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Abstract

Real-time parameter estimation from measurements in electrochemical sensors
remains a challenge. Traditional methods used to characterize the response and
estimate parameters of interest from electrochemical sensors are often slow and
time-consuming, thus, not applicable for real-time applications. Here, we de-
velop a workflow utilizing physics-based processing and deep learning to estimate
parameters and confounding variables with uncertainties in real-time from large
amplitude AC Voltammetry (LA-ACV) measurements on electrochemical sen-
sors. The physics-based processing enables the extraction of physical information
about the system from the measurement data, and deep learning enables rapid
inverse-problem solutions. We experimentally demonstrate our approach in an elec-
trochemical system (K3Fe(CN)6 in potassium phosphate buffer) to estimate the
concentration of redox active species (K3Fe(CN)6) in the presence of unknown
viscosity of the medium (confounding variable), with 0.45 (± 0.07) mM median
absolute error in concentration estimation. The proposed workflow leveraging
physics based processing and deep learning can be applied reproducibly to any
electrochemical system for real-time parameter estimation.

1 Introduction

Next-generation electrochemical sensors are hamstrung by primitive measurement and data analysis
methods that cannot distinguish between variable/parameter of interest (such as concentration of
analyte) and confounding variables (such as temperature, concentration of other species, viscosity,
etc.). Large-amplitude AC voltammetry (LA-ACV), a technique used to probe electrochemical
sensors, yields a lot of information about the system per measurement. However, conventional analysis
methods used to estimate parameters and confounding variables from LA-ACV data suffer from either
time-related constraints or inaccurate estimations or are incompatible with high-dimensional problems
(involving multiple parameters and/or confounding variables). For instance, non-linear fit-based
approaches are highly dependent on initial guesses and are not well-suited for higher dimensional
problems. Bayesian inference, another proposed method [4, 2] requires thousands of runs (hours
per inference); making it incompatible for real-time applications and not ideal for estimating a large
number of samples.
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Figure 1: Detailed schematic of Phase 1 or pre-training phase - contains data generation module,
physics-based processing module and a deep learning module.

Figure 2: Detailed schematic of Phase 2 or fine-tuning phase demonstrating parameter estimation
from measured sensor data - contains measured sensor data, physics-based processing module, and a
deep learning module with network weights initialized from Phase 1.

Here, we develop and demonstrate a high-performance analytic workflow utilizing physics-based
processing, electrochemical simulator and deep learning to provide real-time estimation of parameters
of interest and confounding variables in electrochemical sensors. We demonstrate the application
of the workflow in a model electrochemical system, K3Fe(CN)6 in potassium phosphate buffer,
to estimate the concentration of redox active species (K3Fe(CN)6) in the presence of unknown
viscosity of the medium (confounding variable). Using our approach, we demonstrate ∼0.3 mM
median absolute error in concentration estimation in the presence of unknown viscosity. Our approach
also provides uncertainty estimates for the parameter estimate as well as for the confounding variable
estimate. Lastly, our method allows for real-time estimations with uncertainties by performing the
time-intensive training offline.

2 Overview

The analytic workflow consists of several different parts or modules that are utilized to estimate
parameters of interest that could have generated the given signal response from an electrochemical
system. The modules are divided into two different phases - phase 1 and phase 2. The two phases are
schematically described in detail in Figure 1 (Phase 1) and Figure 2 (Phase 2).

Phase 1 or the pre-training phase contains a data generation module, physics-based processing
module, and a neural network module (Figure 1). The data generation module is used to generate
LA-ACV signal responses to various parameters of interest (such as concentration) in the presence
of confounding factors (such as diffusivity, resistance of the medium) under different measurement
conditions (such as applied voltage, frequency) using an electrochemical simulator [3]. The signal
responses from the data generation module are fed to the physics-based processing module, which
extracts the harmonics from the raw signal responses. The raw LA-ACV signal responses are
converted from time domain to frequency domain using fast Fourier Transform (FFT), and then, the
selected harmonics are transformed back to the time domain using inverse FFT. The magnitude of each
harmonic extracted from the LA-ACV measurements is very sensitive to different electron-transfer
reaction mechanisms, diffusion, kinetics, etc. Finally, the envelope of the transformed harmonics
are extracted and are supplied to the neural network module. The neural network module uses these
extracted envelopes of the harmonics as the input and maps them to the parameter of interest as well
as other confounding variables. We use a dropout 1D-CNN architecture (Figure 3) for both phases.
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Figure 3: Schematic of dropout 1D convolution neural network architecture with dense layers used in
the study.

