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Accurate prediction of lithium-ion battery health is critical
for the performance and safety of electric vertical takeoff
and landing (eVTOL) vehicles. Traditional machine learn-
ing approaches require significant expertise in data prepro-
cessing and model development, which limits their acces-
sibility. This study introduces an innovative large language
model (LLM)-based technique to automate the implemen-
tation and optimization of machine learning algorithms for
battery state-of-health (SOH) forecasting. The proposed
framework integrates ChatGPT into the complete machine
learning pipeline, including data pre-processing, determin-
ing importance of characteristics, model recommendation
and selection based on learning from reference studies, hy-
perparameter tuning, and performance evaluation. The LLM-
driven approach involves iterative refinement of the model
through structured prompts, ensuring continuous improve-
ment and adaptation to the specific requirements of the
SOHestimation. The study utilized a publicly available dataset
of a lithium-ion battery used in the propulsion system of an
eVTOL vehicle, which includes comprehensive flight mis-
sions and structured charge-discharge cycles. Three ma-
chine learning algorithms, i.e., RandomForest, XGBoost, and
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CatBoost, were implemented and optimized usingChatGPT.
The performance of the LLM-drivenmodelswas benchmarked
against conventional methods, demonstrating a 52% reduc-
tion in Mean Absolute Percentage Error (MAPE) compared
to traditional approaches. The findings highlight the poten-
tial of LLM-driven machine learning in enhancing battery
health prediction, making advanced techniques more ac-
cessible to a broader audience. This study demonstrates
that integrating ChatGPT into the machine learning work-
flow can significantly improve the accuracy and efficiency
of SOH estimation for eVTOL applications.
K E YWORD S

battery health estimation, generative AI, large language model,
eVTOL, machine learning, prompt engineering

1 | INTRODUCTION

Vertical Take-off and Landing (eVTOL) vehicles employed in urban air mobility operate with fully electric propulsion
systems that utilize solely lithium-ion batteries or hybrid energy sources, thus eliminating the need for traditional
fossil fuel engines [1, 2]. Among the various challenges facing the battery management system (BMS), two major con-
cerns include the monitoring and estimation of essential battery performance parameters [3]. The BMS is essential
for ensuring safe and reliable operations, extending operational life, and reducing overall costs [4, 5]. It is responsible
for monitoring battery operating parameters such as voltage, current, and temperature, as well as managing battery
degradation [6]. The state of health (SOH), which reflects long-term battery degradation, is a key performance indica-
tor. Data-driven models, which are often preferred for estimating battery performance, can better manage complex
nonlinear behaviors compared to electrochemical or equivalent circuit models, thereby providing improved efficiency
[7]. Recent advances in battery performance estimation have introduced various techniques, including Kalman filters
[6, 7] and hybrid support vector machines [4]. While these methods demonstrate improved accuracy, they typically
require: (i) manual tuning of complex parameters (e.g., noise covariance matrices in Kalman filters), (ii) expert knowl-
edge for feature engineering, and (iii) computationally intensive optimization processes. These limitations constrain
their practical implementation, particularly in dynamic eVTOL applications where rapid, automated decision-making is
crucial. In this regard, large language models (LLMs) have emerged as advanced machine learning (ML) models capable
of understanding, generating, and interacting with human language [8].

Large language models (LLMs) have seen significant advancements in recent years. ChatGPT, developed by Ope-
nAI [9], is one such implementation of the Generative Pre-trained Transformer (GPT) series of LLMs. Built on the
principles of prompt engineering [10], ChatGPT leverages the capabilities of Generative Artificial Intelligence (AI) to
simulate human-like interactions, understanding speech, and executing commands as instructed [11, 12]. Prompt
engineering, a systematic approach involving conditions or rules, addresses the challenges faced by conventional AI
in emulating human creativity, particularly within the emerging concept of generative AI [13]. By providing struc-
tured prompts or instructions, prompt engineering guides the AI model’s output towards desired outcomes, thereby
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enhancing its ability to generate creative and contextually relevant content [14]. This iterative process allows AI to
continuously refine and enhance its performance, enabling it to build upon previous levels of intelligence rather than
starting from scratch when transferred to another system [15]. Recently, LLMs like ChatGPT have gained popularity
across diverse applications, including solving mathematical equations [16], generating academic and literary content
[17], debugging software [18], performing text classification [19], and automating code generation [20].

