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1Abstract—The rapid growth of proactive consumers with
distributed power generation and storage capacity, empowered
by Internet of Things (IoT) devices, is transforming modern
power markets into an independent, flexible, and distributed
structure. In particular, the recent trend is peer-to-peer (P2P)
transactive energy systems, wherein the traditional consumers
became prosumers (producer+consumer) and can maximize their
energy utilization by sharing with neighbors without any conven-
tional intermediary intervention in the transactions. However,
the competitive dynamic energy pricing scheme is inevitable in
such systems to make the optimal decision. It is very challenging
when the prosumers have limited access to the fellow prosumer’s
system information (i.e., load profile, generation, and so on). This
paper presents a privacy-preserving distributed dynamic pricing
strategy for P2P transactive energy systems in the smart grid us-
ing Fast Alternating Direction Method of Multipliers (F-ADMM)
algorithm. The result shows that the algorithm converges very
fast and facilitates easy implementation. Moreover, a closed-form
solution for a P2P transactive energy system was presented, which
accelerate the overall computation time.

Index Terms—ADMM, Distributed optimization, Peer-to-peer
dynamic pricing, Transactive energy systems, and Smart grid.

I. INTRODUCTION

IT is expected that the global market for rooftop photo-
voltaic (PV) panels will worth of about $33 billion by 2022,

and the increase in the adoption of residential energy storage
systems complements the shift towards PV even further whose
capacity is predicted to grow more than 3.7 GW by 2025 [1].
These additional energy resources at the edge of the grid are
expected to be utilized more efficiently not only to manage
the energy demand but also to enable a significant penetration
of renewable energy into the grid. In such scenarios, it is
of utmost importance for the edge users with generating
assets to be incorporated into the energy market as prosumers
(producer+consumer).

The role of prosumers is well recognized in the deregulated
energy market. The two dominant schemes for compensating
the prosumers for the energy they feed back into the grid
are net metering and feed-in tariff (FIT) programs [1]. In net
metering, tariffs are designed for the prosumers to receive an
incentive on their utility bills using electricity at certain times
by offsetting their use of electricity from the grid at other
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times [2]. FITs are the most widely used policy throughout
the world for accelerating renewable energy (RE) deployment.
With FITs, the prosumers with roof-top solar panels can sell
their excess solar energy to the grid and can buy energy from
the grid in case of any energy deficiency [3]. However, the high
penetration of PVs in the grids raises stability and reliability
issues; hence, the local governments in many countries have
limited the PV export to the grid [4]. Moreover, the prosumers
are getting paid at a fixed rate in both the schemes [1].
Typically, the prosumers buy energy from the grid at a high
price and get paid low prices when they sell; therefore, they
lose potential benefits.

In this context, peer-to-peer (P2P) energy sharing concept
has emerged in the area of the distribution networks [5]. Unlike
the traditional systems, the P2P scheme enables the prosumers
to participate in a local energy arbitrage with the neighboring
prosumers. Currently, the P2P distributed market platforms is
possible due to advances in information and communication
technology, and distributed ledger technologies (DLTs) such
as blockchain, which support transparent and decentralized
transactions [6]. However, efficient energy pricing in such
systems is an important task.

In recent literature, various approaches have been presented
for P2P energy trading in distribution systems. For instance,
an auction-based P2P energy trading model is introduced
for prosumer-centric community microgrids using unified and
identified pricing strategies [7]. In [8], a P2P energy trading
paradigm has been presented with various pricing strategies
such as bill sharing, mid-market rate, and auction-based, and
various scenarios were compared. In addition to the mid-
market rate, a canonical coalition game-theoretic model has
been adopted for prosumer-centric microgrids in [4]. In ad-
dition, various trading approaches such as power-based tariff
[9], auction-based market-clearing framework [10], [11] are
presented for P2P transactive energy systems. Further, a two-
stage bidding strategy for P2P energy trading in residential
microgrids is proposed [12]. In [13], a P2P energy sharing
model is presented for a distribution system. A single-layered
P2P energy trading system is proposed for heterogeneous
small-scale DERs [14]. However, these approaches are in
a centralized manner and require a central coordinator to
perform the trading, which may violate the privacy. Moreover,
a centralized system is prone to a single point of failure. In
this context, Relaxed Consensus+Innovation-based distributed
pricing strategies have been proposed [15], [16]. However,
the consensus-based approaches suffer from slow convergence

ar
X

iv
:2

01
2.

