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Abstract

To address the accuracy degradation of metaheuristic algorithms (MhAs) in solid oxide fuel cell (SOFC)
parameter identification under insufficient I-V characteristic datasets, this study proposes a novel AR-
ELM-enhanced MhAs strategy (AR-ELM-MhAs). First, we introduce a validation error feedback mech-
anism to adaptively adjust the regularization coefficient of the regularization term in traditional Ex-
treme Learning Machine (ELM) based on the accuracy of the validation set. This enhances the
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algorithm’s generalization ability and improves the accuracy of data prediction. Second, the improved
AR-ELM is used to train and predict the raw I-V characteristic data of SOFC under two different condi-
tions, thereby expanding the dataset and providing more reliable I-V characteristic data for the pa-
rameter identification of MhAs. Finally, MhAs are applied to the parameter identification of SOFC us-
ing the expanded dataset, and the parameter identification performance of MhAs under different data
preprocessing methods is compared to explore the feasibility and effectiveness of the proposed strat-
egy. The comparative experimental results indicate that the AR-ELM-MhAs approach significantly im-
proves the accuracy of SOFC parameter identification.
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BRI SR 1 il R B A AR BR AR SRS 2 S B PR FE AR [3]- ML R, 2T )3 R % (Meta-
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B Rk H Tt AR 7Y 2 O RO A 1) ) L o A SRR [4] ) PR B 550025 (PS O) %o Rk Hi b B 784 25 0% iR
W REEAT SR A, TT DASE AR 2R AR rp 4 21 f5 A0 A T AL i DE AR s SCRIR[S]R FH AR AR AL B2 (GWO) X SOFC
BT SHOIN, AT AU I SIOH B 48 2R B 4 R et s kah, HAh ki) MhAs 7E SOFC 4
PR BT 2 ARG, Fla: Ak REL6]. AEINFE R ER(AVO) [71%.

SRIM, A SOFC ZHHEiR A S AU /b S E SEBR TR s b R A 5 8 A SRS &
SHSLRR SOFC HIhEL L B RS |-V BdEEA L, X SOFC S HHHRE T, SEILHHRL R
(AR 20k, 8 Ja S Sehr B P2 AR RS RS ol BRIk, SEEE B L B T S E Y 78 B

Hop N T2 W 28 3 AR (ANN)EAE 325 2168 70, i b DN I+ 22 7 1) Bl 7] DA S B S8 1 4 326
AbEE, 7EECHE IO ATURAS B 1 T2 v . Fod B AR 2 X 45 (CNIN) A JE Ik 1R JZ RRAE IO 4 H SE B 1 2 A8 & (1)
B B RO 8], SCHR[O]HF e I FH T FEL s ) 8 4% 2 A T 21 v, T HL 52 4k P ) 2 &5 ) LA ot 5040 F
TR R EIRE B, 7EXT SOFC ARG 1-V BUHRS & 1/ MEARS Soh R BAR HHFAEH s kbR
2 SIHLELM)EAR K H BEA USRI A6 A0 5 AT A v S5 SR, 5 ORAIE TIMIRS B2 1D [R] IR K I ZRFE I PEAIE 1~2
ARG [10], 8 AE AR T H S RAR AN wa ) TROIUAS 52 A 500 T $ AL 1 B8 i s R A v S o SR A%
G RIRR PR 2% SIHLAE AR AE T AN [F) (1 S PR 75 SR B AT — LBk, Sk, PR EZ iR T2 0T ELM 1)
SOEA L G Lan S5[11] 51 NBEMUIE R 77, $ H 7 — sy EM-ELM 5%, SERMEHIAGE T ELM
(IRRELZ 19 N B, [ TR D s SR, ARER FaRSudk i1, 76 SOFC S iRt 7 BT H
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(1 1-V RO SR R B S AR A 7T, B R Rl AT DA R ELM 2 A0 RE 77 A TR I ORAIE S5 1 B 2 e
[ ia FRCR e Sems, ST Uk, AR SO B0 5% 22 A SR BRASHLAEY ,  2h 25 1R 8 IE T4k 22 B0 1 3 B 4
HESEHG, T b I N IE AR R 2 ST LR IS (AR-ELM) . SNIGAIE BT #5530 sk i R, SR i b
ANEZAE T SOFC I-V #5 ¥R 4, JH3E T H 4G ELM Al AR-ELM X R EHE 3k T3 78, IF 5 DU F i
B R R AR EIEMSE S, N T 10 SOFC ZHUFHR K SLR, WHAASCATIZ 1) AR-ELM X SOFC
SRS IR T A ZPE . SR SE R, BT 10 AR-ELM SRBE I 504 Tl 4 i J5 A 4,
H 4 F s e NEVE ) SOFC S EHR Sei6 i A B 3 A1 155 T Sudk i ELM A5 46 Hiods 4

