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Abstract: In response to the issues of instability and low accuracy in estimating the state of
charge (SOC) of lithium-ion batteries under non-Gaussian noise interference traditional filtering
algorithms, an innovation maximum correlation-entropy criterion adaptive iterated cubature
Kalman filtering algorithm (IMCC-AICKF) is proposed for SOC estimation of lithium-ion batteries. The
proposed algorithm combines the weighted least squares method with the maximum correlation-entropy
criterion (MCC) to define a new cost-weight function as the optimization criterion. This approach

aids in reducing filtering errors by optimizing the minimum noise covariance matrix to reduce
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filtering errors and stability of long-term filtering. Subsequently, by integrating with the adaptive
iterative covariance Kalman filter (AICKF), the process noise covariances and measurement noise
covariances are updated to enhance estimation accuracy and robustness. Based on two sets of
battery data and under non-Gaussian noise interference, the proposed algorithm is applied to
estimate the SOC of the batteries. The simulation results demonstrate that compared to cubature
Kalman filtering (CKF) and innovation maximum correlation-entropy criterion cubature Kalman
filtering (IMCC-CKF), the IMCC-AICKF algorithm yields the smallest maximum absolute error
(MaxAE), mean absolute error (MAE), and root mean square error (RMSE) in SOC estimation, with
both MAE and RMSE below 1%. Additionally, even with initial value errors, IMCC-AICKF can
accurately converge to the true values, demonstrating good robustness. The proposed algorithm
achieves more accurate estimation under non-Gaussian noise, providing a high-precision and
robust method for SOC estimation.

Keywords: state of charge estimation; maximum correlation-entropy criterion; cubature Kalman

filter; non-Gaussian noise; robustness

PR 1 L Y PR M A R R T R
& PR 5 i KA AL 35 7R SR P iz s
HLIBAS R 48 (BMS) X R [t it 8l 930 45 19 2 e R 2
SRR SR S il UK (S IS A Sl L = N
(SOOI 7E BMS e 3 A ml sl iy £ . SOC
P R F A R 4R g v SO P B9 A P L A P AT AT
SEVERE R R T ARy — D e R
MRS, Z BV Z N R B X SR 2 e
SEOR MR E AT O 1 A 2 AR A L A o A A T
Lt PR 7 FEL DR S B — > EL AT Bk A Y TR] R

SOC A 375 16 KRBT 73 o #e 5205 i (2 ALHR
2 ARG R % L COCV) 500 808 3K 3
JrEUURUHE TRORL Y T kT 22 I B R A ) S
B AER B A A A 4 A2, SOC B A THAE EAR 2 5
Z B ZRURZMEN . S AR T
R E FL TR A DA O B R T o T B i s 0 e — R X
T B LR A 7 3 o AR T R TR R AR i T
RO AR AL ] B b T BN I A B K B S
BRSO, TR L B IR A A R R R B A N
Yysi v AL G BT i HL T O AT BE G 1 R R E Y
RETRAE BTG OR o AESE BRI A X b 5 vk Al e 22 52
I B AR A T FRL T R A B T i A PR A R
NIES S GRS D N B R i TR 7S
B, A L5 1 AN T B RS Y R Bl R R B

B K 2l J5 1 ) G e 2 T 25T BR 2
B R S 4 ) 4 AL AF B BTz B H T SOC Al
T R HIL & 27 21 T8 23 B B RSk 57 SOC it
BEY 3 g o W R R A S 56 B DI R O L A% A
TR SOC Al AL, 3 Fh 5 1k AE % 42 i Al 11 A

http: // zkxb. xjtu. edu. cn

B AR B B RS SR A B Bl
J0feft ) R B0 00 0 A A R )1 R 5 6 T R o L B
Fhe 14 5 ek AR R U SR AR A AR R . PRk, 2K
T Bk 3h 5 A SOC A 11 (9 52 B i A I8 Il 25 1 £
ik .

