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Abstract: In recent years, the number of new energy vehicles has increased rapidly. The online
state-of-health (SOH) prediction of lithium-ion batteries, which are core components of new energy
vehicles, is crucial for maintaining vehicle safety. However, existing data-driven methods encounter
challenges such as the difficult application of health feature extraction methods in practice, single
feature dimensions, and complex algorithm models. This study extracted the peak height of the
incremental capacity (IC) curve, constant-current charging time, and time when the battery surface
temperature reaches its maximum value as health features from multiple dimensions. Furthermore,
by randomly generating prey, the Pelican Optimization Algorithm (POA) fundamentally overcomes
the shortcomings of traditional swarm intelligence optimization algorithms which are prone to falling
into local optimal solutions. POA was introduced to optimize the Deep Extreme Learning Machine
(DELM), which maximally simplified the algorithm model while ensuring accuracy. The experimental
results demonstrate that this method does not require extensive historical data support. Whether
applied to batteries under the same or different working conditions, all four battery groups exhibit
excellent prediction results, with Root Mean Square Error (RMSE), Mean Absolute Error (MAE), and
Mean Absolute Percentage Error (MAPE) values below 1.2%.

Keywords: multi-dimensional health features; POA-DELM; SOH; incremental capacity analysis

1. Introduction

Due to their high energy density, lithium-ion batteries find extensive applications in
electric vehicles (EVs), electric boats, aerospace, and various other industries. Environmen-
tal friendliness, low self-discharge rate, and other advantageous properties are exhibited
by lithium-ion batteries [1]. During daily use, the alternating current from the grid is con-
verted to direct current by the inverter to charge the lithium-ion battery [2]. The continuous
cycling of battery charging and discharging leads to structural changes within the battery,
affecting the external environment and resulting in capacity degradation and increased
internal resistance [3]. Ultimately, these phenomena result in performance degradation and
affect the safety and reliability of battery operation. Therefore, it is necessary to accurately
monitor the health status of lithium batteries.

There are two main methods for the health state estimation of lithium-ion batteries:
model-based methods and data-driven methods. Model-based methods mainly involve
constructing circuit, chemical, or mathematical models that can simulate battery aging
status according to the internal or external characteristics of the battery. Model-based
methods can be roughly divided into equivalent circuit models, electrochemical models,
and empirical models. Equivalent circuit models simulate battery dynamic changes through
combinations of electronic components. They have simple equivalent circuit structures
and good parameter identification accuracy, and thus have been widely used in the field
of battery health state estimation. Reference [4] uses the recursive least squares method
to identify model parameters, estimates battery state through an unscented Kalman filter,
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and further estimates battery SOH. Reference [5] proposes a second-order equivalent
circuit model that characterizes battery constant-current charging through inductance. The
model’s fidelity is improved through parallel inductance, and parameter identification is
performed using the non-linear least squares method. The main feature of electrochemical
models is their ability to describe the internal chemical reaction characteristics of the battery,
which can more accurately describe the battery’s aging mechanism and thus achieve SOH
estimation. Reference [6] simplifies the two-dimensional electrochemical model of lithium-
ion batteries, uses genetic algorithms to extract five characteristic parameters to characterize
the battery’s aging trend, establishes a degradation model for lithium-ion batteries, and
verifies its accuracy. Reference [7] establishes an electrochemical model for the battery,
and experimentally demonstrates that the model can obtain high-precision estimation
results. Although electrochemical models can obtain high-precision estimation results, the
complex equations they contain make calculations extremely complicated and require high
hardware data-processing capabilities. Empirical models generally involve establishing
capacity decay models and fitting battery aging trends with empirical formulas. Empirical
degradation models can model the entire life cycle of the battery, and the parameters
are easy to identify, with small calculation amounts, making them suitable for online
applications. Reference [8] conducts a cycle testing of batteries under different operating
conditions and discharge depths, and establishes an empirical model for battery capacity
decay through a large amount of empirical data, estimating the SOH of experimental
batteries. However, the adaptability of empirical-degradation-model-based methods is
poor. Since prior knowledge cannot consider all possible aging trends, when there is
deviation in the aging trend, the estimation result will have a significant bias.

