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Editorial
Electrochemical energy conversion and storage systems are

promising technologies for environmental contamination and energy
shortcoming concerns that are potential alternatives for conventional
internal combustion engines and fossil fuels. One of these systems is
Proton Exchange Membrane Fuel Cells (PEMFCs) that convert the
chemical energy to electricity in different operating conditions and
have high energy conversion, quiet performance, and approximately
zero pollution. PEMFCs are the promising technology for the
stationary power generation and automotive systems because of their
lower operating temperature and smaller size in comparison with
other fuel cell types. Different efforts have been done to fully
commercialization of this technology and to reach the requirements of
international protocols based on the cost, performance and durability
issues [1-3].

A single cell of PEMFC has some different parts including the
current collector plates, flow fields, and the Membrane Electrode
Assembly (MEA). MEA is the heart of fuel cells that all reactions,
transportation and energy production occurred inside that and
consists of proton exchange membrane, gas diffusion layers, and anode
and cathode catalyst layers [4]. Hydrogen gas separates into its protons
and electrons on the anode electrode. The protons are conducted
through the membrane electrolyte (from the anode side to cathode
side), whereas the produced free electrons at the anode move through
an external circuit to the cathode. Oxygen gas combines with the
electrons and protons at the cathode electrode. Therefore, the electric
power, water, and heat are produced in a cell. Many research works
have been focused on the improvement of cathode and anode
electrocatalysts, ionomer type and content, membrane, and other
sections [5-8].

The key component of MEAs is the Proton Exchange Membranes
(PEMs) that used as the separator of reactant gases and carrier for
proton transport from the anode to cathode side and electrons barrier
and the desired properties for a PEM are consist of good
electrochemical stability, appropriate chemical and mechanical
properties, appropriate thermal and hydrolytic stability, high proton
conduction properties, compatible with electrodes, high durability, and
low cost. Thus, the main goals for PEMs improvement are reducing the
cost, increasing the performance, and improvement the durability.
Based on these criteria, different researches have been focused on the
improvement of different properties of PEMs [9,10].

Different types of polymeric membranes used as proton exchange
membranes such as Perflourosulfonic Acid (PFSA) membranes
(Nafion®, Flemion®, and etc.) and non-fluorinated membranes
(sulfonated hydrocarbon membranes, and etc.). In the current
applications, the PFSA membranes (especially Nafion® (DuPont)
membranes) are the most commonly used PEMs and they have high
mechanical and chemical stability and excellent electrochemical

performance but there are some drawbacks such as the high cost and
low performance at high temperatures and different researches have
been focused on improving different properties of PFSA membranes
[11]. On the other hand, different research works have been focused on
replacing the expensive PFSA with new inexpensive PEMs (non-
fluorinated membranes) such as sulfonated hydrocarbon membranes
that exhibit higher thermal stability and lower reactant gas crossover
[12]; sulfonated polybenzimidazole [13], sulfonated poly (ether ether
ketone) [14], sulfonated polysulfone [15], Sulfonated Polyimides (SPIs)
[15], sulfonated polyphosphazene [16].

In addition, some membranes have been developed for the high
temperature PEMFC (higher than 120°C) that Polybenzimidazole
(PBI)-based membranes and other aromatic amines activated with
Phosphoric Acid (PA) are in this category [17,18].

Different research works have focused on improving the membrane
performance by blending of different polymers, introducing new
polymer structures, using ion liquids, using organic additives, and
preparation of nanocomposite membranes approaches. The
incorporation of hygroscopic nanoparticles such as metal oxides
including SiO2, TiO2, and ZrO2 into different membranes can improve
the properties of different membranes [19-23].

Besides the cost and performance issues, the durability of
membranes is also very important. Mechanical, chemical, and thermal
degradations of the membranes occurred during the fuel cell
operations and these degradations are significant barriers to PEMFC
commercialization. During fuel cell operation, mechanical stresses
cause life failure due to existing perforations, cracks, tears, and
pinholes in the membranes, and dimensional changes in the different
humidity levels [23]. Thermal degradation is being increased in the
application of membranes in the higher temperatures. In addition, the
formation of free radicals (hydroperoxy and peroxy) and their
subsequent reactions with the PEM are the main drivers of PEM
chemical degradation [24]. In fact, a combination of different
degradations (thermal, mechanical, and chemical degradations) leads
to polymer damage, loss in the membrane integrity, and decrease the
fuel cell performance and durability and consequently the membrane
failure. To improve the durability of membranes different research
works have been done, for example one strategy for chemical durability
improvements of different membranes is the use of different inorganic
additives to catalyze the decomposition of hydrogen peroxide and free
radicals during fuel cell operation [25,26].

In conclusion, the cost, performance and durability should be
considered for the proposed membranes for proton exchange
membrane for fuel cell applications. To reduce the cost of membranes
as mentioned the replacing of expensive PFSA with inexpensive
hydrocarbon membranes has been studied. PEMs should have
appropriate water uptake, without defect structure, high proton
conductivity, appropriate dimensional stability, high thermal stability,
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appropriate mechanical properties, and high chemical durability. To
improve the performance different approaches such as blending of
different polymers and incorporation of nanoparticles or other
additives have been investigated. Besides these issues, the durability of
membranes is also very important and in recent years different
researches have been focused on the durability.
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