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Abstract: The low—temperature adaptability of proton exchange membrane fuel cells (PEMFC) severely restricts
their widespread commercial application. The properties of the membrane electrode assembly (MEA) are the
fundamental factors determining the cold start performance of PEMFCs. However, optimizing the MEA for cold start
often leads to a decline in performance under conventional conditions. This paper proposes a data—driven cross—
condition optimization design framework for MEA of PEMFCs. A high—fidelity mechanism dataset is constructed by
sampling key components and structural parameters of the anode and cathode catalyst layers. A surrogate model
based on support vector machine, Gaussian process regression, and radial basis function neural network is trained,

achieving a mean R?* of 0.968 for key cold—start performance indicators, while also demonstrating strong
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generalization ability in room—temperature performance prediction. By integrating the Al surrogate model with the

NSGA-III' algorithm, the cross—condition performance of the MEA is effectively balanced. Optimized MEA property

parameters can enhance the PEMFC cold start duration by 29.6% and the maximum temperature rise by 11.9%.

Alternatively, maintaining low—temperature tolerance while increasing the maximum power density under

conventional conditions by 3.6%, providing crucial theoretical basis and technical support for efficient rational

design and rapid product iteration of MEA of PEMFCs.

Keywords: fuel cells; computer simulation; optimal design; machine learning; Pareto optimality

i =

JF 28 e IR L L (PEMFC) Sk — B i 2%
Tt I HL AL 7 BB B 4 L BE SR SR B Tk g
FLHER A AL BE , SRR R ORN i D 30 P
PR, TR AT H AR i B K B B s iz
F K A 4R e B i LRy i 0, AR,
PEMFC 1 0 [ 35 b A 1 FH AT T i — 2 510 7™ R 4k
%o TEISEIE WM T, PEMFC AZ7EAIGIR “ Y2 )R 3l
A Y PR IR BRI T O°CHR, Ak A7 S0 A 1A 7K
¥ i H A% 2H 7 (membrane electrode assembly, MEA)
Hh 1 5% BA 7K By 7 22 FLHL RO R BE SRS LK, AL 23 B
FEAR U TE AT T A AL R M7 SO 3 BUS Bk
W, R FTHES | & MEA (AN AT 3 25K 45 47 , an B Ak
HEALJZ 3 P5 45, ™ 52 e v vl 0 P 5 s R
S PEMFC 1E-30°CRF R i A5 11 T iyl 5 PRI G
AR 3, S H O F R A i 2

PEMFC FY¥8 Ji 3V RE B T A1 528y FE A
4 RE 8 2H 0N 25 4 S5 AR AE PR o e e i AL )2
(catalyst layer, CL) F fLER R | JE B | B R Y/ 25 4
LG (1/C H) RA % Pt 55 240, W8 IR sl id Rk
TG BRI LA 2 SO ok AR ELA R s e DR
A CLBETHX TR TH PEMFC ¥ JR sh i RE R 6 B2,
HT T V% I Bl 92 30 I 3 S A v B A xE LS
it B UL F L PN AR Y 7K — 0K = sl 25 A7 e i
TE SV B 2 W 3R AL IR R 1R 43 B v
BTk e S e R 3R Y E B T BT, Yang S5
SET R ROULAE S AL A 1A SRR 388 T CLAL
B 45 14 X5 V8 JR Bl R R X s o 5 B i — 2D 4
TR RS 5 IR R RE Y g — AL, B T CL K
WL 06T 5 T B vl PR BB 1) 25 G R P L . e Ah,
Liang S5"58 o8 & b B2 2 W) BL37 sh 2505 5 5 525, IR
AARGE T 45 UK 53 A 0 v it Pk B S s i AR e M
MU SR, T8 )8 sl F rh - A% 3 5 v I
RV KRGS VKB 28 1) Z A R R A 2