Model-based methods mainly simulate the external characteristics of batteries by
constructing models, but they have poor adaptability. With the development of computer
technology, data-driven SOH methods have gained more and more attention. By utilizing
techniques such as machine learning and deep learning, this method estimates the SOH
of lithium-ion batteries by establishing the relationship between the health features of
batteries and capacity degradation [9,10]. This method does not require studying the
working mechanism of the battery, but instead utilizes a large amount of data from the
cycling process of lithium batteries for training. As a rule, the precision of estimation
results obtained typically increases as the number of training samples increases [11]. This
method’s primary research content can be categorized into two parts: health features and
the estimation method for mapping the features to capacity.

1.1. Health Features

Although the battery’s voltage, current, and temperature can be monitored and mea-
sured in real time through sensors, its health status is not a directly measurable physical
quantity. Therefore, in order to estimate the SOH of batteries, it is necessary to establish
the mapping relationships between direct or indirect feature parameters related to SOH
and these features are called battery health features. In practical applications, in order to
achieve the SOH estimation of lithium-ion batteries, the selection of health features should
be based on two principles. One approach is to select representative health features that
characterize the aging status of the battery. Second, the selected health features should be
easily obtained online and better facilitate the online application of battery SOH estimation
in practical use. Generally, charging and discharging data of the battery are used to extract
health features [12–14]. The charging and discharging cycles of the battery will cause
certain changes in the voltage, current, and temperature curves during the charging and
discharging process. These changes have an inherent connection with battery capacity
degradation and can reflect the degree of battery aging. Under experimental conditions,
the charge and discharge conditions of the battery are relatively simple, making feature
extraction easy. In practical applications, the discharge stage of the battery has complex
and variable operating conditions, which makes feature extraction difficult. Therefore, in
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practical applications, health features are more easily extracted from the charging-stage
data of the battery, which is beneficial for realizing the online estimation of battery SOH.

1.2. Developing Methods for Mapping between Features and Capacity Estimation

Data-driven algorithms can effectively mine potential feature information in the
battery capacity degradation process and use intelligent algorithms, neural networks, and
other offline training historical battery data to test and estimate the SOH of batteries online,
thereby achieving an accurate estimation of the SOH of lithium-ion batteries. Data-driven
methods include time-series methods [15–18], statistical data-driven methods [19], and
machine learning methods [20–25]. By learning a large amount of historical data and feature
patterns, machine learning algorithms can accurately predict the state of battery health.
Compared to traditional physics-based methods, machine learning methods are better able
to capture small changes and non-linear relationships within the battery. Additionally,
machine learning methods can adaptively adjust based on the actual usage of the battery,
improving the accuracy of estimation results. This method can handle various types and
brands of batteries, and adapt to various working conditions and environmental changes.

To address the issues of weak usability in health feature extraction, single feature
dimensionality, and complex algorithm models in existing data-driven methods, this study
proposes an innovative approach. This study first extracts three features from the charging
data to indirectly characterize battery capacity degradation: IC peak value, time to reach
peak temperature, and constant-current charging time. Considering the limitation of
randomly given connection weights and thresholds between the input layer and hidden
layer in the traditional DELM algorithm, the POA algorithm is introduced to optimize the
model structure. Unlike other swarm intelligence optimization algorithms, POA searches
for prey by randomly generating prey, enhancing its global search capability. The random
generation of prey solves the problem of excessive reliance on mutation coefficients in other
algorithms to escape local optima.

The structure of this paper is as follows: Section 2 provides an overview of the process
of establishing the POA-DELM model. Section 3 focuses on the analysis and extraction
of health features. Section 4 presents the estimation results and discusses them. Finally,
Section 5 summarizes the main conclusions.