When integrated with ML techniques, LLM has the potential to provide solutions for engineering problems, thus
enhancing applications and expanding the capabilities of electrical engineering systems. Bonadia et al. [21] inves-
tigate the potential of ChatGPT to generate distribution text networks for power flow studies, demonstrating that
some user knowledge is required to effectively leverage ChatGPT in detecting and solving power distribution net-
work problems. Huang et al. [22] used ChatGPT for fine-tuning pre-trained models by adopting the Knowledge
Graph Completion approach to diagnose defects in the main electrical equipment of the power grid. In another study
[23], a transformer-based model was used in wind power forecasting, showing that ChatGPT is effective in capturing
complex temporal relationships in large-scale time series data. He et al. [24] evaluated the development of ChatGPT
in robots, considering robot perceptions such as visual, auditory, and tactile, as well as intelligences such as linguistic,
logical-mathematical, and spatial. Li et al. [25] utilized ChatGPT to solve several power engineering problems, includ-
ing unit commitment and decentralized optimization of multi-vector energy systems. Zhang et al. [26] revealed the
potential vulnerability of LLMs such as ChatGPT in smart grid applications. Recent studies demonstrate that ChatGPT
can make ML techniques and tools easier and more efficient, making them accessible to individuals without a deep
background inML or programming. ChatGPT can save time and effort by developing and implementingML algorithms,
preprocessing data for model training and testing, and identifying and fixing errors in code. Additionally, it can create
user-friendly interfaces and simplify complex processes, enabling a broader audience to apply ML to solve real-world
problems without requiring specialist knowledge or coding skills.

Table 1 summarizes recent studies on the application of LLMs in battery monitoring and prognostics. primarily
focus onmonitoring, feature selection, and estimating key battery health indicators such as state of charge (SOC), SOH,
and remaining useful life (RUL). However, relatively few studies provide a comprehensive approach to SOH estimation,
particularly in the context of dynamic operational conditions. In electric propulsion systems, batteries experience
highly variable demand loads due to fluctuating flight conditions, making accurate health monitoring crucial. Most
existing research has focused on integrating SOC and SOH metrics into trajectory planning and energy management
for health-aware electric aircraft [27]. These developments have highlighted the importance of accurate battery health
assessments in enhancing aircraft performance and safety. To address this need, this study utilizes LLMs to improve
the accuracy and robustness of SOH prediction for eVTOL applications.

This study proposes an innovative LLM-driven framework that automates the entire ML process from feature se-
lection to hyperparameter optimization. Specifically, we evaluate the capability of ChatGPT to implement data-driven
machine-learning algorithms for forecasting the state of health of Lithium-ion (Li-ion) batteries in eVTOL applications.
Our methodology advances conventional approaches by demonstrating that LLMs can: (i) systematically explore pa-
rameter spaces through prompt-guided optimization, (ii) adaptively refinemodels based on performance feedback, and
(iii) generate executable code without requiring deep programming expertise. Recent research has highlighted the im-
portance of SOH prediction for optimizing eVTOL performance, with studies employing various algorithms including
Multi-layer Perceptron, Support Vector Regression (SVR), Random Forest (RF), Gaussian Process Regression (GPR),
Extreme Gradient Boosting (XGBoost), and CatBoost—to forecast key battery parameters such as SOH, RUL, and
maximum operating temperature (MOT) [36, 37, 38, 39]. Building on these advancements, this study uses ChatGPT
4.0, guided by prompt engineering, to implement and optimize the Random Forest, XGBoost, and CatBoost algorithms
for SOH forecasting. A feature importance analysis is performed to evaluate the effectiveness of ChatGPT in identify-
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TABLE 1 Studies on the application of LLMs in battery monitoring and prognostics.

Ref. Purpose Highlights
[26] RUL estimation improving prediction accuracy according to common ML algorithms
[28] Prognostics combines the local knowledge method and large language model
[29] SOC estimation more accurate and robust estimates with a new soft prompt adapter
[30] battery management introduces the concept of Internet of Batteries in EVs
[31] SOC estimation a hybrid prompt-driven large language model
[32] RUL estimation a SHAP analysis based on large language model
[33] SOC estimation a prompt-driven fine-tuning method
[34] SOH and RUL estimations a transformer-based LLM framework
[35] SOH estimation innovative feature engineering technology

