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Abstract

A simulation model of a COz heat pump air conditioning system for new energy vehicles was estab-
lished by employing AMESim software. The accuracy of the simulation model was validated by
bench test data, with a maximum relative error of 4.4%. The on-off control, PID control and rein-
forcement learning control based on the Soft Actor-Critic (SAC) algorithm were developed in Sim-
ulink to comparatively investigate their impact on the performance of the COz heat pump air condi-
tioning system. The results show that under cooling mode, the on-off control strategy exhibits the
fastest response, but results in substantial temperature fluctuations with a range of £0.5°C; the PID
control strategy offers better stability, but introduces a temperature overshoot; the SAC-based con-
trol strategy achieves superior stability, maintaining a steady-state error within 0.8%. Under heat-
ing mode, the on-off control strategy results in relatively frequent temperature oscillations; the PID
control strategy responds rapidly, but exhibits significant overshoot; the SAC-based control strat-
egy maintains minimal temperature fluctuation, yet a certain degree of overshoot is observed under
the CLTC driving cycle. The findings reveal that the SAC control strategy offers distinct advantages
in temperature management, thereby providing a promising technical pathway for the intelligent
control of COz heat pump air conditioning systems.
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1. 5|

FREIR EAE A RIEN T E WA R BN E R, SEE R RIRER[1]. BB TR A
EHRG, WTHAEIRRENSENERELEREmN. RREEHAGH T BE mAmm#diag, ol
B RR ERE RGN k2 —. HATHAE W E HIHA TN R134a, {H R134a BA M 14k
BRI (GWP), ik 1430 [2]. M2 T, CO, [ GWP 8K, AN 1. 3£ H, CO B EAF TR Arlkk.
R BN FE T/ AR BT A B R AEAR Y, TR CO M AIE I/ RGN T CAG R 1
2 IR [3]

IEAESR, COp HEZ W C BN REIRR FEIVE B RGBT, EHNTFR T — RIS 5
DAFE R A M RE . T RS [41R N CO2 B I SR MR 4 S TR EUF I AN CO R S M RE AT
THESHT, RRHA I BT, G R, COP FEK. XL LI, b
EMER R LT, EENLHEUE ST R, 25 COP FEK. STWMAE[61RIGHT 7T T IS 4a LI %% CO, 4
R R RERIREM . 45 R I R AEH LA M 50 Hz #2513 100 Hz, 24 =M 3.4 kW FHE 2] T 5kw,
{H COP A FTR#HE . EFHRE[TIFR T AARA HEN CO R I HPERE IS . 45 R EIR, SR A
PRUREE 1 32 mm B9 03] 128 mm, FiEGIHAEM 45kW _ETFR] T 6.4 kW, 18h02) 42%. Wang Z5[8]0F &
T —ENAMEIR AR COL B IG A H G IR RS, WHE-20 CAIRIR oL A H K # RS A E COP M
0.89 &= % 1.77. Yang S5 [9)44 & | — & A INZEHEMN CO, B3I AW < F IS I R 4, nlffi COP £ 0°C
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HI-30°CH B B T T+ 11.7%F1 45.5%.

PR BT IR, FEHZRERSmELMRE, B8N EZREEGERMIELH IR, Fit,
AR T 4 ) SR Sk 5P e DR B AT AL TR B B i I S R AR Y X — 0% . BTLL, [ Y Ah e xR
il SR K AT A R R MR A T R T — R A IR AT 9T . SRR [10]F] FH AMEsim 5 Simulink BEA17 5
WHFL T ORHE . PID il FUBORIAZ SR 2 PR 00 R4 WL 8 . R AR N Th e, HIFAE AT COP (52 .
LR BT A5 ) R AAHL IR I h R, T PID F il FVB 45 N 4L T AR 2% 3l AR )
TRERRGE G, BRI E] T MR AL 28 LU SCH il 1 PR 4R WL D 28 Y FEMR 14.53%, L PID # MK 2.73%.
Wang 25 [ 1116 A S 3 il ik B T 25 0 KRG R AT, R 2 M RSN T, o BRIKREFEL
13%. Du Z5[12] ) FH 5 T4 L1 58 1k SR 152 (DDPG) 0325 f 428 1) S s 6 0 45 R HOSB AT 3 AT 35, 7T &
LT MIETESE, HREPEIRL 15%MIBERE. XITE[L3]TF R HIEE T BP 140 i 4 S 1ok (10 2 1) 4 i) 55 s
AR BT T e AR R FE 7 T AT I AR

