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Transfer Learning-based State of Health Estimation
for Lithium-ion Battery with Cycle Synchronization

Kate Qi Zhou, Yan Qin, Member, IEEE, Chau Yuen, Fellow, IEEE

Abstract

Data-driven methods have gained extensive attention in estimating the state of health (SOH) of lithium-ion batteries.
Accurate SOH estimation requires degradation-relevant features and alignment of statistical distributions between training and
testing datasets. However, current research often overlooks these needs and relies on arbitrary voltage segment selection. To
address these challenges, this paper introduces an innovative approach leveraging spatio-temporal degradation dynamics via graph
convolutional networks (GCNs). Our method systematically selects discharge voltage segments using the Matrix Profile anomaly
detection algorithm, eliminating the need for manual selection and preventing information loss. These selected segments form
a fundamental structure integrated into the GCN-based SOH estimation model, capturing inter-cycle dynamics and mitigating
statistical distribution incongruities between offline training and online testing data. Validation with a widely accepted open-
source dataset demonstrates that our method achieves precise SOH estimation, with a root mean squared error of less than 1%.

Index Terms

Graph convolutional network, matrix profile, lithium-ion battery, state of health estimation, partial discharging.

I. INTRODUCTION

Lithium-ion batteries (LiBs) serve as a foundational technology for integrating intermittent renewable energy sources, which
necessitate energy storage solutions to meet electrical demand [1]. They are pivotal in combating climate change and promoting
the transition to a decarbonized economy [2]. However, the performance of LiBs degrades over usage, starting with slight
degradation and accelerating after a certain quantity of charging and discharging processes. Therefore, ensuring the accuracy
of LiBs state of health (SOH) estimation is imperative to guarantee reliability, performance, and longevity across various
applications [3].

The degradation of LiB’s health results from internal electrochemical reactions that occur during charging and discharging,
where the reduction of active material and depletion of lithium inventory are the main factors contributing to their aging [4].
Recently, data-driven methods have gained prominence as noteworthy means of estimating the SOH of batteries, owing to their
inherent benefits of obviating the need for a comprehensive understanding of the intricate physical processes inherent in the
batteries [5]. These techniques involve a series of iterative steps to enable machines to learn from data and make predictions,
or estimations [6]. It also entails the selection of the most informative features from the data to ensure that the model can
capture the complex relationships between the input and output features [7] [8]. For instance, Wu et al. [9] utilised the area of
the constant-current charging and discharging voltage curves of LIBs as health features (HFs), and selected HFs of the battery
and its SOH showed a strong correlation for SOH estimation. Lai et al. [10] converted the discharge voltage curves under
dynamic working conditions into the trajectories corresponding to the constant current profiles and extracted the features from
the reconstructed voltage curves by the Gaussian Process Regression model to estimate the SOH. Bamati et al. [11] fused the
underlying feature from the discharge curve by adding exponential moving average as the health features and utilised nonlinear
autoregressive with exogenous input to estimate SOH. Driscoll et al. [12] applied artificial neural networks to perform cycle
SOH estimations by extracting features observed from patterns in the voltage, current, and temperature profiles during the
charging process. Yao et al. [13] connected the health indicators extracted within the cycles from charging and discharging
to graphic structure for estimating SOH using convolutional neural network (CNN), long short-term memory (LSTM), and
GraphSage. Wei et al. [14] predicted SOH by establishing a feature similarity-based graph from the charging cycle and devised
a two-stage optimization model, encompassing a nonlinear integer optimization model integrated with a graph convolutional
network (GCN) connected to LSTM networks equipped with dual attention mechanisms.

