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Abstract. In this paper we consider the topology optimization for a
bipolar plate of a hydrogen electrolysis cell. We use the Borvall-Petersson
model to describe the fluid flow and derive a criterion for a uniform flow
distribution in the bipolar plate. Furthermore, we introduce a novel defla-
tion approach to compute multiple local minimizers of topology optimiza-
tion problems. The approach is based on a penalty method that discour-
ages convergence towards previously found solutions. Finally, we demon-
strate this technique on the topology optimization for bipolar plates and
show that multiple distinct local solutions can be found.

Keywords: topology optimization, topological derivative, deflation, hy-
drogen electrolysis cell

1 Introduction

Hydrogen electrolysis cells are of major importance for sustainable energy pro-
duction. Typically, hydrogen electrolysis cells use (green) electrical energy to
split water into oxygen and hydrogen. One special type of electrolysis cell is the
proton exchange membrane (PEM) electrolysis cell. An important role for the
performance of such cells plays the anode side bipolar plate, which distributes
water over the cell. To increase the cell efficiency, a uniform water distribution
over the whole cell is desirable. In order to achieve such a uniform flow through-
out the bipolar plate, we use techniques from topology optimization based on
topological sensitivity analysis [14]. For more details on PEM electrolysis cells,
we refer the reader, e.g., to [11]

Topology optimization was first introduced in the context of solid mechanics
in [8], but has since been used in a wide variety of applications, including fluid
dynamics [6], [12]. It considers the optimization of a shape functional by either
adding or removing material from the domain. Here, we perform topology opti-
mization based on topological sensitivity analysis. We use a level-set approach
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[2] to solve the arising topology optimization problem. The level-set function
is consequently updated by the topological derivative, which measures the sen-
sitivity of a shape functional with respect to infinitesimal topological changes
[14].

As topology optimization problems usually can attain multiple local solu-
tions, deflation techniques can be used to compute local minimizers that perform
better globally, see e.g. [13]. Deflation was already applied to find multiple solu-
tions for nonlinear PDEs in [7], [9] or in the context of density based topology
optimization [13]. Here, we introduce a novel approach using a deflation operator
in the objective function by an additional penalty term, which allows us to find
different local minimizers.

This paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we introduce a model for
the flow in the anode side bipolar plate using the Borvall-Petersson model from
[6]. Additionally, we present a criterion for a uniform flow distribution that we
first proposed in [3]. We state the corresponding topology optimization problem
and its topological derivative. In Section 3, we present a deflation approach to
compute multiple local solutions of topology optimization problems. Finally, in
Chapter 4, we numerically solve the topology optimization problem and present
our numerical results. Particularly, we focus on using the previously introduced
deflation technique to compute multiple local solutions. The obtained results
show that our deflation technique can be used to create novel bipolar plate
designs.

2 Model Problem for the Anode Side Bipolar Plate

We begin with introducing the topology optimization problem for a uniform flow
distribution in the bipolar plate and state its topological derivative. For more
details we refer to our previous work [3].

2.1 The Borvall-Petersson Model

First, we assume to have an open and bounded domain D ⊂ Rd, the so-called
hold all domain. We restrict ourselves to d = 2 here, but mention that the
following model has a three dimensional interpretation [6]. We identify the open
and measurable set Ω ⊂ D as the fluid region and its complement D \ Ω̄ as
the solid part of the hold all domain D. The fluid flow is then modeled by
the Borvall Petersson model [6]. We remark that, for the sake of simplicity,
we consider Stokes instead of Navier-Stokes equation here. We assume that the
boundary Γ = ∂D of the hold-all domain D is divided into three parts: The
inlet Γin, where the water enters the plate with velocity uin, the boundary Γwall,
where we have a no-slip condition, and the outlet Γout, where the water exits
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the plate with velocity uout. The non-dimensional model reads

−∆u+ αu+∇p = 0 in D,
div(u) = 0 in D,

u = uin on Γin,
u = uout on Γout,
u = 0 on Γwall,∫

D
p dx = 0,

(1)

where u and p denote the fluid velocity and pressure, respectively. The last
constraint is needed to guarantee uniqueness of the pressure p. We choose the
outflow profile uout such that it is compatible to the inflow profile uout. To dis-
tinguish between the solid and fluid part of the domain the inverse permeability
α is used, which is given by

α(x) =

{
αU if x ∈ D \ Ω̄,

αL if x ∈ Ω,

where αL and αU are positive constants which will be given explicitly in Chapter
4. In particular, α is chosen small inside the fluid region and large in the solid
part. For a detailed derivation of the model we refer to [6].

