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ABSTRACT 
The future transportation system will be a multi-

agent network where connected AI agents can work 
together to address the grand challenges in our age, e.g., 
mitigation of real-world driving energy consumption. 
Distinguished from the existing research on vehicle 
energy management, which decoupled multiple inputs 
and multiple outputs (MIMO) control into single-output 
(MISO) control, this paper studied a multi-agent deep 
reinforcement learning (MADRL) framework to deal with 
multiple control outputs simultaneously. A new hand-
shaking strategy is proposed for the DRL agents by 
introducing an independence ratio, and a parametric 
study is conducted to obtain the best setting for the 
MADRL framework. The study suggested that the MADRL 
with an independence ratio of 0.2 is the best, and more 
than 2.4% of energy can be saved over the conventional 
DRL framework. 
 
Keywords: Hand-shaking multi-agent learning, multiple 
inputs, and multiple outputs control, multi-mode hybrid 
electric vehicle, multi-agent reinforcement learning, 
independence ratio  

1. INTRODUCTION 
To meet the global requirements in decarbonization, 

it is necessary to develop electrified vehicles including 
plug-in hybrids, battery electric, and fuel cell vehicles [1], 
among which, plug-in hybrid electric vehicles (PHEVs) are 
the lowest cost solution to alleviate vehicle emission 
concerns, such as NOx, and CO2 emissions [2]. The energy 
management system (EMS) is a critical function module 
for electrified vehicles, and it should be dedicated to 
various powertrain architectures and thus is capable to 
maximize energy efficiency while maintaining the health 
of the powertrain components [3][4]. 

From the existing literature, there are three main 
categories of control strategies for the EMS, i.e., the rule-
based methods, the optimization-based methods, and 
the learning-based methods [5–7]. The rule-based 
strategies normally implement deterministic rules or 

fuzzy logic that are founded on the parameters of the 
vehicle and expert knowledge to control the powertrain. 
The rule-based control is computationally efficient and 
easy to be applied in real-time control [8].  

The optimization-based strategies include the model 
predictive control (MPC) [9], dynamic programming (DP) 
[10], pontryagin's minimum principle (PMP)[11], and 
equivalent consumption minimization strategy (ECMS) 
[12]. They provide access to optimize vehicle 
performance in certain conditions. The main drawback of 
the optimization-based strategies is that they have 
limited adaptability to real-world conditions especially 
for dramatically changing conditions, and they are tough 
to obtain good results for multi-objective and multi-
mode optimization problems since they require heavy-
duty computation to resolve the control models [13]. 

The learning-based methods are emerging in recent 
years to enable the optimization of control policies in 
real-world operations [14]. Deep Reinforcement 
Learning (DRL), a combination of deep learning (DL) and 
reinforcement learning (RL), has been shown more 
flexible and generally applicable in the control of HEVs 
and PHEVs [15]. The recent development of HEVs and 
PHEVs involves more diverse architectures and an 
increasing number of powertrain components. This 
requires dedicated approaches to design the EMS for 
different types of PHEVs [16].  

There is a lot of work developing RL-based EMS 
based on conventional RL algorithms. Considering three 
aspects including the energy consumption, the real-time 
performance, and the adaptability in different scenarios, 
an RL-based online EMS is presented based on the power 
transition probability matrices updated by the new 
driving cycle and Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence rate 
[17]. A deep Q-network (DQN)-based EMS combining 
two distributed DRL, including asynchronous advantage 
actor-critic (A3C) and distributed proximal policy 
optimization (DPPO) for emissions control, is proposed 
to achieve near-optimal fuel economy with excellent 
computational efficiency [18]. A hierarchical power 
splitting strategy, which incorporates reinforcement 



   

learning and ECMS with an adaptive fuzzy filter, is 
proposed to reduce the state-action space for the EMS 
of fuel cell hybrid electric vehicles [19]. DRL-based 
control strategies combined with other advanced 
algorithms have also been employed in the EMS. They 
provided much better control rules compared to the 
tabular Q-learning method and rule-based scheme, and 
their dependency on the reduced-order models, which 
are critical to ECMS and MPC, can be reduced due to their 
model-free feature [20]. 

