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Abstract: Aiming at the characteristics of the periodic stacking structure of a lithium-ion battery core
and the corresponding relationship between the air-coupled ultrasonic transmission initial wave and
the wave propagation mode in each layer medium of a lithium-ion battery, the homogenized finite
element model of a lithium-ion battery was developed based on the theory of pressure acoustics and
solid mechanics. This model provided a reliable method and basis for solving the visualization of
ultrasonic propagation in a lithium-ion battery and the analysis of ultrasonic time-frequency domain
characteristics. The finite element simulation analysis and experimental verification of a lithium-ion
battery with a near-surface stomata defect, near-bottom stomata defect and middle-layer stomata
defect were performed. The results showed that the air-coupled ultrasonic transmission signal can
effectively characterize the stomata defect inside a lithium-ion battery. The energy of an air-coupled
ultrasonic transmission signal is concentrated between 350–450 kHz, and the acoustic diffraction
effect has an important influence on the effect of the ultrasonic and stomata defect. Based on the
amplitude response characteristics of the air-coupled ultrasonic transmission wave in the stomata
defect area, a C-scan of the lithium-ion battery was performed. The C-scan result verified that
air-coupled ultrasonic testing technology can accurately and effectively detect the pre-embedded
stomata defect and natural stomata defect in a lithium-ion battery, which is able to promote and
expand the application of the technology in the field of electric energy security.

Keywords: fluid–solid coupling; air-coupled ultrasonic testing; numerical simulation; lithium-ion
battery

1. Introduction

In recent years, a lithium-ion battery has been widely used in energy transportation, aerospace
and military field because of its high energy density, high operating voltage, little self-discharge rate,
long cycle life and environmental friendliness [1–7]. Therefore, a lithium-ion battery is considered to
be the most promising high-efficiency power reserve device. Due to the particularity of the preparation
process and service environment, pole piece misalignment, stomata, burr and other defects often
appear in the end product and these defects may result in a short-circuit or leakage, which will further
cause thermal runaway, combustion and explosion of the lithium-ion battery [8–11]. This seriously
affects the security of the service environment. A stomata defect is formed in the actual service
process. It usually refers to a variety of gases that are generated by a large amount of decomposition
of the lithium-ion battery internal substances due to internal abnormal behavior (excessive moisture
content, loss of solid electroly interphase film, etc.) of abnormal environment work (overcharge,
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overdischarge, high temperature environment, etc.) after the air-big is removed and package is
finished [12,13]. The internal gas components of the stomata defect mainly include CO2, CO, alkane
gas, O2, H2 and so on [14–17]. In order to avoid such defects affecting the safety and reliability of
the lithium-ion battery, in addition to strict control of the preparation process and development of an
effective battery management system, a reliable and effective non-destructive testing method must be
provided to eliminate short-board batteries. Furthermore, the consistency of each single-cell battery in
a lithium-ion battery pack is guaranteed. The performance and safety of the lithium-ion battery pack is
also guaranteed.

At present, there are ultrasonic testing technology and X-ray technology for the detection of the
stomata defect of a lithium-ion battery [18,19]. However, the couplant (water, coupling oil, etc.) used
in traditional ultrasonic testing technology will cause damage and pollution to the lithium-ion battery
cell, and its detection efficiency is very low. X-ray technology can identify such a defect, but this
technology will cause harm to the service environment of the lithium-ion battery due to radiation, and it
is difficult to adapt to on-site testing. Therefore, it is necessary to develop a non-contact, completely
non-destructive, non-coupling agent and have less impact on service environment testing technology.

The air-coupled ultrasonic testing (ACUT) technology is a new non-destructive ultrasonic testing
technology. This technology uses air as a coupling medium and has several significant advantages:
Non-contact, completely nondestructive [20], strong defect identification and characterization,
high detection efficiency [21,22], etc. Moreover, this technology can realize automatic detection
of large-scale and complex components, and has excellent on-site detection capability. Therefore, it is
very promising to apply this technology to a quality evaluation of a lithium-ion battery.

This paper studies and demonstrates the application of air-coupled ultrasonic testing technology to
nondestructive testing of the stomata defect in a lithium-ion battery. Firstly, based on the characteristics
of the periodic stacking structure of a lithium-ion battery core and the corresponding relationship
between the air-coupled ultrasonic transmission initial wave and the wave propagation mode in each
layer medium of the lithium-ion battery, a modeling method for the homogenized finite element
model of a lithium-ion battery is first proposed. Based on the theory of pressure acoustics and solid
mechanics, the wave equations of the fluid–solid coupling system are deduced, the boundary of the
acoustic-structure is established, and visualization of the transmission of the ultrasonic wave in a
lithium-ion battery is realized. Secondly, in order to simulate the presence of a near-surface stomata
defect, near-bottom stomata defect and middle-layer stomata defect of a lithium-ion battery, air layers
are respectively set up in the first to sixth electrolyte layers in the homogenized finite element model
of a lithium-ion battery. The time-frequency domain analysis method is used to analyze the effect of
the acoustic wave and stomata defect in the electrolyte of each layer at different transient moments.
It has been proved that a simulated transmission signal can effectively characterize the stomata defect
in the electrolyte of each layer. Finally, the C-scan detection is performed on a lithium-ion battery
with embedded defects based on the transmitted initial wave of an air-coupled ultrasonic signal.
The accuracy and effectiveness of the air-coupled ultrasonic testing method is verified.