ing critical features. Using publicly available eVTOL data, the models are trained, tested, and compared with existing
methods. Their precision is evaluated using mean absolute error (MAE), mean absolute percentage error (MAPE), and
root mean square error (RMSE) to assess forecasting accuracy. This approach not only demonstrates the potential of
ChatGPT in automating ML workflows, but also provides a robust framework to improve battery health prediction in
eVTOL applications. The proposed approach not only makes battery health monitoring more accessible and scalable
but also maintains high accuracy, as demonstrated by our experimental results showing 52% improvement in MAPE
compared to traditional methods. The main contribution of this study is the development of a structured, prompt-
driven methodology that leverages LLMs (specifically ChatGPT) to automate the entire SOH estimation process. This
approach goes beyond single-step code generation by enabling iterative, intelligent interaction with the LLM, thereby
replicating and improving upon the analytical process typically performed by human experts. By providing the model
with a reference study, prompting it to learn from previous methods and guiding it through the implementation, op-
timization, and evaluation of the model, our study demonstrates a reproducible workflow for SOH estimation that is
both accessible and does not require prior coding expertise. In summary, ChatGPT 4.0 is utilized not only as a general
tool for developing estimation and optimization frameworks but is specifically designed in this study to enhance bat-
tery SOH estimation for eVTOL systems. This is achieved through the application of domain-specific feature selection,
guided hyperparameter tuning, and performance evaluation adapted to the dynamics of battery degradation.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. The methodology along with the eVTOL dataset used is
presented in Section 2. The promptingmechanismwith ChatGPT for the SOHprediction is also detailed. Experimental
and comparison results are discussed in Section 3. Finally, conclusions are provided in Section 4. The remainder of this
paper is structured as follows: Section 2 presents our innovative LLM-driven methodology, including (i) the eVTOL
battery dataset characteristics, (ii) the structured prompt engineering framework for SOH prediction, and (iii) the
implementation of ML algorithms through ChatGPT. Section 3 details the experimental results, including comparative
performance analysis against conventional methods and quantitative assessment. Finally, Section 4 concludes with
key findings, discusses practical implications for eVTOL battery management, and outlines future research directions
for LLM-assisted battery prognostics.
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F IGURE 1 The proposed LLM-based methodology for Li-ion battery state-of-health prediction in eVTOL
applications.

2 | METHODOLOGY

2.1 | Approach

Figure 1 illustrates the general framework of the proposed methodology, comprising four key steps: (i) collecting
actual eVTOL operational data, (ii) extracting and validating relevant features, (iii) implementing and optimizing ML
models using a LLM, i.e., ChatGPT 4.0 as the LLM, and (iv) validating the SOH estimation results. Rather than treating
GPT as a coding assistant, ChatGPT is integrated into the full machine learning pipeline, including data preprocessing,
model recommendation and selection, informed by reference study learning, hyperparameter tuning, and performance
evaluation through LLM model implementation approach in this paper. Such comprehensive integration ensures that
ChatGPT is not merely a tool for code generation but a transformative element that enhances the entire machine
learning workflow, extending beyond simple code generation to active participation in the analytical process.

The process utilizing ChatGPT-initiates with a request for ChatGPT to list ML-based regression models suitable
for SOH forecasting. From the listed models, the user selects Random Forest, XGBoost, and CatBoost for their in-
terpretability, scalability, and robustness in managing noisy and high-dimensional data, as detailed in Section 2.4.
Subsequently, a data set, comprising feature inputs and SOH capacity measurements is uploaded. ChatGPT 4.0 then
preprocesses this dataset by eliminating irrelevant entries and validating the 21 pre-identified features from Mitici
et al. [37]. Following preprocessing, the specified models are implemented, followed by hyperparameter optimiza-
tion through methods such as Bayesian optimization to enhance prediction accuracy. Finally, the forecasting results
are assessed with performance metrics such as MAE, MAPE, and RMSE. The interaction with ChatGPT is guided by
structured through organized prompts, as illustrated in Figure 2, ensuring a systematic and reproducible workflow.
2.2 | Mathematical Formulation of the Proposed LLM-Guided Workflow

Consider the battery SOH dataset D comprising battery feature vectors and corresponding SOH values:
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F IGURE 2 Workflow of the proposed LLM-based methodology for battery state-of-health prediction.

