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Abstract: The higher heating value (HHV) is the main property showing the energy amount of
biomass samples. Several linear correlations based on either the proximate or the ultimate analysis
have already been proposed for predicting biomass HHV. Since the HHV relationship with the proxi-
mate and ultimate analyses is not linear, nonlinear models might be a better alternative. Accordingly,
this study employed the Elman recurrent neural network (ENN) to anticipate the HHV of different
biomass samples from both the ultimate and proximate compositional analyses as the model inputs.
The number of hidden neurons and the training algorithm were determined in such a way that the
ENN model showed the highest prediction and generalization accuracy. The single hidden layer ENN
with only four nodes, trained by the Levenberg–Marquardt algorithm, was identified as the most
accurate model. The proposed ENN exhibited reliable prediction and generalization performance for
estimating 532 experimental HHVs with a low mean absolute error of 0.67 and a mean square error of
0.96. In addition, the proposed ENN model provides a ground to clearly understand the dependency
of the HHV on the fixed carbon, volatile matter, ash, carbon, hydrogen, nitrogen, oxygen, and sulfur
content of biomass feedstocks.

Keywords: biomass sample; higher heating value; Elman neural network; topology tuning;
training algorithm

1. Introduction

Since fossil fuels have been used extensively for energy [1], concerns have grown over
the uncertain future of energy supplies as well as the adverse effects on the environment
caused by their direct combustion [2,3]. Consequently, environmental protection is gaining
much attention through the use of alternative energy sources [4–6]. As a renewable alter-
native to fossil fuels, energy production from biomass has gained considerable attention
due to its considerable environmental advantages [7]. The thermochemical conversion of
biomass is one of the most widely studied biofuel conversion technologies, but a strong
focus on biomass large-scale production can result in controversies.

Thus, the use of waste-oriented biomass for energy generation as a sustainable and
environmentally-acceptable method of generating energy can only be supported by using
agricultural residues, municipal solid wastes, animal manure, sewage, and food waste [8,9].

A significant variation in the chemical and structural compositions of biomaterials
used as feedstocks in thermochemical conversion results in a profound difference in the
amount of energy that they contain. The energy content of biomass is lower than that of
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coal, so to achieve the same degree of thermal efficiency, more fuel is required [10]. It is
difficult to standardize the product quality and process application due to the differences in
the chemical and physical properties of biomass feedstocks [11]. Therefore, the applicability
of biomass feedstocks in the context of energy conversion processes requires a variety of
characterization and investigations [12]. Fuel heating values are generally reported in two
ways: the lower (net) and the higher (gross) heating values [13].

In the selection and classification of feedstocks, the higher heating value (HHV) of
a fuel is a crucial property [14]. The traditional method of measuring the HHV of a fuel
sample is with an adiabatic oxygen bomb calorimeter. Liquid and solid fuel HHVs are
determined using bomb calorimeters, but this technique is time-consuming and expen-
sive [15]. Researchers can develop correlations to estimate fuel HHVs using the results
of ultimate and/or proximate analyses [16]. While the ultimate technique necessitated a
significant investment of both time and resources, the proximate analysis needed just a few
straightforward procedures to identify the fuel mix’s constituents [16]. Proximity-based
research is often more efficient and less expensive than other types of analysis. Proxi-
mate analysis, a technique for calculating the HHVs of fuels, has seen a recent surge in
use [16]. Consequently, proximate analysis is more commonly used to predict the HHVs
for fuels [17].

A wide range of empirical methodologies has been proposed to correlate the biomass
HHV with the proximate and ultimate compositional information [18,19]. By separating
cellulose, hemicellulose, lignin, and extractives from biomass, one can determine their rela-
tive amounts. In order to establish a relationship between HHV and biomass biochemistry,
several equations have been developed [20,21]. Linear [22] and non-linear [23] equations
are used extensively in the construction of these models. Because of the complexity of
biomass, explaining how the proximate analysis data relates to the final analysis data for
the HHV is challenging.