2. POA-DELM Model
2.1. POA

Optimization involves the examination of multiple solutions to a problem and se-
lecting the optimal one. In fact, problems with multiple feasible solutions are considered
optimization problems. Decision variables, constraints, and objective functions are the
key elements in modeling an optimization problem [26]. Generally, methods for solving
optimization problems can be divided into two categories: deterministic and stochastic
techniques [27]. When dealing with complex optimization problems characterized by
non-derivative, non-convex, high-dimensional, and discontinuous objective functions, de-
terministic methods encounter difficulties. In contrast, stochastic methods can overcome
these challenges by utilizing random searches within the solution space of the problem,
instead of relying on derivatives and gradients of the objective function. This allows stochas-
tic methods to provide suitable solutions to optimization problems. Amongst stochastic
methods, population-based optimization algorithms are considered highly effective.

The Pelican Optimization Algorithm, hereafter referred to as POA, is a new algorithm
proposed by Pavel in 2022. Pelicans are natural hunters that feed on fish and collaborate as
a group during their hunting process. The pelican team patrols the prey from a height of
over ten meters, and once they spot the prey, they swiftly swoop down towards it. When
they reach the surface, they use their wings to drive the prey into a narrow area and then
swallow it into their throat pouches. The global search ability of POA is enhanced by
randomly generated fish locations, unlike other algorithms that rely on the coefficient
of variation to overcome the lack of local optimization search ability. This fundamental
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difference sets the Pelican Optimization Algorithm apart from other algorithms. POA
follows the steps outlined below:

(1) Initialization parameters: Set the spatial dimension S of the independent variable to
be optimized. Cmax represents the maximum number of iterations, and P represents
the size of the population.

(2) Construct the fitness function and update the optimal position of the initial pelican
population Xpest = X(0) and the fitness of the current position Fbest = F(Xpest).

(3) During the exploration phase, pelican populations patrol prey over the water, randomly
generating prey locations and continuously updating pelican population locations.

xQ1
i,j =

{
xi,j + rand ·

(
Qj − I · xi,j

)
, FQ < Fi

xi,j + rand ·
(

xi,j − Qj
)
, else

(1)

where the updated position of the exploration phase is denoted as xQ1
i,j , indicating the

position of the jth dimension in the ith generation. Qj represents the position of the prey
on the jth dimension, while FQ represents the value of the objective function associated
with the prey, and I denotes a random number, either 1 or 2, which determines whether
the individual moves a greater distance into a new exploration area when I = 2. Therefore,
POA’s capacity to thoroughly search the solution space is influenced by the parameter I.
Once the pelican finishes searching for prey, the fitness of the new position is compared to
the old position, and the optimal position is updated to the position with the lowest fitness.
This way, the pelican moves towards the optimal area.

xi =

{
xQ1

i FQ1
i < Fi

xi else
(2)

where XQ1
i denotes the updated state of the ith pelican, while FQ1

i represents the objective
function value obtained during the exploration phase.

(4) During the development phase, the pelican’s wings will spread, and the fish will be
driven into the pelican’s throat pouch, which is mathematically modelled as follows:

xQ2
i,j = xi,j + R ·

(
1 − t

Cmax

)
· (2 · rand −1

)
· xi,j (3)

where xQ2
i,j represents the position of the ith generation in the jth dimension based on

the updated position of the development phase. R is a constant equal to 0.2, and R ·(
1 − t

Cmax

)
represents the radius of the neighborhood of xi,j, where t/Cmax denotes the

iteration process.
After completing the development phase, the fitness of the new position is compared

with that of the old position, and the best position at this point is updated to the position
with the lowest fitness.

xi =

{
xQ2

i FQ2
i < Fi

xi, else
(4)

where xQ2
i represents the position of the ith generation during the exploration stage, and

FQ2
i represents the fitness score of the pelican.

(5) Update the global optimal position of the pelican to Xgpest = X(1), and the global
optimal fitness of the current position to Fgbest = F(Xgbosx). Then, repeat steps (3) and
(4) until the maximum number of iterations is reached.