04
91

7v
1 

 [
ee

ss
.S

Y
] 

 9
 D

ec
 2

02
0



THIS PAPER HAS BEEN ACCEPTED AND PRESENTED IN IEEE PESGM 2020 CONFERENCE AND IS IN THE PROCESS FOR PUBLICATION. 2

Smart Home Prosumer/Consumer

Electrical Connection

Communication Link

Physical System P2P Communication

Fig. 1: Conceptual distribution system with peer-to-peer (P2P) connection.

rate. In improvement, an alternating direction method of multi-
pliers (ADMM) method for prosumer’s preference-driven P2P
energy trading model is presented [17]. Additionally, game-
theoretic approaches have been presented in [18], [19].

In this paper, a F-ADMM-based distributed dynamic energy
pricing scheme is proposed for P2P trasactive energy systems.
The proposed algorithm is scalable, requires only buyer-to-
seller P2P communications, and reduces information sharing to
settle down the market. A closed form solution is also derived
to reduce computation effort. Moreover, the proposed approach
preserves privacy for the trading participants.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: Section II
presents the description of a prosumer-based distribution sys-
tem, mathematical modeling of the prosumers utility function,
and the centralized optimization problem formulation. The
distributed closed-form solution is presented in Section III.
Section IV shows the simulation result and analysis followed
by Section V that concludes the paper.

II. PRELIMINARIES AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

Consider a smart distribution network shown in the Fig. 1
comprises of a set of prosumers be N = {1, 2, 3, ...N}, where
N = |N | gives the total number of prosumers in the system.
Each prosumer has roof top PV panels installed and connected
to the network through a smart meter. In each time step, the
prosumers declare themselves as a producer or a consumer
based on their net load. Multi-agent systems incorporated with
blockhain and other distributed ledger technologies can be
utilized to ensure system transparency. Let there {P = {Px :
∀x ∈ N}} producers and {C = {Cy : ∀y ∈ Ns}} consumers;
Ns ∈ N is the set of indices of consumers that buy energy
from producer y. However, the subscript x or y can be replaced
with appropriate producer or consumer index. It should be
noted that N = P ∪ C and P ∩ C = ∅. Both the P and C
are connected in the physical power distribution network. The
P2P connectivity can be denoted using an energy trading graph
G = (N , E) with a set of edges E ⊆ N × N . In this paper,
the connections between producer-to-consumer are required,
not between producer-to-producer or consumer-to-consumer.
However, the energy storage system was not considered in
this paper. Also, the energy is called as power, considering an
hour-based operation.

A. Prosumer Utility Function

The utility function of a prosumer known as cost function
is typically convex, which quantifies their satisfaction level

on using a certain amount of power. There are logarithmic
and quadratic utility functions frequently used for modeling
the prosumer utility function. Without losing the generality, a
quadratic utility function is considered in this paper as [16]:

cn(p̂n) = αnp̂
2
n + βnp̂n + γn, (1)

where αn > 0 and βn, γn ≥ 0 are the utility function
coefficients. The power p̂n is positive and negative for the
producers and consumers, respectively. The power set point
for each prosumer is constrained by its minimum, p̂−n and
maximum, p̂+n limits as:

p̂−n ≤ p̂n ≤ p̂+n . (2)

B. Bilateral Trading Problem Formulation

Let pn = {pn,m,∀n ∈ N ,∀m ∈ N\n} is the traded power
between the prosumer n and its neighbors m ∈ N\n. To avoid
energy sharing between producer-to-producer or consumer to
consumer, it should be considered that if n is producer then m
is consumer, and vice-versa. The traded power, pn,m is positive
and negative when prosumer n sells and buys power to/from
m, respectively. Therefore, pn,m and pm,n are equal valued
but of opposite polarity and each prosumer should satisfy the
following reciprocity coupled constraint:

pn,m + pm,n = 0. (3)

To model the P2P trading scheme, the power set point p̂n
of each prosumer can be given as the sum of P2P traded
quantities as:

p̂n =
∑

m∈N\n

pn,m. (4)

Let the producer n ∈ P and consumer m ∈ C privately
negotiate the price of the traded power pn,m as πn,m. The
following constraint should be satisfied considering the bal-
ance of payments in each pair of producer and consumer as:

πn,m = πm,n. (5)

It should be noted that, pn,m and πn,m are the traded power
and unit price determined by n; and similarly, pm,n and πm,n
are the traded power and price determined by m.

