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Preface

Climate change is an ongoing topic for us all. More and more, people are beginning to find a way
to contribute to the prevention of the effects of our behaviour on the world around us. However, the
problem is more complex than most people (me included) think, as uncertainty around developments,
but also the uncertainty around secondary or tertiary impacts (such as material usage, or installment)
are getting more and more attention. Consider, for example, the effects of deep-sea mining, versus the
necessity of cobalt for the development of electrical storage and generating devices.

It is therefore more important than ever to be able to predict the impact of certain measures, ideas,
or solutions. What kind of impact and how to predict that impact is still, to this day, a question to be
answered. This need for objective impact measurements initiates the need for independent research of
which the only goal is to ensure a better future for our world. Solving a global crisis should not and never
be about patents or earning millions. | am therefore proud to present a thesis in which the secondary
and tertiary effects are considered, which is available for everyone who would like to use the findings.

| want to thank my supervisor Andrea Coraddu for his guidance. | want to thank my friends for the
several years (and counting) of support and a special thanks to my girlfriend for dealing with my grumpy
stress.

Finally, a huge thank you to my family, because as of today | am officially an engineer.

A.M. Postma
Delft, July 2023
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summary

To answer the 2050 goals set by the International Maritime Organization (IMO), power plant architec-
tures are becoming more and more complex. These complex architectures also generate an increase
in possible control strategies, and a proper design of these control systems can deliver significant fuel
savings. One of the novelties in literature is to make the control systems aware of the health status
of the power plant. This can result in two advantages: a longer lifetime of the components and fuel
savings due to better loading of the same components. This health awareness can be accomplished
using either a prognostic or a diagnostic approach. Literature seems to prefer the prognostic methods
and therefore diagnostic methods are missing. This thesis aims to show that diagnostic methods do
have a future when it comes to being applied in energy management systems (EMSs), which are the
control systems of complex architectures.

To show the effects of the diagnostic system, a test case power plant which is based on the H2C boat
and consists of a 20 kW fuel cell and a 40 kWh battery is used to benchmark a not health aware, new
health aware, and a health aware energy management system from literature. To accurately develop
a digital twin of this boat, different methods, both for degradation and efficiency have been researched.
For the efficiency models, there are quite some accurate models that manage to accomplish results
that are close to the data in accuracy, but the models are not able to capture real-life degradation
yet. However, these models are, although slightly altered, still used to describe the degradation of the
components, as there are no better models available yet.

The actual EMS developed in this thesis focuses on two aspects: aim to minimize actual known
degradation mechanisms instead of models, and secondly aim to have a constant weight for each
objective over the power plant lifetime, as each objective should always be equally important. It does
so by stating three objectives: maximize fuel cell efficiency, minimize fuel cell power fluctuations, and
penalize a high state of charge. By stating a multi-objective EMS and assigning different weights to this
multi-objective EMS, a paretofront can be created. The best result of this paretofront can be chosen
based on different costs for the objectives, which are allowed and should be altered in future work. An
important note here is that, for future research, these costs (and thus the weights) should not be fixed,
as accurate predictions about the price of different components are hard to make. The best result can
eventually be compared to the EMS from literature and the EMS that does not take health into account.

The results show that the developed EMS manages to outperform the not health-aware EMS on
different key performance indices (KPIs), but only manages to outperform the EMS from literature on
a few of these KPIs. This also shows the problem with the current health-aware EMS research. As
little is known about fuel cell and battery degradation, it becomes difficult to quantitatively measure the
performance of an EMS. Most research solves this by measuring the performance of KPIs that are
defined by the research, thus resulting in subjective results.

Consequently, this research concludes that further investigation is necessary for component degra-
dation. This would enable improved models capable of estimating the current component health based
on various parameters. Additionally, it would empower EMSs to better comprehend the impact of their
operations by penalizing specific operating conditions that are known to have a substantial negative
effect on the lifespan of the power plant.

In summary, this research contributes to the understanding of the impact of health-aware energy
management systems. Instead of the popular prognostic approach, this thesis aimed at using a diagnos-
tic approach whilst also suggesting known and new mathematical models for powerplant components
in a fuel cell and battery hybrid ship. Conclusively, it suggests avenues for future investigation. By
following these avenues, the development of more effective and unbiased health-aware EMSs can be
realized.
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Introduction

According to the International Maritime Organization (IMO), in 2018 the global CO, emissions of ship-
ping alone were equal to 1,056 million tonnes. This represented 2.89% of the total global CO, emis-
sions. As the emissions caused by ships are expected to be 90 - 130% of their 2008 greenhouse
emissions in 2050, the IMO aims to reduce this number to at least 50%. Different low greenhouse
gas emitting energy generating systems are being investigated and developed to reach this number.
Additionally, according to Geertsma et al. [9]: 'The operating profile of ships has become increasingly
diverse [...] This trade-off between efficiency and adaptability to diverse operating profiles has led to a
growing variety of power and propulsion architectures’. This increase in the variety of power and propul-
sion architectures also leads to an increase in possible control strategies. Proper design and control
systems for these architectures can deliver significant fuel savings to make ships greener and safer
[10]. However, most architectures still use classical control theories, which according to Nguyen et al.
[11] have many weaknesses such as not achieving the goals such as lower hydrogen consumption.

The architectures mentioned in the previous paragraph are described as hybrid power plants or
hybrid ships. According to Inal et al. [12]: ‘The integration of Energy Storage Systems (ESS) is a
key point for hybrid ships’. Later, the same author states: 'From the storage point of view, lead-acid
batteries have not been considered for large-scale present and future applications due to limited power
and energy density capacity. Indeed, Li-lon batteries are a reference solution for hybrid ship ESS’.
The production of these Li-lon batteries, however, has a large contribution to global greenhouse gases
(GHG). For example, Peters et al. [13] have reviewed 79 papers on the environmental impact of the
production of Li-lon batteries, concluding that: 'The average cumulative energy demand (CED) and
GHG emissions for battery production are 328 kWh and 110 kg CO, equivalent per kWh of storage
capacity, respectively’. Besides that, both the environmental and social impact on the areas where
lithium is mined is not even discussed. As the goal is to solve the global crisis problems and not
reallocate them, the lifetime of these batteries should be considered in the control system of the hybrid
power plant.

Besides using ESS, the second focus in hybrid propulsion layouts of ships is using alternative fuels.
One of those alternative fuels is hydrogen, which is used via fuel cells [14]. Kandidayeni et al. [15]
states that: ’Ilgnorance of health adaptation can increase the hydrogen consumption from almost 6.5%
to 24% depending on the Energy Management System (EMS)’. And, as can be found in Wang et al. [16]
the failure of one cell in a fuel cell stack, can lead to the replacement of the entire fuel cell stack, instead
of the replacement of that component. Thus, again, the health of the components is an essential factor
in the overall performance of the system.

As mentioned above, it is important to account for the health of components, or mitigate degradation,
as this can prolong the lifespan and increase efficiency. Furthermore, one of the demotivating factors
in the transition to hybrid propulsion is currently the limited lifetime Inal et al. [12]. And as stated by
Kandidayeni et al. [15]: ... the integration of health awareness factors into the EMS design has still a
long way to go’.

This thesis looks into the integration of component health into ship EMS design by answering the
following research question:
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‘What is the impact of including component degradation in advanced energy management strategies
on energy consumption and power plant lifetime for fuel cell-battery powered vessels?’

To answer this question, the following sub-questions form the basis for this thesis:

1. What is state-of-the-art in health aware energy management systems?
2. What method will be used to describe the powerplant and energy management system?
3. What are the mathematical models of the method that describe powerplants?

Through this approach, the thesis aims to comprehensively address the case modelling, EMS de-
sign, mathematical formulation, and optimization aspects, ultimately contributing two novelties to the
reviewed literature:

* Introduction of a new derivative function for battery degradation.

+ Instead of minimizing degradation models, the EMS developed in this thesis aims to penalize
different causes of component degradation.

Chapter 2 introduces the state-of-the-art when it comes to health-aware EMSs, therefore answering
sub-question 1. Chapter 3 will introduce the methodology that will be used for building the virtual
power plant, thus answering sub-question 2. Chapter 4 will delve into the mathematical formulations
underpinning the cost functions utilized in the optimization process and therefore answer sub-question
3. The mathematical foundations presented in this chapter will serve as a basis for the subsequent
optimization analysis. Building upon the mathematical foundations laid out in Chapter 4, Chapter 5 will
present the outcomes and findings of the final optimization process. This chapter will show the results
obtained through the application of the developed EMS and optimization techniques. Additionally, these
results will be evaluated using various key performance indicators (KPIs).



Health aware energy management
systems

This chapter introduces health aware EMSs by explaining the different EMS found in literature and how
these systems account for the "health awareness” aspect. The final goal of this chapter is to find the
literature gap and form the basis of the EMS that is introduced later in this thesis.

2.1. General energy management systems

EMS are responsible for the distribution of required power amongst the power-generating components
in a power plant based on information analysis [15, 17, 18]. This can be applied to any sort of power
plant and gets increasingly effective, but also complex, for hybrid power plants with more degrees of
freedom [9]. The aim of the energy management system for this research comes in threefold:

1. Make sure that the ship can complete its mission;
2. Minimize energy consumption;
3. Minimize component degradation.

The EMSs can be divided into three different categories: Rule-based (RB), Optimization-based (OB)
and Machine Learning-based (MLB) systems [1, 19]. These systems can be found in Figure 2.1. This
chapter gives an overview of these three methods and their (dis-) advantages.

Energy
Ovtimized F Management oDirect
*Optimized Fuzzy eIndirect
eAdaptive Fuzzy Methods oGradient

ePredictive Fuzzy eDerivative Free

Fuzzy Rule-based Offline Optimization
Strategy / Strategy
Rule-based Learning-
based

RELC Methods

Deterministic Rule- Online Optimization

based Strategy Strategy
eState Machine Learr_lm.g-b?sed eEquivalent Fuel
e Thermostat Optimization Consumption Minimization
ePower Follower eModel Predictive Control

eReinforcement
o Clustering
eNeurel network

*Gliding-average eExtremum seeking
eSliding-mode control

eDecoupling Control

Figure 2.1: Different energy management methods according to: Mustafa et al. [1]
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2.2. Rule based strategies

RB control systems are robust and have a strong real-time performance [12]. However, they also
have disadvantages: according to [20] the effects of the rules are typically far away from the optimal
control objectives. Or the systems have weak dynamic responses to changes [12] And finally, there is
a necessity for a lot of expert knowledge in the design of the systems [21].

The RB control systems can be divided into two different strategies:

1. Fuzzy rule based strategies: 'A method of judgement and reasoning by imitating the uncertainty
in the human brain’ [21]. This entails that the fuzzy rules try to translate a non-binary statement
into a statement that a binary system can understand. It creates a black box model based on
’human logic’. This model can also be trained by optimizing the rules for different drive cycles,
thus ruling out the necessity for high expertise in the design phase. Yang et al. [22] uses the
fuzzy rule strategy because of its high robustness and anti-disturbance capability. This resulted
in slightly better energy efficiency than the conventional RB strategy.

2. Deterministic Rule-based strategies are strategies where the strategy follows a table or flow chart
to determine which component will deliver what amount of power [21]. This strategy can be
subdivided into the following:

(a) Thermostat control: On/ off method. Components turn on or off based on the state of the
propulsion plant. Xie et al. [23] introduce a two-layer approach to EMS where the outer layer
is a thermostat control layer in which the diesel-generator is turned on or off based on a set of
rules that take the state of charge (SOC) of the battery and the load of the diesel engine into
account. Although this method works for the automotive industry, it is less feasible for the
diesel engines on a ship due to the high amount of energy needed to start up the engines (not
even mentioning the amount of CO2 produced when the engine is choking due to turbo-lag);

(b) Power follower method: Trovao and Pereirinha [24] applies the power follower method in
an EMS for an HEV. This method considers for each situation the highest efficiency from a
beforehand generated efficiency map.

(c) Gliding average: This method is also known as a moving average. When this method is
applied, the load change on the components is minimized by taking the moving average of
the requested load. Tritschler et al. [25] uses this method to smooth the load on a fuel cell,
he concludes that the efficiency of the system is the same as for a general deterministic
rule-based approach, with the limitation that the response of the fuel cell is delayed by the
gliding average method.

