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Abstract
The drastic consumption of fossil fuels has led to an increase in atmospheric carbon dioxide levels,
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triggering global warming and an energy crisis. Converting CO; into carbon-based fuels is consi-
dered an effective way to mitigate the greenhouse gas effect and alleviate the energy crisis. Met-
al-organic framework materials (MOFs) have attracted attention in the electrochemical conver-
sion of CO; with their high catalytic activity and excellent stability. However, due to the multiple
structures and compositions of MOFs, traditional trial-and-error experimental methods to explore
their electrochemical reduction properties become time-consuming and expensive. Therefore, the
emergence of machine learning methods provides new ways to predict the electrochemical per-
formance of metal-organic frameworks and screen electro catalysts. The aim of this review is to
present in detail the research progress of machine learning methods in predicting the perfor-
mance of electro catalysts, with a focus on reviewing the application of machine learning in the
field of electrochemical reduction of carbon dioxide as well as in the prediction of metal-organic
frameworks (MOFs) in electrochemistry and efficiently predicting the catalytic activity and optim-
al composition of various types of potential materials through high-throughput calculations using
key descriptors. Machine learning has great promise and application potential in the field of elec-
trochemical reduction of CO; by metal-organic frameworks (MOFs). They are expected to advance
the field of sustainable energy and environmental protection, offering potentially innovative solu-
tions to address major challenges such as global warming and growing energy demand.
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1. 5l

R AR (COYHEG 51k T ABRSF AR A REIR L. Tyl shHEBOR Al 250 R < R KA
W CO, I ERIE[1]. HAT, I AEA7 70T DALEEER > CO, HEML, H IR P il A7 BOARAEAE IR, %
1714 CO AT REFF ORI TN CO, EHTAIF, B Ak A B 10 27 i BRI R, gk mT DA SE Bk
PEIRFEIL BB AR BFR[2) [3]. 2R, % CO, o FHIM AR ENE, A RCK CO, H A AT MR
155 2 TR EPRAR . THk, AL TTVRIEN COL B MBS BRRL T TR 32 2 1 f) V2 I3 [4] . L fE
e COL I JF SR AE/K VAW P B L TR B, W e 2 TR & PR I F2 (5] AL CO, 1B I R B2 %
PR RIS E, 724 C o dh, B —E LR (CO), HEREE/H ER(HCOOH), H E(CHLOH) A H 5t (CH,);
Co 7%, LG ZH5(CoHy)~  Zu1% (CoHsOH) AT 2R £5 (CHg M) C 777 i U P 45 (CHe) AN L TR B2 (CH,) R K
BEr=an[6]. XFRHEARRAMEFRSS, ORI BRI BRI PRI R AL
Bt KW CO b SRR R 2 AN [ B, A OSSR B — e i s, BB Rl SkAES)
HLF 6 A% o I 2 e A TR TR AE AN ) AR b R A RO 2 S B r] REME IR PR AR . 36 1 4L TR TR TR
FEMIE S D, NSEIUREE CO, R R AR A= ik B4Rt T HE S %,

& & A HIHEZE (MOFs) 2 B4 & & 7 B AR AN LIRS AR L R, b o S5 i B ) e A B 2 e R M B
T NALBRBIENL - THLZAAR7]. Hodr, AHLEAOE T Sl &8 BERNZNENEE, TSR
i — o S R S T . T MOFs MEHEA RIFIEEH . BERIFLERE . K LR A LF
Mt 2Efe e, FAEMAAUE, B i8], Jufi b9 Hu L[ 10155 4R 2] 1 2 It LA S H o
MOFs FHEERALIG /> PRI i, B A& R EAE MUERR . X sepy e dony DL 2% i LT EBR B