In addition to the deliberate selection of architectural components and features, some researchers direct their attention toward
the utilization of partial cycle segments in the construction of machine learning models. Tang et al. [15] employed voltage
sampling points starting from 3.81V as input to their model, consisting of a CNN, the LSTM, and the convolutional block
attention module, to estimate SOH. Bockrath et al. [16] employed temporal convolutional network architecture to estimate
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battery SOH based on partial discharge profiles within different voltage ranges (4.20V to 3.70V, 3.70V to 3.50V, and 3.70V to
3.2V) corresponding to various state-of-charge (SOC) ranges. Kong et al. [17] extracted voltage-temperature health features
from partial discharge voltage profiles and fed them into a Gaussian process regression-based model to estimate the SOH and
RUL of lithium-ion batteries. Li et al. [18] applied trial-and-error tests to select 225 data points from the charging segment and
estimated battery capacity using CNN by transfer learning and network pruning techniques. Lin et al. [19] employed a multi-
feature-based multi-model fusion approach using voltage values, curve slope at fixed time intervals (200s-500s), temperature,
and current features for SOH estimation. Wang et al. [20] proposed a data aggregation and feature fusion scheme by graph
neural networks (GNNs) to estimate the capacity of lithium-ion batteries by organizing the partial charging segment of voltage,
current, and temperature in a graph structure.

Despite the impressive progress achieved by the current research, several challenges remain:

• Partial discharge segments are relatively more attainable in real-world scenarios as opposed to complete cycles.
Nonetheless, the arbitrary selection of such segments frequently obstructs their effectiveness, which in turn may result in
the exclusion of crucial information.

• The intricate process of feature engineering is computationally intensive and may encounter limitations when applied to
testing data, particularly in scenarios involving battery aging dynamics.

• Current SOH estimation approaches are typically trained based on features extracted from individual cycles. This lack of
consideration for inter-cycle degradation may lead to under-performance on test data that differs from the training data
in terms of their data distributions.

To tackle the aforementioned challenges, an innovative methodology is presented to estimate the SOH by integrating statistical
feature selection with GCN. GCN has emerged as a prominent GNN to handle graph data [21]. It can generate informative
feature representations of network nodes by leveraging the graph convolutional layer to aggregate their neighbors [22]. Such
an approach can be instrumental in modeling the intricate relationships and interactions among battery cycles. The proposed
approach employs the Matrix Profile (MP) algorithm [23] to identify the most prominent voltage segment by exploring the
temporal dynamics within each cycle. Through the integration of inter-cycle degradation information with the selected voltage
segment using a graph structure, and employing the GCN to process these features, the proposed methodology strives to surpass
the performance of existing approaches.

The proposed methodology offers three key contributions to facilitate battery SOH estimation.

• Through the rigorous application of anomaly detection techniques to identify statistically significant partial segments, our
method preserves critical information. This results in a substantial enhancement in the accuracy of SOH estimation.

• By integrating voltage information directly into the graph structure, the proposed method eliminates the need for complex
feature selection. This advancement not only enhances the model’s adaptability but also significantly improves its efficiency
and scalability.

• By capturing the temporal dynamics of deterioration across cycles, our method effectively addresses discrepancies in the
statistical distribution between offline training and online testing data. This ensures greater reliability and robustness in
SOH estimation, particularly in real-world scenarios.

The rest of the paper is organized into several sections. In Section 2, the paper explains the experimental dataset used and
the proposed GCN SOH estimation model. Section 3 outlines the voltage segment selection process by MP and provides a
comprehensive illustration of the online SOH estimation model. Section 4 presents the experimental outcomes. The article
concludes in Section 5, summarizing the key findings and implications derived from the paper.

II. PRELIMINARY

A. Experimental Dataset

The widely used and publicly-accessible LiBs degradation dataset from MIT [24] is used in this paper. The commercial
high-power APR18650M1A cells, utilizing LFP/graphite chemistry, have a 3.3 V nominal voltage and approximately 1.1Ah
nominal capacity. These batteries are connected to an Arbin LBT potentiostat housed in 48 channels under a temperature
chamber with forced convection. The temperature of the chamber is maintained at 30◦C. Charging is performed using one
of 224 six-step protocols with the format "CC1-CC2-CC3-CC4" under 10-minute fast-charging conditions. For the discharge
process, the current rate of 4C is applied, and the discharge is terminated when the voltage drops from 3.30V to 2.00V.