L LATR, R RS IR S R AR O R T MO, RS T e E. HY
K COMENTAEAN T, PRI TAEE R R AR . 5 SIS RT CO2 #2114 B2 MR 1)
IR ECNA R, Vit — DI A S 7T . Ik, ARSCRA AMESIm B2 T HiieIRIK % CO, #4
FAA VTR, R Simulink EE32 T R OCHEHI SR . PID $5 i SRS FIJE T SAC HIE IR0 1 45
S, WFFC T = Fhas i SEms 4 CO PSR 25 1R 1 At I S i A Ak

2. REEZ

KWK 1 Fr7R K COp AR A R GE LM 6 ZLHAT E Bl Rl ule Sl DUM 07 OB AU g ofe
FATERAIE . Z BT Z BRI FNHAEGS . ARG TES AR BT IKIR . R R
WE XU IR B R B DA SR R TR B RGBT R, W RS
PEREEA BOE VM. %6 2 I IS ZE ML e SRS i, HIEARS WL 1 fox. BNHdAGE
NSNS FRERR RGP IR AL F 2 —, W IAIR 2 R G 1 I At 5 4% 0 BT B0, it
RN EMSEIE 2 o,

Figure 1. CO2 heat pump air conditioning system experimental bench
B 1. CO ARTIARGZLIE L

Table 1. Compressor main technical parameters

F 1 ERNEERASY

HEE(mL/) e WE HLE (V) 538 (r/min)
5.3 e 400 500~7500
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Table 2. System resulting data of standard experiment

=2 ENMIGE. FEIMNRIMSSEHESR
2R Byt JR~t(mm) 0 RHIAR (m?) e IATHI AR (M?)
EN G 2l amae 280 x 90 x 258 0.072 4.8
EAM AR FAT R 570 x 15 x 470 0.27 5.8
3. fhEER

3.1. CO AR PHEER

FH AMESIm #3558 CO 2 FOBM, BIMANIA 2 Pos. ZBMES 7 IRgehl. Hhas.
VUi ] R 3fe Afie . SR M s LRI BE IR AR it A . (T OB G ST R b, 10, RIS COp A
TIHAG LR ORI RGAL, £ AMESIm BT b BRI N TR, 0 B AT BRI 14 A I
K2 G, MRS CO R A RS LE G 2R B MR RES B, W& TR T SR E

ONONOMONONON*
wIE =3 2 LG i ’—
‘ il
1)
T +®>-u
O e—?—@

Figure 2. Simulation model of CO2 heat pump air conditioning system
2. CO: ARTRA G HIEE

JE4iHL 2 CO, MGE T R A MR —, HTBAE 3 Fm. EAaHIHLIR R EE R H (1) 347
i
_ Meom (hd _hs)
ncom - ra)><1073 (1)
KA 7 NEZENHIRRLEE, m, ARGV EREKS), hy ARV RS TR HES
Jr(kIIkg), h NEZENLSERRIZ AT I AR o S L (kIkg), 7 ARENLIHIFE(N-m), o A 4L
T (rad/s) .
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Figure 3. Compressor sub-model
B 3. E4at R

3.2. EHIRIRIER

SKH Simulink 73 A8 S 7 A5 HI S . PID #2511 5 B% 12T SAC (Soft Actor-Critic) 5% 1584
S (LU R AR SAC & HI15KEK), J SN CO2 IR 7 BB R HHT RS 3L, X LB =gz
il SR CO2 FAIR 7 A M R (1) R M R A

TR | SR 1 S R L1 ] 4 P o HCA2s )38 A D 3l 53 6 SRR B2 (Teabiin 5 H A i B (Tgoal ) 3R 47 %
b, 4 Tcabin 1% Tgoal i, ALl IEAEHLAGE #3217, $RTH4EWIEREE; 24 Tcabin i85 8ii
Tgoal I, HAEHLIE I TAE . HAZ O e AL, dilve B aC e s Boan =X(2), s 2 e
Fon(3).

