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Abstract: To overcome the accuracy limitations of existing state-of-health (SOH) prediction
methods for lithium-ion batteries, a lithium-ion battery SOH degradation prediction model
integrating robust empirical mode decomposition (REMD), neural hierarchical interpolation for
time series (NHITS), and kernel density estimation (KDE) is proposed. The method extracts
health indicators (HIs) that effectively represent SOH degradation from lithium-ion battery data
and uses REMD to adaptively decompose these Hls into multiple components. NHITS models
are constructed for independent prediction on each component, and SOH point predictions
are obtained through component reconstruction. Based on this, KDE probabilistically models
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the distribution of point prediction errors, establishing an REMD-NHITS-KDE interval-

prediction framework that quantitatively characterizes and estimates SOH prediction
uncertainty. Using batteries from the CALCE and NASA datasets, the experimental results
show that the proposed method outperforms models such as NHITS, NBEATS, and REMD-
NBEATS in point prediction, achieving a mean absolute error of 0.0047 and a coefficient of

determination of 99.98%. In interval prediction, it considers coverage and interval width,

demonstrating strong reliability and practicality.

Keywords: lithium-ion battery; state of health; NHITS model; robust empirical mode
decomposition; kernel density estimation; interval prediction
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0 20 40 60

c
SOH = —** x 100% (1)

rated

T, Coged M Creq 73 70l Z 7% 1 HLIE 4 117 S B
AR BE R,
1.2 FFEREN

2 RN E R 2GR, (HAE SE PR
R DA E e & Rk, 738 8 s AL 1 H
T S TR G P I R R S R A B DA DG 1 ]
FHI, DLRAEH RS . LLCS2_35 it A,
H ARG R T e R B 2 T, 5E B 3R
PRI 78 R TE R 78 R RITEE I R 3 AN B B K
KIS, BHAEGERE BRI, i 7 s R AR
I (8] B W 4 f s . HEitk, A CALCE (1) 78 Hi H
JifH 3k A P B BCME 9 78 LIS [R] (constant current



% 8 1 WEARRSSE: fl4 REMD-NHITS 5 KDE #1251 Fjth {8 BRIk B A6 7 3327
4.4 2
4.1
3.8
= -1
235 f\é
& £
B FE B 7R 2
32 FE1RMEA
-3 —— 0GR
60
2.9 4 —— E0RIEFF
[ e E1 202K
286 . . . . —— 150K B
0 2000 4000@@ /56000 8000 10000 0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000 12000
i} [Al/s
El2 CS2_35 5% RIEINFE AR B E rhZk @)
Fig. 2 Voltage curve of single cycle charge and 45
discharge of CS2_35
4.4 4.0
> 35
e
3.0 FAUER
—— SF30IRMEIA
" 25 —— HOWMEA
= — Rk
3.0 —%450%%% 20
- perg AL S 0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500 4000
28+ o i [E)/s
HTS0IRTEIR
. . ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ b
28y 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000 12000 14000 45 ®)
i} [Al/s
El3 CS2_357 [ EHAFE A B ErhZk
Fig. 3 Voltage curves of CS2_35 at different charge 40¢ p
and discharge cycles ) v
35/
&)
charging time, CCCT). )& 78 H1 I} [i] (constant E;
voltage charging time, CVCT) . 18 Ji ji H i} [d] 30 11
. . . —— 30K
(constant current discharging time, CCDT) F17 B0 IFHR
A \ - L 257 —— ORI
Hi, 2% [k 1R 1E] (charging isobaric rise time, CIRT) —ggg/ﬁfgg
—_— RIEH
Y v
UELESELTE 205500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500 4000

PABO6 b ], HAmea AR s
AR M A an B 4 o o R i AR AR R R
B 5 PR G I, TSR R R [ R X TR R
(RIFF LIS [HE T4 4, $2H0 3.5~4.0 V X [H] ()8R 5%
JE I} [A] (discharging isobaric drop time, DIDT) .
HEAS TR AE B o ¥ L e (discharging cycle
average voltage, DCAV) & SCANM@ERBifehr; 1ElE
FEARARTT TR, TSI R A R B ) vy, HARBEIA
FIIEEAF Ffr 75 B [RLZ RN, H8 ISR U RO AR IR Ak
B W& {i (1) B 18] (discharging peak temperature

i} [Al/s
(c)

El4 BO6FEMFESETRIER, BE. EEMZL: () T
FIEHIR RS ; () ANEIE AR A FL R 2% 5
(c) NEEHARY R IR E Lk
Fig. 4 Current, voltage and temperature curves during
the charge and discharge process of B06: (a) Discharge
current curves of different cycles; (b) Discharge
voltage curves of different cycles; (c) Discharge
temperature curves of different cycles

time, DPTT) FljC i 72 5 K JZ (maximum
temperature during discharge, MTDD).