The typical LiB SOH degradation path is shown in Fig. 1(a) using Battery #2 from the dataset as an example. In conjunction
with the charging and discharging processes, LiBs undergo two stages of degradation, initially experiencing slight degradation
until reaching the knee onset [25], after which the deterioration starts accelerating. The end-of-life (EOL) of a battery is
determined when its SOH declines to 80% of the initial capacity [26]. Fig. 1(b) displays the discharge voltage curves for
Battery #2 when a constant discharge current is applied. A discernible trend is observed in the reduction of discharge voltage
time intervals across successive cycles, which can be attributed to the declining SOH of the battery.
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Fig. 1. (a): Lithium-ion battery SOH degradation of a randomly selected Battery #2 from the benchmark dataset in [24], and (b): Different cycles discharge
voltage of the Battery #2.

However, owing to the presence of two distinct degradation stages, the voltage information utilized for model training
during the slight degradation stage exhibits differential behavior compared to the data encountered during online testing
stages. Consequently, this variance can lead to suboptimal model performance. Therefore, it becomes imperative to devise
methodologies aimed at mitigating these discrepancies by incorporating degradation rate information during model training.

B. The Proposed GCN SOH estimation model

As depicted in Fig. 2, the proposed GCN SOH estimation model is designed to capture the inter-cycle spatial information and
provide insights into the overall degradation pattern of the battery utilized by GCN [27]. The cycles and their interconnections
are depicted as a graph-structured G(V, E). Each cycle is represented as a node, where the voltage information is used
as the node feature. The set of nodes is denoted by V , where the node features are stored in the feature matrix X. The
correlations between the discharge voltage of individual cycles are utilized to construct interconnections between them, which
are subsequently captured as edges in a graph and represented by E . The edge features aij are stored at the adjacent matrix
A.
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Fig. 2. Illustration of the GCN Estimation Model.

The initial feature matrix X, formed by the voltage segment obtained from each node in the graph, is stored in a matrix
H(0). The graph convolution operation updates the node features by aggregating information from neighboring nodes. This is
followed by a linear transformation using the weight matrix W(l). After the transformation, a non-linear activation function
σ(·) is applied, which introduces non-linearity into the model, allowing it to capture more complex relationships. The final
output of the GCN after L layers is a set of node feature vectors H(l+1). The final node features H(l+1) is used for node
classification, where each node is assigned a label as follows.

H(0) = X

H(l+1) = σ(D̂−1/2AD̂−1/2H(l)W(l))
(1)

where X represents the feature matrix, A is the adjacent matrix, σ(·) is a non-linear activation function, and D̂ corresponds
to the diagonal node degree matrix of A, and W(l) represents l-th layer’s weight matrix.
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Subsequently, the GCN layers are connected to pooling layers, which aggregate the node representations. Following the
pooling layers, a fully connected layer is applied to these condensed node representations to generate the final SOH estimation
for each node.

III. GCN-BASED SOH ESTIMATION USING PARTIAL
DISCHARGE CURVE
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Fig. 3. GCN-based SOH Estimation framework using partial discharging cure

To estimate the SOH of batteries online by GCN, the process commences with voltage segment selection to identify the
most prominent input segment. Subsequently, a base graph is constructed by amalgamating discharge voltage segments with
identical intervals from the early degradation stage. Next, the voltage segment extracted from the offline training discharge
cycle is connected to the base graph, thereby creating an offline training graph to train a GCN-based SOH estimation model
for online estimation. Finally, the online estimation of SOH is facilitated by integrating the online discharge segment, identified
through feature engineering, into the base graph. This amalgamation results in the creation of an online testing graph, which
subsequently serves as the input for the proficient GCN-based SOH estimation model. The overall process is illustrated in Fig.
3.

