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i Soft sensor ]
[ j]h’?“l’:‘f}‘jﬂb{}{}}_) Y=RX) 4" CERRE(Y) \
RiET 4 AT~

Bl : CE=f(hLFAZ>T A0y ML 23>, TS [0ERE)

Fig. 1.11 Soft sensor diagram
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1.5 R3iERK

AL O Z Y. SETHKL, UTICEI EONEZRT,

FHLEORES T, AEOERBINLEDIFIZONTIEAD . RICHEROH
(ZOWTIHRA, HRRICAFRm L OMRIRT ~EFRE KB L CHZ IS 5.

H2ETIX, MMETCHERTAIHEET VO HIETHD T ZRRRFTH D
Gaussian Process(GP) (2 >\ CaiiBi Rtk L7-.

U 3EETIL, R 7 — 4 & 5T GP 2 A L 73 e 7 L ORI 21T 5 .
£, F— X OB GEDIRREEIT o172, HEWV TR TIRET 52T
— X O IABDFHEE L TOREEIZOWNWTHRRS., 51, #HEEZESDD
FHRELTIPFARBIOX Y Lo T ) vV OFMECHOWTEET S,
WEZIZANT — 2 O ARG Z AL ST MGiEE 3 5.

%4 ETIE, ERENREETHDHETE— R, WLTC £— R THRIET 255

EZT. BEET =205, MEFETAMCH IO BICHEER ZDRN & 72 5
HRAZIOERS 2 &N TE D LD ITHEE S A2 Z R L TREEITHE 5 58 1%t
/NS THMEEIT . 3 ERAERIC LPF 2R X F o o7y o
DB, AJ17—Z OB AR g Z L STTREEICONWTHELET 5.

FHHEETIE, ZERBIUOELDEZEND.
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B28 AR TEAT SMATETIDAHEICDNT

2.1 HDORiBIEEOEDEEA

A ARYFTH D GPIEIE, A RAHERHEGRICESWIMTETHD. KTE
I3, Rasmussen(1996) D U D H T ABEEATTIZ f;ofu\za[lo’”'lz'Z?”z“]. GP |34+
m DIERIZIRNFEE FIETH 5 -0l E IIHFET AV ERH N CFE 21755

%Mﬁﬁs%wv%m IRERFELG 25, SRIOZETIEEMEE O
///75”5%;”7* 2 ERFLTEY, MUEOIREITRET Clnewy. Lz
235 T, AMUVEOLBRIZ SRS HIEEZ G LTS GP O HICE ~>7-. Tt
Fig.2.1 (2 fthod [E])F & @ttixﬁ%%‘:mﬁ“.

14 — CE
09 - CE Prediction

' —— CE Polynomial 1
0.8 — CE Polynomial 2

0.7
0.6
0.5 1
CE[] 04
0.3 1
0.2 -
0.1

Time[sec]
(@) Situation A

CE

CE Prediction
— CE Polynomial 1
— CE Polynomial 2

CE[]

0 2'0 4'0 éO 86 160
Time[sec]
(b) Situation B
Fig. 2.1 Compare with statistical way
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Fig.2.1(a) D Situation AlZ £ FEEN DI LW 1ECO LA & GPER O
2% L7z, Situation BTIEH L WVHE O &) & S FR 2= > U U AE IEIZ AT T O
= O m CHEg A Lz, [ L7722 EAPolynomial 1ix, WFinus 73y X
L% Gauss-Newton{EDFIH & L, HAKIE:200H], FFZRS : 0.00001& L
Minitab16Z L L T\ 5.

% 72, R (b)DPolynomial 2 TIXEA% A NemstDF. & L2DD /T X — X THERE
U7 D3R OB R < AR FIEIFERA L. DLE2FE & Ol #1T 57203,
TV URBAEOLE TR E LK ELTIEIWD L OOHEERENGPIZERD &
FLEFFA VI ENSZEXEFTIIRGPERATHICE -T2, ThEh
DA% TRt Table.2. 112 /R

Table 2.1 Specification of polynomical function

HEESIEE 2|
INTA=F ME (FRRONT A—=Z2RR L, #EENERDT7R)
01 3

02 650
03 30
04 0.03
E{ R

CE ="tps(%)' X 'ne(rpm)'/ (15353 - 1004.9 X'tps(%)' + 2.14926 X
tps(%)' X 'ne(rpm)' - 9.52014 X 'tps(%)' X avta)

HEESIEE 2 W)
INTA=F ME (FREDO/NT A= 2R, HEXzKRDIZ)
01 3

02 650
03 2
e

CE =1.56589 + 0.246443 X (In('tps(%)' + 1.57921) - In('ne(rpm)))
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GP DT &%, AJMED XN E- 2 558, ZhUCkhsd 2 HEEEY 25K
52 ETHD. GP ORSITRELRET VDN T A—=RIZLY, {5 —H2 2K
T LB — RNV E > TET LR TEHETHS. HNT HHEET
VY I =V TCEIR S E S, IV E VT 2.3 X)) KIS,
TV B O L RBLSND.

L L—FT, EUIRNANT =X A—NR—=T 4w T 47 FTHZ LN
ML LTETONBELHD. A——T 4 v T 4 7L, BRI
LT ETCTETMENEMICTE RN L 2T, ZofEEZERET 572 GP
DEYF AT TIL, EAT LGRS FRT — & 2 W THERI L7207
PR A =5 LEET 53T A — 2 OBMRERIFIIR E L TRO D Z 03 RE
INTWD. ANT —HEIZ k> TE Y o ZHEXERT 508, AT —4
T B EEEZHWT 1500 — 3 VB & - THRILS h 5 PB2BA]

ZZTnMOINET =2 EFEALE, UTFOXIICAN LD 2@ 35
2.

X =Xy X0 Xg ooy Xy Joveeeseinveessssieneessseneen 2.1)
y:[yl,yz,ys ,,,,, yn]T .......................................... (2.2)
fx ~ N(f|o,k(x, Q) (2.3)

ZoLE, B A XL T D B A X =R VR LXK E(2.4)
LT

Y[ X~ N(F(X),0,2) o 2.4)

FHSAALTROQRLXEFE S, HLQR.6)LCQDEUT T ML Z2 H T4
W PO TH D, Floh—FVEEITIQY)NERIATEHEHND, 174 X
NEz b5 E—xVEEITQ.9XNERHFTEX S,

X*,X,yNN(/J*,G*Z) ............................... (2.5)

Y.

1=k, X)- (K+0,21)"y i (2.6)
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2 =KX, X )= K(Xe, X)- (K + 021K (X, X, ) oovvevee 2.7)
AL

SRS T ST

LI5.

HEEEIX f(x) THOAENTQ.)XAEMEH L. Ficd(2.92.10)ix—ixXT
For L=

f(x)= i{ar cos(27s,"X) + b, sin(27s, X)} ----- (2.8)
fHL

S, 1 XOREAZ bV om BRI OEK
L95.

K=K X 2.9)
k(x*,X :[k(x*,xl) ..... k(x xN)]

= k(X,x* f

............................................................................ (2.10)
KL TIXBERBOHTHEZ LT 57201 h —32 VB E2 Q)X D
Trigonometric B & L7z, Q1DRiF— A TEREAL-HETH D,

2 m
k(x,x, )= %ZCOS(ZzerT (X, —xj)) ----- (2.11)
r=1

TR, M2 T25 LT —XITRA Y D — I VBEEITERGHE RN 5. B
THT—HZORRNPIERIETH Y, »oT — 2 EHIK LR T2 B TR9)
XEEHT L2 bd5. QINAXO/PLFLJIZHONTEL I =1L...n ZEKRL
TW5. GPIEUFE TS & oAy L Bz FF>D T, 2 b &ZdtHE T
5. FIETTNEMERT DT — & OF RSO EEHET DHAE, kO
B, PHOHEITIK+o%]) ZQE)XNTEIHL, TOEKE AW TEhENGH
AT TS, — KBTI, 7—% 74y FEETNLVOEMESIZIT ML — A
TORBRH VBN THIEIETE R, UEOFHELEZL LI LT, BEOLE
(marginal likelihood) & Kb+ 25Z LT [F—4%7 1 v b % BT VOEME
K| ONRNTUANRENTIEE T VST A —H (A 78— 3F A —H L HIER)
MOHHEEREZRDOTND., TN GPHEHOT NI XLDTrEATHD.
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2.2 FRETEAULTVSRRIIT—HDMDIAHBIUHIR
[Bl)HDHE %

TV VDRT—FIL,  ERLESCRTEIE DA RO SR TR W E NS
END TN, ETRERIIZEER AP O WEREOFBIZIT & W ER AN &
AEFVHERVBULETHD. EORDIMET —2 OH 7 H n il %2 KRB D
BEmEL H2< EoTWD. nom DA, HEAR M, ATV EREZ m %
TIRJE T & 5 7= O HLJE %3 Trigonometric Basis Function % Fu 7=,

GPIZANGEEND, TNEWEDT —4% & L CTHtAaARRRY|T — X 1
DIAALTHET D, ETNANRTA—ZIHREETRD L. ZDORT A—HIT,
I ENT T —VEBEN TS L TWDEhERT.

VAT LMEIEIZIE, Nonlinear Auto-Regressive with eXogenous inputs (NARX)E
TNEHANTND., BEOHEMS GP ODAJIEZE L THRIET L THD. fil
ZIIANT =% LEFRIOBERBADGEIL L AT v FHROHEEM & 72 2 )51k
T, UV CVORREEPBEORBEELZITL LI EE2BELTND.
EBROT D NIET I F 2= —Z OEEENORIEE D B E A B X 54—
N—=Va— FPFET D, ThbOZEE 2 EMICRIT 5720, NARX HEH &
LBEDOT =2 HLETA~DEELE L THA L. Fig2.2 TILZ ORRSIT —
XD IARIZOWTHH L TWD., ZZTIIRRE2IERIEET LV ERE LT
KRIZ, BET HRERRKOENTHS T 7 (Max lag)z 7 — % DRHEOHEGRZ L
TIRETDHEZE LT BN
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X, (1) X, (1)

O O

X, X,(t1) GP y®)

O O > MODEL —>

X,(t2)  X,(t-2)

O O |

y(t-1) yt2)  y(t3)

O O O

Fig. 2.2 Configuration diagram : Import of time-series data to Gaussian Process

X, Y DZNFIUTAINER : 2F ¥ %/, Max time lag Inputs = 2, Max time

lag Outputs=3 DIGH AR LT\ D. AT OFRIX Max time lag Inputs = 10, Max
time lag Outputs= 10 & %€ L7=. T — X ORMEORER & LTI/ Wi e 7e
EDISEM SN T H ORI ENTHDEHEANEZ .

TV UETADREET MUICH T > THEE LIZDIE, ER0E0ET~
TOEVHENGET MELRWATHD. PIHRFI 2o R 2ET M
Kt gizb 25, BENPKESSHBE TET MERARAETH 7. ZDK
AT > - DIZFERRE DO RN T o 72, & AR RAS T Y 0E
TMUEZE L THZ D=7 OHMAPRI W ENEL, BEOMLERDH 7.
BOER 7eftam & L CIE, ARWUFIEO R Z S o@IUTm R MR O &b Z
FrE TITHo TN D,

Wt U v 70 BIEEICOW QITEREHINRE 2 E2 & L, B H—
R ETTHMINZ S THAMEETALEE LTWb. Bz, Ao FEEghR
ILEEOFA R AIRETH 5.
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AEREEICEEH L 7 R ROREEH EMEIL, FAAOEKEE P OENS
W Rk OB R & B EERR 2B A TR R E D ERR T — X ISV
TN EAEDE I EE AW, AR TCHEA LR Y 7 by TR
ASCMO Th 5. T XTO#HHE % Verd.10SPL TiT-o7-.

i Top dead center(TDC)
Cylinder _  Displacement
volume T Number of cylinder

' Bottom dead center(BDC)

Engine Speed,
Throttle position,
Cam timing,
..., €tc.

