arXiv:1704.01022v3 [math.OC] 13 Aug 2018

OPTIMAL PLACEMENT OF WIRELESS CHARGING LANES IN ROAD NETWORKS

Hayato Ushijima-Mwesigwa^∗

School of Computing Clemson University Clemson, SC 29634, USA

MD Zadid Khan and Mashrur A. Chowdhury

Department of Civil Engineering Clemson University Clemson, SC 29634, USA

Ilya Safro

School of Computing Clemson University Clemson, SC 29634, USA

Abstract. The emergence of electric vehicle wireless charging technology, where a whole lane can be turned into a charging infrastructure, leads to new challenges in the design and analysis of road networks. From a network perspective, a major challenge is determining the most important nodes with respect to the placement of the wireless charging lanes. In other words, given a limited budget, cities could face the decision problem of where to place these wireless charging lanes. With a heavy price tag, a placement without a careful study can lead to inefficient use of limited resources. In this work, the placement of wireless charging lanes is modeled as an integer programming problem. The basic formulation is used as a building block for different realistic scenarios. We carry out experiments using real geospatial data and compare our results to different network-based heuristics.

Reproducibility: all datasets, algorithm implementations and mathematical programming formulation presented in this work are available at

https://github.com/hmwesigwa/smartcities.git

1. Introduction. The transportation sector is the largest consumer in fossil fuel worldwide. As cities move towards reducing their carbon footprint, electric vehicles (EV) offer the potential to reduce both petroleum imports and greenhouse gas emissions. However, the batteries of these vehicles have a limited travel distance per charge. Moreover, the batteries require significantly more time to recharge compared to refueling a conventional gasoline vehicle. An increase in the size of the battery would proportionally increase the driving range. However, since the battery is the single most expensive unit in an EV, increasing its size would greatly increase the price. As a result leading to a major obstacle in EV widespread adaptation, range anxiety, the persistent worry about not having enough battery power to complete a trip.

Key words and phrases. Resource Allocation; Centrality; Electric Vehicles; Road Networks. ∗ Corresponding author: hushiji@clemson.edu. 1

Given the limitations of on-board energy storage, concepts such as battery swapping [55] have been proposed as possible approaches to mitigate these limitations. In the case of battery swapping, the battery is exchanged at a location that stores the equivalent replacement battery. This concept leads to issues such as battery ownership in addition to significant swapping infrastructure costs. Another approach to increase the battery range of the EV is to enable power exchange between the vehicle and the grid while the vehicle is in motion. This method is sometimes referred to as dynamic charging [64, 47] or charging-while-driving [6]. In this approach, the roads can be electrified and turned into charging infrastructure [25]. Dynamic charging is shown in [40] to significanly reduce the high initial cost of EV by allowing the battery size to be downsized. This method could be used to complement other concepts such as battery swapping to reduce driver range anxiety.

There have been many studies on the design, application and future prospects of wireless power transfer for electric vehicles (see e.g., [56, 2, 46, 49, 9, 16, 64, 54]). Some energy companies are teaming up with automobile companies to incorporate wireless charging capabilities in EVs. Examples of such partnerships include Tesla-Plugless and Mercedez-Qualcomm. Universities, research laboratories and companies have invested in research for developing efficient wireless charging systems for electric vehicles and testing them in a dynamic charging scheme. Notable institutions include Auckland University [7], HaloIPT (Qualcomm) [44], Oak Ridge National laboratory (ORNL) [39], MIT (WiTricity) and Delphi [33]. However, there is still a long way to go for a full commercial implementation, since it requires significant changes to be made in the current transportation infrastructure.

A few studies focus on the financial aspect of the implementation of a dynamic charging system. A smart charge scheduling model is presented in [47] that maximizes the net profit to each EV participant while simultaneously satisfying energy demands for their trips. An analysis of the costs associated with the implementation of a dynamic wireless power transfer infrastructure and a business model for the development of a new EV infrastructure are presented in [17]. Integrated pricing of electricity in a power network and usage of electrified roads in order to maximize the social welfare is explored in [25].

In regards to the planning infrastructure, a number of studies have focused on the implications of dynamic charging to the overall transportation network. An analysis on the effectiveness of placing wireless charging units at traffic intersections in order to take advantage of the frequent stops at these locations is taken in [50] . Methods on how to effectively distribute power to the different charging coils along a wireless charging lane in a vehicle-to-infrastructure (V2I) communication system have also be demonstrated [58]. The authors in [32] carry out simulations over a traffic network to show how connected vehicle technology, such as vehicle-to-vehicle (V2V) or V2I communications can be utilized in order effectively facilitate the EV charging process at fast-charging stations. Routing algorithms that take dynamic charging into account have also be developed. An ant colony optimization based multiobjective routing algorithm that utilizes V2V and V2I communications systems to determine the best route considering the current battery charge is developed in [48].

Given the effectiveness and advances in dynamic charging technology, cities face the challenge of budgeting and deciding on what locations to install these wireless charging lanes (WCL) within a transportation network. In this article, we seek to optimize the installation locations of WCLs.

1.1. Related Work. Owing to advances in technology, there have been recent studies related to the optimal placement of wireless charging lanes. The basic difference in these studies arise in the objective function and/or the type of routes, between the origin and destination, that are considered.

In a recent study [6], the optimal placement of wireless charging lanes when the charging infrastructure is considered to affect the EV driver’s route choice is developed. They developed a mathematical model with an objective to minimize the total system travel times which they defined as the total social cost. There have also been studies devoted optimal locations of refueling or recharging stations of EVs when the EV driver route choice is not fixed (see, e.g, [24, 35, 34, 26]).

One prominent study where the charging infrastructure does not affect the route choice is presented in [40]. In this study, they focus on a single route and seek the optimal system design of the online electric vehicle (OLEV) that utilizes wireless charging technology. They apply a particle swarm optimization (PSO) method to find a minimum cost solution considering the battery size, total number of WCLs (power transmitters) and their optimal placement as decision variables. The model is calibrated to the actual OLEV system and the algorithm generates reliable solutions. However, the formulation contains a non-linear objective function making it computationally challenging for multi-route networks. Moreover, speed variation is not considered in this model, which is typical in a normal traffic environment. The OLEV and its wireless charging units were developed in Korea Advanced Institute of Science and Technology (KAIST) [31]. At Expo 2012, an OLEV bus system was demonstrated, which was able to transfer 100KW (5×20KW pick-up coils) through 20 cm air gap with an average efficiency of 75%. The battery package was successfully reduced to 1/5 of its size due to this implementation [30]. This study was recently extended [51] to take multiple routes into account in which they carried out experiments on example with five routes.

In the literature, studies on optimal locations of plug-in charging facilities are often related to the maximal covering location problem (MCLP), in which each node has a demand and the goal is to maximize the demand coverage by locating a fixed number of charging facilities. For a more comprehensive study on the MCLP, one can refer to the work in [8, 12, 10, 21]. The flow-capturing location problem (FCLP) [27] builds on the MCLP and defines which seeks to maximize the captured flow between all origin-destination pairs. Flow along a path is defined as being captured if there exists at least one facility on the path. The definition of a flow being captured however does not carry over to the case of vehicle refueling, as a vehicle may need to refuel more than once to successfully complete the entire path. As a result, the flow-refueling location model (FRLM) is formulated in [42]. Subsequently, extensions of the FRLM have been formulated (see, e.g., [43, 62, 37, 28, 38, 68]). In the FRLM and its extensions, the assumption that the vehicle is fully refueled at a facility does not carry over to the case of in-motion wireless charging as a EV may not be fully charged after passing over a wireless charging unit. An extention of FRLM where the routes are not fixed is given in [57] where they apply their formulation to wireless charging facilities. Similarly to other FRLM extensions, they assume that an EV is fully charged once it passes over a link containing a wireless charging facility. The flow-based set covering model for fast-refueling stations such as battery exchange or hydrogen refueling stations is proposed in [67]. In particular, their approach does not assume that the fuel or charge after passing through refueling or recharging facility to be full. Their work was subsequently extended [69, 66] while keeping a similar objective to minimize the locating cost.

