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Abstract

Aqueous organic redox flow batteries (AORFBs) have gained popularity in renewable energy
storage due to their low cost, environmental friendliness and scalability. The rapid discovery of
aqueous soluble organic (ASO) redox-active materials necessitates efficient machine learning
surrogates for predicting battery performance. The physics-guided continual learning (PGCL)
method proposed in this study can incrementally learn data from new ASO electrolytes while
addressing catastrophic forgetting issues in conventional machine learning. Using a ASO anolyte
database with a thousand potential materials generated by a 780 cm2 interdigitated cell model,
PGCL incorporates AORFB physics to optimize the continual learning task formation and
training process. This achieves higher efficiency and robustness compared to the non-physics-
guided continual learning while retaining previously learned battery material knowledge. The
trained PGCL demonstrates its capability in assessing emerging ASO materials within the
established parameter space when evaluated with the dihydroxyphenazine isomers.

As global energy consumption continues to
grow and the urgency of transitioning to renew-
able energy sources intensifies,1,2 flow batteries
have carved a significant niche for themselves
in the market, primarily because of their ability
to provide reliable and efficient energy storage
solutions.3–5 The evolution of redox flow batter-
ies (RFBs) has transitioned from metal-centered
redox-active materials to organic molecular sys-
tems due to concerns about cost, resource avail-
ability, and environmental impact.6–8 Among
these, the aqueous organic redox flow battery
(AORFB) stands out as a compelling choice by
combining the benefits of organic redox-active
materials with a water-based electrolyte.9,10 The
aqueous soluble organic (ASO) redox-active ma-
terials are favorable due to their high solubility,
versatility, and fast kinetics.11–13 With inher-

ent flow battery advantages like scalability and
safety, AORFBs hold significant promise for fu-
ture energy storage solutions.

Machine learning (ML) algorithms, including
data-driven and physics-informed neural net-
work models,,14–17 have significantly advanced
RFB development. They enable characteriza-
tion of molecular properties, reaction kinetics,
and prediction of cell performance across vari-
ous scales.18–24 Despite these advancements, pre-
dicting AORFB performance remains a chal-
lenging area due to the lack of well-curated
ASO redox-active material datasets. To main-
tain state-of-the-art performance, both data-
driven and physics-informed ML models need
updates with the addition of new ASO mate-
rials. However, ML models cannot be simply
retrained using only new materials because they
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suffer from catastrophic forgetting and exhibit
poorer performance on the previous data.25,26

This constant need for retraining on the whole
dataset poses a significant challenge, especially
considering the fast pace of new AORFB ma-
terial development.27 For instance, the recent
SOMAS database reported more than 12,000
molecule candidates that could be used for
AORFB.28 To address this, continual learning
(CL) has emerged as a promising approach, al-
lowing models to update and expand using solely
new data, without forgetting previous acquired
knowledge.29,30 Although CL has gained atten-
tion in energy storage,31–34 its application in
flow batteries, particularly AORFBs, has not
been reported yet.

In CL, a task is defined as a distinct aspect or
a subset of data of a problem that the model is
trained on.29 The main stream of CL algorithms
are developed for classification problems, which
have well-defined task boundaries. However,
the exploration of CL applications in regression
scenarios was not reported until the work by
He and Sick in 2021.35 Applying CL to regres-
sion tasks, such as predicting battery voltage or
energy efficiency, introduce additional complexi-
ties. The high-dimensional nature of material
properties further complicates the implementa-
tion of CL in AORFB systems, primarily due
to the undefined strategies for determining task
boundaries based on material and cell compo-
nent properties and their impact on CL perfor-
mance. Incorporating known physics into CL
methods can provide significant advantages. In
this context, we propose a Physics-Guided Con-
tinual Learning (PGCL) approach, specifically
designed to forecast cell performance by lever-
aging the underlying physics of AORFB. The
PGCL framework is depicted in Figure 1, fo-
cusing on its ability to integrate the intricate
physics of AORFB materials. This integration
facilitates a clear strategy and guidance for the
selection and structuring of CL tasks, aiming
to optimize performance. When new AORFB
material is presented, the PGCL system evalu-
ates whether to instantiate a new task or employ
an existing one based on the physics underly-
ing the new materials. This decision-making is
achieved using the sensitivity analysis tool in-