kG B 2 W P sh S BRSCRAC T, 58— kR A
By 3t AR ASLALL A S ] kg BN 2 R W R R ) T
HAE A 2 f M S AL h A I

PEAE SR B A T e (AD) FC RS 2 5 5048 3K 5
FIDEAE T kg5 4, © N PEMFC 3 F K B 3 3T
ERVEAGIOAT 3 T B ATAR A 3 2 5] AR vk
e R BSOS L 8 5 36 B, 7 ORI TS 2 14 )
B R R H i TR, IR BT S R
FL10° 2 1079 FIFH b B B 4 e vy AL
e IR ALY A s 1 A a2 e R W A 4
PEMFC i 24 BN STk A9 17T 2 M . 4
XF PEMFC #EVEA AL , Zhang 2519 5 Zhao 25075 T4,
PRALARY 2350 58 B8 T XHRLEE (TR R AR 2 R
SR Z Hbr T, A AT T AR Bk R
b (5 DR . Shi AR BN 9K sh AR AL A Ak T
P HLI I T s LA 2 figk P RS /K 5% B 5 177 Yang 55
Dt e 9 A A T Bty Bh ¥4 ) Bhad B2, 8 E R R
FEOLAL T R k25 55 s oy B AR i i S 8.
i e B 4 O AL J2 T, Wang S5 FH 32 455 1) AL
(support vector machine, SVM) @37 T H CL 4H 5 7
I PEMFC # FIL T 450 M 5 19 AR BRBL AY |, R 35 0.99 LA
I IR A ARSI T CLAL A £ HbRfit ik .
Li 552 ) Siddiqa %53 512k F 2 B bR st 4% 52 A
XGBoost HEAL I T RE VR 54 0K T 5 1 CL, 148
RHME KR

P T8 T 0 FQBHARE TR (0 B ), A % AR it v
Ja B4 0 MEA SO 25 M R AL 3% 2 R . Yu
A LR 8 A S AR R UK AR K R TR
FER S IR 4 shifi Ak BAR B Bk CL LR
FAE R PR AR T RV J R B A5 3h
TE AR Liu SE200) 6 UCFL R 6 | B W) L ] 45 CL 1
RS, RAE CTnet HES7ACERETAL, F ] PSO-GA 5
P TR B R 25 vk A1 Ak . Sk,
A ET X MEA OULZE A4 A8 B0 3R st i ALk 52 38 3
Ja BTV JH BB E 24T I B — T . Z B il



+ 3528 -

fb T

¥

BITE

P H 2y 5 p e i AR AU ALEE R 24, 45 R T4 3 3h i
GERGVBETT , QN BRI CL JEE BE LA S5 FH IR Il 7= 4, a
W VC FE LABE i vk 2 18], AR A S 7 6 IR R LI
T SIS AR B BE g, 328 10 5 ) 1 8 17 1
ae”. DA BE , B B T A0 T B9 MEA AS g SRR
PEMFC 76 56 B 54 I W i etk is 17 . g sr —Fh
FHET PEMEFC ¥ )3 2484 5 IRz 17 MEA 25 540
TRAEZR , AT R LB

AR SR i E 1) PEMFC ¥ 5 2l v g 17 5
BUE T 00 BB IR 3 22 H AR AL BETHHE SR, A1
BT EA M TAE, QU Z A 7E T - 72 808 78 5L S
b ST 2 Y3 BOE L, R 0 55 4 T 00
5-15°C% i sh T PERE A o BB 4 s 7P Ak o
W ST, 3 9 7 TPk e T X AN ] T 00 1 R T A
FARARHIREAY 2545 2 BARRAR S, LA AR 1 8
MO SO PR AR AT UM R S . B
WAL Z AL BT HESS , #8782 )i sl B P A i oK
FE AL 5 5 T R T AL T SR 2 18] N FE AL
R, DA A ThT (] DRk 2% 4R ) PEMIFC 5% Fi bl BB
B R A —Rh A S A 5 O e

1 7%

1.1 PEMFCREBMSEIHRIER TREESE

i il

9 I CLASOWLES ¥ 5 PEMFC ¥ J5 sh P RE A )
B FR ARIFIE R Yang ZTF 5 (0 HE A SHOUL A 58
PRI — 4k R SR PEMEFC Y2 a3 SRR A5
W2 18T LS AL R AR 45 4 X H Tt v I B M
(AR o ARV P SR AR TR Y FH SR . AR
YU IR S T AR L A AR EE B U
M A8 P 1) A 2l A H A2 — AL A AL B 7 g CL A%
SR R4y L B 5 F AR BRI P SR A, 3 1t IX 430
FLEWRBAL, ST XA R 5 A% B ) 5 Ak 2
J2 R A ST A AN [ R (A 7R A R A ML
R 2 R AR AE B — I [A] 2 5238 1 Navier—Stokes J5 2
W57 2 Wi 3 L B S R 4l 5 Re O R,
CL & 15 A OB 3% A AR 4 )= 3
RZ 155 32 Knudsen §7 505 VK b 28 i R i1 19 (A FH
FHL 0 2 R T 2 AL %) ok T 45 R, R 4 [ 2
W5 AR . 2B PRSI, BT 9 22 W37 5 SO R TR
AR E N T — B 200 e, SC BT [l . A
2 BT [R5 i H VA I B 2 WP RE A AR S AL B

