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Consumer Ownership Cost Model of Plug-in
Hybrid Vehicle
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University, Shanghai 200092, China)
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Abstract: Advisor was adopted to define structures and power
trains of parallel plug-in hybrid electric vehicles (PHEVs),
and two PHEV models with different battery electric ranges of
20 km and 60 km were established. The consumer total
ownership cost models were established on the basis of the
purchase and use cost and compared with conventional
Three

scenarios were given about the basic, government subsidies

vehicles (CVs) and conventional hybrid vehicles.

and high oil price and an analysis was made of the PHEVs’
market competitiveness during 15 years nominal lifecycle.
The results show that in basic scenario, PHEVs do not have
competitiveness; with government subsidies, PHEVs will be
competitive after 4 ~ 5 years’ running; in high oil price
scenario with 10% annual growth rate, PHEVs will be

competitive after 7~8 years.
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HEBUR AR, Mathew %55 558 & LA A 150 km 4%
I R 2E L B E BRI AE RO, A, PR BB RN R |
WP E RIS TR, Yetano 55 5@ i JH A48
HFA NI 2 3 R T BT BB IR IR 7= A AR AR &2 -
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i DA b SCHER AT DA A& 3, T 2% 5 0 I A A
A % 3 B 2 IR 6 31 7 (plug-in hybrid electric
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THFERL R, (charging-depleting mode, CD) , Bt B3
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AR EEK PHEV20 km #1 PHEV60 km &4
1B A3 71754 (hybrid electric vehicle, HEV) 5{£4;
IRPLIE Z=RE B (conventional vehicle, CV) E A #H
[ 559, PHEV RIBOF B & 454
1.2 BESHE5MgERE

A3 2% T ARt ETE L ERN LK R SR
PR E, REEFHRIT S B sKB RN
0. 30, RE Ky 2. 1 m®, IR BHFH F1 R %A 0. 008,
BEATEN 999 ke, BUEBITR A 136 ke, 4442
0. 275 m, FHRSRRG AR 500 W. PEEE H A7
BB 13 s, FF8e A B 423 150 km « h™',
50 km « h™ ' B K€ B 7. 2%, 4 H 14T 0k B AR
CV.HEV 3} 0 km,PHEV 4352k 20 1 60 km FiFh
B8, 9] 4R 42 40 B i FE IR A (state of charge,
SOO) (PHEV 7E#8 43 78 B MK 4544 ) X F HEV
4 65% ,PHEV 2y 35%.

1.3 EBREHFE

FRYE L E IR E (EPA) X} F Chevrolet Volt 5§
PHEV &I Filli{45 3 . ik PHEV B EEIHFEL
225 Wh « k™, 73 2% JE 3 H 3t R0 DA B R O
FEE A A X453 SOC EESR, R 5N AL
FL Yt BB T AR AL RO FERE Y.

1.4 HITIM®

0T SRR R R T T R AR B
R B2 T, B 25 70 09 P T A6 A T AR R ZE (R SOC 58
2 DU BRI R AT R R LR —HEE 1.

180p 120p

0.45

2 PHEV &5 o
2.1 BAhHBHER

FHFE B E RS VLRRE, %£# Saturn
1.9 L0 Prius2004 2k 1.5 L XM & ¥l A H EV
PLUS fifi F # 7k #% [R5 To il 2 AL MC_PM 49 /£
CV M= A3 J1IREM B SR, CV R BhHL(FC_
SIS HER K 1.9 L, \KIhEH 95 kW (4 800 r »
min ), B KFAEE A 165 N » m(6 000 r » min~ 1), i
BH 304 kg, B AR A 3520, AT RAR K
0. 3125. HEV/PHEV20 km/PHEV60 km % 3 #l
(FC_PRUIS_JPN)HEEH 1.5 L, B KINHR N 43 kW
(4000 r e min™ D), F AN 102 N » m(4 000 r »
min™), FiE A 137 kg, B EALEN 40% , | KIHR
FE A 0. 313 9. B AL (MC_PM 49) % % B
288 V, & KINFE K 49 kW (1 700 ~8 750 r »
min™), B K H 275 N e m(0~1 700 r »
min™), K 60 kg, R FE AR A 96%, AR
Jte b R 0. 816 7. 3 BE—H A AR AE UL 1~ 3.
HEV #$# ESS NIMHS6 Hi 3t , 57~ B A B o 14
1 kg, tLZN 3K 800 W « kg™', LhRB& Y 40 Wh «
kg ' D EE & ol 20. PHEV20 km 5 PHEV60
km % ESS NIMH45_OVONIC Hijih , B~ s
HUmiiH 8. 4 kg, HThEN 393 W« kg ™', thRBER N
71 W h-« kg™, ThEERR LK 5. 5.
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Fig.1 Saturn 1.9 L gasoline engine

