TEV
h =

N1

X∑

j=1

TEV
j,h (11)

Finally, the overall EV group baseline estimation algorithm

is shown in Algorithm 1.

IV. COMMUNICATION-FREE DISTRIBUTED CHARGING

CONTROL

In this section, when the communication infrastructure

between the utility and the users fails, the global load will

be unknown, the distributed charging control problem of the

EV group is modeled as a sampling problem in the uncertain

feasible decision space expressed by a probability distribution.

A. Control Objective and Feasible Region

1) Control Objective: In this problem, the charging control

objective of the EV group is to minimize the peak and PVD

of the transformer load, that is, the EVs can be charged when

the transformer load is at a low level, which is also called

peak shaving and valley filling.

2) Feasible Region: Meanwhile, in this problem, the fea-

sible region of EV charging control is composed of charging

start time, duration time, and charging power, where y is used

to represent the result of charging scheduling, which can be

expressed as (12):






y : {y = (α
′

, β
′

,Qcha) : α
′

∈ H, β
′

∈ H}

Qcha : {Qcha
h : h ∈

[

α
′

, α
′

+ β
′

− 1
]

}
(12)

B. Constraints

In this section, we will introduce the detailed constraints

that the method in this work needs to meet, including user

demand constraints and constraints in the communication-free

distributed scenario.

1) User Demand Constraints: Every time the users end

using the EV and arrive at the parking lot, they need to input

the demand information for the next use of the EV, including

the energy demand Ed and the departure time T d. Therefore,

y need to satisfy (13)-(15):

α
′

≥ T arr (13)

β
′

+ α
′

− 1 ≤ T d (14)

β
′

+α
′

−1
∑

j=α
′

Qcha = Ed (15)

2) Communication-Free Scenario Constraints: To ensure

the high charging effciency of EVs and reduce the complex-

ity of decision-making in the communication-free distributed

charging scenario, Qcha also need to satisfy (16) and (17):

Qcha = 0, ∀h ∈
[

T arr, α
′

− 1
)

∪
(

α
′

+ β
′

, T d
]

(16)

Qcha = Qr, ∀h ∈
[

α
′

, α
′

+ β
′

− 1
]

(17)

where Qr is generally the rated power of the charging pile.

Equation (16) shows the continuity of EV charging power in

this scenario and reduces the complexity of the feasible region.

Equation (17) ensures the high efficiency of the charging

process of EV, which is different from the traditional method

of charging with reducing power in this scenario. According

to (15) and (17), the charging duration time of the EV can be

calculated as (18):

β
′

=
Ed

Qr
(18)

As a result, according to the constraints of the

communication-free scenario, the feasible region of EV charg-

ing control can be simplified, and only the charging start time

is included.

C. Uncertain Feasible Region

In this problem, the load feasible region of charging control

of EV group can be expressed by capacity margin, which refers

to the EV load that can be connected to charging under the

transformer without exceeding the capacity of the transformer.

Therefore, the day-ahead capacity margin Z can be estimated

by T load, defined and formulated as (19):
{

Z : {ζh : h ∈ H}

Z = C1 − T load
(19)

The uncertainty of the feasible region in this paper comes from

the uncertainty of day-ahead load and capacity margin fore-

casting on the one hand, and the uncertainty of the arrival time

of EVs on the other hand. In the communication-free scenario

of distributed control, once the day-ahead load and capacity

margin forecasting results are determined at the beginning of

the day when the EV arrives, the feasible region (i.e. the

optional charging start time) can be determined. The algorithm

needs to choose the best charging start time. However, in

this scenario, it is difficult for a single electric vehicle to



ACCEPTED BY IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON SMART GRID 6

Algorithm 2: Distributed Charging Control (T load,

Ed, T d)

Input: A charging dataset Φ with N records in X days and
a residential load forecasting daily T

res

Output: A day-ahead load baseline T
load

1 For concentrator, calculate day-ahead capacity margin Z and

the probability P
cha that EV is charging through (19) and

(20), and broadcast them to each smart meter once a day
2 For smart meter connected the B-Type charging pile, when

the EV arrive, collect the EV charging demand Ed and T d

3 Calculate the duration time β
′

through (18)