A. Voltage Segment Selection by Matrix Profile

The voltage information from each cycle is incorporated into the nodes of the graph. To identify the most salient segment
from the other segments within the discharge voltage series, MP is employed. MP is a data structure used in time series analysis
to recognise and investigate patterns in sequential data [28]. Its wide range of applications in data mining encompasses the
identification of trends, seasonality, and anomalies [29]. The fundamental component matrix profile captures the minimum
distance between the target subsequence and all other subsequences. The minimum value in the matrix profile indicates the
repeated segment or motif, whereas the maximum value represents the dissimilarity or anomaly [30]. The steps to identify the
most significant segment using MP are as follows.

Step 1: Calculate the matrix profile. The first k cycles of the LiB’s early stage are selected. The k cycles should be obtained
during a period of slight degradation, where the battery health remains relatively consistent. Thus, the discharge voltage readings
of these cycles vk are joined as discharge time series Tk:

Tk = [v1,v2, . . . ,vk]

= [v11 , . . . , v
1
L1
, v21 , . . . , v

2
L2
, . . . , vk1 , . . . , v

k
Lk

]

= [v̇1, v̇2, . . . , v̇ϕ]

(2)

where the vk is the discharge voltage of Cycle k, L1, L2, . . . , Lk are the time steps of the cycles, ϕ = L1 + L2 + . . .+ Lk.
By picking a query length of m time steps, Tk is partitioned into a series of overlapping segment Tq,m, which is called

subsequence as follows:
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Tq,m = [v̇q, v̇q+1, . . . , v̇q+m−1] (3)

where 1 ≤ q ≤ ϕ−m+ 1.
In time series analysis, the choice of subsequence length m can be guided by the need to balance between capturing relevant

patterns and maintaining computational efficiency. it is recommended that the value of m be a fraction of the length of the
first cycle L1 as L1/4 ≤ m ≤ L1/2.

For each subsequence Tq,m, the Euclidean distances with all other subsequences are computed. The resulting smallest
distance is recorded as ṗq as shown in (4). To prevent a subsequence from matching itself, a size of m/2 exclusion zone is
established:

ṗq = min(|Tq,m −Tj,m|) (4)

where 1 ≤ j ≤ ϕ−m+ 1.
The minimum distance ṗq for each subsequence is stored into matrix profile Pk as shown in (5):

Pk = [ṗ1, ṗ2, . . . , ṗϕ−m+1] (5)

The resulting matrix profile Pk is then partitioned into cycles that Pk = [p1,p2, . . . ,pk], where pk corresponds to the
matrix profile of Cycle k.

Step 2: Identify the discord. Cycle 2 is chosen as the Golden Batch [31] to examine the discord. The first L time steps of
the matrix profile p2 is denoted as p′

2 = [p21, . . . , p
2
L]. The segment with the highest peak p2λ at time step λ is identified as the

most distinguishable:
p2λ = max({p21, . . . , p2L}) (6)
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Fig. 4. (a) Discharge voltage time series and its matrix profile; (b) Voltage segment selection of each cycle

By the highest peak p2λ, the corresponding voltage value v2λ is identified. The voltage segment, which begins from the voltage
value v2λ and spans a duration of m time steps, exhibits the highest degree of distinctiveness among all other voltage segments,
as illustrated in Fig. 4(a).

Step 3: Select the voltage segment. Once the initial voltage reference v2λ is established, it serves as the principal point of
reference for determining the voltage segments for subsequent cycles. When the voltage value viΘ at time step Θ in Cycle i is
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less than or equal to v2λ, the discharge voltage segment v′
i starting from time step Θ and comprising m time steps is selected

for Cycle i as depicted in Fig. 4(b):
v′
i = [viΘ, v

i
Θ+1, . . . , v

i
Θ+m] (7)

The discharge voltage segment v′
i is utilized as the node feature and represented as xi in the context of this study as follows:

xi = [xi
1, x

i
2 . . . , x

i
m] (8)

where xi is the node feature of Cycle i by feature selection.

