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FOREWORD

The Electric and Hybrid vehicle (EHU) Program was estab-
lished in DOE in response to the Electric and Hybrid Vehicle

Research, Development, and Demonstration Act of 19?6. Respon-
sibility for the EMU Program resides with the Office of Electric

and Hybrid vehicle Systems of DOE. The Near-Term Hybrid Vehicle
(NTHV) Program is an element of the EHV Program. DOE has assigned
procurement and management responsibility tor the Near—Term Hybrid
vehicle Program to Jet Propulsion Laboratory (JPL).

The overall objective of the DOE EHV Program is to promote

the development of electric and hybrid vehicle technologies and
to demonstrate the validity of these systems as transportation
options which are less dependent on petroleum resources.

As part of the NTHV Program, General Electric and its sub-

contractors have completed studies leading to the Preliminary
Design of a hybrid passenger vehicle which is projected to have
the maximum potential for reducing petroleum consumption in the

near term (commencing in l985). This work has been done under

JPL Contract Number 955190. Modification 3, Phase I of the Near-

Term Hybrid vehicle Program.

This report is Deliverable Item 1, Final Report. The ma-

terial included in this report summarizes all of the effort in

Phase I. In accordance with Data Requirement Description 7 of

the Contract, the following documents are submitted as appendices:

APPENDIX A is the yission Anal sis and Performance 5 ecifi-
cation studies He ort. ‘This is Deliverable Item I and reports
on the work of TasE 1. It presents the study methodology: the
vehicle characterizations; the mission description, characteriza-

tion, and impact on potential sales: the rationale for the selec-
tion of the ICE reference vehicle: and conclusions and recommenda-

tions of the hission analysis and performance specifications
studies.

APPENDIX B is a three volume set that constitutes Deliverable

Item 2 and reports on the work of Task 2. The three volumes are:

9 Volume I -- Design Trade-Off Studies Report

0 volume II -- su lement to Desi n Trade-Off Studies

Report, Volume T

0 Volume III —- Computer Program Listings.

 

._..._=..._-.__.._._—-— .-.._..-M-;—....._.l.._-.—.__..-

Volume I presents the study methodology; the evaluation and com»

parison of candidate power trains: the control strategy and the

selected design concept. Volume 11 presents reports submitted by
subcontractors on heat engines. battery power sources, and vehicle

&3fii?j:m
we
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technology along with detailed background on motors and controls.

volume III consists of listings of computer programs used in
analyzing the various design options.

nppsusxx C is the Preliminary Desi n Data_Packa o. This is
Delivé?EBI§”1tem 3 and repfirts on €fiE"wor o-”T5EE'?."_It pre-
sents the design methodology, the design decision rnnionale, the
vehicle preliminary design summary, and the advanced technology
developments. Included in the Preliminary Design Data Package
are five appendices which present the detailed vehicle design: the

vehicle ride and handling and front structural crashworthiness
analysis: the microcomputer control of the propulsion system: the
design study of the battery switching circuit, the field chopper,
and the batter charger; and the recent HYVEC program refinements

and computer results.

APPENDIX D is the Sensitivity Anal sis Report. This is
Deliverable Item 8 and reports on Tas 4. It presents the study
methodology, the selection of input parameters and output vari-

ables, the sensitivity study results, and the conclusions of the

sensitivity analysis.

The three classifications - Appendix, Deliverable Item, and
Task Number — will be used interchangeably in these documents.

The work accomplished on this contract. which is fully described

in this report and its appendices, was performed by the Electric
vehicle Program in the Power Electronics Laboratory of General
Electric corporate Research and Development in Schenectady, New

York. Subcontractors and their areas of support were:

 
ggbccntractor Area of Support

9 ESE, Inc. Batteries

* General Electric Space Heat Engines
Systems Division

G Professor Gene Smith, Mission Analysis and

University of Sensitivity Analysis

Michigan

0 Triad Services Vehicle Design and

Analys is

other contributors to the General Electric Vehicle Program

whose consultations were applicable to this study were:
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EHTHODUCTEON AND SIUMHAIW

‘L1 INTHODUCMDN

This report in Deliverable item 7, Fiflfllmflflnpfii, and in the
summary report of a series which dooumcnt the resfiitn of Phase T
oi Lhe Ncar=Tcrm Hybrid vehicle Program. This phase oi the pro-
gram was a study lending to the preliminary design of n 5=pu3r;n=

yer hybrid vehicle ut;i1.‘1z:i.ng ‘two :_-znt.-rgy sotiroos (:;alc.-c..r;i.oit;y anti
gasoline/diesel fuel) to minimize petroleum usage on a fleet
basis.

The program is sponsored by the Us Department of Energy

(DOE) and the California Institute of Technology, Jet Propulsion

Laboratory (JPL}. Responsibility for this program at DOE resides

with the Office of Electric and Hybrid vehicle Systems. work on
the Phase I portion of the program was done by General Electric

Corporate Research and Development and its subcontractors under
JPL contract 955190.

This report presents a complete summary of the work done on

Phase I, in the following manner:

0 Overall summary of the Phase I activity

I Summary of the individual tasks

0 Summary of the hybrid vehicle design

9 Summary of the alternative design options

0 Summary of the computer simulations

i Summary of the economic analysis

0 Summary of the maintenance and reliability
considerations

° Summary of the design for crash safety

9 Bib]. iography

These summaries arc based on and are supported by the series

of task reports that were submitted as deliverable items during the
contract. The task. reports are being resubmitted as appendices to

this Final Report. The interrelationship of appendices, deliver"
able items, and tasks is tabulated below:

|--I
I]

|_n
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A 1 1 Mission Analyaie and PerE9:mw

avce Specification Studies Report

B 2 2 Vol. I — Design Trade-Off

Studies Report

Vol. II — Supplement to Design

Trade=0ff Studies Report

Vol. III — Computer Program

Listings

C 3 3 Preliminary Design Data Package

D B 4 Sensitivity Analysis Report

1-2
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1 .2 OBJECTIVES

The objectives that were set forth for this effort are iden-
tirieu in the following subsections.

1.2.1 OVERALL DOE EHV PROGRAM OBJECTIVEQ
  

The overall objective of the DOE EHV Program is to promote

development of electric and hybrid vehicle technologies and to
demonstrate the validity of these systems as transportation

options which are less dependent on petroleum resources.

The Near—Term Hybrid Vehicle Program is an element of the
EHV Program. DOE has assigned prccurement and management re-

sponsibility for the Near—Tera Hybrid vehicle Program to JPL.

1.2.2 DOE NEAR~TERM HYBRID VEHIELE PROGRAM OBJECTIVES
  

The DOE Near—Term Hybrid Vehicle {NTHv) Program Objectives
are summarized as follows:

Advance the state of the art in hybrid vehicles

I Show that hybrid vehicles can be

Practical

Energy efficient
Safe

Producible

Affordable
Functional

0 Develop validated vehicle designs that can be
useful candidates for the demonstration program

I Provide analytical and test methodologies and

tools for general application to hybrid vehicle

technology.

The NTHV Program is planned as a multiyear project of two
phases:

0 Phase I =~ Design Trade=0ff Studies and Preliminary
Design

9 Phase II —= Final Design and Fabrication of Test Vehicles

1.2.3 spsciric PHASE I onJsCTIvms
.__.._. .._.._..._....__..._i-.___.__.—.._..._..._...__..__... .1 _.._,_ _._....

The specific objectives of Phase I of the Near=Term Hybrid
Vehicle Program are to:

1 -3
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Identify missions for hybrid vehicles that
promise to yield high petroleum impact,

Characterize the single vehicle concept which
satisfies the mission or set of missions that

provide the greatest potential reduction in
petroleum consumption,

Develop performance specifications for the
characterized vehicle concept,

Develop, through trade-off studies, a hybrid
vehicle preliminary design that satisfies the
performance specifications,

Identify technologies that are critical to
successful vehicle development,

Develop a proposal for the Phase II activities
that include vehicle design, critical technology
development, and vehicle fabrication.

 

FORD 1122

 

nchevalier
Sticky Note
None set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by nchevalier



Page 17 of 572 FORD 1122

nsnanniflmzcrnnc

1.3 DESCRIPTION OF MAJOR TASRS

The Phase I program was divided into discrete tasks in
accordance with the contract. The work consisted of the follow-

ing major tasks:

Task 1 — Mission Analysis and Performance Specification
Studies

Task 2 - Design Trade-off Studies

Task 3 - Preliminary Design

Task 4 - Sensitivity Analysis

Task 5 — Proposal for Phase II

Task 6 — Phase I Documentation

Task 7 - Program Management and Integration

The work done on this program is described in subsequent

sections of this report. Section 2, Summary of the Phase I

Tasks, describes how the tasks interrelate and gives details of

the four major tasks (Tasks 1 through 4}. These sections include

the specific tasks objectives, and a discussion of the methodology,
and the major findings, conclusions, or recommendations. In addi-

tion, the complete reports associated with Tasks 1, 2, 3, and 4

are submitted as appendices to this report. A brief summary
description of the major tasks and identification of the task

reports follows.

1.3.1 TASK 1, MISSION ANALYSIS AND PERFORMANCE SPECIFICATION
STUDIES

The major elements of Task 1 included the following: (1)
definition of the missions or set of missions which maximize the

potential for reduction of petroleum consumption by a single

hybrid vehi‘1e, (2) identification of vehicle characteristics

associated with these missions, and (3) preparation of specifica-

tions defining the performanco requirements which the vehicle

should achieve to safely and efficiently perform the mission or

set of missions identified in the mission analysis. The work

done on this task is reported in its entirety in Appendix A,

Mission Anal sis and_Eerformmn5L£flE§gI}cation_Studies Report.
  

1.3.2 IASK 2, DESIGN TRADE"0FF STUDIES
—_;\-...-4._.=— ...-..___. ....,.-.-_»... ....... _..__..__._....._... .._.

Task 2 included tradeeoff studies of alternate system cone

figurations and components in order to arrive at a hybrid vehicle
design concept which best achieves the vehicle specifications
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developed in Task 1 and offers the greatest promise of reducing
petroleum consumption. The work done in this task is reported in

its entirety in Appendix B. Design Trade—off Studies Report,
Volumes I, II, and III.  

1.3.3 TASK 3; PRELIMINARY DESIGN 

Task 3 carried out a preliminary design of the most promising
hybrid vehicle concept identified in the Task 2 studies. It in-
cluded definition of all major parameters and components, such
as internal and external dimensions: all power train components:

materials for body and chassis; weight breakdown by major sub-
assemblies; projected production and life cycle costs; performance

(including all categories specified in Task 1); and identification
of technology development required to achieve this preliminary

design. The work done on this task is reported in its entirety

in Appendix C. Preliminary Design Data vackage.

1.3.4 TASK 4, SENSITIVITY ANALYSIS

Task 4 carried out a sensitivity analysis which determined
the impact of variations in selected parameters on the utility,

the economic attractiveness. and the marketability of the hybrid
vehicle. The parameters varied included travel characteristics,

energy costs. hybrid vehicle lifetime, maintenance cost, and fuel
economy of the Reference ICE Vehicle. The work done in Task 4 is

reported in its entirety in Appendix D, Sensitivity Analysis Report.

1.3.5 TASK 5, PROPOSAL FOR PHASE II

Task 5 consisted of p-oparing a proposal for Phase II of the
program which included a final vehicle design based upon results
of Task 3 preliminary design. Subject to JPL approval of this
final design, two hybrid vehicles with spares and support equip=
ment will be fabricated in Phase II. The Phase II effort also

includes testing the vehicles, delivering them to JPL, and provid-

ing field support during acceptance testing. The Phase 11 pro-
posal was prepared in response to RFP JC—2—2974—3U5 issued by JPL

on July 6. 1979. The proposal, Phase II of the Near-Term Hybrid
Vehicle Pro ram, Proposal REP JCZE-§§7Z—35§, was submitted to JPL
on August 23. l9?9. It consisted of three volumes Vhich were:
volume I = Technical Proposal; volume II ~ Management Proposal;
and Volume III — Cost Proposal.

1.3.5 TASK 6, mess I n9cun§NTAT1gg
.......=._._-..-..   

Task 6 consisted of preparation of monthly status reports:
the separate reports for Tasks 1, 2, 3, and 4, respectively:
the proposal for Phase II: and this final report for all of Phase

l~.
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I. These reports have been identified where appropriate in the

preceding paragraphs.

1.3.7 TASK 7, pnqg_n_An MANRGEMEN1‘ AND INTEGRATION
   

Task ? consists of the program management and integration
effort required to maintain technical and cost control and assure
achievement of the Phase I objectives. This is mentioned for

completeness, since it played a vital role in the successful

execution of the program. It is not covered in this final report

or in the technical reports which were submitted previously.

‘I-7
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1.! SUMMARY OF PHASE I PROGRAM RESULTS

The completed Phase I Program has resulted in the Prelimin=

ary Design of a hybrid vehicle which fully meets or exceeds the
requirements set forth in JPL Contract 955190. This work is

fully documented as discussed in Section 1.3. Highlights of the
preliminary design are presented in the following sections along
with the alternative options which were considered.

1.4.1 PRELIMINARY DESIGN sum-may  

There are many aspects of the preliminary design that are
considered important. The following sections discuss those deemed
to be most relevant.

1.4.1.1 General Layout and Styling

The general characteristics of the vehicle layout and
chassis are:

0 Curb weight

— 1786 kg (3930 lb)

0 Body style

- Four—door hatchback

— Drag Coefficient — 0.40

— Frontal area - 2.0 m2 (21.5 ft’)

0 Chassis/Power Train Arrangement

— Front wheel drive

- Complete power train, including the batteries. in front
of firewall

- Fuel tank under rear seat

' Baseline ICE Vehicle

- 1979 Chevrolet Malibu

A threevdimensional cutaway of the hybrid vehicle indicating
the placement of the power train is shown in Figure l.4.1«l. Note

that the complete_hybrid power train is located in front of the
firewall with no intrusion into the passenger compartment. The

drive train consists of an 30 hp {peak} 1.6 litor fuelwinjoctcd

gasoline engine, a 45 hp (peak) separately excited do motor, an
automatically shifted transmission, clutches, and accessory drive

components. An artist's rendering oi the vehicle styling is shown

.I.~e

Page 20 of 572 FORD 1122

nchevalier
Sticky Note
None set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by nchevalier



Page 21 of 572 FORD 1122

mmIALQmcrIuc

PROP Ul.SION B-ATTERY

FUEL YANU.

E I.EC IRIC IIOTOI

FORD 112 A

—
EEIhT'B1C.1hEV10.1r.Du!HET

10401-10
Dimensional Cutaway

Page 21 of 572

nchevalier
Sticky Note
None set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by nchevalier



Page 22 of 572 FORD 1122

l3£llElIr.I.QElE|:TlllB

in Figure 1.4.1-2. A four-door hatchback body type was selected
because it maximizes the a11—purpose character of the five-

passenger vehicle and hence its marketability.

1.4.1.2 Energy Use

The primary goal of the hybrid vehicle program is to conserve
petroleum. The vehicle which was designed in Phase I offers great
promise in meeting this goal. Figure 1.4.1-3 shows that the fuel
economy of the near-term hybrid vehicle is in excess of 68 mpg for
trips of 30 miles or less. Figure l.4.l—4 illustrates the petro-

leum fuel enery savings when compared to the Reference ICE Vehicle

(1985 model). The total energy used (fuel and electricity, in-
cluding generating efficiency) by the near-term hybrid vehicle is
about 5% less than the Reference ICE Vehicle.

1.4.1.3 Cost Considerations

A second important goal of the hybrid vehicle design was to
be competitive with the Reference ICE Vehicle in first cost and

equal or lower in total ownership cost. The hybrid vehicle

sticker price is estimated at $7600 in 1978 dollars, versus
$5700 in 1978 dollars for the Reference ICE Vehicle. The owner-

ship cost advantage of the hybrid vehicle can be seen in Figures
1.4.1-5 and 1.4.l—6 which show the ownership cost and net annual

dollar savings as a function of gasoline price. The hybrid
vehicle has the advantage of lower ownership cost as gasoline

prices exceed $1/gal.

1.4.1.4 Major Features of the Design

The major features of the design are summarized in this sub-
section. In Section 3 of this Final Report. the vehicle Per-

formance characteristics and the Energy Consumption Measures are

given in the format provided by JPL. These features are discussed

in the following sections.

l.4.l.4.l Vehicle Design - The Vehicle Design features which
are considered to be of greatest importance in reducing technical

risk while meeting JPL performance requirements are:

(l) A microprocessor-based controller evolved from vehicle
and electricai system controIs*deve[oped 5- GE/CRD for the Near-
Term Electric Vehicle Program and the highlyerefined electronic
engine controls developed by VW,

(2) A Qrigggmgtgr based on the motor developed by GE DC Motor
and Generator Department for the NeareTerm Electric Program,
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Left Rear Quarter View

 
Left Front Quarter View

Figure 1.4.1-2. Artist's Rendering of the Hybrid Vehicle
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Figure 1.4.1—3. Battery State-of-Charge and Fuel Economy
for Urban and Highway Driving
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Figure 1.4.1~4. Total Energy and Petroleum Fuel Usage
in Urban Driving for the Nea.I_r:='1'erm

Hybrid Vehicle
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Figure 1.4.1-5. Ownership Cost as a Function of Gasoline Price
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(3) A bggtgryflggbgyntom based on the battery developed by
Globe-Union for the Noar~Tcrm Electric Vehicle Program and rncont
developments on nlectrolytn circulation for the Argonne National
Laboratory Near~Term flattery Program,

(4) An Engine based on a vw production engine, VW advanced
studies and experiments on emissions, and VW proprietary work on
quick start for on/off engine operation,

 
(5) A gghicle subsystem design by Triad Services based on the

extensive use of major components from late model production cars
with a minimum of new design,

{6} A hybrid Ercpulsion subsystem (including the battery)
which is packaged entirely under the hood with no intrusion into
the passenger compartment or the luggage compartment.

(7) Performance analysis models and computer programs which
have been developed and validated by GE/CRD for second—by—second

analysis of system performance during the Phase I Hybrid Vehicle
Program.

l.4.l.4.2 Power Train Design

The Hybrid vehicle designed in this study has the following

power train characteristics:

{1} The propulsion subsystem is a parallel configuration
in which the heat engine and the electric motor can deliver

mechanical torque to the drive shaft, either together or indie
vidually.

{2} The electric motor (45 hp peak} will be used primarily

for urban driving with moderate accelerations, speeds below 30
mph, ranges of less than 35 miles, and regenerative braking at
all speeds.

(3) The heat engine (30 hp peak) will be used primarily for

highway driving at speeds above 30 mph and to augment the elec=
tric motor for fast accelerations at lower speeds.

(4) The electric motor will augment the heat engine for fast

accelerations at high speed and to maintain speed on steep grades.

(5) The engine can power the vehicle and drive the motor as

a generator to recharge the batteries for extended range in urban
areas. It can also he used to recharge the battery at rest when
a source of electric power is not available. This use of the

engine is not recommended except when no other mcthod of recharg-
ing is available.
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(6) Either the electric moiflx or the heat engine can operate
the vehicle with rnducnd performance nhnnid one of tho nyntomn ho
inoperative.

1.4.1.4.3 Vehicle Pnrformancg

The hybrid vehicle has the following performance nharnc=
tcristics:

(1) I: can perform all the driving missions required of a
S—passenqer family sedan.

(2) It overcomes the range and acceleration limitations of
the all-electric car.

(3) It offers acceleration, cruising speed, and passenger

comforts comparable to the Reference ICE Vehicle (1979 Chevrolet
Malibu).

{4) It results in 35% to 70% savings in petroleum (depending

on daily travel) in normal urban driving compared to the Reference
ICE Vehicle.

(5) It uses significantly less total energy in urban driving

for the first 30 miles of travel and essentially the same energy
for daily travel in excess of 75 miles compared to the Reference
ICE vehicle.

(6) The hybrid has a first cost of $7609 in 1978 dollars
compared to $5700 for the Reference ICE Vehicle. For an annual

mileage of 11,650 miles, electricity costs of 4.2 ¢/kwh, and

gasoline costs of $1/gal or higher, the hybrid vehicle has an

ownership cost which is Slightly less than that of the Reference
ICE Vehicle.

1.4.2 MAJOR ALTsm«mTiv_s DESIGN OPTIONS:

A number of design options were evaluated in considerable

depth before making the final decisions on the preliminary den
sign. These are discussed in Section 4, Alternative Design

Options Considered and Their Relationship to the Design Adopted.

1.4.2.1 Summary oi Major Design Options Considered
  

The power train design options considered in depth and the

onus chosen for the ncarwtcrm preliminary design are listed in
Table 1.4.2wl.
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Table l.4.2—l

POWER TRAIN DESIGN UPTIONS CONSIDERED IN DEPTH*
m_#.:q—d =u us-an-u.==.=n= .. . - - -

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 

 

 

  

Principal
Alternate

nntion

Selected

Considerations/Component Q tion  
 

Hypo of Hybrid Arrange- Parallel Series
ment

Use of Secondary Storage Yes

(flywheel)

Fraction of Peak Power 2/3 -

from Heat Engine

Battery Type ISOA Lead~Acid Ni-Zn*

Engine Type Fuel-injected, Turbocharged

naturally aspirated diesel*
gasoline

Electric Drive Type dc separately dc separately
excited motor

with armature

control and

field control

excited motor.

field control,

battery switching

Transmission Type and Automatic, gear Synchromesh

Gear Ratios box {3—speed) gear box
(4-speed)

Power differential

Torque Combination ! Single shaft
* Options considered in depth means those analyzed using detailed

vehicle simulations (HYVEC).

 

In some instances, more than one of the options evaluated were
found to be attractive, and the selection of the preferred option was
difficult. Those attractive options which were not selected for use
in Phase II are discussed briefly in two categories, (1) technology
which is not likely to be available for 1985 production but which
would be monitored in case of a breakthrough, and (2) technology which
is marginally near term and could be a good candidate for the Nears

Term Hybrid Vehicle Program if technical uncertainties were resolved.

1.4.2.l.1 Alternative Options Hhich Should Be Monitored — The
following options were identified which warrant monitoring during
the Phase II Program:
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Electric Drive
  

A contender for the electric drive was the ac induction motor

with a pulsed-width modulated inverter. This option is attractive

because of lower weight, smaller size, and higher efficiency of
the motor. However, the probability of this type of system being
in prouuction in 1982, particularly at a competitive cost, is low.

There is development work beiug done on this type of motor and in--
verter (ref. Appendix B - Vol. II, Section 4} and this work should

be closely monitored.

Transmission

one of the attractive possibilities ior improving the fuel econ-
omy of the hybrid vehicle and at the same time reducing the control

complexity is the steel-belt continuously variable transmission

(CVT). This type of transmission has been tested in a subcompact
car by Borg~Warner, but the torque rating of that CVT was signifi-
cantly lower than the torque required in the hybrid vehicle. As
stated in subsection 4.8, there is little likelihood that a CVT

of the proper size will be in production by 1985. This work, how-

ever, should be closely monitored.

1.#.2.l.2 Options which Should Be Evaluated Further - The follow-
ing options were identified as warranting further evaluation and
development in Phase II. Such additional work was proposed in
Task 5 - Phase II Proposal.

Turbocharged Diesel Engine Evaluation

Section 5.1 of Appendix C, Preliminary Design Data Package, dis-
cusses the significant improvement in fuel economy of the diesel en-

gine powered hybrid compared with the gasoline engine powered hybrid.
There is uncertainty that the diesel engine will meet the potential

EPA particulate and No, emission standards and that the diesel en-
gine can be operated in the on—off mode. This mode requires very

fast starts under a range of engine temperature conditions. It was

recommended in the Phase II proposal that a study be undertaken

to evaluate engine emissions and cold starting on in engine dynamo-

meter for operating cycles appropriate for the hybrid appl.cation.

Ni-Zn Batteries

Section 5.2 of Appendix C, Preliminary Design Data Package,

discusses the significant reduction in vehicle weight and improve-
ment in fuel economy for ranges over 30 miles that would result
from the use of Ni—Zn batteries tather than the ISOA lead-acid

batteries used in the preliminary design. However, there has been
relatively little operating experience to date with Ni-Zn batteries

in electric vehicles. Even more important, there is also uncer-

tainty regarding their energy density and power characteristics,
cycle life, and cost.

It was recommended in the Phase II Proposal that a two part de-

velopment program he undertaken to Furnish Ni-Zn batteries which

1H1?
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meet the requirements of the preliminary design. Part I of the

program would be to design and fabricate a first—generation

battery specifically for the hybrid application. These batteries
would be evaluated and, if found suitable, Part 2 of the program

would be undertaken. Part 2 would consist of design and fabri-
cation of the second generation Ni—zn batteries for use in the

Near~Term Hybrid Integrated Test Vehicle.

1.4.3 INTERFACE COMPONENT AHD SYSTEM CONTROL DEVELOPMENTS
 

A key feature of the hybrid vehicle designed in Phase I is
that it offers excellent performance at relatively low technical

risk. Design and analysis problems which are not considered high
risk from a technology point—of—view but still must be solved in
Phase II were identified. The approaches which would be taken to

solve these problems are discussed in the Phase II Proposal.

Those considerations are repeated in this section because they
are not covered as a separate topic in any of the reports. yet

their consideration constituted an important part of the tech-
nical effort in Phase I.

1.4.3.1 Identified Problems Requiring Development

The following important interface components and control

developments have been identified:

(1) Design and fabrication of a reliable torque transfer

unit for combining the electric motor and heat engine
outputs for input into the transaxle/gearbox,

(2}Design and test of an automatic clutch for starting the
vehicle from rest and operating it at low speeds on
the electric drive,

(3) Design and test of an automatic clutch for on/off oper-
ation of the heat engine when the vehicle is in motion,

(4) Smooth and efficient blending of the electric motor and
heat engine torques when both units are required to

power the vehicle,

(5)Development of the detailed control strategy for all

vehicle operating modes and the software to implement

it in the system microcomputer.

(filsimulation of component and power train transients on
the computer,

{7)Development and debugging of the system microcomputer
hardware.

(B)Development of the heat engine emission control system
to meet the L981 Federal Emission Standards during on/

off operating modes of the engine,

1=lB
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(9) Modification of the automatically shifted gearbox using

input signals from the system microcomputer.

(10) Development of the shared accessory drive system and
heater/defroster/air conditioning systems compatible
with the hybrid application.

1.4.3.2 Solution/Approaches to Identified Problems Requiring
Development

The approaches to the solution of the design/analysis prob-
lems are discussed in the following paragraphs. These will have

to be solved before the Phase II Final Design and fabrication is

undertaken. Each of the design/analysis problems is treated

separately.

(1) Tor ue Transfer Unit. The torque transfer unit. which

combines the outputs of the electric motor and heat engine and
transfers the resultant torque to the transaxle/gearbox must be

developed. Preliminary drawings for this unit, which includes
the clutch and Hy—Vo chain drive for each of the prime movers,

were prepared in Phase I, Task 3.

(2) gutomatic Clutch for the Electric Motor. Start—up and
low-speed operation of the hybrid vehicle in the electric drive
mode involves the use of a slipping clutch, much the same as a

conventional ICE vehicle with a manual transmission. In the hy-

brid vehicle, this clutch operation should be made automatic with

modulation of clutch pressure hased on driver torque command (i.e.,

position of the accelerator pedal). The basic hardware for this
clutch could be a standard automotive, dry clutch, but its control

must be developed. Initial work will involve laboratory tests,
but the final development should be done in a mule vehicle.

{3} Automatic Clutch for the Heat Engine. The operation of
the clutch that couples and decouples the heat engine into the
power train will be commanded by the system controller and should
be automatic both with respect to timing and rate of engagement/

disengagement. The basic hardware for this clutch will likely be
a standard automotive component. Its operation will be developed

with initial work done on the engine dynamometer, but the final
work should be done in a hybrid test bed mule vehicle.

(4) glending of Electric Motor and heat Engine Torgues.
There are several opcratihg modes in which the outputs of the
electric motor and heat enqino must be blended (i.e., power

sharinq}. The blending involves both the phasing in of one of

the prime movers when the other is already operating and also
phasing out one of the prime movers when it is no longer needed.
This load sharing will be done using Lhc system controller and
will involve determining the proper torque rise time, decay

time, and soquerncinq pl:‘0CL‘du1‘(.‘ l‘lL‘L‘lilL"{l for smooth Ut.‘l'IlC‘]t" 0pt.“I‘¢‘.'I'*

1-lfl
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tion. The torque blending studies should be done in a hybrid test
bed mule vehicle.

(5) Control Strategy and Software for Its Implementation.
Much work has been done in P ass I on deve oping the control
strategy for the hybrid vehicle. This work will continue in

both the computer simulation studies and the mule vehicle programs.
The control strategy developed will be implemented in software
for both the ITV system controller and the microcomputer for the

hybrid test bed mule vehicle. All of these studies and controller

developments should be coordinated so that the final control

strategy and software used in the ITV are thoroughly evaluated and
tested. The microcomputer for the hybrid test bed mule vehicle

will be programmable so that the effect of changing control
strategy parameters can be determined in the vehicle.

(6) Simulation of Power Train Transients. Power train tranu

sients are important in a number of vehicle operating modes (for

example, blending of torques during acceleration, braking, passing
maneuvers, shifting, etc.J. These transients should be studied
analytically as well as on the digital and hybrid computers.

The results of these studies are needed to guide the design of
the clutches, shifting mechanism and logic, and system controller

logic and circuits.

(7) System Microcomputer Hardware. Microcomputer hardware
development is needed for both the ITV and the hybrid test bed

mule vehicle {nTBM). The hardware for the HTBM must be fabriw

cated during the early part of the program. Development of the

system controller hardware for the ITV will involve building up

a specially designed microcomputer system from commercially

available chips, interface units, etc. The ITV microcomputer

must handle all operating modes of the hybrid vehicle while the

microcomputer for the HTBM can include only those modes critical

to the mule program.

  

(8) Heat Engine Emission Control System. The emission con-
trol system for the VW 1.6 1 EFI—L gasoline engine utilizes a
three-way catalyst and feed—back control of A/F ratio using an

O2-sensor. This is the standard emission control approach for

that type of engine, but since the on/off operating mode of the

engine in the hybrid application is quite different from that in
the conventional ICE vehicle, some development work is needed

to ensure that the hybrid vehicle will meet the 198] emission

standards. Initial studies will be done on the engine dyna=

mometer to determine the required catalyst size, substrate, and
location relative to the engine exhaust for an appropriate engine

cycle for the hybrid application. Particular attention should be

given to catalyst warmsup and eooledown. Data should be obtained
so that the emissions calculations made using HYVEC can be val-

idated for the various driving Cycles. Emission measurements
should include the effect of cold start.
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{9} shifting Automatic Gearbox. The transaxle/gearbox to
be used in the mule program and the ITV will be adapted from the
three—speed automatic transmission used in the General Motors

"X" body cars. This gearbox is a wide-range, lightweight unit
especially designed for those recently introduced cars. In the
hybrid application, the gearbox is shifted on command from the

system microcomputer, but the shifting mechanism and internal

clutches are essentially unchanged. some adjustments might be
necessary, but they can be kept to a minimum. The high-pressure
hydraulic fluid needed to shift the gears is provided from a
central accumulator that will be part of the closed-centered

hydraulic system. Modifications to the automatic gearbox and de-
velopment of the hydraulic system will be made early in Phase II.

An early version of the modified gearbox is needed for the hybrid
test bed mule vehicle. After further modifications, the final

design will be tested and verified in the mechanical/electric

mule vehicle before releasing units for the ITV.

(10) Accessory Systems. The operation and thus the design of
the accessory systems on the hybrid vehicle will be significantly
different from those on a conventional ICE vehicle. For example,

the heater and defroster must operate satisfactorily even when

significant waste heat is not available from the heat engine.
This necessitates a gasoline burner to augment waste heat
from the engine. Second, the accessory drive system must permit

either the heat engine or the electric motor to drive the acces-

sories (e.g., air~conditioner, alternator, hydraulic pump} or to

share the load when both the heat engine and electric motor are
operating. Further, it is necessary to design the accessory
systems such that they require a minimum energy to operate. This

requirement leads to the use of a closed-center hydraulic system

and accumulator to supply high pressure fluid to the power steer-
ing, power brakes, and transmission shift systems. Available

automotive components have been identified from which the acces-

sory systems can be built, but considerable effort will be re‘

quired in Phase II to design and test them.

1~21
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1.5 ORGANIZATION OF THE FINAL REPORT

The remainder of this report is organized to be consistent
with the Data Requirement Description 7 in the contract. Refer-

ences to the Task reports given in the appendices are made where
appropriate. A short statement is made in each section to re-

late the work discussed to the Data Requirement Topic and to
the proper Task and Appendix.
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Section 2

SUMMARY OF PHASE I ACTIVITY

2.1 INTRODUCTION

A summary of all Phase I activities is presented in this
section. It is structured around Tasks l, 2, 3, and 4. For each
task the objectives are given, the methodology is discussed,
and the findings, conclusions, or recommendations are presented.
The material describing the work in each task is summarized from
the appropriate appendix which is referenced. The Near-Term

Hybrid Vehicle Program, Phase I, was divided into five tasks:

Task 1 - Mission Analysis and Performance Specification
Studies

Task 2 - Design Trade-off studies

Task 3 - Preliminary Design

Task 4 - Sensitivity Analysis

Task 5 - Proposal for Phase II

A flowchart of the Phase I activities is shown in Figure 2.1-1.
As indicated in the figure, Tasks 1, 2, 3, and 5 were conducted

in sequence with the output of one task being used as input to the
next one. Task 4 was conducted concurrently with Task 3. Formal
documentation was prepared at the conclusion of each task. The

task reports for Tasks l, 2, 3, and 4 are included under separate
cover.

2-1
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2.2 TASK 1 - MISSION ANALYSIS AND PERFORMANCE

SPECIFICATION STUDIES SUMMARY

This subsection summarizes the work on Task I which is given
in Appendix A, Mission Analysis and Performance specification
Studies.

2.2.1 onascwxvss
 

The major objectives of the Task I study were to

0 Characterize ICE vehicles in terms of weight, fuel

economy, and performance,

0 Characterize the use patterns of automobiles for various
mission combinations.

' Determine the power requirement and electric range of

the hybrid vehicle,

' Select and characterize the 1985 Reference ICE

Vehicle.

2.2.2 METHODOLOGY

In the present study, passenger cars were categorized by
size and passenger capacity. Four size classes were defined:
small, compact, mid—size, and full size. Vehicle weight for each

size class was estimated but was not used in defining the size
class. Vehicle performance specifications were examined in terms
of

Top Speed

Acceleration

Gradability

Low- and Highuspeed Passing Capability

Performance (acceleration) required for safe operation was
differentiated from performance required for ready acceptance in

the marketplace. Performance requirements for the 1985 cars were
then estimated based primarily on safe operation. Performance
specifications for the hybrid/electric vehicle were determined and

compared to the minimum requirements specified in Exhibit 1 of

the contract (see Figure 2.2.2=1}.

Projected characteristics of conventional ICE passenger cars

were collected and examined. The characteristics of particular
interest were:

2-J
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Exterior Dimensions

Curb Weight

Fuel Economy

i Exhaust Emission Standards

Data were correlated for the 1973 modulo and prujnctnd for l98F.

The EPA urban and highway flriuing cycles were assumed to he roprnm
sentativu of urban and highway driving in 1985 and were used to
detorminv vehicle composite fuel economy for the conventional

cars (see Figure 2.2.2—2). The 197? sales mix of the four size
classes was used as the basis for the 1935 sales mix in order to

target the size class for the hybrid/electric vehicle {see
Table 2n202'-1) 0

2.2.2.1 Methodology for Mission Description and Characterization
  

In order to assess the effects of mission analysis on hybrid/
electric vehicle design and marketability, local and regional car

use was studied. Two regions were considered:

0 Inside Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas £SMSAs)

0 Outside Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas (SMSas}

Data sources used include (1) national census surveys, (2)

national transportation use-pattern surveys, and (3) car regis=
tration statistics. It was assumed that the sales mix by size
class would be about the same during the next decade even though
the actual size of the cars will be smaller in the future than at

present.

The use pattern of the automobile varies over a wide range

in terms of trip length. trip frequency, and trip purpose. Four

general categories of trip purpose are defined:

I Earning a Living {work Travel}

0 Family Business

9 Civic, Educational, or Religious

0 Social or Recreational

The last three trip purposes were consolidated and called Personal
Business. Use patterns of automobiles were characterized in terms

of regular travel (e.g., work travel} and random travcl (e.g.,

personal business). Mission sets were then described in terms of

both random and nonrandom trips. A total of eight mission sets
were specified and analyzed (four each for travel inside SMSAS
and outside SMSAS).

2-5
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Characterization of automobile travel requires the following
main factors:

0 Annual Mileage (statistical distributions)

' "Daily Travel (statistical distribution of trip length
and number]

0 Driving Mode

Since data pertinent to some of these factors is very limited, con-

siderable judgement had to be used in developing inputs for the
travel analysis. In the absence of data, for example, an estimate
had to be made for annual mileage versus percent automobiles. Daily

travel patterns were determined when at all possible through use of
the Nationwide Personal Transportation Study. A computer program was
written to simulate daily travel by using a Poisson distribution and
a Monte Carlo simulation. The Poisson distribution determines both

the number of days per year in which a specified number of trips is
taken as well as the total number of trips per year. The Poisson

distribution requires as input data the average number of trips per

day and the average trip length. The Monte Carlo simulation uses a
random number generator to predict trip length and requires the use
of distribution functions for percent trips and percent vehicle miles
in terms of the trip length. The results of the Monte Carlo trip
simulation are used to determine the fraction of days and vehicle

miles for which a hybrid/electric vehicle having a specified "elec-

tric" range can be operated primarily on the battery. Such correla-

tions were developed for each of the mission sets. The travel and
trip statistics are summarized in Tables 2.2.2—2 and 2.2.2-3.

Driving mode is usually described by a driving cycle or a

combination of driving cycles. The EPA urban (FUDC) and the EPA
highway (FHDC) driving cycles were examined as the means to

represent urban and highway travel. The two parts (transient and
stabilized) of the FUDC are used individually and in combination

to describe city and surburban trips, and the FHDC is used to

describe intercity travel which is considered as trips of over
100 miles.

2.2.2.2 §gthodology_Used in the Selection of the Reference ICE
l’.sE_~‘=_l<f—'.