C. Centralized Optimization

The centralized trading problem can be formulated to min-
imize the combined utility function the prosumers. Therefore,
the overall trading problem can be written as:

min
p̂n

∑
n∈N

cn(p̂n) (6a)

s.t. p̂−n ≤ p̂n ≤ p̂+n , ∀n ∈ N , (6b)

pn,m + pm,n = 0, ∀n ∈ N , ∀m ∈ N\n, (6c)

pn,m ≥ 0, ∀n ∈ P, ∀m ∈ N\n, (6d)

pn,m ≤ 0, ∀n ∈ C, ∀m ∈ N\n. (6e)

The optimization problem (6) can readily be solved using
a conventional solver. However, a central coordinator is re-
quired, and prosumers may need to share their utility function
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coefficients and energy generation and consumption profile,
which perhaps raise privacy issues in the systems because the
prosumers may not be willing to disclose this information.
Considering that, a privacy-preserving distributed optimization
problem is formulated in the following section, and the closed-
form solution is derived afterwards.

III. DISTRIBUTED SOLUTION IN P2P ENERGY TRADING

In this section, the centralized trading problem is formulated
into sub-problem and solved using a distributed iterative
approach with closed-form solution.

A. ADMM-based Solution

In (6c), it can be seen that the power pn,m is coupled
between prosumer n and m, which is in multi-block structure.
This can be modified into a two-block subproblem and can be
solved using standard ADMM introducing auxiliary variables
σ.

In this paper, F-ADMM [20] algorithm was adopted instead
of standard ADMM to accelerate the convergence speed.
However, the coupled constraint (6c) can be reformulated as:

σn,m = pn,m, ∀n ∈ N ,∀m ∈ N\n, (7)

σn,m + σm,n = 0, ∀n ∈ N ,∀m ∈ N\n, (8)

σm,n = pm,n, ∀n ∈ N ,∀m ∈ N\n. (9)

Defining πn = {πn,m} as the dual variables associated with
(7), the augmented Lagrangian for (6) can be written as:

L(p̂n,πn,m,σn,m) =
∑
n∈N

[
cn(p̂n)

+
∑

m∈N\n

{
πn,m

(
σn,m − pn,m

)
+
κ

2

(
σn,m − pn,m

)2}]
,

(10)

where, κ is a well-defined penalty parameter for the constraint
(7). The ADMM is an iterative approach; it involves solving
three different problems in each iteration. Specifically, the first
problem (P 1) associates with solving the local problem based
on the current dual variable πn, and auxiliary variable σn =
{σn,m,m ∈ N\n}. At ith iteration, each prosumer solves the
following local optimization problem to determine the traded
power pn,m with given πin,m and σin,m as:

min
pn,m

cn(p̂n) +
∑

m∈N\n

{
πin,m

(
σin,m − pn,m

)
+
κ

2

(
σin,m − pn,m

)2}
,

(11a)

s.t. p̂−n ≤ p̂n ≤ p̂+n , ∀n ∈ N , (11b)

pn,m ≥ 0, ∀n ∈ P, ∀m ∈ N\n, (11c)

pn,m ≤ 0, ∀n ∈ C, ∀m ∈ N\n. (11d)

In second problem P 2, the prosumers update the auxiliary
variables σn based on the solution pi+1

n,m and constraint (8) as:

min
σn,m

∑
m∈N\n

{
πin,m(σn,m − pi+1

n,m) +
κ

2
(σn,m − pi+1

n,m)2
}
,

(12a)
s.t. (8). (12b)