4 Calculate the probability P
st of EV charging start time

through (21), (25)

5 For variable α
′

, randomly sample to obtain Ns records and

obtain a sequence A
′

subject to distribution P
st,nor

6 Randomly sample from the sequence A
′

and acquire the

charging start time α
′

7 Download the command y = (α
′

, β
′

, Qr)and start charing at

α
′

obtain global demand information and transformer load, so

probability distribution sampling can be used instead of online

optimization to decide control command. The probability that

EV is charging can be denoted and estimated by capacity

margin Z, which can be expressed as (20):






P cha = [P cha
h : h ∈ H ]

P cha
h :

ζh
∑H

h=1
ζh

(20)

According to the probability that EV is charging P cha, the

probability of starting charging in each period can be denoted

by (21):

P st = [P st
h : P st

h ≥ 0, h ∈ H ] (21)

In accordance with the relationship between P st and P cha,

they satisfy (22):

Γ1P
st = P cha (22)

where Γ1 = [γa,b : a, b ∈ H ] is the coefficient matrix of

whether the EV is charging, which form is shown in (23)-

(24):






γa,b = 1, 1 ≤ b ≤ a

γa,b = 1, H − β
′

+ a+ 1 ≤ b ≤ H

γa,b = 0, a < b < H − β
′

+ a+ 1

when 1 ≤ a ≤ β
′

(23)






γa,b = 1, a− β
′

+ 1 ≤ b ≤ a

γa,b = 0, 1 ≤ b < a− β
′

+ 1

γa,b = 0, a < b ≤ H

when β
′

< a ≤ H (24)

The determinant form of Γ1 is shown in Appendix A.

Equation (22)-(24) can be solved by the least square method

with constraints. The objective function of this problem can

be expressed as (25):

min ‖P cha − Γ1P
st‖

2
(25)

The constraint of this problem is (21). It is able to prove that

it is a QP problem with constraints and the problem is solvable

(proved in Appendix B), and the problem is guaranteed to have
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Fig. 2. Flowchart of the proposed method

an optimal solution. Because the problem needs to be solved

in the local charging facility with an edge computing module

when the computing resources of the module are sufficient, the

problem can be solved using solvers; If the edge computing

module is limited by the economic cost and the computing

resources are insufficient, this problem can be solved using

the PD-IPM [27].

D. Commands Making Method

For each EV, after obtaining the probability distribution of

starting charging P st in each period, the starting time (i.e.

control command) that conforms to the distribution can be

sampled randomly, which includes the following steps:

(a) According to (13) and (14), normalize and intervalize the

probability distribution P st to obtain distribution P st,nor,

where it can be denoted and calculated as (26):






P st,nor = [P st,nor
h : P st

h , h ∈ [T arr, T d − β
′

+ 1]]

P st,nor
h =

P st
h

∑Td
−β

′
+1

h=T arr P st
h

(26)

(b) Acceptance-rejection sampling method [28] is used to

acquire the sequence A
′

that follows the distribution

P st,nor. For variable group (α
′

i, y
α

′

i ) subject to (27),

randomly sample to obtain Ns records if P st,nor

α
′

i

≥ yα
′

i ,

and obtain a sequence A
′

with Ns data.
{

α
′

i ∈ α
′′

∼ U(T arr, T d − β
′

+ 1)

yα
′

i ∈ yα
′′

∼ U(0,max(P st,nor))
(27)

(c) Randomly sample from the sequence A
′

and acquire the

charging start time α
′

.

(d) Download the command y = (α
′

, β
′

, Qr) and start

charing at α
′

.

Finally, charging can be started. As a summary of the

proposed communication-free distributed charging control for

the EV group, the algorithm is provided as shown in Algorithm

2, and the flowchart of the proposed method is shown in Fig.

