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Abstract . Advisor was adopted to define structures and power
trains of parallel plug-in hybrid electric vehicles (PHEVs),
and two PHEV models with different battery electric ranges of
20 km and 60 km were established,

ownership cost models were established on the basis of the

The consumer total

purchase and use cost and compared with conventional
vehicles (CVs) and conventional hybrid wvehicles. Three
scenarios were given about the basic, government subsidies
and high oil price and an analysis was made of the PHEVs’
market competitiveness during 15 years nominal lifecycle,
The results show that in basic scenario, PHEVs do not have
competitiveness; with government subsidies, PHEVs will be
=

competitive after 4 ~ 5 vears’ running; in high oil price
PHEVs will be

scenario with 10% annual growth rate,

competitive after 7—8 vears,
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Bt B S FRERFHNPHREMAENESFIE
MM EEHFEEM. Georg™ SHMELBR T A B
HORBENNAENERLZLMARBRPHIER.
Carla 2V IR THREARESN W ER MR EE,
HER AR A, Mathew ZH R ZIME 150 km &
WEEMNABNFEEBER AR, AR EEMPEL
HRHBRENAMSEFEKR. Yetano T BT AMIE
HRAABEREXEFERAETREMHEIR . &
e FEFGE A BA nER R B A0 B AR AR
MEMARME: ZHEREAMATEME; RESEK
i HE-

BEUEXEBMALRI, HRENWEMER
B X 3 B R GE & 81 51 (plugin hybrid electric
vehicle, PHEV) KT 35 & R 5z A X 3 A9 R E M
ER BEXBERETEEETRERENHABRLK,
MEBAETHEZEMNANEEMRERZEANRS
B ALAB AT H &, FI A Advisor 3 H X
BERGEHMMRTHITHE. SIREEFE. EILE
B AR REA B ARE, A BRT A G
MAHRM=MERTETHESN.

1 PHEV T{E#ER

PHEV il i g 8 2 5 R AE T E S FERI R EEF G
MAMESEREANFBES AN AMEIAEE
B FEE R (charging-depleting mode, CD), B @&
R (charging-sustaining mode,CS) . E M 7 HIE R
P RIERES.
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A 3CE A PHEV20 km #1 PHEV60 km £ 4
BE s A% Chybrid electric vehicle, HEV) 5 &
A ¥R ;5 ZE 48 2! (conventional vehicle, CV) B & 18
EBE%. PHEV REF BB ELEH.

1.2 BXESHS5HERR

AXSETHRETH LERMNLFHEEE
BAFE EEFEFMRETSB.ZSHAREA
0.30, i@ EA N 2. 1 m* RKEHE D R E K 0. 008,
BERED 999 ke, BIEHREN 136 kg, FHRF¥EEF
A0.275 m, FHBSAFHEN 500 W HEBRR:
E"Eﬁﬂiﬂjﬂ'ﬂﬁ] 13 s, FFERBEE 150 km - h™',
50km+* h'mAREE 7.2%,. B NTRERE
CV.HEV %J 0 km,PHEV 43375 20 #1 60 km 7§
R, MBEEWHE G B IKE (state of charge,
SOC)(PHEV E#HH BN K £4 T3 F HEV
% 65%,PHEV % 35%.

1.3 FHREEE

REZEIHFIFE (EPA) X T Chevrolet Volt £
PHEV &8 gt & R . Rig PHEV B gEHEEY
4225 Wh » km™, B FEE B BELUR A F
[ElEtEamMAITER SOCHWEKR.RE 5UEEN
B RE = A LI A B RUEFERER.