3328 g #e F

5 # A 2026 F5 15 %

1.3 HXMDH

K54 ik CS2_35 5 1 B06 & Hiith [ 4 F HI
FISOH st 2. B EImT %0, 5 3HAh 34 HIAH
tt, CCDT HIDPTT 5 7 & 41 & 1 Hi it SOH iB b

100}, 110
W loso
90} los
80} o7
;:z 7ol 10.6 3
5 05T
@ 60 {o.4
50} 103
102
40

10.1
0

30 : s : . ‘ b
0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800
P& E
(@)

100 ¥ 11.0
lo.9
o5}
{08
%o {07
= 85¢ lo.6
5 80 05T
(2]
75} 0.4
65 0.2
10.1
60}

60 80 100 120 140 160
TR
(b)
&5 CS2_35F1B06 A HIF1SOH &34 [E: (a) CS2_35;
(b) B06
Fig. 5 Trends of Hl and SOH of CS2_35 and B06:
(a) CS2_35; (b) B06

0 20 40

F| F Pearson J& Spearman #H 3¢ & Bk 56 1E it
B R T A B, g RiInE 1, K2
ffi7~. Pearson il Spearman )it A4 BT

Pearson = E(ap) - E(a)E(F) (2)
JE(a®)-[E(a)F JE(B?)-[E(B)F
Z(ai_a)(ﬁi_ﬁ)
Spearman = — (3)

/z<a, ~a)>(B - B)

A, a B3 Z 7~ HI AT SOH fE .

4 Pearson. Spearman #H 3¢ £ 3 () BUE V4
7£.0.8~1.0 Z (BB, 3R B AN A% 2 2 A7 7E R SR I
MR, mEA. K200 )L, CCDT M DPTT

55 SOH AR G AR T~ HoAh HI S 43 1, PRt &
0] 43 3 H TR A4E CALCE F1 NASA 45 45+ Hi it
FEAISOH, DU T Ji5 2 R AL Tt it 7t

#1 CALCEHthHI 5 SOH MM x 1t R

Correlation coefficient between Hl and SOH
of CALCE battery

CS2_35 CS2_36 CSs2_37
Pearson Spearman Pearson Spearman Pearson Spearman
CCCT 0.9959 0.9921 0.9977 0.9974 0.9973 0.9957
CVCT -0.8587 -0.9389 -0.7383 -0.8745 -0.8663 -0.9460
CCDT 0.9937 0.9953 0.9990 0.9989 0.9988 0.9986
CIRT 0.9925 0.9931 0.9907 0.9969 0.9939 0.9937

Table 1

HI

2 NASAHtHIS SOH BHE XM R E
Table 2 Correlation coefficient between Hl and SOH

of NASA battery
B06 B07
Hl Pearson Spearman Pearson Spearman
DIDT 0.9939 0.9992 0.9980 0.9935
DCAV 0.9652 0.9507 0.9611 0.9407
DPTT 0.9999 0.9998 0.9992 0.9986
MTDD -0.8504 -0.8185 -0.7495 -0.7087

2 B E

21 ERARESHR

EMD Ny —Ff B 3& A 5 40 538, AbEEEE
. AP RE S BE NS, 8552 b s R A
BSTRZ MR, JEmH 250 il s et 5 i
it . REMD J7 vz it c5odt i 4345 E e U], Refigd
il SN R I TR E, ZMESRESIE,
REE St EES &M, HiEHTERE
PRME S AR T,

REMD [0 7345 1 #ER A AE f (k) ST RE/N o

1 <
RMS,, = |1 > mé, [n] (4)
sn=1

— _
W z(mj,k[n] - mj,k)4
EKijz sn=1

-3 (5)

f(k) = RMS,, +|EK,,| (6)

A, n NREAR GRS, NI B H

m, [N kKRG 73 BT A3 I EHE R 2% 5 50, my, N

m, [n1HIREAR I E, RMS, oA m, [n] K175,
EK B M7 5 (1 A0 BE A



5 8 1 EEERESS: AbA REMD-NHITS 15 KDE f 4 25 1 iyt g FREbR 2538 16 Tt 3329
REMD {5 1L 5414 4 1 - FPol, BRGIE AR IEAT R B Ak, &bk
(1D IMF 2 AF: FRBCSRE RSS2 A DR . B &R I IMF 2 508 J, 5 2%
i 1, WREN

(2) HirsmHu&s: Wef(k-2)<f(k-1)H RS[n]=r,[n] (13)
f(k— 1)<f (k). B4, JRAE HIBUR TR R oA

EE LRI, LTI K- 24 X[01= 3 Ry, (] + Resln] (14)