formed by the MARS surrogate model. If a new
batch of data introduces new physics, the PGCL
framework, informed by sensitivity analysis, can
dynamically decide whether there’s a need to in-
troduce new tasks to accommodate fresh insights
from the data or to leverage current CL tasks
for subsequent predictions. Such an integration
of physics into the CL algorithms mitigates the
risk of spawning redundant tasks, ensuring pre-
dictions remain both swift and precise. Further-
more, to optimize the PGCL model’s efficacy,
we have conducted a thorough investigation into
the relationship between AORFB material prop-
erties and overall battery performance. This
research delved into how these variables influ-
ence CL’s predictive speed and accuracy. Having
tested and fine-tuned task sequences, numbers,
and other parameters, our PGCL model has
demonstrated its efficiency and robustness, es-
pecially when predicting AORFB performance
in complex scenarios.

To assess the ASO material performance at
practical operation conditions, a large physics-
based 780 cm2 interdigitated (ID) cell model
is used for data generation as shown in Figure
2 (a). The model geometry follows the design
reported by Reed et al.,36 which includes the ID
flow channels, electrodes, membrane and current
collectors. In 3D models, the non-uniform distri-
bution of species, current and flow distributions
inside large-scale cells can be captured. Figure 2
(b) shows an example of the redox-active species
concentration distribution during discharge at
State of Charge (SOC) of 0.5. The sampled
anolyte material and cell properties are listed
alongside the figure. As can be seen in the cell,
the inlet flow channel has the highest species
concentration, which is gradually reduced when
going through the electrode and entering the
flow-out channels. The coupled physics of elec-
trolyte hydrodynamics, species transport, elec-
trochemical reactions have been incorporated in
the model and more details are provided in Sup-
port Information S1. Using Latin Hypercube
Sampling (LHS),37,38 a thousand ASO materi-
als with various properties have been selected
as input for the 780 cm2 ID cell model. The
charge-discharge curve and the energy efficiency
(EE) are calculated for each sampled material,
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Figure 1: Illustration of the physics-guided continual learning framework.

as detailed in Support Information S2. Materi-
als that yield no meaningful physical results are
omitted from consideration.

To demonstrate the issue of catastrophic for-
getting, the battery voltage curve data were
divided into five batches based on the material
standard potential En. A Deep Neural Network
(DNN) was sequentially trained on these data
batches. After each training session, the resul-
tant DNN, denoted as DNNi, was employed
to predict the charge-discharge curve of the
specified ASO material, with an En value that
belongs to the first data batch. Initially, as
depicted in the figure, the DNN predicts the
charge-discharge curve with commendable ac-
curacy. However, beginning with the model
trained on the third data batch, a significant
deviation from the ground truth is observed.
Particularly after the fifth training batch, the
maximum voltage prediction error observed at
the discharge tail end reaches as high as 0.3
V. Implementing a CL method, such as Elas-
tic Weight Consolidation (EWC), mitigates this
issue of catastrophic forgetting, as illustrated
in Figure 2 (d). With the EWC method ap-
plied, the prediction errors are confined within
0.1 V after training sequentially on four data
batches and remain under 0.2 V thereafter. This
illustrates the effectiveness of CL strategies in
preserving learned knowledge and maintaining
prediction accuracy throughout the sequential
learning process for new and varying data sets.

To compare the CL performance with the
traditional non-regulated DNN, two popular
CL algorithms, Elastic Weight Consolidation
(EWC)26 and Learning without Forgetting
(LwF),39 are selected as the benchmark meth-
ods. As visualized in Figure S2 (Support In-
formation), the CL methods demonstrate supe-
rior performance for remembering the previously
trained ASO materials with errors reduced by
up to 10 times compared to the regular DNN
method for old tasks.

To achieve optimal CL performance, it is im-
portant to incorporate AORFB battery physics
into the CL task division strategies. We first ex-
plore how the selection of material and cell prop-
erties used for task partitioning can affect the CL
algorithm performance. To better understand
the relationship between the input parameters
and the output EE, a sensitivity analysis using
the MARS surrogate is conducted to identify the
most sensitive anolyte and cell properties (Sec-
tion S2, Support Information). Figure 3 shows
two 3D scattered plots visualizing the material
properties vs. EE. The anolyte standard poten-
tial (En) and the membrane ionic conductivity
(σm) show strong effects on the battery energy
efficiencies. With a decrease of En, the cell equi-
librium potential would increase, resulting in
a higher EE. For σm, an increase of its value
reduces the system ohmic resistance, which re-
sults in EE improvement. At the corner with
En around -0.2 V and σm at 0.5 [S/m], the EE
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Figure 2: (a) Design of the 3D 780 cm2 AORFB model and (b) redox-active species concentration
distribution inside the flow channel with given anolyte properties. Comparison of the charge-
discharge curve predictions using (c) a DNN without CL and (d) a DNN with CL (EWC is used
here).

sharply drops toward 0.2, indicating that the
battery operates in extremely unfavorable con-
ditions. On the other hand, parameters such as
electrolyte viscosity (µn) and ionic conductivity
(keff ) have a trivial effect on EE.