Multi-mode PHEV is a new powertrain topology 
developed in recent years to allow the vehicle operates 
in pure battery mode, series hybrid mode, and parallel 
hybrid mode flexibility for maximum fuel economy [21]. 
This powertrain topology has been widely adopted by 
OEMs and T1 suppliers worldwide, e.g., Honda, BYD, and 
MAHLE [22]. Distinguished from the control of series or 
parallel HEVs, the control of the engine, generator, and 
traction motor cannot be coupled, and multi-inputs-
multi-outputs (MIMO) control is required. This brings 
new challenges for the development of RL-based EMS 
since the conventional single-agent RL algorithms are not 
well suited for the MIMO control [23]. 

The requirements for developing advanced RL-based 
EMS for the multi-mode PHEV motivate the evolution 
from single-agent learning to multi-agent learning 
because multi-agent DRL (MADRL) offers a feasible path 
to solve the MIMO control problems [24]. MADRL 
emphasizes the behaviors of multiple learning agents 
coexisting in a common environment with different 
collaboration modes, and there are three working modes 
between the RL agents: 1) cooperative mode, 2) 
competitive mode, and 3) a mixture of the two [25]. In 
cooperative scenarios, agents work together to 
maximize a shared long-term return; in contrast, in 
competitive scenarios, agents' returns typically add up to 
zero; in mixed scenarios, there are general sum returns 
in both cooperative and competitive agents [26]. 
Because the RL-based EMS for multi-mode PHEV has yet 
to be proposed, the work is done with two new 
contributions: 1) a hand-shaking strategy is proposed for 
the DRL agents by introducing an independence ratio, 
and 2) a parametric study is conducted to obtain the best 
setting for the MADRL framework.  

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: Section 
2 formulates the control of a multi-mode PHEV as a 
MIMO control problem through mathematical 
modelling. Then the structure of hand-shaking multi-
agent learning is proposed in Section 3 with DDPG-based 
EMS introduced as the baseline method. Section 4 
conducts simulation experiments and analyzes the 
results for validation and evaluation, followed by the 
conclusions in Section 5. 

2. MIMO CONTROL IN A MULTI-MODE PHEV 

The architecture of the multi-mode PHEV studied in 
this paper is shown in Fig. 1. The motor generator (MG1) 
and the engine work together to keep the battery's SoC 
constant for longer driving distances, and the other 
motor (MG2) and engine are the power sources to drive 
and brake the vehicle. The multi-mode PHEV has 
different working modes through different mechanical 
connections like clutch, including series hybrid mode, 
parallel hybrid mode, series-parallel hybrid mode, and 
regenerative brake as shown in Fig. 1 with different color 
lines to achieve the charge-sustaining, which makes the 
EMS more complicated.  

 
Fig. 1 Configuration of the multi-mode HEV powertrain  

2.1 The energy flow model 

In general, the energy flow of the vehicle is modeled 
based on longitudinal vehicle dynamics, and the force 
demand, 𝐹𝑑𝑒𝑚(t), the power demand, 𝑃𝑑𝑒𝑚(t), and the 
torque demand, 𝑇𝑑𝑒𝑚(t) can be calculated by 

𝐹𝑑𝑒𝑚(t) =  𝑚𝑔𝑓 +
1

2
𝜌𝐴𝑓𝐶𝑑𝑣

2(t) + 𝑚𝑔𝛼 + 𝑚𝑎 (1) 

𝑃𝑑𝑒𝑚(t) =  𝐹𝑑𝑒𝑚(t)  ∙ 𝑣 (2) 
𝑇𝑑𝑒𝑚(t) = 𝐹𝑑𝑒𝑚(t) ∙ 𝑅  (3) 

where m is the vehicle mass; a is the vehicle acceleration, 
g is the gravity acceleration; 𝑓  is the rolling resistance 
coefficient; 𝜌 is the air density; 𝐴𝑓 is the front area of the 

vehicle; 𝐶𝑑  is the air resistance coefficient; 𝑣  is the 
longitudinal velocity; 𝛼  is the road slope; and 𝑅  is the 
wheel radius. 