” Standard air
(101 3kPA, 20deg )
Charging Efficiency Air mass [g]
(in cylinder)

Standard air mass [g]
(in cylinder)

Fig. 2.3 Diffinition of charging efficiency

Fig.2.3 |Z/R" T & 9 ICFRIENRIT, FNICIKA LT EROE B4 TIRRAE
(1.298L / 4 &5 = 0.325L) % 5 b 5 I #EZ25(20°C, latm)D'E & CIEHML L7l T
H5.
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2.3 EBREEHSHIUHREMT—F

REREE T — 2%, PR E 13L, 4 RBOAENSLVTHA I v T A 5
BTV Db G L. =V ORKR Y AT AOME % Fig.2.4
(R

Throttle Position

— —— Intake Valve
{f Sensor §
Gam A S I r==- Spark Plug
P
Air Duct am Angle Sensor - = Exhaust Valve
Surge Tank d
Intake Wi ! Exhaust
—'J LL Manifold w,"\ ﬁ _Manifold
Throttle
Valve
Fuel Injector
Air Flow Direction > Cylinder - -+~

Crank Angle Sensor - ==

o

Crank Shaft [ :

Fig. 2.4 Engine system diagram

T X NI LRR SN ZERIE, Ary NSV T EB LT —UF T
WIZAT D, —T % 7 NOZERIE, 77 > 7 ORRIZHEE L BT %
WK ASNVTZB LT Y EARNICHAT S, TN, U UFRICiAL
7228 KUT T U A NICEEEES S DB EIRE L TRIEAKIZ K W IREET 5.
PREER O H AXIE U< 7 T v 7 BRI R L“CF#FJF%?‘%EF%/VV?‘%E U CHE
KEICHE S0, PR A O biLiE e & & L TRRICH .

FEHE T VIR AZZ R EREE (DA, RMARKEEFLT) E7 v E Lz,
PERRBATOINNET O, FELRENWI NTA—ZTRIND. ZOFK
E@%ﬁ*ﬁﬂﬁ%%ﬂfé%ﬁ%b<,%E%ﬁ%w%hé Z OHEEITY
G RACIUH FRERIC L v IThbid. BERMICIE, BKRDXAF
RAERBLT-MEET LIC AFS*?D77/7%*IZ/47L%)%U\TH+ INbHxTrY
VIR IR E DL DR UYL DEFICL RIS~y T E O TEEA
EN, BFHBEA—H—RNTREES LT 5E2]
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AT L7 2 O4RIT Table 22 B LY 2310507, #HEerL
DOYERRIZIE, FEEREZETAVOHII(BEE)E LT, =0V VAR A 1
v MVBHEE, B AZA I T ATIGRIAER)E LT v 2SR L LT

Table 2.2 Specification of the 4-cylinder gasoline engine (For section 3)

Displaced volume 1.3L

Bore 89mm
Stroke 100mm
Compression Ratio 13.0
Ignition under 1—3—4-—2

Table 2.3 Specification of the 4-cylinder gasoline engine (For section 4)

Displaced volume 1.997L

Bore 83.5mm
Stroke 91.2mm
Compression Ratio 13.0
Ignition under 1—-3—4-2
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$£538 HREmMT—SZEAURL

3.1 UHIC

BUEDT L D ORIFETIE, [ENOZEROBREHRT 5 2 LN B L jiE
TR~ ZOWAZERET L E LTIE, NREE 2 eI B2 < Cap
FHLTWAZENZV. L LERHRRE IS LT €7 L 0% 5 - T8
(3, ERSLRIZ LY ZRFH 2S5, £ OROMEHET VEEA LD
k j% Z‘_ TV 6 [19,20,21,22,28].

RIETIIEFORBRER T — & 2T, METT L E2ERT 5. EATNE
B TR B W TR EBHEE T T LB T 5 0 WMEET 5. 3.2 i TIE, #ix
REEEEOT — 2 OIERER & L CTOENEDIREOMFEZIT 5. 33 Hi CliREsk
IO LT HEE RN A ST 5 .

3.2 DEEDRFZES LU BRI TR

AKETIERE LT — NPT AN F ThoT2 1, RERHEM 5
B LT =2 Z2HWTIT) 2 & LRE L. RO THCCHRIERH
RRLBEEOFEOBRT, MEHEDOT —F DR IITENLEFNL—E LW, 0D
T2 O T VKT RTINS T T U o 71282 &V ) B ICEREE T,
F =B Doy E R LT S BR8] 5w G L2 B K L O
WA DT — % % Figl1 21, £, TOBICHEH LA H4 % Tabled.1 (2
~LTz.
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Vspe[km/

nefrpm]

tps[%]

avta[deg CA

CE[-]

40 '
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02 4
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Fig. 3.1 Vehicle data for GP

Table 3.1 The name of preprocessing parameter

Parameter Name [unit]
Vspe Vehicle Speed [km/h]
ne Engine Speed [rpm]
tps Throttle Position [%]
avta Cam Timing of Intake Valve
(avta_ex) (Cam Timing of Exhaust Valve)
[deg. of Crank Angle (deg.CA)]
CE,ce Charging Efficiency [-]
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7 E 515X Fig.3.2 @ Casel & Case2 “C‘%é Casel |TET V& —ER T
AIERIETH D, itﬂl Case2 , ARWFZECRET DT — % DY A
HIFiE R T OFETITE AL E&@ ANVTCT— 2 ZfEa S, A
TRUCHRARD.

BERDINFET — % ORERE % Fig.3.2 D Casel |ZoRd. £ 7-12RT 5 T —
2 ORI [FIX Case2 (27”3, Casel, 2% SHLHIT — 2 DE &N,
A CAZ72 D K 9 \CF#E L7z, Casel (3 b —ERF] OEERST— & 28] 0 B v F
T —% T 5. 0 OEKORRINT — X EfMaE AT —% & Liz. Case2 |34
E3 1000 o7 —& Thiu, &K% 10 5% LT 100 T Sl Le T —
Z e —OMIX L THEG, oD 500 AFIMT—4%, %0 ZREEHT —% &
L7z.

Training data Testdata [

=~

Case? | Wﬁﬁm 'm

Fig. 3.2 The way of data separation

T

Z ZTO Casel [ IR FEDOIR D IAHLFIETHH Z L)vb, Case2 & g7 %
%5 L L= BAL R I R T 5T — Z DEIE AT - 72 Case2 IO\ T,
Casel & DHETEREE DENIRTIUZ W LT=T7 — X & FE A LT- Case2 D FEDA
ThEN e TX 5. Table 3.2 12 GP TOFHE LM% 77,
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CEI-

0.9
0.8
0.7
0.6

0.4
0.3
0.2
0.1

Table 3.2 The parameter of GP calculation’s parameter setting

Name Parameter Setting

Kernel as subset size 50

Number of Iteration 100

Minimum Time Lag Inputs/ | 0,1

Outputs

Max Time Lag Inputs / [10,10]

Outputs
___ CE
— CE of casel for predicted data (running)
7 CE of case2 for predicted data (running)

20 40 60 80 100

Time [sec]
Fig. 3.3 Comparison of prediction for vehicle running behavior
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CE

——  CE of casel for predicted data (No load behavior)

0.9 CE of case2 for predicted data (No load behavior)

0.8
0.7
0.6
CE[-]
0.4
0.3

0.1

0 3 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45

Time [sec]
Fig. 3.4 Comparison of prediction for vehicle no-load behavior

THITEH 0 L MEARDIREE) &, Hl 0L ki s TETIREE
D2 ODHEMT =LA LT, wmXPTIIERE LT, TERHEK) & I3R
W7 — 2P O—EXMZRE LI, BIZ ETES) L eWEiT a2 fEd. £72,
DEPESENG ) (X T AR ST & ERT D, Z O, AN EE & AT
DNTIUT S ER - WD 2 DOFEWPFEET D.

Fig.3.3 I EATHIR O HEERE SR CE 27~ 3. MGEHEMEE S L < 1% True Value
EHRT) AREE LS EHBE LTS, £7-, Casel OREkE & Case2 f2 R LD
RTINSV ZORRERP O FIEOZRYL A RETE S, HIZ, Figdd 12
XA IR OHEERE R 2R, T — X2 0~25 BREICEREEAE T
W5,

ZOMEBTIE, BETOEMEEHEEIC)O VNS D Z L E2ERTED. £i24
B HER TE 2D, T—HDIEH X DRI VIEEEBIZ X TIEL o &
MBHED RN ETHD. MEROHEIRIITAE D GP OFEFHET VN H NI HERE
LBWREEREF S TWAT—INEENTNDHOTIE W nEEZ NS, K
BT, MEKZEC LTEMIEEZ{T> T <.
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3.3 REHZEPULAREmT —5OFEICONT

AETIIMERZHESC LIEGEIL, BEFETAVORBERED X 5 IZEB{LT 5
WERGELTZ. BIET — 2 XN ETOT =2 Ohns 7 U F Mt Lz
DERANTEY, FEfEEOR— Bl CRAR RIS LT —% & L.
MEKIZ10THD.

EFIVOBREE T 5 72D OF R R R2 231 K& LTHWTE
D, EEORIET — X OEBEIZKTT D00 E BT KT DOt &R

[36,37,38]

R2
Coefficient of Determination

n

2
z (yi,predictive - yi,true)

R2=1—id e (3'1)

Zn: (yi,measure - yi,true)

i=1

yi, predictive - ?&Eﬂﬁ, yi,true : /E\{ﬁ

yi,true : /E\'T@@Ilzi‘@

n CET —Z DK

CNE CORITHIECIIHEFET VORBEIL RROIEENEThH - 7. Kifsh
TIX ISz, FExERZE, BEERFZEOS ZIZIEV RMSE O 2 2817 5.
MEICE LTI PR L 2IcE Z -,

RAEDER &I, iR =H#TCH —EETHD. ZOHEMHEEE
& DEEHRFAESCHRREZE L WV ). ARG Cldm v ¥ VA ORI T —
X OfFFTCR.2) T RITHERALZMEHTHZ & & Lz, BRI, =Y
VIRHTICIR W TR T — 2 235 Z & 232 <, AIF(ZERREL, Airl fuel ratio)
EIRELT 57D THD. HEREDH LT 14.711.5(E10%) OHIFHNIZIN E
DT EBHEREES I, REOHERT ARy DEE T ERBEMERE & HAE T 5 72 DI
EIACY QAT
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MAIF  RALKFE 7 & OBREL 2 225 CRABE S B 7= 20 A Rl 3 2 Bk BRI 35 1T
HERBEDERIZ, EREBEAZREVEE CEH--EB Rk TETHD. AF (m—_ 1
7) RLAFR L HRENS.

FFRRZE D
xRt = (HEEE -5 ~ (EfH) x100 [%]------ (3.2)
EHAT 5.