D = { (xi , yi ) }Ni=1, xi ∈ Òd , yi ∈ Ò, (1)

where each feature vector xi specifically represents battery features-related measurements:

xi = [V take-offvar ,V take-offmin ,V take-offmean , δCC, δCV,Tmax,QCharge,QDischarge, Iavg, ECharge, ...]T (2)

and yi represent battery health status-related indicator:

yi = [SOH] (3)

The critical battery-specific features explicitly utilized are defined as:
The LLM-driven method introduces a meta-function g (Promptt ) , representing the structured prompting mecha-

nism, which guides the LLM to output:

g (Promptt , Rbattery ) → Codet = ft (D; θt ) . (4)

where t ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,T } is the iteration step, and Codet represents the ML implementation or modification pro-
duced at each prompt-response round. The LLM learns from both external reference material Rbattery and the struc-
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ture of D to iteratively improve the forecasting model.
Hyperparameter tuning is formulated as an automated optimization framework guided by ChatGPT’s responses,

through which the optimized model parameters (θ∗), specifically tailored for battery SOH prediction, are determined
iteratively as follows:

θ∗ = argmin
θ∈Θ

L(f (D; θ ), y ), where L is the prediction error (performance metrics such as MAE, RMSE,MAPE)
(5)

This loop continues until L is minimized within tolerance ϵ, and ChatGPT session exports the finalized model
code Code∗ for offline execution.

2.3 | Dataset Description

This study employs a publicly available dataset of a Li-ion battery used in the propulsion system of an eVTOL vehicle,
as detailed in [40, 41]. This dataset has gained significant attention in recent years as it is one of the few publicly
available datasets in the literature for an eVTOL vehicle and considers relatively high discharge currents at the take-
off and landing flight phases of the aircraft. The dataset comprises a comprehensive set of missions, including take-off,
cruise, landing, resting 1, charging, and resting 2. During take-off and landing, the cells are discharged at high power
for a short duration, while during cruise, they are discharged at low power for a longer period. The resting 1 continues
until the cell temperature drops to 27°C or a minimum of 15 minutes has passed. The charging process includes a
constant current (CC) phase, which continues until the voltage exceeds 4.2 V at 1C, followed by a constant voltage
(CV) phase that continues until the current drops to C/30 at 4.2 V. Finally, during the resting 2, the cells remain in
cooling until the temperature decreases to 35°C, and after 15minutes, the battery is ready for the next mission. In this
way, one full cycle of the cells is completed. VAH12, which has the longest operating duty, completes 2,347 cycles.
Table 2 outlines the six variables measured within this dataset: Q Charge (the amount of charge supplied to the cell
during charging), Q Discharge (the amount of charge extracted from the cell during discharging), Voltage, Current,
Temperature, and Cycle number. These measurements are specific to the Sony-Murata 18650 VTC-6 Li-ion battery
cells, which can provide energy up to 230 Wh/kg.

The dataset encompasses 22 distinct flight missions, each characterized by unique operational profiles. These
missions include variations such as baseline operations, short and extended cruise lengths, power reduction during
discharge, constant current charging with reduced current, constant voltage charging with reduced voltage, and dif-
ferent thermal chamber temperatures. To assess battery health, a capacity test is conducted every 50 cycles for each
flight mission. As a result, each mission includes a capacity test corresponding to 1/50 of the total cycle count. Each
capacity test is structured into several phases: Constant Current Charge, Constant Voltage Charge, 1st Resting Period,
Take-off, Cruise, Landing, and 2nd Resting Period.

In Ref. [37], a feature importance analysis was performed to predict the battery SOH, identifying 21 features
with importance scores exceeding 65%. These 21 features were also utilized in our study. Table 2.3 highlights the
calculated values of the five most significant features before the battery SOH dropping to 85%. For this forecasting
study, all 21 features were employed across the entire range of battery SOH levels, ensuring a comprehensive analysis
of battery performance and degradation.
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TABLE 2 The measured battery variables.

Inspected Battery Variables Unites
Time s

Voltage V
Current A

Energy Charge Wh
Q_Char ge mAh

Energy Discharge Wh
Q_Di schar ge mAh
Temperature Centigrade (◦C)
Cycle number -

2.4 | Preparing Dataset

The ML-based data-driven estimation method involves several critical stages, including data preprocessing, feature
selection, model training and testing, and testing dataset processing [42]. Feature selection is particularly crucial, as
it eliminates variables that are not strongly correlated with the target battery health parameters, such as SOH and
RUL [43]. Selecting the most relevant features not only reduces preprocessing time but also enhances the overall
performance of the ML algorithm. However, manually performing feature selection can be computationally intensive
and requires significant expertise, which may limit its accessibility [42].

In this study, we introduce a methodology for SOH estimation that minimizes the need for software expertise
by utilizing pre-identified features from Mitici et al. [37]. Using a LLM-driven approach, we validated the feature
importance rankings from Mitici et al., ensuring consistency and reliability without manual intervention. Specifically,
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TABLE 3 The top five most important features for predicting State of Health (SOH) values up to 85% using the
Random Forest algorithm.