2.2 BHOhMESBRL

AR H b P B AP BB, 7T A48 PHEV20 km
1 PHEV60 km i J7 B th 43 7 75 & 10 N1 30 A4VH,
WAL, X F @ HEV W2 B =E H Prius % 40
AR BT ADVISOR 4 B sh b R 5
TR IRG s SIS 5 CV RBlE R E R 95
kW;HEV &bl Bh R 67 kW, B L& = Th &

REWFER / (r - min-1)
B 2 Prius 1.5L &M & Zh#H4FEE

FEHLFETE / (r - min-1)

3 PM 49 k#E$ B EE
Fig.2 Prius 1.5 L gasoline engine Fig.3 PM 49 permanent magnet motor

44 kW, LB ERE S 40, DR 32 kW, BB R
1.6 kWh; PHEV20 km A ¥l &S HZE N 61
kW, LR DI Eh 51 kW, BB g i o 10, 1)
33 kW, BER N 6. 0 kWh; PHEV60 km & 5h#l
Y1 R 38 kW, HLE = Zh A 75 kW, B s
HBE R 30, 2hFH 99 kW, GEE N 17. 9 kWh.
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A SCE SR Advisor B PHEV {5 E AR A (&
O EREERE TR 4 (SAE) 1711 RE
IR HEOR e RIE AR 7 I AR ). R
2 [H 35 P& JR 3k T 47 38 9% 35 (urban dynamometer
driving schedule, UDDS) f1& #4731 Chighway
fuel economy cycle, HWFET) B4~ T8¢, 5] AF|

ZH (utility factor, UF) DAHf 2 33 2 H i &7
FEATH B OR 9 A R BT AR, HEAT 2 U PP
#r. it AR RRM A TR LR 1, si ST
GrEILER 2, 5| A UF {H) PHEV AR 2 574 LR
3, % PHEV ABHE T ILE 4.

R HFE
> ™| s i Bh ™1 AU R g
i e L B3
5F r = ]
T Hex
L et Indi M ES . A pd T g™ i. el ing EiP N
s B e 1_: B W e -’g’w'rmﬁg ( L] ,Mﬁﬁzr o Z" it _‘
E 4 PHEV FiE#&:
Fig.4 PHEV top-level module
x£1 &4 7xEBELHE (PCT)RMEFEKTE
Tab.1 Fuel economy in the partial charge test (PCT)
WA B B AR5 G2 CV HEV PHEV20 km PHEV60 km
UDDS 8.58 7.40 6.70 6. 05
PCT ik FIMBR 2 5edE /(L » 10071 « km™1) HWFET 6.06 5. 55 5. 37 4,92
HZE5TH 7.45 6.56 6.10 5. 54
*2 ZEEFEBEIKHE(FCT)B AT KT
Tab.2 Electricity economy in the full charge test (FCT)
R B B IFFWIE PEER Ccv HEV PHEV20 km PHEV60 km
N UDDS 4.5 11.5
BITHHE/ K Wh HWFET 4.0 10.0
UDDS 23. 36 60. 96
ST BB/ km HWFET 22. 40 60. 64
FCT Wikt UDDS 192. 64 188. 65
* BB/ (Wh+ km™1) HWFET 178.57 164. 91
HEEHETH 186. 31 177. 97
UDDS 2.17 2.12
MR TE/(L » 10071 « km™1) HWFET 2.01 1. 86
BEHTIH 2.10 2. 00
%3 ItAT AR (UF) W ERRBE 5 1EKE
Tab.3 Fuel economies with a consideration of the UF weight
W3 By Bt PR 5 HEER cv HEV  PHEV20 km PHEV60 km
UDDS 0.24 0. 49
UF
HWFET 0. 23 0. 49
FCT,UF i+& UDDS 5. 61 4,12
A UF W& 5 Y BB LB EAKF /(L + 10071 « km™!) HWFET 4. 60 3.42
HEAHETH 5.16 3.81