RMSE (Root Mean Square Error)

n 2
\/z (yi,predictive - yi,true)
RMSE = /=

n

Table3.3 TiZ R%, RMSE %, & Bl (Worst value) & f%% i (Integration value) (2
DNWTRLTWD., REMEEEREL I CORTEB &1, =Y obiE
IZ LD HIBHAEZH] > TV D20 Th D, TOEAE, §lfs AT L0ET Y
VI ETDHEECERT T VAT A %Xﬂ/%Wﬁ@ﬁﬂ%kaﬁék%
ZT1-. ZZ T, BEIHEOEIEREICKNE T VUM EHIET 5 2 LICEHR
L7z, HIEOBIZIT BAEMEIC S U CHIERS & LC PID g, Hl#Exgs LT
ZTIEEFATY ML) BT 4 — Ry 7 2R L THlEZ RO TV D &R
LT, I E OB BALS ATRE & 722 5 OITREEN 72 5~ <KL, BERIED
N ROBFBEEZRTH D72 D GFE L,

5 fnf E I no-load behavior, A21T7E k(X running behavior & L7-. A& 3.2

Tt L7= Tk L [FIREIZ Casel & Case2 D FIETHEEL TW 5. iy 7e T —
[E/H725 Case 1 TH Y, xt LTI ARICEINr L7 —Z{EH728 Case2 TH 5.t
DT80, WMEFDFETHREMIL E BICFESEIZ Lz, £72lE OFEIZF U
RRHDHZ L bERTSH.
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Table 3.3 Comparison of CE in prediction and original data

{Result of Coefficient of Determination (N=10)}

DATA NO | The way of training data behavior R2 RMSE Worst value[%] | Integration value[% s]
no-load 0.97 0.01 9.82 54.57
Casel -
1015 Running 0.99 0.02 42.28 164.30
Case? no-lofa\d 0.00 0.02 16.44 469.59
Running 0.97 0.03 80.50 2085.15
Casel no-lofad 0.83 0.02 70.30 1480.15
1037 Running 0.98 0.03 45.56 150.91
Case? no-Iofad 0.92 0.01 48.92 439.55
Running 0.99 0.02 56.12 105.22
Casel no—lo?\d 0.33 0.02 74.47 1101.49
1307 Running 0.96 0.02 82.40 1206.29
Case? no—logd 0.83 0.01 13.38 210.98
Running 0.32 0.12 110.70 836.14
Casel no-logd 0.44 0.04 39.93 3649.23
1335 Running 0.98 0.01 43.82 812.38
Case? no-lo_ad 0.88 0.01 42.43 405.46
Running 0.81 0.06 46.03 158.12
Casel no-logd 0.98 0.01 30.19 239.83
1355 Running 0.96 0.11 23.65 1121.08
Case? no-lo.ad 0.77 0.06 59.63 689.26
Running 1.00 0.05 98.52 84.95
Casel no-lofad 0.00 0.21 160.11 8040.52
1435 Running 0.00 18.70 301477.91 109762.56
Case? no-Io'ad 0.00 0.14 24.41 4838.92
Running 0.95 0.03 35.67 751.27
no-load 0.73 0.04 100.91 128.11
Casel -
1500 Running 0.99 0.02 21.66 60.89
Case? no-Io_ad 0.87 0.02 21.37 39.88
Running 0.98 0.02 39.92 32.60
no-load 0.65 0.00 2.75 8.67
Casel -
1530 Running 0.97 0.02 118.60 597.64
Case? no—lo_ad 0.82 0.03 33.93 207.96
Running 0.96 0.02 95.72 625.80
no-load 0.95 0.00 6.80 25.31
Casel -
1605 Running 0.97 0.03 13.50 801.58
Case? no-lo_ad 0.05 0.01 34.05 143.21
Running 0.92 0.00 16.90 18.47
Casel no-logd 0.57 0.03 67.05 756.06
1650 Running 0.63 0.09 132.26 7704.52
Case? no-lo_ad 0.70 0.04 63.02 186.01
Running 0.97 0.06 67.24 497.58
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Table 3.3 % fRAEF % . Table 3.3 ™ DATA_NO (% 1000[sec] 27> & il 5 Rilt: D
T —H Z V4 HERT 5. The way of Training data 1% Casel, Case2 D7 — & D
B0 AL ik fe . AR & A TR O XAy & L, £ Eho R%, RMSE,
BB X ORI Z RO 7. SMEETHY L7277 — % T UL No T E(E 2l
HeEs5.

REEL 10 DRRFEE L7-fERMN 5, Casel, 2 OO FETIHIRET — 2 v iA
BT X0 HEFE T VRO EAEIL, Casel (Z351) 5 MEATTREIKIL R? 23 0.64,
AITHEEIE 0.84. F 72, Case2 (LZFNE41 058, 089 TH-o7z. LALLM S Casel
& Case2 D RIICERITIRNEEZ LN LD TIREFEDOZSEIRENT. &
I, AR O EHHEE TIIHFHEEET L ZE Db OB Y S/ &
AVHIBA L7z (Table 3.3 123431F % 1435 O Ff3l). kT — & O RP=0 (ZHr\V Ml 779
RERFHRIFIEBICEFHRZZ < FATHLIENRBERLDND.

% T Case2 ODHMEICHOWTHHERT D&, RonT —% THEOHE
FEEAZMET 2T NVEBET L HEE LT EORRMBI S icaB LT 1
OMIE LBICHEET 2ARAFIEIE ThH o=, 7272, UIWH LT —2 Rz
PUOFEGE I LIZRR D EbHERITE S BIAEHO CEREFH L TWD
P41 Casel, Case2 & HIZ REAE < F 5Tz, LavL CEDZEE N2 &,
AR TH LI L EA I T EOFEINFREE OS2 72 2R 2358
D7H Case2 D FREME mEVY. Z DT OREE D 10 DH T Case2 D#EEHET /L
FEAS Casel LV EWEALAELTCLEY ZENEZLND.

R?1% 1, RMSE (% 0 ICEWF EICHRFET LV OHEBEREWE Sbhs.
DATA NO.73 Table 3.3 12317 % 1500 123\ T R°=0.98, A HfH =39.92 Th -
7=. AT < 1530 (Table 3.3)i% R*= 0.96, #EfE = 9572 L 72> T 5. 1FIEF
U RETh> THRKEMEICOWVEEN DN S, & 51T 1605(Table 3.3)Tik, R =
0.92 DR ICHEME = 16.90, 1650(Table 3.3) TiX R?=0.97, A HEfH =67.24 ThH
5. U bE2BI0OF =205 REAEITIUTREMEMEL 225 & W o mIE R %
. ET, HEFE T VO L HXFRETH DB T LD —
BLTWRWZ EERLTWD. BLEND, FAXFRZESHERFAZIC LV RD T
FeBEAE - AR 2 FRAEICE - TEEZEMICER T 5.
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3.4 BPE(CkBREE

Table3.3 CIIEBEMNCHER ZIT o 7203, BIES L k= & ORERMEIC SV
T A CHERT 5. MRS ORI, MElhIC CE & Lz, AT —
F (AT —2) MOMATET VElEFR LT =2 DoaE 5 Z LItk T, &
ATCIRRE T & 5 0 &Rt L7z Res738),
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PredictionError(ABS)[%]
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0 ' L W

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
CE[]
(2)1530 ; casel with no-load-behavior

Fig. 3.5 Subplot of prediction error and CE in dataset 1530
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Fig. 3.5 Subplot of prediction error and CE in dataset 1530 (Cont.)
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Fig. 3.5 Subplot of prediction error and CE in dataset 1530 (Cont.)

R21Z, LISETIUTHEE T A OREREWZ & 2R3, Fig.3.5 Tix 1530 7
— X T YL DS AT MR LT 5. Table3.3(a) ITMEARFEED R? 1, 0.65 &=
RN S bR EEIL 275 I E > TV =, (b) ICBWTIZ R L, 097 &
WY 1186 THDH. T—HaME) ZEBFRNEEZBNDHH, R
(X ERR 7 IR E S I LT LB B A RN D L AR

ZOX I BRERITITZCEDEN 0.1~02f1 i THDH & Ay MART T gD
Rt 2 BT 20N H D . CEN 020 N TIIREDL T oMM 2360 % — 5T,
CE 13 02 Bl LT/ 2 LHEREN GG 725, 0.4~0.6 LAEDFHRRAZE 2 MGRES
% & HIE £ 10%D FEIICINE - TWD 2 E 3o 7z, FHE CE ORRE D i
R EN D HEEIT 2 OFPHIC 2 D DT ARV EHERIT 5.

41



100

N
80 |

60

40

30

PredictionError(ABS)[%]

10 [

CE[]
(@) 1605; casel no-load-behavior

100

ol

70

60

PredictionError(ABS)[%]

0 02 04 06 08 1

CE[]
(b) 1605 ; casel running behavior
Fig. 3.6 Subplot of prediction error and CE in dataset 1605
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Fig. 3.6 Subplot of prediction error and CE in dataset 1605 (Cont.)
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Fig. 3.6 Subplot of prediction error and CE in dataset 1605 (Cont.)
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DEIT 1605 DT — & T YU OWN T Z iR+ 5. Fig36(c), d) B
V), DL ICRDOEIEE T —Z DONEMBEDb-> T\D Z L BNHEGRTE Iy
—ATHD. T—HAENENZENETNVORBEEEmDD Z LTSI
LEZLNDN, FHEHETLOEETH S REA(C), (d) OHAIET —F Bk
DL Ipinoiz.

MEFET VORI & U CREEZT I TE 9, RR DRE &b ME
R L ERLTWASEKREITHS. Ak 1530 DF — % T ~ULTlx, R?I3#H
M7 IR & 13T L S ARV eIz, AT — X 12103 — Tl (e),
(f) D 8F— 3 R &, BTN ZENREBI L TS, ANT— 2T
BEC 7 A VX 2T D FIC LY, BB TIRHIBrE 9 R OfGHEE 2 &
LR T L AT REERH D .

AT Table.3.3 O CAMRGET — & H, #HEtET /L0 RIEIZE r 3% < ik
EHEFEEZRLTCND 1435 DT — X 7 ~YLIZ- DWW T Fig.3.7 IZ CTHERT 5.
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Fig. 3.7 Subplot of prediction error and CE in dataset 1435
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Fig. 3.7 Subplot of prediction error and CE in dataset 1435 (Cont.)
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Fig.3.7 DI RZHERT 5 &, =2 VU OKEN D CE DIRHEE & I HUTGE
F 225 U CHARGE T KX Wb ORE TN TS, CE 2 0 DERIC
RAEL TV D ARKIRREDOHEXHEIE A I = XA IAEIC BT 22 & B 2 5.
e BITRBN D EFER & TR H DAL Z VTS L, 2
ITEEOKENOELRDELRM S CE TIXRVMENE ENTVDD TRV
LEZTVWAENLTHS. 20 EEDOLRIENOZLOERZM 5 CE Ttk
Wl EBZDUEDT — 2 BB NTHUMK E Leb D% Figd8 & Lz, =
AT 1435 DT —5 T~ Fig37(0)F LU () ZHERLIZHDOTH S,

Z ® Fig.3.8(a) CTix CE 2% 0.2~0.7 ZH.LIZHEE L TV A0S BB 3 D 5F
R ROBATPHER TE 7. £2FANKO)TE, H¥bH5HKE L TEY —#i
BELTELPHRAEL TV, TRLOEEEIL, Wb RRBE < HTW
DT =BT YLV TR D0 TCTHh oo, HEREHR S LT, BEICDO- LD
W et PEENATTET, fERE L TCCEDHEEEMNET REZRLTL
FOHNCHZDDTIHRVDEHR LTS, DF D 7kt T AERIC
VBT — A NREL, HiEEThH S RRBET LET L E LTl VE
DHTLESTZOTIEHARWNEE XD, LLEOHMRAZFERNIANTLHT —F )
S RS HED—2E LT, LPF OEZHFRF U Y7 o 7 CHANTER
ETE D& REILRE e LT B0
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Fig. 3.8 Focus of Subplot of prediction error and CE in dataset 1435
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3.5 MRESTETIVOHEREERINIEREE

AEHTIIZ VU OWRET MIEBWT, LPF (2 X 2HEEHSE ~0 2T
T5., TUVVORERRICEYIAENTZ2ERIE, Ay BT ORR BN
NT ORI A 2> 7 THEEECELL, AN E COERMME EmkICHET 5 2
EIEEELWEL UL, chETOMAIC LA ROBEE 1 RN
Tl 5 2 ENHRE T d 5 Z & Ao T 2 BOAM s fmiets 1. oo 941, Z- ik
THEDIIT LRENDBZ HFEZRY ANDLMENDD EF 27~ 351 HTIX
T =2 O FNEM 2 E L S TR A R LT, Fii T 352 8Tl FFT 2
TR E DT 24T > 72, £72, 35381 Tl LPF Z W =iiatE 2o
DOWeR & T o712, 35AETIIZ VY7 o T Bb SET2R a2 it LTz,

3.5.1 F—HORNBEAMDOEEZITOIIRE

ANF =5 DO AHBIAC, Sy RO LT &b 5 A0 BBl & ORI
EOWIRE T T, EHBIE, FHOH Y B L7 & & KHRETICEA LT GP
CHERIE & TR LT

Case2 D F{ETH H ANI17— % 30[sec] THALIZE, 30[sec]d 22 WK LT 1 o4k
X A Sz, Table.3.4 12 % L= EIfE# & L 10+ 20+ 30 - 60 - 80 - 100[sec]
T LI T —# B E S BGET — 2SS, HEREEZRD. o
DOIE, H o7V > ZEEIEOT U H 0.01[sec] & L7-.

