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Abstract

Accurately estimating the Remaining Useful Life (RUL) of lithium-
ion batteries is crucial for maintaining the safe and stable operation of
rechargeable battery management systems. However, this task is often
challenging due to the complex temporal dynamics. Recently, attention-
based networks, such as Transformers and Informer, have been the popular
architecture in time series forecasting. Despite their effectiveness, these
models with abundant parameters necessitate substantial training time
to unravel temporal patterns. To tackle these challenges, we propose a
simple MLP-Mixer-based architecture named “Intra-Inter Patch Mixer”
(IIP-Mixer), which is an architecture based exclusively on multi-layer per-
ceptrons (MLPs), extracting information by mixing operations along both
intra-patch and inter-patch dimensions for battery RUL prediction. The
proposed IIP-Mixer comprises parallel dual-head mixer layers: the intra-
patch mixing MLP, capturing local temporal patterns in the short-term
period, and the inter-patch mixing MLP, capturing global temporal pat-
terns in the long-term period. Notably, to address the varying importance
of features in RUL prediction, we introduce a weighted loss function in the
MLP-Mixer-based architecture, marking the first time such an approach
has been employed. Our experiments demonstrate that IIP-Mixer achieves
competitive performance in battery RUL prediction, outperforming other
popular time-series frameworks.

1 Introduction

Lithium-ion batteries are widely used in electric vehicles, unmanned aerial ve-
hicles, and grid energy storage systems. Accurately predicting the Remaining
Useful Life (RUL) of a battery plays an important role in managing the health
and estimating the state of a lithium-ion battery. [1] [2] However, accurately
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predicting the RUL of batteries is highly challenging due to nonlinear degrada-
tion mechanisms caused by cycling and varied operational conditions. Generally,
battery RUL is defined as the number of cycles when a battery reaches 80% ini-
tial capacity. Previous works on battery RUL prediction can be categorized into
two main approaches: physics-based approaches and data-driven approaches. [3]

Physics-based approaches such as the single particle model [4] and pseudo-
two-dimensional model [5] based on electrochemical principles underlying Lithium-
Ion Batteries (LIBs) can simulate a battery’s current and voltage characteristics
from kinetics and transport equations. Although these models are usually pre-
cise and understandable, they come with significant computational demands and
difficulties when extending their applicability to different battery cell types. [6]

Conversely, data-driven approaches do not make a priori assumptions about
battery degradation mechanisms but instead leverage historical cycling data of
batteries. Most of the current data-driven-based approaches integrate intricate
structures such as gating mechanisms [6] [7] and attention mechanisms [8] [9].
Though effective, these complex approaches require significant training time to
thoroughly explore temporal and intercorrelation patterns, demanding exten-
sive computing resources. [10] Besides, the permutation-invariant self-attention
mechanism leads to a loss of temporal information to some extent. [11] Our
work aims to design a simple model that does not rely on any form of costly
complex gates operation, or attention mechanism, yet performs competitively
compared to existing models.

In this work, we introduce the Intra-Inter Patch Mixer (or “IIP-Mixer” for
short) architecture. This architecture is exclusively based on the application
of multi-layer perceptron across intra-patch and inter-patch. Importantly, IIP-
Mixer refrains from employing gating, convolutions [12], or self-attention mech-
anisms, relying solely on basic matrix multiplication routines, changes to data
layout (reshapes and transpositions), and scalar nonlinearities. [13] Our contri-
butions are the following:

• We propose IIP-Mixer, a novel model built on all MLP architecture that
leverages intra-inter patch mixing MLP design to capture the local and
global temporal patterns in the time series.

• To achieve precise predictions of Remaining Useful Life, we introduce the
parallel dual heads to aggregate output information from both intra-patch
mixing MLP and inter-patch mixing MLP.

• Considering the varying importance of different variables in battery Re-
maining Useful Life prediction, we proposed a weighted loss function to
further enhance prediction performance.

• The experimental results show that the IIP-Mixer architecture proposed
can effectively improve the accuracy of the prediction of battery remaining
useful life relying solely on MLP-based structures.
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2 Related Work

As rechargeable batteries are a source of power for many devices, such as electric
cars, mobile phones, unmanned aerial vehicles, and so on, it is critical to ensure
their reliability and safety. Remaining useful life predictions have become in-
creasingly important topics and have received considerable attention in recent
years. To predict RUL for rechargeable batteries accurately, many deep-learning
models have been proposed. [14]

• MLP: Multi-layer perceptron (MLP) is a kind of artificial neural network
with a forward structure, including an input layer, an output layer, and
several hidden layers [15]. For RUL prediction, MLP is applied to learn the
nonlinear capacity degradation of the battery. However, as the number of
layers increases, the number of parameters increases rapidly, which easily
leads to overfitting.