In the series mode, the clutch is disengaged, the MG2 
solely provides the powertrain for the vehicle to achieve 
the power demand, and the engine and MG1 works 
together to keep the SOC, thus, the energy flow is 
described as: 

𝑃𝑑𝑒𝑚(𝑡) =   𝑃𝑚𝑜𝑡2(𝑡)

𝑇𝑑𝑒𝑚(𝑡) = 𝑖2 ∙ 𝑇𝑚𝑜𝑡2(𝑡)

𝑃𝑒𝑛𝑔(𝑡) =
𝑛𝑒𝑛𝑔(𝑡) ∙ 𝑇𝑒𝑛𝑔(𝑡)

9550
𝑃𝑒𝑛𝑔(𝑡) = 𝑃𝑚𝑜𝑡1(𝑡)

𝑛𝑒𝑛𝑔(𝑡) = 𝑛𝑚𝑜𝑡1(𝑡) }
  
 

  
 

 (4) 



   

In the parallel mode, the engine and MG2 both drive 
the powertrain by the clutch engagement to achieve the 
power demand, thus, the energy flow is described as: 

𝑃𝑑𝑒𝑚(𝑡) =  𝑃𝑚𝑜𝑡2(𝑡) + (𝑃𝑒𝑛𝑔(𝑡) − 𝑃𝑚𝑜𝑡1(𝑡))

𝑇𝑑𝑒𝑚(𝑡) = 𝑖1 ∙ (𝑇𝑒𝑛𝑔(𝑡) − 𝑇𝑚𝑜𝑡1(𝑡)) + 𝑖2 ∙ 𝑇𝑚𝑜𝑡2(𝑡)

𝑃𝑒𝑛𝑔(𝑡) =
𝑛𝑒𝑛𝑔(𝑡) ∙ 𝑇𝑒𝑛𝑔(𝑡)

9550
𝑛𝑒𝑛𝑔(𝑡) = 𝑛𝑚𝑜𝑡1(𝑡) }

 
 

 
 

 (5) 

where, 𝑃𝑚𝑜𝑡1,2(𝑡)  and 𝑃𝑒𝑛𝑔(𝑡)  are the electric power of 
MG1 and MG2, respectively; 𝑛𝑚𝑜𝑡1(𝑡) , 𝑛𝑚𝑜𝑡2(𝑡) , 
and 𝑛𝑒𝑛𝑔(𝑡) are the rotational speed of MG1, MG2, and 

the engine, respectively; the MG1 and MG2 torque are 
separately 𝑇𝑚𝑜𝑡1,2(𝑡) and 𝑇𝑒𝑛𝑔(t) is the engine torque; 𝑖1 is 
the transmission ratio of the gearbox to MG1, 𝑖2 is the 
final ratio of the gearbox from MG2 to the wheels. 

The energy of multi-mode PHEV is from the battery 
and the engine (fuel tank), and the total power loss 
mainly consists of the engine loss, 𝐿𝑜𝑠𝑠𝑒𝑛𝑔(𝑡) , and 

battery loss, 𝐿𝑜𝑠𝑠𝑏𝑎𝑡𝑡(𝑡), which can be calculated by 
𝑃𝑙𝑜𝑠𝑠(𝑡) = 𝐿𝑜𝑠𝑠𝑒𝑛𝑔(𝑡) + 𝐿𝑜𝑠𝑠𝑏𝑎𝑡𝑡(𝑡)

𝐿𝑜𝑠𝑠𝑒𝑛𝑔(𝑡) = 𝑚𝑓(𝑡)̇ ∙ 𝐻𝑓 −
𝑛𝑒𝑛𝑔(𝑡) ∙ 𝑇𝑒𝑛𝑔(𝑡)

9550

𝐿𝑜𝑠𝑠𝑏𝑎𝑡𝑡(𝑡) = 𝑅 ∙ 𝐼𝑏𝑎𝑡𝑡(𝑡)
2 }

 

 

 (6) 

where, 𝑃𝑙𝑜𝑠𝑠 is the total power loss; 𝐻𝑓 is the heat value 

of fuel (𝐻𝑓 = 43.5 × 106 J/kg); and 𝑅  is the equivalent 

internal resistance in the battery model. 