1.4 HTIM

AT oA EER BT B S 150 HRE 5T

MW REEHEFBEFRTEMNERE SOC 7

2 PHEV ZF M9
2.1 shhipiEs

ETEZEHEN ANV, i£#FE Saturn
1.9 L#A Prius2004 3% 1.5 L 5@ & ¥ . AH EV
PLUS 89k R X R B MC_PM 49 124
CVHMEZFREHNAENHAIR. CV 2B (FC__
SIOSHOHREN 1.9 L, BAIIEH 95 kW4 800 r »
min ), AXHIEHR 165 N « m(6 000 r » min "), J&
BAM kg. BEHEAN BN . ERADERELN
0. 3125. HEV/PHEV20 km/PHEV60 km % zh #l
(FC_PRUIS_IPN)HIE X 1.5 L. & K E R 43 kW
(4000 r» min™ "), E AHEH 102 N » m(4 000 r -
min ), REN 137 kg. REHEN AU . BAWE
BRELEHR 0.313 9. BN (MC_PM 4D SIEBEHR
288 V. R ATHE R 49 kW (1 700 ~8 750 r -
mn D). EBEAXHSEH 275 N » m(0~1 700 r
min™) ,BEHY 60 kg. REBEH 6K . RAE
FRELEA0.8167. WE HBFERE 1~HB 3
HEV ## ESS_NIMHG6 st . B fithiE R R E A
1 kg, BT ®H 800 W » kg !, thgE® A 40 Wh -
kg ' TN EEER Lk 20. PHEV20 km 5 PHEV60
km % ESS_NIMH45_OVONIC & ith, 84 it i
HRREN 8.4 kg, LEIhE B 393 W - kg ', EhEER S

2B BRFEXABITENLEZR—H#EH. 71W-h-kg " THEGERLHN5.5.
180 120¢ 300¢
= 160 i Nt e - 0.45 2501 %hi
€ 140 4.’,’,/ E 100% []4_ g e £ 2005 : h'ﬁ . 10.95
€ 120 /| € 80 - 150 ‘Y h.o .
o 100 . 035_—" < 100 R“v‘{l \
= 80 \_0.3 ~ = 60p e @ S0 Wz H*‘
<= g L2 = U
= 60 . 025 T ~ = 40t L = i 'ZE 3___- _Tyﬁ_
" 40 . — A = - — = _5“ 0.85 0.9
& A ~ e ———13 Tis i 20} -_ .£' " 2-100F Th% S
20f —I T—— g —ﬂr—H e —;‘*‘_"I- -|5n;’?€i\ 5 ) ).95
" i . 0 -2 : X -
0 2 000 4 000 6 000 5001 tHlU -:lnu Jnml 4 000 :(J” 2 000 4[1UU 6000 8000 9000
RENHLFEH / (r - min-) RO / (r - min-!) HHLEE / (r - min-!)
B 1 Saturn LILKHEDHVHEE @2 Prius 5L KMENSEE B3 PM 49 kEHBySER

Fig.1 Saturn 1.9 L gasoline engine

2.2 sAhBBESEMKL

RIE B AR, 7 LT H PHEV20 km
1 PHEV60 km i h B S A1 FEE 10 2%0 30 A8
AR, 3 F&EiE HEV NS B EMH Prius A 40
MEER. F ADVISOR i BahtE L & &5
HERSHHBESH CV EHNBEINEHR 95
kW;HEV Esh#l &S HEH 67 kW, Bl EF N E

Fig.2

Prius 1.5 L gasoline engine

H 44 kW, BIEREE D 40, ThEH 32 kW, g &
H 1.6 kWh; PHEV20 km Z &l & & E A 61
kW, BB SIhEN 51 kW, dith SR 884 10,14
H33kW,ge@H 6.0 kWh; PHEV60 km % #1#]1
BEMENBEKW. B ESHEN 75 kW, AR
HREEH 30.ThFEHR 99 kW, EERBH 17. 9 kWh.

2.3 Advisor (FEZF S

Fig.3 PM 49 permanent magnet motor
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ASLEIEBRA Advisor B PHEV {F E# 8 (B A& (utility factor, UR) I ESE R ZEFBEEHE
D.ELEXEARFEIBMHS(SAED K(LITII EE BABEBREFARERXTLHNE, #ITEFET
BAREHRMERERERRAEEENRER). XA M 23 ES3RBEeFELER 1. Ea8miTHE
EZEERFEBE T 7Y @I (urban dynamometer  FFHERFE 2, 3|\ UF {E8) PHEV BB ZF L%
driving schedule, UDDS)# 5 #E T &3k Chighway 3.8\ %£% PHEV BiBl L5 R E 4.
fuel economy cycle, HWFET) &AM TR .3 AT B

el FE

o || BT B Hums [

j 2 o [—wﬁ&_ 2L
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Fig.4 PHEYV top-level module
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F1 BAFRAIXME(PCT)RMEF AT
Tab.1 Fuel economy in the partial charge test (PCT)

i i ER st 3t & &R Cv HEV PHEV20 km PHEV60 km
uUDDns 8. 58 7,40 6,70 6,05
PCT it SEMBRMEFE/ (L - 10071 « k™ 1) HWFET 6. 06 5.55 5,37 4,02
E&1R 7.45 6,56 6,10 5. 54