It can be noticed that the auxiliary variables are only coupled
between each pair of trading prosumers n and m. Therefore,
the optimization problem can be reformulated as:

min
σn,m,σm,n

∑
m∈N\n

{
πn,m(σn,m − pi+1

n,m) +
κ

2

(
σn,m − pi+1

n,m

)2}

+

{
πm,n(σm,n − pi+1

m,n) +
κ

2
(σm,n − pi+1

m,n)2
}
. (13a)

s.t. (8). (13b)

Based on pi+1
n and σi+1

n obtained from solving the problems
P 1 and P 2, the third problem P 3 involves updating the the
dual variable πn as:

πi+1
n,m = πin,m + κ(σi+1

n,m − pi+1
n,m). (14)

B. Closed-form Solution

1) Solution to the problem P 1: The optimization problem
P 1 in (11) is a second-order quadratic problem that can be
solved using Lagrangian based approach. In this case, the
Lagrangian equation can be written as:

L(p̂n,πn, τn,φn) = cn(p̂n) + πn(σin,m − pn,m)+
κ

2

∑
m∈N\n

(
σin,m − pn,m

)2
+ τ in(p̂n − p̂+n )− φin(p̂−n − p̂n),

(15)

where τn and φn are the local Lagrangian parameters that
define the boundary for the maximum and minimum power
set point for prosumer n. With this definition, the first-order
optimality conditions of the relaxed problem, given by the
KKT conditions, are for all the prosumers as:

2αnpn,m+βn−πn,m−κ(σin,m−pn,m)+τn−φn = 0, (16)

which gives the closed-form solution as:

pi+1
n,m =

πin,m − τ in + φin − βn + κσin,m
2αn + κ

. (17)

Considering the constraint (11c) and (11d), the complete
solution can be derived as:

pi+1
n,m = max

{
0, pi+1

n,m

}
, ∀n ∈ P, ∀m ∈ N\n, (18)

pi+1
n,m = min

{
0, pi+1

n,m

}
, ∀n ∈ C, ∀m ∈ N\n. (19)

In the next step, local Lagrangian parameter τ and φ should
be updated taking into the account complementary slackness
as:

τ i+1
n = max

{
0, τ in + ρ

(
p̂i+1
n − p̂+n

)}
, (20)

φi+1
n = max

{
0, φin + ρ

(
p̂−n − p̂i+1

n

)}
. (21)

where ρ is a well-defined positive tuning parameter.
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Algorithm 1: Proposed distributed dynamic pricing
between prosumer n and m at prosumer-end n using
F-ADMM

Input : {δ, π0
n,m, π̃

1
n,m, σ

1
n,m, µ

1
n, i = 1}

Output: {p∗n,m, π̃∗n,m}
1 while δ ≤ 10−2 do
2 P1: Update pi+1

n,m as:

pi+1
n,m = max

{
0,
π̃in,m − τ in + φin − βn + κσin,m

2αn + κ

}
n∈P

pi+1
n,m = min

{
0,
π̃in,m − τ in + φin − βn + κσin,m

2αn + κ

}
n∈C

3 P2: Update σi+1
n,m as:

σi+1
n,m =

κ(pi+1
n,m − pi+1

m,n)− (πin,m − πim,n)

2κ

4 P3: Update π̃i+1
n,m as:

πin,m = π̃in,m + κ(σi+1
n,m − pi+1

n,m)

π̃i+1
n,m = πin,m +

µin − 1

µi+1
n

(πin,m − πi−1n,m)

where, µi+1
n =

1+
√

1+4µi
n
2

2
5 Calculate convergence error δ using (23)
6 end
7 % In each step of an iteration, transmit and receive variables with prosumer m

2) Solution to the problem P 2: By applying Lagrangian
approach with first-order KKT conditions in (13), we can
obtain the closed form solution for updating σn,m as:

σi+1
n,m =

κ(pi+1
n,m − pi+1

m,n)− (πin,m − πim,n)

2κ
. (22)

It should be noted that, the paired prosumers n and m share
p, π, and σ in each iteration. The prosumers do not share
total power generation or consumption profile but a partial
quantity only; therefore, the privacy of the prosumers is not
violated. The pseudo-code of the proposed P2P energy trading
scheme is shown in Algorithm 1. The convergence error for
the proposed algorithm can be calculated as:

δi =

√
δi1

2
+ δi2

2
, (23)

where δi1 =
∥∥pin − pi−1n

∥∥
2

and δi2 =
∥∥πin − πi−1n

∥∥
2
.
∥∥A‖2

represents the L2 norm of A. In this paper, the algorithm
stopping condition was considered as δ ≤ 10−2.