THOULATL B AR 151 (4 r i B AR A AN 2l AR VK 350 .
27 30 [ A b i XA ZR LR S S5 ) B8 TR 3
MR EN-15°Co HMRBLE NS5 Wem ™K,
DL BV I s R I i A BB o RIS, Sk T SHfe e
IR TR 4 Ak e PR T B 1k AR AR 2 LB
T R AR UK CBAULEL AT P g 38 )i 30 100D
WAL AR B RN 02 A em™, B BRSO
B AT T BLAL, 7 L B A oA AR i) HE A R 4%
P, g R s R, JLT RSE MR E M e
PEZSH B IR U SCER T A B

% RN T WA THE A S I 3h T4k 1) CL
PR AE PEMEFC # Bz 7 T.00(80°C) T iy i , A
FER T SCHRY ) 2 P AH A IR AR TR 2 IR
T I SRR P SRR TR RSB T VK AHAE L
il o SR T HEBR B K T B0 RO R T O B AR
FAEAL 2 TOAL TRk B 9, A5 AR 11 BH/BA A 2
SR BE S E R 100%, [RII, SRFH 30 4 () 5 ik
AT i EL Y B 2 0 A PN B R Ry R A . G
T AR A 00 R BE AR 2E T AR R s I AR
IR BRI A K By 3R -

BEAK
). RH,
To.=Top p=p,. xho.=1 = = o, ()
PH A%
PuRH,

Toe=To P=po Ao, = I @)
x?,zvk, =0.21(1 - xOHEO_‘, ), xgy(, =0.79(1 - x%QO_(‘)

AP, T, FT, 5350 Sy BH AR T AR R
BE LK Ty A BB AR v TAEIREE , K p, Al p, 435 A FH
WA AR IS ST, Pas p, IR BT YK 78 Ui
FIE 3, Pas RH, FIRH, 53 531) 2 BH AR B AR 25 CRE X
LFE o L0, 53 BRI R0 Ak
AR 0 JEE K 93 5 o, W BH AR S SR ) B
SO, T 2, 5B R SR T 4 RV
PR EE IR I35

A FE P Y = 4E BLEE v R SRR S A
A A5 A5 T B8 R T Y R SR IR . AR Al S
R, R 22 s AL = B SR 1/C L S Y
JE AR BT AT BE A 1% 22 AL VR N (<8.3%) 2 B
LR . KR R 2 S R R X — fi Ak
TEBE I AR A8 25 e A 2R ) Tt oA Af 2

bR AR AL T 2 W B 0 ELOF 5 COMSOL
Multiphysics™ 52 Bl . 7EECEK i S ms b, R H] T 43



01

www.hgxb.com.cn

+ 3529 -

BOR T2, Ry #4138 i3 PARDISO T $25K fif
TR AR . AR HIE 107107 s B 22 1%
EON107 IR o S MG TS UE IS , 3 ) sh Bl
SR FH %) A% 55k 380000 /4, R ABE AL SR FH (1) D99 A
480001, =2k BALER v T SR AL Y PR AR R
)24 6~24 h, 1 — | 4 H IR AR ) B TSR 2
M5 mine A ST SR ) 0 FH S 06 A B I,
TE UL SCHR™ R 5 ZEE G  , ASHIE98 R F R A
A THOUL 1Y ) 22 RUPE LB AR, e LA F 2 b 5
FEH AL 2 f A o & 4 A i e R T L B AC
TR I HEAT T A% B Ak o X R ik 3y X fili A5
BT £ 8 8 A A S0 N BT 12 B T 2 AL 2 IS
T4 JR AL S B, DT e il T AL e B S s A
M L3742 R bR RGO A Je B o 7 I R A A 5
HRl ol R R L TV R 119 S 96 B e (B 25 AN [R) P
Wi SRR FRAE T WO R . Bk
R AL )2 5 B s 4 8 kA R BN AR AR i
T DI, BT e WA A B R S | R AR R PR AR
WA RIE T R8N T8 ) 2SR AL 2
SOE7/BLINERS W 8
1.2 HIEMSERRSRIEABHIBENET