• RNN: Recurrent neural network (RNN) is a kind of neural network for
processing sequential data [16] [17] [18]. Sharing parameters across differ-
ent parts of the model makes it possible to apply the model to examples
of different lengths. However, recurrent neural networks with a recur-
rent manner have a high time cost for training, and the performance will
degrade due to long-term dependency.

• Transformer: To learn trends from sequential data, the multi-head atten-
tion network of the Transformer is used to capture sequential information
precisely and improves the training performance of neural networks [9]
[19]. However, for a small dataset, it can easily lead to overfitting. There-
fore, the performances of Transformer-based models are not always greater
than MLP-based or RNN-based frameworks.

3 Methods

3.1 Problem Formulation

For systems like lithium-ion batteries, the degradation process often spans lots of
cycles, with numerous variables collected by various sensors during each cycle.
In this work, the battery RUL prediction problem is a case of multivariate
time series prediction problem. Specifically, given the historical observations
X ∈ RC×L, where L is the length of the lookback window, C is the number
of variables. We consider the task of predicting Y ∈ RC×N , where N is the
number of subsequent time steps. [20] In this work, we focus on the case when
the values of the target time series are equal to the historical observation.

3.2 The Framework

Inspired by the recent MLP architecture MLP-Mixer [13], The idea behind
the IIP-Mixer architecture is to separate the intra-patch mixing and inter-patch
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mixing to capture local temporal patterns and global temporal patterns simulta-
neously. Both operations are implemented with MLPs. The central architecture
of the IIP-Mixer is an MLP-based design, which aggregates information from
both intra-patch and inter-patch within the input series. It is worth noting that,
different future has different patch mixers. For univariate time series, as illus-
trated in Figure 1, this framework contains the following major components:

Figure 1: Intra-Inter Patch Mixing Architecture for Battery Remaining Useful
Life Prediction.

Input series transformation: From the perspective of channel indepen-
dence, the multivariate time series X ∈ RC×L were divided into C univariate
series X(i) ∈ RL, i = 1, 2, · · ·C. These univariate series are independently fed
into the IIP-Mixer model. This approach breaks down these input univariate
series into smaller and structured patches. It transforms each original univari-
ate time series from a 1D series to 2D patches while preserving their original
relative positions, expressed as follows:

X(i) ∈ RL → X(i) ∈ RH×W

where W represents the patch length, and H denotes the number of patches for
each univariate series, which is a tuning hyperparameter.

Intra-patch mixing MLP: The rows in the 2D input univariate seriesX(i)

represent distinct patches, while the columns denote time steps. A trainable
intra-patch mixing MLP shared across all patches is employed to map each patch
to a hidden space. We utilize a multilayer perceptron with a single hidden layer

to capture local temporal patterns within patches. The size of output O
(i)
intra

is the same with input X(i), the process can be summarized as the following
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equations:

O
(i)
intra = W 2σ

(
W 1X

(i)
)

It is essential to highlight that, the parameters of intra-patch mixing MLP
shared across all patches prevent the architecture from growing too fast when
increasing the length L of the lookback window and leads to significant memory
savings.

Inter-patch mixing MLP: The 2D patches X(i)T is a transposition of
X(i). Scilicet, the rows of which represent time steps, while the columns denote
distinct patches. A trainable inter-patch mixing MLP shared across all of the
time steps is employed to map each time step to a hidden space. The same
as intra-patch mixing MLP, inter-patch mixing MLP utilizes a multilayer per-
ceptron with a single hidden layer to capture global temporal patterns across

patches. The size of output O
(i)
inter is the same with input X(i)T , the process

can be summarized as the following equations:

O
(i)
inter = W 4σ

(
W 3X

(i)T
)

Linear projection: Linear projection is a trainable linear neural network
that projects aggregated output information from the intra-patch mixing MLP
and inter-patch mixing MLP to predict future time steps. Additionally, the
input of linear projection incorporates skip-connections of X(i), This residual
design ensures that IIP-Mixer retains the capacity of temporal linear models
while still being able to exploit intra-inter patch information. The linear pro-
jection takes input flattened from 2D patches to 1D time series and predicts
long time-series sequences in a single forward operation, significantly enhancing
inference speed. The process can be summarized as the following equations:

Ŷ
(i)

= W5 flatten
(
O

(i)
intra +O

(i)
inter

T +X(i)
)

Weighted loss function: Considering the varying importance of different
variables in battery RUL prediction. To further enhance prediction perfor-
mance, different from the loss function of traditional multivariate time series
prediction, we propose to use the weighted mean square error as our loss func-
tion, which can be rewritten as:

WMSELoss =

C∑
i=1

αi

 1

N

N∑
j=1

(
Ŷ

(i)

j − Y
(i)
j

)2


where, αi represents the weight assigned to the i-th variable, which is derived
from the random forest regressor. It signifies the importance of each variable in
predicting the Remaining Useful Life of the battery.

3.3 The Multivariate Time Series

In predicting the remaining useful life of rechargeable lithium-ion batteries, a
lot of prior research uses only the capacity feature and barely considers more
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features of the battery in the charge-discharge cycles [6] [9]. However, the RUL
of batteries can vary significantly from the same type of battery among different
charge-discharge settings due to different temperatures, voltages, and currents.
So, if we predict the RUL of batteries only relying on univariate time series, it
will reduce the generalization ability of the prediction model.

To address these issues mentioned above, we propose a multivariate in-
put representation that includes the features of charge and discharge cycles
of rechargeable batteries. Scilicet, we predict the RUL of rechargeable batteries
from a multivariate time series sequence. It is worth noting that, feature gen-
eration and selection are crucial to the prediction performance of our proposed
approach. To better capture the evolving trends in time series data, we generate
a feature by calculating the mean of the accumulated capacity for each discharge
cycle. Moreover, the presence of noise and redundant information in the raw
measurements can impede model convergence. To address this, we introduce
a random forest regressor [21] to identify and incorporate the most important
features, thereby improving both the convergence speed and accuracy of the
model.

3.4 Dual-Head MLP

Motivated by PatchMixer [22], we employ the dual forecasting heads design
in our IIP-Mixer model, including one intra-patch mixing MLP head and one
inter-patch mixing MLP head.

The intra-patch mixing MLP head comprises two fully connected layers and
a GeLU nonlinearity, facilitating communication between time steps within a
patch and capturing short-term temporal dependencies. The parameters within
the intra-patch mixing MLP act as the short-term memory of IIP-Mixer, empha-
sizing the learning of information among local time steps without considering
the entire input sequence.

The structure of the inter-patch mixing MLP head just the same as the intra-
patch mixing MLP head, allows communication between different patches and
captures temporal dependencies across the whole input sequence. It consistently
processes the same time step of each patch independently, extracting long-term
temporal dependencies within the entire input sequence.

It is essential to note that, unlike PatchMixer, where serial dual heads are
employed, our approach features parallel dual forecasting heads. The forecasting
procedure simultaneously incorporates output information from the dual-head
MLP and residual connections from past sequences to model future sequences
using a linear projection. The training procedure of IIP-Mixer is summarized
in Algorithm 1.
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Algorithm 1 IIP-Mixer: PyTorch-like Pseudocode
# x : segments of the univariate time series
# x⊤ : the transposition of input x
# params: parameters of the network: mixer1:N + fc
for x in loader: # load a minibatch

x = tf(x) # transform x from 1D to 2D
for i in range(N) # loop number of mixer layer

x= mixer i(x) # the i-th mixer layer
x = ft(x) # flatten x from 2D to 1D
pred = fc(x) # full connection layer
loss = WMSELoss ( pred, true ) # weighted MSE loss function
loss.backward() # back-propagate
update(params) # SGD update

# mixer layers
def mixer (x):

Ointra = mlpintra (x) # intra-patch mixing MLP
Ointer = mlpinter (x

⊤) # inter-patch mixing MLP
x = Ointra +O⊤

inter + x # aggregate output information
return x

4 Experiments

4.1 Datasets

We conduct our experiments using PyTorch on the public dataset: NASA PCoE
battery dataset, available from the NASA Ames Research Center website, con-
tains the charge-discharge records of different lithium-ion batteries in multiple
settings. Nonetheless, directly inputting battery measurements into a deep neu-
ral network poses challenges due to the potentially enormous amount of sampled
data per cycle. In the realm of time series analysis, it is common practice to
consolidate high-dimensional raw measurements at the cycle level through the
application of statistical metrics, like minimum value, maximum value, and
mean value at each cycle.