A different approach is taken in [11] in order to optimize the locations of public charging facilities for EVs. They take into account the long charging times of these charging stations which increases the preference for a charging facility to be located at a user activity destination.

1.2. Contribution. In this work, we seek to address the optimal location problem of wireless charging lanes in road networks, given a limited budget. Our objective is to maximize the number of origin-destination routes that benefit, to a given threshold, from a deployment. This objective function is different from the one considered in [6]. Given that the battery charge may not significantly increase when an EV drives over a single wireless charging lane, the minimum budget to cover an entire network may be significantly higher than the available budget. In order to best utilize the available budget, we define a feasible path, as an origin-destination path, in relation to the final battery charge an EV would have at the end of its trip along this path. We then seek to maximize the number of feasible paths over the network. We formulate the WCL installation problem as an integer programming model that is built upon taking into account different realistic scenarios. We compare the computational results for the proposed model to faster heuristics and demonstrate that our approach provides significantly better results for fixed budget models. Using a standard optimization solver with parallelization, we provide solutions for networks of different sizes including the Manhattan road network, whose size is significantly larger than the ones considered in previous studies.

2. Optimization Model Development. The purpose of developing a mathematical model of the WCL installation problem is to construct an optimization problem that maximizes the battery range per charge within a given budget and road network. This, in turn, will minimize the driver range anxiety within the road network. In this section, relevant definitions followed by modeling assumptions are presented.

2.1. Road Segment Graph. Consider a physical network of roads within a given location. A road segment is defined as the one-way portion of a road between two intersections. Let G = (V, E) be a directed graph with node set V such that v ∈ V if and only if v is a road segment. Two road segments u and v are connected with a directed edge (u, v) if and only if the end point of road segment u is adjacent to the start point of road segment v. We refer to this graph as a road segment graph. This representation is adopted over the conventional network representation because the decision variables are based on road segments. Other advantages to this representation such as modeling of turn costs for a given route are for example given in [3, 71]. For a given road segment graph and budget constraint, the objective is to find a set of nodes that would minimize driver range anxiety within the network.

2.2. State of Charge of an EV. State of charge (SOC) is the equivalent of a fuel gauge for the battery pack in a battery electric vehicle and hybrid electric vehicle. The SOC determination is a complex non-linear problem and there are various techniques to address it (see e.g., [5, 65, 41]). As discussed in the literature, the SOC of an EV battery can be determined in real time using different methods, such as terminal voltage method, impedence method, coulomb counting method, neural network, support vector machines, and Kalman fitering. The input to the models are physical battery parameters, such as terminal voltage, impedence, and discharging current. However, the SOC related input to our optimization model is the change in SOC of the EV battery to traverse a road segment rather than the absolute value of the real time SOC of the EV battery. So, we formulate a function that approximates the change in SOC of an EV to traverse a road segment using several assumptions, as mentioned in the following. The units of SOC are assumed to be percentage points (0% = empty; 100% = full). The change in SOC is assumed to be proportional to the change in battery energy. This is a valid assumption for very small road segments that form a large real road network, which is the case in this analysis (range of 0.1 to 0.5 mile).

We compute the change in SOC of an EV as a function of the time t spent traversing a road segment by

ΔSOC_t =

E_{end} − E_{start} E_{cap}

, (1)

where E_{start} and E_{end} is the energy of the battery (KWh) before and after traversing the road segment respectively and E_{cap} is the battery energy capacity. We follow the computation of the battery energy given by [58]. We, however, assume that the velocity of an EV is constant while traversing the road segment. This gives us

E_{end} − E_{start} = (P_{2t} · η)t − P_{1t}t, (2)

where P_{1t} is the power consumption (KW) needed to traverse the given road segment in time t. P_{2t} is the power delivered to the EV in case a WCL is installed on the road segment, otherwise P_{2t} is zero. In order to take into account the inefficiency of charging due to factors such as misalignment between the primary (WCL) and secondary (on EV) charging coils and air gap, an inefficiency constant η is assumed.

The power consumption P_{1t} varies from EV to EV. In this work, we take an average power consumption calculated by taking the average mpge (miles per gallon equivalent) and battery energy capacity rating from a selected number of EV. We took the average of over 50 EVs manufactured in 2015 or later. For each EV, its fuel economy data was obtained from [63]. The values of P_{2t} and η, the power rating of the WCL, and the efficiency factor, we average the values from [2], Table 2, where the authors make a comparison of prototype dynamic wireless charging units for electric vehicles.

2.2.1. Reliability Of SOC. In reality, an accurate estimation of the change in SOC depends on different factors that are not considered in this work such as acceleration/deceleration, and elevation of road segment [13]. However, assumptions on the estimation and variation of SOC must be made for the optimization problem formulation. Similar studies such as [25, 6] use a linear model based only on distance to the estimate change of SOC, while [57] simply assumes that an EV will be fully charged if it passes over a charging lane. In this work, we estimate the variation of SOC using the nonlinear function given in the previous section.

The estimation of SOC of an EV can be a difficult task compared to Internal Combustion Engines (ICE) where the fuel level in the tank is monitored by sensors [70]. Traditional SOC estimation methods for EVs are open loop methods such as the ampere-hour integral method [72]. In the ampere-hour integral method, the current is integrated over a certain time interval to determine the SOC value. Due to the need for sampling of current values for integral calculation, a sampling error is introduced, and the sampling errors are accumulated over time. Furthermore, in order to determine the final SOC value from the integral, the initial SOC value is required, which is also difficult to determine [61]. Closed loop systems have a feedback loop that solves the aforementioned issues, so advanced filtering techniques with feedback loops are coupled with an EV battery model to form a more accurate SOC estimation model. The output from the EV battery model is a voltage that is compared with the actual / measured output voltage of the battery. The difference between the two voltages is fed back to the system, forming a closed loop system. The accuracy of the SOC estimation model is primarily determined by the accuracy of the EV battery model. There are two types of EV battery models; the equivalent circuit models and the electro-chemistry models. In the equivalent circuit models, the battery is represented as a combination of a DC voltage source, resistors and capacitors [18]. The drawback of these models is the difficulty in identifying the structure and the parametric values of the circuit that accurately represents the battery. The electro-chemistry based models mathematically formulate the chemical reactions in the battery, so the model structure and its parameters are easier to determine, but the high computational complexity of the models make it unsuitable for real time SOC estimation [60]. Moreover, other factors such as temperature, depth of discharge, cycling, recharging voltage and maintenance have high impact on the chemical reactions in the batteries, so all these factors are considered in the electro-chemistry based models. From the above discussion, it can be concluded that the current SOC estimation methods still have some inaccuracies and uncertainties associated with it, and research is ongoing to develop more accurate SOC estimation models.

2.3. Modeling Assumptions. For a road segment graph G, we assume that each node has attributes such as average speed and distance that are used to compute the average traversal time of the road segment. Since nodes represent road segments, an edge represents part of an intersection, thus, the weight of an edge does not have a typical general purpose weighting scheme associated to it (such as a length). Since the proposed model is developed to optimize WCL placement for a given set of routes within a road network, in computational experiments, routes are chosen based on travel time. As a result, each edge (u, v) in G is assigned a weight equal to the average traversal time of road segment u.