#2 EEFREBMRME(FCT)RAEFHEATF
Tab,2 Electricity economy in the full charge test (FCT)

Wi By R it 3t & CEED cv HEY PHEV20 km PHEV60 km

s UDDS 4.5 1%:-5

U il HWFET 4.0 10.0

) UDDS 23, 36 50, 96

ERiER HWFET 22,40 60, 64
T | UI)Iﬂl‘fq 192, 64 188, 65
BEZFE/(Whekm 1) HWFET 178, 57 164, 91
F&5IR 186. 31 177. 97

UDDS 2.17 2.1z

HEMBEFMYE/ (L 10071 - km™1) HWFET 2.01 1. 86

F5IR 2. 10 2. 00

F3 HAFIRAERB(UF)MER #BBEFEKT

Tab.3 Fuel economies with a consideration of the UF weight

P i By B K 7 B CV  HEV  PHEV20 km PHEVS0 km
- UDDS 0. 24 0,49
UE HWFET 0,23 0. 49
FCT,UF it 8 Unns 5.61 412
HAUFMEESEMMSFEAE/ (L. 10071 « km~1) HWFET 4. 60 3,42
S&TIR 5. 16 3. 81

PR EENBFRE. EALPETEAEMER
3 PHEV EB#EHEMAEMAESR 7 F0 1 A AL 2.
3.1 MEMRA

HBERAARAREERERERAEDRE MERAMEEHEERRA(EERA).E



796 BFAFEZ2HREAXERZ R

Fa#E

BERAMBEAE=Z82EK. HEV 5 CV A% E
WABEUNESAREES A5 LEREKN 701

~80%" . t3 PHEV, Riqit bR MBS Zmhi &
%G B ARG BHRZEMFTEBREFTRA.

Fd4 BEAEHRBEFHEKFIER

Tab.4 Comparison of final fuel economies

0 3% 7 BT cv HEV PHEVZ20 km PHEV&0 km
UDDS 8. 58 7.40 6. 16 5.09
BEYBHRMSFHENKENL 10071« km™1) HWFET 6. 06 5.55 4,98 4.17
F5IR 7.45 6.56 5.63 4. 67
OV aFEESEm/ 1 12 24 37

3.1.1 EBERIEREAAR

B ERERATEHFEMERIBH I ER
A EAMEA BHEA BHEARE FEEEE
5 ANERA MR, AR A ARG Mg E
BRAGMBARE. RETHLERETIME LR
MR A A il 3 £ e P9 5B 377 9] &4 2 4T =103 A
BRI C,=81P+2 968,Cpy=1.652P. &
POCLAZDNEE.Cou hWAEBRENE.P AR
;N J|FEIHE, CV, HEV, PHEV20 km, PHEV60
km B EFDNAGEEREXDRN A EFHHEE
10 948,8 596.8 092,6 160 JT; AEE ARG WA A
156.94,110. 684,100, 772,62. 776 It.

BABINAGTEGRENOTGR . 8, BHE
HEMENATERE REAXHRPREE”
A EMHME AR ERETSH LB KA E
AT RHEHTEL. BRENEHEH AR
BAR Cu=295.9Pu+1 330,Cuc =55Pu+1 055,
Cyma = TPy +500,. Edb Cyy B EAE. Py B EH
BRNE,Co NENEMNERE, Cum HBEILAE
BRAGHRA. HEV BILAKZBR A L: BHLA K
5549.6 T EBHIEHIFEAA 3 475 T B AER
BGH A 798 7T;PHEV20 km BHLEG R AN : B
MLAZA 6 220.9 JT, BHLIEFIZERLA 3 860 T, B4
TR R g A 847 T PHEV60 km B#Hl ARG A
J LKA 8522.5 T, BHLIEHI B A 5 180 7T,
BHAEEAGHA 1015 7T. ks F CV ki,
FERRBYBIL.AXRAETHIHLLAMUERE
REBH, EitRAR 300 TESR.

