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Abstract: Accurate and stable state estimation is critical for battery management. Although
dual Kalman filtering can jointly estimate states and parameters, the strong coupling between
filters may cause divergence under large initialization errors or model mismatch. This paper
proposes a Stability Guaranteed Dual Kalman Filtering (SG-DKF) method. A Lyapunov-
based analysis yields a sufficient stability condition, leading to an adaptive dead-zone rule
that suspends parameter updates when the innovation exceeds a stability bound. Applied to
an electrochemical battery model, SG-DKF achieves accuracy comparable to a dual EKF and
reduces state of charge RMSE by over 45% under large initial state errors.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Accurate estimation of internal states in lithium-ion bat-
teries is essential for guaranteeing safety, efficiency, and
optimal operation in electric vehicles and stationary en-
ergy storage systems (Safari, 2025; Haghverdi et al., 2025).
Electrochemical battery models provide a physically inter-
pretable representation of diffusion and reaction dynamics,
and their states such as concentration variables and state
of charge cannot be measured directly (Guo et al., 2024).
Kalman filtering-based estimation strategies have there-
fore become a central component of battery management
algorithms (Plett, 2004a). Among these strategies, dual
Kalman filtering is frequently adopted because it provides
a practical way to estimate both model states and time
varying parameters (Wan and Nelson, 2001). As battery
systems continue to operate under wider dynamic condi-
tions and stronger uncertainty, developing state estimation
methods that remain reliable for electrochemical models is
increasingly important.

⋆ This work has been submitted to IFAC for possible publication.

Battery modeling approaches commonly fall into two ma-
jor categories: equivalent circuit models (ECM) and elec-
trochemical models. ECM approximate the terminal volt-
age response using combinations of voltage sources, resis-
tors, and capacitors (Plett, 2004b). Their main advantage
lies in their simple structure and computational efficiency,
which makes them attractive for embedded battery man-
agement systems. However, because these models do not
capture the underlying electrochemical processes, they of-
fer limited insight into internal variables and are difficult to
use for advanced estimation and control tasks under strin-
gent safety and performance requirements. Electrochemi-
cal models, on the other hand, describe battery behavior
based on fundamental transport and reaction mechanisms.
The most representative formulation is the pseudo-two-
dimensional (P2D) model (Fuller et al., 1994), together
with reduced-order models derived from it, such as the
single particle model (SPM) (Haran et al., 1998; Guo and
Couto, 2025a,b) and SPM with electrolyte (Marquis et al.,
2019). These models are capable of reflecting internal dif-
fusion dynamics and providing access to quantities that
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are otherwise unmeasurable, which makes them highly
suitable for state estimation and predictive control. Never-
theless, full electrochemical models involve a large number
of parameters and exhibit significant nonlinearities, which
pose challenges for real-time implementation. As a result,
simplified variants, particularly the SPM and its exten-
sions, are widely adopted in practical battery management
applications (Guo et al., 2024).

Kalman filtering has become a cornerstone technique
for battery state estimation due to its ability to fuse
model predictions with noisy measurements in a recursive
and computationally efficient manner (Plett, 2004c). Dual
Kalman filtering extends this framework by employing one
filter to estimate the system states and another filter to
estimate time-varying model parameters. This separation
often leads to improved estimation accuracy compared
with a single Kalman filter, because the online parameter
estimation partially compensates for modeling errors and
parameter variations. Recent studies have applied dual
Kalman filtering to electrochemical battery models and
have demonstrated promising performance in estimating
both internal states and parameters in real time (Gao
et al., 2021; Hosseininasab et al., 2023). However, because
the two filters are tightly coupled, an increase in esti-
mation error in either the state filter or the parameter
filter can propagate to the other, which may eventually
cause divergence or instability of the overall estimation
process (Slotine et al., 1991).

Extensive research has been conducted on the stability of
single Kalman filter. For example, Zhang (2026) analyzed
the stability of the Kalman filter under practical condi-
tions, while Li and Xia (2012) investigated the stochastic
stability of the unscented Kalman filter with intermittent
observations. In contrast, the stability of dual Kalman
filtering has received far less attention, and systematic
theoretical results are still lacking. In our previous work,
we introduced a dead-zone-based dual Kalman filtering
strategy for ECM to alleviate potential instability (Guo
et al., 2018). The idea was to suspend the update of the
parameter filter when the model mismatch exceeded a
predefined threshold, thereby preventing error propaga-
tion and improving numerical robustness. However, that
approach did not provide a rigorous stability proof.