In computational experiments, we assume that SOC of any EV whose journey starts at the beginning of a given road segment is fixed. (However, this assumption can easily dropped with a little modification of the model if real information about initial SOC is available.) For example, we may assume that if a journey starts at a residential area, then any EV at this starting location will be fully charged or follows a charge determined by a given probability distribution which would not significantly change the construction of our model. For example, in real applications, one could choose the average SOC of EV’s that start at that given location. In our empirical studies, for simplicity, we first assume that all EVs start fully charged. Results for studies where the initial SOC is chosen uniformly at random are also given. We assume that SOC takes on real values such that 0 ≤ SOC ≤ 1 at any instance where SOC = 1 implies that the battery is fully charged and SOC = 0 implies that the battery is empty.

Our model is based on optimizing the WCL placement with respect to a set of routes. In the computational experiments, we assume that longer routes will have higher priority for the WCL placement and thus we randomly choose longer routes to be considered as input to the model. We assume that it is not necessary to consider all routes. This is because some routes could significantly affect the outcome of the model, however in reality a large number of them could be routes with very low priority for WCL placement. For example, these can be routes that users usually have sufficient charge to complete, such as a route from a users home to a local grocery store. Therefore, we do not include short distance routes in our experiments; on the other hand, we do not have information on what medium and long distance routes should be considered. Moreover, we cannot know it now with a good level of certainty at least because, in general, EVs and autonomous vehicles (that are expected to change the ways we use vehicles and roads) are still not dominating the market (not to mention EVs that use WCL). Thus, the choice of longer routes chosen at random is a way to demonstrate the use of our model.

A route is infeasible within a network if any EV that starts its journey at the beginning of this route (starts fully charged in our empirical studies), will end with a final SOC ≤ α, where 0 ≤ α ≤ 1. The constant α is a global parameter of our model called a global SOC threshold. The value of α could be chosen in relation to the minimum SOC an EV driver is comfortable driving with [14]. Introducing different types of EV and more than one type of α would not significantly change the construction of the model.

Given the total length of all road segments in the network, T , we define the budget, 0 ≤ β ≤ 1, as a fraction of T for which funds available for WCL installation. For example, if β = 0.5, the city planners have enough funds to install WCL’s across half the length of the entire road network. In this research, the model and its variations are used to answer the following problems that the city planners are interested in.

1. For a given α, determine the minimum budget, β, together with the corresponding locations, needed such that the number of infeasible routes is zero.

2. For a given α and β, determine the optimal installation locations to minimize the number of infeasible routes.

We assume that minimizing the number of infeasible routes would reduce the driver range anxiety within the network.

2.4. Single Route Model Formulation. Let Routes be a set of routes in the road segment graph G. For each route, r ∈ Routes, assume that each EV whose journey is identical to this route has a fixed initial SOC, and a variable final SOC, termed iSOC_r, and fSOC_r, respectively, depending on whether or not WCL’s were installed on any of the road segments along the route. The goal of the optimization model is to guarantee that either fSOC_r ≥ α where α is a global threshold or fSOC_r is as close as possible to α for a given budget. Given that realistic road segment graphs have a large number of nodes, taking all routes into account may overwhelm the computational resources, thus, the model is designed to give the best solution for any number of routes considered.

The proposed model is first described for a single route and then generalizing it to multiple routes. For simplicity, we will assume that the initial SOC, iSOC_r = 1, for each route r, i.e., all EV’s start their journey fully charged. This assumption can easily be adjusted with no significant changes to the model. For ease of exposition, in this section we will also assume a simplistic SOC function to estimate SOC levels, that is, SOC of an EV traversing a given road segment increases by one discrete SOC level if a WCL is installed, otherwise it decreases by one discrete SOC level. In the experiments based on real data, we use actual energy consumption and energy charged based on the change of SOC described by equations (1) and (2).

For a single route r ∈ Routes, with iSOC_r = 1, consider the problem of determining the optimal road segments to install WCL’s in order to maximize fSOC_r within a limited budget constraint. Define a SOC-state graph, G_r = (V_r, E_r), for route r, as an acyclic directed graph whose vertex set, V_r, describes the varying SOC an EV on a road segment would have depending on whether or not the previously visited road segment had a WCL installed. More precisely, let r = (u_1, u_2, . . . , u_m), for u_i ∈ V with i = 1, . . . , m and m > 0. Let nLayers ∈ N represent the number of discrete values that the SOC can take. For each u_i ∈ r, let μ_{i,j} ∈ V_r for j = 1, . . . , nLayers representing the nLayers discrete values that the SOC can take at road segment u_i. Let each node μ_{i,j} have out-degree at most 2, representing the two different scenarios of whether or not a WCL is installed at road segment u_i. An edge in the edge set, E_r, will be represented by a triple (r, μ_{i1 ,j1} , μ_{i2 ,j2} ) where μ_{i1 ,j1} , μ_{i2 ,j2} ∈ V_r. The edge (r, μ_{i,j1} , μ_{i+1,j2} ) is assigned weight 1 to represent the scenario if a WCL is installed at u_i and 0, otherwise. An extra node is added accordingly to capture the output from the final road segment u_m, we can think of this as adding an artificial road segment u_{m+1}. Two dummy nodes, s and t, are also added to the SOC-state graph G_r to represent the initial and final SOC respectively. There is one edge of weight 0 between s and μ_{1,j}∗ where the node μ_{1,j}∗ represents the initial SOC of an EV on this route. Each node μ_{m+1,j} for each j is connected to node t with weight 0.

Figure 1. Example of G_r with r = (u_1, u_2, u_3) and nLayers = 4. u_4 is an artificial road segment added to capture the final SOC from u_3. The nodes in the set B_r = {μ_{i,j} |i = 4 or j = 4} are referred to as the boundary nodes. The out going edges of each node μ_{i,j} are determined by an SOC function. Each node represents a discretized SOC value.

Consider a path p from s to t, namely, p = (s, μ_{1,j1} , μ_{2,j2} , . . . , μ_{m,jm} , t), then each node in p represents the SOC of an EV along the route. We use this as the basis of our model. Any feasible s-t path will correspond to an arrival at a destination with an SOC above a given threshold. A minimum cost path in this network would represent the minimal number of WCL installations in order to arrive at the destination. Figures 1 shows an example for a SOC-state graph constructed from a single route with three road segments u_1, u_2 and u_3 with four discretized SOC levels taken into account. The nodes μ_{4,j} for j = 1, . . . , 4 are added to capture the output SOC level from road segment u_3. The nodes μ_{i,1} and μ_{i,4}, for i = 1, . . . , 4, represent the maximum and minimum SOC levels respectively, for the road segments u_i. The s-t path p = (s, μ_{1,1}, μ_{2,2}, μ_{3,1}, μ_{4,2}, t) would, for example, give an SOC level if a WCL was installed on road segment u_2. If υ, ν ∈ V_r, with (r, υ, ν) ∈ E_r and weight w_{r,υ,ν} , then the minimum cost path can be formulated as follows:

minimize ∑ (r,υ,ν)∈E_r w_{r,υ,ν} x_{r,υ,ν}

subject to ∑ ν∈V_r x_{r,υ,ν} − ∑ ν∈V_r x_{r,ν,υ} = 1, if υ = s; −1, if υ = t; 0, otherwise ∀υ ∈ V_r x_{r,υ,ν} ∈ {0, 1}

(3)

where ∑ ν∈V_r x_{r,υ,ν} − ∑ ν∈V_r x_{r,ν,υ} = 0 ensures that we have a path i.e., number of

incoming edges is equal to number of out going edges.

Decision Variable for Installation. Let R_k be the decision variable for installation of a WCL at road segment u_k. Then, for a single route, we have R_k = w_{r,υ}∗_{,ν}∗ ∈ {0, 1}, where (r, υ^∗, ν^∗) ∈ E_r is an edge belonging to the minimum cost path of the optimal solution of (3), i.e., x_{r,υ}∗_{,ν}∗ = 1, with υ^∗ = μ_{k,i} for some i, and ν^∗ = μ_{k+1,j} , for some j. Under the constraints for a single route, an optimal solution to the minimum cost path from s to t would be a solution for the minimum number of WCL’s that need to be installed, in order for EV to arrive at the destination with its final SOC greater than a specified threshold.