IREE R . WAL EIR &, kST R
H R IA B KBTI oo

REMD 73 i ()28 B8 40 R = A 29 fi 1 R 4 HI
Bdw, AWK ZENr[n]=x[n]. Ed, j=
1,2 JRIRIMF &7 5, k=121, KR
H1 o FE I R A O

(D WG4 4 1 57 53 77 51 . S EUER j A IMF
i, 4

holn]=r.[n] @)

(2) Mi& E N ksEasE. Ralh, [n]
(11 T AT J3 A K AR s R 3 A /M s, SR = IR
P54 E 2 B A& A Uy, [n] R R A4 L, [n].
BIEA%N

u/,k[n] + Ij,k[n]
el 21~ bl ] ®)

() HEE S Birk . Wi 4 2RX
(6), HMEE%m, [n]ItHRMS,, EK,, f(k)
(4) FEFEiE R M SR 750 k21
EALZ%, 19215 kX5 5 5k o) & -
hy[nl=h, ,[n]-m,[n] )
(5) R4 REMD £ 1l 2% 11 1 W =2 15 45 1k 24 [
oo B, K5 k — 20T 40 45 Bt e N A
IMF .

m;[n]=

Rue;[n]1= hyy 5[N] (10)

iAW RAF LR H k< [ WAk k+

1, HEWE (2) 2P, (5). HILBHA 7K

e/ MWL IV ST el sy <R F o S G T
HHL

Ruwe;[n]1=hy, [n] (11)
(6) FEBRZE T A R Ak 2y fift . TRIEUER j
MMF J5, ¥k %=

rj[n]=x[n]_2RlMF,f[n] (12)

A [ n L& AN TP IRAE i HAS 2 Bl
A, M4 j<—j+1, ¥ r[nIfERT %50k
s, AREEHREUHT I IMF . 245% 2 C 4 o Fif

2.2 NHITS 4 ER

NHITS #% 7 & NBEATS # 2 {1 32 (L F1 97 &
AR B 5 NBEATS AL, X I AE T B 1) 2H % -
NHITS L £ 2 & %1 2% (multi-layer perceptron,
MLP) AL, IF gl Nt 2 S8 3F R
B, TG 5E 2 RO RRAERAERE /7. 1245 A0 R Y
RS 77 [ SR SIS (] PP 4], 558 i TR 2 11 () ) 4
Tt ERCR, LR UK 6 Fis .

B AR . R SRR U 7 AR
FERNAE R FE . i W B A KRN, Ad
MLP LR R ERME R . HERE

Y = MaxPool(y, ,..k;) (15)

X, Y, L BRI E PSR N
kR A & RNy, R it Ak 5 75 2 1
¥ 5.

BB BB O BRI 2 R RN A AN
BREEEAHN. 2 EBRmaENFRIAA

h,=MLP(y®,,, (16)

A, b RN LA P2 R 28 AR e H R BE e

IF]

il

LM EMTH R AN
or = W/Sh, (17)
6! = W/h, (18)

St O IR A £ 2 I S R o T
Ve o BMEEREE RS 6k T y,, . LW E
W fE 22 WERIRTUN x, & VEZ I E; Wk
SRT 7, A 2 TR

A R R R R, R
NHITS 45 A4 o A= g (138 )5 51 -5 T 5 71 7 % e
Heo ARSI N T oy BRER M FEAE PR AL . 1Z R II AR
BN

gm=mm%ﬂ%%%ﬂyrn) (19)

A, O[t, 11 O[t, ]38~ HHAR 42 il 5
b, AR O OB R A s 1A

HEZE T HE AN

t,



3330 g #e F

2026 #5515 %

N
ity B

.

ST A [ T

E6 NHITS MELEHEE
Fig. 6 Network structure diagram of NHITS

Ve = 96(60) (20)
V1o = 946(") (21)
o, YO RN A P48 I 2 AT 1) [l
G5 YD g TN B L P40 X 28 AR 1) FILI 7 415
g (1) NFGAE PR 2L
(=138 7 271 20, T AR R i N ) e — 3508 0 B i)
JP AN, B I I Ak 2= T I 7 AL B s N —
Eﬁ%:
Yeorwsr = Y-t = V0 (22)
s Y, e RN+ DR 28 A
PN
REASP TR 530 1 YD, o KB B H AN
B FTLERR AT At o, 3 3o A 25 A T A 2
FENZAR TR Z
0t = ST (23)

K, BRINEEAMH w2 W 25 BRI 2
VD is s AN ZAR ST H T 51
5. R BT AR ) 45 AR N B AT 45 B g &
T .
Yeerten = 2%?1:“/—/,5 (24)

A, SERKRIMERE: Voo pen n IBRE T
F51l.