Building on this idea, the present study incorporates
Lyapunov-based analysis to establish a stability-guaranteed
dual Kalman filtering (SG-DKF) framework, and the
method is developed using a more accurate electrochemical
battery model. This allows us to formalize the stability
mechanism of dual Kalman filtering and provide theoreti-
cal conditions under which the coupled estimation process
remains bounded.

2. STABILITY-GUARANTEED DUAL KALMAN
FILTERING

This section summarizes the dual extended Kalman filter-
ing (Dual EKF) framework and the stability-guaranteed
dead-zone mechanism. The dual structure consists of (i)
a state EKF estimating the fast electrochemical states,
and (ii) a parameter EKF estimating slowly varying model
parameters (Wan and Nelson, 2001).

2.1 Dual EKF Structure

Consider the nonlinear discrete-time system

xk = f(xk−1, θk−1, uk−1)+wk−1, yk = h(xk, θk−1, uk)+vk,
(1)

where xk ∈ Rn is the state, θk ∈ Rm is the parameter
vector, uk is the input, yk is the measured output, and
wk, vk denote process and measurement noise. Linearizing
(1) along the EKF trajectory gives the LTI approximation

xk+1 = Axk +Buk +wk, yk = Cxk +Duk + vk, (2)

where A and C are the Jacobians of f and h with respect
to x, and B, D are the input matrices.

For State EKF. Given θ̂k−1|k−1, the state EKF performs
the standard prediction–update steps (Plett, 2004c):

x̂k|k−1 = f(x̂k−1|k−1, θ̂k−1|k−1, uk−1), (3)

Pk|k−1 = Ak−1Pk−1|k−1A
⊤
k−1 +Q, (4)

Kk = Pk|k−1C
⊤
k

(
CkPk|k−1C

⊤
k +R

)−1
, (5)

Ek = yk − h(x̂k|k−1, θ̂k−1|k−1, uk), (6)

x̂k|k = x̂k|k−1 +KkEk, (7)

Pk|k = (I −KkCk)Pk|k−1, (8)

where Ak−1 = ∂f/∂x|x̂k−1|k−1
and Ck = ∂h/∂x|x̂k|k−1

.

For parameter EKF. The parameters are modelled as a
random walk,

θk = θk−1 + ωk−1, (9)

with process noise ωk. The parameter EKF uses the latest
state estimate x̂k|k:

θ̂k|k−1 = θ̂k−1|k−1, (10)

Pθ,k|k−1 = Pθ,k−1|k−1 +Qθ, (11)

Kθ,k = Pθ,k|k−1C
⊤
θ,k

(
Cθ,kPθ,k|k−1C

⊤
θ,k +R

)−1
, (12)

rk = yk − hp(θ̂k|k−1, x̂k|k, uk), (13)

θ̂k|k = θ̂k|k−1 +Kθ,krk, (14)

Pθ,k|k = (I −Kθ,kCθ,k)Pθ,k|k−1, (15)

where hp(·) is the output mapping with respect to θ, and
Cθ,k = ∂hp/∂θ|θ̂k|k−1

.

2.2 Stability-Guaranteed Dead-Zone Criterion

Because the two EKFs are coupled, simultaneous adapta-
tion can cause divergence under large innovation or model
mismatch. To ensure stability, we analyze the local error
dynamics of the state EKF and use the result to define a
dead zone for the parameter EKF.

Let x̂k|k be the state estimate and define

x̃k = xk − x̂k|k. (16)

To eliminate the explicit input dependence in the state
equation, introduce the shifted variables

ẑk = x̂k|k +A−1Buk−1, z̃k = xk +A−1Buk−1 − ẑk. (17)

Since z̃k and x̃k differ only by a known quantity, bound-
edness of one implies boundedness of the other.