With the knowledge gained from the sensitiv-
ity analysis, the EWC and LwF performances
are evaluated on a set of tasks divided based
on the range of αn, En and EE, respectively
(Figure 4). The number of tasks represents the
current available tasks that have been used for
training. The EE prediction error is determined
by calculating the mean squared error (MSE)
between the predicted EE values and the ground
truth for the testing data of each task. This er-
ror is then averaged across all tasks seen so far,
providing a cumulative measure of the model’s
predictive accuracy across the entire sequence
of tasks. The error bars stand for the variation
of the averaged error after 10 repetitions of the
entire training process, with different random
initial conditions for the CL network weights.

As can be seen in the figure, when forming the
tasks based on the range of the non-sensitive pa-
rameter αn, the seen task average error is fairly
consistent with the increase of available tasks.
If for the task division we use the more sensitive
parameter En, both EWC and LwF show a slow
increase of the mean error, which stays well be-
low 1% for the first four tasks. After providing
the fifth task for training, the error observes a
sharp change to around 4% for both the EWC
and LwF methods. For En, the first four tasks
cover a potential range from -1.4 V to -0.26 V.
Recall in Figure 3, the first four tasks (En based
division) cover an EE range from around 0.65 to
0.9. For the fifth task, even though En ranges
from -0.26 V to -0.1 V, the EE can vary from
0.65 to 0.25 due to the strong influence of this
sensitivity parameter. This wide En range and
the increased granularity of the fifth task cause
a sharp increase of the CL prediction error. This
observation is further confirmed if dividing the
tasks based on the EE range directly.
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Figure 3: Visualization of the AORFB energy efficiency with respect to the anolyte parameters (a)
En and σm, (b) µn and keff .

This example shows that the selection of task
division parameter plays a crucial role in train-
ing and evaluating CL algorithms for AORFB
systems. With the expansion of a sensitive pa-
rameter range, additional tasks would be nec-
essary to learn the new physics of the mate-
rials. On the other hand, the CL algorithm
performance has minimal variations if newly in-
troduced tasks have only distinct non-sensitive
parameter ranges. In those scenarios, the train-
ing of new tasks for CL can become unnecessary
due to the increased time cost and marginal
accuracy improvement. Additional tests on CL
task number and sequence influence are further
discussed in the Support Information S4. In
short, these data division strategy tests high-
light the importance of careful task division in
an AORFB battery database, and the sensitivity
analysis should be an important step to under-
stand the AORFB physics when applying the
CL method.

In the context of redox-flow battery applica-
tions, the task formulation should not be con-
fined to using a single parameter. New ASO ma-
terials often exhibit complex variations across
multiple properties. Figure 5 shows two more
complex scenarios with data batches divided
based on two properties of the ASO material.

In the first scenario, depicted in Figure 5(a),
the ASO materials are divided into nine batches
based on the initial concentration Cn and stan-
dard potential En. The second scenario in
Figure 5 (d) provides 16 data batches divided
using the reaction transfer coefficient αn and
membrane ionic conductivity σm values. The
color coding of the scattered dots stands for
the AORFB EE with corresponding anolyte ma-
terial. During the training, the data batches
are made available to the CL algorithm in the
sequence marked by the black arrow and the
number in each circle.