The literature includes several empirical correlations to predict the biomass HHV from
ash (A), proximate analysis (PA), ultimate analysis (UA), volatile matter (VM), and fixed
carbon (FC). For a variety of biomass, carbon (C), oxygen (O), hydrogen (H), sulfur (S), and
nitrogen (N) are the four major components [13,16].

Ghugare et al. found that non-linear models might fare better than linear meth-
ods when estimating the biomass HHV [24]. Since PA/UA values fluctuate so often, it
is challenging to develop a suitable non-linear empirical model without using compu-
tational models [24]. On the other hand, various machine learning models have exten-
sively been tested to prove their trusted applications in various fields [25–30], includ-
ing biotechnology [31,32]. The HHV of solid biomass was calculated using multilayer
perceptron–artificial neural network (MLP–ANN) and genetic algorithm (GA) models by
Ghugare et al. [24]. Thorough inquiries on the group were conducted. Hosseinpour et al.
determined the HHV in biomass using an iterative neural network and a modified version
of partial least squares [33]. By using the ANFIS model, Akkaya looked into the biomass’s
heating value (HV) [34]. Intending to compare the performance of various ANN topologies,
Uzun et al. devised a technique to calculate the HHV content of biomass. This was done so
that the most effective topologies could be identified [35]. When combined with domain
expertise and experimental data, the computational methods based on fuzzy inference
systems can provide accurate models, as shown by Akkaya [34]. The calorific values of
both individual and blends of biomass feedstocks may be predicted by ANN, as shown by
Jakšić et al. [13]. Pattanayak et al. derived three ANN models to determine the HHV of
different bamboo biomasses [36]. Each model was built using PA, UA, or a combination of
the two. An improved artificial neural network model with particle swarm optimization
was developed by Aladejare et al. to forecast the HHV of solid fuels like coal, lignite,
and industrial waste, as well as biomasses like agricultural waste and forest waste [37].
This was done to calculate the HHV of coal, lignite, and other industrial waste biomasses
(ANN–PSO). Statistical accuracy analysis showed that the ANN–PSO model was better
than the multivariable regression correlation to predict the biomass HHV.
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In this work, the Elman neural network (ENN), as a dynamic predictive tool with a
great degree of flexibility and outstanding simulation performance, is used for the first time
to estimate the biomass HHV. The structure-tuned ENN model can precisely anticipate the
effect of the proximate and ultimate composition terms on the HHV and help find the best
biomass type with the highest energy value.

2. Results and Discussions
2.1. Topology Tuning the ENN Model

The optimization techniques are needed to find either the maximum or minimum
value of an objective function [38,39]. This study employed two well-known optimization
scenarios, i.e., the LM (Levenberg–Marquardt) [40] and SCG (Scaled Conjugate Gradi-
ent) algorithms, to adjust the ENN’s adjustable parameters. The accuracy of the ENN
models with different sizes trained by the SCG and LM algorithms has been displayed in
Figures 1 and 2, respectively. This analysis approved that the ENN prediction accuracy is a
function of the training scenario as well as the model size. Therefore, it was necessary to
determine the most suitable ones by a comparative analysis.
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Both Figures 1 and 2 show that the model’s accuracy for predicting the training group
increased by enlarging the ENN size (increasing the number of hidden neurons). On the
other hand, the reliability of the ENN models for estimating the testing HHV samples
decreased by enlarging the model size. Since the ENN model was necessary to estimate
both the training and testing HHVs with acceptable accuracy, the best possible size of the
ENN–SCG and ENN–LM models is also shown in Figures 1 and 2. The ENN–SCG models
with the two and five hidden neurons showed enough accuracy for predicting the training
and testing datasets, while the ENN–LM only needed four hidden nodes to accurately
estimate these two datasets.

Table 1 applies five statistical indices to compare the selected ENN models’ perfor-
mance in the training and testing stages. This table also introduces the ENN models’
accuracy for predicting the whole HHV database.
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Table 1. Measuring the accuracy of selected ENN models by different indices.