ik
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1) MOFs [11]. N7 SEHLT &1 B8 MOFs M RHARERI TN, M T BESE A PR ZR BT 1) MOFs #4 %},
FURFESLIG A BRI FETHLE8 2% =) (ML) I e il B 1 E ST 52 2063 . 78 = 2 50 1 A s,
ML 5 > (ML) IR 5 5 Sk A, T2 M R PR R 22 i A B 2 B0 10 ) TR [12]. — MRS 1)
ML #5750 BEaE R B T B AT T T Sy MR RE T b, AR TAE G IR RE TS v, WA athd b 1 S [
Panapitiya % N\ 8 i B ATLER 27 > I BE AR AR S92 i D b A S T & S 9K 1% | CO 4r TR Bt B 5 4K
LA 2 TR R 5% 2 o I PRI S5 A H 2, HERAMB TN 1 CO ZEATARL B IWR Bf AE[13]. Pardakhti 25 A
KA TR AT SR AT ANV, 458 7R kAN SCREm SN BENL RS 2
FIHLES 22 ) 50k, 48 A HUAE S 1 B B B REEAT 1 700 . IX — vk R B 4 0 T (v f [ 14]
W= S N JE AL 88 2% ST BN 2 FLER A R (PC) LB CO, 81, iFH Shapley Additive Explanations &7~ 4
PP SRR RE TR R, B S A6 AF 0 =i B8 PC LT ML 748 S [15]. 1T2HERHNLEs 2 21 (ML)
BRI FE AR T 1B (GBR) &L, £1%F COp ik Ji RN 1) Cu JE G S AL, SILT my s8 HE A 75) F ae F
SR AR B R A BRE T, A COLRR A S AR R IR TG AT 75 . X PR AE BT FHoAth
AR T B LA T AE DR EL[16] . 3K S5 A [L71FH B % R A S50 B i 8 — A b ik JE AL 4
P, LA SRR TR AR S5 R Cu,0(110) SHIE AN . N BIR BRI E & X CO, b JEH| 2
IR AR RCR AR, 2y e 55 A 75 ) PR T e B (4t T 50H IR BN R ARV o AN i S N [18]HF F %
T LA I A ORI R, DA R A AR .l I 2 BV bR B RS P L8 2
SIS, R T Cu-ALEMT), SEILE RO CO b E N M. TE2 ERIKMF T, ZMALITE = FiR
BIE R RYHEIT 80% KAk R SR RE, Al Cu g WETT. WAL T MR pH FIBH B IR &, LA
PAFEAEMIMERE . B R SIS, s T Cu-Al & &Rt 2 ML CO S5A A7 AR R H HL
), DMEZE S AL RRIER CO IR . X —HF RN = 2 W] 5| S 2 & B M B, LASial il
= CO HAL I R MESR . UL B IR S AEA R i DR T ML D7k, JEEUAS T4 N
BERSAE. B, R ML BT R 5 fE £ — Rl T IR AR . (NS I R T &R A HLHESE
(MOFs) HL Ak, — S A B 75 THD PR S AR

Table 1. Potentials required for possible half-reactions during CO, reduction in aqueous solution
F 1. KRGS CO, TFIF IR AR R E MY R M TRV

CO, reduction reations E? (V VS RHE)
CO, +e- —*CO, -1.90
CO, +2H" +2e~ — HCOOH(I) -0.20
CO,+2H" +2¢” - CO(g)+H,0 -0.11
CO, +4H" +4e” —» HCHO(I)+H,0 —0.07
CO, +4H" +4e” — CH,OH(1)+H,0 0.03
CO, +4H" +4e” - CH, (g)+2H,0 0.17
CO, +4H" +4e” - C,H,(g)+4H,0 0.08
CO, +4H" +4e” — C,H,OH(1)+3H,0 0.09
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MR <22 J A HLHEZEARH(MOFs) £ F AL i — S AL i SO 1 B ML it e, BAT T, MOFs 404
AR E B B A T BT BRI 770 AN, FRATVEAEN 20 T HLER 22 ST R O AT 1%,
FFERTT T WL A ST TN AN G 126 — SRR S AL AL 7R 7 T A D REAT T gt Jig o X IUT FE 53R 1 51 AML
R SIBRR T MOFs 1) HUEAL T BE TN A AL 77U i 2 B AT SELZEROTEE /0, R LA 2 ST — SRR IE S
AU AR AT HEAT T R