BN AT ENRTEAGFHEEEN X
BT EEEERB (EIA) 2005 £$8 S 8 it (NiMh)
RA XL E 900~1 200 E£JT - (kWh) 'L RIEE
E hn | BB e 5T 33 Bt (CED B8 Kalhammer 248 2007
FEHNEMRASEBHIEERILET —FX
A Bt AEELAR: Comy =5 180E,
Cisison =3 T10E :Cswnwe—2A50E. B Cives
Cs pueveo » Cs preves 93 A A HEV, PHEV20 km,

PHEV60 km H i g &, E Jy B ith ¢ 8. HEV,
PHEV20 km,PHEV60 km BigERE 4 514 1. 6.6,
17.9 kWh, Btk #3H Bt A 7 3 b 8 288,22 260,
43855 . M F CVME - BS ALK E R MAAMEIT
A300xXER. HFPHEVME.RE—FEEBR
TnEECAEREHFERES HBBPHTEER
EMEAH 3000 cERY. HF—HEBEFZHTE
EEMNEFEHMCVELERN 1320k MsS, HEREE
HHRENH c ATER" . ERBRATE 24T, T
HEHYH CV,HEV,PHEV20 km,PHEV60 km &%/
EREMRA(EEKRE) S 34 71 705, 86 817,
104 381,127 795 ju. BEH E M AR Z B4 L6 L E
5. AS R 53 T PHEV20 km #1 PHEV60

km B9 210F8 34 %.
w oA B A

w AR A
14r o BHLRLRA

W 12k 8 KSR GRA
“[ o ERhEpE

12.779 5
10.438 1+~
86.817 " '

71705 ..

F IRl A T
N & x o

1

cv HEV PHEV20km PHEV60km
Bs RAEWEBHHELEXRE

Fig.5 Manufacturing costs of simulated vehicle parts

3.1.2 [@EERE

EER AR EFEENA S EEEEN
A HERE . FEHE AXBEBTZEXSEEIUFER
(2006 F~2008 )MV AEELALHE.HE
AETUEEX AEEFHEXRPHPERNESE
BERAZEMEFXR RELR .C=Cou. EHP ¢
AEIERA.Co ABRENERE .« HLHBRAY &
AT EHBRENAE0.45~0.49 Z . KXH u=
0.47, 11 & 4H % CV,HEV,PHEV20 km, PHEV60
km By B K A 5 B 4 33 701, 40 804, 49 059,
60 064 JT.
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3.1.3 HBF#i

KREBEENBAAEHEBR . EEEITHMW
ERATENMRNMBREEAR ZFH 10X, CV,
HEV,PHEV20 km,PHEV60 km EEMN#& 45 34
104 689,126 753,152 396,186 581 JT;HBREEE
BB SRk 8 948,10 834,13 025,15 947
T HBEEMERE (EH) 43 A 113 637,
137 587,165 421,202 528 jT.
3.2 EHRAE
3.2.1 MBER

FERARAETBEFERY CEMIB g RAMYE
FEH. EARBEERGFINEIRE. FRHN A
NFEMRIEA 15 F3;E 60X 10 km, BURF B— 4
FRE. HEXRTEERMB HITRE B —BHHSE
EEREROME B . EEENTEHE AXR
BEFAZAEEHERSRE 2010 £33 80 L £
BETHITAEMOAE 0 dWEHEHR(EREE
WE A ARBEFELETAV RBERIARPH
HBEEHTHE. SHTEMATRERER 54.9 km, &F
BT EFE 20 038.5 km,PHEV20 km #1 PHEV60
km £ B A{TIRBEERS A 0.4 # 0. 76. 7 & &7
E.#RIE 2011 £ 8 B £l 93 SEMMMEA 7. 79
T-L LG HRXREBBREBRABEM 0.617 5T -
(kWh) "(RIZHEK 5 FRBKFEEARE,PHEV
BT FEMERD BV . AFREBENBERNEAN
0.726 5¢ - (kWh) " AR EH B EEER:
CVHLAERMBFET.4 L.EMRHBHEE 1 483 L. £
RMEMA 11551 T HEVELAEREG6 L. E1
BRMmERE 1323 L FHRBER 10 303 7T
PHEV20 km 38 J1 RMITHER S 1K 8 015,
12 023 km, BB HEBFMFEN 19 kWh,6.1 L, F
g GEMERE 1523 kWh,733 L, EH BB
ARmEHN 1 106.5 714 T EHBMBIEFEER 6 820
jU;PHEV60 km £ 8 H RABTHEEES A
15 229,4 809 km, H AR B MHFEAL 18 kWh,
5.5 L, FEFHw A RHMEREAM 2 741 kWh, 265 L,
EBRBMAMEDR 1 990.2 061 T, EHRBEE
®BAX 4051 .
3.2.2 #PHEH