Model Name Topology Dataset AARD% MAE RAE% MSE R

ENN–SCG 1 8-2-1
Training collection 4.17 0.76 51.61 1.09 0.83021
Testing collection 4.52 0.83 54.99 1.22 0.82787
The whole data 4.23 0.77 52.13 1.11 0.82914

ENN–SCG 2 8-5-1
Training collection 4.21 0.77 51.16 1.06 0.84745
Testing collection 4.63 0.85 64.51 1.20 0.77340
The whole data 4.28 0.78 52.84 1.08 0.83733

ENN–LM 8-4-1
Training collection 3.58 0.66 43.54 0.94 0.88335
Testing collection 3.94 0.73 56.28 1.03 0.82255
The whole data 3.63 0.67 45.19 0.96 0.87566

The observed numerical indices approved that the ENN–LM model had a better
performance than either the ENN–SCG 1 or the ENN–SCG 2 models. The absolute average
relative deviation percent (AARD%), mean absolute error (MAE), relative absolute error
percent (RAE%), and mean squared error (MSE) values achieved by the ENN–LM in the
training and testing stages were smaller than those obtained from the ENN–SCG models.
In addition, the correlation coefficient (R) values of the ENN–LM were higher than those
obtained by the trained ENN model with the SCG algorithm.

Hence, it can be claimed that the Levenberg–Marquardt had a better performance than
the Scaled Conjugate gradient algorithm to accomplish the training phase of the Elman
neural network. In addition, the LM algorithm provided the ENN model with a better
generalization ability in the testing phase. Therefore, the ENN–LM model with only four
hidden nodes (Figure 3) was selected as the best tool for predicting the biomass HHV.

It should be mentioned that all the developed ENN models have the logarithm sigmoid
and hyperbolic tangent activation functions in the output and hidden layers, respectively.
These functions help the ENN model to understand the nonlinear behavior of the biomass
HHV in different operating conditions. Moreover, the continuous and differentiable char-
acteristics of these activation functions are essential to adjust the ENN parameters by the
training algorithm.
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2.2. Performance Monitoring

This section relied on numerical and graphical investigations to evaluate how accurate
the structure-tuned ENN–LM model was in predicting the biomass HHV.

2.2.1. Training Stage

The cross-plot showing the actual versus calculated biomass HHVs for the train-
ing stage is depicted in Figure 4. The visual inspection of this figure and the observed
R = 0.88335 indicate that an acceptable agreement existed between the actual and predicted
biomass HHVs.

Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2023, 24, x FOR PEER REVIEW 5 of 13 
 

 

It should be mentioned that all the developed ENN models have the logarithm 

sigmoid and hyperbolic tangent activation functions in the output and hidden layers, 

respectively. These functions help the ENN model to understand the nonlinear behavior 

of the biomass HHV in different operating conditions. Moreover, the continuous and 

differentiable characteristics of these activation functions are essential to adjust the ENN 

parameters by the training algorithm. 

. 

Figure 3. Topology of the developed ENN model for estimating the biomass HHV [41]. 

2.2. Performance Monitoring 

This section relied on numerical and graphical investigations to evaluate how 

accurate the structure-tuned ENN–LM model was in predicting the biomass HHV. 

2.2.1. Training Stage 

The cross-plot showing the actual versus calculated biomass HHVs for the training 

stage is depicted in Figure 4. The visual inspection of this figure and the observed R = 

0.88335 indicate that an acceptable agreement existed between the actual and predicted 

biomass HHVs. 

 

Figure 4. Predicted versus actual HHVs in the training step. 

The actual as well as predicted values of the biomass HHV shown in Figure 5 

approved that the ENN–LM model was accurate enough in the training stage. The 

Figure 4. Predicted versus actual HHVs in the training step.

The actual as well as predicted values of the biomass HHV shown in Figure 5 ap-
proved that the ENN–LM model was accurate enough in the training stage. The excellent
performance of the ENN–LM model could be further justified by the numerical values of
the statistical indices, i.e., AARD = 3.58%, MAE = 0.66, and MSE = 0.94.
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Figure 5. Actual HHV values and their counterpart estimations by the ENN–LM model.