B. Online SOH Estimation using GCN

1) Base Graph Construction: Selecting n cycles from the initial k cycles, with a fixed interval of d cycles between the
cycles chosen, the base graph Gn(Vn, En) is formed. The node feature xi, identified by MP in Section 3.2, is incorporated
into the feature matrix Xn ∈ Rn×m. The feature matrix Xn comprises a set of vectors that store the features associated with
the n nodes, where the features of the ith node are stored at the ith row of Xn as defined in (9):

Xn =


x1

x1+d

...
x1+(n−1)d

 =


x1
1 . . . x1

m

x1+d
1 . . . x1+d

m

. . . . . . . . .

x
1+(n−1)d
1 . . . x

1+(n−1)d
m

 (9)

where m denotes the overall count of time steps present in the feature, and d represents the interval between the selected
cycles.

To denote the relationships between each pair of the n nodes, the adjacent matrix An ∈ Rn×n is constructed by utilizing
aij , which denotes the relationship between node i and node j. Owing to the progressive deterioration of LiBs over usage,
the behavior of discharge cycles is influenced by those that precede them, thereby rendering the relationship among discharge
cycles in the graph to be directed. It is noteworthy that when i = j, the influence of a discharge cycle on itself is denoted by
aij = 1. Hence, the adjacency matrix An takes the form of a right triangular matrix, as illustrated below:

An =


1 a12 · · · · · · a1n
0 1 a23 · · · a2n
...

. . . . . . . . .
...

...
. . . . . . . . . a(n−1)n

0 · · · · · · 0 1

 (10)

where n is the total count of notes.
The value of aij is computed using the Pearson correlation coefficient, a statistical metric that gauges the magnitude and

direction of the linear association between two variables as follows.

aij =
E[xixj ]− E[xi]E[xj ]√

E[x2
i ]− E[xi]2

√
E[x2

j ]− E[xj ]2
(11)

where E[·] is the expectation of variables, i ∈ [1, n], j ∈ [1, n].
This coefficient is bounded within the range of -1 to 1, where aij = 1 indicates a perfect positive linear correlation, meaning

that as one variable increases, the other also increases proportionally and aij = 0 suggests no linear correlation between the
variables, meaning that they are statistically independent. In the context of battery cycles, as the battery undergoes degradation,
the similarity between these voltage profiles and those from earlier cycles during the slight degradation stage decreases. This
results in lower Pearson correlation coefficient values when calculated between these cycles. Thus, it offers a mechanism to
assess the strength of the link between cycles based on the similarity of their respective features.

The node labels yn, compiling the measured SOH for n cycles, are represented as follows:

yn = [y1, y2, . . . , yn]T (12)

where yn is the measured SOH of the nth cycle in base graph Gn.
During the process of constructing the base graph using a predetermined set of cycles and employing the Pearson correlation

coefficient, it is noteworthy that this metric remains invariant. This steadfastness in measurement serves as a guarantor of both
consistency and stability within the base graph. Consequently, the base graph is established as a stable structural framework,
poised to facilitate connections with other cycles effectively.
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2) Offline SOH Estimation Model: Subsequent to Cycle k, each training discharge Cycle ζ undergoes the same segment
extraction procedure in Section 3.1 to generate the node feature xζ . It is combined with the base graph Gn from Section 3.2.1 to
create the offline training graph Gζ

n+1. The feature matrix Xζ
n+1 ∈ R(n+1)×m and the adjacent matrix Aζ

n+1 ∈ R(n+1)×(n+1)

are defined as follows:

Xζ
n+1 =

[
Xn

xζ

]
=


x1
1 . . . x1

m

x1+d
1 . . . x1+d

m

. . . . . . . . .

x
1+(n−1)d
1 . . . x

1+(n−1)d
m

xζ
1 . . . xζ

m

 (13)

Aζ
n+1 =



1 a12 · · · · · · a1n a1ζ
0 1 a23 · · · a2n a2ζ
...