Table 3.4 Comparison of prediction for separation time in dataset
(Sampling: 0.01sec, Max Time Lag=2)

Separation
) 10 20 30 60 80 100
time[sec]
Worst Value
62.6 51.5 40.8 54.4 78.8 81.4
[%]
Integration
180.7 72.7 296.0 532.2 523.0 687.4
Value [% s]
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FERIE 10 20 - 30[sec] T LT EIT B & — HEEMEIZAN T L7223, 4 E1E
23 60 + 80 - 100[sec] & HEANT 5 & FAZED F A & BN 3 D 25 A B v 7.

Zo 7Y v 7E LPE O X9 e RiamiserE 2 R o Z E R S TV D,
L UEBRO LPF TR E 4 E 6, BRI T & ORp 2B E 2 7Rkl
7o TV D, FEEMITREME & HFl3°, 20[sec]®EiC 72.73[% s] & Kkl 303
FLoHI7=725 30[sec] LAREHEEI L T\ o7z, BLENS T —2 O5E I 5575
B Z SIS b Ao, DEEMEOLONRREICEZDIWELFE 2D L%
2 6N5. HEFEEIIAT —2 7Lk LT, 30[sec] L ZANAZHEN KRS i
B DAL K IMZ D AR N D2, T2 LARS TIEH D —EDESD
T —X T2 100[sec] Z B L, 4T CTUdD CRMFTT 2 72 4 BENL TiRaEE &
L.
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3.5.2 Max Time Lag DSELLE

WIZATIT — X ORFEFHE T VB, Max Time Lag =0, 2 (3 k) & Max Time

Lag=10 (11 R) & &% &, HHE T 5 SCENEL & 2 7% L CH# L=,

e CE Prediction 0

- 35

s \/SPE
O T T T T T T T T T '5
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
(@) Max Time Lag=0 SCENE-1
1 - - 25
0.9 - e CE

e CE Prediction 0
s \/S D

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90

(b) Max Time Lag=0 SCENE-2
Fig. 3.9 Comparison of prediction for Max Time Lag
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wme CE Prediction 2
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s \/SDE
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(c) Max Time Lag=2 SCENE-1
1 - 25
0.9 - ——CE

== CE Prediction 2
e \/SPE

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 % 100
(d) Max TimelLag=2 SCENE-2
Fig 3.9 Comparison of prediction for Max Time Lag (Cont.)
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Fig 3.9 Comparison of prediction for Max Time Lag (Cont.)
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Fig.3.9 ®%-(a)(c)(e) SCENE-1 TIINEEIF DL m DIRFEN TX 7=, Max Time
Lag=2 FEIFHETE L CW O WNREIN TH Y, X T RABRPHEZR TE 7. JTLDOEFIZ
%L CAREEE ST TR LN D" OB EZ 7B TH 5. BHEITITRL L -FE R,
TOXIREERDELCTCND EBZ TS, 2RI D% (b)(d)(f) SCENE-2 (235
WTWFIDOEMD Max Time Lag T, B o OfEK T L < HEERHE D
THROTWNAEI ERHERTE D, EHICRLE BT TEE 561,
HIMERF IZ B THEE R B IR E S\ E I O W F U B W T H ZE L TR E %
AR TETVWLON 3 ke 11 IRORETH-7Z. TDEE Figdlo T
IACF(Inverse Autocorrelation Function) & FEIEAL 5 3% B CAHBEBIS T — > & B
A SNAEHIT — 22 ER L Carn s T A% 7 ay b LSS
T AREEMR LR a v /5 A LT Fig3.10 (ISR EHCHED S Z
TOETIOT—F R ZT O LT — X EOMHBEFREEE R LD THS.
T —H MO D L BERC L0, G5 L7oMBEREEk A ftfhic & > T 5.
Zoavurs I hrkhdl, TERNEBMEERONERAND ZERAREE 2
5.

Time Dependency Analysis Output ce(@) Training 1 | B )

IAGF(ce(@)
i

Depth of IAGF a5

Fig. 3.10 Result of Inverse Autocorrelation Function

FIRRAETIXFE T2 ET — 2 %2 EOREFRAALOORIETH Y, Fil
2 Z DA% T Input/Output il 2 6D T & 7o, FEEBAEIIIC IR 3 2 fc il 2 HE
TWEE L, ZZ2TIE0 LD 5. 7272, HRFg310 0/ RT LT Lagid 2 &
EZT. D, KEOBIETIXZ O IACF ZHEiE L Lz, 5%, T—XIC
LTI Y 220 Input/Output fE 2 fEsR L T B HEERE 2R L T\ Z &M
TSN =1 Ao
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3.5.3 FFT ZRAWEBERRIHD f#

AETIZ— IR oD DT RARE L E 2 T 5 S 8 ER A
LPF TlElr L7256, HEREZILIZEDO TV OTIERW N EEZD. &
AR O FFO B RIS I T, WA TN T — A XY | L —3dB D
D, K7 — & % FFT AT L CRt AL 7253 B IR E L7= (MATLAB @ B8%% FFT).
AN B Ry 2 bR U CHREE LT, T ORER, HErERE %25 <3 Ebt
ﬁoﬂﬁﬁ%TW®ﬁfiW%hﬁ ITAEMmELTOV o7, HEAMICIE
WHEREHCBWTY AT LADRME A D 120 mmkﬁkﬁﬁ@%é%ﬁﬁmﬁ
#5%%%&@%@&@%%%%%{%5.H%%ﬁ%ﬁ%%&%Fﬁéﬁﬂ\
WA R TCWD . SENIERAEEN ED L 5 2B s 2 F->0n% FFT
THERR L, Bl % ft Tl AN A2 E L TS REERIT - 72F8),

wA&4‘y7®w%mviﬁ&ﬁx&ﬁ%ﬁbi4m4~mm4%ﬁbfw
- MDFRAREII A L Z A X 7 DATMAITIL 0.9[HZ]~4[Hz], 2w RN
Vv a 0E 0.7[HZ]~2.9[Hz]. & L T2 ¥ o mlfizdii 0.6[Hz]~4[Hz]%Z < L C
Wz 2 CHERTE AR O REE Z BAANATVY, 3EFUCTENE U B D K
D OPERMDE R ELA NS b T MEEZBE L LPF Z k0O T o7z,

BWT FFT BT L7 Thb oo P DT —Z 13 ) A ANREL GENDHT-0D
U 2 )LF DRT — AT NV EHEE (MATLAB O B% pwelch) % F VW CHRETE RS
AR L2 RBEBTIE, T ATFOF—nR"—=F 7 v A NESHEE
BEEHL THRESNTEAES X O/ —227 ML (PSD) #EE %K
WHZENTED., ZOBBITIARY MVEEBL L CTEET 5 E— &k&é
[ ARSI OEBE R O>DO T, EEEXMELTEDOR ST EIZT7—

T AT TRERZ T 5. 72 2T aME @ioﬁ/42%€@%

LOVT%E“*&®F%%$%M?6K@ A RS RE L EERE

BTV, T4 E Y TIZEIANIT U R A L=, 1500 LY
1&0@7 2 7L PSD AL & FEki L, 1S7-fE R % Fig.3.11 3 KLU Fig.3.12

[ZR9". FFT fRMT7200 TRt r LD 2 E N CTE Do TR 8 S 5 IV A 0 85
HED Z LN TE B IRETLARE L PSDALERE 2 53512 L 7MW & i 5k & > LPF
PR L, HEERSE OB RE L THE T Y7 v 7 & TRAEL T <

[43/4445,46,47 48]
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Software used for operation: MATLAB 2016b
With Hamming window, Sampling Time: 0.01sec

Fig. 3.11 Amplitude characteristic of explanatory variable
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With Hamming window, Sampling Time: 0.1sec

Fig. 3.12 Amplitude characteristic of explanatory variable
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PSD ALER % Fifi L 7= fE DB Z 21T 9. Fig.3.11 (257 (b)) 1530 (28BS 5 JH
WeH 200[Hz] LARETC, ®miJE ) A XS HER I TS, Ay MUBHE
DRFTIE, FEBEE 16[HZ)LED B 3T — BB EE SR NITE D Tl .
PERM DT 2 H A 2 v 7 DIKF1E 30~50[HZ]MIC B D & 5 /L A ) A XL
MHIND Z LD TE LW & D DA L.

V7Y TR ERILR U, A A RRGE L7 Fig.3.1212 13 77U 77 0.1 sec]
D> PSD DEEFE R A ALY TRT. &2 Tl Figdll 1 EBEER AT hL
NZHNT, /A XIHENTLEY. QCLUUBROEEDOY 7Y 7 TClE, &
DIZ A AN 720 Figl3.ll O X9 RBER AR M EGH Z &KL
Wiz, LA LPF OFEREIL 0.1 £ THi & L TaMREL T\ 2 & & L.
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3.5.4 LPF Z@RULRETET IV OHTEREL B HREE

AETIE PSD AUEE U 7= HEWT ] iR DA oD JE A 2 A1 & 2 Tl 72 & O RREHE
ICRIHT 2 Z & 2&HHICE & LPF 2 W T/ A Rk S 872548 ORGE L
L7z, HAOZE K OSAZAS A LPF TRUELL, 2 b DEEIFT —2 & LT
FEXGEFHHNCOWTHET S, =P DEF—FIL FFT 2000F 5 & 25
DR RNy %G ATV, LPF ALBRZ Ji U]/ A X 2380 5 T 4 52
M3 5. Fig.3.13 121X LPF 2 F72Bg L oeo A Y 7 — X O Lbig, Table3.5
WZIIREEIZ WX A =2 Ol Z R . iEOT — 2 % 3k (BIfE+iEE 2
->: Max Time Lag Inputs / Outputs=[2,2]) (2 L7-. Z DML IACF &\ 9 KR
T =X OREDO—FETTHMRGEETT O & LHETHERFHVOIL 3 IRTH -7
72O ThD.

