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Abstract: A physics—guided cascade model integrating a COSMO-RS Henry prior, apparent—Henry calibration,
classifiCation gating, and pressure—based routing was developed to address the difficulty of simultaneously
describing the low=solubility tail, the low—pressure near—Henry region, and the high—pressure non—ideal region
using a unified regression model. The framework was constructed using 932,124 COSMO-RS Henry—constant data
points and 22,294 experimental CO;-solubility data points for 297 ionic liquids. After classifiCation gating, the
low— and high—pressure branches achieved test R* values of 0.905 and 0.863, respectively. The complete cascade
model achieved test R* values of 0.823, 0.591, and 0.780 under the IL—pair, Cation, and Anion splits, representing

improvements
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of 0.189, 0.048, and 0.473 over the corresponding computational prescreening and candidate-ranking
best baselines. The model can be used as a tool for high—CO > —solubility ionic liquids, while
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independent experiments and additional

physicochemical—property evaluations remain

necessary.
EI-1

CO: il 45 BHEAL A AR B AN 5 R it A T
N2 SER (N 793 <1 ISyl [ RN i NS K (3 2
RNE BTSN CO, 2 FRE T P I8 S5R A5 L B
N CO, W5 & AR I e v B o 7 2 P71
SR, 7 5 ey H B R B B 45 R L, o i
23 (8] BLOR AR S 56 2 — 5 CO, 1 Mt B2 A v )

SR XE LA A el R AT oK o ML > kAl
I EE R R ZR A v o S S M —VEFOC &R, A
BT AR BTN PR A T A AT B AR
2R I GE— [ A SR B T00I I R AR 9 CO, 5 i
JEE B SRS 2 o 28 W AR R o TR 2 F 1 W e LB
(14 25 57 , oA L X 3RV i 2 O R ik 4 5 HA
— VR U E R R AR e . HR B
] BE A [7] BH 5 L 5 1 s 1 C X 7 A [ it B2
FIE 3T B8 50 1] o 1 A A A a4 | DA ke Bt
B 3 T A e A R T2 2 S R [R) o A 4 (L RE T, A
AE A% UL A R RE RS S 22 SC 30 I R v oK th 2R
B ¥ 45

1 WS RE R
i)

KHBLCOSMO-RS
ISR

494 MBS T 695 ANPHES T
932,124 4~ HMPa ${4 it

.

SE + RDKit #§iR%F + T

}

FHRRBIIG

}

[ In I"‘Iprior

ETERAAT
BIPFRGE R

2. Yy 5| Rk
AR

L CO, BRESE

ILTherm + SZiR: 297 A IL, 22,294 ANHHE i

!

-t N

SE + RDKit #i7F. T. P. In Hygor

FMWANHiw W

v ¢
A, MRS B. &L HA C. FEE A
% (P <Py) (P=Pyg)
1R H Y 5] SRR T
SR + DBk E + 433 A

3. NRRIS T %t
55 R

-

N\

gl sy
BEHL ILREXS ST BIEST

}

BRIXHH
JELHEAL: MLP, XGBoost. BfHLZRHE
SRARBER: IR R

v
PRI
% HTE TR FL

[7J4: R2RMSE 1 {i4{ARD Q90ARD

v

RIETEHIME
EHERE L A

J \C

J G

IL: BTk He THRIEEG P RS Xeos IL AR CO, HIBE/R 53

El 1 %F COSMO-RS Henry JG55 11 COo ¥ i3 SLIB TN AE 4L
Fig.1 Framework of CO; solubility cascade prediction based on COSMO-RS Henry prior

BEAb , CO,7E 2SR ¥ fift B AN DU PR
M AT AR AR 2 M T, 0 B T R A% T
SRS 7 WSSOI 7 A 7 iy A 8 34 71 14 TR 7 26
Fe o XTI A A AT B AR T B T
WA | BH S 1454 R D RE A A 10728 Al 2 il A A
PEPRET | COA ELAE I8 MM A PERE , PR A ) B
T AT RE AR I 2 A [R] A v il S AT o
PRI, 76 S 30 S0t A BR A A5 P, S 7 RE A 1 i) R
JHVES T 45 F AT AN (4 CO, V4 fife B TN A 7R | %o v
i FE R TR O A SR S

MIRT T2 EF |, CO, 78 B TR h AR R
fi# B2 5 Henry B BURUIAH S, RS/, CO,
VS iR B2 AL 2 Henry 72 5 7R i TR 28 AT, UM
AR BRI B 25 A3 [RDAE B AR S R 2
T B i B TR R LR M O R R, AR
Henry % B0V 0 ¥ 4% B 145 ¥ 5 72 00 CO, 75 it 1Y
T 2R R4 G SRR 7 ) HRHE OC 2R
BB IE A B TR 1) ) SR R AR ™ s 2 4 A
HERETT . HET

I, AR SCHE H — BB 3L T COSMO-RS Henry 5655



5 XX

www.hgxb.com.cn <3

49 CO, T8 fiff B2 ZRIBE F0I J5 12 o R AR FEHE R A 14 1
NS

RS A A 1 Ty AHILAS 27 > B, AR SR
FABRHEAR T B BH B~ B 8 1 T Ak 20 7 Ze v A
HE Y (simplified molecular—input line—entry system,
SMILES) 43 51| #5 % 2% #4 4 5 (structural encoding,
SE) #1 RDKit JF- #4617 B2 T A AL (RDKit open—
source cheminformatics toolkit) . SE F T /R & 145
b B B S R R BOFN JR EB % 85 55 RDKit
descriptors JH] T 4N 050 4L 8 FHF DG AR A G
FIRAT S HAL —HE 7y TR R W T
TS, BH B RIS 50 i) 2 ST 2 B, FE I BH
TEE AL 1) Z,, A B T A A R AR e A 2,
1£ Henry prior Wl 25 f B , B RV AR Z, Z,, AR
JET, it 8 InH,,, 3 78S B AS HE AN SR F0I By B ,
RN T PR 918 7 S5 A AT R RE AR 5
AT A e 1 10T U 93 Sk — 28 5 | A TSI A B o
1 InH o

5 AR 45 K A R A RN A 25 AR B [0 H o,
Vi B PO B RU AR LL L A SORF COSMO-RS Henry 5255
1N S0 A B FUI , 938 # Apparent Henry 2 1fE
HENL T A5 TCRRA B ) 2447 O 5 SE BRI ) %
PET CORMEE Z MY IR F o FEBLHERN b, #E— 20
racRlwiy i3S e Wk I DY IS N DS il
b PRG35 it i R GRS AT Henry 47 0 A1 i He JE B
AW . FJ5 , oK random | IL—pair , Cation Al Anion
03 DX VA A6 L A ] A 4 L E 0 RS2 56 s
Bt ok LS AR A MIEERE T

1 #AE5 7%

1.1 HERESmAE

AR S A4 B0 4045 COSMO-RS 1153 B4 #n
52 CO, % ff I BUHE . COSMO-RS % 45 & A
DATABASE-COSMO-2021 H % BH &5 7 1 B 25 145
A o FeTF 695 FhFHE T F1 494 FhH B ik 1741
G, T8 Bl 343330 B ik 251 IR AR BC 0T 5 a4tk 3t
A5 345 932124 4> Henry 5 508085 55,188 H,,.,,
F Henry prior A FI 25

S EE K A TLTherm 1 V5 B T WA B 122 A1
Chen ZE" Sk v i) CO,— 55 - VR0 V4 e 2 580
AR SCHU X G2 R CO, 7 B WA AR i) BE 7R 53 %K
Xeoro LHMBHERHIBE LB T RO 580 KA O

BCER B B A1 SMILES A5 E AL AR 3L | e & 4R 15%
297 FiEG TN 22294 A IR AL 210, LI
B AL 5 IR T F1 PLCO, BE IR 43 81 X, FH S T
SMILES ., [} # 7 SMILES K b5 #E {6 2 T 4544 (5 B -
BRI 1,