IV. RESULT AND ANALYSIS

This section presents the analysis of the simulation result
obtained using the proposed scheme. A 6-prosumer based
distributed system was considered, and the P2P connection
is shown in Fig. 2, where the prosumer indexed with odd
and even numbers are considered as an energy producer and
consumer, respectively. Although the result was obtained only
for one hour, the proposed dynamic pricing strategy can
readily be applied for multi-time step systems. Prosumer’s

TABLE I: Technical parameters for sellers.

Prosumer
ID

α
(¢/kWh2)

β
(¢/kWh)

γ (¢) p̂+n
(kW)

p̂−n
(kW)

1 0.455 2.275 0 28 10
2 0.975 14.69 0 -20 -30
3 0.520 2.600 0 30 10
4 0.884 14.95 0 -14 -24
5 0.585 3.770 0 40 10
6 0.676 15.275 0 -10 -34

1

2

3

4

5

6
Consumer

Producer

Fig. 2: P2P communication benchmark in a distribution system.
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Fig. 3: Evolution of price (πn,m) and power (pn,m) estimated by the
producers.
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Fig. 4: Evolution of price (πm,n) and power (pm,n) estimated by the
consumers.

technical data is presented in Table I. The energy selling and
buying price to and from the grid was considered as 5¢/kWh
and 15¢/kWh, respectively. Therefore, the settled price signal
between the prosumers should be at this rate to fully utilize the
advantages of the P2P market. The local optimization tuning
parameter ρ = 0.25, and penalty parameter κ = 0.5. All
the optimization variables are initialized at 0. The proposed
distributed optimization was performed with MATLAB 2018.

The evolution of the traded power and price between the
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TABLE II: Settled price, πn,m (¢/kWh).

N 1 3 5
2 8.7956 9.6151 9.1074
4 6.9198 7.5422 8.6181
6 7.5049 8.1109 9.1074

TABLE III: Traded power, |pn,m| (kW).

N 1 3 5 Total
2 7.1655 6.7453 4.5619 18.4726
4 5.1042 4.7522 4.1436 14.0000
6 5.7471 5.2989 4.5619 15.6079
Total 18.0168 16.7963 13.2674 48.0805

prosumers are shown in Fig. 3 and 4. In can be seen that
the prosumers reach the steady-state of the trade after a finite
number of iteration, which is less than 30. In the proposed
scheme, the quantities of traded power and the price mainly
depend on the prosumer’s utility function coefficients α and β,
which can be noticed from obtained results. It can be seen from
Fig. 3 that the estimated price of producer 1 is comparatively
lower than the producer 3 and 5; consequently, producer 1
sells more power than the others, which is 18.1068 kW. The
settled prices and power quantities are presented in Table II
and III. Contrarily, the consumer 2 buys more power due to
willingness to pay more price than the other consumers. The
total traded power in the system is 48.0805 kW.

The convergence error of the proposed algorithm was cal-
culated using (23), which is shown in Fig 5a. It can be seen
that the algorithm converges very fast in less than 30 iterations
with convergence condition of δ ≤ 10−2. When the algorithm
converges, the global power balance should be satisfied as
well, which implies, ∆p =

∑
n∈N p̂n = 0. The evolution of

the power balance is shown in Fig. 5b. It can be noticed that
when the algorithm reaches the convergence, the global power
mismatch is close to zero. The computation time to reach the
convergence is 0.122 s, and it takes 26 iterations.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, a dynamic pricing strategy was proposed for
prosumer centric P2P transactive energy systems in smart grid
using a F-ADMM-based algorithm. The closed-form solution
was derived to expedite the computation time. In the proposed
scheme, no central coordinator is required and the prosumers
can settle the market with sharing minimal information among
themselves. The proposed schemes provide feasible solution
and the convergence was verified through numerical results.
However, the line congestion was not considered in this paper
which is the future work. Moreover, a JAVA-based multi-agent
system will be developed for P2P communication.
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