The current trend in the rule-based literature is that the optimization of the rules is becoming less
dependent on human expertise and more on machine learning algorithms. "Due to the vast and rapid
increase in data size, machine learning approaches have, thus, become increasingly popular towards
the design of rule-based systems.” Liu et al. [26]

2.3. Optimization-based strategies

OB strategies optimize a cost function, that can be single or multi-objective. As reported in Figure 2.1
the OB strategies can be divided into two different categories: offline and online methods:

1. Offline methods: offline methods are often referred to as global OB strategies. They are designed
to find the global optimal solution to the control problem for a known drive cycle. Because this
algorithm requires future road and vehicle speed information, it can not be applied directly [27],
but are still used to benchmark different EMS solutions. One of these solutions is dynamic pro-
gramming, which is often used as a benchmark for other EMS’s[17, 28, 29, 30]. Itis also possible
to use convex solvers for the offline methods. But, according to Zhang et al. [31]: 'However, the
disadvantage of convex optimization is that the objective function and inequality constraint must
be convex, and it yields limited applications.’. Therefore, convex solvers will not be discussed in
further detail.

2. Online methods: online methods aim to optimize the cost function in real-time. According to
Mustafa et al. [1] the different strategies that fall under this method are:
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(a) Equivalent consumption minimization strategy: According to Planakis et al. [2]: ’Equivalent
consumption minimization strategy is a technique which considers the energy consumption
of all the available power sources, scaled with a factor which represents the equivalent fuel
consumption cost’. Kalikatzarakis et al. [32] uses this method (or a more common variant,
called Adaptive Equivalent consumption minimization strategy, which is explained below) by
introducing a state variable s(¢) that links fuel to electric energy consumption from the battery,
therefore modelling the battery as if it were a fuel tank. One should take notice of the fact
that the performance of an Equivalent consumption minimization strategy is closely tied to
this aforementioned equivalence factor (or state variable) [33];

i. Because of the impact of the equivalence factor, papers (such as Kalikatzarakis et al.
[32], Xie et al. [34]) can be found that apply Adaptive ECMS. In this strategy, the equiv-
alence factor is adjusted by certain states of the system.

(b) Pontryagin’s minimum principle: an analytical method of solving the optimization problem
[35]. This method uses the principle of Hamiltonian mechanics to solve the optimization
problem. Song et al. [30] has used the Pontryagin’s minimum principle approach to minimize
fuel consumption, but also maximize component lifetime. In the results, the author states
that the Pontryagin’s minimum principle has nearly the same optimal point as the offline
optimization, indicating that the solutions from the Pontryagin’s minimum principle are close
to the true optimum whilst being applied in real-time.

The main advantage of the offline strategies is that the found minimum is the global minimum of the
entire solution space, however as stated before, they are not able to do this in real-time. The advantage
of the online methods is that they can find the optimal point in 'real-time’, but the catch here is that the
effectiveness of these strategies highly depends on chosen the co-states.

2.4. Machine Learning-based strategies

The essence of a learning-based method is to use offline optimization methods on a short-term horizon
extending into the future [35]. This short-term horizon is predicted with methods such as model pre-
dictive control [27], stochastic dynamic programming [36] or Neural Networks [37]. the advantages
of using Neural Networks are the high adaptive capacity [38], the robustness [38], and the low com-
putational complexity when applied [15] The disadvantage of machine learning-based methods is the
quantity and quality of the training data required [38], and the computational power that is necessary
to train the model.

2.5. Health aware EMS

To become health aware, an EMS has to account for the current states of the components in the system
and aim to minimize the overall impact of the EMS on power plant degradation Kandidayeni et al. [15]
states that there are three ways to incorporate the health of the system:

» Prognostic: using a degradation model. Here the measurements of the different components are
fed into a model that then estimates the state of those components. This predicts the remaining
useful life (RUL) of the system based on its actual state of health (SOH);

+ Diagnostic: monitoring the actual characteristics. This method tries to measure the state of the
characteristics and tries to detect and isolate any faults before the system comes to a halt;

» Systematic: by considering different local control schemes. This method is more looking towards

the battery management system or the Balance of plant (BOP) of the fuel cell.

If we look at how the literature approaches the health aware problem, Figure 2.2 shows that most
research focuses on prognostic systems, and that there is a gap in the diagnostic health aware EMS’s.



6 Chapter 2. Health aware energy management systems

Cars

Diagnostic

Prognostic

Ships

Figure 2.2: Distribution of prognostic and diagnostic health aware EMS

Additionally Figure B.1 in appendix Appendix B shows an overview of how different papers approach
health-aware energy management. From this figure, the following conclusions can be drawn:

» The degradation of fuel cells is often described using fixed rates.
+ Battery degradation is often described using empirical formulas

+ Often the multi-objective problem is solved by finding a hydrogen consumption equivalent cost for
degradation, which is based on the cost of hydrogen and the fuel cell/battery system. The dan-
ger of pre-determining the weights in the multi-objective problem is that the final result depends
heavily on the chosen weights, whilst the costs might have changed over time.

* As the focus of the papers lies more on the health-awareness aspect, the used virtual models of
the components are most often simplified to a basic formula.

2.6. Conclusion

From this chapter, it can be concluded that most health aware systems are still working from a prog-
nostic viewpoint (based on the minimization of degradation models) even though Vermeer et al. [46]
stated that: ” The presented review concludes that it is very difficult to generalize ageing behaviour (of
batteries), concerning the effect of operational conditions.” The same is true for the degradation of fuel
cells, as there is even less information about the degradation behaviour. As the EMSs in literature aim
to minimize the degradation caused by models, they have a chance of missing the actual degradation
causes that are known and proven. The literature gap can be found in a health aware EMS for ships that
will aim to work according to the diagnostic way. l.e. minimizing actual known causes of degradation
instead of using models that aim to describe said behaviour, but are uncertain when it comes to actual
component health simulation. The EMS in this thesis can then be benchmarked against literature and
a not health aware EMS. More information about both of these will follow later in this thesis.



Methodology

This chapter aims to present the framework for the EMS’s by providing an overview of the ship in Sec-
tion 3.1 and discussing the concept of the EMS in Section 3.2. After these sections, Section 3.3 and Sec-
tion 3.4 contain an examination of the existing literature about the battery and the fuel cell degradation-
and virtual models respectively. These sections will also introduce the mathematical method behind
the models used later in this thesis.

3.1. The ship

To obtain reliable results, data from the H2C boat [47] and a small fuel cell powered boat, are used to
design the power plant component models and an accurate power profile that can be optimized. The
power profile created by the data that is used for the optimization can be found in Figure 3.1a. The
H2C boat is an initiative of the sailing innovation centre [47]. It is a lightweight RIB containing both a
fuel cell and a battery. Resulting in the powerplant layout as in Figure 3.1b. The function of this R(H)IB
is to show that it is possible to have a zero-emission coach boat for sailing teams in the Netherlands.
It contains a 40 kWh Li-ion battery and an LT-PEMFC with an unknown power. These components
create the power for the electric engine that is used as the propulsion of the ship.

The small fuel cell powered boat is from an unkown source. However it is known that the fuel cell
itself is relatively small and does not have a large BOP. All problems related to a lack of data will be
elaborated on in the next chapter. Whereas this chapter will focus on the methodology that will be used
during this thesis.



8 Chapter 3. Methodology

6 x10*

5. I — —
= v F
£ |
2 \ \
=3 H ‘
2
: Al | ‘ ! DC Bus
g 2L ) | 4
~ “ - ‘ ‘
‘ el ‘ “ i
1L L “M»_J ‘ ! ‘ | /,/_ _H\\
| | ‘ \Nn { DC \
L] L‘J T i - |.\ engine
0 L L | | | | \ /
08:15 08:30 0845  09:00  09:15  09:30  09:45 10:00 -
Time [h] Feb 03, 2023 _
(a) Power profile used for the optimizations, including the date of (b) Powerplant lay-out of the H2C boat

recording

Figure 3.1: Validation of the degradation function with and without data

3.2. The health-awareness problem

Now that the case study (the H2C boat) is known, the framework for the EMS can be introduced. As
stated in the previous section, the important power plant components that have to be modelled are
a fuel cell and a battery. Because of limited time, the decision is made to focus on the components
that generate or store power. For this reason, the DC-DC converters and the actual motor are not
modelled. Since the EMS is responsible for delivering the requested power, this is considered re-
presentable. There are various approaches to designing a health aware EMS for this scenario. Most of
the existing models focus on minimizing a function that describes the battery degradation corresponding
with its operating conditions (i.e. a prognostic approach). However, this research will not minimize the
degradation functions. Instead, it will aim to mitigate the actual causes of degradation. The discussed
functions will provide the designed EMS with degradation feedback to accurately describe the behaviour
of the battery and fuel cell. In other words, this research aims to simulate a diagnostic health-aware
system. This cycle will repeat until either the battery has reached a total degradation of 20% or the
fuel cell has reached a degradation of 0.1 V, which are the values where the power plants are seen as
‘written off’ [39, 40].

To accurately display the distinction between 'degradation feedback’ and 'degradation minimization’
on the basis of the functions, Figure 3.2 gives a schematic overview of the EMS framework that will be
used later. Here the battery and fuel cell response systems give two types of feedback: the change in
SOC, the hydrogen consumption (hydrogen..,s) for time step At; and the change in health (degrada-
tion) of the respective systems. The degradation caused by the decision in that time step A¢; will be
accumulated and saved. depending on the length of the power profile that will be used in the optimiza-
tion, the actual degradation will be fed back to the power plant component models and their behaviour
will be adjusted accordingly. The idea here, again, is that normally one would be able to measure the
degradation of the components at a certain time step ¢t = t;, however as there is no access to a real
‘online’ system, the degradation feedback is handled like this. As will be discussed later, the EMS will
then use this information to decide on the optimal control strategy.
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Figure 3.2: General idea behind the energy management system

This section gives a description of the battery model that is used in the optimization function. As can
be seen in Figure 3.2, two variables are important in the EMS calculations: the change in the State Of
Charge SOC)., that gives feedback on how much of the total energy of the battery is left. And the
degradation (or SOH), which relates to the degradation of the battery. The sections below will introduce
the different models found in literature to estimate both these values.

3.3.1. Change of State of Charge
Different methods to estimate the SOC exist [48]. One of the standardized and often used methods is
Coulomb Counting. This method defines the SOC as:

1

S0C(t) = SOC(t0) + &~

to+t
/ Tnat(dr) - 100% (3.1)
to

In this equation, the most important parameters are battery capacity (C,,) and the current through the
battery (I;4:). Lin et al. [36] simplifies this model to :

4(t) = SOC(t) = Qc(t) (3.2)

Where the current capacity (Q(¢)) is related to the battery capacity , which can be estimated by relating
it to the drawn current using [2, 49, 501]:

> o Novat - Ibat
SOC = S (3.3)

Here the battery efficiency (ng.:) represents the possible efficiency (and so the losses) in the battery
whilst charging.
The big disadvantages of using this coulomb counting method are [51]:

» The initial SOC of the battery is required.
» The current sensors must be accurately calibrated.
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» The maximum available capacity of the battery must be properly re-calibrated under various op-
erating conditions and aging levels of the battery.

The first two are, for battery modelling, not the biggest problems as there is no ’real’ current measure-
ment and the initial SOC of the battery is an initial input parameter of the algorithm. The last requirement
relates directly to the necessity for health-awareness, which will be introduced in Section 3.3.2.

The final unknown in Equation 3.3, is the current drawn from the battery for a certain requested
power. This current can be calculated using an equivalent circuit model (ECM). Hu et al. [52], Lai et al.
[53], He et al. [54] have compared different ECMs that can be applied to lithium-ion batteries, all authors
agree that the first-order resistor-capacitor model (better known as the Thevenin model, as described
by [55] and others) is the best choice considering computing complexity, accuracy and robustness.
However, a disadvantage of this model is that it contains an algebraic loop, resulting in the addition
of a discrete state that has to be remembered by the future EMS, resulting in a computationally more
complex problem.

Table 3.1: EMS Battery models as found in literature

Citation  Battery aging?  Used equivalent circuit

[56] No Thevenin model
[55] No Thevenin model
[57] No Rint model

[32] No 2nd order RC model
[58] Yes Rint model

[2] No Rint model

[59] Yes 2nd order Rc model
[60] Yes Rint model

[61] No Rint model

[62] No Rint Model

[63] No Rint model

[64] No Rint model

Computationally simpler models do exist. According to Table 3.1 most health-aware EMS make use
of the Rint model. As the computational load of the Rint model is smaller, without too much accuracy
loss for the drawn current (according to [54], about 3 % of accuracy loss). For this reason, this research
will apply this Rint model to estimate the drawn current from the battery.

Rint model
The ECM used for the Rint model assumes that the internal resistance in a battery can be described
by a single resistor, resulting in the ECM as in Figure 3.3.