2.
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TABLE I
BASIC PARAMETERS OF RESIDENTIAL AREA

Type Parameters Type Parameters

User Number 100 Rated Power of AC Pile 7kW [29]

EV Penetration Rate 60% Transformer Capacity 600kVA

Time Resolution 15min

TABLE II
ELECTRICITY PRICE OF RESIDENTS IN HANGZHOU, CHINA [30]

Type Time (h) Price (CNY)

Peak Period 8:00-22:00 0.568

Valley Period 22:00-8:00 (Next Day) 0.288

V. CASE STUDY AND ANALYSIS

In this section, a series of case studies are conducted based

on the real-world data of residential areas in Hangzhou, China,

to verify the feasibility and advantages of this method.

A. Simulation Setting

1) Parameter Setting and Scenario Genaration: The basic

parameters of a typical residential area located in Hangzhou,

China are presented in Table I, where EV penetration rate PR
is denoted as (28):

PR =
M

N total
(28)

Here it is assumed that there is at most one EV in each family.

Besides, to test the effectiveness of the proposed algorithm,

there are three components of the scenarios: the type of com-

munication link failure, the type of EV energy demand, and the

level of residential load. The specific details on each of these

components are provided in Table III. Two different demand

types can show different test effects. By homogeneous, we

mean that EVs have the same demand or action (all EVs plug

in for charging at the same time, have the same deadline,

and need to charge the same energy. By non-homogeneous,

we mean that the demand or action is not necessarily the

same for all EVs (EVs may plug in for charging at different

times, have different deadlines, and charge different energy).

Moreover, by comparing the performance of the proposed

algorithm and the conventional orderly charging method across

different residential load levels, the upper limit of different

algorithms can be obtained.

2) Simulation Environment and Tools: In this paper, all the

numerical simulation for algorithm validation is mainly carried

out on a computer equipped with Intel Xeon X5650 2.67 GHz

CPU and 24 GB RAM. All the charging optimization models

can be solved by Ipopt 3.13.3. Python is used as a simulation

platform for algorithm implementation.

B. Result for Group Baseline Estimation

In this section, the availability of the EV group baseline

estimation method proposed in Sec. II is verified. The charging

data of EVs we use is the real data of a residential area in

Hangzhou, China, in April 2021. Therefore, it is a natural

non-homogeneous demand scenario. The charging piles in the

residential area are all A-Type charging piles. Therefore, the

TABLE III
THREE COMPONENTS OF TEST SCENARIOS

Component Contents

Communication
Infrastructure Failure

Complete disconnection of B-Type charging piles

Partial disconnection of B-Type charging piles

EV Charging Demand
Homogeneous demand

Non-homogeneous demand

Residential Load Level

Low level

Medium level

High level

TABLE IV
EV CHARGING DEMAND PARAMETERS

EV Demand Type Parameters Type Parameters

Homogeneous
Demand

Arrival Time T arr = 77(15min)

Departure Time Td = 30(15min)

Charging Energy Ed = 35(kW·h)

Non-Homogeneous
Demand

Arrival Time T arr ∼ N(77, 8)(15min)

Departure Time Td ∼ N(30, 4)(15min)

Charging Energy
Follow the distribution of

Fig. 2(c)

charging start time, duration time, and charging power are

modeled for testing.

Fig. 3(a) - 3(c) illustrate the effect of GMM in fitting the

distribution of charging behaviors with start time αi, duration

time βi and target charging energy ei. Fig. 3(d) compares the

results with the original load. It can be observed that the error

between the two curves is sufficiently small, and this method

achieves a good estimation. It is worth mentioning that the EV

load increases slightly at 20:00, while it increases rapidly at

22:00. At 20:00, few residents return home to start charging,

but at 22:00, the electricity price is switched from peak to

valley, which leads to a large number of residents choosing to

charge EVs at this time to enjoy a lower price which is shown

in Table II, but it causes a new load peak.