. . . . . . . . .
...

...
...

. . . . . . . . . a(n−1)n

...
0 · · · · · · 0 1 anζ
0 · · · · · · · · · 0 1


(14)

where anζ is the correlation coefficient between Cycle n and Cycle ζ, ζ ∈ [k,Ktr], Ktr is the end of the training cycles.
The offline training feature matrix Xζ

n+1 and adjacent matrix Aζ
n+1 are the input to train the SOH estimation model as

described in Section 2.2. Node-level learning is employed, where the model predicts the SOH for each node and outputs a
vector ŷζ

n+1 containing these predicted values. During training, the model minimizes the difference in the predicted SOH ŷζ
n+1

in relation to the measured SOH yζ
n+1 = [y1, y2, . . . , yn, yζ ]T as follows:

min
∑

(yζ
n+1 − ŷζ

n+1)
2

(15)

s.t. ŷζ
n+1 =


ŷ1

ŷ2

...
ŷn

ŷζ

 = FGCN (Xζ
n+1,A

ζ
n+1) (16)

where ŷζ
n+1 is the estimated SOH for all the nodes in the offline training graph, FGCN (·) stands for the GCN-based SOH

estimation model.
3) Online SOH Estimation: The node feature xγ for the online discharge Cycle γ is obtained using the methodology

described in Section 3.1. The online graph Gγ
n+1 is then constructed by combining xγ with the base graph Gn from Section

3.2.1. Consequently, the online feature matrix Xγ
n+1 and online adjacent matrix Aγ

n+1 are defined as follows:

Xγ
n+1 =

[
Xn

xγ

]
=


x1
1 . . . x1

m

x1+d
1 . . . x1+d

m

. . . . . . . . .

x
1+(n−1)d
1 . . . x

1+(n−1)d
m

xγ
1 . . . xγ

m

 (17)

Aγ
n+1 =



1 a12 · · · · · · a1n a1γ
0 1 a23 · · · a2n a2γ
...

. . . . . . . . .
...

...
...

. . . . . . . . . a(n−1)n

...
0 · · · · · · 0 1 anγ
0 · · · · · · · · · 0 1


(18)

where anγ is the correlation coefficient between Cycle n and Cycle γ.
The online feature matrix Xγ

n+1 and adjacent matrix Aγ
n+1 are processed by the trained SOH estimation model FGCN (·) to

output node labels ŷγ
n+1 for the online graph. Accordingly, the estimated SOH ŷγ of the online Cycle γ is obtained as follows:
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ŷγ
n+1 =


ŷ1

ŷ2

...
ŷn

ŷγ

 = FGCN (Xγ
n+1,A

γ
n+1) (19)

where ŷγ
n+1 is the estimated SOH for all nodes in the online graph, ŷγ is the estimated SOH for Cycle γ.

IV. EXPERIMENT RESULT AND DISCUSSION

Four batteries from the dataset, namely Battery #2, Battery #6, Battery #16, and Battery #25, selected from different charging
channels are utilized as shown in Table 1. The batteries exhibit distinct operational lifetimes, with Battery #2 completing 760
cycles until reaching its EOL, Battery #6 completing 732 cycles, Battery #16 completing 930 cycles, and Battery #25 completing
467 cycles.