0.243
0.2425 -
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CE [ ° CE_LPF
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0.239
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Time [sec]

LPF condition: W/O windowing
Fig. 3.13 Detail of Low Pass Filter Data Plotting
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Table 3.5 Table of GP Simulation Parameters

Name Parameter Setting
Kernel as subset size 50
Number of Iteration 100
Minimum Time Lag 0,1
Inputs / Outputs
Max Time Lag Inputs / [2, 2]
Outputs

Fig.3.14 [ e JE i 45 2 28 (b S 7= LPF 3 A O fE B 273, TS i a2 1k
SHT10-16-20-30- 40[Hz] DA & L7z, A L7223k FE(3.4)~(3.13)
XTH2. HEAKEEEZHE EERVEFHEROMETHE LN LIE5720
IZ1E, LPFREZITHLHIOTIEEE X -, ZEm P OWEROMELR 72
i EC—REBNNEENDTHTHSD. £ 2 TR~ —REND e —

NRAT 4 VEOREEH LT,
K=1- 1 o —— (3.4)
1+ 7/sampling _rate
1
o o e —————————————— 3.5
2rr (3.9
fHL
K: 74 V2155
r : RFEEL
f, SR
ELTWD., ZoXnb
POTT S, 36)
1+7/samp
KL+ 7/samp)= (L4 7/samp)—1 - eeveeeeeereens (3.7)
K(1+f/samp): s (3.8)
samp
K + K(z/samp) = LR (39)

samp
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K-samp+ Kz =7 i, (3]_0)

T(1-K) =K .samp -, (3.11)
L (3.12)
1-K)
“hE
ﬁ:§L®ﬁ~ﬁA¢6kTﬁ®i5K@%T%5
T
f, I e S (3.13)
27 K-samp

ZOEWYRIZ00L T EICHEE LT — 2 Z2RAT D L7 4 VX155 K=05D
&, HEEWTE 1% 15.91=16[HZ] & 72 .

AFFE T T E S A R E L=, Fig.3.14 OFFHRTIX, K& < 2 2,
HEEMR L EMEN R &N b 5. HHTHEPHTE LTIL7~10[sec], &5 —
D% 70~80[sec] DAL Td 5. BT AN £ 2 2k S H 72356 D LPF 2 R ARGE T
HY, JARE 20[Hz], 30[Hz] OEREORKEEFER TOT NN TWSD. 2 2 Tidkk
AEAEAED CE 1%, LPF RABEOEZMHEH LK LT\ b, RIZ LPF Zh R0 HE
TERGEE &L AR T 5.

CE
0.9 4 = CE Prediction LPF 40[Hz]
0.8 - CE Prediction LPF 30[Hz]
0.7 - e CE Prediction LPF 20[Hz]
06 4 e CE Prediction LPF 16[Hz]

e CE Prediction LPF 10[Hz]
0.5

0.4
0.3
0.2
0.1

CE[]

0 lb 2'0 3'0 4'0 E;O éO 7'0 8'0 9'0 160
Time [sec]
LPF condition: W/O windowing
Cutoff frequency with 10, 16, 20, 30,40Hz
Fig. 3.14 Comparison of prediction for LPF effect
(By Case2, Data: 1530, Sampling time:100sec)
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Table 3.6 Comparison prediction error with difference in LPF’s cutoff frequency

(in dataset 1530)

LPF[HZ] 40 30 20 16 10 Original
Worst Value
86.5 120.6 73.7 93.7 102.2 81.4
[%]
Integration
634.3 1394.2 669.4 694.3 902.4 653.4
Value [% s]

Table.3.6 OFEFETIL, LPF T & OFREMR T, —HFEBEMREEHEL RLIZO
(X B HEE 20[Hz] @ LPF OB CToh o 7=. F-idE=0ORBRIEIT LPF OEIC A&
T, LT 650[% s] itk & 2o Tz, KRHEITOMETTIEL 30[Hz] K2,
FEF A 1400[% 5] L < £ TERSTWD. ZORER, [A URE S o MW E 5k
T Z TV LPF o R E

EWTHR L THORESREOELSENAOND.
IR 5 2 L TRAEMER LOHEFMEAET 5 2 Lidf T k.

ZDHEG

DRSS DE, AN 57 — 2 TRTLELIC S HHEISRAES T 70 £ %247 9

MEZRER LTS, 22T, RETH 7Y VI ROEEZREHET 5.
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3.5.5 Y2TJUSIEMOZE{ICDVWTDRET

AETIE, Vo7V RO ET YT TGS E DS Z I X
VEEHETLOHEEM EE2IHS . o) RO (LA YT
Y70, U7 TR OERERES EDH T 7 L— FEIET
SEDUHETHD. ARIETH, 0.01sec] »HHX BTV U TREFIFT
W< & 04fsec] 22 BIE, A XS SR oTe. EDTH X T Y
7V 7 01 ETCHRERNPERROFETH D ERHETEXTOT /A ANEE LR
WA 7 01sec] £ TCTEBMEE LTRET S.

BT TIELPEF DX D 7em — /RAREER RO Z LA LILTND.
L UFEBRO LPF TR R 4% E 6, RS = & Otz B E 2 72kl
725 T\ 5. BIfi CO LPF ORRFET — Z fE R 27832 & 20[Hz] FEIZ 73.7% T
BN SWVHRFRZEDE TIE V. BEICE IR T — X137 VX VLB TH
VIATe T WBEBIGREIC L DERYT — 2 L g o TWH WS 2y g 7y o
THFHNERIZENED L D 728 E T 5000220 TC, dEll7e Gt &2 IRE 1T
Y. EROTOHT a7 CTHSE LCER R Y AT DMZOWTELTHADL. =
DT — X 2 ) T HGEOEYNL, TV 7Y v S ERICK
DIRTESND.

[V 7V 7 Es]

B HEFN IW=UQRT) K0 REREEE S 2 A TWine 2L, [EE
DOEZNCRBIT D ZDEFEITY 7V 7 AME TE Lz &0V v 7 Ui
KLV EBIZHHTES., ZOWET AR MNEEEE WD,
ZOILERDETZDTAFA MNEAMKELY & EWEREER S 2o L X1,
OV TN TEMT YT TR E ) TV T TR DI
BkzAE T 58

KT — X TR L) IZERBEEE AN T — 206 ET 546, A
MIME T NZEOELOFFSFE WLV b EW AR IR 25 AT &
FEWEINZRW. S%OTEE LT, T 27 =20 ED LD I ER K
DEFFOTWENEHREL 7 4 VX & L TEHOBRIZEE L T L.

64



Table 3.7 Comparison of prediction for sampling effect
(Separation time: 100sec, Max Time Lag=2)

(a) Data 1530

Down sampling rate

Worst Value [%]

Integration Value

[s] [%5]
0.01 81.4 653.4
0.02 74.1 589.3
0.04 95.7 1102.9
0.06 123.0 181.1
0.08 79.8 818.5

0.1 75.4 597.3

0.2 93.3 825.4

0.4 73.4 882.3

0.6 119.8 1541.4

(b) Data 1015

Down sampling rate

Worst Value [%]

Integration Value

[s] [%5]
0.01 42.7 985.4
0.02 60.4 901.3
0.04 56.0 724.7
0.06 48.7 617.6
0.08 48.9 686.3

0.1 209.1 226.3

0.2 30.6 654.4

0.4 60.8 694.8

0.6 37.8 634.4
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Table 3.7 Comparison of prediction for sampling effect(Cont.)
(Separation time: 100sec, Max Time Lag=2)
(c) Data 1605

Down sampling rate Integration Value
Worst Value [%]

[s] [%5]
0.01 110.4 887.6
0.02 99.3 706.8
0.04 79.4 58.6
0.06 243.1 790.7
0.08 76.7 596.3

0.1 82.1 809.7

0.2 95.0 752.3

0.4 105.4 1110.2

0.6 151.0 1796.3

Table 3.7 ITITEEHH D 3 DORRINT — 2 OV 7Y o VM A Z L S
A Y. £72 Fig.3.13 TiE, 0027205 06 £T, V7V I EBOEA
A SH B # 1T o7, Fig.3.14 1% 1605 7 — 4% 7~V &2 W3R4T — 2 TRLT-
HLDOTHD.
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Worst
Value
[%0]

Integration
Value
[% 5]

300.0

250.0
200.0
1605 _Worst value of
150.0 control
100.0 - B 1015 Worst value of
control
50.0 - 1530 Worst value of
control
0.0 -
o‘*@
Q\%\
Q.

Sampling time [sec]
(@) The effect comparison worst value of original and down-sampling [%]

2000.0
1800.0
1600.0
1400.0
iy
1200.0 1605 _Integration value of
1000.0 control
800.0 ® 1015 Integration value of
600.0 control
400.0 1530 Integration value of
200.0 control
0.0

D> B B 9 & A e @
& Q.@’ Q.@‘ Q.@ Q?*q’ D EEENCANCEEE
O{\‘%

AN

D

Sampling time [sec]
(b) The effect comparison-integration on value of original and down-sampling [% s]
Fig. 3.15 Comparison of prediction for sampling effect
(Data_No0:1530, 1015, 1605 Separation time: 100sec, Max Time Lag=2)
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CE,
CE of Error

[-]

CE,
CE of Error

[]

0.8

0.8

0.6

0.4

= CE

= CE_Prediction

CE of Error_
(Prediction — CE)

Time [sec]
(a) Sampling : 0.01sec

= CE
= CE_Prediction

= CE of Error_
(Prediction — CE)

Time [sec]
(b) Sampling : 0.04sec
Fig. 3.16 Comparison of prediction for sampling effect in dataset 1605
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0.8

CE,
CE of Error
[-]
0.2
1
0.8
CE,
CE of Error
[-]
-0.2
Fig 3.16

= CE
= CE_Prediction

e CE OF Error_
(Prediction — CE)

Time [sec]
(c) Sampling : 0.08sec

e CE
= CE Prediction

CE of Error_
(Prediction — CE)

Time [sec]
(d) Sampling : 0.1sec

Comparison of prediction for sampling effect in dataset1605 (Cont.)
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e CE

0.8 - —  CE Prediction
CE of Error_
0.6 - (Prediction — CE)
CE,
CE of Error
0 _____ T T WAl L 1 ¥ [V T T n”a' f—
20 40 60 80 100
-0.2
0.4 -
Time [sec]

(e) Sampling : 0.4sec
Fig. 3.16 Comparison of prediction for sampling effect in Dataset1605 (Cont.)

ULORRERIC L T T ) v P EEBET D, CAEEY VT — S0
HEEAITHIT M7= 0, X OICHEEREEE 2 6h 5 177 & 2 2 CE R L 7= 1748491
ZOHHIITILTHS.

[T —% DY 7V 7 JEREIT 0.01[sec] T Y, HEVZEEL CE IC W THEE
B EWFET — 2 DA B o1, ZOFEN@Q)TH Y, HEEMIT 40 BRiE
FTIHIEFICRSHEELTWDZEDDMND. L 40[sec]z Bz -1 5
100[sec] £ TR ENG 72D, 2 THERL X DB 7Y 7 kT
L&, RIUAEEET D &% D 40[sec] & 8 2 7= 0> 5 100[sec] £ TR KGN
w5,

CHTSCRAANC LB AT oo T v B LT v A—v g v ([H5]%)
EBIETIN, XU T CTHIOE SR KN, ¥V YT o T%ROE
2y Iml &T 5 EAHNESOMRITTRG.1YRC ORIz nTE 504,

yoIml=x[Mm]......... (3.14)

fB.L
M: X%V TG A— g Ut
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ZZTOMITEFZRBICHETHY, FHEMEI & TRRIIT — X DFF
DR EARY NIV DEALT D, OFE D —EOEBHNE v EHICE & fib
DA A= TOWERIZAEL TORWEBIICT —20NELDZE03H 5.
BT T TU— PRI T 5L, BRICEET 22T MVEENT
S EEHIETOBMBANEE X DT —227 M VEE (PSD)ICH &SI
HEDIE, MPREL DAV TV INEELMENLALND. (3.15)
(3.16) DX HIZKHLTE D.

X[N] DJEPEELA T FvE X[QLET D L x[n]D AT MVIE X, [Q]
1 v 27K
X, (Q) =— ZX@'WJ ................................. (3.15)

ERED.