The histogram of the residual error between the actual and the predicted values of
the biomass HHV in the training step is shown in Figure 6. This figure approved that the
training HHV samples had been predicted by the outstanding residual error ranging from
−3.5 to 4 MJ/kg. Furthermore, the standard deviation and average values of these residual
errors were very small, i.e., 0.942 and 0.071 MJ/kg, respectively.
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2.2.2. Testing Stage

The predicted HHVs by the ENN–LM model versus their counterpart actual values in
the testing stage has been illustrated in Figure 7. The acceptable value of the coefficient
of determination, i.e., R = 0.82255 showed that our small-size ENN–LM model was able
to generalize its learning to the testing HHVs. The observed deviation between the actual
and the predicted HHVs may be associated with the wide range of the involved biomass
samples and their compositions, uncertainty in the experimental data, and model errors.
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Figure 7. Estimated HHVs by the ENN–LM versus their counterpart actual values in the testing step.

The actual HHVs and their related ENN–LM predictions in the testing stage have been
simultaneously depicted in Figure 8. It can be seen that the proposed ENN–LM model
reliably interpolated these highly scattered experimental HHVs. Moreover, the numerical
values of the AARD = 3.94%, MAE = 0.73, and MSE = 1.03 approved the reasonable
agreement between the actual and the predicted HHVs of the biomass feedstocks.

It can be simply seen that the constructed ENN–LM model underestimated five and
overestimated four HHV samples in the testing stage. Since none of these HHVs were seen
by the ENN–LM model before and they were highly scattered, this level of uncertainty is
acceptable from the modeling perspective.

Figure 9 indicates that the designed ENN–LM model predicted the testing samples
of the biomass HHV with low residual errors ranging from −3 to 2.5 MJ/kg. The average
and standard deviation of the testing stage residual errors were 0.274 and 1.00 MJ/kg,
respectively. This figure also clarifies that a major part of the testing HHVs was estimated
by the residual error of ~0 MJ/kg.
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2.2.3. Overall Data

Figure 10 introduces the violin graph of the overall experimental HHVs and ENN–
LM predictions. The complete similarity between these two graphs is an indicator of the
acceptable accuracy of the structure-tune ENN–LM model for predicting the HHV of a
wide range of biomass feedstocks.
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Moreover, Table 2, which reports the experimental and predicted values of the median
and average HHVs, approves an excellent performance of the proposed ENN–LM model.
It can be seen that a slight deviation existed between the actual and modeling values.

Table 2. Key information of the violin graphs of actual and predicted HHVs.

Index Formula Actual HHV Estimated HHV

Median HHV Med = (HHVn/2 + HHVn/2+1 )/2 18.28 18.32
Average HHV HHV = ∑n

i=1 HHVi/n 18.21 18.11

3. Materials and Methods
3.1. Elman Neural Network

Based on Figure 11, the Elman neural network (also known as the recurrent neural
network) is made up of the input, hidden, context, and output layers. Indeed, the ENN is
a multilayer perceptron neural network with a feedback connection between the hidden
and input layers [42]. As Figure 11 shows, the context layer gets its inputs from the hidden
layer’s output. This internal feedback connection increases the network’s ability to process
dynamic systems. ENNs possess short-term memory capabilities and are widely used as a
means of managing either classification or approximation problems [42].
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3.2. Data Collection

A model was developed to estimate the HHV of biomass data using eight independent
variables, including FC, VM, ash contents on a dry basis, C, O, H, S (ash-free distribution),
and N as inputs. Based on the input data (X1 to X8), the modeling method seeks to find y
that best fits the data as follows:

y(X1, X2, X3, X4, X5, X6, X7, X8) (1)

where X1, X2, X3, X4, X5, X6, X7, and X8 refer to the model inputs which are FC, VM, Ash,
C, H, O, N, and S content of a biomass sample, and y denotes HHV.

The modeling procedure used 532 biomass data sets alongside their corresponding
HHVs for use in the simulations. Table 3 presents the dependent/independent variables
and their statistical information.

Table 3. Ultimate/proximate composition analysis and HHV of the studied biomass.