SR FH % R RS AL 5 T ALZ G 54 LS
BB CLIERE (8., pm) CLEYFLERZ (Eps,, ) (B H
Yk b (1/C) | 7 i AL b P 3R & (my,, mge
em™), M Pt i PUC T & 08 (w,,) o FER ) SHHLER
JE M XSS 2 T PEMFC ) shiE R
SE G AL 2 my, 5 o, PR E T HL AR 2T T TR (7 A
U8 5 U/C LR 1% 5232 5 fOU U3y B g 5 i
80T Epse, WAL [ e T AL )2 0 AL BRI R, B8
Ja S B R R R R

[, 7E S SF IR R T AR AT
PIEESERR , T A B S AR R G OC R T my 0,1/
C LU B A5 4 534 B 2 I, A L2 1% 11 A 5 1L o
AHAARFARD O 8 2 , #5558 T Eps,,, W 8, AP I2:
ST AR TR AR RS AR AR S A R A e L
REE T (D~ )R, X p, o Flp,, 53
AR 2 R4 BRI A 25, g em ™

b= l_orEn,:;C,{plp,Jr(wlm_ l)(plﬁ,lo/cl)} (3)

IR, 165 8 A B BH M CL 110 56 B bk o 2 8. B/

B P 6 2% (my,, ) Pt i PYC AR 3] 4 4350

(@) VLB BRI . (1/C,) I Eps,, /F R QI Y
AR AFAE , AS [ S5 LI SRTE B N2 1 R .

R1 EALEHXBESHIELE

Table 1 Restrictive ranges of parameters for simulations

SR HAT S RS B
FH/GIBS PLé&de, my, 0.1 0.5
FH/BAME P 3 E 0, 0.1 0.4
PR/ B R Rk 1L, 1/ 0.4 1.2
3.0(FH#)/ 5.0(BH#% )/
MUBIBHERIRIES.. ¢ o) 200(BIH)
FH/BIRRALBRR, Eps,, 0.3 0.6

YT i ST Y — AETSOU YA I B FLBRASE A 9 I
Z YRR G TR B, R AL S8 Monte
Carlo Fifi LR FECOXE LUTE AT BR A4 3153 58 90T 52 3%
AT A RIA RO 55 . I, AR LT
iR 377 K FER (latin hypercube sampling, LHS) % B§
MR EESE . LHS & —Fh oy Z iR AR B4
8 AL HE (8 UL Bl 230310 %) 532 100 4> S A6
DX Ta], FFAR 8 e K e /INBE 2 9 D AT SR A 1 O
A DIE N A HAUAH — > RAE S AH BT TR BB AL
KAE LHS BA I 00 25 [ S, fef% LUBU IR
AR R fe IR 32 ik /D> 758 ] 4 RH DG M I =2 1
SRV AUFERBEAR RN =
100, K LHS A= iU 100 2 15 it A% 25 14 2 25 A i S
HENT BV I SRR R R IR AT AL R T BT, Ak
$& B 5 B 15 28 i ] (2, ) HE B B 2R T
(AT,,."C) BAM CL A1 SR AK N Y f5e A 45 0K 5 (Ve
mm WE V8 JE SR BERR A, [A) I 4 IR K i 2 3
BERE(P, W om ™) BCHERE R 00 B BE (] A - om ™)
VER R IRPEREAR % o S DR UEA N A CRHIE 1Y 125 2
AATRD K L3R Y B 450 2 8020 R R e KR a0 4R AT
A Ab 3, B S 55 4 O 4 Hh A br 2R R A A T
TUNZRBL 2 AR (Y o P s B4 . A T
IS UFA BRAEAS 2 (N = 100) 7 7 55 = 4E 8 1125 (A1 B
(R FE I ABIESE E—  HEAT T REA U S0 #r
IYMraE SRR 1535 T LHS SIS0 510 45 [a] B 5E 4
P YU ZR AR AR 0 22 80 ZH L) LA, AR B AR 7Y
(9528 SR T 52 25 8 T WSk (B RMSE T B
JEWE S ) o X UESE T YT 100 HEEA S A5 2
DA i e DR LA QRS (1% G B ) JURFAIE , RS 6 2
Je SIS BE A EEK
1.3 RERBWEISIIZ