C. Comparison of Different Control Methods

In this section, we observe the comparison results between

the method proposed in this paper and the conventional

ordered charging control method under different types of

EV charging demands and different types of residential load

levels. In the scenario of this section, the communication

infrastructure failure type is that all B-Type charging piles

are disconnected, and the proportion of the number of A-

Type charging piles and B-Type charging piles are set to

1:1. It is worth noting that the disordered charging method

means that all EVs are uncontrolled and start charging at the

time chosen by the drivers according to their wishes, while

centralized (or ordered) charging strategy means that when

the communication infrastructure is unblocked, all controllable

EVs accept the charging commands computed by the central

controller.

1) Result for Different EV Charging Demand: The demand

parameters of EV are provided in Table IV. It is worth explain-

ing that taking T arr∼N(77, 8) as an example, it means that

T arr follows the normal distribution with the mean value of

77 (Equal to 19:15 pm) and the standard deviation of 8 (Equal
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Fig. 3. GMM distribution fitting, baseline load and charging margin estimation

TABLE V
PERFORMANCE OF DIFFERENT CONTROL METHODS UNDER

HOMOGENEOUS DEMAND

Type Peak(kW) ∆Peak% PVD(kW) ∆PVD%

Disordered 600.75 × 466.40 ×

Centralized
(Ordered)

413.07 -31.2% 216.02 -53.7%

Distributed 463.03 -22.9% 295.01 -36.7%
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Fig. 4. Comparison of different control methods under homogeneous demand

to 2 hours). Meanwhile, the residential load level is medium

and the baseline estimation of residential areas is shown in

Fig. 3(e). Fig. 3(f) shows the charging probability of each

controllable EV. We compare the proposed algorithm with

the disordered charging method and the centralized charging

strategy.

Homogeneous Demand: Fig. 4(a) and 4(b) illustrate the total

load and EV load under three different methods. It can be seen

that both the centralized method and the method proposed

in this paper can reduce the peak load and PVD. Table V

shows the specific numerical results. Although the effect of

the method proposed in this paper is not as good as that of

TABLE VI
PERFORMANCE OF DIFFERENT CONTROL METHODS UNDER

NON-HOMOGENEOUS DEMAND

Type Peak(kW) ∆Peak% PVD(kW) ∆PVD%

Disordered 476.07 × 341.73 ×

Centralized
(Ordered)

413.07 -13.3% 194.35 -43.1%

Distributed 417.80 -12.2% 255.25 -25.3%
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Fig. 5. Comparison of different control methods under non-homogeneous
demand

the centralized method, it can still play a role in reducing

and transferring the peak load when the users disconnected

from the utility. Meanwhile, the effect is better than that of

the disordered charging. It is clearly seen from Fig. 4(b) that

after all EVs arrive at the same time, they charge in disorder

together, which causes great pressure on the transformer. In

addition, Fig. 4(c) shows the charging behavior of each EV

using the proposed method and uncontrollable EV baseline.

As a result, Fig. 4 shows the advantages of the proposed

method, that is, after receiving the transformer capacity margin

broadcast by the utility once a day, the EV user does not need
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load level

to maintain the two-way communication with the utility as

the centralized method does. It only needs to independently

distribute the calculation and execute the charging command

after obtaining the user’s demand. When this algorithm is used

by large-scale users, the peak load of the transformer can be

significantly reduced.

Non-Homogeneous Demand: Fig. 5(a) and 5(b) illustrate

the total load and EV load under three different methods

and Table VI shows the specific numerical results under non-

homogeneous demand. It can be seen that the algorithm is still

effective when the charging demand of EVs is close to the real

situation. In addition, Fig. 5(c) shows the charging behavior

of each EV using the proposed method and uncontrollable EV

baseline. Besides, the maximum charging probability that the

EV is charging is around 5:00 am from Fig. 3(f). But the

period of maximum charging power of controllable EVs is

not 5:00 am. This is because the proposed method is based on

probability sampling, which cannot completely correspond to

the charging probability distribution.

2) Result for Different Residential Load Level: In this

section, the EV demand is non-homogeneous. We compare

the proposed algorithm with the centralized charging strategy

under different residential load levels (high, medium, and low).