Variable (Unit) Analysis Type Average Standard Deviation Minimum Maximum Observations

Fixed carbon (wt%)
Proximate

17.49 6.71 0.00 59.30 532
Volatile matter (wt%) 75.30 8.91 7.70 92.70 532

Ash (wt%) 6.21 6.98 0.10 67.10 532
C (wt%)

Ultimate

45.88 5.67 14.61 97.18 532
H (wt%) 5.88 0.99 0.41 11.55 532
O (wt%) 43.26 7.16 0.00 81.80 532
N (wt%) 1.04 1.07 0.00 6.75 532
S (wt%) 0.19 0.34 0.00 4.90 532

HHV (MJ/kg) - 18.21 1.97 11.15 24.80 532

3.2.1. Data Distribution in Model Development and Validation Stages

The researchers randomly took 452 out of 532 available data patterns to use in the
training stage. In addition, the overtraining was monitored by the remaining 80 samples to
use as test data. Consequently, 85% of the dataset was used for training, while 15% was
chosen randomly for testing.
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3.2.2. Accuracy Evaluation

With the use of statistical testing, the most promising ideas were whittled down to
a select few. Metrics like residual error (Equation (2)), standard deviation (Equation (3)),
mean absolute error (Equation (4)), relative absolute error (Equation (5)), mean square error
(Equation (6)), coefficient of determination (Equation (7)), and average absolute relative
deviation (Equation (8)) abbreviated by RE, SD, MAE, RAE%, MSE, R, and AARD% were
computed to assess the quality of the developed models. Each of these variables is defined
in a different way using the following equations [43,44]:

RE = HHVact
i − HHVest

i i = 1, 2, . . . , n (2)

SD =
√

∑n
i=1 (1/n) ×

(
REi − RE

)2 (3)

MAE = (1/n) × ∑n
i=1

∣∣HHVact − HHVest∣∣
i (4)

RAE% = 100 × ∑n
i=1

∣∣HHVact − HHVest∣∣
i/∑n

i=1

∣∣∣HHVact
i − HHVact

∣∣∣ (5)

MSE = (1/n) × ∑n
i=1

(
HHVact − HHVest)2

i (6)

R =

√
1 −

{
∑n

i=1 (HHVact − HHVest)2
i /∑n

i=1

(
HHVact

i − HHVact
)2
}

(7)

AARD% = (100/n) × ∑N
i=1

∣∣HHVact − HHVest∣∣
i/HHVact

i (8)

4. Conclusions

In this research, a systematic procedure was followed to construct the efficient Elman
neural network model to anticipate the higher heating value of biomass feedstocks. The
ENN topological features and its training algorithm are well-determined by a systematic
procedure. The appropriate training algorithm and the optimum number of hidden neu-
rons of the ENN have been determined by a combination of trial-and-error and sensitivity
analysis. The proximate (fixed carbon, volatile matter, and ash) and the ultimate (carbon,
oxygen, hydrogen, sulfur, and nitrogen) composition analyses of the biomass are the inde-
pendent variables used to estimate the HHV. The results showed that the ENN with only
four hidden nodes trained by the Levenberg–Marquardt algorithm should be introduced as
the best tool for estimating the HHV of the biomass. This structure-tuned ENN predicted
the HHV of 532 biomass samples with outstanding accuracy (i.e., MAE = 0.67, MSE = 0.96,
and AARD = 3.63%). The perfect compatibility between the actual HHVs and their associ-
ated predicted values by the ENN was also approved by different graphical investigations,
including cross-plot, violin graph, and residual error monitoring. Our reliable ENN model
could be easily employed to choose a biomass feedstock with the highest HHV as a fuel
source. Since the bomb calorimeter analysis is not always available, interested readers may
conduct the HHV modeling by ignoring this type of information.
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17. Demirbaş, A. Calculation of higher heating values of biomass fuels. Fuel 1997, 76, 431–434. [CrossRef]
18. Noushabadi, A.S.; Dashti, A.; Ahmadijokani, F.; Hu, J.; Mohammadi, A.H. Estimation of higher heating values (HHVs) of biomass

fuels based on ultimate analysis using machine learning techniques and improved equation. Renew. Energy 2021, 179, 550–562.
[CrossRef]

19. Qian, C.; Li, Q.; Zhang, Z.; Wang, X.; Hu, J.; Cao, W. Prediction of higher heating values of biochar from proximate and ultimate
analysis. Fuel 2020, 265, 116925. [CrossRef]