By taking into account the related physics of
the AORFB cells, we proposed a PGCL method
that can further improve the CL algorithm per-
formance by optimizing the timing and strate-
gies of new task creation and data grouping.
The time cost, accuracy, and complexity of the
regular CL and PGCL training methods are com-
pared. For standard CL methods, each new data
batch leads to the creation of a new task, result-
ing in nine tasks for the scenario demonstrated
in Figure 5 (a). However, the PGCL optimizes
this process by utilizing insights from AORFB
material properties. When a new batch intro-
duces changes only in non-sensitive properties,
CL does not encounter new physics, and predic-
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Figure 4: Comparison of how task division strategies influence the error of energy efficiency
predictions using (a)EWC method and (b)LwF method. The strategies of dividing the CL tasks by
the value of ASO material reaction transfer coefficient αn, standard potential En and cell EE are
tested respectively.

tion errors remain stable despite additional tasks.
Thus, PGCL groups new data into existing tasks
with similar sensitive property ranges, avoiding
unnecessary task creation. In the Figure 5(a),
the data batch marked with a yellow circle indi-
cates the new task created for the PGCL, while
those in blue were handled using existing tasks.
This reduces the required task from nine to three
with the PGCL. In the following comparison, the
EWC architecture is used for the CL algorithms
and each test is repeated 10 times. As shown in
Figure 5(b), the accuracy of the regular CL and
PGCL are overall comparable across all the data
batches with errors all below 4%. For cases 2, 3,
5, 6, 8, and 9, CL performs slightly better due
to additional tasks created for the data batches
with the same En range. However, this results
in a much larger time expense. As shown in Fig-
ure 5(c), the regular CL method training time
increases monotonically with each added data
batch. After training on all nine data batches,
it takes 48 s to finish the whole training process.
On the other hand, the PGCL takes less than
10 s to finish the training process while main-
taining a similar level of accuracy. As for the
2, 3, 5, 6, 8, and 9 batches, the PGCL does not
require additional training time for those data
batches. The existing task can be used directly
for EE prediction by comparing the En range of
the new dataset. A second test scenario, shown
in Figure 5(d), divides ASO materials into 16

batches based on two non-sensitive parameters,
σm and αn, with respect to energy efficiency
(EE). Recognizing that changes in these non-
sensitive parameters minimally impact CL pre-
dictions, PGCL selectively creates new tasks
only for batches 1, 4, and 13, which covers the
extreme range of σm and αn. This significantly
saves time compared to 16 tasks used for CL
method. The EE prediction error is maintained
at the range from around 0.5% to 1%, affirming
that non-sensitive parameter variations do not
drastically affect performance. Moreover, with
the physics learned from the AORFB system,
PGCL can be customized based on different pri-
orities. If accuracy is a priority, PGCL can be
configured to generate a new task for each data
batch provided. This would essentially result in
the same accuracy predicted by the CL method.

To better evaluate the capability of the pro-
posed PGCL method for predicting new AORFB
materials, we assess its performance using the di-
hydroxyphenazine (DHP) isomers as the unseen
anolyte materials. The selection of five DHP
molecular properties, previously documented
by Wellala,40 are utilized in the 780cm2 cell
model to calculate their cell EE as the ground
truth. Significantly, our PGCL model was exclu-
sively trained using data from the LHS-sampled
AORFB material database.

Figure 6 (b) illustrates the PGCL’s prediction
accuracy for each DHP isomer. The PGCL is
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Figure 5: Comparison of CL and PGCL using a sequentially introduced data batches with varying
ASO material properties. The dataset is segmented based on the ranges of Cn and En into 9 distinct
data batches, as illustrated in (a), and based on the ranges of σm and αn into 16 data batches,
as shown in (d). Yellow circles indicate the specific data batches at which the PGCL algorithm
initiates a new task during the training process. Panels (b) and (c) compare the accuracy and
training time costs between traditional CL and PGCL for the first scenario in (a), while (e) and (f)
provide comparisons for the second scenario in (d).
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trained following the process proposed in Figure
5 (a) by dividing the AORFB database into nine
batches. As shown in the figure, the EE predic-
tions of most DHP isomers fall within a error of
less than 25%, which holds true across all tasks
that the PGCL has encountered during training.
The 1,9-DHP EE prediction shows more sub-
stantial fluctuation with the progress of PGCL
training. This particular isomer, with a lower
concentration of Cn = 152mol/m3, is situated
at the edge of the ASO database concentration
range where the EE sensitivity is heightened.
Further insights can be drawn from Figure 6
(c), which plots the MSE for all DHP cells as
the PGCL model progresses through the nine
training data batches. The fluctuations in er-
ror are observed during the first, fourth, and
seventh batches. This is attributed to PGCL’s
function logic, which triggers the creation of new
task heads only when additional physics is intro-
duced by the feeding data batch. For practical
applications, if no new materials emerge within
the parameter domain delineated by batches 7-9,
PGCL training could optimally halt at batch
6. Such a cutoff would ensure the efficiency
of the PGCL, particularly for predicting DHP
isomer performance, while also illustrating the
benefits of continual learning, which mitigates
catastrophic forgetting by dynamically incorpo-
rating new data.