FHX 4% G Ak 1 5 3 A0 8 dE SR Bl ok it L 3
TR 5 W B T SOC A1 H ELA sl s i 1 3
FEF R R B Jr 9k % G A ST A AL I B R O X
SOC #EATAG T BAT AR A T H 55 52 2% 1 RV v 1Y)
fETIRE . HAT SRR B S R R R S R T R
Hfm A sk e ke RS A TP B B
AR BACT BRI, 30 Ak 7 A B IR 4R R G
SAFAE—SE SRy BR A L 75 AT X R ) A9 R 3 S i AT
VERE, PR R R B (EKP)US i L b e 2
Pk R Gk fai AL 1153, (H n] B8 5 2500 B 22k 1% 25 Aok
THHERE TS, JCil R /K & 38 0 CUKF) M FI| H JC
A FIHEAT sigma gORFER A AR LM R 5 A AE
REREE SRS SRR TR, A RR
5 8 I CCKF) 0 B30 7 DU foff Y ok v 442 1) 25 Rk ), L
A R )RR P A T g A ) Sl ek Dk (]
BRI R T A WO A6 R0 B R S A T iR B
SCHRL21 142 AR R /R €08 ik (ICKF) 53k L il
TR A R I AR AT 2k kR RS R CKE Ak
VIR B R R k. SR, 3R AR TTRE 23 1k AT AR
R, T RO A )AL SCER[ 22 4 ICKF ik
Al BB B aE N RAE LR R 2R K
(AICKF) 59, Xof ook 7 M s 1 ) & M2 75 4 4748 1E
e =R (el i i P A NVAR - B = N Bl < R o =
Hr M 7S T AG T RICR 5 {H R TE AR G b Ak 3




54 W% o i

PN

58 &

A e 357 43 A A D A W R DR SRy LR T AR /N B iR 2
(MMSE) #i W] 5 1, 38 [ 58 1 A FR .

R TR G b R B ) R R AR KA G A v 0
(MCC) 5 R IR & U8 i 50k AH 45 G o T 41 8 7 Fi it
(19 SOC At T, 481 4 f AR A K IR 2 8 Ik (MCC-
K MCC-EKF* | MCC-AEKF"* | MCC-UKF"**
I MCC-CKF*" 5355 . 48 MCC il {4 F = 37 4%
PR, WIF5T 25 22 B, 78 100 )l w5 J0r M 7y T, 2
MCC Mt i — R 5 F 3k B FHE & T SOC £l i 1
K RE .

T EAG T RE A B — 2P B AR SO Bk
AH A AL IR /N — - (WL M 454, SR G 45
A AICKF B3k i 0 34, £ — i b st 1) fie KA G
T AL f /b 9 A A N kAR A B R R 2R
(IMCC-AICKF) 8 i . 1% B 1% 38 i o 0 A 1 e b
1 o7 H RS AT DA AE K H b 7 A L 1 RE R A B OR
W, IR T RS R PERE A b L AN, %A kR
At 45 35 v Sl v T M R A BRIl A 2
AR X, SCE 25 R R, pr 5 1k v] DU 4f
b AT AR = T M R TR A HL Tt SOC A 3 FL& B
E/ 5o

1 BRI S HOIR

B RCEXRBKER

PR Y PN T R B SRk B A o SR S ST — A U
T P P A TR R 2 L e Y Y B A R L IE R
PR L DL K b E B 8 0 AH AR TS AR SCR
9 — B RC 582 B AL (ECMD I &1 1 fios , B
L a7 B TR RN RS R A A

U, U,

1.1

T Uoc c, C U,

Uoc— JF#HLIE ;U MM LR s Ro— BRI LB ;
Ri.Cr— ML AL LB L2 Ry (Co— MR 25 R AL LR
HUAE UL Uy — A b fe b TR e 22 M (ko T 5 T 5
T HL ) L
Bl 1 T Fr RC 2585 i Al

Fig. 1 Second-order RC equivalent circuit model

@#’{ﬁm X, = [Ul.k U,. ﬁS()C-,/c]T RARE
fﬂ% s X, %%/?\‘ k Hd’ZIJE/‘JXyIL{Mio /H\:':P sUi \Uz.kﬁ'}%u
%%/?\‘/6 H#Z'J% 1.2 /l\ RC MQ%E@EEE;,BS()C.&%%% k

http: // zkxb. xjtu. edu. cn

i 22 vl Py AR S . B AR ZR M R G AR T
A &5 B ] LLR R

x, = f(x) +wigy

z, = hixy) + v
A fCoOFRC ) 73RN R GRS e 75 pRi KL
AL BRI KL 5w FT v 3 530) DAy ok A MG 75 T SO T Mg 7
W Z IR G BRI N TE 2S5 A s we ~ N (0,00
v~ N0, R, Q. it FE Mg b7 22 7 14 5 R, WL
I 0 7 2407 2 R I