V t ak e−of f
v ar V t ak e−of f

mi n
δCC δCV V t ak e−of f

mean SOH
0.002214 0.002214 2982.268 1973.506 3.6762 100
0.002083 3.6229935 2884.722 1962.386 3.6688 96.95
0.002058 3.6105096 2806.878 2074.074 3.6520 94.98
0.002086 3.5888891 2731.746 2239.308 3.6248 93.33
0.002151 3.5667963 2665.148 2422.816 3.5975 91.85
0.002267 3.5474994 2588.970 2634.578 3.5737 90.50
0.002305 3.5391505 2569.898 2575.476 3.5622 89.42
0.016118 3.5236735 2527.098 2687.868 3.5730 88.34
0.017841 3.4987845 2480.190 2975.434 3.5523 87.45
0.017221 3.512400 2475.032 2935.030 3.5639 86.83
0.019368 3.4688153 2397.414 2776.456 3.5290 85.26
0.021264 3.4485731 2387.870 3232.370 3.5142 85.04

Mitici et al. identified 21 features with over 65% importance out of 33 total features using the Random Forest al-
gorithm. These features, categorized into temperature-, charge-, and discharge-related groups, were incorporated
into the proposed LLM-based estimation method. The most influential features include the voltage variance during
takeoff, the minimum takeoff voltage, and the constant current (CC) time, as illustrated in Figure 3 and Table 3. The
remaining 18 features each contribute less than 10% to the relative importance. By using these pre-validated features,
we streamlined the dataset preparation process, enabling efficient and accurate data-driven estimation.
2.5 | Integrated Machine Learning Algorithm

Various algorithms, including Support Vector Machine, Gaussian Process Regression, and Gradient Boosting methods,
have been implemented to estimate battery health indicators such as SOH, RUL, andMOT on eVTOL battery datasets
[41]. Among these, Random Forest (RF), Extreme Gradient Boosting (XGBoost), and CatBoost stand out as widely
used methods for both classification and regression tasks. These algorithms were chosen over deep learning methods
like Long Short-Term Memory (LSTM) networks and hybrid approaches due to their interpretability, scalability, and
robustness in handling high-dimensional and noisy data. Deep learning methods, while powerful, often require large
datasets and significant computational resources, and their "black-box" nature limits their interpretability in critical
applications like eVTOL battery healthmonitoring. Hybrid approaches, though effective, can be complex to implement
and tune. In contrast, RF, XGBoost, and CatBoost offer a balance of accuracy, efficiency, and ease of use, making them
ideal for real-world battery health prediction tasks.

RF utilizes multiple decision trees to improve prediction accuracy. Its ensemble approach, known as "bagging,"
trains each tree on a random subset of the data, reducing overfitting and enhancing generalization [44]. RF is partic-
ularly effective in handling high-dimensional data and capturing complex interactions between features, making it a
reliable choice for estimating battery health status. The flow chart of the RF algorithm is shown in Figure 4. Each
decision tree consists of decision nodes that test input features, and leaf nodes, which provide output values. By
averaging the predictions across all trees, RF produces robust and reliable estimates, even in the presence of noise.
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XGBoost is a highly efficient and scalable ML algorithm that improves traditional gradient boosting by incorporating
regularization of L1 and L2 to control overfitting [45, 46]. Its ability to handle missing data and provide ranking of
features makes it particularly suitable for predicting battery health, where interpretability is critical [47]. XGBoost
has been widely used to estimate SOH and RUL with high precision, using historical battery degradation data and
feature engineering techniques to model complex non-linear patterns [48, 49]. The flow chart of the XGBoost al-
gorithm is shown in Figure 5. CatBoost is a high-performance gradient boosting algorithm that excels in handling
categorical features without extensive preprocessing [50]. Its advanced regularization and ordered boost techniques
mitigate overfitting, while its native support for categorical variables eliminates the need for manual encoding [51].
CatBoost has been successfully applied to predict SOH and RUL in Li-ion batteries, demonstrating its ability to model
non-linear degradation patterns and capture complex dependencies in battery aging data [52, 53]. The flow chart of
the CatBoost algorithm is shown in Figure 6.

In summary, RF, XGBoost, and CatBoost were chosen for their interpretability, scalability, and robustness in han-
dling the challenges of battery health prediction. These algorithms provide a practical and efficient alternative to deep
learning and hybrid approaches, making them well-suited for real-world eVTOL applications.

F IGURE 4 Main structure of Random Forest Algorithm (adapted from [44, 54, 55]).