2.2 Uniform Flow Distribution

To increase the cell efficiency, it is important that the water is distributed uni-
formly over the cell. For that we introduce a threshold velocity magnitude ut > 0
that should be reached by the flow in the fluid part Ω in order to avoid dead
spots. We extend this target for the fluid velocity to the hold all domain D by
using the smoothing characteristics of the heat equation to obtain a smoothed
velocity us. We discretize the heat equation by one implicit Euler step with step
length ∆t and arrive at

us−u
∆t −∆us = 0 in D,

∇us · n = 0 on Γ,
(2)

where n denotes the outer unit normal vector on Γ . Using this smoothed velocity,
we arrive at the criterion

∥us(x)∥ ≥ ut for all x ∈ D, (3)

where ∥·∥ denotes the Euclidean norm on Rd. For the sake of brevity, we only
gave a short explanation here. For more details we refer to our previous work
[3] and Remark 1. Using a Moreau-Yosida regularization [10] of (3) yields the
following cost functional

J(Ω, u) =

∫
D

min (0, ∥us∥ − ut)
2
dx. (4)
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Remark 1. The main idea of the constraint (3) is to ensure that each part of the
cell receives a sufficiently large flow and that no dead spots occur. The reason
of using the smoothed velocity us for the target velocity goal is: Large solid
inclusions degrade the cell efficiency as they restrict the flow in the underlying
porous transport layer. Small obstacles, on the other hand, do not hinder this flow
and thus are desirable. We expect that small obstacles will not be “resolved” by
the smoothed velocity us for a suitable time step ∆t and thus the target velocity
goal (3) will be reached. For large solid inclusions on the contrary, we predict
that they are still “resolved” by the smoothed velocity meaning that the target
velocity goal (3) will not be reached here. Consequently, we do not expect them
to appear in the final shapes. Again, we refer the reader to [3] for more details.

2.3 Topology Optimization Problem

We summarize formulas (1), (2) and (4) to arrive at our topology optimization
problem

minΩ J(Ω, u) =
∫
D
min (0, ∥us∥ − ut)

2
dx

s.t. (1) and (2) hold,
VL ≤ |Ω| ≤ VU .

(5)

Additionally, we introduce a volume constraint with lower bound VL and upper
bound VU in order to gain nontrivial results. We want to perform a topology op-
timization for problem (5) using techniques from topological sensitivity analysis,
which we briefly present in the subsequent section.

2.4 Topological Sensitivity Analysis

We give a brief definition of the topological derivative, see e.g. [14]. The idea of
the topological derivative is to measure the sensitivity of a shape functional Ω ∈
A 7→ S(Ω) ∈ R, with A = {Ω ⊂ D s.t. Ω open}, with respect to infinitesimal
topological changes. We introduce the perturbation Ωz,ϵ of Ω around z ∈ D\∂Ω
by

Ωz,ϵ =

{
Ω \ ω̄z,ϵ, z ∈ Ω

Ω ∪ ωz,ϵ, z ∈ D \ Ω̄,

where ωz,ϵ = z + ϵω with ω ⊂ Rd being a simply connected domain with 0 ∈
ω. Furthermore, for a positive function l with limϵ↘0 l(ϵ) = 0, the topological
derivative is defined as

DTS(Ω,ω)(z) = lim
ϵ↘0

S(Ωz,ϵ)− S(Ω)

l(ϵ)
, (6)

if the limit exists. For numerical purposes we also state the generalized topolog-
ical derivate

DTS(Ω,ω)(z) =

{
−DTS(Ω,ω)(z), z ∈ Ω

+DTS(Ω,ω)(z), z ∈ D \ Ω̄.
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The generalized topological derivative of our model problem (5) reads

DTJ(z) = −(αU − αL)u(z)v(z) (7)

for all z ∈ D\∂Ω. Here, u is the weak solution of (1) and v is the adjoint velocity
which solves

−∆v + αv +∇q − 1
∆tvs = 0 in D,

div(v) = 0 in D,
v = 0 on Γ,∫

D
q dx = 0,

(8)

and vs is the adjoint of the smoothed velocity which solves the equation

1
∆tvs −∆vs = 2 us

∥us∥ min(0, ∥us∥ − ut) in D,

∇vs · n = 0 on ∂D.
(9)

A rigorous computation of the topological derivative, e.g. with an averaged ad-
joint approach, see e.g. [15], is beyond the scope of this paper and a topic of
future research.