IR SR FH 45 4 4 A% (structural encoding, SE) Fl1
RDKit — 27314 3 A5 A FH 25 7 FIBA B 74544 .
SE £ 45 242N 2 By 1024 137 Morgan 188U 1 167 13253
F Uil R G 45 # B (Molecular ACCess System
structural keys, MACCS keys) 25 #4 8 ; RDKit $ iR £
T T AN I S 0 A A
AR F AR R TR B KM e Bo B g
ZitfE R . W ZE UL, o —profile {L ] T
COSMO-RS #1757 Henry i B IR JZ #1243 R
VE 73 Be iR A7 B i A AR SCHL R 27 ST B, &
TCRAE TN B R AT BIBR IS | BA 3 7 R &R
2173 RDKit R4, i AZERCN 1408

WG AT, SR BRI 4 F IR ALY
iy o R FHE AL 18022 MK o5, T i i T HE A
L 4272 DB R IR AR EERE A D 1478 1>, B iR
DTG SRR 20816 1 0 A A RRIE VLR A
FER I GE— [l H A SR BT 25 5 i 3 AR A IXC (]
S, I 1T RE I 55 00 AR A B8 i SRR AR A v TR A B
R 2N RE ST . P, A SCE 265 | R AR i
FE 3 AT R g 43 DX TR |, IR a3 s Al 42
F P T2 S 50 B o3 A A X FIAS ) s g X (]
VAT R 2 S EA T A
1.2 Henry prior il Z5#&EY

COSMO-RS TH3343 8] i Henry ¥ & 8 745
F L CO,— B 5 W AHH AR 1 A TG BR B B A7
SE T 2R AE B AR SCE SR COSMO-RS 1
BRI 25 Henry prior TRYINZRBIRY | DL~ ) B8 1)
PRG54 5 Henry B ACZ I AR DGR . ZBERIRH]
FE T PyTorch [ FiF 45 P 25 9 28 [m1 ) 4544, LA BH 25 5
FNIY B 1) 405 1 R A 1) i D R B A i AL LA
COSMO-RS 1153453 1] (1) Henry F O BB AE Wi
2] HAR,

¢ SE FI RDKit descriptors 5 3] (1) FH 2 14544
FefEhy Z,,, I 745 M R AE o Z,,, T o T, W)
Henry prior S 7 ] 278 -

nH i, = [ Z 2 isT) (1)

L £ 7R Henry prior #1285 [ 2515170 | 9 A fss

RIZH, H NSNS B ) COSMO-RS Henry



S
L

<4 T % 58XX
1 BIEERESAEK
Table 1 Sources and composition of datasets
T " ; N . B BE R
AEITHIEER A U5 R AR AR TR EEVE /K J& 375l /MPa e
MK 5
COSMO-RS Henry ${#li ~ DATABASE-COSMO-2021  Henry prior ilill%:  373.15—423.15 0.100—1 343330 932124
S R B dE ILTherm ,Chen 45 3! ! e AR e 243.20—453.15  1.3x10°—34.55 297 22294
(AR e S SLIRHE P<1MPa 243.20—453.15 1.3x10°—1 184 18022
[ AR e S SR P> 1 MPa 243.20—403.15 1—34.55 166 4272
IR BEAEA SLEHE X, <0.01 281.90—413.15  1.3x10°—5.93x10™" 127 1478
For SREA IR X, > 0.01 243.20—453.15 3x107°—34.55 272 20816
7
VL% R==0.999, RMSE =0.017
ISIFAE R=0.999, RMSE =0.019
6 -
5 -
g
=
I
£
=
B

V=3
WREE
L (y=x)

T

4

T

6

T

5

COSMO-RS % InHyp,

2 Henry prior #iHIE COSMO-RS Henry & B8 HE L /4 10004 68

Fig.2  Prediction performance of the Henry prior

WA . B 2R B AR oA B/ METGAE InH 5
COSMO-RS 11518 InH,,, 22 18] (1% 22 . % F X5
Henry & $0/E J2% > HAw , 7T LAREAIR Henry 2085 4K
T G0 Al AR AR 31| 248 28 PR R SR
FERFAEST A DT 1, BH S 15 88 43 1) Hh B o
1k SMILES #4 2 SE ##4F A1 RDKit 2> F i b 45 , I

model on COSMO-RS Henry—-constant data

B R O RF AR o TR S SR A 3 I T AN gk

B AR R N FBT T35 COSMO-RS,, T2 38 F 1911 45

7R K FCORAT (0 R i R R R 7 L R — (e &

b O SER € RIS b WY N A e oot v (1
Henry prior 154 Y (1% 31| 25 1 56 31 45 8 0 &1 2 iy

No UZRSE R*=0.999, 77 il % 22 (root mean square



5 XX

www.hgxb.com.cn c 5

error, RMSE )=0.017 ; 5 iF4E R*=0.999 , RMSE=0.019,
FWIZ A e A F 47 2 I COSMO-RS Ik & 1y
FR A 5 F —Henry H8UMUR OC 28 o 5 B ULHTAY
2 e S WA R X COSMO-RS 534540 43
27 2 B8 0, H AN T Henry prior 1] HLAZFC
SR CO, TR BTN o A SCICHs HAE 3Ry 27 e 5
PEULES , T )5 22 Apparent Henry K1 4325 1145 I
FE 353 DX o HEE AR SN RO I 2o TL—pair
Cation F1 Anion J™ & K] 53 T 1% S 56 5 fife 85 10 0 &4
PE— P RE
1.3 Henry €5 S5 RBEIERE

SR HT Henry prior 76 AN [F] & 1 25508 T AR
FH AR SCHEAIR S 0 e s X3 43 il e 2 O b e —
Henry—prior ¥ BT MG . 75 LUt A2, SCI Ik
1 J5 4R B3 K kPa, T COSMO-RS i % ) Henry
prior I FLA7 24 MPa, A I 7E if A5 Henry #H 5G4 2 rh
Y et AT i g — . L9 B D TE R BIATSE — th kPa
e B >4 MPa, COSMO-RS Henry prior 1 52 K 35 W
Henry R R FH MPa.

55 —FP°~ Raw Henry prior G0 . IZ K BE AT A
S A HE 2 B0, i 2 B B A COSMO-RS Henry
prior FHE S35 CO, T i JiE

Inxgy, = InPyy, — InH (2)

Z KW AT F T IR ok 28 52 5 A 1fE Y COSMO-
RS Henry prior J& 75 68 18 B2 1T #% 22 50 90 145 fife 2
TAES o FIZRMERIEE , UL COSMO-RS T
(B 5 S 36 8 i 2 2 AV A AR AR G0 M 22, AN RE T B
Henry prior B A Ay SEI0H B TN 45 S

25 —Fh A Apparent Henry 2K 1% . #4E Henry &
T, T P S0V R R B SR Henry 450

Puyp,
H,, =% (3)

Xco,
HXTHOEA N -
InH, = 1Py, — Inxg, (4)
R 22 ) Henry WS Henry prior Z a1
KIEK A
InH,, ..=anH  +b+Q, (5)
Fe 2 T A5 21 A9 2 U8 Henry 5 80U & COL%
R -
Inxfs! = InPy, = InH,, . (6)
R W 1Y D0 TR TR R TR B AL
“Henry prior £ #fE—3R W Henry & £ 10— £ B2 i
SR XTI FE KL 1, B FU5E Henry

W R, AR 3 F 2% 3] COSMO-RS Henry prior 5 525
Henry 174 2 1] () B i3 20 ™ %4 T 5 FE K80
AN A B SC Y Henry 5850, 17 57 34 A% R I
JE ARG AR BAR R IBORE T BE O 22 S CO,—
B EAE IS R E R R AR RN S
Fuas I, Apparent Henry EMEBE R T Henry
prior BT 2 AR, ARV R R 5 TR X 3
A NS EOW I beyond—Henry i 25

55 = Fh A Log—residual & W& . 1% 9 W& 1 56 X
Henry prior #4726 PE A 1, I 44 4 Henry—law 4 B
k.