2.5. General Model Description. Consider the case with multiple routes. For each route, r ∈ Routes, an SOC-state graph, G_r = (V_r, E_r) is formulated. Notice that since a road segment can belong to multiple routes, the set V_{r1} ∩ V_{r2} is not necessarily empty for two distinct routes, r_1 and r_2, however, E_{r1} ∩ E_{r2} = ∅. Decision Variables:

For a given route, r, and SOC-state graph G_r = (V_r, E_r) where the edges E_r are defined according to an SOC function, for example, the SOC function given by equation (1). The weight of an edge (r, υ, ν) ∈ E_r for υ = μ_{k,i} ∈ V_r, for some i, is given by w_{r,υ,ν} = { 1, if WCL is installed in respective road segment for u_k 0, otherwise

Then the decision variables of the model are given by

R_k = { 1, if at least one route requires a WCL installation at u_k 0, otherwise for k = 1, . . . , nRoadSegs x_{r,υ,ν} = { 1, if edge (r, υ, ν) is in an s-t path in G_r 0, otherwise for r = 1, . . . , nRoutes

For the decision variable R_k on the installation of a WCL at road segment u_k, we install a WCL if at least one route requires an installation within the different s-t paths for each route. For road segment u_k, and for any set of feasible s-t paths, let p(u_k) be the number of routes that require a WCL installation at road segment u_k, then p(u_k) is given by

p(u_k) = nRoutes ∑ r=1 ∑ (r,υ,ν)∈E_r υ=μ_{k,i} i∈N w_{r,υ,ν} · x_{r,υ,ν}

Then,

R_k = { 1, if p(u_k) ≥ 1 0, otherwise (4) models the installation decision.

Objective function: For the problem of minimizing the budget, the objective function is simply given by minimizing nRoads ∑ k=1 c_k · R_k. (5)

where c_k is the cost of installing a WCL at road segment u_k.

For the problem of minimizing the number of infeasible routes for any fixed budget, we modify the SOC-state graph such that there exists an s-t path for any budget. We achieve this by adding an edge of weight 0 between the nodes μ_{i,nLayers} to t for all i = 1, . . . , m + 1, in each route, where m is the number of road segments in the route. Define the boundary nodes of the SOC-state graph with respect to route r, as the set of all the nodes adjacent to node t. Let B_r be the boundary nodes with respect to route r. Assign each node in μ_{i,j} ∈ B_r weights according to the function:

w(μ_{i,j} ) = { 1, if s(μ_{i,j} ) ≥ α 0, otherwise

where s(μ_{i,j} ) is the discretized SOC value that node μ_{i,j} represents. In the weighting scheme above, there is no distinctions between two infeasible routes. However, a route in which an EV completes, say, 90% of the trip would be preferable to one in which an EV completes, say, 10% of the trip. This preference is taken into account and the weight the boundary nodes can also be given by the function

w(μ_{i,j} ) = { 1, if s(μ_{i,j} ) ≥ α d(r,u_i)−|r| |r| , otherwise, (6) where |r| is the distance of the route and d(r, u_i) is the distance between the origin and the end of road segment u_i for route r. The term^{d(r,ui)−|r|}_{|r|} is a penalty depending on how close an EV comes to completing a given route.

In order to take the inaccuracies of determining the variation of SOC into account, we introduce a tolerance parameter ϵ_{tol} to the model such that a route with final SOC in the range (α − ϵ_{tol}, α + ϵ_{tol}), is not necessarily labeled as feasible/infeasible. An objective function is formed where such routes have larger contributions to the objective value compared to routes strictly less than α − ϵ_{tol}, however, contribute less to the objective value compared to routes with final SOC greater than α + ϵ_{tol}. To take this into account, the weight of the boundary nodes can be given by

w(μ_{i,j} ) =

1, if s(μ_{i,j} ) ≥ α + ϵ_{tol} 0, if s(μ_{i,j} ) ∈ (α − ϵ_{tol}, α + ϵ_{tol}) d(r,u_i)−|r| |r| , otherwise. (7)

Since two routes are not necessarily equal, that is, planners may not care about routes with low demand, we incorporate a normalized parameter δ_r ∈ (0, 1) for each route r. The value of δ_r represents the normalized travel demand for the specific route. The objective is then given by maximizing the expression nRoutes ∑ r=1 ∑ ν=μ_{i,j} ∈B_r δ_r · w(ν) · x_{r,ν,t}. (8) Budget Constraint:

Cost of installation cannot exceed a budget B. Since this technology is not yet widely commercialized, we can discuss only the estimates of the budget for WCL installation. Currently, the price of installation per kilometer ranges between a quarter million to several millions dollars [17]. For simplicity, in our model the cost of installation at a road segment is assumed to be proportional to the length of the road segment which is likely to be a real case. Thus, a budget would represent a fraction of the total length of all road segments. nRoads ∑ k=1 c_k · R_k ≤ B (9)

s-t path constraints for SOC-state graph: The constraints defining an s-t path for all υ ∈ V_r ∑ ν∈V_r x_{r,υ,ν} − ∑ ν∈V_r x_{r,ν,υ} = 1, if υ = s; −1, if υ = t; 0, otherwise

Note: In the current formulation of the proposed model, constraints for route feasibility are not explicitly needed because the SOC-state graph constructed takes this into account.

2.5.1. Model. The complete model formulation for minimizing the number of infeasible routes, for a fixed budget is given by:

maximize nRoutes ∑ r=1 ∑ ν=μ_{i,j} ∈B_r δ_r · w(ν) · x_{r,ν,t} subject to ∑_{nRoads} k=1 c_k · R_k ≤ B ∑ ν∈V_r x_{r,υ,ν} − ∑ ν∈V_r x_{r,ν,υ} = 1, if υ = s −1, if υ = t 0, otherwise r = 1, . . . , nRoutes, υ ∈ V_r R_k ≤ p(u_k) k = 1, . . . , nRoadSegs M · R_k ≥ p(u_k) k = 1, . . . , nRoadSegs R_k ∈ {0, 1} k = 1, . . . , nRoadSegs where

p(u_k) = nRoutes ∑ r=1 ∑ (r,υ,ν)∈E_r υ=μ_{k,i} i∈N w_{r,υ,ν} · x_{r,υ,ν}

and M is a large constant used to model the logic constraints given in equation (4).

Since we are interested in reducing the number of routes with a final SOC less than α, we can take the set of routes in the above model to be all the routes that have a final SOC below the given threshold. We evaluate this computationally and compare it with several fast heuristics.

2.6. Heuristics. Integer programming is NP-hard in general and since the status of the above optimization model is unknown, we have little evidence to suggest that it can be solved efficiently. For large road networks, it may be desirable to use heuristics instead of forming the above integer program. In particular, since we know the structure of the network, one natural approach may be to apply concepts from network science to capture the features of the best candidates for a WCL installation. In this section, we outline different heuristics for deciding on the set of road segments. We then compare these structural based solutions to the optimization model solution, and demonstrate the superiority of proposed model.

Different centrality indexes is one of the most studied concepts in network science [52]. Among them, the most suitable to our application are betweenness and vertex closeness centralities. In [15], a node closeness centrality is defined as the sum of the distances to all other nodes where the distance from one node to another is defined as the shortest path (fastest route) from one to another. Similar to interpretations from [4], one can interpret closeness as an index of the expected time until the arrival of something ”flowing” within the network. Nodes with a low closeness index will have short distances from others, and will tend to receive flows sooner. In the context of traffic flowing within a network, one can think of the nodes with low closeness scores as being well-positioned or most used, thus ideal candidates to install WCL.