C,T >T,

L=40->C,T <T,<T, @)
0,T,. <T,

C,T <T,

L=40->C,T <T,<T, 3)
0,T,>T,

A, LOARANELE, C ORI & 5, A3CH 6000 r/min, T, A3 AR SERHREEC, T, AH
PRIEFER ERRAE, ST 20.5°C, #i¥8 THLEL 24.5°C; T, 8 HFRiE B 00 N IRAE, ##4 THLE 19.5°C,

fill 7 T.OLAN 23.5°C
ﬁa‘%g}:{:ﬁ%ﬂ . _— fin

Tcabin

T A I

Figure 4. Switch control strategy principle
[ 4. FFEITHIRER [RIE

PID bl AN 5 F o FARHIB AR LEBI(KP) B2 (K1) B0 (KD) =AM FR 15 1 L ) I
AHLEEIE . LI PR RGUMOMNTRRE, BN H AR S 9PRRIE R, o BN R G210 At
g, ATTHEATIE Y. PID 2 1 2ER A SR (AT T3

e(t)=r(t)-c(t) @
Rt e(t) W HRFBEMA S RARBUANIRZE, r(t) AFFRRER, o(t) ARGUR .

DOI: 10.12677/dsc.2026.152015 145 1RG5


https://doi.org/10.12677/dsc.2026.152015

s

PID sl %41 H R FH S 5) 51
u(t) =K, | e()+ = [re()dt+T, (0} (5)

A, u(t) e, K ONHBIREL T OB R RS, T, i A R 4

e(t)
(o) * Tz I (R L)
Tgoal K B2 T \jl'/ %ﬁﬂﬁ

- Ko 4 55 55

c(t) Tcabin
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Figure 5. PID control strategy principle
[ 5. PID 2 SR B% R 12

SAC 2 il Sl JEEL AN 1S 6 FTzm o SAC BLEHIAZ O /& 1B R ARYE PRAT AT 45 HORL FE v R RR R T B s ) 252
AR ZR M . T 03 (Actor) W 246 HE B 1 DLAEREER 22, PR K (Critic) EAL SIEIINE, Q MIZ IR Al TR
72, W E SIS 2%, [FIE SN H ARSI Rd RE, AR E . RAF IR
RN BYEATRE VER R LSRN o« IR FF (1 S B 1 0 AR 2 A ) I R B A BN S N S5 3 55,
ISR 405 5 S B0 X B R = [14] [15].

Bkl N\ e (o [@rom

Actor Critic
smeeazs| Db | Qs W @ |ﬂh nh
! |

H % %%— H iM% éé% o

Figure 6. SAC control strategy principle
B 6. SAC =5l RHE R 12

R SEELAE I SRS IR R BE A B, BT T ansX(6) s IR SRR AR Ak B AR R 2
z =argmaxy E. .\ [Rsoﬁ (s.a)+a-H(x( st))] (6)
A, 77 NEAEIS R AL, E RIORIEFTE W eI SRS o th 4R 308 B Ax ek B SR NSk eg, E "R
%, s RaRE, a RnafE, p, RANHEEE 7 77 A BPRE - SIER TG, Ry (5,8, ) FREHL D
a NIFERY, TR LSRRI FIBAUIR L, RN R AT BB H (2 (- |s)) ITERS s,
N, AR R, HOt R
H(z{ls})=—logz(as,) )
a—a-2-V,(a)

al,[t[ozln ;ztat|s a-HOJ

J(

Kok 2 W2 SI, BHERE K. V0 (o) RAPREN I (o) % T o FBEIE, BREFS T o K%

(®)
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NSRS A BRI T —dim (A, A FREIE 2 4%,
4. EREHH
4.1. RBIRYLEE