Figure 4: Schematic demonstration of the analysis workflow during prediction phase.

The envelope of the harmonics are split into a training and testing set and normalized. The training
data is passed through the neural network and mapped to the corresponding input parameters and
confounding variables from the data generation module as shown in Figure 1. The network is trained
on the training data and evaluated on the test data. During the prediction/evaluation phase of the neural
network, the harmonics extracted from the raw signal response are used to predict the parameters and
relevant confounding variables. Figure 1 schematically demonstrates the above-described process.

Phase 2 of the workflow takes the measured response from an electrochemical system and uses
the pre-processing module to extract the envelope of the harmonics as described above (in Phase 1).
These harmonics are then fed to the neural network module, which is initialized using the weights
pre-trained on simulation data during Phase 1. The network is fine-tuned using experimental/real
data (data collected using real sensors, as opposed to data generated using simulator in phase 1).
Figure 2 depicts this process schematically. The transfer learned model is evaluated on a separate
experimental test set. In the prediction phase, the deep learning model predicts the parameter of
interest and the related confounding variables from measured sensor data. Importantly, since we use
a dropout network [1], using the Monte-Carlo method, we also get the epistemic uncertainty for the
predictions. We note that the uncertainties can also be alternatively achieved using a deep ensemble
or a fully-Bayesian neural network.

At the end of Phase 2, the fine-tuned neural-network, in combination with the physics-based process-
ing module, is now able to provide real-time estimates (with uncertainties) of parameters of interest
and confounding variables from LA-ACV data measured on an electrochemical system (see Figure
4).
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Figure 5: Prediction of the parameter of interest (concentration) and confounding variable (viscosity)
with associated uncertainties. The error bars represent 99% uncertainty interval. The median
prediction error of concentration is 0.33 mM. The solid black line in the plots indicates the true
values.

3 Results and Discussion

We implement and test this workflow for an electrochemical system: K3Fe(CN)6 in potassium
phosphate buffer. Using the data generation module described above, we simulate 2000 different
LA-ACV signal responses to varying input conditions. These simulated data were further processed
(extract envelope of the harmonics) and used for model pre-training as described above (see Figure
1).

For phase 2, we prepared 110 different samples with varying concentration of K3Fe(CN)6 and
viscosity of the medium; and performed LA-ACV measurements. The concentration of the redox
active species (K3Fe(CN)6) and the viscosity of the medium (electrolyte) are the parameter of
interest and confounding variables, respectively. We split the experimental data into training and test
set. The training set was used for fine-tuning as described above (Figure 2).

Finally, the fine-tuned model and the analytic workflow was evaluated on the test experimental
set. The test LA-ACV data was fed through the workflow and fine-tuned model to determine the
concentration and viscosity (confounding variable). Figure 5 shows the results on experimentally
measured test data. The true values (of concentration and viscosity) are plotted against the predicted
values along with associated epistemic uncertainties. The scatter points in the figure represent the
mean of the predictions and the error bars represent 99% epistemic uncertainty interval. The median
absolute error for concentration prediction is 0.33 mM in Figure 5. Over multiple different random
seeds, we calculate the median absolute error in concentration estimation to be 0.45 ± 0.07 mM.

4 Conclusion

In summary, we demonstrate a high-performing analysis workflow leveraging physics-based process-
ing and deep learning to estimate, in real-time, parameters of interest under unknown confounding
variables with uncertainties from measurements performed on electrochemical systems. We experi-
mentally verify the performance of our workflow using LA-ACV data measured on an electrochemical
system, and achieve high-performance in parameter estimation (0.45 ± 0.07 mM absolute error mea-
sured over different random seeds). Lastly, our approach is not limited by the constraints that
typically limit more traditional methods, and can be easily leveraged for real-time applications, such
as real-time electrochemical sensors.
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Impact Statement

Coupling physical knowledge about the system with machine learning can be a powerful approach to
solving many problems that are currently limited by traditional approaches. Our method provides a
way to estimate parameters of interest in real-time in unknown environments. It leverages physics-
based processing from data to retrieve critical information about the system and demonstrates the
power of combining it with deep learning to empower next-generation of electrochemical sensors,
which are currently hamstrung by traditional analytical approaches. Our work demonstrates that
we can achieve real-time sensing with next-generation of electrochemical sensors. Moreover, our
approach can be translationally applied to any electrochemical system to empower estimations along
with uncertainties in real-time.
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