The betweenness centrality [15] of a node k is defined as the fraction of times that a node i, needs a node k in order to reach a node j via the shortest path. Specifically, if g_{ij} is the number of shortest paths from i to j, and g_{ikj} is the number of i-j shortest paths that use k, then the betweenness centrality of node k is given by ∑ i ∑ j g_{ikj} g_{ij} , i ≠ j ≠ k, which essentially counts the number of shortest paths that pass through a node k since we assume that g_{ij} = 1 in our road network because edges are weighted according to time. For a given road segment in the road segment graph, the betweenness would basically be the road segments share of all shortest-paths that utilize that the given road segment. Intuitively, if we are given a road network containing two cities separated by a bridge, the bridge will likely have high betweenness centrality. It also seems like a good installation location because of the importance it plays in the network. Thus, for a small budget, we can expect the solution based on the betweenness centrality to give to be reasonable in such scenarios. There is however an obvious downfall to this heuristic, consider a road network where the betweenness centrality of all the nodes are identical. For example, take a the cycle on n nodes. Then using this heuristic would be equivalent to choosing installation locations at

Figure 2. Optimal solution with a four unit installation budget. The thick ends of the edges are used to indicate the direction of the edge. Taking α = 0 without any installation, there are 70 number of infeasible routes. An optimal installation of 5 WCLs would ensure zero infeasible routes. With an optimal installation of 4 WCLs, the nodes colored in red, there would have 12 infeasible routes.

random. A cycle on n vertices can represent a route taken by a bus, thus, a very practical example. Figure 2 shows an optimal solution from our model to minimize the number of infeasible routes with a budget of at most four units. The eigenvector centrality [53] of a network is also considered. As an extension of the degree centrality, a centrality measure based on the degree of the node, the concept behind the eigenvector centrality is that the importance of a node is increased if it connected to other important nodes. In terms of a road segment graph, this would translate into the importance of a road segment increasing if its adjacent road segments are themselves important. For example, if a road segment is adjacent to a bridge. One drawback of using this centrality measure is that degree of nodes in road segment graphs is typically small across the graph. However, it stll helps to find regions of potentially heavy traffic.

3. Results and Discussion. In this section, the results of the proposed model for the WCL installation problem are discussed. In the following experiments Pyomo, a collection of Python packages [23, 22] was used to model the integer program. As a solver, CPLEX 12.7 [29] was used with all results attained with an optimality gap of at most 10%. Designing a fast customized solver is not the central goal of this paper. However, it is clear that introducing customized parallelization and using advanced solvers will make the proposed model solvable for the size of a large city in urban area.

The measurement of WCL installation effectiveness on a particular road segment depends on the SOC function used. However, the SOC function varies from EV to EV and is dependent on such factors as vehicle and battery type and size together with the effectiveness of the charging technology used. However, the purpose of this paper is to propose a model that is able to accommodate any SOC function.

3.1. Small networks. In order to demonstrate the effectiveness of our model, we begin with presenting the results on two small toy graphs in which all road segments are identical. We incorporate a simplistic SOC function, one in which the SOC increases and decreases by one SOC discrete level if a wireless charging lane is installed or not installed, respectively. For the first toy graph (see Figure 3(a)), the objective is to determine the minimum budget such that all routes are feasible. In this case, we assume that a fully charged battery has four different levels of charge 0, 1,2, and 3, where a fully charged battery contains three units. This would imply that the SOC-state graph would contain four levels. The parameter α is fixed to be 0. For the second toy graph (see Figure 3(b)), the objective is to minimize the number of infeasible routes with a varying budget. In this case, we take the number of discrete SOC levels in the SOC-state graph is taken to be five, with α = 0.

(a) (b)

Figure 3. Directed toy graphs of 26 and 110 vertices used for problems 1 and 2, respectively. The bold end points on the edges of (a) represent edge directions. The graphs are subgraphs of the California road network taken from the dataset SNAP in [45]

In the experiments with the graph shown in Figure 3(a), we take all routes into consideration and compute an optimal solution which is compared with the betweenness and eigenvector centralities. We rank the nodes based on their centrality indexes, and take the smallest number of top k central nodes that ensure that all routes are feasible. The installation locations for each method are shown in Figure 4 of which the solution to our model uses the smallest budget. We observe a significant difference in the required budget to ensure feasibility of the routes (see values B in the figure).

For the graph shown in Figure 3(b), we vary the available budget β. The results are shown in Figure 5. The plots also indicate how the optimal solution affects the final SOC of all other routes. The solutions to our model were based on 100 routes, with length at least 2, that were sampled uniformly without repetitions. We observe that our solution gives a very small number of infeasible routes for all budgets. We notice that for a smaller budget, taking a solution based on betweenness centrality gives a similar but slightly better solution than that produced by our model. However, this insignificant difference is eliminated as we increase the number of routes considered in our model. Note that if our budget was limited to one WCL, then the node chosen using the betweenness centrality would likely be a good solution because this would be the node that has the highest number of shortest paths traversed through it compared to other nodes. As we increase the budget, the quality of our solution is considerably better than the other techniques. For budgets close to 50% in Figure 5 (d) and (e), our model gives a solution with approximately 90% less infeasible routes compared to that of the betweenness centrality heuristic. This is in spite of only considering about 1% of all routes as compared to betweenness centrality that takes all routes into account.

(a) Optimal, B = 12 (b) Betweenness, B = 20

(c) Eigenvector, B = 23

Figure 4. Comparison of the different methods. The minimum number of WCL installation needed to eliminate all infeasible routes is B. The nodes colored red indicate location of WCL installation. In (a), we demonstrate the result given by our model requiring a budget of 12 WCL’sin order to have zero infeasible routes. In (b) and (c), we demonstrate solutions from the betweenness and eigenvector heuristics that give budgets of 20 and 23 WCL’s, respectively.

(a) β =^{10}_{110} (b) β =^{20}_{110}

(c) β =^{30}_{110} (d) β =^{40}_{110}

(e) β =^{50}_{110} (f) β =^{60}_{110}

Figure 5. Figures (a) to (f) are plots showing the number of routes ending with final SOC below a given value via the different models. Legend “model: random routes” represents the solution from the proposed model when 100 routes were chosen uniformly at random with α = 0 and different budget scenarios. The solution is compared to the solutions from the different centrality measures, a random installation and one with no WCL installation. The yintercept of the different lines shows the number of infeasible routes for the different methods. Our model gives a smaller number in all cases. The plots go further and show how a specific solution affects the SOC of all routes. As the budget approaches 50%, we demonstrate that our model gives a significant reduction to the number of infeasible routes while also improving the SOC in general of the feasible routes

3.2. Experiments with Manhattan network. In the above example, the input to our model is a road segment graph with identical nodes, and a simple SOC function. The proposed model was tested with real data and a realistic SOC function as defined in Section 2.2. The data was extracted from lower Manhattan using OpenStreetMaps [20]. The data was preprocessed by dividing each road into road segments. Each road in OpenStreetMaps is categorized into one of eight categories presented in Table 1, together with the corresponding speed limit for a rural or urban setting. For this work, roads from categories 1 to 5 were considered as potential candidates for installing wireless charging lanes due to their massive exploitation. Thus, any intersections that branch off to road categories 6 to 8 were ignored. The resulting road segment network contains 5792 nodes for lower Manhattan. Experiments on a neighborhood of lower Manhattan forming a graph of 914 nodes were also carried out. The graphs are shown in Figure 6. The authors would like to acknowledge the availability of other test networks such as the one maintained by [1].