2. EFHRR B RGRE
2.1. SOFC B {L 3

AR, [ AR L (SOFC) A BT TS SR IR EJE . BB TR AR 1 B 5 A AL 22 i Y
(ECM). FEBMRR . RSP RIS N R se B iRk &R . b, 2&T Butler-Volmer J5 R M [15¢
AL AR D RO T L, (R RS S B GRS 2 N - AR TR SRR S B
R, B SO R SR TR R SE I

TESL ECM 2244, Fath 4t LR M 43 A8 Nernst “F4fi7 FL3A 5 = 2RAR AL AR FE 10 25 A 1R B[ 12]

Vout = EO _Vact _Vcon _Vom (1)

A Eo RALFARSEAT FHIATH B E s Vaots Voons Vom 707008 NG ALAR AL « WRFERRACRIRKAR AL 150 FE . &

AT P ) B S A B A TR T
TEAL AL TR AH A2 15 1 () Butler-Volmer J5 & i -

arcsinh (;';’—a"j +arcsinh [;‘;’—“H
a0 c0 (2)

S, B Do 1 Lo 2 HIFC SR A I RSCHHAIR I, 66 mAJom?s A, = ST U Talel 408
%, SRBCAREG(V). H9o8 B R AL R LR % S, 26 45 B A MO R Lo RIS
BRI o, (RUE B RORETE

HETAR AL ST LT PR s 5 2 4 P

Vo = Ar

V,,, =-BIn (1—:'0—3"]
max (3)
i B IR ZERA REL, Nmex LA TUAE SRR IR A PRI S PR B o DRARHADT AR TR ik 5 R 2 e e«
Vom = Rlload (4)

Forb RAMUEEARMEA R, BT T Hl B e R
gity BB TR, ARGk T RE AT R IR N

a0 c0 max

V,,. = E, — Ararcsinh Lioss — Aarcsinh Lioas —Rl,, +BIn 1~ Joas

21 21 (5)

AR BEov Aty By laos oo Imace R5F 7 NMEHFRSEL YHE SR LSRRV ERS &
Fitk, MR IR SHORR AL,
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2.2. SOFC ¥R TN R

FERHFRE ECM BRI i 7 SRS 4, 75 B MU SEI B0 5 B R s 2 (R R 22 . AR
BT RARZAVE TP SOFC Z M R L AYE ML BB, 4R o :

Crmse (X) = ikzzf Vie =Vou (X’ Ik) ’
JKK[ ] (6)

R K OHE SR N NSRBI 3 KATEAE s VIR 3 K M HR s Vou
SR H R
3. AR-ELM E3%igit
3.1 ELM EAJRE

BB 25 5T BLOELM) A — i B A R 22 04, b0 R 7 T B K22 B R AT LR
AT 545 IRV R S

T MAHARE (x4 )% €R" 4 R, i1=12-+,N}, Jbrix e R AR, 1 eR, A2
i, BRSO Lo S SEBEHLAE AR AU AR @ € R, B RE by € R, JFilid S ettt
BAHL g () PR RRRFIE 1] MR URH AR x 0 57 21 13

h(x)=g(ax+b)