2.2. DELM

The Extreme Learning Machine (ELM) structure, as shown in Figure 1, improves
the overall training speed by reducing learning time and network complexity through
random weight selection. However, its single hidden layer structure may not capture all
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the features of high-dimensional and large-scale data samples. ELM-AE is an autoencoder,
whose structure is shown in Figure 2, and it learns sample feature representation in an
unsupervised way by mapping inputs to hidden layer feature vectors and reconstructing
feature vectors into original inputs through a decoder. In contrast to ELM’s single hidden
layer structure, DELM initializes weights using ELM-AE, as shown in Figure 3, and can
more effectively handle high-dimensional and large-scale data and improve feature learning
efficiency by introducing multi-layer structures and autoencoders. From a structural
perspective, DELM can be viewed as connecting multiple ELMs. Compared to ELM, DELM
can more comprehensively capture sample features and enhance the accuracy of handling
high-dimensional inputs. DELM learns layer by layer through ELM-AE in an unsupervised
way, and connects to the regression layer for supervised training without requiring a
simultaneous adjustment of system parameters.
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DELM offers improved accuracy and versatility compared to ELM. However, it is
worth noting that the input layer weights in the pre-training phase of ELM-AE are orthog-
onal random matrices generated randomly. During the pre-training process of ELM-AE,
only the weight parameters of the output layer are adjusted using least squares, while the
weights of the input layer remain unchanged. Therefore, the random input weights of each
ELM-AE will have an impact on the final prediction performance of DELM. Therefore, opti-
mizing the model’s parameters becomes crucial in enhancing the prediction performance
of DELM.

2.3. POA Optimization of DELM Model Building

DELM introduces the inclusion of regularization terms to prevent overfitting, which is
a shared disadvantage with ELM neural networks. Both DELM and ELM encounter the
challenge of randomly assigning connection weights and thresholds between the input and
hidden layers. This randomness can result in prolonged training times, susceptibility to
local optima, and the risk of overfitting or underfitting the model. To address this issue,
it is proposed to use a POA-optimized DELM neural network to adjust the connection
weights and thresholds between the input layer and the hidden layer. Figure 4 illustrates
the overall framework for estimating the SOH of lithium batteries.

The detailed steps are outlined as follows:

(1) The original dataset is preprocessed, followed by the extraction of health features and
capacity decline data for each cycle. Finally, the normalized dataset is split into two
sets: a training set and a test set.

(2) The POA algorithm utilizes encoding techniques to initialize the parameters, which
include the spatial dimension of independent variables, the population size, and the
maximum number of iterations, which are all important parameters.

(3) The POA algorithm receives input parameters from DELM, The number of hidden
layer nodes is derived by decoding the aforementioned information. This value is
then used to calculate the fitness value, which serves as the initial fitness value for the
POA algorithm.

(4) The DELM model is constructed and pre-trained using the training set. Additionally,
during this stage, the objective function’s fitness value is computed.

(5) The fitness values of the objective function are compared, and the resulting optimal
fitness value is updated. The pelican population patrols its prey near the water’s
surface, with the position of the fish randomly generated and the position of the
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pelican population subsequently adjusted. The pelicans then spread their wings to
drive the prey into their throat pouches.

(6) Determine whether the iteration conditions are satisfied. If the conditions are met,
terminate the loop, output the optimal network parameters, and proceed to step (7).
Otherwise, repeat step (5).

(7) The optimal network parameters obtained from the output are used to initialize
the DELM. Subsequently, the test set is inputted into the POA-DELM model to
generate predictions.
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3. Data Preprocessing and Feature Engineering

Based on the international IEEE standard, battery health indicators are typically
divided into two categories: internal resistance and capacity. When the internal resistance
of the battery doubles its initial value or when the current available capacity reduces to
70% of the initial value, the battery should be considered as scrapped and disposed of. For
the purpose of this paper, capacity is chosen as the indicator of battery health status.

SOH =
Qr

Qn
× 100% (5)

In Equation (5), Qr represents the actual maximum usable capacity of the lithium-
ion battery, while Qn represents the nominal usable capacity stated on the lithium-ion
battery nameplate.