Table 1. Road category with corresponding speed in Miles/Hr

Category Road Type Urban Speed Rural Speed 1 Motorway 60 70 2 Trunk 45 55 3 Primary 30 50 4 Secondary 20 45 5 Tertiary 15 35 6 Residential/Unclassified 8 25 7 Service 5 10 8 Living street 5 10

(a) Lower Manhattan (b) Manhattan Neighborhood

Figure 6. Road segment graphs from real geospatial data: a node, drawn in blue, represents a road segment. Two road segments u and v are connected by a directed edge (u, v) if and only if the end point of u is that start point of v

Similar to experiments on the graph shown in Figure 3(b) experiments are carried out on the Manhattan network using 200 routes. Routes that have a final SOC less than the threshold α are sampled uniformly at random without repetitions. Due to relatively small driving radius within the Manhattan neighborhood graph shown in Figure 6 (b), the length of each road segment is increased by a constant factor in order to have a wider range of a final SOC within each route. We take α = 0.8 and 0.85 with a corresponding budget of β = 0.1 and 0.2 respectively for the Manhattan neighborhood graph while α = 0.7 and β = 0.1 for the lower Manhattan graph. Results are compared with the heuristic of choosing installation locations based on their betweenness centrality. In our experiments, the betweenness centrality produces significantly better results than other heuristics, so it is used as our main comparison.

For a threshold α = 0.8 in the Manhattan neighborhood graph, there are 42,001 infeasible routes with no WCL installation. With a budget β = 0.1, the proposed model was able to reduce this number to 4,957. Using the heuristic based on betweenness centrality, the solution found contained 21,562 infeasible routes. For a budget of β = 0.2 with threshold α = 0.85, there were 170,393 infeasible routes without a WCL installation, 57,564 using the betweenness centrality heuristic and only 14,993 using our model. Histograms that demonstrate the distributions of SOC are shown in Figure 7. The green bars represent a SOC distribution without any WCL installation. The red and blue bars represent SOC distributions after WCL installations based on the betweenness centrality heuristic and our proposed model, respectively.

In Figure 8, we demonstrate the results for the lower Manhattan graph, with α = 0.7 and β = 0.1. Due to the large number of routes, we sample about 16 million routes. From this sample, our model gives a solution with 10% more infeasible routes compared to the heuristic based on betweenness centrality. Note that in this graph, there are about 13 million infeasible routes. From these routes, we randomly chose less than 1000 routes for our model without any sophisticated technique for choosing these routes, while the heuristic based on betweenness centrality takes all routes into account. The plot in Figure 8, shows the number of routes whose final SOC falls below a given SOC value. Similar to Figure 5 (a), the results demonstrate that for a relatively small budget, our model gives a similar result compared to the betweenness centrality heuristic.

(a) (b)

(c) Figure 7. Histograms showing the number of infeasible routes for different values of α and β for the Manhattan neighborhood graph. The vertical line indicates the value of α. In (a) with a budget of 10%, our model gives a solution with at least 50% less infeasible routes compared to the betweenness heuristic. In (b), we demonstrate how the effects of a 20% budget on the SOC distribution within the network. In (c), our model gives a solution with at least 25% less infeasible routes.

(a) (b)

Figure 8. The number of routes ending with final SOC below a given value in the lower Manhattan graph. The solution was obtained with α = 0.7 and β = 0.1. The blue curve shows the SOC distribution when no WCL are installed. Green and red curves show the SOC distribution after an installation using the proposed model and the betweenness heuristic, respectively. Plot (b) a gives closer look into (a) for the SOC values below 0.7.

3.3. Experiments with Random Initial SOC. In the preceding experiments, EVs were assumed to start their journey fully charged. However, the assumption in our model was that the initial SOC be any fixed value. Thus, as an alternative scenario, one can take the initial SOC to follow a given distribution selected either by past empirical data or known geographic information about a specific area. For example, one could assume higher values in residential areas compared to nonresidential areas. In this work, we carried out experiments where the initial SOC was chosen uniformly at random in the interval (a, 1). The left endpoint of the interval was chosen such that the final SOC associated to any route would be positive. In order to give preference to longer routes, we define Ω_l as the set of all routes with distance greater than τ +lσ, where τ is the average distance of a route with standard deviation σ, for some real number l. We then study the average of the final SOC of all routes in Ω_l which we denote as λ_l.

In the Manhattan neighborhood graph, Figure 6 (b), we chose 1200 routes as an input to the model. These routes were chosen uniformly at random from Ω_l. In our solution analysis, we took a = 0.4 and computed λ_l. Without any installation, we had λ_l ≈ 0.39 for l ≥ 2 while 0.5 ≤ λ_l ≤ 0.51 based the betweenness heuristic with a installation budget of 20% of the entire network. However, our model gives us 0.59 ≤ λ_l ≤ 0.71 given the same 20% installation budget. The value of λ_l in this case significantly increases for an increase in l or in the number of routes sampled from Ω_l.

3.4. Experiments with Variable Velocity. The velocity of an EV along a road segment is assumed to be constant. We carry out experiments to determine how the solution of the proposed model may be affected in the case of a variation of the velocity of a road segment. The experiments consists of modifying the velocity along each road segment by at most a fixed percentage represented as ϵ_ν · 100 percent, where ϵ_ν ∈ (−1, 1). The solutions derived after each road segment’s velocity is modified is compared to the solution using the original velocity, in other words, ϵ_ν = 0. For this experiment, we pick a set of 30 infeasible routes, with α = 0.8, β = 0.1, chosen such that the distance of each route is at least τ + 2σ, where τ and σ is the average distance of a route, and standard deviation respectively. For each ϵ_v we run 50 experiments computing the average final SOC of each run. Figure 9 summarizes the results which show that the quality of the solutions gradually decreases as more uncertainty is added into the velocity of each road segment.

Figure 9. Each boxplot depicts the average final SOC for 30 infeasible routes under 50 randomly generated velocity modification scenarios for each ϵ_ν .

3.5. Using Betweenness Centrality as Initial Solution. Various studies [25, 57, 6] have formulated different mathematical models, under varying assumptions, for the optimal placement of WCL’s. In their work, due to the large number of variables generated, small size road networks (usually under 80 road segments and 30 intersections) are considered. The network topology is implicitly taken into consideration in their mathematical model. In this work, the results presented in Figure 5 show that for a very small budget, heuristics from network analysis, such as ones based on betweenness centrality can give a reasonable solution in relation to their computational time. However, as expected, these heuristics are not optimal.

In order to cut the computational time for solving problems on large-scale road networks, we carry out experiments where solutions from the heuristic based on betweenness centrality is used as an initial feasible solution to the problem. The experiment consists of selecting k routes at random as input to the model. For a fixed amount of time, we compare the objective values obj_1 and obj_2 where obj_1 and obj_2 are the objective values as a result of the two starting conditions; 1) an initial solution is provided and 2) an initial solution is not provided, respectively. We run the experiment 30 times for each k, and vary k between 200 and 1000 routes. In this experiment, we use the Manhattan neighborhood graph which consists of 914 road segments. Figure 10 summarizes the results. The y-axis gives the ratio of the objective values obj_1/obj_2 measured after running CPLEX for at most 1 hour. The results show that using heuristics from network science can significantly lead to better results if the CPLEX is run for a fixed amount of time. For example, when 1000 routes were given as input to the model, and an initial solution based on betweenness centrality was provided, CPLEX, solving the maximization problem, recorded an objective value 70% higher than one when an initial solution was not provided for over half of the test cases. This is a significant improvement for limited budget real settings.

Figure 10. Using Betweenness Centrality Heuristic to find an Initial Solution

4. Conclusion and Future Work. In this work, we have presented an integer programming formulation for modeling the WCL installation problem. With a modification to the WCL installation optimization model, we present a formulation that can be used to answer two types of questions. First, determining a minimum budget to reduce the number of infeasible routes to zero, thus, assuring EV drivers of arrival at their destinations with a battery charge above a certain threshold. Second, for a fixed budget, minimizing the number of infeasible routes and thus reducing drivers’ range anxiety.