2. Theory and Model

Under air-coupled conditions, an ultrasonic wave is excited, propagated and received through
a variety of media and fluid–solid coupling interfaces, particularly in air-coupled ultrasonic testing
of a lithium-ion battery. For a lithium-ion battery, the problem of ultrasonic propagation in air and
electrolyte media can be attributed to the pressure acoustics problem in the fluid field. The problem
of ultrasonic propagation in aluminum, copper, graphite, polypropylene (PP), nylon, etc. can be
attributed to the stress-strain problem in the solid field. The problem of ultrasonic propagation at the
fluid–solid coupling interface can be attributed to the fluid–solid coupling stress-strain problem under
certain continuous conditions. Therefore, it is necessary to analyze and discuss the wave equation in
fluid mechanics, structural mechanics equation, fluid–solid dynamic coupling equation and boundary
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conditions to provide accurate and reliable theoretical basis for finite element analysis. The schematic
diagram of ultrasound transmission is shown in Figure 1.
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2.1. Finite Element Method

Pressure loads are applied in air and electrolyte domains. Displacement acceleration of particles
in the air and electrolyte domains are caused by an external disturbance, and propagates forward
in a continuous form. The propagation of a sound wave in the fluid domain can be described by
Equation (1): [
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is the acoustic pressure vector of the element node in the fluid medium,
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vector of the element node in the fluid medium.
The propagation of a sound wave in the solid field, such as, aluminum, copper, graphite,

polypropylene polymer, nylon, etc., can be described by formula (2):
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where [Ms] is the mass matrix of the solid medium, {Fs} is the pressure load of the solid medium, [Ks] is
the stiffness matrix of the solid medium, {U} is the displacement vector of the solid medium.

When a sound wave reaches the fluid–solid coupling interface, the dynamic interaction between
the fluid medium at the fluid interface and the solid medium at the solid interface need to be considered.
Therefore, the sound wave control equation of the fluid–solid coupling interface is [23]: ρ0RT
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where [R] is the coupling matrix at the fluid-solid coupling interface. This equation means that the
nodes at the fluid–solid interface are continuous and the nodes both have a displacement component
and pressure component.

2.2. Finite Element Model

2.2.1. The Development Model

A lithium-ion battery consists of an Al-plastic film, battery core, current collector and battery
tab [24,25], as shown in Figure 2. An Al-plastic film is composed of nylon, polypropylene and thin
aluminum foil, and the schematic diagram is shown in Figure 3A. The battery core is a multilayer
laminated composite composed of an anode electrode plate, separator, cathode electrode plate and
electrolyte, as shown in Figure 4. The anode electrode plate consists of two layers of positive electrode
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active materials (LiCoO2 coating) and one layer of the metal current collector (Al foil), as shown in
Figure 3B. The cathode electrode plate consists of two layers of negative electrode active materials
(graphite coating) and one layer of the metal current collector (Cu foil), as shown in Figure 3C.
The separator consists of two layers of electrolyte and one layer of the polypropylene polymer material
(PP), as shown in Figure 3D.

The lithium-ion battery used in this paper consisted of 10 layers of anode electrode plates
(three-layer structure), 11 layers of cathode electrode plates (three-layer structure), 22 layers of
separators and two layers of Al-plastic film (three-layer structure). The total number layers of the
lithium-ion battery cell were up to 135 layers, and each layer was in the micron scale. Therefore,
the establishment of the finite element model for a lithium-ion battery has many problems, such as
difficulty in model establishment, difficulty in grid division and a huge calculation amount.
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In order to solve the above problems, after carefully observing the structure of the
lithium-ion battery (Figures 2–4), it was found that the structure of lithium-ion battery core
has a periodic distribution characteristic. The single cycle was arranged in the form of a
separator–cathode–separator–anode, and finally ended with a single cycle of a missing anode
electrode plate (separator–cathode–separator). Therefore, According to the characteristic of the
periodic structure of the lithium-ion battery core (Figure 2), a simplified model of the lithium-ion
battery was established, that is, the mediums that periodically appear were integrated together, and the
thickness of mediums was enlarged in proportion (this model was named as the homogenization model
of the lithium-ion battery). Then, the structure of the battery core model after homogenization was as
follows: Separator–cathode–separator–anode–separator (taking into account the actual structure of the
lithium-ion battery, the separator needs three homogeneous treatments), as shown in Figure 5. After
the homogenization process, the layer number of the medium of the lithium-ion battery was reduced
from 135 layers to 21 layers, and the inner interface of the lithium-ion battery was reduced from 134 to
20. In this case, the difficulty of modeling was greatly reduced and the mesh was reasonable.Sensors 2019, 19, x FOR PEER REVIEW 6 of 22 
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In order to verify the rationality of the homogenization model, it was necessary to clarify the
attenuation factor of the sound wave propagating inside the battery and the reference sound wave
mode for actual detection. For the sound wave propagating inside the lithium-ion battery, the main
factors causing attenuation include absorption attenuation of medium, scattering attenuation of
medium, diffusion attenuation and interface attenuation [26–28]. Among them, the influence of
interface attenuation is the most prominent. Therefore, the effect of interface attenuation was mainly
analyzed. The acoustic impedance of the medium is the inherent physical property of the medium.
When the sound wave passes though the same interface, the attenuation energy ratio is the same,
as shown in formula (4), Z_i is the acoustic impedance of the medium i (i = 1,2).

T12 =
2Z2

Z1 + Z2
(4)

Zi = ρici, i = 1, 2 (5)

Therefore, when the homogenization model is used, the significant reduction of the interfacial
layer number of medium of lithium-ion will cause echo signal energy to be amplified by a certain
coefficient. Furthermore, when ACUT technology is used to actually detect the lithium-ion battery,
the reference sound wave is the transmission initial wave (corresponding to the longitudinal wave
with the fastest propagation speed in each medium of the lithium-ion battery). However, the reduction
of the interfacial layer number of the medium has little effect on the mode and time of flight (TOF) of
the transmission initial wave (Snell theorem). Therefore, acoustic simulation of the lithium-ion battery
based on the homogenization model is reasonable.

In order to maximize the energy of the sound source coupled into the lithium-ion battery,
the distance between sound source and lithium-ion battery was set as the focal length of the sound
source. The homogenization finite element model of the lithium-ion battery is shown in Figure 6.
The model includes the air domain, lithium-ion battery domain and radiation sound source.
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2.2.2. Stomata Defect Positing Setting in the Lithium-Ion Battery Model

In order to study the response of the ultrasonic wave to the stomata defect in the lithium-ion
battery, air layers were embedded in the electrolyte layers from the first to the sixth of the lithium-ion
battery (simulating the stomata defect inside the battery), as shown in Figure 7. The first layer and
the second layer represented the near surface layer of the lithium-ion battery, the third layer and the
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fourth layer represented the middle layer of the lithium-ion battery and the fifth layer and sixth layer
represented near the bottom layer of the lithium-ion battery.Sensors 2019, 19, x FOR PEER REVIEW 7 of 22 
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2.2.3. Finite Element Mesh and Time Step

In order to accurately invert the propagation of the sound wave in each layer of the lithium-ion
battery, and taking into account the amount of finite element calculation, mesh size division was very
important. In this paper, different mesh sizes were selected for different mediums. Usually, 1/10 of
a wavelength of the sound wave in the current medium was used as the mesh size, as shown in
Formula (13), where C is the sound velocity of medium and f is the frequency of sound wave. The result
of meshing is shown in Table 1. Obviously, the meshing results meet Formula (6):

Lmesh ≤
1

10
C
f

(6)
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Table 1. Medium mesh size information.