2. MOFs L B[R — s LR A

& B ANHEZEM BHMOFSs) & — R XN I S At Z AL R, B A HLBCA AN G 1 s AR AR T AR, %
BT B = I R R R . BT E R AR R rIgsE e, aTRICHE . AR AFLBRR A Z AN g
OV 5, E B AL SRR AL I N RS BT 2 N . BT BB Y2 TAEIRIE & R A HLHES/E A5
HLEAL Ak . Nakata 25 ATEIGZKART MOF(IB W & NI A E B L R CO, (1 FaAL 2 R NEAT T S 58
WEFE, PRAR TR SRR I R AN R, A 28 R A 74% [19]. Albo %5 AAE 0.5 mol/LKHCO3 7KK
TEER, W7 3ET Cu(IDFI Bi(l)f) MOFS(HKUST-1 il CAU-17) 1T CO, ik Ji A i A4 FRRAE 1A FR 41
INERAADI[20]. 5 NIRIE T — PS5 10 A KRB HE SR (Co-ZIF-9), "BE NFa 4 @A HIHEL P
R, 55— TATRDEBGN & 1E, KT CO KL ER[21]. Lamagni HIBA& OIFR A 75 TR0 H) &
J& - A HLHELE Bi(btb), SEIL T ek LAk CO, IBJE I FRIR . 7632 FALTEE Y, Bi(bth) o ik 95(3)%
(RIS SR AR, I LATIIA 261(13) A g7 I FLIR A FE R I, MW T4t . WHFCIERM, Bi(btb)7E 53
i BEFARIA R L AT s RE[22] . & B YN KIURIIE MOFs 75 Ha {14 CO, 34 J5 il FF R AN FH R 6 5 T L
A EEMERE. Kung %8 AH NU-1000 MOF 5 £ (1 8 9 K BURL 2 I A5 7y B2 1) CO, 18 5 HL AL IS 8,
Cu % MOF 7EHL47 ~—0.82 V vs. RIS HLM (RHE) I [RVERL SR 2R IA R 31%, LAHER A B =4)[23].

21 REEM LR

MOFs ] i B R PR A L s R 75 IO AEAL R B A o S8 T B 6 B 1 IRl S A HLIBC AR i 4 44 DA &%
FLE5H, AT LI B R RS O 1) MOFs, A gt CO, AL FEA . 1K ey M L AT A
FRHEIL COL IIBEST, MM ST e R AL SN

211 ERBFHAMBHEERLEH

MOFs ()4 J 25 TP A — S Bk 0 PR A 38 TR S I Pp s % — P o () S, Do 4 i Lo
Mo ARG RS T BA AR TR REH A, S0 BB TS ISR (U0 — A AR 1] [ A
HAER, AR ThEEET A48 QAR SERL AT RS, AT LR AL 70 ) Fl PR R A 45 4 . IX i
R R B 1 S S AR P AR 5 S B 2 TR AR VR o B HLERAAR A BE A48 vT LS 4 s s E AT I
B, HAEFA AT LTS MOFs A5 057 it A BR BRI AL S5 R0, AT S0 0 e 7 ) 5ok SR R e 3
T tH 52 2 \APF 70 50 574 Ak 77 (SACS) IR A [7] 4 J8 85 1 10 HL 7 485 0 R B 20 0 A 8 fjE A0 B . A 35 S B 1
F, E RS R R T AL 45 R, SEEL T R R A SR SRR B (ORR) fE AL, N2 HL - F AR T
RN [24]0 LU &R AR A R T3 d R FHUE R IR R . AREJR K d PR
A A BE 2 e L AE IR N 3 5 L T R R AL (K BE /7o B0, 58 W4 5 ZE AF 9 ok UL AE R 1)
graphdiyne “F- & & FB T Cu SR I EBEM A, SO T R S S R A4, BT DA A A R B AN Ak
CO, 43T, MRt CO, AL b o X T TAE 42 H CORR M FEEFRAL 1 7 1 SR 1 7K T 1) LA o

R, W EPRE M S8 BT, R AIE I WL A 48 O SRERE ALA S I fEAb
FU R R BRI, T S 1R ORI RT3 % 1) SRR AL et SRl 4 4 i 8 1 P 2R 1) SRS A 14t
TR AR A5 4 B T L A ) S AN
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2.1.2. NAFNERAS
154 @A HUHEZL(MOFs) (1) M Ak — LB S LT FE R, MOFs AN AN & @ A S s B A .