PHEV ZEWHLHE B BRARERL.
A H BEEABIEENEPEREBEEIE
MERIHAMGEESEMETME A EERR,
FEREAABNAZHEHLHEERR DO
ER.BIRFFERAREIREPLOERTRNTS

%= E PHEV g94 3 % A. CV, HEV, PHEV20
km,PHEV60 km £ @ F i ERA 293 H
41 625,40 125,35 625,33 000 5T, €5l hiEE S
BimaA A 8 250,7 200,4 500,3 000 T EBHIEE
BEMRDFH 975,825,525,0 T KL EBRS R
2 900,600, 600,0 jo; ERTER RS A 1 500,
1500,0,0 jv; Eftb L FHEFIE A 30 000 jT. Al
AEHENEHEZASH A 2 775,2 675,2 375,
2 200 JT.

3.3 HHEEFARAER

NEBREAEMS AE—WAENNEAERE
MEEAFMERRE. EPMIHAREERA. &
REENERNAMBFHEXBE:MERAREKEE
HEREREENAMERBEPEAGN. ZHEE
EWMETERTIHORA REULSFGHESR
EEWMEBPMERENT .

R O O o N B B B B 8 €D
RP:ConAHBREREARAR; C. DEEBERE;
Co AETERAE:;C, ABUFHREC. HrgiRBEEBAE;
C, TREI A,

B PHEV EEFHEXRBHAEASE T CV
HEV (B 2iH & &0 9% 86 95 18 i1 4 A Iy B2 A ¢
ERATYREGE —ERNEFHEE 6).

REEMMERAENEAREE . ATLIEX 3
MER . EXE= . ANEHET. 9T L, 8H8
HEZHF. A ELHER . E2 xRN ERLE. 5
1998 £ ZE 2010 FEAMAMN T MBS, FE TR,
KBHMMEMKER 9. MUY HBRER 15 ENEE
M EA 0% BEZHER - PHEVEL —#T
REERRREGFRELGEIRAL Y  FEHE #000 R BAT AT L
EHBETEFIANEEEVBAN SN AT REER
AROTEMBEMARRER . TRE L E 8 #E. R
BEE(XTABRBAMERERSENERAN
@), 3 PHEV Bah Hh A RBLTF— %
3000 7t - (kWh) ' ZE A& 5 A, N
PHEV20 km 1 PHEV60 km £ 3173 1. 8 F T 0
SATH M HEVIESR 1.6 L AT HEEER AKX
— XXM 3 000 JTM U, AT AR AR E R BUFF (b G 1E =
HETUHE A R EEREREE=MARES
TRMEREXRZE 7B 9.

MB7RaM,. 8% PHEV EEBEAFEE
ABRFHEBESFERERNEPEZR.EEGHLE
RN EREAMBEMERATS AkESE
WMITHEMARMERBLTE.HEELHAR
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—_ OV
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R :

_______ ek | _
Wik ' | ATHER
BEsER B
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Fig.6 Equilibrium analysis
ﬁn[
60}
R
R 40
b
2 30}
SR —CV
& 20 — HEV
T 10 —a~ PHEV20 km
i i i T FETNONIEE.
0 1 23 456 7 8 9101112131415
g o ()4
B8 mir LEMBRGREWBELE

Fig.8 Ownership cost in high oil price scenario

i

ANXETERER BTG BN LIRS

=AY PHEV HBEESE G AMMA A, AL
R BEATRAMERIGEE S FZARAHAERE
RL.BEERMRAMBEENENHRAMER.AXME
PSSR AT LURL S5 S BRGH. Sl i B PHEV Rk 4 iz
FA RO SR B 3R 0 2 A0 s RO H5 0 T LURE & A BBk
EEMNARBTELIMNBAE BIXFEEILER
ERSFEEMEREMBRMEEDE.FULELE
e Ml 4L T BE TR B A B — B B 1.
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