TABLE I
BATTERIES SPECIFICATION [24]

Charge Protocol Battery Number Life Cycle
3.6-6.0-5.6-4.755C 2 760
8.0-4.4-4.4-3.940C 6 732
7.0-4.8-4.8-3.652C 16 930
8.0-7.0-5.2-2.680C 25 467

A. Voltage Segment Selection by Matrix Profile

In accordance with the methodology outlined in Section 3.1, Battery #2 is selected to demonstrate the process of voltage
segment selection using MP. The first 100 discharge voltage cycles were concatenated, and their matrix profile was generated.
For brevity, only the first 3 cycles are presented in Fig. 5(a). The discord in the second cycle was identified by its matrix profile
at a voltage value of 3.25V . Consequently, 100 time steps from voltage 3.25V are selected as the voltage segment as the input
for SOH estimation for Battery 2 as illustrated in Fig. 5(b). This same approach is applied to Batteries #6, #16, and #25, where
discords were identified at voltages of 3.18V , 3.22V , and 3.24V , respectively.
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Fig. 5. (a): Discharge voltage time series and its matrix profile of Battery #2 [17], and (b): Discharge voltage segment of 100 time steps from 3.25V of
Battery #2 [17].

B. Online SOH Estimation by GCN

1) Base Graph Construction: To form the base graph G10(V10, E10), ten nodes are selected from the first one hundred
cycles of each battery, with nodes being chosen at intervals of ten cycles, specifically at the 1st, 11th, · · · , 91st cycles. The
formation of the feature matrix X10 and the adjacent matrix A10 is carried out for each battery in relation to the constructed
base graph.
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2) Offline SOH Estimation Model: The model for estimating SOH is trained using the partial discharging segment from the
initial 70% data, spanning from Cycle 101 to EOL. For each cycle in this training data, the base graph G10 is combined to
form a training graph G11 consisting of 11 nodes. The corresponding feature matrix X11 and adjacent matrix A11 are then
used as inputs for the SOH estimation model using GCN. It consists of a single GCN layer with 128 neurons, followed by a
global attention-pooling layer. Before the output layer, an additional normal layer consisting of 300 neurons is incorporated.
To minimize errors, the optimizer Adam is utilized, and the model is trained over 200, 000 epochs to determine the optimal
weights. The training is executed in a single desktop with AMD Ryzen 9 5950X, 16-core Processor, CPU @3.4GHz, 128 GB
RAM with Nvidia Geforce RTX 3080Ti GPU.

3) Online SOH Estimation: Upon completion of the training phase, the remaining 30% of the cycles are reserved as online
cycles for testing purposes. Specifically, Battery #2, Battery #6, Battery #16, and Battery #25, undergo 198, 189, 249, and 110
cycles, respectively. The proposed methods are evaluated using a pair of performance measures, namely the mean absolute
error (MAE) and root mean squared error (RMSE) as follows:

MAE =
1

Γ

Γ∑
γ=1

∣∣∣∣yγ − ŷγ
∣∣∣∣

RMSE =

√√√√ 1

Γ

Γ∑
γ=1

(yγ − ŷγ)2

(20)

where Γ is the total number of online cycles, ŷγ denotes the estimated SOH, and yγ corresponds the measured SOH.
The SOH estimation results for Battery #2, Battery #6, Battery #16, and Battery #25 achieved RMSE values of 0.0087,

0.0082, 0.0089 and 0.0063, respectively. To verify the effectiveness of the voltage segment selected by MP. Six discrete
voltage segments of 100 time steps with different starting voltages separated by intervals of 0.02V are used as input to train
and test the GCN estimation. The results indicate voltage segments before 3.18V are getting estimation results of RMSE lower
than 0.0025. In particular, the partial segment from our proposed methods achieves the best performance among the different
voltage segments, as shown in Fig. 6 and summarised in Table 2. This observation emphasizes the importance of selecting an
appropriate voltage segment to enhance the estimation performance.
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TABLE II
RMSE COMPARISONS OF THE PROPOSED METHOD AND DIFFERENT VOLTAGE SEGMENTS

Battery #2 Battery #6 Battery #16 Battery #25

v RMSE v RMSE v RMSE v RMSE

3.31V 0.0225 3.24V 0.0143 3.28V 0.0136 3.30V 0.0178
3.29V 0.0151 3.22V 0.0117 3.26V 0.0127 3.28V 0.0143
3.27V 0.0147 3.20V 0.0101 3.24V 0.0092 3.26V 0.0105