Inxgse = InPyy, = (alnH ,, + b) (7)

SR H AL RS o > S A R AN T ) B
LRI B 2 -

Inxl%y, = InPyy, = (@, InH,,, + by, ) + A (Z,,.Z,.T.P)8)

Il = InPyy, = (ayyInH, + by ) + AS(Z,,.2,,.T.P)

)

Horbr, AR SE B BCE 3K B2 2T 45 2 19 D 2318 1
Tji, 5 Raw Henry prior s W& H , Log—residual % B
AENE K 1IE COSMO-RS Henry prior 5 5256 {H 2 [8] 1
AW Z= s 5 Apparent Henry 5 W& AH LU , 12 5K s B 122
TE VR 2 5% 22 23 (8] 2 ) i B A 1, T AN J2 o 5Tty
2 Henry H%0.

RS e s 43 3 AR 34 R F Apparent Henry
RIE A EH LS SORTR AR X, COLi i
7 0 T T Henry S HERS B, e T 3100 52 0
Henry HELS R 32 B2 2] COSMO-RS Henry prior
SR AEZ B MR DG R . m R X, R
Henry 2 Pk 56 275 7 6 40, H U177 90 o 5 e e
0, T RAE T Sy RSt AU R BRAR M AR
AH . AE 54 38 25 beyond—Henry i BS . PRI, JE 343
DI 7 B BRI 37 43, T2 BT X AN [ A T o IX
BCHAT Y B S3A F5
14 HENESEASXENAF

g e AL v CO, A gk 106 15 1 W AR 1) W
TR XA , AR SCTE [R] 05 P00 17 5 | A oo MRV i B 288
P11 RPE T2 45 ™A% R # AR R
1T A2 AT 64T 55 £ AN S ORI s i ERE A, Wi/
HOX R 22 MABAL Y T3 A SCH X, =0.01 15
TE 7] % 32 5 6 A 55 W0 AT I At B8 R0 BB, ] T4
Hdl 2R rh i 2 7, IR AR I 24 AR R w1
I VA A 2 o %2 0 I {300 0 ARV Ak BE R A Ty 1478
AN, i A SRR 1Y 6.63% , 24 X,,<0.01 Fif 5 L Hy



<6 - i T

¥

FXXE

TR IEREAS , 24 X,,20.01 I} 5E SRk A 32 8] 43
HHEEREAS . AR E N
I, Xco, < Xy,

c = (10)

0, Ko, = Xy
o, e=1 BRI R EEREAS , =0 KR £ 00 3L
RBEREAR
O3 8 1T B R R T AR i B B 42 Tt (extreme
gradient boosting, XGBoost) 432 #5, I3 12 Ul i
Writ e e RS KA AR E T
SERREAE (B B G5 ARAAE | /B B AR A X 2% |
YR R T RFAIE , 7T 7R
Xy = (22| 2oy = 2, Td0P Py, | (11)

RDKit descriptors 2 it 15 21| (1) 45 ¥4 FEAE ) 52, Py, M
LA MPa SRR IR ) o g e dn il thAEAS Jg TR
ik £ 2R AR
P =fi" (X)) (12)
e BRI R TIERR, P, O RV i JEE T
DA o FAU 7 BERe RS (5 (LI ph MO0 <
reject, Piow = T

r= (13)

main, Piow < T

Hor, T,=0.03 Sy I A T2 35 I, (UM A0 36
EEEE NN 5 . HEHELE &%
FEAR I # BE F [7]2R | low—to—main leakage F1 EL 5L 32
I SCREAS R B A8 A J2 SR 20 SR B 7 2R A 0
R,

A main 73 SCFEA E— DL P, =1 MPafE N
AR A e i 1m0 051 2 S AR A 20 DX B, 23 i AR
FE s R mE 2332 0 258 7% 1 T IR I Henry 17
N SR TR B SRS SCRIREAR R . IZMER T
A SCHR T R )RR T L B RUER TR Co
I TR AR R A I S

PMPH < Plhl'
_ P, = IMPa (14)
high pressure, Py, > Py,

HRAE 1.3 795 1 Wy 38T B SR W LU 38, AR SCHEAIR
FTE R 43 32 H 1R ] Apparent Henry 5% o IR 53
W FM Henry & ECHUN AT 2R K -

A = ay, InH ,, + by, + Q" (Z,.2,.T.P)  (15)

rrrrrr

JfH Henry R 5 CO,BEIR 434K :

low pressure,

S(P)

Inxgy = InPy,, = InH,» (16)

R RS AT RN
InH"" = qy, InH , + by, + Q5*(Z,,.2,..T.P) (17)
lnxi"ﬁlz' = InPy,, — lnHj‘;ﬁ}‘ (18)

X, a,, b, L A Henry prior £ #fi 2
B0 A0 G353 AR A g S S v A R i
SRIEI . AR R P EEA TR
COSMO-RS Henry prior 5 5Z 55 2 W Henry 41 2 [A]
R0l 22 5 v e S TP 8 2y WU ik — 2B R A T T AR 2R
PE A HE AR P FBORE AR AR ] HE R 5] 1Y
beyond—Henry ffi & .

2l o7 3 SUR iR CIRE SR

0, P,.=zT,.
Xo, = (%), P, <T,.P<P, (19)
[ (%), P, <Tu.P>P,

PRI ARG R R i B2 AR A U5 K Henry
T RUEAT Jy R AR BRARA AT o3 TR AL B
B B — 20— (] A A5 A [s] 4005 A [i] 40 38 DX 3 T 3
AR A S ST [ 21
1.5 #EEGEM AKX

NP R AN Rz A5 N BT RE , A SOR
H random .IL—pair Cation FlI Anion PUFREHE I 535
o HAA ST AR B “ RN BRI 8 1254, 2
T AR I S 56 M B I 5 0] v AR A B X
PR R 7. W E TaiTREE 2 m S TE
COSMO-RS Henry il Jll 25 50 45 o, A It 1L-pair,
Cation F1 Anion XI] 53 A 55 [A] A T 25— 52 5 2
B AR b 1 58 R FFAEA T , A 5[] 2 57 TS
PESCI B o random R 43 FH T PEAN [ 43 A7 4 {E B
77 s IL=pair ) 53 FI TV AR B IR L & iz Ak
fiE 1 ; Cation 1 Anion X1 737353l I T4t A 1 BH B 1
FAR NGBS 7 B S5k S RE 1= R Fh R 53 T
ELV O € T B el R B Sl | 4 T S g Tk SR IR
5, LI 70%/10%120% . I 2550 TR S50
A R ] T SO AT R S B el I (E
W E A P T e 2R REPPAN o 9 DRAIEA ) B A
Z 8 B L%, XGBoost . Random Forest . 22 /2 X
FIML (multilayer perceptron , MLP ) JE 2R A5 75U F1 AR SC 2
ERASE AR 34 SR FEAH ] 9 I /9 Tk A 3] 4 [l
R R?RMSE | °F ¥4 46 X} 1% 2% (mean absolute
error, MAE) . 4 f AH X i 22 57 57 20 (median absolute
relative deviation, MedianARD ) F14 X A5 X i 22 55 90
A 4 7 % (90th percentile of absolute relative
deviation, QQOARD)AE R P a4 , I AR X 15 22 5
SN

Xip — X

ARD, = x 100% (20)

IR BR accuracy | precision , recall Fll F1 43



5 XX

www.hgxb.com.cn c 7

£ (Fl-score) /b, 51 i % SRV i B AR AC DRI A
3 S LA AP AL e T8 A P R AS TR B BR L 191
1.6 FFETREKS AT

R NN ISP R =S N ECT TSP 53
TN 45 5 A5, A SCTE RS © IR0 26 4% \Henry
prior A R AR A e Fe 1A AU S0 2544 F L, FF
J& o3 21 e E B AR R e L s o M . B R F
A iy A [ I 0,55 1 4 Morgan 35 20 \MACCS 4514
B RDKit —ZEF AR AT BRAE A Henry prior, H
BAASHE SO ME LA 5 ME— 1k 5 i B S AR E X O
BRSO A B AT HERF |, i 2 4 B AR
KA Sy A& 53k BH S 5 Morgan , FH S T MACCS
PHE 7 RDKit . FA % T Morgan . BH 25 T MACCS . [ &
 RDKit, FH BA & 7 22 5 45AE S TR 7 A1 Henry
prior GHFIEL .

