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Abstract —Direct coating of catalyst layer on the Nafion® membrane has been optimized in the process of
fabrication of membrane electrode assembly (MEA) to enhance the performance of direct methanol fuel cell
(DMEFC). In this method, the contact resistance at the interface of the catalyst layer and the membrane was found
to be low. The effect of catalyst loading, thickness of membrane and the gas diffusion layer (GDL) with or
without the presence of micro-porous layer (MPL) on the performance of the MEA was also investigated. The
MEA fabricated by the above-mentioned method exhibited a performance of 147 mW/cm® and 100 mW/em” at
80°C and 60 C, respectively, with the catalysts loading of 4 mg/cm”.

Key words : Direct methanol fuel cell (DMFC), Membrane electrode assembly(MEA), Fabrication, Gas
diffusion layer (GDL), Impedance, Catalyst layer
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Table 1. Pt contents in the two electrodes

(mgfem’)
Anode Cathode
Pt-Ru Pt in Pt-Ru Pt
2.5 1.5 2.5
3.0 1.8 2.2
3.3 2.0 2.0
3.5 2.1 1.9

o2 71A Baksel Hol5s =¥ CCSEY Evjsa 1

Ak dsd el dEAFgo] o Dol HAlHel A 4
o] WoldS & 4= 9t} Figure 19 1-V curveol A= veR}
9l%o] ohmic &4 F£7+2] 71277} CCSKTF CCMo] o ut
& Rory 7PgAoR & 4 Qrt = CCME CCSel| B3
Zl) AN G80] =1, BdS HEA 0] Fola K} o
A2 A& WelA ") melbA o152 2 E A8 cCM

o R A&AE MEAE ARg-ste] A=)

3.2, MPLO| &&kd M2 Me Hst

MPLE] 571 AH ks A81x Alsel vxe A
& oolwy] sted o AFe] MPLS FEaHA|
(Figure 3¢] "Both X"& 47]%)@ 7} Fzo] AHZLofutk MPL
& TX g A(Figure 39 "Ca. X", =¥ "An. X"2 Z7)¥) 1
23 oF A3 % MPLS S¥3 7)d 3H4(Figure 39|
"Both MPL O"2 #7|®)& Alg43le] MEAS A#tstm, 1
deS AR Figure 3).

AYARE 29 dgSeluk MPLe] Sl A9 A3 4

09
L1405~
08 —&— CCS MEA A‘A‘“‘ E
A —A—CCM MEA NG F120 O
0.7 e
— _1m
S A, £
o %61 \ e 80
o) 4" 2
‘ =
g 0.5 Qé * - 60 (/5]
S 04 é C580a, Py
> 04+ ,‘ DDD AAAA Q
o Op, ~20p -
™Y DI:] AAA 20
0.3 / Og DA (42}
. o A 2
i Hog -0 3
0.2 m| o
T T T T T T T T T T -20

0 100 200 300 400 5(|I)
Current Density (mA/cn)

Figure 1. Single cell performance comparison between
catalyst coated membrane(CCM) and catalyst
coated substrate(CCS) under the operating
conditions of 1 M MeOH 5 cc/min and dry
air 1250 scem at 80°C. The polymer electrolyte
membrane was Nafion® 115.
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Figure 2. Impedance spectroscopy of catalyst coated
membrane(CCM) and catalyst coated
substrate(CCS) tested in Figure 1.
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Figure 3. Effects of GDL with and without MPL on the
cell performance under the operating conditions
of 1 M MeOH 3 cc/min and dry air 300 sccm
at 80C and MPL loading amount is 1.4
mglcmz. The polymer electrolyte membrane was
Nafion® 115.
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Figure 4. Effects of GDL with and without MPL at
cathode on the cell performance under the
operating conditions of 1 M MeOH 5 cc/min
and dry air 1250 sccm at 60°C and MPL
loading amount is 0.6 mg/cm’. The polymer
electrolyte membrane was Nafion® 115,
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Figure 5. Effects of catalyst loading ratio on the cell
performance under the operating conditions
of 1 M MeOH 5 cc/min and dry air 1250
scem at 60°C. The total catalyst amount is fixed
to 4.0 mglcm2 on the basis of Pt. The polymer
electrolyte membrane was Nafion® 115.
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Figure 6. Effects of membrane thickness on the cell
performance under the operating conditions
of 1 M MeOH 5 cc/min and dry air 1250
sccm at 60C. The polymer electrolyte
membrane was Nafion® 115,
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Figure 8. Effects of membrane thickness on the cell
performance under the operating conditions
of 0.5 M MeOH 5 cc/min and dry air 1250
scem at 60C. The polymer electrolyte
membrane was Nafion®™ 115.
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