3 PHEV iH#REHEHRAER

P SR RA RN ARG d R

o R R ARG R , TEAR SO B BN

ARG REAR.
3.1

WE R A
Wy AR R 7 o 3 T A (B A L ]
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BRA B E =34 . HEV 5 CV B %
T RELFR) 4 B FR AL R4 29 15 2 2R AR B 70

~80%". §txt PHEV, RAGTH LB AR IR K BhHL 2R
i PRSIt R G T B AR

R4 RAREMBEFEKTIEE

Tab.4 Comparison of final fuel economies

WX 5 HEER Ccv HEV PHEV20 km PHEV60 km
UDDS 8.58 7. 40 6.16 5. 09
B YRR AT F/ (L« 10071 « km™1) HWFET 6. 06 5,55 4,98 4,17
BEETIH 7.45 6.56 5.63 4,67
AT CV 2B MR R H i/ % 12 24 37

3011 BEEGIE R R A

7 ) 3 2P T RS 2 0 TR A 4 T 6
A K BIHLEAS  FEATLEAS | o 2 R AR | 70 2 5
5 MR, K BIHLNHE H R BIHLAS B A% P
HAG M PET. WG 1w WL E S & 3
BLERAS ] 38 4 b P9 38 U ) B 9 6 A7 [0 05 43 A
BB ZBAR Cu=84P+2 968,Cry=1. 652P. H
W C W EBIVUEA , Cou W IVE B R GAS , P I &
Sl & h %, CV, HEV, PHEV20 km, PHEV60
km B R S AL R G 88 A 50 5 R K 3L A
10 948,8 596, 8 092, 6 160 JT; # & T R4 A K
156. 94,110. 684,100. 772,62. 776 JT.

BNHEILRG E LRI L, L
il 2 R EE MLV B . AR B A SO AT BB R
10 T3 & WAL, OB A AR 4 117 4 b B AL AS A i i
Ak PR U R B8R T2 b 15 B B AL R G AR A
B Cu=095. 9Py +1 330, Cyc =55Pu+1 055,
Cvrn="T7Pn+500. Hrif Cv A HE LA, Py A HLHL
B = PR, Cue A L HLAE I8 A 5 Cuna A FLBLIRE
R G A HEV B LR S8 A K. LS A
5 549. 6 JG, AL 45 A< 3 475 JT, HALAE
RYHA 798 J6; PHEV20 km HHLRGERA K : H
BLELAS 6 220. 9 JG, HLPLEEHI 2% B4 3 860 JT, HLHL
PAE IR G NA 847 J6; PHEV60 km HHL RS ALA
i FHLERAS 8 522. 5 I, FR AL Hl 2% A% 5 180 Jt.,
HLAE ARG 1 015 JT. AP F CV ki,
RPN A CHE T T LR EFR
FARIEHL, AR 300 JTTAA.

FEL L 2H ) A E O T R A R RE B K
/N, BT ERER R (EIA) 2005 4E£8 S Bt (NiMh)
AR KLATE 900~1 200 3EJ6 « (kWh) I fR 4 3&
Ehn e A58 Be (CED ) Kalhammer 2% 2007
AR Lt A S R I D R R L 2 — R
U, 18 3 f b B AR b 5 A R Coey =5 180E,
CB_PHEVZO =3 710E, CB_PHEVGO =2 450E. ,ﬁ\:':lj CB_HEV 9
CBfPHEVZO ’ CBfPHEVGO 5:}’ 7'3'] j:l HEV, PHEV20 km,

PHEV60 km Hi b i A<, E b & b fE &. HEV,
PHEV20 km,PHEV60 km Hi b RER 4> 31K 1. 6,6,
17. 9 kWh, H 15 H s i 443 98 8 288,22 260,
43 855 J6. X F CV i 5 , MR R G E H A 3
9 300 A A, ¥ F PHEV M5, FE—EREBK
32U L A A LI R A 7 3 7 FEL Tt P Y T L
B, MEZR 3 000 JuZE A ST B e Al
FBEA R (CV BEHEN 1 320 kT 5 , H AT
PRI RA LR 6 JT ot 4. 4 BR Ai T A4 2 A v LA
fE H CV, HEV, PHEV20 km, PHEV60 km i
TR B R AR (CE 8 A4 4391 Rk 71 705, 86 817,
104 381,127 795 JT. B4l 3 LA 45 HB 43 e 471 I, 1l
5, B b R A4 31 5 3] T PHEV20 km #1 PHEV60
km K 21%F0 34 %.