Material Acoustic Velocity/m/s Mesh Size/µm

Air 340 100
PP_Al-plastic films 1900 30
Al_Al-plastic films 3080 30
nylon_Al-plastic

films 1800 20

Electrolyte 1500 20
PP_diaphragm 1900 50
LiCoO2 coating 4057 50

Al_collector 3080 50
Graphite coating 3500 50

Cu_collector 3810 40

In order to fully display the details of the propagation of the sound wave, time step was set to
18 ns.

2.2.4. Boundary Condition and Material Property

Reflection echo has a great influence on the result of the finite element analysis. In order to avoid
this situation, fluid domains (air domain and electrolyte domain) need to add the cylindrical wave
radiation boundary. The formula is shown in Formula (7):

− n ·
(
−

1
ρ
(∇P− qd)

)
+

1
ρ

(
1
c
∂P
∂t

+
P
2r

)
= Qi (7)

where, ρ is the density of the fluid material, n is the unit normal vector of the fluid material from the
inside to outside, qd is a dipole source, Qi is a unipolar source, P is the sound pressure of the fluid
domain, t is time and r is the distance from the cylindrical wave radiation source.

The boundary of the solid domain was selected with a low-reflection boundary, which can achieve
a good absorption effect of the boundary sound wave. The formula is shown in Formula (8):

σ · n = −di
∂u
∂t

(8)

where, n is the boundary direction vector, di is the function of density ρ, shear wave velocity Cs and
longitudinal wave velocity Cp.

A line source composed of a discrete point was used as the transmitting transducer. The excitation
signal was a cosine wave pulse treated with a Hanning window, and the amplitude of acoustic pressure
was 100 Pa. The receiving transducer is completed by using the acoustic pressure integral of discrete
points on the line source.

The linear elastic material was used in the fluid domain. The acoustic velocity is shown in Table 1
and the density is shown in Table 2. The material properties of solid domain are shown in Table 3.

Table 2. The material properties of the fluid domain.

Fluid Medium Density/kg/m3

Air 1.29
Electrolyte 1260
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Table 3. The material properties of the solid domain.

Solid Medium Elastic Modulus/GPa Poisson Ratio Density/kg/m3

LiCoO2 191 0.24 4790
Graphite 191 0.25 4790

Cu 119 0.326 8900
Al 71.7 0.33 2700
PP 0.896 0.4103 920

Nylon 2 0.4 1150

3. Specimen and ACUT System

3.1. Specimen

The size of the lithium-ion battery sample was 160 mm × 80 mm × 45 mm. The voltage of the
lithium-ion battery was 3.7 V. The capacity of the lithium-ion battery was 6000 mAh. The weight of the
lithium-ion battery sample was 90 g. Three round copper flakes of Φ20 mm, Φ10 mm and Φ5 mm
were pasted on the surface of the lithium-ion battery sample to simulate a near-surface stomata defect,
and three round copper flakes of Φ20 mm, Φ10 mm and Φ5 mm were pasted on the bottom of the
lithium-ion battery sample to simulate a near-bottom stomata defect, as shown in Figure 8.
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3.2. ACUT System

The air-coupled ultrasonic testing system was developed. The flaw detector (SONDA-007CX) was
used to produce an exciting signal with a specific bandwidth and central frequency. Then, the signal was
used to excite an air-coupled transmitting transducer to generate an ultrasonic signal. The ultrasonic
signal passed through the lithium-ion battery sample and was received by the air-coupled receiving
transducer. After being passed to the gain amplifier and bandpass filter device for gain compensation
and filtering, the signal was again received by the flaw detector and finally collected by an 8 bits,
250 Msps ADC (NI PXI-5114, National instruments, Austin, TX, USA), which was embedded in the
PC. Then, the collected data was transmitted to the PC for processing and an imaging operation.
In conjunction with the mechanical scanning module, including mechanical two-dimensional scanning
frame (LS-06), motion controller (MC-ST-02), servo motor, etc., the air-coupled ultrasonic testing system
could perform a C-scan of the lithium-ion battery sample. The schematic diagram of the experimental
setup is shown in Figure 9.
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Figure 9. Schematic diagram of the experimental setup.

4. Results and Discussion

4.1. Ultrasonic Propagation Characteristic in the Lithium-Ion Battery

The ultrasonic beam emitted by the air-coupled ultrasonic transducer was incident perpendicularly
to the calculation area, and reflection, transmission and other acoustic phenomena occurred after
contact with the lithium-ion battery sample. The sound pressure of the incident ultrasonic acted on
the upper surface of lithium-ion battery, then it was converted to the internal stress of the lithium-ion
battery and propagated downward in the form of stress. When the stress was transmitted to the
interface between the lithium-ion battery and air, it was converted into sound pressure and radiated
into the air domain. Then, it was received by the receiving transducer in the air domain. Figure 10
shows the received transmitted acoustic signal and its frequency spectrum.

Sensors 2019, 19, x FOR PEER REVIEW 10 of 22 

 

DAQ Card
（NI-5114）

Two-Dimensional 
Mechanical Scanner

Motion 
Controller

Bandpass Filter

Receiver

Transmitter

Sample

PC

Flaw Detector

Gain Amplifier

 

Figure 9. Schematic diagram of the experimental setup. 