X F o2 TR A IL—pair JH 57 4R 47
ol R A A A RRAE A, JF EOBT 1543 2K Balanced
Accuracy MFEAFE 4R . BAAT (G IMHIEAL L i

g € 1, .G HFHEA RG], WIZE (o) M IE L I 7 25
B S
BA 1< perm
1= BA. ~ ZBAW (21)

A H, BA,. N K 3 I L 4E B9 Balanced
Accuracy, BA™™ 4 B () B 4 56 (o) 2H 5 I 5 1Y
Balanced Accuracy,(N=30) 5 & & # x5 .

[, A SCGETHRAE S Sl S REAS T T4 45 2R &
AR LU ], SR L SR 6 8 A8

C.= %Zﬂ(y:t;““ =) (22)

SRR /D A3 2T A 1T [l UH TR Y T
P\ 5% [ forced—main FEY J5 2, B X B 5
Xeo, = 0.01 1Y F2 53 SCREA AN TRAT I VA fff B2 4. 468, i
SEARE R 7 43 50l e AR B R TR B A 5 (g)
AR ZH Y ] E B S

. 1<
1= R = 5 2 R (23)

Forr, R, o8 IS DN 04 A [l )9 s R AL
Ry e F R (O UAFIE AL A5 B E 28 th T
e Jr B R TN AT E 25 4 o A I 4R K Y 1
ISR, B 0 R AT I 6, DN R TR [ 6 vl g
KT 1.

TE42 Jr) B o A Ll B, 9E— 20 X 58 B RIS
RIS JRy R o dH L s 3B o %o TR AR ) MR Ak
H(g), Jr i SR RE S »

Eo=flx) =g 2 ) (24)

A f () o SRR S8 BE SR R iy 1, o0+ " 3R
7N 285 (b) I 2% 1 DT E 75 55 AR AR 5 1585 (o) A i A
JE BIREAS , (B=30) 0 15 St Sl R IE(HR R IHT
AELELADNS T S (b e A B i o, S (R s LR AR
T g 114

ik 2 A R IR RE AR T A P 2 48 X SRy Ak
DXL NI/

Bt 2\ K, (25)

AR bR T i A AN TR R AR 2H 7R 4 e A
RSP 2 R A R JEE 1A X 23 HARE I 5 1]

bl N IR AU TR DN SR WA/ =)
BR 5 15 J5UH F7 0 S A, BRIV s e A AU P<d
MPa B9 739 5, i FEAEAS U P>1 MPa B JE )
5 5% ; Henry prior 3§ f 200 W 7E PR35 25 7454 R
FIE S AAZ W ZAF T A4 AR ) 8% ph 23 SRR 22
JEVE R N BT S T R . PR T R i
FERAE B, AR ZE A R IR AT | BH B B 1 25 S e ik
J Henry prior ] [7] 20 88153

ity S I Y 7, Je A8 0 2 A Sl R0 s e 2 A
YR AS [ iy A A5 LAY J) 38 G 1T OB AN il R
SHAP fi# # 77 ¥ (SHapley additive explanations,
SHAP ) {EL ) ™A% I B, 3 AN BE T4 gk 8 Jhg AH L
AR R COLPR AT o ) B DR R0

2 HEREI#

21 AEHESISERERETHRESSERNA

T aE

WISAE 1.3 5t = Henry—prior ) BT F% 9 W
AT RO, A SCo3 AR AR R X 38 (P<1 MPa) Al T
X 4 (P>1 MPa) [t %3¢ Raw Henry prior. Apparent
Henry Fll Log—residual = Fp 3 & 0 fiill PR e . 81 3 45
H T =AW X R R AT MedianARD X L4525

LE IR R 4 SC 50 E ) Raw Henry prior 5
W AE P T ) DI rh A R B 2% . R IX A, 3%
SR W (1) R°=—0.754, MedianARD 4 99.9% ; i J X 35§
i, H R’=-0.203, MedianARD Jy 58.5%. X i3t ]
COSMO-RS Henry prior £ 9K BEAZHE (25 FAH G 1 #4¢
Tyl H A B AR Henry 22 10U 52 55 1 f#
BE ATh 23 52 B 22 48 A 2 52 0, sk DL ot 7 20 52 06
B



-8 i T

¥

FXXE

#H It Raw Henry prior, Apparent Henry il Log—
residual 5 B 24 f 25 A3t 1A HR R R R DX A 0
PEHE , 9B COSMO-RS Henry prior A~ fig B3R 5L
S0 VS iR 32, TO 0 e S B e A A oA A 1
IEEA BB RCER 2 CO,— B T IR AR 52 507 i 5 13
M4E5%5 . Apparent Henry Fl Log—residual % g ) i 3%
6T Raw Henry prior, fH — 2 7E A [l 4 AR _E 192 B
25 KK X P, Log—residual %) R> 0l
MedianARD W& T Apparent Henry; B X 8 A
Apparent Henry A R B% /& , T Log—residual fY
MedianARD H A . I, A SC % Apparent Henry

IR R AR G H5br BRI, MR LR G 7% 8
(a) FURREE
100 A
0.865 0.852
0.771 0.789
075 -
050 -
025 -
5 o000
0B -0. 203
050 A
-0.75 Bl RE (< 1MPa)
-0.754 [ ®E (>1MPa)
Etﬁl—;enry %}ﬂ! Nﬂ;ﬁ%
Ly Henry

RMSHT L ARE RS g — 1 BirRIXIE
o IR RPR I LA K 5 03 28 T T4 AT ) 73 X R IRAE 22
143 e o

MY PR FE TR, Apparent Henry 5 g I A< B H2
¥ COSMO-RS Henry prior 1F k5% 56 75 i J 150 4%
B MDA LB H 5 H,, ZRIRRESR
A2 AR X3, H, AT S5 Henry 14X, 32
P W Henry prior BIAZ IE ; 75 25 F X 35 ,Happﬂﬂﬂi%
R RN SEL, T 3RAEAE AR A 7 oy 3
beyond—Henry {5 . H It , Henry prior F4E F 2 42
LA SC AT 2 IR A 2 B RS IR i
FREE

(b) XTI RE
9.9 B f&E (< 1MPa)
100 _ [ ®E (> 1MPa)
80 -
g 58.5
g 60
+
40 4
19.6
20 | 17.9 16.7
lD . =
. | | |
RifiHenry W xRS
Fu Henry

B3 A [l B | A 5 5 W i R AR g s Il T 44 8 LA

Fig.3 Performance comparison of different physics—guided strategies in low— and high—pressure regions

2.2 HERIERBERE

I TR T P VRO ARG I A A 2% O 42 o
HEHEA F W5 R el 53858 0 A 55 A
[A] , 4% SCHE 73 low—to—main leakage 1 false rejection
P AR JC R . AR Y 23 R RL R Y e IR
i o (e Bt s i R, B0 P, > R S S A1 s fie o
MR, BMFEA T3 S RERUNE 4 7R