3 Deflation

Typically, topology optimization problems can attain multiple local solutions.
To gain local minimizers that perform better globally, deflation techniques have
already been used in the context of density based topology optimization, see e.g.
[13]. Here, we introduce a novel deflation technique for gradient-based topology
optimization. Assuming we already found a local minimizer, we alter the ob-
jective function of a topology optimization problem by adding a penalty term
which penalizes shapes that are close to previously found local solutions. Addi-
tionally, the penalty term should vanish if we are far from the previously found
local minimizers. To measure the distance between two shapes Ω1 and Ω2, we
consider the distance between the two corresponding characteristic functions χ1

and χ2 in the L2-sense, i.e.

dist(Ω1, Ω2) = ∥χ1 − χ2∥L2(D) . (10)

Then, we propose the following penalty function

Pγ,δ(Ω1, Ω2) = exp

(
δ

(
γ2

∥χ1 − χ2∥L2(D)

− ∥χ1 − χ2∥L2(D)

))
, (11)

where γ and δ are positive constants. The parameter γ controls the similarity
of the two shapes. It is straightforward to see that this penalty function indeed
increases when the two shapes get close to each other

lim
dist(Ω1,Ω2)→0

Pγ,δ(Ω1, Ω2) = +∞.
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On the other hand, we know that ∥χ1 − χ2∥L2(D) is bounded from above by the
Lebesgue measure of the hold all domain D. Thus, we can not expect a vanishing
penalty function in case that the two shapes Ω1 and Ω2 are far from each other.
To still guarantee that the penalty function gets close to zero, we choose a large
value for the constant δ.

This procedure can then be applied iteratively to compute even more local
solutions. Assuming we already found local minimizers Ω0, ...Ωi with character-
istic functions χ0, ..., χi, we consider the penalty function

Pi,γ,δ (Ω,Ω0, ..., Ωi) =

i∑
j=0

exp

(
δ

(
γ2

∥χ− χj∥L2(D)

− ∥χ− χj∥L2(D)

))
. (12)

Turning back to our topology optimization problem (5), we add the previous
penalty term (12) to the objective and arrive at

minΩ J̃i(Ω, u) =
∫
D
min (0, ∥us∥ − ut)

2
dx+ Pi,γ,δ (Ω,Ω0, ..., Ωi)

s.t. (1) and (2) hold,
VL ≤ |Ω| ≤ VU .

(13)

In order to perform topology optimization for (13), we state the corresponding
generalized topological derivative

DT J̃i(Ω) = DTJ(Ω) +DTPi,γ,δ (Ω,Ω0, ..., Ωi)

= −(αU − αL)u(z)v(z)

−
i∑

j=0

δ

(
γ2

2 ∥χ− χj∥3
+

1

2 ∥χ− χj∥

)
(1− 2χ)

exp

(
δ

(
γ2

∥χ− χj∥L2(D)

− ∥χ− χj∥L2(D)

))
.

(14)

As before, u is the weak solution (1) and v solves (8) in the weak sense. The
computation of the topological derivative of the penalty function is straightfor-
ward. Applying the definition of the topological derivative to the distance of two
shapes (10) and straightforward calculations yield the above formula. The pro-
cedure for computing multiple local solutions of (5) is described in Algorithm
1. In Step 4 we perform a restart with problem (5) with the previously com-
puted deflated solution as the starting shape. This is done to guarantee that we
reach a solution of the actual topology optimization problem (5) and to omit the
disturbance of the penalty function. Hence, our deflation approach can be inter-
preted as a technique to generate distinct initial guesses for the optimization in
a systematic way.

4 Numerical Results

The goal is to use the deflation approach to compute local minimizers of (5) with
algorithm 1. We start by introducing the setting for the numerical experiments.
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Algorithm 1: Deflation procedure for computing multiple local mini-
mizers of (5).

Input: Parameters δ > 0 and γ > 0 for the penalty function, number of
desired local minimizers n

1 Compute a minimizer Ω0 of (5) and store its characteristic function χ0

2 for i = 0, 1, 2, . . . , n− 1 do

3 Compute a minimizer Ω̃i+1 of (13)

4 Compute a solution Ωi+1 of (5) with starting shape Ω̃i+1

5 Store the characteristic function χi+1 of Ωi+1

The setup of the setting is displayed in Figure 1, where the hold all domain
D = (0, 1) × (0, 1) is the two dimensional unit square. The inflow profile uin,
which is applied on the inflow boundary Γin, reads

uin =

[
− 400

9 (y − 7
20 )(y −

13
20 )

0

]
for x = 0 and

7

20
≤ y ≤ 13

20
.