20. Telmo, C.; Lousada, J. The explained variation by lignin and extractive contents on higher heating value of wood. Biomass
Bioenergy 2011, 35, 1663–1667. [CrossRef]

21. Demirbas, A. Higher heating values of lignin types from wood and non-wood lignocellulosic biomasses. Energy Sources Part A
Recover. Util. Environ. Eff. 2017, 39, 592–598. [CrossRef]

22. Mateus, M.M.; Bordado, J.M.; Galhano dos Santos, R. Estimation of higher heating value (HHV) of bio-oils from thermochemical
liquefaction by linear correlation. Fuel 2021, 302, 121149. [CrossRef]

23. Roy, R.; Ray, S. Development of a non-linear model for prediction of higher heating value from the proximate composition of
lignocellulosic biomass. Energy Sources Part A Recover. Util. Environ. Eff. 2020, 42, 1–14. [CrossRef]

24. Ghugare, S.B.; Tiwary, S.; Elangovan, V.; Tambe, S.S. Prediction of Higher Heating Value of Solid Biomass Fuels Using Artificial
Intelligence Formalisms. Bioenergy Res. 2014, 7, 681–692. [CrossRef]

25. Cao, Z.; Zhang, L.; Ahmad, A.M.; Alsaadi, F.E.; Alassafi, M.O. Adaptive neural prescribed performance control for switched
pure-feedback non-linear systems with input quantization. Assem. Autom. 2022, 42, 869–880. [CrossRef]

26. Cheng, F.; Liang, H.; Wang, H.; Zong, G.; Xu, N. Adaptive Neural Self-Triggered Bipartite Fault-Tolerant Control for Nonlinear
MASs With Dead-Zone Constraints. IEEE Trans. Autom. Sci. Eng. 2022, 19, 1–12. [CrossRef]

27. Zhang, H.; Zou, Q.; Ju, Y.; Song, C.; Chen, D. Distance-based Support Vector Machine to Predict DNA N6-methyladenine
Modification. Curr. Bioinform. 2022, 17, 473–482. [CrossRef]

28. Li, Z.; Wang, J.; Huang, J.; Ding, M. Development and research of triangle-filter convolution neural network for fuel reloading
optimization of block-type HTGRs. Appl. Soft Comput. 2023, 136, 110126. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.enconman.2022.116529
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2022.135014
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.resconrec.2021.105957
http://doi.org/10.1002/cjce.22763
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2021.117514
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2022.115296
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.measurement.2021.109857
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2021.111821
http://doi.org/10.3390/en15176352
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2015.05.050
http://doi.org/10.1002/ceat.202100229
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2016.09.120
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00500-022-07641-4
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2010.08.030
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2008.04.008
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2022.123944
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0016-2361(97)85520-2
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2021.07.003
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2019.116925
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.biombioe.2010.12.038
http://doi.org/10.1080/15567036.2016.1248798
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2021.121149
http://doi.org/10.1080/15567036.2020.1817191
http://doi.org/10.1007/s12155-013-9393-5
http://doi.org/10.1108/AA-05-2022-0126
http://doi.org/10.1109/TASE.2022.3184022
http://doi.org/10.2174/1574893617666220404145517
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.asoc.2023.110126


Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2023, 24, 5780 13 of 13

29. Dang, W.; Guo, J.; Liu, M.; Liu, S.; Yang, B.; Yin, L.; Zheng, W. A Semi-Supervised Extreme Learning Machine Algorithm Based on
the New Weighted Kernel for Machine Smell. Appl. Sci. 2022, 12, 9213. [CrossRef]

30. Yin, J.; Sun, Q.; Zhou, J. Sensitivity analysis of the influencing factors of parking lot selection based on BP neural network.
J. Comput. Methods Sci. Eng. 2022, 22, 137–145. [CrossRef]

31. Safdari Shadloo, M.; Rahmat, A.; Li, L.K.B.; Mahian, O.; Alagumalai, A. High-performance computing and machine learning
applied in thermal systems analysis. J. Therm. Anal. Calorim. 2021, 145, 1733–1737. [CrossRef]