1) Engine model 

The engine model is used to determine the fuel 
consumption rate �̇�𝑓 (g/s) based on a 2D look-up table, 

which is a function of the engine speed, 𝑛𝑒𝑛𝑔(𝑡), and the 

engine torque, 𝑇𝑒𝑛𝑔(𝑡), by 

�̇�𝑓(𝑡) = 𝑓(𝑛𝑒𝑛𝑔(𝑡), 𝑇𝑒𝑛𝑔(𝑡)) (7) 

2) Motor models 

The power demands of MG1 and MG2 are modelled 
based on two quasi-static energy efficiency maps 𝜂1 and 
𝜂2, respectively, as follows 

𝑃𝑚𝑜𝑡1(𝑡) =
𝑛𝑚𝑜𝑡1(𝑡) ∙ 𝑇𝑚𝑜𝑡1(𝑡)

9550
∙ 𝜂1(𝑛𝑚𝑜𝑡1(𝑡) , 𝑇𝑚𝑜𝑡1(𝑡)) 

(8) 

𝑃𝑚𝑜𝑡2(𝑡)

=

{
 
 

 
 𝑛𝑚𝑜𝑡2(𝑡) ∙ 𝑇𝑚𝑜𝑡2(𝑡)

9550
∙𝜂2(𝑛𝑚𝑜𝑡2(𝑡) , 𝑇𝑚𝑜𝑡2(𝑡));   𝑇𝑚𝑜𝑡2(𝑡) > 0 

𝑛𝑚𝑜𝑡2(𝑡) ∙ 𝑇𝑚𝑜𝑡2(𝑡)

9550
∙

1

𝜂2(𝑛𝑚𝑜𝑡2(𝑡) , 𝑇𝑚𝑜𝑡2(𝑡))
;   𝑇𝑚𝑜𝑡2(𝑡) ≤ 0

 (9) 

3) Battery model 

The battery model is established by an equivalent 
circuit model as follows  

𝑃𝑏𝑎𝑡𝑡(𝑡) = 𝑃𝑚𝑜𝑡2(𝑡) − 𝑃𝑚𝑜𝑡1(𝑡)

𝑃𝑏𝑎𝑡𝑡(𝑡) = 𝑈 ∙ 𝐼𝑏𝑎𝑡𝑡(𝑡) − 𝑅 ∙ 𝐼𝑏𝑎𝑡𝑡
2 (𝑡)

𝐼𝑏𝑎𝑡𝑡(𝑡) =
𝑈 −√𝑈2 − 4 ∙ 𝑅 ∙ 𝑃𝑏𝑎𝑡𝑡(𝑡)

2 ∙ 𝑅

𝑆𝑜𝐶(𝑡) = 𝑆𝑜𝐶(0) −
∫ 𝐼𝑏𝑎𝑡𝑡(𝑡)𝑑𝑡
𝑡

0

𝑄𝑏𝑎𝑡𝑡 }
  
 

  
 

 (10) 

where, 𝑃𝑏𝑎𝑡𝑡(𝑡)  is the output power in the charge-
discharge process, 𝑆𝑜𝐶(0)  is the initial SoC value,  
𝐼𝑏𝑎𝑡𝑡(𝑡) is the current of the battery, and 𝑄𝑏𝑎𝑡𝑡  is the 
nominal battery capacity (𝑄𝑏𝑎𝑡𝑡  =54.3 Ah). Since this 
research mainly focuses on charge-sustaining control, 
the battery temperature and aging dynamics are 
ignored. The open-circuit voltage (OCV) U (U = 350V) and 
the battery internal resistance R (R = 0.15Ω) are both 
constant. 

2.2 The multiple inputs and multiple-output (MIMO) 
energy management controller 

As illustrated in Fig.2. the energy flow of the studied 

vehicle is managed by a multiple inputs and multiple-

output (MIMO) controller. By observing the battery Soc 

and the overall torque demand as the control inputs, the 

MIMO controller calculates the torque demands for 

MG1, MG2, and the engine, respectively, to general 

sufficient torque to drive the vehicle while maintaining 

the battery SoC.  

 
Fig. 2 MIMO control architecture  

The work process of the MIMO controller is to 

resolve an optimization problem defined as follows： 

𝑀𝑖𝑛𝑖𝑚𝑖𝑧𝑒  𝑃𝑙𝑜𝑠𝑠(𝒖𝑚𝑜𝑡1, 𝒖𝑚𝑜𝑡2, 𝑇𝑑𝑒𝑚)𝑎𝑛𝑑 ∆𝑆𝑂𝐶(𝒖𝑚𝑜𝑡1, 𝒖𝑚𝑜𝑡2, 𝑇𝑑𝑒𝑚) 

𝑠. 𝑡.