3.1. Health Characteristic Selection

Currently, the health factor for estimating battery health state is typically extracted
from directly measurable voltage, current, and temperature profiles. Mathematically, in the
constant-current charging mode, the IC value represents the quantity of battery power sup-
plied during a continuous voltage increment, and is calculated using the following formula:

IC =
dQ
dU

= I
dt
dU

(6)
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In this equation, Q represents charge, U represents voltage, and t represents sampling
time. During the constant-current charging stage, the value of I can be treated as a constant,
and the value of the IC curve is negatively correlated with the rate of change of voltage
over time. In practical applications, the peaks of the IC curve are influenced by the voltage
differential interval. If the voltage difference interval is too large, the peak features of the
IC curve for cycles with significant aging will be lost. On the other hand, if the differential
voltage interval is too small, not only will the Pearson coefficient between peak features
and SOH be reduced, but it will also increase the computational burden. Therefore, after
repeated tests, a differential voltage interval of 30 millivolts was chosen. Additionally, due
to interference from measurement noise, it is not possible to directly obtain the peak values
of the IC curve. Kalman filtering is used to denoise the original IC curve. Based on Figure 5,
it can be observed that as the cycle number increases, the peaks of the IC curve significantly
decrease. Thus, the peaks of the IC curve can serve as health indicators.

During the charging process, batteries generate a considerable amount of heat. Figure 6
presents the curves of temperature change over time for batteries subjected to different
cycles. The battery temperature rises during the constant-current charging stage and then
decreases during the constant-voltage charging stage. The time required to reach the
highest temperature during the constant-current charging stage can be used as an indicator
of overall performance, as the battery dissipates unrecoverable heat during this stage.
As the number of cycles increases, the time required to reach peak temperature typically
decreases. Therefore, the time required to reach peak temperature can be used as a health
indicator metric.

Because the majority of battery charging methods include two stages, constant-current
charging and constant-voltage charging, the time required for the battery to reach the
desired voltage during the charging process can also serve as a health factor. As the battery
ages, it often reaches the desired voltage earlier during the constant-current charging stage.
Figure 7 illustrates the variation in battery charging current during different cycles. It
can be observed that as the battery ages, the constant-current charging time significantly
decreases. Taking the B5 battery as an example, in the 20th cycle, it takes approximately
3350 s to reach the designated charging cutoff voltage, while in the 140th cycle, it only takes
about 1730 s. Therefore, the constant-current charging time can also be used as one of the
indicators for assessing the battery’s health condition.

A visual analysis of the three features in this paper is performed through Figures 5–7.
It can be observed from the figures that the values of the three features gradually decrease
with the deepening of battery aging. Finally, the IC peak value, the time to reach the
highest temperature, and the constant-current charging time are named HF1, HF2, and
HF3, respectively. In order to illustrate the degree of correlation with SOH more intuitively,
these three features are normalized and shown in Figure 8 with respect to SOH. It can be
observed that all three selected features exhibit a strong correlation with SOH.
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3.2. Examining the Relationship between Specific Health Characteristics and SOH

Calculating the Pearson correlation coefficient is a method to assess the linear rela-
tionship between two variables. Specifically, in order to calculate the correlation between
the extracted features and battery capacity, the ratio of covariance to standard deviation
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is used to compute the Pearson correlation coefficient. When the correlation between the
selected features and capacity approaches 1 or −1, it indicates a strong correlation between
them. The formula for calculating the Pearson correlation coefficient is as follows:

Pearson =
∑n

i=1(xi − x)(yi − y)√
∑n

i=1(xi − x)2
√

∑n
i=1(yi − y)2

(7)

Table 1 presents the Pearson correlation coefficients between the extracted health
features and the SOH of the four lithium-ion batteries. A Pearson correlation coefficient
greater than 0.95 signifies an exceptionally strong correlation between the features and the
capacity. By analyzing Table 1, it is evident that the selected features exhibit a remarkably
strong correlation with the SOH.

Table 1. The Pearson correlation coefficients between the chosen features and battery capacity.

Batteries B0005 B0006 B0007 B0018

HF1 0.9967 0.9964 0.9929 0.9854
HF2 0.9976 0.9865 0.9835 0.9818
HF3 0.9980 0.9952 0.9970 0.9909

4. Analysis of Experimental Results

Before analyzing and discussing the experimental results, a comparison was made
between the existing online SOH evaluation techniques for lithium-ion batteries and the
work presented in this paper, as shown in Table 2.