 

In order to properly assess the hybrid/electric vehicle it
is necessary to identify a conventional internal combustion engine

(ICE) vehicle having the same passenger carrying capacity and per*
formance. The criteria for selection of the Reference ICE vehicle
were:

0 Passenger Capacity

3 Sales Volume

9 Acceleration Prrformance

2=-7
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Table 2.2.2—2

DAILY AND ANNUAL TRAVEL DISTANCES INSIDE SMSAS
FOR VARIOUS MISSIONS

 

  
Annual Distance Daily Distance (miles)

(miles) Percentile‘

50 ?5 ‘ 90

Mission

Personal business only
50th percentile 20 39

15th percentile 25 49

90th percentile 32 66

Personal business plus

work trips

50th percentile 21 43

75th percentile 26 57

90th percentile 32 ?6

A11“PUfP05e (excluding
intercity travel)

50th percentile 34 69

75th percentile 52 99

90th percentile >100 >100

All—purpose (including
intercity travel)

50th percentile 36 >100

75th percentile 50 >100

90th percentile 70 >100

*Percentiles are for vehicle miles
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Table 2.2.2-3

DAILY AND ANNUAL TRAVEL DISTANCES OUTSIDE SMSAS

FOR VARIOUS MISSIONS

Annual Distance Daily Distance (miles)
Mission (miles) Percentile‘

50 75 90 
Personal business only

50th percentile 4,400

75th percentile 6,500

90th percentile 9,300

Personal business plus

work trips

50th percentile 6,275

75th percentile 8,375

90th percentile 11,175

All—purpose (excluding

intercity travel}
50th percentile 7,300

75th percentile 10,600

90th percentile 12,700

All—purpose (including

intercity travel}

50th percentile 9,000

75th percentile 13,700

90th percentile 20,500

_________*L__._______

*Pcrccnti1cs are for vehicle miles
 

2e9
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Selection of the Reference ICE vehicle was directed to mid-size

care because hybrid/electric cars of that size class were judged
to have the greatest potential for reducing gasoline consumption.
Interior dimensional criteria noted by Consumers Union (April
1978} were used to identify several l9?8/1979 model mid-size cars

which would be acceptable as Reference ICE vehicles. Fuel

economy and acceleration characteristics were used for further

narrowing of the list of potential Reference ICE vehicles. The
final selection of the Reference ICE Vehicle (1978/1979 Hodel)* was

based on the availability of detailed information on the ICE ve-
hicle which was selected.

2.2.3 CONCLUSIONS

GENERAL CONCLUSIONS AND OBSERVATIONS

The following general conclusions were formulated based on

the work done on mission analysis:

(1) The statistical character of automobile use is important

in determining the "electric" range of the hybr d/electric vehicle
and the fraction of potential car buyers whose transportation
needs would adequately be met by a specific hybrid/electric
vehicle design.

(2) Statistical data on annual mileage including the rela-
tionships between annual mileage and trip length frequency along

with fraction of vehicle miles in trips of specified length are

important in calculating auto use statistics, but the available

key input data is very limited.

(3) The auto use patterns in terms of daily travel and
annual mileage are significantly different inside and outside

of SMSAs, and these differences can significantly affect the

selection of design range for hybrid/electric vehicles.

(4) The fraction of vehicle miles rather than the fraction

of days on which the car can be operated primarily on the
battery is the critical factor in selecting "electric" range.

(5) The EPA urban and highway cycles can be used to describe

vehicle use, and the "stabilized" portion of the EPA urban cycle

is a better representation of central city driving than the SAB
J22?a (B) cycle.

*Reference ICE Vehicle (1935 Model): GM mid-size: 2600 lb curb

weight: length - 185 inches, width — 73 inches: fuel economy -
29/42 EPA uncorrected, 23/33 EPA corrected: acceleration u 0~6D

mph, 16 sec.
**A 65%/35% annual split between urban and highway mileage is used

rather than the national average of 55/45 because owners of hy=
brid/electric vehciles would more likely live in or near urban

areas (inside SMSAS) and thus no proportionately more urban/
suburban driving than the national average.

2=1o

Page 45 of 572 FORD 1122

nchevalier
Sticky Note
None set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by nchevalier



Page 46 of 572 FORD 1122

etutnntflmcrnnc

{6} The urban/highway mileage split or 65/35 is more realis-
tic for metropolitan areas in which hybrid/electric vehicles will

be most attractive than the more customary 55/45 split.**

SPECIEIC CONCLUSIONS
  

(1) The Chevrolet Malibu (19?8) with a V-6, 231 CID engine, a
5-passenger mid-size car made by General Motors, was selected as

the Reference ICE vehicle. The projected characteristics of the

1985 model of that vehicle are used for comparison with the corre-
sponding characteristics of the hybrid/electric vehicle.

(2) an "electric" range of 35 to 40 miles for the hybrid/
electric vehicle is needed so that at least 50% of the potential
midsize car buyers would drive at least 75% of annual urban

vehicle miles using the electric drive as their primary propulsion
means.

{3} A 0-96 km/h (0-60 mph} acceleration time* of 16 seconds

was selected for the acceleration performance specification._ The

critical factor in this selection was safe, high-speed passing on
two—lane roads. This level of performance resulted in more than

adequate gradability, freeway merging capability, and top speed.

1fiEEgjEE3tign performance is given in terms of 0»96 km/hr {0=6O mph}
rather than flw9D km/hr (0=50 mph} as in the contract exhibits bee
cause it conforms more closely with the current practice of autou
motive publications for stating conventional vehicle performance:
Thus most readers would have a better feel for the PGIEOIWGHCE 9*

the hybrid vehicle relative to conventional ICE vehicles if its
performance is given in terms of the U=0U mp‘ ficcelefatlfin 11m”-
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2.3 TASK 2 - DESIGN TRADE-OFF STUDIES

This subsection sumarizes the work done on Task 2 which is

reported fully in Appendix B — Design Trade-Off Studies ieport,
Volumes I, II, and III. -

2.3.1 OBJECTIVES

The major objectives of the Task 2 study were to

0 Characterize the major power train components including
heat engines, electric motors and controllers, batteries,

transmissions and torque combination units, and micro-
processors,

I Evaluate and compare various hybrid power train con-
figurations and component combinations in terms of total
vehicle weight and initial cost,

I Simulate on the computer second—by—second hybrid vehicle
operation over_various complex driving cycles, and

0 Select a hybrid power train and packaging arrangement
for detailed preliminary design in Task 3.

2.3.2 METHODOLOGY

The approach used in the Design Trade~off Studies consisted

of several steps. The first step involved the synthesis of total

vehicle weight and cost from the specific weights and costs of
individual components for a large number of candidate configurations.

In this initial screening of components and drive-line configura-
tions, the component and vehicle energy-use characteristics were av-
eraged over the driving cycles of interest. In this first step, a

wide range of drive—1ine components and combinations was considered
using a Hybrid Vehicle Design Program (HYVELD) for the computer

calculations. The objective of the vehicle-level screening was
to identify those drive-line components and arrangements which
are most attractive for more detailed consideration in the next

step of the screening procedure.

The second step of the trade=off study involved second—by=

second simulation of the hybrid/electric vehicle designs operating
over several driving cycles. This simulation required detailed
modeling of the various drivewline components and the control

strategy for operation of the electric and heat engine drive sys=

tems. In this second step, vehicle characteristics, such as drag
coefficient, frontal fires, weight, etc., were fixed. The major

emphasis Was to ietermine the effect on electricity and gasoline
use of power train changes, such as battery type and weight, en»

gins type, motor voltage control technique, and variations in con=
trol strategy. The second—bywsecond vehicle simulations were perm
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formed using the Hybrid vehicle Calculations (HYVECJ computer
program.

The third step in the Design Trade—off Study was to deter-

mine whether attractive hybrid power train arrangements could be
packaged in a five-passenger car and if so, what were the primary

considerations in comparing one power train layout to another.

2.3.2.1 Power Train Com onents and

Configurations Considered

There is a myriad of possible hybrid/electric power train
configurations and components which could be considered in design
trade-off studies. Hence, some technical judgment was used at
the outset of the study to reduce the contenders to a manageable

number. For instance, the following generic hybrid arrangements
were considered and then excluded:

0 Electric drive through individual wheel-mounted
motors

0 The split power train in which one set of wheels

is driven by the heat engine and the second set

by the electric motor

wheel-mounted motors were excluded because it was felt that

for passenger-car size vehicles such motors are collectively
less efficient, heavier, and more expensive than a single motor

of the same combined horsepower. The split power train arrange-

ment was ruled out because the control of such a system when

there is power sharing between the heat engine and electric
drives would present great difficulty with respect to flexibility

and smoothness. In addition, the split power train arrangement

is inherently heavier and more expensive than single drive shaft
configurations.

The hybrid power train configurations and components con-

sidered in the present tradewoff studies are listed in Table
2.3.2-1. As indicated in the table, both series and parallel

configurations were analyzed in the first screening step, and a
number of candidate components were studied for each function in
the drive line. The effect of vehicle range and power-to-weight

ratio on the relative attractiveness of the various component

candidates from both the vehicle weight and cost points-of-view

were investigated using the HYVELD computer program.

2.3.2.2 Component Characterization
-..e..__.—=..    ____._..—._.

In order to perform the trade-off studies it was necessary

to characterize each of the components in Table 2.3.2«l. The
degree of detail required for each component depended on whether

it was included only in the vehicle level (first step} screening

2~13
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or in both the vehicle level and second—by—second simulation
screenings. For the initial screening, each component was
characterized in terms of specific weight (lb/kw) and specific
cost ($/kw). For the second-hywseoond simulations. detailed
characterization of the components was required including
efficiencies (and/or losses) over the complete operating range
(power and speed) of the component. For the batteries it was

necessary to obtain charge/discharge characteristics over J wide
range of charge/discharge currents. For the most part, the com-
ponents were characterized using data taken on existing hardware.

Extensive characterization data for each of the power train compo-

nents is given in Appendix B {Volume I, Section 3).

In order to synthesize the power train, it is necessary to

specify a number of vehicle characteristics and the degree of
power sharing between the heat engine and electric drive systems.
For the hybrid vehicle design calculations using HYVELD, the
vehicle characteristics required are baseline chassis weight,

payload, energy consumption per ton-mi, fraction of the energy

from heat engine. and the performance parameters -— power-to-

weight ratio and range on electricity. The power sharing between
the heat engine and electric drive systems is specified in terms
of the fraction of the peak power attainable from each drive

system. The efficiency of the drive-line is specified as a single
value averaged over the driving cycles of interest. As noted
previously, the effect of the vehicle and power train specificam
tions on the attractiveness of the various components is of

particular importance.

2.3.2.3 Methodolo for the Evaluation and Com arison df

gandidate Power Trains

During the initial screening of the candidate hybrid/electric
power trains, comparisons were made in terms of total vehicle
weight, initial and operating costs, break—even gasoline price,

and total energy used. These comparisons were made for fixed
baseline vehicle chassis weight and vehicle performance specifi-
cations. The vehicles utilizing hybrid/electric power trains

were also compared with the 1985 model of the Reference ICE Vehicle
and an al1~electric car having similar utility to a car owner. For
all of these comparisons, economic factors such as interest rate,

discount rate, finance period, payback period, inflation rate, etc.

were held constant. In addition, the fuel economy of the Reference

ICE Vehicle was fixed. Complete lists of the design and economic
factors which were varied or held constant in the initial screen-

ing study are given in Table 2.3.2-2.

Candidate power trains included in the second—by=second
simulation studies were compared in terms of range primarily on

batterywstored electricity, fuel economy (mpg), heat engine
emissions, and energy use. These comparisons were made for urban/
surburan, highway, and intra=oity driving using appropriate come
binations of the Environmental Protection Agency's urban and high—
way cycles and the SAH J227a Schedule D cycle. In addition, the

Zeld
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Table 2.3.2-1

HYBRID POWER TRAIN CONFIGURATIONS AND COMPONENTS

CONSIDERED IN THE DESIGN TRADE~OFF STUDY

General Power Train Arrangements

1. Series

2. Parallel

Heat Engines

1. Fuel-injected Gasoline (naturally aspirated)
2. Diesel (naturally aspirated and turbocharged)

3. Uniform Charge Rotary
4. Single-shaft Gas Turbine

5. Stirling

Transmission/Clutches

1. Power Addition with Differential Action

2. Multi-speed shifted Gearbox with Clutch

3. Torque Converter with Lock-up
4. Continuously variable Transmission (CVT)

Electric Drives

1. DC Separately Excited with or without Armature
Control

2. AC Induction with Pulse-width Modulated Inverter

Batteries (Primary Storage}

1. Lead-acid

2. Ni-Zn

3. Ni—Pe
4. LiAl—FeSx

Secondarz Storage

1. Flywheel
2. Lead-Acid Batteries
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Table .'?.3.2—2

VEHICLE AND ECONOMIC FACTOR INPUT PARAMETERS

FOR THE DESIGN TRADE-OFF CALCULATIONS

1-tylbridglilectr is Design Parameter

Baal. ine Choaaio Height '

Payload Height '

Poucr-to-weight Ratio

Range (Design! - A11-electric

Range {Design} - Hybrid

Electric Drive-1 ine Efficiency

coat of additional Cnneeie Height "

weight Propagation Factor '

Miles Traveled per Hear "

fraction of Miles in City ‘

Energy Consumption in City cloth/ton—m1I *

Energy consumption on Highway (kWh./ton-mU "

Fraction of Energy from Engine in City *

Fraction of Energy from Engine in Highway *

Price of Electricity “

specific cost of Hotorxcenerator ($/km

Specific Cost of Generator {$/kill

Spec iii: Cost‘. of controller £5/kw)

Spec ific Height of Motor/Generator {S/lb)

Specific Height of Generator (S/lb)

Specific Height of Controller {S/lb)

Average Engine hair: in City ‘

Average Engine bsfc: on Highway *

Time for Suata ined. Pout-.-r from the Flywheel "

Co 1-went iona1_Uehic1e Des ign Par-met er s
 

Power-to-Height Ratio

Specific Height of Eng fine

specific weight of TI.’-‘lnsimission

Specific Coat of Engine
Specific Cost of Translnisaion

fuel. Economy in city "

fuel Economy on Highway '
Consumer cost ‘

Price of Gasoline °

Maintenance Coot per I-lilo "

Economic Factor :1

Discount Rate '

Inflation Rate '

Interest Rate *

Paybmzk Per iod ‘
Fin-an -0 Pa‘.-r iod *

Tax Rate *

Soles ‘rm-r °

*1n;-ul P.1r.uru--lune H:-Id I.'muJl-Inl 2|: Uuhiclv Hyntheozs.
I‘ul1:ul4t1un-:.

2~15
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0~6n mph and 40-60 mph acceleration times obtained for the various

candidate hybrid power trains were compared.

2.3.2.4 vehic1e—Leve1 Power Train Layout qgngiderationg
 

The results of the design trade-off studies yielded the power

ratings of the heat engine and electric drive systems and the
weight of the batteries needed to meet the vehicle performance

and range requirements set forth by the Mission Analysis {Task 1).
In addition, the trade-off studies identified particular com-
ponents, such as heat engines, electric motors, and batteries,

which are prime candidates for use in the Preliminary Design
(Task 3). In order to investigate various options for packaging

power train components of the required size into a five-passenger
car, preliminary vehicle layouts were made using the 1979 Chevrolet
Malibu (chassis and interior seating arrangement) as the baseline
design. various placements of the motor. engine, and batteries were

made including front—and—rear-wheel drive and fore—and—aft—position-
ing of the batteries. These layouts formed the basis for trade-off
considerations involving crashworthiness, service accessibility,
handling, vehicle weight, and ease of battery maintenance.

 2.3.2.5 Control Strate and Vehicle 0 eration on Various

Driving Cycles

Selection and evaluation of power train components must in-

clude careful consideration of the control strategy to be used.
The control strategy involves coordinating use of the heat engine

and electric drive systems. The power and speed requirements of

the vehicle must be matched to the capabilities of the engine

and motor. Power matching is accomplished by means of a trans-
mission and/or power combination differential. The control

strategy should be self~adaptive to varying levels of battery
charge and rates of acceleration and deceleration. In addition,

the control parameters for the various components should be
easily sensed and used as inputs to the system controller. All

of these aspects of developing and implementing a control stra-

tegy for the efficient, flexible, and smooth operation of the

hybrid/electric power train were considered in the trade—off
studies.

2.3.3 MAJOR FINDINGS........_..-...g._....?.._...

The major findings* from the Design Trade-Off Studies are:

(13 The parallel configuration with a 60/40 split between

peak power of the heat engine and electric drive systems is nearm

optimum from the standpoints of vehicle weight, ownership cost,

and energy usage (fuel and electricity).
.——_._;....- -

WDet§IIEH"results of the design trade=ofE studios are given in
appendix 3 (Vol. 1, Sections 5 and E).
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{2} Based primarily on economic considerations, a do elec-

tric drive system utilizing a separatoiy excited motor with field
control and bnttcry switching was selected for the Noar=Term

Hybrid Vehicle.

(3) The prime heat engine candidates are a fuelwinjectcd

gasoline engine and a turhochargud diesel. Both engines are 1.6

E in displacement and develop about 80 hp. The diesel engine

yielded 25 to 30% better fuel economy in the hybrid application
than the gasoline engine, but technology does not currently exist

to reduce the sex and particulate emissions of the diesel to
levels being considered by the Environmental Protection Agency
for 1985 (0.2 gm/mi for particulates). The diesel also has pos-
sible cold-starting problems when used in an on/off mode.

(4) A complex control strategy involving integrated power

sharing between the heat engine and the electric drive systems

is required for the hybrid vehicle to have acceleration per-
formance equivalent to a conventional ICE vehicle and at the

same time high fuel economy and acceptable electric range.
Implementation of the control strategy developed in the computer
simulations will require the use of microprocessors in the hybrid

vehicle control system.

(5) The initial hybrid vehicle simulations showed that ?00

lb of ISOA lead-acid batteries yielded satisfactory electric

range and vehicle acceleration performance.‘ The Ni—zn batteries
were found to be the most attractive for the hybrid application,

but there is considerable uncertainty concerning the cycle life-

time and cost of Ni—Zn batteries in the 1932 to 1985 time period.

(6) The vehicle layout studies showed that the complete
hybrid power train including the lead-acid batteries can be
packaged in the engine compartment of the 1979 Chevrolet Malibu

without any intrusion into the passenger compartment.

(7) The initial selling price (in 1978 dollars) of the hybrid
vehicle was calculated to be about $?DOO compared with $5790 for

a conventional ICE vehicle of the same performance and passenger-

carrying capacity.+ The ownership (life cycle) cost of the hybrid
was calculated to be l7.8¢/mi compared with lB.5¢/mi for the

Reference vehicle for energy costs of $1.00/gal for gasoline and
4.2¢/kwh for electricity. The lifetime of the hybrid vehicle was

taken to be 12 yrs compared with 10 yrs for the conventional ICE

vehicle because of the long life of the electrical components,
the reduced use of the heat engine, and the improved vehicle com»

pononts at 5% increase in cost.

(8) Detailed hybrid vehicle simulations showed that for the

first 30 mi (the electric range of the vehicle) in urban driving,
-....._..-........ .._.........-...

* flattery weight was established as 770 lb during Preliminary Design.
+ Selling price was nmdified to $7600 during Preliminary Design.

2=1a
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the fuel economy was H3 mnq using a gasoline engine and 100 mpg
using in (110891. eng;i.nI2. Over the first 75 mi the aavexngc-. fuel

economy of the hybrid was 42 mpg for the gasoline engine and 55
mpg using the diesel engine. The highway fuel economy of the
hybrid vehicle is slightly better than that of the Reference ICE

Vehicle (1935 model). In urban driving the hybrid would save about

?5% of the fuel used by the conventional vehicle and in combined

urban/highway driving the fuel saving is about 50%.

2=19
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2.4 TASK 3 - PRELIMINARY DESIGN

This subsection summarizes the work done on Tank 3 which in

fully reported in Appendix C - Preliminary pnnigngnaruygaohngo.

20401

 

ommc T_1_y§§
 

The major objectives of the Task 3 effort were to

2.4.2

Develop a detailed preliminary design (including full-
scale layouts and styling) of the hybrid vehicle using

the power train arrangement and components selected in
Task 2,

Perform ride and handling and barrier crash computer
simulations of the hybrid vehicle design,

Contact potential suppliers of major power train compo-

nents and refine the sizing of those components,

Perform the preliminary design of electric drive system

components, including the power electronics, battery

charger, and microcomputer,

Refine the second~by—second hybrid vehicle simulation

program, and

Determine the performance and energy—use characteristics

and ownership costs for the Near~Term Hybrid vehicle.

METHODOLOGY

The preliminary design activities were Concerned with

developing detailed designs of the vehicle and power train sub=
systems

primary

In

as the Reference ICE Vehicle.

from the design concepts evolved in Tasks 1 and 2.

activities undertaken in Task 3 were the following:

Fullescale layouts of the vehicle and power train

The

vehicle styling

vehicle handling and crashworthiness simulations

System microcomputer software study

Battery switching, field chopper, and battery charger
circuit design

Refinement of HYVEC simulation calculations.

Task l, the Chevrolet Malibu imidmsize GM car) was selected

Subsequent work in Task 2 indicated

that the Malibu would also be a good choice For a base vehicle from
which to build/fabricate the Ncar=Tcrm Hybrid Vehicle.* Hence all

the preliminary design layout work in Task 3 was done using the 1979

Kihismvchicléwis to be built by 1982 and thus must use materials and
automotive components available at that time.

Page 55 of 572
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Malibu as the starting point for the hybrid conversion. The

Malibu was extensively redesigned with only the passenger com-
partment, window and door mechanisms, front and side glass, and

door and roof metal being used essentially unchanged from the
stock Malibu. The exterior of the Malibu (front and rear) was

redesigned for improved aerodynamics and a fresh new look, and
the front and underbody structures and front and rear suspensions

along with the power train were replaced. The conversion approach

significantly reduces the cost of building/fabricating the hybrid
vehicle with a minimal sacrifice in vehicle attractiveness and

utility. Experience gained with the General Electric Centennial
and the DOE/GE Near—Term Electric vehicle (which were essentially

from—the—ground«up designs} has indicated that those parts of the
vehicle being used from the stock Malibu (interior, window and

door mechanisms, etc.) were particularly expensive and trouble—

some in the building of the new vehicles. Hence, the approach
taken in the Near-Term Hybrid Vehicle Program is to redesign only

the power train, running gear, load carrying structural members,
and extericr styling of the vehicle and to utilize the interior
and windows/doors of the stock Malibu. The introduction of front-

wheel drive, downsized luxury cars, such as the Buick Riviera and

Olds Toronado, by GM has provided some of the mechanical com-

ponents required in the hybrid vehicle.

At the completion of the Design Trade—Off Studies, two
options were still being considered for several of the hybrid

power train components. These components and the options were:

9 Heat En ine — fuel injected, gasoline (VW 1.6 E) or a
turbocharged diesel (vs 1.6 2)

0 Transmission — multi—speed, automatically shifted gear-

box or a steel belt, traction drive continuously
variable transmission {CVT)

3 Tbrgue Combination Unit — Single shaft or power
differentia

5 Egtteries - leadvacid or Ni-Zn

In all cases it was decided to proceed in the Preliminary Design

Task with the more readily available and more highly developed
component and to include the alternative option in an advanced

technology development category. Hence, the detailed vehicle
layouts were prepared using {1} a fuel-injected gasoline engine
(1.6 E), (2) a multiwspeed, automatically shifted gearbox; (3) 3

single shaft (fixed speed ratios between input/output shafts]

torque combination unit, and (él I503 1ead=adid batteries.
Further discussions of the use of a turbocharged diesel engine,

the steelwhelt CVT, and Ni=zn batteries in the hybridfeleetric
power train are included under advanced technology de#e10PmEfitB=
The power differential torque combination was dropped from further
consideration, because of the complexity of the control oi such a
unit and the belief that development of the singieushaft unit
would permit adequate smoothness in power blending from the heat

2-21
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engine and electric motor. The advantages of the diesel engine,

CUT, and Ni—zn batteries are significant, and they would have

been included in the design except for the following disadvan-

tages in each case: (1) diesel engine — sex and unregulated
emissions (smoke and odor} and uncertainty regarding cold start

in the on/off operating mode, (2) steel—belt CVT - uncertainty
regarding the availability of a unit with desired overall speed

ratio and torque capability by mid—198l, and (3) Ni—zn batteries -

uncertainty in performance, cycle life, and cost of cells avail-
able by 1981. The hybrid vehicle layout is such that the ad-
vanced—technology components can be substituted for their near-
term counterparts. For example, the Ni-Zn batteries could re-
place the lead-acid batteries with little or no change in the

rest of the electric drive system.

2.4.3 MAJOR FINDINGS/ACCOMPLISHMENTS

The major findings/accomplishments of the Preliminary
Design Task were the following:

(1) Detailed vehicle layouts shwed that the complete power

train, including the batteries, could be packaged under the hood
ahead of the firewall resulting in no intrusion into the passenger

compartment.

(2) The ride, handling, and crashworthiness of the hybrid

conversion were found to be comparable to those of the 1979
Chevrolet Malibu.

(3) The acceleration performance of the hybrid vehicle was
calculated to be 0-30 mph in 5 seconds and 0—56 mph in 12.6
seconds.

(4) Energy-use calculations showed that the Near-Term Hybrid

Vehicle* would use 41% less petroleum fuel and 5% less total energy

(including electrical energy generation inefficiency} compared
with the Reference ICE Vehicle in 1985 for 11,852 miles of annual

driving (65% urban).

(S) The use of a turbocharged diesel and/or Ni—zn batteries

in the hybrid power train would lead to a more attractive hybrid
design (25% better fuel economy and 400 lb lighter vehicle,
respectively} than the baseline design which uses a gasoline
engine and lead-acid batteries.

(6) The use of a steel-belt CVT in the hybrid power train

would improve the 0—6D mph acceleration by about 1 second and

reduce fuel consumption by about 20%, but such a transmission is

not likely to be available before 1985.

wThe powérwtrain for this vehicle is not fully optimized because it
must utilize automotive components available in 1982. Thus its fuel

economy and resultant petielcum savings are loss than those of the

more highly optimized hybrid vehicles discussed in Appendix B (Vol-
ume I, Section 8).

2=2Z
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(7) The operation of the heater/defrester and air-conditiuner

significantly increases the energy-uae of the hybrid vehicle when
the electric motor is the primary propulsion unit.
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2.5 TASK 4 - SENSITIVITY ANALYSIS

This subsection summarizes the work done on Task 4 which is

fully reported in Appendix D - Sensitivity Analysis Report.

2.5.1 QBJECTIVES
 

The major objectives of the Task 4 study were to determine
the impact of variations (from nominal values) in

0 Travel characteristics

0 Energy costs

0 Component costs

0 Vehicle lifetime

0 Maintenance costs

0 Fuel economy of the Reference ICE vehicle

on the

I Utility

Economic attractiveness

I Marketability

of the 5-passenger hybrid vehicle selected as near—optimum in
Task 2.

2.5.2 METHODOLOGY

The sensitivity studies were performed using the Hybrid

Vehicle Design (HYVELD) computer program which was also employed
extensively in the Design Trade—off Studies. HYVELD was developed

so that the important parameters on which the vehicle design and

economics depend could be easily changed by simply altering the

inputs to the program.

A summary of the parameter sensitivities studied using
HYVELD is given in Table 2.5.2—l. About 50 runs were made -

divided into the groups indicated — to investigate the effect of

one or, at most, three parameters at a time. All the studies

pertain to the parallel hybrid configuration (without secondary
energy storage) and are for a power-tosweight ratio Hp equal to

0.02 kw/lb. The sensitivity of hybrid vehicle design to power
train configuration and component characteristics was studied

in detail in Task 2 and was not repeated in Task 4. The HYVELD

calculations yielded parametric results for other hybrid/electric

vehicle configurations, but those results are not discussed in

this task because the Design Trade=0ff Studies indicated clearly

that the parallel hybrid approach was far superior to the others.

2=24
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Thus, it is the sensitivity of the parallel hybrid results to the

parametric variations that is of prime importance.

2.5.3 CONCLUSIONS  

The major conclusions drawn from the :=nsitivity analysis
are the following:

{1} Changes in annual mileage are reflected directly in the

fraction of the miles that the hybrid vehicle can be driven pri-
marily on electricity with the marginal effect increasing rapidly
when the fraction falls below 50%.

(2) For the lowest cost dc electric drive system and high-

volume production, the initial cost of the hybrid vehicle would
be $1200 to $1500 higher than that of the conventional ICE
vehicle. This cost differential would be $1600 to $2100 for low-

volume production of the electric components.

(3) For nominal energy costs {$1.00/gal for gasoline and
4.2¢/kWh for electricity}, the ownership cost of the hybrid

vehicle is projected to be 0.5 to l.0¢/mi less than the conven-
tional ICE vehicle. To attain this ownership cost differential,

the lifetime of the hybrid vehicle must be extended to 12 years

and its maintenance cost reduced by 25% compared with the con-
ventional vehicle.

{4} The ownership cost advantage of the hybrid vehicle in-

creases rapidly as the price of fuel increases from $1 to $2/gal.

The effect of the cost of electricity on ownership cost is small

for electricity prices between 2.5¢ and B.5¢/kwh.

(5) Annual mileage and fraction of miles in urban driving do
not significantly affect the ownership cost differential between

the hybrid and conventional vehicles.

(6) Changes in general economic conditions (i.e., the infla-

tion rate) do not significantly affect the ownership cost differ~
ential between the hybrid and conventional vehicles.

(7) Annual fuel savings using the hybrid vehicle are strongly
dependent on the fuel economy baseline used for the Reference ICE
Vehicle (1985 model). Using projected 1985 fuel economy values, the

hybrid vehicle would have a fuel savings of about 55% or 250 gal per
vehicle per year.

(8) Hybrid vehicles would be economically attractive to u wide
group of new car buyers with the ownership cost and fraction of

fuel saved varying only slightly hcLwccn thc 35th and 00th por-
ccntile of car owners.
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(9) The economic attractiveness of the hybrid vehicle is

not a strong function of design electric range for changes in
range between 30 to 40 mi.

(10) Hybrid vehicles using diesel engines have a slight
advantage in ownership cost (0.5 - 1.0¢/mi) compared to those
using gasoline engines. but the gasoline engine—powered hybrid
has a slightly greater ownership cost differential advantage com-
pared to the corresponding conventional ICE vehicle (1985 model}.

2=27

Page 62 of 572 FORD 1122

nchevalier
Sticky Note
None set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by nchevalier



    

Page 63 of 572 FORD 1122

     

   

  

 

 

.,.m...\_J ..~.. M . . flL\l _. .. . ..

.

“if1.

 

Page 63 of 572 FORD 1122

nchevalier
Sticky Note
None set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by nchevalier



Page 64 of 572 FORD 1122

csn:naLfl:m:1nu:

Section 3

SUMMARY OF THE NEAR-TERM HYBRID

VEHICLE DESIGN

A summary of the Near=Term Hybrid vehicle preliminary design
is presented in this subsection. Topics addressed include the gen-
eral layout and styling, the power train specifications with dis-

cussion of each major component, vehicle weight and weight break-
down, vehicle performance, measures of energy consumption, and
initial cost and ownership cost.

3.1 GENERAL LAYOUT AND STYLING

The general characteristics of the vehicle layout and chassis
are:

0 Curb weight

- 1786 kg [3930 lb)

0 Body Style

~ Four—door hatchback

— Drag Coefficient — 0.40 [effective wind weighted)

2
~ Frontal area - 2.0 m (21.5 ftz)

0 Rolling Resistance

- .011 lb/lb (tires plus wheel bearings)

0 Chassis/Power Train Arrangement

- Front wheel drive

— Complete power train, including the batteries,
in front of firewall

- Fuel tank under rear seat

0 Reference ICE Vehicle

— Chevrolet Malibu (1985 model}*

Fullnscale drawings of the nearmterm hybrid vehicle have been

prepared and 1/5 scale reductions are included in Appendix C, Pre-

liminary Design Data Package. The starting point in preparing  

*Tne Reference ICE Vehicle (1985 model) is assumed to have the

same frontal area, drag coefficient, and rolling resistance as

the hybrid/electric vehicle.
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the drawings was the 1979 Malibu. No changes were made in the
seating package. A three-dimensional cutaway of the hybrid ve-
hicle indicating the placement of the power train is shown in
Figure 3.1-1. Note that the complete hybrid power train is lo-
cated in front of the firewall with no intrusion into the passenger
compartment. An artist's rendering of the vehicle styling is

shown in Figure 3.1-2. A four-door hatchback body type was sew
lected because it maximizes the all—purpose character of the five-

passenger vehicle.

 

  

PROP UISIOII BATTE HY

HEATER

FUEL TANK

HEAT ENGINE

E LEG {RIC MOTOR

Figure 3.1-1. Near—Term Hybrid vehicle,
Three—Dimensiona1 Cutaway
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Left Rear Quarter View

 
Left Front Quarter View

Figure 3.1~2. Artist's Rendering of the Near-Term
Hybrid Vehicle
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3.2 POWER TRAIN SPECIFICATIONS AND WEIGHT BREAKDOWN

Specifications for the heat engine, electric drive system,
batteries, and transmission and axle differential are presented

in this subsection. Control strategy and the system microcomc

puter are discussed and the vehicle weight breakdown is pre-
sented.

3.2.1 POWER TRAIN SPECIFICATIONS 

Full—scale drawings of the hybrid power train were pre-

pared in Task 3. A one—fifth scale drawing of the power train
is shown in Figure 3.2.1-1. As indicated in the figure, the

hybrid vehicle uses front-wheel drive with both the heat engine
and electric motor mounted in a transverse orientation above the

transaxle. This is clearly a parallel hybrid configuration.
Clutches are required to permit decoupling the drive system from
the vehicle drive shaft and operating the heat engine and elec-

tric motor in combination and separately. A schematic of the

power train is shown in Figure 3.2.1-2.

Specifications for each of the power train components are
discussed in the following subsections.

3.2.1.1 Heat Engine

The heat engine used in the preliminary design of the hybrid

vehicle is the Volkswagen fuel-injected 4—cy1inder, 1.6 liter

gasoline engine. This engine equipped with the Bosch K—Jetronic

fuel injection system is used in the VW Rabbit and Audi 4000.
The K~Jetronic system is often referred to as the CIS (Continuous

Injection System} and utilizes a mechanical airflow sensor and
distributing slots to control fuel flow to the engine. The UN

1.6 liter engine can also be equipped with the Bosch L—Jetronic

system which utilizes so1enoid—operated injection valves associ-

ated with each cylinder. The amount and timing of the fuel in-
jection is controlled by a microprocessor which requires inputs
from measurements of airflow, rpm, engine temperature, etc. The

L-Jetronic system is a true electronically controlled fuel inject-

ion system and for that reason is more compatible with the over—

all implementation of the hybrid vehicle control strategy using

a system microprocessor. Volkswagen does not currently market

the L~Jotronic fuel injection system. However, discussions with

VW indicated they are currently fleet~testing cars using the

L-Jetronic system and have done much laboratory testing of engines
using that system. Hence it is appropriate to use the more ad-

vanced L—Jetronic system in the Near«Tcrm Hybrid Vehicle Program.

Considerable fuel consumption and emission data were avail-

able to characterize the electronically fuel—injectcd {EFI}. 1.6»

liter engine. Those data were used in the HYVEC simulation

3~4
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studios. The EFI 1.6-litnr angina is rated at an hp at 5500 rpm
with a maximum torqun of H4 ft/lb at 3200 rpm. Hones, the angina

is sized almost nxnctly to moat tho hybrid vnhioln pownr rnquiro~

monk and is an ideal choice for tho hybrid application.

3.2.1.2 __1:=2_l':.‘£JC'l‘IlIC Dn_I=yE syswsm
.-so:-= a=.T.—-   

The electric drive system in tho hybrid vehicle utilizos

a dc separately excited motor with battery switching and field
weakening to control motor speed and torque. Tho system uses a
nominal voltage of l20 V with peak currents of about 400 A except

during battery switching when the currents reach 500 A for a few

Seconds. The electric motor has a continuous rating (1-2 hours)
of 18 kw (24 hp} and a peak rating (1-2 minutes) of 32.8 kw {44 hp).
Discussions with the General Electric DC Motor and Generator

Department indicate that the dc motor for the hybrid vehicle can

be developed by a modest redesign of the electric motor used in
the Near—?erm DOE/GE electric car. The resultant motor for the

hybrid vehicle would be essentially the same size {length and
diameter} and weight as the one for the DOE/GE electric car, but

it would be worked harder {with slightly higher currents and

flux) in the hybrid application. Testing of the original design
has indicated this is possible without significantly reducing the

reliability and life of the motor.

The dc motor is controlled using field weakening and battery

switching. The battery is arranged in two parallel banks so that

it can be operated to yield 60 V or operated in series to yield
120 V. The base speed of the motor is 1100 rpm at 60 v and 2200

rpm at 120 V. A resistor is used when starting the motor and

during short periods of battery switching. Field weakening is
accomplished using a transistorized field chopper in essentially

the same way as in the DOE/GE electric car.

The motor rating may be summarized as follows:

Design No. 2366-2913

Frame GD 12 1/4 in.

Name Plate Rating 24 HP, Peak Power 44 hp (1 min.)
Weight 220 lb

Rated voltage 108 V
Rated Current 190 A

Rated Field 8.2 A

Rated Flux 0.84 Megalines

Base Speed 2200 rpm

Maximum Speed 6000 rpm

3-5
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snuss

OVER-UNNING1 OVER-RUNNING
CLUTCH-1 CLTCH—2

ELECTRIC

MOTOR

CUTCH CLUTCH‘’2

TRASISO 1

DFERTI    

WHEEL

Figure 3.2.1"-'-2+ Schématic of Drive Package
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3.2.1.3 Batteries 

The hybrid vehicle is designed to utilize T10 lb of Improved
State—of-the-Art (ISOA) leadwacid batteries. The batteries are

positioned under the hood in front of the firewall as shown in

Figure 3.2.1-l. The battery container has dimensions of 36 in.
length, 26 in. width, and 13 in. height. The preferred battery
module is 12 V, 105 AH/cell at the C/3 rate. The 770—lb battery
pack stores 12.5 kwh at the C/3 rate for an energy density of

16.4 Wh/lb. The power characteristics of the battery are based
on the voltage-current relationship for a 15 second pulse at 50%
state—of-discharge during a C/3 rate discharge. The power

characteristics specifications are the following:

  Pulse Current, A Volts/Cell Volts/Module

210 1.82 10.9

315 1.71 10.3

420 1.61 9.6

For the maximum current pulse of 420 A. the corresponding power
density is about 53 W/lb with a voltage droop of 20%. The lead-

acid batteries used inie preliminary design of the hybrid vehicle

have energy density and power characteristics comparable to those
of the batteries developed by Globe—Union for the DOE/GE electric
car. The cell capacity (AH) for the hybrid vehicle battery is

considerably smaller, however, which means that new batteries

must be designed and fabricated especially for the hybrid appli-
cation.

3.2.1.4 Transmission and Axle Differential
 

For front—wheel drive vehicles, the transmission and axle

differential are usually combined in a single unit termed the

transaxle. Nevertheless, the speed change characteristics of
the transmission and axle differential can be described separ-
ately. The transmission is an automatically shifted gearbox
taken from an automatic transmission. In the Design Trade—off

Studies, a four-speed transmission having an overall gear ratio
of 3.46 was used. Such a gearbox would be part of a four—speed,

overdrive automatic transmission. Unfortunately, such a trans-

mission in a transaxle unit is not currently being marketed by

a U.S. or foreign auto manufacturer or supplier. Such a unit might
become available as auto manufacturers seek to improve fuel ccone

omy. Tho gearbox used in the preliminary design studies of the

Near-Term Hybrid Vehicle is part of the thrce*Spcud automatic

transmission used in the new GM X-body cars (e.g., Chevrolet Cita-

tion). That gearbox has ratios of 2.34/1.6/1 in lst. 2nd, 3rd
qcar respectively. An axle ratio of 1.3 has been used in most of

the HYVEC calculations. That value is compatible with maximum

motor and Cngino speeds 0| hUUU rpm and yields qood fuel economy
in both urban and highway driving.