2.3 ETZEEMITHXEFNESR
231 EREALE
B — IR R T TV e W T & R TS R
SR T &5 SR AN e M, 8 A KDE i v iR 22
115341 . KDE Jo 75 X B 7 A AT e 3z i, B4
MEHRFEA A, G MRS B ek Bk, 4 i Jd ok Ak
R B) AR AL 1 S ST TR ZE R
KE{e) e,=M-M, M AEEME, M TN
B IZREE TR 22 ML 2 2 5 pR 0
f(x)= #ZK(X;‘E') (25)
XA, nAFEAREG hWAEO%E; K(u) Wi
BREL e NTIINNR ZE{E
R B i D 9 2 2 AN RS . SR
BEE RSP = THEE 1), AsLin kK
FZAZ R, HAEERIE AW T
K(x)=

X2

2

B 9% 2 )44 F Sliverman #EN), ¥ RE
AnF

exp (26)

h = 1.0609n% (27)
K, o, Bn{eIbriEZ .
232 EERXENFETE
FE I8 I A% 5 B Al V1 AF H TR 22 B2 B kR



% 8 1]

WEERREEE. Fi4 REMD-NHITS 5 KDE /)8 55— Ha jth i Bk 4 1B A T

3331

g, (0] DLE AR 15 2 R AR A0 R AL
F(x) = [f(x)dx (28)
R Rk, S EMERFKE1 -a
T, A
Ple.,<e<e,)=F(e,) F(e,)=1-a (29)
L, a WEBFEWEAKT: e, e, P NIEE
K1 - a MIRZER AR
B M R AR 4, BEETELA EN
BASK T R 21 EFRFNTR PR :
a

F(eup)= 1- 5 (30)

Flem)=5 (31)

SE G T g5 R, R ET ST BN
SOH [ [X. ] Fitm :
P, =P+e, (32)
P,=P+e, (33)
X, P, AP, 23 A ATESS € B A5 KF T Tl
) EAFR S PN A TR
2.4 REMD-NHITS-KDE Fi;lj4& B2 &
S B 557 FE i SOH F i R FE T B AN 1
EMEEAN, B — M ElS REMD-NHITS 5
KDE I & MBS . 2R iR 2 4B A5 5 1 3)
P, AR REMD Xt 2R 4E SOH #5146 HI %45

AT BN R, PRI REERHE; BEJE R A
NHITS *F REMD 43 i J5 1) £ 43 & 3k 47 A 7t
A S R A R0 B R I AR AIE (R R AR RE ) IR
RUTIOMRE BE o SR, s T A e H it — T AE
M DR AE T 45 0 AN Hf e v, IR 0 iE B KDE X
RPN R ZE AT B2 FE AL UF, M s B KT
NPT X 1], AT S0 A 55 0000 1) X ] T fr 4
J& . REMD-NHITS-KDE T i 5 74 % fk 7t 2 an i 7
Fiw, BARBIRMR

(1) FREHEE 5%k : % CALCE 5 NASA f#
B LB AR O AT R AR SR R, JRTR R S
SOH FH I B 8 7] 2% HI L AEAR B8 T FEIB A SOH.

(2) REMD % fi#: K F REMD X i i J5 (1) HI
FPARAT BA&E R o i, 2R EG 8 4 il KA
ANFERERT A, XA IMF 23 5 0 5l 2 4
T

(3) NHITS mi fil . & IMF 7r & AF g
SLTFEA, A IR NHITS U R . % & 1 5
FI O S5 R AT RN E A, 15 EE T
SOH ¥ f & A TRIAE -

(4) KDE ANfff e PR IX (A Fg g« 2 T A0 9ol i3
FER R EREARLE, R Wik ki 405 Silverman
TR U S 98, A KDE $L 415 22 AR R 2%

[ I
| LRI S i 0
Ve N |

I
| ~ E o == |
: g 0.11 :
i NASA 7 0% ) |

| N CS2| =91

e | [ A ;
i AT - £ o . |
| sk | g i i | |
| IS 0”100 700 300 400 00 600 700 800 | L é]ﬁ}\%ﬂ] 1
V& - MRS | |
! T AN N |
: = -0 09{ N - :
: CALCE 506 g oog’ :
! HAf AR - oy \ )|
I L oos I
i \\ 0 20 40 60 @8%&;50 120 140 wy i
i N |
i |
|
(XA !
I I
| 08 1
| 07 1
: 06 i ]
05 |
o zos |
| 03 23 |
| 02 4 » \ |
: 0; “f;\ \,\J\_ £i3 :
: 0 50 100 150 300 250 300 |
| TEFRE :
i |

\

7 REMD-NHITS-KDE 8! (£ 22 4[&]
Fig. 7 Overall architecture diagram of the REMD-NHITS-KDE model



Ae B

3332 fig

ave
F

5 # A 2026 F5 15 %

LA, R RS E BT,
Rz BN S A INE R &N, 2 SOH [
T X 5], SEBL T 45 SRANE € P 1 R R AL .