Here, the average residential load rates of high, medium and

low levels are 0.70, 0.47, and 0.28.

Fig. 6 offers the load curves under different residential

load levels using two different algorithms. We can draw the

conclusion through observation that under the medium and

low levels of residential load, the centralized method and

the communication-free distributed method will not exceed

the transformer limit. However, when the residential load

pressure is high, the centralized method can still provide

charging services for all controllable EVs without exceeding

the transformer limit. However, the performance of our pro-

posed method is limited and will not ensure that it does not

exceed the transformer limit where after 1000 random tests,

the overload ratio of the transformer is 13.5%. It is proved

TABLE VII
PARAMETER SENSITIVITY ANALYSIS

Controllable EV% Peak(kW) ∆Peak% PVD(kW) ∆PVD% MAC

0% 476.07 × 341.73 × 87

20% 437.36 -8.1% 274.39 -19.7% 117

40% 424.30 -10.9% 254.88 -24.4% 140

60% 414.22 -13.0% 249.80 -26.9% 163

80% 402.95 -15.4% 237.91 -30.4% 180

100% 396.79 -16.7% 229.32 -32.9% 214

again that the method proposed in this paper is not as effective

as the centralized control method, but it can still reduce and

transfer the peak load when the users disconnected from the

utility.

D. Sensitivity Analysis of Different Proportion Charging Pile

Types

In this section, we mainly compare the impact of different

proportions of controllable EVs in the residential area on the

peak load, PVD, and the maximum acceptable capacity (MAC)

of EVs under the condition of communication infrastructure

failure. It can be seen from Table. VII that: i) The peak and

PVD of the total load are reduced due to the implementation

of the distributed charging strategy. ii) With the increase in

the proportion of controllable EVs, the peak and PVD of load

decrease even more. iii) When EVs are uncontrollable, the

maximum number of EVs that can be accommodated in the

residential area is exactly the number of users. iv) When the

proportion of controllable EVs increases, the MAC of EVs in

the residential area increases. When all residential areas are

controllable EVs, the MAC of EVs in the residential area is

2.4 times that when they are uncontrollable.

E. Influence of Different Proportions of Communication Fail-

ures

In this section, we observed the results of different pro-

portions of B-Type charging piles partially disconnected. In

the scenario of this section, the EV charging demand type is

non-homogeneous demand, and the residential load level is

medium level. All the charging piles are the B-Type charging

piles.

The test results of this section are shown in Fig. 7 and

Table VIII. It can be observed from Fig. 7 that the method

proposed in this paper can significantly reduce the peak load

and PVD of the transformer when all B-Type charging piles are

disconnected or the B-Type charging piles are partially discon-

nected. Meanwhile, in this case, we can see that the proposed

method in this article has similar performance in reducing peak

load compared to the centralized charging method. However,

from Fig. 7, it can be observed that the PVD when all the B-

Type charging piles are disconnected is significantly greater

than when they are partially disconnected, which proves that

the performance of the method proposed in this paper is still

slightly inferior to that of the centralized method. Therefore,

the proposed method is a scheme to reduce the cost and risk

of communication equipment, which conforms to our original

intention.
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Fig. 7. Comparison of different control methods with partial disconnection

F. Computation Efficiency Using Edge Modules with Different

Resources

In this section, we compared the computational efficiency

of edge modules with different resources. The computer is

used to validate algorithms, Raspberry Pi is used to emulate

EVs, and the MCU is used to emulate smart meter. Table IX

first displays the basic information such as the device type,

function, and solution method that we are using. We also

conducted two sets of tests on different devices. From Table

IX, it can be observed that in both computer and Raspberry Pi,

regardless of whether a solver is used or not, the algorithm can

quickly make plans for EV charging for up to 96 time periods

per day. In the MCU, with scarce computing resources (Due

to cost constraints and insufficient computing resources, it is

difficult to use solvers), this paper can still quickly carry out

charging planning for up to 12 time periods per day, which

can meet practical needs and has application value.