MR SE IR o, oy TR T 97.6% R
VIR AR A 2.4% WY ELSLARIA I BEAR A DRt A
main 73 32 , UL BZ AL RE 05 A SO IR (B REAS
S IE IR, 85.8% FY T 1Ry 5 it AR A B4 B a2k A
R [1E 5332, TR T4 36 1 0 (B A aod JEE
TEETE 1 TR AR PE AR B ) , o G 1] A e AR AR i Ao
AN

PR B8 Jim 22 [l VA Xk 52 22 ) A T 4 B
repo AR, T,,=0.03 i 30 k4 4 o JF7E

DA VAN i 1 5 , DUt 4s SR AU FEa 2 2 %
H RO 32 AP BE o 32 B B 0 > w5 4 A Al
i 16 AT 55 1, AN o 0 Sk FL b B0 4 1 i
19 {1 .
23 HEITERMNRESSESZEAMHEE

FR A 2.1 19 04 5 W6 HL A, AR SC e 2 A AR R Ay
JE 43 3 42K ] Apparent Henry 50 . &5 45 T
A4 )5 I—pair A% R 43 T e A% E A5
JE 4 SRR () T 45 SR K ik 22 v A . U TR
UET i Apparent Henry 5l 75 20K it GEHE SR b A1 52
R0 fE

FEAR R X 38 (P<1 MPa) , BRI £ R*=0.905,
RMSE 4 0.067, MAE 4 0.038. 5 KA 5251145
B A0 SR LU A SR AR L, 20 2811968 I AR R 4 S 1k g
2T 10 B i S0 53 AP i A L AR
AR BB ISR R 3 AT 55 1) — B0tk IR e oy S A



XX I www.hgxb.com.cn + 9.
(a) BE S S ERE () Wi SERE 0
3700
| B AR (x: 001) 3500
| I RS (x <001y
3000
s600 - -RE-e KERE o
| Xzonl (L4.2%4)
I 2500
L I
5 | 2000
B 200 |
1500
150
KLES
. 6 244 1000
jLL LR (2.4 (97 604)
50 500
0 _ ’
0 0z 0.4 06 g 10 THR/NE LT ]
 GRMERMEAS, A, . K %
. ©) BEIEEEE () DO AL
54
100 -
52
80 -
: :
H s0d 50
3 *
o
40 48
20
TR
o . i . ; : :
Y 0 10 20 30 40 50 60
X y e Opiuna KBRS
B4 /R B o 28T 1R PR g
Fig.4 Performance of the high/low—solubility classification gate
2L ST B R > AL < i N
rh b A7 o VS AR A AR R Y Henry HAURCE K.
(a) 1 R BRI R B (b) T BRI R B
1.0 - 10 Bt} e
WikdE R==0.905 e R R==0.865 . 7
% RMSE =0.067 RMSE =0.073 ] .
s | MAE=0038 : g ] MAE=00s8
‘il
5 06 - & 064
< < :
B B
= 04 ] B,
02 024
0.0 42 ; 0.0 ‘ : . . .
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
X Xeor LW Xeor
(c) RERZERE (d) RERRERE
e o WK ] . . o UK
04 fgg Bttt o WEE 03 ‘ . DI, Y
B ' i 2 —-— B (=x 02 “ ot PN AR (=9
0.1
-0.14
-0.2 4
-0.3 4
0.4
. . . 0.0 .
LB Xeop LW Xeor

B5 TL-pair A% K170 T 20260145 5 AR R i e ]SV RE R T30 1 g

Fig.5 Prediction performance of low—pressure and high—pressure regression models after classifiCation gating under IL—pair strict

split



.10 - i T

¥

XX

TE 18 J DX (P>1 MPa), 1589 14 R°=0.865,
RMSE 4y 0.073, MAE 2y 0.058. i% &5 & i W],
Apparent Henry 5 1% WP (1445 2003 W Henry Z 8 HE
W Wi He 45 4 B9 beyond—Henry i 25, M T PR 755
Ry AR e . Bl g R FEK B, Apparent Henry
Yy PR 0 1 A% R 5 R TR HLR B A PR EAE
LRI T e A GO AY B TR E

o 3 3 RPIAI TR 03 3, 8 5 i SRR
TR E RN A A, — I, @R
I COLI i AN P 35 2237 Henry 26 1PE 5 R £50H]
JESTARZE SRR BEAR R FOVOAR AR BAE G 9 2%
e [ S el WA AT o 2 5y — O T, 3R 1 R
JE S5 T AA 4272 M8 AL BB D TR 74
F9 18022 /K dhi s o PRI, g PR A TR 82 W AE O A
Ut B Apparent Henry 3 W 2¢ 2%, 7 Je Bt 1 &5 &
beyond—Henry 17 by Fl A A B8 55 A A2 77 > 1Y $50 0
MERER

5 AR D AR 22 BOR Y FEAS , RIS Y
X 30T 15 (L T e JRE AR A RN v s A AR 2R 194 5 00 47
FAAE—EARTENE . IR SR 1P iyEEE o A B
A — B i e S AL 4272 A HE L W
TR T 19 18022 S B iE A, AR AN 1 JEAH X
AR 5 RV B A T AT AT 1478 AR R BEREAS A1
JRE IR 3 KBS 1 {1 AR B 25 o s A R IR 22

24 ZEBEEBREARKS AR THZLEES

N e — 2LV T R ) OBRASE B AE AN [R] 2 k3
FoOF YU GE J7 , A SCHE random | IL—pair . Cation Fl
Anion U Fft & 43 J7 XF L B R AR BL AL
XGBoost , Random Forest F1 MLP 3 & 55 1 3f 17 [k
B UL, R I R B B 6
R T A R AR A 7 A [R) B9 retained true—main AEAS [ F
Fr A PEBE LA, RIMIC A BEAEAS 19 U0 S5 42k
SPAETTHEAE 2.2 75 RBP4 (0] ISP BB AT X B
PR B PEA 015 73 52 H LS X,>0.01 BUREA A
PR, BT 6 F e A 2 78 AH ] 3 23 S DT B A 25 1]
W, 58— Il B2 AR 55 73 26 1] 45— ) il —
Apparent Henry 3 3 0B R 22 ] (1 P BE 22 5+ , 1
AN T2 PRI AR AR S LA [R] 38 ol ) g 22

H K 6(a) ] HI, 7F random ¥ 43 T , Random
Forest FEL BRI HAS Bedr R® = 0.911, i T He &%
B Y R*=0.784 , fir A G IR AL AI X e HESE LAY R
ZE(E R-0.127 X UEHITE YN LA A o A 125 2
FAAT Y BEALAAE (B 37 5t b AL G0 U B ATy B
ARG G RE ) o IS AT AN ) 55 B A R 1) 32
S PR AR SCOGTE I A% 0 1) REUAS J2: [8) 43 A 4 8L, T
JEARHE WAL A R0 B2 1 AU B B 1 2%
PE T RS SMIERE )

B xcB 0 RF HE MLP BE BAZEHET

(2) BSUREE (b) AR B RE
1.00 120
0.751
100 1
o II. II II l
. 807
0.251 *
\ . =)
& 0007 = T 601
N [ | | S
-0.25 1 +
401
-0.50 1
201
-0.75
. . ! - 0
BEHLRIS TL$RIS HEFRS  HEFRS BEpLRIS ILXRI% HETS HETHL