AN G 8 A7 25 FETE MOF 454, &)@ 251 J& Bl A7 7E R Bl AN R AR A7 250, T8 R IR 7 1)
THEEHEI o X BE AN AN 4 8 A7 A RS T PR AN S S N, AR IE CO, M4 A FH =9 . AN AN 4
JEAL AT OB AR 1 T RE R 5 COp 43T AT W R FIAR ELAE FH o SR ELAE F AT BASE CO, 40 T 1
ToAAEY, W HER S S 50N . NS B SR T BT HR, M RS0
HDIRAS, A B T3 R N CRA P2 a Be ks B e AT LML CO, o P BGEVE P A, dnsifb sk
W E:, bS5 R OB AN, AR G A AT LAE O AR S IR R 4k, KT
A8 AR s B AL Aoty R BB AT 45 1l S DR

2.1.3. flL&H

& B A HUHESE R4 BE(MOFs) i FL 45 F4 7 FLAE A — S A B Ji7 s 87 e 110 iR 25 i B3 22 A TR i AL
A FLEERE, ARG T R S5 A ) TR R i AR, e T SR S IR BRI 3. I 6L TE AT
DAERNIR N, 599 CO /3 F, FFIRMLE W HITEEN s, AR T R T IR R AL .
IR/ RISV A FLBE AR AR, AT DASI I X 587 H ] 4% PR 456 1A WO s R £ A
PR, AT A A A AR, R S kR . Mohamed K. Albolkany 45 A\ id 731 RUEE
() RN, SEBL T TEAUAL 4 8 A HLAEZE A ml 3y 2 () A LA BRRVEEBE, e R 2 FLARL S it T
BEE . SHZI AN MOF Fi A4 R 1) S AT A/ LR MR AR DA%, ok i s AR i R a4t 174
ITIE[25]

2.1.4. EFMERIREMARKL

LI HE MOFs IR 7 ANEE R, T ASKIUR 45 R 7 M IR F V5 i LS S RS E R R 3 58 o X AR
AT LI I Bt B R e FLAE M AN T B BE A1 1) MOFs SRSEHL, AT SELAT 75 I S S B8 AR A=) 0 A o 4
JE A HLHEZL(MOFs) 2 1< J& 25 B 15 A A LBC (AR S 10 B 1) e AR A L. BT i o3 mT LI e A
[ £ <5 e 18 1 A HLIC AR SEBURS B R R . Biltn, DR BBl 78 R IAE A REJT 1], MOFs  F R 73 T %
PEAEFL R AR, AT DURYE & Z 3 B4 @ YERE M ThRERIRARL o 72 i i ATER 2 HL 2 25 55 BE A7 il UK
HAEENET], IS5 T MOF E & PHRHE 2 Al it ATE % L 75 48 X S [26]

MOFs {ENAHXEEBIA R, AL CO, BeAL UK 1 BT HEALLH] IR R . HARRR A S5 4 A
HL PEBRAT RE 51 AR U HEALIR AR, AR CO, FeAL 4R {1t B 2 BT B s

3. NSSFEIERBENNA
3.1. MBFFEILE
3.1.1. HigE

LML Z IR, HESBEMNREEYE PR e s, a4k, —SEdRFECL
MR T ML RKREM RS, XAV EI R T EERRBER, AR RHE S T
WL R . 4T, KT &)@ A HAEZE(MOFS) R LA Erf Ao AP, —2802 seib & il
MOFs (eMOFS)ZH i I3 e, 55— 28 Hiih B HLA 51 MOFs (hMOFS)ZE & Bt e . AN, YF 2%
F H iR RIETF s W SCHR 8T 5 AOA B A, DAEIEE S H S 7 SR B 4 .