3-10
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3.2.1.5 Igrque Combination
_--..-._....  

The outputs of the heat engine and the electric motor are

combined using the single-shaft approach in which there are fixed

ratios between the rotational speeds of the heat engine, electric
motor, and vehicle drive shaft. HYUEC simulation studies have

shown that the heat engine and electric motor can be operated

near optimum efficiency by varying the power split in the
neighborhood of 50%. This can be done using the system micro-
processor and avoids the need for a power differential which
would vary the shaft speed ratios as a function of the desired

power split between the heat engine and motor. The power differ-

ential is much more difficult to control than the single-shaft

{fixed speed ratio} arrangement for torque combination. A pre-

liminary drawing of the torque transfer unit, including the

clutches required, is shown in Figure 3.2.1-3.

3.2.1.6 Control Strategy and the System Microprocessor

A detailed control strategy for operating the heat engine
and electric motor has been developed as indicated in Figure

3.2.l—4. The key features of the control strategy are:

0 On/off engine operation

I Regenerative braking whenever the battery can accept the

charge

I Regenerative braking whenever the battery can accept the Charqe

Electric motor idling when vehicle is at rest

Electric drive system primary (battery state of

discharge permitting) when vehicle speed is less
than VMODE*

I Equal sharing of load between motor and engine
when both are needed.

I Batteries recharged by heat engine in a narrow

state-of-charge range (0.7~S<O.B)

I Electric motor dominant in determining shifting
logic when it is operating

I Heat engine primary for highway driving

0 Electric motor always used to initiate vehicle

motion from rest and in lowuspeed maneuvers (e.g.,
parking)

0 Vehicle operation controlled by a system micro-
processor.

0 Accessories driven by heat engine or electric
motor, whichever is primary, and accessory load

shared when both are operating.

Considerable work has been done to develop the nicroprocessor

control logic (software) corresponding to the Control strategy

*Vchicle spfied at which the heat engine bccomvs the primary
source of power

3-11
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used in the HYVEC simulations. The general approach taken is to

develop a system controller which receives inputs from the micro-

processors governing the heat engine and electric motor and which

in turn sends control signals to those prime movers. The various
microcomputer functions are shown in Figure 3.2.1.5.

3.2.2 VEHICLE WEIGHT AND WEIGHT BREAKDOEE
 

A weight breakdown for the Near—Term Hybrid Vehicle is given
in Table 3.2.2—l. A vehicle curb weight of 3928 lb is projected

leading to an inertia test weight of 4228. This is 228 lb greater
than the 4000 lb used in the HYVEC calculations qiven in the De-

sign Trade-Off Study Report.* The hybrid vehicle simulations have
been rerun using HYVEC to include the effects of the increased
vehicle weight and other changes in power train component characm

teristics made during the Preliminary Design Task. The HYVEC
results for the Near-Term Hybrid vehicle design are used in the
discussions of vehicle characteristics presented in subsequent
sections.

}The weight used in the Design Trade=0ff Studios assumed optimum
use of 1985 automotive technology and materials and a complete

ground-up design. All the automotive components needed to do

this will not be available by 1931/82 for use in the Near~Term
Hybrid Vehicle. Hence its weight is greater than that of the
Optimum design.
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Uahrcie Eluc Drwe
Controller Signain

'—I

COn1gcta's Elecm: DING Tait
Sw Res. 5°“"'°”°°' Diagnost-cs

 
 

 
Charge

1

I

Figure 3.2.1-5. Hybrid vehicle I-iiclrocornputer Control
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WEIGHT BREHKDOWN

Chassis/Running gear
 

Structure_

Bumpers

Suspension

wheels and tires

Brakes

subtotal

Exterior/Interior/Contrgg
Seats

skins

Human factor and control

Air~Qonditioner

subtotal

Power train

Gasoline engine (VW 1.62)

Fuel system (incl. 10 gal. gasoline)

Transaxle

Electric motor

Power electronics and controller

Lead—acid batteries

Subtotal

Total curb weight

3-15
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“ MALIBU BASED HYBRID

Weight

806

164

230

254

128L.-

(lb) 

104

15;

434

iii

234

73

90

220

50

312

1582

854

1492

3928 lb

(1735 kg)
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3.3 VE|'||C'LE PERFORMANCE

A format for presenting and discussing the performance spec-
ifications of the hybrid vehicle and how well the preliminary de-
sign meets or exceeds the minimum specifications was set forth by
JPL in the RFP for the contract. That format was followed in this

and subsequent sections of this report, but for convenience of dis-
cussion the complete list (P1 to P17) will be divided into several

parts. In this subsection, items P1 to P9 are considered. These
items deal directly with vehicle performance, operation, and cost

under normal (or routine) operating conditions and have been stud-
ied in considerable detail in the Phase I effort. some of the

other items which refer more to nonroutine vehicle operation, such
as cold weather conditions, have not been studied in as great
detail.

Vehicle performance characteristics of the preliminary design
are given in Table 3.3-1 for items Pl through P9. In all respects,
the Near—Term Hybrid vehicle design meets or exceeds the minimum
requirements. This includes minimum requirements R1 through R6
and constraints C1 through C6. The values given in Table 3.3-1
were taken from the updated HYVEC Calculations.

Initial estimates of battery rechargeability and maintenance

(P11, P12) and cold/hot temperature operation (P10, P13) are given
in Table 3.3-2. Considerable work is needed in Phase II to refine

the estimates given in the table, especially in the area of bat-
tery warm-up after long soak periods at subzero temperatures.
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F1

P2

P3

P4

P5

P6

P?

P8

P9

(a)

(b)

(C)

UN

(0!

Table 3.3~l

VEHICLE PERFORMANCE CHARACTERISTICS

Hinimqm Nonrefuolud nunqe
  

 

 

91.1 FHDC {Gasoline — 10 gal. tank} 559 i.m"“"
91.2 rune 120 km, W - mg mini
91.3 J22?aIBJ (all-ulectric operation} 80 km‘33

C:uiae_Sgeed 130 km/h

Maximgm Sgced
P3.1 Maximum Speed - 150 km/h

P3.2 Length of Time Maximum Speed can 1 min
He Maintained on Level Road

Acceierations

94.1 0-50 km/h (0-30 mph} 5-0 a I6-01"’
p4.2 o-so km/h 10-55 mph} 12.5 s {15.oI‘°’
94.3 40-90 km/h (25-55 mph} 3.5 a ¢12.o1‘°’

ggggabilitx

Q5533 ggeeq Distance

96.1 3?. 1.00 km/I1 <9o)‘°" [Unlimited] ‘*1
PS.2 51 95 km/h [Unlimited]

P5.3 8% 30 km/h (50l‘c} (Unlimited)
PS.-I 15% 40 km/h t2a1‘°3 (Unlimited)

P5.5 Maximum Grade ,25% __H_ ____

Qgxgggg cagac;$g_{inc1udinq passengers} 515 kg

figggguggpacifig 0.5 m3

‘-'_"_'L‘:*_‘i“‘EL_C_°_~'>.EF:
P8.1 Consumer Purchase Price (19T8 S) $?b0G

P8.J Fonsumer Life Cyclv Cost (l9?B 5} 0.11 $/km

Em15siuns - Federal Test Procedureidi {Gasoline Bnqincl

P9.1 Hydrocarbons (HUI U.n9 qm/km,
V9.2 Uarbon Monox1du (cu)

P9.3
N1trogcn Oxides 1N0‘!

Range at which the i0 gallon tank is empty.

Range at which the battery is first recharged by the heat engine.

JPL minimum apecifxcations.

The t.rat number corresponds to first 50 km. second to 120 km.

Un heat cnqinc alone.

Page 80 of 572
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0.1} III11/km

0.63 umfkm, 0.19 um/km
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Table 3.3-2

VEHICLE PERFORMANCE CHARACTERISTICS

P10 Ambient Temperature Capability

P11

P12

P13

Temperature range over which

minimum periornance requirements
oan be met.

Rechargeability

Maximum time to recharge from

80% depth—of-discharge (routine

charge to 96% capacity)

Required Maintenance (Battery)

Routine maintenance required

per month

Watering (1 or less, depending
on use)

Equalization charge (2-4, de-

pending on use}

Unserviced Storability

Unserviced storage over ambient

temperature range of -30 °C to
+50 °C

Pl3.1 Duration

Pl3.2 Warm-up time required

0
Battery heating (-20 F)

Engine starting

3~19
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-20 °c to 40

6 hr

15 min/ea.

l2—lS hr/ea.

3 5 days

1U—l5 min

<30 s
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3.4 MEASURES OF ENERGY CONSUMPTION

The energy use of tho Near—Term Hybrid Vehicle on the various

driving cycles has been calculated using the HYVEC simulation pro-
gram. The updated results are given in Figures 3.4-1 and 3.4~2.

A format for summarizing the measures of energy consumption
of the hybrid vehicle was given by JPL in the RFP for the contract.

Values for these energy-use measures (El through B9} are given in

Table 3.4-1. No values are given for life cycle energy consump-
tion per vehicle compared to the Reference ICE vehicle, because

information was not available concerning the energy required to
fabricate and to dispose of the hybrid vehicle. Since the hybrid

vehicle is about 1000 lb heavier than the Reference ICE Vehicle,

it is reasonable to assume that the energy needed to fabricate

the hybrid vehicle would be higher, but the net difference in

fabrication energy will depend on the recycle pattern of those

components which cause the weight difference between the vehicles.

For example, much of the lead in the batteries and copper in the
electric motor would be recycled with a significant favorable ef-

fect on the life cycle energy consumption of the hybrid vehicle.
The material used to fabricate the exterior shell (doors, fenders,

hood, etc.) of the vehicle will also have a strong influence on
life cycle energy use. Life cycle energy use, including fabrica-

tion and disposal. will be considered during material selection

in Phase II, but to date that subject has received only minimal
attention.
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Table 3.4=1

ENERGY CONSUMPTION MEASURES

(Near-Term Hybrid Vehicle)

E1 Annual petroleum fuel energy conuumptian per vehicle

compnrod to rcfiercnce vehicle over contractor~dovc1apcd minsionta) 25,110 math,SAVED

£2 nnnual total energy connumptionlc) per vehicle compared to reference
vehicle over contractor-developed miasionlal 3,425 MU‘b)SAVED

E3 Potential annual fleet petrnlcum fuel energy savings com axed 9
to reference vehicle ovcr cantractor~dcve1oped mission“? 25 x 10 MJ

Ed Potential annual fleet total energy consumptionlc) compared to 3.4 x IUQ HJ{b)
refarcncc vehicle over contractor-developed m£ssicn(d5 SAVED

95 Average energy consumpticntc’ over maximum nonrefueled range
ES.1 FHDC (gasoline only) :.c5 MJXKN (32 mpql

25.2 rUDc‘°’ 3.59 MJ/km. 3.68 NJ./km,
3.B NJ/km

25.3 J22Ta (8) (Electricity only} 2.45 MI/km

E6 Average petroleum Euel energy consumption over
maximum nonrefueled range

E6.1 FHDC £.4fi MJ/km [33 mpg}

55.2 runc‘°’ 1-5 H3/km (54 mpql. 2.45 MJ/km (32 mpg}.
E6_3 322?; ‘E’ O “J 5.4 MJ/km (23.5 mpqi

E? Tctal energy consumedtc} versus distance traveled starting
with full charge and full tank over the following cycles

ET.l FHDC 2.45 MJ/km (Not d Function of Distance}

E?.2 FUDC {See Figure 1.4.1-4)

E7.3 J22Tn (B) 2.45 flJXkm {Not a Functiun of Distance}

ES Petroleum fuel energy consumed versus distance traveled
starting with full charge and full tank over tho follow-
ing cycleslfl

EB.1 FHDC 2.45 NJ/km (Not a Function of Distance)

EB.2 FUDC {Sou Finure l.4.L-4)

E3.3 J22?a {B} 0 MJ/km (Not a Function of Distance}

1 HJ = 0.273 kwh = 948 Btu = .OO?58 gal qasolinc

109 MJ/yr = 452 barrels crude ail/day
 

ta) Mission 15 11,852 mi/yr: 55! EPA urban cycle. 35? EPA highway cycle

lb) The annual fuel and energy usaqcs of the Reference ICE Vehicle IIDRR model}
are 456 gallons of gasoline and 60,153 NJ. A fleet of one million nofcrcncc
vehicles would use 60 x 109 MJ.

(c) Includes cnerqy needed to acnorntc the electricity at thu powflr rlnni
(35! cfticicncy)

id} For Ono million hybrid u¢h1cles replacing one million Hvfcrvncc Vohirles

{Q} The first number corresponds to the tirst 50 km: thv svcnnd numhnr in
12H km: the third number L9 425 kw, at which th° uauolino tank in vmpty

{E} Duos not include pvtruleum consumption rosultinfi lrnm qvnerdl1on mi wall
plug clcctricily uuud by tho vehicle

3=22
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3.5 INITIAL COST AND OWNERSHIP COST

The initial and ownership vnatn oi the hybrid vehicle have
hvon calrulatod uning the methodology discussed in Section 6. An

initial cost breakdown is shown in Tabla 3.fi-J. Thv hybrid vehicle

svlling price in estimated to be 5766? compared with $5?00 10; the
Hotoronvo ICE V0hiclc.* Tho diirorvncv in powor train costs is
$Ifi62. Both the vehicle selling price and the power train cost

(IIfIt‘l‘I..’nlZ‘I." are mames-what I'tIt_lI'H.‘I‘ than iotlnd Pl't.‘U'iI.‘N.1:‘%IY in the Design
'l‘racIo-Ufi Study. The u.IiI'Iu.'I'oncv:*. .'.11'v duv pl imcn ily tn the more

detailed inI"m'ru.'.!tiun that 1:‘. now availailulc v.'oIn:v1ning the Siam

and cost of the puwor train components.

The I..'J|iI’fl@l'fiI'|iP cost of tin‘ Neal‘-'l‘crm llybrid ‘vclriulc has been

uaiculated from results obtained in the Design Tradv—0ff Study
task by curnecting for the change in soiling price at the hybrid

\.’0I‘:iL‘.1I.“. This was done by <:alc11l:1tiI'I-g the timed u.*apita1 rec0w.*1'y

factor {FCRS} and applying it to the initial price dilforence.

The clmnge in mum‘-rship «cost w.a:i- {}.(1.i¢‘i‘ni 101- the nuniindl set 0!

oc."m10rI~ie'.‘ factm‘:-'.. Tho nwnm.-ship vu::t:: fur the near-tc~I'rn Ilylirid

vehicle m‘c:- slmwh in I-‘iquro 3.5-} as .1 Iunvt ion at the price of

gasoline. A hrvnkcvvmi privo ot t_]c.i:‘;Hlill'." vi alsmut $l_ q.1l is in-

diutatod in tho fitjmro. At 9.1:: pricm-:2 in ox:-1-5:: ul $1 gal, tho

lH,rl:u‘id vohivlo hm‘. .3 lower mmmr-Ilip Cunt, I'l‘t'-Illtillq in the not

amu1.3l S.1U.I-I195 siiuwn in I-‘iu_1un~ 3.":-.3. 'l‘hv ::on:'.itivity an! the

m«mm':=hip m‘-stat tn «.‘h.1nqo.«: in the u_v.p p.ltl't‘lll and thv pr)"-so 01

o1oc.‘t|'i::ity mo dii;-.'u::::u:u.i in dvt.".iI in Appendix D. fivniaitivity
Analysis.

""l'IIt' I{e-tl.“»uc.*v.- |I.'l-1 Uvliivlw :::-Ilinq pl I.l.'!‘ ($'u'?'I'Il1J 1:1 I01 .I 11178

L'In\.'lUIr.‘I I‘-'I.:Iilu: (V—h) uitl: .mtum.:ti:' tum:-.mi:'-tzicm. -IiI—t'uI1diIiun-

inn}, pom‘! :‘.t:'t'I I111}, vIt'. 'l'ha~ o;‘t.‘I1'I't.‘:51'-I..'IntIil1xj 1979 Sollillgl p1‘iCD
in 5'13-"N [numm-: Autnnnut ivv N1-w::, I07“ l\1.nku~t Nata hunk I:-um-).

H w.|:'- .u=::n:m.-ml that Ihv ::-vllinca [H i<':- nl Ilw [nun m.-.1.~1 I-€t‘It‘t-t‘I'IL'I‘
H‘!-1 \;'I‘I1i:'Io would Irv Ihv ::.1I1u~ .1:: that 111 I038 in IIHH dullulr-.
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Figure 3.5-1.

Figure 3.5-2.
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Section 4

ALTERNATIVE DESIGN OPTIONS CONSIDERED

AND THEIR RELATIONSHIP TO THE DESIGN ADOPTED

4.1 INTRODUCTION

A summary of the alternative design options considered and
their relationship to the design adopted is presented in this
section. Included are a listing of the factors to be considered

as well as a method of ranking, a discussion of parallel vs.

series arrangement, a consideration of secondary storage, power

split fraction between heat engine and electric motor, battery
type, engine type, electric drive options, transmission type and
gear ratios, and torque combination options.

Hybrid power train trade-offs were considered in detail in
Task 2 of the Phase I study and the quantitative results are
discussed completely in Appendix 5, Design Trade-—Off Studies
Report. In this section, those alternative power train options

are identified and compared qualitatively with the hybrid power
train designed in detail in Task 3.

The power train evaluations done in Task 2 were based on

vehicle synthesis calculations and second-by-second computer

simulations of hybrid vehicle operation over urban and highway

driving cycles. Nearly all the alternative power train options

were included in the vehicle synthesis evaluations, but only the

most promising of the options were treated in the more detailed
simulation studies- The options which were considered in the

second step are clearly identified in subsequent discussions.

All the calculations were done for five-passenger vehicles which

would meet the minimum electric range and acceleration performance

specifications set in Task 1 based on the characteristics and the

use-pattern of the Reference ICE Vehicle {Chevrolet Malibu}.

The hybrid power train option which was selected for the

preliminary design task was not the one which in the calculations

yielded the "best" hybrid vehicle from a purely technical points
of-view (i.e., lowest weight, maximum fuel economy, and minimum

total energy-use}. other considerations, such as initial and

ownership costs, maintenance and ruggedness, probability of
the availability of components by 1982, likelihood of changes
in emission standards, etc., were taken into account in addition

to the technical attractiveness of the vchicle in selecting the

power train for the Near-Term Hybrid Vehicle. All of these con-

siderations are included in the power train comparisons given in
the following sections.

In selecting the hybrid power train a number of decisions

had to be made. Fortunately, for the most part the decisions
were uncoupled and a decision in one area could be made with a
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minimum interaction or dependency on a decision in another area.

The same basic control strategy was used with all the power train

options as it was essentially dictated by the prime program goal
of using electricity to power the vehicle as much as possible on
an annual average basis. Decisions had to be made in the follow-

ing areas:

El) Parallel or series arrangement

(2) Use of secondary storage - yes or no?

(3) Fraction of peak power from the heat engine (i.e.,

power split fraction)

(4) Battery type, weight. and size

(5) Engine type

(6) Electric drive type

(7) Transmission type and gear ratios

(8) Torque combination unit

Each of the decisions and the basis for them are discussed in

the following sections. For each decision the factors considered

are identified and each option is rated relative to the component

or approach selected for the Near-Term Hybrid Vehicle.

The rating (or ranking) system used is the following:

+2 significantly better

+1 slightly better

0 reference (selected for the NTHVJ

-1 slightly worse

-? significantly worse

~x much worse —» reason for eliminating from
consideration

Those power train options which were included in the detailed

secondwby-second simulation studies using HYVEC are identified
with an asterisk.

4-=2
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4.2 PARALLEL VERSUS SERIES MIFIANGEMENT

The Eirst decision was whether the hybrid power train should
utilize a parallel or series arrangement for the heat engine and

electric motor. The vehicle synthesis calculations indicated
that for the power—to-weight ratio required to meet the acceler-

ation performance specifications. the weight and cost for vehicles
using the series arrangement were much higher than those of a

vehicle using the parallel arrangement. The differences were

above 1100 lb and $2809, respectively. If the comparisons had

been made for a much lower power-to-weight ratio (e.g., 0.012
kw/lb rather than .02 kw/1b),+ the differences would have been
much smaller.

The relative ranking of the series and parallel arrangements
are shown in Table 4.2-1. As indicated in the table. the series

arrangement was eliminated from further consideration, and all

further power train trade—offs were made using the parallel power

train configuration which is much better suited for the power

sharing required in the high—performance hybrid vehicle discussed
in this study.

Table 4.2-1

POWER TRAIN ARRANGEMENT CONSIDERATIONS

 

   
 
 
 

 

  
 

Option
Selected

Decision

Factors Paralle1* Series

Vehicle weight

Vehicle Cost —x

System Control

Complexity +1

System Efficiency -1

Energy Use -x

*IncIuaéd*in HYVEC studies

+As shown in Fiwure 2.2.2—1, this power—to~weight ratio is needed
to: safe passing in two=lane highways (55 mph) and on that basis
has been selected as the design value for the NearsTerm Hybrid
Veh LC1e up
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4.3 SECONDARY ENERGY STORAGE

Consideration was given to the use of secondary energy
storage in the hybrid power train. Vehicle synthesis caloulaw

tions were made using a composite flywheel or high—powcr density
leadwacid batteries as the secondary storage unit to reduce the
power requirements on the primary battery. The calculations in»
dicated that for the power—to—weight ratio of interest (Kp e

0.02 kw/lb) there was not a significant reduction in vehicle

weight using secondary energy storage for the cases of lead-acid
or Ni-Zn batteries. For higher performance vehicles (Kp > 0.03)
or batteries with lower power density, such as Li—S, the reduction

in vehicle weight using secondary energy storage would be signi-
ficant.

Secondary storage considerations are summarized in Table
4.3-1. As indicated in the table, it was decided not to include

secondary energy storage in the hybrid power train primarily

because the slight improvements in vehicle weight and system

efficiency were not large enough to compensate for the uncer—

tainties regarding the availability and cost of the composite

flywheel and CVT and the added complexity of packaging a flywheel
along with the other components required in the hybrid power
train.

, Table 4.3-1

SECONDARY STORAGE (FLYWHEEL) CONSIDERATIONSe -

  
 

Without with Secondary

Decision Secondary Storage(a)
Factors Storage (flywheel) - =u—:.An

Vehicle Weight +1

Vehicle Cost -1

System Control Complexity -1

Storage Unit Availability -3

Transmission Requirementstb)
and Availability =3

system Efficiency and
Packaging Requirements ~2

.-s-|=-   __—.=- -=xa.-;- u.__=a

(a) composite flywheel

ib) continuously variable transmission

 

*Included in HEVEC studies

deé
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4.4 POWER SPLIT FRACTION

one of the key considerations in designing a porallcl hybrid
vehicle is tho power split between the heat engine and electric
drive system. The power split can be expressed in terms of the

parameter, FHE, which is the fraction of the pack powcr which can
be supplied by the heat engine alone. The fraction which can be

supplied by the electric drive is simply l - FHE. The selection
of the engine power fraction depends on both the power-torweight

ratio and battery type used in the vehicle.

Vehicle synthesis calculations showed that for lead-acid and

Ni-Zn batteries, F33 equal to about 0.6 results in a near-minimum
vehicle weight for Kp = 0.02. use of a larger engine would

result in a slightly lower vehicle weight and cost, but unless
the absolute power rating of the electric drive system is suf-

ficiently large to permit vehicle operation primarily on elec-
tricity in most urban driving the gasoline saved using the hybrid

vehicle will be unacceptably small. Hence the general approach

in selecting FHE for a specified Kp is to fix the absolute power
rating of the electric drive system at that required for most
urban driving (i.e., enough power so that at least 75% of the

vehicle miles can be driven using the electrical drive system
alone) and to determine the heat engine size required to satisfy
the remaining power requirements [e.g., 0-60 mph acceleration

time}. Using this approach, the optimum FHE for minimum vehicle
weight and cost increases with Kp.

HYVEC calculations for the EPA urban and highway cycles

showed that for a fixed vehicle inertia weight and electric drive

system power rating. both the urban and highway fuel economy

of the hybrid vehicle decreased as Kp was increased {i.e., as the

required size of the heat engine increased). Hence as in a con-

ventional ICE vehicle. the fuel economy of the hybrid vehicle
decreases as the acceleration performance of the vehicle is
improved. Accounting for engine efficiency and vehicle weight

and cost effects, the present study indicates that the optimum
engine power fraction would be slightly less than 0.6 for a
hybrid vehicle having a 0=60 mph acceleration time of 14-15
seconds.
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4.5 BATTERY TYPE

Selection of the battery type and size for the hybrid vehicle

was based on vehicle synthesis and detailed simulation calcula-
tions. Vehicle designs were studied using the following types
of batteries:

ISOA lead-acid

Advanced lead-acid (not shown in Table 4.5”?)

Ni-Zn

Ni-Fe

Li—s+

The characteristics of the various batteries are discussed in de-

tail in Appendix B, volume 1, Section 3.4. The results of the
battery evaluation, which are summarized in Table 4.5-1, are the

basis for the rankings of the battery systems given in Table 4.5-2.

The various battery systems are rated relative to the ISOA

lead-acid battery in Table 4.5-2. All the advanced batteries have

one or more significant advantages relative to the lead-acid

battery, but unfortunately each of the advanced battery systems
also has one or more serious drawbacks at least in the near term.

In the case of Li-S,* technology is not sufficiently advanced to
consider its use in a hybrid vehicle in the time period 1932-85.
The other advanced batteries, Ni-Zn and Ni-Fe, were evaluated

in detail using the HYVEC program. It was found that the per-

formance of hybrid vehicles using Ni-Zn batteries was very
attractive, but that the power characteristics of state-of—the-

art Ni-Fe batteries were not good enough for use in the hybrid

application. Hence it was concluded that the only two real
options available for the Near-Term Hybrid vehicle were lead-acid
and Ni~Zn.

As noted in Table 4.5-2, Ni-Zn batteries have both signifi-

cant advantages and disadvantages. The advantages are high energy
density and good power characteristics. The disadvantages are

inadequate cycle life and difficulty in determining the state—of-

charge. These disadvantages have persisted for a number of years
making the availability by 1982 of Ni—zn batteries having satis-

factory life and charging characteristics very uncertain. In

addition, most projections of the cost of Ni—Zn batteries indicate
values considerably higher than for lead—acid. For these reasons,
it was decided to use the ISOA lead-acid batteries in the Near-

Term Hybrid Vehicle. The vehicle desiww can, however, easily
accommodate Ni-Zn batteries if sufficient progress is made in

their development in the next few years.

4H6
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Tabln 4.5"2

BRTTERY TYPE CONSIDERATIQNS.—.-u-r . ..._..........__.—.-a----up-n..—_ .. _.. --—.-.--u--_+-mo.-—-4--—<-v  . .-—_-—-u-  

Butte __ f In

Dnciflinn "I§§K " wfl""M"m T
7 __ kw“-"=%*%d*_ 2* - ’==

Energy Density 0 +2 +2

Power

Characteristic 0 +1 0

Cycle Life 0 -2 -1

Initial Cast 0 -1 +1

Near—term

Availability 0 -2 -x

Maintenance

and Charging O -1

 
*Inc1uded in HYVEC Studies

fLithium Aluminum Iron-Sulfide (LiAl—FeSx).
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4.3 ENGINE TYPE

An indicated in Table 4.6-1, nalnction of the hnat angina
for the hybjricl vellicln war; dapnnclont an a number of factors.

nay connidarationn warn angina weight and size an thny afiect
pmvmr t.r:1in packaging .:-nrft l:l1r:- curram: iitr..fl1:.¢:é-—(Jf—~¢lr_‘~v()]_apm{£!nI: of

tho nnqinan an it flffncrm availabi1it;. Bannd on packaginq and
near-term availability conniJnrationn, nnly thn rnciprncatinq
Qflfiflline and turbochargnd dinnnl nngincn could he considered

for use in the NaaraTerm Hybrid Vehicle. A ratary gasulina
engine could have been considered if a single rotnr engine of
about TD hp had been available in a highly developed state
rather than the two rotor engine (100 hp) used by Mazda in the

Rx«7. The narura1ly=aspiratad (NA) diesel could have been used
ii 50 hp had been sufficient to meet the peak power requirements
of the Near—Term Hybrid Vehicle designed. A 70 hp NA diesel
engine would be too large to fit into the space available for
the engine in the hybrid power train.

Table 4.6=1

ENGINE TYPE CONSIDERATIONS*

 
 

 Decision ,5:;$fi:§af;J:fl :§t:f?:;: Turboch r?ed Rotary Stirlin | GasFactors ' 9 ‘ x 9 Dicqci 3 Gasoline 9 Turbine 
 injected} Ia! Diesel

Height"’’ 9

sizem n

Cost(b3 0

Control
{on/off made} 0

Fuel , ‘
Economy‘°' G

umissionatci
Cases 0
Particulates 0

Transmission
Requirementa U

Hear-Term

Availability 0

 
___ ._.......__?_.f._

(a) Included in Hvvnr studies
(bl Engine characteristic
{C} Vvhiclv ChdtJCtUrLEtiE
id) Single rotor enqlnon with ?O-QB hp are not prvscntly available

....—_....._...j_.———._......._

‘The characteristics of various types of heat engines are diacuaaad
in detail in Appendix B (vol. 1). Sec. 3.2. Characterization of
heat engines in a aingle table is not possible and the reader

ahould conault Appendix B for the basis of the rankings given in
Table 4.6~1.

4w9
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Hybrid vehicle simulation calculations were made using

both reciprocating gasoline and turbocharged diesel engines.

The diesel engine yields higher fuel economy in urban driving
for all ranges with the advantage of the diesel being 25% for
raises less than 30 mi and increasing to about 35% at ?5 mi.

In terms of total energy usage (fuel used by the engine plus
that required to generate the electricity at the power plant},

the advantage of the diesel powered hybrid is significantly

reduced because the higher energy content (per gallon) of the

diesel fuel is included in that calculation. The total energy

advantage of the diesel is about 6% for ranges less than 30 mi
and about 10% at 75 mi. Tne emissions calculations indicated

that both the gasoline and diesel engine-powered hybrid vehicles
would easily meet the 1982 emission standards of 0.4 g/mi HC and
3.2 g/mi Co for ranges up to at least 75 mi. The untreated

N03 emissions of the diesel—powered hybrid are lower than for
the gasoline powered hybrid, but the use of the three—way catalyst

would permit the N0 emissions of the gasoline hybrid to be re-
duced to a lower lefiel. Meeting an NO standard of 1.0 g/mi for
ranges up to 75 mi would not present difficulty with either
engine. However, meeting a standard of 0.4 g/mi Nox would be
considerably more difficult with the diesel because the three-

way natalyst is not applicable.

The major emissions problem with the diesel is particulates
or soot. Simulation calculations indicated soot emissions of

about 0.15 g/mi for the first 30 mi and about 0.30 g/mi averaged

over 75 mi. The proposed EPA particulate emission standards are
0.6 q/mi in 1981 ani 0.2 g/mi in 1982. It would be necessary to
reduce the particulate emissions of the turbocharged diesel to
meet the 1982 standard.

It was decided to use the fuel—injected 1.6 2 VW gasoline

engine as the primary engine in the Near—Term Hybrid Vehicle
because of the particulate emissions of the diesel and the un-

certainty as to whether it could meet the emission standards to

be set by EPA for 1982 and beyond. In addition, there was

uncertainty regarding the coldmstart capability of the diesel
engine in the on/off operating mode. The fuel economy advantage

of the diesel is attractive, however, and both the particulate
emission and potential cold=start problems of diesel should be

studied further in Phase II. Since both the gasoline and diesel
engine use the same block and thus have much the same exterior

profile, the turbocharged diesel could replace the gasoline
engine in the hybrid power train without difficulty.

Gsifl its
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4.? ELECTRIC DRIVE OPTIONS

The major oicctric drivr system op ‘fins considered wcrw the

dc separately excited motor with armature voltage control or
battery switching and the ac induction motor with a pu1sed—width
modulated (PWH) inverter. In both cases, the power conditioning

unit would use highspowcr transistors similar to those used in

the armature chopper in the DOE/GE electric car. The decision

factors considered and the relative ratings of the various elec-
tric drive systems are given in Table 4.?-1.

Table 4.7-1

ELECTRIC DRIVE SYSTEM CONSIDERATIONS

 

  dc«Battery
Switchinq*

ac Induction Motor

and PWM Inverter

dc—Armature

Contro1* 

  
 

 
 
 
 

 

 
Decision Factors

__|. mug"   

 

Size/Height +1

Cost -2

vehicle Control +1

Efficiency +1

Ruggedness -l

Near-Term

Availability -2 
*Included in HYVEC studies

The first decision made was to use the dc drive system

rather than the ac. This decision was based on the projected

higher cost of the ac system compared with the dc system using
battery switching and the relative uncertainty regarding the
availability by l9E2 of a well—developed induction motor/PWM
inverter suitable for use in the hybrid vehicle. The decision
as to whether to use battery switching and a slipping clutch
or an armature chopper to control the dc separately excited motor
at low vehicle speeds was based almost completely on the projected
higher cost of the power electronics in the armature chopper sys=
tem. In addition, the ability of the battery switching circuits
to withstand without failure higher currents and overloads than

the transistorized armature chopper made control of the hybrid
power train somewhat simpler, The decision to use battery switch”
ing rather than an armature chopper was a difficult one because
it was recognized that the armature chopper afforded superior
control of the vehicle at low speeds and that the cost and
ruggedness characteristics of the power transistors will likely
improve in the next few years as they become more highly developed.
It was, however, concluded that for Lhc near term, the battery
switching approach would lead to a hybrid design which was more
competitive in performance and cost with the conventional ICE
vehicle.

Amll

Page 99 of 572 FORD 1122

nchevalier
Sticky Note
None set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by nchevalier



Page 100 of 572 FORD 1122

ceneaniflmctnac

4.8 TRANSMl3$!ON TYPE AND} GEAR RATIOS

The transmission options considered included gearboxes taken
from conventional automatic and manual aynohromesh transmissions

and n oteolwbolt. tractionwdrivo continuously variable trunsmise
sion (CUT). The options are rated in Table 4.3-1 relative to the
automatically shifted gearbox which was selected for use in the
hybrid vehicle.

Table 4.8-1

TRANSMISSION SELECTION CONSIDERATIONS,._._.—.  

  

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

Automatic Synchromesh Steel-
Decision Gearbox Gearbox belt

Factors (3 speed)‘ (4—speed)* CVT*

  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Height/size

Cost

Component

Efficiency

Power Train

Control

Vehicle

Fuel Economy

Near=term

Availability

‘Included in HYVEC studies

As indicated in the table, both the synchromesh gearbox
and the CVT would yield better urban and highway fuel economy,
based on hybri vehicle simulation calculations, than the

automatically shifted, three-speed gearbox. The four—speed
synchromesh gearbox yielded better fuel economy by 5-l0% because
of its higher gear ratio range and the absence of hydraulic
pumping losses. The prime disadvantage of the synchromesh gear-
box is the difificulty in providing smooth. automatic shifting
and power train control during the inevitable transients resulting
from shifting. The automatic, hydraulically shifted gearbox has
internal clutches and bands which permit power transfer during
the shift and thus significantly reduce the transients resulting
from the shift.

The steelwbelt CVT yields better fuel economy because it

permits both the electric motor and the heat engine to operate
near their optimum torque and efficiency conditions for a wider
range of vehicle speeds. In addition, the infinitely variable

4~l2
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character of the CUT significantly reauees transients during

opoed changes and thus uimplifioo the control of the power train.
Discuasionn with the developer ofi the steel-belt CVT, Borq Warner,
indicated that the tronamiseion would not be available before

1985 and that considerable special development would be required

for the hybrid application. Hence the CVT was not connidored
for inclusion in the Near-Term Hybrid Vehicle.

The automatically shifted gearbox used in the hybrid vehicle
designed in Task 3 is currently marketed in the GM xmbody car.
It was designed as a transaxle unit Eor use with transverse-

mounted ICE engines of 125 hp or slightly higher. The GM gear-
box is a three—5peed unit with an overall gear ratio of 2.85.

It would be desirable to utilize a £our—upeed gearbox having

a higher overall ratio if one with the proper shaft configuration
should become available in 1980 or 1981.

-I-1.3
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4.9 TORQUE COMBIIIAVIOII OPTIONS

The two options considered for combining the torque of the
electric motor and heat engine are shown in Figure 4.9-1. They
are (l) the single-shaft arrangement in which there is a fixed

ratio between the motor and engine speeds and (2) the power dif-
ferential in which the ratio between motor and engine speeds can

vary with the torque split between the two prime movers. The
relative complexity of the power differential arrangement. which
requires the use of two over-running clutches to maintain the
heat engine and electric motor in their operating speed ranges

for all power train operating modes and torque split ratios, is
evident from Figure 4.9-1. The operation of the power differen-

tial is discussed in some detail in Appendix B, Vol. I, See. 3.5.4.

It was concluded that the added complexity of the power dif-

ferential and its control could not be justified in terms of pos-
sible improved power train efficiency. Hence all the detailed

hybrid vehicle simulations were done using the simpler single-
shaft approach.

FORD 112 A
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" ELECTRIC

% . . L,

HEAT __ lg ELECTRIC
enema MOTOR

CLUTCH

' ELECTRIC
MOTOR

Single-Shaft Torqusa Combining Arrangements

TRANSMISSION

ELECTRIC HEAT ENGINE
MOTOR

SUN PLANETARY RlNG CLU CH

POWER DIFFERENTIAL

oven-nuumms '
cwrcu

OVER-RUNNING’

CLUTCH

N TRANSMISSION

Schematic of the Power Differential Arrangement

Figure 4.9-1.. Torque culmination Options
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Socllon 6

DI£5GBiPTli'3H OF CDMPHJTEFI SIPHULATIONS

5.1 INWIODIICTION

Cumputer Simulations, their use, the Lash on which they were

used, and the user/developer are given in this auction. Au nhewn
in Table 5.1-1. extensive use was made of computer simulations in

all tasks of the Phase I Study. some of the computer programs

were developed especially for the hybrid vehicle studies and others

were available and in routine use as a vehicle design tool. In

this report, only these programs which were developed as part of
the Phase I effort are discussed in detail. some information on

the vehicle handling and crash simulation programs is given in
Appendix C. Preliminary Design Data Package.
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5.2 DAELV TRAVEL STATISTICS

A c::cnmpu1::-.r prnrgrnm was (fir-.va!].t.3[_at‘5t1 to .-m.a].y2:~. u'1.”u.i1\' I_r.-wni

statistics. i.c., the fraction of days and the fraction of annual
miles travfllfld On days Se: which the total miles traveled was

1.053 than a 5pt_1t:i.f:i.ed vn.1uL.*.. Tho r::n1r:u1hr.ir3n procm.'!ur¢:! um"-1.1 is
shown schematically in Figure F.2~l. The inputs to and outputs

from each step uf the calculation are indicated in the fiqurn.