3 LI 4R

AT IR R

9 PEA BT HH PR R T AR Y 1 A A T K
P, AR IR P Y 4 %) iRk 22 (mean absolute
error, MAE). #77fRi%% (root mean square error,
RMSE) ke #% (coefficient of determination,
R AEN TN A i 14 e Fa b . MAE A1 RMSE i
AN, TRIERAERR; RPERHEL 1, RIS
LR

FRbR R AR50

3.1

MAE = %Zly -9 (34)

J“‘ i(y/' - }7«')2
RMSE = | = (35)

n

S
Re=1-1 (36)

Z,(y/' - }7)2
A, nFRRFERBE; v RRE IMFEART) L

s

PRl y, 2R
(RI381E -
N PP A FREIN X 8] £ o B, 7 () N 5 R L7 i
e S IX I BEREE . Ak, A FUTk BT X 7 55 R
(prediction interval coverage probability, PICP)
AR X 6] )5 — 1k *F 3 % B (prediction interval
normalized average width, PINAW) 1E N iFH &
B o PICP FH T~ & Tl [X 1) £ 45 7€ B A5 7K~ R %
SRR RE /1, PINAW F T S e 700 X 18] f)
e, RS AT SEVEAUS BEPR AN TT T 25 G VP
X (A P RE . PICP HItHHE AR -
PICP = %Zc

A, NFORTUFEAS: CRmKbrER R
A FIXIR A AT R 24, Co= 0 R & i BAE
MRS AL T M X W 2 4h, [z, C,=1. PICP
(EROR, 2R B I [X 8] R 782 o 1k REBRAT -

SR, PICP X B S Bk [X 8] %o 5 S AR 1 78 o 1
B, TOVERAEXE) 56 BE o 4Tl X ()& e ), RIAE
PICP s, ik DLy i B sl sk S AR 3R A 2 2

IMPEARBITINE s y WAEASCPAME

(37)

%. Pk, 7EPICP LA b, #E—22 5] A PINAW
PR DX T FRIMAS L . Het S 5O
R P

PlNAW-m;(U, L)

X, NIRRT AL RFRLPMER AL
G Un LRSI E ) E R 5. PINAW
fELER /N, 2 BH TR0 X ()8R 0, TOOAS P vy
3.2 REMD %%

DR A ES T H M SOH TR B2, 1 SR
REMD X Jir i HI ¥ 51 i3 47 73 i . REMD 1£ & B
EMD H & N o> s e SE a1, BERE A 2R it it
RSN RS VR A, AT SR 46 HI T 31 4 i
N TASF SRR ARAE IMF 438, SEBIN 8 2481015
B2 RERIE.

REMD 4 fif 25 32 22 el e K i o3 i AR UK B 5
s IR E N BAE A DS EUR E . S T H
M HUAEZR M L RIS M5 5 R, AR AR SIS
K, BE5MaARy, HHIEESES: BRI
iob v W) 2 3 P 0 43, U RELVA A IR A R AE 3
kSR 05 o BUE BUE T K £ 5 80U 7 P &
1, FREFREUCA e BUEIS /N 5 5l R BUEIR
IR S 25 R B . PL CALCE ' CS2_35 Hi il Al
NASA = BO06 Hith A, 7 #r s K o kA E S
75 0 4% 1k o ) ) {7 % REMD-NHITS i ] 4% 5
RMSE 2, sSKie s R R 3Fin.

(38)

R3 SEEESEXEE
Table 3 Comparison of decomposition method
parameters
Hom A SRR ZHUH RMSE
PERTN 20 0.0208
WNIWITIE
o 3 30 0.0116
R EL
40 0.0234
€S2 35
P 0.005 0.0135
54315
N 0.01 0.0116
D R A
0.015 0.0121
- 20 0.0136
IZONIi
" 30 0.0121
FRIKEL
40 0.0234
B06
- 0.005 0.0129
Fii o4 1
N 0.01 0.0121
UEaRED
0.015 0.0135