Using the prediction–update form of the state EKF and
collecting terms, the error dynamics can be written com-
pactly as

z̃k+1 = Az̃k + w̃k, (18)



with an effective disturbance

w̃k = wk +Kk+1Ek+1, (19)

where Kk+1 is the Kalman gain and

Ek+1 = yk+1 −
(
Cx̂k+1|k +Duk+1

)
(20)

is the innovation of the state EKF in the linearized model.
Because the true output yk+1 and the predicted output
share the same input uk+1, the direct input term Duk+1

cancels out in the error dynamics and does not affect (18).

For Lyapunov inequality. Assume that A is Schur. Then,
for any Q = Q⊤ > 0, the discrete-time Lyapunov equation

A⊤PA− P = −Q (21)

admits a unique solution P = P⊤ > 0. Consider the
Lyapunov function

Vk = z̃⊤k P z̃k. (22)

Using (18), the one-step increment is

∆Vk+1 := Vk+1 − Vk

= (Az̃k + w̃k)
⊤P (Az̃k + w̃k)− z̃⊤k P z̃k

= z̃⊤k (A⊤PA− P )z̃k + 2z̃⊤k A⊤Pw̃k + w̃⊤
k Pw̃k

= −z̃⊤k Qz̃k + 2z̃⊤k A⊤Pw̃k + w̃⊤
k Pw̃k. (23)

To bound the cross term we use Young’s inequality (Khalil
and Grizzle, 2002, Lemma 1). Let a = P 1/2Az̃k and
b = P 1/2w̃k. Then, for any ε > 0,

2z̃⊤k A⊤Pw̃k = 2a⊤b

≤ ε∥a∥2 + 1

ε
∥b∥2

= ε z̃⊤k A⊤PA z̃k +
1

ε
w̃⊤

k P w̃k. (24)

Using the bounds

λmin(Q) ∥z̃k∥2 ≤ z̃⊤k Qz̃k ≤ λmax(Q) ∥z̃k∥2, (25)

z̃⊤k A⊤PA z̃k ≤ ∥A⊤PA∥ ∥z̃k∥2. (26)

and w̃⊤
k Pw̃k ≤ ∥P∥ ∥w̃k∥2, we obtain

∆Vk+1 ≤
(
−λmin(Q) + ε∥A⊤PA∥

)
∥z̃k∥2

+

(
1 +

1

ε

)
∥P∥ ∥w̃k∥2. (27)

Choose ε > 0 small enough such that

α := λmin(Q)− ε∥A⊤PA∥ > 0, (28)

and define

β :=

(
1 +

1

ε

)
∥P∥. (29)

Then
∆Vk+1 ≤ −α∥z̃k∥2 + β∥w̃k∥2. (30)

Thus Vk is strictly decreasing whenever

∥w̃k∥2 <
α

β
∥z̃k∥2 ⇒ ∥w̃k∥2 <

λmin(Q)

∥I + P∥
∥z̃k∥2, (31)

which provides a sufficient local stability condition for the
state EKF in the presence of the disturbance (19).

Since the exact norms of z̃k and wk are not available,
they are conservatively bounded via the state covariance
Pk|k and the process noise covariance Q. This leads to an
implementable innovation threshold

δk =

√
λmin(Q)/∥I + P∥ ∥z̃k∥+ ∥wk∥

∥Kk+1∥
, (32)

which is consistent with (31) after bounding the constants.
The dead-zone switching signal is defined as

σk =

{
1, ∥Ek∥ < δk,

0, ∥Ek∥ ≥ δk,
(33)

where σk = 1 allows the parameter EKF to update,
and σk = 0 freezes the parameter estimate to avoid
destabilizing the state filter. This innovation-based dead
zone is the core mechanism that guarantees the local
stability of the proposed SG-DKF.

2.3 Overall SG-DKF Procedure

At each sampling step, the SG-DKF executes: (i) a full
state EKF step, (ii) computation of the innovation and
admissible bound δk, and (iii) parameter update only
when σk = 1. The overall procedure is summarized in
Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 Stability-Guaranteed Dual Kalman Filter-
ing

1: Initialize x̂0|0, P0|0, θ̂0|0, Pθ,0|0
2: for k = 1, 2, . . . do
3: State EKF prediction and update
4: Compute innovation Ek and threshold δk
5: Compute switching signal σk via (33)
6: if σk = 1 then
7: Parameter EKF prediction and update
8: else
9: Freeze θ̂k|k and Pθ,k|k

10: end if
11: end for

3. BATTERY MODEL

This section summarizes the reduced-order electrochem-
ical model used in the SG-DKF. The model follows the
SPMe-type framework (Li et al., 2018, 2019) and is imple-
mented in discrete time with sampling period ∆t.