(7
AT A5 4RI ZRREAS OB 2 AR RE H e RV, HUA i ATXF IREAS X, R 2 5 AR s«
h(x)
H=|
h(XN ) (8)
i ERE B e RV™ 8 fe/Mb IE Ak 452 2% b8 B Ad AT 576 52 -
min|H 8 -T|
5T o
Hep T e RV M FEFE, | %75 Frobenius J%(, 4% Moore-Penrose | SCHEHE i, ZARAL i
A R
L=H'T (10)

f HT RS 24 AERE H (1) Moore-Penrose |~ SUSHE E o I8 1 7 SR 4 AR SR S Pk 421
WZR AR N ZME R GERE RN, B ELM 2 ORUEIE TR 5 (1 [RII Aa it e 1 (0 42 )= B LA, 2359
THT BRI SRR SRR E T -

3.2. BiEMIEN{EARBREE SIHL(AR-ELM)

FERRBR 22 STHLELM) BTN ZR b, BERLA: R e A S A i B W) e 5 2R = ey AR RS H R 2R [14], 45
BIRAEREA A LB R R R A DL N o XM ARG SE T AT RE 3 B0 1 BUE AR B U izl Bk
SOMARERY R AT SE MR O 1 B IX — R, R SINIEAL, Sl i A B ) Tu s v AT 20
AR LA e B AR T, AT B DR EUELR AR A ARUE P . R BT

B=(HTH+AI) H'T (11)
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EAEG ELM h, TENUAG SR BN 8 BN EE R, ARIXF AR AR SR TS 0L N ToiA RO
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ARz REAE R T I BOAIE AR 1R 22 SR S s A TR B E AL R L A, SERUBT B 28 i 592 (LRE 11K B 3E NP1l

B, R EGEARLE D % 8:2 BRI 7 NIIZ54E Dyain 538 UFSE Dvas H A ISR T2
BN ZR, WUEEEH T HEsRR Rz A RE . JIESRIR 2 E,, (1) 58 SONEE t EARIN 1577 1% 2 (MSE),
HitEAAA:

N1 Z (-1, )2
val Jj=1 (12)
A, € FREE t YA IR IEREA X, IOTIME . HE T 0k, TENIME R AL A M3h S E R E SN

A(t+1)=,1(t).[1+a_ Eua (1) J

max ( E.a )

Ea(t)=

(13)
K a €[0.0,0.2] NI EF, 2 BFIUE I L R RR 20— H S 808 . JRIEIRZE BT, HEK
A VLBAGIE ML L5 R 72 T R TN A DRSO R, T2 1 PR S et L

FERRRIN G A, ARAE RS RO IE AL R 8 A, SR THS A AL B R AU (115 A X(10)
R IPSE

B(t)=(HTH+A(t)1) HTT w

e € N REOT ML, AR-ELM SN 51 N FE T IRUERZ RIS & BB, 1R
RIRENS R I ZR L FE (R 2R A sh AR I A 28 TTFE X /MEE A S s (SOFC 1) 1-V 5P Hicdii £€)
TSI G i A RE RS R A

3.3. AR-ELM S E

piR

B LRI, K TR AR HE 148 2 e i
SEURIZGE S
d
YIRS H: BEHLAE S ABLE 56
FEW SR EmMEB, BE YA IE Nk
FHho=1e3, 7T Fo=0.05
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\ T AR S HR R LT \