Table 2. Comparison of this paper’s methodology with existing online SOH assessment techniques
for lithium-ion batteries.

Existing Online SOH Evaluation Techniques for Lithium-ion Batteries Characteristics

Equivalent circuit models

It has poor adaptability, and its estimation
results depend heavily on the parameter

identification of the model and the
performance of the filtering algorithm.

Data-driven methods
Estimating the SOH using discharge data. It is challenging to control the actual

discharge conditions.
Estimating the SOH using a single-scale feature. The estimation results are unstable.

Estimating the SOH using multi-scale features.

The charging mode of lithium-ion batteries is
constant, and the estimation results of

multi-scale features are more stable
and accurate.

This paper utilizes data from the NASA Li-ion battery dataset (B0005, B0006, B0007,
and B0018) tested by the NASA PCoE Research Center [28]. The dataset comprises
18,650 batteries on which charge–discharge and impedance tests were conducted at an
ambient temperature of 24 ◦C. The maximum cut-off voltage was set to 4.2 V, and the
battery was charged with a constant current of 1.5 A until it reached the maximum cut-off
voltage limit. Then, it was switched to constant-voltage charging, which ended when the
charging current dropped to 20 mA. The experiment was terminated when the capacity
dropped to 70% of its initial capacity. B0005, B0006, and B0007 were subjected to 166
charge/discharge cycles each, while B0018 underwent 130 charge/discharge cycles. The
experimental setup included an Intel(R) Core(TM) i7-7500U CPU processor @ 2.70 GHz
2.90 GHz and 12 GB of operating memory, Windows 10 Standard Edition 64-bit operating
system, and MATLAB as the experimental software with version R2020b.
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4.1. Experiment 1

The training set for battery B0005 consists of the first 70% of the cycles, while the test
set comprises the remaining 30% of the cycles. As depicted in Figure 9, the fitness value of
the POA-DELM algorithm tends to be stable in less than 30 iterations. Figure 10 displays
the prediction results for battery B0005, and the predicted results for batteries 5, 6, 7, and
18 are presented in Table 3.
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Table 3. NASA test errors for cells 5, 6, 7, and 18 When the training set was set to 70%.

Methodology of This Paper POA-ELM ELM

5 6 7 18 5 6 7 18 5 6 7 18

RMSE (%) 0.57 1.00 0.44 0.94 1.25 1.76 1.76 1.20 1.30 2.67 2.38 1.99
MAE (%) 0.41 0.75 0.38 0.64 0.93 1.38 1.38 0.97 1.52 2.06 2.00 1.54

MAPE (%) 0.60 1.20 0.52 0.92 1.40 2.25 1.55 1.40 1.30 3.38 2.78 2.25

The level of agreement between the forecasted and actual SOH values for battery B0005
was measured to be 0.9214. Under the same testing conditions with an equal proportion of
training set, the predictive performance of the three algorithms is shown in Figures 11–14.
In comparison to other algorithms, Table 2 provides a comprehensive analysis of the RMSE
percentage, MAE percentage, and MAPE for the POA-DELM algorithm.
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Table 3 illustrates the notable reduction in estimation error achieved by the POA-
DELM algorithm compared to ELM and POA-ELM. To further demonstrate the accuracy of
this approach, Table 4 highlights the percentage reduction in estimation error achieved by
this paper’s method as compared to the other two algorithms used on the B0006 cell.

Table 4. Percentage reduction in error of our method vs. the other two methods.

POA-ELM ELM

RMSE (%) 43.2 62.5
MAE (%) 45.7 63.6

MAPE (%) 46.7 64.5

4.2. Experiment 2

To validate that the proposed method does not rely on a large amount of training data,
only the first 50% of data from battery groups B5, B6, B7, and B18 was used as the training
set, and the remaining 50% of the data was designated as the testing set. The experimental
results for different algorithms on the four battery groups are presented in Figures 15–18.
From the figures, it can be observed that the ELM algorithm accurately tracks the initial
degradation trend of SOH. However, as the capacity inflection point appears, it fails to
accurately predict the subsequent cycles’ SOH values. On the other hand, POA-ELM is not
influenced by the capacity inflection point, but its prediction accuracy exhibits an unstable
distribution of errors. The proposed method in this paper, on the other hand, demonstrates
higher accuracy in tracking the SOH degradation trend and capturing capacity inflection
points, with a more stable distribution of errors.