4. Results and Discussion 

4.1. Ultrasonic Propagation Characteristic in the Lithium-Ion Battery 

The ultrasonic beam emitted by the air-coupled ultrasonic transducer was incident 
perpendicularly to the calculation area, and reflection, transmission and other acoustic phenomena 
occurred after contact with the lithium-ion battery sample. The sound pressure of the incident 
ultrasonic acted on the upper surface of lithium-ion battery, then it was converted to the internal 
stress of the lithium-ion battery and propagated downward in the form of stress. When the stress was 
transmitted to the interface between the lithium-ion battery and air, it was converted into sound 
pressure and radiated into the air domain. Then, it was received by the receiving transducer in the 
air domain. Figure 10 shows the received transmitted acoustic signal and its frequency spectrum. 

  
Figure 10. The time-frequency domain characteristics of the air-coupled ultrasonic signal passing 
through the lithium-ion battery. (A) Air-coupled ultrasonic time-domain signal passing through the 
lithium-ion battery; (B) the corresponding frequency spectrum. 

As can be seen from Figure 10A, the finite element simulation time-domain signal had a good 
signal to noise ratio (SNR) and could clearly identify the transmitted initial wave signal. Therefore, it 
was speculated that the change of the energy amplitude of the transmitted initial wave could 
effectively evaluate and characterize the internal quality of the lithium-ion battery, and the 
transmitted initial wave was not easily interfered by other waveform signals. Figure 10B shows the 
received finite element simulation signal had narrow band characteristics. The signal energy was 

0 64 128 192 256
-6

-4

-2

0

2

4

6

Time [μs]

S
ou

nd
 P

re
ss

ur
e 

[P
a]

0 0.4 0.8 1.2 1.6 2.0
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

Frequency [MHz]

N
or

m
al

iz
ed

 a
m

pl
itu

de

(A)   (B)  

Figure 10. The time-frequency domain characteristics of the air-coupled ultrasonic signal passing
through the lithium-ion battery. (A) Air-coupled ultrasonic time-domain signal passing through the
lithium-ion battery; (B) the corresponding frequency spectrum.

As can be seen from Figure 10A, the finite element simulation time-domain signal had a good
signal to noise ratio (SNR) and could clearly identify the transmitted initial wave signal. Therefore,
it was speculated that the change of the energy amplitude of the transmitted initial wave could
effectively evaluate and characterize the internal quality of the lithium-ion battery, and the transmitted
initial wave was not easily interfered by other waveform signals. Figure 10B shows the received finite
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element simulation signal had narrow band characteristics. The signal energy was mainly concentrated
in the 350–450 kHz. At about 400 kHz, the energy of the sound wave reached the maximum. Therefore,
in actual detection, considering the penetration and resolution of the ACUT system and characteristics
of the stomata defect (transverse size, longitudinal size, etc.), the air-coupled ultrasonic transducer with
a center frequency of 400 kHz as the receiving transducer could achieve a good detection effect. And,
in order to obtain accurate, reliable and easy-to-engineered air-coupled ultrasonic testing methods,
we need to further study the ultrasonic response characteristics and characterization methods of the
stomata defect at different positions in the lithium-ion battery sample.

4.2. Air-Coupled Ultrasonic Response and Characterization of the Stomata Defect of the Li-Ion Battery

On the basis of studying the time-frequency domain characteristic of an air-coupled transmission
ultrasonic signal of the lithium-ion battery, the acoustic response of the stomata defect in the lithium-ion
battery was further studied. It is the basis and premise for establishing the air-coupled ultrasonic
characterization method of the stomata defect in the lithium-ion battery. The presence of the stomata
defect in the internal electrolyte layer of the lithium-ion battery can cause a large number of sound
waves to be reflected during sound wave transmission, and eventually cause the energy of air-coupled
ultrasonic signal to be severely attenuated. Therefore, we could accurately evaluate the internal
integrity of lithium-ion battery by measuring the attenuation of acoustic energy after penetrating the
lithium-ion battery.

In order to accurately study the response of the stomata defect in each electrolyte layer of the
lithium-ion battery to the ultrasonic signal, the first layer to the sixth layer of the electrolyte of the six
battery models were respectively embedded with a stomata defect (air layer), as shown in Figure 7.

The finite element simulation comparison (11.268 µs) of the resultant stress amplitude of the
intact lithium-ion battery and lithium-ion battery with the stomata defect in the first electrolyte layer
(defect location as shown in Figure 7A) are shown in Figure 11. Figure 11A shows that the sound wave
propagated in air and electrolyte mainly in the form of a longitudinal wave and the fastest propagation
of the sound wave in the solid was the solid longitudinal wave. Since the ACUT mainly focuses on the
effect of the transmission initial wave (corresponding to the longitudinal wave in air, liquid and solid)
with a stomata defect, we focused on the effect of the longitudinal wave on defects in the lithium-ion
battery. Figure 11B is the interaction between the longitudinal wave and stomata defect when the first
electrolyte layer had a stomata defect: The energy of the transmission longitudinal wave attenuated
significantly, and the amplitude energy was almost invisible in the simulation result. The results of the
finite element analysis clearly showed an influence of the internal stomata defect of the lithium-ion
battery on the propagation of the ultrasonic longitudinal wave. Therefore, it can be inferred that
measuring the energy change of the transmission initial wave can effectively characterize the stomata
defect in the first electrolyte layer of the lithium-ion battery.
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Figure 11. Finite element simulation of time snapshots of the propagation of the ultrasonic wave in the
lithium-ion battery (11.268 µs). (A) The simulation result without a defect; (B) the simulation result
with a stomata defect in the first electrolyte layer.

The contrast effect of the transmission ultrasonic signal received by the discrete probe points
(corresponding to Figure 11) are shown in Figure 12. As can be seen from Figure 12A, when there was
a stomata defect in the first electrolyte layer, the amplitude of transmission initial signal would be
significantly attenuated, and the energy of the transmission initial signal was reduced from 4.449 Pa
with no defect to 0.126 Pa with a stomata defect. Therefore, it could be confirmed that the stomata
defects in the first electrolyte layer of the lithium-ion battery could be effectively characterized based
on the change of the transmission initial wave.
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Figure 12. The transmission signals of the intact model and defective model with a stomata defect in
the first electrolyte layer.