{
 
 
 

 
 
 𝐿𝑜𝑠𝑠𝑒𝑛𝑔(𝑡) = 𝑚𝑓(𝑡)̇ ∙ 𝐻𝑓 −

𝑛𝑒𝑛𝑔(𝑡) ∙ 𝑇𝑒𝑛𝑔(𝑡)

9550
𝐿𝑜𝑠𝑠𝑏𝑎𝑡𝑡(𝑡) = 𝑅 ∙ 𝐼𝑏𝑎𝑡𝑡(𝑡)2

𝑆𝑜𝐶(𝑡) = 𝑆𝑜𝐶(0) −
∫ 𝐼𝑏𝑎𝑡𝑡(𝑡)𝑑𝑡
𝑡

0

𝑄𝑏𝑎𝑡𝑡
𝑆𝑜𝐶− ≤ 𝑆𝑜𝐶(𝑡) ≤ 𝑆𝑜𝐶+

𝑎𝑛𝑑 𝑜𝑡ℎ𝑒𝑟 𝑝ℎ𝑦𝑠𝑖𝑐𝑎𝑙 𝑐𝑜𝑛𝑠𝑡𝑟𝑎𝑖𝑛𝑡𝑠

 (11) 



   

where, the overall power loss, 𝑃𝑙𝑜𝑠𝑠 , and the SoC 
difference, ∆𝑆𝑂𝐶 , are two objectives which need to be 
minimized; the MG1 torque command,  𝑢𝑚𝑜𝑡1(𝑡), and 
the MG2 torque command, 𝑢𝑚𝑜𝑡2(𝑡) , are the 
optimization variables to be determined during the real-
time control; and the optimization should be subjected 
to the vehicle energy flow models and other physical 
constraints of the powertrain system and subsystems.  

3. HAND-SHAKING MULTI-AGENT LEARNING  
To resolve the optimization problem defined in Eq. 

11, this paper proposes a hand-shaking multi-agent 
learning scheme as shown in Fig.3 which involves two 
DDPG agents minimizing the fuel consumption and 
battery usage through the torque control of MG1 and 
MG2 simultaneously. Generally, the learning process 
starts with the observation of state variables. Then, the 
agent uses an actor network to generate a control action 
and implements it on the vehicle system to measure a 
reward value. By recording the state variables, action 
variables, and reward variables, a critic network will be 
trained to update the actor network. The main 
differences between the multi-agent learning system 
and the single-agent learning system (baseline) are 
summarized in Table I. Details of the main components 
of both learning systems are described as follows. 

TABLE I 

COMPARISON OF SINGLE-AGENT AND MULTI-AGENT SYSTEMS 

 Single-agent Multi-agent 

No. of Agents 1 2 

States 𝑇𝑑𝑒𝑚(𝑡), 𝑆𝑜𝐶(𝑡) 𝑇𝑑𝑒𝑚(𝑡), 𝑆𝑜𝐶(𝑡) 

Action(s) 𝑢𝑚𝑜𝑡1(𝑡) 𝑢𝑚𝑜𝑡1(𝑡),   𝑢𝑚𝑜𝑡2(𝑡) 

Reward Weighted sum 

Two unique 

functions with 

different preference 

3.1 Agent(s) 

The main difference between the single-agent 
learning system and the multi-agent system is the 
number of learning agents, i.e., the single-agent system 
only has one learning agent while the multi-agent system 
has more than two agents. The learning agent is a multi-
input and single-output (MISO) control model that has 
the capability of self-learning for the development of 
control policy. It can be developed based on Q-learning, 
deep Q-learning, or other reinforcement learning 
algorithms. In this study, the environment states and 
action variables are continuously varying, therefore, the 
agent is developed based on the Deep Deterministic 
Policy Gradient (DDPG) algorithm. The proposed multi-
agent system includes two agents with different reward 
preferences for the two optimization objectives, and 
each of the agents generates the control signal for MG1 
and MG2, respectively. 