The errors of the proposed method and the other two algorithms on the four battery
groups are shown in Table 5. It can be observed that neither the proposed method nor
the POA-ELM algorithm exhibits significantly larger errors due to the reduction of the
training set samples to 50%. The performance of the proposed method and the POA-ELM
algorithm in terms of RMSE, MAE, and MAPE is comparable to when the training set
samples accounted for 70% of the total samples. However, the ELM algorithm is particularly
sensitive to a reduction in the number of samples in the training set, with its error metrics
being approximately 1.62 times higher compared to when the training set accounted for
70% of the total samples. Furthermore, although the POA-ELM algorithm is also unaffected
by the decrease in training set samples, its error metrics are all greater than those of the
POA-DELM algorithm.



World Electr. Veh. J. 2024, 15, 68 14 of 18

World Electr. Veh. J. 2024, 15, 68 14 of 19 
 

4.2. Experiment 2 
To validate that the proposed method does not rely on a large amount of training 

data, only the first 50% of data from battery groups B5, B6, B7, and B18 was used as the 
training set, and the remaining 50% of the data was designated as the testing set. The 
experimental results for different algorithms on the four battery groups are presented in 
Figures 15–18. From the figures, it can be observed that the ELM algorithm accurately 
tracks the initial degradation trend of SOH. However, as the capacity inflection point ap-
pears, it fails to accurately predict the subsequent cycles’ SOH values. On the other hand, 
POA-ELM is not influenced by the capacity inflection point, but its prediction accuracy 
exhibits an unstable distribution of errors. The proposed method in this paper, on the 
other hand, demonstrates higher accuracy in tracking the SOH degradation trend and 
capturing capacity inflection points, with a more stable distribution of errors. 

The errors of the proposed method and the other two algorithms on the four battery 
groups are shown in Table 5. It can be observed that neither the proposed method nor the 
POA-ELM algorithm exhibits significantly larger errors due to the reduction of the train-
ing set samples to 50%. The performance of the proposed method and the POA-ELM al-
gorithm in terms of RMSE, MAE, and MAPE is comparable to when the training set sam-
ples accounted for 70% of the total samples. However, the ELM algorithm is particularly 
sensitive to a reduction in the number of samples in the training set, with its error metrics 
being approximately 1.62 times higher compared to when the training set accounted for 
70% of the total samples. Furthermore, although the POA-ELM algorithm is also unaf-
fected by the decrease in training set samples, its error metrics are all greater than those 
of the POA-DELM algorithm. 

 
Figure 15. The B5 battery was subjected to the prediction analysis of the three algorithms. 

SO
H

Figure 15. The B5 battery was subjected to the prediction analysis of the three algorithms.
World Electr. Veh. J. 2024, 15, 68 15 of 19 
 

 
Figure 16. The B6 battery was subjected to the prediction analysis of the three algorithms. 

 
Figure 17. The B7 battery was subjected to the prediction analysis of the three algorithms. 

 
Figure 18. The B18 battery was subjected to the prediction analysis of the three algorithms. 

  

SO
H

SO
H

SO
H

Figure 16. The B6 battery was subjected to the prediction analysis of the three algorithms.

World Electr. Veh. J. 2024, 15, 68 15 of 19 
 

 
Figure 16. The B6 battery was subjected to the prediction analysis of the three algorithms. 

 
Figure 17. The B7 battery was subjected to the prediction analysis of the three algorithms. 

 
Figure 18. The B18 battery was subjected to the prediction analysis of the three algorithms. 

  

SO
H

SO
H

SO
H

Figure 17. The B7 battery was subjected to the prediction analysis of the three algorithms.