In essence the daily travel statistics are calculated frnm input

data concerned with annual travel statistics. The key element
in the procedure is the Monte Carlo Trip Length Generator which

randomly assigns trips of known length to day: having a speci-
fied number of trips per day. This is done in a manner consistent

with the input data on annual travel characteristics. one pass
through the procedure for a given set of inputs corresponds ta a
single car. The procedure is repeated at least 300 times and the

results combined to obtain the cummulative probability distribu-

tions shown in Figures 5.2-2 and 5.2-3. It should be noted that

the procedure described in this section applies only to the ran-
dom daily travel (e.g.. shopping, family business, etc.) and
that predictable travel. such as to-and—from work, must be

accounted for separately.
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5.3 HYBEQD VEHICLE -5.IE$:a .uI (HYVELD) CALCULATIONS

The computer program {HYVREDJ was developed as part of the

Design Trade-off Study. It was used extensively to perform the

first step in the screening of the various power train configur-

ations and component combinations- In addition, it was used as
the primary tool in the Sensitivity Analysis Studies (Task 4).
A complete listing of the program is given in Appendix B, Volume
III.

As indicated in Figure 5.3-1, the HYUELD calculation pro-

cedure consists of three parts: (1) Vehicle Synthesis, (2) Econ-

omics, (3; Energy=use Comparisons. In the Vehicle Synthesis

part of the program, the weight and cost of the vehicle and the
size and cost of the various power train components are calculated
for specified power train configurations ani component character-

istics. The passenger carrying capacity of the vehicle is set
by inputting the appropriate baseline chassis weight, and the
use—pattern is specified in terms of annual miles traveled and

the fraction of those miles in urban driving. The vehicle per-

formance is given in terms of power-to—weight ratio and electric

range. Vehicle synthesis calculations are done sequentially for
allmelectric. series hybrids, and parallel hybrids with and
without secondary energy storage. Calculations are done for a
single engine type and a number of battery types (e.g., lead-
acid, Ni—zn, Ni-Fe, Li—S) in each run. The vehicle weight and

cost for each power train configuration and component combina-

tion is built-up from the Reference ICE Vehicle by subtracting
the weight and cost of the conventional power train and adding

the weight and cost of the hybrid/electric driveline needed to
meet the specified vehicle performance. The effect on the vehicle

weight of the added power train weight is accounted for by using
a weight propagation factor.

Economics calculations are made for each of the power train

combinations treated in the Vehicle Synthesis section of HYVELD.
The objectives of the economics calculations are to determine

the ownership cost {¢/mi), breakeven gasoline price ($/gal),
and net dollars saved or lost {$/Yr) for specified unit energy
costs, economic conditions (interest, inflation, and discount

rates}, vehicle life, and maintenance costs (¢/mi}. The Ref"
erence ICE Vehicle is characterized in terms of its initial

cost, fuel economy, life, and maintenance costs. The ownership
cost (¢/mi) of the Reference ICE Vehicle is calculated for

comparison with that of the hybrid/electric vehicles.

Energyuuse calculations are also made for each of the power
train combinations. Energy use {electricity and fuel} is

calculated separately for urban and highway driving. The results

are expressed both in terms of energy used per mile traveled

and energy used per year. The fuel and energy used by the
Reference ICE vehicle is also calculated and compared with cor~
responding values for the hybrid/electric vehicles. Fuel and

energy so inga are then determined for each power train c0mbina=
tion.
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5.4 HYBRID VEHICLE SIMULATION CALCU-LATICIN (HYVEC)

The computer program IHYVECJ was developed to simulate
second—by-second operation of the hybrid vehicle over urban
and highway driving cycles. The program was used extensively
in the Design Trade-Off Studies to evaluate the hybrid power
train configurations which were identified as the most promising
in the first screening. HYUEC was also used in the Preliminary
Design Task to update the hybrid vehicle energynuse and perform-

ance using refined component characteristics and vehicle weight
projections. A complete listing of the program is given in
Appendix B, volume III.

A schematic of the HYVEC calculation procedure is shown

in Figure 5.4-1. As indicated in the figure, the calculation

for a particular driving cycle is performed starting at the

wheels and working from component—to-component through the power
train until the fuel and/or electricity needed to drive the
vehicle for each increment of time is determined.

Detailed models based on experimental data and analysis

are used for each of the power train components. For the elec-

tric drive system, motor voltage and current are determined and
used as inputs to a battery model which describes the battery

in terms of terminal voltage as a function of battery current

and state—of—charge. Battery state-of-charge is expressed as

the ratio of the AH-used to the cell AH capacity at the time-
averaged discharge current. All the electrical power train

components are modeled using scaling factors which permit the
component sizes (ratings) to be changed without altering the

basic inputs to the program. The electric motor is described

in terms of the continuous rated power, base speed, and nominal
rated voltage and flux. The battery is described in terms of
cell AH—rating at the C/3 rate and the number of cells in each

battery module (i.e., nominal battery voltage).

The mechanical driveline components. the heat engine and
transmission, are modeled in a conventional manner. The heat

engine is described by its maximum power and rpm. Fuel consume-
tion and emissions characteristics are input as maps of bsfc

and bsem (brake specific emissions » HC, C0, N03. particulates)
as functions of percent speed and percent of the maximum power
at that speed fraction. The multispeed gearbox transmissions
are described in terms of the gear ratio and efficiency in the
various gears, and the pumping losses if the gearbox is hydraulw
ically shifted. The steelnbelt CVT is described in terms of

the maximum reduction speed ratio and the maximum overdrive

speed ratio. Friction and pumping losses are combined into a
single. speod=dependent loss term for the CUT.

an
n

c
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The control strategy for operating the hybrid power train
is described in HYVEC by a series of statements which specify
under what conditions the engine is on, what fraction of the
power required is supplied by the electric motor. when the gear-
box should be shifted or the battery charged, how the accessory

loads should be met. etc. Development of the control strategy
for the hybrid vehicle was a key part of the Phase I study. and
the HYVEC program was an important tool in that development.
The details of the control strategy evolved were discussed in
Section 3.2.1.6.

The HYVEC program was also used to calculate the maximum
effort acceleration performance of the hybrid vehicle. In
those calculations. both the heat engine and electric motor are

operated at the maximum power (or torque) attainable from them

at each vehicle speed. The gear shifting strategy is such that
the motor and engine are permitted to operate much nearer their
maximum rpm than in usual driving. Particularly for the heat
engine. this increases the power available at moderate vehicle
speeds. The maximum power attainable from the electric drive
system depends on the state-of-charge of the battery. As the

battery charge is depleted, the voltage droop of the battery
increases at high currents and the maximum power the battery can

provide becomes smaller. Maximum effort acceleration calcula-
tions at specified levels of battery state-of-charge can be made
with HYVEC.
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ECONOMIC ANALYSES

6.1 INTIIODUCTION

Initial and ownership costs of the hybrid vehicle relative to
the Reference ICE Vehicle (1935 model) are important factors in de-

termining the marketability of the hybrid vehicle. Hence consider-
able attention was given in the Phase I study to economic analyses
and to the calculation of various component and vehicle cost fac-

tors. Almost all the economic calculations were done using the
HYVELD program. In the Design Trade-Off Studies (Task 2), the
initial and ownership costs were calculated for each of the power
train configurations and component combinations evaluated. A

major portion of the Sensitivity Analysis Study (Task 4) involved
determining the effect of variations in component costs. use-
pattern, economic conditions. and energy costs on the initial and
ownership costs of a parallel hybrid vehicle similar to that de-
signed in Task 3.

The results of the Task 2 and Task 4 studies, including the

economic calculations, are presented in detail in Appendices B
and D. Hence, in this report, the methods used in the economic

analyses are emphasized and the results obtained are considered

only in general terms. In particular, quantitative tesults for
a wide range of economic parameters are given in Appendix D,
Section 4.

The discussion of the economic analyses is divided into three
parts: (1) Determination of component costs. (2) calculation
of the initial vehicle cost. and (3) calculation of the owner-

ship cost of the vehicle. The approaches discussed form the basis
of the economic calculations done using HYVELD.
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6.2 METHODS OF ANALYSIS

6.2.1 “E}_§j;‘_I53_F}D-1IN!iTI{;J_1\_ill_ii_)_L;‘_§g_€_:'_MPONENT eggs

The costs of the components in the hybrid power train were

calculated using specific cost values (5/kw or 5/kwh} assigned

to each component. The specific cost values were determined as

part of the Design Tradewoff Study.‘ For the electric motor and

power electronics, including the microcomputer, the specific

cost values used were based on the results of a cost study done

by GE as part of the GE/DOE Near-Term Electric Vehicle Program.

The specific costs of the heat engine and transmission were based

on published and unpublished results of the Pioneer Engineering

and Manufacturing Company for conventional ICE automobiles. For

the batteries, the specific cost (S/kWh) of the various types
was taken from the published cost goals for the DOB/ANL battery
programs.

The cost values determined were treated in HYVELD as the

OEM costs to the hybrid vehicle manufacturer in production rates

comparable to those of the conventional automobile (i.e., com-

ponents were mass produced by a number of suppliers for a large
market).

6.2.2 CALCULATION OF THE INITIAL COST

The initial cost of the hybrid vehicle was calculated from

that of the Reference ICE vehicle (1978 model} by first subtrac-

ting the cost of the conventional driveline and then adding the

cost of the hybrid power train and the additional weight needed

to support it. For a particular hybrid vehicle design, the power

train components were sized (i.e., kw or kWh rating of the com-

ponents specified) in the vehicle Synthesis part of the HYVELD
program, and the cost of each component was found by simply multi-

plying the component rating (kw) times its specific cost {S/kw}.
The added weight was determined by using a weight propagation
factor and the associated cost was calculated on the basis of a

fixed average cost per pound for standard automotive components
and structure.

The initial cost calculated is the selling price to the con-
sumer as indicated by the vehicle's sticker price. A factor of
1.3 was assumed between the OEM cost and vehicle sticker price.

This factor accounts for dealer markup and other marketing ex-
penses. The selling price of the Near-Term Hybrid Vehicle calcu-

lated using GEM component costs and a markup factor of 1.3 agrees
well with that calculated starting from component manufacturing
costs ind a multiplication factor of 2.0 as suggested in the

glectric and Hvbrid vehicle Cost gandbogk prepared by JPL.
........._=-nae-’  

*Appondix B, Volume I; Section 3.
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6.2.3 §§£§ULATIO§_QE_THE OWNEE§§§E"EQ§$

Determination of the ownership cost (¢/mi) of the hybrid

vehicle is a rather complex procedure because ownership cost is

made up of a number of elements including

0 Depreciation

I Battery replacement cost

' Fuel and electricity costs

0 Routine maintenance and repair costs

0 Miscellaneous (registration, insurance. etc.)

some of these elements depend, in a complex manner, on general

economic conditions, vehicle lifetime, and vehicle use pattern.

The ownership cost of the Reference ICE vehicle was calculated
in a manner consistent with that used for the hybrid vehicle.

. The method used in the HYVELD program to calculate each of

the elements in the total ownership cost is discussed in the

following paragraphs.

6.2.3.1 Depreciation

The annual cost of depreciation to the vehicle owner was
calculated using the present worth/capital-recovery factor

approach corrected for the front-end loaded depreciation typical
of automobiles. It was assumed that the hybrid and conventional

ICE vehicles were both bought new and sold at the end of the

four—year finance period by their first owners. The difference

between the original present worth and the depreciated present
worth after four years was evenly distributed over the four—year

period to obtain the annual cost of depreciation to the first
owner. The nonlinear depreciation scheme used is often referred

to as the "reverse sum of the digits" approach, which can be

expressed analytically as

NP-1

Z (NV-kl
Resale [alue_ # k=0

Original Value * NV
3 k

kzl

where NV is the lifetime of the vehicle and HE is the finance
period of the first owner. The nonlinear depreciation factor
is then

ZNV — FF + 1
NV + 1

NLLF a
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The annual cost of depreciation incn) for the vehicle can on
written as

Acn = (NLLF) (1»*FH1='RcvHvIC>

where

VIC a Vehicle initial cost (less batteries)

NF IRE

Finance factor = —————-—- _NF
1 - (1 + IRE}

FF

FRCV Fixed recovery factor

an — IF/l + IF

(1 + on ‘W1‘r"+"'fi 
The economic condition factors used are defined as follows:

IRE = Effective interest rate = (1 — Tx)IR

Tx = Tax rate

IR = Interest rate

DR 2 Discount rate

IF = Inflation rate

The annual depreciation cost was then divided by the annual

mileage to obtain the contribution of depreciation to the

ownership cost. The same expressions apply to both the hybrid

and conventional vehicles except that different values were

used for vehicle initial cost and lifetime (i.e., VIC and NV).

6.2.3.2 Battery Replacement Cost

The annualized replacement cost of the batteries (ACB) was

calculated using the present worth/capital recovery factor

approach. Hence

ACE = (FF)(FRCB)(BC)

where

BC : Battery cost (less salvage value)

FF = Finance factor

FRCB = Fixed recovery factor
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gYLfl  

1 + IF "“'"'"
DR-IF 1_ l+DR

1+-Ir  
YL = Battery Life (years)

The battery life was determined by HYVELD from input values of
battery cycle life and associated depth of discharge for that

cycle life and calculated battery weight and electric energy

use (kWh/mi). The annualized battery replacement cost was then
divided by the annual mileage to obtain the contribution of

battery replacement to the ownership cost.

' '.3.3 Fuel and Electricity Costs

The fuel (gasoline) and electricity costs were calculated
by HYVELD separately for urban and highway driving. For each

type of driving. the energy required per mile at the wheels
to drive the vehicle was determined based on the calculated

total vehicle weight and input values of the specific energy
requirement (kWh/ton~mi}. The fraction of the driveshaft energy

that is provided by the heat engine drive system was given by an

input parameter which was determined from detailed HYVEC simula-

tions. This fraction depends on the design electric range of the

hybrid vehicle and its use pattern. The remainder of the energy
required by the vehicle comes from the energy stored in the

battery.

The electrical energy required (kwh) from the plug to recharge

the batteries depends on the electrical energy needed to power the

hybrid vehicle and the charge/discharge efficiency of the battery.

The fuel used by the heat engine depends on the energy provided

at the driveshaft from the engine and the average bsfc {lb/bhp/hr}

of the engine over the urban and highway cycles. Average values
of battery charge/discharge efficiency and engine bsfc's were
used in the HYVELD calculations.

The fuel (gallons) and electricity {kWh} used in urban and
highway driving were calculated as indicated for specified annual

miles traveled and fraction of miles in urban driving. The annual
fuel and electricity costs then follow directly from the assumed

unit costs of gasoline ($/gal) and electricity (¢/kWh). The

total energy cost is the gum of the fuel and energy costs, and
the contribution of energy cost to ownership cost was found by
simply dividing the total energy cost by annual miles traveled.

The fuel costs (é/mi) for the Reference ICE vehicle were

calculated from input values of miles per gallon for urban and
highway driving.

6.2.3.4 Routine Maintenance and Repair Costs
_.=.,__ - .. .—_-.—...._ ....___

All maintenance and repair costs, with the exception of

battery replacement, were included in the category of routine

6=5

Page 121 of 572 FORD 1122

nchevalier
Sticky Note
None set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by nchevalier



Page 122 of 572 FORD 1122

1::u£nAL.fl~uEcInIc

maintnnnncn nnd repair. The maintnnunve costs of the hybrid
vehicle (MCHV) were referenced to those of the conventional

ICE vehicle IMCCV} HR

MCHV 5 (1 w MIFHV)MCCV

whore MIFHV is the maintenance improvement factor for the hybrid

vehicle. The maintenance/repair cost of the conventional vehicle
for the first owner {first four years of operation) was taken to

be 3c/mi in 1978 dollars. It is felt that after the hybrid
vehicle is highly developed and road—tested, its maintenance
costs will be less than those of the ICE vehicle because of the

inherent low maintenance required of the electric drive system
components and the fact that the heat engine is used for only a
fraction of the vehicle miles driven each year. A nominal main-

tenance improvement factor of 25% was used for the hybrid vehicle.

6.2.3.5 Miscellaneous Costs

The miscellaneous cost category included the costs of vehicle

registration and insurance ~ both fixed costs independent of miles
driven. These costs were simply pro—rated over the annual miles
traveled.
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6.3 MAJOR FINDINGS

Extensive calculations were made in Ta ks 2 and 4 dealing

with the economic attractiveness of the hybrid vehicle relative
to the‘: RC-.fr-.rt:+n¢::E..! ICE Vt,-2hic:1fl.-. 'l.'h(..‘. H.-..‘:u.lt.fi of th0:]r.'. cnJ.m1J..1t..'i.rJn.‘]

for various hybrid vehicle designs are discussed in detail in the
final reports of those tasks (Appendices B and D). In this
section, the major findings of the economic studies will be noted

as they relate in a general way to the Phase I study.

(1) The initial cost (sticker price) of the hybrid vehicle

is $1500 to $2000 higher than that of the Reference ICE Vehicle.

(2) The ownership cost (¢/mi} of the hybrid vehicle is

comparable to that of the Reference ICE Vehicle for a gasoline

price of $1.0/gal. At that fuel price, whether the ownership

cost of the hybrid is slightly higher or lower depends on the
relative vehicle lifetimes and maintenance costs.

(3) At a fuel price of $2/gal, the ownership cost of the

hybrid vehicle is significantly lower (3 - 4¢/mi} than that of
the Reference ICE vehicle, even if the lifetime and maintenance

cost of the two vehicles are the same. Increases in electricity

cost (e.g., doubling the cost from 4.2 to 8.4¢/kWh) have only a

minor effect {about 0.5¢/mi) on the relative ownership costs of
the hybrid and ICE vehicles.

(4) The economic attractiveness, and thus the market penew
tration. of the hybrid vehicle is not strongly dependent on its
use pattern - that is, annual mileage and fraction of miles in

urban driving.
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MAINTENANCE AND RELIABILITY CONSIDERATIONS

7.1 INTRODUCTION

A discussion of maintenance and reliability is presented in
this section. The discussion considers factors relative to the

hybrid vehicle, the Reference ICE Vehicle, and an all~electric

vehicle. Additional information r qarding maintenance and re-

liability of the hybrid vehicle ‘ Jiven in Appendix C, Section 4.3.

?.2 MAINTENRNCE CONSiD$ATIONS

Maintenance of the hybrid vehicle entails attention to the
same items as maintenance of the Reference ICE Vehicle. In addi-

tion, the electric drive system of the hybrid vehicle must also
be maintained. Considerablethosght.has been given to the mainte-

nance of the elctric drive system as part of the DOE/GE Near—term
Electric Vehicle Program. Table 7.2-1, taken from the Operation

and Maintenance Manual_prepared for the DOE/GE Electric Car,
lists maintenance actions and frequency for the electric drive-

line. Most of those items would also be required for the hybrid
vehicle. Routine maintenance and tune—ups for the heat engine

should be less frequent for the hybrid vehicle, because the engine
would be used only a fraction of the driving time [i.e., it would
take longer in calendar time to accumulate a fixed number of

equivalent miles or operating hours). The engine oil and coolant
would have to be selected such that they could function longer

between changes. one would expect that the brakes on the hybrid
vehicle would last more vehicle miles than the brakes on the

Reference ICE Vehicle because regenerative Lraking supplies much
of the stopping torque in stop-and—go urban driving. After the
electric motor and electronics are fully developed and road—tested
for millions of miles, it is reasonable to expect that they will
have long life and a minimum of routine maintenance. The bat-

teries will. of course; require continuing attention if they are
to have a long life. but most of that maintenance can be done by

the car owner if the battery charging (including equalization
charging) and watering systems are well designed.

In the calculations of ownership cost it was assumed that

paid—for maintenance of the hybrid vehicle would be 25% less than
for the Reference ICE Vehicle after the hybrid power train is

well developed and roadvtested. This assumption is primarily

based on the less frequent need for engine maintenance/tuneeups
and the expectancy that the electric motor/electronics are relae

tively maintenance free. It was also assumed that with proper
design of the nonpropulsion components,* the effective lifetime

(miles or years) of the hybrid vehicle could be extended bevond
=-_—--.__-..--___.

fihdditiondl chassis and running gear cost (5%) has been included
for the hybrid vehicle.

1=1
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Table 7.2-1

MAINTENANCE FOR DOE/GE NEAR-EERM ELECTRIC VEHICLEan-u  

Maintenance

Item

 

Maintenance Action Freguency
ru-_-—-u:  

Propulsion Perform watering procedure Every 2 months
Batteries

Check operation of watering/ Every 2 months
vent valves

Check watering/venting tub— Every 6 months and when

ing for evidence of cracks, battery compartment

pinching, looseness on removed from vehicle

fitting

Perform equalization pro- Once every 7 normal

cedure charges

Drop battery tray and clean Every 6 months

battery tray of debris

Check specific gravities Every 6 months
or open-circuit voltage

Flame Inspect and clean Every 6 months

Arresters Replace Flame Arresters Every 2 years

Watering Inspect and move or replace Every 12 months
Tubing flattened section of off-

board watering tubing

AC Power Inspect for frayed or Every 6 months
Cord broken wires

108 Volt DC Validate isolation of 108 Every 2 months
system do system from chassis

Ground=Fault Check normal trip mechanism Every 6 months
Current via test button

Interrupter

HighmAmperage Inspect cable from battery
Heavy Cabling to 0D switch to PCU and

motor

Every 6 months

Drive motor

Brushes, Coma
mutator

Cleanliness

Inspect Every 6 months

Drive Motor
Brushes

Every 2 years

7=2
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that of the Reference ICE Vehicle because of the expected longer

calendar life of the heat engine and the longevity of the electric

drive components. A hybrid vehicle life of l2 years or 120,000
miles was used in the cost calculations. It would. of course,

be necessary to replace the battery pack several times during the
hybrid vehicle lifetime. but that cost is included separate from

the routine or repair maintenance costs.

7.3 RELMBILITY CONSIDERATIONS

The reliability of the hybrid vehicle should be greater than

that of the Reference ICE Vehicle, because the hybrid vehicle has

two, rather than one, drive systems. Both systems would have to

be inoperable for the vehicle to be stranded or totally unusable.

The hybrid power train is designed such that the vehicle can oper-

ate on either of the drive systems alone, but at reduced perfor-
mance.

It is difficult to assess quantitatively the vehicle mainte-
nance and reliability factors (P14 through P16). If the probab-

ability of a failure for each of the components in the power train
is approximately the same. then it would be expected that system
failures with the hybrid vehicle would be significantly more fre-
quent than those with the Reference ICE Vehicle. Clearly, this
cannot be permitted to be the case, or the hybrid vehicle could
not be marketed in competition with the ICE vehicle. Hence a

design goal for the hybrid vehicle [fully developed and tested]
must be to maintain power train and vehicle failures to the same
or lower frequency than that for the conventional ICE vehicle.

Engine failures would be expected to be less frequent with the

hybrid vehicle. because the engine is used less of the time. In

addition, suitably designed electrical/electronic components have

less frequent failures than mechanical components. Friction
brake failures for the hybrid vehicle would be less frequent than
for the conventional vehicle because the friction brakes are used

less. Major repair of the electric drive system is expected to
require less time than that of the engine. because the electrical
components are smaller and lighter and it is feasible to replace
the faulty component with a new orrebuiltone as is done with
alternators, starter motors, and electronic ignition systems

in conventional vehicles. In addition, it seems less difficult

to engineer self-diagnostic capability into the electric drive
system than into the engine system. Hence. it appears reasonable
that repair of the electric drive system will take less time and
exhibit less variability from case to case than repair of the
conventional ICE vehicle. It is. of course. assumed that the

power train is assembled such that suitable access is provided

to the electric drive components and electronics. The factors

P14 through P16 are estimated qualitatively in Table 7.3-1 in
relation to the Reference ICE vehicle only after the hybrid
vehicle is well developed and road~tested. Hence the maintenance/

reliability factors are intended only as long-term design goals
of the hybrid vehicle development program.
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Table 7.3-1

VEHICLE MAINTENANCE AND RELIABILITY FACTORS‘

Estimate Relative‘

Factor _ _ _ _ _ to ICE Vehicle

Reliability

Pl4.l Mean usage between failures - same as or less fre-
power train quent failures

P14.2 Mean usage between failures - less frequent failures
friction brakes '

Pl4.3 Mean usage between failures — same as or less fre-
vehicle quent failures

Maintainability

P1S.1 Time to repair —
mean

Pl5.2 Time to repair —
variance

Availability

Minimum expected utilization rate
defined as time in service divided

by the sum of time in service and
time under repair

Compare- wit an ICE ve ic e after t'e y-rid ve ic e"s we"
developed and road-tested

FORD 1122
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Section 8

DESIGN FOR CRASH SAFETY

8.1 INTRODUCTION

A discussion of the crashworthiness of the hybrid vehicle is

given in this section. A methodology is developed which estab-

lishes a correlation between the hybrid vehicle design and the
crashworthiness already established for the Reference ICE vehicle
(1979 Chevrolet Malibu).

8.2 METHODOLOGY FOR CRASHWOFITHINESS EVA|..I.|AT|ON

In order to provide a preliminary assessment of the crash-

worthiness of the hybrid vehicle's frontal structure and drive

component placement, a computer study was conducted. Utilizing

the preliminary design configuration, a series of vehicle colli-
sion simulations was made to evaluate the vehicle crash environ-

ment for a 30 mi/hr frontal barrier impact. The computer study
was done using the lumped mass vehicle collision simulation pro-

gram {SMDYN}. A schematic of the forward structure and components

used for the computer simulations is shown in Figure 8.2-1. As

indicated in Figure 8.2-2 both the front and underbody structures

of the hybrid vehicle will be redesigned in order to support the

added weight and crash loads as compared with the stock Malibu.

The methodology used to evaluate the crashworthiness of the

hybrid design was based on the fact that the hybrid's passenger
compartment is identical to that of the 1978 Chevrolet Malibu and

the assumption that occupant survivability in the hybrid config-
uration would occur if the hybrid's crash environment was found

to be comparable to that of the Malibu. Compliance test crash

data was obtained for a 1978 GM A—Body car. That data provided

the basis of comparison for evaluating the proposed hybrid con-

figurations. Since static crush data was not available for the
Malibu structure, data from similar vehicles was used in the SMDYN

model to attempt to duplicate on the computer the vehicle colli-

sion performance of the Malibu. Modifications were made to the
crush data until a match was achieved between simulation results

and the known Malibu deceleration pulse.

After the base vehicle (Malibu} simulation was completed.

a series of calculations was made to study the following hybrid
vehicle factors:

9 Longitudinal and transverse heat engine package

without a battery pack

9 Both engine configurations with battery packs in=
stalled behind the heat engine
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body engine mount (rearward)

engine/drive system engine mount (forward)

cross member/unsprung mass transmission (rearward)

battery transmission mount
(forward)

barrier

drive system/firewall

upper sheet metal
battery/firewall

radiator/engine front

engine/battery
front frame rails

battery containment
rear frame rails structure

Figure 3.2-1. Schematic of the Hybrid Vehicle
Forward Structure and Components
for Crash Simulation
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0 Standard and soft battery pack crush character-
istics

I Structural component changes

0 variations in vehicle height

The cases calculated and the results obtained are summarized in

Table 8.2~1. The details of the crash simulation studies are

given in Appendix C. Preliminary Design Data Package.

an-4
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8.3 CBASHVIOFITHINESS ANALYSIS CONCLUSIONS

The following conclusions were derived from the crash simu-

lation study:

(1) The Transverse Drive System (TDS) package shows much

greater promise of affording crash protection comparable to that
of the conventional Malibu than does the Longitudinal Drive

system (LDS) as shown in Figure 3.3-1 and 3.3-2. The LDS could
afford similar levels of protection only if more structural crusn
space were available under the hood.

(2) For both drive system configurations, the maximum in-
trusion into the passenger compartment occurred in the tunnel
area as a result of the movement of the heat engine and asso-

ciated drive components. This area of the body structure should

receive a high level of emphasis during Phase II.

(3) Increasing the structural resistance (but utilizing
values within the state of the art of automotive technology) re-
duces passenger compartment intrusion without significantly af-
fecting the peak deceleration levels of the TDS Hybrid System.

(4) Battery pack intrusion into the passenger compartment
should not be a serious problem. The TDS layout can achieve a

desired objective of preventing such intrusion. However, further

test information is required for the interaction petween the
transverse heat engine and battery pack.

(5) Although occupant response was not addressed directly
in the study, it seems likely that a hybrid vehicle design which
paid careful attention to crashworthiness would satisfy FMVSS 208

injury criteria for fully restrained occupants. This conclusion
is based on the similar passenger compartment decelerations for
the Chevrolet Malibu an the TDS strengthened structure and on
the occupant injury levels recorded in the GM A-Body tests.
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FOREWORD

The Electric and Hybrid Vehicle {EHU) Program was established
in DOE in response to the Electric and Hybrid Vehicle Research,

Development, and Demonstration Act of 1976. Responsibility for the

EHV Program resides in the Office of Electric and Hybrid vehicle

Systems ofDOE. The Near-Term Hybrid Vehicle {NTHU) Program is an

element of the EHV Program. DOE has assigned procurement and man-

agement responsibility for the Near—Term Hybrid vehicle Program to
the California Institute of Technology, Jet Propulsion Laboratory
(JPL}.

The overall objective of the DOE Euv Program is to promote the

development of electric and hybrid vehicle technologies and to demon-

strate the validity of these systems as transportation options which
are less dependent on petroleum resources.

As part of the NTHV Program, General Electric and its subcon-

tractors have completed studies leading to the Preliminary Design

of a hybrid passenger vehicle which is projected to have the maxi-

mum potential for reducing petroleum consumption in the near term
[commencing in 1935). This work has been done under JPL Contract

955190, Modification 3, Phase I of the Near-Term Hybrid vehicle
Program.

This volume is part of Deliverable Item 7, Final Report, of
the Phase I studies. In accordance with Data Requirement Descripn

tifin 7. the following documents are submitted as appendices to the

Final Report.

APPENDIX A is the Mission Analysis and Performance Specifica-
tion Studies Report that constitutes Deliverable Item 1 and reports
on the wrrk of Task 1.

APPENDIX Q is a three—volume set that constitutes Deliverable
Item 2 and reports on the work of Task 2. The three volumes are:

0 volume I —- Design Trade-Off studies Report

I volume II -— Supplement to Design Trade—0ff
Studies Report, Volume 3

I volume III —- gpmputer Program Listings

 

 

APPENDIx C is the Preliminary Design D ta Package that consti-
tutes Deliverable Item 3 and reports on the work of Task 3.

nPP§pDIx D is the Sensitivity Analysis Report_Lhat constitutes
Deliverable Item 8 and reports on Task 4.

The three classifications - Appendix. Deliverable Item, and

Task number — may be used interchangeably in these documents. The

interrelationship is tabulated below:

iii
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Deliverable

nppgndix ___1tgm Task

A 1 l

B 2 2

C 3 3

D 8 4

 
T.‘ 21$

Mission Analytis and Performance

Specification Studies Report

vol. I ~ Design Trade-Off studies

Report

Vol. II — Supplement to Design

Trade-Off Stuties Report

Vol. III - Computer Program

Listings

Preliminary Design Data Package

Sensitivity Analysis Report

This is Appendix A, Mission Analysis and Performance Specifi-
cation Studies Report, which reports on Task 1 and is Deliverable
Item 1. It presents the study methodology, vehicle characteriza-
tions, mission description, charecterization, and impact on poten-
tial sales, rationale for selection of the ICE Reference vehicle,

primary results of the study, and conclusions and recommendations.
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Section 1

INTRODUCTION

1.1 INTRODUCTION

This is Appendix A, Mission Analysis and Performance Speci-
ficution Studios Report (Deliverable Item 1) of tho Phasu I Final

Report (Dc'iverable itom T). This Appendix A reports on Task 1

of the Near-Term Hybrid Vvhiulu Program and is part of Dclivorabln

Itflm 3. Eigfigjgflgfljg which is the summary report of J sorics which
documents the results of Phase I of the Ncnr—Tvrm Hybrid Vehicle

Program. Fhusc 1 ot the program was a study loadinn to tho prelim-

inary design of a five-passenger hybrid vehicle utilizing two energy
sources (electricity and qasolinc/diesel Fuel} to minimize petroleum
usage on a fleet basis.

The Near-Term Hybrid vehicle Program is sponsored by the U.S.

Department of Energy (DOE) and the California institute of Technology,
Jet Propulsion Laboratory !uPL;. Responsibility for this program at
DOE resides in the Office of Electric and Hybrid vehicle Systems.

work on the Phase 1 portion of the Program was done by General Elec-
tric Company Corporate Research and Development and its Subcontrac-
tors under JPL Contrart 955190.

This report presents the study methodology; the iehiclo char-

acterizations; the mission description, characterization, and impact
on potential sales; the rationale for the selection of the Refer-

ence Internal Combustion Engine (ICLJ Vehicle, the primary results:

and conclusions and recommendations of the mission analysis and

performance specification report.

1.2 OBJECTIVES OF MISSION ANALYSIS AND PERFORMANCE

SPECWICATION STUDIES (TASK 1)

The major objectives of Task 1 - Mission Analysis and Perfor-
mancc Specification Studies are to:

0 Perform an analysis of missions appropriate For a hybrid
vehicle which meets or exceeds specified mirimum constraints

and performance requirements,

0 Identify Vehicle characteristics associated with those
missions,

0 Identify the mission or sets of missions which maximize the
potential for reduction of petroleum consumption by a single

hybrid deslqn, and to

I Conduct performance spcciFication studies dirccrcc at
defining the pcrformanco requirements the vehicle should
meet to solely and offjciontly perform the mission or mis-
sions identified in the mission analysis.

Page 156 of 572 FORD 1122

nchevalier
Sticky Note
None set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by nchevalier



Page 157 of 572 FORD 1122

csusnntmstecrnnc

Thu Task 1 roport conaists of tho following major snotionu:

I Study Methodology

0 vohiclo Characterizations

a Minsion Description and Characterization

u Pxtiounlo for tho Selection of tho Rofnronco Icfi
Voh*c1o

0 Primary Results of Mission Analysis and Pnrformancu
Specifications Study

0 Conclusions anfl Recommendations for Continuing work

on Mission Analysis
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1.3 SUMMARY

The results of the mission analysis and performance studies
are briefly summarized in this subsection. A complete description
of the approach to the studies and the results and conclusions are

presented in later sections.

1.3.1 VEHICLE CHARACTERIZATIOQE

For purposes of this analysis. four passenger car size classes
were defined:

 
Class Passenger Capacity

Small 2 front plus 2 rear with reduced comfort

Compact 4

Mid 5

Full 6

Vehicle performance was specified in terms of:

Top Speed

Acceleration

Gradability

Passing Capability

Conventional Internal Combustion Engine (ICE) passenger cars were

characterized by size class for the years 1973 and were projected
for 1985. These data were used to estimate the required and ac-

ceptable performance for the hybrid/electric car and also served
as criteria for selecting the Reference ICE Vehicle.

 l.3.2 SUMMARY OF MISSION DESCRIPTION AND CHARACTERIZATION 

Personal transportation needs vary markedly from locality to
locality and from region to region in the United States. This

study has examined the differences in regional characteristics as

they relate to hybrid/electric vehicle use and marketability. Two

distinct types of areas are defined in terms of inside and outside
Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas {SMsAs}. Urban areas are

taken to be inside SMSAS. Small cities/towns/rural communities

are taken to be outside snsns. eased on l9?0 population data.

about 60% of the Us population lives inside SMSAs. Data on house-
hold ownership of vehicles in l9?4 indicates that about 701 of

passenger cars are owned by people living inside or on the fringe
of SMSAS. A sales mix for 1977 for inside smsns and outside smsns

was developed from new car sales data and was assumed to apply to

1985 even though the actual size of cars in each size class will

be decreasing during the 19?? to lqfifi time period. Four mission

sets were specified and analyzed for each of the two distinct
regions.
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Mission Sets

Personal business travel only

Personal business plus trips to work

nllwpurpose (except trips of 100 or more
miles per day)

All purposes

In order to characterize the mission sets. three main factors

are required:

0 Annual mileage

0 Daily travel requirements

0 Driving cycles

These are discussed in Section 4.3. The annual mileage and trip

length data is used as inputs to a Monte Carlo trip simulation com-

puter program to calculate annual driving statistics. The results

or the Monte Carlo computer program calculations were analyzed to

determine the effect of hybrid/electric vehicle range solely on

the battery, on the fraction of days and vehicle miles for which
the vehicle can be operated primarily on stored electrical energy.
Typical correlations for personal travel plus trips to work inside

an SMSA area are shown in Figures 1-1 and l-2. A summary of the

travel statistics and hybrid/electric range implications is given
in Table 1-1.

Three driving cycles were considered:

0 EPA urban, Federal Urban Driving Cycle (FUDC3

0 EPA highway. Federal Highway Driving Cycle {PnDc)

0 SAE J22?a Schedules B,C.D

It was concluded that the EPA urban and highway cycles could be
adapted for use in the hybrid/electric vehicle design. The SAE

J22? cycles were defined as a means of comparing a1l—clectric ve-

hicles of differing design and capability and do not represent

actual driving conditions even in congested urban areas.

1.1.! SU:‘-1!‘-1:'\RY U1’ EU\TIONAL_,_I_Z FOR THE S1-Il;FJC'TION OF THE ICE
. ..._;_;_.._._._ .-._~..—_.j

g_c'_1?_;'r7*tcm-zzxact-: vmn l_L_?_L_§ " ' " "“' “”'“ 

Selection of a conventional internal combustion engine (1CE)

passenger vehicle is needed for comparison with the hybrid/electric

vehicle. A contract specification for the hybrid/electric is that

it must carry at least 5 adults. To maximize the potential fuel

saving, the hybridfolectric has been targeted to he in the mid-size
car class. The criteria for selection of the ICE Rrferuncc vehicle
we re:
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Table 1-1

DAILY AND ANNUAL TRAVEL DISTANCES INSIDE SMSAB
FOR VARIOUS MISSIONS

_ _. __. . .. _._.._. . ,,*_______ __j

_ ‘ I Annual Distance ‘ Daily Distance (miles)
Mission g {miles} Percentile *

5 so 75 1o
.___.___. __.._._....__.___.. ._r __ . ._.. __,....._._.q

Personal business only ' I
50th percentile 3.000 20 29 39 ;

75:11 percentile 4,500 25 33 49 '

90th percentile 6,500 i 32 49 an
Personal business plus I

work trips
50th percentile 6,u25 21 32 is

15th percentile 8,125 26 . 39 57I

90th percentile 10,125 32 I 51 7:1

AI1—purpo5v (excluding
intercity travel}

50th percentile 1 - 6,400 34 52 69

75th percentile ‘ 9,200 52 34 90

90th ].:e).'cI'.‘T‘Iti1u' 11,500 ‘100 ‘I00 “I00

All-1\111'po::o Ilinclud ing
intercity travel)

50th percentile 7,000 16 61 ~100

75th percentile 11,300 50 84 ‘I00

90th percentile 17,000 70 ‘I00 “I00 !
._.- _._.... ..... _ __. __ .-.._ 1...... ___..._ __._. .-._. __L ._._-...._.._ _. .- ___.—- ...-—.—.

|"'l‘:1m-nti]u:: .1;-p lm vvhi-.'1v mi 11)::_ __. .__.._....—.....______.__.-. . -.__.__. ___._..._____..__..?......._.._.-:.._ ...._...p.~:.__.
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0 capaciLy tor H adults

0 lligh :uI11u1 voltnuv

0 Acceptable avcvlcration

Both the General Motors Malibujvutlnss and the Ford Motor vnmpany
Fairmont/flcphyr muvt tho above critvria. Thv Chevrolet Malibu

using a V-0, JJI CID onqino was svlovtvd as the ICE Hofcrvnco Vo-

hiclv primarily hvvausv uonvral filvvtric and its suhvontravtors
havv bvttcr access to inturmntiou oh the General Molurs than on

the Ford vars. A bruchuro on thv Uhovrulvt Malibu is includcd in

monmmmhm

I . L -1 b‘llM|"1}'\I{\' _ 1_.l1°_' _i‘l{ l 1‘1}'\§{\' R1-ISLH.'1'§?