— e
R int
1 bat +
- L ]

Figure 3.3: Rint model as found in Planakis et al. [2]

The link between the power drawn requested from the battery and the resulting current can be found

using Kirchoffs law:
Up = Up — ipat - Rint (3.4a)

And we know that the P,; is related to the current and voltage as:
Py = Uy - ipat (3.4b)

Combining Equation 3.4a and Equation 3.4b results in [2, 50, 65]:
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UO—\/U3—4'Rint'Pbat

Tpar = 5
bat o (3.5)
Which can be combined with Equation 3.3 to get to the change in SOC:
. —Uogi) + \/Ug(i) =4 (Preqiy — Preiy) - Rint
SOChat(i) = (3.6)

2. Rint ' Cbat

3.3.2. Battery degradation

As the degradation of the batteries is not covered in the previous section, this section explains different
degradation causes and how they can be modelled and mitigated. Batteries degrade both due to
physical stress and chemical side reactions during both cycling and idle states [46]. Three main ageing
modes can be defined as responsible for lithium-ion battery degradation:

* Loss of Lithium Inventory: The loss of active lithium ions that are no longer available for cycling;

* Loss of Active Material: The loss or structural degradation of the available anode or cathode
material;

» Conductivity Loss: Degradation of the electrical parts such as the current controller.

Particularly the loss of active material is interesting. According to Vermeer et al. [46], Safari et al. [66]
and Barré et al. [67] the dominant factor causing this degradation, is the formation of a SEI layer on
the negative electrode. This SEI layer is a layer that initially protects the electrode against solvent
decomposition at large negative voltages, but over time it leads to a gradual capacity fade as the SEI
layer thickens. [68].

The growth of this SEI layer (or the degradation of batteries in general) can be modelled in three dif-
ferent ways: Empirical / semi-empirical models, Physics-based models and Machine learning models.

This thesis focuses on the first, the empirical models, which are also often used in literature as can
be seen in Figure B.1. The physics-based models as among others described in Safari et al. [66] are
not used due to the computational complexity caused by multiple ODE describing the behaviour of a
battery. Machine learning methods have the problem that they most often depend on lab data and
according to Sui et al. [69] [..] the SOH feature extracted from the lab data will be invalid as the battery
may exhibit different degradation behaviour in real applications.’. And also need a lot of battery-related
data, which is often not available.

Empirical models

Vermeer et al. [46] reviews multiple emperical models, and concludes that empirical formulae based
on the Arrhenius equation times a time factor are the common used models when it comes to cycling
or calendar ageing of batteries:

Qloss = f(SoC, T, DOD, I) - Ah* (3.7)

Wang et al. [6] claims that the depth of discharge (DO D) is not an influential factor if the discharge
rate is low (below C/2), which is most likely related to the fact that the DOD can then be described
by using the current through the battery and Ah. The same author also uses the Crate of the battery
instead of the discharge current I in Equation 3.7. Moreover, the value of z approaches 0.5, as the
time-dependency of the solid electrolyte interphase (SEI) layer growth is a function of v/t [70, 71].
Resulting in the empirical formula [6]:

—3700 + 370.3 - Crate(t)
R * That

Qloss = B(Crate(t)) : 655]9( ) . Ah(t)055[%] (38)

Here the Ty,; will be assumed constant, and R has a value of 8.314. The pre-exponential factor
B is difficult to quantitatively describe in relation to the discharge rate, however, Table 3.2 gives an
overview of different B-values for different discharge rates. Finally Ah , "describes the net Ah delivered
by the battery over multiple cycles” [46] or mathematically [6]:

Ah = Cycle number - DOD - Full cell capacity (3.9)
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Table 3.2: Generalized life models for certain c-rates as found in Wang et al. [6]

C-rate Cr2 2C 6C 10C

B-values 31630 21681 12934 15512

The disadvantage of this empirical model is that the function is discrete, not continuous and thus
not true for all operating conditions i.e. 3C or capacity loss as a function of storage time. Next to that, it
also not accounts for the loss of life during storage, due to the multiplication of the Ah, leading to zero
capacity loss if the battery were to not be used. And finally, the model is built around the degradation of
Li—FePO, batteries, other batteries are likely to follow different degradation patterns. Therefore, this
model is only true in dynamic conditions where the battery will be used. If one is interested in models
that do take a capacity loss in storage conditions into account, Ramasamy et al. [72] has proven (and
modelled) capacity loss in the storage stage.

For now, Equation 3.8 gives sufficient feedback on the consequences of certain operating conditions
as there are no better formulae found in the review literature. Therefore this formula will be used to
describe the ageing of the battery present in this model.

3.4. Fuel cell

3.4.1. Virtual model
The second component is the fuel cell. For the fuel cell, two types of feedback are important: the
SOH and the hydrogen consumption Hydrogen ., over a given period At. This section will first intro-
duce ways found in the literature to calculate the hydrogen consumption, after which it will go into the
degradation of fuel cells.

Before going into the modelling of the fuel cell, first, a general understanding of fuel cells has to be
made. Fuel cells generate electricity and heat via an electrochemical reaction, which is the reversed
electrolysis reaction [73]. A fuel cell has five main parts: anode, cathode, electrolyte and/or membrane
and an external circuit. Even though this layout is similar for nearly every fuel cell, different fuel cells
operate on different fuel types and at different temperatures. The most common fuel cell types are
[74]:

* Low-temperature proton exchange membrane fuel cells (LT-PEMFC);
» High-temperature proton exchange membrane fuel cells (HT-PEMFC);
+ Alkaline fuel cell (AFC);

» Molten carbonate fuel cell (MCFC);

+ Solid oxide Fuel cell (SOFC).

Each of these systems is controlled by a BOP. This system is responsible for water drainage, fuel
cell cooling, fuel supply etc. And is assumed to be a perfectly operating unit that only draws a certain
percentage of the energy generated by the fuel cell.

This section focuses on Low-temperature proton exchange membrane fuel cell (LT-PEMFC), which
is the fuel cell type on board the H2C boat. For all fuel cells, the maximum electrical work obtained
by a fuel cell at a constant temperature and pressure is given by the change in the Gibbs free energy
change [3]:

AG = —nFE,q (3.10)

Where F is Faradays constant (96,485 C'/mol), E.., is the ideal potential of the cell and n is the number
of electrons in the reaction. The Gibbs free energy change can be rewritten as [3] :

RT

—_ 0, "
AG = AG” + nFln

(Qr) (3.11)

Substituting Equation 3.10 in Equation 3.11 results in the general form of the Nernst equation [3]:

RTTeaction

Enerns = EO Treac ion
K ( vion) + nkF

In(Qr) (3.12)



3.4. Fuel cell 13

Where @, is the reaction quotient and T,....ion IS the temperature of the reaction in kelvin, R is the
gas constant and finally the E°, which is equal to 1.18 volts at 298 K if the water products are in a
gaseous state. This potential follows (for gaseous products) a linear downward trend for increasing
temperatures [3].

This Nernst potential is the ideal potential of one cell. Impurities reduce this potential, and so will
improper fuel consumption and other factors. However, the actual purity of the fuel is hard to estimate
and will therefore be assumed pure in the rest of the research.

The reaction taking place in the anode of the PEMFC is [75]:

Hp — 2H" +2e~ (3.13)

and at the cathode:
4H" +4e” + 0, — H0 (3.14)

this means that the Nernst potential of a single cell PEMFC is equal to [3]:

RT, , PHy . RT
_ 10
B=B+ 5pin( g 8) + 5pn(VPOy) (3.15)

Where P is the relative (concerning the fuel cell pressure) gas pressure of each gas respectively, and
PH,0 is 1 due to the liquid phase of the generated water

Once this open circuit voltage (or Nernst potential) or the V¢ is known, one can also calculate the
delivered voltage of the fuel cell. This is done by taking an equivalent circuit with equivalent resistances.
In many cases, the behaviour of these internal resistances of the fuel cell can be treated as linear in
specific operating windows resulting in an Area Specific Resistance (ASR) [74]:

Veett = Vorc — I - ASR (3.16)

Figure 3.4 shows that if one were to assume neither a very low nor very high relative current density,
Equation 3.16 holds. For this thesis this would mean that the fuel cell power is limited to:

Prc € [0208} . PFC'rnam (317)

Theaoretical EMF or ldeal Vaoltage —

Regicn of Activation Polarization
_— [Reaction Rate Loss)
i

1.0 Tota) Less
@
=
[
=
2 Region of
= i Concentration Polarization
E ! (Gas Transport Loss)
Region of Ohmic Polarization II
05T {Resistance Loss) 4

Operation Voltage, V. Curve

Current Density (mA/cm2)

Figure 3.4: Ideal and Actual Fuel Cell Voltage according to Appleby and Foulkes [3]

The delivered power by the fuel cell is equal to:
Pstack = Irc - Veer * Neeuts (3.18)

By combining Equation 3.16 and Equation 3.18 we can calculate the fuel cell current Iz¢:

~Vocvre £ /Vioyre — 4 ASR - Ppc
2-ASR

Ire = (3.19)
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Important here is that the final power delivered by the stack should also account for the power that the
BOP consumes. To make estimations about the relation between the BOP consumed power and the
power generated by the fuel cell, the linear relation found in Guzzella and Amstutz [76] can be used:

Poue = Po+ N - kguz - Irc(t) (3.20)
This means that the final power delivered by the fuel cell would be equal to:
Vocvrc - Irc - Nrc — Poue = Pre (3.21)

Where Npg¢ is the number of fuel cell cells. And finally, the relation between the requested power and
the power through the fuel cell stack [76]:

_ NFC' : (VOCVFC - kauJL - \/NIQ:'C : (VOCVFC' - kauw)2 —4. NFC : ASR (P7eq(t) +PO)
2-Npc - ASR

Irc (3.22)

Once the drawn current by the fuel cell is known, we can estimate the hydrogen consumption by
the fuel cell. This is because of the relation between the number of electrons and hydrogen atoms as
described in the reaction equation in Equation 3.13. So for each electron, we need a hydrogen particle.
The capacity of 1 Mol of electrons is 96485 Coulomb (F). 1 A = 1%, thus:

IFC : Ncslls

St At [mol] (3.23)

H2,cons mol —
By multiplying this hydrogen consumption with the molar mass of hydrogen, we get the consumption
in grams:

H2,cons grams — H2,cons mol * 1.00794 (324)

The above is assuming 100 % hydrogen conversion. Which, is due to hydrogen crossover through the
membrane [77] not necessarily true. Interestingly is, this hydrogen crossover enlarges as the fuel cell
ages [77] and thus makes the fuel cell less and less efficient.

The final important factor of the fuel cell is the efficiency of the system. As we still assume that the
total hydrogen conversion is equal to 100 %, we can start by calculating the ideal efficiency of the fuel
cell, which is equal to [3]:

_AG

Nideal = AH

Where AG is the change of Gibbs free energy, and A H is the change in enthalpy of the reaction inside
the fuel cell, which can be found by combining Equation 3.13 and Equation 3.14:

(3.25)

Ha + %oz —— H0() (3.26)

From this, at standard conditions (25°C, 1 atm), AH is equal to 285.8 kdJ/mol (higher heating value of
hydrogen) and AG is equal to 237.1 kdJ/mol, therefor the ideal efficiency is equal to:

237.1 _

- .~ . .27
285.8 083 (3.27)

Nideal =
Using this ideal efficiency, we can calculate the Higher heating value efficiency of the fuel cell system
[3]:
_ Usefullenergy Vactuat - current — 0.83 - Veruar
- AH * (Videat - current)/0.83 Fideal

Where it is assumed that AH = 0.83 - AG and AG = V,geq; - Current. According to Appleby and
Foulkes [3]: ’the ideal voltage of a cell operating reversibly on pure hydrogen and oxygen at 1 atm
pressure and 25°C is 1.229 V.”. Thus the efficiency of the system is equal to [3]:

(3.28)

0.83 - Vo

g = 0675 - Ve (3.29)

Often referred to as the voltage efficiency of the fuel cell.
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3.4.2. Fuel cell Degradation

PEMFCs degrade due to several causes, as can be found in Table 3.3. But, not all components of the
fuel cell have the same influence on the overall usage. The degradation of membrane and electrodes
inside the fuel cell has more influence on the overall reduction of the RUL than the other components
[78]. The main contributors to the degradation of the membrane and electrodes can be summarised

Table 3.3: Most common degradation causes for fuel cells according to literature

citation type component Degredation causes

van Biert and Visser [74] LT-PEMFC Bipolar plate

De Bruijn et al. [79] PEMFC Bipolar plate poisoning of the fuel due to release of its particles

Wau et al. [80] LT-PEMFC Bi-polar plate corrosion due to the aggressive acidic and humid environment
inside a PEM fuel cell,

van Biert and Visser [74] LT-PEMFC Catalyst and fuel  Fuel impurities, especially Carbon dioxide (or carbon monoxide)

electrodes

Wau et al. [80] LT-PEMFC Catalysts Electrochemical degradation due to the formation of HO and HOO
that attacks the membrane chemically

Wu et al. [80] LT-PEMFC Catalysts Carbon corrosion due to transitioning between startup and shut-
down cycle and fuel starvation due to the blockage of H» from a
portion of the anode. The second is caused by high overall stack
utilization

De Bruijn et al. [79] PEMFC Electrodes Potential cycling, elevated temperature, relative humidity start
stop cycles and fuel starvation and carbon corrosion due to the
start stop cycles

Wau et al. [80] LT-PEMFC Gas diffusion layer

Wu et al. [80] LT-PEMFC Membrane mechanical degradation, caused by swelling of the membrane in
wet conditions and contracting of the membrane in dryer condi-
tions.