4.2 Baselines

We benchmark our IIP-Mixer models against commonly used basic networks,
including MLP, Transformer models, and its newly proposed variants such as
DLinear [11] and Informer [23].

• MLP: A multilayer perceptron is just like a mathematical function that
maps input values to output values. multiple layers are used to learn the
dynamic and nonlinear degradation trend of the battery.

• Transformer: Transformer is a model that uses an attention mechanism
for model training, it mainly consists of two components: an Encoder and
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a Decoder, with which we can predict the capacity degradation trend of
the battery.

• Informer: A variant of transformer architecture, that efficiently handles
extremely long input sequences by highlights dominating attention by
halving cascading layer input. It predicts the long time-series sequences
in one forward operation rather than a step-by-step way, which drastically
improves the inference speed.

• DLinear: In consideration of permutation-invariant and “anti-ordering” to
some extent of transformer-based architecture [11], DLinear decomposes
the time series into a trend and a remainder series and employs two one-
layer linear networks to extract the temporal relations among an ordering
set of continuous points.

4.3 Implementation

4.3.1 Parameter Settings

Our model has six key parameters: patch size, learning rate, dropout, length of
patch, number of mixer blocks, and number of principal features of time series.
During our experiments, the hyper-parameters are tuned based on the validation
set. its details for the training process are shown in Table 1. Additionally, for
a more meaningful comparison, we aligned the size of lookback windows to 16,
consistent with the approach in [9].

Table 1: Hyper-parameter summary.
Hyper-Parameter Range of Values

Patch Size {2, 4, 8}
Learning Rate {0.0001, 0.0005, 0.001}

Dropout {0.05, 0.1, 0.2}
Length of Patch {2, 4, 8}
# of Mixer Blocks {1, 2, 3, 4}

# of Principal Features {1,2,4,6,8,10,12,14,16}

4.3.2 Evaluation Metrics

In our experiments, four evaluation metrics are used. In addition to three com-
ment metrics Mean Absolute Error (MAE), Root Mean Square Error (RMSE),
and Mean Absolute Percentage Error(MAPE), [24] we chose the Absolute Rel-
ative Error (ARE) [9] to evaluate the prediction performance of battery RUL,
which are defined as follow:

ARE =
|RULpre −RULture|

RULture
× 100%
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where RULture denotes the true RUL of the battery and RULpre denotes the
prediction of RUL from models. Additionally, we conducted each experiment
three times using three consecutive seeds and reported the mean of the evalua-
tion metrics.

5 Results

5.1 Performance of IIP-Mixer

Despite its simplicity, IIP-Mixer attains competitive results. To verify the per-
formance of our methods, we conducted our experiments on four baseline meth-
ods. The MAE, RMSE, MAPE, and ARE scores obtained for all methods are
shown in Table 2, the best results are shown in bold. From the results we
conclude the following:

• The Transformer and its variant, the Informer model, excel in modeling
both long-term and short-term dependencies, showcasing superior perfor-
mance on long-time series data. However, it is worth noting that, they
can easily lead to overfitting for small datasets, such as the NASA PCoE
battery dataset.

• The MPL model is adept at capturing global temporal patterns but may
struggle to capture local temporal patterns from time series data. Con-
sequently, its performance remains average across all evaluation metrics
compared to other methods.

• The DLinear model decomposes the time series into a trend and a remain-
der series. It utilizes two one-layer linear networks to extract temporal
relations among an ordered set of continuous points, making it adept at
capturing both the trend and season of a time series.

• Among all the baseline methods, our proposed model IIP-Mixer achieves
the best experimental results. It demonstrates that IIP-Mixer can capture
the local and global temporal patterns in time series data, this is a great
help for battery RUL prediction.

Table 2: Performances of methods on NASA PCoE battery dataset.
Methods MAE(Ah) RMSE(Ah) MAPE(%) ARE(%)

Transformer 0.055 0.073 3.697 9.589
Informer 0.049 0.063 3.281 4.110
MLP 0.050 0.066 3.402 6.393

DLinear 0.041 0.052 2.732 3.196
IIP-Mixer 0.037 0.048 2.480 1.370
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5.2 Computation Efficiency

We investigated the computational efficiency of all neural networks mentioned
above based on the length L of the input time series. Comparisons of theoret-
ical time complexity and memory usage [23] are summarized in Table 3. It is
important to note that, in our model, the patch size W can equal the patch
number H, so we have W ×H = W 2 = H2 = L. It is evident that our model,
like DLinear, has the lowest cost across all computational metrics.