Y, () = x[ j:%Mz [Q+2”kj ......... (3.16)

fH L
Q : AJMESOEFE W Q  HI1E 5 O JE I $h

Bzl

oo

ORI 5.

(16 N THRIAIND L HIF T Yo7V 7 ORI 5 REEfEIR O1E 5
X[NZOWTRE M Z &It 7 vfiz@Es e LR L IcRBLT 52 &
MNTEDH. M=2 D5HEIX

x,[n] = {ﬂﬂ N0 M (3.17)

Otherwise

LD,

1%%mm%ﬁ%f%éﬁ?~5ﬁammq@%mmmmﬁék%JMM@
VTV T —ERD, ZORFL—  NEEE LAY T U TEE
THD, y[mLE%E L TGP ZHWTHIET VICE S ZT-.

A ORIERHEER 2T 5. X7 U o F % 0.1[sec] THEMR L 7=
A, Yo7V — R MEF LD TS 2 227 hAniES<. FDT=
DEF EMEDRRAEDERND IR D, ZHTEFUHEOE YT )
7Dz I L B8]
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Table3.6 O 7 — 4% 7~ 1015 T, HAEMEDY 0.1[sec] R DT % bR & BT
PRAFENHTWD, 7 —% U1 1530 CTiE, 0.02,0.08,0.1, 0.4[sec] THEEHE
DERSTWDLONRMERTE S, T—X 7L 1605 ICBWT, EDX T P
TV TIZBNTS /A RMEBNRE MR TE . bo L bRV DIT 0.04[sec]
“CZ?)OK

CHERMEICOWTHEGRAZ T 5. KIT 1015 TH 2RISR MEITIEL 2o
Tw%L%ok%ﬁw@iammwﬁfhotiwmmﬁ%fiﬁma%mqt:
J A AR R A s TE T

1605 DT — % 7L T HKERYT — % (Fig.3.16)D(a) & (d) DItz 35 &
AV 2 F U {E(0.01[sec]) & 0.1sec] & % tb~2% & 40[sec]~50[sec] O I Tix
CE = 0.2 IZHE R THERFFAZE TIX 0.02 FRE OIKIIC 72 » TV D . S BHIZFEIK D (b)
X2(c) Tl 40[sec]~50[sec] DFEIL TIE CE = 0.2 [T LR THaRFAFETIX 0.02 L v
LR EWENEEN, (@) TIH(@) 1EETIZARWA+0.05 DFEAENTER T /-,
HEEAE & BEAEDORFRYT — & 3 L ONExtR 2= (Fig.3.16 |[Zhk CRtdl) #n L7
LR ESCHEBELINC G, RRST — & & B CHER T D i 23 e T
e TIEZ L R ENTWS., VU PFIUMED @) ICHiT 5 &7y v
T DNV 2 o Z DOFRITIFHEEE & BEEO T E A E7ev. L~ L Fig.3.16 (e)
® 0.4[sec] Fpie &, Xy o7V 71%8.16) KL V7Y U THENIAL 73

HIF EHEREENMELS 7o o TWSHAIZH D

L, RS L THWDIZITEIZ & T 7 i EAECRE FLAE o I > 75 2s B fife
ﬁ%ﬁ%%é.A&®%f%Lf5%®%5¢% HEISEB I Lens,
ECTHIKTDZ L ETD. DEDOHRENS, MBDOT—H T ~)LDOFRYT —
AT THEET, T RICE LA T T T OfE B RIS A
NHD. FZOHEETYH, Yo7V o ZEENMDNMED 7 BHEERE LS
F AHFIZH o T,
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3.6 /ME

3 BEHD 3.3.2 Hi COMFHNIFMETT LD 2 E TOFIFIEITIN 2 AR XHFE
ZEHWERHMITH o 72, MEEDRER, XA ZZITFEHEREE & el LTy
DI ERAG I S E S U O S T RE CTh o 7.

1. =Dy TREGLET =X, R o T ) 4 AkanEEnd
LEZ BB 22 CHE G Y T BT, A DR E R
B UHEERE B ORI R T 7=y, BAMER 2 o7 Zhix, #EeT
WERERLT DANIIT — Z ~OIEIFER RN DRSNS, BREERER K V1T,
Z 7Y v 7R LPF 7215 TC 2 10% 0D FH ek iR 26 0 i BH PN L HE RS 2 D
HZEDNEE LD oTe. ETARETHHRREDOGEE S OBRETIT AT 0NHEE
FEE OBRIEI L 22 0o 72

2. X urHrT Y v TEOERFIEIZ KA. LvL 0.4[sec] £V K%
BINLTCLED &, HEBENHLT2EANRH-T-. AV VT AT —ZDH
YTV U TEORENE, HRDITETNSWVETT X2 REL TR X T
Yo7 T EORERE Y LT O OHEEN L D RN mE D, HE
 EFCHREFETAZ Y TUIOHTEL L O ETHRHIN—FD 110 LY /&
VMETH T T o T 5 LHERELESDD Z ENTES.

3. Table3.3(285175 1530 DT — XTI 5 &, ¥ U Y7 U 7= LPF,
T2 RIEM AR L. SR, 2FEBOSRN—FERTHoT. oLk
5T — 2 FCx LA R ORBRCIE 30[sec] bR RH -7, ZHIET—HF D
B0 A AR EFCEYE, FHHEOF Y LR EE2XBETITRFT LA RTH
DULAMEEE L RAHEA R R 5D,
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B4E WLTC £— RZEA U JZiREIE & 514l

4.1 ([FUBHIC

H AR IZRRINIZ Bz 32 & MBOE 232 < MEEIRDMEW & W o e R B B 5. 1
o> JCO8(H A) « US6(CK[H) « NEDC(ERIN) & Vo 7 AT/ 8% — 0 TlE, EBEDOR
AR ESCEBEREDOER NS L. 2T, A—0OETE—FE LT
RTH— ENT=HEN Figdl IZ/RrT WLTC T— FThd. KETHEATS
WLTC &— R &L, fKH - thl - @D 3 T — R0h 2 EEOSHEA2HEE LT
ETE—RTHD. RERH 27T 72 OICEFECTHE L TV D ERRERETE
HY, FENPRIET5E— RIZETE D 2 > Th 5 BB,

ARETIIMEFET VICA NI T —% E L THERATAEE, AU T Ao 1 Rk
BRI 2l —va YV — L TRD-. EEONREREZHMREL LT
2b—3 g3 TES. FNEN WLTC E— R TOREE— RE2 .00, HEE
TNEAER LTz, (HL, RETIIITREAEL 1.997L / 4 K fH = 0499L & LT
L. Fio, —BEMOETTHEDND Z EOZW A ET A E L.
EEOBEHAZEELZ I a2l —ya  flid PV ORERLEZEBLER
RNOBEREDO L I 2 L—r g VEZ KSR E L, B VU OKRE
WL &I, F—="—=T v 7L RPER V7 Z [RIRFICE < HlERRC PR SV
T DZERNPRE NN T ~HRT HHETH L. = VM ERERR DO
FTHHREZ KL RERL/ REEYIZO0T, e L TUIHER~Dfih &
EOOLT /ST BRHNTWND L& DR/ BN/ HERDOFEITET)NT o A TR
F5. FIITRHER SNV T BEIRFIZE K A — N —F » FIRFICIE, BAR Tk
KBRS R E @Y B, 2BHEE TIIRR DAL TRIN O H A M
PR~ LH SN DMK R PR ET D, T oD L) MBSO Z & 4R
LTW5.

4.3 Hild LPF Z 3 L7-HERtE 7 L OHEEREE & A EREEZ 1TV, 4.4 Hild
Yo7 B OB O T O 21T > 7o, FR&&RIZ 45 Hi THRIEM DL
HafTolcdt 2 E M L7, Wb VU OER LRI TEA T
5. R EBEXDHEBOERIT DR LS 2B EIZh Tz > TETREID 220,
P30 B YZEE7340.05 LIN OfEIk & U7c. il & 1 30EH LS 28 L B FIREN)S
TS ET 5. WMEHRIIEC TRIDET2 AZREET 5] &
9 VEERIR AR IS WA AR50 H B2 ENBIRIZA LT HIRE & EF L T-.
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BARBIITITINE « ok 2 3 M O 1T 5 HaITimETH vV, 10 HRREk:
OEFIZIZEFIREES L IXfEE S Wz 5.

4.2 HEZRMEI SFMFDIRS

AREITIE WLTC £— FOE{TT — 4 (Figdl) b Lo LTnaMBel 34
L— g U CIRENEIT O T—FEH SN LW EO FEE— N2 8E L
7e. ZDO7=H WLTC E— F® 600~1200[sec] £ COFIHZ T I = L — a3 |Z
BIFDEHESLM L Lz, 2 T Case2 DFRETH 5 AT —# & 300[sec] D &
THES SH 5. WERIL 700[sec] ~800[sec], 900[sec]~ 1000[sec], 1100[sec]~
1200[sec] T & % . —J7 600[sec]~ 700[sec], 800[sec]~900[sec], 1000[sec]~ 1100[sec]
Thd. BIGTET 2 RICEGHDENELL ZLZHELT, TNZENKR
B 7 — & B A4 100[sec] Z & IZEIL TV D, $EEHET VTR U7 i 285503
Fig.d 1T L. SEFET AMEROFESE /T A —42 % Table 4112777, K
ETOET ML, BRERIZ1IRE RO CE 246 L7723 F Tl 4 X fE5 D F)
EZFEH LT D).

AENTRAEEIC T A RV T A Ry TR AD LB lcEbLTLE DM
WA hololod, TA RV T ANy TWALROVEHETHRIELTE. F£72,
ANTFT =213 1 BRI 2 b—a VOfRSREFER L. #nFh=
THEI h=Zvay VTS D VRGO ERBE L SV T 2 A 2
> 7D IVC FEE(ESER) DRNZESENORHB LZbOEERH L. ZOAD
IZEE72Y R ab—2a VORRERHAT S Z LI Lo T, S Bz
DUDEEEFEIELH N TEL L EZ P
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3000 -
— NE[IPM] == [PS|%0]

2500 -
2000 -
ne[rpm] 1500
|
1000 \ ‘ ’ l
500 ‘ }
O T T T T T T
600 700 800 900 1000 1100 1200
Time [sec]
(@) ne, tps

=  avta = avta_ex

o -

AT L H |

600 700 800 1000 1100 1200

Time [sec]
(b) avta, avta_ex

Fig. 4.1 WLTC mode simulation data for GP of explanatory value
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WLTC &— K ETIXEmETIRBIC L Y, HENXE IR T nET 5
— VMDD AET D, FIREET — % ORI, FEHET A ORSEN
FELLIERTT DI EnEL AT, &AOBRPMITARRFRZEDRE R IL, 100[%]
ERZHLMENEETDIZEbH o7z, 22 TO 100[%] 134T L HREENEWL &
VN9 BT . ARBFZE T LT DA RO BRI 0[%] 732 & IR EE A
BWE WS ERTH D, Tabled.l DT GP DFH 2 i L7-.