R 3 A1, & K IE AR S i 4122 1
YD) B 43591024 30 £110.01 i, REMD-NHITS (7 i
MR T HAh 7 %=, BRIz H S5 N



% 8 1 WAT 54, b4 REMD-NHITS 5 KDE f #1551 it i BEIR A 3E A T 3333
KSR, VMRBRAE AT A A AR A 1 o0 i & 0.025
CS2_35 1 B06 Hith F ik SOH f) HI & REMD 45 fi#
JamgE L 8 Fs.
0.02
- 1w RMSE 0.0136
z oi:w A A e oAl ”’1 | %
~ 0.11 ,
=. 5, 11f e ”“\’-‘ 0.015
o 0.05 - N
&b n et A AT
Eo.os\/_‘ — P —
E,(mg|t =, ol VA 001L; 5 5 A
< :8,‘2%[“"—""‘“ B —~_| BlockX{ fit
é A S— (a)
S 05 ; : ; : . T 0.025
0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800
TEAIRBL
(a)
0.09 0.02
T RMSE 0.0136
s W\/Wv w
-0.09 : : i ‘ : : : =
0.05F
E 0 \/\/\/\M 0.015
T ooost Y, Y N L
1
£ o5t
= e ‘ 0.01 64 128 256 512
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 MLPHLIE
EIR KB (b)
(b) 0.03
&8 HIZfEE: (a) CS2_35; (b) B06
Fig. 8 Decomposition diagram of HI: (a) CS2_35; |
(b) B06 0.025
. w RMSE 0.0136
3.3 =IUNERLERSH % 0.02
3.3.1 NHITSEMSHKE
NHITS # %! ] Stack. Block %t & i it ¥ £ 0.015"
REFAFIEIR I S5k Z 1B 1ERE f7, WA A% 34 il K e i)
Ef B, MLP g5 she JE A xﬁl%, ZH 0.01 5 5601 T T S
SR 5 RIEIE SFINGTTR . 5 e A 3%
SRR, SR A AR R S S A0 AT ©
J&AE S HT F9 XESHXFMRENZ MW (a) Block = ;

PL CALCE H CS2_35 Hijth o 43 fif 1 J&
UEEHE N, 7 #r Block & . MLP HLoT, 22313
X RMSE g2, 25589 s .

HEI9 %1, MLP HITA ERF, 82 R
PSR IS AR LA RE V2 IR, R4S B2 1R
TGy, TR ZE s 1 Block 3 & A1 MLP 5.t
BUEE &, WMESHEITUR, GRS EEARR
NI G RSP, A ERE TR ) el KT
PRI MR, /DN B BN R Bl 4%
by IR HARM L SR 4 TR

(b) MLP #7T; (c) I F
Fig. 9 Analysis of the impact of key parameters on
prediction error: (a) Number of Blocks; (b) MLP units;
(c) Learning rate

3.3.2 SR

NG AIE AR B 7T BT HE H Y REMD-NHITS #5274 7
5 7 r it SOH Wff 2 4 T A i A ik, B
NBEATS. REMD-NBEATS. NHITS # & {f Jy %t
FEREAY . DL CALCE #4542 1) CS2_35. CS2_36.



3334 g #e F

5 # A 2026 F5 15 %

x4 RUSHKKE
Table 4 Model parameter settings

SR e

Stack ¥ 3

Block ¥t [1,1,1
LPNG2ZTIRS 10

W R ReLU

MLP #.55 3x[256, 256]
Ak E TR/ [2,2,1]

ESE 0.001

CS2_37 HI NASA %45 % (1) BO6. BO7 L 5 i ith
(1) T 60% 18 30 i M EE R M I 2R 8, HRBIRE
S BT () R 4 T SOH (1) =5 T o 4% 45 784 ()
SOH Tl #h £ 5 v 4845 70 Al an B 10 3£ 5 Fros

B 10 o] 1, fEAHF 261 T, REMD-NHITS
ABE AR (1) Tl ot 28 A W i B 5 SOH AR AL h i, #E 4k
TR T H AR AR AL . o, Sk B — NHITS
L5 i — NBEATS B 81 1) F0 i th 26 v] %0, NHITS i
It 2 Lt NBEATS Fi0ill ith 4 50 G SLsql, R HE
T NBEATS 22 ¥4 24032k (1) NHITS 85 74 L 46 5 5 1) B
FFRAESRIRE /), P 24 TH SOH Filili ¥ RE . 7E
5 X\ REMD 4} f## J5 » REMD-NBEATS 5 REMD-

NHITS B T i 25 35 55 0 & s iRt %, 1 i
REMD ] A5 2% B A J5 46 B4 108 311 -5 B AL 5o A
RIS, AT B T TR0 A 5

5 5 W BB PE BE PR 4B A5 0T b &5 SR vl LR
AW ST T ) REMD-NHITS K58 B4 5 4
TR TR BE . 5 R H () RS 4E 5 45 98% LA I,
H CS2_37 A5 Hijth 1) R? ik 99.88%;  [i] A A 7Y
I K MAE. RMSE 4} 71X 4 0.0082 #10.0121. JiI
A REMD 43 fi#tf5 NBEATS. NHITS 7£ 3 /M43 7
BB RTE, KAFE 7 REMD 2y fi#t i w47 1t . 78
CALCE #(#li £ 1) CS2_37 Hijth v, REMD-NHITS
15 7Y ) MAE 5 0.0047, RMSE 5 0.0072, R* N
99.88%; AH % T 1M 2 R 5 2 1) NBEATS £ 3¢,
AW 5 BT 3R J7 1 16 MAE F RMSE 43 Bl A 4k 7
47.78% F143.31%; S5 —NHITSH A AL, L
AEAR BIAL T 17.54% F1125.00%. 7E NASA %L
PEEE BO6 Hijth o, AT 70 BT H A A R R A T I
T, H MAE 25 0.0082, RMSE 40.0121, R?
N 98.20%; #H# T #— NBEATS # %Y, MAE.
RMSE {4k /% 7 515 £ 46.75% . 33.52%; HA
N REMD 73 fi#t it NHITS B R AR EE,  _EiR TR FR 4>
WSl T 30.51%. 17.69% Mtttk . 2 B, ¥