HRAE B RC 25 R0 B AR, R G B HOR &

D5 R AN 7 AR AT LSRR Oy

D

U, | e MR 0 07 [ Ui,
Ut | = { 0 e MR o} Usi |+
S0C. k1 | 0 0 14 [ Bsoc.
[(1 — e ®)HR, Wi |
(1 —e¥®RHR, |1, + |ws., (2)
L — At/e W |
U., =Uouw Ui —Usp — LRy +v, (3)

oI, e B2 LT e O LMY A 0 A R
A B 16 () B 5 (o wy )" N R G R
7 v, SRS
1.2 FEHBEELSSOC X%

FEAR B FL I, F I R Uoe J2 48 76 A Ab
T A7 28 )19 0T 0 A B A b PR R L 7E RO
Ul RN R RTDAR A B S A - (R s o3 A
FH OCV B SOC 1748 16 2 3 Al 2k 1 1w LA
RIS

AR SCHERE T ARFRA i/ ARFRHL R 35 A - h/3.7V
) LiMn, O, %25+ H it (A 24 0 FL Y BL) FIAR FR 2
H/BRFREE N 1.5 A« h/3.6 V 1y ICR18650 Bfk
HL M (i 44 A L B2) A Ol S 6 X 42, fiL Y B 94K
it R G B TR A S R A BB B 2 5 0 R AR
2, Bt B2 Ko St # s CT6001A H it i 28 A )
HRHE,

T ARAG AT A 9 far F R AR B R e il 4R
A3 BT EL I BRI b B2 AT 58 Y TSR S5
B K H AR 25 C R IR N i, i R —
B[] 35 30 AR X AR E IR S T g SR I B A v FL
JEAE N Bsoc =100 Y BB Uoe i . SR )5 HEAT — B A
pre TR Rl O PR (I S T A s s U N T G £
b P B 1k B R R A L T SRR E I Y H it o
FL R AR Ay 2 BsF 2] i ERLODR 25 6 B B F B R R, R
JHCFRL B T R Y 5T A PR L O I SR R TR FR

Wy, p




#5011 ) LS

o R FH B e RO DGR A I kA R

wl
ol

R IR 0 08 Dl B0 B 8 1 HL T AT R S A 3

VE B UEL, B AN [ fap LR 285 %56 7 1) F 8% Hl R 1 o)
Tk B AT B — % 58 B Y A O AR B e HIR AR
TF s e il 42

FeH A ORI FEZERL, A T UHER R R TT B
JE AT FAR S 22 T pRSOG 2R B S i ARSI 8%
MR 5 A B Matlab 1, 8K J5 {4 F Curve Fitting
T HA AT Z XA 5 IF B E B 18 1 2 0 EL
A me 2 A il 2, DU R I B L S R g H
REW R E 2. B 3 iR,

42r

AT e SBRMIE A

— WALk

40t

L39¢

bO
38F
37F

367

3.
50 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1.0

IBSOC

2 Wt BI AT ORI -TT B LR R
Fig. 2 SOC-OCV curve of battery Bl

42r o BRI A
41k — AL

01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1.0
ﬂSOC

3 FLYH B2 A AT R AT I P P T 4R
Fig. 3 SOC-OCV curve of battery B2

ST S ) M A A e R ST B R Y R
PR, BEHL 8 I 2 1 20X} it BT 47 far B ZS
AP RILA  E R T

Uoe = 3.557+0.861 7Bs0c+ 3. 65B%c—

23. 58B% ¢+ 50. 43B4c— 44. 24B %+
9. 22B%c+ 5. 628B%c— 1. 371B%c 4

i T 2 3 AR BOE it 2 LS ROR . 1SS
LA LU i 37 i iR 22 (RMSE . R Sruse ) TR
E R (R-square, %N R*) \i= 27 M (SSE, & A
G ) RPN LA ROCR L L . AR 5~8 £

http: // zkxb. xjtu. edu. cn

T B B2 AT LG AT A R WL AR 1.
A1 B B2 kAT R & Me iR E
Table 1 SOC-OCV curve fitting error of battery B2