N T AR FB R AR, A2 3 PR I AL R A CO, AR 1M R GE LI & 4L COp AT 41
D7 FRERL 73 AT 1 BRI AL . 18] 7 ke 4 R 5 07 LA SR AT T HLAL

Table 3. Refrigeration verification conditions
F< 3. HATIET R

W AR s, M ENE a IR, HARAE

WG TOL EENUESE(/min) FRRIRE(CC) EWIRECC) MXTHEE (%) AR EmMYh)  Aha K EmYh)
case 1 3000 30 40 40 700 2500
case 2 4000 30 40 40 700 2500
case 3 5000 30 40 40 700 2500
400 4.0
72 i (a)
350 4 R 17 A48 135
300 N/ g 130
250 /\ 125%
2 5
M 200 —12.0 n}g
& &
150 - 1158
100 11.0
50 4 -10.5
0 0.0
JEAELEE T IEAHLHE O iy gl ARHFHO
IR
(@) case 1 .0
400 5.0 4.0
e (b) (c)
350 Tﬁﬁﬁ% o %0 35
44.0 N
300 1 7 7§ % 1,5 % ° 30
,\250'/‘ i \ 1308 250 255
i 200 250K o 200 4 20K
b= ® = :
150 \ 7208 b =
150 - 1.5%
415
100 A
10 100 1.0
50 4
708 50 1 0.5
0.0
JEGRHLEE R FEARHLHE AR ey & 1l 0 0.0
PR A ERHED ERHLEO O ABRLD EERLD
PR A
(b) case 2 L. (c) case 3 L%t
Figure 7. Comparison of experimental results and simulation results
E 7. REERSHELERIIEE
DOI: 10.12677/dsc.2026.152015 147 B 1RG5


https://doi.org/10.12677/dsc.2026.152015

s

WiE 7 Frow, case 1 L& MR S0 45 5 5 07 FU 45 RIAHRHR Z 739008 2.93%. 3.15%. 2.65%.
4.01%, “1-IIAHRT R 224 3.19%:; case 2 L1t & M Ui 25 5 017 L5 AR % 2 733l 9 3.08%+.3.41%
2.24%.4.4%, “T 3 A% 72 9 3.28%; case 3 T35 % I ik st 100 285 5L 5 47 B 45 S AR TR 22 73 30l N 2.41%
3.52%. 2.92%. 3.06%, “FIIAHXTIRZEN 2.98%. LA, =4 Lo N IR RS 07 7LE R 28/
T 5%, e TR HIMRE TR

4.2. FEHIRIER B REAIR N

FEAR A PR TOUT, R =Rzl g S\ COp AR 0 FAR AT IR S 0 5, FRXT Loy #r = Ffiz
1) SR o CO FAHE 2 Y 1 ¥ 1Pk BE PR 1

Table 4. Refrigeration simulation conditions

=4 HRMHEIR

eI Eo2 HIVA T HIVA T AT
WELRE(°C) 45 40
BARRE(C) 24 24
K PHAR 5 5 (W/m?) 900 900
AR (%) 50 50
7 3% (km/h) 40 (1H3%). CLTC T.i 40 (1H3%). CLTC T4
45 40
— JFR — Ji%
— PID —— PID
40 4 — SAC —— SAC

35

I EE (°C)

25

20 T T T T T T T T T
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400

20 T T T T T

I 1] (s) I ] (s)
(a) PREEIEE 45°C (b) FEEIEE 40°C

Figure 8. Cooling temperature variation history of three control strategies at a constant speed of 40 km/h
8. 40 km/h 1BIR T = ISR BV HS IR E TR