The finite element simulation comparison results (11.520 µs, 12.060 µs, 12.186 µs, 12.996 µs and
13.122 µs) of the intact lithium-ion battery and lithium-ion battery with a stomata defect in the second
third, fourth, fifth and sixth electrolyte layer (defect location as shown in Figure 7) are shown in
Figures 13–17. Figures 13A–17A show that the sound wave propagated in air and electrolyte mainly in
the form of a longitudinal wave and the fastest propagation of the sound wave in the solid was the
solid longitudinal wave. Since the ACUT mainly focuses on the effect of the transmission initial wave
(corresponding to the longitudinal wave in air, liquid and solid) with stomata defects, we focused on
the effect of the longitudinal wave and defect when the sound wave propagates inside the lithium-ion
battery. Figures 13B–17B show the interaction between the longitudinal wave and stomata defects
(embedded in the second, third, fourth, fifth and sixth electrolyte layers of the lithium-ion battery):
The energy of the transmission longitudinal wave attenuated significantly, the amplitude energy was
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almost invisible in the simulation result, the stress energy attenuation phenomenon occurred in the
polypropylene area due to interference effect and there was a weak diffraction effect at the edge of the
stomata defect. The results of the finite element analysis clearly showed an influence of the internal
stomata defect of the lithium-ion battery on the propagation of the ultrasonic longitudinal wave.
Therefore, it could be inferred that measuring the energy change of the transmission initial wave could
effectively characterize the stomata defect.
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Figure 13. Finite element simulation of time snapshots of the propagation of the ultrasonic wave in the
lithium-ion battery (11.520 µs). (A) The simulation result without a defect; (B) the simulation result
with a stomata defect in the second electrolyte layer.
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lithium-ion battery (12.060 µs). (A) The simulation result without a defect; (B) the simulation result
with a stomata defect in the third electrolyte layer.
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with a stomata defect in the fourth electrolyte layer.
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lithium-ion battery (12.996 µs). (A) The simulation result without a defect; (B) the simulation result
with a stomata defect in the fifth electrolyte layer.
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lithium-ion battery (13.122 µs). (A) The simulation result without a defect; (B) the simulation result
with a stomata defect in the sixth electrolyte layer.
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Figure 18 shows the contrast effect of the transmission ultrasonic signal received by the discrete
probe points, corresponding to Figures 13–17. As can be seen from Figure 18A, when there was a stomata
defect in the second electrolyte layer of the lithium-ion model, the amplitude of the transmission initial
signal would be significantly attenuated, and the energy of the transmission initial signal was reduced
from 4.449 Pa with no defect to 0.261 Pa with a stomata defect. The same result could be obtained
from Figure 18B–E: The amplitude of the transmission initial signal would be significantly attenuated,
the energy of the transmission initial signal of Figure 18B attenuated to 0.944 Pa, the energy of the
transmission initial signal of Figure 18C attenuated to 0.541 Pa, the energy of the transmission initial
signal of Figure 18D attenuated to 0.143 Pa and the energy of the transmission initial signal Figure 18E
attenuated to 0.151 Pa. Therefore, it could be confirmed that the stomata defects in the lithium-ion
battery could be effectively characterized based on the change of the transmission initial wave.

Sensors 2019, 19, x FOR PEER REVIEW 16 of 22 

 

  

  

 

Figure 18. The transmission signals of the intact model and defective model with a stomata defect in 
the second, third, fourth, fifth and sixth electrolyte layer of the lithium-ion battery. (A) The stomata 
defect in the second electrolyte layer of the lithium-ion battery, (B) the stomata defect in the third 
electrolyte layer of the lithium-ion battery, (C) the stomata defect in the fourth electrolyte layer of the 
lithium-ion battery, (D) the stomata defect in the fifth electrolyte layer of the lithium-ion battery and 
(E) the stomata defect in the sixth electrolyte layer of the lithium-ion battery. 

  

0 64 128 192 256
-6

-4

-2

0

2

4

6

Time [μs]

S
ou

nd
 p

re
ss

ur
e 

[P
a]

 

 
No Stomata
Stomata

0 64 128 192 256
-6

-4

-2

0

2

4

6

Time [μs]

S
ou

nd
 p

re
ss

ur
e 

[P
a]

 

 

No Stomata
Stomata

0 64 128 192 256
-6

-4

-2

0

2

4

6

Time [μs]

S
ou

nd
 p

re
ss

ur
e 

[P
a]

 

 
No Stomata
Stomata

0 64 128 192 256
-6

-4

-2

0

2

4

6

Time [μs]

S
ou

nd
 p

re
ss

ur
e 

[P
a]

 

 
No Stomata
Stomata

0 64 128 192 256
-6

-4

-2

0

2

4

6

Time [μs]

S
ou

nd
 p

re
ss

ur
e 

[P
a]

 

 
No Stomama
Stomata

(A)   (B)   

(C)   (D)   

(E)   

Figure 18. The transmission signals of the intact model and defective model with a stomata defect in
the second, third, fourth, fifth and sixth electrolyte layer of the lithium-ion battery. (A) The stomata
defect in the second electrolyte layer of the lithium-ion battery, (B) the stomata defect in the third
electrolyte layer of the lithium-ion battery, (C) the stomata defect in the fourth electrolyte layer of the
lithium-ion battery, (D) the stomata defect in the fifth electrolyte layer of the lithium-ion battery and
(E) the stomata defect in the sixth electrolyte layer of the lithium-ion battery.
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In order to visually compare the energy attenuation of ultrasonic signal, the calculation formula
of acoustic attenuation equivalent (9) was introduced:

∆ = 20lg
(

A2

A1

)
(9)

where A1 is the amplitude of the transmission initial signal of the intact lithium-ion battery, A2 is the
amplitude of the transmission initial signal of the defective lithium-ion battery. The calculation results
are shown in Table 4.

Table 4. The acoustic attenuation equivalent of the simulation ultrasonic transmission signal.

Defect Electrolyte Layer Location Sound Pressure/Pa Attenuation Equivalent/dB

No defect 4.449 0
First layer 0.126 −6.958

Second layer 0.261 −5.536
Third layer 0.944 −3.027

Fourth layer 0.541 −4.114
Fifth layer 0.143 −6.711
Sixth layer 0.151 −6.605

The above simulation results show that the homogenized finite element model of the lithium-ion
battery could correctly invert the sound wave propagation process in the lithium-ion battery;
the receiver simulation transmission signal had a good signal to noise ratio (SNR) and can clearly
identify the transmission initial wave (corresponding to the longitudinal wave in air, electrolyte and
solid); the simulation transmission signal could effectively characterize the stomata defect in the first
to sixth electrolyte layers; it is reasonable to use a transducer with a center frequency of 400 kHz as a
receiving transducer in actual detection. Table 4 shows that when there were stomata defects in the
third and fourth electrolyte layer, the acoustic attenuation equivalent was smaller than that in the first,
second, fifth and sixth electrolyte layers with a stomata defect, and this was mainly due to the fact
that the acoustic diffraction effect was more obvious when there was a stomata defect in the third and
fourth electrolyte layer.