(0) B FEIRTIMI BRAER LR HHRH

+0.473

. e o o
Now o

TR RN Rx>M 2
o o o
s> B

=4
e

-0.127

WETES BETA

ILX‘J:fJJﬁ

BEMLR S

Bl 6 AN Eoddal 5375 20 AR B 1 f L

Fig.6  Prediction performance comparison under different splitting strategies



5 XX

www.hgxb.com.cn <11 -

T 422305 S R 15 700 07 34 A 55 1040 7 A% 5 ) S0 4
Yy I QIR AR R B0 B S P . AE 1L-
pair ., Cation Fl Anion KT, B AP ) 4R
R2 4351124 0.823,0.591 Fi1 0780, AH XiF Xt 17 e 442 Fik: 2%
B 43 53 T 0.189,0.048 1 0.473, H1, TL-pair
50 T PRI R A PR AR G iz ALRE T, e
PRI B ) A T 50— FEZR LAY U3 B Henry prior
5 Apparent Henry £ £ BE WS A 2L G fift A 125 1 B X
MR AEEEE . Anion R R FHR N 2
F,F£ W51 A COSMO-RS Henry Jo56 i , #5189 %6 2 01
[T 45+ B A T 9 i ZfERS 1V 2 1 Cation X
I3 N I A GIRBAUTA T B AR, (B4R T 52 A
XTAT BR , d B A0 BH 2 ST R B A 5 2L 75 2k
— LB T Y

M 6(b) ) MedianARD 2555 |, fe G B ASAY
FETAR N 43T AR R 30 B4 (R AR X iR 25 R Pk
TE IL-pair Fil Anion ¥ 73 T , £ 2 9 B A AL 1Y
MedianARD 73 % 4 14.37% F114.91% , W A% T %}
7 AR L 2R 8 22.74% F130.13% 5 7E Cation K] 43 F
AP IFERIE MedianARD 4 21.85% , 3% f 1 5L 4k
1 23.24% WA —E AL, LRSI RM R4k
B A S AAAR PAE RS TE |, o R B 7 ™ 4%
SER AN s TP AR R 25 0 A B INARE .

LA KT A PIRBIR ) B BT AR
1E random B HL I {6 37 5%, 10 7K L ZE IL—pair ., Cation
1 Anion 25 5 ELBE AR 10 45 g A I 22, HRA
TET, COSMO-RS Henry prior A A 1 B 145 Fy 42 1L
T2 e85 T, Apparent Henry SR BB CO, 3% ik
JEE T e Ak Ry W Henry 5 508G vE 5 5 8 )L, 4y
FIVHE D T ARV i BEREA XS = A 55 1 T4
MM 7343 X [ —25 X 43 T IR & Henry 80K 1E
17 M JE effective apparent—Henry i 5174 o
I, PR T A GBI R T IS A T R0 B T IR A 45
25 ) H 8 8 COL W Al BEAIE Y T iE . iR g R R
T I S YRR PR N ER Y AR A5 G B PR, R
) SR ABE AR X6 S 35 I R v oA DL 2 - T X | PH S - 5
B ES 7 Bz AL RE 1, A 55 [A] T 0 A Y i 36 75 31 19 42
A B R AT Rl 37 S B I
2.5 FTEERBARBSERES T

kg 1 — 25 43 B G AR TR T B R U, AR SC
X4 2145 R B H 53 33 5 T Ji& 53 2 8 4o o 224k
SR AR JRs iR o3 2 AR B A ) R AN Rl s AR
SAEMNAREA ) Tk 22 57, 45 R A& 7 e o

ORISR W], 25 e AR i
IPRBFEARBE I E AR, BRI, R
A ) Balanced Accuracy T F# 0.362+0.013, Jf- § 2
53.3% (AR AS [ T45 45 SR A= A4k, B b vy T3
MARFAEZE o IR RN BH 5 7 RDKGt S i 437 1 B Pk 42
iT , Balanced Accuracy 43 ] T B 0.087 + 0.010 Al
0.086 = 0.026, X )i i H1 7242 4k < 73 51 Dy 11.3% F
12.8%. B &5+ RDKit 4 28 £F A1 FH 9] 25 F RDKit 22
5 RRAE 53 5] 5 2L Balanced Accuracy T % 0.039 +
0.022 #10.038 = 0.011, BiHH & 2 — 4k oy R 1 fig
% S ARV i i AR AR A U 3R i — E S5 MR B
BH B 1 MACCS %5 14 5 19 52 0 A0 X %2 /) , Balanced
Accuracy N 0.011 + 0.006, Henry prior AA4F A543
KITHEAEBI RS I 2 503 26 1145 53 21 8 4
PEAY, HBE & 5TERAAE forced—main [0 JHPEAf AT 5 2%
YR SRy AR B o3 B 5%

FRER S IIE - RTTER
AR S5 SR M R BE TR ) B T A ) A
KREBETEN xco, < 0.01 PYMRI AR EE KB, R ) Bd%
TRAE SV AR BIR Bl 7, DRI I O [T 48 45 SR 1) 52 i) e
N IR EE K RDKG AR A5 BT A 55 19 3 1 4L
Fhai by AAEAR BOTEUE B S — 5B IE AN W 2
TR RTEAAE R 554 S i 22 5. SimdE
BHUER SO HE , 1% 22 RDKit 53R FF 78 24 5 0 FAT 55
RIS RS E 1Y 4R TR

1E forced—main [F1 34/ 7, H& 71 Fl Henry prior
RO s T HAREH M E . BE )R,
o] 45 60 Y R? R B 1.873 + 0.039; B 4 Henry prior
J& R FRE1.033 + 0.022, ZZREM, KRS
SRR A 4 X, 18 B 42 A Apparent Henry J2
SR R UE COLU M B T 7K 1) 32 4 A AR
it . Henry prior FUOR N AE R 28 5L B0 A 1 %A 5K
B AELRE A% Oy [l YA R AL ik B S5 M AH DG 1Y
TCRRFR R 7 27 2 I, FL DTk 32 SR A A 0
JEIRTH 533 A 2 14 B B

T BB 5, 01U R? R B 0.254+0.013, Ul B il
J£ 38 1 52 ) Henry prior A1 55 PR SARE #4704, X i
LT 7 A AN T 2 PR T o G5 R R AR 8 A BT
Wk X F & J1 . Henry prior Al B, H o B & 1
Morgan | PH B+ Morgan . BH B + RDKit A1 P & +
RDKit & 4 5 , R* 73 i T Ff 0.065+0.049., 0.056+
0.029.,0.046+0.027 Fll 0.028+0.024, [ & - 45 44 45
I 18 7227 T R % 2 % 07 PH B AR AIE , IX S B B



R T % XX B

TE CO— &5 FWRAARAR ELAE T Jmy A P R 58 AN A4
FRANRE ST I T i AR AT — B (B[R] 254
FRIE Z 18] (4 22 S SV /I ELBR UE 22 AR, 3
B e A 45 K SO AR T BT B S A REAS RO 1

Bl 7 20 R T 500 TR AS o 4% i ACRE
TEZH 1 Ry T8 3 A B RN o AR AS e BRI I A BT
P RT3 SR TR o SZ AT RS IR A4S O SN
i R oS B BT R i 1 HE R . RO EERB L R
AR T i T S v 4977 A e W 35 R R e sl L
IR 43 35 B LAE [y %08 2A 2 T 8 1R 43 32 Hh ]
P AFAE E RN, U B 7 % A5 AL Ay ) 52 i HC
T BAR T B REAS BT A 1 v it B2 IXC ]

Henry prior 7T Al 5 43 3¢ 34 6 B HS ik
14 Jmy PR8N, (B BTk ) B 2 1A R RN 1
KA FEFBITFEA T Henry prior A1 X F 41
T S i v TOUIN IS A BB, T ) — SR A v D A AE
285 L,k 8 WY S 30 R o B T O R R
COSMO-RS Henry %0 {f , 1 AR5 25 74544 JRE
J£. 712 2] Henry prior 5 5255 3R W Henry 174 2Z 1] 1Y
RRMALE R R

W2 B 287 RDKit #1725 7 RDKit 3 3R 45 1)