Wau et al. [80] LT-PEMFC Membrane Thermal degradation, caused by rapid startup

Wau et al. [80] LT-PEMFC Membrane Electrochemical degradation due to the formation of HO and HOO
that attacks the membrane chemically

van Biert and Visser [74] LT-PEMFC Membrane Dehydration of the membrane gives a reduction in ionic conduc-
tivity.

van Biert and Visser [74] LT-PEMFC Membrane poisoning due to Ammonia

De Bruijn et al. [79] PEMFC Membrane Cycling of voltage, humidity and temperature

Wu et al. [80] LT-PEMFC Sealing gasket The corrosive environment that also destroys the membrane, is

also responsible for the corrosion and degradation of the sealing
gaskets, which could lead to spillage between fuel cells in the
stack.

in the loss of electrochemically active surface area in the catalyst layer of the fuel cell. Other types of
degradation have been discussed in De Bruijn et al. [79], Wu et al. [80].

Both De Bruijn et al. [79], Wu et al. [80] mention that the degradation rates of PEMFC increase with
load cycles, start-stop cycles and fuel starvation. During the start-stop cycle, the main factor causing
electrochemical active surface area degradation is reactant starvation [28]. During the other, high-
potential operational conditions, the main degrading factor is carbon corrosion [28]. In the PEMFC the
most occurring catalyst is platinum nano-particles supported by carbon atoms [81]. As the carbon
that supports the platinum nano-particles becomes unstable and starts oxidizing in hotter operating
conditions, Platinum particles can start to dissolute due to the formation of and reaction with -oxides.
Once the particles are dissolved, De Bruijn et al. [79] states that Ostwald ripening and the aforemen-
tioned carbon corrosion affect the Pt particle growth. Wu et al. [80] Does not fully agree with De Bruijn
et al. and states that: 'However, so far, there is still no agreement on which mechanism is dominantly
responsible for the catalyst particle growth’.

Finally, Zhao et al. [81] also concludes that even though the carbon corrosion is way higher during
startup and start down of the Fuel cell, the accumulated corrosion over time due to the fuel cell being
operated is also a notable degradation factor.

The degradation rates for certain operational conditions (regardless of the actual cause) have been
analysed by multiple papers, which have been reviewed in De Bruijn etal. [79], Wu et al. [80]. Chen et al.
[82] tests a Fuel cell under dynamic loading conditions and relates the lost voltage to those dynamic
conditions. Similar research (on the same data even) was carried out by Pei et al. [83], their findings
are concluded in Table 3.4.
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Table 3.4: Degradation rates PEMFC

Cycle Chen et al. [82] Pei et al. [83]
Start-stop [ -] 0.00197 % 0.00196 %
Idling [¥] 0.00124 % 0.00126 %

Load change [‘ZE 0.00006% 0.000059 %
High power load [¥] 0.00143 % 0.00147 %

Even though the displayed information comes from the same data, the authors represent their data
with a slight difference. The results in the paper of Chen et al. have been presented as absolute values,
where Pei et al. presents percentages. During the calculation from absolute values to percentages,
very small rounding errors could have caused this slight difference in results.

The percentages corresponding to each degradation step can be utilized to determine the actual
voltage loss. For both research papers, especially the loss during idling conditions is interesting, as
that can be compared to other results. Both idling conditions result in a loss of 8.82,,V per hour. This is
within the proposed range of 2 — 10 pV found in [80] and is close to the average of 6V found in [79].
Therefore these four papers agree on the losses of idle usage of a fuel cell.

What is missing in the papers of [82] is the size of the fuel cell. One can calculate back to the
original potentials of the fuel cell by looking at the potential at (t=0), but the actual original information
of the fuel cell is unknown. Additionally, the author does not mention the definition of the states (what
loading of the fuel cell is an idling condition, what is a load change condition etc.). Pei et al. [83] Does
give these conditions:

+ Start-stop cycling: from cold to 1 minute at 10
+ Idling condition: constant load of 10 Z‘Tﬁ.

» Load changing operation: from idling to rated power condition.
» High power load cycling: loading according to the limited voltage in the fuel cell bus.

4 pack to the cold status.

c

3.5. Conclusion

This chapter introduced the use case and the general idea behind the EMS. This thesis will focus on
bench-marking a diagnostic health aware EMS against a not health aware EMS and a health aware
EMS found in the literature. The different models that are used to describe the virtual power plants in
state-of-the-art literature have been introduced. Concluding that the R;,,; model will be used to describe
battery behaviour and a similar, constant resistance model will be introduced to describe the behaviour
of a fuel cell. Finally, the degradation for both components has also been introduced, which showed
that even the current solutions can still not fully capture the degradation behaviour of either a fuel cell
or a battery.



The EMS Functions

This chapter gives an overview of the mathematical equations and models that are used by the DP
solver introduced in Chapter 3. Each function corresponds to Figure 3.2, where the actual cost function
is the only thing that changes for each system. This chapter first introduces the data-based battery
and fuel cell model in Section 4.1 and Section 4.2. The following sections describe the mathematical
description of the health and not-health aware cost functions.

4.1. Battery model

To get an accurate estimation of the energy consumed by the battery, the discussed functions in Sec-
tion 3.3 can be used. However, to get a digital twin of the components, one has to fit the functions for
SOC (Equation 3.6) to the data provided. To do this, an algorithm that can fit equations to data has
been applied to the data, where the data has been split into a training and a validation sample.

4.1.1. Fitting and validation Rint model

From the operating data of the H2C boat, different plots about the behaviour of the ship can be made.
If this data were to be fitted to Equations 3.3-3.6, using a training and validation split, one can find
different the parameters necessary to describe the behaviour of the battery:

Battery pack capacity

To obtain @, Equation 3.3 can be used which shows that the change of SOC is a function SOC is
a function of the current at that moment, divided by the capacity of the battery. Plotting the current
against the change of SOC results in a battery pack capacity of 108 Ahr

Internal resistance
The internal battery resistance R;,; of the battery pack on board the H2C boat can be calculated by
assuming a constant Voo . This means that:

Pbat = VOCV . Ibat - Il?at . Rint (41)

By fitting the delivered battery power to the current drawn by the battery, we can fit the constant Vv
and the internal battery resistance R;,;, which results in an internal resistance of 1.86 - 10~ 1.

Relation between V., and SOC

The actual UoC'V decreases as the SOC decreases. Figure 4.1 is an example of what such a relation
would look like. By assuming that the relation between the SOC and UpCV is linear in the interval
between 20 — 80% SOC, one can find the relation between these two in the H2C data. If done one
finds: Voov = 75.6 - (59€) + 310, which combined with the found battery pack capacity in Ahr results
in a fully charged battery capacity in kW h of ~ 41, which is about equal to the 40 kWh as stated in

Section 3.1
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Figure 4.1: Charging and discharging behaviour of a battery, data retrieved from Mcintosh [4]
Results
Using the parameters as discussed above, the produced battery model has been simulated using the
data of the H2C boat, resulting in Figure 4.2.
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(a) Current power relation of the H2C battery (b) SOC of the battery over time, simulated using power demand from
the H2C boat
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Figure 4.2: Comparison of the behaviour of the SOC, I,; and UoCV

Where the respective MAPEs for these figures are:
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» Figure 4.2a: 0.99%, this error is within the acceptable margins and is mostly caused by averaging
the fitted data, as there are multiple points with the same output power, but a different SOC and
thus a different UoC'V/, resulting in a different current.

» Figure 4.2b: 8.33%, one can see that over time, the error in the SOC seems to deviate more and
more from the original data. The change in SOC also accumulates all the errors and assumptions
of the model, therefore, especially at the end of the simulation the accumulated error becomes
noticeable. As the SOC on the battery gets reset after each iteration, the error will never become
larger.

» Figure 4.2c: 4.36%, which is mostly caused by the linear estimation of the Uo C'V/, as the behaviour
can also be described by higher order equations. For this thesis, however, this model can be seen
as feasible as it is often used in comparabile literature.

Interestingly is that in Figure 4.2c the UoC'V seems to increase at the low SOC, these points are also
marked by squares. This can be explained by the charging behaviour of a battery caused by hysteresis,
as can also be seen in Mamyrbayeva et al. [84]. Charging a battery will cost more power than the power
that can be gained by discharging the battery. This is normally solved by giving a value < 1 to the npq:
(see Equation 3.3) as done in Bassam et al. [63], Song et al. [85], Pivetta et al. [86]. However, the
effects are only small and are normally handled by the battery management system. It will therefore
not have a big effect on the degradation of the components, especially because the discharge rate has
to be rounded to the values as discussed in Table 3.2. Therefore, this thesis will neglect the effects of
hysteresis and has also not used these points in the training of the model.

4.1.2. Degradation Validation
As the degradation is not part of the data gathered by the H2C boat, the degradation function is tested
against the data gathered by Mcintosh [4], which contains data about the capacity fade of a battery cell.
This means that the battery parameters in the model are to be adjusted to model the battery cells used
in Mcintosh [4].

Section 3.3.2 concluded that Equation 3.8 will be used to describe battery degradation. Equation 3.8
contains two problems that have to be solved before it can be used in this thesis.

1. The Ah is the total Ampere-hours of throughput through the battery. This means that the battery
degradation can only be calculated after a certain period using the rain flow method, as done in
[43, 87, 88].

2. The function only describes the degradation of a battery that is loaded constantly over its lifetime,
so there is a fixed C-rate over the battery lifetime.

An alternative approach to solving problem 1 involves employing discretization techniques to get a
AQ,ss- Perez et al. [89] does so by stating a maximum percentage loss AQ;,,s. From there the author
derives the maximal allowable throughput in ampere-hours and the number of cycles corresponding
to that maximal allowable throughput. This gives a big disadvantage: the function depends on the
maximum allowable cycles of the battery and is closely related to the maximal degradation of 20 %.
For a more detailed explanation of this derivation, please refer to [89].

Due to the disadvantage described above, this thesis derives a different approach to discretize this
problem. As can be seen in Equation 3.9, the ampere-hours consist of three parts:

* The cycle number (n¢ycie).
» The DOD of the battery in that cycle.
» The total cell capacity.

This means that the equation can be rewritten as:
Ic cle * tc cle =
e e Chat = 2 Z Icycle(i) : tcycle(i) =

bat i—1

2'Ibat't

Ah=2-n- 3600

(4.2)

Where the entire derivation has to be multiplied with 2, in accordance with Perez et al. [89], so that
the charging is also included, as the original Ah only looks at discharging. If this function for A#h is
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discretized over time, we can take the derivative of the capacity fade over time to obtain the degradation
step due to certain operating decisions:

AQIoss _ B(Crare(t) - cp( = Cose) | A1) (4.3)

Itis assumed that at an instant t, I,,; is constant, which makes I,,;, Crate and B constant over timestep
At. Therefore only the accumulated Ampere hours are a function dependent on time. Differentiating

that results in: _
A(Zfart)055 0008911746244 - T,

4.4
At (Ip - t)0-45 (4.4)
resulting in an increase in a percentage loss equal to:
—3700 + 370.3 - Crate(ry, 8,9¢—3-1I,
AQloss = AB(Crape(ry) - exp( RT ) T, 0 - At (4.5)

For comparison, the original function (Equation 3.8) and the derived function (Equation 4.5) have been
applied on the data found in Mcintosh [4], resulting in Figure 4.3a
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Figure 4.3: Validation of the degradation function with and without data

As demonstrated in Figure 4.3a, Equation 4.5 exhibits an accurate fit with the original function.
However, upon plotting the measured degeneration data found in Mcintosh [4] as done in Figure 4.3b,
another drawback of Equation 3.8 becomes evident. Namely, the disparity between the data points
and the modelled degradation.