3.1.2. $ETHE
EWEE 7 B 5, B R IR BRI 75 1 8 B S B8 R ERE B T B A i A TR ) S 2D IR
FRE TAE MBS 2 I — AN, BB 5 AT iR ME RS s S B N S B AE) o X T AL AT KL, HRIE S
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ARG . JCR AR TR O, IR ERHIE AT T T s A IE P AR VE A B 1 S5 4R E M5
N T A RHE BT, R RO TE Y HL8% 2 S SR BB (IR 1) 2 e B2, Gl DBy i R
PR R LSRR T N R A I8 FIVE A R S A R A B0 455 FRL AR A R E i A — 5]
BRSSP FIPERE, BB T AL S N B SRR . T RFAEA TR 2 ML as 2 IR, Rk
FRBIE 2 B R AL BT VAN T ARG e B B R B oG s . ARt ek, BTN B e A
[ 245 L RS R AR AL A A 1 22 R ROBLAS 2 SRR A

3.1.3. HaRFSIEE

RAFIIHLES 5 ) TR ROZAE R AT READ TR GRUR S, Re g PR e R i W32 78 o A4 B PR RE
DAL 33 T R WL AS 2 ST R0 TR B o A B T 25 R B AG EEAEH . BRl, —2 iz ATk
F) R A A F TR RN 97 38 XD AT 7 32 B0 HE £ M [51 UH (linear regression, LR), 5k (Decision Tree, DT). £/
S (Ensemble Algorithm, EA). £ EHL(Support Vector Machine, SVM)LAK A 4142 4% (Avrtificial
Neural Network, ANN).

(1) Z&tE[a10(linear regression, LR)

LA [ T R N R E A AR B T )G R, REAE A NS B R R AR, AR e
WA HRE 2 AR (AR I 2 2R A N AR & B AR 52 (A 1) R . Bk H bR an sl 1 463
— R BV RERT A BRI 704, AT — ST RS sUiF, mIR 2% 20 459 380 (13X 4% ELAREA T Tt o

(2) VeHEM (Decision Tree, DT)

WSRO AR TR SRR AT B 2 rh B AT A 7 2R (R 70 A0 ) A B it BRI ARARFAIE R SRV A £ 22 B
(R A2 B L — ANFFAE BR80T B BAR S )R E AU RE, iR T Remal. SRR N2 LT
EHE A A R, ikl 2,

(3) & k¥ ) Bk (Ensemble Algorithm, EA)

M IS A 2 AW S R SE R ST 45 . TR E T K 2K, BEIENLES 2 ) ki
BRI ZE, SRR g R TRt %, AEEARIR . BHTE WL I H
LT EA 2 fh: £F Bagging (5L ET Boosting 5L, T Bagging IR FIEA FENLARA, 1M
J#F Boosting AR LA Adaboost. GBDT. XGBOOST 4.

(4) SCFFREHL(SVM)

— SRR e A S I R LS S B, BB I AR A A R B — AN R TR, AN RIS
MIREA S FE, A A5 PR AN R B ~F T AR /IR B Ao, A A a5 B H 1130 5 st 81 A~ T P P o K
W E R, BRE BB PISEEEA, S m S H iRl 2 03— % 5L, HETEMTTIESIT,
[ s e A7 [0 T A0 5 T 313K 2% L2k ) R B IR SR B e Ko 18] 3 rh B2k H FELZL H3 #8 ] LUK PSR FE A 73
TF, ABfTA SE H MEEE MR, Frbl H &G0 K55, BEES H Bl i J LA FEA s i (S n) &
2 T DA I R BE 28 A K TR~ THD 2 DR A B 285 e K I P T L B i vz A M R

(5) N T A2 /4% (ANN)

N L& M 2% (Artificial Neural Networks, {528 ANNSs) L #FK 9 #i 25 X 2% (NNS) BUFR R 1% 42 15 7Y
(Connection Model), “E{@&—F (i SN0 2 I Z8 AT AHRHE, 10470 A0 NIFAT 15 BARER ) SR E s i Al
KPP 2 AR TE RS B AR ARFE, i AR A R K T A (AR R O R, AT B AL BAE B  H
MM B =ME: AR BEEME L Z127] (8 4). DT EAEEE Mt R, S5 OgEEY
F2 1ol ROFAERA AR BE 27 ) JTVE R FHO M BE . SR, PR X 2 A RLE 3 75 B R B I SR B, IX K 4E
KERE, A, ANN FREUA R “ R T S EEE MR R e e s R [27]. 7R R L5 il
T, AR R 2 Bl LA 28]
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Figure 1. Linear regression