Kl 8 N ZEIRAE 40 km/h FEE S =l ] SRME () AR A DI RE . PABRIR N 45°C IR, TFR
P SRm R RIS B HARIREE, 7€ 123 s YO R HARiRE, (BEA R Hbril B2 5 FHBEhseoR, sl
FEI7E 23.5°C~24.5°CZ[], X o T JF G F il w45 i B 48 S 300 . X1 PID # i Seng, i 2k H Az
WAL, 75 154 s 153 HARI AL, HEShR/IMARIAE — SR E. X T SAC il 5KEE, 1£ 147s A% H
PR RE, FORFEB BN . IIRER A0°CHISRME T, = Fhf il SRmk s 21 H A ifi BE 75 I (8] A A0 2
TPyl 7E 81s LB HFRIRE, (BRI 23.5°C~24.5C B E), PID 5] 508 KL 77 s 53 Hbr
HEJE, SAC &SRS KATE 82 s BIIAHMMEE. Hoh, SHBHRE 45 CHILL, HB5IRE AN 40°C 3 R
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RO IR B R T PR HhIR B HARIE R, FFoiEHIP T 40s 247, PID #5 %A1 SAC #5H FHL T 70s /24, fEfHIE
THUR, = SRR 1 s K RS R 2 00 8 2.5%, 1.8%7F1 0.4%.

K 9 NZAERFIZATAE CLTC i N =P il SEmg (0 fl A T B i 2 . ISR 45 CHIZRAE T, Xt
TSt deng, BBk HARREE, KL 57 s ik B HARIREE, 7821k B AR 2 5 Hishiok,
WG REITE 23.5°C~24.5°C 2 ], XfT PID ¥l 5K 0g Al SAC #il 5EM, KLIFE 150 s ik H AR, W&
(R S IME R AEAE — S PR B . FRIEIEE N 40°C RIS, JFoeis il i bik 2] HAriRE, K47 30
s IAF| HARIRSE, HRFFETE 23.5°C~24.5°C A1 8. XFT PID $&i5kns, &%) HbRREMHNERIE, K
Z)7E 53 s AR HAREE, FINAFE—ErBIHE, BKBIHEN 1C. SAC FH R KLITE 42 s A% H
FRIRFE, FIREGEAE —ERBRE, RAHREN0.2C. Bk, SHENRE N 45°CHLL, HEHRE AN 40°C
I 3fe DA TR FE i S PR 2 B AR, JFOCEsHIER T 30 s A2 4q, PID #1100 s /247, SAC £l TR
T 110s fiti. fECLTC Lo T, =Mzl SReE i i RARAS IR ZE 758 2.5%, 4.2%7F1 0.8%.

45 40
— FFx — R
—— PID 1 —— PID
40 — SAC — SAC
35
—~ 35 ~
o g
™ & 30
E[\-a 30 - ;I[,E
25
25
20 T T T T T T T 20 T T T T T T T
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400
18] (s) I [a] (s)
(a) ERIRAE 45°C (b) FRERIESE 40°C

Figure 9. Cooling temperature variation history of three control strategies under CLTC operating conditions
B 9. CLTC TR F=#MZHI RIS RETILAHIE

4.3. $EHI RS X HIFA A BE RO RN

FER S PR TOLT, R =Fiz il sng S COp AR 25 7 FAR AU BEAT IR & 05 5, JFx L #r = Ffiz
il S o CO, FAHE 2 1 il FAE BE R R o

Table 5. Heating simulation conditions

=5 HAMEIR

IS5 Hl# T HlFh T
WEGRE(C) -10 0
H AR E(°C) 20 20
K BH %8 559 58 5 (W/m?) 200 200
FHXT IR FE (%) 50 50
72 3% (km/h) 40 (1HE). CLTC Lt 40 (1H3E). CLTC L