Three potential factors could have contributed to this behaviour:

* Firstly, it is the original function is based on graphite LiFePQO4 batteries, while the measured data
corresponds to an unknown type of Li—ion batteries. If these battery types are not identical, it
could lead to variations in degradation behaviour.

» Secondly, the conditions of both experiments, apart from temperature, remain unknown. It is
possible that other factors, such as cycling protocols, charging rates, or electrolyte compositions,
may have influenced battery degradation, resulting in disparate degradation measurements.

+ Thirdly, the absence of information regarding the accuracy of the measurement equipment intro-
duces the possibility of error accumulation over time, potentially yielding divergent results.

One could choose to try and fit Equation 4.5 parameters to the degradation data as displayed in
Figure 4.3b, however, the batteries of the H2C boat are likely to be of a different type than the data
from [4] and the batteries that were used to design the original function, therefore the parameters as
found in Equation 4.5 are kept for the model used in this thesis.
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Finally, for this thesis, no cooling solution for the battery has been modelled. As there is no cooling
solution, the temperature of the batteries can not be calculated. Therefore a constant battery temper-
ature of 15 degrees has been taken, which is based on the average temperature of the north sea (14
degrees) and some efficiency losses. Even though this temperature is quite low, it also allows for a
longer powerplant lifetime, which might enlarge the differences between the EMS’s

4.2. Fuel cell model

In this section, the methodology will be applied to get an actual fuel cell model. As stated before, even
though there is an availability of data on a fuel cell, it is not the fuel cell that is located on the H2C boat,
this introduces several estimations that have to be made about the fuel cell behaviour. In the following
sections, the necessary steps to calculate the hydrogen consumption and SOH of the fuel cell will
be explained. The data considered contained information of a single 48-cell stack, able to deliver a
maximum of 1200 watts of power.

4.2.1. Validation of the virtual model
To ensure that the formulae presented in Section 3.4.1 hold, the following assumptions are considered:

1. The power range of the fuel cell should be as described in Equation 3.17.

2. The resistance losses in the fuel cell are assumed to be linear with respect to the current, as
described in van Biert and Visser [74].

3. The relationship between Urc and Upcy can be expressed by the equation Upe = Upcy — (k1 —
R - I). The polarization losses, outside the range described in Equation 3.17, are described by
the difference between E° and Up ¢y, which is commonly referred to as the voltage efficiency of
the fuel cell.

4. The fuel cell will have a hydrogen conversion of 100 %. Meaning that 100 % of the fuel is converted
to energy. In reality, this number is lower than 100 %

To get an accurate model describing the fuel cell behaviour, there are several important parameters:

1. Vo FC and E° relation.
2. Upc and Vo FC relation.
3. K. and P, of the BOP of the fuel cell.

Vo FC and E° relation

The relation between the actual open circuit voltage of the fuel cell and the standard potential is de-
scribed in Equation 3.12. Even though the measurements of the fuel cell do show a respective temper-
ature, they do not show the information required to estimate the reaction quotient Q... As this estimation
is also quite hard to make accurately, this model assumes that the V, F'C' is the fuel cell voltage when
the drawn current is ~ 20% of I,,,.... This will then also include the polarization losses that occur in the
region of 1..20% of I,

Urc and Vy FC relation.
As there is information about the actual voltage delivered by the stack at different currents, one can
estimate both the value for V, F'C and Urc. Equation 3.16 shows that one can assume a linear rela-
tionship between these two, as there is a constant internal resistance. If done so, one can find that the
Vo F'C of a single cell is =~ 0.8 at 20% load. Which is corresponds with open circuit voltages at 20 % of
the maximal current as found in Grasser and Rufer [90], Musio et al. [91]

Before continuing to the calculations made on the BOP, Figure 4.4 contains the results of the model
thus far. As can be seen, the model fits the data quite accurately, only resulting in a MAPE (per sub-
figure) of:

» Figure 4.4a: 3.59 %.
» Figure 4.4b:3.76 %.
» Figure 4.4c: 3.76 %.
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These numbers are hard to compare to literature, however, a cause can be the large spread of Ur(¢,
which can be caused by load changes on the fuel cell, resulting in a less efficient reaction during the
transitional phase and so a lower open cell voltage, and thus a different Ur¢ for the same current.
However Figure 4.4 combined with these MAPEs show that there is a good fit with the data.
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Figure 4.4: Comparison of the power current, power hydrogen consumption and voltage-current relation of the fuel cell

BOP:

The fuel cell data does not contain any information about the BOP. This is mostly because of the
small size of the fuel cell stack, resulting in only minimal energy consumption of the fuel cell stack.
However, the maximum power requested by the H2C electric motor is 60 kW. Given the maximum
power contribution of the fuel cell to the power output, we assume that the fuel cell has 40, 48-cell
stacks. A fuel cell of this size, however, will have to lose power to the BOP for the transport of water,
cooling etc. of the entire fuel cell power plant. Therefore assumptions have to be made about the
effects of the BOP on a single stack. Therefore the k.. and P, have been iterated until a maximum

efficiency of about 53% has been found, which is about the maximum efficiency of small-size fuel cells
as found in Figure 4.5.
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Figure 4.5: Efficiency of different systems according to Appleby and Foulkes [3]

This results in a respective value of 0.55 W for P, and a value of 0.15 V' for a single cell, or about
1000 W for Py and a value of 6V k., for the entire system. Combining these results gives the fuel cell
results including BOP as in Figure 4.6:
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Fuel cell degradation

As it is not possible to compare or validate the degradation model with actual data, the values shown in
Table 3.3 have been translated to have the same degradation characteristics as described in Fletcher
et al. [39], except for the idling degradation rate, which is based on the percentages found in Table 3.3
and scaled to a (constant) open circuit voltage of 0.9, which is based on the fact that the actual open
circuit voltage should be slightly higher than the open circuit voltage found in the previous subsection.
Doing so results in Table 4.1:

Table 4.1: Applied degradation rates for the fuel cell system

Cause Effect

start stop -2.39E-05 V
idling -1.02E-05 V/h
load change -4.41E-11 VIAW

high power load -1.17E-05 V/h

4.3. Not health-aware EMS

The not-health-aware EMS will both serve as a benchmark and as a basis for the health-aware function.
Certain assumptions and all constraints will automatically transfer over to the other functions. As there
is a high likely hood of the problem being solved discrete, the general equation for the not health aware

EMS becomes:
i=N-—1

min 2 J(x,u) (4.6)
For the not health-aware objective function, the objective is to consume the least hydrogen possible,
which is a function of the fuel cell power. If we also were to assume that there will never be an en-
ergy surplus (the total used energy is never larger or smaller than the required power), the following

assumption, which is also used in Hu et al. [20], Ouddah et al. [92], Ansarey et al. [93] will hold
Pt (i) = Preq(i) — Ppe(i) 4.7)

The decision variable « can then be made equal to Pr¢ and the state variable x equal to the hydrogen
consumption. combining this with Equation 3.6 results in the total, not health-aware energy manage-
ment function:
N-1
. Iz,
i 3, I

s.t. (4.8)
N-—1
J(z) = Eg, = Z:O f(Prc(2)) - AT;

4.3.1. Constraints

To simulate a realistic loading scenario, constraints are required for the system. These can be quanti-
tative constraints on the state of the components, but also the time step should be taken into account.
This subsection elaborates on each chosen constraint.

Constraint 1 Limit the SOC between 20%..80%: For the Rint model to be hold, the SOC should be
limited between [20%..80%)], thus:
SOC € 20, 80] (4.9)

Constraint 2 Limit the maximum power change on the fuel cell: Fares etal. [57] considers a maximal
allowable load change on the fuel cell of ~ [14.. — 14] % * in his EMS. This is also considered as the
maximum allowable load change on the fuel cell in this thesis. However, this is only true if the fuel cell
is on, so if the fuel cell power in the previous time step is zero, this constraint does not apply.

7inf, inf Ppc(if ].) =0

APpc € { 0.14,-0.14 Ppc(i—1)#0 (4.10)
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Constraint 3 Limit the current of the fuel cell between 20%, 80% of the maximum current. Equa-
tion 3.16 requires the maximum power requested from the fuel cell to be between 20 and 80This will
be done by limiting the power through the fuel cell:

Prc € [02708} * PFC(max) (411)

Constraint 4 Set the initial SOC for the battery. An initial SOC for the battery is necessary. For this
thesis, this will be set to 0.5. Due to the size of the battery, a higher SOC would result in a decrease of
the work done by the fuel cell, and a lower SOC would create an unfeasible scenario, as the fuel cell
cannot generate enough power to sustain the power cycle on its own. The SOC' will be reset for each
iteration, assuming that the battery gets charged after each cycle:

SOC(to(k)) = 0.5 (4.12)

Constraint 5 Set the initial degradation of both the fuel cell and the Battery. The initial degradation
for the battery is zero. Important note is that instead of using tq(k) as in Equation 4.12, here we will
use tq, as the degradation is not be reset each iteration:

SOH(ty) =0 (4.13)

Constraint 6 Limit the maximal allowable power change per second on the fuel cell. Fares et al.
[57] uses a maximal allowable load change on the fuel cell of ~ [14, —14] % % in his EMS. Therefore
this research uses maximal load change of [14.. — 14] % 1:

—00,00  Ppe(i—1)=0
APrc € { 0.14,-0.14 Ppc(i—1) #0 (4.14)

4.3.2. Final EMS

This will result in the final not-health aware function:

i=N—1
min J(x,u)
uelU “
i=1
i=N-—1

J(@) = Eny = Y. f(Pre(i)) - AT,
=0

st. SOC € [20,80]
(4.15)

APrc € { 0.1_4(?0—’8?14 iﬁgg;: B ;8

Prc €10.2,0.8] - P (max)

—Uo(i) + /Uo(i)?> — 4 - Poat(i) - Rint
2 Rint - Chat

SOChat(i11) = SOC(i) — 7bat - SOChat(i) - AT}

SOChat(i) =

4.4. Health-aware EMS

According to Section 3.3.2 and Section 3.4.2 the commonly used models for degradation, are a look-
up table for fuel cell degradation and an empirical model for battery degradation. If one looks at the
application of these functions in literature, most papers focus on the use of an objective function where
these models are used to both calculate the degradation of the components and are the objective to
minimize in the cost function. Resulting in an objective function as below.

Aloss of Life
Total allowable loss of Life

J(x) = cost of power - ( ) + cost of degradation - ( ) (4.16)

P]Vfaw

This entails that the author of the paper determines a maximal allowable percentage of loss of life.
However, as the cost of degradation is related to this percentage, the degradation part of the objective
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function will have less weight at the start of the power plant lifetime and increase with the accumulated
degradation/time. An example can be found using Dall’'armi et al.’s [43] function:

min(J(Z)) =wl- fl1+w2- f24+w3- f3 (4.17)
where ,
n fin
A=> / Fre,dt (4.18a)
j=1"0
wl=cpyg, =038 (4.18b)
n tfin
2= dV;(t)dt (4.18c)
j=1"9
Prc(maz $
w2 = cpe - % = ere = 3750 (4.18d)
n tiin
f3 = Z/ Qloss battery (t)dt (4186)
j=1"0
Eyattery(maz $
W3 = Cpayt - ”glyi) = Chane = 818 1 (4.18f)

At the beginning of the lifetime, say the fuel cell operates at 50 % load and can either keep its load to
charge the battery for a At or turn itself off. Also, assume that the impact of a start-stop cycle will be
1% loss of life. At t =~ 0 the impact of the start-stop will be negligible (an increase from 0% — 1%),
but at t ~ ¢, this one percent increase (an increase from 90% — 91%) will have a larger weight in
the overall objective function. Therefore it can be expected that for the same operation, the optimal
decision will differ with time. This is also the conclusion in Dall’armi et al. [43]'s paper.

Next to the problem of the objective function not being constant over time, there is also the inaccu-
racy of the current degradation models as discussed in previous chapters. As stated earlier, the current
degradation models are not able to capture the influence of different factors on both the battery and
the fuel cell. Therefore, it is hard to quantatively state that these models actually mitigate component
degradation. And finally a fixed weight, like the cost that is given here, is not necessarily the best ap-
proach for ships, as costs of maintanence and/or components is also dependent on time-variable costs
such as man-hours and knowledge in the ports that ship attains at the moment of having to replace
the components (where the man-hours factor has a smaller influence in for example the price of the
replacement of car components).