w Fo R BEHERA

s HIERA
r = BALRZGRA
o REAPLRGRA

o FER A
" 86.817

—_
~

\S]

10.438 1

—_ =
S

- 71,705 .

TR AT 7T

8
6
4k
2
0

cv HEV PHEV20km PHEV60 km
B5 HEERTFNEHEHENAXRE

Fig.5 Manufacturing costs of simulated vehicle parts

3.1.2 [HERA

) AL 4 AR P B RAS A LB B B
A B A AT AL AR SO I & IR AR AR 4R
(2006 4F~2008 4F) Fifill R E M N H V7R, A4 55
REAMEA R WEAFHER TR EEASE
BRAZ B AR R ARE AR C=Chou, HH C
HEHE A, Co B EHIE A« YR &
R Y RBIITE 0. 45~0. 49 Z 8], ASCH w=
0.47,i+% 4B 3% CV, HEV, PHEV20 km, PHEV60
km F) 8] 42 B A 4 91 & 33 701, 40 804, 49 059,
60 064 JT.
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3.1.3 BUFBLIK

R EIA R ERBOR T 98 SAr
BBV EMAR MBI ER Z 5K 10%, CV,
HEV,PHEV20 km, PHEV60 km Z & #4545 K
104 689,126 753,152 396,186 581 Jo; I HEFE
FATHIG B B4 Bk 8 948,10 834,13 025,15 947
TG 1H B E W B R A (R B 45 k. 113 637,
137 587,165 421,202 528 Jr.
3.2 {EHBA
3.2.1 RRLERA

i AR B ATHE AR R R ER BB 2% F N4
3. B AR E KR S IR A AL E , M 4
X FEABA 15 FEE 60 X 10" km, Bk FHf—A4~
SeiRR. HUCRITHR EWny AT, Bl — miH 7%
R R 0 SR L BN TR B S AR Y ST I E. AR SOAR
PRI 2R B B A BE e 2010 4EXT 80 i |
MR ATV I 10 d B BB (BEE
b A2 R BE 2 AT TR , R AR IR BT 55 H Y
HPRE AT, B P H AT AR 54. 9 km, 4F
AT AR 20 038. 5 km, PHEV20 km F1 PHEV60
km 4 HL AT BAEER 43500 0. 4 0 0. 76. 7E ML EE A
b ARHE 2011 4F 8 A L 93 SIRIMIM G R 7. 79
JG « L7 HRE g b X $ B R A LAY 0. 617 G »
(kWh) ™' (R 5 4 H 2K P E AR S, PHEV
HISEIFE R R 85 %0) » 15 4 70 HEL 4 L 2% BRLAS
0.726 JG « (kWh) ™1, BT LATHE KL R TH #E 37 F
CVERARMFE 7. 4 LAEBIRIMIEFE 1 483 L, 4EYy
B2 A 11 551 J6; HEV B/ B IHEE 6. 6 L. 4EY
RIMVE#E 1 323 L, 4 ¥ 7K 9 2% A 10 303 JT;
PHEV20 km 4E¥7H J7 JRIMATIE L FZ 435K 8 015,
12 023 km, B/ B R FHEE N 19 kWh,6. 1 L,4E
SEXIEL T JRIMTEFE 1 523 kWh, 733 L, 4E 3 B 2% N
R R 1 106,5 714 JT, 4 BRBHEFESR FH 6 820
JG;PHEV60 km 4F 3 H 77 3R AT 3k B A2 23 0
15 229,4 809 km, /> B #E B M FE KR 18 kWh,
5.5 L ARSEHH A JEIM IS EE R 2 741 kWh, 265 L,
AEYIHL R AR 2 1 990,2 061 T, AE RN #E
AR 4 051 JT.
3.2.2 4y H