2.6 | Performance Evaluation

This study implements several ML models, including RF, XGBoost, and CATBoost through assisted by ChatGPT 4.0
to forecast the SOH of Li-ion batteries used in eVTOL vehicles. The SOH of a battery is defined as the ratio between
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F IGURE 5 Main structure of XGBoost Algorithm (adapted from [56, 57]).

the charge capacity measured during a capacity test and the rated capacity of the battery, as given by

SOHm,c =
maxi (Qchar gem,c

i
)

maxi , (Qchar gem,0
i

)
∗ 100% (6)

whereQchar ge
(m,c)
i

is themaximummeasured capacity during a t h capacity test ct h ofmission profilem. Qchar ge
(m,0)
iis the maximum battery capacity measured during the first capacity test at (c = 0) of mission profile m.

To test and validate the forecasting performance of theML algorithms, three metrics, i.e., MAE, MAPE, and RMSE.
They are defined for the estimated SOH of a battery under mission profile m, 1 ≤ m ≤ M, as follows:

MAEm
SOH =

1

cm

cm∑
i=1

|SOHm,i − SOH ∗m,i |, (7)



12 Tuncel et al.

Input Training Data

Distributed features 

weights W1

...........

Weak learner L1
...........

Prediction 1
...........

Weak learner L2 Weak learner LN

Prediction 2 Prediction N

Final Prediction 

(Weighted average of 

all predictors)

Target statistics method 

to handle categorical 

features

Feature Combination

Distributed features 

weights W2

Distributed features 

weights WN

X1 X2 X3

B
u
il

d
in

g
 C

h
a
rt

T
re

e

Weak learner 

weight

B
o

o
ts

ra
p

 s
a
m

p
le

T
e
st

in
g

O
u
tp

u
t

X1.L1 X2.L2 X3.L3

F IGURE 6 Main structure of CatBoost Algorithm (adapted from [58, 59]).

MAPEm
SOH =

maxi (Qchar gem,c
i

)

maxi , (Qchar gem,0
i

)
∗ 100% (8)

where SOHm,i is the true battery SOH at capacity test i t h of mission profile m , SOH ∗m,i is the predicted SOH at
capacity test ct h of mission profile m , 1 ≤ m ≤ M . The overall performance of our SOH predictions across all M
mission profiles is evaluated as follows:

MAEm
SOH =

1

M

cm∑
J=1

MAE J
SOH , (9)

MAPEm
SOH =

1

M

cm∑
J=1

MAPE J
SOH . (10)

3 | RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Using the actual eVTOL dataset described in Section 2.1, ChatGPT-4.0 was employed to forecast the SOH of the bat-
tery through prompt engineering. Figure 7 illustrates the prompts used to interact with ChatGPT-4.0 for implementing
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F IGURE 7 Prompts used to guide ChatGPT-4.0 in implementing a ML algorithm for SOH forecasting

ML algorithms for SOH forecasting.
The process began with instructing ChatGPT-4.0 to learn the ML-based methodology from the reference study

in [37]. Upon receiving the instruction, ChatGPT-4.0 accepted the request and prepared for the upload of the refer-
ence study. After submitting the study, ChatGPT provided a concise summary of the methodology. Subsequently, the
dataset was uploaded, and a request for SOH prediction was declared. Initially, ChatGPT performed predictions using
the RF algorithm without hyperparameter optimization. It also calculated the feature importance values of the input
data. Noticing the absence of hyperparameter tuning, a follow-up request was made to optimize the model. ChatGPT
offered three optimization methods: Grid Search, Bayesian Optimization, and Random Search. Bayesian Optimization
was selected to align with the reference study. Due to computational constraints on the ChatGPT server, the envi-
ronment was reset, and the complete implementation code was requested for local execution. ChatGPT provided
the Python code and detailed instructions for local implementation. After specifying the dataset’s folder directory,
ChatGPT revised the code accordingly. Finally, the parameters for tuning were set based on the reference study, with
constraints provided in the prompt. ChatGPT delivered a fully functional code, enabling seamless execution. The
same request-response loop was followed for implementing the XGBoost and CatBoost algorithms, as illustrated in
Figure 7.