3.2 States and actions 

In this study, both single-agent system and multi-

agent system monitor vehicle torque demands and 

battery SoC values as the state variables in a two-

dimensional vector space as 

𝑠(𝑡) = [𝑇𝑑𝑒𝑚(𝑡), 𝑆𝑜𝐶(𝑡)] (12) 

where  𝑠(𝑡)  is the current state at the  𝑡𝑡ℎ  time step; 

𝑇𝑑𝑒𝑚(𝑡) is the power demand value at the 𝑡𝑡ℎ step. 

Since the single agent system can only output a 

single control action, 𝑎𝑠(𝑡) , this study uses the DDPG 

algorithm in the single system to compute the control 

command 𝑢𝑚𝑜𝑡1(𝑡) for MG1,  

𝑎𝑠(𝑡) = 𝑢𝑚𝑜𝑡1(𝑡)   (13) 

And the control commands  𝑢𝑚𝑜𝑡1(𝑡) and 𝑢𝑚𝑜𝑡2(𝑡) of 

MG1 and MG2, and the control command 𝑢𝑒𝑛𝑔(𝑡) of the 

engine can be calculated by 

𝑇𝑒𝑛𝑔 = 𝑢𝑚𝑜𝑡1(𝑡) ∙ 𝑇𝑚𝑜𝑡1_𝑚𝑎𝑥 + 𝑇𝐺𝐵
𝑇𝑑𝑒𝑚 = 𝑢𝑚𝑜𝑡2(𝑡) ∙ 𝑇𝑚𝑜𝑡2_𝑚𝑎𝑥 + 𝑇𝑒𝑛𝑔

𝑢𝑒𝑛𝑔(𝑡) =
𝑢𝑚𝑜𝑡1(𝑡) ∙ 𝑇𝑚𝑜𝑡1_𝑚𝑎𝑥 + 𝑇𝐺𝐵

𝑇𝑒𝑛𝑔_𝑚𝑎𝑥
 

 (14) 

 
Fig.3.   DDPG-based EMS with multi-agent learning 



   

where, 𝑇𝑚𝑜𝑡1_𝑚𝑎𝑥  is the maximum torque of the MG1; 

𝑇𝑒𝑛𝑔_𝑚𝑎𝑥 is the maximum torque that can be supplied by 

the engine; and  𝑇𝑑𝑒𝑚 is the torque demand for driving 

and braking the vehicle; 𝑇𝐺𝐵 is the torque of the output 

shaft provided by the engine when MG2 output torque 

cannot meet the requirement of the total torque output.  

For the proposed multi-agent system that has two 

DDPG agents, the actions as the output of the multi-

agent system can be 

𝑎𝑚(𝑡) = [𝑢𝑚𝑜𝑡1(𝑡), 𝑢𝑚𝑜𝑡2(𝑡)] (15) 

where 𝑢𝑚𝑜𝑡1(𝑡) is the output of the first DDPG agent for 

control of MG1 while 𝑢𝑚𝑜𝑡2(𝑡)  is the output of the 

second DDPG agent for control of MG2. And the engine 

control command can be calculated using Eq.14 as well. 

Both 𝑎𝑠(𝑡)  and 𝑎𝑚(𝑡)  are calculated following a 

rolling process of exploration and exploitation as defined 

in the DDPG algorithm [18]. 

3.3 Reward functions and hand-shaking design 

The single-agent system implements a weighted sum 
method to incorporate the optimization objectives by 

𝑟𝑠(𝑡) = −𝛼𝑃𝑙𝑜𝑠𝑠(𝑡) − 𝛽|𝑆𝑜𝐶𝑟𝑒𝑓 − 𝑆𝑜𝐶(𝑡)|  (16) 
where 𝛼  is a scaling factor; 𝑆𝑜𝐶𝑟𝑒𝑓  is the target battery 
SoC value to be maintained during the driving; and 𝛽 is a 
conditional weight factor, which yields 

𝛽 = {
0,      𝑆𝑜𝐶(𝑡) ≥ 𝑆𝑜𝐶𝑟𝑒𝑓

2,   𝑆𝑜𝐶(𝑡) < 𝑆𝑜𝐶𝑟𝑒𝑓 
  (17) 

The conditional weight factor will allow the DDPG 

agent has higher priority in minimizing fuel consumption 

when the SoC level is high. 