E2 W/ i¢ Eruse R’ Esse
5 0.008 64 0.999 38 2.99X107"
6 0.005 44 0.999 81  8.88X10°°
7 0.006 02 0.999 32 7.26X10°°
8 0.005 39 0.999 94 2.90X10°°

RAER 1 AT LUE ), b & 2 W B 3 m . 4
Z BN 8 I, Svse 5 Esse AR T 117 21 H A B
WHAE T EZE T 0,11 R® W N#EE T 1, RUILE S By
B LA RO B Ay e B 8 IR W AT HLA L U
it B2 A9 far B PR S R0 I HR R 22 TE] A B A OE R
mr
Uoe = 4. 206 — 18. 47Bs0c+ 179. 38%c— 859. 2B%0c+

2 3558%c— 3 852B%c+ 3 724B%c—
1 9678%c+ 437. 8B4« (5

1.3 S#H#iA

HEBA 1) 2 BOHER E%%m%%?&*ﬁﬂ%%ﬂ
A5 it e/ A AL I AT S RO R OR AT B AL Y
KHBHR, R, .C, R, .C, Lﬁﬂm Z a2 & A
ok o FR R AE A [R) BY Bsoc T R HL B R AT B H, L 7R
b AR, T R P R A VR S B0 e 2R R R Y
HEL I 3 HEL 98 BB H R 23 B O W A A I 1 Bl A
45 1717 22 01 O T AR E L SRS 38 2 i sk 2B L TR
AL, /N R MG LT S8R R 3% 2
BT Bsoc BIEFR, M B1.B2 A9 FE LS B 594804 ith
danE 4. K 5 PR,

—8— R —8— R —#— R,

==,

Ry, Ry, Ry/107°Q

1 i 2 1 1 n L 0
01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1.0
Bsoc

B4 e B R EN S HOR g HOIR S B LA it 2k
Fig. 4 Model parameters of the battery Bl and the fitting

curve of the state of charge




PN

58 &

Ry Ry, Ry/Q
€\, C,/10°F

01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1.
Bsoc

B 5 HLh B2 AR B S ORI A RS Y LA it 4R
Fig. 5 Model parameters of the battery B2 and the fitting

curve of the state of charge

H BT Y 45 5 FT A A [ 7 HRR 25 2 RO R Y
SRR fe /D TR LG AT I & S R
a7 FELAR S B AR TR N T AR AT VB O A5 RRS 12
i B A [A] £ PR 25 8 % AH L 19 S8

2 BTG RY B RO G A A kAR
BRI 2RI Bk
2.1 HRAMEXEAEN
PR EPABENLAE B X ALY L 5 KR 6
af g SN
V. (X.Y) = EG,(X—Y)] =

ERY

Kb EL] AW T Foy (o.y) HECAERE
FERREG, (o) Ml /& Mercer 2 # HAZ SN o 1Y
K pR B T A% R BT I i R HL R TR PR
IERE T s PR AR SR FH R A% pR B, Rk =k
G,(x—y) = ¢ lovl®e <)

2.2 MEHMEXHEXBEERFRERHE

AR T AL 58 1Y i KAH E 0, A S0 MCC Fl
WLS 0456 . 5 W& i A 2] CKF 503k B il ik
i B e RAH SC AR 28 AR IR 208 (IMCC-CKF) , fiff
M ShME G R = RRE M. — i, AL MCC
TR DU) A Ak 2= v B 7 3 2o A TR BT A R R OR R
AR A e 30 MR 7 Y s 4SR5 D3 — O TH, WLS X A5 Al
A BB IEAE R B 0 2 MR 75 Bl O 25 0 B R SR 0 1R 22
P 22 R 5 A e R FH S i o DU w4 oA o K
HE— 4R E T SOC BAh 1K e

IMCC-CKF 553 4 %8 B[] 587 A0 & 58 87 W0
AR, BRSO aR

http: // zkxb. xjtu. edu. cn

FE R AT IR AT 20— RN S EE T W iR
.G WIS x, SRZD T ZHE BV G
{H Py
ST LEERD AR AR S AT x, AR
2V 7 2 A ITHE P AR
S,., = chol(P,,)
x20 =8 G+ X
i chol € « ) ft £ Cholesky 73 f#; S, N P,
Cholesky 745 2l xi” ) 2 £ — 1 BFZIA 56 @ A
Hoai=1,2,00 2030 RARH R RIRRIR AT