Solid-phase diffusion in each electrode is approximated
using the parabolic method (Guo and Couto, 2025a; Li
et al., 2018). The surface stoichiometries are

xs,p,surf(k) = xs,p,avg(k) + ∆xs,p(k), (34)

xs,n,surf(k) = xs,n,avg(k) + ∆xs,n(k), (35)

where xs,p,avg(k) and xs,n,avg(k) denote the averaged sto-
ichiometries and ∆xs,p(k), ∆xs,n(k) are diffusion states.

Charge balance gives the averaged stoichiometry dynamics

xs,p,avg(k + 1) = xs,p,avg(k) +
Dp

Qeff
I(k)∆t, (36)

xs,n,avg(k + 1) = xs,n,avg(k)

− Dn

Dp

[
xs,p,avg(k + 1)− xs,p,avg(k)

]
, (37)

where Dp and Dn are capacity-related coefficients. The
parabolic approximation yields first-order diffusion dy-
namics

∆xs,p(k + 1) = ap ∆xs,p(k) + bp I(k), (38)

∆xs,n(k + 1) = an ∆xs,n(k) + bn I(k), (39)

with ap, an, bp, bn functions of τsp , τ
s
n, Dp, Dn, Qeff as de-

tailed in (Li et al., 2018).



Rate-dependent usable capacity is described by Peukert’s
law (Yang et al., 2019):

Qeff = Qall

(
Cref

Cnow

)n−1

, (40)

where Qall is the rated capacity, Cref the reference C-rate,
Cnow the operating C-rate, and n Peukert’s constant. The
cell SOC keeps its standard definition based on the rated
capacity:

SOC(k + 1) = SOC(k)− I(k)∆t

Qall
. (41)

Electrolyte diffusion is represented by two concentration-
deviation states at the positive and negative current col-
lectors (Li et al., 2018):

∆c1(k + 1) = ∆c1(k) +
∆t

τe

[
Pcon,aI(k)−∆c1(k)

]
, (42)

∆c2(k + 1) = ∆c2(k) +
∆t

τe

[
Pcon,bI(k)−∆c2(k)

]
, (43)

where τe is the electrolyte diffusion time constant and
Pcon,a, Pcon,b are cell-dependent coefficients.

The corresponding concentration overpotential is

ηcon(k) =
2RT

F
(1− t+) ln

(
c0 +∆c1(k)

c0 −∆c2(k)

)
, (44)

withR the gas constant, T the temperature, F the Faraday
constant, t+ the transference number, and c0 the nominal
electrolyte concentration.

The reaction overpotential is obtained from Butler–Volmer
kinetics:

ηrxn(k) =
2RT

F

[
ln
(√

m2
p(k) + 1 +mp(k)

)
+ ln

(√
m2

n(k) + 1 +mn(k)
)]
. (45)

where

mp(k) =
DpPrxn,p

6Qeffv
1/2
p

(
1− xs,p,surf(k)

)1/2 I(k), (46)

mn(k) =
DnPrxn,n

6Qeffv
1/2
n

(
1− xs,n,surf(k)

)1/2 I(k), (47)

and vp, vn, Prxn,p, Prxn,n are cell-specific constants.

The terminal voltage prediction is

U(k) =
[
Up

(
xs,p,surf(k)

)
− Un

(
xs,n,surf(k)

)]
− ηcon(k)− ηrxn(k)− RohmI(k). (48)

The state EKF estimates the fast electrochemical dynam-
ics using

xk = [SOC(k), ∆xs,p(k), ∆xs,n(k), ∆c1(k), ∆c2(k)]
⊤
.

(49)

The parameter EKF tracks slowly varying electrochemical
parameters:

θk = [Dp(k), Dn(k), Qall(k), xs,p,0(k), xs,n,0(k)]
⊤
. (50)

where xs,p,0 and xs,n,0 are the initial stoichiometries of the
positive and negative electrodes. Collecting the above dy-
namics and voltage expression yields the nonlinear model
xk+1 = f(xk, θk, uk), yk = h(xk, θk, uk) used by the SG-
DKF in Section 2.