The proposed multi-agent learning system provides 

access to comprehensive evaluations of the optimization 

objectives by incorporating global reward (𝑟𝑔𝑙𝑜𝑏𝑎𝑙), and 

local rewards ( 𝑟𝑙𝑜𝑐𝑎𝑙,1  and 𝑟𝑙𝑜𝑐𝑎𝑙,2 ) in a hand-shaking 

manner through the independence ratio 𝑅ind as 

{
 𝑟𝑚1 = 𝑅ind  ∗  𝑟𝑔𝑙𝑜𝑏𝑎𝑙 + 𝑟𝑙𝑜𝑐𝑎𝑙,1
 𝑟𝑚2 = 𝑅ind  ∗  𝑟𝑔𝑙𝑜𝑏𝑎𝑙 + 𝑟𝑙𝑜𝑐𝑎𝑙,2  

                (18) 

where 𝑟𝑚1  and 𝑟𝑚2  are the rewards for the first DDPG 
agent and the second DDPG agent, respectively. Since, 
minimizing the power loss is the main optimization 
objective, the power loss value is the element for the 
global reward function, 

𝑟𝑔𝑙𝑜𝑏𝑎𝑙 = −𝑃𝑙𝑜𝑠𝑠(𝑡)   (19) 

Two local reward functions are designed to balance 
the usages of the ICE engine and the battery with two 
DDPG agents. 𝑟𝑙𝑜𝑐𝑎𝑙,1  and 𝑟𝑙𝑜𝑐𝑎𝑙,2  are allocated for the 

first DDPG agent and the second DDPG agent 
respectively, and they can be calculated by:  

{
𝑟𝑙𝑜𝑐𝑎𝑙,1 = −𝛽|𝑆𝑜𝐶𝑟𝑒𝑓 − 𝑆𝑜𝐶(𝑡)|

𝑟𝑙𝑜𝑐𝑎𝑙,2 = −𝛼𝐿𝑜𝑠𝑠𝑒𝑛𝑔(𝑡)
             (20) 

where 𝛼  is the scaling factor and 𝛽  is the weighting 
factor. In this research, 𝛼 and 𝛽in the multi-agent system 
are set as same values with the single-agent system. 

4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 
Based on a software-in-the-loop testing platform 

built in MATLAB/Simulink, this section presents the 
learning performance of the multi-agent system with 
different handshaking modes defined by different 𝑅ind 
values. This section will also compare the performances 
of two PHEVs that are controlled by the single-agent 
system and the proposed multi-agent system. Both the 
single-agent system and the multi-agent system are 
developed on a training driving cycle that is built with 
elements generated from four standard driving cycles 
including Artemis Rural, RTS95, UDDS, and WLTP. As 
illustrated in Fig.4, the training cycle has four phases, 
where Phase 1 represents the low-speed region of the 
Artemis Rural cycle; Phase 2 involves the maximum 

acceleration in the RTS95 cycle; Phase 3 represents the 
medium-speed in UDDS Driving Cycle; Phase 4 involves 
the high-speed region in the WLTP Cycle. In each learning 
episode, the four phases will be reorganized randomly to 
provide the learning noise for robustness evaluation of 
the learning. 

 

Fig. 4. An example of the learning cycle 

4.1 Learning performances of the multi-agent systems 
with different 𝑅ind 

To determine the unified setting for the 
independence ratio in the multi-agent system, this paper 
investigated the performances of a PHEV controlled by 
the MADRL systems with the 𝑅ind value changing from 0 
to 0.8 with 0.2 intervals. The simulation experiments are 
conducted under the learning cycles, and the learning 
curves of the two DDPG agents illustrating the evolution 
of agent rewards in 80 episodes are compared in Fig.5. 

Most of the studied cases ( 𝑅ind = 0, 0.2, and 0.6 ) 
demonstrate the way of handshaking in the multi-agent 
system, in which, both agents have the same tendency of 



   

growing with their reward values increasing over time. 
Nevertheless, in the system with a 𝑅ind value of 0.4, the 
two agents are growing in exactly opposite directions. In 
the system with a 𝑅ind value of 0.8, although both agents 
have the same tendency, the reward values of the multi-
agent system decrease over time. The study also 
suggested that the multi-agent system with a 𝑅ind value 
of 0.2 is the best since it can stably achieve the highest 
reward values for both agents with the fastest speed.  