WAL, It HIGUE IR ZEEval
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Figure 1. AR-ELM algorithm flowchart
B 1. AR-ELM B XRIZE
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AR-ELM FiE AR RAR WA 1 Brs.
4. HE5r4r

ik — BRI iR HH ) AR-ELM %F SOFC #ifs 4247 2 J5 4 T MhAs ) SOFC S ¥R 45 B bk (1)
G AT 4 FSEHER MhAs 535, 45 PSO. GWO. BES. AVO Xt i(5) SOFC Hifk x4tk
(1 7 NSEGATHER . R S50 2 A E R — Rl HL & SOFC FLI AN —FP M SOFC LT 1-V Rt Eid 1F
N SOFC Z RN Fe Xt &, FFAIH ELM Al AR-ELM PR B AR 73 551 %5 B 45 H00H 45 30047 100 3597 2
IR F 5T )8 kN SOFC S5 HF R 2 .

IR SIS 45 SR 1) A AT AR g5 R M HERA I, K BT SRR I B AR Hss ¥ E R 500 Wk, HIUE
N N =30, 17 BB B M Intel (R) Core (TM) i7-8750H CPU @ 2.20GHz, 16.0 GB RAM, 64 iz Windows
10 FIAN N HL i _F il id MATLAB 2021b 3531817
4.1. B{E SOFC SH#HiR L

AR 2= CEREL 2 m] il it i S 43 X B Ak [ 44 S A 0 HRR) i s (SOFC) A B4t B2 [15], L & 21
Y-V RS o AN SRER I 16 2 T UIZR, 6 A A T, 4 AT ELM AT AR-ELM
AT ISR, FREER BTN H 11 458 1-V RS, B2k CEREL Hik SOFC HIMb B &£ e =
32 2. WZRsEIn g R an& 1 fow.

Table 1. CEREL monomer SOFC data prediction performance results
%2 1. CEREL #{k SOFC BTN M AELER

WIR/A Y257 % (RMSE) k3% % (RMSE)
J54k ELM 4.3315¢73 1.0637e2
AR-ELM 5.8940e73 9.5213¢78

MSEBGZE ST I, AR-ELM 35 A i Hli: 5 /N 1 1 ok B, DT R ARG ot )11 2 50408 1) 400 52 45 B
HERFHNZACRE T, FFARECT R ELM BB b TR 2, M 2.06e2 [ 2 9.52e 3, #F—DiE#H T AR-
ELM FAE I EIE A /7, HAE CEREL ¥k SOFC ¥ 5 7 b AE 3R 15 5 N UERG 1) 1-V 5k %
.
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Figure 2. Comparison of convergence curves of various algorithms before and after the CEREL monomer SOFC dataset

[# 2. ¥t CEREL E{k SOFC #iE&ERIE K& B ARSIz XTLE

FEXGAE T ELM I AR-ELM %} CEREL ¥4k SOFC 4 42 TP M AT AT 1k 5, K v ot 30k Y 3900 A
HOIIN B AR 48 6 N T2 T 2300 R SE6 o 4% 53 10 = R s ot S0l (0 B S 2 5dis . 22T ELM
TIN5 RIS T AR-ELM T 5 i S 30 45008 ) T rdsesioth 4R I an 1] 2 fro o

M 2 & EESHORHRSE BT LLEF], AR-ELM k1Y & 5 (0 B0E S 7] LUK IR w5k
BT 546 CEREL H4k SOFC 4l AL T ELM §78 J5 HO B 5 1 2 B0 RS BE AU ST 2, 30k 1 P
H X ELM H AR S0k 6 2500 DL BT Hh B0 464 2 SEIE X SOFC S0k FUR B2 FR T A Akt

2 NBBEEN =R L SN R i RMSE 45 i xf b, o rb LA a4 2 5l 45 S
5 “N” Fon, 2T ELM HRMEBIRTNM SRS RS “E” £n, 5T AR-ELM HAR %
WY RIEMSHEIORGE RS “A” FoR; LREK 2 FHIEX SOFC =M¥R £ S HHHR I 45 Rk
&, T AR-ELM i RYE SOFC ZH#eiR N H b a] LLEE A 280 32 i % S I S HO RN B