B 1. ZEy3a

leaf node

Figure 2. Decision tree

B 2. R

H3
H1 O

margin=2/||w||

Figure 3. Support vector machine

3. XZFFEEH
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input x1
input x2

input x3 output y

input x4

Figure 4. Neural network
Bl 4. #EML

3.1.4. {REILGF

5 R B0 A A ORI R L RO RE S A0 BT M B BT RUFZ LB I 2P R . X — Rl 70
AREPTE: ZRGEMIREERI ). H5E, IR R BN ZREE ML, BT AR ZRERE 27 2]
BRI CRIRE . Ho, AR LB HEAT VAL, ABRDROG IR E HEAT 00, TN 45 55 Il 4R
SRS EAT UL, T PPAG R P RE

R R EIE P b e S o UL A M v i 22 o 3o RSO PR AR ) SR AR BUR ST, (B St b
RIBZE, XK TR, 53] 7 IIGREE P g . T 22 W o T 5, R AEH
PEHIE TR R R, FEAENZRAN RS LRI, 2 RAER —ME e %, BEE
HER VAR e R AR E I . BRI E A T, ZUGHEATUIGRERALE . RO, —
NTERPAE IR E, HRTHERENIIGE, WML T84 TR TSI 2 XRIERT
A R DAL BE RO REAL ISl 3R P S AT AR ATl 45 R

RS RA B Tk # e A RO R LR R, DA ORAE B Bt _E AR T o i & PR A A R GG,
A USRS B2 A RE ST, A AR SRR R vh BERS 7 A AT E B T 45 2R . BLA LA 27 > iR AR AR
5 P, HAR T UMEMA G AL 2005, 0 7R I RAIERT Bl R B g th A AR
HHEEAT IO, DS AR SEIRS f A T R

Training set 80%
—
0,900 Test set 20%
- = I. -
| =
S .. o
Py ; Training five algorithms
;—G - [swm | KNN DT [sep | |mrp
<)
) Parameter adjustment
Featurel Fearure2 -+ m | Target —— O — S W Sm— O — — o —
[ (S 1
Feisvel Famez = @ | Tugnt o [ et e —
Featurel Feanwre2 - m | Target P Corresponding test performance for each parameter adjustment
2 =
Featurel Feature2 === m Target U,
= S
S 4
Q
— ] —c
=g Optimal parameters = -:
Feature Target ; : +
Dptimal evaluation results tl 1 tl 1 tl 1 tl §, ) Final model
10010 — 1 T.I.l.
2] o1-001 0
5 i ! Imput output Treeessyes ) )
10100 0 Newdata —» Final training model — » Predicted resulf ¢ <+« =eeceee Screening materials
...........

Figure 5. Machine learning process
5. HlB/FEIREE
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3.2. HIERFE I ETMAFEELT SRR

Beyza_Yilmaz 2 A\ [29]38 5 HL28 2% ST 4007 T 408 4051 MBI S p0 84, Sk E 100 55 C R R E
Hf¥) 527 ANANIRI S S, IX LS KA CO, HbEAb I N . SR T — MBEALARARAE A, DL 23 A HiA
FEFUI CO, et . BRI GRAIMNR I TR R ZE 408 6.4 A1 12.7, IIZRIK R4 0.95, MHAK) Ry A
0.87. &R ER, Ni 2w LIEESE, Bl 5~25 wt.l fEmi, WM kY, CeO,
R ZrO, AL R fe v . B I 45552 WL AT IWIL, 1) DP 7S8R m R, ok, ok
L, SR A S L I RER R, SCEEARL. B T &R U R R R AT CO, kR
v R R . AW IS R AR AE T 100 DNSEIR K CO BG5S AE BT ELEL, BRAIE
FEAR R 75 B TN 2 SE6 1) COL Ak AR 6 s . K2 HUSLub i i &5 SRAH 24 i,  HARALHH
PR T AFRE TR @RS, ZEF TN CO, FBEAL OB BT R AR AL T
FT RV BT WL, HLA% 2 S0 T e A 08 S5 — SRR F AL e R 5 T 219 31 T R SERIT 72

® Real ——Predicted ® Real ——Predicted
100

100

50

CO, Coversion %
n
(=]