The dataset in Reference [41] is the only publicly available dataset that effectively simulates the dynamic power
demand of an eVTOL vehicle. Various ML algorithms, such as Random Forest, XGBoost, Gaussian Process Regression
(GPR), and Linear Support Vector Machine, have been applied for SOH estimation using this dataset, as reported in
References [37] and [39]. The SOH estimation approach developed through ChatGPT 4.0 in this study is compared
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F IGURE 8 Comparison of SOH prediction results and error rates for the RF, XGBoost, and CatBoost algorithms.

with these previous approaches by employing performance metrics such as MAE, RMSE, and MAPE. The forecasting
results, as reported in Table 4, demonstrate significant improvements achieved by the ML models enhanced by Chat-
GPT. These ChatGPT-driven models achieved lower MAE, MAPE, and RMSE than conventional models previously
applied to the identical eVTOL dataset. Specifically, the RF model in [37] achieved an MAE of 1.33, an MAPE of 0.02,
and an RMSE of 1.80, while the ChatGPT-driven RF model improved these metrics considerably to 0.8183, 0.0096,
and 1.3463, respectively. Similarly, in Reference [39], which also utilized this dataset, the RF algorithm recorded RMSE
and MAE values of 1.52 and 1.98, respectively, while the k-nearest neighbors (kNN) algorithm demonstrated better
performance with scores of 1.4 and 1.16. Thus, the ChatGPT-based RF estimation method outperforms conventional
RF estimations reported in prior research. This trend of improvement extends to XGBoost and Gaussian Process Re-
gression methods as well, with the ChatGPT-driven versions surpassing their standalone counterparts. Particularly,
the ChatGPT-driven CatBoost model exhibited superior performance, achieving an MAE of 0.47, an MAPE of 0.0054,
and an RMSE of 0.74. These results highlight the potential of LLM-driven forecasting to significantly enhance pre-
dictive accuracy in eVTOL applications. The LLM-based prediction method outperforms traditional ML algorithms
by enabling a more structured learning process and robust hyperparameter optimization, leading to enhanced model
performance.

The results in Tables 5, 6, and 7 highlight the superior performance of ChatGPT 4.0-drivenMLmodels in predicting
battery SOH. TheChatGPT-enhancedXGBoost algorithm achieved the lowest average error rate of 0.0331%, followed
closely by CatBoost with an error rate of 0.0246%, and the RF model with an error rate of 0.0353%. Among individual
trials, the ChatGPT 4.0-driven XGBoost model achieved the most precise prediction, with a minimum error rate of
0.0009%. Similarly, CatBoost demonstrated consistently low error rates, with its best prediction deviating by only
0.0107% from the true SOH value. The RF model also performed well, maintaining errors below 0.05% across its top
five trials. As shown in Figure 8, the maximum deviation of individual predictions from the actual SOH for all ChatGPT
4.0-driven models was below 3%.

While this study focused on RF, XGBoost, and CatBoost, ChatGPT-4.0 can be instructed to implement any ML
algorithm, offering flexibility to explore the best-performing model for SOH forecasting. The success of ChatGPT-
4.0 in implementing these algorithms highlights its versatility and potential for further improvements. ChatGPT-4.0
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TABLE 4 Comparison of SOH prediction performance results between ChatGPT driven ML models and
traditional ML models applied to the same eVTOL dataset.

Method MAE MAPE RMSE
RF [37] 1.3300 0.02 1.80

XGBoost [37] 1.39 0.02 1.91
Gaussian Process regression [37] 1.4800 0.79 2.27
Support Vector Machine [37] 1.4800 0.02 2.20

RF [39] 1.52 - 1.98
kNN [39] 1.16 - 1.4

ChatGPT 4.0-driven RF 0.8183 0.0096 1.3463
ChatGPT 4.0-driven XGBoost 0.6417 0.0074 1.0461
ChatGPT 4.0-driven CATBoost 0.47 0.0054 0.74

TABLE 5 Five best SOH prediction results of the ChatGPT 4.0-driven RF Algorithm.

Trail number True SOH Estimated SOH Error rates (%)
Best trail-I 82.7631 82.7444 0.0226
Best trail-II 96.8614 96.8353 0.0269
Best trail-III 94.7444 94.7124 0.0338
Best trail-IV 77.7245 77.7596 0.0452
Best trail-V 84.6192 84.6599 0.0480

Avarage of I-V 87.3425 87.3423 0.0353

delivers rapid and satisfactory results, even for computationally intensive tasks such as hyperparameter tuning and
feature importance calculation. Its user-friendly interface eliminates the need for deep coding expertise, making
advanced ML techniques accessible to a broader audience. Furthermore, ChatGPT-4.0 facilitates reproducible and
adaptable offline analysis by providing complete Python code, enabling users to overcome computational limitations
on the server. These advantages position ChatGPT-4.0 as a valuable tool for efficiently developing and implementing
ML models for battery SOH prediction.
3.1 | Limitations

While this study demonstrates the effectiveness of ChatGPT-driven ML for battery SOH prediction, it has several
limitations. First, the reliance on pre-identified features from Mitici et al. in [37] may limit the approach’s generaliz-
ability to other datasets or battery types. Future work could explore ChatGPbased automated feature engineering
to enhance adaptability. Second, the computational constraints of the ChatGPT server necessitated offline execution
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TABLE 6 Five best SOH prediction results of the ChatGPT 4.0-driven XGBoost Algorithm.