YT PEMFC % J 2l 72 v OO 45 4 -5 2 Lk
FE =2 [A] 1 S5 OC 3R B R AR 2Pk 5 B =UR B R A
H BT i T 38 2 9 516 95 60 P RE TR ] A SRk AL ] o



- 3530 - fe T % i H114%
RN A S e ) F IR . 5B EIA
SCH ARV R B KOO SR REAR B RN, min L g P + Cj (& +¢)

T AZ AR AR (SR AR Rt s

BIAT HAHLE I BT TR L. .5 Lt s
AR AR R A

RE (9 2 PR AH DG 5 FLUR, e IS4 1) 2 [T 0 5 5
Eﬁﬁﬁ@ﬂﬂfﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬁi’%,:ﬁﬁ%’]%?%*@
JRUIS: e /N AT DL I 7= 2 4004 B, 78 A P/ NVREAS 1Y
e LW )R b HAT IG5 RO, SR A 19
B 22 0 2851 O o 2 R AR, i 4 L K S
GBI VA REE & RN WG i S e e IS
(XGBoost 5 CatBoost) , ) F H: 4 $2 £ 88 45 1iF (8] 155
BrAE RS B OC R R RE ST, IR/ VREA PR i i
PN TE U A AL A 8 ) 2o 00 o ARFESE — A
AR KB MGETHE AR, i gt T 2 B AR A i i
AR AL
SEEGFETF Python 3.10 MG &I 6, Tfa
SAVE B R S O 1 5 R R RIS IC 5 5 4722
SCHUERE o 25 RAY R HLR S B A 55 5 Pl s 9
AIRZ ST
(1) Ze e BEAERTAY - 28 1 519 (linear regression,
LR) AE NN R, A< W98 8 F scikit—learn JE™,
SR A58 f5e /N — ek (OLS ) A R e Pk [l H B A . LR
B E SRR L w4 H AR R E R 5 227 J7
fe/ME. BT OLS-LR J& T T ffi 11 HICHi M 2
B, FONGRas A e 1T B 7e a2 AR T il de
MR,
(2) ¥ 07 ¥ B AL . S FF ) & ] 15 (Support
S TR T H AR A 2
ZrAp i, ABEIE R H scikit=learn 2 ) SVR 5345
FHF BIA RS R SVR & ISkt — S 4b T v 4E 4y
ik [ (R - T el HA R B o8 TE RB G 35 I AT g
Z W REAS 11, 1 [a] s {1288 1 T %) P 3532 o5 K LA
Pad UG o IZE R R SR A e T4,
*ﬁiﬂﬂFﬁ‘Fiﬁ%ﬁ“
(%) = (g b () + b @)
X, xiﬁﬁu/\ﬁi gy Do)y T A 5L
L 1) g 4 2 [ F) AR by () A0 i A 8 48 25 ]
IS, 1 bjﬂXTTLQ’EF—EI’JW{ETLJEO
N T AERCE BRI A R R S e
T, SVRBIA TR 1Y e~ A BUSH 2% BREL, AL
2 TR0 i 22 6 L A & I A TR G s A R st AR
&, EXRE N [R) RS A S R i Z O R Ak

vector regression, SVR)

PeE SVR 0k WU RE A =S S n] R =
BONIETI R B C WA B BIE & LM KRB dyi(2)-
FErp AR5 2 8 € OM BT Y TE AL 2R 8, BResE T Ak
G5 T Ay A A R0 - 3 B2 55 )1 ki 22 B RTTRD 9 5%
Fo UABRE AR R ] Z IR 2E A
B, phesE TR AL A BE o R PR b () DU
(OEERTWANCS H 1R 3 I LR Y11 P b i <1
ZH(C, &, oy (x) LR PE T SVR LT A9 1k
PERE