32. Yahya, S.I.; Aghel, B. Estimation of kinematic viscosity of biodiesel-diesel blends: Comparison among accuracy of intelligent and
empirical paradigms. Renew. Energy 2021, 177, 318–326. [CrossRef]

33. Hosseinpour, S.; Aghbashlo, M.; Tabatabaei, M.; Mehrpooya, M. Estimation of biomass higher heating value (HHV) based on
the proximate analysis by using iterative neural network-adapted partial least squares (INNPLS). Energy 2017, 138, 473–479.
[CrossRef]

34. Akkaya, E. ANFIS based prediction model for biomass heating value using proximate analysis components. Fuel 2016, 180,
687–693. [CrossRef]

35. Uzun, H.; Yıldız, Z.; Goldfarb, J.L.; Ceylan, S. Improved prediction of higher heating value of biomass using an artificial neural
network model based on proximate analysis. Bioresour. Technol. 2017, 234, 122–130. [CrossRef]

36. Pattanayak, S.; Loha, C.; Hauchhum, L.; Sailo, L. Application of MLP-ANN models for estimating the higher heating value of
bamboo biomass. Biomass Convers. Biorefinery 2021, 11, 2499–2508. [CrossRef]

37. Aladejare, A.E.; Onifade, M.; Lawal, A.I. Application of metaheuristic based artificial neural network and multilinear regression
for the prediction of higher heating values of fuels. Int. J. Coal Prep. Util. 2022, 42, 1830–1851. [CrossRef]

38. Li, P.; Yang, M.; Wu, Q. Confidence interval based distributionally robust real-time economic dispatch approach considering
wind power accommodation risk. IEEE Trans. Sustain. Energy 2021, 12, 58–69. [CrossRef]

39. Xu, X.; Wang, C.; Zhou, P. GVRP considered oil-gas recovery in refined oil distribution: From an environmental perspective. Int. J.
Prod. Econ. 2021, 235, 108078. [CrossRef]

40. Yang, Y.; Wang, P.; Gao, X.; Gao, H.; Qi, Z. Research and application of RBF neural network based on modified Levenberg-
Marquardt. J. Comput. Methods Sci. Eng. 2022, 22, 1597–1619. [CrossRef]

41. The MathWorks Inc. MATLAB Version: R2019b, The MathWorks Inc. 2019. Available online: https://www.mathworks.com
(accessed on 11 March 2023).

42. Singh, K.V.; Bansal, H.O.; Singh, D. Fuzzy logic and Elman neural network tuned energy management strategies for a power-split
HEVs. Energy 2021, 225, 120152. [CrossRef]

43. Hosseini, S.; Vaferi, B. Determination of methanol loss due to vaporization in gas hydrate inhibition process using intelligent
connectionist paradigms. Arab. J. Sci. Eng. 2022, 47, 5811–5819. [CrossRef]

44. Zheng, Y.; Safdari Shadloo, M.; Nasiri, H.; Maleki, A.; Karimipour, A.; Tlili, I. Prediction of viscosity of biodiesel blends using
various artificial model and comparison with empirical correlations. Renew. Energy 2020, 153, 1296–1306. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

http://doi.org/10.3390/app12189213
http://doi.org/10.3233/JCM-215604
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10973-021-10952-7
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2021.05.092
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2017.07.075
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2016.04.112
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2017.03.015
http://doi.org/10.1007/s13399-020-00685-2
http://doi.org/10.1080/19392699.2020.1768080
http://doi.org/10.1109/TSTE.2020.2978634
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpe.2021.108078
http://doi.org/10.3233/JCM-226145
https://www.mathworks.com
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2021.120152
http://doi.org/10.1007/s13369-021-05679-4
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2020.02.087

	Introduction 
	Results and Discussions 
	Topology Tuning the ENN Model 
	Performance Monitoring 
	Training Stage 
	Testing Stage 
	Overall Data 


	Materials and Methods 
	Elman Neural Network 
	Data Collection 
	Data Distribution in Model Development and Validation Stages 
	Accuracy Evaluation 


	Conclusions 
	References