VI. CONCLUSION

This paper has proposed a communication-free distributed

charging control scheme as a backup to provide a fully

decentralized on-site charging strategy for EV group after a

communication failure. Our scheme is able to estimate the

charging margin for controllable EVs considering charging

behavior modeled by GMM. In this scheme, the distributed

control algorithm that we design for controllable EVs is

based on probabilistic capacity margin, so that the user can

autonomously formulate the charging plan of the EV with-

out the help of communication infrastructure. Based on the

real residential load of a residential area in Hangzhou, our

algorithm can reduce the peak of the transformer by up to

about 16%-25% and the PVD by up to about 30%-45%. Its

performance is superior to disordered charging, but weaker

than the centralized algorithm when the communication link

is reliable. As a result, in case of communication failure,

the probability of the EV group charging out of control can

be properly reduced. In the future, we will consider using

TABLE VIII
PERFORMANCE OF DIFFERENT CONTROL METHODS WITH PARTIAL

DISCONNECTION

Proportion of
Disconnection%

Peak(kW) ∆Peak% PVD(kW) ∆PVD%

Disordered 523.34 × 400.42 ×

0% 394.55 -24.6% 177.07 -55.8%

20% 394.55 -24.6% 177.07 -55.8%

40% 394.55 -24.6% 177.07 -55.8%

60% 394.55 -24.6% 202.55 -49.9%

80% 394.55 -24.6% 222.49 -44.3%

100% 394.55 -24.6% 230.61 -42.4%

machine learning- or reinforcement learning-based method

and extend the algorithm to how to combine the user’s

past charging habits and electricity price with the capacity

margin so that the user can still autonomously formulate a

charging strategy in case of communication failure and loss

of connection between the user and the utility.

APPENDIX A

The determinant form of Γ1 in (22) can be expresses as

(29):

Γ1 =

H
︷ ︸︸ ︷





















1 0 ... 0 0 0
1 1 0 ... 0 0
1 1 1 0 ... 0
1 1 1 1 0 ...
0 1 1 1 1 0
... ... ... ... ... ...

0 1 1 1
0 0 1 1
0 0 0 1
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... 0 0 0
... ... ... ...

0 ... 0 1 1 1
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1 0 0 0
1 1 0 0
1 1 1 0
1 1 1 1
︸ ︷︷ ︸
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′






















(29)

APPENDIX B

The standard form of the QP problem with constraints is

shown in (30) and (31):

min f(x) =
1

2
xTBx+ cTx (30)

s.t. Ax ≥ b (31)

where B is an n×n symmetric matrix. A is an m×n matrix.

c and b are respectively n-dimensional and m-dimensional

column vectors.

After converting the original problem which is shown in

(25) and (21) into the standard form shown in (30) and (31),

the form of the matrix B can be expressed in (32):
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TABLE IX
COMPUTATIONAL EFFICIENCY OF ALGORITHM ON DEVICES WITH DIFFERENT RESOURCES

Device Type (Core) Purpose Time Period
Run Time (s)

PC-IPM (External Solver Ipopt) PD-IPM (Handed Code)

Computer (Intel Xeon X5650) Algorithm Validation 96 1.3936 3.7660

Raspberry Pi 3B (ARM Cortex A53) EV Emulation 96 1.1591 7.1041

MCU-STM32F429 (ARM Cortex M4) Smart Meter Emulation 12 ∼ 12.8838

B =

H
︷ ︸︸ ︷
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′
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′
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′
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′
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(32)

According to (30), 1

2
xTBx is a real symmetric matrix.

Meanwhile, all elements in the matrix (32) are not less than 0.

In addition, according to the constraint (30) and equation (21),

all elements in vector x are greater than 0. Therefore, the term
1

2
xTBx is never less than 0. According to the definition of

positive semidefinite quadratic form and positive semidefinite

matrix, the term 1

2
xTBx is positive semidefinite quadratic

form and matrix B is positive semidefinite matrix, which is

equivalent to the fact the QP problem shown in (25) and (21)

is solvable.
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