4.3. Transmission Signal in Actual Detection of the Lithium-Ion Battery

Combined with the lithium-ion battery finite element model and actual lithium-ion battery
structure, we could see that the air layers set in the first electrolyte layer and the second electrolyte
layer of the lithium-ion battery finite element model were used to simulate the near-surface stomata
defect of the lithium-ion battery, the air layers set in the third electrolyte layer and the fourth electrolyte
layer were used to simulate the middle-layer stomata defect of lithium-ion battery and the air layers
set in the fifth electrolyte layer and the sixth electrolyte layer were used to simulate the near-bottom
stomata defect of the lithium-ion battery. In order to verify the correctness of the finite element analysis
result, a lithium-ion battery with near-surface defects, near-bottom defects and internal natural defects
was prepared. The actual detection experiment was carried out. The results of the detection are shown
in Figures 19–22. The operating frequency of the air-coupled transducer was 400 kHz, the excitation
voltage was 400 V, the gain was 60 dB and the excitation signal was a sine wave pulse train. Figure 19
shows the detection results of the intact lithium-ion battery sample. As can be seen from Figure 19A,
the time domain signal had a good SNR and the transmission initial wave could be clearly identified.
As can be seen from Figure 19B, the frequency-domain characteristics of the receiver signal were
affected by various noise of the environment and ACUT system, resulting in narrowing of the frequency
band, but the basic characteristics were not changed. The energy was mainly concentrated between
360 kHz and 440 kHz, and the signal energy reached the maximum value when the frequency of signal
was 400 kHz.
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Figure 19. Air-coupled ultrasonic signal and its frequency spectrum during actual detection. (A) The
transmission signal; (B) The corresponding frequency spectrum.

Figure 20 shows the contrast between the transmission signal of the near-surface stomata defect of
the lithium-ion battery and transmission signal of the intact lithium-ion battery sample. As can be seen
from Figure 20A, the existence of the near-surface stomata defect could cause serious attenuation of
the ultrasonic transmission signal, especially in the transmission initial wave. The amplitude of the
transmission initial signal was reduced from 0.722 V with no defect to 0.148 V with a stomata defect,
which was consistent with the finite simulation result. Seen from Figure 20B, the spectrum characteristic
of the ultrasonic signal did not change regardless of the presence or absence of the near-surface stomata
defect. The frequency band was narrower than the simulation result, but the basic characteristics were
not changed, that is, the energy of transmission signal was mainly concentrated between 360 kHz
and 440 kHz, and the signal energy reached the maximum value when the frequency of signal was
400 kHz. Therefore, it is reasonable to use a transducer with a center frequency of 400 kHz as a receiving
transducer to evaluate the near-surface stomata defect of a lithium-ion battery during actual detection.
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Figure 20. The contrast between the transmission signal of the near-surface stomata defect of a
lithium-ion battery and the transmission signal of an intact lithium-ion battery sample. (A) The
transmission signal; (B) The corresponding frequency spectrum.

The same results can be obtained from Figures 21 and 22: The amplitude of the transmission
initial signal was reduced to 0.426 V with a natural stomata defect (see Figure 21A), the amplitude
of transmission initial signal was reduced to 0.139 V with a near-bottom defect (see Figure 22A) and
the spectrum characteristics of the transmission signal in Figures 21B and 22B were identical to those
presented in Figure 20B. The calculation results of attenuation were equivalent of the actual ultrasonic
transmission signal for stomata defects at a different depth position of the lithium-ion battery as shown
in Table 5.
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Figure 21. The contrast between the transmission signal of a natural stomata defect inside a lithium-ion
battery and the transmission signal of an intact lithium-ion battery sample. (A) The transmission signal;
(B) The corresponding frequency spectrum.
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Figure 22. The contrast between the transmission signal of a near-bottom stomata defect of a lithium-ion
battery and the transmission signal of an intact lithium-ion battery sample. (A) The transmission signal;
(B) The corresponding frequency spectrum.

Table 5. The acoustic attenuation equivalent of the actual ultrasonic transmission signal.

Defect Electrolyte Layer Location Amplitude/V Attenuation Equivalent/dB

No defect 0.722 0
Near-surface layer 0.148 −19.066

Middle layer 0.426 −6.347
Near-bottom layer 0.139 −19.821

The above test results were consistent with the finite element simulation results. The specific
performance in the waveforms of the received signals were basically the same, that is, the received
signals had good SNR and could clearly identify the transmission initial wave; the spectrum of
the received transmission signals had good consistency regardless of the presence or absence of a
stomata defect, that is, the transmission received signals had a narrow frequency band characteristic,
energy mainly was concentrated between 360 kHz and 440 kHz, and the signal energy reached the
maximum value when the frequency of signal was about 400 kHz; based on the transmission initial
wave of the received signal, the response of the stomata defect at a different depth position was
consistent, and the energy attenuation caused by the middle-layer stomata defect of lithium-ion battery
was smaller than that of the near-surface stomata defect and near-surface stomata defect (Tables 4 and 5
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show the same regularity, but acoustic attenuation equivalent of the actual experimental results was
larger than that of the finite element results. This was due to the fact that some factors leading to
acoustic attenuation were idealized in the finite element simulation, so this was in line with the actual
situation). Therefore, based on the correctness and consistency of the finite element simulation and the
experimental results, it was proved that the stomata defect at different positions of the lithium-ion
battery can be effectively characterized by the change of energy amplitude of the transmission initial
wave of the transmission wave.