8

/\/;[81172 - 192""’77
&= (9)
—n[8),vi=n+1.n+2,.2n
Hrplo] W i MEBUSRR N0 =1, —I,].H

WL, R X R B
SZAELERERE O EHENEMRA
x (P A
X = £ (10)
TR RS X0 0

R 1 2n »
X |1 — ﬂ Zxk ‘(le 1D
i=1

%Eﬁﬁ%ﬁ}ﬁ%ﬁ% P, | kflﬂ‘j

1 E: * (D) * (DT : T
P/«\k—l = ﬂ xk\;cflxlc\;efl7xk\k71xk\k71+Qk71
i=1

(12)
"'JJ;E% 2(@“&?@%{') JEJi &k\k*lﬂen P&\k 1%%]:1&1‘}
B RUCRAE
S, [ k=1 — ChOl(Pk ‘ kfl)
N . (13)
X = S, | k=1 ¢ + Xy | k1
AU AT 3ok (855 000 I £ (B Y R 3k 40 )
2l e = h(xi 1) (14
ik\kfl - % ;Z;i\>1f1 (15)

Hfezgl e FORAEL MM pREL 2 C « ) X R
T R 8% .
o ry 0 15 2 PR 2 I Dy
1] & . . .
P.., [ =1 — ﬂ 2 z}(cl\) k—lzzl\)g—l — 2 HZZ\ -1 T Ry
i=1

(16>
ETﬁﬁ%%ﬁ@ P.. | k=1 ﬂ‘:’

1 2n

_ (i) W\T : oT

Pu.k\klfiE:xk\klzk\klixk\klzk\kl
2n —

an




114

ARFR Y A SR FHBCHE fie A SRR 1 3 B 2k AU B R 2 008 O Bk T e b A R S A T 57

Pl H A

H, =PL, . P (18)
DU bR T DA (DL R R
~ I ~
2y %h(xkufl)#—é |xk:;,k‘k l(xk *xk\kﬂ)—i—v,\, x
ik‘lcfl+Hk(~’r/s7&k‘/g71)+‘)/¢ (19)

K WLS g W A% 45 & . 2 7E o 0 2% of X0
IMAA KA IR R, H Py o BIR 2 T A
R PR e 30T A% e A A e A

Juee (xp) = Ga< H X _-;Ck | k=1 H ?p*l‘ k—1’> +

sz( Il z *2/1\/«71 —H,(x, *-’A‘«'M/«fl) [ 12(;1 ) (20)

K, o 2=C)TAC-H)ERAH A MBOE N
TG, o XA D IR B i v A% N

G+ 15y = el 21
i KA B AR RS B T x SR AN T
.;C/Q - argmax]MCC(xk) (22)

X

SR it DA A T R SR it

M = 2P, |1 (X — X4 1) — 2L HIR," +
ax,
(zp — 24| — Hy (X — X 00)) (23)
L =G,z =z — HoCxo — X100 i)/
G,y —xipia 12 ) 20
K 2O EBITTH AT LA F
x, = (P}, + LHRH) " «
(LiHIR (2 — 24 o0 — Hxy | o) + P X0)
(25)
ARAS x, W] DL R [ E SRR RS R
T X o 20 o 3h A5 AR R R A5, O EL6E S5 (R
TR, P AT DU 3 ) X, o 7ESR (25) B x,
RAPAT BAYCGE A, IF RS AW n i L g i), )
DL it R R A
X, =J}h\&71+Kk(zk*2,,\k71) (26)
WS K, N
K, = (P}, +LiH{R,'H,) 'L;H/R," (27

k| k—1

L; :G,,( H Z/\,_ik\/\wl H 12371) (28)
SBT3 R 22 B
Pk - (I_Kka)P/g‘kfl (I_K/H}C)I +K;R/CK;
(29)