1.0 1.0 1.0
— EaEE — FrHE
09 ——NBEATS 09 :@Eﬁgﬁf 09 ——NBEATS
NHITS NHITS NHITS
0.8 ——REMD-NBEATS 0.8 —— REMD-NBEATS 0.8 —— REMD-NBEATS
07 ——REMD-NHITS 07 —— REMD-NHITS 0.7 —— REMD-NHITS
06 0.6 0.6
TO05 T 0.5 T 05
0.1625)
0.4} 054375 0.4} 04875 / 0.4 015 2
0.3 0537 0.3} 0475 0.3 °3§Z§ \
0.2 059125 0.2} 04625 0.2 0'1102.?
: 0525 0.1+ 04 0.1
0. 6095 610 6105 &0 EOe® gn® 0 885 8% 8% 90
0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 0 100 200 300 5%00 75,)70;% 600 700 800 900 0 100 200 300 ‘,100 ?[(3%[600 700 800 900
TR R R
C
@) (c)
10 e e 1.0 Fr R
0.9 — NBEATS 0.9 — NBEATS
NHITS NHITS
08 —— REMD-NBEATS 0.8 — REMD-NBEATS
0.7 —— REMD-NHITS 0.7 —— REMD-NHITS
0.6 0.6
T05 T05
0.4 o4
03 o | 0.3t ooars
0.2/02 0.2} ool ~
025 0.05/ ‘\\1\/‘\
01 106 107 108 109 01 ‘W
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160
TEFIREL TEFIREL

(d)
&10

(e)

REI1R S B AR R T 2k X EE & : (a) €S2_35; (b) CS2_36; (c) CS2_37; (d) B06; (e) BO7

Fig. 10 Comparison chart of prediction curves for different battery models: (a) CS2_35; (b) CS2_36; (c) CS2_37;
(d) B06; (e) BO7



%8 WAT 54, b4 REMD-NHITS 5 KDE f #1551 it i BEIR A 3E A T 3335
£5 SEFUIENIERR R, 5Ll CALCE #idli 474 CS2_35 5 Hijth
Table 5 Evaluation indicators for point prediction 5 NASA ¥ T BO6 2 iyt A, SAHTF 72 e
LA L EL MAE  RMSE K™% REMD-NHITS J5 i &5 EMD-NHITS #il EEMD-
NBEATS 0.0068  0.01426  99.60 L _
i ; > Sk ] Ml o
NHITS 00061 00136 9964 NHITSHEHATXT A, SEgeaE SaniE 11 F15L 6 fs
CS2. 35
REMD-NBEATS  0.0061 0.0130 99.67 o
REMD-NHITS 0.0055 0.0116 99.74 0'9» = Eﬁiﬁﬁiﬁ”s
NBEATS 0.0087 0.0121 99.71 gl Eimgz:ﬁz
NHITS 0.0066 0.0104 99.78 07l ’
CS2_36 :
REMD-NBEATS  0.0057 0.0100 99.80 06l
REMD-NHITS 0.0058 0.0090 99.84 z 05
NBEATS 0.0090 0.0127 99.61 0.4} °%
0.3375
NHITS 0.0057 0.0096 99.77 03T NN |e—m
CS2_37 0.325 —
REMD-NBEATS  0.0051 0.0085 99.82 A
REMD-NHITS 0.0047 0.0072 99.88 0.1F 710 711 712 713 714 715 716
NBEATS 0.0154 00182  95.90 0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800
TERIREL
NHITS 0.0118 0.0147 97.34
BO6 ()
REMD-NBEATS  0.0106 0.0139 97.62
REMD-NHITS ~ 0.0082  0.0121 98.20 10 —
0.9 ——— EMD-NHITS
NBEATS 0.0115 0.0169 97.01 05 EEMD-NHITS
NHITS 0.0101 0.0163 97.21 ' REMD-NHITS
BO7 0.7
REMD-NBEATS  0.0106 0.0139 97.62 06
REMD-NHITS 0.0073 0.0107 98.79 = 0'5
0.4