CO, Coversion %

0

100 200 300 400 500 0 . * :
150 250 350 450 550

Operating Temperature (°C) Operating Temperature (°C)

Predicted

@® Real Predicted ® Real

100 100
0 —a—" 0 . ,

150 200 250 300 350 200 300 400 500
Operating Temperature (°C) Operating Temperature (°C)
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Figure 6. Comparison between machine learning model predicted values and experimental real values [29]
6. Hl28F SHRBITUNEFISLIE B SL{E 2 [EHIEL 3 [29]

gk 745 N [30]38 ik 25 & % B V2 bR B0 (DFT) B8 FE FIALAR 2 ) i, RO HLEE S 7 — AN B, 76
LTS R LR 1, AT LR BT i AR RERS LI R BB E I A A IR FE R R ). &t
#7 DFT $4 . #HATRHE TREFIRE AL SR, 2R XGBR HEARAS 1 S ATk aff 1 o« R FH X — 158
AL, T TR E 1060 AR TE A R AL R (SACS) i kL, X8 SACs H 20 Pl I 4 )& J5 1A 53
FIA R ARG SR B A PRI 2 A o T I 45 A — S Al PRI SRR T HH S R (HER) A T 285 SR, JE Ik AL 88 27 >
M AGCO & . #5 7l AL B AL P ) AGCO {HAFE NS %, Mok, HH%ER] CO, ik JFd i ik
BEM) HER JRNVET, WM T AGH # & . KA TR K ESE k)G, Wi \EmiEE T 94 B rEm
CO, U5 SACs. IXFPIEKEHEm 133, AT mnd &7 E . L TR R AE 32 ] A
ettt 7 J1 T HE, WEFTN 51T LU0 B A v PRk B AR AR ] 7 B o 514 Co-CS3. Ti-C2S2.

DOI: 10.12677/aep.2024.143088 657 SR AT T


https://doi.org/10.12677/aep.2024.143088

2, FH

Fe-C2S2. V-NP3. Ni-C2NP. Zr-CN2S A Sc-CN3 Z5. XFERINL 22 W 7 A4k SACs 1EALF A 2H %
PRAL T —FhE 0I5, BiES COL il JR B AL I I SEI R R

=] [ 1111 ] ANENNErEssE FENsER = l( )
= R a8 ER 38 [N ] -04
a2

89
a2 [ 1] B =B [03
a 04
--08

EEH L1 ENEENENEEEEEEAE B B B
u] (11} = a o a lw -12

1] [ 11 ] =] =] 2]
[ ! ] (11} ENrErERSFECrERCEECSE B

8 9 10 1112 13 14 15 1617 18 19 20 21 22 2324 25 26 27 28 20 30 3132 33 34 35 36 37 38 30 4041 42 43 44 45 46 47 48 49 50 5152 63

i~y @)

e . 58 EEEEEEE
- - N EEEEEes
(AR e
(1L} L11] [ 1) 'llll=ll L L B |
LA ol TPl WOt b || S
....... CORNRENENE 00 NE"es"s assegis 7.0
.I=.. =.l L] L]
R T ]
g o Fet Freey
- e - 8 sEEEEes
E @ S8 & S8 sEEEEES
ER B | 1] ] | | 1] | il EEEEEER
| | HEREE I " EE B | | BN EE EENENER
BE | | 1] ] | [ 1] ] EN EREEEEE
n (e ] ] | | | | | I |
n EEEE B AN ER EE N il EEEEEEE
0 I =1 mm
ODDODEDEDNE EHE EER | | | | | a B 04 01
=] BE I I
| ] [ | I |
[ | HEE GEE HEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE BE BN EEEEEEE o3 0.1
I ECE EER m n " H EEER
| omm [ ] | | ENEEN
BEA BEE AEEE NENEE EEEESEEEN BEEEEEEN I
[ Bl | HEN
ENVEEEER ENEENEEEEE BN BN EER B L1111 11]

Figure 7. Predicted thermograms of AGCO and AGH overlap for the designed SACs [30]
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Figure 8. Schematic representation of the MOF optimization procedure including synthesis, evaluation and prediction of
machine learning [31]
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