World Electr. Veh. J. 2024, 15, 68 15 of 18

World Electr. Veh. J. 2024, 15, 68 15 of 19 
 

 
Figure 16. The B6 battery was subjected to the prediction analysis of the three algorithms. 

 
Figure 17. The B7 battery was subjected to the prediction analysis of the three algorithms. 

 
Figure 18. The B18 battery was subjected to the prediction analysis of the three algorithms. 

  

SO
H

SO
H

SO
H

Figure 18. The B18 battery was subjected to the prediction analysis of the three algorithms.

Table 5. NASA test errors for cells 5, 6, 7, and 18 When the training set was set to 50%.

Methodology of This Paper POA-ELM ELM

B5 B6 B7 B18 B5 B6 B7 B18 B5 B6 B7 B18

RMSE (%) 0.57 0.92 0.47 0.77 1.25 2.92 1.33 1.24 3.37 3.13 2.90 3.38
MAE (%) 0.41 0.77 0.4 0.67 0.93 1.38 0.98 0.93 3.02 2.83 2.55 3.02

MAPE (%) 0.60 1.16 0.54 0.97 1.40 3.27 1.351 1.40 4.43 4.2 3.48 4.43

4.3. Experiment 3

In practical scenarios, different batteries may undergo distinct aging processes and
exhibit varied performance in different temperature environments. To account for these
variations, the B0006 battery was employed as the training set, whereas the B0005 battery
was utilized as the test set. Similarly, the B0018 battery served as the training set, while
the B0007 battery was designated as the test set. As depicted in Figures 19 and 20, even
when trained on one set of batteries and tested on another set, the proposed method
achieved satisfactory results, with an overall error rate below 1% and a coefficient of
determination exceeding 0.99. Table 6 presents the prediction error metrics for the B0005
and B0007 batteries.
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Table 6. NASA test errors for cells 5 and 7.

B5 B7

RMSE (%) 0.88 0.64
MAE (%) 0.73 0.51

MAPE (%) 0.93 0.60
R2 (%) 99.63 99.57

5. Conclusions

This research proposes a technique for the online SOH assessment of lithium-ion
batteries. Firstly, three features are extracted from the battery charging data: IC peak, time
to reach peak temperature, and constant-current charging time. These features characterize
the degradation state of the battery capacity. Considering the limitations of the traditional
DELM algorithm that relies on randomly assigned connection weights and thresholds
between the input and hidden layers, this paper introduces the concept of randomly gener-
ated prey to address this issue. The randomly generated prey enhances the global search
capability of the POA algorithm and overcomes the dependency on prey variability in
other algorithms. Furthermore, the introduction of the POA algorithm avoids the drawback
of relying solely on the coefficient of variation to avoid local optima and optimizes the
model structure. Compared with POA-ELM, the RMSE, MAE, and MAPE of the proposed
method are reduced by 43.2%, 45.7%, and 46.7%, respectively. Compared with ELM, the
RMSE, MAE, and MAPE are reduced by 62.5%, 63.6%, and 64.5%, respectively. The final
simulation results demonstrate that the proposed model has the capability of online SOH
measurement, high estimation accuracy, good generalization performance, and the ability
to track capacity regeneration phenomena. Among all the comparison models, the pro-
posed method achieves the highest accuracy and exhibits the most stable error distribution.
Although the method proposed in this study has a lower requirement for the number of
training samples, it achieves higher accuracy in estimating SOH. However, the feature
extraction in this research is based on complete charging data. In practical engineering
scenarios, sometimes only fragmented charging data can be obtained. Further research is
needed to explore how to accurately estimate SOH based on fragmented charging data of
lithium-ion batteries.
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Abbreviations

RMSE Root Mean Square Error
MAE Mean Absolute Error
MAPE Mean Absolute Percentage Error
SOH State of health
POA Pelican Optimization Algorithm
DELM Deep Extreme Learning Machine
IC Incremental capacity
EV Electric vehicle
ELM Extreme Learning Machine
ELM-AE Extreme Learning Machine—Autoencoder
pk Peak
t Time
Q Charge
U Voltage
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