REMD 77 fi# 5 NHITS B R AT Rt &, Ao K% 1
&S0 SURFER P B LS, A e 1 Tt
WERE . BbAh, BT /E CALCE Al NASA i %1
AL LIS T R i, RUNZEH B RIF M)
ARSI RN

& REMD-NHITS #5284 7 41 5 7 HL it SOH i
TS FE FRIAR R, HEFRHM L, BEAKTHE
HAR SRR ACRAE L RN R R A . H—
NHITS #5284 %) B 8] 52 2% B 3 BLE T MLP 5 i [ /%
I, 9l NREMD 73 fiifa, JR46 HI FF 51 8% 4> fig
RNZAIMF 738, 750 & 5 550 0l 14 8 NHITS
BUBHAT YIRS 00, iR AH S 3E n. DA BO6 HE
Mo, H— NHITS BRI 2R K 40 s A 47,
REMD-NHITS {9l 25 i 5] £ 4 B — NHITS £ 84 1)
391, REVHEMAFN EF, {HMAE 1 RMSE
AL T 30.51% 17.69%. KK TOBIRE
BEA o R NS B AT R P, DA ST
B, TR AR RGN SR ) B R R
3.4 XfEESIG
341 HAENE S AE T IERT

it IAIE REMD /R4 B 1 Ht B A5 5 Ab

0.075]

0.2 ‘ ‘
0.05 "
0.1
[L0z3 156 158 160 162

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160
TEA IR
(b)
NEMES IR AL RIELE: (a) CS2_35;
(b) B06
Fig. 11 Comparison chart of results from different
signal processing methods :(a) CS2_35; (b) B06

&1

*R6 A REIESAIEFEERITEL
Table 6 Comparison of results from different signal
processing methods
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Table 7 Comparison with mainstream time series
prediction model results

CENUEIEES) TR 77 1 MAE RMSE R¥%
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Table 8 Evaluation indicators for interval prediction
80% B 15/ 85% E 5% 95% B (5%
M BU7 % i L il

PICP/% PINAW/% PICP/% PINAW/% PICP/% PINAW/%
NBEATS-KDE 86.15 2.80 88.62 3.25 96.92 5.09
cs2 35 NHITS-KDE 86.46 2.77 88.31 3.20 96.92 4.96
- REMD-NBEATS-KDE 84.31 2.89 88.92 3.36 5.30 5.30
REMD-NHITS-KDE 85.85 2.49 89.23 2.89 95.38 4.85
NBEATS-KDE 83.04 3.39 86.55 4.00 95.61 6.62
cs2 36 NHITS-KDE 82.75 3.04 86.84 3.67 95.61 6.36
- REMD-NBEATS-KDE 83.33 2.67 86.26 3.30 96.20 6.04
REMD-NHITS-KDE 82.75 2.69 85.09 3.22 95.32 5.49
NBEATS-KDE 84.89 3.68 87.09 4.19 95.88 6.21
— NHITS-KDE 82.97 2.53 86.54 3.04 95.33 5.09
- REMD-NBEATS-KDE 81.87 2.27 87.64 2.70 95.60 4.50
REMD-NHITS-KDE 83.52 2.03 87.91 2.35 96.15 3.69
NBEATS-KDE 83.82 10.11 86.76 12.8 95.59 21.13
B06 NHITS-KDE 85.29 8.61 86.76 11.01 94.12 18.93
REMD-NBEATS-KDE 85.29 8.92 86.76 10.45 95.59 15.99
REMD-NHITS-KDE 84.82 7.79 86.76 9.73 95.12 17.22
NBEATS-KDE 85.29 10.50 88.24 12.29 95.59 18.74
807 NHITS-KDE 85.29 9.59 88.24 11.6 95.59 17.98
REMD-NBEATS-KDE 85.29 10.16 89.71 11.72 95.59 18.52
REMD-NHITS-KDE 82.35 7.84 86.76 9.52 95.59 14.03

EARPINAW /)y, (HH PICP{X N 81.87%, ik
T 95% M EEKVER, HhHEIAL. HZGatt
B, KDE J7iEAE RIS o7 2 BRI 52 T3R5 55 BT
DD TE], Bk 1A TR IR 1 REMD-NHITS-
KDE 45 74 75 8L 55 -1~ H s SOH [X. [ Fl I v 1) A 28 1
S
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Table 9 Evaluation indicators of different interval
prediction methods

Tk B PICP/% PINAW/%
80 83.52 2.03
REMD-NHITS-KDE 85 87.91 2.35
95 96.15 3.69
80 87.42 4.04
REMD-NHITS-Z 1§ -Rigik 85 90.35 4.65
95 95.90 6.41
80 67.84 1.71
REMD-NHITS-1E# 7 4 85 73.68 1.92
95 81.87 2.60
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