The format used in presenting the results follows that qivon
in Exhibit 1 of Uontract NU. “S5100.

vchiclv PurformJnco Spocifivdtiuns

P1, Minimum Nonrofuclablv

11.111511‘

lI|'b.1n_ Su|_\u1'ls.u1 —— 'v'v to 1:8 km (35-I111 milvr-) on

h.1ttm‘\_-‘st 110-110 km ('30-80
milvnl without any rnvharqind

‘r1 1 I11‘ 11.1! I :11 3' 113' I 11:‘ 11:'.1t
mM'im'

Highway —- 400 km (250 milos)**

P2. Uruisu Spvod

Elvvtric Urivo Unly -- 85 kmgh (*5 mph)

ICE Hnginv only ~~ Infi km'h {b5 mph)

P3. Maximum Epvvd -- I20 km’h (7% mph)

1‘-1. .-’\cvulv1‘.Itiun -- U-‘W km,-‘h 10-00 mph} in 11»
socunds

PH, uradahilily (minimum
vonlinuuuui

Ha —— 88 km h tfifixmflfl

IN? -- 3% km h (20 mph)

Pv; Pahsvnnvr Uapacity -- H ddH!iH

1"}, 1.'.1]u_1n 1‘.I|}-11"iIy -— LL‘: I'll‘ (I'}.’}' II ‘I; 100 km]
.‘.'.‘H H1)

* llq‘.1l «'1-x1 iIn:- lI:i:'\l -1111 3' I 1- u:»-1-l ;~:~.Ik. [t1‘uut-I «1a*In.II1:l.
1 1 Ila‘;-1-1111:: 1~11 :: :.-.~ 1:! 1 11.11 t .11:k : 11.» 11.11 1 :*1'5' I 1~1-I1.11--1i I111 115' I11-.11

unqtnu in non mnlwn.
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Mission Sgecifications

M1, Daily Travel -— see Tables 6-1 and 6-2

  

M2, Payload -- passenger and cargo loads not
assigned to specific type trips

M3, Trip Length, Frequency
and Purpose —— see Section 4.3

M4, Drivin, Cycles -— EPA Urban (FUDC) and EPA High-
way (FHDC}

M5, Annual vehicle Miles -- see Pirates 4-? through 4~l0

for annual mileage statistics

M6, Potential Number of

Hybrid/Electric ve-
hicles in Use -- will be analyzed in later task

H7, ICE Reference Vehicle -- Chevrolet Malibu with V-6, 231

CID engine

M8. Reference ICE Vehicle

Annual Fuel Consump-

tion —- in l9B5 all mid-size passenger
cars estimated to use 27% of

fuel used for personal trans-

portation
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Section 2

STUDY METHODOLOGY
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Section 2

STUDY METHODOLOGY

A study methodology was devised which would provide the infor-

mation needed to define the hybrid/electric car which will be de-

signed in Task 2 and Task 3. In addition, the information developed
will serve as a guide in the selection of the ICE Reference Vehicle.

The study methodology consists of three major activities:

a Vehicle Characterizations

0 Mission Description and Characterization

0 Rationale for the Selection of the ICE Reference

Vehicle

The work Flow Diagram for this study is shown in Figure 2-1.

2.1 METHODOLOGY FOR VEHICLE CHARACTERIZATIONS

In the present study, passenger cars are categorized by size

and passenger capacity. Four size classes are defined: small,
compact, mid-size. and full-size. vehicle weight for each size

class is estimated but is not used in defining the size class. Ve-

hicle performance specifications are examined in terms of the fol-

lowing:

Top Speed

Acceleration

Gradability

Low— and High-Speed Passing Capability

Performance (acceleration) required for safe operation was differen-

tiated from performance required for ready acceptance in the market-
place. Performance requirements for the 1985 cars were then estimated

based primarily on safe operation. Performance specifications for

the hybrid/electric vehicle were proposed and compared to the minimum

requirements specified in Exhibit 1 of the contract.

Projected characteristics of conventional ICE passenger cars

were collected and examined. The characteristics of particular in-
terest were:

0 Exterior Dimensions

0 Curb weight

I Fuel Economy

0 Exhaust Emission Standards

‘-1
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Data were correlated for both 1973 model cars and cars projected

for 1985. The EPA urban and highway driving cycles were assumed

to be representative of urban and highway driving in 1985 and
were used to determine vehicle composite fuel economy for the
conventional cars. The 1977 sales mix of four size classes was

used as the basis for the 1985 sales mix in order to target the

size class for the hybrid/electric vehicle.
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2.2 METHODOLOGY FOB MISSION DESCRIPTION AND CHARACTERIZATION

In order to assess the effects of mission analysis on hyhrid/
electric vehicle design and marketability. local and regional car
use was studied. Two regions were considered:

0 Inside Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas (SMSAs)

0 Outside Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas (SHSAs)

Data sources used include (1) national census surveys, (2) national

transportation use-pattern surveys. and (3) car registration sta-
tistics. It was assumed that the sales mix by size class would be

about the same during the next decade even though the actual size

of the cars will be smaller in the future than at present.

The use pattern of the automobile varies over a wide range in

terms of trip length. trip frequency, and trip purpose. Four gen-
eral categories of trip purpose are often defined:

0 Earning a Living (Work Travel)

0 Family Business

0
Civic, Educational. or Religious

0 Social or Recreational

The last three trip purposes were consolidated and called Personal

Business. Use patterns of automobiles were characterized in terms

of regular travel (e.g., work travel) and random travel (e.g.,

personal business}. Mission sets were then described in terms of

both random and non-random trips. A total of eight mission sets

were specified and analyzed (four each for travel inside SMSAs and
outside SMSAs).

Characterization of automobile travel requires the following
main factors:

0 Annual Mileage (statistical distributions)

0 Daily Travel {statistical distribution of trip
length and number}

0 Driving Mode

Since data pertinent to some of these factors are very limited.
considerable judgement had to be used in developing inputs for the
travel analysis. In the absence of data. for example. an estimate
had to be made for annual mileage versus percent automobiles.
Daily travel patterns were determined when at all possible through
use of the Nationwide Personal Transportation Study. A computer
program was written to simulate daily travel by using a Poisson
distribution and a Monte Carlo simulation. The Poisson distribu-

tion determines both the number of days per year in which a speci-
fied number of trips are taken as well as the total number of trips
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per year. The Poisson distribution requires as input data the av-
erage number of trips per day and the average trip length. The
Monte Carlo simulation uses a random number generator to predict
trip length and requires the use of distribution functions for per-
cent trips and percent vehicle miles in terms of the trip length.
The results of the Monte Carlo trip simulation are used Lo determine

the fraction of days and vehicle miles for which a hybrid/electric

vehicle having a specified "electric" range can be operated primarily
on the battery. Such correlations are developed for each of the
mission sets.

Driving mode is usually described by a driving cycle or com-
binations of driving cycles. The EDA urban (FUDC) and the EPA
highway (FHDCE driving cycles were examined as the means to repre-

sent urban and highway travel. The two parts {transient and sta-
bilized} of the FUDC are used individually and in combination to
describe city and suburban trips, atd the FHDC is used to describe

intercity travel which is considered as trips of over 100 miles.

2.3 METHODOLOGY USED IN THE SELECTION OF THE ICE REFERENCE
VEHICLE

In order to properly assess the hybrid/electric car it is
necessary to identify a conventional internal combustion engine

(ICE) passenger car having the same passenger carrying capacity
and performance. The criteria for selection of the ICE Reference
Vehicle were:

0 Passenger Capacity

Sales Volume

Acceleration Performance

Selection of the ICE Reference vehicle was directed to mid—size

cars because hybrid/electric cars of that size class were judged

to have the greatest potential for reducing gasoline consumption.
Interior dimensional criteria noted by Consumers Union {April 1978)
were used to identify several 1978/l9?9 model mid—size cars which

would be acceptable as ICE Reference Vehicles. Fuel economy and
acceleration characteristics were used for further narrowing of

the list of potential ICE Reference Vehicles. The final selection

of the ICE Reference Vehicle was based on the availability of de-
tailed information on the ICE vehicle which was selected.

2.4 PRESENTATION OF RESULTS

The results of the study are presented as:

Vehicle Performance Specifications

Mission uescription and Daily Travel

Mission Specifications

ICE Reference Vehicle and Its Characteristics
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Section 3

VEHICLE CHARACTEHIZATIONS

‘In this suction, vehicle passenger carrfing capacity, accel-
'31"3‘¥10n Pflrfurmilllcflp 35150 0Pfl1‘flt-ififl, ‘All market e1r_*.{:¢'.rpta};;i.l.ity are
considered as they relate to 1985 cars. Based on those ggnnideraw

tions, hybrid/electric vehicle specifications are proposed for use
in tn1s program. Conventional ICE passenger car size, weight, fuel

economy, and sales mix are summarized and used to target the size
class for the hybrid/electric vehicle to be designed in Tasks 2 and
3.

3.1 PASSENGER CAR SIZE CLASSES

Passenger cars will be categorized in this report in terms of

four classes: small, compact, mid, and full. The primary distin-

guishing factor fol each class is the interior size of the vehicle,

and thus its capacity for carrying a specified number of adult pas-
sengers in comfort over a reasonable distance. In these terms, the
four size classes are defiined as follows:

glass Passenger Capagigy

Small 2 front plus 2 rear with reduced comfort

Compact 4

Mid 5

Full 6

The Us auto industry is currently engaged in an extensive program

of passenger car downsizing, which, in essence means reducing the

exterior dimensions and the weight of the vehicle while maintaining

a specified passenger carrying capacity. Thus, within a passenger
car class, the size ot the vehicle is being reduced, but not its

passenger carrying capacity. The weight and exterior dimensions

of selected car models, which are typical of downsized designs, are
given in Table 3-1, grouped by sine class. The data shown in the

table will be used in Section 3.3 to project the size and weight

characteristics of conventional ICE passenger cars marketed from

1930 to 1985. The electric/hybrid vehicles in each size class would

by definition have the same passenger carrying capacity as conven-
tional ICE vehicles in that class, but not the same weight or noc-

essarily the same exterior dimensions.
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3.2 PERFORMANCE SPECFICATIONS

By vehicle performance specifications are meant the following:
(1) top speed, {2} acceleration, (3) gradability. and (4) low- and
high—speed passing capability. vehicle performance depends both
on the power-to-weight ratio of the vehicle and its gearing (i.e.,
axle ratio, transmission gear ratios, and shift logic}. In deter-
mining the performance requirements. it seems advisable to differ-

entiate between the performance required (1) for safe operation of
the vehicle on streets. freeways. and highways as they are currently
structured and trafficked and {2} for ready acceptance of a new ve-
hicle design by potential buyers. Both of these aspects of setting
performance specifications will be considered in the subsequent
paragraphs.

Table 3-1

WEIGHTS AND EXTERIOR DIMENSIONS OF DOWNSIZED PASSENGER CARS
 

  
 

 
 
 

 

 

 
 

 
 
 
 

 

Uehnclo Class: Small

Vehicle Dimensions

Curb Height __ cm 1Jn.} __
kg (lb) 5 W

 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 

up ]an.n [£11
 
 

 
 
 

Rabbit 843.? (18601 193.? [1951
Chevrolet Chevotto Q29,fl r2050} 411,5 |}h2| ]1,_H In?‘
Honda Civic 199.2 (1162) 381.0 llfifll 149.9 I591
Ford Fiesta 805.1 {1??5I 313.4 (1471 197.9 (62!
Mazda GLC 391.3 (1965! 391.2 I151] lL0.0 (631
Toyota Corotla 932.1 (2055) £19.] ilfifln l1?.fi '62]
Darsun B-210 916.3 (30901 411.5 t]h2‘ lfi¢.9 t6l}
 Volvo 66 E39.2 (3850! 391.2 (1541 ]'4.9 (611

Vehicle Class: Comkggg

932.5 E2100} 442.0 (1141 I {+3.} ‘bhi
 

  
  
  

 
 

  
  

  

 
 

 
 

 
Audl Fox

 

 
  

 
 
 

UN Dasher 997.9 l22U0] 439.1 (1111 100.“ TF1?
Toyota Corona 1149.9 (2515: 410.4 :11‘! ln:,s and!
Honda Accord 915.4 (2016! 414.0 tlhil IIJJ
Renault 12 991.- [2200] dd2.D IITJI }n3,l
Volvo 343 99?.fl 2154! 421.6 I1h'1 107.] fhfii
Saab 99 llT9.£ IEEDOI 4i4.5 l}Tflr }tTJ
Chrysler Horizon 969.3 (21171 419.] llnfis lh7.I

U-hiclo C]assj__H1d-Size

Ford Fairmont 1247.4 (2150! I 193.8 (194! l'7.HChevrolet Malibu 1406.? I319") 490.“ £191! lh2.“
Ford Granada 1478.? [12h0} $02.9 {l9H1 lHR.fi
Dodge Aspen 1414.: E3250) nun.4 :19?) 199.4
hudj 3990 ]23h.n [£7251 4HJ.h ll“fl} |T?.H
”olUo J54 1411.9 [1!?0I d9fl.2 £191‘ ]‘".J
HUT". UK. 330 1451.5 (3200) 485.1 11"}? '77.

\.|'v_l_1_;_c“]_§ *‘ (_'l -3 5.i_r-. :__ _1"_u_I _1 _- 1_.'n ‘
Chevrolet Impala I91? In7H.1 (1100! %<P.n (R!!! |"}.n
Chrysler lkfidrfifl 19?? lfi11.0 (1000) 33*.) itflhl 135.4
fn;.: LTn UJTH |I.17,fl ¢ u.|]} -.l0_¢ tgnu. N-#_|
Fl]-J'.5l‘!olJ1II. ‘E’!-rtirladti ]'I'.F|J |'hlh.-1 tlH'.lI:u "-.“ 1,.’ -'_'HI-\ !|-.'.'|

H Thu‘ '1):-.|'y ruf ;||f rur]l||"1]r-11 '|'.'. hr-fwd }1 1 hut |'I|---It-I ]r'l fl-r:nr|I¢-«f _| -.3-so-.1‘ ,.'.
t!1«- :'.uJI1t.1-"Mir-Ir r.|' ha-r than an -Iw-Iul Ir-n {turn I-1'-"'lfI|I'! I1I".|rlI1'-.
 

From Reference 4.

Page 171 of 572 '- * FORD 1122

nchevalier
Sticky Note
None set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by nchevalier



Page 172 of 572 FORD 1122

s£11111111$~11£c1111c

1‘1:111:4 tdt-1‘ 1'11"."-t t"11.- 1-1-1'1'111‘n1.111cu 1'1.-q111'rmi fur Fl.‘-.1tI}' .11.'1't-111411100

.11 .1 111.-w vulIi1.‘l1- 111-511111 111 than 111.11‘!-11-t1Il.11'1~. A5 ’111d1'1-.1tml in F111-

1111.- 1-1, H11-1'u is little .lu11bt 1-11111'o1‘11i11-.1 t|11- .11.'ut-1v1'.1tiu11 1-1-1'1u1'111—

.111c1~ [1l‘I.‘l1'l'l‘t.‘I.1 by 1.1111 n1.11u1‘1ty ml" 1-.11 huyurs .11 tho.» 1«1'1.-2411111. 111111-.

I11 i‘|??, .-.11.-1 11.111111-1 .1 11-1.11 mph .11-1-1-iv1.1li1:111 u:.1;1.1lJiliLy ul 111:.‘-.111-r

H1111: 111 :11-11.111-.I:: 1up1't.-3'1.-111:-xi 111111; 1111'. 11! 110111-r.11 Mulu1".~'. :-‘1.ill."H .1111!
thorn: l1.1\'11u1 .1 11-110 1111111 .11'.~«.-I1-1‘.1t11111 u.'.111.1b1J.1ty :11 11-1111 tl1.111 1%

:sot‘1111:,i5 1'v;.11‘o.-:11'11t1~.i about 1151'. nt \.1l1~1-:. Wl1ui.hu1' this .11:cvlo-1‘.1tiu11

-.‘.1p.1b1'lit}' 1:1 111.~v1lml I01‘ :1.1l1- 11111-1'.1t 11.111 :11‘ 11': 1*-1‘-.'lo1‘1‘1.11i 1'01" 11u1'1.'ly
.-n1oL1o11.11 1'1.'.1su11;1 will 111.1 11.1111.-11.lu.11‘1.1s.i .l.1Lv1'. Am:-.>1‘d1'11«1 to 'l‘.1bl-.1 3-‘.3,

Lakt-11 111.1111 R1-I. 11), it 1.»: lil-:1.-I1,‘ that 1-111‘.v1.~11tiu11.1l l'.‘l:: 13.11‘.-1 111.11‘!-11.11111!

111 H18": 113.’ th-~ 1-1: auto 111.111:-1111.’ wiii o.\*|1iL-it .=1i1_111iI'it'.11111y luwvr .11‘-
ct-].1.-1'.11.‘1-.111 1-1-1*1«..~1‘111.111—..-c 111.111 tlm.-411 111.1rI-tutvd in 1976. 'l‘i1i:'. luw1-1‘i1111

1.11 111-1'f01'111.111co wmtld, «.11 -:11111*.~1u, 11c1:111‘ 111'111.1-1.111;’ ov-.-1‘ L111.‘ next. 5

YUu."I]':-I .111..i would result in .1 Iuw.-1"11111 of tho 1.-.~111e.w:L.1Ljo11.~1 of car buy-

crs 1'11-11.11"-..'l1'11.1 13.11‘ }N.‘1'IU1Itl.!1lI..‘1.‘. llu11cu. it 1-11.11-n11»: -.1uil.1.‘ likely t'.l1.:1t

1.1111 .1ccuJ1:1'.1t1'n11 11vr1.11-r11.1111'v 1‘:-1111i1'1w.i 11!" .1 1111111 dcsi1111 in 193'» will

be si._1111'l1c.11111y 11:51; 1:11.111 111.11 1131-1-1'11-11 111 1078. 1'111utl1or 1.101111‘

Lo co11.~*.idc1' 1:4 tl1.1t the 11111.11-1! limit 15 1:‘I.11‘1‘o11LlV1-' 5'1 mph :111ti L1‘:wvl

.1L 15111:-311:: 111 vxcv-:=.~:‘ at 1-"1-F11 1111111 is lik.-ly to result in .1 l1‘.1f1"iv
u:1't.11‘1-.111 -.‘\‘v11 with thv 1'111'11-nt 1'.1tl1«.11' 1.11: 1.‘tIlUl'L‘t‘I'lI1.‘I1L of the '35 1111111

s11um_i limit. av:-1‘ .1 111111111! 111 years 1.1111 I‘-L‘dLlI.‘L‘-Ll spat-ed limit may

.1150 11.-1111 L11 luwt-1‘ 131.111:-111111111‘ i11Iv1'1-st .11 l1111l1 §1o1‘tor111.111C1: a:.a“s .15

t.|1v1‘u will L11.‘ 11's:-2 111-1'1! I111‘ 'i1i«1l11«'.1y }‘d'.1':-'ii.|1ll 1.'.1p.113i1iLy 11111t‘l1 111 n'.\'-

I..‘L‘5.‘5 1.11 M1 to (N1 1111111. lh~11c1-, 1111111 .1 11‘-.111:«'11111v1‘ .!L‘L‘1.‘pL.!I1L‘L‘ p0i11t-11I-

"$11.11-1', it .-41'c1111: Ilka-11' that by 10119, .1 11-110 1111111 .11.°s:1.11c1'.1t1'1111 1'.'11-;1-

Llility 111 I51 :31'1'-911.11: will I11‘ a'n11:«'.i.iv1‘1~d .1lt1‘.1t‘L1\-u and .1 0-110 mph

.11:1.‘1.-It-1.1111111 111 JO >111.-1111.114 .1c1'1-1-1.11111-.

L‘*1-‘-.E‘.

9'

.---._.__.__.

fil

zuflllil-‘\I MI|ll||l'-
1"‘ 'I‘1‘UA

1!. 1»

1‘:-1111-‘ 1~ I. 12!“. 1‘-"1"? :3.1l1-:1 I41-1.1! 11111

In ,-\n‘:'1'|t'l.Il 11111 1‘I1.11.1t'~

in-1 1:11 1-':: 11.‘;-I111‘:-11v11 I1

.............__.._...-..._..__._..........j...........:—u-—. ._......_...._._._.._.._...._......._...t.._._.
é
1.
E1
111 ti 1 I

1,111] l11::1H1_1“‘Hl_1-- 1.. -- H1,’ 1; 1111-] 14 14. 1.‘ 1‘. -,_ - Hum

111 I IIIII-l\“l'N ?¢'\'I1 z1r|1M1'I1 '.|11In.1[I-.

 

.-u

Page 172 of 572 7 FORD 1122

nchevalier
Sticky Note
None set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by nchevalier



Page 173 of 572 FORD 1122

asusniiflstictnnc

Table 3-2

ACCELERATION CHARACTERISTICS{1}
.—..—.-

0-60 mph {O-96.5 km/hl

(Automatic Transmission)
19?? 1985

Size Class (Seconds) {Seconds}

Small (Sub Compact)

compact

Mid-Size

Large (Full-Size)

 
Next, consider the vehicle performance capability required

for safe operation on urban streets/freeways and intercity high-

ways. In order to be operated safely, a car must be able to {1}

keep up with traffic on level roads and grades, (2) merge with

flowing traffic on entering freeways and expressways, and (3) pass

slower moving traffic at speeds up to the speed limit. Since the

highway system in the mid-1980s will be essentially the same as
that of today, the vehicles marketed in l985 must be capable of

safe operation on the roads as presently constructed. Today's high-
ways were designed following the policies set [orth in Reference 2
concerning maximum grades, expressway merging lane lengths, and

required passing distances {Table 3-3). It will be assumed that

the EPA urban and highway cycles will be representative of urban
and highway driving in 1985 and that, if a vehicle can follow those

cycles, it is capable of keeping up with traffic on level roads.

Based on the highway design information given in Table 3-3, the

minimum performance requirements set forth in Table 3-4 are sug-
gested. These requirements should permit safe operation of the

electric/hybrid vehicle in city/suburban and highway driving on
the highway system as presently constructed and marked (i.e., des-

ignation of no-passing zones, etc.}. For reasons of convenience,

Tablc 3-4 specifics vehicle performance in terms of acceleration

at a given speed or distance in which a specified speed change is

to take place rather than the more familiar standing-start accelv1-
ation times (e.g., 0-30 mph or 0-60 mph in so-many seconds).

As noted above, the performance capability of conventional ICE

cars is often stated in terms of the 0-63 mph acceleration time.

In a sense, that acceleration time has acted as a proxy for Lhe

more meaningful performance capabilities listed in Table 1-4. IL
is or interest to ascertain the maximum 0-50 mph acceleration Lime

for which all the performance requirements for safe operation ol

th‘ vehicle in all types of driving are met. This could then be
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Table 3-3

RI-.ILATION OF MAXIMUM GRADES T0 DESIGN SPEED

MAIN HIGHWAYS

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 

  

  
 

—._..._.._¢.-
 

Doaiqn apccd, mph
50 60 65 T0   

Flat

Rolling 5 4 4 4 4
Huuntainuus 6 6 5 - -7  

ELEMENTS OF SRFE PASS1NE_51GHT DISTANCE-2-LANE HIGHHAYS o;—  ‘

50-60
52.6

  
 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 

 

 

speed group, mph
Average paasinq speed, mph 

Initial maneuver:

.1 -— average acceleration, mphps
:1: time, seconds
d1=- d:sL.1n::e travel:-d. ft"(.‘t  

occupation of left lane:

t2= time, second:

dz: distance travvlod, tout  

vicarancc length:

d3: distancv traveled, feet 

Uppos ing vehicle:

J47 diataurv traveled, feet

 

 
 
 

  

Tutnl distance, dI;d2*d3+d4. feet  

 
1.-l.m1qtI1 U1 J’\CL‘t‘ It‘! at 1 un !-¢‘|nt.“' Fol‘!
for Enttancv Uurvv Uvsiuu Speed, MPH
 

 
 

Fun-
d i 1 Ion

Spm‘d
num'lIo.-d

cmu.nnu
 

NI.‘tl': 'H"{‘l'\‘ lomltlls Q.'II.‘l‘K"d t, fI‘I‘t, III‘ (‘flfliqjt flllglgldfi q_|fig'[*|_-(1 |'|'|'\h‘ 1fl|irUI"|1'l
90:! lapvns arv rvrnmmvndvd.

I-‘rum Rt.‘ 1'0 I‘L‘I1CL‘ 2.
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used to determine the minimum power-to-weight ratio to consider in
designing passenger cars. The power-to-weight ratios required at
the wheels for various vehicle driving maneuvers are shown in Fig-

ure 3-2. The values given in Figure 3-2 were calculated using a

variety of approximations including average rates of accelerations

and times based on average speeds (e.g., V‘: Vfinal + vinitial/2).
Except for steady-state maneuvers such as driving on a grade, the

effective acceleration parameter (3/g)eff was assigned to an in-
termediate speed between V and Vfinal based on available detailed

calculations or engineering judgement. Fortunately, it appears
that the critical conclusions can be extracted from Figure 3-2

without the need for precise calculations. It seems clear from

Figure 3-2 that the high-speed passing maneuver on a 2-lane road

is the most demanding relative to power required. Gradability
and lower speed accelerations, including freeway merging. require
much less power at the wheels. The differences when translated

to engine (or powertrain) maximum power rating are smaller because

it is possible to attain a greater fraction of the peak engine
rated power at high vehicle speeds such as 50-60 mph than at ve-

hicle speeds near 30-35 mph (see the ICE limit power curve in the
upper left-hand corner of Figure 3-2), Note from Figure 3-2 that

the 0-60 mph acceleration time corresponding to the 2-lane road
passing requirement is about 15 seconds. without a detailed

study of 2-lane road passing, it would seem difficult to justify
vehicle power-to—weight ratios much less than those resulting in
0-60 mph acceleration times of 15 or 16 seconds.

1.‘!

ICE 1 I PASSIHLS S mmlllqln
El IIWI

u‘-I-‘EELS’
‘P5

_. ..-_l.. ..__l_.
u -,. 1 11

new RPM.“

Power:Towest.»-rrn.a.'r+0_-H9w_
I-H'FClIU'I .M:t‘l|tI1AIIuN. Ln“: ,."

3-2. Power-to-Weight Ratio Requirements
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The minimum JPL performance requirements {Exhibit 1 of RFP)

and the hybrid vehicle design goals {Reference 3) are shown in
Table 3-5. Direct comparisons between the JPL performance specifi-
cations and those proposed in Table 3-4 can only be made for grad-

ability and the inferred 0-60 mph acceleration time. Unfortunately,

the JPL acceleration time for minimum performance is given for a
0-56 mph acceleration rather than for the customary 0-60 mph accel-

eration. Using available vehicle acceleration profile test data

(see Figure 3-3), a 0-56 mph acceleration time of 15 seconds was

found to be equivalent to a 0-60 mph acceleration time of 17 seconds

which is within the range (15-19 seconds} projected for 1985 by the

US auto industry for 5- and 6—passenger cars (Table 3-2). The power

requirement inferred from Figure 3-2 in the present analysis is only

slightly greater than that corresponding to a 0-60 mph acceleration

time of 17 seconds, and is also within the range projected by the
auto industry. The JPL acceleration goal of 0-60 mph in 14 seconds

would certainly be attractive to potential hybrid vehicle buyers,
but that much power does not seem to be needed for safe operation

and would likely exceed that available in conventional ICE cars in
1935. There does not appear to be significant differences between

the JPL minimum acceleration specification and those developed in

the present study so that the power-to-weight of the hybrid design
will be such that the minimum performance requirements set forth in

Table 3-4 will be met yielding an equivalent 0-60 mph acceleration
time of 15-16 seconds. It can be expected that the gradability of

the hybrid vehicle will be better than the JPL minimum requirement

(55 mph on a 3% grade) and probably also better than 55 mph on a

5% grade, at least for some distance, depending on the state-of-
charge of the battery. Maintaining a gradability of 55 mph on a

7% grade would certainly be desirable and would appear to be a

strong possibility.
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3.3 CHARACTERIZATION OF CONVENTIONAL ICE PASSENGER CARS

BY SIZE CLASS

At various times during the electric/hybrid study program, it
will become necessary to obtain projected characteristics of the
conventional ICE passenger cars marketed in the mid-1980s in the

various size classes. The characteristics of particular interest

are exterior dimensions, curb weight. and fuel economy (urban and
highway). Projection of these characteristics for 1985 model pas-

senger cars is clearly subject to some uncertainty. Fortunately.
the uncertainty is considerably reduced by the necessity of the

auto industry to meet the legally mandated CAFE* of 27.5 mpg in
1985. In addition to the fleet fuel economy standard, the passen-
ger cars must also meet exhaust emission standards. The fuel econ-

omy and emission standards which must be met between 1973 and 1985
are summarized in Table 3~6.

Table 3-5

JPL - MINIMUM SPECIFICATIONS

Acceleration Time (Seconds)

0 — 31 mph (49.88 km/h) 6

0 — 56 mph (90.1 km/h} 15

25 — 56 mph (passing) 12
(40.23 - 90.1 km/h)

Spe d
Grade (%) km/h e(mgh)

3 90.1 (56)

B 49.88 (31)

15 25.74 (16)

 
JPL - GOAL SPECIFICATIONS
 

  Acceleration Time (Seconds)

0 - 30 mph (48.2? km/h) 6

0 - 60 mph (96.54 km/h) 14

19 - 35 mph (passing) (30.57 - 56.32 km/h) 4

37 - 55 mph (passing) (59.53 - 88.50 km/h) 9

Grade (%) km/EE££%mph}
5 88.50 (55)

7 43.27 (30)

20 19.31 (12).._._._....- j__——.——._--—— -:

‘Corporate Average Fuel Economy

 

3-9

Page 178 of 572 FORD 1122

nchevalier
Sticky Note
None set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by nchevalier



Page 179 of 572 FORD 1122

sintnuflmcnu:

Table 3-5

MANDATORY FUEL ECONOMY AND EMISSIONS STANDARDS

sales weighted Average

(a) composite - 55! urban cycle, 45%
highway cycle.

49 — States (Fed.] California

-rams/mile -rams/mile

2D3!

ha ND

I...) tn

I--II--ll--‘P-"I-'-'IQl\.'lI0Nll.pJl.InJ|.nJ|.nJ VDNDKDIDVDLDNDVDNDVDKD
ta} 1912 CV5-C test procedures used for 1973-74.
{b} 1975 CV5-CH test procedure used for 1975

and beyond.
{C} Diesels and cars with other innovative fuel-

saving engines could qualify for a N03 standard
of l.5 grams/mile (1977 amendments to the 1970
Clean Air Act}.

id) California is considering a C0 standard of
T grams/mile.

le) California is considering an "Ox standard of
1 gram/mile if vehicle can be certified for
100,000 mi rather than 50,000 mi.

3-10
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JPI MIN. ACCELEBL-N-it)" _‘REUUIHEMENI

GL03 DIESEL. V 3 353

, AND FAIRMUHI, L4
15

‘”" HQND.‘ ACCQHD: 1.4

1- .fiUDl m £5

""‘M-‘LIEU. V B 333

19 [-
=» |EN-

JILL DAN. 5|-news
TAKEN FROM

can MAGAIINES

‘ B-1.3 krmh $.51 krnfh
I I0 5) Bill 30

SPEED Imnhr

0

Figure 3-3. Acceleration Profiles

The approach used to obtain the passenger car characteriza-

tions given in this section is the same as that presented in Ref-
erence 4. In fact, some of the results given in Reference 4 will be
used essentially unchanged in the present study because the refer-

enced work is quite recent and little has happened in the interim

to influence projections. The projected exterior dimensions and
curb weights of downsized designs in the various size classes are

summarized in Table 3-7. In the case of the Us auto industry,

1978/79 designs are the first in an expected series of downsized

designs in each class size. Significant additional size and weight

reductions can be expected in subsequent redesigns as the auto in-
dustry utilizes extensively front wheel drive and smaller, more

compact engines. This is especially true for mid- and full-size
cars. Further weight reductions will also occur in all size classes

with the use of lighter weight materials. Vehicle weights much less

than those projected for 1985 would require a drastic change in struc-

tural design, such as the use of fiberglass, graphite composite, or

foam—filled sandwich—type body construction. There is no reason
to believe this will happen within the mid—l98D time period, be-

cause of the very large retooling investment required.

The fuel economy of the downsized 1985 passenger cars has been

projected using l97B EPA fuel economy results as the baseline. Fuel
economy {urban and highway) using l9?B engine technology is shown in
Figures 3-4 and 3~5 as a function of vehicle inertia weight for both
gasoline and diesel engines. Improvements in fuel economy between
l97B and 1985 can result from a number of technological developments

and/or styling changes. A breakdown of projected improvements from

3-11
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Figure 3-4. Baseline Fuel Economy — 1973
Technology, Urban Cyole(43
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Figure 3-5. Baseline Fuel Economy — 1978
Technology. Highway Cyc1e‘43

various sources is given in Table 3-8. It has been assumed that

the improvements indicated can be achieved along with meeting the

1985 statutory emission standards of 0.4 gram/mile HC, 3.4 grams/

mile C0, and 1.0 gramfmile N03. This will doubtlessly require a
refined 3-way catalyst system with microprocessor logic and control.

The fuel economy for the 1985 vehicles is obtained by simply multi-

plying the baseline 1985 values by the fuel economy improvement
factors in the table. The resultant 1985 fuel economy projections
are shown in Figures 3-6, 3-7, and 3-8. The present results for
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Tab 10 3-3

PROJECTED FUEL ECUNbMY IMPROVEMENTS (1973 to 1985}

  

 
 

_t improvement
source Cit _Hi7H§H" 
 

Engine Development

Lower CD (0.5 to 0.38)

Improved Lubricants

Transmission Developments

  
 

 
 
  

  

Total

10

E:
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/-— 4 CYL rm M {iii}!
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ENGINE cormounarrou ' I

, -— 6 on em ?!iJ CID:

10'. CID CUBI('.1N(.‘H Dl.‘ji-'1.A“EMENf

OL I L._..__1 ._1 _...L.
my 225} 2500 III) 351] can
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Figure 3-6. Projected 1985 Urban Fuel Economy

the composite fuel economy are compared with the guideline values
given by JPL {Assumptions and Guidelines, received 27 Sept. 1978)
in Figure 3-9. The JPL projretions are, in general, lower than the
present results. The differences are about 25% for 2000—1b cars

and 151 for 3090 to 4000-lb ears. Reference (5) indicates that on-

road fuel economy is somewhat lower than that measured by EPA.
Therefore, it seem; appropriate to Correct the fuel economy projec-
tions (Figures 3-6, 3-7, and 3-8) based on the 1978 EPA values to

account for this discrepancy. This has been done usinq the formula

(FE) 4 0.71 (FE)CD1’. + 2.83 (1)EPA based
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Figure 3-7. Projected 1985 Highway Fuel Economy
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Figure 3—8. Projected 1985 Composite Fuel Economy
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Figure 3-9. Composite Fuel Economy Comparisons

given by JPL in Ref. (6}. The corrected composite fuel economy pro-

jection for gasoline~pouered cars is shown in Figure 3-9. Because
data to do Otherwise are simply not avai1able(5‘, the same correction
has been made for both urban and highway fuel economy.

Unless directed by JPL to do otherwise, General Electric (GE)
plans to use GE fuel economy projections during the hybrid vehicle

study rather than those given in Ref. (6). This approach is pre-
ferred for a number of reasons. First, the differences between the

JPL and GE projections are not really signifioant in terms of their
effect on the Conclusions to be drawn from the study. Second, the

basis for the GE projections is known in detail whereas the same

depth of information relative to the JPL projections was not readily
available. Third, the GE projections include separate results for

urban and highway driving and for diesel engines. Such information
was not supplied by JPL as part of their guidelines/assumptions.(5)

The fuel economy projections and sales mix information discussed
in Section 4 can be combined to determine the fraction of the fuel

used by the various size classes. Those results for 1985 are given
in Table 3-9. It was assumed that the sales m'x in 1085 (in terms

of size classes) will be the some as in 1977, and that all size

classes are driven tho same average annual mileage. he would be

expected, Table 3-9 indicates that the larqer cars use about 64“ of
the fuel. This simple calculation did not differentiate between

urban and highway mileage. Nevertheless. it does indicate that the
development of electric/hybrid 5- and n-pussunqer cars has a gruatc:

potential for reducing national petroleum requirements than similu:
developments for small and compact size cars. This important point
will be discussed lattr.
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Table 3-9

FUEL USE BY SIZE CLASS IN 1985

Sales Mix Composite Fraction of
Size Class % Iw, lb moo Fuel Used

Small

Compact

Mid-Size

Full-Size 
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‘section 4

IIISSION DES‘-BRIPTION. CHARACTERIZATION.
AND IHPAOT ON POTENTIAL SALES
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Section 4

MISSION DESCRIPTION, CHARACTERIZATION,
AND IMPACT ON POTENTIAL SALES

For the hybrid/electric passenger car to have a significant

impact on petroleum conservation, the hybrid/electric car must be
designed so that it will meet the transportation needs (i.e., mis-

sion requirements] of a significant fraction of potential new car

buyers in a convenient and economical manner. In this section of
the report, automobile use patterns within and outside metropolitan

areas are described statistically so as to target the hybrid/elec-

tric vehicle design characteristics to meet the expected uses.

From this analysis, various mission sets a*e defined and the asso-

ciated vehicle "electric" range requirement. for the mission sets
are determined.

4.1 REGIONAL! LOCAL USE CONSIDERATIONS

Personal transportation needs vary markedly throughout the

United States due to a number of factors including local traffic

Congestion, the availability of public transportation, commuter
distances, shopping locations, etc. Differences in local/regional
life styles are reflected in the way people use their cars and,
as a result, in the sales mix of cars that are purchased. Hence,

in order to assess the effects of mission analysis on electric/
hybrid vehicle design and marketability, it is advisable to con-
sider local/regional characteristics in both regards. Much of
the previous work in this area centered primarily around national

averages -- for example, average trip length, average annual mile-

age, average fraction of mileage in urban driving, average sales
mix, etc.