4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The estimation performance of the proposed SG-DKF
method is evaluated under urban dynamometer driving
schedule (UDDS) and 1C constant-current discharge (C
is a current rate, here 1C is 2.9A) at 25 ◦C. Two sce-
narios are considered: (i) zero initial SOC error and (ii)
30% initial SOC error. The SG-DKF is compared with
the conventional dual EKF. The experimental battery
is a Panasonic NCR18650PF cell with a nominal capac-
ity of 2.9 Ah. The positive electrode is composed of a
Nickel–Manganese–Cobalt oxide (NMC), and the negative
electrode uses graphite.

Fig. 1 shows the SOC estimation results without initial
SOC error. Both algorithms accurately track the reference
SOC under UDDS and 1C conditions. The SG-DKF pro-
duces curves nearly identical to those of the dual EKF,
indicating that the dead-zone supervisor does not interfere
with the estimation when the initialization is reliable.
Small RMSE reductions (Table 1) confirm that SG-DKF
maintains the nominal performance of the dual EKF while
avoiding unnecessary parameter corrections.

The benefits of the SG-DKF become more evident when
a 30% SOC initial error is introduced, as shown in Fig. 2.
The dual EKF exhibits long transient errors and fluc-
tuations under both profiles due to the strong coupling
between state and parameter corrections. In contrast, the
SG-DKF converges significantly faster because the dead-
zone supervisor suppresses parameter updates during pe-
riods of high innovation, allowing the state EKF to sta-
bilize first. Once the innovation falls within the stability-
guaranteed region, the parameter EKF is reactivated and
refines the model parameters without destabilizing the
filter.

Quantitatively, the SG-DKF reduces the RMSE from
2.56% to 1.39% under UDDS and from 5.04% to 2.73%
under 1C discharge, corresponding to improvements of
more than 45%. These results demonstrate that the SG-
DKF preserves accuracy in nominal conditions while sub-
stantially enhancing robustness against poor SOC initial-
ization.

Table 1. SOC estimation errors

Working
condition

Initial
SOC error / %

Algorithm RMSE / %

UDDS 0 Dual EKF 0.19
UDDS 0 DG-DKF 0.18

UDDS 30 Dual EKF 2.56
UDDS 30 DG-DKF 1.39

1C 0 Dual EKF 0.31
1C 0 DG-DKF 0.30

1C 30 Dual EKF 5.04
1C 30 DG-DKF 2.73

5. CONCLUSION

This paper addressed the stability problem of dual Kalman
filtering and proposed a SG-DKF framework. The starting
point was a general dual EKF structure, in which one filter
estimates the system states and the other filter estimates
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Dual EKF algorithm
SG-DKF algorithm

Dual EKF algorithm
SG-DKF algorithm

Reference

Dual EKF algorithm
SG-DKF algorithm
Reference

Dual EKF algorithm
SG-DKF algorithm

Fig. 1. SOC estimation performance without initial SOC error for the dual EKF and SG-DKF under UDDS and 1C
discharge: (a) SOC under UDDS; (b) SOC error under UDDS; (c) SOC under 1C; (d) SOC error under 1C.

slowly varying parameters. A Lyapunov function was con-
structed for the state estimation error dynamics, and a
sufficient condition was derived that relates the innovation,
the Kalman gain and the state error to a stability bound.
Based on this analysis, an adaptive dead zone criterion
was obtained that determines whether the parameter filter
should be updated or temporarily suspended. The SG-
DKF framework was then combined with an electrochem-
ical model of a Panasonic NCR18650PF cell. The exper-
imental results under UDDS and 1C conditions at 25 ◦C
showed that SG-DKF preserves the estimation accuracy of
a conventional dual EKF when the initial SOC is well spec-
ified. At the same time, it significantly improves robustness
against large initial SOC errors, reducing the SOC RMSE
by more than 45% in the tested scenarios. These results
confirm that the dead zone supervisor effectively mitigates
the adverse effects of state parameter coupling and pre-
vents divergence of the dual estimator. Future work will
extend the proposed framework to incorporate tempera-
ture dependent electrochemical models and ageing related
parameter evolution in order to handle wider operating
windows and long term degradation.
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