(3) HE % 88 . & By of 72 B 5 (gaussian
process regression, GPR)  GPR J&— Ff1 3L F Dl -
S R AR SRR, I C(6) ik |, 12 A (RS T SR
(1 DL BRI oo RN 323 (B9 o) S i S0 e i, 7 52
PR AT P — K m(x) 12 0, I A% pR K ke, 2 )71
e U R A PR T 2E AR

XFFUNGRAE b B NSRS, O INE Y AT Ry
Jor®)+ &g, FoHb &0, AULINIE R, i X 0.5 22
4 o BN Y oA o AR v i AR A SE S R
WA YL TR RE AR N(O,K+0 DA N 4k e o0 A, 3
HY K R NXN BB R, 1o SRR

f(x)~ GP( (x).k(xx")) (6)

XoF T TN 1 e, , G pRBSCAEL Al )P Y BB 5 B

S AR (TR .

[ﬂiJNN@{KE?H <)) ™

A, KN 0 5 YRR R U s 22 1)
WK KRB K RS . A BN T 2ZE. B
W 25 AR RN PR R T H AR p(flac 1Y)k — 4k
e A, R = (8) s

f=K|[K+0IT'Y (8)

AL R R XS 5 B TE R S Al . FEN
TCSHERY  GPR AR 1) SR fife 1ok 78 7] 4 38 hy 4K 20 4%
PRI (o, ) E AL S AT IZ S B G T W
B b I ER (RIS BRLAR ) Fe K. AR5 R H
P A% BRI A IS I 0 s i DL B A8 T A% bR R, =X
)7, FT 2K pREL Ao ) R A o, " EEAFIARL, oR 281 A
BT . DG Ak SR Sy e R AKX G0 PR ABIAR™,
TR SR A R BT RS — R ERE L[5



01

www.hgxb.com.cn

+ 3531 -

72 o BIWME MR T 22 o). MRS & AT O(F2
B rf R — A A /N R LA S R R T S B
Cholesky™ 7RI o IASEHRY FR) I R AN FT 00 1o 7% ]
R, YN S B A R A A s A S R T —
AL BRLLAT S AL ) e g B

(4) i 28 0 24 Y . 7 1) B0 28 ) 26 (radlial

basis function neural network, RBFNN) 7K fiff 5% {di
FH % RBENN #5551 481 1] pytorch HEZRE . VE Kl —
= E AT 2 M 4%, RBENN 18 i 7 Bt J2 £ FH A% 17
3 R KR UT A% o) VB R TS BB, i A A 4
R S 1) 1 0 AR 45 ), AT 6 245 7] Hh S B 400
Hro BIRIAT iy (104

y(x) = iwmx) b (10)

S ) A AR TR (1) FUI0 i 5 o0 S SR (1) i A
] f5 5 MM AR 1) BE A 28 T B0 50,0 0 I ZEAUEL, b (x)
FREI A x 28 RBF W28 55 j P2 ooy i, 5
K R

(x) = exp( e _flz) (11)

20

T, ¢ 0 RBF M TTHY L ] s o i T A%
FR 8 P W R VIR E AR b i 0 i A S e Y — R
B i 1] — 2 1] % 4 1) B B At s A e, ol 7462 70
5P E R IR 2ZE e/ o

F2C(10) AT (1) AT, RBE 1 2 090 £ (1) G S
AL B2 A 2 T i Bl DAk 2 Y 1B 4R S H
BB 2R ) Rog) . e 28 te i
FE AW TR RBF #2850 (1 vt 1] 1 ¢ 98 FE 28
o MR RI SR, TR 2R TT A6 T T B0 X TA) Y BE AL
B AU Zhid 7 v 5 EACE — 2 th oAb A%
i 5z ) A R AR IR AT A

(5) 4l o~ B 2. B 4R T ok SRR
(gradient boosting decision tree, GBDT) % 24557
K Boosting £ 47 25 AUSRE M, 18 i 14 1 22 AR DR SRR
AP UL I — S TR R A0 SRR E (B 22) o ASFR
PRI T AR ) BT R Rl A B 05 5 125 0
GBDT B 7% ——XGBoost” (eXtreme gradient
boosting) 5 CatBoost™ ( categorical boosting) 1 A 1t
RZFA A7 T ER AR AL Hoh XGBoost 5
BUAE [ Taylor Jf& T 5 2 20 IE WA i At 1, 45531
K H T DART (dropout via additive regression trees)#l
il A S TR BE 2% 2] 1Y) Dropout W , 76 254X Hh B AL