The present study is structured to consider differences in

regional characteristics. A clear distinction will be made ac-

cording to whether a car user lives within or near a large met-

ropolitan area or in a small city/town or rural community. Con-
siderable data is available from which the differences of interest

can be assessed. The data sources include (1) national census

surveys, (23 national transportation use-pattern surveys, and
(3) state highway and car registration statistics. as discussed

in the following sections, significant differences relative to

the design and use of electric/hybrid vehicles are readily appar-
ent.

Population data for ]9?0[7) for urban and rural areas are
given in Table 4-1. These data indicate that about 60% of the

US population lives in urban areas {central cities and suburbs)
and about 40% lives in small citics/towns and rural communities.

Table 4-2 indicates that about the same 60/40 split applies to

urban Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas (SMSAS) and to
other areas. Therefore, when no other data is available, infor-

mation pertinent to those living inside SMSAs is assumed appro-
priatu to urban areas and information pertinent to those living

4-1
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Table 4-1

POPULATION DISTRIBUTION, 1970{?)  

Rvalduncc fOlCDh[

Urban

lnsidv urbanizcd areas

Central cities 31.5

Urban fringe 26.8

Subtotal 58.3

Outside urbanized areas 15.2

Rural 26.5Ti’:

Total 100.0

Ciggfi

Urban

Places of 1.000.000 or more 9.2

Placvs of 500,000 to 1.000.000 h 4

PIJCUS 01 250.000 to 500,000 5 I

Pincus Of 100,000 to 250,000 7.0

PIJCUS 01 50.000 to 100,000 8 2

Places of 25,000 to 50.000 8 3

Places of 10.000 to 30,000 10.0

Placvs oi 0,000 to 10.000 h.4

rlacvs undur 5.000 4.4

Un1nvurpuratod 0.4

Subtotal

Rural

Plnocs .n 1,000 ti) :,ann 1.1

l‘1.u-ma nl up in 1,000 [.11

Hlhoi ruual $1.3

h'u!1tU|.I1

11!t.I|  

outside SMSAs is assumed appropriate to small cities/towns/rural
communities. Information on the household ownership of vehicles
in 1974 is given in Table 4-3. This indicates that approximately
70% of passenger cars are owned by poop.o living in or on the
fringe of metropolitan areas. However, only about 27% of the
passenger cars are owned by those living in central city areas.

This moans that almost 75% of tho passenger cars are usoé by peo-
ple living in he less densely populatod suburban, small city/
town. and ruin- areas.
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Table 4-2

POPULATION nsssrrr. 1970”? 

_ Population
Residence nengity percent

-ersons/mizl

Inside sM5As+

urban

rural

Subtotal

Outside SMSAs+
urban

rural

Subtotal

Total

*NA — Not available

+sMsA — Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area

It is also of interest to consider the differences in the

annual vehicle miles driven by people living in various types of
areas, and what fraction of their vehicle miles can be classified

as urban (or highway). one approach to assess these differences
considers the urban and rural miles driven in selected states re-

lative to the number of passenger cars registered in each state.
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Such statistical data for l975 is given in Tables 4-4 and 4-5

taken from Refs. 7 and B. As indicated in the tables, the annual
miles per vehicle and the portion of those miles driven in urban

areas varies significantly from state—to-state. In general, the

vehicle miles per year are lower and the portion of thoge mileg
driven in urban areas is higher for the more populous states, es-
pecially those in the Northeast {e.g., Connecticut, New York, and
Rhode Island). The national averages of about 10,000 vehicle
miles/yr and 55% thereof driven in urban areas, respectively, are

close to those given in Table 4-4 for all states combined. Since
hybrid/electric vehicles are more likely to have greater market

potential in more populous areas, the lower annual mileage and
higher fraction of urban miles in those areas are particularly

noteworthy. The effect of urban population on daily travel pat-

terns will be discussed in a subsequent section of this report.

The differences in regional transportation needs as perceived

by car buyers will also be reflected in the sales mix and its
variations from State-to-State in the US. Detailed new car sales

information is available each year from R.L. Polk. Such data for

197? for domestic and imported passenger cars (Ref. 9) was used
to calculate the sales mix information given in Table 4-6. The
domestic cars were assigned to the four market classes -« small,

compact, intermediate (or mid}, standard (or full) -- according

to the designations used by the us auto industry (gee Table 4-?
taken from Automotive News, 1977 Market Data Book Issue). It is

clear from Table 4-6 that there are significant differences in

the sales mix between the various states depending primarily on

the transportation needs and conditions in the respective states.
A 19?? sales mix for urban and rural/small town areas has been

inferred from the State-by—state results as indicated near the

bottom of Table 4-6. Further, a sales mix for inside SMSAs and

outside SMSAs was developed from the urban/rural sales mixes by

using the 1977 national sales mix and 70/30 split between SMsAs
and outside SMSAs. The difference between the national sales mix

and that inferred for the SMSAs is probably not significant, but
outside SMSAs sales mix is certainly significantly different from

the national sales mix. As would be expected, persons living in
less populous areas tend to buy larger cars than those living in
more congested urban areas.

Projections as to how the sales mix will change in the next

5 to 10 years are rather difficult to make for at least three

reasons. First, the US auto industry is reducing car sizes in

each of the market classes, and the consumer response to these

design changes is not yet clear. Second, as the Corporate Aver-

age Fuel Economy (CAFE) Standards become more difficult to meet,
the pricing strategy of the auto industry can be expected to

favor smaller cars. This is already becoming evident in 1979.
Third, if the price of gasoline continues to increase at a rate

faster than inflation, more car buyers can be expected to purchase

cars somewhat smaller than they have been accustomed to. All of

these [actors will interact making it very difficult to assess
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Table 4-4

VEHICLE MILES STATISTICS, 1975, Ref. 8.

 109 yehicle Miles

State Rural Total
 
  

Fraction

Urban Miles

Connecticut 14.? 3.5 18.2 0.807

Georgia 17.3 22.0 39.3 0.44

North Carolina 13.4 23.0 36.4 0.368

New York 42.5 22.6 65.1 0.653

New Jersey I 38.3 10.2 48.5 0.790Nebraska 4.? 6.5 11.2 0.420

Ohio ' 34.6 29.5 64.1 0.54

Pennsylvania 33.3 30.4 - 63.? 0.523

California 94.8 37.8 132.6 0.715

Massachusetts 23.5 5.6 29.1 0.808

Wisconsin 14.1 14.4 28.5 0.495

Iowa 8.0 11.6 19.6 0.408

Illinois 40.8 20.2 61.0 0.669

Indiana 18.8 18.6 37.4 0.503 I

Maryland 13.2 12.0 25.2 0.524 I
Rhode Island 4.? 1.0 5.7 0.825

Virginia 15.? 18.9 34.6 0.454

Michigan 35.3 22.9 58.2 ' 0.607

Minnesota 14.2 11.5 25.7 0.553

All 729.4 600.6 1330.0 0.548
44%..

the relative importance of each of the factors even in the 1985 to

1990 time period. In the present report. it will be assumed that
the sales mix will not change significantly in terms of the four
classes (small, compact, mid, full), but it will be recognized
that the size of the car typical of each class will become smaller

as the downsizing programs of the auto industry continue. Hence.
people will, in fact, be buying smaller cars in the next 5 to 10

years. but the class name assigned 10 them will be unchanged. For
example. the Ford Fairmont is presently designated a compact car
by the US Auto Industry. but that size car will be assigned to the
mid-size category in future years. As discussed in the next sec-

tion, classification of car sizes by passenger carrying capacity
makes more sense and can more easily be projected into the future

than the present system of using primarily car length and weight.

4-6

Page 193 of 572 FORD 1122

nchevalier
Sticky Note
None set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by nchevalier



Page 194 of 572 FORD 1122

cinsnatdmpttsctnlc

Table 4—5

PASSENGER CAR STATISTICS, 1975, Ref. 8.
 

 

  
 

 
 

  

  
Total Vehigle N Regigiiation Fraction

Stat!‘ Miles (10 1 (106) Urban Miles
Connecticut I 14.4 1.79

Georgia 31.0 2.51

North Carolin4 28.7 2.96
New York 51.4

New Jersey 38.3

Nebraska 8.9

Ohio 50.6

Pennsylvania 50.3

California f 104.?
Massachusetts 23.0

Wisconsin 22.6

Iowa 5 15.5
Illinois 48.1

Indiana E 29.5

Maryland 19.9

Rhode Island 4.5

Uirginia 27.3

Michigan 45.9

Minnesota

[All N

In Section 5, where the rationale for the selection of the hybrid

vehicle size and Reference ICE vehicle are discussed, it is recog-

nized qualitatively that, in the future, some people will tend to
buy a car in the next smaller category, but no attempt will be made
to assess this effect quantitatively.
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NEW CAR SALES MIX

_.l‘fli..‘?£1_-.__.__ 1.,

Table 4»6

STATISTICS,

 US 1977

us 1976

New Jersey 1977

New York 1977

Rhode Island 1977

Connecticut 1977

North Carolina 1977

Georgia 1977

Nebraska 1977

Indiana 1977

Wisconsin 1977

California 1977

Ohio 1977

Massachusetts 1977

Urban 1977

Rural 1977

sMsAs* 1977

Outside sMsAs'* 1977

____L___..

* 70/30 split in new car sales between SMSAs

**Takcn to be same as rural States
L____
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23.9 24.3 27.6

22.1 29.5 24.7

22.3 25.8 23.9 23.0

19.1 27.0 25.8 23.1‘
25.0 30.3 25.0 19.2

30.4 29.9 21.7 18.9

26.1 21.3 26.2 26.4

23.6 19.9 29.7 26.9

20.8 18.6 27.5 33.2

18.4 20.3 29.0 32.3

16.7 23.5 26.4 = 33.3

28.1 29.2 24.3 19.5

19.1 23.2 27.1 30.?

26.2 29.5 23.5 20.0

27.0 29.5 23.5 20.0

18.5 21.0 23.0 32.5

26.4 24.6 23.0 26.1

13.5 21.0 23.0 l 32.5]

and outside SMSE5 I
..—.A._.._ 
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1977, Ref. 9.

Mid"l\j'Fu11 
 

  
 

.___._._J
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Table 4-?

1977 MODELS -- BY MARKET CLASS

§:Is,L%.. "
SUBCOMPACTS

Astro

Bobcat

Chevotte

Gremlin

Monza

Mustang II
Pinto

Skyhawk
Starfire
Sunbird

Vega

Mid-Size

INTERMEDIATES

Century

Charger SE
Chevelle

Cordoba

Coronet/Charger

Cougar
Cutlass

Diplomat
Elite

Fury
Grand Prir
LeBaron

LeMans

LTD II

Matador

Monaco

Montego
Monte Carlo

Thunderbird

Torino

LUXURY INTERMEDIATE

Seville

Versailles

Comgact
COMPACTS

Aspen
Camaro

Comet

Dart

Firebird

Granada

Hornet

Maverick

Monarch

Nova

Omega
Pacer

Skylark
valiant

Ventura

volare

Full-Size

STANDARD SIZE

STANDARD

Buick

Chevrolet

Chrysler

Dodge
Ford

Mercury
Oldsmobile

Plymouth
Pontiac

Riviera

Thunderbird

Toronado

LUXURY STANDARD

Cadillac

Eldorado

Lincoln

Mark V

*Imported cars were assigned to each class by manu-

Page 196 of 572

facturer.

sales were assigned to the small category.

foreign manufacturers were assigned according to the

size of their models with the highest gales.

For example, all Toyota, Datsun, and Honda
other

Infor-

mation on foreign car sales is available from R.L. Polk
by manufacturer only, not by model as for domestic cars.
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4.2 MISSION SET DESCRIPTION

The use pattern of automobiles covers a wide range in terms

of trip length, trip frequency, and trip purpose; certain combina-

tions of which are suitable for hybrid vehicles, and others are

not. Four general categories relating to trip purpose have been
defined in the National Personal Transportation Study (NPTS}:(1°3

I Earning a living (work travel}

0 Family business

0 Civic, educational, and religious

0 social and recreational

In the present study the latter three categories have been
consolidated and called personal travel. The relative contribu-

tion of each category in terms of annual mileage and annual trips
is indicated in Table 4-3. This distribution is further modified

depending upon whether incorporated or unincorporated areas are

considered as indicated in Table 4-9. Thus, the specification of

the place of residence becomes important in describing a vehicle

mission profile. For purposes of the mission analysis presented
in this report, the specification of the place of residence is
divided into two general categories, 1.e., inside and outside the

Standard Metropolitan statistical Areas (SMSAsJ.

The hybrid/electric vehicle is expected to have its most
significant impact on petroleum consumption when operating under
such conditions that its primary energy source is battery—stored
energy. While an on—board heat engine can be used to recharge

the battery, this mode of operation should be minimized in order
to have maximum impact on petroleum savings. For this reason,
the mission should focus on those applications where an all-

electric mode of operation can be considered for the hybrid vehi-
cle. This suggests that use patterns resulting in days of travel
with daily mileage less than some prescribed value should be

identified. The fact that a value of daily travel mileage is to
be specified below which the hybrid will use electricity he the
principal energy source does not suggest that the hybrid will be

incapable of operating under conditions of daily travel beyond
this value. Under such conditions, the hybrid vehicle will uti-

lize the heat engine as its primary energy source and the battery
system will function so as to load-level the heat engine. In
this mode of operation, the hybrid vehicle range wilt be a func~
tion of the fuel storage capacity.

Daily travel less than the prescribed distance can be cate-

gorized in terms of random and non—random trips. Random trips
are those which consist of varying length and frequency while
non-random trips are those of known length and frequency (Such
as commuting to and from work}. Trip length and frequency ra-
ther than whether a trip is random or non-random in nature are

considerably more important in determining applicability of a
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Table 4-8

DLSTRIBUTIDN JF AUTOMOBILE TRIPS, VEHICLE MILES OF TRAVEL,
AND TRIP LENGTH BY TRlP PURPOSE

 
 

Percent of Avoraqe

  
 

automobile Trip
ms___ -i,mw Length

Trip Purpose--—-m--—n-w..;__...—.—=~.-.-_...__- ...._.._.j-.  %* —-—.—-r—-------xe-

Earning a living
 

 
Home-to-work

Related business

Subtotal

Family business

Shopping .

Medical and dental .

other 6.5

Subtotal 5.

Civic, educational and religious

Social and recreational

12.0

Pleasure driving 20.0

visiting friends and relatives

Vacations 160.0

other 11.4

Subtotal 13.1

Other and unknown 9.4

 

4-11
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hybrid vehicle. However, whether a trip is random or non-random
is crucial in performing a statistical analysis in order to pre-
dict trip behavior; therefore, the distinction must be recognized.

The methodology used for predicting daily and annual driving

patterns iggscribed in detail in Sgfiion 4.3) is basically that ofSchwartz, 3 Surber end Deshpande in which a Poisson distri-
bution is used to generate the number of days per year in which a
specified number of trips is taken, and a Monte Carlo simulation
is used to generate the length of these trips. Schwartz, however,
applied this technique to all travel regardless of whether the trips
were random or not. Surber and Deshpande did account for the non-

random nature of travel-to-work by excluding such trips from their
random trip length generation.

For reasons discussed above it is preferable to describe a

mission set in terms of random and non-random trips both inside and

outside SMSAs rather than use the four categories outlined in the

NPTS. Thus, a total of eight mission sets have been specified and
analyzed as part of this task. one mission set includes only per-
sonal business travel inside the SMSAB consisting entirely of random
trips in terms of both frequency and length. Another set includes
the combination of the first set with trips to work inside the 5M5As
which are non-random both in frequency and trip length. A third set
includes all personal business travel, trips to work, and any other
random trips resulting in a daily travel of less than 100 miles,
again inside the Smshs. Thus, this third set includes all travel
with the exception of travel resulting in more than l00 miles in
one day which may be construed to represent intercity travel. The
fourth set includes all travel regardless of daily mileage. The oth-
er four sets of the eight are the same as the four sets described ex-

cept that they occur outside of the SM5As rather than inside.
These eight-mission sets are summarized in Table 4-10.

Table 4-10

MISSION SETS TO BE ANALYZED

Inside SMSAB Outside SHSAB

Personal business travel only Personal business travel only

Personal business plus trips Personal business plus trips
to work to work

A11-purpose (except trips of All-purpose {except trips of
100 or more miles per day) 100 or more miles per day)

All purposes All purposes

It should be mentioned again that the reason for excluding
daily travel in excess of some value (100 miles per day) is to assess
the impact of the hybrid vehicle in applications where battery-
stored energy is the primary energy source. Daily travel in excess
of this value will be accomplished with the heat engine as the pri-
mary energy source with the battery system serving only to load-level
the heat engine.

4-13
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4.3 TRAVEL CHARACTERISTICS

The travel characteristics of an automobile consist of three
main factors: a

0 Annual mileage

0 Daily travel in terms of number of trips and trip
length

0 The particular driving mode or cycles which characterize

the method in which daily travel is accomplished

In many cases, the test or survey data which defines these three
factors is limited or nonexistent. In such cases, estimates have

been made, or interpolation/extrapolation has been used, to aug-
ment limited data. The methodology employed to analyze the above
three factors in order to characterize the mission sets outlined
in Section 4.2 are described below.

4.3.1 ANNUAL USE

Considerable data is available to evaluate average annual

vehicle miles. Such a set of data is the Highway Statistics pub-

lished annually by the Federal Highway Administration under the

Department of Transportation. An example of such data is presented
in Tables 4-11 and 4-12. The disadvantage of such data is that

it permits determination of average annual vehicle mileage only
and does not give a fractional distribution of vehicle annual mile-

age. The NPTS(13) includes data on annual mileage distribution;
this data is presented in Table 4-13. This data is limited in that

it is ten years old and gives no information regarding annual mile-

age distribution with regard to work trips, personal business,
intercity travel, etc. In the absence of such data an estimate

has been made for annual mileage versus percent of automobiles

as indicated in Figure 4-1. Estimates are shown for personal
business only both inside and outside SMSAS as well as for all-

purpose trips both inside and outside SMSAS. The curve for all-

purpose travel inside SMSAS is taken to be essentially parallel

to the data in T blc 4-13, but depressed for any given percentile

because the data in Table 4-13 represents annual mileage for all
vehicles; and vehicles inside SMSAs tend to have lower annual

mileage than the national average. The curve for all-purpose
travel outside SMSns is: (1) elevated above that for inside

SMSAs because of the higher annual milcagc characteristic of ve-

hiclen outside SMSAS, and (2) somewhat flatter (loss slope) than

that ‘or inside FMSAs because people living outside of SMSAS in

geographically smaller communities tend to take more relatively
short trips due to the l1mitcd size of the area. The curves for

personal busi“css are taken to have annual milcaqcs of approxi-

mately 46” oi Lhc all—purposc figures at any given percentile
since this is approximately the percentage of annual mileage ac-
counted for by family business and Civic, educational, religious,
and social travel as indicatud in Lhv NPTS daLa.{3n)
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Table 4-12

CLE MILES, BY STATE AND HIGHWAY SYSTEM - 1974
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Table 4-13

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF AUTOMOBILES

vs ANNUAL MILES TRAVELED

Annual Mileage Percent of Automobile

<5OO 2.6

l,00D— 3,000 8.4

3,00D— 7,000 27.1

7,000-12,000 34.1

12,000-17.000 11.0

17,000-22,000 7.5

22,ooo—27,ooo 3.3

>27,000 5.4
l00.0

 
4.3.2 DAILY TRAVEL PATTERNS

The 1969 Nationwide Personal Transportation Study represents

the most comprehensive study of personal driving habits published
to date, and the data from this study has been issued in a series

of reports. while this data is new ten years old, it is the only
published data available and has been used for a number of analyses
such as those by Schwartz,{11} Surber and De5hpande.(12}

The NPTS data is very comprehensive but covers trip purposes
or missions other than the mission sets outlined in Section 4.2.

Accordingly, only selected portions of the NPTS data have been used

in defining daily travel patterns in this investigation. Specifi*
Cally, the data used include the percent of annual trips and percent

of annual vehicle miles versus trip length range as taken from
Schwartzllll and presented here in Table 4-14. Additional data
used includes average trip length for different purposes both inside
and outside of SMSAS. This latter data is included in Table 4-15.

The data included in these two tables has been used to predict

daily travel patterns consistent with the mission sets outlined

in Section 4.2. The specific methodology for accomplishing this
prediction is the following. A computer program was written to

simulate daily travel patterns by using a Poisson distribution agdla Monte Carlo simulation in a manner similar to that of Schwartz ’
and Surber and Deshpande.l12} The Poisson distribution determines
both the number of days per year in which a specified number of trips
(i.e., 0, 1, 2, etc.) will be taken as well as the total number of

trips per year. The Poisson distribution requires as known data the

average number of trips per day. this being merely the annual mile-

age divided by the product of 365 days per year and the average trip

length. A sample Poisson distribution is given in Table 4-16.

I _.l _ , --n or I |' .". v«’
4-19
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Table 4-14

ANNUAL TRAVEL CHARACTERISTICS BY TRIP LENGTH

Trip Length

(miles one wa )

<5

5-10

10-15

15-20

20-30

30-40

40-50

50-100

9100

Source: Schwartz{11)

AVERAGE TRIP LENGTH

Trio Pur-cse

All purposes

Family business

Social and recreational

Page 207 of 572

Percent of

Angual Tri-5

54.1

19.6

13.8

4.3

4.0

(DI-'C.'JI—' CDDCDON

Table 4-15

Average Trip Length, Miles

Outside SMSAS

9.8

6.7

13.3

Inside SMSAS

4-20

Percent of

Annual vehicle Miles

11.1

13.8

18.7

9.1

11.8

6.6

4.3

?.5

17.0
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Table 4-16

POISSON DISTRIBUTION OF TRIPS PER DAY

Number o Trips Calculated Annual Number of Days per Total Number
Per Day. X Probability, Pix) Year with x Trips
 

 

 
 

 

"--lO‘II.J'lfi-£.n.|hJ'|"-"D
Table 4-16 uses the Poisson distribution equation

X -A

pgx} = _i_T$__

where

A = average number of trips per day

X = number of trips per day (0.l,2,---q-)

The numbers presented in Table 4-16 are based on an annual mileage

of 4500 miles and an average trip length of 6.7 miles so that the

average number of trips per day is

i (4500) -
’ ’ 365 6.7 " 1'8‘

The Monte Carlo simulation then uses a random number gen-

erator to predict a trip length for each of the total annual trips
to represent the annual driving pattern of one vehicle. The num-

ber of days in which daily travel is within a specified mileage
range as well as the total annual mileage represented by these days

is determined. This simulation is then repeated many times {approx-

imately 3D0). and averages are taken to determine average annual

mileage, average number of days per year with daily mileage within

a given mileage range, and the annual mileage within the same mile-
age range.

The use of a Monte Carlo simulation requires the use of a

distribution function for the variable being simulated which in

4~21
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this application is the trip length. The distribution function in

this investigation was generated by using the data in Table 4-14

in conjunction with the average annual mileage and total annual

trips as given in Table 4-16 to calculate an average trip length
in a specified trip length range. The average trip length in a
specified range was calculated using the following relation:

LAVG ___ (M1) ' (PAM)
(fi')- {PM}

where

LAVG = average trip length in a specified range

AM = annual mileage

AT = annual number of trips

PAM = percentage of annual mileage in a specified range

PAT = percentage of annual trips in a specified range

The annual number of trips is obtained by using the Poisson distri-

bution as indicated in Table 4-16. The average trip length for var-

ious mileage ranges can thus be obtained by using the above equation
and the data in Tables 4-14 and 4-16. The results for such calcula-

tions are presented in Table 4-17. The column labeled cumulative
distribution is the summation of the percent of annual trips in a
given mileage category, and this very column represents the distri-
bution function for the average trip length. Thus. these last two

columns are used to generate the probability function for use in
the Monte Carlo simulation. The average trip length for each mile-
age range is assumed to occur at the middle of the distribution
function range, and the distribution function is represented by a

series of straight lines connecting such points.
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The trip length distribution function is dependent not only
upon the annual mileage but also upon the percent of annual trips
and the percent of annual vehicle miles within a given trip mile-
age range. In the present investigation, as in all previous

studies (References 3 and ll}, the percent of annual trips and

percent of annual vehicle miles represented by a given trip mile-
age range were assumed to be independent of annual mileage, i.e.,
the data presented in Table 4-14 is assumed to be constant and
independent of annual mileage. Such an assumption is question-

able since it would seem likely that a change in annual mileage
would cause a redistribution of percent trips and percent vehi-

cle miles within given trip mileage ranges. However, since the
only published data available is the NPTS data presented in

Table 4-14, this data was used independently of the annual mileage.

In summary, the computer program described above requires the

average annual mileage and average trip length as input parameters.

Internally, the program computes a Poisson distribution similar to
Table 4-16. The total annual number of trips from this computation

is then used with the data given in Table 4-14 and the average

annual mileage to generate a distribution function similar to the
last two columns of Table 4-17. this distribution function is then

used in a Monte Carlo simulation resulting in an output of average
annual mileage, average number of days in which total travel is

within a specified mileage range, and the total annual mileage

driven within this specified mileage range.

This computer program was used to simulate annual driving
characteristics for mission sets defined in Section 4.1. Inasmuch

as the computer program by design simulates random travel, the

program was used to augment non—random travel. For example,

travel characteristics for work trips plus personal business were
obtained by using the computer program to generate random trip

data ror the personal business portion only, and work trip data

(which is predictable and non—random) was added to the personal

business travel. As indicated above, the computer program requires
average annual mileage and average trip length as input parameters.
The average annual mileage for personal business and for all-pur-

pose {excluding intercity travel} were taken from Figure 4-1 at the

30th, 50th, 75th. and 90th percentile. The average trip length was
obtained by using the values from Table 4-15 designated therein as

all purpose and family business to represent the all—purpose and
personal business travel designation of this investigation. Inas-
much as average trip length is expected to vary with annual mileage,
Lhe following relationship was assumed to relate average trip length

to annual mileage

L : A."-1 YT-
.twc;{:«') imtsoi

where x denotes the xth percentile, and AM annual mileage. The

average trip lengths given in Table 4-15 are taken as the average
trip lengths for the 50th percentile. The average annual mileage
and average trip length for various purposes and percentiles were

4-24
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obtained by using the above relationship, tho data from Table 4-15,

and from Figure 4-1. These data, shown in Table 4-18, were used

in the computer program to generate random trip data and annual

driving characteristics. Annual millage for days in which Lravel
exceeded 100 miles was subtracted from the total mileage. This

was done with thfi assumption that daily travel in excess of 100 miles

would represent intercity travel. The results of Lhene computations

are presented in Figures 4-2 and 4-3. Inclusion of daily travel in
excess of 100 miles corresponds to all purpose travel and in pro-

sentcd in Figures 4-4 and 4-5.

In order to augment personal business travel by work-related
travel, it is necessary to use work trip length data. Such data

has been collected by the Bureau of the Census and is presented
in Figure 4-6. This data can be used to determine annual work—re-
lated travel to add to the data in Figure 4-1 to determine annual

travel for work trips plus personal business. For example, at the

50th percentile. annual work travel inside SMSAS is 250 days/year
x 14.5 miles/day = 3625 miles/year. when added to the annual mile-
age of 3000 miles/year from Figure 4-1, this gives a total of

6625 miles/year.

This work trip data can also be added to the uata of Fig-
ures 4-2 and 4-3 to represent non-random behavior. In such cal-

culations, only work travel for the 50th percentile worker is
used. The relationship between the percentile of work travel and

the percentile of personal travel is also statistical in nature.
Using the 50th percentile work travel distance and the data of
Figures 4-2 and 4-3, it is possible to generate annual mileage
versus percert days and percent vehicle miles for different daily
mileage ranges. For example, consider a daily range of 30 miles.
For 50th percentile work travel of 14.5 miles per day (roundtrip)
this leaves 15.5 miles per day of random travel. From Figure

4-2, for a random annual mileage of 9000 miles, these 15.5 miles

per day account for 11.5% of the vehicle miles. The Lntal annual
mileage is 9000 + 250 x 14.5 = l2,b2b miles, and a 30 mile range
would then account for

(9000 x 0.115 + 3625) / (9000 + 3625) = 0.37 or 37%

of the annual travel. Repetition of such calculations for various

annual random travel mileage yields the results presented in

Figures 4-? through d-10. Calculations for additional work travel
distances will be made as part of the sensitivity Stvdies.

Figures 4-? through 4-l0 can be used in Conjunction with
Figures 4-1 to generate daily travel requirements for various
percentiles of random annual driving. For example, the 50Lh por-
centilc personal business travel inside SMSAs represents 3000

miles per year random travel (Fiqure 4-1) plus lfi25 m lcs of an-
nual work travel for an annual mileage oi 0625 miles. krom Fig-

ure 4-7, this represents 81% of all days of drlvinu w.1h J vehi-
cle range of 30 miles, 02.5% with a 40-mile range, 0?“ with a

50-mile range, and more than 00% with a ?5-miln range. From

Figure 4-8, 3000 miles per year random travel rvpresvnts 70% o1

4'-2'1
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GEl'|Elh\lflElEc1'fllI‘.

Based on the discussions in the foregoing paragraphs, it seems

appropriate to use the EPA urban cycle in its entirety, or the "tran-
sient" and "stabilized" parts individually, to represent urban driv-

ing (to/from work and random personal travel) and to use the EPA

highway cycle to represent only intercity travel (trips usually
greater than 100 miles). Undoubtedly, there are some random trips
of less than 100 miles on high mileage days, especially in the all-

purpose mission set, which would logically qualify as highway driv-

ing. Such trips can be accounted for by adjustments in the annual
random urban mileage.

The split between urban and intercity (highway) travel used by

EPA and DOT to determine the composite fuel economy for passenger

cars is 55% urban/45% highway. The urban/rural mileage data given
in Table 4~4 for various states shows rather clearly that the urban/

rural mileage split in most states departs markedly from the na-
tional average 55/4S split. Relatively few states have ratios close
to 55/45. Many states, especially in the more populous areas in-
cluding California and New York, have urban mileage fractions be~
tween 65: and 753. hence, although more study of this point is

needed, it is being assumed at the present time for the design trade—
off studies (Task 2) that inside snsns, 70% of the total annual mile-

age is driven on the EPA urban cycle, and 30% on the highway cycle.
The primary use of the 70/30 split is in the determination of opera-
ting cost and breaksevcn gasoline price.

various combinations of the urban “transient” and "stabilized"

cycles and the intercity highway cycle can be used to determine
energy usage (electricity and gasoline) for specified daily travel
and mission sets. The effect of these cycle mixes on vehicle "elec-
tric" range requirements and associated operating costs can only be
determined by detailed vehicle simulations. This will be done as
part of Task 2 and 3. A detailed determination of the urban cycle
mixes appropriate for the toffrom work and personal travel missions
must await the simulation study results. Every attempt will be made
to keep the driving cycle descriptions as simple as possible and
consistent with realistic vehicle energy usage, both for electricity,

and gasoline.

The effect of the driving cycle on the heat engine warmup time

is also important and should be considered. This is especially true

for the hclcrcncc [VH vehicle. A recent study of the effect of trip
length on fuel economy for conventional vehicles is reported in

Ref. (5). Figure 4-29, taken from that reference, shows that Lhc HPA
urban and highway fuel economy values are at best applicable only

under very special conditions (trip length, ambient temperature,
etc.]. it is not surprising that most car owners have found that

the Fuel economy they experience differs significantly frcm the ETA

MP9 Values. Usually, owners find on-road fuvl economy considerably
lowvr Lhan the EPA values. As indicated in Table 4-14, trips less

than 7.5 miles length {EPA urban cycle} account for Obi of the trips

4-40
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and 1.61, of the miles. Figure 4-29 shows that a trip length of at

least 20 miles is needed before the EPA composite fuel economy
value can be expected. Trips of less than 20 miles account for 921

of all trips and 53% of total vehicle miles. Therefore. it is clear

that in estimating the fuel economy %f the reference ICE vehicle on

the various mission sets and percentile daily travel days the affect
of engine warmup should be included. Likewise, the effect should

also be included in the hybrid/electric calculations. This means

that average trip length as well as daily travel {miles} must be

considered in determining daily fuel usage. Fortunately, such

travel statistics are available from the mission analysis. They

will be incorporated into the work on energy consumption in Task 2.
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Section 5

RATIONALE FOR THE SELECTION

OF THE ICE REFERENCE VEHICLE

5.1 HYBRID VEHICLE SIZE CLASS

For purposes of this study it is necessary to identify a con-
ventional internal combustion engine (ICE) passenger vehicle for
comparison with the electric/hybrid car to be designed according
to the present contract. The contract specifies that the hybrid
vehicle should have a passenger capacity of at least five adults.

This means that the hybrid vehicle must be either a mid-size (5-

passenger) or a full-size (6-passenger) car. As indicated in
Table 3-9. cars in these two classes use approximately 64% of the
fuel consumed for personal transportation. The development of a
hybrid/electric car in either class thus has the potential for
saving a large quantity of petroleum if the market penetration of
the hybrid design is significant. Hence. the key factor in decid-
ing whether the hybrid vehicle should be mid- or full-size is the
effect of size on market penetration.

It seems probable that the sales mix will increasingly favor

the mid-size car during the next 5-10 years, especially in urban
areas. In addition. the use pattern of the mid-size car is ex-

pected to be more consistent with the hybrid/electric concept
which assures that much of the driving can be done using primarily
battery-stored energy. Full-size cars probably will be purchased
by people willing to pay for comfort on long trips and those seek-
ing status. The present study will ba directed toward the design

of a hybrid/electric mid-size car which will be attractive to peo-
ple who do most of their driving in urban/suburban areas with only

occasional long intercity trips. This section is concerned with

the selection of a conventional ICE passenger car for comparison

with such a mid-size hybrid/electric car.

5.2 CRITERIA FOR SELECTION OF ICE REFERENCE VEHICLE

The criteria for the selection of the ICE reference vehicle

are the following:

0 5-passenger capacity (mid-size)

I high sales volume

0 acceleration performance of 0-96.54 km/h (0-60 mph) in
15-17 seconds

The high sales volume criterion is used as an indication of good

consumer acceptance. It would also be highly desirable if the

Reference ICE Vehicle represented a recent downsized design in
the mid-size class since this would facilitate extrapolation of
1978/79 characteristics to those pertinent to 1935. In this re-

spect, the Chevrolet Malibu/olds Cutlass. Ford Fairmont, and Audi

5000 are of particular interest. The exterior and interior dimen-

sions of those models and other selected l97B passenger cars are

5-1
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given in Table 5-1. By definition, a 5-passenger car carries two

people in the front and three people in the rear soar. Using the

criteria stated by Consumers Union in the April 1978 issue, this
requires a roar shoulder width or at least 57 in., and a roar

forc—aft dimension of at least 27 in. on this basis, the Chevro-

lct Malibu and the Ford Fairmont are 5-passenger cars, but the

;ndi 5000 is a little too narrow to fall into this category. The
differences in weight and size between the 5- and 6-passenger cars
are readily apparent from Table 3-7 and Table 5-1.

As indicated in Table 5-2, the new downsized mid—size car

models have been well roceived by the public. Both the Malihu/
Cutlass/Regal and Fairmont/Zephyr experienced impressive sales in
1978. Hence, both the Malibu and Fairmont meet the criteria of

high volume sales.

Table 5-2

SALES OF MID-SIZE PASSENGER CAR MODELS IN 1978

General Motors

 Division Model

Chevrolet Malibu 374

Chevrolet Monte Carlo 355

Oldsmobine Cutlass 520

Buick Century 75

Buick Regal 248

Pontiac Le Mans _yg§

Total 1100

Ford Motor Company

  

 
 

Division Model Sales (103)

Ford Pairmont 406

Mercury Zephyr 121

Ref: Automotive News, January 15, 1979

Engine characteristics and related vehicle fuel economy for

1978 mid—size cars are given in Table 5~3. Data is given for

both the General Motors Corporation and Ford Motor Company mid-
size models. At the present time. mid-size cars are marketed us-
ing 4-, 6-, and 8-cylinder engines. Except for the Fairmont

equipped with an L4 engine and manual 4-speed transmission, most
mid—si2e cars are bought with 6-cylinder or small V-3 engines and
automatic (A3) transmissions.
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Acceleration characteristics of the Malibu, Cutlass, and
Pairment are summarized in Table 5—4. The information shown

indicates that meeting the acceleration criteria of 0-60 mph in
15 to 17 seconds using a 6~cylinder engine (100-110 HP) and an

automatic transmission presents no problems.

Either the General Motors (Malibu/Cutlass) or Ford Motor Com-

pany £Fairmont/Zephyr) mid-size cars could be used as the Roferonno
ICE Vehicle. Both the Malibu and Fairmont meet all the criteria.

The Malibu/Cutlass has been selected as the Reference ICE vehicle

primarily because General Electric. throufih its subcontractors,
has access to more detailed information on the General Motors

cars than on the Ford Motor Company cars. For example, arrange-
ments have been made with General Motors to obtain data from their

computer program (GPSIM) runs for the Malibu using several drive-
lines (V-6, V-B engines and automatic and manual transmissions).
Unfortunately. the results of the GPSIM computer runs have not

been received for inclusion in this report, but assurances have

been obtained from General Motors that they will be provided in
the near future.* It is evident (Table 5-1) that the Fairmont is

slightly lighter than tne Malibu. Expectations are that, in the
coming years. GM will reduce the weight of their mid-size cars

and by 1935 will eventually utilize front-wheel drive in that size

class. A summary of General Motors’ plans regarding the use of
front-wheel drive is given in Automotive News, 11 December l9?B,

indicating that the mid—si2e cars are likely to be the last to be

redesigned in this way. Nevertheless, the General Electric pro-
jections of the weight and fuel economy of the ICE reference ve—
hicle will assume the utilization of £ront—wheel drive by 1985.

5.3 SELECTED ICE REFERENCE VEHICLE

 

The ICE reference vehicle is taken to be the Chevrolet Malibu

using a V-6, 231 CID engine. Currently, this engine is manufactured
by the Oldsmobile and Buick Divisions of General Motors and is mar~
keted by the Chevrolet Division only in California. A 1978 Malibu
with the V-6, 231 CID engine is estimated to have 0 to 60 mph ac-

celeration of less than 15 seconds and an EPA fuel economy of at

least 19 mpg urban and 28 mpg highway. The cited acceleration time
and fuel economies are those of the heavier Cutlass, as predicted

by the GM GPSIM computer program. Therefore, they should be met
or exceeded by the slightly lighter Malibu. GPSIM calculations of
the performance and fuel economy of the Malibu with the V-6 engine
and various transmissions and axle ratios are expected to be avail-
able to General Electric in the near future. A further discussion

of the ICE reference vehicle and its characteristics is given in
Section 6.4.

*GDSlM computer runs for the l9?S Malibu were not received from
General Motors as had been expected.

5—4
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SOBIIOIIS

PRIMARY RESULTS OF MISSION ANALYSIS

AND PEIIFOIIHANOE SPECIFICATIONS STUDY

Deliverable Item Number 1, ‘Mission Analysis and Performance

Specification studies Report" of contract No. 955190 includes a
number of items specified in the Data Requirements Description.

Among these items are the primary results of the study. The pri-
mary results of the study are reported in the following subsections.