Our experiments have shown that our model gives a high quality solution that typically improves various centrality based heuristics. The best reasonable candidate (among many heuristics we tested) that sometimes not significantly outperforms our model is the betweenness centrality. In our experiments, the routes were chosen randomly based on whether their final SOC is below α or not. We notice that a smarter way of choosing the routes leads to a better solution, for example choosing the longest routes generally provided better solutions. In future research, a careful study on the choice of routes to include in the model will give more insight into the problem. EV drivers may choose to slow down when using a charging lane to get more energy from the system or at intersections via opportunistic charging [36]. As a future direction, a probabilistic measure representing the chance of slowing down on a given route (for example, depending on the initial SOC) will be included in the model. For a more comprehensive study of this model and its desired modifications, we suggest to evaluate their performance using a large number of artificially generated networks using [19, 59].

Acknowledgments. This research is supported by the National Science Foundation under Award #1647361. Any opinions, findings, conclusions or recommendations expressed in this material are those of the authors and do not necessarily reflect the views of the of the National Science Foundation. The authors are very grateful to the anonymous referees for their insightful comments. Clemson University is acknowledged for generous allotment of compute time on Palmetto cluster.

REFERENCES

[1] H. Bar-Gera, Transportation test problems, Website: http://www. bgu. ac. il/~ bargera/tntp/.

Accessed April, 28 (2009), 2009.

[2] Z. Bi, T. Kan, C. C. Mi, Y. Zhang, Z. Zhao and G. A. Keoleian, A review of wireless power transfer for electric vehicles: Prospects to enhance sustainable mobility, Applied Energy, 179 (2016), 413–425.

[3] P. Bogaert, V. Fack, N. Van de Weghe and P. De Maeyer, On line graphs and road networks, in topology and Spatial Databases Workshop, Glasgow, Scotland, 2005.

[4] S. P. Borgatti, Centrality and aids, Connections, 18 (1995), 112–114. [5] W.-Y. Chang, The state of charge estimating methods for battery: A review, ISRN Applied Mathematics, 2013.

[6] Z. Chen, F. He and Y. Yin, Optimal deployment of charging lanes for electric vehicles in transportation networks, Transportation Research Part B: Methodological, 91 (2016), 344– 365.

[7] D. Cho and J. Kim, Magnetic field design for low emf and high efficiency wireless power transfer system in on-line electric vehicle, in CIRP Design Conference 2011, 2011.

[8] R. Church and C. R. Velle, The maximal covering location problem, Papers in regional science, 32 (1974), 101–118.

[9] V. Cirimele, F. Freschi and P. Guglielmi, Wireless power transfer structure design for electric vehicle in charge while driving, in Electrical Machines (ICEM), 2014 International Conference on, IEEE, 2014, 2461–2467.

[10] M. S. Daskin, What you should know about location modeling, Naval Research Logistics (NRL), 55 (2008), 283–294.

[11] J. Dong, C. Liu and Z. Lin, Charging infrastructure planning for promoting battery electric vehicles: An activity-based approach using multiday travel data, Transportation Research Part C: Emerging Technologies, 38 (2014), 44–55.

[12] R. Z. Farahani, N. Asgari, N. Heidari, M. Hosseininia and M. Goh, Covering problems in facility location: A review, Computers & Industrial Engineering, 62 (2012), 368–407.

[13] M. W. Fontana, Optimal routes for electric vehicles facing uncertainty, congestion, and energy constraints, PhD thesis, Massachusetts Institute of Technology, 2013.

[14] T. Franke, I. Neumann, F. Bühler, P. Cocron and J. F. Krems, Experiencing range in an electric vehicle: Understanding psychological barriers, Applied Psychology, 61 (2012), 368– 391.

[15] L. C. Freeman, Centrality in social networks conceptual clarification, Social networks, 1 (1978), 215–239.

[16] M. Fuller, Wireless charging in california: Range, recharge, and vehicle electrification, Transportation Research Part C: Emerging Technologies, 67 (2016), 343–356.

[17] J. S. Gill, P. Bhavsar, M. Chowdhury, J. Johnson, J. Taiber and R. Fries, Infrastructure cost issues related to inductively coupled power transfer for electric vehicles, Procedia Computer Science, 32 (2014), 545–552.

[18] M. Greenleaf, O. Dalchand, H. Li and J. P. Zheng, A temperature-dependent study of sealed lead-acid batteries using physical equivalent circuit modeling with impedance spectra derived high current/power correction, IEEE Transactions on Sustainable Energy, 6 (2015), 380–387.

[19] A. Gutfraind, I. Safro and L. A. Meyers, Multiscale network generation, in Information Fusion (Fusion), 2015 18th International Conference on, IEEE, 2015, 158–165.

[20] M. Haklay and P. Weber, Openstreetmap: User-generated street maps, IEEE Pervasive Computing, 7 (2008), 12–18.

[21] T. S. Hale and C. R. Moberg, Location science research: a review, Annals of operations research, 123 (2003), 21–35.

[22] W. E. Hart, C. Laird, J.-P. Watson and D. L. Woodruff, Pyomo–optimization modeling in python, vol. 67, Springer Science & Business Media, 2012.

[23] W. E. Hart, J.-P. Watson and D. L. Woodruff, Pyomo: modeling and solving mathematical programs in python, Mathematical Programming Computation, 3 (2011), 219–260.

[24] F. He, D. Wu, Y. Yin and Y. Guan, Optimal deployment of public charging stations for plug-in hybrid electric vehicles, Transportation Research Part B: Methodological, 47 (2013), 87–101.

[25] F. He, Y. Yin and J. Zhou, Integrated pricing of roads and electricity enabled by wireless power transfer, Transportation Research Part C: Emerging Technologies, 34 (2013), 1–15.

[26] F. He, Y. Yin and J. Zhou, Deploying public charging stations for electric vehicles on urban road networks, Transportation Research Part C: Emerging Technologies, 60 (2015), 227–240.

[27] M. J. Hodgson, A flow-capturing location-allocation model, Geographical Analysis, 22 (1990), 270–279.

[28] Y. Huang, S. Li and Z. S. Qian, Optimal deployment of alternative fueling stations on transportation networks considering deviation paths, Networks and Spatial Economics, 15 (2015), 183–204.

[29] I. ILOG, Cplex optimization studio, http://www-01.ibm.com/software/commerce/optimization/cplex-optimizer, 2014.

[30] Y. J. Jang, Y. D. Ko and S. Jeong, Creating innovation with systems integration, road and vehicle integrated electric transportation system, in Systems Conference (SysCon), 2012 IEEE International, IEEE, 2012, 1–4.

[31] Y. J. Jang, Y. D. Ko and S. Jeong, Optimal design of the wireless charging electric vehicle, in Electric Vehicle Conference (IEVC), 2012 IEEE International, IEEE, 2012, 1–5.

[32] J. Johnson, M. Chowdhury, Y. He and J. Taiber, Utilizing real-time information transferring potentials to vehicles to improve the fast-charging process in electric vehicles, Transportation Research Part C: Emerging Technologies, 26 (2013), 352–366.

[33] G. Jung, B. Song, S. Shin, S. Lee, J. Shin, Y. Kim and S. Jeon, High efficient inductive power supply and pickup system for on-line electric bus, in Electric Vehicle Conference (IEVC), 2012 IEEE International, IEEE, 2012, 1–5.

[34] J. Jung, J. Y. Chow, R. Jayakrishnan and J. Y. Park, Stochastic dynamic itinerary interception refueling location problem with queue delay for electric taxi charging stations, Transportation Research Part C: Emerging Technologies, 40 (2014), 123–142.

[35] J. E. Kang and W. Recker, Strategic hydrogen refueling station locations with scheduling and routing considerations of individual vehicles, Transportation Science, 49 (2014), 767–783.

[36] M. Khan, M. Chowdhury, S. M. Khan, I. Safro and H. Ushijima-Mwesigwa, Utility maximization framework for opportunistic wireless electric vehicle charging, arXiv preprint arXiv:1708.07526.