Table 2. Comparison of optimal RMSE results of various algorithms before and after prediction on the EREL monomer SOFC

dataset
F< 2. EREL B4k SOFC H#EFUNEIG & EEMZM RMSE L8R 3TEL
. % i RHHR IS5 RMSE
T OE(V) Ar(V)  B(V) lo(MAcm?)  lo(MA/CM?)  Imax (MA/CM?) R (kQ-cm?) V)
N 1085 00451 0.7088  247.4177 161.4515 1188.3507 2.833e3  2.4354e3
PSO E 1.084 0079 0.6844  238.4033 93.4563 1832.4981 1.024e3  1.9073e73
A 1090 0.0547 05942  189.4023 65.4015 1653.9077 9.380e*  1.3500e3
N 1.094 00941 06311  231.7576 71.8741 1997.3992 2.093e3  2.2118e3
GWO E 1.084 0.2011 0.8431  199.0357 18.9304 1938.7821 7.341e  1.4437e3
A 1089 0.0887 0.6108  237.4556 100.3844 1920.2215 3.408e*  1.1220e3
N 1088 0248 0.6355  133.0083 24.6090 1372.3345 1.227¢3  1.5532¢73
BES E 1.083 0.1077 09011  116.1326 138.7114 1477.7879 5.640e*  1.0337e3
A 1083 00714 05774  269.5648 485331 1480.0733 8.471e*  8.3722¢*
N 1.088 0.1405 06532 2159875 148.9349 1636.0894 9.034e*  1.5918e3
AVO E 1.085 0.0473 07955 2325682 34.4326 1757.5189 1.304¢3  9.8113e™
A 1092 00697 07854  201.1911 108.3349 1525.3906 7.231e*  7.6554e
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4.2. 4% SOFC SHIHASILE

AN 3G A TR R K 2 (HUST) IFRI Y 1 kW PR SOFC HEAK FLit 20 (1 S0 U SBT3 1) 1-V 4
PEEIR 161K L PSO. GWO. BES Al AVO PUFPSLAE SOFC S40HH R Fh M REMIFE TR . B 1
HUST Hitk SOFC Hijth I-V RS e & 18 A %dE, MILA R 18 A %ds F ik i 13 ZH NI ZREdiE,
5 MR . FEor BT ELM 1 AR-ELM HAR 2% 2 LA B0 10 FR M - AT VIR A, prf el

SRR 3 .

Table 3. HUST stack SOFC data prediction performance results

5% 3. HUST #E#% SOFC HUBTUM M sELE R

Jiik Il 5% 2 (RMSE) MR i% 2 (RMSE)
R34 ELM 1.0219¢72 4.116e2
AR-ELM 1.3668e72 2.8675e72
1 1
—— T
0.5 —— ELM
—— AR-ELM
]
el
i
2
Hﬂ) 0.1
0.025 f f } f t - t T f T t T
0 100 200 300 400 500 0 100 200 300 400 500
BRI BARIRB
(2) PSO (b) GWO
1 0.015
—— T — T
—— ELM —— ELM
—— AR-ELM —— AR-EIM
0.010
& B
b B
0.1
£ 2l
it} b
0. 005
0.01 T } : } " } } 0. 000 } } } }
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RS BRI
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Figure 3. Comparison of convergence curves of various algorithms before and after the HUST stack SOFC dataset
3. X HUST 4% SOFC iSRRI R Y & BIA UL S Hh 2 Xt EE
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MEZES 45 K, AR-ELM BVEE AL 48 ELM REAE N BR 2 A BT R (M 4.116e 2[4 %2 2.8675e72),
HNZRiR 2 MmaiR 22 2 M 2 BN, RNZE A SCE I ghfa e tERZALRE 1 7 TR R DU, 30IF
T EATE HUST Hifk SOFC i 4E b1t 70l /8 ) HoA mT AT 1%

TESCEEAL b, 2R A ELM A1 AR-ELM BUE S5 (R BR T H 12 20587 1 1-V Re el o e S e 4k
£ 30 H. MG, K TREMEIEEN T SOFC 2 HR RIS (RN B S FEMF). HT XA
P, SEIEMSHEFR LIRSt g an & 3 Brs.