AR RET S RESX [z

JE AR SN A T 1 F Henry prior, {8 ZE /R % 2 1]
2 DR 43 e FRAEAS TS SR W] 5 TRk . Morgan
FIMACCS 8 S -4 266 5% Jmy 3R ms AR /0N (ELAE
O F A ZR F S B A R ) O ) B ] o 7 1
A2 SR ARG #4 i BERERS 52 MR A R A B T 45
(AR IR AT B 2 B TR R I — 2ok

ZRG A B AR TR sh 45 R, 58 B IR A
(9 TS 3 B 1 J) | Henry prior F1i 3 4t [W 9K 3
RDKit 3% 28 70 FFR A5 0 4 S5 1 48 B 2540 22 S U1
AN A5 B, B 4E Morgan £l MACCS 8 20 ) 42 %2
FAEFFE B TR R MR AR EE RN o %45 R B,
GUIA I I AR A S R AT R L T 2
T 77 R (F BERE bk — 25 F F Henry #4077 2%
L EN R Rt A S St A b

T EERR E ()02, BT v R A AL A s son; A
A 0 S 253 24 X6F Jeg RN Fi2 T ) A 4SS A Ay X A
5 AR B et R, AS AR A R AR B X COL%
R B AR BTk . JE I JE: Morgan FIMACCS J& T
o3 A LR G by, BN R SO R BT ME— RRE
2 B S, PR AR SCACAE R AR 2 T e FLAE
K BRASFE ST AT HLERIA A

Henryfe® GHE) | ‘ ’ ‘ ‘ | ‘

= ‘ | ‘ ‘
MBFRDKit
AR ‘ I| | H

BIBFMACCS A ‘ ‘ H

BI®FMorgan 4

FHBEFMorgan ‘

MBTFMACCS 4

S
g dnals 2RSS

L

0.1
{ I-03
T T

y T T T
1 72 144 215 286
LB

357 429 500 d.O 0‘.1
TR R

K7 i A5 SO 5 B G B i H ) =) vk 0 AL HIE sl sk
Fig.7 Local grouped perturbation effects of input information on the complete cascade—model output
TEDN R A e e PRI AR T T4 L I 2 SR i R 3 S HEAT 0 3 R TEAS 23 S P ARAR IR FUM SRR 7 o BAIRT T 2L RN (70 i 3%
I TE 1) 067 ) JRi R HIE BN A DA AR P 205 Xof 1oy AR ALE 2L 1) - 44 4 X SRR o 12 Pl T RAEAS R X AN TR R 28 1 =) A SRR S AR R 5T
HR AN B SHAP{E TR 455 AR AR B IR ARG AR



5 XX

www.hgxb.com.cn <13

26 HEZEAFGINEAESHRE

CO, TEB T A b 11 i BE 2 PPAN HAE O €O,
WL AN A A o A B R M . AR S
$i H 1 ZIBAT AL AT RS B - M AR 45 4 3 (1]
(0] 2 07 8 = 1 Sl 2 23 28 TR HERR AR CO, 15 it Ji2
i ey, FE X DR B RS AT T T AH O U A S8 T
MG N J5 22 S B B e S O e ik e . 5 RS
— AR L, 2 G R A D AT T BB IX 20 (IR V8 i 2
FEAS AT Henry 325 DCHUR 5y A AR DXk, 3k £
W ARy AT Ay 2R A 7 5 H B — AR AR 3

o A Y, A S A R AR IR T R A 3 1Y) 4
B TR AR e T R TS PRSI H I . [L-pair
Cation F1 Anion X 73 J& T~ A 52 56 Kl i 22 PN 3 1) ™
R R VR A T N = AW I VAR M g T S 1
AR SRS 0 7 A A A 18 W) T+ S8 W0 s AL Se 2 HE
TH AN RE B I A i e Wy B4 S PR TR
FHE

WAL, CO, 7 il JBE AN 2 2% €5, 775 791 0 228 1) P — #1)
Yo SEBRLH I T LR T R TR AR B AR
SEPE E R AN S A T AR R BEAE  HLER
Ho A ST AT A DL K5 AR 50 B T 20 B A A
B PR, AR SO Y B 3 5 4 Ry s 8 R WD B T
B, T HUIMEAS U — 5 S50 50 IE 1Y R CO, V5 A B2
B e A, TS BE 4 AR S 30 D B e B ol AR
PR

3 b

AR SCHE TS A B S R B Y (conductor—
like screening model for real solvents, COSMO-RS) i}
FRARAE T CO,— 8 T WM Henry Yo 50 804 45
FEIIZE Henry prior £ 2% 3 85 2544 5 Henry %X
ZIM AT G AR o AE AR, B AE COSMO-RS
B UESE 1 U R=0.999 . RMSE=0.019, $t B} H A %
BT I COSMO-RS THEAK 2 #8945 4 —Henry
WRORR . T B4R A IR B s
6V ik Z TOUIN 5% , TS AR S By A S e S HER
J&5 2L Apparent Henry £ 5328 [ 1452 41 & 1 43 X [0
B i 1T

(1) [l %€ Henry & H 5] 5, A SC L H T Raw
Henry prior, Apparent Henry fil Log—residual — )
PRI TR SRS . 45 R R A LA MER Raw
Henry prior X LA B4 FI T 52 56 CO, %5 fiff B 00, 1

Apparent Henry Fll Log—residual 5 i 32 847 200 35 7
MITERE . 455 Hng LA S R 5 0 2R 145 5 19 73 32
FERI RN, A U 2R F Apparent Henry /E {5
A iR T 3 SRR 1T A ST o 2% SR S 4 A ik 000 2
Ak 2 U Henry 8508 W5 =8 Tl H: Ao I s 43
SC A B R Henry H BORHE , 185 70 S0 AT T RAE
beyond—Henry i # . Apparent Henry 3f-3E 75 ir & 5.
WifE b LT Log—residual , Hof 243t H =26 T
RS L G — HIR KRBT B GIRAELE rh i
LR

(2) AR SCHE ST 1 v MRS AR JEE 23 261 145 S R 1 0%
DX HEZR S & 1 3290 3 AT 55 AR A — Bk
SR TR S T 97.6% ORI Ak 2 i 4R
I low—to—main leakage ¥ il 7£ 2.4%. 1 IL-
pair RS2 T AR 1A IS AR A R TR 23
SRS 550 O 3 4R RP=0.905" A i 4R " R°=
0.865", 2 HHIZHE AR HEAL Al b IX 0 IR Ak BEREAS |
I Henry 325 DXl 57 R AR FRAR DI

(3) 5 XGBoost, Random Forest Il MLP J £k 15
RIMA LY , e A IR 1) I 3 T LA B ™ W 454
AN 5 o FE IL—pair, Cation Fl Anion &) 53 F , %
2 2 TR 5L Y A X i A ik e B R Y R 43 ) 42 T
0.189.0.048 f10.473, Hp, [L-pair H1 Anion X)) 43T
(38 T 55 0 B, B8 W COSMO-RS Henry ¢ 5 5
Apparent Henry B HEA Bl T34 55 R H0 B AR &
FUAR TN 25 74548 T B B0 32 € 1 ; Cation )73 T
i T 2 AR AT B, 2 BH R R0 B 5 - SMEAT 22 ) 2k
T Bl R T A

(4) A SCH H A SRIBRAE 28 TV B TR e 1
Vs ) B 0 R A CO, VA A BE ) i T 2L, T A R S
Tl A ] T U HAT LR CO, T Ak TS g ) A 1B A4
F o [H CO, VRIS RE SN P 5 T 700 Y TR
Y, R8T 4 G R TR E M R REAE UK
AT LIRSS R AT LR BV . W 2R
A, IR SMESS SRR T B S50 EUE R N
P ™ B LR VAN, R AR G AT 3 Y 4 e R 1A R
ATH i T A A7 SEER B IE .