Trail number True SOH Estimated SOH Error rates (%)
Best trail-I 82.7631 82.7623 0.0009
Best trail-II 91.8746 91.8568 0.0193
Best trail-III 72.5449 72.5717 0.0369
Best trail-IV 89.3708 89.4061 0.0395
Best trail-V 91.5195 91.4564 0.0689

Avarage of I-V 85.6146 85.6106 0.0331

TABLE 7 Five best SOH prediction results of the ChatGPT 4.0-driven CatBoost Algorithm.

Trail number True SOH Estimated SOH Error rates (%)
Best trail-I 72.5449 72.5371 0.0107
Best trail-II 84.4964 84.5106 0.0168
Best trail-III 100 100.02 0.0200
Best trail-IV 87.7068 87.6770 0.0340
Best trail-V 84.6753 84.7106 0.0417

Avarage of I-V 85.8847 85.8911 0.0246

for hyperparameter tuning, which may not be feasible for all users. Developing more efficient on-server optimiza-
tion methods could address this challenge. Third, the study focused on three specific algorithms (RF, XGBoost, and
CatBoost), while these were chosen for their interpretability and performance. However, exploring other algorithms
or hybrid approaches could yield further improvements. Fourth, electric vehicle charging patterns often involve in-
complete and irregular charging, which is a common scenario in real-world applications. It is important to note that
the dataset used in this study consists of structured, complete charge and discharge cycles, typically observed under
laboratory or mission-controlled environments. The application of the LLM-based workflow can be guided via prompt
engineering to consider and handle irregular charging cycles. Future work can explore the integration of additional
features and preprocessing steps to accommodate these complexities. For instance, the LLM can be instructed to
identify and preprocess irregular charging patterns, ensuring that the model remains robust and accurate even when
faced with incomplete or irregular charging data. Finally, the study was conducted on a single eVTOL dataset, and
further validation on diverse datasets is needed to confirm the robustness of the proposed method. Addressing these
limitations in future research will strengthen the applicability and impact of ChatGPT-driven ML in battery health
forecasting.
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4 | CONCLUSIONS

In this study, we introduced a new methodology, utilizing a LLM model for estimating the SOH of Li-ion batteries
in eVTOL vehicles. By integrating ChatGPT into the full machine learning pipeline, our approach automates various
tasks, including data preprocessing, feature importance determination, model recommendation and selection, hyper-
parameter tuning, and performance evaluation. This comprehensive integration streamlines the machine learning
workflow while enhancing the accuracy and efficiency of SOH estimation. The originality of the proposed method
lies in the comprehensive integration of ChatGPT into every stage of the machine learning process. This holistic
approach minimizes the need for manual intervention and expert knowledge, thereby providing a structured and sys-
tematic workflow. The LLM-driven approach involves iterative refinement of the model through structured prompts,
allowing continuous improvement and adaptation to the specific requirements of SOH estimation.

The experimental validationwas conducted using a publicly available dataset of a Li-ion battery used in the propul-
sion system of an eVTOL vehicle. Three machine learning algorithms—Random Forest, XGBoost, and CatBoost—were
implemented and optimized using ChatGPT. The LLM-driven CatBoost model achieved MAE, MAPE, and RMSE val-
ues of 0.47, 0.0054, and 0.74, respectively, representing a significant improvement over traditional methods. Overall,
when compared against conventional methods, our LLM-driven models demonstrated a 52% reduction in MAPE.

Future research can extend this approach to predict other battery health parameters, such as RUL and MOT, and
explore the integration of additional ML algorithms or hybrid models. Automating feature engineering and optimizing
hyperparameter tuning directly within the ChatGPT framework could further reduce error rates and improve model
performance. Additionally, the application of the LLM-basedworkflow can be extended to handle irregular and incom-
plete charging patterns, which are common in real-world applications. The proposed framework can also be expanded
to include other machine learning algorithms or hybrid models to further improve prediction accuracy and robustness.
Additionally, ensemble learning could be employed by combining the best-performing machine learning algorithms to
further improve the accuracy of SOH estimation within the prompt-based LLM framework.
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