3.25V* 0.0087 3.18V* 0.0082 3.22V* 0.0089 3.24V* 0.0063
3.23V 0.0137 3.16V 0.0244 3.20V 0.0126 3.22V 0.0078
3.21V 0.0154 3.14V 0.0308 3.18V 0.0236 3.20V 0.0084
3.19V 0.0133 3.12V 0.0599 3.16V 0.0227 3.18V 0.0109

* Proposed Method

Furthermore, the proposed method’s efficacy is evaluated by comparing it to the widely-used non-GNN algorithm LSTM,
which solely relies on temporal information within the cycles. Two feature selection techniques, LSTM-MP and LSTM-DTW,
were applied. LSTM-MP employed the same voltage segment as the proposed method, which consisted of 100 time steps from
the discord identified by MP, whereas LSTM-DTW employed the complete discharge voltage data and synchronized them with
the first discharge voltage cycle, as described in [32]. The LSTM architecture comprises two layers of LSTMs with 200 and 300
neurons each followed by a fully connected layer consisting of 100 neurons and 300 epochs are run. The resulting estimations
of the batteries and the distribution of the error of the three methods are illustrated in Fig. 7. The proposed GCN-MP method,
which incorporates inter-cycle degradation information through the graph structure, outperformed the other two methods. In
contrast, the sequential algorithm fails to capture such information, leading to suboptimal estimation results. Table 3 presents
a comprehensive overview of the RMSE and MAE results for the four batteries.
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Fig. 7. SOH estimation result comparisons of three methods for (a) Battery #2; (b) Battery #6; (c) Battery #16; (d) Battery #25

TABLE III
COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS BETWEEN THE PROPOSED METHOD AND ALTERNATIVE APPROACHES BY INDEX RMSE AND MAE

Method Name
Battery #2 Battery #6 Battery #16 Battery #25

RMSE MAE RMSE MAE RMSE MAE RMSE MAE

GCN-MP (Proposed) 0.0087 0.0067 0.0082 0.0065 0.0089 0.0082 0.0063 0.0049

LSTM-DTW [30] 0.0436 0.0344 0.0475 0.0356 0.0367 0.0277 0.0325 0.0233

LSTM-MP 0.0769 0.0677 0.0776 0.0662 0.0770 0.0660 0.0841 0.0746
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V. CONCLUSION

The acquisition of relevant voltage segments and the alignment of statistical distributions between the training and testing
datasets are critical factors in improving the performance of data-driven methods. This study introduces a novel methodology
to harness the spatio-temporal degradation dynamics inherent in battery cycles by employing a graph convolutional network
(GCN) for battery state of health (SOH) estimation. Notably, the accuracy of SOH estimation is further augmented through the
implementation of a systematic statistical approach for the selection of voltage segments. The most salient partial discharge
voltage segment is identified statistically by the Matrix Profile and its effectiveness on SOH estimation is evaluated by
comparison with manual and arbitrarily selected voltage segments. The outcomes validate the effectiveness of the proposed
method in achieving precise SOH estimation, underscoring the importance of voltage segment selection in data-driven
approaches to SOH estimation. Furthermore, integrating the identified voltage segment into the graph structure enables the
capture of degradation correlation between cycles, which is utilized by the graph convolutional network for online SOH
estimation. The proposed method outperforms the approaches solely reliant on inner-cycle information by effectively capturing
the inter-cycle dynamics, resulting in accurate SOH estimation. In future works, it is worthwhile to explore employing transfer
learning techniques, where the estimation model derived from established battery datasets is applied to online batteries to
enhance the efficiency and flexibility of real-time battery health estimations. In addition, the refinement of models to handle
diverse operational parameters, including variable temperature and discharge rates, and incomplete charging scenarios, is needed
to improve adaptability in real-world applications.
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