15 0T A% o AT AR 0 i e B ik R R AR
FEZ(28) H o /N, L B/ il 2 5 B0 £ K, B
AN, AR TR T IR RE S TR B L

T AN [N e PR 85 A e A RN A TR A e 5
TRV BB T . BEAE SCERL28 ] b i O

http: // zkxb. xjtu. edu. cn

TESCHRC34 Jrh SCBLAY 15 1 MR e % o (BI7E AN 1%
»ft%/f:gﬁél'l'l o= H zk_ilc\lz I_Hk(xk_;ck\k 1) H xzzkl )
TERES AL B b gl B PR B AZ R/ . 3 2 A A% R/
XF T4 BRI RE B O,
2.3 BMHMRABEIXHAENERERFRE
R E

Xof T R M ZR G T A R MR R R 0 R S R B
HOMA TS S22 p
Mg P R0 R P Y B O 2 R M 2 S Ol TR 22 L OF
ME LU L PR oK . I AE IMCC-CKF 5 ik i
B R T A AR AR R R R B R
JE L WLS B4R FH i 5 18 5 AR J ok de /A A 1
(05 28 — F AR A A 1 2 M 3 B — S8 B9 H R R
B, RS AICKF Ay — i 3 B ok 6 25 nT L
AR A5 2 T £ 000 e 15 00 S5 I 08 A e 4% 1 2 AP 5 22
R .

AR SCHRL22 ] b 9 36 A5 1, TR A 3P [ RE AR
) S L P 15 22 1) 4 o LA DAy 328 AN 2 BRI 194 4 WK
o BRI 24 o R % 25 0 4 X B B B E 1Y
@ME C,Hp ‘Zk 72&\/1 1 ‘2 C va%‘%%%’lﬁﬁﬂ@’ﬁ(%}’fﬁ
AR B i 22 , 7 R AT 22 A T8 A4 v
At SRS JBE A Bt 0 R g P T 5% 22 B 4 XoF L 2
2o = 2p 0 [ < CE, BEHT S 1T PR S M1 E 4
RGBT HSLE, TO W AT AR R R . C —
JBEHC 0~20 mV o 3d i AN W7 3 A TE Al T (8 5 o i
TSR L B TG R A o B L RO R R AR AR
(AR &

T S M E N AR SR S T AR S A
T N7 TR R ok R R RSO MR P ) Bl T 2 R R it —
AR R R B MERPE AR E 1R . e 328 & B ZIAG 3T
ﬂjﬁﬁﬁgﬁé% s€p — % 72&\,% 1 st *ﬂRk E‘J gﬁ@%%ﬁ
AR R

k

1
E\:f e'(e,')T

_ T
0. = K.E,K,
1 2n
. ) (i) T 2 2T
R, = E, + o Ezk'\ 1R k1 T Rk k1% | e
i—1

30
s M E RS RN E, oK & I %]
HONS BEVAY Wi 5 Y
A 3 K A Y R KRR S A AR IR BB 2
AR AL TN 1 3 R B, nT DLAE PR AR SR AR Y
[vi) ] 452 o TR Af 12

3 P HIE 550
% o e P T3 08 SR A A S0 1 1




58 [N .

PN

% 58 &

fie, BB 25 0 738 (DST) T8 0 357 B P 25 Db 416 37
(NEDCO) T, B 6 & DST T4 B b Bl o H &
FIHL I, 1 7 S NEDC T4 F F it B2 s A, 6 A1 HL 37

42 180
4.1 N {60
40+ ‘ 40

‘ i

53.9 ’ ”y il ‘ 20 <

2 T

=338 Uk 0o #

el
37t -20
3.6 -40
— iR ——
3.5 n L L 1 1 n L L -60
0 2 4 6 8§ 10 12 14 16 18

IF (1] /ks

B 6 Hidh BL DST T8 T s b AR I Bl s 8] 4 2 Ak
Fig. 6 Curves of voltage and current of battery Bl over time

under DST condition

42 0.5

4.1 10

4.0 ~05

3.9 10
>
538 <
5 -1552
=37 2
- -2.0

3.6

-25
35
341 1730
— Ui ——
33 L n L n 35
0 2 4 8 10 12 14

6
IRF[] /ks

Bl 7 Wi B2 NEDC T80 S bR R 3 Bl B[] 4 22 A
Fig. 7 Curves of voltage and current of battery B2 over time

under NEDC condition

K 2 4 %1% 22 (MAE, B0 Eune) 4 07 4R
TR 22 Rl K 4 X 15 22 (MaxAE, B4 Guae) 55 T4

FEAR VM SR I PERE , KAk T =0
N
gMAE = % 2 ‘BS()C,I@ 735()(‘,/@ ‘ 3D
k=1
1~ .
Ervse = N 2 (ﬂsr)c,k _Bsoc,/c)z (32)
k=1
SMaxAE = Max ‘ ‘85()(‘,.& 735()(7.& ‘ (33)