ME 3 S HESER G RSO & T LUE Y, BT AR-ELM ACBE S B EAH L T2 T
ELM b3 BR4E, 7E&FE RSO E FRILER . X iE—BIE T AR-ELM S50 Sems i &k, &
EIRFHT ELM WPt G REIFZALRE 71, MTIHE5R T &5 AE SOFC S8R I PERE R I .

P A NFFIDAEN =R BARESEIER B RMSE 25585t H, WS HHFRg kG, AR-ELM
Ol T 5 102 BRGSO AT A BRI T, L TR AR R AVO Bk, w LA
— B RIEEIEN TG TT, I m X SOFC Z 4R IR %

Table 4. Comparison of the optimal RMSE results of each algorithm before and after HUST stack SOFC data prediction
= 4. HUST HE4% SOFC #iE TN AT /E & AR & L RMSE £5RXftL

. % P f HH IR 25 RMSE
5 OE(V) A(Y)  B(Y)  lo(MACM)  lo(MACM?)  Imx(MA/cm?) R (kQ:cm2) V)
N 1.085 00715 0.6340  77.8180 38.1066 1055.4257 3620 2.4354e3
PSO E 1084 01092 0.6857  242.1396 131.2685 866.6353 393%  1.9073¢3
A 1088 0092 01237  299.4562 323.1159 1278.3542 1.25¢%  1.3500e
N 1.086 00843 0.0258  235.2333 221.2598 1008.0038 357e®  2.2118¢3
GWO E 1092 0274 0012  140.0660 58.8408 1906.1221  1.8479¢*  1.4437¢3
A 1088 00316 00335  11.2685 62.8461 987.5643 3656  1.1220e
N 1.090 04536 03581  68.8495 101.8456 1357.5645 7.65e%  1.5532¢°3
BES E 1088 01267 01689 1523633 110.8460 987.5861 817e*  1.0337e
A 1093 00320 00417  18.9793 529.0021 776.0636 3.812¢%  8.3722¢
N 1.088 00156 0.0567  25.4865 56.3442 1354.7866 1.22¢%  1.5018¢
AVO E 1091 00356 00816  137.5644 255.8635 1325.8562 1.86e°  9.8113¢™
A 1083 00931 00896  76.9854 79.8795 1477.7879 6.225¢%  7.6554e

LR b, ARSCEIEN PIRANF 26 AF 1K) SOFC Hdla 4k (Bl fre, I Fo i 2% T 5 & SUHE ) SOFC
SRR, HEURER, PrfliA) AR-ELM MR ELM W] DUSE RS I SOFC 2K R e 46 £t
GERATTNG J&, RIS XF SOFC U R HOAS FE A BRI Tt .

5. &g

EI%) SOFC JRUGHHE JAS /2 Bk 2K 1T S B S B0 RS FE B Il 8, AR SCHRH T 51 B I& B IE AL
PR SIHLAR-ELM) RS e 751, 456 8 a2 MhAs #3547 SOFC B S80I o A SO0 —Fil
Ak SOFC Fl—FhiHERR SOFC 1 1-V REHEEIE S 73 7 H 4 Ff MhAs H3%347 T SOFC S HH iR 117 1
A, 5 RIAEARAEIAT X SRIRE IR, AR AR B FE SOFC HlESE N, AR-ELM Jy ikl
I GINEE T I0E R 22 1Y) S Y R R SR, REE RS TRz AR T, FERRAR T I LA AR, BROR T

DOI: 10.12677/0rf.2025.152108 599 18 %5 S 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/orf.2025.152108

Fz &%
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