&% 3k

(1 HEEL S A0, FR . R E T A — AL B sy
B P RE I R T2, 2020, 71(1): 16-25.
Cui G K, Lyu S Z, Wang J J. Functional ionic liquids for carbon
dioxide capture and separation[J]. CIESC Journal, 2020, 71(1):
16-25.



c 14 - T % iR 5 XX
[2]  Kuroki N, Suzuki Y, Kodama D, et al. Machine learning—boosted [17] Rogers D, Hahn M. Extended—connectivity fingerprints[J]. Journal
design of ionic liquids for CO, absorption and experimental of Chemical Information and Modeling, 2010, 50(5): 742-754.
verifiCation[J]. The Journal of Physical Chemistry B, 2023, 127 [18] Dong Q, Muzny C D, Kazakov A, et al. ILThermo: a free—access
(9): 2022-2027. web database for thermodynamic properties of ionic liquids[J].

[3]  Ali M, Sarwar T, Mubarak N M, et al. Prediction of CO, solubility Journal of Chemical & Engineering Data, 2007, 52(4): 1151-1159.
in Ionic liquids for CO, capture using deep learning models[J]. [19] Chen X X, Chen G Z, Xie K C, et al. Exploring the chemical space
Scientific Reports, 2024, 14: 14730. of ionic liquids for CO, dissolution through generative machine

[4] Laakso J P, Gorji A E, Uusi-Kyyny P, et al. Machine learning learning models[J]. Green Chemical Engineering, 2025, 6(3):
modeling of the CO, solubility in ionic liquids by using o—profile 335-343.
descriptors[J]. Chemical Engineering Science, 2025, 307: 121226. [20] Klamt A, Eckert F. COSMO-RS: a novel and efficient method for

[5]  Kong X Y, Qiu Y X, Wang K, et al. Deep learning driven ionic the a priori prediction of thermophysical data of liquids[J]. Fluid
liquid screening for toluene and styrene capture[J]. Chemical Phase Equilibria, 2000, 172(1): 43-72.

Engineering Science, 2026, 320: 122724. [21] Fan J, Dai Z X, Cao J, et al. Hybrid data—driven and physics—

(6]  skEmWk, Mg, 3&F, 5. N T RENLER = > Bh 1 & Tk based modeling for viscosity prediction of ionic liquids[J]. Green
CO,MAEVERR /1T, B4, 2025, 70(26): 4462-4472. Energy & Environment, 2024, 9(12): 1878-1890.

Zhang R N, Tian Y, Ge C L, et al. Artificial intelligence and [22] Blanchard L A, Gu Z Y, Brennecke J F. High—pressure phase
machine learning for analysis of CO, capture by ionic liquids[J]. behavior of ionic liquid/CO, systems[J]. The Journal of Physical
Chinese Science Bulletin, 2025, 70(26): 4462-4472. Chemistry B, 2001, 105(12): 2437-2444.

(7] SRk, SKEGUE, &5 &5, 55 . DIRE AL B FAE M AL S R 1K CO, [23] Baltus R E, Culbertson B H, Dai S, et al. Low—pressure solubility
AT bR f27 510 T, 2024, 49(7): 23-33, 41. of carbon dioxide in room—temperature ionic liquids measured
Zhang W, Zhang R N, Ge C L, et al. IntensifiCation of CO, with a quartz crystal microbalance[J]. The Journal of Physical
capture by active sites in functional ionic liquids[J]. Low—Carbon Chemistry B, 2004, 108(2): 721-727.

Chemistry and Chemical Engineering, 2024, 49(7): 23-33, 41. [24] Chen T Q, Guestrin C. XGBoost: a scalable tree boosting system

[8] Lei Z G, Dai C N, Chen B H. Gas solubility in ionic liquids[J]. [C)//Proceedings of the 22nd ACM SIGKDD International
Chemical Reviews, 2014, 114(2): 1289-1326. Conference on Knowledge Discovery and Data Mining. San

[9]  Eckert F, Klamt A. Fast solvent screening via quantum chemistry: Francisco California USA. ACM, 2016: 785-794.

COSMO-RS approach[J]. AIChE Journal, 2002, 48(2): 369-385. [25] Akiba T, Sano S, Yanase T, et al. Optuna: a next—generation

[10] Zhang X C, Liu Z P, Wang W C. Screening of ionic liquids to hyperparameter optimization framework[C]//Proceedings of the
capture CO, by COSMO-RS and experiments[J]. AIChE Journal, 25th ACM SIGKDD International Conference on Knowledge
2008, 54(10): 2717-2728. Discovery & Data Mining. Anchorage AK USA. ACM, 2019:

[11] Sistla Y S, Khanna A. Validation and prediction of the 2623-2631.
temperature—dependent henry’s constant for CO, — ionic liquid [26] Specht T, Nagda M, Fellenz S, et al. HANNA: hard—constraint
systems using the conductor-like screening model for realistic neural network for consistent activity coefficient prediction[]J].
solvation (COSMO-RS) [J]. Journal of Chemical & Engineering Chemical Science, 2024, 15(47): 19777-19786.

Data, 2011, 56(11): 4045-4060. [27] Qin H L, Wang K, Ma X F, et al. Predicting the solubility of CO,

[12] Moya C, Gonzalez—Miquel M, Rodriguez F, et al. Non—ideal and N, in ionic liquids based on COSMO-RS and machine
behavior of ionic liquid mixtures to enhance CO, capture[J]. Fluid learning[J]. Frontiers in Chemistry, 2024, 12: 1480468.

Phase Equilibria, 2017, 450: 175-183. [28] Shiflett M B, Yokozeki A. Solubilities and diffusivities of carbon

[13] Kapoor U, Shah J K. Molecular origins of the apparent ideal CO, dioxide in ionic liquids: [bmim] [PF6] and [bmim] [BF4][J].
solubilities in binary ionic liquid mixtures[J]. The Journal of Industrial & Engineering Chemistry Research, 2005, 44(12):
Physical Chemistry B, 2018, 122(42): 9763-9774. 4453-4464.

[14] Karmakar A, Mukundan R. Modeling solubility of CO, gas in room [29] Breiman L. Random forests[J]. Machine Learning, 2001, 45(1):
temperature ionic liquids using the COSMOSAC-LANL model: a 5-32.
first principles study[J]. Physical Chemistry Chemical Physics, [30] Cadena C, Anthony J L, Shah J K, et al. Why is CO, so soluble in
2019, 21(35): 19667-19685. imidazolium—based ionic liquids [J]. Journal of the American

[15] Liu X Y, O'Harra K E, Bara J E, et al. Solubility behavior of CO, Chemical Society, 2004, 126(16): 5300-5308.
in ionic liquids based on ionic polarity index analyses[J]. The [31] Yang K, Swanson K, Jin W G, et al. Analyzing learned molecular
Journal of Physical Chemistry B, 2021, 125(14): 3665-3676. representations for property prediction[J]. Journal of Chemical

[16] EARM, HA T, FhENAE, 55 . CO/E FHUAM R AT BT Information and Modeling, 2019, 59(8): 3370-3388
Sy T BN I YA~ E 240, 2000, 25(11): 2291-2295. (321 BB, 5k 230, S BRfE, &5 OB AP GRS TRIA &R e s

Wang W B, Yin J Z, Sun L H, et al. Molecular dynamics
simulation of thermodynamic properties for CO,/ionic liquid
systems[J]. Acta Physico-Chimica Sinica, 2009, 25(11): 2291-
2295.

B COIN. AL TR, 2023, 42(6): 3226-3232.
Lii C, Zhang X W, Jin L J, et al. Efficient capture of CO, by a new
biphasic solvent—ionic liquid system[]J]. Chemical Industry and

Engineering Progress, 2023, 42(6): 3226-3232.