[37] J.-G. Kim and M. Kuby, The deviation-flow refueling location model for optimizing a network of refueling stations, international journal of hydrogen energy, 37 (2012), 5406–5420.

[38] J.-G. Kim and M. Kuby, A network transformation heuristic approach for the deviation flow refueling location model, Computers & Operations Research, 40 (2013), 1122–1131.

[39] Y. Kim, Y. Son, S. Shin, J. Shin, B. Song, S. Lee, G. Jung and S. Jeon, Design of a regulator for multi-pick-up systems through using current offsets, in Electric Vehicle Conference (IEVC), 2012 IEEE International, IEEE, 2012, 1–6.

[40] Y. D. Ko and Y. J. Jang, The optimal system design of the online electric vehicle utilizing wireless power transmission technology, IEEE Transactions on Intelligent Transportation Systems, 14 (2013), 1255–1265.

[41] N. Koirala, F. He and W. Shen, Comparison of two battery equivalent circuit models for state of charge estimation in electric vehicles, in Industrial Electronics and Applications (ICIEA), 2015 IEEE 10th Conference on, IEEE, 2015, 17–22.

[42] M. Kuby and S. Lim, The flow-refueling location problem for alternative-fuel vehicles, Socio- Economic Planning Sciences, 39 (2005), 125–145.

[43] M. Kuby and S. Lim, Location of alternative-fuel stations using the flow-refueling location model and dispersion of candidate sites on arcs, Networks and Spatial Economics, 7 (2007), 129–152.

[44] S. Lee, J. Huh, C. Park, N.-S. Choi, G.-H. Cho and C.-T. Rim, On-line electric vehicle using inductive power transfer system, in 2010 IEEE Energy Conversion Congress and Exposition, IEEE, 2010, 1598–1601.

[45] J. Leskovec, K. J. Lang, A. Dasgupta and M. W. Mahoney, Community structure in large networks: Natural cluster sizes and the absence of large well-defined clusters, Internet Mathematics, 6 (2009), 29–123.

[46] S. Li and C. C. Mi, Wireless power transfer for electric vehicle applications, IEEE journal of emerging and selected topics in power electronics, 3 (2015), 4–17.

[47] Z. Li, M. Chowdhury, P. Bhavsar and Y. He, Optimizing the performance of vehicle-to-grid (v2g) enabled battery electric vehicles through a smart charge scheduling model, International Journal of Automotive Technology, 16 (2015), 827–837.

[48] Z. Li, K. Dey, M. Chowdhury and P. Bhavsar, Connectivity supported dynamic routing of electric vehicles in an inductively coupled power transfer environment, IET Intelligent Transport Systems.

[49] S. Lukic and Z. Pantic, Cutting the cord: Static and dynamic inductive wireless charging of electric vehicles, IEEE Electrification Magazine, 1 (2013), 57–64.

[50] S. Mohrehkesh and T. Nadeem, Toward a wireless charging for battery electric vehicles at traffic intersections, in 2011 14th International IEEE Conference on Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITSC), IEEE, 2011, 113–118.

[51] N. Mouhrim, A. E. H. Alaoui and J. Boukachour, Optimal allocation of wireless power transfer system for electric vehicles in a multipath environment, in Logistics Operations Management (GOL), 2016 3rd International Conference on, IEEE, 2016, 1–7.

[52] M. Newman, Networks: An Introduction, Oxford University Press, Inc., New York, NY, USA, 2010.

[53] M. E. Newman, The mathematics of networks, The new palgrave encyclopedia of economics, 2 (2008), 1–12.

[54] P. Ning, J. M. Miller, O. C. Onar and C. P. White, A compact wireless charging system for electric vehicles, in Energy Conversion Congress and Exposition (ECCE), 2013 IEEE, IEEE, 2013, 3629–3634.

[55] F. Pan, R. Bent, A. Berscheid and D. Izraelevitz, Locating phev exchange stations in v2g, in Smart Grid Communications (SmartGridComm), 2010 First IEEE International Conference on, IEEE, 2010, 173–178.

[56] C. Qiu, K. Chau, C. Liu and C. Chan, Overview of wireless power transfer for electric vehicle charging, in Electric Vehicle Symposium and Exhibition (EVS27), 2013 World, IEEE, 2013, 1–9.

[57] R. Riemann, D. Z. Wang and F. Busch, Optimal location of wireless charging facilities for electric vehicles: flow-capturing location model with stochastic user equilibrium, Transportation Research Part C: Emerging Technologies, 58 (2015), 1–12.

[58] A. Sarker, C. Qiu, H. Shen, A. Gil, J. Taiber, M. Chowdhury, J. Martin, M. Devine and A. Rindos, An efficient wireless power transfer system to balance the state of charge of electric vehicles, in Parallel Processing (ICPP), 2016 45th International Conference on, IEEE, 2016, 324–333.

[59] C. L. Staudt, M. Hamann, I. Safro, A. Gutfraind and H. Meyerhenke, Generating scaled replicas of real-world complex networks, in International Workshop on Complex Networks and their Applications, Springer, 2016, 17–28.

[60] K. D. Stetzel, L. L. Aldrich, M. S. Trimboli and G. L. Plett, Electrochemical state and internal variables estimation using a reduced-order physics-based model of a lithium-ion cell and an extended kalman filter, Journal of Power Sources, 278 (2015), 490–505.

[61] F. Sun, R. Xiong and H. He, A systematic state-of-charge estimation framework for multi-cell battery pack in electric vehicles using bias correction technique, Applied Energy, 162 (2016), 1399–1409.

[62] C. Upchurch, M. Kuby and S. Lim, A model for location of capacitated alternative-fuel stations, Geographical Analysis, 41 (2009), 85–106.

[63] US, Fuel economy, http://fueleconomy.gov/, 2017, Accessed: 03-29-2017. [64] D. Vilathgamuwa and J. Sampath, Wireless power transfer for electric vehicles, present and future trends, in Plug in electric vehicles in smart grids, Springer, 2015, 33–60.

[65] W. Wang, D. Wang, X. Wang, T. Li, R. Ahmed, S. Habibi and A. Emadi, Comparison of kalman filter-based state of charge estimation strategies for li-ion batteries, in Transportation Electrification Conference and Expo (ITEC), 2016 IEEE, IEEE, 2016, 1–6.

[66] Y.-W. Wang, Locating flow-recharging stations at tourist destinations to serve recreational travelers, International Journal of Sustainable Transportation, 5 (2011), 153–171.

[67] Y.-W. Wang and C.-C. Lin, Locating road-vehicle refueling stations, Transportation Research Part E: Logistics and Transportation Review, 45 (2009), 821–829.

[68] Y.-W. Wang and C.-C. Lin, Locating multiple types of recharging stations for battery-powered electric vehicle transport, Transportation Research Part E: Logistics and Transportation Review, 58 (2013), 76–87.

[69] Y.-W. Wang and C.-R. Wang, Locating passenger vehicle refueling stations, Transportation Research Part E: Logistics and Transportation Review, 46 (2010), 791–801.

[70] N. Watrin, B. Blunier and A. Miraoui, Review of adaptive systems for lithium batteries stateof-charge and state-of-health estimation, in Transportation Electrification Conference and Expo (ITEC), 2012 IEEE, IEEE, 2012, 1–6.

[71] S. Winter, Modeling costs of turns in route planning, GeoInformatica, 6 (2002), 345–361, URL https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1020853410145.

[72] C. Zhang, K. Li, L. Pei and C. Zhu, An integrated approach for real-time model-based stateof-charge estimation of lithium-ion batteries, Journal of Power Sources, 283 (2015), 24–36.

E-mail address: hushiji@clemson.edu E-mail address: mdzadik@clemson.edu E-mail address: mac@clemson.edu E-mail address: isafro@clemson.edu