Table 3: L-related computation statics of each layer.

Methods
Training Testing

Time Memory Step
Transformer O(L2) O(L2) L
Informer O(L logL) O(L logL) 1
MLP O(L2) O(L2) 1

DLinear O(L) O(L) 1
IIP-Mixer O(L) O(L) 1

5.3 Ablation Study

5.3.1 Effect of Dual-Head MLP

To evaluate the effectiveness of dual-head MLP, we individually remove the
intra-patch mixing MLP head or inter-patch mixing MLP head. Table 4 demon-
strates that the dual-head MLP mechanism outperforms all other configurations.
This result highlights the effectiveness of the dual-head mechanism in compari-
son to a single output head.

It is worth noting that, the performance of architecture without an intra-
patch mixing MLP head is better than that without inter-patch mixing MLP
head. Scilicet, inter-patch mixing MLP that captures global temporal patterns
performs better than intra-patch mixing MLP that captures local temporal pat-
terns in battery RUL prediction.

Table 4: Ablation study of dual-head MLP.
Methods MAE(Ah) RMSE(Ah) MAPE(%) ARE(%)
w/o inter 0.081 0.095 5.443 34.703
w/o intra 0.044 0.055 2.940 5.023
IIP-Mixer 0.037 0.048 2.480 1.370

5.3.2 Serial vs Parallel Heads

Unlike the serial structure of dual-head MLP in MLP-Mixer and PatchMixer,
we introduce a parallel structure for dual heads. To evaluate the effectiveness
of the parallel heads structure, we compare the performance of serial heads
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(intra-first), serial heads (inter-first), and parallel heads. As shown in Table 5,
it is evident that the parallel heads structure outperforms the serial structure
in battery RUL prediction.

Table 5: Comparison of serial and parallel heads.
Methods MAE(Ah) RMSE(Ah) MAPE(%) ARE(%)

Serial Heads (inter-first) 0.063 0.076 4.258 15.068
Serial Heads (intra-first) 0.045 0.056 3.032 4.110

Parallel Heads 0.037 0.048 2.480 1.370

5.3.3 Effect of Weighted Loss Function

In the majority of recent research on MLP-based models, the loss functions
have not taken into account the varying importance of different variables. As
shown in Table 6, it is evident that the weighted loss function outperforms the
loss function without weighting, resulting in relative improvements of 5%, 2%,
and 3% in Mean Absolute Error (MAE), Root Mean Square Error (RMSE) and
Mean Absolute Percentage Error (MAPE), respectively.

Table 6: Comparison of loss function: with weighted vs. w/o weighted.
Methods MAE(Ah) RMSE(Ah) MAPE(%) ARE(%)

w/o weighted 0.039 0.049 2.562 1.370
w weighted 0.037 0.048 2.480 1.370

5.3.4 Effect of Multivariate

We investigate the impact of multivariate time series in Table 7. The learning
performance with principal multivariate time series surpasses that of univari-
ate time series. Specifically, predicting the Remaining Useful Life of batteries
using a multivariate time series of principal features significantly enhances the
generalization ability of the prediction model.

It’s important to highlight that training with multivariate time series con-
taining all features may lead to a reduction in model performance. Therefore,
the feature selection pipeline plays a critical role in determining prediction per-
formance.

Table 7: Comparison of time series: univariate vs. multivariate.
Methods MAE(Ah) RMSE(Ah) MAPE(%) ARE(%)
Univariate 0.042 0.054 2.822 3.653

Multivariate(full) 0.052 0.064 3.510 7.306
Multivariate (principal) 0.037 0.048 2.480 1.370
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6 Conclusion

In this paper, we present IIP-Mixer, an innovative MLP-Mixer-based architec-
ture designed to predict Remaining Useful Life in batteries. IIP-Mixer incor-
porates parallel dual-head MLP: the intra-patch mixing MLP and inter-patch
mixing MLP. The intra-patch mixing MLP independently applies MLP to each
patch, capturing local temporal patterns in the short-term period. On the other
hand, the inter-patch mixing MLP applies MLP across all patches from the input
sequence, capturing global temporal patterns in the long-term period. Moreover,
recognizing the varying importance of features in RUL prediction, we propose a
weighted mean square error loss function to enhance prediction accuracy. Our
experiments demonstrate that IIP-Mixer achieves competitive performance in
battery RUL prediction, outperforming other popular time-series frameworks.
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