Analogously, we introduce the outflow profile uout on the outflow boundary Γout

by

uout =

[
− 400

9 (y − 7
20 )(y −

13
20 )

0

]
for x = 1 and

7

20
≤ y ≤ 13

20
.

For the inverse permeability we choose the values

αL =
2.5

1002
, αU =

2.5

0.00252

to avoid fluid flow through solid, which was observed in numerical tests for
smaller values of αU , e.g. for the choices in [6]. The target velocity is chosen as
ut = 0.1 and the lower and upper values for the volume constraint are given
by VL = 0.5 and VU = 0.7, respectively. Finally, we set the step length for the
smoothing equation to ∆t = 10−3 and we refer to [3] for a discussion of the step
length.

D l = 1.0

l = 1.0

0.35

0.5

Fig. 1: Schematic setup of the hold all domain D.
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4.1 Implementation

To perform the topology optimization, we use a gradient-based solution algo-
rithm which was introduced in [2]. The main idea of the algorithm is to char-
acterize the solid and fluid parts of the domain D by a level-set function and
then consequently update this level-set function using the generalized topologi-
cal derivative [2]. The algorithm is stopped when the angle between the level-set
function and the generalized topological derivative becomes smaller than a cer-
tain numerical tolerance. We set this tolerance to ϵθ = 0.035, which is equivalent
to an angle of 2 degrees. For more details the reader is referred to [2]. Addi-
tionally, we refer to [5] for an overview over established topology optimization
algorithms as well as novel quasi-Newton methods for topology optimization.

We give a short overview over some implementational aspects. We divide our
domain in 10.000 uniform triangular elements. All underlying PDEs are solved
with the software package FEniCS [1]. For the Stokes-Darcy equation (1) we
use Taylor-Hood finite elements, and for the smoothing equation (2) continuous
quadratic Lagrange elements.

The adjoint equations are computed with the software package cashocs [4],
which implements a discretization of the continuous adjoint approach and thus
allows for automatic adjoint computation. The software package cashocs is open
source and based on FEniCS. It can be used to solve shape optimization, optimal
control and topology optimization problems in an automated fashion.

The volume constraint is handled by a projection of the level-set function
onto the admissible set, for more details we refer to [3].

4.2 First Result

A local minimizer of (5) is displayed in the first row of Table 1, where the
optimized geometry, the corresponding flow velocity norm and the smoothed
flow velocity norm are shown. The velocity plots are given in a logarithmic
scale. The algorithm took 53 iterations to reach the numerical target accuracy
ϵθ. The target velocity constraint (3) is fulfilled on 76.4 percent of the hold all
domain D. To do so the optimizer created a structure which consists of four
channels.

4.3 Deflation

As already mentioned before, topology optimization problems tend to posess
multiple local solutions. Thus, we apply our deflation technique to compute other
local minimizers of the optimization problem 5. We solve problem (13) multiple
times, in the hope of finding local minimizers that perform better globally. For
the penalty function we choose γ = 0.4 and δ = 50. As described previously
in Algorithm 1, after solving the deflated problem (13), we solve the original
problem (5) with the solution of the deflated problem as starting shape.

The first additional local solution is displayed in the second row of Table
1. The optimization algorithm performed 46 iterations for the deflated and 51
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Table 1: Different local minimizers of the topology optimization problem (5).

Fulfillment
of (3) for us

Final shape
Norm of the velocity

field
Norm of the smoothed

velocity field

76.4%

90.68%

98.88%

iterations for the unperturbed problem. The shape performs better in the context
of the target optimization goal (3), as it is fulfilled on 90.68% of the domain D.
Additionally, it is apparent that the reached fluid distribution between the six
channels is more uniform compared to the first result in the first row of Table 1.

Repeating the described procedure, we compute a third local minimizer of
problem (5), where 38 iterations for the deflated problem and 60 iterations for
the undeflated problem were needed. The solution can be found in the third row
of Table 1. Again, the deflation approach produces a local solution that performs
better globally, with a 98.88% fulfillment of the velocity constraint (3). For that
the optimizer formed a structure consisting of 8 channels with a uniform flow
distribution between them.

5 Conclusion

Summarizing, we presented a model for achieving a uniform flow distribution in
the anode side bipolar plate of a hydrogen electrolysis cell. Additionally, we in-
troduced a deflation technique for derivative-based topology optimization using
a penalty approach to find multiple local solutions. We applied this approach
numerically and computed several minimizers for the presented topology op-
timization problem. As desired, the deflation approach indeed delivered more
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optimal solutions. Furthermore, the numerical experiments showed that a uni-
form flow distribution is indeed achieved in the optimized geometries.
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