One can question if this is necessarily the best approach to this problem. Therefore this section will
introduce a different approach to a health-aware objective function that is constant over time and calcu-
lates the response for different weights. Therefore, later in this thesis, this EMS will be benchmarked
against the personal and not health-aware strategy.

4.4.1. The new objectives
The objective function of this thesis differs from the literature in two ways:

* Instead of focusing on the minimization of degradation models, this objective function focuses on
the actual degradation mechanisms as found in the literature.

» The objective is constant over time.

* It shows the influence of different weights for the objectives by showing the Pareto front. Based
on that Pareto front actual decisions about the weights can then be made.

As stated in Section 3.2, the objective function will not minimize the models introduced in Section 3.3.2
and Section 3.4.2, but focuses instead on the actual degradation mechanisms of both the fuel cell as
the battery. This section introduces the degradation mechanisms that are penalized and how they are
taken into account in the objective function.
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Objective 1: fuel cell degradation

If we start by looking at the discrete degradation table (Table 3.3) of the fuel cell, four things are penal-
ized:

1. Start-stop cycles
2. Load changes
3. High loads

4. "Idling”

From these four things, only the load changes are an actual possibility to mitigate. The mitigation of a
start-stop cycle can only be achieved if future conditions are known. (For the special case of this thesis
this can sometimes be true because of the dynamic approach to solving the problem). So this requires
a prediction model. High and low load operations can be mitigated by constraining the operation of the
fuel cell between 20% & 80% of Prc.mq. @s already done in Equation 4.11. This leaves the load changes
to be mitigated. Literature also tells us that one of the causes of fuel cell degradation is fuel starvation,
which according to Espiari and Aleyaasin [94]: "Sudden load changes may result in improper water
management and reactant starvation phenomena due to the slow response of the cell to load change”,
which agrees with the earlier made statement. Therefore the health-aware objective for the fuel cell
will become a penalty on the load changes of the fuel cell:

N

. PFc(i)—PFC(i_l)
G(Pehan e P =min ]
( -hang FC) wER ; ||PFC(Z — ]_) . APFC(maz)

I (4.19)

Objective 2: Fuel cell efficiency

As the fuel cell is the main fuel consumer during sailing. The objective function should also contain an
objective where fuel consumption is minimized. This can be done by either minimizing the total fuel
consumption over time, as is done in Section 4.3, or by maximizing the total efficiency over time. But,
the latter is only true for ships. Due to the nature of a power profile of a car, they should be able to
turn their main power provider on or off as they will have many start and stop cycles in their power
profile due to other traffic. A ship however will always have a certain base (or hotel) load and the main
power-generating units will often be on when the ship is sailing, but when the ship is moored these will
be turned off. Next to that, a start/stop cycle is the most impact-full degradation mechanism for the
fuel cell, so we just do not give this option of starting and stopping during operation to the EMS, as the
efficiency will always be zero if the fuel cell is turned off. Therefore the second objective of the total
cost function will be:

N—-1 N-—1
F P = max = min — 4.20
(nrc, Prc) max ZZ_; nrc = min ZZ_; Uil ( )

Objective 3: Battery degradation

As stated in Section 3.3.2 one of the causes of battery degradation is the formation of an SEI layer.
Different papers about the causes of this SEl-layer formation are summarized in Table 4.2
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Table 4.2: Causes SEI layer formation according to literature

Paper Causes SEl layer formation

Edge et al. [95] High temperature, High current.

Barré et al. [96] High SOC, overcharge, high temperature

Vermeer et al. [46] Furthermore, cycling, especially with high C-rates,
creates a more porous SEI layer compared to idle
conditions

Han et al. [97] high SOC (lower anode potential) causing higher
side reaction rates

An et al. [98] Temperature, concentration of electrolyte salt, and
reduction current rate significantly affect SEI forma-
tion as well

Edge et al. [99] High cycling rates, high currents

The general conclusion by the papers mentioned in Table 4.2 is that the formation of the SEI layer
is influenced by elevated temperature, high electric current, and high SOC. These factors are also
reflected in Equation 3.8, except for the high SOC. Whilst it is challenging to account for tempera-
ture variations in this thesis due to the assumption of a constant temperature, it should be a crucial
consideration in the development of an online EMS to mitigate its impact on battery performance.

Although high currents have a significant impact, Wikner and Thiringer [100] demonstrates that the
SOC has a greater impact on battery lifespan and is thus more important to address in terms of battery
life. The adverse effects of high SOC can be mitigated, as exemplified in Wikner and Thiringer [100].
This study shows that using a battery at a lower SOC range (40 — 50% instead of 80 — 90%) can double
the number of cycles over the battery’s lifespan. Therefore, the penalty for maintaining battery health
can be expressed as follows:

i=N-—1

H(SOC.Prc) = min 3 ©- (SOC“) —1) (4.21)

M

where

0,
@:{1’ SOC>MA>} (4.22)

0, SOC < M%

A value of 0.5 has been chosen for M based on the previously described doubling of battery lifespan
for a SOC below 0.5. Additionally, this value represents a lower SOC that provides sufficient battery
buffer, allowing the EMS to choose between using the battery or the fuel cell to meet power demand.
Finally, the inclusion of © in the equation ensures that the function does not encourage the utilization
of the battery when the SOC falls below 50%. Without the inclusion of ©, this portion of the equation
would become increasingly negative, which would promote the potentially undesired use of the battery
at lower SOC levels.

4.4.2. The health-aware cost function

Combining all the information above, we get the mathematical description of the objective function,
which, combined with Figure 3.2 form the basis of the Postma health aware EMS:
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min o = /ftf (J(Z,u)) dt

ueR
st. J(Z,u) = (ﬁFo,PFc) + G(Pehange, Prc) + H(SOC, Prc)

F(npc, Prc) = Z —Nrc

N-1

Prc(i) — Ppe(i—1
G(Pchange; PFC) = w2 Z FC(Z) FC( )

Prc(i—1) - APpc(max)

SOC(i) 1) (4.23)

H(SOC, Prc) —11)329( oE

|1, ifsoC(i)>05
~ 10, ifSOC(i) < 0.5
Pbat(i) = Preq(') - PFC(')
—Uo (i) + /Uo(i)® — 4 - Poat(i) - Rint
2. Rlnt Cbat( )

SOChat(i+1) = SOC(i) — npat - SOCpat(i) - AT;

SOCpa(i) =

The constraints as in Equation 4.10 till Equation 4.14 still apply. As is evident from the weights,
the proposed objective function exhibits a Pareto-front structure, which is in line with the previously
stated notion about the weights of the objective function. Rather than solely considering component
costs, as commonly seen in existing literature ([22, 28, 29, 39, 42, 43, 101, 102, 103]), the ship’s owner
can incorporate additional factors, such as ease of replacement and future cost predictions for the
components and translate those into the ’best combination’ of the weights. This distinction is particularly
significant when comparing ships to cars: given that most ships have their propulsive systems in hard-
to-access areas, extensive replacements or major maintenance operations will result in higher costs
compared to performing similar tasks on cars. Thus, the cost function retains its relevance even if the
costs of specific components fluctuate over time or the ease or difficulty of replacement actions varies.

4.5. EMS control strategy
Now that the EMS objective functions are known, the actual control strategy can be decided on. As the
focus of this thesis is to benchmark a new ’health-aware’ EMS to an EMS found in the literature, it is not
necessary to use an online optimization method. As stated in Chapter 2 literature the benchmarking
methods used are often based on offline solvers. Therefore, offline methods have the preference.
Some of the objective functions and constraints for those functions as discussed in this chapter are
non-linear, therefore a solver that can handle these non-linear functions has the preference. Finally,
the method also has to guarantee that the solver can find the global minimum of the function. Jiang
et al. [29] states that: 'A dynamic programming (DP) algorithm is an effective approach to solving a
global optimization problem in a predefined cycle’. As stated before, DP is often used to benchmark
EMS ideas in literature, as it can guarantee the global minimum. Therefore this thesis will apply the
DP method to solving this problem.

The initial paper that introduces the theory of DP is written by Bellman [104], where the following
requirements are introduced

* We know all the basic variables required to describe the system.
» We are familiar with all possible decisions

» We know the general structure of cause and effect in either the deterministic or the stochastic
sense

» The overall objective of the decision or control process is clearly and precisely defined.

If these requirements are met, the method or solver starts by discretizing the continuous problem. Most
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simply, this means [105]:
Tpr1 = F(zg,ug) , k=0,1.N -1 (4.24)

where z is the state variable and « the control variable. Let 7 = {u(...Uy—_1} be a control policy, and J
be the total cost of that policy. The optimal control policy is:

JO(zo) = 7rrn€ilq Jx (o) (4.25)

This can be solved backwards by using the definition of the 'principle of optimality’ according to Bellman
et al. [106]: ‘optimal policy has the property that whatever the initial state and initial decision are, the
remaining decisions must constitute an optimal policy about the state resulting from the first decision.’

This precise method has been rewritten into a Matlab function by Sundstrom and Guzzella [105],
which is used as a benchmark in [107, 108, 109, 110, 111, 112]. Therefore, this Matlab function will be
applied in this thesis.

4.5.1. Discrete time step
As DP is a discrete solver, time has to be discretized. This is done by splitting the problem into different
time steps At. The size of each time step matters because it should be larger than the response times
of the fuel cell and/or the battery, depending on which is larger.

Starting with the latter, both the fuel cell and the battery have a minimal safe response time. The time
response of each component in this hybrid configuration can be found in Table 4.3. Table 4.3 shows
that both the battery and the PEMFC unit can have response times in an order of up to minutes.

Table 4.3: Time response of different subsystems in a ship according to Bagherabadi et al. [7]

Subsystem Time scale
Power converters switching 1-5ms
Thruster drive 10ms-1s
Battery charging 10 ms - 1 min
PEMFC system unit 500 ms - 1 min
Propeller inertia 1s-10s

As literature (Han et al. [62], Mufioz et al. [113]) states that the PEMFC response is likely to be
slower than that of the battery and that the battery can be used to deal with the transient behaviour of
the PEMFC, the minimal and maximal time step are constrained by the transient behaviour of a PEMFC.
According to van Biert and Visser [74] the response time of a low-temperature PEMFC is smaller or
equal to 10 seconds and [114] dynamically loads a fuel cell and shows that for every cycle. That same
author shows that the PEMFC manages to make a stable step of 1.5 Acm ™2 within said ten seconds.
The same author states that this step becomes unstable around 6 seconds. Therefore the discrete
time step will be € [6...10] seconds.

4.6. Conclusion

This chapter has introduced the mathematical foundations both for the fuel cell and battery model as
well as for the three EMSs, that will be tested against each other. These EMS consist of the not-health
aware EMS that only minimizes fuel consumption, the Dall’'armi et al. EMS that is based on literature [43]
and finally the Postma health aware EMS that both minimizes hydrogen consumption and powerplant
degradation. Section 4.1 has shown a novel method of deriving the battery degradation and compared
the battery model to data from the H2C boat. Section 4.3 and Section 4.4 introduced the not health
aware and the previously mentioned health aware EMS’s, Section 4.4 also introduced a new focus for
battery degradation.

The goal is to benchmark an EMS on a known use case, a solver that can ensure the globally
optimal solution for a nonlinear non-convex problem is preferred. Therefore, dynamic programming
has been chosen as the method or solver to this problem. By showing the mathematical equations
behind the models and the EMS’s this chapter has answered sub-question 3.
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The goal of this chapter is to first validate the DP model, after which the results from the multi-objective
optimizations will be discussed. Before starting, it is important to establish certain KPIs for the functions
in order to compare them.

As stated in previous chapters Dall’armi et al., minimizes the used degradation models and will
therefore consistently outperform the personal health aware function. However, as mentioned in Chap-
ter 4 the degradation models are not able to capture the degradation effects of all operational conditions.
Therefore, the first KPI, although potentially biased, is to measure the average SOC of each function.
This is chosen due to its previously discussed importance in battery degradation.