Fi 0 53 A L JIR X T AR e AR X /R
ARREAE AT AL T DART 54 A9 4L 5 5 |
LI/L2 IE WA DL R AT A TR R B £
2RI AR B 7 22 O Ml g U . T
CatBoost 52 8 F T HE 5 £ T 5 s fife phe 750 000 fis 7% [173]
L, IR NS Bkt SR 45 48 LA P92 AL BE 7 15 4
R AHFIE A LA T L2 I S I Ak SR A A
TREE e 5 i e/ IVREAR B L ™ s 1 i AR Y 5 2 I
IS 45 DUIEAE BB S5 AR 50
SRR/ IMEAERIE T B & R

HPEB A RIB AL O 25 FE I 25 58 )RS, AT
FEL T AN RIS AR R 7 80 ZH I ZRAEAEAR H1 20 4
I8 4 FE AR 14 £ 7 12 22 (mean square error, MSE) |
V35 48 X H 43 LR 22 (mean absolute percentage
error, MAPE) LA A C R B R’

i(.fi_yi)z
MSE = &+4—— (12)

n

S = 0] x 100
MAPE = =1 (13)

n

n

z(fz -y
R=1-+=— (14)

Z(ﬂ -7

Ly R 53 591 Sk S R 0 ) AN LS A H bR
By ML EREAFE  n AR, Y
MSE 1 MAPE f{E 88/, H R AO(E R 23T 1.0 B, 156
RS RL T ) RSORG ofE . T BE BRI 2, B T AR AL
oM (e 7 i (UK (NS N i R
MAPE i3 K
1.4 NSGA-II% BHr{E{k

AR T —Fh e PEMFC 2 5 35 K H R
THPEREMES 0L CLZ Bhsflifb %, B e BhEL
Pt 9K Sl A FRATE TR 11%) = 0 R ), SEBE CL T
BB F . BRI EARBLEWE 1R, &
Je, BT a1 2 ROE R G O FLRBR R 17 B0 (E 52
5, SRBUR ] CLGOAE 5 S 80T B934 8 sh vk re i
JO7 o DT ) 3 P A R AR )1 e 1) g o e B0 4
FLUR X LAy B 2 FAILAS 27 > S 0 Il A M o
VI N i B e iz AL ae B AL B )5
B A EE AR A AL e A 22 H bR AL S 1 R A
T8N VA BRE, SR AR AT BVl 2298 ) 8l e B
b ) Pareto IF 2 BC 4R , T4 M IR A SIATT OCBE E1 1
A 58 R sk RE 2 [ AR &



- 3532 - i T

¥

BITE

/7 BRACH: SDRITBETY

FH/ B SR 4 43 B
FE/FE#&?LFI?%E

9*1"]344:

f
iR
I
SRE T B

!
i AR

THig

+[ FEERI AL ]
CLA 5y

R RAE

!
Rt
1

A ]
4[ aEn g |
YES
B R 11 4 45 HCLARAL
NO
Ho B IR BL 2R RS
23379k W, XX, R

Eulia: 1 E

|
|
|
|
|
L

Wb }
BYWIRPUSPUCHL R By e |-~~~
)