4.2 Comparison with the single-agent system 

This section investigates the fuel economy and 
battery SoC performance of the multi-mode PHEVs 
controlled by the single-agent system and the multi-
agent system with a 𝑅ind  value of 0.2, respectively. 
Simulation experiments are conducted with different 
initial battery SoC values of 25%, 28%, and 30%, 
respectively. The results are summarized in Table II, in 
which the battery SoC error and energy-saving rate are 
calculated by  

𝑆𝑂𝐶𝑒𝑟𝑟𝑜𝑟 =
|𝑆𝑂𝐶𝐸𝑛𝑑 − 𝑆𝑂𝐶𝐼𝑛𝑖𝑡𝑖𝑎𝑙|

𝑆𝑂𝐶𝐼𝑛𝑖𝑡𝑖𝑎𝑙
∗ 100% 

(21) 
𝑆𝑎𝑣𝑖𝑛𝑔 =

|𝐹𝑢𝑒𝑙𝑀𝑢𝑙𝑡𝑖−𝑎𝑔𝑒𝑛𝑡 −𝐹𝑢𝑒𝑙𝑆𝑖𝑛𝑔𝑙𝑒−𝑎𝑔𝑒𝑛𝑡|

𝐹𝑢𝑒𝑙𝑆𝑖𝑛𝑔𝑙𝑒−𝑎𝑔𝑒𝑛𝑡
∗ 100% 

where 𝑆𝑂𝐶𝑖𝑛𝑖𝑡𝑖𝑎𝑙 and 𝑆𝑂𝐶𝐸𝑛𝑑 are the battery SoC value 
at the beginning and the end of a driving cycle, 
respectively; 𝐹𝑢𝑒𝑙𝑠𝑖𝑛𝑔𝑙𝑒−𝑎𝑔𝑒𝑛𝑡  and 𝐹𝑢𝑒𝑙𝑀𝑢𝑙𝑡𝑖−𝑎𝑔𝑒𝑛𝑡  are 

the fuel consumption in L/100km for the single-agent 
system and the multi-agent system, respectively. 

From the results illustrated in Table II, the proposed 
multi-agent system outperforms the single-agent system 
robustly. Compared to the single-agent system, the 
multi-agent system generates two control variables to 
allow MG1 and MG2 controlled independently. This 
mechanism enables more accurate control of battery 
SoC leading to less SoC error. The SoC error range of the 
multi-agent system is from 3.21% - 3.60% while the range 
of the single-agent system is 8.8% - 9.30%. In the three 

tests with different battery initial SoC, the multi-agent 
system saved 2.538%, 2.130%, and 2.554% fuels, 
respectively.  

TABLE II 

LEARNING PERFORMANCE OF THE SINGLE-AGENT AND MULTI-

AGENT LEARNING  

Initial 

SoC 
Method 

End 

SoC 

SOC 

Error 

(%) 

Fuel/100km 

(L/100km) 

Saving 

(%) 

25% 
Single 27.2% 8.80 4.534 - 

Multi-agent 24.1% 3.60 4.419 2.538 

28% 
Single 30.5% 8.93 4.547 - 

Multi-agent 27.1% 3.21 4.450 2.130 

30% 
Single 32.8% 9.33 4.534 - 

Multi-agent 28.6% 4.67 4.418 2.554 

 

5. CONCLUSION 

This paper studied on learning-based energy 
management control of a multi-mode PHEV as a 
continuous MIMO control optimization problem, and a 
new multi-agent deep reinforcement learning system is 
proposed. The work has been down with two new 
contributions: 1) a hand-shaking strategy is proposed for 
the DRL agents by introducing an independence ratio, 
and 2) a parametric study is conducted to obtain the best 
setting for the MADRL framework. The conclusions 
drawn from the investigation are as follows: 
1) The collaboration mode of the multi-agent system 

can be controlled by the proposed independence 
ratio, which needs to be fine-tuned otherwise the 
learning agents will grow in two opposite directions 
or go down together. 

2) The study suggested that the unified setting for the 
independence ratio is 0.2 for control of the multi-
mode PHEV concerning both learning speed and 
maximum reward achievable.  

3) The proposed multi-agent system can reduce the 
battery SoC error by up to 59% while saving more 

       
(a) Agent A      (b) Agent B 

Fig.5.  Learning performance of different ratios (SOC initial value is 0.28) 



   

than 2.4% of fuel compared to the single-agent 
system. 
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