The second and last KPI will be the invariance in EMS behaviour over time. This KPI will indicate if
there is a different bias towards objectives at the start and end of the power plant’s lifetime. To measure
the results of these KPls, this chapter will first introduce a sensitivity and verification analysis of the used
models. After that, it will introduce the results of the personal health aware, multi-objective EMS, after
which those results are compared to the other two EMS’s

5.1. Grid convergence study.

Before the final optimization can be started, one has to choose the discretization step of the control
variable Pro. This is because the amount of control choices can impact the final results. There are
three objectives, all three objectives will be evaluated. The evaluation will be carried out using the
not-health-aware function as that function requires the least computational power and still gives an
overview of the influence of the different factors. Figure 5.1 shows the impact of the size of the array
of control choices (Nz). It shows that the fuel cell degradation, battery degradation and hydrogen
consumption all converge as the number of Nz increases. Here, computational time and power start
to play an important role. As the computational complexity of DP is exponential in the number of inputs
and variables [105], memory usage increases fast as the amount of options increases. Due to the
computational limits of the computer, the Dall’armi et al. EMS is not able to be simulated with the same
amount of grid points as the Postma or not health-aware EMS. This means that the grid sizes are
25, 100,100 for the Dall’armi et al. Postma and not health-aware EMS respectively. Even though this
difference might alter the eventual results, it also shows an advantage of the Postma function: due to
the fewer variables that have to be carried over each time step (only the SOC and the P.;4n4e), the
computational complexity of this EMS is lower than the computational complexity of the Dall’armi et al.
EMS.

31
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Figure 5.1: Grid convergence study of the battery degradation, fuel cell degradation and hydrogen consumption using the
not-health aware function

5.2. Verification of the model

To verify that the functions and the constraints applied on the DP solver and load are viable, a verification
and sensitivity analysis have been made. For these, only the not-health-aware cost function has been
used, as the behaviour of that function is the easiest to predict.

Three test cases are considered:

1. Test case 1: maximize fuel consumption over a given power profile
2. Test case 2: maximize fluctuations in the behaviour of the fuel cell
3. Test case 3: Minimize fuel consumption.

4. Test case 4: Run the optimization with and without degradation.

5.2.1. Test case 1: maximize fuel consumption over a given power profile

In this test case, one would expect the fuel cell power to be equal to its maximum power, whenever the
battery SOC'< 80%. Figure 5.2 shows that the fuel cell has to deliver less power at the end of the run.
This is as expected, as the SOC of the battery reaches the earlier stated limit of 20%.

The maximum fuel cell power is equal to 20 kW, as already stated in the previous chapter. Fig-
ure 5.2 shows that the fuel cell operates consistently at this power, except a small part at the end of
the optimization. This is caused by the battery SOC being 80 %, thus not accepting more charge from
the fuel cell. It can however be concluded that the optimization works as expected.
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Figure 5.2: Results the first test case: maximize fuel consumption

5.2.2. Test case 2: maximize fluctuations in the behaviour of the fuel cell

In this test case, the goal is to maximize the fluctuations on the fuel cell. Therefore, one would expect
the fuel cell power to fluctuate from zero to maximum power and back in each time step. If that is the
case, the fluctuations are maximized over time and the DP solver does exactly what we expect it to do.
Figure 5.3 shows these fluctuations over the horizon and also shows that the sum of the fuel cell and
battery power is equal to the requested power. Therefore, it can be assumed that the power change is
also coded correctly, which is important for both the constraints as the Postma health-aware EMS
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Figure 5.3: Results of test case 2: maximize the power changes on the fuel cell
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5.2.3. Test case 3: Minimize fuel consumption

Test case 3 shows that the optimization can also be used to minimize parameters.

24

In this test case,

the hydrogen consumption of the fuel cell is minimized, resulting in Figure 5.4. Figure 5.4 shows that
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fuel consumption can be minimized. Sundstrom and Guzzella [105] shows that the DP function can
find the global minimum, therefore we can assume that the found minimum is also the global minimum
solution.
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Figure 5.4: Results of test case 3: minimize hydrogen consumption

5.2.4. Test case 4: Run the optimization with and without degradation

Even though test case 4 is a bit different from the other test cases, the important factor here is to see
if the degradation changes the behaviour of the system. One would expect a system with lost capacity
to be less efficient and consume more hydrogen over time. Figure 5.5 shows the optimal hydrogen
consumption results from the optimization over time. It follows the idea introduced in chapter 3, so
it optimizes one run and runs those results for two weeks, 5 times a day and then goes to the next
‘optimization’. It can be concluded that hydrogen consumption increases over time if degradation is
taken into account. Where degradation is not taken into account, the hydrogen consumption of the
optimization is constant.
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Figure 5.5: Results of test case 4: Run the optimization with and without degradation.

If we look at the results of the four test cases, it can be concluded that the solver and model respond
as can be expected. Therefore, we can continue and compare the results of the different optimizations.
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5.3. Multi-objective optimization results.

In this section, the results of the multi-objective optimization will be discussed. Figure 5.6 shows the
point-cloud generated by alternating the weights (A\; & A2 ). Different perspectives of this point
cloud containing the Pareto-fronts can be found in Appendix A. With the use of costs for the different
objectives as found in literature, two optimal weights (A\; & X2 ) will be chosen to compare the results
to the not-health aware benchmark and the Dall’armi et al. health aware optimization. To also give an
overview of the effects of (A\; & As ) on the different objectives, the results are interpolated and plotted
in the coming sections.
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Figure 5.6: Generated Pareto front

5.3.1. Effect on fuel consumption

Figure 5.7 shows that s has a high influence on the fuel cell fuel consumption. This is likely caused by
the fact that the third objective promotes a low battery SOC. If we were to look at the power distribution
of the optimization where \; is 0, or 1 (whilst A\; = 0), as done in Figure 5.8, we can see thatif A\, =0
the battery charges in the initial phase, resulting in having to operate at a lower power further on. The
graph of A\, = 1 shows that initially, the battery is not charged (as the objective function aims for a lower
SOC). This directly entails that later on the fuel cell has to deliver more power. At this point, the fuel
cell operates at lower efficiency, thus even if the total delivered power from both graphs is equal, the
hydrogen consumption for the A, = 1 is higher.
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Figure 5.7: Results of the hydrogen consumption per hour coming from the Postma health aware EMS
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Figure 5.8: Differences in optimal power distribution between for the first optimization step of different A2’s

5.3.2. Effect on fuel cell degradation

Figure 5.9 shows the degradation of the fuel cell for different weights. due to the relatively zero gradient
in the x-direction, it becomes clear that the influence of \; has little influence on the overall fuel cell
degradation. This can be explained by the fact that the weight of \; is given to the part of the objective
function that penalizes the power changes. However, the objective function also tries to maximize the
efficiency of the fuel cell. As the point of maximum efficiency does not change during one iteration,
the power fluctuations are already brought to a minimum as it aims to operate at that point most of the
time. The )\, does have a significant impact, which can be explained using Figure 5.8. In Figure 5.8 it
is clear that a larger A, results in larger fluctuations in the power of the fuel cell, thus resulting in more
degradation.
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Figure 5.9: Results of the fuel cell degradation per hour resulting from the Postma health aware EMS

5.3.3. Effect on battery degradation

The final objective to discuss is the battery degradation and the effect of the different \'s. As the
degradation model does not consider the battery SOC as a degradation parameter, it is interesting to
see that aiming for a lower SOC still has a positive effect on the battery degradation. This is most likely
caused by the lower charges that are put through the battery during the optimal power distribution.
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Figure 5.10: Results of the battery degradation per hour resulting from the Postma health aware EMS

5.3.4. Equivalent costs

To see the combined effect of the total power plant, the OPEX is considered for the calculations. The
degradation of the fuel cell and the battery are part of these OPEX in the form of a reservation. So,
how much money does the owner have to save to be able to buy a new fuel cell or/and battery when
the current fuel cell/battery is written off? As this is only part of the thesis, it is important to note that no
installation costs have been taken into account for this calculation. However, as stated before, espe-
cially for ships, this might be an important factor for later calculations/determination of the weights. To
do this, the costs of hydrogen, a LT-PEMFC and a Li-ion battery have to be researched using literature.

Cost of hydrogen

According to the research conducted by Ajanovic et al. [5], the cost of green hydrogen, which serves
as the benchmark in this context, is reported to range from 2.2 to 8.3 euro per kilogram at the time of
writing his paper. For this thesis, the maximal cost of green hydrogen will be taken as the important
parameter. Therefore, the cost of hydrogen will be equal to 8.3 dollars per kilogram (the dollar is about
equal to the euro at the moment of writing).

Hydrogen cost (€/kg H2)
6 2 N © b w0 N ® ©

Grey hydrogen Blue hydrogen Green hydrogen

Figure 5.11: Cost of hydrogen according to Ajanovic et al. [5]

Capital cost of the LT-PEMFC

According to van Biert and Visser [74], the capital cost of a PEMFC in 2030 is between 60 and 600 $/kW.
Wang et al. [16] states that the fuel cell propulsion system of the fuel cell hybrid vehicle proposed in
that paper will cost about 180 dollars per kW. However, these costs are for a car, not a ship. Therefore,
this thesis will take the costs right in between the costs stated in [16] and [74]; a cost of 400 $ per kW.

Capital costs of the Li-ion Battery
According to Ding et al. [115] 'the capital costs are on a trajectory toward about 340 $/kWh for installed
stationary systems’. Feldman et al. [116] states that the costs of batteries are equal to $341/kWh.
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These costs are expected to drop by approximately 20 % in 2030 if one would look at the high margin
found in Cole et al. [117]. As this prediction from Cole et al. contains a high uncertainty (the low limit is
equal to 80 %) this thesis uses 80 % of 340 $/kWh as a cost for the battery system.

Combined results

Figure 5.12 shows the results of the combined costs. The absolute minimal cost is indicated with a red
star. The figure shows that the lowest cost can be found in the region where \; is equal to zero and \s
is equal to 0.7. Figure 5.12 also shows that the influence of ), is relatively low, and only a difference
in Ao results in truly lower costs.

One can also clearly see that by lowering the second weight, the cost increases. This is mostly
caused by the decrease in overall power plant lifetime and therefore an increase in daily operating
costs. In this case, that would mean that the weights of this result will be used to quantitatively compare
the 3 different EMSs.
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Figure 5.12: Hourly operating costs of the entire system using the Postma health aware function

5.4. Comparison between 3 EMS

This section compares the overall results. It will start by showing the results for the hydrogen con-
sumption, fuel cell degradation and battery degradation. After which, each objective will be discussed
individually in more detail. The end of this section focuses on the potential profit of the health-aware
functions.

5.4.1. Results for all three objectives

Figure 5.13 shows the comparison between the health-aware function as discussed in Dall’armi et al.
[43], the not health-aware function as discussed in Section 4.3 and finally the health-aware function
as discussed in Section 4.4. One can see that (as expected) the Dall’armi et al. EMS manages to
survive the longest. This is likely due to the minimization of the degradation functions. One can also
see a large difference in fuel cell hydrogen consumption per iteration (Figure 5.13c). Even though the
Dall’armi et al. EMS will have a larger hydrogen consumption than the other EMSs, the difference is
also enlarged due to the smaller grid size. It can be expected that the fuel cell hydrogen consumption,
in reality, is about 200-300 grams lower than what is shown in this graph.
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Figure 5.13: Comparison of the resulting battery degradation, fuel cell degradation and hydrogen consumption of each EMS

5.4.2. Power distributions of each run

Figure 5.13 can be explained by how the EMS decides to distribute power between the different com-
ponents. As the decision process of every optimization is hard to visualise, this has been done by
gathering the range of values of the power Pr¢ for each time step At and plotting the maximum, mini-
mum and average power choice, this results in Figure 5.14. Figure 5.14 shows a couple of interesting
things, starting with the fact that Postma EMS power distribution chooses to not charge the battery at
the beginning of the requested power cycle. There where both the not health-aware and the Dall’armi
et al. health-aware function do choose to charge the battery, most likely because the two latter functions
minimize hydrogen consumption, whilst the Postma health-aware function does not do so.

Figure 5.14 also shows how the different functions respond to the degradation of the components.
There were the not health-aware and Dall’'armi et al. both respond to degradation by changing their
decisions across the entire time domain, the Postma health-aware only makes changes after about
2500 seconds. This can again be related to the decision of keeping the SOC of the battery low, as
this is the first point in the requested power graph where the requested power is above the maximum
deliverable power from the fuel cell (2-10* W). Finally Figure 5.14 also confirms that the Dall’armi et al.
will have a higher hydrogen consumption, as the average power is higher than for the other two EMS.
This average is somewhat dependent on the grid size, however, the differences are so large that one
can safely state that the Dall’armi et al. EMS will have a larger difference in hydrogen consumption.
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Figure 5.14: Comparison of the power distributions of the different EMS

5.4.3. Effect on fuel cell degradation

Figure 5.13b showed that the not health-aware function has the least fuel cell degradation. This is most
likely due to the relatively constant power that is asked from the fuel cell by the EMS. All distributions
go through the same start/stop cycle, as none of them turn off the fuel cell during operation. Therefore,
the biggest factor influencing fuel cell degradation is power change. As can be seen in Figure 5.14, the
not health-aware function has the least relative power change over the runs compared to the other two
functions, therefore resulting in a lower degradation.