J
)
]
)
J

/__ - MEIIGEIRSE

A |

K1 BRI SR 0] PEMFC ¥ 53 shifEREREAL 2 4 0 e 7 12
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LR 144.62 551.27 0.0935 0.1511 0.925 0.830
SVM 16.35 151.9 0.0132 0.0515 0.997 0.964
GPR 0 102.7 0 0.0735 1 0.968
Fin RBF 0.8149 173.55 0.0092 0.0804 0.999 0.937
Xgboost 13.889 299.33 0.0339 0.1103 0.990 0.864
CatBoost 31.65 415.44 0.0494 0.1260 0.985 0.885
LR 0.122 0.131 0.0286 0.0299 0.900 0.927
SVM 0.007 0.0528 0.0083 0.0191 0.990 0.969
GPR 0 0.0594 0 0.0210 1 0.967
AT RBF 0.013 0.106 0.0093 0.0284 0.989 0.964
Xgboost 0.0214 0.2085 0.0118 0.0404 0.989 0.900
CatBoost 0.0086 0.207 0.0082 0.0421 0.993 0.881
LR 0.0110 0.0487 0.1405 0.2315 0.914 0.790
SVM 0.0013 0.0151 0.0150 0.0751 0.994 0.971
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View s RBF 7.5%10° 0.013 0.0117 0.1303 0.999 0.932
Xgboost 0.0058 0.0389 0.0967 0.1571 0.933 0.807
CatBoost 0.0022 0.0391 0.0726 0.1627 0.968 0.805
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Table 3 Multiple objectives optimization results
CLAiCE A B C Base
my, J(mg-cm™) 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
o, 0.236 0.180 0.261 0.2
FHB L2 ’
I/C, 0.4 0.4 0.849 0.849
Eps, 0.5 0.3 0.3 0.3
m,, [(mg+cm™) 0.187 0.1 0.151 0.151
N o, 0.191 0.105 0.308 0.308
BB e |
I/C, 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2
Eps, 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5
o 7l 137.61 161.65 60.41 —
pwiieei] )
. R AT. /°C 11.12 11.17 8.81 —
o P g fie!
V... pu/mm’ 0.89 0.95 0.25 —
7,5 129.50 140.50 44.64 99.28
Z UGS U5 A VERE AT, /C 10.97 11.30 7.28 9.95
V,, po/mm’ 0.87 0.95 0.38 0.62
F4 TRENREEEST PEMFC %IRRT E
Table 4 Comparison of data—driven models for PEMFCs in normal ambient temperature
B MSE MAPE R
fhibx i . . — . — ———
AR M4 YIlEAE e PIERS AR
LR 0.00132 0.0023 0.0316 0.0425 0.8464 0.6718
P GPR 0 0.0007 0 0.0209 1 0.8956
SVM 3.7x107° 0.0005 0.0021 0.02193 0.9956 0.9225
LR 0.0060 0.0099 0.0357 0.0485 0.8523 0.6493
Lo GPR 0 0.0051 0 0.0264 1 0.8180
SVM 0.0004 0.0026 0.0042 0.0245 0.9913 0.9070
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Fig.8 Three—dimensional projections of the five-dimensional Pareto front obtained from NSGA-1II optimization
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Table 5 The Pareto—optimal CL property parameters and cold—star both normal performance
. CLFCE
PEREFE bR

A B c D E F

my, J(mg+cm™) 0.101 0.1 0.198 0.207 0.1 0.1
» [CIN 0.271 0.234 0.395 0.391 0.226 0.226

FHB L2 ’

I/C, 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.912 0.865 0.861
Eps, 0.3 0.495 0.301 0.319 0.309 0.307

my, M(mg+cm™) 0.118 0.1 0.195 0.236 0.217 0.5
N o, 0.121 0.104 0.209 0.374 0.237 0.368

A fL)Z

I/C, 1.2 1.2 0.4 1.199 0.4 0.4
Eps, 0.5 0.500 0.310 0.416 0.5 0.499
7,08 160.340 158.97 46.387 51.234 45.924 100.95
AT, /C 10.784 11.413 6.957 7.744 7.608 9.9258
ARIBABE RSO e Vo in/mm’ 1.066 1.060 0.192 0.263 0.218 0.635
P, (W-cm?) 0.830 0.807 0.916 1.008 0.995 0912
I JAem™) 1.458 1.510 1.616 1.738 1.794 1.639

£6 Pareto{i CLEEA.B.C.D.E.FISYIEIFBE
HELER
Table 6 Multi—physics simulation results of the

performance of Pareto—optimal points A, B, C, D, E,

and F
o IR EhETR WA R

7 final AT Vice i P s L
A 139.3 11.194 0.946 0.8045 1.575
B 140.8 11.461 0.943 0.7580 1.512
C 47.048 7.4428 0.244 0.886 1.621
D 58.074 8.2171 0.320 1.0014 1.721
E 47.693 7.4448 0.383 0.947 1.671
F 100.95 9.9258 0.635 0.912 1.639
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Fig.9 Performance comparison between the baseline and catalyst layers optimized for both normal and cold-start operations using

multi—physics simulation
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