A, Bsoc.x j‘jﬁiﬁ,ﬁsmk j‘]’ﬁil+ﬁy]\] H SR
FE S
R B UEAS SCERL VR A AR L B T BT A B2

http: // zkxb. xjtu. edu. cn

Bs  FE ARG T MR A B TR B A UL S CKEF
F1 IMCC-CKF H.: 40 5l F SOC 4kt .

S FH G b Al ey S5 M 7S PR ke 30 I B 1k 1 A AR
PE . 5 — Bl AR = T R R 4 5 43 A MR 7S R S M R
TR & A B A 1 ey 07 M 75 b O OO R S
Wi s A

Ny = (1—aW+aV (34)

K a HAERE I’ a 7 0.5:W &35 55 A 1§
PV O RBER 0, 5250 0,02 1Y = e,

S IR T R S 2 R SCR [ 25 00 O vk AR
B HE SCHAE R TR B,
3.1 FSEHESE A THMTHE M SOC it
3.1.1 %3k Bl #9534k

1 v 0T IR S I A B R R O P A e AR
B A AR = R RS an 1 8 &L 9 R,

0.7
0.6
0.5
0.4
0.3
0.2
0.1
of
o1

W7/ mA

“'%J—‘

LR AR

I

5

I

I

-0.2

03Ty 4 e s 10 12 14 16 18
I 1) /ks
8 DN AL A A R g ST R

Fig. 8 Non-Gaussian noise in measured current

Hile 75 /mV
S e
(98] 4 W ()Y ~

=
o
o

LRl
S
_O —

W&
s

| |
S 9O«
Wb

2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18
I 1] /ks
B9 I e A A e s

Fig. 9 Non-Gaussian noise in measured voltage

763k & W M S 3R B R i), CKF L IMCC-CKF Hl
IMCC-AICKF & SOC Al i1 %F e 45 S an & 10
s .




118 AR B 55 BB A X 38 9 25 1 U 50 0 0 B85 10 3 A IR 25 £ 59
N — xxm BRI 5 PRI A G 35 WG, FLPA SR
;Z .‘ :lcl\l/l(gg{céKFl?«l i, 5 CKF #f It IMCC-AICKF 2 #: 19 SOC 4 it1+
s T IMCC-AICKERIL R B T 0. 587 5 s G FEAR T 72.5%. 5
0.7 ¢ IMCC-CKF #H F , 15 15 [R] 3 1 0. 336 9 s, Sruse: B

£ %7 o (T 50 4%, SCgsh J W], 6k f T Mt A 4R
200 om T IMOC-ATCKF B35 SOC ff (i 8 4 203 {1
| om AEAT AR TH LI SOC A+ IR B
Z; s 3.1.2 Wk B2 6%k
o1f 0665 \ A LM B2 6 P 7 R P A A R A
R T S S TR TR VRN TR P EUR R R R AR I 11
W1 s AP 11 AT LT L 76 BT A A F L IMCC-
(SOCHT ATCKE B3 1) SOC {3 148 T H s 70 Fh 57 0 o

1"\ —— CKF4ii%

-0.010 ¥ = IMCC-CKF 4

—— IMCC-AICKF ¥

0 B 4 6 § 10 12 14 16 18
I 1] /ks

(b SOC itz 2
10 Hih Bl ZEAR SR A R 3 R AT SOC Al 31
HiRk %
Fig. 10 SOC estimation and error of each algorithm under

non-Gaussian noise A of battery Bl

MIE 10 7 LLE i, B2 T MCC #E W] () IMCC-
AICKF 533 12 35 R AIK T A R e 1 19 SOC A=
2% BARAEA 0 ] IMCC-AICKFE 55 125 9 132 22 AH 4K
T SN R R B AH S B A I 8] 1 RS L kit Y
Rk SOT B AR AR m e R B SOC Al 1HE 3
P il B H W SIOH B e R Lo sl e /b Ak, 3R 2
g5 TR IRI SR AT I ) L RE B A TR 2 X L .
k2 wi Bl BESMRFE AT 3T EG M