5.4.4. Effects on Battery degradation

This subsection elaborates on the effects of the battery degradation. What is interesting here, is not
necessarily the accumulated degradation, but more the effects on the SOC. As the distribution of the
SOC shows if the Postma health-aware function worked, or whether the penalty on the SOC does
not affect the battery load. Figure 5.15 clearly shows that the distribution of the SOC over the power
plant lifetime lies lower than the distribution of the not health aware, resulting in the conclusion that the
penalty on the SOC does impact results.
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Figure 5.15: Resulting SOC distribution of each EMS

5.4.5. Comparison of the daily operating costs.

This sub-section aims to compare the different outcomes of the optimizations. Table 5.1 shows different
other Key performance indicators (KPI) about the EMS performance. What becomes clear, is that the
Dall’armi et al.’s EMS manages to outperform each of the other EMSs, especially on the average daily
operating costs. This is in line with what one would expect, because even though the costs of each
objective are different from the costs used in this thesis, in essence, Dall’armi et al. still minimizes the
average daily operating costs, whilst the Postma health aware function does not optimise for these
costs.

Table 5.1: Costs per day.

Not health aware = Postma Dallarmi
health health
aware aware

Total Powerplant lifetime [h] 1.686E+03 33% 56%
Average battery degradation per 8.997E-02 -50% -137%
day

Average fuel cell degradation 2.600E-05 37% 78%
per day

Average hydrogen consumption 2.157E+03 4% 53%
per day

Average daily operating costs $ 996.81 -49% -121%

5.5. Conclusion

The goal of this section was to verify the models that were built and then elaborate on the results of the
optimization. As shown in Section 5.2 the DP optimization works as expected. To compare the results,
the introduction of this chapter introduced two KPls:

» The height of the average SOC.
* The variance of the EMS function over time.

KPI 1: Height of the average SOC': Figure 5.15 clearly shows that the average SOC of the personal
health aware function is lower than that of both of the other functions. This is mostly due to the different
nature of the three functions, as the personal health aware function is the only function that actually
penalizes this high SOC. However, it does mean that, if we follow the earlier statement about this SOC,
that the personal health aware EMS outperforms the other two.
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KPI 2: Little invariance in the bias of the EMS function over time: Figure 5.14 shows that the personal
health aware function does not really differ its strategy over time, it just changes in accordance with the
degradation. The not health aware function also follows this trend, as apparently even after degradation
the initial optimization still delivers the least hydrogen consumption. Dall’'armi et al.’s function, however,
does show changes over time. This was to be expected because of the nature of the function, where
the weights of each objective change over time.

If we look at these KPlIs, the personal health aware function demonstrates better Energy Manage-
ment System (EMS) performance compared to the other two functions. However, it is important to
acknowledge significant limitations in this statement. Section 5.4.5 shows that if the KPIs were dif-
ferent, say for example powerplant lifetime or daily operating costs, the outcome would have been
different.



Discussion

The goal of this thesis is to answer the main research question:

‘What is the impact of including component degradation in advanced energy management strategies
on energy consumption and power plant lifetime for fuel cell-battery powered vessels?’

The short answer to this question is that the impact on the components is measurable and can therefore
be used in both the EMS and the actual models of each component. However, the discussed models
are subjected to multiple limitations:

» According to Vermeer et al. [46] the battery degradation model only takes early aging into account.
After about 3000 Ahr different effects start to play a role in the battery degradation.

» There is no validation of the battery degradation function to see the effects of different (dis)-
charging cycles, therefore one can question the validity of the empirical model for describing
degradation of multiple stacked cycles.

» Even though not all batteries and fuel cells are created equal, the degradation models used to
describe degradation behaviour are standardized in literature. On top of that, the formula that
is used dates from 2011. In the mean time batteries have made major improvements, therefore
likely resulting in different degradation behaviour.

» No validation or verification possible of the fuel cell degradation model.

» Only limited information available about the fuel cell.

» Unsure about validity of the programming of Dall’armi et al.’s function.

 Both the battery and fuel cell model are heavily simplified to aid in simpler calculations.

» Section 5.1 has shown that the size of the grid has a large influence on all three objectives that
are measured in the results. Therefore, for example, the daily operating costs of the Dall'armi
et al. EMS could be even lower.

If one combines these statements, a righteous question that can be asked is if the results are reliable.
If one were to look at literature, different papers show their results without comparing them with the
influence of the errors of their models, even though the accuracy of these models can have a large
influence on the actual results.

However, the problem is even larger, as the results are always measured against author defined
KPI's. By measuring the results against these author defined KPI's, one will inherently get subjective
results, as no author will measure against KPI's where his or her EMS performs worse.

But, showing that the Postma health aware EMS outperforms every other EMS was not the goal
of this research. The goal of this thesis was to show the impact of including component degradation,
whilst using diagnostic tactics in the EMS. Where literature aims to minimize degradation models that
are shown to not always guarantee accurate results. If we were to look at Chapter 5, this goal has been
reached, as the results show that the EMS is both aware of it's impact on the powerplant as takes the
degradation caused on the powerplant into account.

Finally, it is also interesting to discuss the influence of the factor A in the Postma-health aware
function as described in Equation 4.23, as that will inevitably alter the results. To do this, the weights
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as chosen in section 5.3 are used whilst M was altered between zero and one, resulting in the SOC
distribution as can be found in Figure 6.1
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Figure 6.1: Effects of changing the value of M

The threshold of 0.5 is a dividing line between two optimization approaches, evident from Fig-
ure 6.1a. For values of M < 0.5, the EMS prioritizes minimal initial battery charging, resulting in
increased fuel cell workload later on, but an overall lower SOC of the battery. Conversely, above 0.5,
the EMS opts for early battery charging. This disparity can be attributed to the battery’s considerable
size, wherein the SOC typically reaches a maximum of 0.67, allowing sustained fuel cell power output.
Notably, the EMS with a 0.5 threshold exhibits the longest lifespan, as depicted in Figure 6.1b. This is
likely due to lower penalties (<0.5) causing smaller power fluctuations and thus decreased degradation
for both the battery and fuel cell. Above 0.5, the power choices of the optimization start to align with
the non-health-aware EMS, yielding the power distribution as discussed in section 5.4. In conclusion,
the significant impact of the penalty value (M) on the system is noteworthy, but the choice of 0.5 seems
to be the optimal value for this problem.

Sticking with the degradation penalty used for the battery, earlier in the thesis it was stated that
for online methods, it might be better to penalize high battery temperatures, as most (or all) literature
seems to agree that temperatures have the biggest effect on the degradation of batteries. For example,
Figure 6.2 shows us how large of an effect this temperature can have. Therefore, future online research
should focus on penalizing battery temperature instead of penalizing the battery SOC
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Figure 6.2: Relation between temperature and battery degradation according to Wang et al. [6]
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To conclude the discussion, by combining the statement of the KPIs and the model limitations, one
can state that at this moment much is unclear about the actual degradation behaviour of batteries
and fuel cells in different operating conditions. Therefore the step towards online health aware energy
management systems (as the literature has not seen any online test cases) needs a different way of
looking towards this problem. Instead of asking the question: 'What is the impact of degradation’, the
energy management question should be more about 'What can an EMS do to mitigate the causes of
this degradation’. So instead of trying to measure the impact, it should aim to penalize certain actions.
This also allows for uncertainty in the operational future as the penalty will be constant over time. To
be able to do this, more research on component degradation is needed. As that will allow us to both
better understand the degrading mechanisms of components, and also enables us to make better state
estimations based on data from those components. This thesis shows that this diagnostic approach
to making systems health aware can work, but to effectively see the effects of this way of thinking, it
should be tested in an online environment.






Conclusion

In the introduction of this thesis, three sub-questions have been introduced. The conclusion will first
answer these sub-questions, after which the answer to the main research question of this thesis will be
discussed.

Regarding the state-of-the-art in health aware energy management systems, Chapter 2 reviewed
existing literature and identified a gap in diagnostic health aware systems. It was found that the degra-
dation models that are most often used may not fully capture the behaviour of batteries or fuel cells
under most operating conditions. As most prognostic health aware systems seem to aim to minimize
these models in their objective functions, this research focused on a diagnostic approach that aims to
minimize causes for degradation causes instead of questionable degradation models.

Chapter 3 introduced the test case (the H2C boat [47]) and the methodology behind the virtual
power plant and the energy management system, and explained the different causes of degradation
for both the battery cell and the low-temperature PEM fuel cell, plus models that describe this degra-
dation behaviour. By doing so, it answered sub-question two. The conclusion of this chapter formed
the foundation for the actual mathematical model that has been developed in Chapter 4 consisted of
computationally not too complex models that were still able to describe power plant behaviour, subject
to some assumptions. It also showed that while the EMS-model layout remained the same for the
not-health-aware and personal health aware EMS, the cost functions differed.

In Chapter 4 the mathematical foundations of the virtual models were presented. This showed the
necessity for a different manner of discretizing the mathematical model that describes the degradation
of the battery. After the virtual models of the battery and the fuel cell were introduced, the mathematical
foundations for the three EMS objective functions were introduced. The not health aware EMS aimed
to purely minimize hydrogen consumption. The EMS from the literature was based on the objective
function found in Dall’armi et al. [43]. Finally, the EMS that was developed in this thesis was introduced.
This EMS aims to maximize fuel cell efficiency, minimize power fluctuations, and penalize high battery
SOC. The EMS objectives aimed to minimize power plant component degradation and reduce fuel
consumption. Finally, this chapter also introduced the method (dynamic programming) that was used
to solve the objective functions.

In Chapter 5 a sensitivity analysis, validation of the models and the results were presented. It
showed the sensitivity of the model for changes in the grid size, and that the model behaved as expected.
It showed that by maximizing fuel cell efficiency, the personal health aware EMS also minimized power
fluctuations and thus the second objective remained without function and can be discarded. Further-
more, it showed that the Postma health-aware EMS outperformed the other functions based on different
KPls. However, objectively measuring this impact is challenging due to the subjective nature of KPIs
and uncertainties in future component costs and degradation models. For example, the Dall’armi et al.
EMS outperformed the other functions based on a daily operating cost estimation.

To answer the main research question:

‘What is the impact of including component degradation in advanced energy management strategies
on energy consumption and power plant lifetime for fuel cell-battery powered vessels?’
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Taking health into account does have an impact on the performance of the EMS and the power plant.
However, objectively measuring this impact is challenging due to the subjective nature of KPIs and
uncertainties in future component costs and degradation models.

Consequently, this research concludes that further investigation is necessary for component degra-
dation. This would enable improved models capable of estimating the current component health based
on various parameters. Additionally, it would empower EMSs to better comprehend the impact of their
operations by penalizing specific operating conditions that are known to have a substantial negative
effect on the lifespan of the power plant.

In summary, this research contributes to the understanding of the impact of health aware energy
management systems. Instead of the popular prognostic approach, this thesis aimed at using a diagnos-
tic approach whilst also suggesting known and new mathematical models for powerplant components
in a fuel cell and battery hybrid ship. Conclusively, it suggests avenues for future investigation. By
following these avenues, the development of more effective and unbiased health-aware EMS’s can be
realized.
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Appendix B. Health aware Energy Management Systems literature

Health aware Energy Management
Systems literature

Fuel Cell models Battery models

Fixed rates as [29, 39, 40,
in Table 3.4 41, 43, 56, Battery degra- [28, 29, 40,
86, 101, dation as in 101, 102,
103, 118] Health aware EMS Equation 3.8 103]
Emperical fit to [42] Linear degrada- [86]
data tion with lifetime
Fixed rates com- [118] Linear degrada- [43]
bined with particle tion with tempera-
filter ture and lifetime
Health Health
Powerplant
Virtual model Virtual model
Fixed relation to [40, 42, 43] Rint model [29, 40, 41,
drawn current 101, 103]
Nernst potential 56, 102] Thevenin model [56, 118]
with non-linear Peukert-sheperd [39]
losses Using Virtual [43]
Power in is based  [39] model
on Virtual model
and power out

Yes Offline optimization

Online optimization Real time

MPC [40, 50, 101] Dynamic program-  [28, 43, 86]
PMP [29] ming
Offline optimiza- [103]

tion, online rule-
based strategy

Fuzzy rule [118]
Dual mode [41]
(DP,state re-

gression)

Multi-

objective hierarchal [120]

weighted multi-objectives.

Cost as common [22, 28, 29,

factor 39, 42, 43,
101, 102,
103]

weighted other- [119]

wise

Figure B.1: Health aware EMS’s
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