P 10 ZERAE 40 km/h fEE R =Rl S0 (O H AR AR IR . FRERIR 10 C SRR, TR
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o ) S BIA H AR R S, A7E 104 s A2 H bR, (HIEE 2] HAREE 2 f5 ik shiBoR, WHaE)
JGHEE 19.5°C~20.5°CZ [ XFT PID ¥l 5k, HRFBA bR, KATE 655 AR HARRE, b5 H
T —EREIEE, RAHEIEEZ0.7C, X1 SAC #HI5ns, L7 78 s IAR HArin &, HIREH &
N, BRKEIHEZN 0.3Co HEGREN 0OCHKMT, =Pl SngiA 2] B AR R % N A ZEA K. FF
FAEHIAN SAC I ZI1E 72 s KB HARIRSE, (HIF ORI [FFELE 19.5°C~20.5°C 2 [Al# 3], SAC il A
BRI S, PID #2550 KLITE 82 s ik B HArlRSE, HEKBIFHELN0.82°C. Hob, HHBRE
—10°CAHHEL, PREGRFERN OCRIFF I AR IR AL TR 1 30s i ik 2 H bR, PID #5412 1 20s /&
Fi, SAC ¥8 N8 T 5 i fio AETHIE TUL N, = Fhis il 5% 1 i KAR &R 22 051N 2.5%, 3.3%F1 1.5%.

20
7 — %
—— PID
— SAC
s 10 A
&
0
5
-54
-10 T T T T T T T 0 T T T T T T T
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400
IR 18] (s) F ] (s)
(a) FEIRE-10TC (b) FFELIRE OC
Figure 10. Heating temperature variation history of three control strategies at a constant speed of 40 km/h
B 10. 40 km/h 1EIR T = Fp=HI SR B FO B R B TR T2
20 1
15 RS
—— PID
—— SAC
101
%
G
P?é 5
0
5
-54
-10 T T T T T T T 0 T T T T T T T
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400
I 8] (s) ] (s)
(2) M EEREZ-101C (b) FERIRFE OC

Figure 11. Heating temperature variation history of three control strategies under CLTC operating conditions

11. CLTC TR =M=l REg B R Z L iE

K 11 N ZEAIZATAE CLTC oL N =P il SRmg iy il IR BE AL PR . IAMRHR N -10°C & AF T, T
RAE | SRS B H AR IR E e, A4E 103 s BB HARIREZ, X2 H bR S B ECR, WEhvE e

DOI: 10.12677/dsc.2026.152015 150 1RG5


https://doi.org/10.12677/dsc.2026.152015

s

19.5°C~20.5C 2 [a]. X}F PID &l 5%ng, 2975 67s A HAriRE, M/EHI T e @iHE, SR
%) 0.68°C. SAC Fxil SR 7 AR (15 S o 1) H AR, Z97E 54 s BB H AR, (HHIL TR
PR, RAEHELN 1.45C. HEGRE N OCIIEKMET, JFEHIR PID % HI47E 75 s £ 47183
HFRim B, (BFFC 4 [FRELE 19.5°C~20.5°C Z A1k, PID kI sEus N Il T — & 0B iR E, &
B2 0.9C. SAC il g KATE 118 s /il B HARERE, ZEBNE. 5o, SHEEEN-10C
FHEE, FREGIR BN O C I IR Gzl it e s AR i BE R 174 30 s ix B HARIEE, PID #5418 1) 8s, SAC %
#1817 4164 s. f£ CLTC LALF, =Mzl SEus it i KSR Z 500N 2.5%, 3.4%H1 7.5%.

5. &g

AR AMESIm #4727 #ae IR CO ATE A AR, FERIH Simulink 837 1 FF o5 5
B PID % il S HE A1 SAC F2 il el , BB 17 BT 7T 7 =Pz i SR es X CO, IR SR RE s T .
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] SRS PR UL D B AR, B BhVEIFE 23.5°C~24.5°C 2 1], PID il f1 SAC #% il {1 il B 3 3l /N, 78 CLTC
TEIRTHLT, PID #5308 (i AR ZEL N 4.2%, SAC 4 i SIS i i KR 221N 0.8%.

3. TEMIRMET, FFOCHR I SRS 10 B2 I s AN %, P AT FEI7E 19.5°C~20.5°C 2 [i]; PID il 3%
B RLPR, (HGER IR . SAC FE I SR IEE I, (HAE CLTC &3 T FAZAE— 58 B FE
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