The PGCL methodology is developed for en-
compassing a range of anolyte material proper-
ties, enabling it to predict cell performance and
degradation across multiple cycles. Currently,
characterizing the degradation mechanisms for
ASO redox-active materials is still an challenge
task. The ASO materials stability is affected by
its chemical structures, operational conditions
and often the interactions with other cell compo-
nents, such as membranes, electrodes, and elec-
trolytes additives, which the PGCL approach
cannot directly predict.41,42 Nevertheless, once
the material degradation pathways are deter-
mined, PGCL can effectively forecast the cell
performance over multiple cycles. As an illustra-
tive case, we utilized 1,8-DHP as a baseline to
predict the cell EE under three hypothetical ma-
terial property degradation scenarios over 1000
cycles. The first test case hypothesizes that 1,8-

DHP decomposition predominantly drives per-
formance degradation, as reflected in Cn changes
over time. The second scenario speculates al-
terations in the En of 1,8-DHP across the cycle
lifespan. The third scenario combines both En

and Cn changes to assess their cumulative ef-
fect. Ground truth energy efficiency (EE) are
calculated for these scenarios over 1000 cycles
with the physics-based 780 cm2 cell model. Fig-
ure 6 (e) presents the comparison of predicted
EEs against the ground truth for all three test
cases. The predictions align with the actual
trends, maintaining an absolute error within
10%. As machine learning algorithms evolve
to characterize new ASO material degradation
pathways, PGCL can be integrated as a robust
predictive tool for cell performance assessment
over extended cycling periods.

In summary, the PGCL algorithm has been
developed to dynamically learn and predict the
AORFB performance with the emerging new
ASO redox-active materials. PGCL effectively
addresses the catastrophic forgetting issues of-
ten encountered with traditional, non-regulated
Deep Neural Network (DNN) methods. By in-
corporating physical principles, PGCL enhances
the prediction accuracy for new AORFB mate-
rials, highlighting its adaptability and efficiency
in dynamic material discovery scenarios, in com-
parison to the conventional CL methods. The
key insights gained by the PGCL for the AORFB
system can be summarized into the following
points:

• The standard potential, membrane con-
ductivity, and species solubility are im-
portant factors dictating AORFB perfor-
mance.

• Task division strategies significantly im-
pact CL algorithm performance, and task
creation should occur only with expan-
sion of ASO materials containing sensitive
properties.

• The total number of CL tasks and the
sequence should be determined based on
the data granularity to reduce the AORFB
EE prediction errors.
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Figure 6: Prediction of unseen DHP redox-active species performance. (a) The distribution of DHP
isomer concentration and standard potential En overlaid on the AORFB database. (b) The EE
prediction accuracy of each DHP isomer with progress in PGCL training. (c) Averaged error of all
DHP isomer predictions at different training data batches. (d) Three test cases with hypothetical
1,8-DHP material property degradation. (e) Comparison of the PGCL predicted EE against ground
truth for three test cases over 1000 cycles.
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• PGCL not only streamlines the training
process but also offers a structured ap-
proach for task division based on the phys-
ical properties of ASO materials.

In essence, PGCL highlights the importance
of integrating physics and understanding how
material properties influence cell output in de-
termining task division strategies, sensitivity
parameters, and task sequences for optimizing
CL algorithms in AORFB systems. Currently,
PGCL employs a data-driven DNN as the regres-
sion surrogate model for task training. The per-
formance of PGCL could be further enhanced by
integrating a more advanced physics-informed
surrogate or molecular description to better
guide the realization of practical molecules in
the ASO material data parameter space.

The principles and procedures outlined in our
PGCL framework extend beyond AORFB sys-
tems to encompass a wide range of energy stor-
age technologies, including lithium-ion batteries,
solid-state batteries, and more. Its core strength
lies in its adaptability and efficiency in learning
from new materials, eliminating the need for
repetitive training on the existing data. The
strategies for task creation and division devel-
oped in this study, informed by PGCL, can be
adapted to other regression surrogates for cre-
ating CL models aimed at predicting various
cell performance metrics. This attribute is par-
ticularly valuable as the field of energy storage
materials undergoes rapid evolution and diver-
sification. By incorporating the physics of the
studied system into CL, our PGCL variant can
facilitate the swift development of efficient and
cost-effective energy storage solutions.
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