4.4. ACUT C-Scan of the Lithium-Ion Battery Sample

According to the above simulation result and experimental result, the stomata defect at a different
depth position of the lithium-ion battery could be detected and characterized based on the transmission
initial wave of the air-coupled transmission wave. Therefore, the ACUT C-scan image based on the
signal in Figure 19A for the detection of the lithium-ion battery sample (mentioned in Section 3) could
be achieved. The excitation voltage was 400 V, the total system gain was 60 dB, the scanning speed was
15 mm/s, the center frequency of the transducer was 400 kHz, the distance between the transducer,
lithium-ion battery was 30 mm, the scanning area was 200 mm × 100 mm and the scanning step was
0.5 mm. The result is shown in Figure 23. It can be seen that the C-scan result was consistent with
the actual features of the stomata defect in the lithium-ion battery as shown in Figure 8. At the same
time, when the size of the stomata defect areas was similar, the overall energy of the natural defect
was higher than that of the near-surface stomata defect and the near-bottom stomata defect (refer to
the near-surface stomata defect with a size of Φ10 mm, the near-bottom stomata defect with a size of
Φ10 mm and the natural stomata defect in Figure 23), which was consistent with the simulation result.
Due to the influence of the focused sound beam, the overall energy of the small stomata defect was
higher than the large stomata defect (refer to the near-surface stomata defect with a size of Φ20 mm,
Φ10 mm and Φ5 mm or the near-bottom stomata defect with a size of Φ20 mm, Φ10 mm and Φ5 mm
in Figure 23), which was consistent with the actual detection law of ACUT.
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5. Conclusions

In this paper, aiming at the characteristics of the periodic stacking structure of a lithium-ion
battery core and the corresponding relationship between the air-coupled ultrasonic transmission initial
wave and the wave propagation mode in each medium layer of a lithium-ion battery, the homogenized
finite element model of a lithium-ion battery was proposed for the first time. This model effectively
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solves the problem that the lithium-ion is difficult to be modeled because of the large number and the
small size of dielectric layers. It provides a reliable method for correctly inverting the propagation of
sound wave in each layer of the lithium-ion battery.

Based on the homogenization finite element model of a lithium-ion battery, the acoustic
time-domain response and frequency-domain characteristic of the stomata defect at a different
depth position of the lithium-ion battery were studied. The simulation results showed that the
homogenization finite element model of the lithium-ion battery could correctly invert the sound wave
propagation process in the lithium-ion battery; the simulation transmission signal had a good SNR
and could clearly identify the transmission initial wave; the simulation transmission signal could
effectively characterize the stomata defect in the first to sixth electrolyte layers, that is, when the
stomata defect existed, the difference of the sound field was obvious, and the energy attenuation of the
transmission sound wave was serious; the effect of the acoustic diffraction effect on the transmission
signal energy was analyzed. Finally, the correctness and effectiveness of the homogeneous lithium-ion
battery model was proved by practical experiments. At the same time, the agreement between the
theoretical simulation results and the actual experimental results also proved that the stomata defect at
different positions of the lithium-ion battery could be effectively characterized by the change of energy
amplitude of the transmission initial wave of the transmission wave.

The ACUT C-scan image based on the signal in Figure 19A for the detection of the lithium-ion
battery sample had been achieved. The C-scan result was consistent with the actual features of the
stomata defect in the lithium-ion battery, which further demonstrates that ACUT technology is effective
for the detection of the stomata defect in a lithium-ion battery. In the future, the research on detectability
of lithium-ion battery types, defect characteristics of a lithium-ion battery will promote and expand
the application of ACUT technology in the field of electric energy safety.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, H.L.; methodology, H.L.; software, H.L.; validation, H.L.; formal
analysis, H.L.; investigation, H.L.; resources, H.L.; data curation, H.L.; writing—original draft preparation, H.L.;
writing—review and editing, H.L.; visualization, H.L.; supervision, Z.Z.

Funding: This work has been supported by the Fund of Equipment Pre-research Project during the 13th Five-year
plan period (grant no.41421070102).

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1. Finegan, D.P.; Darcy, E.; Keyser, M.; Tjaden, B.; Heenan, T.M.M.; Jervis, R.; Bailey, J.J.; Malik, R.; Vo, N.T.;
Magdysyuk, O.V.; et al. Characterising thermal runaway within lithium-ion cells by inducing and monitoring
internal short circuits. Energy Environ. Sci. 2017, 10, 1377–1388. [CrossRef]

2. Scrosati, B.; Hassoun, J.; Sun, Y.K. Lithium-ion batteries. A look into the future. Energy Environ. Sci. 2011, 4,
3287–3295. [CrossRef]

3. Finegan, D.P.; Scheel, M.; Robinson, J.B.; Tjaden, B.; Hunt, I.; Mason, T.J.; Millichamp, J.; Di Michiel, M.;
Offer, G.J.; Hinds, G.; et al. In-operando high-speed tomography of lithium-ion batteries during thermal
runaway. Nat. Commun. 2015, 6, 6924. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

4. Liu, L.; Guan, P.; Liu, C. Experimental and simulation investigations of porosity graded cathodes in mitigating
battery degradation of high voltage lithium-ion batteries. J. Electrochem. Soc. 2017, 164, A3163–A3173.
[CrossRef]

5. Liu, C.; Liu, L. Optimal design of Li-ion batteries through multi-physics modeling and multi-objective
optimization. J. Electrochem. Soc. 2017, 164, E3254–E3264. [CrossRef]

6. Liu, C.; Liu, L. Optimizing battery design for fast charge through a genetic algorithm based multi-objective
optimization framework. ECS Trans. 2017, 77, 257–271. [CrossRef]

7. Guan, P.; Liu, L.; Lin, X. Simulation and experiment on solid electrolyte interphase (SEI) morphology
evolution and lithium-ion diffusion. J. Electrochem. Soc. 2015, 162, A1798–A1808. [CrossRef]

8. Kong, W.; Li, H.; Huang, X.; Chen, L. Gas evolution behaviors for several cathode materials in lithium-ion
batteries. J. Power Sources 2005, 142, 285–291. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C7EE00385D
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c1ee01388b
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms7924
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25919582
http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/2.1021713jes
http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/2.0291711jes
http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/07711.0257ecst
http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/2.0521509jes
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2004.10.008