6.1 vehicle Performance specifications

6.2 Mission Description and Daily Travel

6.3 Mission Specifications

6.4 ICE Reference vehicle and Its Characteristics

subsections 6.1 and 6.3 are patterned after Exhibit I of Contract
No. 955190 and use the same identification code as the contract.

The primary results are presented in a condensed form below
and in an expanded form in the pages which follow.

CONDENSED RESULTS
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6.1 VEHICLE PERFORMANCE IPIOIIGATIOIII

Pl Minimum Nonrefuelable Range -

P1.l Highway Driving QFHDCJ

(a) 402 km (250 miles) between gasoline refueling stops
[i.e.. about 31.05 liter (10 gallons) fuel tank
capacity]

Cb) battery-stored electricity sufficient to load-level
the heat engine for 004 km (500 miles) highway driv-
ing without recharge from the heat engine

Urbangsuburban Driving gruocg

(a) 56-64 km (35-40 miles) using electric drive as

primary system
(b) 112-128 km (10-00 miles) using heat engine as

primary system, but no battery recharging with
heat engine

SHE J227a(B)

To be calculated during Task 2 and Task 3 for comparison
purposes.

cruise speed —

(a) electric drive oniy - 80 km/h (55 mph)
(b) heat engine drive only - 105 km/h (65 mph)

Maximum speed -

(a) 121 km/h (75 mph) continuous as long as battery charge
level permits - combined efforts of electric and heat
engine drives

Acceleration (minimum values) -

0-48 km/h (0-30 mph) 6 seconds
0-96 km/h (0-60 mph) 16 seconds
safe passing on a two-lane road

Gradability (minimum values) -

Grade Speed Distance‘

3% 80 km/h (55 mph) Unlimited
5% 00 km/h (55 mph) Unlimited
0! 64 km/h (40 mph) Unlimited

15% 32 km/h (20 mph) Unlimited

Maximum Grade: 25%

P6 Passenger Capacity -

5 passengers (350 kg)

‘On heat engine alone, distance determined by fuel available.

6-2
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P7 Cargo Capacity -

0.5 m3 (17.7 cu’)
1oo kg (220 1»)

P8 Conauner coete -

Conaumer Purchaae Price (1978. 3)

List price of 4-door Halibu eedan with automatic tranc-
miaeion. pover eteering. pover brakee. radio. and air
conditioning vae $5725. (Reference: Automotive Neva.
1978 Market Data Book Ieeue.)

Consumer Life Cycle coat (1978. 8)

12¢/kn (l9¢/mile) baaed on 10,000 milee/year. (Reference:
Automotive Neva. l9?B Market Data Book 1aeue.)

P9 Emiaeiona - Federal Test Procedure -

Standards have been let for conventional ICE paeaen r

care: applicability of those etandarde to an electr c/
hybrid vhoee emiaaione will depend on battery etate-of-
charge has not yet been eetabliehed.

The paaaenger car emieaion atandarda for 1970, 1981. and
1935 are an tolloua:

standards (gram/mile}

Year E Q g

1978 1.5 15 2

1981 0.4 7 1

1985 0.4 3.4 1

The electric/hybrid will meet the above etandarde for all
operating modes except poeaibly when the battery in being
recharged by the heat engine. Meeting the NO, etandard
during battery charging may prove to be difficult. This
will be inveatigated during other tanks of the program.

P10 through P17 -

Hill be treated during the design trade-off and preliminary
deaign taeka or the program.

6-3
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0.3 IIIIION HIGIPTION AID DAILY ‘IIAVII.

Figures 4-ll thru (-26 have been used to generate daily range
capabilities for the eight mission sets defined in section 1.1.
This data is presented in Table 6-1 for the tour mission sets in-
side the shale and in Table 6-2 for the tour mission sets outside

the asses. The percentiles listed under daily distance in these
tables are for percent vehicle miles. not for percent days.

the aseumption tnat daily travel in excess or loo miles means
intercity travel is reasonable in most instances but there are cer-
tainly esceptions where there are many short trips in one day all
within a city and totaling loo miles or more. on the other hand.
daily travel or considerably less than loo miles could be intercity
travel. The larger the metropolitan area in which a vehicle is
based. the greater the daily travel distance that would constitue
intercity travl. since data is not available to define the dis-
tribution ot intercity travel. the criterion specitied herein has
been selected. Future sensitivity studies or the mission analysis
will examine the signiticance of this assumption.

Comparisons between Tables 6-1 and 6-2 indicate that any vehicle
capable or meeting annual and daily travel requirements for outside
snsas would also meet requirements inside snsas. Thus. it would
seem reasonable to let Table 6-2 represent the mission date for all
vehicles. However. inasmuch as the purpose of the hybrid vehicle
study is to assess impact on total fuel consuption. it is also
necessary to factor in the relative sales and potential market pen-
etration both inside and outside eases. For this reason. a dis-
tinction between vehicle missions inside and outside of ease: will

be retained. It is highly unlikely that a difterent design for in-
side and outside susas is reasonable. A final decision on whether

vehicle use patterns inside or outside sneer dictate the tinal de-

sign will be made when the fuel consumption impact study is com-
pleted (Task 2).

6-1

Page 245 of 572 FORD 1122

nchevalier
Sticky Note
None set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by nchevalier



Page 246 of 572 FORD 1122

IIIIIAL ILIBIIIG

Tsble 6-l

DAILY AND ANNUAL TRAVEL DISTANCES INSIDE SHEA:

FOR VARIOUS MISSIONS _

Annuel Dietencs Daily Distance (milee)
(miles) Fercentile '

50 15 90

Persenel business only
50th percentile

75th percentile

90th percentile

nsrsensl business plus
work trips

50th percentile

75th percentile

90th percentile

511’P“rP°3° (excluding
intercity travel)

50th percentile

15th percentile

90th percentile

A11-purpose (including

intercity travel)
50th percentile

75th percentile

90th percentile

‘Purcentilce are for vehicle miles
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Table 6-1

nn1.r AID ANNUAL rnnvst nxewmncza curate: Bflans

ID! 9131008 IIBIIOMB

Annual nistsnes Dsily Distance (miles)
(miles) Percentile‘

so 75 90

Personal business only
50th percentile

15th percentile

90th percentile

Personal business plus
week tnips

50th percentile

15th percentile

90th percentile

All-purpose (excluding
intercity travel)

50th percentile

75th percentile

90th percentile

All-purpose (including
intercity travel)

50th percentile

15th percentile

90th petcsntile

‘Percentile: are for vehicle miles
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usual. menu:

I3 IIIIIDIHIPICIWCAIHDII

H1

H3

H4

R5

Page 248 of 572

Daily Travel -

Daily travel requirements are summarized in Tables 6-1 and‘'0

Payload (in terms of cargo and passengers) -

No attempt was made to assign passenger and cargo loads to
specific type trips because such information was not needed

to proceed with the design of the hybrid 5-passenger. mid-
sise passenger car.

Trip Lengths, Trip Frequency, and Trip purpose -

Trip purposes were subdivided only as needed to obtain de-
sign constraints for the hybrid vehicle. In this regard.
only to/from work travel. local random personal travel.
all-purpose travel. and intercity travel were considered
separately. Herk travel and intercity travel were not con-
sidered random travel and hence were not included in the

random trip calculations. Trip frequency (trips per day)
and trip length were calculated as indicated in Bection4.3.
Results are sumarised in Table 4-13.

Driving cycles -

It was concluded that all travel could be described in

terms of the EPA urban (rune) and highway (PHDC) cycles.
Travel in congested city areas is better simulated by the
"stabilized" portion (Figure 4-28) of the EPA urban cycle
than the J22?a(B) cycle. The EPA highway cycle applies
only to intercity travel. The "transient" portion of the
EPA urban cycle applies to relatively uncongested express-
way travel (Figure 4-27). An important factor as far as
driving cycles are concerned is the assued split between
the mileage on the PUDC AND PHDC cycles. The customary
split of 55/45 is the national average. but does not apply
to those living in urban areas, especially in the North-
east. A more appropriate split would seem to be 10/30
(Table 4-4) for those living in the near metropolitan areas.
The assumed split between urban and highway mileage is an
important input for the economic calculations.

Annual Vehicle Miles Traveled Per Vehicle -

This is an important factor in determining mission specifi-
cations and vehicle range requirements. Unfortunately. Vet?
little data is available in this area. Annual vehic1e-mi1es-

traveled distributions (that is fraction of vehicles travel-

ing a specified mileage or less - see Figure 4-1) are required
to interpret and apply the random trip computer results to
the various mission sets. It was necessary to make a "best
judgement" estimate of the annual miles traveled distributions
for personal and all-purpose travel. Estimates were made for

6-?
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inside Bflfihs and outside seen: for both types of travel.
Date/information on intercity travel is also needed, but

such is not critical in determining the required "electric"

range of the hybrid vehicle. Additional data on annual
vehicle miles traveled per vehicle will be sought during

the other tasks of the program.

He Potential Number of vehicles in Use as a Percentage of Total
Vehicle Fleet -

It is not possible as yet to estimate the function of mid-
sise vehicle sales in 1905 which could be hybrid/electric.
If possible, this will be attempted in a later task after

the economics of hybrid vehicle use has been assessed. It
is estimated that in 1905 about 21% of the vehicles in the

passenger car fleet will be mid-sise vehicles.

H7 Reference conventional ICE vehicle -

The Reference ICE vehicle selected for comparison with the
mid-size hybrid vehicle is the Chevrolet Malibu with a V-6.
231 CID engine and a three-speed automatic transmission.

This vehicle is a popular thigh sales volue) 5-passenger
car meeting the performance requirements determined for the
hybrid electric design. A brochure describing the Chevy
Malibu is included in the Appendix.

MB Estimated Annual Fuel Consumption of the Reference ICE Vehicle -

It was estimated that in 1985 mid-size passenger cars will
use about 27% of the gasoline consumed for personal trans-
portation tTable 3-9). This estimate will be refined as
part of later tasks of the program.

MISSION RELATED VEHICLE CHARACTERISTICS

V1 §apacity (Passengers and cargo) -

S passe gers
l?.7 ft or 200 lb of cargo

v2 Range. Speed, Acceleration. and Grddabllity -

(a) Range
Range, primarily on stored electrical energy utilised through

the electric drive system is a key design parameter for the hybrid/
electric vehicle. The range requirement depends on a nuber of
factors including the mission set. travel distance to/from work.

and annual vehicle miles in random personal travel. The latter mile-
age varies considerably from owner to owner (Figure 4-1). The via-
bility of the hybrid/electric vehicle for a particular car owner
depends to a large extent on whether the "electric" range provided
permits him to operate the vehicle most days and for a significant
fraction of his total urban miles on stored electricity rather than
gasoline. If that is not the case. the owner would not realize the

cost advantage of electrical energy. Range requirement results from

6-8
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the mission and trip analysis studies (see section 4 for the de-

tailed approach) are given in Figures 4-ll through 4-23 for various
percentiles of car users. From the range studies it was concluded
that between 35 and 40 m*tes were required so that at least 501 of

the mid-sire car users could operate on stored electrical energy
for tetween 50 and 751 of their annual vehicle miles in urban driv-

ing. The results given in Figures 4-ll through 4-23 will be uti-
lised on a continuing basis in the design trade-off studies (Task 2)
to further refine the "electric" range of the hybrid vehicle.

(bl 8 eed

There s'Iittle uncertainty regarding speed requirements as
they are set by the 55-mph speed limit and the desire of most car
owners to travel slightly in excess of the speed limit when traffic
conditions permit :23 to attain speeds well in excess of the speed

limit for passing. Therefore. a cruise speed of 60 to 55 mph and
a maximum passing speed of 65 to 70 mph will be specified. These
speeds will make the hybrid/electric vehicle competitive with the
conventional ICE vehicles.

Cc) Acceleration and Gradabilit

Performance of a passenger car Is often stated in terms of its
0-60 mph acceleration time. Acceleration performance is important
to the car owner both for safety reasons and for the “good feeling‘

he gets from driving a responsive vehicle. The analysis discussed
in section 3 indicates that safe operation of the vehicle on 2-lane

suburban and rural roads and on some limited-access expressways re-
quires s power-to-weight ratio (HP/lb) consistent with a 0-60 mph
acceleration time of 15-16 seconds. The associated gradability
would depend somewhat on the vehicle gearing and shift logic. but
should permit maintenance of 55 mph on grades up to 5%. and 40 mph
on grades up to 8%. A maximum gradability of 25% will be used as a
design target.

V3 cost Constraints

cost constraints are not set by the mission analysis. but cer-

tainly will greatly influence the marketability of a hybrid mid-
size vehicle. The purchase price of mid-size cars (high sales vol-
ume. popular models) in 1978 ranged from $4500 to $6000 depending
on installed equipment te.g.. air conditioning. radio. etc.). The
price of a well equipped Malibu was about $5700 in 1938. Data for
1978 (Autemotive News. Market Book Issue) indicates an operating
cost of about l9.5¢/mi for a mid-sire passenger car. Every attempt
will be made to design the hybrid/electric mid-sire car so that it
is cost-competitive with the Reference ICE vehicle in terms of both
initial and operating costs. These considerations will be central
to the work in Tasks 2 and 3.

V4 Ambient Conditions. Availability and Amenities

The hybrid/electric vehicle will be designed to be equivalent
in all respects as far as these factors are concerned. These fac-
tors were not felt to be effected significantly by mission set.

thus. they were not considered in Task 1. They will be considered
in Tasks 2 and 3.

6-9
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l.4 ICE REFERENCE VEHICLE AND ITS CHARACTERISTICS

A 5-passenger mid-size car, the Chevrolet Malibu, has been

selected as the ICE reference vehicle for comparison with the hy-
brid vehicle designs to be developed in Tasks 2 end 3. The char-

acteristics of the Reference Vehicle in 1978, and those projected
for a mid-size car in 1985, are summarized in Table 6-3. The ac-

celeration performance indicated for the reference vehicle is con-

sistent with that required of the hybrid vehicle designs. The
1978 fuel economies are those measured by EPA and corrected to
account for ac.ue1 on—the-road experience. The 1985 fuel econo-
mies reflect improvements due to reduced curb welgfit Por"m -s ze
cars, lower aerodynamic drag, wider range, and more efficient
automatic transmissions, etc. It has been assumed that the fuel

economy improvement indicated can be achieved along with meeting
the 1985 emission standards of 0.4 gram/mile HC, 3.4 gram/mils

C0. and 1.0 gram/mile N03.

FORD 112 A
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Table 6-3

SUMMARY OF THE CHARACTERISTICS OF THE

ICE REFERENCE VEHICLE IN 1973 AND 1985

1913 1985 {estimate}j-——-.—.—u.—--1-.:..j....

Cheurolet Malibu. GM Hid-Size
Model 4-door. 5-passenger

Engine (gasoline) V-6, 231 CID, 105HP L4 or V-6.
BSHP

Tranfimififiion 3-speed. automatic 4-speed. automatic
with lock-up

Curb weight kg (lb) 1451.5 (3200) 1179.4 (2600)

Length. cm {in.J 490.2 (193} 469.9 (185)

Width. cm {in-} 102.9 (72) 105.4 (731

Height, cm (in.} 137.2 (54) 137.2 (541

Fuel Economy. km/1 {mpg}

urban-corrected (1?) 9.648 (22.7)

-uncorrected (19) 11.900 (28)

highway-corrected (22.7: 13.390 (32.7)

-uncorrected (28) 11.850 I42}

Emissions gram/km
[gram/mile}

nc

co

Mk

Performance Ifiecondal

0-48.3 km/hr {0—30 mph)

0‘95.5 km/hr {0*50 mph]

72.4-104.6 km/hr [45-55 mph}

Range on 56.3 liters (15 gallons)

urban, km (miles) 410.3 (255) 547.1 (340)

highway: km (miles) 547.1 (340) ?88.4 (4901

5-11
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auction 7

CONCLUSIONS AND ascouusnnanons

7.1 CONCLUSIONS

7.1.1 GENERAL concwsxons AND oassavrrxous

The following general conclusions were formulated based on the
work done on mission analysis:

(1) The statistical character of automobile use is important

in determining the "electric" range of the hybrid/electric car and
the fraction of potential car buyers whose transportation needs
would adequately be met by a specific hybrid/electric car design.

(2) Statistical data on annual mileage including the relation-
ships between annual mileage and trip length frequency along with
fraction of vehicle miles in trips of specified length are impor-
tant in calculating auto use statistics, but the available key in-
put data is very limited.

(3) The auto use patterns in terms of daily travel and annual
mileage are significantly different inside and outside of susas,

and these differences can significantly effect the selection of
design range for hybrid/electric cars.

(4) The fraction of vehicle miles rather than the fraction of

days on which the car can be operated primarily on the battery is
the critical factor in selecting "electric" range.

(5) The EPA urban and highway cycles can be used to describe
vehicle use, and the "stabilized" portion of the EPA urban cycle
is a better representation of central city driving than the SAE

J227a (B) cycle.

(6) The urban/highway mileage split of 70/30* is more realis-
tic for metropolitan areas in which hybrid/electric vehicles will
be most attractive than the more customary 55/45 split.

7.1.2 SPECIFIC CONCLUSIONS

(1) The Chevrolet Malibu with a V-6, 231 CID engine, a 5-
passenger mid-size car made by General Motors, was selected as the
ICE reference vehicle.

*An Lrban/highway mileage split of 65/35 was used as nominal in

the Design Trade-off and sensitivities studies (see Appendices
B and D).
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(2) an "electric" range of 35 to 40 miles for the hybrid/elec-
tric vehicle is needed so that at least 503 of the potential mid-
siae car buyers would drive at least 75% of annual urban vehicle
miles using the electric drive as their primary propulsion means.

(3) A 0-96.5 km/h (0-60 mph) acceleration time of l6 seconds

was selected for the acceleration performance specification. The
critical factor in this selection was safe. high—speed passing on
two-lane roads. This level of performance resulted in more than
adequate gradability, freeway merging capability, and top speec.
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7.2 RECOMMENDATIONS FOR CONTINUING HISSION ANALYSIS ACTIVITIES

continuing activity on mission analysis is required as it re-
lates to the design of the hybrid/electric vehicle, its potential
sales. and thus its gasoline saving potential. Areas needing addi-
tional work were cited in previous sections of this report. Those
areas are summarized below:

(1) A sensitivity analysis should be made of the calculated

travel characteristics to statistical trip frequency/length and
annual mileage data which were used as input to the Monte Carlo
travel simulation program.

(2) The impact of statistical travel characteristics on hybrid/
electric sales potential and energy usage should be examined.

(3) A study should be made on the detail needed in describ-
ing the driving cycle mixes (EPA urban, both transient and stabi-

lized; and highway cycle) to calculate properly the operating costs
and energy usage for the various mission sets.

(4) Further detailed evaluations should be made with regards

to high-speed passing on a 2-lane road as the critical factor in
setting power requirements using specific power train configurations.

(5) Interpretation of the GPSIH computer results for the ICE

reference vehicle (Chevrolet Malibu with V-6, 231 CID engine) will
be needed after the computer results have been received from Gen-
eral Motors.

1-3
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APPENDIX

Note: The Chevrolet Malibu Brochure number 3304,

dated July 1978, was included only in those copies

of this report which were delivered to the

Government .

A-1

Page 257 of 572 FORD 1122

nchevalier
Sticky Note
None set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by nchevalier



Page 258 of 572 FORD 1122

Illllll

APPENDIX

CHEVROLET MELIBU TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS

Model 5-passenger, 4-door sedan

Engine (gasoline) V-6: 231 CID. 105 HP

Transmission 3 speed. automatic

curb Weight, kg (lb) 1451.5 (3200)

Exterior Dimensions, cm (inJ

Length 490.2 (193)

Width 132.9 (72)

Height 131.2 (54)

Fuel Economy 1910, km/liter (mpg)

EPA-Urban 3.03 (19)

-Highway 11.90 (23)

EPA Corrected

-Urban (1?)

-Highway (22.1)

Emissions. q/km (g/mi)

HC (1.5)

CO (15.0)

No, (2.0)

Acceleration. seconds

0-43.2? km/h

(0-30 mph)

0-96.54 km/h

(0-60 mph)

72.40-104.53 km/h

(45-65 mph)

Range, 56.70 liters (15 gallons)

Urban. km (miles) 410.3 (255)

Highway. km (miles) 547-1 (340)
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B_hEIC I1l'.I"BRIOR DIMENSIONS - REFERENCE VEHICLE

according to the basic plan outlined in the original proposal.
the interior dimensions as relating to the occupant seating package
would be utilized in the hybrid vehicle. Listed below are the in-
terior dimensions of the reference ICE vehicle (1919 Malibu 4-door

sedan) which will be used in the preliminary packaging exercises.

Front artnent Degrees Inches Hillinetere

H20 centerline occupant to centerline car 14.46 366
1461 Effective Headroom 36.10 963

L64 Haximun Effective leg Ilooln 42.15 1066
I130 II Point to Heel Hard (chair height) 6.91 226

1.40 Back Angle 26.5
1.42 llip Angle 99.5
1.44 Knee Angle 131.0
L46 root Angle 61.0
1.53 H Point to Heel Point 35.01 691

L11 1! Point Travel 6.13 111
H56 1-! Point Rise .96 25
U3 shoulder Room 51.32 1456

H5 Hip Room 52.20 1326
1116 Beat width 49.49 1251

Rear Cflartulent

L50 H Point couple 32.56 621
I25 centerline occupant to centerline car 13.21 331
H63 Effective I-lead Room 31.66 951

1.51 Maximum Effective leg Room 36.00 965
H31 14 Point to Heel Point (chair height) 11.13 296

1.41 Back Angle 21
1.43 Hip Angle 92
1.45 Knee Angle 102
L41 Foot angle 116.5
In Shoulder Room 51.06 1450

H5 Hip Room 55.59 1412

control Location

H16 steering wheel Angle 19.5
L1 steering Wheel ‘roreo clearance l3.36 340
L13 Brake Pedal Knee clear 24.42 595
L52 Brake Pedal to Accelerator 4.46 114

A-3
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NEAR-TERM HYBRID VEHICLE PROGRAM

FINAL REPORT — PHASE I

Appendix B — Design Trade-Oil Studies Report

Vol :1 — Supplement to Design Trade-Oil Studies

 
Contract No. 955190

Submitted to

Jet Propulsion Laboratory

California Institute of Technology
4900 Oak Grove Drive

Pasadena. Calllornia 91103

Submitted by

General Electric Company
corporate Research and Development

Schenectady. New York 12301

October 0, 1979
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FOREWORD

The Electric and Hybrid vehicle (EHVJ Program was established
in DOE in response to the Electric and Hybrid Vehicle Research,

Development, and Demonstration Act of 1976. Responsibility for the

EHV Program resides in the Office of Electric and Hybrid Vehicle

Systems of DOE. The Near—Term Hybrid Vehicle (FTHV) Program is an
element of the EHV Program. DOE has assigned procurement and man-

agement responsibility for the Hear-Term Hybrid Vehicle Program to
the California Institute of Technology, Jet Propulsion Laboratory
(JPL).

The overall objective of the DOE EHV Program is to promote

the development of electric and hybrid vehicle technologies and
to demonstrate the validity of these systems as transportation
options which are less dependent on petroleum resources.

As part of the NTHV Program, General Electric and its subcon-
tractors have completed studies leading to the Preliminary Design
of a hybrid passenger vehicle which is projected to have the maxi-
mum potential for reducing petroleum consumption in the near term
{commencing in 1985). This work has been done under JPL Contract
955190, Modification 3, Phase I of the Near—Term Hybrid Vehicle

Program.

This volume is part of Deliverable Item 7, Final Report, of the
Phase I studies. In accordance with Data Requirement Description 7

of the Contract, the following documents are submitted as appendices:

APPENDIX A is the Mission Anal sis and Performance Specifica-

tion Studies Re ort that constitutes Deliverable Item 7 and reports

on the wor“ of Task 1.

APPENDIX B is a three-volume set that constitutes Deliverable

Item 2 and reports on the work of Task 2. The three volumes are:

0 Volume I -- esign Trade-off Studies Report

I Volume II -- Su lement to Desi n Trade-Off

Stugies Report, Volume I
I Volume III —— Computer Program Listings

APPENDIX C is the Preliminary Design Data Package that con-
stitutes Deliverable Item 3 and reports on the work of Task 3.

 

APPENDIX D is the Sensitivit Anal~sis Report that constitutes
Deliverable Item 8 and reports on Task 4.

 

The three classifications — Appendix, Deliverable Item, and
Task number - may be used interchangeably in these documents. The

interrelationship is tabulated below:

iii
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Deliverable

Appendix Item Task Title

A l 1 Mission Analysis and Performance

Specification Studies Report

B 2 2 Vol. I - Design Trade~Off Studies

Report

Vol. II - Supplement to Design
Trade—Off Studies Report

vol. III — Computer Program
Listings

C 3 3 Preliminary Design Data Package

D B 4 Sensitivity Analysis Report

This is volume II, Supplement to Design Trade-Off Studies Re~

port Volume I, of Appendix B. This volume reports on work done on

Task 2 and is part of Deliverable Item 7, Final Report, which is
the summary report of a series which documents the results of Phase I

of the Near~Term Hybrid Vehicle Program. Phase I was a study leading

to the preliminary design of a five—passenger vehicle utilizing two

energy sources (electricity and gasoline/diesel fuel) to minimize
petroleum usage on a fleet basis.

This volume presents reports submitted by subcontractors on heat

engines, battery power sources, and vehicle technology. These sub-

contractor reports have been reproduced as submitted to General Elec-
tric and are presented in this volume to make available source mate-

rial that was used in the Design Trade—0Ef Studies.

The subcontractor reports are submitted in separate sections in

which the General Electric imposed Work Statement is presented first,
followed by the subcontractor report submitted in response to the

Work Statement. The order of presentation is

Section 1 - Heat Engine Trade~CEf Study performed by

General Electric Company, Space Division

Section 2 - Assessment of Battery Power Sources per-

formed by ESB Technology Company

Section 3 - vehicle Technology performed by Triad

services, Incorporated

Material from a number oi internal General Electric studies

which were used during the Design Trade—Off Studies was summarized
and is presented in Section 4 - Motors and Controls for Hybrid
Vehicles. Included in Section 4 are attachments which describe

pertinent studies and developments. These are:

Attachment A - Proposed Development Program on Advanced
Electric Vehicle. Dctober l9?5

Attachment B - Centennial Electric Car

iv
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Attachment C Electric Vehicle AC Drive study

Attachment D Propulsion System Design Trade-off
studies

Attachment E - Producibility Analysis

Attachment F - Required Motor and Controller Data

The attachments are submitted without any editorial rewrite or
attempt to present a continuously narrative text but only as a
means to record background information.
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Section 1

HEAT ENGINE TRADE-OFF STUDY
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WORK STATEMENT

to

General Electric Company
Space Division

Space Systems operatior
Philadelphia, PA 19101

INTRODUCTION

Contract No. 955190 between California Institute of Tech-

nology Jet Propulsion Laboratory and General Electric company
covers a program entitled "Phase I of the Near-Term Hybrid Pas-
senger vehicle Development Program" under which studies shall be
conducted leading to a preliminary design of a hybrid passenger
vehicle that is projected to have the maximum potential for re-
ducing petroleum consumption in the near term (comencing in 1935).
Effort under Contract 955190 is being conducted pursuant to an

Interagency Agreement between the Department of Energy (DOE) and

the National Aeronautics and space Administration (NASA) and in
furtherance of work under Prime Contract NAS7—l00 between NASA

and the California Institute of Technology. This work statement
covers heat engine technology under General Electric Purchase
Order AOZOOO-220406.

SCOPE OF WORK

In support of General Electric Corporate Research and Develop-
ment's work under Contract 955190, the Subcontractor shall furnish

the necessary personnel, materials, services. facilities, and other-

wise do all things necessary for or incident to the performance
of the following tasks:

1. Provide a description of the system and components of
state-of-the-art electronic fuel gasoline engines:

0 Engines currently being marketed

0 Engines in advanced stage of development of testing

0 System components and control

0 Sensors

0 Microprocessors and control logic

Consider the use of fuel-injected engines in the on/off
operating mode:

9 Fuel cutoff techniques

0 Engine startup at relatively high vehicle velocity
(~30 mph)
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0 Emissions (steady-state N03 emissions, sizing catalyst,
warmup, fuel cutoff during deceleration)

Thermal effecLs and cooling

Accessory drives

Engine durability

3. Selection and characterization of fuel-injected engines

in the 60 - 80 hp range (probably four-cylinder} for use
in the hybrid vehicle.

NOTE WITH RESPECT TO SUBCONTFIACTOFPS DATA

It is understood that all data furnished hereunder may be

furnished to the California Institute of Technology Jet Propulsion

Laboratory and DOE and NASA with no restrictions.

1"-2 3‘:
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HEAT ENGINE TRADEGFF STUDY

PREPARED BY:

H. 5. Chin

Genera1 E1ectric Company
Space Division

Energy Operation
P. 0. Box 8661

Phi1ade1phia. PA. 19101

PREPRRED FOR:

Genera1 E1ectric Company
Corporate Research and Deve1opment

one River Road

Schenectady. N. Y. 12345

Purchase Order No. A02000-220406

1--3

February 16. 19?9

NEAR~TERN HYBRID VEHICLE PROGRAM — PHASE I
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HEAT ENGINE TRADEUFF STUDY

NEAR~TERH HYBRID VEHICLE PROGRAM - PHASE I

INTRODflCTION

A heat engine/electric hybrid vehicle will employ hoot engine power for high

speed (e.g. above 30 MPH] cruising. and electric power for low speed cruising.

acceleration. passing and hill-climbing. when the engine is tirnod on it will

operate at or near the wide—open throttle (HOT) conditions to maximize its

efficiency.

For a five-Passenger highway vehicle cruising at a steady speed of 90 nu/hr

(50 MPH), the power requirement is in the order of 30 HP. Since the engine

efficiency peaks at 40 to 502 of the maximum engine speed, the engine maximum

rated power should be sized between 60 to 80 HP for a hybrid vehicle.

1.0 PRELIMINARY SCREENING 0F_§NGINE TYPES

l.l Selection Criteria

Since the electric system (batteries. generator and motor) serves as a

second prime HDVEP, the cost. weight and volume constraints of a hybrid heat

engine are more stringent than in consentional automobiles. The desired hybrid

engine should be light—weight, durable and cost effective.

A hybrid engine should meet the l98l Federal Statutory Emission Standard

as a conventional automobile. For modes of operation involving on-off, the

emission control techniques developed for conventional automobiles can be

adopted.

Another consideration of the hybrid engine is its speed compatibility with

the electric generator, especially for the system configurations where a direct

coupling between the two components is required. For the on-off modes of

operation. the fuel economy sensitivity to the speed or load variation also be~

comes an important consideration.

1- *3
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n order to develop an engine by 1930 and for it to be ready for mass

production by 1985. the present product maturity of the candidate hybrid

engines is an important parameter in making the final selection of a heat

engine for a near-term hybrid vehicle.

1.2 Candidate Engines

To make a rational selection of the most suitable hybrid engine. a set

of screening criteria. which are based upon the reqvirement discussed above.

are developed. All feasible heat engines are identified and a gross evaluation

of the engine characteristics against the screening criteria are performed for

the selection of preliminary candidates A more in-depth tradeoff study of

these pzeliminary engine candidates are followed and reported in the following

sections.

Table I shows such a matrix. The goal of the rated power range is set

to be from 60 to 80 HP. The fuel consumption. weight and cost of various engine

types. as classified by different thermodynamic cycles. are presented as the

average value of each type relative to a typical conventional spark-ignition

gasoline engine of equivalent power rating.

1.3 Engine Type Selection

From a fuel consumption point of view, turbo-charged diesel, Stirling and

regenerative type gas-turbine engines offer better efficiencies than gasoline

engines. However. both the Stirling engine and the gas-turbine in the 60 to

80 HP range are still in early developmental stages. Their availability for a

1980 demonstration will require substantial developmental efforts. Even though

a 50 HP VH diesel engine is currently on market. it is not selected for the

present study due to the uncertainty in the future Federal regulation on the

exhaust particulate emission.

Advance developments in the recent years on the Otto-cycle engines, particu-

larly on fuel delivery and the emission controls. have improved their fuel

consumption significantly while sucwessfully meet the Federal emission require-

ments. To select an efficient and reliable engine for the near-term hybrid

vehicle without substantial development of the engine system, an advanced

Otto-cycle engine appears to be most attractive.

1-6
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l.4 Selection of An 0tto;§ycle Engine

The air/fuel ratio for a spark~ignition gasoline engine should be carefully

controlled in order to achieve the optimum engine efficiency which is obtained

at an equivalence ratio. A. of approxinately l.l where:

actual volume of air drawn into engineL = ._..._._..._.. _._ ...-.- ._.._..__.-._..-_......_....._.._.....
theoretical requirement of air for

stoichiometric combustion

The specific fuel consumption deteriorates rapidly as 1 nmves away from l.l.

On the other hand. to meet the stringent exhaust emission regulations

while maintaining a good engine performance. use of a three-way catalytic con-

verter appears to hold the most promise in early l9B0‘s (Reference 12). To

achieve high conversion efficiencies for all exhaust emissions -- unburnt hydro-

carbons (HC), carbon monoxide (CO) and oxides of nitrogen (N0y), the engine

should be operated at an equivalence ratio around l.0 and maintained it within

a narrow range of : 0.0l.

The electronic fuel injection system with a feedback control of an oxygen

sensor at the exhaust nekes it possible to achieve the accurate control of the

fuel delivery rate within the above narrow range. It has demonstrated capa-

bilities and advantages which include:

o Reduction of exhaust emission below the levels required by the

1981 Federal Statutory Emission Standards.

0 Good vehicle porfnrnnnce and drivability.

a Reliable.

The technology has been well-demonstrated in many passenger cars currently

in the market. l-laturity of the technology and hardware as well as the dernon-

strated good porforrnnncu and low emission make the EFI engine coupled with a

three-way catalyst a logical choice for the hybrid vehicle in the early l9R0's.

1-8
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So far a stratified-charged spark—ignition (51) engine, such as the

Honda engine {Reference l4). has not demonstrated its ability to meet l9Bl

Federal emission standards without additional emission control equipment. such

as a catalyst. Its fuel consumption is also not as good as a Hell-tuned EFI

engine. The Ford Proco engine is still in the development stage and little

information is available.

A turbo-charged V-6 51 engine has been marketed by Buick in 1973. The

power output has been increased by 50?. However. so far a potentially better

fuel economy has not been realized to a great extent (Reference 13). At HUT

the fuel consumption is. in fact, poorer due to a fuel-rich requirement to

help control detonation. Further technology development will be required until

the turbo—charged 51 engine becomes an attractive candidate for hybrid appli-

cation.

1-»
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2.0 DESCRIPTION OF SlSTEM AND COMPONENTS

2.1 Engine Currently Being Marketed

Development of Electronic Fuel Injection (EFI) systems started in the

1950's. Approximately 300 systems were first introduced by Chrysler Corporation

during model year 1958. Concerns on exhaust emission control in the late

l960's led to a more successful development in EFI. Robert Bosch of Hest

Germany succeeded in marketing the first high volume production EFI system

to Volkswagen in 195?. The EFI system developed by Bendix Corporation was

introduced by Cadillac in its 1975 model. At the present time, EFI systems

have been quite popular among many passenger car models. Table 2 lists some

of the EFI engines and their emissions and performance data which are currently

narketed. It is interesting to note that so far the only engines meeting

l9Bl emission standards. especially “ox, are those using three-way catalysts.

EFI systems for most of the foreign cars are developed by Robert Bosch,

while for domestic cars. Bendix Corporation is the major supplier.

The electronic engine control system developed by Ford Motor Company applies

a similar principle as the EFI systems. Instead of using injectors for fuel

delivery. Ford selected to modify the conventional carburator with a feedback

control loop. In addition, data avai‘able (Reference 21) is not as extensive

as that on the EFI systems. Therefore. the Ford system is not included in

Table l as one of the Electronic Fuel Injection systems.

1-10
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2.2 Advanced Engines_ggggr Development

There is expected to be no major technology break—through in the passenger

car engine between now and the early 1930's. Existing basic engine types will

be pretty much maintained. Hajor efforts in the near-term engine development

are in the fine-tuning of the existing engine types, especially in a better

control of fuel/air mixture through the improvement of either a carburetor

or fuel injection systems. It is believed that most of the fine—tuning

techniques developed in the next few years can be adopted in the heat engine
selected for the near—term hybrid vehicle.

2.3 System Components and Control

The basic system, componentsrand control of an electronic fuel injection

system for gasoline engines has been described in detail in published literature

(References l5-22). Despite some differences in design details among various

systems, their basic principle of operation is similar. In these systems,

detecting elements sense the engine operating conditions and pass their infor-

mation in the form of electric signals to an electronic control unit. Pro-

cessing these signals. the control unit then detennines the amount of fuel re-

quired by the engine and controls the proper fuel delivery to insure proper

air/fuel ratio.

A typical EFI system is schematically depicted in Figure l. Figure 2 shows

a simplified block diagram of its feed-back control. The system generally con-

sists of four subsystems: the fuel delivery, the air-induction. the primary

sensors, and the electronic control unit.

1- L2
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2.3.1 Fuel Delivery Subsystem

The subsystem includes the fuel tank pick-up, an electric fuel pump, in-

jectors for each cylinder. a fuel pressure regulator, supply and return line

with a fuel filter. The fuel is held at a constant. low pressure (typically

2.5 to 3 bars] prior to the injectors and return to the tank at no pressure.

As a result. cool fuel is delivered at all times during engine operation and

fonmation of vapor bubbles in the fuel circulation system is prevented.

The solenoid-operated fuel injectors are installed in the intake manifold

and spray fuel in front of the intake valves. Injection of fuel can be timed

to take place for a group of injectors in order to reduce equipment costs.

The amount of fuel delivered for each camshaft revolution can also be divided

into two or more pulses to improve the uniformity in the distribution of the

fuel mixture. For example. Bosch EFI—L system for 4—cylinder engines combines

all four injectors into one single group and delivers two pulses of fuel in-

jection for every camshaft rotation.

Since the fuel pressure is maintained constant. the flow rate and the

stroke of the injector valve stem is also constant [approximately 0.l5 min.),

the fuel delivery rate per injection is thus controlled by the valve opening

duration which is determined by the electronic control unit as a function of

engine speed and air flow rate.

A separated injector is installed at the common intake manifold for cold

start purposes. It has a swirl type nozzle for better fuel atomization and

delivers extra amounts of fuel to enrich the mixture for easy starting. A

thermo-time switch can be utilized to control the duration during which the

start valve is switched on depending on the engine coolant temperature.

This prevents the wetting of the spark plugs with a rich starting mixture.
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2.3.2 Air-Induction Subsystem

This subsystem includes the integrated intake manifold, throttle~body

assembly for primary air control. and an auxiliary air valve controlled by

water temperature and supplies additional cold-start air.

Air flow measurements can be accomplished by sensing the throttle valve

position, intake air pressure and temperature. The signals are input to the

electronic control unit for air flow calculations.