PHEV WA higfb s &, 4edm 2 et s ik. A
WA SR F AR Gt R DILIR 42 R 4 3 3 R SR A Sy 52
Bt , B 35 L R Oy BB o 25 4 e 72 T 5 el PR A 28 591
FERE AR G 0 16 A 355 1 s 1T 5 24
P, 8T R G R RE IR IRE LR PO R TTR T

% & PHEV ) 497 %% A. CV, HEV, PHEV20
km, PHEV60 km 4= iy i {1 48 47 2% F 83t 5 51
41 625,40 125,35 625,33 000 TG, 035 : HLIM UETH 2
Bt /7R 8 250,7 200,4 500,3 000 IT; 23K U VE
AT 975,825,525,0 Jo5 K AL ZE R 43 5
>k 900,600, 600, 0 JG; IF A 4% B¢ 3 43 5 4 1 500,
1 500,0,0 JG; HA LA 4E 4735 H > 30 000 J. H itk
AR g SR 4k 2 775,2 675,2 375,
2 200 JT.

3.3 HBREFERARERR

MIETRERAET S, A — TR WA RE
WS A F FE AR JEG F ) S A 2 ] A 4
FE 58 2 1 1 A R0 B A S B AL 5 o PR AR 2R
HH % FH BB IR TH FE BLAS R0 A 4 4P BUAS G 1, 2 BB
B 3HIB AT AF FRAS 3 B AR, AR DA b4 H7 45 1 9 2%
B BIARANT

Coa = Cu +C+C.+C.+C, D
KA : Co HIHFE I A A ; o HEE A TG LA
G AMIERSA; C BURBIG C. A BEIRTHFE LA ;
C, Tt A

B PHEV ZE 4 HHI S EASH T CV A
HEV, (B2 E R e 980 i W i - B BL i g
FERLAS T AR 15 B —E & 5Tl e (B 6).

HRAE B HIBRETRIR E M R RIBTE , AT LAE X 3
g R EAE R MM AERE7. 79T - L7 ®’A
BUR SRR, WA LKk E 5 FE A S R AL L S
T+ 1998 4E Z 2010 4R ]l 2R AL a5, 4T R,
SRABMAUAE IR 2R 9. 94 %, BRI 15 4E N 4E4AE
WA LT 1094, BORK X715 8t PHEV /B —Fp 35
REFR BB R BB IR TR 38 ZEHE T 1300, &5 BUR ] LA
T8 258 of S GEATAT B B3 W BRI 9 7 = 7E 4230
RN R B Bete in S R =X R [R] 7 BE W kb AR
PR E G F IR AL A SE BT BB IR VR 42 AP I 3 A Y
WA, X PHEV # B zh H i A &4 7 — Kk
3000 76 « (kWh) ™' b, Fe i AN 5 3 oG, Il
PHEV20 km #1 PHEV60 km 4> 8] %k 1. 8 77 7T
5 I TCHIAMIE s HEV 4/E K 1. 6 L LLF R4 B ] 3k
— M 3 000 JTAM , BT L RLAE A2 BEORF #h IG5 .
AT DI 4 5 E LRSS B 7E = F AR S &
TREIAERAKR (E 7T~FE 9.

E 7 R4, B4k PHEV 7648 F LA 75 T A
BT I BRRHE B BRI 4E 4P 3 T, B R
BH S 54 O 85 s L2 DR SR 0 2 ) A o v » R A 2
AT s £ i JR 40 1 245 DR 43 F D) B 3 R A
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Fig.6 Equilibrium analysis
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Fig.8 Ownership cost in high oil price scenario

SIGE AT TG
[N}
=]

—_
=1

4 iR

ASCEETHANE T R AN 4 LBk =g
SO T PHEV i 2% 2 228 A 9 A BUAS, 7T LA
B E AT AN BORARETE 5 4F Z WEA BB I 1F
JH» B R Tt A R B 2 D A P AR L AR S D 22
U ECRE AT s BB, A2 PHEV Bl A B
PSR R R Wy 2 DU B s o T LA B il A ik
HRBE R R HEAT I8 2 B R R 73 Ah S Pria B i R
BEFE 0375 IS HE A B Y 2 BB (R, BT LA ELIE
T Ml AL T BE TR 2B K A — B ).
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