Table 4.1 The parameter of GP calculation’s parameter setting

Name Parameter Setting
Kernel as subset size 50
Number of Iteration 100
Minimum Time Lag Inputs 0,1
/ Outputs
Max Time Lag Inputs / [0,0]
Outputs
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4.3 FT—HORERMDEEZITORIRE

AEfEH L7 —Z Fid o> 600[sec]>H 1200[sec]E TE LT\ 572
AEF 600 BREIDOT — 2 1Zxt L T4 300 A& FIT — %, HY 2MEaET — 4
EEND YT, T — 2 U CaEIEOE T 21T, MEET — &% 2 AJ)
UHEE G % B a s L OBEBMEOBEZ W TRGEEZ 1T - 72, B LiRED
FEIRIZ A3 T CToBIRM 22 L, HEERE DM L2k,

3 B THEZE LTz Case2 DIIFHT — & DRELTFIEIZOWT TH D03, mElEH %
30[sec] T H AT 30[sec] T EIZHIHI L C 1 oBE THRAL WD, TOJIET—
2N THFIFET VR L, BEEEHEMBOKZITo7-. #R%E
Table4.2 |27~ L7=. WLTC &— FO{K#FEIE 600[sec] £ Tz &l & L, Z2FIE 1
1330 - 60 - 80 - 100 35 L U8 180[sec] = & 1T EI L THB ST NS, o7 v
7 JEEIEWT D 0.01[sec] & L7z,

Table 4.2 Comparison of prediction for separation time by width
(Data sampling rate: 0.01sec, Separation time: 30/60/80/100/180sec,
Max Time Lag =0

(@) Transient behavior

Transient
Separation time [sec] 30 60 80 100 180
Worst Value [%)] 333 47.4 70.3 28.0 66.8
Integration Value [% s] 21.9 89.6 340.5 87.4 22.1

(b) Steady behavior

Steady
Separation time [sec] 30 60 80 100 180
Worst Value [%] 13.4 37.9 96.3 31.8 39.9
Integration Value [% s] 10.9 73.4 244.8 64.5 9.9
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F9° Tabled.2 [IZHOWTELET L, F—FONEBIC L » THEEREICITER
NdboTz. SEIOWKGHESMTH D Max Time Lag = 0 & 95 &, @JEfEE 7 —
SITHELC 100[sec] ZI7 TIT - o3& i IS i < 5 D7z, B Bk T
1%, 30[sec] WFIZHRIENRA R b i < i\ T 100[sec] FFC IR BTz

TV OMXRREIIBEME CHW T 5 Z LR, TOBRMTERL LV
WBPEEIR BT E10%UUNICINE S Z E R EE L. ARGECHETHZ LT
WERICHEEN ETT2ZERNHHLEZDT, WLTC £T—FD L) iy
FEERE A ZE T 25880 TH RWHEERE Z R TE 5D TRV N ES
2 bivd. LLEORERN GIREFIROHEEREE 2 m LS5 7ol nEiE
100[sec] & L CLAREDIRGEZTT > 7.
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4.4 Max Time Lag DSELLE

ARETIX 3T CHA LI-FEEMY D ECU TOREBLIN4EZETHMALTWD
1 IR Y S 2 L—3 3 Y — )L DTS BT K DR e 7L OHEE RS
EHE L. BTSSRI WLTC £— R E Lz, —BERHOELWETSRE S
AT DR E D O[sec]~600[sec] ¢ Max Time Lag =0, 2 (37k) & Max Time Lag
=10 (11 k)% 5% €, L#Z L 7=, Fig.4.2 (2 IACF CTOEEDOHERR, Fig.4.3 12 Max Time
Lag i# W DOFER AR LTz,

Time Dependency Analysis Output cyl-3_ce Training 1 SHMCE X

A S &

i I 1 L
03 035 04 045 05
eyl-3eelk-1)

Lag of Phase Plot (k)

i I L i |
g n 12 [0 1

Depth of [AGF

Fig. 4.2 Result of Inverse Autocorrelation Function for WLTC mode
(Area: 0 to 600[sec])
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1.2

= CE ECU

= CE Calculation

- CE Prediction Lag 0(AT)

140

~—CE Prediction Lag O(MT) ~— | 120

0.8

0.6

0.4
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- 100

1.2

(@ Max Time Lag=0

140

= CE Calculation
CEECU

e—=\/SPE

- CE Prediction Lag 2(AT)
——CE Prediction Lag 2(MT) __|

- 120
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0.6 -
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0.2

100

80

60

- 40

40

(b) Max Time Lag =2
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1.2 140

— CE Calculation — CE Prediction Lag 10(AT)
1 CEECU —— CE Prediction Lag 10(MT) —+ 120
—Vspe

100

80

60

- 40

20

(c)Max Time Lag = 10

Fig. 4.3 Comparison of prediction for Max Time Lag
(Data sampling rate: 0.01[sec])

Fig.4.2 TiX 3.5.2 fiii & AR B CAEBIRE% D IACF 2l L7z, BIzIX, &
A2 ERIT Time Lag =2 1L [FEZWED ZIKETITI | LVWIEKRTHS.
ZIZ T 3 RETIT) OB BBEDEWHEIET VIMERKR T E 5 & Hislii
Z) % 72 Fig.4.3 ORREET AT 38 XY MT BHLO ] 712 AT Max Time Lag =0, 2,10

BIFsENENOBMEDTEELZEINT S L, TECUDCE] & [ Ialb—
/a/ﬁ%@%%mﬁéca(bﬁ¥®ﬁﬁ%%éuﬁﬁgﬁﬁbfw5:&ﬁ
Hino Tz,

ZOfEIZ AT B L O MT BUZIBWTERDH Y, Max Time Lag = & ITHRGEE L
T< & Max Time Lag = 0 S EMHIHEEMIC LIS 03984 % ¥ 7 2514
MBHID. S HICHHO Vspe = 0 A OFEIKIZIEBWT AT Ej%i@{‘ MT &5 &
HICHEERE DR TE T\, ZOMOMEE THHBELEFICHBNT, MT
HTEX 7 ABRNMEBTE 2N, CEHEREN @M -7z,
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%V C Max Time Lag = 2 DOFi%, 55[sec]~60[sec] D fElk CHuE I 2B m T
CE OHEEMEN 0.11FE EIEL 2o T D . ERA7HE TR 13 Max Time Lag = 0
E & Vspe =0 LIAAOEILIAN TIZERNMTEAE R0 o7, %I Max
Time Lag = 10 BEiX Vspe =0 D5 Tix CE 28 0.2~0.3 BV MEA HEE L TV /-,
AT L CONEOGHENE, BEAE & HEEEOZEITA T T2y, BOERH T Lag = 0,2
2L~ % & 55[sec]~60[sec] D FEIK CRAZED RS T 7=. 70[sec] fHir Tidky
Ralb—va ERNOHEET S CENE, HEELZWEMED CEfEE TER LT
WR2r o7z, Time Lag W R& < 251> T TECUIC LD CEfE] & TbTIC
X% CEfl) %l d 2 & HEERILAEN D 18[sec]riitt = T, IACF IZ X DAHEN K
T EL o TRLNT-. F72 50[sec]n> 5 60[secliZ 2> ) T OHEE fEIR 2 1375 5
DORAE BTV, —JF MT B TIIINEEE IS L 0 #EE RS 7S Time Lag 728 K & <
DI ONERENH TV, BAZENFRFICL DV ErICE LA EBZEDOK
ERHHmTEEEZONS.

PLE XY 3FEE D Max Time Lag @+ THREESH L O b4 720y Max Time Lag =
0 #KRETITERMTS. 7= AT HIZHOWT ZOH THES LD —FEV Y Max
TimeLag=0 (2 >WTHY BT CTHETZ#ED S, 7272 LA IACF UL LT
HEHET VOMERRIZITBETCEX S Z LD, Max Time Lag 2% 0 38 LUV 2 (3K)
DIga DR 2 R ER S THRET L7,
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4.5 LPF ZBERAUHRETET IV OHEEREL BN IEREE

AEITIL LPFIC X D HEERGEE~ DB 2 ffgsd 4 5. 3.5.1 i Tt L 7= 43
KD & - I BRIk & 235 (W 8 e &2 D e L7z, LPF & W TR L
& B DO EIZ LPF % i L 7-B05152 351 2 L [A#kIC 22 B9 Hamming 78
ZEM LTS, Figdd (SR TR OMERM RICOWTHR L& A,
20,30[Hz] 830 TOZEEN 2 MR T 7=, Z D728 LPF % 5 BE MW & 4
10 - 16+ 20 - 30 - 40 - 50[HZ] &% E LT\ 5. fifT 51t % Table.d.3 (2”77 .
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— ne
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BB #[HZ]

Software used for operation: MATLAB 2016b
With Hamming window, Sampling Time: 0.01sec

Fig. 4.4 Amplitude characteristic of explanatory variable on WLTC;600-1200[sec]

Table 4.3 Table of GP Simulation Parameters

Name Parameter Setting
Kernel as subset size 50
Number of Iteration 100
Minimum Time Lag 0,1
Inputs / Outputs
Max Time Lag Inputs / [0,0]
Outputs
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e EE & RREAEC K 5 MRGEE

BN E IR B BT D LPF RO\ T Tabled.d OFEREZMGET 5. HEE
& AV UL OFXERZEE, AU PFIU(LPF 200 ThiaWnT— ) & 4%
JEIREC L DR LR — DT — X H CHEGE L T\ 5.

Table 4.4 Comparison prediction error with difference in LPF’s cutoff frequency
(Separation time: 100sec, Max Time Lag =0)

(@) Transient behavior

Transient -
50 40 30 20 16 10 Original
LPF[HZ]
Worst
24.8 24.8 24.9 25.5 24.9 30.9 28.0
Value[%)]
Integration
119.3 119.0 119.7 118.5 124.0 146.6 87.4
Value[% s]
(b) Steady behavior
Steady .
50 40 30 20 16 10 Original
LPF[HZ]
Worst
37.5 42.6 42.4 40.2 23.7 54.9 318
Value[%)]
Integration
52.9 58.9 58.9 55.8 28.7 120.7 64.5
Value[% s]
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(@) The effect comparison worst value of original and control [%0]
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20 -
0 — T T T T T T
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(b) The effect comparison-integration value of original and control [% s]
Fig. 4.5 Comparison of prediction for LPF in transient behavior
(Separation time: 100sec, Max Time Lag = 0)
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(@) The effect comparison worst value of original and control [%]
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(b) The effect comparison-integration value of original and control [% s]
Fig. 4.6 Comparison of prediction for LPF in steady behavior
(Separation time: 100sec, Max Time Lag = 0)

Fig.4.5 3 X 1V Fig.4.6 Tl Max TimeLag=0 ® 1R CTilEDT — 4 238 S¢
T235A, Sk 7afEm & U CGRIERERTIX 4[%] 2 O i BEAE O K B3 e s
STz, EEEETIIAY O OUEE TS ST LPE b ESL L7228,
16[Hz] WFIZITIRBEIR G Oz, SRICHEEEEO b DI EDOT —& %
FEIFELELD O WTNOEREER CELTLE 92, Max Time Lag =0
& LTS AR AT Dl B W E AR 25 2 LN TE .
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TARMRGEE TIL Max Time Lag = 2 & L CENENOEME A KD, FiRFIT
— B DO FRBEEICB W TE T ZBHENRAEL TN, U LEOFERL Y, o
OB F1T DFEE M L2 MRS DO 7 — 213 IACF MEETHE AT % &
I LTz, BN IACF R EHME CHEET LV AER L, HEERENED DRI
(T MaxTime Lag=0 & L CTHHiERE T 5 Z & 2 HELE 35,

fFEV T MaxTime Lag=2 & L7238 D LPF D& RIZ SV T Figd.7 IZ 5547
It [44.45,46,47 48]

Z22DTime Lag=2 & L7255 O A EER O E DM _EDOEAW

1

CE
08 =————————— —— CE_Prediction LPF 40[Hz]
0.6 CE Prediction without LPF
0.4
CE[-]
0.2 Remee——
0 T T T T T
36.25 37.25 38.25 39.25 40.25 41.25
-0.2
Time[sec]
(@) Steady behavior
1 - __ CE
——  CE_Prediction LPF 40[Hz]
0.8

CE Prediction without LPF

N f(l\\
CELl o4 %" TN
[] 04 \"&—Q::\

Time[sec]
(b) Transient behavior
Fig. 4.7 A Vehicle running data on WLTC
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Fig.4.7(@) CIX LPF 72 LHEE CERNEAED CE L V4D Z & Mk T 7=. LPF
EOTISAE LD S 005 1 EEFEKIISETE LoD, EPEEKIZE
TIFEBNENH -7, F7= Figd.7(b) TIE 18 Bf+IT T LPF 72 LHEE CE MNFEED
CE LV 01 IFEREENFR> TS, LPF 2FIH9 2 & &F fEhk CI3Emic
ITVMEIZHIIE TE TWA Z LD . mEERIZIB W T LPF O R %2 157=.