Sensors 2019, 19, 2391 21 of 21

9. Maleki, H.; Howard, J.N. Effects of overdischarge on performance and thermal stability of a Li-ion cell. J.
Power Sources 2006, 160, 1395–1402. [CrossRef]

10. Belharouak, I.; Koenig, G.M.; Tan, T.; Yumoto, H.; Ota, N.; Amine, K. Performance degradation and gassing
of Li4Ti5O12/LiMn2O4 lithium-ion cells. J. Electrochem. Soc. 2012, 159, A1165–A1170. [CrossRef]

11. Vetter, J.; Holzapfel, M.; Wuersig, A.; Scheifele, W.; Ufheil, J.; Novak, P. In situ study on CO2 evolution at
lithium-ion battery cathodes. J. Power Sources 2006, 159, 277–281. [CrossRef]

12. Liu, L.; Park, J.; Lin, X.; Sastry, A.M.; Lu, W. A thermal-electrochemical model that gives spatial-dependent
growth of solid electrolyte interphase in a Li-ion battery. J. Power Sources 2014, 268, 482–490. [CrossRef]

13. Lin, X.; Park, J.; Liu, L.; Lee, Y.; Sastry, A.M.; Lu, W. A comprehensive capacity fade model and analysis for
Li-ion batteries. J. Electrochem. Soc. 2013, 160, A1701–A1710. [CrossRef]

14. Nelson, J.; Misra, S.; Yang, Y.; Jackson, A.; Liu, Y.; Wang, H.; Dai, H.; Andrews, J.C.; Cui, Y.; Toney, M.F. In
operando X-ray diffraction and transmission X-ray microscopy of lithium sulfur batteries. J. Am. Chem. Soc.
2012, 134, 6337–6343. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

15. Zhuang, G.V.; Yang, H.; Blizanac, B.; Ross, P.N. A study of electrochemical reduction of ethylene and
propylene carbonate electrolytes on graphite using ATR-FTIR spectroscopy. Electrochem. Solid-State Lett.
2005, 8, A441–A445. [CrossRef]

16. Zhang, H.-L.; Sun, C.-H.; Li, F.; Liu, C.; Tan, J.; Cheng, H.-M. New insight into the interaction between
propylene carbonate-based electrolytes and graphite anode material for lithium ion batteries. J. Phys. Chem. C
2007, 111, 4740–4748. [CrossRef]

17. Huang, S.; Wen, Z.; Zhu, X.; Yang, X. Research on Li4Ti5O12/Cu x O Composite Anode Materials for
Lithium-Ion Batteries. J. Electrochem. Soc. 2005, 152, A1301–A1305.

18. Garcia-Rodriguez, M.; Yañez, Y.; Garcia-Hernandez, M.; Salazar, J.; Turó, A.; Chavez, J. Application of Golay
codes to improve the dynamic range in ultrasonic Lamb waves air-coupled systems. NDT E Int. 2010, 43,
677–686. [CrossRef]

19. Hutchins, D.; Burrascano, P.; Davis, L.; Laureti, S.; Ricci, M. Coded waveforms for optimised air-coupled
ultrasonic nondestructive evaluation. Ultrasonics 2014, 54, 1745–1759. [CrossRef]

20. Pallav, P.; Gan, T.H.; Hutchins, D.A. Elliptical-Tukey chirp signal for high-resolution, air-coupled ultrasonic
imaging. IEEE Trans. Ultrason. Ferroelectr. Freq. Control 2007, 54, 1530–1540. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

21. Li, H.; Zhou, Z. Application of P4 Polyphase codes pulse compression method to air-coupled ultrasonic
testing systems. Ultrasonics 2017, 78, 57–69. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

22. Li, H.; Zhou, Z. Air-Coupled Ultrasonic Signal Processing Method for Detection of Lamination Defects in
Molded Composites. J. Nondestruct. Eval. 2017, 36, 45. [CrossRef]

23. Zhao, Y.; Shen, Z.; Lu, J.; Ni, X. Simulation of leaky Rayleigh wave at air-solid cylindrical interfaces by finite
element method. Ultrasonics 2006, 44, e1169–e1172. [CrossRef]

24. Jaguemont, J.; Omar, N.; Martel, F.; Bossche, P.V.D.; Van Mierlo, J. Streamline three-dimensional thermal
model of a lithium titanate pouch cell battery in extreme temperature conditions with module simulation.
J. Power Sources 2017, 367, 24–33. [CrossRef]

25. Cai, L.; White, R.E. Mathematical modeling of a lithium ion battery with thermal effects in COMSOL Inc.
Multiphysics (MP) software. J. Power Sources. 2011, 196, 5985–5989. [CrossRef]

26. Chen, S.C.; Wan, C.C.; Wang, Y.Y. Thermal analysis of lithium-ion batteries. J. Power Sources 2005, 140,
111–124. [CrossRef]

27. Sutherland, L.C.; Daigle, G.A. Atmospheric Sound Propagation; Wiley: New York, NY, USA, 1998.
28. Chimenti, D.E. Review of air-coupled ultrasonic materials characterization. Ultrasonics 2014, 54, 1804–1816.

[CrossRef]

© 2019 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2006.03.043
http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/2.013208jes
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2006.04.087
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2014.06.050
http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/2.040310jes
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja2121926
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22432568
http://dx.doi.org/10.1149/1.1979327
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp066762j
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ndteint.2010.07.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ultras.2014.03.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TUFFC.2007.423
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17703656
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ultras.2017.03.001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28319821
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10921-017-0425-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ultras.2006.05.177
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2017.09.028
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2011.03.017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2004.05.064
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ultras.2014.02.006
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Theory and Model 
	Finite Element Method 
	Finite Element Model 
	The Development Model 
	Stomata Defect Positing Setting in the Lithium-Ion Battery Model 
	Finite Element Mesh and Time Step 
	Boundary Condition and Material Property 


	Specimen and ACUT System 
	Specimen 
	ACUT System 

	Results and Discussion 
	Ultrasonic Propagation Characteristic in the Lithium-Ion Battery 
	Air-Coupled Ultrasonic Response and Characterization of the Stomata Defect of the Li-Ion Battery 
	Transmission Signal in Actual Detection of the Lithium-Ion Battery 
	ACUT C-Scan of the Lithium-Ion Battery Sample 

	Conclusions 
	References