AR PR A
Table 2 Comparison of estimation performance of battery Bl

in non-Gaussian noise A

" BANE/s G Eruise EvaxaE
CKF 1.476 2 0.0117 0.0131 0.0237
IMCC-CKF  1.726 8 0.0070 0.007 9 0.015 4
IMCC-AICKF 2.0637 0.0029 0.0036 0.0114

MFE 2 SR LIE B IR A T
T AETF CKF A1 IMCC-CKF & 3, IMCC-AICKF

http: // zkxb. xjtu. edu. cn

AT AR PR 22 /N AR RERE AL . R T R ORAR G
AR VD) BB 65 T Gy M Ak P AR G A Al e P T MR A AR R
TALGE MBI DR 22 J5 i FLA) v £ BORs s 3
B Al R 22 M I A0 R 45 S AICKE
(18 B0 B4 AT 442 e Al 1 0 o 0 1k R R . A
TR ZE MR L Y A LR 3.

12 ¢

— S
—— CKFHE
10 —— IMCC-CKF&%
——— IMCC-AICKF 44
0.8}
Z 06}
2
04f 066
0.62
0.58
02F 0.54
0.50 :
52 6.0 6.8 7.6
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14
i 1) /ks
(a)SOC 11t
0.02
0
-0.02
pire -0.04
5K
=006
HI
S
7

1 |
= 2
— (=3
(=} =]

e CKF57

-0.12F —— IMCC-CKF%7i;
e IMCC-AICK F 5.7
—0.14 , . , , , ,
0 2 4 10 12 14

6 8
IR 1) /ks
(b)SOC i i3 2
Bl 11 M B2 7EdE S TS A ORISR SOC it
Je R 22
Fig. 11 SOC estimation and error of each algorithm under

non-Gaussian noise A of battery B2




60 [T S T N S 5 58 %
k3 W B2 EEZHERE AT 3AFE LA 0.0201
AR YL AR 0.015F
Table 3 Comparison of estimation performance of battery B2 o010k
in non-Gaussian noise A .
- S B 0.005F
ik BATIFE /s &uae Eruse EMaxAE £
CKF 10146 0.0627 0.0705 0.1285 z o
IMCC-CKF  1.3185 0.0153 0.0177 0.047 1 m—0.00S-
IMCC-AICKF 1.408 4 0.0059 0.0078 0.0185 ——— CKF%3%:
R e
M 3 i LLE . 5 CKF A k. IMCC-AICKF P I
FEH A0 SOC HTTFEIE TR T 0. 393 8 s G Lt ks D
&7 88.9%. 5 IMCC-CKF # [t , IMCC-AICKF f9 (b)SOC fhiiHig
AR T 0.089 9 s, &use BRI T 55.9% . b 13 i Bl fEJE SRR B R 3 M SOC

W3 PR E RMTHRZ AT B 4 E A LIS 4
1, IMCC-AICKF 53 B % 5 M ff b A 1 L3t B2 1Y)
SOC, 5 HAE Z [ iR 228N,
3.2 ESHIREE B T TR SOC it
3.2.1 Wik Bl #95%E

it B (4 LI R AR i RS A 12 B

80r

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18
N 1) /ks
&l 12 v B1 AR S T A O e e
Fig. 12 The non-Gaussian current noise of battery Bl

TEAE @ TR A B TR . 2 SOC A6 fE o 1
AITEOL R LT 3 FEE R SOC AT Al T 25 tn

13 Fiis,
1.1r

— FUSH
1.0 —— CKFHIV:
—— IMCC-CKF4i3%:
0.9F ——— IMCC-AICKF 5%
0.8F
07T 076,
+=
33 0.6 0.74F
Q
% 05F 0.72¢
o4k 070
0.68}
03}
0.66
021 . A
ol 0645 . - L7 \ .
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18
EERS
(a)SOC fi it

http: // zkxb. xjtu. edu. cn

KR
Fig. 13 SOC estimation and error of each algorithm under

non-Gaussian noise B of battery Bl
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non-Gaussian noise B of battery B2
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