WA A FEIR OHEFE DIt LD FEAUVMTHONT,

(LPF:40Hz) — (CE:True Value)

R H L RFRYINIIC Figd.8 DT —Z D33 HiLd. it TIXFE D EH e o
ERICANY, RO LTG0 55T 2R AT, G0 3 FEFLUTD 25TH 5.
s LA I T OBBAEEPE LRI TE L S HEEREDS TS,

c B OMEIE LTS & CEDHEE HiE LT 5

B+ (D36.25-41.72[sec]  (252.82-60[sec]
EYE : (314.48-31.99[sec]

1 3000
— CE without LPF
08 —— CE_Prediction LPF40[Hz] 2500
CE_Prediction without LPF
- / — refom
i =i}
g - 1500
CEI1 , VAN “fof“\ AN 4
v W TP / \ - 1000
\ij u \ ¥ Nt |
02 (“"_/".'.‘A—"V - - 500
0 ; ; Lo
10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 %0 100
0.2 -500
Time[sec]

(a) 100[sec] running data
Fig. 4.8 An AT Vehicle running data on WLTC
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tps [%],
avta,
avta_ex

tps [%],
avta,
avta_ex

[-]

80 3000
— tps [%
70 — [?} - 2500
e AVEA_EX [-]
60 [ [rpm] 1
- 2000
50
40 /—— - 1500
7
30 /.- - 1000
20
/ - 500
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0 t—m—0m v — 0
36125 37.25 38.25 39.25 40.25 41.25
-10 -500
Time[sec]
(b) Above:Steady area from 36.25[sec] to 41.72[sec]
Under:52.82[sec] to 60[sec]
80 3000
= tps[%]
70 A — aval[- —
r’/ \ — :vt%_[e]x ][]/ - 2500
60 — he[rpm _—
% /)< \.m — /67% 2000
40 J’]' ,\\ TMVHVJ \su.. 1500
30 - 1000
20
- 500
10 JL[\r"'u—\_\ W A_ g ‘}_n_n\w
O T T T T T T T T
14148 1648 1848 2048 2248 2448 2648 2848 3048
-10 -500
Time[sec]

(c) Transient area from 14.48[sec] to 31.99 [sec]
Fig. 4.8 An AT Vehicle running data on WLTC(Cont.)
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Fig48@Mmxt& L Lz —4DO2ETHD. Figd8b)TiL, SHHEEMNER
EEBEZDHEMDERTDV 2 L 2 U RIThloo T ETREZ 2V, HRE
B3+0.05 LN OFEK & Lz, RK(@C) TR & DI, gL ITEFH N EREL B
THREN SRR Z Dk & LTz,

S HIZT —F BRI D & HF VR

(LPF Z 2> T e CE #EEME) — (LPF:40Hz ALELf% O CE HEEH)
AL TWD., ZOHRTEY 457 iEd L OEEE O ELEIL Tabled5 O
FER D ERIINZ A D ERATHIE~DOREEIT Db T REL, HAFREDF
PNEIETE D X[ TIE5%LANIZIL E V) EH O K[ TrE+20~30%Th 5 &\ 9 ff
ROTFoNT. EERB L OMEREKOHEERER L4 fR C& 2y, Wi
DO Tl ER R &> T2,

Table 4.5 Average for Steady and transient behavior
@ Steady | @ Steady | @ Transient

(Proposed CE without LPF)

— (Proposed CE with LPF) 39.0 56.41 23.24

Average of relative error -29.64 -22.15 -4.44
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4.6 H>TUSIEBMOELICDOWVWTORE

MEHET CE D ATBRIC, T —2 0% o7 ) v VR EE (LS E T,
Yo TN T BB ST B OREEEIC OV TREMER L OBEEMEOER %
Table 4.6, Fig.4.9 3 XU'Fig4.10 (Z/k L7z, I 2 Tl & &% OfEIIZ S\ T
FRAEL TW5D. $EHET VTR IADERICT — X ORI E LT 7Y v 7
JAHA % 2L S B CRMLEL AT\ GP 298 S8, fiR% Frtlont.

Table 4.6 Comparison of prediction for sampling effect;600-1200[sec]
(Separation time: 100sec, Max Time Lag = 0)
(@) Transient behavior

] Integration Value
Data sampling rate[s] Worst Value [%)]
[%5]
0.01 28.0 87.4
0.02 50.1 95.3
0.04 38.1 36.7
0.06 41.5 21.4
0.08 56.5 30.2
0.1 34.1 21.6
0.2 42.0 11.7
0.4 40.6 3.0
0.6 47.8 3.2

(b) Steady behavior

Data sampling rate[s] Worst Value [%] Integration Value
[% s]
0.01 318 64.5
0.02 33.6 35.9
0.04 37.9 21.0
0.06 13.0 8.1
0.08 25.0 111
0.1 63.5 114
0.2 20.8 4.0
0.4 134 19
0.6 18.7 1.3
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Sampling time [sec]
(@ The effect comparison worst value of original and control [%]
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00 -
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‘1111l s__

0.02sec 0.04sec 0.06sec 0.08sec 0.1sec 0.2sec 0.4sec 0.6sec Original

Sampling time [sec]
(b) The effect comparison-integration value of original and control [% s]
Fig. 4.9 Comparison of prediction for down sampling in transient behavior
(Separation time: 100sec, Max Time Lag = 0)
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(@ The effect comparison worst value of original and control [%]
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(b) The effect comparison-integration on value of original and control [% s]
Fig. 4.10 Comparison of prediction for down sampling in steady behavior
(Separation time: 100sec, Max Time Lag = 0)
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Table4.6 (Z1%, WLTC E— RZEST-RERYIT— X O 7 > 7R 2 2k
SHTROFEREZ R LT, FINEEZ 7 7 76 Lizb D% Fig4.9 & Fig.4.10 |2
R LU7-. Figd9 TITBEREEOY 7Y o 710 L H55 5%, Fig.4.10 |3 & & fEc
LHMERTHD.

YT AR OR R E BT D, Figa.9() DB EEEIT Y 7Y o
TRHRERMEL I RH A Y PF D 001sec] LV bEVWEE o772, —F T
Fig.4.10(a) i & fEI D7 — # 1% 0.06[sec]X° 0.4[sec] THIA = & &, FIEAED 13[%)
FRIE & KIE 72005 2 o) B3 /L 5 307z, Fig.4.9, Fig.4.10(b) @ fEI 6 L OVE i 6
B OFREREAEICEI LTI, 0.4[sec]& 0.6[sec]F TH - & HIRLS MR B EEH TV
%.

VU EDOHEFID B LW ET O & O o 2 fEEF L O & ORRED e < E
WA OWITIZRIRN D ST b DD, 1P & E H O 5 BRI & W3 L 72808
HZEINT 5 Z LT L o7e. EFRHENT -2 I2EGENLEGE61E, &
EMEASI 2 G S 7213 ) PRGHREOBEO B EIZAN TR eEL bR
2.

Z%2@Max Time Lag = 0, 2 1Z351F 2 Er)E e HGE O LPF IZ S D HEE KT &
V7Y T EREGE D HE

Fig.4.11(a)(b) T I MW IR E D LPF ([C LD HECHKEE &V 7Y v 7k
BEWTERENREK L TWAS. LPF OF EIZo W THM @)b) T,
10,16,20,30,40,50[Hz] & L 7=. £ 7=[FX(c)(d) (% Max Time Lag=0,2 DX 7 H >
7N T ORI ZATOREFE T VEAER LT TH 5. LU TICB R LR~
5.

Fig.4.11 {21, Max Time Lag i\ ® 0(1KR) B LW 2(3 k) IO\ T LPF 228
IbSETHED@)b), V7V  TEBOZIZONT () d)xzr L. Zhb
EWT L HEERE LR O K RRYIT — % T 5. Fig.4.11(a) Max Time Lag = 0
TIEZN S OFEIIIHEE TE TIXW DA, Bt D 30[sec]mift = T CE X
0L HEE SN TWD. FXKF OB TIZFEEDO CE ZHE L TiIWb
LoD, EFEEED CE T — & %4537 50[sec] <° 80[sec]# 13RI v &< HE
E STV, —J7 Fig4.11(b) ® Max Time Lag = 2 CIXHEEREIILE L TH
<HELNATWDA, 16,20[Hz] M H CE BEEIEWZ &b hhoT-.
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(a) Comparison of prediction difference in LPF’s cutoff frequency Max Time Lag =0
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(b) Comparison of prediction difference in LPF’s cutoff frequency Max Time Lag = 2

Fig. 4.11 Comparison of prediction for WLTC mode running;0-600[sec]
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(d) Comparison of prediction difference for down sampling Max Time Lag = 2

Fig. 4.11 Comparison of prediction for WLTC mode running (Cont.); 0-600[sec]
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F7- Tt s LT Max Time Lag = 2(37k) & L7ZBRICI LPF D AH ¥ % B
TV EHEERBEN DT DM A O T2, 2T R I Ek & HEWTE 5 5
ZRICIZE WO FIHET FRRORXE B2 2546, K Tsec] TH 7V 7Lz
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fi= o @.1)

(41X LV 001sec] TH v TV T LIz VDT —FEHITRDO K HITE
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L E@2): XV 50[Hz &7, HAWIZZENL EOREEOEZITHET S &
EZonb. UbENb@EOT—F 2P HEE LTERT 2BRIZITWTo)E
BEECHOREERAR S D LB XTI DRR.

& 512 Fig.4.11(c)® Max Time Lag = 0 T3 £ DFEE EZ FHINZHH L 72z
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WO JE AT b IRAET — ¥ & B A B HEE BRI AR, AT CE A% 0.1 A
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MTED.
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4.7 IIME

WLTC E— R CTOETRELZBRE LI-HEET VREEEZIT>7=. Max Time
Lag % 02(1 ¥k - 3R) & LI EDT — & 7 E B LHEERE 2 M8 L7=. Max
Time Lag = 0 Z38®R 3 2 7 D3I RBEE O G5 1l CTHEEFEE N/ < 5672,

1. 70 T EMOEIZ OV TUBRITRGET — & O I EES — R < 0
2 B, EEEDS A Y T UEl ’tt&fjtfhgfi%?ﬂi?ﬁ%ﬁ?&)of: Max Time Lag

&E i@%mﬁfﬂﬁ%<WMLt W DB O E A WCIBIE R DINE
WD, EOEBUICTRVEEGHE TV AR L 7oV O A fIBT R & U CRREE A
RHDH k NDLETHD.

2. LPF O TIE, M5 OMEBIZIR DB - 7 b O O EEAE & FERAE O i
i UREMECERB ST Z 38 LTz,

SEE OZIZOWNTORETTIE, &EEZEEIZT 5 L —DDEDORE
T@(Ekm% W2t LIZ o Tz, REEICEIREZ B X, FiLELO FiEN O #
%ﬁﬁkbf@&?x%yﬁ)yﬁ@WF%@ﬁ#é F 7B RO E W T D
FREIELGARIISEEMOFEE L L LT

U baBiE 272 26 0fRNG, SEET VOREZ LT 5701237 —

4 Z & \Z Max Time Lag & fi~_piLEI I L T 7Y 7 é‘fﬂﬁﬁﬁ“é ZEDm
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