An advanced air-flow meter has heen developed by Bosch (References l8

and 19). The meter is located at the upstream side of the throttle valve as

illustrated in Figure l. 0ne.advantage of this system over the previous one

is that, if necessary. the exhaust gas recirculation (EGR) can be incorporated

without effecting the air flow measurement.

f
1'

2.3.3 Primary Sensors

There are five primary sensors: (a) An engine speed sensor is usually

mounted integral with the distributor. It provides the electronic control unit

with data on engine speed for air flow calculations and engine phasing data for

synchronizing injectorropen timing. (b) An intake manifold pressure sensor

measures absolute pressures in the intake manifold to provide for continuous

calculation of air flow to the engine. This pressure sensor is not required

if a separated air-flow meter is employed. (c) Throttle-position sensor provides

both the absolute and rate of change of throttle~position needed for fuel-

injection control._ It senses closed-throttle, part—throttle. or wide-open

throttle and conveys this information to the electronic control unit for

electronic processing. (d) Three temperature sensors measure the intake air.

engine coolant and catalytic converter temperature. An intake air temperature

sensor is used in combination with the intake manifold pressure transducer to

precisely determine the density of the inducted air. An engine coolant temper-

ature sensor is mounted in the coolant passage and is needed for control of I

fuel enrichment, EGR cut-nff or injection during cold operation. A temperature

sensor is also mounted in the catalytic converter to control engine cold-start

operation to accelerate catalyst warm-up period. (e) An oxygen sensor is mounted

1+15
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in the exhaust manifold and measures oxygen concentration in exhaust gases.

The output signal from this probe is used to regulate precisely the air/fuel

mixture and makes it possible. together with the catalytic converter. to

lower the noxious exhaust emissions. The most conmon oxygen sensor is a

galvanic device with a zirconium dioxide solid electrolyte and a porous

platinum electrode.

2.3.4 Electronic Control Unit (ECU!

The ECU is the heart of an EFI system. It receives information from the

sensors that monitor key engine operating parameters; it processes this infor-

mation using a selected control logic and computes the exact fuel requirement

relative to air flow; it transmits electric pulses to the solenoid-operated

injector valves. If necessary. the unit can also control EGR and other

special operations, such as ignition advance. The current ECU utilizes inte-

grated circuit to the greatest possible extent and has demonstrated excellent

reliability.

Recent developments on the microprocessor based, electronic engine controi

system (Reference 23} may offer a better performance and economic tradeoff of

alternate design approaches in the 1980's. This will increase the degree of

freedom and accuracy of engine control and further improve the engine perfor-

mance. However. many development efforts are needed to make it a reliable

product in the harsh environment of the automotive application. It is con-

sidered to be premature to be implemented into the present hybrid vehicle

demonstration program.

1-17
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3.0 UN{UFF OPERATING MODE

The heat engine for a hybrid vehicle will be frequently on or off at a

relatively high speed {l200~l5D0 rpm] at wide—open throttle as opposed to a

conventional heat engine which starts at low idle (cvfi00 to 800 rpm). The

frequent onxeff mode will be a new experience for heat engine development.

Some considerations on this unusual operation are discussed as follows.

3.] §tart—U9

Two basic approaches can be adopted for controlling engine on/off

operation: use of an engine clutch or a valve deactivation.

3.l.l Mechanical Clutch

Use of a clutch represents the simpler approach of the two. The clutch

engages or disengages the engine with the rest of the drive train during

engine on or off cycle. respectively. The maturity and the availability of

the component makes it attractive. However. several problem areas could be

associated with this operation. First. since the engine will be turned on at a

high speed. the vehicle at the instance of clutch engagement may experience a

rough transition of speed due to the difference in engine speed and that of

the drive train. A control system to improve the drivability will have to be

‘developed. Secondly, each time the engine is started. there may be a short

period of metal-to-metal contact of the connecting rod and main bearing. This

may reduce bearing life somewhat. An auxiliary oil pump and modified hearing

design have been suggested (Reference 24} to alleviate this problem.

3.1.2 Valve Deactivation  

The valve deactivation approach. on the other hand. does not have the two

problems discussed above. Valve deactivators (valve selectors) were developed

for cylinder cut-out (terms such as engine limiting or variable displacement

engine are also used) applications {References 2?—29). The concept is to cut-

out a number of cylinders from operation from a multi—cylinder engine. such as

a V-8, when the full power from all cylinders is not needed. This allows

fewer cylinders to operate at near the wide open throttle and minimize the

engine fuel consumption. while cylinders are not firing. a significant

1-13
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annunt of pumping work is required to overcome the throttling losses across

the intake and the exhaust valves. with valves being closed. the engine

needs only to overcome the friction loss. Figure 3 shows the test data of

motoring work for a typical V~B and small L«4 engines. It is seen that witn

the intake and the exhaust valve deactivated. the motoring work to run an

inactivated engine can be reduced to an acceptable level.

Incorporating valve doactivators. a hybrid vehicle engine will be at

identical speeds as the drive train at all times regardless whether the engine

is on or off. Drivability of the vehicle will not be penalized due to frequent

on/off operation of the engine and the engine lubrication can be ensured.

The hardwares of the valve deactivators have been wellwdeveloped for larger

size engines (V-8 and 2. IL Pinto L-4) and their reliability demonstrated

(References 28 and 29). Figure 4 illustrates the hardware design and its

operation. cost of adding valve deactivators for all cylinders is compatible

with that of a clutch. The developed hardwares are, however, only applicable to

engines having rocker arms in the valve train.

For smaller size engines with overhead cams and no rocker arms. new

designs and developments of a valve deactivator will be required. one

feasible design is shown in Figure 5. This is a modified version from that

developed by Eaton Corporation (Reference 29] which is designed to be installed

on the rocker arm studs. when the upper and lower body projections are "in-

phase" as shown in Figure 5. the upper and the lower bodies of the valve de-

activator become one integral part and valve motion follows the cam profile.

As the solenoid is energized. it rotates the upper body during the time when

the cam is at its base—circle and forces the upper and lower body projections

to be "out-of-phase”. Body projections thus will be allowed to move along

the mating slots. The relative motions between the upper and the lower body

permit the cam shaft to continue its rotation while the valves are deactivated.

This mechanism requires only slight modification from the existing Eaton's

hardware. Its development is considered to be of no major problem. Considering

possible problems which may occur in the 0nXoff operation with the clutch.

it is recommended that valve deactivation be considered for the near~term

hybrid vehicle.
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Figure 5. VALUE DEACTIUATOR
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The sequence for turning the engine on is as follows. First. the in-

take and the exhaust valves are activated as the vehicle speed exceeds the

desired level (e.g. 30 mph). After additional full crank revolutions.

solenoids for the fuel injections are energized to start the normal

operation.

3.2 Fuel Cut—0ff

As has been discussed previously, fuel delivery will be cut~off during

vehicle deceleration and as the vehicle is at low speed (below 30 mph). The

fuel injection should be tenninated before the valve deactivation takes place.

To avoid misfiue or fuel rich for any one of the cylinders. the fuel cut-off

and valve deactivation sequence should be carefully monitored. Figure 6

illustrates one of the fuel cut-off techniques.

The example given in Figure 6 is for a four-cylinder,four-stroke engine.

Fuel injections are delivered twice per engine operating cycle £720“ crank

angle). For each cylinder valves are deactivated at least two full crank

revolutions after the fuel is cut-off. This ensures that complete combustion

will take place at every cylinder and prevent any unusually high unburnt

hydrocarbon emission.

3.3 Emissions

3.3.] fiteady State

Several investigations have been conducted relating to the effect of

on/off operation for hybrid vehicles on their exhaust emission levels.

(References 25. 26. 30 and 3l). The effect of a hybrid operation on vehicle

emissions depends on the operating characteristics of the system and the

emission characteristics of the engine and its emission control strategies.

Nevertheless. the hybrid vehicle. compared to its conventional counterpart,

showed substantial reductions in both unburnt hydrocarbons and carbon monoxide

emissions. This is due to the elimination of engine idling and low load

operations. However. the oxides of nitrogen emission tends to increase Slightly

for hybrid vehicles using a smaller engine than a conventional one. Again,

this is due to the wide-open throttle operation for a hybrid system. Table 3

shows the potential emission reductions of hybrid systems from the conventional

counterparts as reported by some earlier studies (References 30 and 3l).
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Table 3. PDTENTIAL EMISSION REDUCTION OF HYBRID VEHICLES

Changed From Conventional Vehicle (Based on GM/MILE

955 E2 E2;

Reference 30 -76% -40% +17%

Reference 31 -65% -40% +30%

For an existing EFI engine using a three-way catalyst. the emission

levels are significantly below the 1981 Federal standard as indicated in

Table 2. Use of this system for the hybrid application will likely meet the

emission requirements. Incorporation of more complicated emission controls.

such as the exhaust gas recirculation CEGR}. retarding ignition timing. two-

stage catalyst and air-injection (References 32-35), are not considered to

be necessary at the present time. but can be added to the engine if need

arises in the future.

3.3.2 Catalytic Converter

The three-way catalytic converter proves to be the most effective way

developed so far to reduce the toxic emissions below the regulating levels.

In order to achieve high conversion efficiencies for all HC. C0 and NOX emissions.

the air/fuel ratio must be controlled in the vicinity of stoichiometrics.

Figure 7 shows typical emission-reduction characteristics of the three-way

catalyst. As indicated, the equivalence ratio. 1. (A/F / A/F of stoichiometrics)

must be maintained within a narrow bend of 0.995 to 1.003 in order to achieve

85% or better conversion efficiencies for all three emissions. This accurate

control of air/fuel ratio has been demonstarted with the electronic fuel

injection system with an oxygen sensor feed-back from the exhaust as discussed

in Section 2. Detailed discussions of the catalyst are also given in several

publications (References 36-39}.
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Discussion with Matthey Bishop. Inc. personnel has concluded that for a

1.5 little engine. the catalyst should be sized in the order of 100 cubic inches.

No major problcms are foreseen for hybrid on/off operations. However. the

following concerns should be investigated during future testing.

Durability due to the thenmal "shock" in freguent on/off operation.

Proper insulation of the catalyst material to reduce temperature

variation and use of a metal support of the catalyst material (References

38 and 39) can alleviate this problem.

Cold stagt.

Catalyst will be effective only after it exceeds approximately 600°F.

In addition to several alternate approaches which will be discussed in

the following section. the metal supported catalyst also offers a faster

warm-up period for the catalyst.

Oven temperature.

In case of misfire or extreme fuel rich operations, catalyst material

may be damaged if the temperature exceeds 2500°F. Hith accurate fuel in-

jection controls using EFI and the fuel cut-off strategy described in

Section 3.2, this problem should be minimal.

3.3.3 Cold stag;

In some conventional vehicles. over 50% of the total HC/C0 emissions are

produced during the first several minutes of urban driving cycle tests while

the engine is still cold (Reference 35). For a hybrid vehicle the engine will

be turned on only at high speed and wide-open throttle, cold start HE/C0

emission will probably be less severe. However. means to control this high

HC/C0 emission should still be investigated.

At cold start both the oxygen sensor and the catalyst are ineffective. A

swirl-type cold start injector and hot-spot in the intake manifold should be

incorporated to promote fuel atomization and vaporization. Fuel enrichment and

spark retardation can be utilized to provide fast warm-up of exhaust gas. Pre-

heat systems at the intake manifold and exhaust system. which are heated with

the battery electric power, will accelerate Harm—up of air, exhaust gas and

catalyst material. Since production of cold start HC/CD is a complicated
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phenomeon and no accurate analytical tool is available to carry out a

reasonable prediction. development of cold-start emission control should be

conducted during the actual test.

3.3.4 Fuel Cut-Off

Even though some HE spikes may be anticipated during the fuel cut-off.

testing conducted by Ford (Reference 28) did not indicate any noticeable

increase in total HE emission with accurate electronic fuel control.

3.4 Mechanical Effects

The four areas which will be considered are Structural effects, wear

characteristics. noise and thermal effects, all of which are affected to some

degree by the change in speed range and engine on/off operating mode. while

the increased number of start-ups influences only wear.

The structural loading of the reciprocating elements of an internal com-

bustion engine consists of a combination of the cycle combustion pressure ii-

duced forces and the acceleration loads of the elements. Since only small

variations in pressure occur due to speed variation. and since the acceleration

loads increase as the square of the speed. these inertia forces will be sig-

nificant in this discussion. The design of the reciprocating elements is

based on a cyclic life requirement. and is generally predicated on fatigue

loading and characteristics. The effect of cycle forces is even further reduced

since the contribution is basically a compression stress in the eiements (above

top dead center where forces are highest) and fatigue is primarily associated

with tension stresses.

The data shown in Figure 8 for a typical material indicates that fatigue

properties are fairly constant for a life greater than one million cycles, which

is less than one percent of the design life of a typical automobile engine. It

is thereby unlikely that the hybrid engine's operating speed range will have any

impact on the design of these elanents, gince their design always accommodated

operation at full speed for a finite portion of engine life. and the flatness of

fatigue allowables indicates little. if any, changes in design would be necessary.
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The crankshaft. cam shaft, flywheel and other rotating members are subjected

to tensile stresses through bending and/or centrifugal force. both of which are

speed related. Again, however. the flatness of the fatigue curves and reduced

number of cycles provide design adequacy.

The engine bearings are designed to satisfy operation over a range of

operating speeds, but the most severe operation occurs during start-up. before

an oil film can be established and when meta1—to-metal contact initially exists.

Hydrodynamic bearing design is simplified as the operating speed range is re-

duced, firoblems with whirl are reduced and bearing geometry can be optimized

to enhance bearing life. The significant number of start-up cycles could '

conceivably create a wear problem. however. since metal—to-metal contact can

occur without the hydrodynamic film effect. If a problem is encountered,

solutions include:

I A hydrostatic system utilizing either a separate oil pump

or pressurized container to be used only at startfup.

I Incorporation of rolling element bearings.

I Incorporation of improved wear characteristic bearing materials.

I Redesign of hearings to extend capabiiity.

I Adept valve deactivation techniques to maintain engine shaft

rotation.
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The noise problem of the hybrid engine will be attributable to the wide-

open throttle operation or high engine speed to charge the battery at low

vehicle speed if it is needed. The road noises generally encountered along with

high speed engine noise in common proportional systems tend to balance each other.

Some methods of reducing this effect are to utilize the reduced speed range to

advantage by providing improved mechanical balancing and damping systems. tuning

of the circulation systems to optimize at the higher flow rates. and enhanced

acoustic insulation.

The frequent on/off engine operation introduces more cyclic thermal variation

of the engine parts. Similar to the cyclic fatigue characteristics of a con-

ventional engine design which falls at the flat portion of the fatigue curves,

it is believed that additional thermal cycles in hybrid applications will not

require substantial design change. However. to minimize the thernel cyclic

effect and improve coldwstart capability and emission characteristics for the

next engine on-cycle. the fan and water pump can be turned off during the engine

off cycle.
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4.0 SELECTION AND CHARACTERIZATION OF HYBRID VEHICLE ENGINE

4.1 Selection of the Engine

Based on the tradeoff studies discussed above, it is concluded that an

EFI engine combined with a three—Hay catalyst appears to be the best candidate

heat engine system for the near~tenn hybrid vehicle. As shown in Table 2 of

Section 2.1. EGR alone will be unable to reduce the nitrogen oxides emission

below the 1980's regulatory level without severe penalty on engine perfonnance.

Since N03 level for a hybrid vehicle is expected to be higher than a conyen~

tional counterpart, as discussed in Section 3.3.1. use of a three-way catalyst

presents a logical choice. I

One existing EFI engine in the size of 60 to 80 HP is a 9? CID. L4 UH

engine. The engine specifications are listed in Table 4 for reference. A

smaller engine is also made available by VH in Europe. It is a 4-cylinder.

80 CID, EFI engine delivering 61 HP at 6DDfl rpm.

TABLE 4. ENGINE SPECIFICATIUNS FOR VH 97-CID [l.6 Ll ENGINE

Number of Cylinders 4

Bore 3.366“

Stroke 2.71?"

Displacement 96.66 in3

Compression Ratio 8:]

Cylinder Head Type Overhead Cam

HP at Engine Speed 75 at 5800 rpm

Torque at Engine Speed 73 ft-lbs at 3500 rpm

Fuel System Type EFI

Maximum Air Flow 98 CFM

Emission Control EGR/OX1. CAT.
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4.2 ggqine Characteristics

Using an EFI and the feed-back control from the oxygen sensor at the ex-

haust. a remarkable control of air/fuel ratio can be accomplished. Figure 9

shows the equivalence ratio operated in a VN—l.6 L engine. The air/fuel ratio

can be practically controlled within lt of the stoichiometric ratio. Fuel en-

richments are incorporated in this engine at the wide-open throttle (HUT) and

idling conditions for extra power requirements. For hybrid vehicle this fuel

enrichment is not considered to be necessary except during the cold—start

condition. Figure 10 is the performance map for the same engine. As can be

seen. the best engine efficiency occurs approximately at 94% throttling-opening

’ at mid—speed range. As the fuel enrichment at HOT is eliminated. the best

engine efficiency will take place at HOT. Thus. if a hybrid vehicle using a

VH-1.6 L engine is operated between 1500 and 4200 rpm and 90% to 100% throttle

openings, the engine efficiency throughout the operating range can be maximized.

Table 5 lists the performance and emission characteristics at various speeds

and loads of the VN-1.6 L engine. All emission data shown is the measurement

without the catalytic converter. when a three-way catalyst is used. based on

the catalytic conversion efficiencies shown in Figure 7. reductions of the HC,

C0 and N03 emissions should be 94. 91 and 90%. respectively. It is also noted

that high CO and low N03 emissions at full load (HOT) conditions are duelto

the fuel enrichment incorporated in this engine.

For the smaller UH-1.3 L (80 CID) engine. similar engine characteristics

are found. Figure 11 shows the performance map while Table 6 lists the perfor-

mance and emission data.
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80;‘ FIG. 10. PERFORMANCE MAP FOR VW-1.6 L 197 CID) EFI ENGINE
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FIG. 11 . PERFORMANCE MAP FOR VW-1.3 L130 CID) EFI ENGINE

wnoe-open THFlO1'l'LE_ ..

/
I

BSFC

(LBIBHP~HR

n.

E

E
8
Lu
In
I

O
I
Lu
:5
<
I
(D

ENGINE SPEED (RPM)

1-38

Page 305 of 572 FORD 1122

nchevalier
Sticky Note
None set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by nchevalier



Page 306 of 572 FORD 1122

Jm_#5.383353Efiuau:4..JRHBE«SHE33Sfiflcu3...
can:5;85...

..s.fl3».:.ma.93«SAon22$2:.8«.3.3.23....2223Sn.8....22.3Sn.83.:2....3."....na922m.3mn....~8...and«.89.:N3.2:«.32....«Qman1....‘2....anzflooqunnfififlnflfiEuoofinnfimmflnflnxnfln8fl. :m&.w...5fi6$83.a_%\a.dm..mm .93$EcanEa. .gaSBummmumEEH0on.An...”3:umanmnflHumEHO3..An43:£2.53.nu:numunnmnumugazamngzannyym.gann_amma.ngnmmuunuHmnxganummun
FORD 112 A

.um>Hnuuumacaw:Maud;ownmuau.ua¢a.um>HmumumuuuunnoungofinmuaHadaoa.nna.mmoHn.aonN.moo.moo.mno.ommm.umaH.nmm.nmv.oamnh.own.wam.nm~.mu.n~Hwm.owh.qHh.nmH.hHcam.onv.mm~.omm.~ao.oH«go.«o~.pon."8.:Rm.3u.fl8....3.”.12man..3mamaunhN.wHmom.OOHh.mAH.nHHmo.no.nHmom.on“h.HHM.»2....“8.2.98.3.3«.31..«finmam8.SHm.flfimooflunflnmwfiuflzmmaaaunflmuwnufi.a_.fimuammcommRmnmmmxfl.:8.mmseamE8mmE.Emu.Qfig.mnnmmufipanEaLfiéaxfi.mzfimmunEmanunEuEU:3A3xpuflnwsnEuEU8.4n4.5uflfluuu¢za_amwa.nnmmg:namzssazamgnuammu.nnumHzu.amz¢=gmummuz_uzuHn._.::«on<»<ahumpzo_mm_:uax:uuzgxaomuua.uo_aoh
Page 306 of 572

nchevalier
Sticky Note
None set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by nchevalier



Page 307 of 572 FORD 1122

.33339.33flaw8.33.52.4.
FORD 1122

mm.Mu..mmvH.n..nONm.h_O62:.E.n.m.OvmN.n4ON1...WuvomNufiflWhamOmoflflFOO.Ht.1:Oficflhas00honfl3.3wmofl@@_.DNM34ODNEHNmm-Ga“flu.o@.__Dam..NGmo.__mOwomflNMuflH_m.h.Hmm?.Nawamfl.:..~9...:.5...2:9%3.2.$43.32....2:1%Sun$.m~3...RH«.28.:1...“3.:«.3.N212.Nh.Nvh._.mwhenmflam.ovH6.”omd«.38...m~.nW9z.E88.unfimmHflu.fiEmoowmunflmmflflufi4.§wmfi.&.mm_§éEa....wal.4au.xQmm5mm8mnmm=l;&a\3.:mm..mm22%mznmmumEmu.n=...n.gm.mfiammufiEmuflanPASS8..:.:S"wannaEuBU8..343:"mafiafifihflfinfluflaflzsfififi._.nE.EBmu.uamuzs2o.mBmma.mhm.»~.~qHo.uma«.9vH.huu.mn~.~nmum.cam.mHu.mHmm.»om.ammam.avn.~anw.nHau.nna.HN.~u.ona.H~~o.eHqH.mnw.m~mmm.weH.mHvH.wHmm.mum._~umm.ome.m~am.vnoo.~on.o~non.Hom.m~mn.mHan.“~u.numom.on~.nnm~.uH~o.~hH.hHmm».Hoam.H.hN.vawn.uHm.oHemu.done.n~~m.u~nH.Nmu.mamew.NNHm.nmm~.nano.nnq.mnmmq.«NH~.mm.343.~mné9...:EH«.2.3.2ma.”3.23..RHwin._.§_o8nnnfi..mBnu.fiz.a8m~uEH.nu._fi.823E_TEm\m.=Emu.mmunzmmEmaEggEmaNLuuafl.m.8umm:.nEHmaa.2=u&a\.6.QnnmmufiBum.m___flE338.Am;.5fifiuzmEu35am.._mt"3..fizunflfiE.EH._..BHmmu.uaB.,EEoEmmfiE.EH.EHmmufi..Hu..stu.w_uac.o.=_5._ou.uzafi._m._.n:>man.«:3._.mw._.zafiflfi:2:8z¢:._o=m._.0Sea,

nchevalier
Sticky Note
None set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by nchevalier



Page 308 of 572 FORD 1122

uozma

IIII.aaitl nm+¢um:n:mynnmmunm
o+Jae:q_puma

unmmammzuzu.Hmm.mu
man

nuzuzm
ggzaammazommn:amzgzzomnm

em.u.vn.¢mn.numo.-¢«.mn~.Hmmm.a~mm.~mm.n~nn.mHmn.Hnm.mH¢o.nHac.nHm.mHoH.mHno.~me.m~mmmmmmmmmmmmmmm«flag«mu...mzoummum
humADHUam.Am.H3>umznwzmgaga_ammn_aoHmmH:amzmzommmm mmo.Hpan.mam.omm.Ham.nae.

anm.oHH¢m.o~Num.amHmo.aqHo.~.Hmmamm.mmzmmcommnmmmmmmzuuzuAmmmwM
mmxm

.m-m:m\mg.ummm

.uu=c_u=ou_u=_uzmAm._-=:you«panhmmhzc_mm_:wnzawuzqzmommmn  

 

.um5HmumumuouwnmumusowmmwawHH<« 
 me.mamm.m~m.oemeH.Ho~n.HHuo.H~m~.mmm.vmmun.Hem.n~v¢.maee.mmm.w~mam.mmm.mmum.oHmm.Hm~.«~«mm.mmn.nvmm.oHm~.nu.mnHam.Hann.mmm.mHce.~nm.mummm.moflH.amsuncan»uagmammzuuzmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmw.Hmm.M..mmm“mmamw.Mmmmmmmmm.HumanmmmmHmAnauomvqm.Hup“mnwzsagaummnu_anmmHzamnsaapawwnmmmm.mHmm.m«q.mvmho.HHmo.mHH.o~em.mmm.mnnow.He~.m«~o.omen.~qh.mHmum.mmm.»~mm.oHnH.~en.eHman.nom.enno.mHo.~mn.uHMme.w.nc~.munu.Ha~n.~mm.meumq.Humm.nmzmmooueunmummmzuzm22$.=.u.mu..wmwmEzn...Em.\mdSE.Mm:..m=.m=mxza.mzommmuauummmamenHmAQHUon.Qm.H3>nmzuzmcnxnamuazonmmnzQmusasazamm.umpaah

1-41

FORD 1122Page 308 of 572

nchevalier
Sticky Note
None set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by nchevalier



Page 309 of 572 FORD 1122

Even though the 130-CID Volvo engine (Reference l4) may be slightly over«

sized (90 HP at 5200 rpm) for the five—passenger hybrid vehicle. its character-

istics offer several interesting comparisons with the smaller VH engines. Con-

trary to the UH engine. the Volvo engine does not implement fuel enrichment at

HOT and idling. Also. instead of maintaining slightly lean mixtures (A > l.0)

as shown in Figure 8. as in the VH engines. it maintains a slightly rich (1 < 1.0)

mixture throughout most of the operating range. The range of the equivalence

ratio is 0.995 s A g l.00l. As a result. the Volvo engine has its best engine

efficiency at NOT as shown in Figure 12.

The slightly better engine efficiency for the Volvo engine is attributed

to a slight advance of ignition timing. At 2500 rpm and full load, for in-

stance, the ignition timing is 28° BTDC as opposed to 25.6° BTDC for UN l.6 L

engine.

Dperating at slightly rich mixture also offers an advantage of lower N0!

emission. Figure l3 shows the comparison of specific emission levels before

catalyst at 2500 rpm engine speed. The Volvo engine produces lower N0,

emission than the UH. After the three—way catalyst. all three emissions are

substantially reduced. Table 7 lists the Volvo engine emission levels after

the three-way catalyst. Figures l4. l5 and 16 are the emission maps super-

imposed on the performance map for BSCO, BSHC and BSNO;, respectively. As can

be seen, operating at HOT not only offers a better fuel economy. but also re-

sults in lower combined emissions in general. I

1-42

Page 309 of 572 FORD 1122

nchevalier
Sticky Note
None set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by nchevalier



Page 310 of 572 FORD 1122

Eommam.322".0585..
8ii. 88on2

2:882.8
 l1|J|....-..:..ai-I_.I....!-+._.....i.Il..ll.J.!-_2I....1I...|.l.|l!<

FORD 1122

.d3H3.._._NI.04.WV.u.nM3Hmm

_2n_m_Sam@n=._m8
m_z_ozm_EmQ98.O>._O>R9.:0”.n_<S_m_o2<s_mon_mm_n_.N—.O_n_

Page 310 of 572

nchevalier
Sticky Note
None set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by nchevalier

nchevalier
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by nchevalier



Page 311 of 572 FORD 1122

1°‘! ‘ ENGINE SPEED = 2500 FIPM

\ """"""'-" VW '97
'\. ........VOLVO-130CID

BEFOFIECATALYST SPECIFICEMISSIONSIGMIBHP-HFII
' o 20 40 so so 100'

% 0:: FULL LOAD

FIG. 13. COMPARISON OF EMISSIONS

BETWEEN VW Er VOLVO ENGINES
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ASSESSMENT OF BATTERY POWER SOURCES
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WORK STATEMENT

ESE Technology Company

Yardley, PA 19067

INTHODUCUON

Contract No. 955190 between California Institute of Technology
Jet Propulsion Laboratory and General Elect;ic Company covers a
program entitled "Phase I of the Near-Term Hybrid Passenger Vehicle
Development Program“ under which studies shall be conducted lead-

ing to a preliminary design of a hybrid passenger vehicle that is
projected to have the maximum potential for reducing petroleum

consumption in the near-term (commencing in 1935}. Effort under
Contract 955190 is being conducted pursuant to an Interagency agree-

ment between the Department of Energy {DOE} and the National Aero-
nautics and space Administration (NASA) and in furtherance of work
under Prime Contract HAS?-100 between NASA and the California In-

stitute of Technology. This work statement covers battery tech-
nology under General Electric Purchase Order A02000—220267.

SCOPE OF WORK

In support of General Electric Corporate Research and Develop-
ment's work under Contract 955190, the Subcontractor shall furnish

the necessary personnel, materials, services, facilities, and other-

wise do all things necessary for or incident to the performance
of the following tasks.

1. Provide consultation, as requested, on lead—acid batteries,
such as:

0 Review of weight, size, performance characteristics of

batteriet based upon ISOA development program

0 Provision of cost estimates for such batteries in pro-

duction quantities

0 Provision of estimates of cycle life of such batteries

as a function of depth of discharge

2. Review prospective performance capabilities, cost and

state—of-the—art of other promising battery types and
recommend which one of them would appear to be the most
suitable for use in the hybrid vehicle program. (It is
recognized that considerable judgement must go into this
recommendation, with some risk for error.} Provide the
rationale for this recommendation.

3. Provide estimates of performance characteristics for the

battery system recommended in Item 2, including the follow-
ing:
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I weight

Size

Specific power (W/lb) as a function of specific energy
(Wh/lb)

0 Terminal voltage versus ampere—hours of discharge for
various values of constant current

0 Approximate values of charge voltage as a function of

charge current and state—of—charge

0 Charging restrictions, such as maximum voltage and
current

I Cost

0 Hazards

0 Cycle life as a function of depth of discharge

4. Define development steps needed in Phase II of program
to make the battery selected in Item 2 a viable selection.
This would include cost estimates.

5. Provide inputs for Trade—Off Studies Report.

6. Provide inputs for incorporation in the General Electric
Phase II proposal.

7. Perform a series of tests on two existing battery systems

to determine the capability of the batteries to supply

high current pulses in accordance with the "Pulse Testing

of Batteries" two-page work description.

NOTE WITH RESPECT TO SUBCONTRACTOR'S DATA

with respect to Tasks 1 through 6 the following paragraph

applies:

It is understood that all data in the Subcontractor's reports,

furnished by the Subcontractor to General Electric Corporate Re-

search and Development hereunder, may be furnished to the Cali-

fornia Institute of Technology Jet Propulsion Laboratory and DOE
and NASA with no restrictions.

with respect to Task 7 the following paragraph applies:

It is understood that only Form, Fit, and Function data will
be provided for the ESB batteries to be tested under paragraph ?

of ARTICLE I1. No dGSCriptiOn of the batteries will be required

other than that given in the two-page Attachment to this Instruc-
tion. Accordingly, it is hereby agreed that ESn's EV 106 and ex-

perimental XPV 23 batteries to be tested hereunder shall not be

subject to paragraphs {9} and (h) of Article ll. Ri hts in “ech-
nical_Data of the General Provisions incorporated in fixKLbLt "A"
dated 73 Oct. 16.
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Attachment to

Instruction No. l

to Purchase Order AO20B0—22026?

T9 Mar 02

Pulse Testing of Batteries

Program Definition

Data on the performance of EV batteries at various constant cur-

rent pulses is not available. In order to permit an accurate
assessment of the batteries capability for supplying high current
pulses a series of tests on two existing battery systems will be
conducted.

 

Test Units 

ESE Technology Company will provide for test (at no charge to GE}

the following units:

Unit (A) 2 EV 106 batL:ries connected in series

Unit (B) 2 ESB Experimental Type XPV 23 Mad 3

These units remain the property of ESE Technology Company.

Test Seguence

l. "A" test units:

a) Constant current discharge @ 60 A. Room temp - to
limiting battery voltage (5.10) with discharge continued
to 4.5 V. Recharge (to stabilized gravity level}.

b) Pulse test at 500 A as detailed below. Recharge (to

stabilized gravity level).

C) Repeat (a).

cl) Pulse test (b) @ 400 A.

e) Repeat fa).

£3 Pulse test (b) @ 300 A.

g} Repeat (a).

2. "3" test units:

Repeat test sequence l (a through g).

Pulse Test — (A 5 B Test Units)

A. 1. Discharge for 12 min (lo? Dob) @ 60 A.

2. Discharge for 15 sec @ 500 A (Sequence b}.

3. Discharge for 18 min (25% DoD) @ 60 A.

4. Discharge for 15 sec @ 500 A (Sequence b}.

2-3
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E

Page 2 of 2

5. Discharge for 12 min (15% Don} @ 60 A.

6. Discharge tor 15 Sec 0 500 A (sequence b).

7. Stand open circuit for 1 min. Regen.

8. niechurge tor 15 sec @ 500 A (Sequence b).

9. Stand open circuit for 1 min.

10. Discharge for 15 sec @ 500 A (Sequence b).

11. Discharge for 18 min (5 % Don) Q 60 A.

12. Discharge for 15 sec @ 500 A (Sequence b).

13. Discharge For 12 min (60% DoD} @ 60 A.

14. Discharge for 15 sec 9 500 A (Sequence b).

15. Discharge for 18 min (75% DoDi @ 60 A.

16. Discharge for 15 sec @ 500 A (Sequence b).

17. Stand open circuit for 1 min.

18. Discharge for 15 sec @ 500 n.

19. Stand open circuit for 1 min.

20. Discharge for 15 sec @ 500 A.

21. Discharge for 6 min @ 60 A.

B. 1 through 21 - Pulse values are 400 A.

C. 1 through 21 ~ Pulse values are 300 A.

Data Collection

Record - Amputee

— Battery Volts

— Ampere-hours discharged

- Watt-hours discharged

10 data bits before and immediately after pulse

25 data bits during pulse

Temp .

Sp.Gr. at beginning and end e1 test.

BatLery Size and weight

Brief description of battery construction — no proprietary date
on construction, weights, etc. will he provided.
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THE ASSESSHENT OF

BATTERY POWER SOURCES

THE

GE PHASE I HYBRID VEHICLE

PREPARED FOR

GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY

CORPORATE RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT

P.0. A0200-22067

ESB Project 604?

FEBRUARY 16. 1979

REPORT PREPARED BY

G. S. Hartman

A. M. Chreitzberg

G. C. Kug1er

E. Pearlman

ESB TECHNOLOGY COMPANY

YAROLEY, PA.
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I. HTRODUCTION

The initial detailed work statenmnt specified the work to be performed on

battery system evaiuation was:

(1)

(2)

(3)

Page 328 of 572

Review battery characteristics [Hh/1b. (N/1o) steady‘ (H/lb) peak‘

cycle iife. cost. etc.] used in hybrid powertrain screening studies.

Lead~acid batteries (ISOR and advanced) ~ provide quantitative dis~

cussion of the foiiowing:

(a)

(d)

(e)

Relationships between battery voitage and other battery

characteristics (ex. size and weight. iifetine. cost, power

density, etc.)

Differences in design of batteries For hybrid as compared to

aii-eiectric vehicies.

Battery life as a function of average depth of discharge before

overnight charging; criteria for indicating depth of discharge and

battery depietion in a hybrid vehicie.

Relationships between depth of discharge and capability of bat-

tery to meet peak (poised-secs) power demand.

Anaiyticai modei and supporting data for charging battery using

heat engine on the road while driving.

NiZn and NiFe batteries - provide quantitative discussion of the

foiiowing:

(a) Projected potentiai of Nizn batteries especiaiiy high power

capability and iifetine; effect of average depth of discharge

on battery life.

Projected potentiai of NiFe batteries especiaiiy high power

capabiiity and seif—discharge tendency.
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(c) attractiveness of a hybrid battery pack using NiFe with a Nizn

or Pb—acid; lifetime of the secondary storage battery (Pb—acid

or Nizn) used in nybrid mode.

(d) Optimum voltage and package size for Nizn and NiFe batteries.

(e) Maintenance requiremen' of NiZn and NiFe batteries in vehicle

applications.

(f) Modeling of Nizn and NiFe batteries in vehicle simulation programs.

(4) Provide estimates of costs (DEM in l9?8 dollars) of lead-acid, Nizn,

and NiFe batteries; discuss the effect on cost of various battery

characteristic trade-off (ex. lifetine and energy density, high power

capability. etc.).

Subsequent discussions at ESE on December 5, l9?8 provided further clari-

fication on the information to be provided. The battery assessment was to utilize

the following guidelines:

(1) a. Battery technology as of l98l with adequate battery units available

in prototype quantities.

b. Prototype quality must be adequate to provide lO0,000 systemsfyear

in l985.

(2) Candidate battery gystems are:

Lead Acid - ISOA

Lead Pcid - Advanced

Ni2n

Li—S

HaS

(3) Performance of vehicle must be comparable to l/c unit. i.e. D to 60

mph in l5 sec.
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NJ

2.1

Peak power for acceleration (passing) may be up to 25 sec. in duration.

Concept is to maximize use of battery and minimize use of internal

combustion engine.

Vehicle should reach its daily end of duty cycle with the least poggihle

battery reserve and least use of petroleum based fuel.

STRTUS OF COMPETITIVE BATTERY FOR HYBRID VEHICLES

Lithium Metal Sulfide Cell Systems

Appendix A contains the technical analysis and performance data available

on this system.
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SOKE additional facts are worth noting:-

During the last few years the power characteristics of the system

have been improved but at a sacrifice in cycle life. or the cycle life has

been increased at a sacrifice in power output.

The cost data given in Table 5 does not include cost of the oven to

maintain battery/cell at desired temperature.

Cost is based on having capitalization to do nmchanized assembly in

dry boxes or in controlled atmosphere areas.

There do not appear to be significant free2e—thaw problems in the Li-

FeS system.

System must use cylindrical vacuum type thermos chamber to contain

prismatic cell to nvet heat loss opal of 150 H on do Kwhr battery.

Overcharging results in the develepnnnl of Fe._ which cerrodes lower

cost current collectors. ANL reports they have developed a cell

bi-pass system (at a cost of $5.00/Ruhr that can handle up to 5' of

the current in a series string oi cells nn overcharqe.

Major Obstacles to he nverconm are:

- Economics ~ oven costs and nwchanical assenmly in glove box.
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' Power per unit Ht. simultaneously with acceptable cycle life.

- Offers possibility in l99D's if above obstacles can be overcome.

2.2 Sodium Sulfur System

Appendix B contains technical data and analysis of this system.
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Chloride in England will provide first real test of the system in 19.9.

There still remains the problem of B alumina tube and seal reliability

(and cost);

Progress has been made in overcoming the corrosion problems by placing

the sodium of the outside of the S alumina tube and thus permit use

of carbon steel containers.

Free2e—thaw problem remains and warm—up after freeze becomes major

problem as cells get larger in size. Thaw problem appears to be related

to differential expansion of sulfur and 5 alumina causing tube cracking

at glass seal interface.

Calcium and potassium impurities in Na decrees- life of R alumina in

cycling tests.

Dvercharging is not permitted. while Nas systems do not develop gas

pressures, insoluble compounds are formed in the sulfur mix which

increases the cell resistance and cause imbalance in the series -

parallel assembly

Major obstacles to be overcome

- Economics (tube costs are $2.50/sq. cm with goal of 1-2 cfsq cnioi

surface}

- Reliability and cost of seals

. Reliability and cycle life of r alumina tube

2-10
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